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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
SOQUTHERN DI STRI CT OF FLORI DA
CASE NO 9:18-cv-80176- BB/ BR
| RA KLEI MAN, as the personal
representative of the Estate of
David Kl ei man, and W&K | nf o Def ense
Research, LLC
Plaintiffs,
- VS_
CRAI G WRI GHT
Def endant .

* * * % * % * % * % * * * * * * * * *

VI DEOTAPED DEPOSI TI ON OF | RA KLEI VAN
DATE TAKEN:. April 8, 2019

TIME: 10:10 - 2:55 p.m

PLACE: 100 S.E. 2nd Street

Mam , Florida 33131

TAKEN BEFORE: RICK E. LEVY, RPR, FPR
AND NOTARY PUBLI C

* * * % * % *x % * % * * * * * * * * *

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 2 of

© 00 N o o b~ W N P

[HEN
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT
IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019

Page 2

APPEARANCES:

On behal f of the Plaintiff:

KYLE ROCHE, ESQUI RE

BO ES, SCH LLER & FLEXNER LLP
333 Main Street

Arnonk, NY 10504

VEL FREEDVAN, ESQUI RE

ANDREW BRENNER, ESQUI RE

BO ES, SCHI LLER & FLEXNER LLP
100 S.E. 2nd Street

Suite 2800

Mam , Florida 33131

On behal f of the Defendant:

BRYAN PASCHAL, ESQUI RE

AVANDA MCGOVERN, ESQUI RE

ANDRES RI VERO, ESQUI RE (VI A PHONE)
Rl VERO MESTRE, LLP

2525 Ponce de Leon Boul evard
Suite 1000

Coral Gables, Florida 33134

Al so Present: Rene Lavandera, The Vi deographer

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 3 of

© 00 N o o b~ W N P

[EEN
o

11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT
IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019

Page 3

W TNESS:
| RA KLEI VAN

BY MR PASCHAL

NUMVBER

DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT'
DEFENDANT'
DEFENDANT'
DEFENDANT'
DEFENDANT'
DEFENDANT'
DEFENDANT'
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S
DEFENDANT" S

(ORORONORONOR)

5

OCO~NOOUITRWNE

RPRRRRRRRRE
©CO~NOURNWNERO

I NDEX

DI RECT CRGSS REDI RECT

PAGE

29
34
37
39
45
56
58
59
63
82
84
90
108
115
123
122
138
139

RECROSS

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020

354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT
IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019

Page 4 of

Page 4

1 PROCEEDI NGS

2 - - -

3 Deposition taken before Rick E. Levy,

4 Regi stered Professional Reporter and Notary Public

5 in and for the State of Florida at Large, in the

6 | above cause.

7 - - -

8 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: Good norning. W are now
9 on the record in the matter of Kleiman, Ira and the
10 estate of David Kleimn vs. Wight, Craig. Today
11 Is April 8th 2019. The tine is now 10:10 a. m

12 This is the video recorded deposition of

13 M. Ira Kleiman being taken here at 100 Sout heast
14 2nd Street, Suite 2800, Mam, Florida 33131. M
15 name i s Rene Lavandera representing First Choice
16 Reporting located in Ol ando, Florida.

17 The court reporter this norning is M. Rick
18 Levy. WIIl all counsel present please introduce
19 your sel ves for the record?

20 MR. PASCHAL: Bryan Paschal for Dr. Craig
21 Wi ght and Ananda McGovern for Dr. Craig Wight as
22 wel | .

23 MR. RIVERO Andres Rivero on the tel ephone
24 al so representing Dr. Craig Wi ght.

25 MR. ROCHE: Kyle Roche of Boies, Schiller &

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com
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FIl exner representing plaintiffs.
MR. FREEDMAN. Vel Freednman, Boies, Schiller
representing plaintiff.
THE VI DEOGRAPHER: M. Court reporter, you nay
swear in the wtness.
Ther eupon,
(Ira Kl ei mn)
havi ng been first duly sworn or affirned,
was exam ned and testified as foll ows:
DI RECT EXAM NATI ON
THE W TNESS: Yes.
BY MR PASCHAL.:
Coul d you pl ease state your full nanme?
I ra Kl ei man.
I ra, have you ever been deposed before?

No.

o >» O >» O

"1l go over a few basics how a deposition is
going to work today. W need you to provide clear, oral
responses so the court reporter, this is the court
reporter, can hear you. Please keep in mnd the court
reporter can only take down one person at a tinme so only
one person can talk at a tine. Do you understand?

A Yes.

Q If at any tinme | ask you a question that you

do not understand please |let nme know ri ght away

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com
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1 otherwise |I'll assune that you understood the question;
2 okay?
3 A Yes.
4 Q | f at any point you renenber sonething or want
5 to clarify an answer you previously gave please do so.
6 | You understand?
7 A Yes.
8 Q If you need to take a break at any point just
9 l et me know, okay?
10 A. (I ndi cating).
11 Q | s there any reason preventing you from giving
12 your best deposition testinony today?
13 A No.
14 Q Are you currently on any prescribed
15 medi cati on?
16 A No.
17 Q | s there any nmedical condition or other reason
18 | why it mght be difficult for you understand ny
19 questi ons today?
20 A No.
21 MR. PASCHAL: This is going to be Exhibit 1.
22 (Def endant's Exhibit No. 1 was
23 mar ked for identification.)
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q | f you turn to page two of that exhibit this

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com
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is the topics that you're to -- you're here for today in

t hi s deposition.

A Ckay.

Q When did you first see this list?

A Wien did | first receive this list?

Q When did you reviewthis list?

A. | believe ny attorneys sent it to ne maybe --

MR. FREEDMAN. One second. Don't discuss
anyt hi ng that we spoke with you. |[If you can answer
the question by just giving a date, good. |[If not
you can't recall you can't recall.

THE WTNESS: | don't renenber exactly.

BY MR PASCHAL.:
Q Did you see this list before today?
A Yes.

Q Are you prepared to discuss these topics

A Yes.
Q What did you do to prepare?

MR. FREEDMVAN: Agai n don't discuss anything
you spoke about with your attorneys but to the
extent you've done preparation you shoul d answer
t he questi on.

THE WTNESS: | haven't done anything to

pr epar e.

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 M5. MCGOVERN: Can you speak up a little bit?
2 THE WTNESS: Yes, | haven't done anything.
3 BY MR PASCHAL:
4 Q Did you | ook at any docunents?
5 A. | reviewed sonme of nmy old e-mails, yes.
6 Q About how many e-nmils did you review?
7 A | don't know.
8 Q You nmet with your attorneys, right?
9 A Yes.
10 Q What' s your date of birth?
11 A I 1°70.
12 Q Where were you born?
13 A New Jer sey.
14 Q When did you nove to Florida?
15 A 1975.
16 Q Have you always lived in Pal mBeach Gardens?
17 A No.
18 Q Where else did you live?
19 A Hol | ywood, Fl ori da.
20 Q How |l ong did you live in Hollywod, Florida?
21 A. Maybe two or three years.
22 Q Is that right after you noved from Jersey?
23 A Yes -- no. W went from New Jersey to
24 California for | think just about one year and then
25 Hol | ywood.
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Q So when did you nove to Pal m Beach Gardens?

A. Probably around 1978.

Q From 1998 -- | show that you purchased the
home in 1998. Ws that your first hone that you
pur chased?

A Yes.

Q Then you have that home until 2014 and it was
| ocated at |} 0 Pal m Beach Gardens; is
that right?

A Yes.

Q 2014 through today you have a hone that's

| ocated at | | 0 Pal m Beach Gardens; is

t hat correct?

A Yes.

Q How | ong have you been married?

A Si nce 2009.

Q What is your wife's nane?

A Ju.

Q Ju Kl ei man?

A Yes.

Q Did she go by the nane of Sasithorn?
A Yes.

Q When di d she change her nane?

A | guess Sasithorn would be her official Thai

name. Ju is what she goes by in the States.
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wll?

O

o >» O » O » O >» O > O > O P

That's her |egal nane?

| suppose so. Sasithorn.
Sasithorn is her |egal nane?

Yes.

What is your wife's occupation?
She doesn't worKk.

You have two other siblings; right?
Yes, | had two siblings, yes.

Was that Dave and Leonard Kl ei man?
Yes.

How di d Leonard pass away?

| believe a drug overdose.

Did you speak with himoften?

Not too often, no.

Do you know why Dave excluded Leonard fromhis

They were --

MR. FREEDMAN: Hold on, you're outside the

scope of your deposition unless you can tel

what topic you're tied to then I'mhappy to let you

proceed. Oherwise | think you re outside the

scope.

MR, PASCHAL: You're going to instruct himnot

to answer ?

MR. FREEDMAN: Unl ess you tell nme what topic,

ne

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 yes.
2 MR, PASCHAL: | think this ties into |ocation
3 of evidence of the case. | think that was a
4 general order fromthe Court.
5 MR. FREEDMAN. How does the reason Dave
6 Kleiman did or did not exclude one of his brothers
7 tie into the --
8 MR, PASCHAL: This is ny deposition. |'m
9 asking him
10 MR. FREEDMAN: Don't answer the question.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q Have you ever been sued?
13 A No.
14 Q Have you ever sued soneone or an entity
15 excluding this lawsuit?
16 A Yes.
17 Q What | awsuit was that?
18 A. A case agai nst Conputer Forensics, LLC
19 Q What is currently happening in that case?
20 A. It's still ongoing.
21 Q There's another lawsuit here it m ght not be
22 you it says Steve Kl eiman vs. Metropolitan Health
23 Net wor ks?
24 A Not ne.
25 Q Soneti nes you go by your m ddl e nane Steven?

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 A Yes.
2 Q |s there a reason you --
3 A. Certain anobunt of years | went by Steve and
4 earlier people that know ne froma younger age al ways
5 call nme Ira.
6 Q So it's interchangeabl e?
7 A Yes.
8 Q Have you ever been charged or accused of a
9 crime?
10 A No.
11 Q What school s have you attended?
12 A. Pal m Beach Gardens Hi gh School and Pal m Beach
13 Communi ty Col | ege.
14 Q Was the community coll ege, that was the | ast
15 | school attended?
16 A Yes.
17 Q What degrees and certifications do you have?
18 A | just have a high school diplona.
19 Q So you didn't graduate fromthe community
20 col | ege?
21 A No.
22 Q Did you get any certifications fromthe
23 community col |l ege?
24 A No.
25 Q Do you have any professional |icenses?

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 A No.

2 Q What is your current profession?

3 A. Sel f enployed, web site designer, affiliate

4 mar ket i ng.

5 Q What type of web sites do you design?

6 A. Basically |I just design ny own type of web

7 sites that are related to affiliate marketi ng.

8 Q Wat's affiliate marketing?

9 A. Li ke take Amazon as an exanple. Put up a web
10 site and you advertise other people's products and if
11 soneone clicks through you would -- you receive a
12 commi ssi on when soneone purchases.

13 Q So do you typically do work for conpanies or
14 i ndi vi dual s?

15 A Just nysel f.

16 Q | guess the way that you get -- how do you
17 charge people, it's by the clicking?

18 A | receive commssion. That's it.

19 Q Do you work from honme or an office?

20 A From hone.

21 Q | s that your primary source of incone?

22 A. And tradi ng stocks.

23 Q How much noney nore or | ess do you nmake from
24 tradi ng stocks?

25 MR. FREEDVMAN.  Wait, stop. You're outside the

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 scope of your deposition. Instruct himnot to

2 answer unless you tie it to a topic.

3 MR. PASCHAL: These are background questions
4 trying to find out.

5 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't answer the question.

6 MR. PASCHAL: | can't find out about his

7 prof essi onal --

8 MR. FREEDMAN: Not unless you tie it to topic
9 you disclosed. Tie it to a topic and I'll give it
10 to you.
11 MR. PASCHAL: Are you instructing himnot to
12 answer ?
13 MR. FREEDMAN:. Yes, unless you tie it to a
14 t opi c.
15 BY MR PASCHAL.:
16 Q How much -- what was your incone for your
17 affiliate marketing?
18 MR, FREEDMAN:. Sane instruction.
19 MR, PASCHAL: Not to answer?
20 MR. FREEDMVAN: Don't answer unless you tie it
21 to a topic.
22 BY MR PASCHAL:
23 Q From 2012 to today rel atively what was your
24 i ncone?
25 MR. FREEDMAN:. Again don't answer unl ess he

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 ties it to a topic.
2 BY MR PASCHAL:
3 Q What was your previous occupations?
4 A. The last time | worked for sonmebody | think it
5 | was for a conpany called Active Frane. | was al so doing
6 | web design for them Prior to that just like part-tine
7 | jobs, florist delivery, stock person at pharmacy. For
8 the nost part |'ve pretty nuch al ways worked for nyself.
9 MR, FREEDMAN: Just one housekeeping matter.
10 | forgot to do this before we started we're going
11 the mark the whol e deposition transcript
12 confidential and then we'll go through it obviously
13 with the timefrane. For now everything is
14 confidential .
15 M5. MCGOVERN. We disagree with that position.
16 MR. FREEDVMAN. The sane for Dr. Wight just so
17 you know.
18 M5. MCGOVERN: | think it was a different
19 si tuation.
20 MR. FREEDMAN: Is it your position that you'll
21 di scl ose things fromthe deposition inmediatel y?
22 M5. MCGOVERN: Not taking any position with
23 respect to Dr. Wight's deposition.
24 MR. FREEDMAN: | need to know if you intend to
25 di scl ose things fromthe deposition i nmediately or

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 iIf you're going to give ne tine to dictate a

2 report?

3 M5. MCGOVERN:. Absolutely, no. Wuld never do
4 that. Not going to disclose anything. | don't

5 think a bl anket confidential stanp over the

6 plaintiff's deposition is appropriate in this case.
7 Just stating that for the record.

8 MR. FREEDMAN. Ckay. Just so it's clear --

9 the record is clear I'"'msaying it's tenporary.
10 We're just saying don't disclose anything, we'll go
11 through it and then we'll --
12 MR, PASCHAL: That's fine. | want to go back
13 to the questions you told himnot to answer. W
14 did ask for his technical experience and how nuch
15 noney he was making off this technical experience.
16 MR. FREEDVMAN:. Disagree with that. Take that
17 up with the judge.
18 MR, PASCHAL: So you did not object in your
19 e-mail but you're going to tell himnot to --
20 I nstruct hinf
21 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't agree this goes to the
22 techni cal experience. The anount of noney they
23 make doesn't go to technical experience.
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q Have you ever been fired froma job?

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 17 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 17
1 A No.
2 Q Have you ever been asked to resign froma job?
3 A No.
4 Q | want to ask you about a few conpani es you've
5 been involved with. Wat was the business purpose of
6 The G gabyte Connection?
7 A. | set that conpany up a long tinme ago. |
8 don't even renmenber what | was doing with that. 1'm not
9 even sure | actually used it or not.
10 Q How | ong ago did you set it up?
11 A | think it was in the '90s.
12 Q Do you know how long it |asted?
13 A No, | don't renenber.
14 Q Did you set it up with any busi ness partners?
15 A. No, it was ny own conpany. Probably going to
16 do sone kind of conmputer related type of business with
17 it.
18 Q So Future World Shopper, Inc. Wat was the
19 busi ness purpose of that conpany?
20 A. | intended on setting up |like an online
21 portal. | guess at the tine | think they only had I|ike
22 BBSs. | don't think the internet existed and I was
23 t hi nking of creating a portal where people could |og
24 into it and purchase products. | guess simlar to what
25 people do with Amazon today. It never got off the

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 gr ound.
2 Q What about Hackers, Inc.?
3 A. That wasn't ny conpany. That was ny
4 br ot her's.
5 Q Wi ch brot her?
6 A Davi d.
7 Q Did you work with Dave in that conpany?
8 A No.
9 Q Do you know what was the purpose of that
10 conpany?
11 A. | think he was doi ng sone kind of conputer
12 consulting with a partner.
13 Q Do you know who that partner was?
14 A | think his nane was Scott Howell .
15 Q What's the status of that conpany?
16 A. That was cl osed many years -- that was |ike
17 early '90s.
18 Q It was cl osed?
19 A Yes.
20 Q What about Steve's Wb Design?
21 A. | don't think I ever did anything with it.
22 Q You just created it?
23 A Yes.
24 Q Did you have any partners in that?
25 A No.

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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Q | ra, how many conputers do you own?
A Primarily one | aptop.
Q Do you own any conputers from Dave?
A. Ch, yes, if you're including Dave's.
Q In all how many conputers do you own?
A. | think Dave had three | aptops.
Q VWhat was his three | aptops?
A Two of themwere Alienware. One was a Dell
| apt op.
Q What' s the one conputer that you own?
A | believe it's an ASIS.

Q ASI'S. Wat year did you purchase that

conput er ?
A | don't renenber.
Q Was it after 20137
A | don't know.
Q Did you purchase it with a credit card?
A |"mnot sure. | may have got it Iike fromone

of my affiliate nmarketing web sites where it's possible
| didn't need a credit card to purchase it.
Q Do you own any Bitcoin or crypto currency?
A Yes.
Q How nuch?
MR. FREEDVAN: Don't answer the question.

You' re outside the scope of your deposition.

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 MR PASCHAL: How nuch Bitcoin he has is

2 out si de the scope?

3 MR. FREEDMAN:. You tell ne where the topics

4 that list the anount of crypto assets that are

5 bei ng hel d.

6 MR PASCHAL: | don't know. Let ne ask this

7 then. That was your topic we put it on here and

8 you guys asked that question so is it your position
9 that's not -- that asking how nuch Bitcoin sonebody
10 has is outside the scope? I|I'mfine if that's your
11 response.
12 MR. FREEDMAN. Is it in yours?
13 MR. PASCHAL: | copied yours. | put that in
14 and you had no objection.
15 MR. FREEDVMAN. Where is the topic that says
16 | the anpbunt of Bitcoin mned or owmed | think is the
17 guesti on.
18 MR. PASCHAL: One of them and you asked t hat
19 guesti on.
20 MR. FREEDMAN:. |f you showit to ne | can read
21 it. If you don't showit to ne --
22 MR. PASCHAL: Let ne ask this question. |If
23 | you asked that at your depo are you saying it was
24 out si de the scope of your deposition topics?
25 MR. FREEDMAN: My questions were different --

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 ny list of topics are different than your list of

2 topics. | had just off the top of ny head I

3 remenber | had the words Satoshi Yakanoto in mne

4 and | don't see it in yours. This isn't an

5 i dentical copy of ny |ist.

6 MR, PASCHAL: So you're instructing himnot to
7 answer the question?

8 MR. FREEDVAN: Correct.

9 BY MR PASCHAL.:
10 Q Are you famliar with how Bitcoin is stored on
11 a device?
12 A Not really.
13 Q Have you read any literature on Bitcoin and
14 crypto currency?
15 A |'ve read articles about it.
16 Q | f you own Bitcoin how are you not famliar in
17 the manner in which it's owned?
18 MR. FREEDMAN. Hold on a second. Can you
19 repeat the question?
20 MR, PASCHAL: Want ne to repeat it or want the
21 reporter?
22 MR. FREEDMAN: You can repeat it or the
23 reporter, whatever your preference.
24 BY MR PASCHAL.:
25 Q | f you own Bitcoin how are you not famliar

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 with howit's stored?
2 MR. FREEDMAN. (Objection. You can answer the
3 guesti on.
4 THE WTNESS: | don't know the technical
5 wor ki ngs of how it works. | just know you can
6 purchase it.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q s it stored on your conputer?
9 MR. FREEDMAN:. Qbjection, hold on. If you
10 know what the question neans you can answer.
11 THE WTNESS. Is it --
12 MR. PASCHAL: You can have a standing
13 objection to formbut we're not going to have
14 speaki ng objections so let's not do that today,
15 okay?
16 MR. FREEDMAN. Isn't that ironic?
17 MR, PASCHAL: You can answer the questi on.
18 THE WTNESS: |'ve heard that it can be stored
19 on a conputer.
20 | BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q So as you own Bitcoin do you know how it's
22 | hel d?
23 MR. FREEDMAN. (Qbjection. Go ahead and
24 answer .
25 THE WTNESS: Not really.
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q | want to ask you a few questions about your
3 relationship with Dave. Before Dave passed away when
4 was the last tinme you spoke with hinf
5 MR. FREEDMAN:. Hold on, Ira. Wat topic does
6 this relate to?
7 MR. PASCHAL: Hi s communi cations w th Dave.
8 MR. FREEDMAN: | think you're a little bit
9 outside. [|'Il give you sone |eeway. Go ahead Ira,
10 answer the question.
11 THE WTNESS: 2009 Novenber.
12 BY MR PASCHAL:
13 Q That was the last tinme you spoke with hinf
14 A No, that's the last tine | saw him The | ast
15 time | spoke with himwould probably be sonetine |ate
16 2012.
17 Q Was that by phone or e-mail?
18 A | think I have an e-mail around that date and
19 | also think I spoke with himon the phone around then
20 t 00.
21 Q What did you tal k about?
22 A. | woul d have to go back and | ook at the
23 e-mail. On the phone | don't renenber.
24 Q Do you renenber what his nood was |ike when
25 you spoke to hinf

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 24 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 24
1 A I --
2 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
3 THE WTNESS: Not really.
4 BY MR PASCHAL.:
5 Q So in 2009 you nmet Dave in person -- or you
6 saw himin person. Fromthen though just relatively how
7 many tinmes would you speak with himper year, was it
8 mont hly, weekl y?
9 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
10 THE WTNESS: It would vary.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q | just want to be clear the last tine that you
13 | saw your brother was 2009; right?
14 A | believe so.
15 Q Under what circunstances was that?
16 A. We were havi ng Thanksgi vi ng di nner.
17 Q Did you have any ot her business ventures with
18 Dave?
19 A No.
20 Q Did you ever work together with Dave in any
21 busi ness?
22 A No.
23 Q Dave's autopsy report showed that he had
24 cocaine in his system D d you know anythi ng about
25 t hat ?
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1 MR. FREEDMAN:. Objection. What topic is this
2 relating to?
3 MR. PASCHAL: If he is not going to answer
4 tell him
5 MR. FREEDMAN:. You can't tell nme which topics
6 this relates to?
7 MR, PASCHAL: This goes to background
8 Information. Trying to find docunents that was the
9 general mandate fromthe Court.
10 MR. FREEDMAN: | just don't see howlra's
11 know edge of cocaine in Dave's system has anyt hi ng
12 to do with the --
13 BY MR PASCHAL:
14 Q Do you have any docunents show ng that Dave
15 had cocaine in his systen?
16 A. | would have to | ook at the autopsy report
17 agai n.
18 Q That's the only docunent that you have?
19 A Yes, that's the only one | have.
20 Q Are there any communi cati ons between you and
21 Dave when you spoke about cocai ne?
22 A No.
23 Q Do you know any of Dave's girlfriends?
24 A Not personally -- | nmean |'ve heard of them
25 | don't personally know t hem
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1 Q Wi ch ones have you heard of ?
2 A. One naned Kirsten and anot her naned Lynada and
3 a very old girlfriend naned Angel a.
4 Q How di d you | earn about these girlfriends?
5 A. Angel a we knew -- he was |ike dating her in
6 hi gh school. Kirsten | believe | net once at ny
7 parent's weddi ng anniversary and Lynada | only found out
8 after he passed away.
9 Q Have you been in contact with any of these
10 three girlfriends?
11 A. | think | spoke with Angela a little bit.
12 Q You didn't speak to Lynada?
13 A No.
14 Q Who was the last girlfriend that you know t hat
15 Dave had?
16 A. That woul d be Lynada.
17 Q You haven't spoken to her?
18 A No.
19 Q When did you speak with Angel a?
20 A. Maybe |i ke a year ago.
21 Q What circunstances did you speak with her,
22 | what were the circunstances?
23 A | think I saw her -- she left |ike a Facebook
24 posting on ny dad's web site -- | nean ny dad' s Facebook
25 page and then | responded to her Facebook posting.
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1 Q So there's a Facebook nessage where you
2 responded to her?
3 A. Yes, | think so. No, | just e-nmuailed her.
4 She | eft a Facebook posting and then | e-nmailed her.
5 Q When did you e-nail her?
6 A. | think it could have been |like a year, year
7 and a half ago.
8 Q What did the Facebook posting say, do you
9 remenber ?
10 A No.
11 Q What did you di scuss wth Angel a?
12 A We tal ked about David a little bit.
13 Q What did you talk to her about, talking about
14 Davi d?
15 A At first just general things | think.
16 Q W'll get intothat alittle later. Wen did
17 you | earn that Dave was appoi nted as the representative
18 of -- or that Dave appointed you as the representative
19 of his estate, sorry?
20 A. After he passed away.
21 Q So Dave never discussed that with you before
22 he passed away?
23 A No.
24 Q Were you surprised to learn --
25 MR. FREEDMAN: Objection, don't answer the
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1 guesti on.

2 MR. PASCHAL: Wsat's the reason for

3 i nstructing hinf

4 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't see how it has anything

5 to do with your topics.

6 MR. PASCHAL: Just asking --

7 MR. FREEDVMAN: Hi s state of m nd when he found
8 out whether or not Dave Kl ei man appoi nted him as

9 t he personal representative. Were is that any of
10 your topics?
11 MR. PASCHAL: | amgoing to say for the record
12 that these topics are hel pful but the judge mandate
13 | was really that hey, | want to have a depo so you
14 can figure out what discovery is and a nunber of
15 times you shut down inquiries because you just
16 don't think that these match the topic which isn't
17 hel pful for us to. It will force us to have to go
18 to the Court unnecessarily and bring Ira back here
19 for anot her deposition to do that. Purpose to find
20 out where docunents are and find out where evidence
21 is. | just don't think it's hel pful for the record
22 for you to instruct himnot to answer background
23 guestions, very basic questions.
24 MR. FREEDMAN: Just so the record is conplete
25 the parties set the tone that we had to stay
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1 strictly by the disclosed topics at Dr. Wight's

2 deposition where we were held strictly to the

3 topics --

4 MR, PASCHAL: And | don't believe you did

5 SO --

6 MR FREEDVMAN: If it's the defendant's

7 position that refusing to answer background

8 questions should necessitate a second deposition we
9 m ght just able to agree to reach a second
10 deposition. Do you want to agree to a second
11 deposition?
12 MR. PASCHAL: [|I'mjust noving on wth you.
13 Just --
14 MR. FREEDVAN:  Ckay.
15 MR, PASCHAL: | want to ask you about what
16 you're alleging in the conplaint so we know what
17 docunents we're looking for. [I'mgoing to give you
18 a copy of the conplaint.
19 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 2 was
20 mar ked for identification.)
21 BY MR PASCHAL:
22 Q Can you turn to page 37. Under Count | you
23 have a claimfor conversion. Do you see that?
24 A Yes.
25 Q | f you go down to paragraph 171 you all ege
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1 that Dr. Wight converted to his own use, Bitcoins,
2 forked assets and intellectual properties that were the
3 property of, and owned by, the estate and/or W&K. Do
4 you see that?
5 A Yes.
6 Q | f you can turn to 46 and 47.
7 MR. FREEDMAN:. Bryan, | think you just asked
8 the witness to turn to two pages. Wi ch one?
9 MR. PASCHAL: | said page 46 and 47.
10 MR. FREEDMAN: Wi ch one do you want himto
11 start at?
12 BY MR PASCHAL.:
13 Q Start at 46. It's Count X, 46 and 47. You
14 have a claimfor civil theft, you see that?
15 A Yes.
16 Q In that claimyou allege that Dr. Wight took
17 with felonious crimnal intent Bitcoins, forked assets
18 and intellectual properties that were the property of
19 and owned by the estate and/or W&K. You see that?
20 A Yes.
21 Q Ira, is it your position that Dr. Wight stole
22 from Dave?
23 MR. FREEDMAN. Hold on a second. Go ahead
24 answer the question.
25 THE WTNESS: | believe so.
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1 BY MR, PASCHAL:
2 Q You believe so0?
3 A Yes.
4 Q | want you to turn to page 16 of your
5 conplaint. There you have a bold heading saying -- are
6 | you there?
7 A Yes.
8 Q You have a bol d headi ng sayi ng Dave and/or WK
9 owned a substantial amount of Bitcoin. You see that?
10 A Yes.
11 Q lra, do you have any e-mails from Dave where
12 he told you he had a substantial anount of Bitcoin?
13 A No.
14 Q Do you have any text nessages from Dave where
15 he said that he had a substantial anmount of Bitcoin?
16 A No.
17 Q Do you have any handwitten |etters where Dave
18 says to you | have a substantial anmount of Bitcoin?
19 A No.
20 Q Did he put that in his personal wll -- let ne
21 say it differently. D d Dave put in his will that he
22 has a substantial anmount of Bitcoin?
23 A No.
24 Q Are there any docunents from Dave to you
25 stating that he has a substantial anount of Bitcoin?
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1 A No.
2 Q After Dave died did you go through his
3 possessi ons?
4 A Yes.
5 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
6 BY MR PASCHAL:
7 Q Did you find any nmention of a substanti al
8 anmopunt of -- any evidence to suggest there was a
9 | substantial anpbunt of Bitcoin?
10 A No.
11 Q Do you have any docunents where Dave tells you
12 about W&K and | nfo Defense Fund Research, LLC?
13 A No.
14 Q After Dave died did you find any docunents at
15 hi s house regardi ng W&K?
16 A No.
17 Q When you becane the personal representative
18 | for Dave's estate did you | ook on SunBiz.org? Are you
19 | famliar with that web site?
20 A Yes.
21 Q Did you | ook on SunBiz.org to see if he owned
22 any conpani es?
23 A. | was only aware of Conputer Forensics
24 Conpany.
25 Q But just ny question was did you go on
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1 SunBi z.org to search to see if he owned any conpani es?
2 A | don't think so.
3 Q Did you first learn of WK from Dr. Wi ght?
4 A Yes.
5 Q Ira, you' re aware that Dave was receiving debt
6 | collection calls in md 20127
7 A 2012, | was not aware of it.
8 Q Do you have docunents refl ecting Dave's debt?
9 A The aut opsy report.
10 Q Sorry. Do you have docunents reflecting
11 Dave's debt?
12 A Ch, debt. Sorry.
13 Q My m stake, sorry.
14 A | don't think so.
15 Q Do you know how nmuch debt Dave had when he
16 | died?
17 A. | remenber getting sone kind of paperwork. |
18 may have handed it over to ny estate attorney so he
19 m ght have the actual nunber but | don't renenber.
20 Q | s that attorney Joseph Karp?
21 A Yes.
22 Q Do you renenber what that docunment was?
23 A. No. | didn't really look at it.
24 Q Do you have any bank account statenents for
25 Dave?
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1 A Bank account statenent, | don't think so.
2 Q What efforts did you take to | ocate any bank
3 | accounts? Did you take any efforts?
4 A | believe so.
5 Q What did you do?
6 A. | think | contacted Joe Karp about that.
7 Q Sorry, what did you say?
8 A | think | contacted Joe Karp about that. |
9 think he | ooked into it to see if Dave had any -- what
10 bank accounts.
11 Q Was Joe Karp was he your attorney at that
12 tinme?
13 A Yes.
14 Q So we went over docunents regarding the
15 substantial Bitcoin. Have you spoken to any w tnesses
16 that told you that Dave had a substantial anount of
17 Bi t coi n?
18 MR. FREEDMAN. Objection to form
19 THE W TNESS: No.
20 | BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q So just to clarify then. There are no
22 Wi tnesses -- no testinony that says that Dave has a
23 substantial anmount of Bitcoin that you have?
24 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
25 THE WTNESS: Not that |'m aware of.
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1 MR, PASCHAL: Ira, |I'mshowi ng you a conpl ai nt
2 that was filed agai nst Dave by Wells Fargo Bank.
3 (Def endant's Exhibit No. 3 was
4 mar ked for identification.)
5 MR. FREEDMAN. Do you have a copy for us?
6 MR. PASCHAL: (I ndicating).
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q Can you go to page two of that conplaint. |If
9 you | ook at paragraph five Wells Fargo all eges that
10 there's been a default under the note and nortgage held
11 by plaintiff and that paynent due Cctober 1, 2012 and
12 al | subsequent paynents have not been nmade?
13 MR. FREEDMAN: Bryan, where are you?
14 MR. PASCHAL: Page two, paragraph five.
15 MR. FREEDMAN. Page two, paragraph five |
16 don't see that.
17 MR, PASCHAL: Not page nunmbered. Just turn to
18 t he next page.
19 MR. FREEDMAN. There is a nunber on the bottom
20 page.
21 THE WTNESS:. Five up top.
22 MR. PASCHAL: Yes, paragraph five.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q Do you see that?
25 A. Where it says there's been a default?
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1 Q Yes. Are you aware that Dave stopped nmaki ng
2 paynents on his house Cctober 1st 2012?
3 A | wasn't aware.
4 Q So Dave never told you that?
5 A No.
6 Q Wien was the first tinme that you | earned this?
7 A | think after he passed away.
8 Q Ira, did you speak to Dave while he was in the
9 V. A Hospital ?
10 | think couple tines, yes.
11 Q About how nmany?
12 A Don't renenber.
13 Q You say |l ess than ten?
14 A May be.
15 Q Did you visit himwhile he was in the V.A ?
16 A No.
17 Q Did you exchange e-mails with himwhile he was
18 inthe V.A?
19 A Yes.
20 Q How many e-nmails did you exchange roughly?
21 A. | would have to go look. Couldn't tell you
22 off the top of ny head.
23 Q What e-nmamil account did you use to e-mail him
24 do you renenber?
25 A Most |y Dex561dHEEENENEGE
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1 Q What e-nmail did you send to Dave -- | nean not
2 e-mai |l but what e-nmail address was -- for Dave woul d you
3 | send it to?
4 A. Are you tal king about that period of tine when
5 he was in the V.A ?
6 Q When you sent those e-mails in the V. A
7 A. | think at that tinme he was probably using
8 | Dave
9 Q Do you renenber what you tal ked about with
10 Dave?
11 A No. | would have to go back and | ook.
12 MR. FREEDVMAN. Are you done with this?
13 MR, PASCHAL: Yes.
14 MR. FREEDMAN: Don't want to | ose them
15 MR. PASCHAL: May want to keep them cl ose
16 because | may go back.
17 MR. FREEDMAN:. Just keep themright here.
18 BY MR PASCHAL:
19 Q Did Dave ever ask you for noney in 2012?
20 A | don't think so.
21 Q Do you know i f anyone nmade any personal | oans
22 to Dave?
23 A. | remenber his friend Patrick nentioning that
24 he may have | oaned Dave noney |like once in a while but
25 | as far as like an anmount | don't know.
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1 Q Do you have any docunents related to those

2 | oans or no?

3 A No.

4 Q Did Dave ever tell you he needed hel p paying
5| V.A bills?

6 A. Paying V.A. bills, no.

7 Q So you -- did you ever help himpay any V. A
8 | bills?

9 A No.

10 MR. PASCHAL: Mark this as Exhibit 4.

11 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 4 was

12 mar ked for identification.)
13 BY MR PASCHAL
14 Q Showi ng you an e-mail from Dave to Dr. Wi ght
15 dated Cctober 11, 2012. In that e-mail Dave says to
16 Dr. Wight, "Craig, if you don't mnd please do transfer
17 in USD fromLiberty. |If you can handle it that way I
18 | would be grateful. | have been in the V. A again.
19 Not hing to worry about nore of a routine as we have to
20 live with. But | amnot sure when |'|l| be able to get
21 back home for enough tinme to manage all the exchanges.
22 The cost of the hospital also cones as the reason for
23 this request. Nothing | need help on but the funds in
24 USD will make ny life easier right now " Have you seen
25 | this e-mail before?

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 39 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 39
1 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Objection. Go ahead.
2 THE WTNESS: | recently saw it in one of the
3 produced docunents that Craig turned over, yes.
4 But | have never seen it before.
5 BY MR PASCHAL:
6 Q In this case?
7 A Yes, in this case.
8 Q Do you know if Dr. Wight hel ped Dave with his
9 | V.A bills?
10 A No.
11 Q I ra, do you have any communi cati ons or
12 docunments or anything from Dave to Dr. Wight accusing
13 hi m of theft?
14 A No.
15 Q Do you still have the Cctober -- going back to
16 the Cctober 11th e-mamil do you have any docunents -- do
17 you have any docunents showi ng that Dave had a foreign
18 | account with the bank called Liberty Reserve?
19 A No.
20 Q Did you know that Liberty Reserve was seized
21 by the United States Governnent?
22 A. | renmenber hearing that from Craig.
23 Q When did you hear that from Craig?
24 A In one of the e-mails that he sent nme. |
25 | don't renenber when it was.
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1 Q Have you done any research on Liberty Reserve?
2 A. | looked it up to see what it was.

3 Q What did you | earn?

4 A. It was sone kind of |ike noney exchange

5 busi ness.

6 MR. PASCHAL: Can you mark that as the next

7 exhi bi t ?

8 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 5 was

9 mar ked for identification.)
10 BY MR PASCHAL.:
11 Q Showi ng you the unseal ed indictnent for the
12 United States Governnent versus Liberty Reserve. Can
13 | you turn to page -- paragraph 20 and that's going to be
14 on page nine? |If you |look at the second sentence there
15 it starts "with the nerchants who accepted.” Do you see
16 t hat ?
17 A. Did you say the second sentence?
18 Q Yes, on paragraph 20 "the nmerchants who
19 accepted.” You can read the whol e paragraph but |'m
20 starting wwth "the nmerchants who accepted."”
21 A. "To further enable to use of Liberty Reserve"
22 on 20.
23 Q "1l just read the whole thing. "To further
24 enabl e the use of Liberty Reserve for crimnal activity,
25 its website offered shopping cart interface that
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1 merchant web sites could use to access LR, which neans

2 Li berty Reserve, currency as a formof paynent. The

3 mer chants who accepted LR, being Liberty Reserve,

4 currency was overwhelmngly crimnal in nature. They

5 i ncl uded, for exanple traffickers of stolen credit card
6 data and personal identity information, peddlers of

7 various types of online Ponzi and get-rich-quick

8 schenes, conputer hackers for hire, unregul ated ganbling
9 enterprises and underground drug dealing web sites.”
10 MR. FREEDMVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q Asi de from any docunents we produced to you do
13 | you have any docunents show ng that Dave was involved in
14 devel opi ng software for ganbling activities?
15 A No.
16 Q Do you have any know edge of that?
17 A. No. Know edge of himcreating ganbling type
18 | software, no.
19 Q Have you heard that he was doing that before
20 t oday?
21 A. | heard of Craig nentioned that he was
22 involved in that type of stuff but -- and | think he
23 nmenti oned that Dave nmay have assisted himin sone
24 capacity but | don't have any evi dence of Dave ever
25 doi ng that type of stuff.
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1 Q Did you learn fromany third parties that --

2 aside from Craig that Dave may have been invol ved in

3 online ganbling activities?

4 A. | don't believe so, no.

5 Q | s that your testinony today?

6 A Yes.

7 Q One second - -

8 A | think the ATO may have nentioned sonet hi ng

9 about Liberty Reserve but | don't know if they were

10 specifically saying that Dave was involved or not but

11 yes, | think | did get a docunent from ATO.

12 Q Let nme ask you this. D d you ever exchange an
13 e-mail with Patrick Paige where you nentioned you were
14 surprised to find out that Dave was --

15 A Yes.

16 Q Let me finish that question. E-mail wth

17 Patrick Paige where you said you were surprised to | earn
18 | that Dave was involved with ganbling activities?

19 A Yes.

20 MR. FREEDMAN:  You have to wait until he

21 finishes the question and then answer so that he

22 has a cl ean record.

23 | BY MR PASCHAL:

24 Q Have you made any efforts to find the Liberty
25 Reserve account that Dave had?
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1 A No.
2 Q Have you spoken to the Southern District of
3 New Yor k about Liberty Reserve?
4 A No.
5 Q Have you spoken to the FBI agents that were
6 i nvestigating Liberty Reserve?
7 A No.
8 Q So you nentioned the Thanksgi vi ng di nner
9 earlier and you allege in your conplaint so let's talk
10 about that. The 2009 Thanksgi ving dinner. W0 was at
11 t hat di nner?
12 A Myself, ny wife, my six nonth old daughter,
13 Dave and ny father.
14 Q Now, in your conplaint I don't know if you
15 want a copy but you say at paragraph 61 that Dave told
16 | you that he was working on sonething bigger than
17 Facebook by creating his own digital noney. Do you
18 remenber that?
19 A Yes.
20 Q Do you have any pictures fromthat day?
21 A Yes.
22 Q Do you know if they were produced in
23 di scovery?
24 A " m not sure.
25 Q After the Thanksgiving dinner did you have any
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1 comruni cations with Dave in 2009 regarding the digital
2 noney that he said would be bigger than Facebook?
3 A No.
4 Q Do you have any conmmuni cations with Dave in
5 2010 regarding the digital noney that Dave said woul d be
6 bi gger than Facebook?
7 A No.
8 Q Do you have any conmmuni cations with Dave in
9 2011 regarding the digital noney that Dave said would be
10 bi gger than Facebook?
11 A No.
12 Q Do you have any conmuni cations with Dave in
13 | 2012 regarding the digital noney that Dave said woul d be
14 bi gger than Facebook?
15 A No.
16 Q Do you have any conmuni cations with Dave up
17 until April 2013 regarding the digital noney that Dave
18 sai d woul d be bigger than Facebook?
19 A No.
20 Q After Dave died | understand that you fornmated
21 sonme of Dave's hard drives and threw out a bunch of his
22 wor k papers; is that correct?
23 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
24 THE WTNESS: | did discard sone papers and
25 hard drives |I first examned to see if there was
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1 anyt hing on them and once |I found out that there
2 wasn't | believe there were two hard drives that |
3 f or mat ed.
4 BY MR PASCHAL.:
5 Q Bef ore you formated and before you threw t hose
6 papers away did you find any evidence of the digital
7 currency that Dave said woul d be bigger than Facebook?
8 A No.
9 MR, PASCHAL: | want to show you an e-nai l
10 exchange that you had with Dr. Wi ght.
11 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 6 was
12 mar ked for identification.)
13 BY MR PASCHAL:
14 Q So if you |look at the bottom of page one and
15 you sent this e-mail -- do you renenber this e-mail? o
16 | ahead and read it.
17 MR. FREEDMAN:  What exhi bit nunber is this?
18 MR, PASCHAL: | think it's 6.
19 THE WTNESS: Yes, | renenber.
20 BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q You renenber this e-mail ?
22 A Yes.
23 Q At the bottomyou'll say "hi Craig, | would
24 like to ask for your advice if | may. After everything
25 you have shared with ne | feel like | can conpletely
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1 trust you. As nysterious and exciting as all this news
2 is | also feel nervous about making m stakes. | very
3 | well could have already nmade sone m stakes nont hs ago by
4 t hrom ng away of bunch of Dave's papers and formating
5 drives that | could not access.” Do you renenber that
6 st at enment ?
7 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
8 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
9 MR. FREEDMAN: Wait one second |l et ne object
10 and then go ahead and answer the question.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q Do you renenber that statenent?
13 A Yes.
14 Q | just want to go over this e-mail. First you
15 say that you may have nmade sone m stakes some nont hs
16 ago. Wen you say "sone nonths ago" what tinmefranme are
17 you tal ki ng about, how many nonths ago?
18 A Sonmetime in 2013.
19 Q Was it before Thanksgiving, after
20 Thanksgi vi ng?
21 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
22 THE WTNESS: You're tal ki ng about 20137
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q Yes, Novenber 2013 Thanksgi vi ng.
25 A It could have been before that.
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1 Q Qur anal ysis shows that two drives were
2 | formated and installed with Wndows on Novenber 10, 2013
3 | would that date be about right?
4 A. Possi bl y, yes.
5 Q Did you purchase the Wndows software
6 installed on those drives?
7 A | don't renenber.
8 Q You don't renenber?
9 A (I'ndi cating).
10 Q Wul d any -- do you have any docunents |ike
11 credit card recei pts showi ng you purchased the W ndows
12 sof t war e?
13 A | don't know.
14 Q You don't know?
15 A. Coul d have been a version of Wndows that ny
16 br ot her had.
17 Q You al so say that you threw out a bunch of
18 Dave's work papers. How nmuch is a bunch?
19 A. Just when | was cl eaning out his house. |
20 don't renenber exactly how many.
21 Q When you threw these papers out was it the
22 sane day Novenber 10th 2013 or Novenber of 2013?
23 A. No. This was like shortly after he passed
24 away when | was goi ng through his house, going through
25 his stuff.
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1 Q Did you keep any of the docunents that he had,
2 any of his work papers?
3 A | couldn't really find any Iike work papers.
4 | only found things like related to the certificates
5 that he earned like security related certificates.
6 Q You threw away his certificates?
7 A. No, I'msaying | kept --
8 Q You kept those?
9 A Ri ght.
10 Q When you say the working papers you threw away
11 what are you referring to?
12 A Actually I'"mnot even sure they were work
13 papers. | guess they |ooked like things that didn't
14 | ook rel evant to keepi ng.
15 Q Did you read all the papers before you threw
16 t hem away?
17 A. Briefly.
18 Q So | guess none of it seened inportant?
19 A Exactly.
20 Q Let ne ask you. If any of those docunents had
21 a random set of nunbers and letters and just random
22 gi bberi sh you woul d haven't considered that inportant,
23 | would you?
24 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
25 THE WTNESS: | don't know. | don't know.
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q So what did you do to determ ne whether or not
3 | sonmething was inportant?
4 A Just whatever | |ooked at -- | don't know
5 specifically. | nmean |like | was just going through
6 papers quickly and if sonething |ooked |ike it was
7 connected to himl would keep it.
8 Q Say the last part again, | couldn't hear you.
9 A | f sonmething | ooked like it was connected to
10 himl| would keep it. Like certificates, things he
11 ear ned, anythi ng personal.
12 Q So --
13 A Like a lot of stuff | threw out could have
14 | just been like junk mail. That was uninportant | didn't
15 need to keep it.
16 Q How woul d you consi der sonething junk nail ?
17 A. Li ke advertisenment type stuff.
18 Q Let me just -- when you were formating or when
19 you threw out the papers were you al ready the personal
20 representative of the estate? Let ne rephrase that. Do
21 you know -- do you know that you were the personal
22 representative of the estate when you --
23 A |'mnot sure if |I knew at that tine.
24 Q Ckay.
25 MR. FREEDMAN:. We've been going an hour. Can
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1 we take a break?
2 MR. PASCHAL: Can we --
3 MR. FREEDMAN. If you have nore questions go
4 ahead.
5 MR. PASCHAL: Few nore questions and then we
6 can take a break.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q So you said if it was connected to Dave you
9 woul d keep it. So if sonmething I'mjust trying to
10 figure out what the neasurenent that was. |If there was
11 scribbling on papers would you just throw that away?
12 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
13 THE WTNESS: | don't know. Possibly.
14 BY MR PASCHAL:
15 Q When did you becone famliar with Bitcoin?
16 MR. FREEDMAN: Do you think naybe we can take
17 a break here? Sounds like you're going to a
18 di fferent topic.
19 MR PASCHAL: Let's take a break.
20 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: The tine is 11:03 a.m and
21 we're off the record.
22 (Thereupon, a brief recess was taken.)
23 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: The tine is now 11:17 a.m
24 and we're back on the record.
25
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q Sorry. Just briefly before we left off and
3 | earlier today. | have sone follow up questions. Dd
4 Dave live in Pal m Beach Gardens?
5 A. It mght be officially called |ike Riviera
6 Beach.
7 Q It's in the area, right?
8 A Yes.
9 Q Pal m Beach County?
10 A Yes.
11 Q Last tine you saw Dave was in 20097
12 A Yes.
13 Q And you guys lived in the sane county?
14 A Yes.
15 Q About how far apart did you guys live from
16 | each other?
17 A Five to ten m nutes.
18 Q Wien we left off we were tal king about on the
19 e-mail where you formated and you said you fornated
20 threw out sone of Dave's work papers so | think we were
21 tal ki ng about the work papers. Wiy were you throw ng
22 t he papers away?
23 A. Like | said it just |ooked like it was
24 uni nportant stuff. Everyday stuff you get in the mail
25 | just advertisenents, news clipping type and things.
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1 Q So if you go back to that e-mail in front of
2 you you say that you were concerned that you nmade a
3 m st ake?
4 A Yes.
5 Q How were you concer ned?
6 MR. FREEDMAN:  You said how or what ?
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q Wiy? Wiy were you concerned?
9 A What ' s that?
10 Q Wiy were you concer ned?
11 A. Because | had just discarded sone of his
12 stuff.
13 Q But you said the stuff you discarded was junk
14 mai | ?
15 A Right. And | was using his drives.
16 Q So you were concerned because you were using
17 his drives, not because you threw out his work papers?
18 A No. | was concerned about a little of
19 everyt hi ng.
20 Q But sitting here today you can't tell us the
21 content of the papers that you threw out?
22 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
23 THE W TNESS: No.
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q But you were concerned that you were throw ng
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1 them out and formated certain drives?

2 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.

3 THE WTNESS: Well, the drives that | formated
4 there was nothing on them

5 | BY MR PASCHAL:

6 Q W're going to tal k about that nore but you
7 said you were concerned because you were using the

8 drives; right?

9 A Yes. After -- after he passed away yes, |
10 started using them

11 Q And you were concerned you were using them
12 Did you continue to use themin 20147

13 A Yes.

14 Q Did you continue to use themin 20157

15 A Yes.

16 Q Did you continue to use themin 20167

17 A Yes.

18 Q Did you continue to use themin 20177

19 A Yes.

20 Q Did you continue to use themin 20187

21 A | believe so.

22 Q After you filed the lawsuit you continued to
23 use Dave's devices; right?

24 A Yes.

25 Q When did you stop using Dave's devices?
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1 A. | don't renenber exactly.
2 Q Was it maybe |like a few nonths ago, few weeks
3 ago?
4 MR. FREEDVAN:  Obj ecti on.
5 THE WTNESS: In the range of |ike around this
6 | awsui t but --
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q Sorry, go ahead.
9 A | was just putting my personal files on them
10 | never touched Dave's stuff.
11 Q Let nme break that statenent down. So what
12 caused you to stop using the devices?
13 MR. FREEDMAN:. |If you can answer this question
14 W t hout going into conversation you had with your
15 | awyers then answer it.
16 THE WTNESS: Well, | just didn't want to
17 tanper w th anything.
18 BY MR PASCHAL:
19 Q So you were using themin 2018 you were
20 tanpering with it?
21 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
22 THE WTNESS: No. | nean | -- | was just
23 using it for ny own personal use.
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q | want to go back two questions ago and you
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1 | just said that you stopped using the devices because you
2 didn't want to tanper with anything. So were you
3 | concerned that you were tanpering with anything in 20187
4 A. | was never concerned about tanpering with
5 anything of Dave's. | was concerned about tanpering
6 | with ny owmn personal things like -- |ike through the
7 | awsuit you mght viewthat |I was sonehow |i ke del eting
8 my own stuff or sonmething that m ght be a bad thing but
9 | wasn't --
10 Q Let ne say it this way. Because of the
11 | awsuit you were concerned that it would appear that you
12 were trying to delete things by using the devices; is
13 | that fair to say?
14 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (Obj ecti on.
15 THE WTNESS: Can you repeat that?
16 BY MR PASCHAL:
17 Q Yes, was it because of the |awsuit that you
18 st opped using the devices because you were concer ned
19 that it would appear that you were trying to delete
20 t hi ngs?
21 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
22 THE WTNESS: | guess that's part of it.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q When do you renenber that you first considered
25 suing or bringing this action against Dr. Wight?
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1 MR. FREEDMAN. Hold on. Wat topic are you

2 In?

3 MR, PASCHAL: That goes to the facts alleged
4 I n the anended conpl ai nt.

5 MR. FREEDVAN: Wi ch nunber?

6 MR. PASCHAL: That goes to the facts alleged
7 in the alleged conplaint. Goes to preservation of
8 device, chain of custody. | think it goes to

9 several topics. You want to go through themall?
10 MR. FREEDMAN. Where -- can you show ne the
11 nunber ?
12 MR. PASCHAL: Preservation of devices | think
13 that's like the first five. That's the very

14 pur pose of this deposition.

15 MR. FREEDMAN: | don't think so. He can

16 answer. |'ll allow the question but keeping an eye
17 on you.

18 MR, PASCHAL: Can you read ny question back?
19 (Thereupon, a portion of the record
20 was read back by the reporter.)
21 THE WTNESS: | don't renenber the exact date.
22 BY MR PASCHAL:
23 Q Was it 20167
24 A | don't know.
25 Could it have been after that?
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1 A It could have been after that.
2 Q So I'mgoing to show you an e-nmail that you
3 had with Patrick Paige, March 31st 2016.
4 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 7 was
5 mar ked for identification.)
6 BY MR PASCHAL:
7 Q |f you turn to the second page and you can
8 | ook at what you said before but you say there are a | ot
9 of details left out -- you're discussing Craig and
10 t hi ngs you think about Dr. Wight. "There are a | ot of
11 details left out that I may have to reserve until
12 litigation." You see that?
13 A Yes.
14 Q So this was March 31st 2016. So as early at
15 | east March 31st 2016 you were considering litigation?
16 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
17 THE WTNESS: |'mnot sure about that.
18 BY MR PASCHAL:
19 Q So what were you considering to reserve until
20 litigation when you were talking to Patrick Paige? Wo
21 were you planning on litigating against?
22 MR. FREEDMAN:. Ira, if you need to read the
23 whol e e-mail read the whole e-nmail and answer the
24 questi on.
25 MR. PASCHAL: Take your tine.
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1 THE W TNESS: Yes, | guess --
2 MR. FREEDMAN: Don't guess Ira. Answer the
3 guestion if you knowit. Not going to help themif
4 you guess.
5 THE WTNESS: | may have been consi dering
6 litigation against himat that tine.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q March 31st 20167
9 A | don't believe | filed anything -- it was
10 | just --
11 Q Just asking --
12 A. | was thinking about it, yes.
13 Q Are there any docunents to reflect an earlier
14 | date than that?
15 A | don't know.
16 Q You don't know? Sorry, | didn't hear you.
17 A | don't know.
18 MR, PASCHAL: Showi ng you an article that
19 Dr. Wight and your brother wote.
20 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 8 was
21 mar ked for identification.)
22 BY MR PASCHAL:
23 Q It's called Overwiting Hard Drive Data: The
24 Great Wping Controversy. You produced this docunent to
25 us, do you recall that?
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1 A. | guess if we produced it we --
2 Q Have you read this?
3 A No.
4 Q You have what, 20 plus years of experience
5 | with conputers; right?
6 A. Just general use, yes.
7 Q You're generally famliar with how to
8 preserve, overwite or delete data on a hard drive?
9 A | don't have any special training in that. |
10 | just have general conputer use.
11 Q To ny question you have general experience
12 with howto overwite, preserve or delete data froma
13 hard drive?
14 A. Not preserve. |If you're talking about |ike
15 how a forensic specialist mght know how to secure data
16 | don't have any training in that type of thing. | just
17 know how to general --
18 Q Cenerally do you know how to preserve,
19 overwite and delete data froma hard drive?
20 MR. FREEDVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
21 THE WTNESS: | just know how to generally
22 store data on a hard drive.
23 | BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q You understand you' re under oath today;
25 correct?
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1 A Yes.

2 Q You understand the inportance when you're

3 under oath you have to give conplete and truthful

4 answers to the best of your ability; correct?

5 A Yes.

6 MR, PASCHAL: |'m showi hg you your responses
7 to our interrogatories. This is going to be nunber
8 ei ght?

9 MR. FREEDVAN. 9.
10 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 9 was
11 mar ked for identification.)
12 MR, FREEDMAN. Do you have a copy for us?

13 MR, PASCHAL: Yes.

14 BY MR PASCHAL

15 Q If you turn to page six a response to request
16 it should be interrogatory nunber 20 at the second

17 sentence you say "additionally Ira has been enployed in
18 | web site design and affiliate marketing for the past 22
19 years and uses conputers extensively as a part of his
20 work. During this tinme Ira becane generally famliar
21 with how to preserve, overwite or erase data on
22 el ectronic devices.” |s that your statenent?
23 A Yes.
24 Q And you swore this under penalty of perjury
25 | just like you did here today; correct?
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1 A Yes.
2 Q So do you know or do you have gener al
3 | experience with howto preserve, overwite or delete
4 data froma hard drive?
5 A. That's just general every day use. Just like
6 an average conputer --
7 Q Wth that general know edge you were in
8 possessi on of overwiting paper that Dave and Dr. Wi ght
9 wrote from March of 2016 you continued to use Dave's
10 el ectronic devices for your personal use until well
11 after -- alnost a year after this litigation was fil ed,;
12 Is that correct?
13 MR. FREEDMAN:  (bj ecti on.
14 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
15 BY MR PASCHAL:
16 Q So could we go back to the February 2014
17 e-mail that you had with Craig?
18 MR, FREEDMAN. What exhi bit nunber?
19 MR. PASCHAL: | wasn't witing themdown. |
20 think that m ght be three.
21 MR. FREEDMAN: No, three is the verified
22 conpl ai nt.
23 MR, PASCHAL: Four? Maybe it's five.
24 MR. FREEDMAN:  Four is the 11th Cctober 2012
25 e-mail .
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1 MR PASCHAL: Yes, that's it, four.
2 BY MR PASCHAL:
3 Q So we tal ked about the work papers. Let's
4 tal k about the formating of the drives. You said in
5 that e-mail that you couldn't --
6 MR. FREEDMAN. G ve ne one second to grab it
7 nyself. GCkay. Go ahead.
8 BY MR PASCHAL:
9 Q So you said in that e-mail that you fornmated
10 drives you could not access. You see that?
11 A Yes.
12 Q What did --
13 MR. FREEDMAN. WAait, this is the wong e-nmail.
14 This is not that e-mail. This is from Dave Kl ei man
15 to Craig Wight. Wat's the date on it?
16 MR. PASCHAL: You know what, you can borrow
17 mne and give it back to nme after this question.
18 MR. FREEDMAN. He doesn't have it in front of
19 himeither. This is Exhibit 4.
20 THE WTNESS: | know what you're tal king
21 about .
22 MR. FREEDVMAN: Hold on a second.
23 February 14th. It's Exhibit 6.
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q Ira, you said you know what |'mtal ki ng about.
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1 So you said that you couldn't -- you formated drives you
2 coul dn't access?

3 A. | formated drives that pronpted ne that they

4 could only be fornmated.

5 Q Sorry, say that again.

6 A. Wen | tried to access the drive the pop up

7 screen appears and it says that the drive needs to be

8 | formated. So | take that as the drive's enpty and |

9 could format it.
10 Q Let's break that down then. So before you
11 formatted the drive did you ask for any professional
12 hel p in recovering any data fromthe drive?
13 A No.
14 Q When you say | take that as the drive is enpty
15 what are you basing that -- your -- that statenent on?
16 A Just ny general conputer use.
17 Q Your general -- what | discussed before your
18 general know edge of preserving, deleting and
19 overwiting data?
20 MR. FREEDVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
21 THE WTNESS: M/ general use of hard drives,
22 conput ers.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q So Ira, | nmean in 2009 Dave tells you that he
25 I's working on sonething that's bigger than Facebook,
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1 this digital currency, you have two hard drives and you
2 format them right?
3 A Yes.
4 Q And then you continue to use them for several
5 | years; right?
6 A Yes.
7 MR, PASCHAL: |'m showi ng you your second
8 anended responses and objections to our first set
9 of interrogatories. This is going to be nunber
10 t en.
11 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 10 was
12 mar ked for identification.)
13 BY MR PASCHAL.:
14 Q Can you | ook at response nunber two and t hat
15 interrogatory two is identify all electronic devices
16 t hat Dave Kl ei man owned or possessed at the tinme of his
17 death. You see that?
18 A Yes.
19 Q Is this a conplete list or is there anything
20 el se that needs to be added to this list?
21 A. | believe that's a conplete |ist.
22 Q So these were all electronic devices that Dave
23 | had?
24 A Yes.
25 Wi ch of these drives did you format?

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 65 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 65
1 A. | believe it was two of the Seagate Monentus.
2 Q So there's the first one, right the Seagate
3 Monment us 500GB, that one?
4 A I think so.
5 Q Then it said the anount of data currently
6 | stored is 17.6 GBs. You see that?
7 A Yes.
8 Q Now, you said that you took the pronpt as to
9 format the drive there was no information on the drives.
10 Is this entire 17.6 GBs your personal information?
11 A. | think that's probably nostly the operating
12 systemthat | installed on it.
13 Q And then the next Seagate would be the -- |
14 think three down it's a Seagate Monentus 500 GB. Are
15 t hose the sane types of drive, just two of thenf
16 A | believe so.
17 Q The third one that's the other one that you
18 | formated?
19 A | think so.
20 Q Did you format the drives so that you could
21 use them personal ly?
22 A Yes.
23 Q Well, nowif you' ve been using themfor so
24 long why is it saying on the third one the anount of
25 data currently stored is zero?
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1 A " mnot sure the anmpbunt of data on that one is
2 accurate. |I'mnot sure if that one was reported
3 accurately.
4 Q Wul d that be for the sane one -- scratch
5 that. Strike that. Wuld that be the sane for the
6 | first one where you said 17.6 GB was for the operating
7 system al one; is that accurate?
8 A | believe so.
9 Q You' ve been using that device for years you
10 haven't stored anything on it?
11 A. | don't think I really used it that nuch. |
12 remenber installing operating systenms on those two
13 drives but |I never really used it nuch.
14 Q So you formated them so you coul d use them
15 right?
16 A. Yes. | may have not used it for a very
17 limted anmount of tine.
18 Q Wien was that |imted anount of tine?
19 A. | don't renenber.
20 Q What are you storing on those devices?
21 A. | think just the operating systens. | may
22 have al so put |ike maybe sonme web site design program on
23 t here.
24 Q That's it?
25 A As far as | can recall.

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 67 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 67
1 Q Ira, are you storing any commercial videos on
2 | those devices?
3 A Commerci al videos? | don't know.
4 Q Are you storing any commercial nmusic files on
5 | those devices?
6 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
7 THE WTNESS: | would have to | ook at that, |
8 don't know.
9 BY MR PASCHAL:
10 Q Are you storing any personal photos of your
11 famly on those devices?
12 MR, FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
13 THE WTNESS: Are you tal king about just the
14 Seagat e?
15 BY MR PASCHAL:
16 Q On these two you formated.
17 A | don't know. | don't think so. | don't
18 | think | put any photos on there.
19 Q Were you able to access the renai nder of all
20 of Dave's drives?
21 A No.
22 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q That's in this list.
25 A Yes, right.
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1 Q You weren't able to access then?
2 A. | think there m ght be one or two that we
3 | weren't able to access.
4 Q What were those?
5 A | think the Hitachi Travel star.
6 Q What was t he ot her one?
7 A | don't renenber.
8 Q What did you do to access the Hitachi
9 Travel star 100 GB?
10 A. | think I just plugged it in.
11 Q You haven't done anything else to it?
12 A No.
13 Q There's no forensic inmage of it?
14 A There was |ike you nean after litigation
15 started? Not prior to litigation.
16 Q There was none. There was one done after the
17 [itigation?
18 A Yes.
19 Q When was that done?
20 A | don't renenber the date.
21 Q Was it this year?
22 A Yes.
23 Q Are you storing any commerci al videos on any
24 of these devices?
25 A | don't renenber.
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1 Q Are you storing any commercial nusic files on
2 any of these devices?

3 A | would have to look at them | don't know.

4 Q You didn't | ook at them before today?

5 A. Yes, |'ve | ooked at them before today but |

6 don't renmenber it exactly what was on them

7 Q Do you renenber storing any pictures of your

8 famly on any of those devices?

9 A | think -- yes, | think |I put sonme phot os.

10 mean | woul d i magi ne that sone of these drives have

11 phot os.

12 Q Wi ch drives have photos?
13 A | don't know specifically.
14 Q Can you look at | think it's seven down where
15 you say four to five hard drives that are no longer in
16 the estate's possession. You see that?
17 A Yes.
18 Q Then a footnote you say "lra gave three or
19 four drives that were possessed by Dave Kl ei man at the
20 time of his death to Patrick Paige (Dave's business
21 partner in Conputer Forensics LLC) as Patrick inforned
22 himthey were Conputer Forensic LLC drives w th business
23 data stored on them There was one other drive that was
24 on Dave's bedroom counter. This drive was broken and
25 | would not power on. Ira disposed of this drive in
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1 2013." Do you recall that?
2 A Yes.
3 Q |"mgoing to just break that down. Can you
4 tell me today whether it's three or four drives that you
5 gave to Patrick Paige and Carter Conrad?
6 A | don't remnenber.
7 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
8 BY MR PASCHAL:
9 Q Can you say your answer agai n?
10 A | don't renenber the exact nunber.
11 Do you recall when you gave hi mthose drives?
12 MR, FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
13 THE WTNESS: | believe it was maybe within
14 li ke a nonth after Dave passed away.
15 BY MR PASCHAL:
16 Q Did they ever give those drives back to you?
17 A No.
18 Q | want to go into that but let nme ask you
19 | this. You said you found this drive on the bedroom
20 counter. Did Dave have an office at his house?
21 A. Yes, he had a roomin the back, yes.
22 Q Was this -- were the three or four drives you
23 | you gave to Patrick Paige, were those in his bedroom or
24 were they in his office?
25 A They were in his office.
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1 Q Bef ore you gave those drives to Patrick Paige
2 did you get any professional analysis to see what was on
3 | the drives?
4 A No.
5 Q Did you look in the drives yourself?
6 A No.
7 Q Did you access the drives?
8 A No.
9 Q How was Patrick able to access the drives?
10 A. Repeat that.
11 Q How was Patrick able to access the drives?
12 A | don't know.
13 Q So how did Patrick know that -- well, did
14 Patrick tell you how did you know that those drives
15 bel onged to Conputer Forensics?
16 A. He told ne that they bel onged to Conputer
17 For ensi cs.
18 Q Did you --
19 A. | don't renenber if they were | abel ed or not.
20 Q But so other than Patrick's word they bel onged
21 to Conputer Forensics did you have anything el se to show
22 that they may have not been bel onged to Conputer
23 For ensi cs?
24 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
25 THE W TNESS: No.
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:

2 Q You don't know what was stored on those

3 | drives, do you?

4 A Correct.

5 Q So if a Bitcoin wallet was on that drive you
6 | wouldn't know?

7 A Yes, | don't know -- | never |ooked at the

8 drives.

9 Q Have you asked for those drives back from
10 Patrick?
11 A No.
12 Q Now, you say that there was a drive on the
13 bedroom counter that you couldn't power on and you
14 di sposed of it. Do you recall that?
15 A Yes.
16 Q Dave had an office so was this the only drive
17 | that was in his bedroonf
18 A. No. | believe there were -- he kept his
19 backpack.
20 Q So let me do this then. |'mnot going to show
21 you the photo but on his counter he had a backpack, a
22 bl ue backpack?
23 A Not on the counter. 1In his bedroom You
24 | asked if there were other hard drives in his bedroom
25 Q Ckay. Were there any hard drives in his
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1 bedr oonf?
2 A Yes.
3 Q What ot her drives were in his bedroonf
4 A. | believe nost of the drives that you have
5 l'isted here.
6 Q So he kept all of his drives in his bedroonf
7 A. In a backpack, vyes.
8 Q But the three or four drives that he didn't
9 have in the backpack they were in his office?
10 A Yes.
11 Q Now, this one drive was on the bedroom
12 counter; right?
13 A Yes.
14 Q It was the only drive that was on the bedroom
15 counter?
16 A Yes.
17 Q What was on his bedroom counter?
18 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
19 THE WTNESS: | don't renmenber exactly.
20 BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q What did this drive | ook |ike?
22 A. | just remenber it was an external drive.
23 Q Do you renenber what color it was?
24 A No.
25 Q You don't know what type it was either?
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1 A Not of f hand.
2 Q Do you renenber how big it was?
3 A Maybe |ike six or seven inches high by a
4 coupl e i nches w de.
5 Q So like --
6 A Yes.
7 Q It was a big hard drive?
8 A | don't --
9 Q It wasn't |like a |aptop hard drive, let ne ask
10 t hat ?
11 A. No, it wasn't a laptop drive. It was an
12 external drive.
13 Q For like a tower conputer?
14 A For a tower conputer?
15 Q For like a regular conputer? For |like a
16 deskt op comput er?
17 A. It could be used with anyt hing.
18 Q You just plug it in?
19 A. You can connect it to any type of conputer.
20 Q "' mnot going to show the picture but on
21 Dave's countertop he had a bl ue backpack, he had a
22 yel l ow shirt, he had another bag, he had a bottle of
23 beer. There was a wi ne glass that was enpty and then he
24 had his glass mrror here. There was a cell phone on
25 the top of a white box and then right below it there was

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 75 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 75
1 a very, very small black box, that doesn't fit the
2 description of the hard drive you're tal ki ng about but
3 | could that have been the hard drive?
4 MR. FREEDVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
5 THE WTNESS: Were are you getting this
6 picture? | don't even -- | don't understand the
7 pi cture that you're just painting.
8 BY MR PASCHAL:
9 Q The pictures that the police took after when
10 t hey --
11 A. You have actual photos?
12 Q Yes. | can show t hem
13 A Yes, it would help if I could see the photo
14 then | mght -- | don't know.
15 MR, PASCHAL: Can we print here?
16 MR. FREEDVAN:  Yes.
17 MR, PASCHAL: So on our next break I'll print
18 it and show you. | don't know -- the reason why |
19 did not show you is because it's -- it is graphic.
20 So | don't knowif -- at the next break you guys
21 decide if you want to see it and | can point it out
22 to you, okay?
23 THE W TNESS: (kay.
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q So the pictures that the police took fromthe
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1 day that they went to Dave's house you haven't seen any
2 of those pictures?
3 A No.
4 Q On the drive that you -- you threw away you
5 | wouldn't be able to tell us today one way or anot her
6 | whether or not there was Bitcoin wallets or Bitcoin
7 information on that drive?
8 A | was never able to access it.
9 Q So you wouldn't be able to tell us today
10 whet her or not Bitcoin wallets or Bitcoin were on that
11 drive?
12 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
13 THE WTNESS: Again | wasn't able to access
14 It.
15 BY MR PASCHAL.:
16 Q Is it a yes or no?
17 A. Anyt hi ng coul d have been on it.
18 Q But you woul dn't know?
19 A. | woul dn't know because | couldn't access it.
20 Q And you threw it away?
21 A Yes. It was -- it didn't work.
22 Q Just going back. So when you cane in
23 possessi on of Dave's conputers did you have your own
24 per sonal conputer?
25 A Yes.
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1 Q So why did you format Dave's devices so that
2 you coul d use those conmputers?
3 A. | guess | needed nore storage space. Maybe ny
4 conputer was full with stuff, other stuff.
5 Q So sitting here today you can't tell us why
6 | you decided to use Dave's conputers, you're specul ating,
7 are you?
8 A. Wiy | couldn't use --
9 Q Wiy did you use Dave's conputers rather than
10 your own?
11 A. | put the operating systens on there because
12 nmy conputer mght have had a different operating system
13 For one reason or another | needed to use |like Wndows 7
14 or Wndows 8 so that's why | formated those two and put
15 t hose operating systens on there.
16 Q Wiy didn't you just get another hard drive or
17 conput er ?
18 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
19 THE WTNESS: Hi s were |aying around and
20 they -- they said they could be fornated.
21 BY MR PASCHAL:
22 Q Who said they could be formated?
23 A. When | plugged themin the pop up screen said
24 | that the drives need to be formated. So that to ne that
25 appears that the drives were enpty.
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1 Q When you had the drive that was broken what
2 made you think it was broken?
3 A. It wouldn't turn on. You didn't hear |ike the
4 pl atter spinning or anything.
5 Q Did you ask for any professional help trying
6 to get it to start, to turn on?
7 A No.
8 Q SO just -- you tried turning it on it didn't
9 turn on so you threw it away?
10 A Yes.
11 MR. FREEDVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
12 BY MR PASCHAL.:
13 Q So when you becane the personal representative
14 of the estate of Dave Kl ei nan what steps did you take to
15 preserve the assets of the estate?
16 A. Well, | reached out to ny attorney --
17 MR. FREEDMAN. Ira, if you can answer the
18 guestion w thout revealing what you di scussed with
19 your attorney then answer it. But don't discuss
20 anyt hi ng that you di scussed with your attorney.
21 MR. PASCHAL: Your objection is don't talk
22 about Kar p?
23 MR, FREEDMAN: Just discussions with your
24 | awyer.
25 MR. PASCHAL: Don't tell ne about your
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1 conversations wth Karp.
2 BY MR PASCHAL:
3 Q When you becane the personal representative
4 what did you do to preserve the assets of the estate?
5 A. My attorney assisted ne with doing that.
6 Q But what did you do like did you -- what did
7 you do personally to preserve whatever was in Dave's
8 house?
9 MR. FREEDMAN:  (Obj ecti on.
10 THE WTNESS: | collected his personal things.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q And what did you collect?
13 A. Wel |, his conputer equipnent, sonme guns in his
14 gun safe. Sone of his clothing. Just personal itens.
15 Like I said, his conputer certificates, things |like
16 | that.
17 Q Can you go back to the February 2014 e-nuil
18 that you had wwth Dr. Wight where you di scussed
19 formating the drives?
20 MR. FREEDMAN: Wi ch exhi bit nunber?
21 MR, PASCHAL: | didn't wite it down. Do you
22 have it?
23 MR. FREEDMAN. | think it's Exhibit 6.
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q So if you go to the second page that's the
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1 second paragraph where you start with Patrick. You say
2 "Patrick and his partner e-mailed me the other day and
3 | wuld like nme to bring over his, | guess that neans
4 Dave's, drives. | haven't spoken with them about what
5 happened if they did nmanage to access his account. |
6 assune that anything in it cannot be traced when there
7 is awthdrawal. Being that |'ve only net Patrick a
8 couple tinmes inny life |l was wondering if there are any
9 saf ety nmeasures you can reconmend to nme so | don't nake
10 another mstake." So let's break this down. What did
11 you nean by another m stake?
12 A | guess | was thinking that if | discarded
13 | anything that could have been inportant or related to
14 Bi t coi n.
15 Q Then the section before you say "being that
16 |"ve only net Patrick a couple tines inny life I was
17 wondering if there were any safety neasures to
18 recomended to nme again so | don't make anot her
19 m stake.” This is in February 2014 and you're saying
20 that you have only net Patrick a couple tines in ny
21 | life?
22 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
23 | BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q |s that correct?
25 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
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1 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
2 BY MR PASCHAL
3 Q But one nonth after Dave died you gave him
4 three or four of Dave's hard drives; right?
5 A Correct.
6 Q That was only based on himtelling you these
7 bel ong to Conput er Forensics?
8 A Yes.
9 Q | want to be clear you take any i mges of the
10 drives that you gave to Patrick; right?
11 A No.
12 Q So you have no copi es?
13 A No.
14 Q So if you go back to the e-nmail you say you're
15 going to give certain drives to Patrick and Conrad for
16 themto analyze. Do you see that?
17 A Yes.
18 Q Did you give themdrives?
19 A No.
20 Q Wiy didn't you give them any drives excl uding
21 the three or four that you had al ready gi ven hi m why
22 didn't you give himdrives at this point?
23 A. | didn't -- what date are we tal king about
24 agai n?
25 Q So in February of 2014 you told Craig that you
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1 were going to give Patrick and Conrad sone of Dave's

2 el ectronic devices to analyze. D d you give Patrick and
3 | Conrad Dave's --

4 A No.

5 Q The answer is no?

6 A No, | didn't.

7 M5. MCGOVERN:. Just finish the question.

8 BY MR PASCHAL

9 Q And why didn't you give Patrick and Conrad the
10 drives?

11 A. | thought that the best idea would be to all ow
12 Craig to exam ne them

13 Q So you didn't give any drives to Patrick

14 Pai ge?

15 A No.

16 Q Except for the three or four; right?

17 A.  Right.

18 MR, PASCHAL: |'m showi ng you the first

19 anmended conplaint you filed against Patrick Paige
20 and Carter Conrad. This is going to be what

21 exhi bit?

22 THE COURT REPORTER  11.

23 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 11 was

24 mar ked for identification.)

25
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:

2 Q Can you turn to paragraph 18? Let nme know

3 | when you're there.

4 A. Ckay.

5 Q So at paragraph 18 you say "shortly after

6 David Kleiman's passing plaintiff, and that's you, also
7 entrusted Conputer Forensics and Patrick Paige with a

8 smart phone owned by decedent, being Dave, which was

9 provi ded the defendants for the purpose of unlocking the
10 phone as it was password protected in aid of plaintiff's
11 efforts to develop information as to assets of the

12 estate.
13 The phone has never been returned to plaintiff
14 and defendant Pai ge has since clained that he, a
15 conputer forensic consultant, had thrown away the phone
16 after he had dropped the phone and cracked the screen.™
17 Do you recall making this allegation?
18 A Yes.
19 Q So you attenpted to access the device being
20 t he phone by giving it to Patrick Paige; correct?
21 A Yes.
22 Q But he never gave you any information from
23 | that device?
24 A Correct.
25 Q Did he ever give it back to you?
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1 A No.

2 Q When did you give that phone to -- that device
3 to Patrick?

4 A It was the sanme tine that | handed him-- when
5 he took the three drives from Dave's hone.

6 Q Way did you give himsonething?

7 A Because | couldn't access it and he is a

8 conputer forensics expert | thought he woul d have a

9 better chance at it than | woul d.
10 MR. PASCHAL: Show ng you your response and
11 objections to our first set of interrogatories.
12 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 12 was

13 mar ked for identification.)

14 BY MR PASCHAL:

15 Q Can you turn to the |l ast page of this

16 docunent? Can you read that statenent that you made?

17 A. “I, Ira Kl eimn decl are under penalty of

18 perjury under the laws in the United States and the

19 State of Florida that the foregoing is true and
20 correct.”
21 Q Can you turn to interrogatory response nunber
22 | three?
23 A Ckay.
24 Q We ask you "describe with specificity all
25 attenpts you have nade to access Dave Kleiman's
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1 el ectronic devices." Your response was "lra did not
2 keep a record of every attenpt he nade to access Dave
3 Kleiman's el ectronic devices. That said, Ira states
4 that he personally reviewed all drives that were
5 accessible. During this review Ira | ooked through each
6 i ndi vi dual folder and each individual file contained on
7 these drives to find anything of inportance.”
8 You didn't nmention in here that you gave a
9 device the cell phone to Patrick Paige for themto
10 access; is that correct?
11 A. VWll, those drives fromwhat | believe --
12 Q Not the drives |I'm asking you -- go ahead.
13 A What are you referring to?
14 Q The phone, the device, the one that you all ege
15 in the Conputer Forensic |lawsuit.
16 A. Yes, | didn't give himthe cell phone. | just
17 asked himto access it.
18 Q So in your anended conplaint for Conputer
19 Forensics you didn't allege that you gave the phone to
20 Patrick to access the phone and that he told you that he
21 cracked the screen and threw it away?
22 A. | handed the phone to himw th an expectati on
23 that it would be returned to ne.
24 Q But you gave it to himso he could access the
25 phone; right?
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1 A Yes.
2 Q Your testinony earlier was you gave it to him
3 because he is a conputer forensic expert so you can
4 access the device?
5 A Yes.
6 Q | "' m aski ng you you gave this answer under the
7 penalty of perjury. Wen we asked you describe with
8 specificity all attenpts you nmade to access Dave
9 Kleiman's devices. You did not say in this answer that
10 you gave an el ectronic device, being the phone, to
11 Patrick to access?
12 A | thought we listed that phone on here.
13 Q " m | ooking just this one interrogatory right
14 here. You can go through them but nowhere in there do
15 you say you gave the phone to Patrick Pai ge.
16 A Ckay.
17 Q So is this an untruthful response?
18 A. It's possible we just mssed including the
19 cell phone.
20 Q Can you go to your anendnent to this
21 interrogatory which is second anended response and
22 objection to Dr. Wight's first set of interrogatories.
23 | That's Exhibit 10.
24 MR. FREEDMAN: Are you done with 12?
25 MR. PASCHAL: W're going to use it again.
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1 BY MR, PASCHAL:

2 Q Can you turn to page 11, that's the |ast page.

3 You took an oath to the court reporter today and you

4 al so signed this verification. Can you read it out to

5 me?

6 A. "I, Ira Kleimn, declare under penalty of

7 perjury under the |aw of the United States and State of

8 Florida that the foregoing is true and correct."

9 Q Can you go back to that same interrogatory
10 request nunber three. |In the first paragraph you say
11 the sane thing that you said -- just so |'mclear on
12 t hese you revised themyou served us on March 21, 2019,
13 okay? Your first interrogatory responses the first
14 | version of this you served on March 7th 2019. So two
15 weeks |ater we get this revised response. |If you | ook
16 in the second paragraph you add one paragraph to this
17 response. You want to go ahead and read that?

18 A. Where are you?

19 Q Interrogatory three, the sane one we're

20 tal king about. It says request nunber three but it
21 shoul d be -- you say describe with specificity?

22 A. "Describe with specificity all the attenpts
23 | you have made to access Dave Kleiman's el ectronic

24 devi ces. "

25 Q Now, that first paragraph it's the sane
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1 par agraph you had in your previous version to this
2 interrogatory; right?
3 A Yes.
4 Q Now, if you turn the page you added the
5 paragraph. In this paragraph you nention that you gave
6 an electronic device to Patrick Paige to access?
7 A. Apparently not.
8 Q So in the two week span that you revised you
9 did not include that additional information in this
10 i nterrogatory response; correct?
11 A. | guess we missed it.
12 Q In the two weeks that you served the first
13 response and the second response what information did
14 you get to renmenber that you installed Wndows operating
15 systens on two drives in an effort to gain access to the
16 drives in 2013? What caused you to renenber that that
17 i nformati on was m ssi ng?
18 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
19 THE WTNESS: Can you repeat that again?
20 | BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q Yes, you give us a response on March 7th 2019;
22 right?
23 A Yes.
24 Q You suppl enent that response two weeks | ater
25 to add a new paragraph in that second paragraph here
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1 where you're saying you installed w ndows on the drives
2 | which you didn't include in your first version to these
3 i nterrogatories.
4 A | don't know.
5 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
6 BY MR PASCHAL:
7 Q Are there any docunents that shows why you
8 renmenbered that your first answer was inconpl ete?
9 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
10 THE WTNESS: | don't know.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q s this a truthful answer?
13 A At the time | believe it was.
14 Q s it truthful today?
15 A It's possible sone informati on was m ssed.
16 Q s it truthful?
17 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
18 THE WTNESS: If it's mssing sone information
19 | guess it's not conpletely.
20 BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q Wiile we're on the interrogatories |I'm show ng
22 you an e-mai|l that you had with Patrick Paige and this
23 is June 27, 2015. | think that's Exhibit 12.
24 MR ROCHE: 13.
25
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1 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 13 was
2 mar ked for identification.)
3 BY MR PASCHAL.:
4 Q In this e-mail you start by saying "hi
5 Patrick, | don't think I'"'mgoing to be able to neet up
6 this week. Need to finish a client's web site. But for
7 now | stored the drives in a safe deposit box so they'll
8 remain safe and as Craig nentioned there's no tine limt
9 wth this stuff so we have tine to figure it all out."
10 Do you renenber this e-mail ?
11 A Yes.
12 Q Just as an initial nmatter is there any
13 reason -- what conputer did you send this e-mail fronf
14 A | guess ny personal conputer.
15 Q s there a reason why the date is set for the
16 day to go first then the nonth and then the year?
17 A. Can you repeat that?
18 Q I f you | ook at the sent the tine where it says
19 Saturday and then it says the date 27 and then it says
20 the nonth 6 and then the year 2015?
21 A Ri ght.
22 Q Is there -- was is it unusual to you that it's
23 set like that?
24 A | never really paid attention to it.
25 Q Your e-mail is -- your e-mail sends out using
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1 that date format; right?
2 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
3 THE WTNESS: | don't know. | never paid
4 attention to it.
5 BY MR PASCHAL:
6 Q There's no cause for concern et nme ask you
7 that that your e-mails are sending out --
8 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
9 BY MR PASCHAL:
10 Q No, right?
11 A No.
12 Q Wuld it be surprising to you if Dave had
13 | e-mails that also had -- used that sane date
14 configuration?
15 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
16 BY MR PASCHAL:
17 Q Dat e, nonth, year?
18 A | suppose not.
19 Q In the February 2000 -- February 15, 2014
20 e-mail you told Patrick that you put the drives in a
21 saf e deposit box; correct?
22 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
23 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
24 BY MR PASCHAL:
25 Q Now, can you turn to your responses and
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1 obj ections to the second set of interrogatories. |
2 don't have an exhibit nunber on that but you guys have
3| it.
4 MR, FREEDMAN: Second anended?
5 MR, PASCHAL: Not the second anended, the
6 second set of interrogatories.
7 MR. FREEDMAN:. | have responses objections to
8 Wight's first set of interrogatories to plaintiff.
9 | have plaintiff's second anended responses and
10 objection to Wight's first set of interrogatories.
11 MR, PASCHAL: Is it in that stack?
12 MR. FREEDMAN. It should be identical. One is
13 mar ked and one i s not.
14 MR ROCHE: Plaintiff's responses and
15 objections to plaintiff's second set?
16 MR. FREEDVMAN.  What nunber?
17 MR. ROCHE: N ne.
18 BY MR PASCHAL.:
19 Q So at 14 we ask you to describe with
20 specificity all efforts you nade to preserve Dave
21 Kl eiman's el ectroni c devices and data contai ned on them
22 Do you see that interrogatory?
23 A Yes.
24 Q Under the penalty of perjury again you said "I
25 restored all of Dave Kleiman's el ectronic devices in the
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1 exact same place that he found themin Dave's conputer
2 backpack?"
3 A Yes.
4 Q Are they in a backpack or safety deposit box?
5 A. In a back pack.
6 Q So you never put themin a safe deposit box?
7 A. | was thinking about them putting themin a
8 save deposit. Then | decided to keep them where | found
9 t hem
10 Q You said when Ira reviewed these devices he
11 found nothing of inportance or out of ordinary but you
12 did find the true crypt file on the drive which you
13 could not access. You nmade copies of these files?
14 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (Obj ecti on.
15 BY MR PASCHAL:
16 Q You see that?
17 A Yes.
18 Q How di d you determ ne what was of inportance
19 or whet her sonething was out of the ordinary?
20 A. | basically kept everything of Dave's, all of
21 his files. But are you -- are you asking ne about the
22 true crypt file specifically?
23 Q "' masking in that sentence. "Wen | reviewed
24 Dave' s devices he found nothing of inportance or out of
25 the ordinary."” These are Dave's work | aptops; correct,
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1 sone of them were his personal |aptops, work | aptops;
2 right?
3 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
4 THE WTNESS: | don't know what drives were in
5 hi s | apt ops.
6 BY MR PASCHAL:
7 Q But these drives had Dave's work on them
8 right?
9 A It had forensic related software on them |
10 don't know.
11 Q How di d you determ ne that there was nothing
12 of inportance or out of the ordinary on Dave's drives?
13 A | kept all of his stuff.
14 Q That's not ny question. M question is how
15 did you determ ne whet her sonething was of inportance or
16 out of the ordinary?
17 A. Being that | didn't delete any of his
18 | things -- | just kept everything.
19 Q You nmade a statenent here that he found or you
20 found nothing of inportance out of the ordinary. Wat
21 were you |l ooking for in those drives to determ ne
22 whet her anyt hing was of inportance or was out of the
23 ordi nary?
24 A | don't know.
25 Q |"msorry, could you say that again?
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1 A | don't know.

2 Q The true crypt file, what have you done to

3 | access that file?

4 A. | just stored it -- | just nade copies of it.
5 There's been no attenpt to access it.

6 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: The tine is 12:18 p.m and
7 we're off the record.

8 (Thereupon, a brief recess was taken.)

9 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: The tine is now 1:11 p. m
10 and we are now back on the record.

11 BY MR PASCHAL.:

12 Q So Ira, when we left off we were tal king about
13 | where Dave's devices were | ocated, whether they were in
14 a safety deposit box or conputer bag. You said they're
15 in the conputer bag?

16 A Yes.

17 Q Where is that conputer bag | ocated?

18 A I n nmy hone.

19 Q So you have the hard drives and the bag?

20 A Yes.

21 Q What type of bag is it?

22 A. Just a | arge backpack.

23 Q Do you know t he brand?

24 A Not of f hand.

25 Q Where in your house are you keeping it?
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1 A. | think it's in ny bedroom

2 Q You think or -- are you guessing, do you know
3 | for sure?

4 A. Wll, | sonmetines nove around. Sonetines if |
5 | was like using the drives it would be in ny bedroom

6 | Gher tines | would store it in an extra room

7 Q You said when you use the drives, what are you
8 using the drives for?

9 A Just ny personal files.

10 Q What personal files?

11 A. | don't recall exactly.

12 Q Because earlier we spoke and on the drives

13 | you -- strike that. So |'m going back to Conputer

14 Forensics, the conplaint you filed agai nst Conputer

15 Forensics and Patrick Paige. Do you have that in front
16 of you?

17 MR. FREEDVAN. 11, right?

18 MR. PASCHAL: Yes. Do you have it?

19 MR. FREEDMAN:  Yes.

20 BY MR PASCHAL:

21 Q So if you go to paragraph 32 on page eight.

22 That's a Count |1l and you're seeking a pernmanent

23 i njunction. Do you see that?

24 A 327

25 Q The heading Count 11l seeking a permnent
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1 i njunction?
2 A Yes.
3 Q | f you go to paragraph 32 and you | ook at the
4 | ast sentence you say "further upon information and
5 belief David Kl eiman created and maintained Bitcoin
6 | wall ets which were his personal property during the tine
7 he was a nmenber of Conputer Forensics."” Do you recal
8 maki ng that allegation?
9 A. | don't renenber saying those exact words
10 but --
11 Q But this is your conplaint; right?
12 A Yes.
13 Q Now, if you go to paragraph 35 at the | ast
14 sentence as a part of your pernmanent injunction you say
15 to the extent that Conputer Forensics, Paige or Conrad
16 have retained any Bitcoin wallets that were the personal
17 property of David Klei man Conputer Forensics should be
18 enj oined from noneti zing, transferring or otherw se
19 converting such Bitcoin to its use and that's a typo it
20 should be or it says of or the use of its principals or
21 third parties. Do you see that allegation that you
22 made?
23 A Yes.
24 Q So can you turn to your second anended
25 responses to our first interrogatories | think that's

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 98 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 98

1 ten.

2 MR. FREEDMAN. Second anended responses?

3 MR. PASCHAL: Yes.

4 MR. FREEDMAN: It is ten.

5 MR, PASCHAL: 10.

6 BY MR PASCHAL:

7 Q Can you turn to page four? You ready? You

8 say "describe with specificity all attenpts you nade to
9 determne the identity and | ocation of any crypto

10 currency that David Kl ei man owned or possessed at the
11 time of his death."

12 I n your answer under the penalty of perjury
13 | you did not nmake any nention that you' re seeking a
14 per manent i njunction agai nst Conputer Forensics, Patrick
15 Pai ge, Carter Conrad for the return of David Kleiman's
16 personal Bitcoin wallets, do you?
17 A. Coul d you repeat that?
18 Q Yes. Can you read it back?
19 (Thereupon, a portion of the record
20 was read back by the reporter.)
21 THE WTNESS: | don't know -- | suppose we
22 m ssed that.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q Ira, so can you go to the |ast page of this
25 interrogatory. This is your signature, right?
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1 A Yes.
2 Q And you are swearing the under penalty of
3 perjury that the foregoing answers are true and correct;
4 correct?
5 A Yes.
6 Q And the question we're asking is whether all
7 attenpts that you' ve nade to find or |ocate or access
8 David Kleiman's Bitcoin, right?
9 A Yes.
10 Q Isn't it inportant to nention that you're
11 seeki ng a permanent injunction against three or two
12 people in a conpany to get those very Bitcoin?
13 MR. FREEDMAN:  (bj ecti on.
14 THE WTNESS: W didn't know if they possessed
15 any Bitcoin.
16 | BY MR PASCHAL:
17 Q You nade the allegation w thout know ng?
18 A | don't know.
19 Q You don't know if you nmade the allegation in
20 this conplaint without know ng whether it was true or
21 not ?
22 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
23 THE WTNESS: | don't remenber.
24 BY MR PASCHAL.:
25 Q But aside fromwhether it's true or not you
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1 did not nmention that you were seeking an injunction in
2 the sworn interrogatory?
3 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
4 BY MR PASCHAL.:
5 Q Did you?
6 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
7 THE WTNESS: | don't know.
8 BY MR PASCHAL:
9 Q s that a yes or no?
10 A | don't know.
11 Q You don't know in this interrogatory response
12 | whether you nmake any nention of the injunction that
13 | you're seeking against Patrick Paige, Carter Conrad and
14 Conput er Forensi cs?
15 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
16 THE WTNESS: | don't know.
17 BY MR PASCHAL:
18 Q Ira, you can turn to the interrogatory and
19 read it if you would Iike.
20 A. What page?
21 Q It's on page four.
22 A. What is your question?
23 Q Nowhere in here do you nention that you're
24 seeking a permanent injunction for David Kleimn's
25 Bitcoin for Patrick Paige, Carter Conrad and Conputer
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1 For ensi cs?

2 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.

3 THE WTNESS: | don't know.

4 BY MR PASCHAL.:

5 Q lra, it's really a yes or no. |In this answer
6 do you nention that you're seeking an injunction agai nst
7 Patrick Paige, Carter Conrad and Conputer Forensics?

8 You' re under oath today just |ike you were under oath

9 under these interrogatories.
10 MR. FREEDMVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
11 THE WTNESS. M attorneys drafted this and
12 don't -- | don't conpletely understand what an
13 I njunction is.
14 BY MR PASCHAL.:
15 Q Wel |, w thout understandi ng what an injunction
16 is you do allege here in Conputer Forensics' conplaint
17 that to the extent that Conputer Forensics, Paige,
18 Conrad have retained any Bitcoin wallets that were the
19 personal property of David Kleiman, Conputer Forensics
20 shoul d be enjoined fromnnonetizing, transferring or
21 ot herwi se converting Bitcoin to its use or its use to
22 third parties. Do you understand the allegation you
23 made?
24 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
25 THE W TNESS: No.
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q So if thereis a simlar allegation in the
3 | Second Amended Conpl ai nt which you fil ed agai nst
4 Dr. Wight you woul dn't understand that allegation
5 ei ther, would you?
6 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
7 THE WTNESS: | didn't draft the conplaints.
8 BY MR PASCHAL:
9 Q Did you | ook at thenf
10 A Yes.
11 Q Did you review t henf?
12 A Yes.
13 Q Did you say it's okay to file this?
14 A Yes.
15 Q Are did you | ook at these interrogatories?
16 A Yes.
17 Q Did you review t hen?
18 A Yes.
19 Q Did you swear under the penalty of perjury
20 t hat these answers are correct?
21 A Yes.
22 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q Are they correct?
25 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
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1 THE WTNESS: | don't know entirely.
2 BY MR PASCHAL:
3 Q So do you have any basis to support the
4 all egation you're nmaking here in the Conputer Forensics
5 conpl ai nt ?
6 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
7 THE WTNESS: | believe so at the tine.
8 BY MR PASCHAL:
9 Q And what was that? Wat evidence? Wat
10 docunent s?
11 A. | thought it was possible that they retain --
12 bei ng that they were partners wth Dave they may have
13 shared equi pnent, they may have had access to Dave's
14 property.
15 Q So Ira, just -- your testinony today is that
16 | you nmade that allegation because they were partners with
17 Dave and they had access to Dave's information?
18 MR. FREEDMAN: (Objection. There's no question
19 pendi ng.
20 MR. PASCHAL: There is a question.
21 MR. FREEDMAN. What's the question? Do you
22 want to read it back?
23 MR, PASCHAL: Read the question back.
24 (Thereupon, a portion of the record
25 was read back by the reporter.)
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1 MR. FREEDMAN. It's not a question.
2 BY MR PASCHAL:
3 Q Add a question mark. That's a question. Is
4 t hat your testinony today?
5 A. W' re tal king about Conputer Forensics?
6 Q Conmput er Forensics, this allegation.
7 A. Yes, because | believe that they had access to
8 Dave's --
9 Q Sorry, go ahead.
10 A To Dave's -- well, property that they shared
11 wi th Dave.
12 Q That was enough for you to file a conpl aint
13 agai nst Conput er Forensics?
14 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (Obj ecti on.
15 THE WTNESS: That's not what solely the
16 conpl ai nt was about.
17 BY MR PASCHAL:
18 Q "' mtal king about this very sentence, these
19 | two sentences | nentioned.
20 MR. FREEDVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
21 THE WTNESS: | suppose so.
22 BY MR PASCHAL:
23 Q Getting back to this though are there any
24 comruni cati on aside fromw th your |awers or any
25 docunents showi ng why you decided to | eave out this
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1 i njunction or nention of the injunction in your
2 i nterrogatories?
3 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
4 THE WTNESS: | don't know.
5 | BY MR PASCHAL:
6 Q We tal ked about three or four hard drives
7 earlier that you gave to Dr. Wight after Dave died.
8 Let nme repeat the question. That there were three to
9 four hard drives you gave to Patrick one nonth after
10 Dave di ed?
11 A. (I ndi cating).
12 Q Could Bitcoin address, Bitcoin wallets have
13 been on those hard drives?
14 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (Obj ecti on.
15 THE WTNESS: | was told that they were just
16 work rel ated drives.
17 BY MR, PASCHAL:
18 Q And who told you that?
19 A Patri ck.
20 Q The person you're sui ng?
21 A Yes.
22 Q And that lawsuit is still active today?
23 A Yes.
24 Q Ira, did you ever notify this court in this
25 action that you have a separate action where you're
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1 seeki ng the sane stuff against three other people?
2 MR. FREEDMAN:. Hold on. Were are you in your
3 t opi cs?
4 MR, PASCHAL: |'mjust asking him
5 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't answer the question.
6 BY MR PASCHAL:
7 Q Ira, let's talk about as a personal
8 representative when you cane in possession of Dave's
9 stuff. Wen did you |l earn that Dave passed away?
10 A. Around April -- 1 think it was 27, 28 of 2013.
11 Q So if Dave passed on the 26th you | earned the
12 day after, two days after?
13 A | think so.
14 Q Where were you?
15 A. | don't exactly recall. Probably hone.
16 Q Do you renenber what you were doi nhg when you
17 | found out that Dave died?
18 A No.
19 Q Do you renenber what tine of the day it was?
20 A No.
21 Q Do you renmenber who told you?
22 A. Yes, ny dad.
23 Q Did you go to his house right away?
24 A Go to whose house?
25 Q Your brother, Dave.
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1 A No.
2 Q When did you go to Dave's house after you
3 | earned that he died?
4 A. Probably maybe two or three weeks afterwards.
5 Q Did you go to your dad's house right after you
6 | earned that Dave di ed?
7 A | don't renenber.
8 Q Do you renenber what you did after you | earned
9 | that Dave died?
10 MR. FREEDMVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
11 THE WTNESS: | just renenber talking to ny
12 dad about it.
13 BY MR PASCHAL:
14 Q But you don't renenber anything el se?
15 A No.
16 Q Ira, would it be fair to say that you weren't
17 really close with Dave?
18 MR. FREEDMAN: Obj ection, stop. Wat does
19 this go to?
20 BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q Let me rephrase. You don't have personal
22 know edge relating to Dave's business activities, do
23 you?
24 A No.
25 Q "' mshowi ng you an e-nmail exchange you had
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1 with Angie Qea, is that how you say her |ast nane?
2 A Angi e G ea.
3 (Def endant's Exhibit No. 14 was
4 mar ked for identification.)
5 BY MR PASCHAL:
6 Q Can you turn to -- do you renenber this
7 e-mai |l ? Take a look at it.
8 A The one at the very top?
9 Q Do you renenber this e-mail in general? Do
10 you renenber having this e-mail conversation with
11 Angel a?
12 A | renmenber having a few e-mail exchanges.
13 Q | f you go to page si X.
14 A Ckay.
15 MR. FREEDMAN: These aren't Bates stanped.
16 MR, PASCHAL: No, these are the ones you
17 produced to us. | guess when | printed them out
18 they didn't have the Bates stanp.
19 BY MR PASCHAL:
20 Q Not inportant. Sonewhere in this e-mail you
21 nmenti oned you hired a cleaning crew?
22 A Yes.
23 Q The cl eaning crew found bul | et casi ng?
24 A Yes.
25 Q Did you take out Dave's work papers and
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1 el ectroni c devices before the cleaning crew cl eaned the
2 house?
3 A No. | definitely did not.
4 Q Can you tell nme the nane of the cleaning crew?
5 A | don't have it off --
6 Q Do you have any docunents show ng who the
7 cl eaning crew is?
8 A. | think | can get the nane.
9 MR, PASCHAL: Can you give us that?
10 MR. FREEDMAN: (I ndicating).
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q Did the cleaning crew find anything el se other
13 than the bullet casing that they nentioned to you?
14 A. That was the only thing they nmentioned.
15 Q So how -- when did the cleaning crew cl ean
16 Dave' s house?
17 A. Maybe -- | don't renmenber exactly. [|I'm
18 | thinking maybe one or two weeks after.
19 Q Do you know when Dave's house was forecl osed?
20 A No.
21 Q Did you go by his house and check on his
22 things or did you already renove everything fromthe
23 house?
24 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
25 THE WTNESS: Wat tinme are you tal ki ng about?
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q After he died -- before the house was
3 | foreclosed on did you already renove Dave's bel ongi ngs
4 | fromthe house?
5 A. | don't know exactly. Are you talking like
6 after the cleaning crew?
7 Q No. So before Wells Fargo finished the
8 | foreclosure sale --
9 A | don't know when that was.
10 Q | know but let's say it's this date. Any tine
11 before that date did you renove Dave's el ectronic
12 devi ces, his papers, his possessions?
13 MR. FREEDMAN:  (bj ecti on.
14 BY MR PASCHAL:
15 Q O were they foreclosed with his stuff still
16 in the house?
17 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
18 THE WTNESS: | don't know when they
19 f orecl osed.
20 BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q Did you ever take all of Dave's stuff out of
22 | the house?
23 A. | don't think I took everything.
24 Q Stuff was left in the house though?
25 A Yes.
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1 Q Who el se had access to Dave's house?
2 A | think his girlfriend at the tine, Lyneda.
3 Q What about after his death who had access to
4 t he house?
5 A. |"mnot sure if -- I'"mnot sure if anyone
6 el se -- | had his key.
7 Q Did you change his | ocks?
8 A No.
9 Q. Did you have a security systemon the house?
10 A | think he did.
11 Q Was it active after he died?
12 A | don't renenber using a security systemto
13 get in. | just used the key.
14 Q Were you paying the electrical bill for the
15 house?
16 A | didn't. | don't believe.
17 Q Was anybody paying the electric bill for the
18 house?
19 A Not that |I'm aware of.
20 Q So there was no electricity in the house as
21 far as you' re aware after he died?
22 A. |"mtrying to -- | don't renenber.
23 Q So if there was no electricity in the house
24 t he house was going into foreclosure -- strike that.
25 Can you definitively say whether or not there was any
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1 ot her electronic devices in the house you nay have not
2 known about ?
3 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
4 THE WTNESS: | believe | collected all of the
5 equi prent that | visibly saw.
6 BY MR PASCHAL:
7 Q But there was still stuff in the house; right?
8 A Li ke furniture.
9 Q Did you check all the furniture to see what
10 was in thenf
11 A | don't renenber.
12 Q So if sonmething was inportant in some of his
13 | furniture you wouldn't be able to tell us that; right?
14 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (Obj ecti on.
15 THE WTNESS: | don't renmenber searching
16 t hrough his furniture.
17 BY MR PASCHAL:
18 Q Sorry, what did you say?
19 A | don't renenber searching through his
20 furniture.
21 Q When you saw -- so Dave had two Alienware
22 conputers and a | apt op?
23 A Yes.
24 Q Was the Alienware -- was it -- was the
25 Al i enware conputer was it the col or black?
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1 A Yes.
2 Q One of themwas, right?
3 A | believe both.
4 Q Were the hard drives in the conputer or were
5 t hey out of them when you got the Alienware conputer?
6 A. They were out of them
7 Q Was there any evidence in the house show ng
8 | why the hard drives were renoved fromthe conputers?
9 MR. FREEDMAN:  (Obj ecti on.
10 THE WTNESS: No. | don't think so.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q Did Dave typically keep his hard drives out of
13 his conputer?
14 A | don't know what he did.
15 Q On the ESI disclosure you |isted one phone but
16 | you said that Patrick had destroyed Dave's phone so what
17 phone -- did Dave have two phones?
18 A Yes.
19 Q What phone -- do you renenber the nmake and
20 nodel of the phone you gave to Patrick Paige?
21 A. | believe it was a Sanmsung Gal axy. | don't
22 remenber the nodel. |It's probably listed in --
23 Q It's in the disclosures. No, it's not
24 actually. It's a Sanmsung Gal axy?
25 A That's all it says?
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1 Q | " m aski ng you.
2 A. Yes, it was a Sansung Gal axy.
3 Q Did you see any devices used for Bitcoin
4 m ning, Bitcoin servers, anything?
5 A Not that I'maware of. | wouldn't know what a
6 Bitcoin mning server would | ook |ike.
7 Q Wul d you have known what a Bitcoin wall et
8 | ooks |ike?
9 A No.
10 Q So if you saw one you woul dn't have thought it
11 was i nportant, would you?
12 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
13 THE WTNESS: |If | saw one? | suppose not. |
14 woul dn't know how to detect what a Bitcoin wall et
15 was.
16 BY MR PASCHAL:
17 Q |f he had a wallet for exanple on paper and it
18 | just had randomletters and nunbers on it you woul dn't
19 have known that was a Bitcoin wallet; right?
20 MR. FREEDVAN:  (Obj ecti on.
21 THE WTNESS: | suppose not.
22 BY MR PASCHAL:
23 Q So when you threw papers away that you thought
24 weren't inportant you could have thrown away one of
25 t hose papers that had a Bitcoin wallet on it; right?
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1 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.

2 THE WTNESS: It's possible, yes.

3 MR, PASCHAL: Let's go to the ESI disclosure.
4 | haven't given that to you, |I'msorry.

5 (Def endant's Exhibit No. 15 was

6 mar ked for identification.)

7 BY MR PASCHAL:

8 Q On this ESI disclosure under nunber one you
9 [ist David Kleiman's e-mai|l accounts. You list five.
10 You see that?
11 A Yes.
12 Q Do you have access to all five e-nmi
13 account s?
14 A | don't believe so.
15 Q Whi ch ones do you not have access to?
16 A | would have to check. | don't renenber
17 of f hand.
18 Q Do you know which e-nmai|l account you do have
19 access to?
20 A | have access to DavedilllllEEEEEEE
21 Q But you're not sure about the rest?
22 A | don't believe | have access to the two on
23 the bottom The two at the top |I'm not sure about.
24 Q Have you tried to log into those?
25 A | may have.
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1 Q When did --
2 A | just don't remenber at the present tine.
3 Q So you don't renenber any efforts you took to
4 access those e-mail accounts, do you?
5 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
6 THE WTNESS: Like | said | do recall
7 accessi ng DavedillEEEEEE
8 BY MR PASCHAL.:
9 Q The first two and | ast two?
10 A The first two | don't renenber.
11 Q The last two what did you do to access those
12 account s?
13 A. | think | recovered the domain names to those
14 but | don't think I ever |like set up an active account
15 | for them So | don't think those e-nmil addresses work.
16 Q So when you say you have the domai n nane you
17 shoul d be able to get access then to the e-mail address,
18 right?
19 A. No, not unless you set up an account for it.
20 Q You haven't set up an account for these?
21 A | don't believe so.
22 Q Coul d you set up an account?
23 A Yes.
24 Q Way haven't you?
25 A Just there's no purpose. |If | set up an
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1 account it's not going to suddenly give ne access to

2 e-mails that were sent to those addresses a long tine
3 ago.

4 Q Why not ?

5 A. It's just because his e-mails were hosted

6 el sewher e.

7 Q Were were they hosted?

8 A | think they were hosted with Patrick's

9 conpany, Conputer Forensics LLC.
10 Q All five of his e-nail addresses were hosted
11 by Patrick?
12 A | believe so.
13 Q Did Patrick give you access to these e-mail
14 account s?
15 A It's possible after the litigation with
16 Patrick that he gave ne those. | would to check the
17 records.
18 Q You said through the litigation, through the
19 | awsui t?
20 A Yes.
21 Q When do you think you got access -- when do
22 you think that Patrick may have given you access to
23 t hose e-mai| accounts?
24 A. | would have to go back and | ook at the
25 records.
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1 Q | just want to know the process. For
2 Patrick -- it would just be Patrick he can access the
3 e-mai |l accounts and give you the docunents in thenf
4 A. "' mnot exactly sure what access he had to
5 t hose accounts after Dave passed.
6 Q Did you request from Patrick access to those
7 e-mails before you filed this lawsuit?
8 A Before this lawsuit?
9 Q Before this [awsuit.
10 A | believe so.
11 Q And he never gave themto you?
12 A. | think eventually yes, he did.
13 Q So we haven't received any production from
14 these e-mai |l addresses. Wy haven't we?
15 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
16 THE WTNESS: | don't know if we've -- if
17 they're currently active. Like | said the only one
18 that I know for certain is DavediiilllllEEEEEE
19 The others | have to check.
20 | BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q So Patrick obviously can hel p get access to
22 these two e-nmil address; right?
23 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
24 THE WTNESS: | don't know. | don't know what
25 access he had to them For DavediilE Yes-
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q Did you access Dave Kleiman -- the one you can
3 access before you filed this lawsuit?
4 A. Well, it only allowed ne to set up a new
5 account. Like once | received the domain nanme fromt hat
6 point forward | start getting new e-nail to it.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q Not old e-mail s?
9 A Not old e-mail.
10 Q VWat about the DavediillEEENEEGEN -
11 A. That's what |I'mtal king about. Once |
12 received the domain at that point --
13 Q Do you have any old e-nmails? I'msorry. Do
14 you want nme to repeat the question because | wasn't
15 finished?
16 A. | may have sonme old that Patrick produced. |
17 have to check.
18 Q So the only -- | want to break this down. So
19 the only e-nmails that you have from Dave are comng from
20 Patrick; right?
21 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
22 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q So none of themare comng fromthese five
25 e-mai |l addresses directly?
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1 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
2 THE WTNESS: Like | said | would have to go
3 back and | ook at those accounts to see if | have
4 access to them Like | said the two at the bottom
5 I"mcertain | never accessed. The two at the top |
6 have to check.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q Just back on ny question. D d you review any
9 docunents fromthese e-mail accounts before you filed
10 this lawsuit?
11 MR. FREEDVAN:  Obvi ously don't answer anything
12 to the extent it involves conversations with your
13 at t or neys.
14 THE WTNESS: | have to go back and | ook at
15 what records were produced.
16 | BY MR PASCHAL:
17 Q VWat e-mail account is verifymil (ST
18 A Wi ch one?
19 Q Veri fymai | GG
20 A. | think it was just |ike a tenporary account
21 that | set up for ny attorneys.
22 Q Them bei ng t henf?
23 A Yes.
24 Q Do you have separate attorneys in the Conputer
25 Forensics | awsuit?
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1 A | had separate, yes.
2 Q Do you have attorneys in the |lawsuit now?
3 A Currently, no.
4 Q So | think you have about 35 e-nmail addresses
5 give or take, | don't know. Wiy so many?
6 A | don't know.
7 Q | want to ask you about one e-nmil address in
8 particular. 1It's on the second page and | don't know
9 what nunber it is but it's Wi ghtK ei mandii G
10 What' s the purpose of that e-mail account?
11 A. It probably had sonething to do with the
12 litigation but | would have to look at it to see. |
13 | don't renenber offhand.
14 Q Have you produced docunents fromthat e-nail
15 account ?
16 A | don't know.
17 Q | think we have one docunent which you
18 produced to us where you comruni cated with the ATO which
19 is this e-mai|l address?
20 A. Maybe that's what it was.
21 Q Do you recall in this e-mail asking ATO if
22 they're continuing to investigate your brother and
23 Crai g?
24 A Can you repeat that?
25 Q Do you renmenber if in that e-nmail if you asked
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1 t he ATO whether they're investigating your brother as in
2 Dave Kleiman and Craig Wight?
3 A | don't specifically remenber what | discussed
4 wth them
5 Q Did the ATO ever tell you we're not
6 i nvestigating David Kl ei man?
7 A. They never nentioned that to ne.
8 MR. PASCHAL: |'m show ng you your e-mail to
9 M chael Hardy on June 30th 2015.
10 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 16 was
11 mar ked for identification.)
12 BY MR PASCHAL:
13 Q At the bottomyou say "dear M. Hardy, |
14 understand that you are investigating a case involving
15 nmy brother David Kleiman and his partner Craig Wi ght.
16 Could you tell nme if you are still seeking new
17 information regarding this case or if it was closed can
18 you tell me when. Thank you, Ira Kleiman." Do you
19 remenber that?
20 A Yes.
21 Q And at the top -- | guess he doesn't give you
22 an answer but at the top you say "what you can confirm
23 there is presently no investigation of Dr. Craig Wi ght
24 and ny brother." You see that?
25 A Yes.
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1 Q Did M. Hardy ever tell you one way or the
2 ot her or give you an answer to that question one way or
3 anot her ?
4 A. | guess if there's no e-nmail to it probably
5 not .
6 Q So was Wi ght Kl ei man G ves it used
7 for any other reason?
8 A Not that | renmenber.
9 Q Let's tal k about Coin Exchange briefly. You
10 had 10.5 mllion shares in Coin Exchange; right?
11 A Yes.
12 Q Now, you understand that Coin Exchange is
13 under the control of an Australian liquidator; right?
14 A | didn't know who took control of it.
15 Q s it your testinony today that you don't know
16 | who took control of it?
17 A. Yes, | wasn't sure what happened with Coin
18 Exchange. | knew a liquidator was trying to find out
19 i nformati on about Coin Exchange but |I'm not exactly sure
20 what activity they did.
21 MR, PASCHAL: |'m showing you an e-nmail with
22 M. Jereny Mudford. And these are August 31st
23 2017.
24 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 17 was
25 mar ked for identification.)
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q |s Jereny Mudford, is he the liquidator for
3 | Coin Exchange?
4 A. That's what he told ne, yes.
5 Q | want you to ook at his e-mail to you
6 | August 29, 2017. Do you recall discussing WeK that you
7 believe that Dr. Wight transferred assets from WK to
8 Coi n Exchange and then to other various entities?
9 A Are you referring to an e-mail?
10 Q |"mjust asking. Do you renenber telling
11 Jereny Mudford that, yes or no?
12 A. Can you repeat that?
13 Q Do you renenber telling Jereny Mudford that
14 Dr. Wight transferred from WK assets to Coi n Exchange
15 | and then to other entities that he was involved in?
16 A. | don't renenber specifically saying that but
17 if you show ne the e-mail --
18 Q "1l showit to you in a second. Let's go to
19 the bottom here. On Jereny Mudford's e-mail to you
20 August 29, 2017?
21 A. First page?
22 Q  Yes.
23 A O cour se.
24 Q It says "dear Ira, | referred to your e-nuil
25 bel ow in your prior e-mail correspondence regarding the
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1 conpany. Besides the information provided which
2 predonm nately has consi sted of various blog site
3 articles it would be appreciated if you could provide
4 any tangi bl e evidence that the conpany, being Coin
5 Exchange, and/or its related entities" and you were
6 tal ki ng about WeK "t hat we have been appoi nted over any
7 | P which may include related to Bitcoin. 1In the interim
8 our prelimnary investigations do not reveal any
9 trademark registration to the conpany nane" and then he
10 refers you to two |inks supporting his conclusion. Do
11 you recall that e-mail?
12 A Yes.
13 Q This is in 2017. |In 2018 do you have any
14 conmuni cations with Jereny Midford?
15 A Do you have any e-mails that --
16 Q | don't. That's why |I'm asking.
17 A | don't know.
18 Q Do you have any e-mails for 2019?
19 A Pretty sure, no.
20 Q Let's tal k about WeK. You said you first
21 | earned of WK through Dr. Wight; is that correct?
22 A Yes.
23 Q At the time -- well, you reinstated WK as a
24 conpany in | think it was March of 2018; correct?
25 A | don't renenber the date.
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1 Q But you reinstated it; correct?

2 A Yes.

3 Q When you reinstated W&K what was its business
4 pur pose?

5 MR. FREEDMAN. Hold on. Were are you in your
6 t opi cs?

7 MR, PASCHAL: WK, information regardi ng WK
8 MR. FREEDMAN. | don't see a general

9 I nformation regarding WeK. Maybe |'mmssing it.
10 MR. PASCHAL: | guess this is going to go to
11 the location of WeK's proprietary docunents and
12 information slips identified WK pur chases, bit
13 message account, Panama and al so W&K' s nenber shi p.
14 MR. FREEDMVAN. What was the question? Can you
15 read it back?
16 (Thereupon, a portion of the record
17 was read back by the reporter.)
18 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't answer the question.
19 BY MR PASCHAL
20 Q Can you tell ne what W8K's busi ness purpose
21 ever was?
22 THE WTNESS: According to Craig it was for
23 research purposes and m ning of Bitcoin.
24 BY MR PASCHAL
25 Q Based on your personal know edge what was the
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1 busi ness purpose of WK?
2 A. Like I said according to Craig --
3 Q Not according to Craig. Based on your own
4 personal know edge?
5 A. My own personal know edge about W&K cane from
6 Craig Wight.
7 Q So you have no testinony, docunents or
8 evi dence other than Craig Wight?
9 A Correct.
10 Q About WEK?
11 A What's that?
12 Q  About V&K?
13 A Yes.
14 Q When you reinstated WK you renoved Coin
15 Exchange and Ms. Uyen as its publicly identified
16 nmenbers, do you recall that?
17 MR. FREEDMAN: Can you repeat the question?
18 Sorry, | didn't hear.
19 (Thereupon, a portion of the record
20 was read back by the reporter.)
21 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't answer the question. |
22 don't see where it connects to your topics about
23 WK' s e-mai|l addresses, bit nessage accounts or WK
24 Panana.
25 MR, PASCHAL: |'m asking about proprietary
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1 docunents about W&K. That includes WK's

2 menbership and its filings with Sunbiz.org. That
3 Is the definition of proprietary docunents.

4 MR. FREEDMAN: And the | ocati on.

5 MR, PASCHAL: Also very basic allegation in
6 t he second anended conpl ai nt.

7 MR. FREEDMAN:  You'll have another chance to
8 depose Ira when you can go to the nerits. Right
9 now you' re supposed to be asking | ocation
10 proprietary docunents.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q Do you have docunents establishing WeK' s
13 menber shi p?
14 A Fromlike SunBi z?
15 Q Do you have any docunents establishing WeK' s
16 nmenber shi p?
17 A. The only docunents woul d be whatever | found
18 | on the SunBiz web site.
19 Q Does SunBiz.org list every nenber of a
20 conpany?
21 A | don't know.
22 (Thereupon, a portion of the record
23 was read back by the reporter.)
24 THE WTNESS: No, | don't know.
25
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q Do you have any docunents fromthe Departnent
3 of Finance telling you that SunBiz.org you cannot rely
4 on it to determ ne the nenbership of a conpany?
5 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
6 THE W TNESS: No.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q You do not -- is it your testinony you do not
9 have a docunent stating that?
10 A. The Departnent of Finance -- say that again?
11 Q From the Departnent of Finance stating that
12 | you cannot rely on SunBiz.org to determ ne nenbership of
13 | the conpany?
14 A "' m not aware of it.
15 Q Before you filed this |lawsuit or before you
16 | filed your amended conplaint in this lawsuit are there
17 any docunments with Jereny Mudford where you di scussed
18 renmovi ng Coi n Exchange as a nenber of W&K?
19 A. Di scussing with Jereny Mudford?
20 Q The liquidator for Coin Exchange.
21 A | don't believe so.
22 Q Do you have any docunents that are resignation
23 letters fromany nenbers of W&K before you reinstated
24 and listed yourself as the nenber of WK?
25 A No.

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
www.firstchoicereporting.com



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 130 of
354
IRA KLEIMAN (ESTATE OF DAVID KLEIMAN), ET AL. vs CRAIG WRIGHT

IRA KLEIMAN on 04/08/2019 Page 130
1 Q Did you take out any |oans on W&K' s behal f?
2 A Not that |I'm aware of.
3 Q Are you paying -- are there any tax returns
4 right now for WK or any tax information for WK?
5 A No.
6 Q Are you paying WK' s taxes?
7 A No.
8 Q Do you know who | ast paid WK' s t axes?
9 A No.
10 Q Does WK have any revenue for this year?
11 A Not that |'m aware of.
12 Q Does WK have any revenue from| ast year?
13 A Not that |I'm aware of.
14 Q Are you conducting any busi ness on behal f of
15 WEK?
16 A. Me personal ly?
17 Q Yes.
18 A No.
19 Q | s anyone conducting busi ness on behal f of
20 WEK?
21 A No.
22 Q Has W&K assigned any of its rights in this
23 | awsuit to anyone el se?
24 MR. FREEDVAN: Hold on. Wat topic are you
25 on?
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:

2 Q Are there any docunents show ng whet her or not
3 | WeK assigned any of its interest inits lawsuit to

4 anyone el se?

5 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't answer the question.

6 MR PASCHAL: Under what basis?

7 MR. FREEDMAN:. |If such docunents exist they

8 woul d be work product.

9 MR, PASCHAL: An assignnent of a clainfP That
10 woul d be work product?

11 MR. FREEDMAN: You don't like the instruction
12 bring it to the judge.
13 MR. PASCHAL: [I'mjust trying to get it. |
14 just want the record to be conplete on the
15 objection. So you're saying that an assignnent of
16 claimis going to be protected by work product?
17 MR. FREEDMAN. Either work product or
18 attorney-client privilege or the common interest
19 privilege, yes.
20 BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q W'll skip this. Have the allegations that
22 you made in this lawsuit or this second anended
23 conpl ai nt or the amended conplaint or its original
24 conpl aint been given to any third party other than your
25 attorneys?
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MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
THE WTNESS: | believe so.

BY MR PASCHAL:

Q Who are those third parties?

A. A conpany that assists in funding litigation

cases.

Q What's the nanme of that conpany?
A Par abel um
Q Can you say that agai n?
A Par abel um
Q When did you give that conplaint to Parabel unf
A | don't renenber the date.
Q When did you first neet Parabel unf
A | don't renenber the date.
Q Was it 20167
A. | would have to go | ook at the records.
Q Di d Parabel um gi ve you any noney?
MR, FREEDMAN. Hold on. Wat topic are you
on?

MR. PASCHAL: This goes to -- this really goes
to 31 but he just answered sonething different so
["'m --

MR. FREEDMAN. How does it go into 31?7 |
don't see howit ties into 31. |If you want to ask

It with atieinto 31 I'mhappy to listentoit,
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1 ot herwi se don't answer the questi on.

2 MR. PASCHAL: Let ne break that down in two

3 | things. One, we asked questions about this

4 regarding interrogatories, you objected. W spoke
5 on the phone yesterday we told you we would lay the
6 record here so the judge could nake a ruling based
7 on the record and we wote these topics what we

8 knew. | can't give exact topics on events because
9 | just didn't know your witness would say that. |
10 can't -- | nmean --
11 MR. FREEDMAN: | had the sanme probl em deposi ng
12 | Dr. Wight.
13 MR. PASCHAL: That's the problem That's not
14 here right now. | wasn't there.
15 MR. FREEDMAN: Just saying the parties kept
16 each other to their topics. Your team nenbers kept
17 me to ny topics so keeping you to your topics.
18 | Goose gander provi sion.
19 MR. PASCHAL: Did Parabel um give you any
20 noney?
21 MR. FREEDMAN: Don't answer the question.
22 MR. PASCHAL: What's the basis?
23 MR. FREEDMAN. First of all, | think you're
24 outside the topic. Second of all -- | think you're
25 outside the topic. I|I'mjust going to rely on you
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1 bei ng outside the topic.

2 BY MR PASCHAL:

3 Q  \Wo is BTCNL610491, LLC?

4 A. | think that's a conpany related to the entity
5 that assists in litigation funding.

6 Q | s that Parabel unf

7 A Yes.

8 Q So when did you first speak with Parabel unf?

9 A Like I said | would have to check the records.
10 Q Did BTCN or Parabel um gi ve you any noney?
11 MR. FREEDMAN: Hold on. W're going to
12 Instruct Ira not to answer the question.

13 MR. PASCHAL: On what basis?

14 MR. FREEDMAN: A, on relevance and -- stay

15 with rel evance for now.

16 BY MR PASCHAL:

17 Q Under what circunstances did BTCN gi ve you

18 noney?

19 MR. FREEDMAN:. Stop. Hold on a second.
20 Trying to figure out the position to take on your
21 guestion. If you want to just stop or you want
22 t ake a break?
23 M5. MCGOVERN: Let's take five m nutes.
24 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: The tinme is 2:08 p.m and
25 we're off the record.
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1 (Thereupon, a brief recess was taken.)
2 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: The tine is now 2:23 p. m
3 and we are now back on the record.
4 MR. FREEDMAN. So we just spoke with our
5 client. I'mgoing to state for the record that
6 BTCN i s owned by Parabel um Capital which is an
7 entity that provides litigation financing
8 assi stance. Parabel um has provided litigation
9 financi ng assistance in this case.
10 | amnot going to allow lra to answer any
11 ot her questions about that topic because | believe
12 it will invade either work product privilege,
13 attorney-client privilege or common interest
14 privilege. |If you want nore you have to go to the
15 court but | think your record is clear now what's
16 going on and what nore you woul d want.
17 MR. PASCHAL: There are a few things | want.
18 MR, FREEDMAN: You can ask but | nost |ikely
19 Wi Il instruct himnot to answer.
20 | BY MR PASCHAL:
21 Q When did you first speak to Parabel unf
22 MR. FREEDMAN:. That you can answer.
23 THE WTNESS: | would have to go back and
24 check the records.
25
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1 BY MS. MCGOVERN:
2 Q What records would you have to check?
3 A | guess e-mail exchanges with them
4 Q Did you give Parabel um docunents relating to
5 this case? You don't have to say what docunents?
6 MR. FREEDMAN. Go ahead.
7 THE WTNESS: | would have to check ny
8 records.
9 BY MR PASCHAL:
10 Q What records would you have to check?
11 A E-mail .
12 Q E-mail? Did you sign any docunments with
13 Par abel un?
14 MR. FREEDMAN: That's fine. Go ahead and
15 answer that question.
16 THE WTNESS: | don't renenber. | have to
17 check that too.
18 BY MR PASCHAL:
19 Q Did WK or the estate of Dave Kl ei man --
20 strike that. Are there any docunents show ng that Dave
21 Kleiman or the estate of Dave Kl ei man or WK assi gned
22 any portion or any right in this lawsuit to Parabel um or
23 any third party?
24 MR. FREEDVAN: Don't answer the question.
25 MR. PASCHAL: What's the basis?
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1 MR. FREEDMAN:. | told you the basis.
2 BY MR PASCHAL:
3 Q Are there any docunents that give your right
4 to recovery of any noney to Parabel um or BTCN?
5 MR. FREEDMAN. Don't answer the question.
6 BY MR PASCHAL:
7 Q In connection with getting funding from
8 Par abel um did you provi de any docunents to support any
9 of the allegations of the conplaint?
10 MR. FREEDVMAN: Don't answer that. Well, the
11 answer yes or no you can answer. Just don't
12 Identify what, if any, docunents you provided.
13 THE W TNESS:  Yes.
14 BY MR PASCHAL:
15 Q What docunents did you provide?
16 MR. FREEDVMAN: Don't answer that.
17 BY MR PASCHAL:
18 Q Are there any docunents that you provided to
19 | themthat you haven't produced in this case?
20 MR. FREEDMAN:  Don't answer that.
21 MR, PASCHAL: |'m showi ng you an e-mail you
22 had with Patrick Paige on March 24th 2016.
23 (Def endant's Exhibit No. 18 was
24 mar ked for identification.)
25
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1 BY MR PASCHAL:
2 Q In the e-mail you say "hey Patrick, | haven't
3 heard back from you about the hosting file stuff.
4 Anyway, there is another issue | was wondering if you
5 can help me with. [I'mtrying to | ocate any docunents
6 related to the WK busi ness Dave operated. | renenber
7 we had a conversation at Dave's house shortly after he
8 passed away. You were nentioning to ne how ny dad was
9 asking for the return of a file cabinet he bought for
10 Dave and you said sonething |ike what does your dad need
11 another file cabinet. | was like |I don't know | guess
12 he just wants it because he bought it. O course |
13 | didn't think anything of it at the tinme but it just
14 donned on ne nmaybe inside that cabinet is where Dave
15 stored his WK rel ated stuff. You didn't possibly cone
16 across any papers nentioning WeK." Do you renenber this
17 e-mail?
18 A Yes.
19 Q Did you ever recover that file cabinet?
20 A No.
21 Q Did you ever see what was in that file
22 cabi net ?
23 A No.
24 Q Wiy did you believe that Dave may have kept
25 his WK stuff in that file cabinet?
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1 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
2 THE WTNESS: | didn't know what was kept in
3 the file cabinet.
4 BY MR PASCHAL.:
5 Q Well, I'"'masking -- so --
6 A | wanted to determ ne what was --
7 MR. FREEDMAN: There's no question pending,
8 Ira.
9 BY MR PASCHAL:
10 Q Are there any docunents show ng or any
11 docunents evidencing or supporting your belief that WK
12 docunents may have been inside that cabinet?
13 A No.
14 MR, PASCHAL: |'m showing you an e-mail with
15 Patrick Paige on March 17, 2017.
16 (Defendant's Exhibit No. 19 was
17 mar ked for identification.)
18 BY MR PASCHAL:
19 Q | f you go on the second page on March 28th
20 2016 Patrick Paige says "what woul d Appriver support do
21 for us," question mark. "Also | found the original
22 court mailing about W&K. Has a case nunber, see
23 | attached.”
24 You respond -- you respond by saying | don't
25 know -- only relevant part is when did you find that WK
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1 filing question mark. Wre you ever contacted by the

2 girl Uyen that took over David's position as director

3 | for WeK? Patrick responds "I just found the filing

4 today and | was | ooking for sonething else. | was never
5 contacted by anyone about WK and never heard the girl."
6 Then you respond on the first sentence in the
7 next e-mail responding to Patrick "can you keep the

8 | etter and envelope in a safe place for ne? | would

9 like to check it out sone tine."
10 Then Patrick responds "yes, | wll keep it.
11 It seens weird that the address of the envelope is
12 handwitten considering it cane fromthe Suprenme Court."
13 How did Patrick get the original envelope fromthe
14 | Australian case?
15 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.
16 BY MR PASCHAL:
17 Q Strike that. Do you know where Patrick found
18 | the original court mailing about WK?
19 A. | assune it would be to the mailing address --
20 t he Conputer Forensics mailing address that they shared.
21 Q Was that the address that was listed for WK
22 on SunBiz.org as the regi stered agent?
23 A | would have to check. | don't renenber what
24 | that address is.
25 Q Coul d this envel ope had been -- you sent this
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1 e-mai |l four days after you asked about the file cabinet.
2 Coul d this envel ope have been in the file cabinet?
3 A. | never asked Patrick where he found it.
4 Q Did you ever recover the envel ope from
5 Patrick?
6 A. No, | think he just e-mailed nme |like a scan of
71 it.
8 Q What was the docunent? Wat was the contents
9 of the docunent?
10 A | would have to look at it. | don't renenber.
11 Q Was it the statenent of claimin Australia?
12 A. | would have to look at it. | renenber seeing
13 i ke an envel ope but | don't renenber what the contents
14 inside of it was.
15 Q Sois it fair to say that sonething was mail ed
16 | fromAustralia with the W&K court case to a mailing
17 address in Pal m Beach fromeither Conputer Forensics or
18 Dave' s house?
19 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
20 THE WTNESS: Again | would have to go | ook at
21 it to nmake sure what it was.
22 BY MR PASCHAL:
23 Q Well, in your Second Anended Conpl ai nt you
24 al l ege that WK was never served wth the filings in the
25 Australian court. Do you recall that?
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1 A | believe --
2 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
3 THE WTNESS: | believe so.
4 BY MR PASCHAL.:
5 Q Did you nake the allegation -- well,
6 obviously -- you sent this e-nail before you nade that
7 al l egation; correct?
8 A | think so.
9 Q And you never bothered -- sorry, you never
10 read that docunent before you filed the conplaint?
11 MR. FREEDVAN:  Obj ecti on.
12 THE WTNESS: |'mpretty sure | did.
13 BY MR PASCHAL:
14 Q But you just don't renmenber what it says?
15 A | don't renenber now. | have to ook at it.
16 Q Just earlier | asked you about two hones you
17 | had. | think one was on | that' s the one you
18 you live in now?
19 A Yes.
20 Q Then you had one on N
21 A
22 Q You didn't sell your first home when you
23 pur chased your second hone; right?
24 A Correct.
25 Q You kept it until about 20187
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1 A. | woul d have to check. Possibly.

2 Q On your second hone there's no nortgage

3 recorded for that house?

4 MR. FREEDVAN: Don't answer the question.

5 MR. PASCHAL: On what basis?

6 MR. FREEDMAN. What basis are you asking?

7 Where does this tie into your topics?

8 MR. PASCHAL: Several of ny topics.

9 MR. FREEDMAN: Wi ch one of them nane one?
10 MR, PASCHAL: Coes to the adm nistration of
11 the estate and goes into --

12 MR, FREEDMAN: Whet her or not Ira Klei man has
13 a nortgage on his house goes to the adm nistration?
14 MR. PASCHAL: That's ny question.

15 MR. FREEDMAN:. | instruct himnot to answer
16 unl ess you can convince nme it conmes into a topic.
17 M5. MCGOVERN: We're just going to nake the
18 record.

19 BY MR PASCHAL.:

20 Q Are there any docunents show ng where the

21 source of funds canme to purchase the second hone?

22 MR. FREEDMAN:. Don't answer.

23 | BY MR PASCHAL:

24 Q Did you purchase that hone two or three weeks
25 after Craig first reached out to you?
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1 A | would have to check. | don't renenber.
2 Q Wuld it sound about right if you purchased
3 | that hone -- the finalized closing was in March of 20147
4 MR. FREEDVAN:  Obj ecti on.
5 THE WTNESS: | would have to check. | know
6 it was 2014.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q Then Craig first reached out to you in about
9 February 20147
10 A. Ri ght .
11 Q. Telling you about Bitcoin?
12 A Yes.
13 Q You pai d $450, 000 cash for that house?
14 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ection, don't answer.
15 BY MR PASCHAL:
16 Q Did the purchase of that house have anything
17 | to do with the admnistration of the estate or Bitcoin?
18 A No.
19 Q Do you have docunents reflecting that?
20 MR. FREEDMAN: (bjection. You can answer.
21 THE WTNESS: Showing that it didn't have
22 anything to do with --
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q Yes. That the source of funds for that house
25 did not cone from Dave's possession, Bitcoin?
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1 A. | probably do.
2 Q What docunents woul d that be?
3 A. | guess a check witten by nyself for the
4 house.
5 Q What about the underlying funds for that
6 | check?
7 MR. FREEDMAN. (Objection. | don't understand
8 your question and it's touching on this area |'ve
9 been instructing himnot to answer so could you try
10 to clarify what you nean?
11 BY MR PASCHAL
12 Q Were there any docunents to show that the
13 underlying funds to wite a $450, 000 check for that
14 house are there any docunents showing it didn't cone
15 | from Dave's estate, fromBitcoin, from Dave's
16 possessi on?
17 MR. FREEDMAN: So | don't want to instruct him
18 not to answer if | can avoid it. The problemis
19 you' re asking himabout proving a negative. Are
20 you aski ng whether -- obviously you don't have to
21 adopt ny forrmulation just to see if | can get you
22 the informati on you want. Are you aski ng whet her
23 there's docunents that identify where the funds
24 actual ly canme fronf
25 MR. PASCHAL: |'ve asked that you've told him
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1 not to answer so |I'masking a different one.
2 MR. FREEDMAN. If you ask if there are
3 docunents that exist to show where the funds cane
4 froml'll allow himto answer.
5 MR. PASCHAL: Can you repeat ny question,
6 M. Court reporter, and then you can answer?
7 (Thereupon, a portion of the record
8 was read back by the reporter.)
9 MR, FREEDVAN:  Don't answer.
10 BY MR PASCHAL.:
11 Q Are there any docunents show ng the source of
12 the funds to purchase the house canme fronf
13 A | imagi ne yes, there should be.
14 Q What docunents woul d t hose be?
15 MR. FREEDMAN:  You can describe the types of
16 docunents. Don't go beyond that.
17 THE W TNESS: Checks.
18 BY MR PASCHAL:
19 Q That's it?
20 A Yes. Personal checks.
21 Q Did the purchase of the house have anything to
22 do with the financing of this lawsuit?
23 A No.
24 MR. PASCHAL: | think we're al nbst done so can
25 we take a break?
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1 MR. FREEDVAN:  Sur e.
2 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: The tine is now 2:38 p. m
3 and we're off the record.
4 (Thereupon, a brief recess was taken.)
5 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is 2:49 p.m and
6 we' re back on the record.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q Ira, could you go back to your second anended
9 conpl aint and that's probably Exhibit 2 or 3?
10 MR, FREEDVAN. 2.
11 BY MR PASCHAL.:
12 Q Can you go to page 46. From 46 to 47 you
13 | allege that Dr. Wight stole or commtted theft of
14 Dave's Bitcoin, forked assets and intell ectual
15 properties. Do you see that?
16 A Yes.
17 Q Ira, you don't have any docunents show ng that
18 Dr. Wight stole Dave's Bitcoin, do you?
19 MR. FREEDMAN:.  (bj ecti on.
20 THE W TNESS: Docunents? Well, | have
21 docunments that lead me to believe that he stole
22 Dave's Bitcoin.
23 BY MR PASCHAL:
24 Q Wll, et nme break that down in tw parts. Do
25 | you have docunents that actually show that Dr. Wi ght

First Choice Reporting & Video Services
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1 | stole Dave's Bitcoin?
2 MR. FREEDMAN:. (Obj ecti on.
3 THE WTNESS: | don't have |ike a docunent
4 with the kind of evidence |ike show ng that he
5 w t hdrew funds |i ke froma bank account, no.
6 Not hi ng |i ke that, no.
7 BY MR PASCHAL:
8 Q What docunents |led you to believe that
9 Dr. Wight stole from Dave?
10 A Lots of e-mails fromCraig Wight.
11 Q Are the e-mails that you produced to us?
12 A Shoul d be.
13 Q I n none of those e-mails does Dr. Wight say |
14 took Dave's Bitcoin; right?
15 A He may not have said that, no. | would
16 i mgi ne he woul dn't say that.
17 Q O her than communications with Craig do you
18 have any ot her docunents evidencing that Dr. Wi ght
19 stole Bitcoin from Dave?
20 A | would have to check. | don't know off the
21 top of ny head.
22 Q Sitting here today do you have any know edge
23 of any docunents that evidence that Dr. Wight stole
24 Bitcoin from Dave?
25 A Again | would have to go back and | ook at all
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1 nmy docunents.

2 Q Ri ght now today can you recall any of then?
3 A At this nonent, no.

4 Q Do you have testinony from anyone or

5 statenments saying that -- or evidencing that Dr. Wi ght
6 stole Bitcoin or intellectual property from Dave?

7 A. Testi nony from ot her people?

8 Q O statenents.

9 A Not that | renmenber.

10 Q So today in this deposition you can't recall
11 any testinony or docunents?

12 A No.

13 Q That |ast question to be clear is about

14 Bitcoin and intellectual property?

15 MR. FREEDMAN: (Obj ecti on.

16 THE W TNESS: (kay.

17 BY MR PASCHAL:

18 Q The answer is still the same; right?

19 A Yes.

20 Q The answer i s no?

21 A No.

22 MR PASCHAL: | think that's about it.

23 MR. FREEDVAN. Ckay.

24 THE VI DEOCGRAPHER: Read or wai ve?

25 MR. FREEDMAN: W' || read.
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1 THE VI DEOGRAPHER: The tine is now 2:54 p.m
2 and this concludes the video deposition. W're off
3 | the record.
4 THE COURT REPORTER Do you want to order?
5 MR, PASCHAL: Yes.
6 MR. FREEDMAN. Take a copy as well.
7 MR. PASCHAL: As soon as possible.
8 MR. ROCHE: Can we get a rough of that?
9 THE COURT REPORTER  Yes.
10 MR. ROCHE: You guys as well?
11 MR. PASCHAL: Yes.
12 (Wtness excused.)
13 (Deposition was concl uded.)
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25
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1
2 CERTI FI CATE OF REPORTER
3 THE STATE OF FLORI DA
4 COUNTY OF DADE
5
6 |, Rick Levy, Registered Professional Reporter
and Notary Public in and for the State of Florida at
7 | arge, do hereby certify that | was authorized to
and did report said deposition in stenotype of |IRA
8 KLEI MAN; and that the foregoing pages, nunmbered from
1 to 148, inclusive, are a true and correct
9 transcription of ny shorthand notes of said
deposi tion.
10

| further certify that said deposition was

11 taken at the tine and place herei nabove set forth
and that the taking of said deposition was comenced
12 and conpl eted as herei nabove set out.

13 | further certify that I am not attorney or
counsel of any of the parties, nor aml| a relative
14 or enpl oyee of any attorney or counsel of party
connected with the action, nor am| financially

15 Interested in the action.

16 The foregoing certification of this transcript

does not apply to any reproduction of the same by

17 any nmeans unl ess under the direct control and/or

direction of the certifying reporter.

18
| N WTNESS WHEREOF, | have hereunto set ny hand

19

this 10T:62§y 22?April, 2019.
29 A >

21
Ri ck Levy, RPR, FPR, Notary Public
22 in and for the State of Florida
My Comm ssion Expires: 12/7/19
23 My Comm ssion No.: FF 939483.
24
25
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1 CERTI FI CATE OF QATH
2 THE STATE OF FLORI DA
3 COUNTY OF DADE
4
5 |, R ck Levy, REG STERED PROFESSI ONAL REPORTER,
6 Notary Public, State of Florida, certify that | RA
7 KLEI MAN personal | y appeared before ne on the 8th day
8 of April, 2019 and was duly sworn.
9
10 Signed this 11th day of April, 2019.
11
12
N /é/
: iy
15
Ri ck Levy, RPR, FPR
16 Notary Public - State of Florida
My Conmm ssion Expires: 12/7/19

17 My Conm ssion No.: FF 939483
18
19 SR, RICK LEVY A

§ 1‘~‘§ Notary Public - State of Florida
20 ) e,

K wy\dodlhroﬁnh I':allnnai Nola;y'hgé
21
22
23
24
25
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1 ERRATA SHEET

2 IN RE: | RA KLEI MAN VS CRAI G VRI GHT

3 DEPGCSI TI ON OF: | RA KLEI MAN

4 TAKEN: 4/8/2019

5 DO NOT' WRI TE ON TRANSCRI PT - ENTER CHANGES HERE
6 PAGE # LINE # CHANGE REASON

7

8

9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16

17 Pl ease forward the original signed errata sheet to
this office so that copies nay be distributed to al
18 parti es.

19 Under penalty of perjury, | declare that | have read
my deposition and that it is true and correct

20 subject to any changes in form or substance
entered here.

21

22 DATE:

23

24 SI GNATURE OF
DEPONENT:

25
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1 DATE: April 11, 2019
2 TO.  VEL FREEDVAN, ESQUI RE
BO ES, SCHI LLER & FLEXNER LLP
3 100 S.E. 2nd Street
Suite 2800
4 Mam , Florida 33131
5 IN RE: | RA KLEI MAN VS CRAI G VWRI GHT
6 Dear M. Freednan:
7 Encl osed please find the original errata page with
your copy of the transcript so | RA KLEI MVAN nay read
8 and sign their transcript. Please have hi ml her nake
what ever changes are necessary on the errata page
9 and sign it. Then place the original errata page
back into the original transcript. Please then
10 forward the original errata page back to our office

@080 Wodcock Road, Suite 100, Ol ando, Florida
11 32803.

12 If the errata page is not signed by the w tness
within 30 days after this |etter has been furnished,

13 we wll then process the transcript without a signed
errata page. |If your client wishes to waive their

14 right to read and sign, please have himher sign
their nane at the bottomof this letter and send it
15 back to the office.

16 Your pronpt attention to this matter is

17 appr eci at ed.

18 Si ncerely,

19

RICK E. LEVY, RPR
20

| do hereby waive ny signature:
21

22 | RA KLEI MAN

23 cc via transcript: Bryan Paschal, Esq.
Vel Freedman, Esq.
24 file copy

25
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Paula Alvarez
From: Velvel (Devin) Freedman <vfreedman@bsﬂlip.cor-n>
Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 8:57 PM
To: Bryan Paschal; Kyle Roche
Ce: Andres Rivero; Zaharah Markoe; Zalman Kass; Nathalie Bermond; Maxwell Pritt; William
T Dzurilla
Subject: RE: Kleiman v. Wright

Bryan, |

We do not object to the topics below. But this isn’t intended to be a waiver of our right to instruct the witness not to
answer questions that would call for protected information or as permitted by the Court. For example, depending on the
questions asked under #28, the answer might call for protected information.

-Vel
Velvel (Devin) Freedman
Counsel

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP

100 SE 2NP Street Suite 2800
Miami, FL 33131

(t) +1 305 357 8438

(m) +1 305 753 3675
vireedman@bsfllp.com

www.bsfllp.com

From: Bryan Paschal [mailto:bpaschal@riveromestre.com]

Sent: Wednesday, March 27, 2019 9:42 AM

To: Velvel (Devin) Freedman; Kyle Roche

Cc: Andres Rivero; Zaharah Markoe; Zalman Kass; Nathalie Bermond; Maxwell Pritt; William T Dzurilla

Subject: RE: Kleiman v. Wright
Vel,

On the March 18, you said that review our list and let us know if you have any objections. We have not heard back from
you. Given the short time frame that the Court gave us to resolve these issues can you confirm that you do not have any
objections to the list of topics? .

From: Velvel (Devin) Freedman <vireedman@bsfllp.com> !
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 12:36 PM |
To: Bryan Paschal <bpaschal@riveromestre.com>; Kyle Roche <kroche@bsfllp.com>

Cc: Andres Rivero <arivero@riveromestre.com>; Zaharah Markoe <zmarkoe@riveromestre.com>; Zalman Kass
<zkass@riveromestre.com>; Nathalie Bermond <nbermond@bsfllp.com>; Maxwell Pritt <mpritt@bslilp.com>; William T

Dzurilla <wdzurilla@bsfllp.com>

Subject: RE: Kleiman v. Wright

Thanks Bryan.

EXHIBIT

i

800-631-6989

ENGAD
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On Friday’s meet and confer we agreed that you'd set Ira’s deposition for our office. Please re-notice it with the address
below my sighature. Further, please include Nathatlie Bermand {cc’'d} on case correspondence to make sure everything is

received and properly calendared.” "

We will review your list and revert if we have any objections.
Vel

Velvel (Devin) Freedman
Counsel

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER tLP

100 SE 2N0 Street Suite 2800
Miami, FL 33131

{t} +1 305 357 8433

{m) +1 305 753 3675
vireedman@bsflip.com

www.hsflip.com

From: Bryan Paschal [mailto:bpaschal@riveromestre.com]
Sent: Monday, March 18, 2019 12:28 PM

To: Kyle Roche; Velvel (Devin) Freedman

Cc: Andres Rivero; Zaharah Markoe; Zalman Kass

Subject: Kleiman v. Wright

Dear Kyle and Vel,

Here is the notice of deposition for you client. [ am the responsible attorney for this deposition, so if there are
any issues, please direct them to me.

Also, below is a revised list of topics for Ira’s initial deposition. We don’t agree that the scope of the topics for
the initial deposition should be as broad as the list you prepared for Dr. Wright. However, given the Court’s
ruling at the March 14th hearing, we have revised our list for Ira’s initial deposition to be consistent with that
ruling.

1. The identification of Dave Kleiman’s electronic devices.

2. The chain of custody for Dave’s electronic devices.

3. The preservation of Dave’s electronic devices and steps taken to preserve Dave’s electronic
devices.

4, Attempts to access Dave’s electronic devices.

5. The storage and preservation of Dave’s working papers.

6. Forensic imaging of Dave’s electronic devices.

7. Steps taken to identify Dave’s email addresses.

8. Steps taken to identify Dave’s Bitmessage accounts,

0. The location of W&K Info Defense Research LLC’s (“W&K™) proprietary documents and
information.

10. Steps taken to identify W&K’s email addresses.

11. Steps taken to identify W&K'’s Bitmessage accounts,

12. Steps taken to identify email accounts for W&K Panama.

13. Steps taken to identify any Bitmessage accounts for W&K Panama.

14, The identification of Dave’s public Bitcoin wallet address and private keys.

15.  The identification of any companies in which Dave may have held a proprietary interest.
16. The identification of Dave’s Liberty Reserve account,

17. Identification of Dave’s and W&IC's intellectual property.
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18.  The original formation of the alleged partnership for the alleged development of the Bitcoin,

including the general process for the alleged development, how that alleged partnership continued, and any

witnesses to that partnership.
19. Any alleged Bitcoin mmmg “that occurred between Dr. Wr ight, Dave, or W&K, including the

general process for the alleged mining and where the mined Bitcoins are located.
20. Communications with the Coin-Exch liquidator, including any attempt to identify any of W&K

and Coin-Exch’s assets.
21. The identification of any alleged trusts or companies that involved Dave or W&K, including

information on the purposes of these entities, their organizational and ownership structure, their assets or
holdings, and their document management systems.

22, Dave’s relationship with Dr. Wright, including any witnesses to their relationship.

23.  The Australian Court proceedings 2013 / 225983 & 2013 / 245661 (Craig Steven Wright v.
W&K Info Defense Research LLC, NSW Supreme Court).

24, Dave’s involvement with the Australian Tax Office investigation, including the tax issues that he
assisted Dr. Wright with.

25.  The location and existence of documents and the identification of witnesses, including
information about their whereabouts and role(s) in the subject matter of the pleadings.

26.  Dave’s technical experience with information technology.

27. Ira’s technical experience with information technology.

28. Any efforts by Ira to determine Dave’s assets, including reviewing Dave’s electronic devices,
working papers, emails, and interviewing witnesses.

29. Ira’s acceptance of shares in Coin-Exch, including his activities as a shareholder, information he
received as a shareholder, and the 1dentity of any third parties that he attempt to sell his shares to.

30.  Any attempts to sell or give away electronic devices or working papers from Dave’s estate,

including the sale of computers, hard drives, usb drives, computer hardware, and technical papers.
31, Information regarding BTCN 1610-491 LLC (“BTCN"), including the identification of its
members and loan agreements between BTCN and Ira, Dave’s estate, and W&K.

Sincerely,

Bryan L.. Paschal

RIVERO MESTRE LLP

2525 Ponce de Leon Blvd., Suite 1000

Miami, Florida 33134

('T) 305.445.2500 | (F) 305.445.2505
Bpaschal@riveromestre.com | www.riveromestre.com

This message may contain confidential and privileged information. If it has
been sent to you in error, please reply o advise the sender of the error and
then immediately delete this message.

e use of the named recipient(s) an
mipl Trewn disclosure mdcr i
o the pamed recipient. you
no privilegs is waved. Iy
slinig this efectronic messag

The information contai i i i ] Jonly It
thal among ulhe HILH
Clachonic mess:
dissemination distibution, cop
citer, piease immsdialely notify |
DB201831BSF]




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 158 of
354
Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB  Docurnent 83 Entered on FLSD Docket 01/14/2019 Page 1 0f 49

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

IRA KLEIMAN, as the personal representative
of the Estate of David Kleiman, and W&K Info
Defense Research, LLC

PlaintilTs,
V.
CRAIG WRIGHT
Defendant.

CASE NO.: 9:18-cv-80176-BB

SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT AND
JURY DEMAND

Velvel (Devin) Freedman

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
100 SE Second Street

Miami, FL. 33131

Tel.  (305)539-8400

Fax. (305)539-1307

Email: vfreedman@bsfllp.com

Kyle Roche (admitted pro hac vice)
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
333 Main Street

Armonk, NY 10504

Tel.  (914)749-8200

Fax. (914)749-8300

Email: kroche@bsfllp.com

ATTORNEYS FOR PLAINTIFFS
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SECOND AMENDED COMPLAINT

Plaintiff Ira Kleiman, as personal representative of David Kleiman’s estate (“Ira™), and
Plaintiff W&K Info Defense Research, LLC (“W&K™) hereby sue Defendant Craig Steven Wright
(*Craig”) and state as follows:

PARTIES

1. Plaintiftf Ira Kleiman, as personal representative, is a resident of Palm Beach
County, Florida. He is David Kleiman’s (“Dave”) brother and the personal representative of his
estate (“the estate™).

2. Plaintiff W&K Info Defense Research, LLC is a Florida limited liability company
incorporated in 2011. During the times relevant to this Second Amended Complaint, W&K
operated in Florida. This entity is one vehicle through which Defendant and Dave mined hundreds
of thousands of bitcoins and created valuable blockchain intellectnal property.

3. Defendant Craig Steven Wright is a resident of London, United Kingdom. He is

Dave’s former business partner in W&K and otherwise.

JURISDICTION AND VENUE

4, This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §

1332 as the parties are completely diverse in citizenship and the amount in controversy exceeds
$75,000; this Court also has subject matter jurisdiction over this action pursuant to 28 U.S.C. §

1331 and 18 U.S.C. § 1836(c) because Plaintiffs” Defense of Trade Secrets Act claim arises under

|
|

|

|

the laws of the United States. |
5. Venue lies within this District under 28 U.5.C. § 1391(b) beeause a substantial part i

of the events giving rise to these claims occurred in this District. These events include, but are not l
limited to: the wrongful taking of property belonging to a Florida estate and/or LLC within this |
District; the partnership of Dave and Craig within this District; the operation of W&K by Dave |

9]
L
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and Craig within this District; the mining of a substantial amount of bitcoins through the use of
computer equipment located within this District and/or by cquipment owned and/or operated by a
Florida resident (Dave) or Florida LLC (W&K); the development of certain blockchain related
intellectual property within this District; and the commission of a fraud against an cstate in this

District.

6. This Court has personal jurisdiction over Craig pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 48.193 as he
operated, conducted, engaged in, and carried on a business venture in this state; committed tortious

acts within this state; and caused injury to persons and property within this state at or about the

time he was engaged in solicitation and service activities within this state.

INTRODUCTION

7. This matter concerns the rightful ownership of hundreds of thousands of bitcoins!
and the valuable intellectual property rights of various blockchain technologies. As of the date of
the Amended Complaint filing, the value of these assets far exceed $11,427,755,048.02 USD
(before punitive or treble damages); at their highest value they were worth over
$27,332,125,781.93. Plaintiffs allege Defendant has stolen these bitcoins and intellectual property
assets from them.

8. After Ira filed this claim, Craig committed a fraud on this Court in an attempt to
circumvent ils jurisdiction. As detailed in paragraphs 160 to 170 Craig filed a sworn declaration
that is incontrovertibly false based on an affidavit (and supporting evidence) he previously
submilied to an Australian court. The boldfaced misrepresentations Craig has told this Court

demonstrate his desperation to avoid this suit.

! The term “bitcoin” can refer to both a computer protocol and a unit of exchange. Accepted
practice is to use the term “Bitcoin” to label the protocol, sofiware, and conumunity, and the term
“bitcoin” to label the units of exchange.
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0. ‘Bitcoin is the world’s first decentralized cryptocurrency. The concept and
technology behind Bitcoin was first published in October 2008 when its pseudonymous creator,
Satoshi Nakamoto, sent the now famous protocol to a mailing lst of cryptography enthusiasfs.
That protocol has since spawned a system of value and exchange with a current market cap of
~$150 billion,

10. Based on information Ira Kleiman received directly from Dave, it is undeniable that
Craig and Dave were involved in Bitcoin from its inception and, together, had accumulated a vast
wealth of bitcoins from 2009 through 2013.

11, On April 26, 2013, mere months prior {o Bilcoin’s entry into the mainstream, Dave
died after a battle with MRSA.

12. Recognizing Dave’s family and friends weren’t aware of the extent of Dave’s
Bitcoin and blockchain related activities, Craig perpetrated a scheme against Plaintiffs to seize
their bitcoins and their rights to certain blockchain related intellectual property.

13. As part of this plan, Craig took control of Plantiffs’ bitcoins and forged a serics of

contracts that purported to transfer Plaintiffs’ bitcoins and intellectual property assets to Craig

and/or companies controlled by him. Craig backdated these contracts and forged Dave’s signature

on them.

14. About a year aller Dave’s death, and under pressure from an Australian Tax Office
investigation, Craig reached out to Ira, Dave’s brother. Craig disclosed he had partnered with
Dave to create Bitcoin, mine bitcoin, and create valuable intellectual property. But, he claimed
Dave signed all these property rights away in exchange for a non-controlling share of a non-

operational Australian company worth “millions.”
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15. Craig told Ira he’d be able to sell Dave’s stake in the company in a few months.
This was a lie in several respects. First, Dave had not in fact traded his bitcoin and intellectual
property rights for an interest in the Australian company. Second, the company went bankrupt
shortly after Craig misled the Australian Tax Office ("ATO”).

16. The ATO raided Craig’s home in late 2015 and Craig fled Australia for London.
Since fleeing to London, Craig has lived a life of fame and fortune. In May 2016, he publicly
revealed himself and Dave as the alleged creators of Bitcoin.

17. Craig currently serves as Chief Scientist of nChain, a UK company purporting to
be the global leader in research and development of blockchain technologies. He also regularly
posts pictures to his social media accounts of his lavish lifestyle.

18. To date, Craig has not returned any of the mined bitcoins or intellectual property
rights belonging to Plaintiffs. This action is brought to rectify that injustice.

19. As described in detail below, Craig’s pattern of lies, deception, and fraudulent

conduct continues even against this Court. His fraud on this Court is simply the latest step taken
in Florida to defraud the estate and W&K.

FACTUAL ALLEGATIONS

Bitcoin
20. Bitcoin is a decentralized digital currency with a current market cap of ~$150
billion as of March 14, 2018.% Atiis core, Bitcoin is simply a giant ledger that tracks the ownership
and transfer of every bitcoin in existence. This ledger is called the bitcoin blockchain.
21, In order to transact with bitcoins, you must have a bitcoin wallet. Like a bank

account number, cach bitcotn wallet has a “public key” that is the “address” provided if one would

2 https://coinmarketcap.com/.
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like to receive bitcoin from others. Every wallet can be identified on the blockchain (by referring
to its “public key”) along with the number of bitcoins inside that particular wallet. Wallets are
separate computer files dedicated to storing information about speeific bitcoins.

22. Each wallet is also assigned a “private key.” Unlike public keys, private keys are
only known by the individual who creates the bitcoin wallet. The private key is like the “password”
to the wallet. To send bitcoin out of a wallet, an individual must have the private key associated
with the bitcoin wallet. This is similar to the manner in which one must have a PIN to withdraw
cash from an ATM.

23, There are two methods of acquiring bitcoins. The first involves simply receiving
bitcoins from someone. In fact, there are many businesses that operate “bitcoin exchanges,” such
as coinbase,com, which is a bitcoin marketplace where individuals can purchase bitcoins with their
native currency from individuals looking to sell.

24. The second way one can acquire bitceoins is by “mining” them.

25. There is no centralized authority that curates the Bitcoin blockchain. Consequently,
the protocol has to incentivize individuals to curate the blockchain, i.¢., to update the “ledger” with
new transactions as they take place. This process is called “bitcoin mining.”

20. Anyone with internet access can “mine bitcoins” by employing computer power to
solve a complex mathematical problem, The first “miner” who solves the problem gets the right

to add a block of recent transactions to the blockchain, i.e., the right to update the ledger. Inreturn

for this work, the protocol pays the successful miner in newly minted bitcoins (the number of
which is fixed by a pre-existing algorithm). This process is repeated every 10 minutes or so,

ensuring an accurate and up to date record of all bitcotn transactions.
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27. When the Bitcoin protocol was first launched in January 2009, the protocol paid
the successful miner 50 bitcoins for each block of transactions added to the blockchain ledger. The
protocol cats this mining reward in half every four years so that the maximum amount of bitcoin

in existence will never exceed 21 million. At the current mining rate and reward algorithm, this

maximum circulation will be reached in circa 2140,

28. Today, the mining reward is 12.5 bitcoins for each block added to the blockchain.

That, together with rising competition in mining bitcoins means it was easier to amass significant

amounts of bitcoins in 2009, than now.

29, To date, just over 17 million of the total 21 million bitcoins have been mined.
History of Bitcoin
30. On October 31, 2008, a white paper authored under the pseudonymous name I

Satoshi Nakamoto (“Satoshi™) titled Bitcoin: 4 Peer-to-Peer Electronic Cash System was posted
to a mailing hist of cryptography enthusiasts. This paper detailed novel methods of using a peer-
to-pecr network to generate what it described as “a system for electronic transactions without
relying on trust.”

31. Less than three months later, the system outlined became a reality. On January 3,
2009, Satoshi mined the first 50 bitcoins. To place a timestamp on the occasion, Satoshi left a text
message digitally encoded on these first 50 bitcoins that read, “The Times 3 January 2009
Chancellor on brink of second bailout for banks,” referring to that day’s headline in the British
newspaper, The Times.

32. Hal Finney, one of the first supporters and adopters of Bitcoin, downloaded the
bitcoin software that same day, and received 10 bitcoins from Satoshi in the world’s first bitcoin

fransaction.
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33. Satoshi also created a website under the domain name bitcoin.org and continued to
collaborate with other developers on the Bitcoin protocol until mid-2010. Around this time, he
handed control of the Bitcoin source code repository to Gavin Andresen, another active member
of the bitcoin development community, and disappeared. The last confirmed email from Satoshi
was sent on April 23, 2011, It read, “I’ve moved on to other things. It’s in good hands with Gavin

and everyone.”

34, For most of its early history, bitcoins were of relatively little value. Famously, the
first documented commercial bitcoin transaction occurred when developer Laszlo Hanyecz used |
10,000 bitcoins to purchase two Domino’s pizzas on May 22, 2010. At today’s prices, those two !
pizzas would be worth approximately 1% of Domino’s total market cap.

35. During Bitcoin’s early history, cryptocurrencies were a niche technology with a
small development community. Consequently, there was little competition for maintaining the
ledger or “mining bitcoins.” Thus, individuals mining bitcoins through 2013 could expend
relatively minor resources to accumulate large sums of bitcoins.

36. It has been widely reported that Satoshi Nakamoto mined approximately 1 million
bitcoins during this time.?

Bitcoin “forks”

37. Since its inception in 2009, Bitcoin has inspired the creation of over one thousand

other digital currencies. Many of these new cryptocurrencics use characteristics of the initial

Bitcoin program, but have made signilicant changes to the original model in an attempt to create

? See e.g. http://time.com/money/5002378/bitcoin-creator-nakamoto-billionaire/;

http://www businessinsider.com/satoshi-nakamoto-owns-onc-million-bitcoin-700-price-2016-6;
https://eklitzke.org/how-many-bitcoins-did-satoshi-nakamoto-mine.

8
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an entircly new cryptocurrency with distinet functions or ones better suited to a specific market
niche.
38. In other cases, individuals have taken the actual Bitcoin protocol and modified it in

a way they believed would improve Bitcoin itself, e.g., by allowing more transactions into a single

“block” of the blockchain.

39. If the “improved” Bitcoin protocol gamers significant support, but less than a

majority of support, a new version of “Bitcoin” is created. In these situations, the supporters of the |
new Bitcoin, have created a “fork” through which the original Bitcoin blockchain/ledger is divided

into two distinet, but identical, copies, (i) the original Bitcoin, and (ii) the new Bitcoin. The result

is that any individual who owned the original Bitcoin, now owns an identical amount of the new
Bitcoin. After the point of the “fork,” the ledgers will diverge as owners “spend” the two assets E
differently. !

40. This has happened numerous times to Bitocin. To date, however, the original
Bitcoin protocol remains the most valuable in terms of its correlation to the US dollar, with a
market capitalization of ~$150 billion at the time of filing. However, other noteworthy Bitcoin
forks include Bitcoin Cash (market cap. of ~$25 billion), Bitcoin Gold (market cap, of ~$1.0
billion), Bitcoin Private (market cap of ~$510 million), and Bitcoin Diamond (market cap. of
~$650 million).

41. As explained below, the bitcoins at the heart of this dispute were all mined prior to

the creation of any of the aforementioned Bitcoin forks. Consequentially, Plaintiffs’ claims of
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ownership over these original bitcoins necessarily impheates ownership over their “forked”

counterparts {“forked assets™).*

Background on parties and key individuals

42, Dave Kleiman was born in 1967. Obsessed with computers and technology at an

carly age, he joined the U.S. Army in 1986 as a helicopter technician.

43. A few years after being honorably discharged, Dave got into a serious motorcycle
accident which left him physically handicapped and wheelchair-bound. Aflter this accident, Dave’s
interest in computers mtensified, and he began to build a reputation in computer forensics and
secure network infrastructures,

44, Dave began working in the information technology security sector in 1990. He was

a frequent speaker at national security conferences and was a regular contributor for many security

related newsletters, websites, and online forums.

45, Dave was a member of several computer security organizations, including the |
International Association of Counter Terrorisim and Security Professionals (IACSP), International i
Society of Forensic Computer Examiners (ISFCE), Information Systems Audit and Control !
Association (ISACA), High Technology Crime Investigation Association (HTCIA), Network and
Systems Professionals Association (NaSPA), Association of Certitied Fraud Examiners (ACFE),
Anti-Terrorism Accreditation Board (ATAB), and ASIS International,

46, Dave was also a Secure Member and Sector Chief for Information Technology at
the FBI’s InfraGard and a Member and Director of Education at the International Information

Systems Forensics Association (IISFA). When he attended conferences, he was known as “Dave

* Consequently, where appropriate, the word “bitcoins” should be construed to include claims over
the “forked assets” as well.

10
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Mississippi,” a nickname referring to the long string of three letter certificates that followed his
name; which could literally be used to spell Mississippi.

47. Dave co-authored and was the technical editor of numerous publications, including
Perfect Passwords: Selection, Protection and Authentication,” and Security Log Management:
Identifying Patterns in the Chaos.?

48, In 2010, Dave was hospitalized. He was in and out of medical facilities due to
MRSA infected sores. On March 22, 2013, Dave signed out of the hospilal against medical advice.
He was unstable and nearing death.” On April 26, 2013, Dave passed away.

49. Ira is Dave’s brother and the personal representative of his estate.

50. Craig is a 46-year-old Australian computer scientist and businessman. Craig began
his career in information technology working for various entities in Australia, including the
Australian Securities Exchange. Craig claims to have many degrees, including doctorates,
masters, and technical certifications; these claims are disputed.®

51. In May 2016, Craig claimed that he and Dave were Satoshi Nakamoto—the

venerated creator of Bitcoin.

Shttps://www.amazon.com/Perfect-Passwords-Selection-Protection-
Authentication/dp/1597490415.

S https://www.amazon.com/Security-Log-Management-Identifying-Patterns/dp/1597490423.
7 https://gizmodo.comvihe-strange-life-and-death-o{-dave-kleiman-a-computer-1747092460.

8 hitps://www.forbes.com/sites/thomasbrewster/2015/12/1 Ibitcoin-creator-satoshi-craig-wright-
lies-hoax/#12e524116794.

11
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Dave and Craig’s early relationship

52 Dave and Craig met in or around 2003, Both men had a longtime interest in cyber
security and digital forensics, and the future of money. (Ex. I at 26).”

53, For years, they communicated on various topics related to the internet and file
sharing. For cxample, in 2008 they co-authored a paper on the mechanics of overwriting hard
drive data.’

54. Around that time, they began to speak about ways to use peer-to-peer file sharing,
infamously used by the Napster music sharing service, to solve some of the most difficult issues
in cryplography. (Ex. 1 at 27).

55. In March 2008, just a few months before Satoshi’s paper on the Bitcoin protocol
was published, Craig emailed Dave saying: “I need your help editing a paper [ am going to release
later this year. I have been working on a new form of electronic money. Bit cash, Bitcoin .. . [y]ou
are always there for me Dave. 1 want you to be part of it all.” (Ex. 32)."

56. After leaving his job in late 2008, Craig wrote to Dave: “I need your help. You
edited my paper and now | need to have you aid me build this idea.” (Ex. 1 at 31). For the next
few months, Craig and Dave worked to get Bitcoin operational.

57. On January 12, 2009, Craig, Dave, and two others sent each other bitcoin
transactions recorded on the blockchain. (Ex. | at 32).

58. On November 26, 2009 (Thanksgiving Day), Ira Kleiman and Dave met at their

father’s lrome for an early dinner. He and Dave discussed Facebook’s recent success and Ira asked

? All Exhibit citations refer (o the as filed ECF pagination.

10 hitps://www.vidarholen.net/~vidar/foverwriting_hard drive_data.pdf.
' Craig sent a “copy” of this communication to Ira on March 6, 2014.

12

“




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 170 of

354
Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB  Document 83 Entered on FLSD Docket 01/14/2019 Page 13 of 49

Dave if he was working on anything interesting. Dave responded by telling Ira he was working
on “something bigger” than Facebook, that he was “creating his own money.”
59. Ira asked Dave to clarify and jokingly asked if Dave was making counterfeit moncy.
60. Dave responded by saying he was making “digital money.” He then opened his
wallet, took out a business card, flipped it over, drew a “B” with a line or two lhroﬁgh it, and

commented on how “we” were working on a logo.

61. Dave told Ira he was working with a relatively wealthy foreigh man who owned

some properties. Ira asked Dave why he didn’t partner with this wealthy individual. Dave was

silent, which Ira understood to be Dave’s concession they were already partners.
62. On May 20, 2014, Ira shared this story with Craig via email. (Ex. 2).

63. Craig responded that same day stating “we did partner ;)”. (/d.). Craig then

commented on the “properties™ stating, inter alia, that he owned 550 acres. (Jd.). He then said, “I |
will have to sece what I can dig up. The old Bitcoin logo we did is no longer used. | have a copy.”
(Id.). Craig later provided Ira with a copy of this Bitcoin logo. (Id.).

64, This independent verification that Dave was creating “digital money” with Craig in
2009, Craig’s admissions that he and Dave were “partners” in this venture, part of the Satoshi i
team, and that they were mining bitcoin through W&K, all lead to the inescapable conclusion that
their collaboration in “creating” or “mining” biicoin and intellectual property was continuous from
2009 until Dave’s passing in 2013,

65. From their collaboration in 2008 until Dave’s death in 2013, Craig and Dave mined
over a million of the initial bitcoins together (personally and through W&K). These bitcoins were,
as all bitcoin are, stored in specifically identifiable bitcoin wallets that Craig has now asserted

ownership over.
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66. Further, Dave, in partnership with Craig, created intellectual property both in his
individual capacity and through W&K. As Craig cmail to Ira on March 7, 2014, “I had an idea,
but it would never have executed without Dave.” The estate and/or W&K owns all this intellectual
property. '

Dave and Craig created W&K to mine bitcoin and develop blockchain related intellectual
property

67. The exact structure of their joint mining activities, intellectual property
development, and “partnership” from c. 2008 until February 2011 requires discovery to fully
reveal.

68. From February 2011, Craig and Dave conducted their bitcoin mining activities and
intellectual property research and development through W&K.

69. On Febroary 14, 2011, Dave formed W&K Info Defense Research LLC (“W&K™)
in Florida. The Articles of Incorporation for W&K list Dave as the managing member and
registered agent. (Ex. 3).

70. W&K has no operating agreement and its exact ownership structure is unclear due
to Craig’s contradiclory statements. In an affidavit Craig filed in Australian court proceedings,
Craig stated he and Dave each owned 50% of W&K. (Ex. 4 at 5). But in a fake “contract”
produced by Craig, he states Dave owned legal title to 100% of W&K, while holding 50% in trust

for Craig. (Ex. 5 at3). He doubled down on some form of this equal sphit in a 2014 email to Ira,

12 The exact division of intellectual property ownership between Dave’s estate and/or W&K will
be determined at trial. Accordingly, some counts contain a request for relief from both Plaintiffs,
and it will be for the final finder of fact to determine what cach Plaintiff is entitled to recover.

14
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where he represented that “Dave owned 50% of” W&K. (Ex. 6 at 2),!* and when both he and his
counsel referred to it as a “joint venture.” (Ex. 4 at 50, 57, 64, 71, 77, 84; Ex. 9 at 6). In contrast,
Craig has testified to this Court that he does not have, and never has had, any interest in W&K !
(Ex. 29 § 10). But it makes sense Craig would have some form of indirect interest as the entity
appeared to be named after them both: Wright & Kleiman.

7L, As best as can presently be discemed, Dave was the sole “member” of W&K, but
Craig maintained some kind of beneficial ownership interest in W&K, which he subsequently
disclaimed.

72, Regardless of its exact ownership structure, the purpose of W&K was clear: Craig

and Dave created it to mine bitcoin and develop intellectual property.

73. First, on telephone conversations with Ira, Craig admitted this wag W&K’s
purpose.
74, Second, Craig has admitted this in writing multiple times, For example, in a

“chronology” Craig sent to Ira, he wrote that that W&K “was sct up to finther statistical and risk

mitigating algorithms, to develop some ideas around CBT learning methodologies, and to mine
Bitcoin.” (Ex. 7). Craig also put this admission into legal documents he claims are valid stating
that W&K “is the owner of and conducts the business known as Bitcoin mining and Software |

development / Research.” (Ex. 5 at 3). I'inally, Craig has admitted this to third parties where, e.g.,

'3 This Second Amended Complaint attaches certain emails with timestamps from Australian time
zones. For consistency, the Second Amended Complaint has converted various timestamps to
Eastern Standard Time.

" When confronted with the claims in this lawsuit, Craig didn’t hesitate to continue his fraud
against W&K and Dave’s estate by perjuring himself in a sworn declaration filed with this Court,
wherein he now swears, in absolute conllict with his Australian affidavit, that he never had any
interest in W&K. See Infia, 160-170. 1t seems that whatever interest he once held in W&K, he
has disclaimed it.

15
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on February 12, 2014, he cmailed Dave’s former business partners stating “Dave and | had a
project in the US. He ran it there . . . The company he ran there mined Bitcoin.” (Ex. 8 at 5).
75. Third, m leaked ATO transcripts, Craig’s bookkeeper states that “W&K. was an

entity created for the purpose of mining Bitcoins.” (Ex. 9 at 3).

76. Dave and Craig collaborated within W&K 1o create intellectual property. Craig

then used W&K and this intellectual property to personally solicit business from the United States
Department of Homeland Security (“DHS™). (Ex. 4 at 40-43).
77. Craig acted as W&K’s “authorized representative,” its “lead researcher,” and its

“technical contact.” (/d. at 45-46, 50, 56-57, 63-64, 70-71, 76-77, 83-84, 90). Further, Craig

repeatedly used W&K’s Florida address as his own, e.g., identifying it as his “mailing address.”
(Id. at 50, 57, 64, 71, 77, 84). Craig has also held himself out as W&K’s “legal agent and
representative” and its “Director/Australian Agent.” (Ex. 30). |
78. Craig also claimed to have (i) delivered servers and other computer hardware to :
Florida for W&K’s use (Ex. 10 at 3 (Recital L)), (ii) provided “contract labour services” to W&K
(Ex. 11 at 2); (iii) licensed software for W&K’s use (Ex. 10 at 3 (Recital M)); and (iv) loaned
money to W&K for use in its Florida mining operation (Ex. 10 at 3 (Recital L); Ex. 11 at 3).

Dave and/or W&K owned a substantial amount of bitcoin

79. The exact number of bitcoins belonging to Dave’s estate and/or W&K will be
determined at trial.'® That said, various documents including emails, “contracts,” spoken

admissions, and transcripts [rom 2014 ATO meetings with Craig, his counsel, and his accountant

15 Accordingly, some counts contain a request for relief for both Plaintiffs, and it will be for the
final finder of fact to determine how much each Plaintiff is entitled to recover.

16
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evidence Dave and Craig owned and controlled approximately 1,100,111 bitcoins (either together
personally or through their shared interest in W&K).

80. As discussed above, Craig adnutted that he “did partner” with Dave in 2009 to
create/mine “digital money,” i.e., bitcoms. And Craig has also admitted in multiple documents
that W&K (beneficially owned, at the time, and in some form, by Dave and Craig) mined bitcoin,
Due to the historically larger mining reward and low competition existing during that time, Craig

and Dave’s continuous joint bitcoin mining activity since 2009 would have resulted in an

unparalleled fortune of bitcoins.

81. Furthermore, in February 2014, Craig emailed two of Dave’s other business

partners stating Dave had mined an cnormous amount of bitcoins, an amount “far foo large to
email.” (Ex. 8 at 5). '
82. In addition, a transcript of a February [8, 2014 meeting between the ATO and Craig
demonstrates that Craig has led others to believe he took ownership of Dave’s bitcoin. The ATO
mvestigator states:
We thought yes, you’ve picked up some bitcoin ownership from the

deceased director so we were trying to, you know, gel the picture and
connect all the dots. (Ex. 12 at 20) {emphasis added).

83. Minutes from a February 26, 2014 meeting between the ATO and Craig’s
bookkeeper (John Chester), document Craig’s bookkeeper stating that Dave had an incredible
amount of bitcoin, and implying that Craig assumed ownership of them when he died:

Craig Wright had mined a lot of [blitcoins . . . Craig had golten
approximately 1.1 million [blitcoins., There was a point in time, when he
had . . . around 10% of all the [blitcoins out there. Mr Kleiman would

have had a similar amount. However, Mr Klciman passed away during
that time. (Ex. 9 at 3) {(emphasis addcd).

34, At the February 18, 2014 meeting, Craig’s counsel states that W&K’s bitcoins were

transferred to Seychelles, Singapore, and UK trusts. As Dave owned between 50% to 100% of

17
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W&K, at least half of the bitcoins allegedly transferred to the trusts belong to Dave (and/or they
all belong to W&K):

In 2009 the nuning of bitcoin commniences *** 2011, bitcoin was
transferred overseas. R and D then conducted in the US under — by a joint
venture company formed as . . . effectively info defence research LOC.
Bitcoin mining continues throughout 2011, The bitcoins are derived by
companies in Singapore and the Seychelles or entities in Singapore and
the Seychelles, and they’re actually frusts. Trustee companies and trusts
established - or trustce companies in the United Kingdom and other trusts
established in the Seychelles. Further work was planned. In early April
2013 unfortunately Dave . . . dies in the US towards the end of April 2013.
(Id. at 6).

85. Years later, Craig admitted to Andrew O’Hagan that “his and Kleiman’s mining
activity ha[d] led to a complicated trust.” (Ex. 1 at 36).
86. In a 2012 email Craig forwarded to Ira, Craig wrote to Dave reaffirming the joint
nature of the bitcoin allegedly held in trust (emphasis added):
From: Craig Wright [mailto:craig@rcjbr.org]
Sent: Wednesday, 10 October 2012 4:55 PM
To: Dave Kleiman [mailto:dave@ldavekieiman.com]
Subjcct: FW: IFIP-WG11.9 CFP
We need to discuss the trsut [sic] and work out what the [expletive] we are
doing with it all. So, a good tax deductible way to have a visit and also
write a paper. (Ex. 31)

87. In fact, Craig consistently referred to the “trust” as both Craig and Dave’s, for

example in another email Craig forwarded to Ira (emphasis added):

From: Craig S Wright

To: dave@davekleiman.com

Subject: This week

Date: Tue, 22 May 2012 (9:45:31 +1000

Dave,
A recycled rant . . . the ATO are simply BS’ing again. It costs me money |
and in a way I guess they want to get a result through attrition rather than
honesty. They will drain all Thave if they can. We do not touch the trusts.
Not yet. Not even for this. ONE DAY, they will change the world. Not |
millions, not bitlions. H I am right, they will be trillions and let them try

18
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[expletive] on us then. . . (Ex. 13) (bold emphasis added; profanity
redacted).

88. In a 2014 email exchange with Ira, Craig admitted that at least 300,000 of the
1,000,000+ bitcoins allegedly held in trust belong to Dave:

From: Ira K <REDACTED@REDACTED>

Teo: Craig S Wright <craig.wright(@hotwirepe.com>
Subject: Bond villains

Date; Sal, Mar 1, 2014 at 2:42 PM

Just to clarify on thoughts from previous email... In one of the email
exchanges between Dave and you, he mentioned that you had 1 million
Bitcoins in the trust and since you said he has 300,000 as his part. I was
figuring the other 700,000 is yours. Is that correct?

Ira

From; Craig S Wright <craig.wright@hotwirepe.com>

To: Ira K <REDACTED@REDACTED:>

Subject: Re: Bond villains

Date: Sat, Mar 1, 2014 at 3:00 PM

Around that. Minus what was needed for the company's use
Sent from my HTC. (Ex. 14).

89. As discussed below in more detail, Craig provided fraudulent contracts to the ATO
in an attempt to substantiate his ownership of bitcoins and intellectual property assets that belonged
to Dave and/or W&K. Their authenticity aside, however, these “contracts” produced by Craig
constitute his admission that Dave, Craig, and W&K collectively owned hundreds of thousands of
bitcoins.

90. For example, a 2011 contract produced by Craig includes a provision stating W&K
expected to mine new bitcoin at a rate of 12,000 bitcoins per month for a period of over two years

(312,000 bitcoin). (Ex.10).

19
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91. Further, a 2012 contract provided to Ira by the ATO lists Bitcoin wallets confaining
over 650,000 bitcoins (the “2012 Deed of Loan™). Next to the list of wallets and total bitcoin held,
there is a handwritten annotation stating: “as agreed, all wallets to be held in UK in trust until afl
regulatory issues solved and Group Company fornied with Dave K and CSW.” (Ex. 15 at9). This
annotation is in Craig’s handwriting.

92. As can be scen, Dave, in partnership with Craig, lawfully mined and possessed
hundreds of thousands of bitcoins both in his individual capacity and through W&K.

93. The mined bitcoins were stored in wallets in the possession of Dave, Craig, W&K,
and/or certain trusts. These wallets were not used for any purpose but to store the bitcoins for sale
at some future date.

94. As “partners” from c. 2008-2011, and then in some form of “co-owners/members”
of W&K from 2011-2013, Dave and Craig shared the private keys to the bitcoins they mined. As
demonstrated from emails produced by Craig, his ability to control the bitcoins continued once
they were, allegedly, placed in trust.

After Dave’s death, Craig fraudulently converted the bitcoin and intellectual property that
belonged to, and was possessed by, Dave and/or W&K

95. After Dave’s death, Craig took sole ownership/control of all bitcoins and
intellectual property owned by Dave and/or W&K and those that were held in trust for Dave and/or
W&K and refuses to return any bitcoins or inteHectual property to the estate or W&K.

96. It appears that Craig needed to use W&K and Dave’s assets to try and justify certain
tax positions he claimed in Australia. To that end, he instituted an claborate scheme to assert
dominion over Dave’s and W&K’s bitcoin and intellectual property.

97. To accomplish this scheme, Craig drafted and backdated at least three contracts,

and forged Dave’s signature on at least two, to create a fraudulent “paper trail” purporting to show

20



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 178 of
354
Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB  Document 83 Entered on FLSD Dacket 01/14/2019  Page 21 of 49

© “that Dave transferred bitcoins and intellectual property rights that belonged to Dave and W&K, to
Craig. These fraudulent contracts include:
a. 2011 contract titled “Intellectual Property License Funding Agreement”
(the *2011 IP Agreement”) (Ex. 10);
b. 2012 contract titled “Deed of Loan” (the “2012 Deed of Loan™) (Ex, 15);
and
C. 2013 contract titled “Contract for the Sale ol Shares of a Company Owning
Business” (the “2013 W&K Sale Agreement”) (Ex. 5).
98. On their face, these contracts arc demonstrably fraudulent in a number of manners.
99. First, the electronic signatures on these documents are not Dave’s. They are

substantially different than known examples of Dave’s electronic and written signatures:

Authentic Signatures Signature on Fraudulent Contracts
2/1/2013% & 7/30/2003"7 & 2/22/2012 4/22/2011 & 04/2/2013

iy st by fond !
Smd l’ioéz‘.m B

7 . . «‘;':-’/ s
Al & N i,

N
/(/ [ 2 "‘f&é&ém%;

16 See Ex. 16 {signature on Computer Forensics LLC Operating Agreement).

17 See Ex. 17 (signature on Dave’s last will and testament).
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- 100. In fact, this signature is a near identical copy of a computer-generated font called
Otto, available here: https://www.wfonts.com/font/otto. When computer generated, this Otto font

produces the signature:

Crload

101. When confronted with this information by Ira, Craig admitted the signatures were

computer generated, but claimed there were other ways to prove their veracity.
102. Craig has never provided additional evidence of their legitimacy.

103. Second, the “Purchager” listed in the 2013 W&K Sale Agreement 1s “Craig Wright

R&D” and is further identified by its Australian Business Number (ABN) 97 481 146 384.
However, the entity associated with this ABN was not identified as “Cralg Wright R&D” until
September 2, 2013 — over three months after Dave died.'®

104, Third, the terms of the 2011 IP Agreement are nonsensical. While it purports to

“finance” W&K through the transfer of around 215,000 bitcoin, and requires W&K to “fund the
software development using bitcoin,” there was essentially nothing that could be purchased with
bitcoins at that time. Thus, no one could “finance” or “fund” anything with bitcoins then. This
calls the 2013 W&K Sale Agreement’s purported “release” of this nonsensical “financing
arrangement” into question,

105. Fourth, the 2011 IP Agreement, the 2012 Deed of Loan, and the 2013 W&K Sale
Agreement contflict with cach other. The 2011 IP Agreement provides that Bitcoin wallet

1933*%#¥* XY 8a would be held by Craig in ¢scrow and revert to Craig only it W&K defaulted, but

' https://abr business.gov.au/ScarchBy AbnHistory.aspx?abn=97481 146384
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the 2013 W&K Sale Agreement provides that it will be “released to” Craig despite satisfaction of :
the liability, and the 2012 Deed of Loan shows that same wallet being placed into a trust by Craig |
with a notation that it be held there until Dave and Craig can set up a joint-company later. |
106, Fifth, the 2013 W&K Sale Agreement references 250,000 bitcoin and then 250,500 |

I

bitcoin as the amount of bitcoin Dave was to transfer to Craig. I
|

107. Sixth, the fraudulent signatures aren’t witnessed or notarized. Even the most un-

sophisticated parties would understand that a contract purporting to release and transfer property

valued at cight figures should be substantiated in some way with witnesses and/or notaries.

108. Lastly, many of the contractual terms arc extremely convenient for Craig. For
example, the 2011 IP Agreement provides for confidentiality even from family meimbers,
stipulates the value of 215,000 bitcoin at 40,000,000 AUD (when it was really worth around
~$250,000), and includes a “typo” showing the date as 2013, and amending 1t by hand to 2011
(likely because it was written in 2013).

1069, These red flags arc rendered even more suspicious by the fact that the 2013 W&K

Sale Agreement was purportedly signed a mere 10 days after Dave left the VA hospital, and no

more than three weeks before he died.

110. Craig has a documented history and habit of backdating contracts and documents

to suit his needs. During the February 18, 2014 interview with Craig by the ATO, Craig admitted
that he backdated certain tax invoices. (Ex. 12). Further, Wired has written that Craig likely

backdated numerous blog posts to further his claim of being Satoshi.' Finally, in its 2015 audit

9 https:/fwww.wired.cony/2015/1 2/ncw-clucs-suggest-satoshi-suspect-craig-wright-may-be-a-
hoaxer/.
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of Coin-Exch, the ATO assessed tax liability and penalties against Craig for providing recklessly
misleading tax information by, inter afia, backdating numerous documents. (Ex. 18).

111. As described herein, after Dave died, Craig unlawfully and without permission took
control of the bitcoins from Dave’s estate and from W&K by exercising exclusive possession over
the private keys necessary to own, move, or sell the bitcoins belonging to Dave and/or W&K;
actually using those private keys to move these bitcoins out of their wallets; claiming to own
bitcoins really owned by W&K and/or Dave by virfue of fraudulent contracts Craig created;
refusing to return bitcoins that belonged to the estate and W&K; moving them to, or holding these
bitcoins in, “trusts” known only to him and controlled by him and preventing these assets from
being returned to the estate and/or W&IK; and using those bitcoins (or the “rights” to them) to
make large trades for his Australian businesses.

112, While the exact number of bifcoins stolen remains to be determined, by Craig’s

admission, Dave’s estate is entitled to the possession of at least 300,000 bitcoins that Craig
controls in a trust (along with their forked assets). But the estate may be entitled to even more
bitcoins based on Dave and Craig’s partnership from 2009 until 201 1.

113. Further, as Craig’s admitted that the mining continued within W&K from 2011,
W&K is entitled to the possession of all bitcoins mined through its operations since 2011 (along
with their forked assets).

114. To Plaintiffs’ best knowledge, information, and belict, these bitcoins could number

around ~1,100,111.%° Together, these bitcoins and their forked assets are worth approximately

2 Should discovery reveal additional bitcoin were mined, either by Dave individually, or by W&K
after Dave died, Plaintiffs may amend their Complaint to assert a ¢laim over those bitcoins and
their forked asscts as well,
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$11,427,755,048.02, though at their peak in December 2017 they were worth
~$27,332,125,781.68.

115. Ira has requested Craig return these bitcoins, but Craig has not done so. In light of
this refusal, demanding the return of the forked assets would be futile.

116. Thus, Craig has wrongfully asserted dominion over Dave and W&IK’s bitcoins
forked assets, and intellectual property in a way that is inconsistent with Dave and W&K’s
ownership of those bitcoins, forked assets, and intellectual property which has damaged them both.

Craig attempts to launder the stolen title to W& K’s intellcefual property, by securing

“consent judgments” against W&K, without serving W&K, falsely representing W&K’s
consent, and using fraudulent contracts

117. In July and August 2013, Craig filed two claims in New South Wales Supreme
Court against W&K for ~$28 million each. (Ex. 11).

118. In both claims, Craig alleged that W&K agreed to pay Craig for property and
consulting services necessary fo “complete research”™ and that this contract was “bonded against
the intellectual property of [W&K].” (Ex. 11 at 3, 9). The pleadings alleged that “the contract

stated that a breach would lead to liquidated damages [and if] the liquidated amount is not paid alt

IP systems returns to the sole ownership of [Craig).” (/d. at 4, 10). The statements of claim allege

that the intellectual property at issue was the “software and code used in the creation of a Bitcoin

system’’” and “used by the US Military, DHS and other associated parties.” (Id.). |
119. W&K was never served, validiy or otherwise, with these proceedings; Dave’s estate
was nol even aware ol them until long after the judgmenis had been entered.
120. Craig prevented W&K from participating in these proceedings as, inter alia, he
filed, in both lawsuils, a [alse “Acknowledgment of Liquidated Claim™ on behalf of W&K where !
he represented that W&K accepted and agreed to his claims. (Ex. 30). In these filings, Craig

falscly identitied himseclt as the “legal agent and representative for the defendant” and its

25
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“Director/Australian Agent” and falsely stated that “1 acknowledge the whole of the amount being
claimed by the plaintiff,” (7d.). Further, he falsely identitied his Australian address and email as
the “Address for service” for W&K. ({d.).

121, Craig further prevented W&K from participating in the proceedings, by filing, on
August 28, 2013, Consent Orders in both cases. (Ex. 19). These filings represent to the Auslralian
courts that W&K consented to judgment being entered against it through the signatore of its
“authorised officer,” a “J Wilson.” (Id. at 2). But ] Wilson — Craig’s employee — was not
authorized. Instead, Craig “elected” him a director at a “sharcholder meeting” where only Craig
was present and only Craig voted. (Ex. 4 at 5-6).

122. Craig did this even though (i) Craig did not have any direct or voting interest in this
Florida LLC (only an indirect or beneficial interest), (ii) Dave’s estate (which held at least 50% of
the interest in the LLC) was not notified of the meeting, and (ii1) even if Craig had a 50% voting
interest in W&K, the clection of Wilson was void because the “mecting” lacked a quorum,

123. In April 2014, Ira first learned of these court proceedings, when the ATO sent him
some of the court documents. Ira confronted Craig for taking Dave and W&K’s assets and
concealing the court proceedings from Dave’s estate. Craig admitted his subterfuge, but defended
himself by claiming the ends justified the means:

Ira: ... From [the] documents [T have] it appears clear to see a systematic

transfer of assets out of W&K back to you . . . But you never mentioned
any of the actions you were taking against W&K prior to contacting us.”

Craig: “Dave died. I did the actions to make sure that the court signed ofT
on what Dave and I planned.” (Ex. 20 at 18).

124, Importantly, these Australian claims, like the sworn testimony he submitted to this

Court, are based on demonstrably false factual allegations. Specifically:
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125. ° The July 2013 claim alleges the existence of an October 27, 2008 contract betwceen
Craig and W&K, claiming that “[W&K] agreed to pay [Craig] for property and consulting
scrvices.” (Id. at 2). However, W&K did not exist in 2008. |

126. Also, the July 2013 claim alleges:

“[Craig] conducted four projects associated with the DHS {Dept. of Homeland
Security USA) with [W&K] under contract:
a. BAA 11-02-TTA 01-0127-WP TTA 01 - Sofiware Assurance: Software
Assurance through Economic Measures
b. BAS 11-02-TTA 05-0155-WP TTA 05 - Secure Resilient Systems and
Networks
c. BAA 11-02-TTA 09-0049-WP TTA 09 - Cyber Economics
d. BAA 11-02-TTA 14-0025-WP TTA 14 - Software Assurance MarketPlace

(SWAMP).” (Id. at 9-10).

127. The July 2013 claim goes on to state that “these funds were rated as:
a. TTAOI US$ 650,000
b. TTAO05 US$ 1,8000,000 (sic)
¢. TTAQ9 US$ 2,200,000
d. TTA 14 US$ 1,200,000, (/d. al 10).
128. However, these statements were false. The results of Freedom of Information Act

requests by Ira to the DHS reveals that W&K’s applications for TTA 0, TTA 05, TTA 09, and

TTA 14 were all denied by the DHS. (Ex. 21).

129. The August 2013 claim also contains a demonstrably false allegation, alleging the

existence of a January 8, 2009 contract between Craig and W&K, claiming that “[W&K] agreed
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to pay [Craig] for property and consulting services.” (Ex. 11 at 2). But again, W&K did not exist
untif 2011.

130. On November 6, 2013, judgments appear to have been entered for both Australian
claims. (Ex.22). Craig’s fraud to keep W&K and Dave’s cstate out of the litigation was successful
as, in the judgment, the Court “note{d]} the agreement of the parties that [Craig] will accept the
transfer of the intellectual property held by the plamtif in full and final satisfaction of the
judgment.” (/d.) (emphasis added).

131. To this day, Craig has used these fraudulently obtained judgments to assert
ownership over the intellectual property asscts developed by W&K and Dave. For example, in the
February 18, 2014 meeting with the ATO, Craig’s attorncy represented to the ATO that
“intellectual property that had been acquired by Dr Wright from WK Info Defence is on-supplied
to the Wright Family Trust and then broken up and transferred to other group entities, Hotwire,
Coin Exchange . . . and so on.” (Ex. 12 at 7). And later again stating: “Remember there’s the IP
coming out of WK Info Defence in the US came to Craig through Craig to the Wright Family Trust
and then from the Wright Family Trust into Hotwire .. .” (/d. at [8). Further, as discussed in para
142-143, the ATO has provided Ira with “deeds” drafled and executed by Craig which show that
his companics have taken ownership over the intellectual property created by W&K and
“transferred” by virtue of these frandulently obtained “judgments.”

Craig reaches out to Ira fo cover up his fraud, deceive Ira into believing him, and secure an
ally in his fight against the ATO

132. With the ATO closcly auditing Craig’s activitics, Craig knew he had to reveal some
of his and Dave’s bitcoin mining and blockchain work to justify various tax positions he took in

Australia. Realizing this would lead the ATO to contact the Kleimans, Craig reached out first.
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133. Nearly ten months after Dave’s death, on February 11, 2014, Craig reached out to
Dave and Ira’s 94 year old father Louis, and wrotc:

Date: Feb. 11, 2014
From: Craig Wright <Craig. Wright@hotwirepe.com>
To: Louis <REDACTED@REDACTED>

Hello Louis,

Your son Dave and T are two of the three key people behind Bitcoin . . .

If you have any of Dave’s computer systems, you need to save a file named
“wallet.dat”. T will explain what this is later. Please understand, 1 do not
seck anything other than to give you information about your son.

Know also that Dave was a key part of an invention that will revolutionise
the world . . .

I will talk to you again soon,

When I can, 1 will let you know much more of Dave. I will also help you
recover what Dave owned.

I will let you know when I am in the USA. (Ex. 23).

134, As Louis Kleiman was elderly, Ira took over the correspondence with Craig,

135. Craig told Iira hc was pai'tncré with Dave and that no one knew about their
coltaboration or W&K., He explained to Ira that W&K was involved in Bitcoin mining and that it
was quite successiul.

136. Shortly after informing Ira about W&K, Craig told Ira that Craig and Dave were
planning on starting a new company together called “Coin-Exch.” He explained to Ira that Dave’s
estate would receive shares in it worth millions.

137. On April 23, 2014, Craig wrote to Ira:

Date: April 23, 2014 8:56pm

From: Craig <craig@rcjbr.org>
To: Ira <REDACTED@REDACTED.com>
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The software Dave updated, and which I have transferred back in OUR
company, and it is OURs as you are Dave’s heir, was donc at a zero tax
level, This is all good under the law. Basically the GST (hike a Vat)
cancels as it is an international transfer

What company owns right now is:

» Software — incl source code and perpetual licenses valued at over §50
million.

e Intellectual Property, design, codes etc

e Research claims. (Ex. 24).

138. At the same time Craig was defrauding the Kleimans, Craig also rcached into
Florida though an agent, Uyen Nguyen, to revive W&K after it had been administratively dissolved
— to ensure he had control over it if necessary.

139. Consequently, on March 28, 2014, nearly a year after Dave died, W&K was
reinstated by Craig’s agent, Uyen Nguyen (“Uyen”). (Ex. 25). Uyen removed Dave as the
registered agent for W&K and listed herself. (/d). She then added herself as manager and
secretary and an entity named Coin-Exch Pty Ltd as dircctor. ({d.; ECF 12 at 11 n3). But Coin-
Exch Pty Ltd was merely Craig scizing control of W&K from the shadows, as it’s well established
“Craig Wright” was the “director and controlling mind” of Coin-Exch Pty Ltd. (Ex. 18 at 5).*!

140. Of course, despite Ira and Craig being in regular email contact at the time, Craig
concealed this action from Ira.

The AFTO reached out to Ira to verify Craig’s allegations over W&K, and provided Ira with
documents that demonstrate Craig assumed control over intellectual property that
belonged to W&K and/or Dave

141. As Craig expected, on April 15, 2014, an auditor from the ATO, reached out to Ira

to inquire about his knowledge concerning the legal action Craig took against W&K. The auditor

provided Ira copies of the 2011 IP Agreement and the 2013 W&K Sale Agreement,

2L hetps:/fwww.arnnet.com.aw/article/621503/australian-bitcoin-figure-supercomputing-company-
enters-liquidation/.
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142. The ATO also provided Ira with three deeds, each titled “IP Deed of Assignment™
and each executed on September 15, 2013 — nearly four months after Dave’s death. (Ex. 26; Ex.
27, & Ex. 28). Each of these IP Deeds of Assignments assigned various intcllectual property rights
from DeMorgan Ltd to three entities: Coin-Exch Pty Ltd (Ex. 26), Hotwire Preemptive Intelligence
Pty Ltd (Ex. 27), and Cloudcroft Pty Ltd (Iix. 28).

143, The deeds also described the source and nature of this TP: “The IP held in total by
DeMorgan consists of source code, algorithms and patentable materials thal have been obtained
by Craig Wright R&D (ABD 97 481 146 384) through the following unrelated entities . . . W&K
Information Defense Research LLC [as two batches).” (Ex. 26 at 4; Bx, 27 at 4; & Ex. 28 at 4).

Craig continues to assure Ira and reveals the nature of the intellectual property owned by,
and misappropriated from, W&K and Dave

144. On April 22,2014, Ira wrote to Craig that afler he had time to review the documents
sent by the ATO, he “felt like there [were] questionable discrepancics in the contracts between you

and W&XK sucl as Dave’s signalures, his resignation, transfer of all accountable value . .. .” (Ex.

24 at 20).

145. To keep Ira from going public, Craig promised Ira that he could be paid out of what
was owed to Dave’s estate “based on what Dave and [ had been arranging.” (/d. at 12). On April
23, 2014, Craig told Ira that he would receive the first $12 million payment in October 2014. (Id.
at 8). 5

146. On the same day, trying to further placate lra, and further evidencing Dave and the :
estate’s claim to W&K’s transferred intellectual property, Craig wrote lra stating:

The software Dave updated and which T have transferred back in OUR
company, and it is OURs as you are Dave’s heir, was done at a zero tax

level . . . Dave took the 2 million hnes of code that had in 2010 and
transformed these into a documented set of over 6 mitlion lines of code.
{/d. at 2).
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147. On April 25, 2014, still trying to reassure Ira, Craig sent Ira a chronology of his
activitics related to W&K and the development of its inteliectual property. In this document, Craig
wrote:

There is a lot of [P and *stuff” in the mix. All up, it’s around a hundred
million dollars’ worth, This IP originates in work CSW has been doing
for more than 10 years; it originates in things that came from W&K; it
has to do with the software acquired. The values and distribution . . .
amounts to a third each for Cloudcroft, Hotwire, and Coimn exch.

Cloudcroft gets the sccurity related IP, Coin-Exch gets the banking and
Hotwire gets all of the automation R&D based stuff. (Ex. 7).

148. The nature of this intellectual property transferred from W&K to DeMorgan, Coin-
Exch, Hotwire Preemptive Intelligence, and Cloudcroft was further explained by Craig in a letter
he published on DeMorgan’s website in 2015, This letter demonstrates that Coin-Exch, Hotwire
Preemptive Intelligence, and Cloudcrofi were involved in building out W&IC’s intellectual
property with R&D efforts targeted at “the development of smart contract and Blockchain based
technologies” and “commercialisation of our Blockchain and smart contract systems research.”

149. Craig’s promise of a multi-million dollar payment by October 2014, never came
true. Craig blamed the delay on the ATO investigation and kept promising [ra he would see vaiue
when the investigation closed.

150. On October 9, 2015, Craig essentially stopped responding to Ira.

151. In November 2015, Dave’s friend and business partner, Patrick Paige reached out
to Craig when a reporter called him inquiring about Craig and Dave’s involvement in Bitcoin.

Craig responded:

Zhttp://www.businessinsider.com/craig-steven-wright-rumoured-bitcoin-creator-was-
commercialising-blockchain-research-and-reviving-company-hotwire-2015-12;
https://prwire.com.aun/pr/51565/the-demorgan-ltd-group-of-companics-to-receive-up-to-54-
million-from-ausindustry-r-amp-d-tax-rebate-scheme- 1.
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Thanks for the heads up. Reporters are always troubling. They ignored
the stuff Dave and T did when he was alive, 1don’t know what has started
to interest them now . . . as you know{, Dave] did a fair amount of
rescarch with me, Most yet to be completed and published. (Ix. 8 at
13 (emphasis added)).

152, After Craig yet again confirmed Dave’s involvement in Bitcoin and the intellectual
property they developed, Patrick wrote back:
... I think we both know Dave was a genius when it came to computers
and I sure would like Dave to get recognition for his part if any in the

development of bitcoins. 1 realize there is a lot of things to consider
releasing this information but my question is when? (Zd. at 12).

153. Craig responded: “When it all comes out, there is no way Dave will be left out.
We need at least a year more.” (Id. (emphasis added)).
Craig claims that he and Dave are Satoshi Nakamoto

154. On December 8, 2015, two popular tech publications, Wired and Gizmodo, outed

Craig as Satoshi.”* Both articles also articulated Dave’s integral role in the development of

Bitcoin, They described numerous details and leaked communications implicating Dave and

Craig’s roles in creating and developing Bitcoin; they also discussed Dave and Craig’s

accumutlation of a vast hoard of bitcoin.

155. On May 2, 2016, nearly five months after the Wired and Gizmodo publications,

Craig published a blog post in which he claimed to be Satoshi.*

156. Craig has readily admitted Dave was intimately involved in the creation of Bitcoin.

In numerous interviews with Andrew O’Hagan, documented in The Satoshi Affair, Craig told

2 hitps://www.wired.com/2015/12/bitcoins-creator-satoshi-nakamoto-is-probably-this-unknown-
australian-genius/; https://gizmodo.com/this-australian-says-he-and-his-dead-friend-invented-bi-
1746958692,

24 hittps://qz.com/674129/an-australian-nobody-claims-to-be-the-inventor-of-bitcoin-but-no-one-
knows-for-sure/.
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O’Hagan that “{Craig] did the coding and that Kleiman helped him to write the white paper.” (Ex.

1 at 31).
157. Further, in numerous emails to Ira, Craig admitted the same.
158. Craig currently serves as Chief Scientist of a UK company called nChain in

London, where, in 2016, he filed dozens of patents related to Bitcoin and blockchain technology
through this entity.? The public filing of these patents disclosed to the public intellectual property
belonging to Dave and W&K without the permission of Dave’s estate and/or W&K.

159, To date, neither Dave’s estate nor W&XK have received the assets belonging to them
as a result of their early involvement in Bitcoin and bitcoin mining.

Fraud on this Conrt*®

160. In Ira’s initial Complaint, as in this one, he alleged that (i) Craig and Dave held
some form of interests in a Florida LLC called W&K, that (ii} through this LLC, and otherwise,
they mined over 1.1 million bitcoins and developed extremely valuable intellectual property, that
(1i1) after Dave died, Craig took unlawful possession of all the bitcoins the Florida LL.C mined and
intellectual property it created (along with the bitcom and intellectual property they
mined/developed together personally), that (iv) Craig then tried to “launder” this stolen intellectual
property by defranding the Australian courts into entering consent orders transferring clean title
over W&K’s intellectual property to Craig; and that (v) Craig needs to return the stolen property.

161, In response to this Complaint, Craig filed a motion to dismiss alleging he has

essentially no connection to Florida or W&K. His motion stated Plaintiff’s jurisdictional

25 https:/fwww.reuters.com/article/us-bitcoin-wright-fund-exclusive/exclusive-company-behind-
bitcoin-creator-sold-to-private-investors-idUSKBN17F26V.

6 The emphases appearing in this section have been added.
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allegations were “frivolous” and “sanctionable.” (ECF D.E. 12 at 36). Craig supported thesc
assertions with a sworn declaration stating he was never a shareholder, member, agent, employee,
or representative of W&K. (Ex. 29 44 11-12). He swore, under penalty of perjury under the laws
of the United States, that he’s never exercised authority or control over W&K. (14, 9 13).

162. He perjured himself.

163. To procure his fraudufent Australian judgments, Craig submitted an affidavit to the
Supreme Court of New South Wales where Craig affirmed that:

“The shareholding of ‘W&K Info Defense LLC” was:

1. Craig S Wright 50.0%
2. David A Kleiman 50.0%”
(Ex. 4 at 5).
164. Craig then doubled down on this ownership structure affirming further that “W&K

Info Defense LL.C was an incorporated partnership. All shares are held jointly,” (/4.). He then
affirmed that he called a “sharcholders meeting” on August 16, 2013 at which only he and Jamie
Wilson were present. (/d.). Craig affirmed he was the sole vote that nominated Jamic Wilson to
act as a director “for purposes of consenting to orders and the company to be wound down.” (/d.
at 5).%7

165, These affidavit statements directly contradict his sworn statements to this Court
that (i) “I have never been a . . . shareholder . .. of W&K,” (11) “I have never been a member of
W&K,” and (iii) “I have never exercised authority or control over W&K ...” (Ex. 2999 11-
13).

166. But the perjury doesn’t end there.

27 Under Florida law, there is no such thing as an “incorporated partnership” and an LLC does not
have “shares” or “directors” or hold sharcholders’ meetings. The “owners” of an LLC are called
“members.”
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167. Craig attached voluminous records to his Australian atfidavit. These attachments
evidence Craig signed as the “autherized representative” of W&K six (6) times (Ex. 4 at 506, 63,
70, 76, 83, 90), identified himself as W&K’s “lead researcher” twice (id. at 45-46), its ““technical
contact” six (6) times (id. 50, 57, 64, 71, 77, 84), affiliates himsclt with W&K’s Florida address
as, e.g., his “mailing address” twelve (12) times (id. at 49, 56-57, 63-64, 70-71, 76-77, 83-84,
90), includes detailed descriptions of the computer programs and rescarch Craig was attempting
to get DHS to fund (id. at 50-94), and includes four (4) emails from DHS confirming Craig had
uploaded various proposals on behalf of W&K attempting to secure funding (/d. at 40-43).
Collectively, these documents clearly evidence Craig’s parlicipation in operating W&K from
Florida to solicit business from the United States DHS.

168. Obviously, these affidavit attachments are in direct conflict with Craig’s sworn
statements to this Court that (i} “I have never been a . . . employee, or representative ol W&K,”
(i) “I have never been an agent of W&K,” (iii) “1 have never . . . developed software for any
purpose relating to a Florida business, including W&IK,” (iv) “T have never advertised services
in Florida,” {(v) “I have never had an office in Florida,” and (vi) ~'I have never exercised
authority or control over W&K ...” (Ex. 29996, 8, 11-13, 15).

169. As mentioned in § 120, Craig also submitted two “Acknowledgment of Liquidated
Claim” filings in Australia where he signed as the “legal agent and representative” of W& K and
as its “Director/ Australian Agent.” (Ex. 30). As set forth in 4% 138-139 he also acted as the

“director” of W&K when he had his agent put Coin-Exch, his compaiy, as its director. These

also directly conflict with his sworn testimony above.

170. Craig’s boldfaced misreptesentations and perjury before this Court constitute a

continuation of his grand fraud to unlawfully take Plaintiffs’ assets. Said ditferently, Craig’s latest
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fraud on this Florida Court is simply one morc action he’s taken 1 Florida to defraud Dave’s estate

and W&K.

CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

COUNT 1 |
Conversion |
(dsserted by the Istate and W& K) !

Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170. |
171. On or about April 2013 through the present day, Defendant converted to his own
use, bitcoins, forked assets, and intellectual properties that was then the property of, and owned
by, the estate and/or W&K. f
172. The property was worth between ~$201,728,340.04 and $27,332,125,781.68 ;
during the time Defendant has had possession over it. E
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendant for damages in the amount
of at least $11,427,755,048.02 and/or return of the wrongfully converted bitcoins with their forked
assets. Plaintiffs demands the return of the IP, or its fair market value. Plaintiffs also demand
punitive damages, together with court costs, interest, and any other reliet this Court deems just and
proper.
COUNT 1I

Unjust Enrichment
{Asserted by the Estate and W&K)

Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170,

173, Plaintiffs have conferred a benefit on the Defendant, who has knowledge thereof.
174. Defendant voluntarily accepted and retained the benefit conferred.
175. The circumstances render Defendant’s retention of the benefit mequitable unless

the Defendant pays to Plaintiffs the value of the benefit.

176. Defendant has been unjustly enriched at Plaintiffs’” expense.
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177. Plaintiffs arc entitled to damages as a result of Defendant’s unjust cnrichment,
including disgorgement of all monies and or properties unlawfully accepted and retained by
Defendant tfrom Plaintiffs.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendant for the return of the
wrongfully retained property or monetary damages equaling to the value thereol, together with
court costs, interest, and any other relief this Court deems just and proper,

COUNT 1I

Misappropriation
(Adsserted by the Estate and W&K)

Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170.

178. After Dave’s death, Craig unlawfully, willfully, and maliciously misappropriated
trade secrets belonging to Dave and/or W&K relating to blockchain based technologies and smart
contracts by using them for himself and using a series of fraudulent contracts, misrepresentations,
and fraudulently obtained court judgments to transfer/acquirc the property rights in these trade
secrets to/for himself.

179. These trade secrets are generally described as programs, methods, techniques, and
processes relating to blockchain based technologies and smart contracts. These trade secrets can
be identified specifically as the software Dave developed personally and through W&K, i.c., those
Craig attempted to have transferred through the fraudulent Australian judgments, which he then

on-supplied to himself, the Wright Family Trust, DeMorgan and its subsidiaries.

180. These trade secrets derived actual and potential independent economic value from
not being generally known to the public or to other persons who could oblain economic value from

their disclosure or use. As evidence of the substantial economic value relating to these trade
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secrets, Craig has used these trade secrets to develop new intellectual property and assets, some of
which have resulted in the filing of new patents, through his work at nChain.

181. Dave and W&K possessed secrct information and made reasonable efforts to
maintain the secrecy of these trade secrets. Dave made no disclosures of these frade secrets to
anyone but Craig.

182. As a proximate result of Craig’s unlawful misappropriation, Dave’s cstate and/or
W&K have suffered actual losses consisting of the loss in economic value assoctated with the trade
secrets.

183. As a proximate result of Craig’s unlawful misappropriation, Dave’s estate and
W&K arc informed and believe that Craig has been unjustly enriched.

184. As a proximate result of Craig’s unlawful and willful misappropriation, Dave’s
estate is entitled to a recovery of damages pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 638.004.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendant for all available damages
caused by Craig’s misappropriation, including exemplary damages, together with court costs,
interest, attorney’s fees pursuant to Fla. Stat. 688.005, and any other relief this Court deems just
and proper.

COUNT 1V

Federal Defense of Trade Secrets Act
(Asserted by the Estate and W&K)

Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170.

185. Craig’s conduct described m this Second Amended Complaint constitutes
misappropriation of trade secrets under the Defend Trade Secrets Act, 18 U.S.C. §§ 1832,

186. These trade secrets are generally described as programs, methods, techniques, and

processes relating to blockchain based technologies and smart contracts which is a product used
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and intended to be used in interstate and foreign commerce. These trade secrets can be identified
specifically as the software Dave developed personally and through W&K, i.c., those Craig
attempted to have transferred through the fraudulent Australian judgments, which he then on-
supplied to himself, the Wright Family Trust, DeMorgan and its subsidiaries.

187. These trade secrets derived actual and potential independent economic value from
not being generally known to the public or to other persons who could obtain ecconomic value from
its disclosure or use. As evidence of the substantial economic value relating to these trade secrets,

Craig has used these trade secrets to develop new intellectual property and assets, some of which

have resulted in the filing of new patents, through his work at nChain.
188. Craig caused many of these patents to be filed affer May 11, 2016.

189. Dave and W&K possessed secret information and made reasonable efforts to

maintain the secrecy of these trade secrets. Dave made no disclosures of these trade secrets 1o
anyone but Craig.

190. As a proximate result of Craig’s unlawful misappropriation, Dave’s estate has
suffered actual losses consisting of the loss in economic value associated with the trade secrets.

191. As a proximale result of Craig’s unlawful misappropriation, Dave’s estate is
informed and believes that Craig has been unjustly enriched.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendant for the value of the

wrongfully taken intellectual property, together with court costs, interest, attorney’s fees, and any

other relief this Court deems just and proper.
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T COUNT YV
Breach of Fiduciary Duty
(Asserted by the Estate and W&K)

Plaintiff incorporates paragraphs 1 to 170, and 178-191.

192. Although Craig did not have a direct ownership interest in W&K, he owed fiduciary
duties to the LLC, as, inter alia, its agent, its purported “authorized representative,” *“lead
researcher,” “technical contact,” “legal agent and representative” and “Dircctor/Australian Agent.”
Although lacking any authority to do so, upon Dave’s death Craig assumed de facto control and
management of W&K and thereby incurred fiduciary duties to act in the LLC’s, and its member’s,
best interests.

193. In the alternative, just as the shareholders of a closely held corporation have
partnership-like fiduciary duties to each other, Craig and Dave acted as partners in the management
and operation of W&K, and thus Craig owed fiduciary duties ol care, loyalty, and good faith to
Dave, his estate, and W&K, by virtue of their joint venture.

194. In the alternative, if Craig was an actual member in W&K Info Defense LLC, Craig
owed fiduciary duties of care, loyalty, and good faith to W&K, Dave, and his estate pursuant to
Fla. Stat. § 605.04091.

195. Craig breached his fiduciary duty of loyalty and good faith, by, among other things,
intentionally and wrongly transferring assets that belonged to Dave’s estate and/or W&K to
himself and/or companies controlled by him.

[96. Dave’s estate and or W&K have been damaged by Craig’s breach of his fiduciary

duties.
WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendant for damages and/or return
of the wrongfully taken bitcoins, forked assets, and intetlectual property, together with court costs,

interest, and any other relief this Court deems just and proper.
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COUNT V1
Breach of Partnership Duties of Loyalty and Care
(Asserted by the Estate)
PlamntifT incorporates paragraphs 1 to 170, and 178-191.

197,  From c. 2008 until at least the creation of W&K in 2011, Craig and Davce associated
to carry on as co-owners of a business for profil (o create Bitcoin, mine bitcoins, and create other
block chain intellectual property. Pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 620.8202, and Craig’s admission of same,
this formed a partnership.

198. Pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 620.8404(2), Craig owed Dave a duty of loyalty to, inter

alia, “account to the partnership and hold as trustee for the partnership any property, profit, or

benefit derived by the partner in the conduct and winding up of the partnership business or derived

from a use by the partner of partnership property, including the appropriation of a partnership
opportunity, |

199.  Pursuant to Fla. Stat. § 620.8404(3), Craig owed Dave a duty of care to refrain from
engaging in intentional misconduct, or a knowing violation of law.

200. Craig breached these duties of loyalty and care by, infer alia, stealing Dave’s
bitcoins and any intellectual property Dave owned and or designed during the c. 2008-2011
timeframe (or any other time they partnered).

201, Pursuant to Fla. Stat, §§ 620.8405, Dave’s estate brings this action for breach of the
duties of loyalty and care owed under Fla. Stat. § 620.8404, including but not limtted to its rights
pursuant to Fla. Stat. §§ 620.8401, 620.8403, 620.8807, its right to have its partnership interest
purchased pursuant to § 620.8701, and to otherwise enforce the rights and protect the mterests of

Dave’s estate.
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WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment against Defendant for damages, and purchase
of his partnership interest together with court costs, interest, and any other relief this Court deems
just and proper.

COUNT VII
Fraud

(Asserted by the Estate and W&K)
Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170.

202,  As detailed above, Defendant made knowing false statements of fact, intentional
omissions of material facts, and falsely promised future action with no intention of performing
and/or specifically intending not to perform. These included, but are not limited to: that Dave and
W&K’s bitcoins and intellectual property rights were transferred, sold, and/or returned to Craig
pursuant to valid contracts; that Dave signed those contracts; that the estate would be able to sell
its shares in Coin-Exch, that he would help the estate recover what Dave owned; that the estate
could participate in Coin-Exch, that Craig did not have any of Dave’s or W&K’s bitcoins, and the
fraudulent declaration submitted to this Court; and Craig’s omissions that he was pursuing
judgments and lawsuits against W&K m Australia and that he had assumed control over W&K, its
assets, and the estate’s asscts as well.

203, Defendant took these actions/omissions with the purpose of inducing Plaintiffs to

rely on these fraudulent acts and omissions.

204. Plaintiffs acted in reliance on Defendant’s fraudulent representations and
omissions. This reliance mcluded, but was not limited to, not challenging Craig’s legal claims in
Australia, expending time and resources reviewing fraudulent documents, delaying uncovering
Craig’s fraud and bringing this lawsuit, and not securing the bitcoins and intellectual property they

owned and/or controlled.
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205. As'a dircct and proximate result of their reliance, Plaintiffs were damaged and
injured. This includes, but is not limited to, the continued conversion and misappropriation of their
bitcoins, forked asscts, trade secrets, and intcllectual property; by the expenditure of resources
interacting with the ATO and investigating Craig’s fraud; by the entry of the Australian court
judgements entered against W&K; by the inabilily to pursue business opportunities due to the lack
of access to the aforementioned assets.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendant for actual, nominal,
consequential, special, and punitive damages in an amount to be determined at trial, together with
court costs, interest, and any other relief this Court deems just and proper.

COUNT VvHI
Constructive Fraud

(Asserted by the Estate and W&K)
Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170, and 192-205.

206. As detailed above, a fiduciary relationship existed between Craig and W&K and
Craig and Ira.

207. Craig mviled W&K and Ira’s utmost trust and loyalty as their fiduciary,

208.  Plaintiffs reposed the utmost trust and loyalty in Craig.

209, Craig intentionally violated Plaintiffs trust and confidence, look unconscionable
advantage of Plaintiffs, abused and took improper advantage of their confidential and fiduciary
relationship, and materially breached his fiduciary duties to them both by knowingly making false
statements of fact, intentional.omissions of material facts, remaining silent in light of a duty to
speak, falsely promising future action with no intention of performing and/or specitically mtending
not to perform, and by engaging in unfair mecthods against them. These fraudulent
representations/omissions included, but are not limited to: that Dave and W&K’s bitcoins and

intellectual property rights were transferred, sold, and/or returned to Craig pursuant to valid
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contracts; that Dave signed those contracts; that the estate would be able to sell its shares in Coin-
Exch, that hc would help the estate recover what Dave owned; that the estate could participate in
Comn-Exch, that Craig did not have any of Dave’s or W&K'’s bitcoins, and the fraudulent
declaration submitted to this Court; and Craig’s omissions that he was pursuing judgments and
lawsuits against W&K in Australia and that he had assumed control over W&K, its assets, and the
estate’s assets as well.

210.  As detailed above, at the time Craig made those false statements and material

omissions, and concealed his misconduct, a fiduciary relationship existed between Craig and Ira,
and Craig and W&K, as Craig owed fiduciary duties and duties of care and loyalty to the cstate
and W&K. Craig induced Ira’s reliance and Craig took an improper/unconscionablc/unfair
advantage of, and abused, the fiduciary and confidential relationship at Ira and W&K’s expense.
Craig’s misrepresentations and omissions were intentional, for the specific purpose of defrauding
the estate and W&K of their property, but in any event, regardless of intent, Craig is liable for
constructive fraud.

211. Plaintiffs acted in reliance on Defendants fraudulent and unfair representations and
omissions, This reliance included, but was not limited to, not challenging Craig’s legal claims in
Australia, expending time and resources reviewing fraudulent documents, delaying uncovering
Craig’s fraud and bringing this lawsuit, and not securing the bitcoins and intellectual property they
owned and/or controlled.

212.  As a direct and proximate result of their reliance, Plaintifls were damaged and
injured. This includes, but is not limited to, the continued conversion and misappropriation of their
bitcoins, forked assets, trade secrets, and intellectual property; by the expenditure of resources

interacting with the ATO and investigating Craig’s fraud; by the entry of the Australian court
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judgements entered against W&K; by the inability to pursue business opportunities due to the lack
of'access to the aforementioned assets.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Decfendant for actual, nominal,
consequential, special, and punitive damages in an amount to be determined at trial, together with
court costs, interest, and any other relief this Court deems just and proper.

COUNT IX
Permanent Injunction
(Asserted by the Estate and W&K)

Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170.

213.  Craig’s unlawful taking of the bitcoins and intcllectual property belonging to
Plaintiffs has resulted in great and irreparable injury to them both as they have been deprived of
unique, limited, and valuable digital assets,

214,  Neither Plaintiff can be fully compensated in damages and is without adcquate
remedy al law,

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs request this Court enter an injunction ordering Defendant to
return all bitcoins, forked assets, and intellectual property unlawfully taken from Plaintiffs.

COUNTX
Civil Theft - § 772.11 Fla. Stat.,

(Asserted by the Estate and W&K)
Plaintiffs incorporate paragraphs 1 to 170.

215. On or about April 2013 through the present day, Defendant knowingly and
wrongfully took, with felonious criminal intent, bitcoins, forked asscts, and intellectual propertics

that were then the property of, and owned by, the estate and/or W&K,
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216, Defendant took these with the intent to deprive Plaintiffs of the right to these
properties and to appropriate the properties to his own use and the use of others not entitled to use
the properties.

217. Defendant also trafficked in, and endeavored to traffic in, propertics that he knew
were stolen and properties that he initiated, organized, planned, financed, directed, managed, and
supervised, the theft of.

218, The properties were worth between ~$201,728,340.04 and $27,332,125,781.68
during the time Defendant has had possession over them.

219. The actions taken by Defendant were done intentionally and maliciously as part of
a scheme designed to defraud Plaintiffs of their assets.

220. On June 19, 2018, pursuant to § 772.11 Fla. Stat., counsel for Plaintiffs sent the

demand required by Florida Law required to initiate a claim for civil theft. (Ex. 33.)

221. Defendant has not complied with that demand.
222 Plamtiffs have been damaged as a result of Defendants actions.
223, Plaintiffs have retained the undersigned to represent them in this action and in so

doing have incurred an obligation for the payment of aftorney’s fees and costs.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs demand judgment against Defendant awarding damages,
imcluding treble damages and attormey’s fees pursuant to § 772.11 Fla. Stat. as well as ordering
Defendant to divest himself of relevant enterprise(s), as well as granting such other relief as the

Court deems just, equitable and proper.
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Plaintiffs demand a trial by jury for all issues triable by right.

Dated: January 14, 2019

Respectfully submitted,

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP

By: /s/Velvel Devin Freedman

Velvel (Devin) Freedman

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
100 SE Sccond Street

Miami, FL 33131

Tel.  (305)539-8400

Fax. (305)539-1307

Email: viigedman@bstlip.com

Kyle Roche

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
333 Main Street

Armonk, NY 10504

Tel.  (914)Y749-8200

Fax. (914)749-8300

Email: krochef@bsilip.com

Admitted pro hac vice

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

IRA KLEIMAN in his capacity as Personal
Representative of the Estate of David Kleiman and
W&K. Info Defense Research, L1.C.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on January 14, 2019, a true and correct copy of the foregoing

was filed with CM/ECF, which caused a copy to be served on all counsel of record.

s/ Velvel (Devin) Freedman
Velvel (Devin) Freedman

i
j
|
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Al CASE NUMBER 2()]’%CA01 '5002 DIVISION A\3'54**
- = ‘ e e TPectronivally Filed 08/16/2613-05. TT:59 PM-ET

IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE 15TH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT, IN AND FOR
PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA
CIVIL DIVISION

CASE NO,

WELLS FARGO BANK, NATIONAL ASSOCIATION, AS
TRUSTEE FOR OPTION ONE MORTGAGE LOAN TRUST
2007-4, ASSET-BACKED CERTIFICATES, SERIES

2007-4 :

Plaintiff,

VS,

DAVID A. KLEIMAN; UNKNOWN SPOUSE OF DAVID
A, KLEIMAN; UNKNOWN PERSON(S) IN POSSESSION
OF THE SUBJECT PROPERTY; WOODBINE MASTER
ASSOCIATION, INC.; CASA RIO HOMEOWNERS' SUB-
ASSOCIATION, INC,;

Defendants,
/

*#% FILED: PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL SHARON BOCK, CLERK.##*

MORTGAGE LOAN TRUST 2007-4, ASSET—BACKEI?\CERTIFICATES SERIES

il

2007-4 w O
, sues the Defendants named in the caption hercoi: alleges:

‘{

1. This is an action to foreclosa a mortjagc ;n real praperty in PALM BEACH County, Florida,

2 On January 11, 2007 DAVID ‘AVKLEIMAN execcuted and delivered a promissory note and DAVID A.
KLEIMAN executed @?d dehvered a mortgage securing payment of the same. Said mortgage was recorded
in Offi clal Remrds Book 21332, Page 1890, of the Public Records of PALM BEACH County, Florida, and
whlah mortgaged the property described therein, then owned by and in possession of said mortgagor. The

5 §
Not‘ whas.negotiated and/or transferred to the Plaintiff. A copy of the note and mortgage are attached hereto

and made a part hereof.

3. Plamuff the holder of the note and first mongdge 15 a person ent:tled to enforce said note and mortgage as
provided within the meaning of Chapter 6:‘3 I louda Statutes.

4, Defendant(s), DAVID A. KLEIMAN, own(s; the property.

@ﬁ;‘lo.: 13-00208 OCN

EXHIBIT

3
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5. There has been a default under the notéséna ;i;rtgagc held by Plaintiff in that the payment due October 1,
2012, and all subsequent payments ha\;e not been ma.cie. ' Plaintiff declares the full amount due under the
note and mortgage ta be now due. ' ‘

6, All conditions precedent to the filing of this .actior; have been perforned or have oceurred. :

7. There is now due, owing and unpaid to Plaintiff herein $257,426.18 on principal of said note and mortgage,
plus interest from September 1, 2012, and title search expenses for ascertaining necessary parties to this suit,

escrow shortage, advances, late fees, costs and attorneys fees.

8. Plaintiff has obligated itself to pay the undersigned attorneys a reasonable fee for their servic
9. UNKNOWN SPOUSE OF DAVID A, KLEIMAN, may claim some interest or lien upg
property. Said interest, if any, is subject and inferior to the licn of Plaintiff's morfgiig

16,

and inferior to the lien of Plaintiff's morigage.

11, CASA ‘RIO HOMEOWNERS' SUB-ASSOCIATION, INC

2.

b Defendants.

at the sum of money found to be due as aforesaid be decreed by this Court to be a lien upon the A ' i
Jands described in Plaintiff's mortgage, :
(d.) That such lien be foreclosed in accordanee with the rules and established practice of this Court,
and upon failure of the Defendants to pay the amount of money found to be due by them to the

Plaintiff, the said Jand be sold to satisfy said lien.

{e.)} That this Court decree that the lien of the Plaintiff js superior to any and all right, title or interest

of the Defendants herein or any person or parties claiming by, through or under them since the

institution of this suit.

@;\m 13-00208 OCN
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(f.) That all right, title or intere st of the Defendants or any person claiming by, thréugh or under them
- be forever barred and foreclosed,
(g.) That the Court retain jurisdiction of thls cause to grant further relief as the Court deems just and
propet including, but not limited to, deﬁc;en_cy Jjudgment(s) if the proceeds of the sale are

insufficient to pay Plaintiff's claim. Reservation of jurisdiction pertaining to deficiency jndgments

shali not apply to matters wherein the debt has been properly scheduled and discharged in
bankruptey.

YERIFICATION OF COMPLAINT

Under penalty of perjury, I declare that 1 have read the foregoing Complaint, 3

therein are true a&\d carrect to the best of my knowledge and belief,
Dated: "\ 2013.

fie & Associates, P.A.

1 Peters Road, Ste. 3000

/Plantation, Florida 33324

Telephone: (954) 382-3486

Telefacsimile: (954) 382-5380

Designated service email; noticef@kahaneandassociates.com

By
Rob%g( S. Kahane, Esq.
Fla. Bar No.: 946850 ) ) :
Clive M. Ryan, Esq., Fla. Bar No.: 388953 : !
{3 Cindy Wolper Borzillo, Esq., Fla, Bar No.: 145912
G Charlene XK. Eligon, Esq., Fla. Bar No.: 294070 :
ric M, Knopp, Esq., Fla. Bar No.; 709521 ;
O Juan Diaz, Esq., Fla. Bar Ne.: 91011 : ;
[ Stacey D. Rosenthal, Esq., Fla, Bar No.: 598291 :
O Craig P. Rogers, Esq,, Fla. Bar No.: 352128

@%ﬂ:}lo.: 13-60208 OCN

— —_



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB  Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 210 of

354
P S LI, AP — e s e A J— - — —— —— ————— fiad '_ -
L
© H ):‘: .,
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* ADYUSTABLE RATE NQTE

QLIBOR Tidéx - Rate Caps)

- E$ LOAN IS PAYABLE IN FULL.AT MATURITY. YOU MUST REPAY THE ENTIRE Rll\!(;;[PAL
BALANCE OF THE LOAN .ANDY UNPAID ENTEREST THEN DUE, THE LENDE . HO
OBUGATIGN L0 REGINANCE THB TAVAN AF THAT TBVB. YO WILL, THH!BPORB.BB |
TQMAKR PAYNENT-OUT. OF &TYER ASSETS. THAT YOU MAY OWR L
LENDER, WIEH MAY, BB AHDER YOI HAYE THIS LOAN
mwo_, Ty, mmnmwg?mmmmmm,xa

RBFINANG]NGFRQM 'I'H&SAMB LENPEE,

THIS NOTE- Ct)NTAI‘NB FROVISIONS ALLOWING FOR- CHANGES TN MU INTEREST BATH. AND ] MY
MORTELY PAYMBNT, THIS NOTB LIMFTS THE AMOUNT MY INTEREST RATE GAN CHANGE AT
ANY ONE TIME ANTY THE BMAXTMUDS RATE [ MUT PAY.

\ 313» CoNTEGD LANWR, PALM BERCH GARDERE, ¥L 33418~
Gpobpisty Addrers]
¥
1. BORROWER'S FROMISE TO-PAY
Tn_return for-4 losg that Theve received, | promise 10 pay U.S. $270,600.00
“is called “principal®), phus.interesi, 1o the. axder of the Lender, The Leager is
Option ‘Ghe Muptgage Corporabtion, a Californie Goxd
I undcﬂmu iyt thie Lenides miny transfer-vide Naote, The Lender or yons wh takis this ™
vécaive pRyniehty ndar this Notads dalted-the *Nite Holdor."

# (uls-smonmt

fer and who is sniftied tc;'

2. TNTERSST y
Inzerest will be.charged on unpald peincipal until the Mk spodnt of piid
o fiip bTs]e of 4 12-month year:dnd 4 30-doy. month, £ will pay interest s Ayedr
1 will pay:miy chenge in accorddie with Sctlon 4 of tiifs Nots,
"Thio Iisterost.fate fequited by this Seotkdn 2 and Section-4 of this |

paid. Ingrest will-bs eatenlated !
LR L ] . The ineeoest rals i

Adescribed i Seation 7¢8).of this Note:

3.  PAYMENTS *MBALLOCH NOTB. ADDENDUM : RI0 AND MADE A PRRT HEREOF+* . ;
{8 Tie. and- Plgw of. Faymeaa -
Twillpay yrineipal and:nteresd by maklpg prontin.
1will make my monthly payments:o the momh bepinaing on March 01 i 2007

Balkoon Payment payable ot Mahrity a5 reforgncdd In the antiiched
al md interest:and any other, clisrges describedibilow tiat 1 may owe
- nltt‘e.!t before principal 1! on,

T will make theos payments every mandh, in. 2ddi y

Baftoan Notwe Addendim, untlt T'haje pa[d L‘Bﬂhe :

under this Mote, My monitily phymien Nk
?ébruaxy

dafe, walch la cn]led the "Mamr.lty' 3

r J
f,g/gwj})&, lN’I‘ERSS‘l' RATE AND-MONTHLY PAYMENT CHANGES
AR (A) Change Dates
The interest rate § will pay may changc on the fizst day of Bebmary [h 1 .
and:on that day every sixth momth. thereafier, Back date ot which my Interest rate.could change 13 cailcd a 'Change Datc
@) The Yadex
Be.gnmmg with the fizst- Change Drte, my interest rate: wﬂl be-based on dn Kipdex, The "Index“ iz thc aversge of iterbiik
offared 1ates for six-month U.S, doblar-dentiminated deposits in the London nacket (’LIBOR"), s pubished in The Welt Stmt
Jousmal, The most recent Index figure avaneble a5 of the first tusiness day of the month immediately preceding the moath in whilchi
the Cfiangs Dile ceous is eilled the “Clurent index.”
If tht Lidex is no longer availably, the Mete Holder will chioase anew Index tharis based upon comparable informatior,
The Nofe Holler will give me notice of this phidice.

FLORIDA ADMJSTABLE RATE BALLOGH NOTE-LIBOR IMDEX - Sngls Frmily .
Pige 1ol ) FLNT0S). wp (Q9-28:06)

SRIGINAL
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{C) Chtaudarion of Chauges **BALLOON NOTE. HUDENDUM ATTACHED RARETO AND MADE K FART HEREQF*
Befora esch Changs Date, the. Nofe:HoRér willtilciiie my nov Inferest reig by addlng )

FIve rip Gofied - ) prfciitage point(s).( G +690% )
tothe Corient HdEK, The Note Holder Wil then roiind the réan of this sdditian o thie néxt hizhier onz-el3hth of ofie percents
polnti0.125 %), Sibjist 1o the Himite spzzuh-ﬁecupj;:-t_gﬁ) Ticlow, this rounded amatnt witl be my new Infbrast rate-uitil thy next,
Changa Dales 3 L " -

’ The Nots-Hslder will then deterniine fho muat of e mondily: paymentithat would be sulfisiont to yopay the tpsid
principal tiat Tacm expected: (o oWt at ttis Chgnige Date-in ALl on-the-dararity Dage »t my now intéfsst fate I sitiiranieily-equal

payments. The. et of o fion wilf Bo the dew stonnt-of 1y mophly paysient. :
Th fntered iired 1o pay.at the fict Change Dite will forbs gieslerthan  10.090% br Jéss than: ;
5.600% ;1 vz iy Fitorest sato wilk over be-lucteased: or:deardased v ¥y sipgle Chasige Difl by mard thaw eng i
-percéntags poine (1.0%) St the rife of Inisjesr I have bees paying for the preceding-si montiis. In 0. aven wHl iy lngprest rats
be pieatar thip. 12, 000% or Jess thin B.500Y . g
() Titecrive Date-of i

2y uew iferest rate will Become effective on each Ghange Dabe, | will pay. the amount of my nw - montily
begitning on the ﬂ:st-:ri_‘onﬂily._pmr-date, ofter thie Change Dite-vnfik-the amiotnt &7 xhy. moatly paymbnt chéinges-4
) Nittica of Chabges ’ )
The Nate Hldér will deliver of tall 10 mo. o nothoe-of smy chanjes. In dity infistest iite siid s, amouni {
payment before the éftootive daic of any chanige. The noiles witl incliite mitormation tequirell by faw to-be give
titfe andteleptions imintier of & pezson wha-will ansiwer miy-qubstion § may lisve Tegerting:thi siotic.

1
4 BORHOWER'S RIGHT TO PREPAY
1 have the fight to:make-paymants of Brinclpal at any time before they aré qus, togethir with 2
of Piincipel ohlyis known as. *Prepayment.” When | meke a Frepayrivent, I will tel| the- Nofe H
s0. Imay ot déslghnts g piyment a8.a prepayment it T haye not made all the mondidy. paymd
T niay fuaks afull Piepayinent or parfial Prepayrients withodt paylng & Prepaypoent.
Propayment (o fedéck ié amouat of Princlpal that I-qwe under tils Note. Hoivever, thi
{o tio agoried and yipald Toveyest on the Prepayinent dnsunt, before applying iy
the Note. Tf I imake a pirtial Propayment, théce will be no changes inthis dié daté
the Note Holder-agees o wiltlag 1o those changes, |
#4h PREPAYMENT CHARGE NOTE ADDENDTM ATTACHSD Hp

6. LOAN CHARGES-
1 3. Jaw, which appHies to this lonn-agd which sets maximy
Toan sharges ealfeotéd-or. oo He colfected in connection with this
be reduced by {hesmoukik necessary to réduce.tho charpato th
excslet permitied limite will bereflnded to'me, The NoteHoHe:
wnider {ils Note or by maling a direct payment to ms

prepayment,
7..  BORRGWER'SFAILURE TOPAY
(A} Late- Gharges for Orvendue Ray :
1f the Note Holder has nat rocelved; nt of any monthly payment. by tiie end of 15 calendar days

Nabe-Holder, Thoe mmound of the chage. will be s.hook

afier the daté 1t iv due, T wli pay & Iand
ilk pdy s Tace cherge promptly but oify once on each lake payment,

of my overdus-pagment of priticipal’ apd ink
By Detanlt ; .
11 do ng§ pay the full amghit of ea b onidily paynieat en-fhe date it is due, T will bs in defautt, If ] 2 in default, the
Nore Holder may stidire the 19 pay it ately the full emount of pringipal whichh hes ot beer pafd-and lk iutecest st ¥ owe
on that-amonnt, togedierwith any other chacges that I owe under this Note or the Secutity Tstriment, sxozpt 28 otherwise required

By applicabe-law,
(€) N Walver by Mot Holder
Evi v3 e Wi ¥ am i defailt, tho Note: Helder dées not require me 1o pay immedisely.in full as descdbed sbave,

o will st lid¥e-the right to do-so 3FT im n dethile. st a ater thme,
ot of Nots Holder's Costs md Expeotes ’ )

to:Folder Hes required:atie to pay bmmedlucely in full s des¢ribed above, the Nets Holder will hiave the right to ;
by o1& for: all of ita cosis and expanses in enforcing this Note to the extent nost prohibited by applicable law, whether
it £y filed, Those expenses inchude, for example, maioupble atlomeys' fees, s

c

ofipor a la
/&% G OF NOTICES

5%5 Vnless applicable kaw requizes a ditfercot mothoed, any totice thar mugt be given to me undst this Note will be glven by
oring it-or by malllng 3t by first olass mAil to me =t the Property Address sbove.orat & fiffrent 2ddeess if 1 glve the Noto
Holder 2 notice of my different address.

Any notics that iayst be gived to the Note Holdes under this Notz will be givon Yy meiltng it by first clast mail to the Note
Holder ot {lie address Stated in Section 3(A) abova or ar a different address 31 am given a uotice of that differant:address,

Page2ofd FLNTOS1,wp (09-28.06)
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9,  OBLIATIONS OF FERSONS UNDER THI§ NOTD
If more i one person signs thls Nate, eich. pereori s fully and petsonally otligéted to kéep all of: the promises mitda

In dtiis, Note, Inetiling tHispromizeto pay tHe: Sl amofns owed, Ay peticn who Ty piiitor, irety of This Note
s ulpo.obligated tod¢- theserthifTs, Aty Persn-who takes aves thsse obligatidds, indluding ifig ¢ 15 0 ftor, Augery
orendorser 6 this Notw, i 4so.obligatod tokesp all GF the prodilsts mads in 1hls Nfe,. The ol 73 5 mighwe

unger1itls Note dgaindt each-persof indtviduafly ot dgdinstall 6f us:topbtitér, This medns it Ay ohé of G may b téguited topay
At ofbe amomts:owed- wnder ihisdlote, '

10, WAIVIRS A

1.sisd sy othes person who By -obligk(lons tgder dils Note waive yhe rights of phesertment dvd. pofice of dishonor,
* Presenimagtit® tieany L Si5H¢ 1y soqilie the-Nats Halder 1o deprand paymeas of amoonts dno, "Motlos ofishonor” meaus e sight
‘g veduie-thie Mot Holfei.10 gide notlee 10 oflec persoga. that smoniity dué have ot beoh faick

_ Inaiidittop to the-prowetions given-to ip Note Holder under-this:Note, a Mortgage; Deed.of ‘Trast.or Spprp‘ity"l')ch(
=Seaitity Jostgment™), dated-the samo’ date a3 this Nale, protects the Noto Holder from possible joases whicke mifghy reshl §F14
Dot keep the promises that | malee i thly Nate, Thia Securily Tstrunent desceibes fowr ant under what conditlons Iinay-be.
tor Tatke jmepgiate. payment in fafl of.sH atounts [ owe-unider this Note. Stme of thase conditions ate deedribed as follay

ransfar of the Projperty-or a Dentlictut Interest fnBorrower. I¢ ali or any. part:of-dhe Property or amy.i
of tranaterred (br 1f & benoficlaf intersst.fi Borcower i sold or teansférmed and Borrotver fs novs naturad po el
prior wrltten consear, Lender may, at fis optian, vequive bnupedisle payment ip full af-allsams secured by 11 Seg
Howtver, this eption. shulf not e exsrcised by Lender If exerclse fs problbited by feifors! Jaw 2 of the day
Instroment. Lender alse shafl not exerclze this.option If (8)- Borrower causes to be yubmiitted to Lenderiintg
‘Lender to evaiyage the Intended sransteree as 1 n new loan were betog nvads 10 the eansfires; and () Lend
that Leders security will not re impaired.lyy the Toan assumptin-and tiat te risk of 2 brbaeFofamy

15 Sbeourly Insomidéat s soeptabla ta-Lendss, :
To the-expiok permitied by wpplleable luw, Lender may-charge ¥ reasonablé. 0 Lender's corsent to.the :
ib2n asywmption. Lender migy also téquire she. trapsforéd io slgm -4 smmption ag! acteprabls to Lendor and that
obligates the wangferse to keep all-the pramises aud agrsrmirnts made in e Noled b Instaimient, Boriower will
contimue to be obligbed vnder the Noto and this Seourlty Iodtriment vunless Leg
_ If Leuder exarclsés the dption to require inimediate payment in fif
“Tiio nustles shatl provide-a perlod of not Jess theh 30 days from the date
oust.pay ‘ait stms.sétured by this Secugity Instturheal, I Borcower fid
Eénder rany fnvoke any remedies permitted by fhis Sequiity Instyi
e stete documentary Tax-dua ou this Note has !
(Scaly
Bbriower
— - S— L
~Biropdr -Bomawer
{Sml) {Seal}
-Bomgwer ] -Bemowis
{3fpn Original Ouly)
Faged of 3 . . FLNTOM i (09-20-06)
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BALLOON NOTE ADDENDUM

“Thig 4y 5 BALLOON LOAN. The tsrm of the loan-is 40730 yeuls.. Fhis jneans that while your motiil
peymient dmowsit Js, aiortieed. in accordance with a 40 yeat Toan term, the loan is payable i
’I]-lm'l‘Y (30) years f‘mm the-date me ‘Toan: iy mads. As a msult you witl be reqmrcd it repay

}aadh-iry t"hc lender wnder tﬁa torrms-of fhis loan in T-H!R'I‘Y (30} years Eom the dafe o

Is made.

Thc lender s no obhga;ion to-refifianes thly Toan 2t the end of its term.. Thy

relinante tho loan,

Assumting this Jender of another lendor séfinsncey this logm ay
nterest at market rates provailing at that time which may be
rité pid on this lean, You may alse hiavefo pay some g
ilfe noW midrigage loan evieii:iftydn obldin reﬁmncm 3y

Borvloing funiber: 0022760807 Do,

oi/L1lo1

0 fhay be'vequited

Borowsr DAVID A. KLEIH

Bortavior

Borrower

MULTISTATE BALLOON NOTS ADDENDUM
Pagelofl

Bermowet

USDIGATwp (05-1905)

|
§
|
|
5
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‘Mecrporatied irito ahd shall bs- Heeniedd o amerd il gpplemicgit i Note made by thie Botfgwer in fav

' MULTISTATE PREPAYMENE CHARGE NOTE-ABDENDUM - ADSUSTABLE RATE
Pagatof 1 USPI021wp (11-17-06}
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I
Luan Number; 871007168 Serviclng Number: 00227606057 Date: o1/11/07

Tror valtoreeeived, the undersigned (the "Bosrower™) agtec(s) Wt the follawing provislons shall be

of  ephkion -One Mortgage Cezgorabion, & california Coxporation
(the "Lender”),-snil dated fis of even date heretwifh {tfin *Note™), To ihé extant fat the frovisions of &
Prepayment Chasge: Note-Addendwin. (thu * Addenduni®) are inconaitent with:the pmvfsmns ofithb?
provisions of this Addendum stall prevail overand shail supersede any - guch eondistent prp {00 oo
Wota

Séotion 5 of the Note is a‘mﬁid_ed 10 read In s entirety 48 follows!

5, BORROWER'S RIGHT 'FO PREPAY
’Ihavothc righttomakaepnymmm ot'prmcma] a.éanytimeb
; A T A

iflmakea]?ﬂrﬁal ymient, tbercwiﬂbedwgg ;
paymtsuul&cs the Nox. Ider agrees t writing

malaea}-\ﬂl Prepaymentbr, i1 cortaie ca:iesa
w0 ihe NOCG Holder a prepajmé c{m;g&‘

prepaymmt,emeed‘stwen_lypefcmt
mwmtw:ﬂmhacﬁm'gebe i

Borrower ’ " Dae

Horrower Date :
Dite Borrower Date,

- e ....A.,.._A.Q.g;G]NAL e
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5

Loan Number; 871007168

ALLONGE TO: NOTE
 (INVESTOR)

“This alionge makes referenve:fo:the Tollowing Nate: A :

Boirowers! OARVID A, KLEIMAN
Loat#: &7ato7168 _ ‘
Properiy Addrgss: 3119 CONTEAO. LANE, PALM BFACH GAERDENS, FL. 33418-
Loan Amounk: §E7¢,800.00

Note-Date:  01/14 /07
¢ captiched note; the. following applics:

Pay fo the-erder of: _
Pay to the-ardérof Wells Farg
witheli recourse.

-

Qptioh.One Mortgagé Corporaton
& California Corporition

“Puge 1 af | USDP30s0. wp (03-14-03)




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB  Document 488-14 Entered on F

354

T ' RETURN T !

0811 RED RUN BLVD. STE. 10
'OWIN%S_I#ILLS, Mo 21137
. -356-8430

v ON ONS MORTARGE CORPORATION
\}( ) BOX 57036

%ﬂ, CA 52619-7096
RECOCEDS
3' GrovE

Lom 1871007168 .
1 002276060-7
Y

\'ﬁ JSpace Abave This List For Rrovordlng Dets]
@
MORTGAGE
\ THIS MORTG, *Secority Instrumens™) b glven on Januvary 31, 2007
EAYID A. KLEBIMAN

Option One Mortgage Qorpora

which £ orgenized anut existing tnder of CALIFORNTA
3 Ada, irxvine, CA 92618 Ak
Borrower owes Leénder the principal sam

“ftis debt Js evidonced by Bomrowss's note da

for momihly paymeats, with the full debt, if nor paid
This Security Instnument socures to Lender: (a) tho repifine:
All rerswals, entenaions and medificariony of e

TO 6343

whoso address {5 3118 mmnﬁtwym. PALM BEACH GARDENS, FL
This Security Jostrument in givea to & ’

& Califormia Corpol

Dpllan {

LR IR

HEAVYWEIGHT TITLE g0, SEN 20079024957

RECURDED 01/23/2007 08:158:08

Paln Beach Gounty, Florida

ANT 270, 600, 00 ..

Deed Doc 947,10

Intang 541.70

tharon R. Bock,CLERK & CONPTROLLER
Pgs 1890 - 19055 [l6pge)

ty Tnatrument {"Note™), which providss
jytble on Pebrumxy 03X, 2037 .
bl tvidenced by the Note, with intereyt, and
of alf other qums, with Jicezest, advanced

LSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 216 of

uder preagraph 7 to provect the security of
eovenants and agresmenty under this Secarip i the Nota, For this purposs, Borrower doss heceby

o property located In Palis Beach

56-42-42-25~14-000-0540

SRR LEGAL DRSCRIPTION ERETO AND MADR A PART THHRECF,

s tho address of 3139  COMTEGO LANB, PRALM BEACH GARDENS

CProperty Address™);

{8irecs, Ciyd, r
31418-
[Zip Code)

TOGETHER WITH 2l the improvements now or hereafier orected on the property, and all easemenis,
appurtenances, &nd fixturey 00w or hereafter & port of the property, All teplacements azd additions ehall stzo be
covered by this Seearity Instrumont, All of ibs foregolag is refernd to I this Secursy Instrument s3 the *Propeaty, ™

BORROWER COVBNANTS that Borrower i Inelully a¢ised of the estale hereby conveyed and has the
right to morgege, gram and convey the Property and that the Propesty ls bered, except for h
of record, Borrower werants and will defend genecslly e tlide to the Property againsd all clalma and destands,
fubject to sny-entombrahices of reeond.

FLORIDA-Sisgis Fundly
Tags 10f8 . FLDAOM E ([03710/00)
Book21332/Pagei890 = - " Page 1 of 16
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Losn 007168 Servicing Numbes: 0022760607 Dateso1/11/07

[ed) i, Borrower snd Lendny covenant and agres a3 follows:

k. incipal and Totesest; Prepeymoent and Fade Charpes. Borrower shall pramptly pay when
due (he principal o retest om tha debt evidenced by the Notn and any prepsyment s Iato chirges dun under
tha Note,

2. Ponde for TiAedmd Earuranee, Subject 1o applicabl law or 1o a written waiver by Leoder, B
ahaif pay to Lender on Hi-By monthly payments are dos under the Nots, uatlf the Nots s paid ia ful)

(" Pucas®) fon: (3) yearly vausd

udtyomthhmumylmummmanmmm:
the Property, if say; (c) yesariy bazand or property in
36 (¢ yrarly Sorigago insurmacs premiuas, 1f aay; and () sy
with the proviions of paragraph 8, In lew of ent of mortgage
Wee Blled “Hscrow Items,” Leoder may, xt any i &
) amount not o exctod the mAXIERE R a Lender for & fedesally pelated
Barrower's exrow seconnt wder the i )
to time, 12 U.8,C, 8 2601 ¢ seg. ("RE DA I \
it ro, Lender may, st any tims, colieet ad 151 Fundlinmammmtml amount. Lender may
estimate the amount of Punds due on tha by

Mdpaymmuor (RO 3y :
yearty fiood isfuzance promi it
by Borower o Lender, In acookden

Baorow Ttems or otherwiss in scoordance wiliphlicable Inw,
“Tha Funds shall be held i an instfarfa’hose deposl edered ngerdy, lastmmestalliy,
or eathy (Ineluding Lendor, if Lendes is such ap inkfihytion) or i dnto Lown Bank, Leader shall apply
the Punds to pay the Brcrow Hems. Lmd-erm:,rmtmng; ¢ holding and applying the Pands, annually
mlymgubeumwmum.ormirym;mmww = e payn Bontawes intarest on the Frnde

pyer, Lender may require Borrower 0 pay »

one-time charge for an todependent real eatabe ta % used by Leader n conneetion with this losn,
unkas dpplicsble w provides otherwise. VUnl {s made tr applicable law requices fntereat to be
paid, Lender shatl not be vequired to pay Ben or tarnings on tho Funds, Borrower and Lender
may agres {0 writlng, bowsver, fhar jmaiel d cn the Fonds, Lendor shall give to Bomower, witbout
cbuga,anannuﬂmmingnnhc and debita to the Panda and the purposs for which each

ar addifonst seurlty for alf suzas sscured by this Securlty

Instroment, ,

1 the Punds held bylend o thy amounts permitisd to be hald by applicable taw, Lender ahall
acoount to Bonower for 13n sccondanes with the requirernents of applicable Jaw, I the amount of
tha Funds held by i § ot sullicient 1o pay the Escrow ltems when dus, Lender may so notify
Borrower [n wrlting, aod Bfease Borrawes shall phy to Lender the amount Recessary to make ap the
dumcy. Borrower ahal 57ap Ihe deficlency In no more than twelve monthly papments, at Lender's aole
diseretlon,

Upon in full of all surns secured by this Securlty bastrument, Lender ahiall promptly refand to
Borrower poy P by Lender. If, under paragreph 21, Lender shall coquire or sell the Propesty, Lender,

priogte the soq i, uon or aule of the Proptrty, shall apply any Funds keld by Lender at tho tirs of acquisition.or
sglp 8% 2 credit 4 gAigst the enms secured by this Security Jnstrumast,

3, Application of Payoents, Unless applicabls law provides ciherwise, efl payments mosived by Lender

) 5 3 el 3 ahall be applied: fint, to ny prepayment charges due under the Note; second, o emaunts

abhvﬁ’udmpamgraphz thind, to [oterest due folrth, 1o principal due; and last, to » 20y 1ats charges due under

% 4. Chaeges; Lienn. Bomower shll pay ol xes, asssnsmenty, charges, fines and imporitions atiributable
Py y the Propecty which may attain griority over this Sscurity Inttmment, and Jeasehiold payments or ground renss,
" [t amy, Borrawer shall pay thess obligations in the mannar provided In parsgraph 2, or if not paid in thet menner,
Bormw shiall piy them oo tims dlrectly {o the prrson awed psyment. Borrower shall promptly fornish to Lender
#ll notices of amouzts to bo pald under lhb pnngraph 1 Bomwu makey thase peyments directly, Borrwer shall
prompily Farnith to Lender receipts o i

Boryower shafl provopily discharge m]r lwn whith har priority over this Scourity Inssrument waless
Bomower: (g} agrées in writing to the payment of the oblipation tecured by the lien n & mammes accepteble lo
Lender; (b) contests n good Falth the llen by, or defends ageinst enforcement of the lien in, Jzgal proceedings which
joike Lendes's opinion oporate to prevent the enforcement of the Lien; or (¢) securss from the holder of the lien
an agresntent satisfactory 1o Lender subordinating the fien to thiy Securky Instiuoent, If Lender determines that any
part of the Property is snbject to & lep which may mtain priority over this Security Insirament, Lender may ghve
Botrower a notice identifying the len, Bormower shall satlsty the lient or takn one or moro of the sctions set forth
above withia 10 days of the giving of cotice,

Pugo 2ot d ’ FLD:E0012 {(04/10500)
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Tisrarios, Borrowey shall keep the improvesents now cudsting or hereater erected
on the Propeny agekut foas by fie, hzands incloded withn the tenn “extended coverage® and any ofher
qﬂm.mmmwmw.mmwmummm

coverage h
Propedty tn spcordance v geaph 7.
All fmrance potielas By reicwals shalk be accepiatle to Lender end shali inclada a ¢
chuise, Lendsx shall have thE e B hold the poliies and resswaly, Jf Lendes requires, Bomvwer
glvo 1o Lender alt receipes of i Fjumod mud remswl notices, In ths event af Joas, Borrower s g
notice ta ihe fnurancs casrics 2 er. Lender may make proof of 1030 if not made q
Unless Londer and Bo: "ﬁ\ wine agree In writing, or applicable Law 0 red, innirance
proceeds ohatt be applied firet to renpiran Keade: for costs dnd expenses Incumed fn 080 h obiaining any
yuch insurance proceeds, and then, LA b determine In
s 1018 and aholnte disoretion, snd regarg o the mms sequred
By thin Securily Imtrument, whether or chder may determine in
Its sole and sbeolute ducretion; mdlor Gif) ek of necosaary repalrs or

plication of proceeds 1 prinoipal shail not !
edéto in prragraphs | and 2 oF change the smoant ;
ed by Lender, Borpower's right to any fosuranca ;
7ty privr 1o the scquiaitfon thill pass 1o Lender 1o the ;
immedistely prios to the acquisition, :

gtker huzad nsugence, or any other inwaics on the

Propenty end such fnsuranes i ng d by Lender, then such Insorance shell (i) neme Landar as

loss pryee thersander, and ( ovislons of this parsgraph 5.
. Ocoupancy, Pres Hiancs and Profectim of the Propesty; Bosrower’s Loxn Applicatlon;
Leasehidds, Bormower Al fhe Lender dacs pot deviro 1o suke 2 loan tn Borrower secured by this

5 Mot unless the propsny is 1o be cocupied by Torrows: = Bogowers
primsry/aecondary resh mskrx non-ownes resbdence Joans of different terms. Borrowes promises and
psvres Lender that BorroWez ke to oocupy ihis propeny as Bomnowes's primary/secopdary realdence and that
Borrowst will.y0 cocupy this property as ita sole primary/secondary vesidence within sixty (60} days ailer the dole
of the SecuriyZostenrent, W Borowsr bresches thls promise to oocupy the property a3 Bomrower's
primary/secondy nts, then Lender may {nvake any of the followlng reaxdics, in addition to the remedies
provided Ia the Lo Tostrumént; (1} Declars all surns sccured by the Security Tnsrvsasat dus and pryable and
f s the Seriity Fatrarnent, (2) Deorease fhe benm of the Juan wid adjust tho monthly payments vndec the Note
acsdivgly, i6creass the interest rate and adjust the mombly pryromts under the Noio eccordlngly, of (3) requite

S et B painelpsl balanoo bo reduced (9 b petctoiags of elther (he orlginal purchase peice or the apgraisd value then

{"’%&m; afteeed on non-twmer oscupled Toxoa,

properiy on the Lo

Borrower shall not destroy, damags or tmpelr the Property, sllow the Property to doteriorsts, o eommit -
Stz un the Fropeny. Barower shall bs in defanlt if my forfeiters sction o7 proceeding, whether ¢ivil or crizalnal,
i Begun that {n Lender's good fulth judgment eould resalt In forfsitore of the Propeny or olhorwite moaterially
*" impair the Lien created by this Security Instrument or Lender's secusity Interest, Borrower may core such a default

= and selnstats, &8 provided in paragraph 13, by ommaing (e setion or procesding to be diamissed with a rullng that,
\ fn Lender's good faith detorminstion, preciudea forfeituce of the Bopower' 3 luteredt [n the Property of other
;v” material bnpnirmmofmeﬁenmmdbymis&mﬁymmmmwmru sogutity interest, Borrowar shall alte

be In defauit if Borrowet, durlag the loan application p , gave rially fase or insccurate information o f

siatemnonts 10 Lender {or failed tu provide Lender with any materia} lofovmation) b connection with ths loan

evidenced by the Note, incinding, but oot Limited 1o, represcatations conceming Bomrower's oosupancy of the
i Propesty s g principal residence. ¥t thia Stcurity Instromsnt is on & keaschold, Borrower shall comply wilh el the
i ’ provishons of the leaso. If Borrower soimires fos tiiln o the Propety, the Jeasahold and the fee thile ahall nat mesge
H unless Leoder agreds o the merger In wiiting.

Pagp3otd ' FLTNODI3 @3/10/00)
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)
BorrowrZ A3, i Botrower's oW eaptaes, a:pesr in and defond any sction or provesding pusporilng o
affect the ot any postion thereof or Borrower's Lills thareto, the valldity or priority of the lien created by
n@wurmﬂ;huwpomo(mﬁnmmpmmmhmmymmwm p
Al cxoves of setion'§T Borrowet, whether sccrued baforp or after the dat of ihis Security Instrumeat, for dapiiz

or tnbury to the Properfy o any part tereof, of In connection with sny inmisction ficanced In whols ot io paet by
thwnme&unheﬂ ny other noge seatred by thia Secarity Inrument, by Lender, or In co

of affecting [he P iy pare thereof, octuging causes of acllon arsing fn fort of contrad
mmmm itk 3 maizridl it ece, &t Lendet's option, auimuiw!.mdar 1ha pro

someys’ fees, may npw

thit Security Instrument or -. mymnlu»mdvadhy:tvrmpm

Lender miy, m i1s optien, appea proseculy dn e own name any aetion of pry

caugo of action and may o=k ) 6 o settiement thereof, Borrower dp ¢ sch further
agsigaments B eny other instrreo éffectasta:Bhs fifegoing provisions
fAnd as Lender shall request. ) :

Lender's Hights o the Property, Lecder's actipps indud nsna’gequred by A llon which hua priovity

over this Security Instroment, sppearing in ing 1 * fees and entering on the Property
to make Tepains. Although Lender may take stilon undel paragratih7, Lender does not bave to do so.

Any amounts disbuned by Lender under thi become additlonal debt of Borrower secired
by this Security Instroment. Unless Borrower and L4 ot texms of pryment, thess xmounts shall besr

1, for any maron, the mortgage § g mqanedhylmlm«ormmbcmemm
hall pay the prentioms requlrpd: aln cgvengs mbuuulﬂyeqmvﬂmtmmamngagommmmmwiy
1o effect, at & cost substantial] ] t 1rthe oo8 o B of the morsigage | previously In effect,

fod by Lender. If wubstantally equivalent mortgage insurancs coverage
is ot Avalisbls, Borxowkr shall p Lender each month a yum equel to one-twetfih of the yemdy morigags
mosver when {he insurance coverags pasd or ceased to be s effect. Lender
um:losammm!leuofmungngshumm Loas 1euckve TRymenty

willsceept, nsa and Tetaln

mry 50 lenger be wquln-d at the option of Lender, if mongage juswante coverage (in the amount and for the

period that Lag es) provided

by m insuter X ylmdaanhbmmuwﬂahlemdhobmned Rorower shall pay the premiums
ulred to mainfiln iortgage insutance in effect, or to provide A loas reserve, wntli the requirement for monzage

o cads inkcoordance with any written agresment betweoen Borrower and Lendes of applicable law.
9. wmﬂuwluwtmmhmblowﬁumnmmmdm

LN Cmdmnnﬂon.'IMpmmofanynwudordalmrm , Oleect o1 conseq , in connection -~
amy condemnation or other taking of any paes of the Property, or for mm'aynnoa in Hley nfanndnmnalion.
de;,tlem:y nssigned and shall ba pald to Lendar, Leoder may spply, tse or mlease the condemmnation proceeds 1o the
s mannes sa provided in paragraph J hereof with seapect to aurance procesids,
If ke Propenty is abandoned by Borrower, of I, afer notjics by Leadar to Borrower that the condtmnpr
offers to meke an award or setife & clabm for demsges, Borrewer fails 10 respond 10 Lender within 30 days afier
ths cate the notice Is given, Lender 35 authorized lo collect and spply the procesdy, at Iis opton, efther to restoration
or Tepalr of the Propamy of to the smy secured by this Securdty Instrament, whether or not then due,
Unless Londer and Borower othermise sgres in writing, iy application of procseds o principat shall not
eatend or poatpone the due date of the monthly payments referred 1o in paragraphs 1 and 2 or change the smiour)
of such

11. Borrower Mot Released; Forbeasnoo By Leeder Not s Waiver, Bxwmslon of the time for paymént or
modification of amortlznien of the sums secored by this Seeurhy lastrument granted by Lapder to any successor
In intecest of Bormwer shall npt operate tp mbease the Hability of ke orginal Bomowes or Borroner's Jucersons
in interest, Leader ahal} not be required to eommance procesdiogs agakast any successor in intereat of refse to

Paged ol B ’ FLORUL(05/10/:00)
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mzmtthnofuc”_‘ t or otherwise madify emortization of the nuns secimed by thir Seonrity Instrument by reason
of xuy demnand -hy the original Borower or Borrower's succtstons in interest, Any forbeatance by Lender
In axerciing may semedy ahall not be & welver of or preclude tho exereds of ay right or remedy.

12, wnd Assigns Bowad; Soint and Seversl Lisktity; Co-signers, The covesants and agreenié

of this Security urusgefifphall bind and tenefls the soccessors and alpns of Lender snd Bosroser, subjecs
provisions of parsgraptt 2TeHonover's covenris sud agreomonts shall be jolut and several. Any Bag
co-signs this Security Instni unrt does not execate the Note: (2) is co-sigolng ihls Secusity
mosigage, grant and convdy Lint-Bortower's inferest [ the Property under the torma of this §
(b) in not persocaliy obHp oy the xuray secured by this Security Instrument; xed () agrees
any other Bormowsr msy , modify, forbear or ruke any soopmmodations whth yeg|
of this Security Instrumont or @ Nate withowt that Bomower's cotsent,

13. Loan Chazpes, If theias by this Seourity Instrurdnt I subject

Ipan charges, and thed Lew s

in cootiectton with the loan exored Tiendts, thes: {a) any such lpsioh
Bmount neckssary (0 rechics the chargs prarmitied limlf; and (b) sny
wilch exoseded permitted Nmits will be fied to Borrower. Legder o 2}
the pencipal owed under the Note or by A direc) paynieay ip B . Hanpehind reduces principal, the
reduction will be trested wy 2 partial i i

14, Notices, Any nighos to for inth ent xhall be givea by delivering
It or by majiipg it by finst clesm mail unfew I faw, of abesher Toethod, The notfes shatl be
directed to the Property Address or any other sddress B ; ¥ notioe to Leadar. Asy notice to
Famder shall be given by first class mall to Lendec's addmead alited hegein or ey olber address Eender deslgratey
by notice to Borrower, Any notice providad for in fhis Secualiy shall be deemed to bave been givea to

13, Giweening Law; Seversbitity. 2
of the jurisdiction In whick the Propenty , In §ib event thet oy provision or clause of this Secariy
77 ich confike ahalf not affect other provitions of this Security

the conflicfing provision, To this end the provisons of

er's Srior wiltten consent, Lender may, nt jis option, require immediste paymen in
Fecntity Instrument, Howover, thit option. shall not be oxerclied by Leader 3t

exarclee {n prohibited try federsl Inw ay of the dae of this Securlty Inserument, .
If Lefieiamercizes this option, Londst shall give B e notics of acceleration, The notics shall provide

 period of Botiey 0 dayy from the date the notice is delivered or mailed within which Borrower must pay
8] mups securediby this Securlty Instrument. If Bosrower [alls 1o pay (hese yums prior to the expiration of this

d, Lens iy tmvole amy remedies permitted by this Scourity Inmtument without fimther notlce or gemand
o )

Wor.
18, Borrower's Right to Retatetn, 1f Basrower meenn cartain conditions, Borrower shall have e right to
2 have enfotcement of this Securlty Inviruosnt dlscontinued at aay tme pricr to the esrlier of: (a) 5 days {or auch
%@‘m peziod as spplicablo Jaw may speoify lof relnstatement) befosa wate of the Froperty pursusat to any power 0f
o contained in thia Security Jnstrament; or (b) eotry of a judgment enforeing thiy Security Iuatnmment, Those
... conditlons ara thar Boreower: (2) paya Lender al} sums which then would be due under this Security Tostrument and
™ the Mot as if 6o scceleration hadt occurred; (b) eures any defult of any oiher covenants or agreements; (¢} pays
all expenses Inturred ia enforelng this Security Tastroment, Includlng, but not Henited by, teastnnble storneys” freof;
and (d) ttkas such action ss Lender muy ressonsbly requive 10 ssmuee that the lien of this Secarity hutument,
Leader's righta In the Property ind Borrowes's obligation to pay the nums secured by thiy Securiry lostroment shalt
contima onchanged. Upon relnstatement by Borowsz, this Seourity Tostrament and ihe obligations secured hershy
ghall remakn fully offective a9 If 0o scoeleration had ocourred. However, this fight fo relnstats abali not apply in
the cae of acceleration under paragraph 17,

Pago 5016 ' FLDWOL3 Q74000
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Chumgs of Loan Seqvicer, mNmmnpm;almmmmthuNow(mgemmmthlhh

xelmol’tny}lmrdmnsu :

‘gorhmc?ropmy meu:hﬁlmdo.mrmcwm
sything affecting the Propeaty viglnfion of acy Bavirommentsl Law, The preccding fwo s
1ot spply to the pressnce, vee, mmohopawolmﬂqmnmolﬁ i Bhetances That aro
geaenily recopnized to ba app f
Borsower shall pramptly gi Tawsiit o other
action by any govermmensad or regwl y d sny Herardous
Substance o Envitonmentsl Law of W] B weziledros, or Is notified by
fny govemmental of egulatory eiubority (iR ’ ity Hazardous Substance
affecting (o Froperty is meceasary, medial sctiont in scoordance with
Bnvironmental Law,
Borrowet shul] be solely cesponstble @. i u hartaless Lendces, its divectors,
officers, employees, sttomeya, agents, and their reapective.f i sasigns, from sud ageinet amy and s} : .
claims, demends, emues of acilon, loss, dumage, cogt (i pttneys’ fres #nd coutt costs and cosh of ; |

sy requlred or necessary repair, clemup of detoxid
of any closurs, abalemens, contalnment, reeadint

tn), expenssa and labifty directy or ndirestly i
arixing out of or attributabls to (8) the use, pen i

, releate, thresteard refease, discharge, dispossl,

B
F
§
K
§
%
:
:
g8
3

* aro lhme aubatamu defined a3 toxie or bazardous

other B bls or tosic
h Yﬂhﬂhlomh mumail wnlnmfngubum or formaldetyds,
gph 20, “Foviranmontat Law® mwans federsl Jawa wnd Jaws of the

. hom; iy quﬂmmmm«mmmhuﬁpﬂm
muﬂ%&wﬁhm&ﬂtmﬂuwmﬁmdﬂﬂlmm ox U Bezrowes i in defmlt
wnder gy othe¥ Hbrtpri o other inatrament socueod try the Property, bl soom eecaned By this Seoarity Hwtrrnem
shall o ooce boomn dos and prystie wt tha vptlon of Lendec withoot Taige nofios,
o reciiced by applicablo Lew, and regaidices of sty prior forbesrsace. In soch oveat, Lender, o

ﬁzmnpp!iubla:m,myﬂmmﬂzmimbahmorubwwmomm

 remetie: in this Paragraph 21, Includfing, bt not Hmited to, reasematile sitorneys’ fees and cosis of Gitls

“22. Reiease,Upon payment of gil sume secured by thly Security Innrument, Leader shall icleass this
without warranty 1o the person ov persons Iegelfy snlitled to jt. Such person or persons sball pay smy
00 COME. Lmdtrmlychnge such peron of persons a fee for redening the Property for seevices rendered
it the aha:ging of the fee iy permitted wnder applicable law,
e i 23, Attomeys’ Fres, As used [n this Secarity Instnwnt and the Note, “atiomeays” feos” ahall includs any
\\ atlomcys’ feea awarded by unappcllr.ta wun
“V 24. Mbsrep tomnwod My B has made certain written representations and dlyclosunes
! tn order to Indues Tander to make the loen evidenoed by the Mot of notes which this Securiny Iesiwnent secares,
and in the ovent that Borrowes has mads any materist miscepresentation or failed 10 dlscloss agy materinl fis,
Lerder, o Iis option and without prior notica or deenaid, thell avo the right to declare die indebiedness socured
by this Sccurdiy Instrament, irrespaciive of tho matyrity date specified I the Noto ar noles secured by thls Secorlty
Tastrumens, imuedistely dos and payable,
24, Time is of the Bysence, Tima § of ths essence in the pecformance of eoch provision of this Steucly
lpstromment,

P 6era ’ FLDH0016 10371800}
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Statute of Limittioos, The pleading of the statute of limitations & & dofenss to enforcement
or dury s all obligations refesred ¢0 bestit or secured herehy, I ereby welvad to the
mllmmo:upumi appilcable Inw,

21, b Secarity Maatument iy bnm&lﬁedorm&edoﬂyhymlmmh
ugnedbyaomu (ﬁbder.

tha axbent pesmitted by applicable Jaw, Bomrower shell xelmbursa Ty
meb:mymdan {5, 183 a0l exproves which elther may inopr, expend of pumtain in the wudh
troyt created herounder or ¥

otherwiss arjdng out of of id ;‘

pmmed,mmmmﬂmm«mn -‘, e3; 0¥ Infip ] uw fecs, broker Tocs,
i mideterm pubstitutions, repair o % i from foreclosnre of the Property
mdprumdonohbeawnmybrlhnscm

otherwise prohibited by law.
Security Instmien) of any othee insnument exocu
Tastrurnent, To the axtent permitted by spplicabls
Lénder providing doouments of rervices arising
oiber note secured by thls Security msmm

nvdmth]wmmtylmtmmm’lh: Nate, smy
ot exeouted byﬂnmwtnoonnmlonm

the Note or Sccurlty Inarument.

29, Clerical Boror, 1o the pven: Tind discovers that the Noto, ay other hote secured by 1bis
Securily Instromeant, the Security er doomment of Instnzmeat executed in connection with the
Secuxity Tostnument, Nots or yror thik was caused by a olerical mismke, caleudation ewor,

wmpuarmmmcﬂun,prindug 1) pitor, Bomower agrees, upon nofice fiom Lender, 10 resxecuts any

thst are mox(u) Borrower fosther agrees thar Lender will not be tiable
mmmformydmpféc D Wthnmdhwlyorirﬂhwdymudbymyswmm

39, Lot Stolen, uiilaied Security b % and Qther P Ia the event of the 1oss,

theft ot depmuction of & anybihes mmwmumnwlmmm 1he Secarrity Instrnment or any

ed in connection with the Sccoxity Instrament, Nots of noles {collectively,
the "Loan Doggesents”), upon Barrower's secelpt of a Indwmificalion executed in Favor of Borrower by Lender,

to, iud 1 serv a1 4 replacement of, tho lost, siolen, destruyed, or mutilated Loan document, and such
o the satite Torce aud effect s tho losh, ptolen, destrayed, or mutiieied Loan Drcuments, Aud
£ treated for all puspored as the original copy of such Loan Docusent,
vﬂg . Andgnmont of Reols. As additlonal socurity herennder, Botrower bereby s3jgas o Lender the rents
the Pioferty. Borrower shall buvs the right 1o polleet and retakn the sents of the Property as they become dua
payible provided Lender hax not excrelsed jis rights in require kmmsdlate payment fn full of ko swm secured
b Security ingnmment and Borrgwer has pot shandoned the Property.
j 32, Ridera to this Secority Instromeat. If ons or more riders are executed by Borrower and recorded
x\ W‘“‘ togethet with this Security Insteament, the covensnts sod agreemants of sach such rider ahall be lucorporated lnre

|

|

W, and shall smend and supplenient the coveniants mmd ggre of thls Security as if the rider(s) were i
4 part of thils Securlly Tnstrumeat, i

[Cheuk applicadlo box(es)) . |

EE) Agjustabile Rate Rider [ condominium Rider 1.3 1-4 Pemity Rider

[ Maaufactese Home Rider {0 pionned Unlt Development Rider L] Ocouaney Rider |

) otterts) (spreity) Ballcon Rider

Pigvtorg FLDI0GLT (037160000}
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ws:ﬁunm.ow, Borrower sccrpts ind agrees to the terma and caveruats contalned In thiy Security
Tnstroaneit knd X Tides(s) executed by Borrowes nod recorded with it
Sigoed, sealed ered In the preseace of:

| Po,
% (ﬂ‘,\m\%% Witnasy

-Bonowt
\ géffrj @

3\ may -
’ N -Barrower

219 LonrERs LANE =D

Prim BEACH Qaragns, FL sy
: @an
~BoTewer

. Fhon Bs
STATR OF FLORIDA Cootty #s:

mp this by
7 7

Pagedard FLDOGIB (057164000}
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@,) ADJUSTABLRE RATE RIDER
@) (LIBOR Index - Rate Caps)

THIS ABJUSTABLE RATE RIDER s mnde Javusry 1i, 2007

and Is fneorporated ahallbedemdtumdmdmpplmzbemmage,nudof
Security Deed (the !nsum‘)omemdmegivenhylhaundmmed(tha'me
secuze Bosyower's Rete Noia (ihs *Naio") o ‘

option Uf tgnge Corpoxation, a California Corporationd

covering the property desaribed In the Securty Ins

ADDITIONAL COVENANTS.

Tha Note provides Tor an fuktfal inteit;
Note provides for champes in the kats

(A) Change Dates

‘The infeveat rale T wi go on the fitst day of PFebruscy 01 2010 .

ea for six-montk U5, doMar-danomizsted deposlts In the Lomkon macket
Wall Streer J’oumai' The mast recenl Index fignro avallable Ll of lke first

Befors each Change Date, the Nato Holder will ealealat my new imtetest rate by adding
p ? " FIVE AND 60/100 ptaceatugs point(s) { 5, 6008 )
to b Cusrsat Index, The Mot Holder will then rownd the rosult of ihis addition to the soxt higher one-eighth
of o peroenage polnt (0,125%). Subject to the lmiie stated fn Sectlon 4(0) below, this reunded amouny will

MULTBTATBADHJHMRAW NIDER-LIDOR INPEK - Singhe Puity
g lofd Uk {92-13-9
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be my reat e vntil the next Chnge Dats,
ling Foldes will {ben determiing the amount of tha monthly payment that would bo multiclant (o

epay tho bHg) pal that T am expected to ows al the Chiange Date in full ca the Maturlty Date &t my
new hnisrest whatantlally agant payments, The remit of this caloulation will be the new amount of sy

tr; 871007168  Serviclog Number: 002276060-7 Daer  01/11/07

10,0 tmthm 5.600% .m»ﬁur.mywemumqwﬂ

of tntetest 1 have been
than 13,000%
(B} Effective

(Sor the preceding six momhs, In no eveot witl my Intorest

. orilessthn  5.600% N

(F) Notics of -
The Nots Holder witl deitver to e » potics of any ching, Al and the emorg
of my monthly payment before the ¢ date of sny changs, The nofié nformion required
Ty Imw to be glven me end alea the tils ephone number of 2 pepm Yor pny queation ] may

have regiding the notics. @)
i
TRANSFER OF THE PROFER ANEF “IN BORROWER
Coverynt lToftbaSEwﬂlyInJmmhmdedbo
Tramer af the Froperty or & Boneficial e, If alt o any part of the Propesty or ity

intereat dn 1t s sold oF transfemed {or lfubm%j i soMd or tramdesred and Bomower
is not » natural person) without Lender's prios

payment In fufl of all sums sewred by thi
by Lender if exeroise is prohibited by fed

not axeccise this aptlon If; () Bor;% : abmisted b Lender information sequired by Lender to

evalusta the [ntended rramsferes 6 being muda o the franaferens and {b) Lender neasonahly
dmwimmﬂlmdeumnpg ! ed by the loan assumption and that the sk of o beach of
any covenant or egrecnent o th hwtrument {n accepiable fo Leoder.

To the exient pe : ble Inw, Lendr map charge » yeasonable fes a9 a condition o
Leader's consent to the mptica. Leader may slss muive the ransferes 1o sign an assumption
agrocuznt thal 1s sccspti ndler and that obligases the trenaferee to keep all the promises and agreements
made in the Noto and in thigSeetrity Fastriment, Barsower will contimus o be obfigated under (he Note tnd

MmWMmLmdurﬂmBomhwﬂhng
1 Lesilpy exervises the eption to requive Immediate paymens In fll, Lender thall give Bormwer nofice
of acoeleratio) oo shall provids a period of not fese than 30 days from the dats the natics 1s delivered
z&.u ‘whith Borrowes must pay all sama spesred by this Security Jostnament, If Borrower falls to
ﬂwaenmn;pﬁurtntheexphaﬂunoﬂhllpoﬂod Lender may invoke any remodies permitted by this

#aeyrlty Tnstrument without fusther gotice o demand on Borrower,

{78
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Y
% BALLOON RIDER
&

mhamu.o@om.mum of the loan s 40/30 years, This means that while your mont
payment amoint js in sccordanee with a 40 yoar loan term, the loan Iy payable in
THIRTY (30) years dute the loan 15 made, A a reault, you wiil be requived to repay
remaluing principal b RMogethor with accrued interext, lato charges, If any, and &1l &
1uads by the lender @mormulmmmwamymﬁommmzcm

is made, @‘\)

"The Jender has o obllgatin to Tafihnce this loan at the end of ity tonm, The

2 Lo

to repay ths Joan cut of other mey gwn, or you msy have to

rafinance the loun,

Assuring this lendor or anotier lender(gfances his loan at sy, yawill probably be charged
interest at mariet tates preveiting at [ o may be cordlderab 1ot Jower than the interest .

rate paid on this loan. You may also b T B b plosiigtosta nortally associated with !
the new martgage loan even If you ohiain Yolina

~Baorowar

Page 1ol § YSRIDHN v (03-E08)
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7(3 PLANNED UNIT DEVELOPMENT RIDER
L2 -

THIS UMIT DEVBELOFPMENT RIDER It made  Jamuary 11, 2007 , mnd iy
Incompormed shal be dramed to amend and gupplement the Mortgage, Deed of Trut or Sequity Deed
(tho *Security Yol tho nxme date, given by the undersigned (the "Bormower*) to sccure Borrower”
Note to

optidy Pme Mortgage Corporstion, a California Corporation '
(i *Lender”) om@amwm;mwwmmmmmmm

“' i 0 LANH, PALM DHACH GARDENS, FL 23414-
g [Propeny Addenss)
The Property Included, but almited 10, & pereel of hind Improved with a dwelling, tog

roch parcels and cestaln o and facithtles, as described In
i '3, CONDITIONS AND REBTRICTIONS

{5 "Declarnton®). The Pmpm'@!pm of & platned unit devalopment &y
WOODBINE

mo( of Ploned Uit Develogmen)

{tbe "PUD"), The Propenty also | :Borrower's interest in the hom pociation or equivelent
cotity owning or mansglng the a0d facitities of the PUGRORe *ONmerl Associstion”) and the
uses, benofits and proceeds of Bumw{ s *

PUD COVENANTS. In addition M!-m@dmmm Int the Seowity Inatsument,
Borrower and Landder frthre covenant and sgres a8 folldh )

A. PUDObligations, Borrower shall pario: i [} nbhaatinmuudmbel’ﬂb s Comtitent
Bration; (i) articles of Incorporadion, fros

Anoclﬂlon. and (iit) ooy by-lmva or other

yulea or regulations of the Owners shell promptly pay, when dus, sil dues and

auvstaments lrposed pocsiaot to e 30

B. Harard Infurance, So J6
cermler, B “marter™ or "bl

Assaciation maintalns, with & genecally nccepted Insunnce

the Property which I» sadsfaciory to Leoder and which

furthe periods, mhgnlnmhehmtd.l Lander requires, Inclodling

“ealended ooverage,” then;

on in Covenant 2 for the monthly payment to Lender of the yeardy

e on ihe Property; and

(i) Borrower's oY) ‘nxﬂﬁnundar Covenant 5 to meintain hazard insureace coverags on the Propedy

fo the extent that tha required covarage §s pravided by the Owners Assoclation policy.
lor prompt notes of any lapwn in required bazand insurance coverage provided by the

of s distribution of hazard invurance proceeds in Yiew of restoration or zepair following & fom
& to common areas and faoilitles of the PUD, nay procesds paysble to Bomrower are bereby
"<° paxlgned and sball be paid 1 Lender. Lender shall apply th procests to the sums secured by the Soourlty
I:ﬂtﬁymg!t with any excess puld to Borrowsr,

b4

C. Public Liability husarancs, Borrower shall iake such aetions a8 may be reatosaliz 1o e that the 3
Ovmera Association malgtaing & public Usbllity invursnes policy acceptable kn form, amount, mid extent of 1

mmmmwwmcmmummamm
Vi 1 cf 2 ) GSRKIL, M (11-39-04)
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D. . Tho proceeds of any award or claim for damages, direct o7 conequentis), payable to
Borrovar In on wih any condermation ot ofher taking of All or Ay part of the propexly or Ihe contmon
avez and foclll the PUD, or for eny conveyance In 1en of condemantion, shall bo pald to Lender, Such
wmmnmwwm»mmmwmwwmmmmpmmmm10.

o

E. Lendey Conserd. Borrower shall not, except afier notice bo Leader and with Lender's p
+ written popsent, eithor /unormbdtvidumel’mpmyurwnmtw: ’

®» ﬂuubmdnortuminaﬂunofmm.mtorabmdommmmm:eq
in the casa of mubstantiad byﬁmoromerumllyminmnweohmﬁnaby ondema
domaln;

() aay amendmentio rovislon of the "Constihient Documents® if the provision b
benefit of Lender; JE

(iif}texminationof profedy

{iv) any actban which wo
iy the Owess Assoclatlon nnacespi

or

B. Femedies, IF Boruwer &
by applicsble law, may pry them. Any
additionnl debt of Bomower secuted by the
of pxymwl, theso amounty dhall bear
with interest, upon notico from Lender to Bo:

MULTISTAYE PUD RIDER - Stegle Fxmily Pasnle Mie/Freafis Mus DRIPGRM DRSTRIUMENT i
Prpe 2ot USRIOLZ.wp (1-16-04)
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The l‘oﬁ% desctibed land, sHuate, lying and baing In Palm Beach County, Florida, to-
wit: .

Lot 54, Wooé@e Parcel "C®, according to the Plat thereof recorded in Plat Book 72,

Pages 106 ﬂu&ﬂ%%l 0, inclusive, Paim Beach County, Florids, Public Records,

Together with a @ xclusive easement of ingress and epress over both
limited access pub ght of ways of said Woodbine Parcel "C" and th
Jimited access public “of way "Woodbine Trail” of Woodbine accordin,
thercof recorded in PIHGak 72, pages 46 through 49, inclusive, Palm Be
Florida. public recordsi g
appurtenant grant lo the
gesigned except with the
sforesnid lot.

MATTERS:
1. Subject to Novthern PafmCBe";aa ! r Control District Notice and
Disclosure for Unit of Developmeni NG rded in Official Records Book

7943, Page 241, Palm Beach Cgipty, Floifl, public Records. Taxes or Non-Ad
Valorem special assessmenl \ Palm Beach County Water Control
Distriet which are not s} as ekipting ilens by the public records. Non-Ad
Valorem Assessment 4fainst,the 16t of Northern Palm Beach County Water
Control District for
installation repaythents
drainage and, O 5

of Boid monies for roads, water lines, waste water lines,
? ements fogether with annual inferest charges and
ssment . .

district m%n:n nes'as

2 Memorandilig, o;jﬁxclnsiw Cable Television Agreement with FAIRBANKS
COMMUNICATIONS, INC, d/b/a Leadership Cablevision Recorded in Official
Rgggxds Book 8487, Page 1990, Palim Beach County, Florida, public records,

Agéemen! dated August 10, 1993, between Steeplechase Safe Neighborhood
Impfovemenis District and Schickedanz Enterprises, Ing., recorded in Official
Regords Book 8138, Page 204, Palm Beach County, Florida, public records,

Subject to Water Management Enscments (W.M.E.) pranted to Northem Palm
Beach County Improvement District, {formerly Northern Palm Beach Couny
Water Contral District), a political subdivision of the State of Floridn.

Subject to the Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restrictions of
WOODBINE recorded in Official Records Book 8271, Pages 9 through 89,

Book21332/Page1904 ~ " Page 150f 16
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e
%inclusive, Patm Beach County, Florida, public records, as amended from timie to
J“"lime, including the Articles of Incorporation of WOODBINE MASTER
OCIA'I‘EON, INC, a Florida Nop-profit Corporation and the Bylaws of

GhODBINE MASTER ASSOCIATION, INC.

6. Slﬁt to the Plat of Woodbine (Woodbine Residential Planned Unit
Devq@ncnl} recorded in Plat Book 72, Pages 46 through 49, inclusive, Palm
Beac éus\ty, Florida, Public records.

7. Bubject t rdinated Declaration of Covenants, Conditions and Restripti
"CY recorded at Officiat Records Book 8503, Pages §
blic records of Palm Beach County, Florida irfg
fakation ol' Casa Rio Homcowners' Sub-Associati

922, inclusi
Articles of
Fiorida non-pr
Association Inc.

8. Subject to the Plat o
through 110, inclusiv % Beach County, Flo

(=9
=
=]
©
g
g
=
Q
o
&
k-]
<3
-9

9, City of Riviera Beach Rugdhiiio grant ter Site Plan-Special
Exception for the Woo PUD a eng " City of. Riviera Beach
Resolution No, 7-83, amending conditii ection 3 of Resofution No, 248-
91.

BEING the same®piopérly which, by Warranty Deed dated December 29, 1995, and
recordedsg on January 3, 1996 in the Public records the County of Palm Beach, State of
Florida, iﬁ.}@gpNo. 9067, folio 1918, was granted and conveyed by Schickedan2 Bres -

iviera L Florida Limited Partnership, by Schickedanz Enterprises, Inc., o Florida
< its General Partner unto David A, Kle:man, a single man, as sole awner,

- a
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From: o

Subject: RE: Payment terms

Date: Ihursday, 11 October 2012 5:37:49 PM
Craig,

If you do not mind. please do the transter in USD from Liberty. If you can handle it that way I would be
grateful. I have been in the VA again. Nothing to worry about, more of the routine as we have to live with, but 1
am not sure when I will be able to get back home for enough time to manage all the exchanges.

The cost of the hospital also comes as a reason [or the request. Nothing I need help on, but the funds in USD
will make my life casier right now,

Jdlltrapcfer the orust holdings from the Seychelles into a shell T have obtained for you. It is UK company
I have the filing code for you below so you can get this updated when you are ready with cverything.

The other information will be sent via Skype as a one off later.
Did you look at that conference and are you coming over to speak/visit as we discussed?

Respectfully,
Dave Kleiman - hitp:

Avwav.ConmputerfForensics LLC.com -

Jwens (o cskExpertWitnesses.com

Palm Beach Gardens, FL
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ORIGINAL

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

- = = = i - = - = = == - b

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

= Wy v SEALED INDICTMENT

LIBERTY RESERVE S.A., : 3 SCRm J
ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, : T 8 ,
a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” : '
a/k/a “Eric Paltz,”
VLADIMIR KATS,
a/k/a “Ragnar,”
AHMED YASSINE ABDELGHANTI,
a/k/a “Alex,” :
ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGO JIMENEZ, 2 I ————

a/k/a “Allan Garcia,” . ?EEERTEEEEY
et LR f DOCUMENT
' : ELECTRONICALLY FILED

a/k/a “Marko,”
a/k/a “Mark Halls,” and : DOC#:
MAXIM CHUKHAREV, 3

pate FiLED:_MAT 26 2018

Defendants.
- - - X
COUNT ONE
(Conspiracy to Commit Money Laundering)

The Grand Jury charges:

THE DEFENDANTS

1. Incorporated in Costa Rica in 2006, LIBERTY RESERVE
S.A. (“LIBERTY RESERVE”), the deferdant, has for years operated
one of the world’s most widely used digital currencies. Through
its website, www.libertyreserve.con, LIBERTY RESERVE has
provided its users with what it described as “instant, real-time

currency for international commerce,” which can be used to “send




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 234 of
Case 1:13-cr-00368-DLC Docum@R(18 Filed 05/28/13 Page 2 of 27

and receive payments from anyone, anywhere on the globe.”
LIBERTY RESERVE alsc touted itself as the Internet’s “largest
payment processor and money transfer system,” serving “millions”
of people around the world, including the United States. At no
time, however, did LIBERTY RESERVE register with the .United
States Department of the Treasury as a money transmitting
business.

2. ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric
Paltz,” the defendant, was the principal founder of LIBERTY
RESERVE. At all relevant times, BUDOVSKY directed and
supervised LIBERTY RESERVE’s operations, finances, and corporate
strategy.

3, VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” the defendant, was a
co-founder of LIBERTY RESERVE. KATS helped direct LIBERTY
RESERVE until he left the company over a dispute with ARTHUR
BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” the
defendant, in or about 2009. XATS has also run multiple LIBERTY
RESERVE “exchanger” sexrvices.

4. AHMED YASSINE ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,” the defendant,
managed the day-to-day operations of LIBERTY RESERVE from in or
about 2006 through in or about 2005, when he too left the
company over a dispute with ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur

Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” the defendant.
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5. ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGO JINMENEZ, a/k/a “Allan Garcia,”
the defendant, replaced AHMED YASSINE ABDELGHANT, a/k/a “Alex,”
the defendant, as the manager of LIBERTY RESERVE's day-to-day
operations. HIDALGO has also been a part-owner of LIBERTY
RESERVE since in or about 2010,

6. AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, the defendant, has, since in or
about 2010, served ag a principal deputy to ARTHUR BUDOVSKY,
a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” the defendant. He
has managed various financial accounts controlled by LIBERTY
RESERVE and operated a prominent LIBERTY RESERVE “exchanger”
gservice, from which he has shared the profits with BUDOVSKY.

7. MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a “Marko,” a/k/a “Mark Halls,” the
defendant, and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the defendant, were associates
of ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric
Paltz,” and were principally resporsible for designing and

maintaining LIBERTY RESERVE's techneclogical infrastructure.

OVERVIEW
8. ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric
Paltz,” the defendant, and his co-conspirators, intentionally

created, structured, and operated LIBERTY RESERVE as a criminal
business venture, one designed to help criminals conduct illegal
transactions and launder the proceeds of their crimes. The
defendants deliberately attracted and maintained a customer base

of criminals by making financial activity on LIBERTY RESERVE
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anonymous and untraceable. The defendants also protected the
criminal infrastructure they created by, among other things,
lying to anti-money laundering authorities in Costa Rica,
pretending to shut down LIBERTY RESERVE after learning the
company was being investigated by U.S5. law enforcément (only to
continue operating the business through a set of shell
companies), and moving tens of millions of dollars through
shell-company accounts maintained in Cyprus, Russia, Hong Kong,
China, Morocco, Spain, and Australia, among other places.

9. Through the defendants’ efforts, LIBERTY RESERVE has
emerged as one of the principal means by which cyber-criminals
around the world distribute, store, and laundexr the proceeds of
their illegal activity. Indeed, LIBERTY RESERVE has become a
financial hub of the cyber-crime world, facilitating a broad
range of online criminal activity, including credit card fraud,
identity theft, investment fraud, computer hacking, child
pornegraphy, and narcotics trafficking.

10. Because virtually all of LIBERTY RESERVE's business
derived from suspected criminal activity, the scope of the
defendants’ unlawful conduct is staggering. Estimated to have
had more than one million users worldwide, with more than
200,000 users in the United States, LIBERTY RESERVE processed
more than 12 million financial transactions annually, with a

combined value of more than $1.4 billion. Overall, from 2006 to



Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 237 of
354
Case 1:13-cr-00368-DLC Document 18 Filed 05/28/13 Page 5 of 27

May 2013, LIBERTY RESERVE processed an estimated 5% million
sepérate financial transactions and is believed to have
laundered more than 56 billiion in c¢riminal proceeds.

THE FOUNDING OF LIBERTY RESERVE

11. LIBERTY RESERVE, as currently constituted, was born

out of the defendants’ unsuccessful experience running a third-
party exchange service for another digital currency.
Specifically, in oxr about 2006, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur
Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” and VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a -
“*Ragnar,” the defendants, operated a company called "“Gold Age,
Inc.,” which functioned as an “exchanger” for “E-Gold,” then the
most popular digital currency in opération. However, in

December 2006, BUDOSVKY and KATS were convicted in New York

State of operating “Gold Age, Inc.” as an unlicensed money
transmitting business. At or about the same time, E-Gold and
several of its principals were charged with various offenses
including money laundering.

12. In the wake of hig crimiral conviction, ARTHUR
BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” the
defendant, sget about building a digital currency that would
gucceed in eluding law enforcement where E-Gold had failed, by,
among other ways, locating the business. outside the United
States. Accordingly, BUDOVSKY emigrated to Costa Rica, where,

in 2006, he and AHMED YASSINE ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,” the
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defendant, had incorporated LIBERTY RESERVE. Working at first
principally with YASSINE and VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” the
defendant, BUDOVSKY devoted himself to building and expanding
LIBERTY RESERVE so that the company could profit from attracting
more and more criminal customers, all while seeking to evade the
scrutiny and reach of U.S. law enforcement authorities.

13. LIBERTY RESERVE thereupon grew exponentially, £filling
the void left by E-CGold and becoming the predominant digital
form of money laundering used by cyber-criminals worldwide. By
in or about 2011, BUDOVSKY was so committed to evading U.8. law
enforcement that he formally renounced his U.S. citizenship and
became a Costa Rican citizen, telling U.S. immigration
authorities that he was concerned that the “software” his
“company” was developing “might open him up to liability in the
U.5.7

THE CRIMINAL DESIGN OF LIBERTY RESERVE

14. To use LIBERTY RESERVE's digital currency, commonly
referred to as “LR,” a user first was required to open an
account through the LIBERTY RESERVE website. In registering,
the user was required to provide basic identifying information,
such as name, address, and date of birth. However, unlike
traditional banks or legitimate online payment processors,
LIBERTY RESERVE did not require users to validate their identity

information, such as by providing official identification
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documents or a credit card. Accounts could therefore be opened
easily using fictitious or anonymous identities.

15. Once a user established an account with LIBERTY
RESERVE, the user could then conduct transactions with other
LIBERTY RESERVE users. That i1s, the user could receive
transfers of LR from other usersg'’ accounts, and transfer LR from
hig own account to other users - including any “merchants” that
accepted LR as payment. LIBERTY RESERVE charged a one-percent
fee every time a user transferred LR to ancother user through the
LIBERTY RESERVE gystem. In addition, for an additional “privacy
fee” of 75 cents per transaction, a user could hide his own
LIBERTY RESERVE account number whern transferring funds,
effectively making the transfer completely untraceable, even
within LIBERTY RESERVE's already opaque system.

16. To add an additional layer of anonymity, LIBERTY
RESERVE did not permit users to fund their accounts by
transferring money to LIBERTY RESERVE directly, such as by
issuing a credit card payment or wire transfer to LIBERTY
RESERVE. Nor could LIBERTY RESERVE users withdraw funds from
their accounts directly, such as through an ATM withdrawal.
Instead, LIBERTY RESERVE users were required to make any
deposits or withdrawals through the use of third-party
"exchangers,” thus enabling LIBERTY RESERVE to aveid collecting

any information about its users through banking transactions or
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other activity that would leave a centralized financial paper
trail.

17. LIBERTY RESERVE’'s "“exchangers” were third-party
entities that maintained direct financial relationships with
LIBERTY RESERVE, buying and selling LR in bulk from LIBERTY
RESERVE in exchange for mainstream currency. The exchangers in
turn bought and sold this LR in smaller transactions with end
users in exchange for mainstream currency. Thus, in order to
fund a LIBERTY RESERVE account, a user was required to transmit
maingtream currency in some fashion (through a money remitter,
for example) to an exchanger. Upon receiving the user’'s
payment, the exchanger credited the user’s LIBERTY RESERVE
account with a corresponding amount of LR, by transferring LR
from the éxchanger's LIBERTY RESERVE account to the user's
account. Similarly, 1if a LIBERTY RESERVE user wished to
withdraw funds from his account, the user was required to
transfer LR from his LIBERTY RESERVE account to an exchanger'’'s
LIBERTY RESERVE account, and the exchanger then made
arrangements to provide the user a corresponding amount of
maingtream currency.

18. The LIBERTY RESERVE website recommended a number of
“pre-approved” exchangers. These exchangers tended to be
unlicensed money transmitting businesses operating without

significant governmental oversight or regqulation, concentrated
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in Malaysia, Russia, Nigeria, and Vietnam. The exchangers
charged transaction fees for their services, typically amounting
to five percent or more of the funds being exchanged. Such fees
were much higher than those charged by mainstream banks or
payment processors for comparable money transfers.

THE CRIMINAL USE OF LIBERTY RESERVE

19. As set forth above, LIBERTY RESERVE'g system was
designed so that criminals could effect financial transactions
under multiple layers of anonymity and thereby avoid
apprehension by law enforcement. Not surprisingly, LIBERTY
RESERVE was in fact used extensively for illegal purposes,
functioning in effect as the bank of choice for the criminal
underworld. LIBERTY RESERVE users routinely established
accounts under false names - including such blatantly criminal
monikers as “Russia Hackers” and “Hacker Account.” Believing
themselves to be protected by this anonymity, LIBERTY RESERVE
users then engaged in criminal tramsactions with an impunity
that would have been impossible in the legitimate financial
system.

20. To further enable the use of LIBERTY RESERVE for
criminal activity, its website offered a “shopping cart
interface” that “merchant” websitegs could use to accept LR
currency as a form of payment. The “merchants” who accepted LR

currency were overwhelmingly criminal in nature. They included,
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for example: traffickers of stolen credit card data and personal
identity inﬁormation; peddlers of various types of online Ponzi
and get-rich-guick schemes; computer hackers for hire;
unregulated gambling enterprises; and underground drug-dealing
websites.

21. In addition to being used to process payments for
illegal goods and services conline, LIBERTY RESERVE was also used
by cyber-criminals to launder criminal proceeds and transfer
funds among criminal associates. LIBERTY RESERVE was used by
credit-card theft and computer-hacking rings operating in
countries around the world, including Vietnam, Nigeria, Hong
Kong, China, and the United States, to distribute proceeds of
these conspiracies among the members involved.

22. The defendants were well aware that LIBERTY RESERVE
functioned as an unlawful money-latndering enterprise. Indeed,
in an online chat that was capturec by law enforcement between
VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” and AHMED YASSINE ABDELGHANT,
a/k/a “Alex,” KATS explicitly described LIBERTY RESERVE's
activities as “illegal” and noted that “everycne in USA” such as
“DOJ” knows “LR is [a] money laundering operation that hackers
use ., ”

BEFFORTS TO CONCEAL LIBERTY RESERVE'S OPERATIONS AND ASSETS

23. Throughout its opevaticn, LIBERTY RESERVE and its

principals sought to thwart effective regulation by anti-money
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laundering authorities and to evade the reach of law
enforcement.

24, For example, in or about 2002, a Costa Rican agency

responsible for regulating financial institutions, known as

Superintendencia General de Entidades Financieras (“SUGEF”),

determined that LIBERTY RESERVE fell within its jurisdiction and

notified the company that it needed to apply for a license to

operate as a money transmitting buginess in Costa Rica.
Beginning in or about Octcber 2009, LIBERTY RESERVE sought such
a license from SUGEF, but SUGEF refused to grant the application

based on concerns that LIBERTY RESERVE did not have even basic

anti-money laundering controls in place such as “know your
customer” procedures, and otherwise lacked any effective means
of tracking suspicicus activity within its system.

‘25, Instead of remedying these deficiencies, LIBERTY
EESERVE created a system designed to feign compliance with anti-
money laundering procedures. Specifically, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY,
a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” ALLAN ESTEBAN
HIDALGO JIMENEZ, a/k/a “Allan Garcia,” MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a
“Marko,” a/k/a “Mark Halls,” and MBXIM CHUKHAREV, the
defendants, created a computer portal that appeared to give
Costa Rican regulators the ability to access LIBERTY RESERVE
transactional information and monitor it for suspicious

activity. However, the data that appeared in the portal was,
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according to internal communications between the defendants,
mostly “fake” and could be manipulated to hide data that LIBERTY
RESERVE did not want regulators to see.

26. By November 2011, LIBERTY RESERVE had still been
unable to obtain a license from SUGEF to operate legally in
Costa Rica. Compounding the compary’s troublesg, on or about
November 18, 2011, the U.S. Department of the Treasury's
Financial Crimes Enforcement Network (“FinCEN”) issued a notice
to financial institutions within its network of the risks
associlated with providing financial services to LIBERTY RESERVE.
The notice stated, among other things, that: “[ilnformation
obtained by the United States Department of the Treasury
indicates LIBERTY RESERVE is . . . currently being used by
criminals to conduct anonymous transactions to move money
globally.”

27. LIBERTY RESERVE obtained a copy of the FinCEN notice.
Approximately two weeks after the FinCEN notice was issued,
LIBERTY RESERVE falsely informed SUGEF that its business had
been sold to a foreign company and would no longer be cperating
in Costa Rica. LIBERTY RESERVE thus withdrew its application
for a money-transmitting license from SUGEF and purported to
shut down its office in Costa Rica. In reality, however,
LIBERTY RESERVE went underground and continued to operate in

Costa Rica using a stripped-down staff working out of office
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space held in the name of shell companies controlled by ARTHUR
BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” the
defendant.

28. At or about the same time LIBERTY RESERVE falsely
informed SUGEF that it was shutting down its operations in Costa
Rica, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric
Paltz,” ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGO JIMENEZ, a/k/a “Allan Garcia,” and
AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, the defendants, began emptying LIBERTY
RESERVE's bank accounts in Costa Rica of millions of dollars and
transferring the money first to a bank account in Cyprus held in
the name of a shell company controlled by BUDOVSKY and EL AMINE,
and then to a bank account in Russia held in the name of another
shell company.

29, Shortly after the defendants began emptying LIBERTY

RESERVE’s bank accounts in Costa Rica, the Costa Rican

government was able to seize approximately $19.5 million in

Costa Rican bank accounts maintained by LIBERTY RESERVE pursuant

to a request by U.S. law enforcement authorities. Following
that seizure, BUDOVSKY, HIDALGO, and EL AMINE sought to evade
further seizure action by moving LIBERTY RESERVE funds into more
than two dozen shell-company accourts held in locations around
the world, including Cyprus, Hong Kong, China, Morocco,

Australia, and Spain.
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STATUTORY ALLEGATIONS

30. From in or about 2006, up to and including in or about
May 2013, in the Southern District of New York and elsewhere,
LIBERTY RESERVE, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,”
a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” AHMED YASSINE
ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,” ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGO JIMENEZ, a/k/a
“*Allan Garcia,” AZZEDDINE EIL AMINE, MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a
“Marko,” a/k/a "Mark Halls,” and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the
defendants, and others known and unknown, willfully and
knowingly did combine, conspire, confederate, and agree together
and with each other to commit money laundering, in violation of
Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1956{a) (1) (B) (i) and
1956 (a) (2) (B) {i).

31. It was a part and an object of the conspiracy that
LIBERTY RESERVE, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, z/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,”
a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” AHMED YASSINE
ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,” ALLAN ESTEBA& HIDALGO JIMENEZ, a/k/a
"Allan Garcia,” AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a
“Marko,” a/k/a “Mark Halls,” and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the
defendants, and others known and unknown, in an offense
involving and affecting interstate and foreign commerce, knowing
that the property involved in certain financial transactions
represented the proceeds of some form of unlawful activity,

would and did conduct and attempt to conduct such financial
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transactions, which in fact involved the proceeds of specified
unlawful activity, to wit, identity theft, access device fraud,
computer hacking, wire fraud, child pornography, and narcotics
trafficking, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,
Sections 1028, 1029, 1030, 1343, and 22%2, and Title 21, United

States Code, Section 841, respectively, knowing that the

transactions were designed in whole and in part to conceal and
digguise the nature, the location, the source, the ownership,
and the control of the proceeds of specified unlawful activity,
in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
1956 (a) (1) (B) (i) .

32. It was further a part and an object of the conspiracy
that LIBERTY RESERVE, ARTHUR BUDOVEKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,”
a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” AHMED YASSINE

ABDELGHANT, a/k/a “Alex,” ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGO JIMENEZ, a/k/a

"Allan Garcia,” AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a

“Marko,” a/k/a “Mark Halls,” and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the

defendants, and others known and urknown, would and did
transport, transmit, and transfer, and attempt to transport,
transmit, and transfer, monetary instruments and funds from
"places in the United States to and through places outside the
United States, and to places in the United States from and |
through places outside the United States, knowing that the

|
|
monetary instrumenis and funds inveolved in the transportation, ' i
I
I
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transmissions, and transfers represented the proceeds cf some
form of unlawful activity, and knowing that such transportation,
transmissions, and transfers were cdesigned in whole and in part
to conceal and disguise the nature, the location, the source,
the ownership, and the control of the proceeds of specified
unlawful activity, to wit, identity theft, access device fraud,
computer hacking, wire fraud, child pornography, and narcotics
trafficking, in viclation of Title 18, United States Code,
Sections 1028, 1029, 1030, 1343, and 2252, and Title 21, United
States Code, Section 841, resgpectively, in vioclation of Title
18, United States Code, Section 1956(a) (2} (B) (i) .
(Title 18, United States Code, Section 1956 (h}.)
COUNT TWO
(Conspiracy to Operate Unlicensed Money Transmitting Business)
The Grand Jury further charges:

BACKGRCUND

33. The allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 29
of this Indictment are repeated and realleged as if fully set
forth herein.

34. Title 18, United States (Code, Section 1960 makes it a
crime to operate an unlicensed money transmitting business. The
statute was enacted in 1992 in order “to combat the growing use
of money transmitting businesses to transfer large amounts of

the monetary proceeds of unlawful enterprises.”
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35. The term “money transmitiing” under Section 1960 ({b) {2)
includes “transferring funds on behalf of the public by any and
all means including but not limited to transfers within this
country or to locations abroad by wire, check, draft, facsimile,
or courier.”

36. Under Title 18, United Stateg Code Sectlion 1960, it is

a felony to conduct a “money transmitting business” if, among
other things, the business is not registered as a money
transmitting business with the Secretary of the Treasury as
regquired under Title 31, United States Code, Section 5330 or
regulations prescribed thereunder, or if the business otherwise
involves the trangportation or transmission of funds that are

known to the defendant to have been derived from a criminal

offense or intended Lo be usgsed to promote unlawful activity.
See 31 C.F.R. 8§ 1010.100(f£) (5), 1022.380(a})(2).
37. The implementing regulations for Title 31, United

States Code, Section 5330 specifically apply to foreign-based

money transmitting businesses doing substantial business in the

United States. See 31 C.F.R. 8§ 1010.100(£ff) (5},

1022.380(a) (2). As noted above, LIBERTY RESERVE is estimated to

have had approximately 200,000 users located in the United

States, and at no time did LIBERTY RESERVE register with the
United States Department of Treasury as a money transmitting

business.
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STATUTORY ALLEGATIONS

38. From in or about 2006, up to and including in or about
May 2013, in the Southern District of New York and elsewhere,
LIBERTY RESERVE, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,”
a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” VLADIMIR XKATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” AHMED YASSINE
ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,” ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGC JIMENEZ, a/k/a
*Allan Garcia,” AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a
“Marko,” a/k/a “Mark Halls,” and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the
defendants, and others known and unknown, willfully and
knowingly did combine, conspire, confederate, and agree together
and with each other to operate an unlicensed money transmitbing
business, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
1960(b) (1) (B} and 1960 (b) (1) (C}.

39. It was a part and an object of the conspiracy that
LIBERTY RESERVE, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, &a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,”
a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” AHMED YASSINE
ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,"” ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGO JIMENEZ, a/k/a
*Allan Garcia,” AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a
“Marko,” a/k/a "Mark Halls,” and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the
defendants, and otﬁers known and urknown, would and did conduct,
control, manage, supervise; direct, and own all and part of a
money transmitting business affecting interstate and foreign
commerce, to wit, LIBERTY RESERVE, which (i) failed to comply

with the money transmitting business registration requirements
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set forth in Title 31, United States Code, Section 5330, and the
regulations prescribed thereunder, including Title 31, Code of
Federal Regulations, Sections 1010.100(£f) {5) and
1022.380(a) {2); and (ii) otherwise involved the transportation
and transmission of funds known to the defendants to have been
derived from a criminal offense and intended to be used to

promote and support unlawful activity.

OVERT ACT

40. In furtherance of said conspiracy and to effect the

illegal object thereof, the following overt act, among others,
was committed in the Southern District of New York and

elsewhere:

a. From on or about November 29, 2011, up to and
including on or about December 6, 2011, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a
*Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” the defendant, caused a
series of wire transfers, totaling approximately $13.5 million,
to be made from Costa Rican bank accounts held by LIBERTY
RESERVE, the defendant, through a correspondent bank account in
the Southern District of New York, to a shell-company bank

account in Cyprus controlled by AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, the

defendant.

{(Title 18, United States Code, Section 371.)
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COUNT THREE

(Operation of an Unlicensed Money Transmitting Business)

The Grand Jury further charges:

41. The allegations contained in paragraphs 1 through 29
and 34 through 37 of this Indictment are repeated and realleged
as if fully set forth herein,

42. From in or about 2006, up to and including in or about
May 2013, in the Southern District of New York and elsewhere,
LIBERTY RESERVE, ARTHUR BUDCVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,”
a/k/a “Eric Paltz,” VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a "“Ragnar,” AHMED YASSINE
ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,” ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALCO JIMENEZ, a/k/a
*Allan Garcia,” AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a
"Marko,” a/k/a “Mark Halls,” and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the
defendants, knowingly conducted, controlled, managed,
supervised, directed, and owned all and part of a money
transmitting business affecting interstate and foreign commerce,
to wit, LIBERTY RESERVE, which (i) failed to comply with the
money transmitting business registration requirements set forth
in Title 31, United States Code, Section 5330, and the
regulations prescribed thereunder, including Title 31, Code of
Federal Regulations, Sections 1010.100(ff) (5) and
1022.380(a) (2); and (ii) otherwise involved the transportation

and transmission of funds known to the defendants to have been
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derived from a criminal offense and intended to be used to
promete and support unlawful activity.
(Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1960 & 2.)

FORFEITURE ALLEGATION

Page 253 of

43. As a result of committing one or more of the offenses

alleged in Counts One and Three of this Indictment, LIBERTY

RESERVE, ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric

Paltz,” VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,” AHMED YASSINE ABDELGHANI,

a/k/a “Alex,” ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGC JIMENEZ, a/k/a “Allan

Garcia,” AZZEDDINE EL AMINE, MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a “Marko,” a/k/a

“Mark Halls,” and MAXIM CHUKHAREV, the defendants, shall forfeit

to the United States, pursuant to Title 18, United States Code,

Section 982(a) (1), all property, real and personal, inveolved in

the offenses and all property traceable to such property,

including but not limited to:

a. A sum of money of at least $6 billion in United

States currency;

b. All funds on deposit in the following accounts:
i. Banco Crédito Agricola de Cartago {Costa
Rica) Account held in the
name of
ii, Banco Crédito Agricola de Cartago (Costa
Rica) Account held in the
name of

iii. Banco Crédito Agricola de Cartago (Costa
Rica) Account held in the
name of
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iv. Banco Crédito Agricola d ‘a1 Josta
Rica) Account No, held
i me ot [

V. Grupo Mutual Alajuela (Costa Rica) Account
No. held in the name

osta Rica) Account

vi.
No held in the name
of
vii. Grupo Mutual Alajuela (Costa Rica) Account
No held in the name
of
viii. Banco Lafise (Costa Rica) Acco :
held in the name of
ix. Banco Nacional (Costa Rica) Account No,
X. Banco BAC San Jose (Costa Rica) Account
No. held in the name of -
xi. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.
inn the name of
xii. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.
held in the name of
xiii. _Hellenic Bank (Cyprug) Account No.
held in the name of
xiv, ank (Cyprus) Account No.
held in the name of
XV. 23aki ank (Cyprus) Account No.
held in the name of
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xvi, ank (Cyprus) Account No,
, h=21ld in the name of
Xvii. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.

held in the name of

xviii. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.
21d in the name of

Xix. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Accountw
- hz2ld in the name of

XX. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.
-, hs2ld in the name of

XX1i . Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.
-held in the name of

xxii. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No. _

h=21ld in the name of

xxiii. Hellenic¢ Bank (Cyprus) Account No.
held in the name of

XxXiv. Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.

held in the name of

XXV, Hellenic Bank (Cyprus) Account No.
21d in the name of

!
1

xXxvi,

t No.
held in the

XXVii.
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Account

xxviii. National

No. held in
the name
XX1x. National 3)  Account

No.
the name

XXX, Cyprus Development Bank P.C. (Cyprus)
Account No.
held in the name o

Cyprus} Account No.
ld in the name of

XXX1,

EuroBank EFGC (Cyprus) Account No.

eld in the name of_

xxxiii. Sovetsky Bank Zao (Russia) Account No.
— held in the name of

xxxiv. Bank of Communications (Hong Kong) Account

Shenzhen Bank (China) Account No.

XXXVi. Account No.
held in the

XXxii.

XXV .

Account No.
held in the

xxxvii. Attidjariwafa Bank (Morocco

name of

xxxviii. Bangue Marocaine de Commerce Exterieur
{(Morocco) Account No.

held in the
name of

xxxix. Bangue Marocaine de Commerce Exterieur
{(Morocco) Account No.
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I -1 in the
name. of ||

x1. Barclay'’s Bank (Spain) Account No.
held in the name
of

Rietumu Bank (lLatvia) Account No._

held in the name of
: and
x1ii, SunTrust Bank Account No.
held in the name of

c. Up to $36,919,884 on deposgsit in the following

x1li.

accounts:

(Australia) Account No.
d in the name of

ii. Westpac Bank {Australia) Account
_ held in the name of

Westpac Bank

Westpac Bank (RAustralia) Account No.

iii.
held in the name of
and
d. The following domain names:
i, LIBERTYRESERVE.COM;
ii, EXCHANGEZONE . COM;
iii, SWIFTEXCHANGER.COM;
iv, MONEYCENTRALMARKET .CCM;
V. ASIANAGOLD.COM; and

vi. EUROGOLDCASH. COM.
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SUBSTITUTE ASSET PROVISION

44. If any of the above-described forfeitable property, as
a result of any act or omission of the defendant:
(1) cannot be located upon the exercise of due diligence;
{2) has been transferred or sold to, or deposited with, a
third person;
(3} has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the Court;
(4) has been substantially diminished in value; ox
(5) has been commingled with other property which cannot
be subdivided without difficulty;
it is the intent of the United States, pursuant to Title 18,
United States Code, Section 982 (b} and Title 21, United States
Code, Section 853 (p), to seek forfeiture of any other property
of the defendant up to the value of the above-described

forfeitable property.

(Title 18, United States Code, Section 982 and
Title 21, United States Code, Section 853.)}

. P S
P nip A BhadeA o
OREPERSON J;q/_-,;,@ PREET BHARARA

United States Attorney

J'A]g}MAR E%%swm%%
Chidf

Agsset Forfeiture and
Money Laundering Section, Criminal
Divigion, United States
Department of Justice
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Form No. USA-33g-274 (Bd. 9-25-58)

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
- V. -

LIBERTY RESERVE, S.A.,
ARTHUR BUDOVSKY, a/k/a “Arthur
Belanchuk,” a/k/a “Eric Paltz,”
VLADIMIR KATS, a/k/a “Ragnar,”
AHMED YASSINE ABDELGHANI, a/k/a “Alex,”
ALLAN ESTEBAN HIDALGO JIMENEZ, a/k/a
waAllan @arcia,”?
AZZEDDINE EI. AMINE,
MARK MARMILEV, a/k/a “Marko,” a/k/a
“Mark Halls,” and
MAXTM CHUKHAREV

INDICTMENT
12 Cr.

(18 U.S.C. §§ 1956, 371, 1960 & 2)

- PREET BHARARA
Foreperdgor. United States Attorney.

L
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Craig S Wright

From: o
Sent: Tuesday, 18 February 2014 1:06 PM
To: Craig S Wright

Subject: Re: FW: AGMO COE in IPv6.pptx

No problem, hopefully Dave's friends are trustworthy with their findings.

In terms of Dave's part of the estate in the company. Could you possibly put it in both my name and my
dad's,

but still leave me with primary authorization as to how it is managed?

My dad wasn't included in Dave's Will so he feels sad about that, especially since he gave him lots of
money throughout the years. They had a very rocky relationship, but my dad was always there for him
whenever he needed help. And I think Dave acknowledged it towards the end because he told my

dad he loved him shortly before his passing. This is something that never happened before.
It would be nice if my dad believed that Dave had planned to include him in this business trust.

l
Thank you,
Tra

On Mon, Feb 17, 2014 at 7:18 PM, Craig S Wright ||t

| do not know.

I have though on this, and it was Dave who kept/got me out of trouble. This is an aspect of life | am far from good
at. Code, fine. People..,

Sent: Tuesday, 18 Fehruary 2014 3:16 AM

To: Craig Wright
Subject: Re: FW: AGMO COE in IPv6.pptx

Hi Craig,

I would like to ask for your advice if I may. After everything you have shared with me I feel like I can

completely trust you.
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As mysterious and exciting as all this news is, [ also feel nervous about making mistakes.
I very well could have already made some months ago by throwing away a bunch of Dave's papers

and formating drives that I couldn't access.

Patrick and his partocr emailed me the other day and would like me to bring over his drives.

I'baven't spoken with them about what would happen next if they did manage to access his

account. And I assume that anything in it cannot be traced when there is a withdrawl?,
Being that I have only met Patrick a couple times in my life I was wondering if there any

safety measures you can recommend to me so I don't make another mistake?

7 Thanks,

Ira

On Mon, Feb 17,2014 at 4:31 AM, Craig S Wright <] N o

' From: Craig S Wright
Sent: Monday, 12 September 2011 3:28 PM
To: 'Cralg 5 Wright'
. Subject: AGMO COE in IPv6.pptx

3
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From: Dex
Sent: Sun 13/05/2018 4:05:38 AM
Subject: Fw: Re: files

---—-- Forwa essage

From: De |
To: "patrick:

Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2016, 10:11:12 PM EDT

Subject: Re: files

Yep | read that pdf when it was leaked. Parts of the document | was already aware of, and a few things were
new. I'm actually surprised reporters haven't dug their teeth into it. If they would take the time to look into the
section discussing Mark Ferrier and his associates, they would easily discover what a bunch of criminals Craig
got involved with in order to hide the money he stole from W&K. Craig says due diligence was conducted before
engaging with Ferrier, but even | can see from a quick search online what a bunch of crooks they are.

On Thursday, March 31, 2016 6:41 PM, Patrick Paige_rote:

Let me digest all this... In the meantime have you seen this information?

Patrick Paige ence scers

1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426
Office: 561.404.3074

www.computerforensicslic.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the infended
recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message lo the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any disseminalion, distribution or copying
of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please nolify us immediately by replyiny to the message and deleting it from
your computer. Thank you.

From: Dex
Sent: Thursday, March 31, 2016 3:33 PM

Subject: Re: files
Thank you.
ok, there are two reasons why i know parts of the story are true.

1. First, Dave personally told me that he was involved in what he referred to as "digital money" back in 2009. My
daughter was born that year and it was Dave's first time

meeting her for Thanksgiving at my dad's house. | have photos of us from that day and vividly remember Dave
telling me that he was creating his own money. At first | looked at him oddly and asked "what do you mean,
you're making counterfeit money?" \
And he said no, I'm making digital money. There's more to that story, but we save that for another time.

2. Second, there is enough evidence which both Craig and the ATO provided to me that document their

business relationship.

The problem is determining what exactly happened during their relationship and right after. If Craig is the only
person left to reveal the full story, I'm afraid the truth will never be told. | spoke with him quite a bit over the last
two years. And at first | really bought into the stuff he was telling me. When | saw the video of Craig crying on
that video he made after Dave died, he sounded so sincere. It seemed like he really cared about Dave and now
he was contacting us to look out for his family. But that first impression of him was short livgg .

revealed his true intentions which were to turn W&K into just W.
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. The timeline of events so far: 354

1. Craig and David definitely played a part in either creating bitcoin or atleast mining it from 2009, perhaps 2008.
2. The entity handling this was W&K which Dave managed.

3. Craig telis me via email that Dave was a 50% owner although | can't find any SR

documents or emails revealing the Articles of Incorporation.

4. Craig then makes a bunch of promises to me which | consulted with Jody (Joe Karp) about. Joe seemed to
believe everything Craig says so | agree to go along with them.

5. None of Craig's promises are kept. | let him know I'm upset about being lied to for two long vears.

7. Craig outs himself to give others a reason for his leaving town (or country).

8. And here we are.

There are a lot of details left out that | may have to reserve until litigation. But | figure since you guys were
friends and partners of Dave and are experts at uncovering electronic evidence, now would be a good time fo
uncover it if it exists.

If you have any other ideas or advice as to what | should do, I'm all ears. | have zero experience in all of this, so
| am just going with my gut instinct as to what feels right.

Do you know to what extent emails be used as evidence in the court of law?
When he told me Dave owned 50% via email, how would a court view such things?

Thanks,
Ira
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Abstract. Often we hear controversial opinions in digital forensics on the
required or desired number of passes to utilize for properly overwriting,
sometimes referred to as wiping or erasing, a modern hard drive. The
controversy has caused much misconception, with persons commonly quoting
that data can be recovered if it has only becen overwritlen once or twice.
Moreover, referencing that it actually takes up to ten, and even as many as 35
(referred to as the Gutmann scheme because of the 1996 Sccure Deletion of
Data from Magnelic and Solid-State Memory published paper by Peter
Gutmann) passes to securely overwrite the previous data. One of the chief
controversies is that if a head positioning system is not exact cnough, new data
written to a drive may not be written back to the precise location of the original
data, We demonstrate that the controversy surrounding this topic is unfounded.

Keywords: Digital Forensics, Data Wipe, Secure Wipe, Format

1 Introduction

Often we hear controversial opinions on the required or desired number of passes to
utilize for properly overwriting, sometimes referred to as wiping or crasing, a modern
hard drive. The controversy has caused much misconception, with persons commonly
quoting that data can be recovered if it has only been overwritten once or twice.
Moreover, referencing that it actually takes up to ten, and even as many as 35
(referred to as the Gutmann scheme because of the 1996 Secure Deletion of Data
from Magnetic and Solid-State Memory published paper by Peter Gutmann, [12])
passes to securely overwrite the previous data.

One of the chief controversics is that if a head positioning system is not exact
enough, new data written to a drive may not be written back to the precise location of
the original data. This track misalignment is argued to make possible the process of
identitying traces of data from earlier magnetic patterns alongside the current track.

This was the case with high capacity floppy diskette drives, which have a
rudimentary position mechanism. This was at the bit level and testing did not take into
account accumulated crror.

The basis of this belief is a presupposition is that when a one (1) is written to disk
the actual ettfect is closer to obtaining a 0.95 when a zero (0) is overwritten with one
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(1), and a £.05 when one (1) is overwritten with one (1). This we can show is false
and that in fact, there is a distribution based on the density plots that supports the
contention that the differential in write patterns is too great to allow for the recovery
of averwritten data,

The argument arises fiom the statement that “each track contains an image of
cverything ever written to it, but that the contribution from each "layer" gets
progressively smaller the further back it was made™. This is a misunderstanding of the
physics of drive functions and magneto-resonance. There is in fact no time component
and the image is not layered. It is rather a density plot.

This is of prime importance to forensic analysts and security personal. The time
needed to run a single wipe of a hard drive is economically expensive. The
requiremnents to have up to 35 wipes [12] of a hard drive before disposal become all
the more costly when considering large organisations with tens of thousands of hosts.
With a single wipe process taking up to a day to run per host through software and
around an hour with dedicated equipment, the use of multiple wipes has created a
situation where many organisations ignore the issue all together — resulting in data
leaks and loss.

The inability to forensically recover data following a single wipe makes the use of
data wiping more feasible. As forensic and information security professionals face
these issues on a daily basis, the knowledge that a single wipe is sufficient to remove
trace data and stop forensic recovery will remove a great deal of uncertainty from the
industry and allow practitioners to focus on the real issues.

1.1 What is Magnetic Force Microscopy’

Magnetic force microscopy (MFM) images the spatial variation of magnetic forces on
a sample surface. The tip of the microscope is coated with a ferromagnetic thin film.
The system operates in non-contact mode, detecting changes in the resonant
frequency of the cantilever induced by the magnetic field's dependence on tip-to-
sample separation. A MFM can be used to image naturally occurring and deliberately
writtenn domain structures in magnetic materials. This allows the device to create a
field density map of the device. |

1.2 MFM imagery of overwritten hard disk tracks

The magnetic field topography (Fig. 2A below) was imaged with an MFM to measure
the magnetic force density. This image was captured using the MFM in Lift Mode
(lift height 35 nm). This results in the mapping of the shift in the cantilever resonant
frequency.
The acquisition time for T byte is about 4 minutes (this would improve with newer
machines). The image displays the:
s {rack width and skew,

! The MFM senscs the stray magnetic tield above the surface of a sample. A magnetic tip is
brought into close proximity with the surface and a small cantifever is used to detect the
torce between ithe tip and the sample. The tip is scanned over the surfuce to reveal the
magnetic domain structure of the sample at up to 50 nm resofution. i
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» transition irregularities, and
s the difference between written and overwritten areas of the drive.

MEM = Floppy PRML uses a
Drives range of values

PRML tikes the

MFM only Aralogue data and
accepts a converts it to digital
NTOW range values based ona
of values Maximum
Likelihood
calculation

Fig. 1. The concepts of how Partial Response Maximum Likelihood (PRML) (a methed for
converting the weak analog signal from the head of a magnetic disk or tape drive into a digital
signal) (and newer Extended Partial Response Maximum Likelihood (EPRMLY} drive) encoding
is imptemented on a hard drive. The MFM reads the unprocessed analog value. Complex
statistical digital processing algorithins are used to delermine the “maximum Jikelihood” value
associated with the individual reads.

Because of the misconception, created by much older technologices (such as floppy
drives) with far lower densities, many believe that the use of an electron microscope
will atlow for the recovery of forensically usable data. The fact is, with modern drives
{even going as far back as 1990) that this entire process is mostly a guessing game
that fails significantly when tested. Older technologics used a different method of
reading and interpreting bits than modern hard called peak derection. This method is
satisfactory while the peaks in magnetic flux sufficiently exceed the background
signat noise. With the increase in the write density of hard drives (Fig. 3), encoding
schemes based on peak detection (such as Modified Frequency Modulation or MFM)
that are stili used with floppy disks have been replaced in hard drive technologics.
The encoding of hard disks is provided using PRML and EPRML enceding
technologics that have allowed the write density on the hard disk to be increased by a
full 30-40% over that granted by standard peak detection encoding.

Additionally, hard disk drives usc zoned bit recording (Fig 2B) which differs from
floppy drives and similar technologies. Older technologics (including floppy disks)
used a single zone with a write density that is several orders of magnitude larger than
that used with hard disks. We have not tested recovery from a floppy disk using these
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methods, but it would be cxpected that the recovery rate would be significantly
greater than with respect of that of a hard disk platter - although still stochastically
distributed.

A iB.

Fig. 2. A. This image was captured and reconstructed at a 25 um scan from an Atomie Force
Microscope [15]. The image displays the residual from overwrites and alignment.

Fig. 2. B. This image from PCGuide.com displays the configuration of a 20 track hard drive.
These tracks are separated into five zones which are displayed in a separate color as follows: 5
x 16 sector fracks in the blue zong, 5 X 14 scctor tracks in the cyan zone, 4 x 12 sector tracks in
the green zone, 3 x 11 sectors tracks in the yellow zone, and 3 x 9 sector {racks in the red.

The fact is many people believe that this is a physical impression in the drive that
can belie the age of the impression. This is a misconception that is commonly held as
to the process used to measure the magnetic field strength. Using the MFM in
Tapping Mode?, we get a topography image that represents the physical surface of the
drive platter.

The magnetic flux density follows a function known as the hysteresis loop. The
magnetic flux levels written to the hard drive platter vary in a stochastic manner with
variations in the magnetic flux related to head positioning, temperature and random
error. The swfaces of the drive platters can have differing temperatures at different
points and may vary from the read/write head. This results in differences in the
expansion and contraction rates across the drive platters. This differential can result in
misalignments. Thermal recalibration is used on modemn drives to minimize this
variance, but this is still results in an analogue pattern of magnetic flux density.

One of ways used fo minimize the resultant error has comce through the
introduction of more advanced encoding schemes (such as PRML mentioned
previously). Rather than relying on differentiating the individual peaks at digital
maxima, magnetic flux reversals are measured by hard drive heads and processed
using an encoding process (PRML or EPRML) that is based on determining
maximum Jikelihood for the flux value using a digital signal sampling process.
Complex statistically based detection algorithms are employed to process the analog

2 Tapping mode can also be called Dynamic Force mode, intermiltent contact mode, non-
contact mode, wave mode, and acoustic AC mode by various microscope vendors, Wien
operating in tapping mode the cantilever is driven to oscilfate up and down at near its
resonasce frequency by a smalt piezoelectric element.
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data stream as it is read the disk. This is the "partial response” component. This
stochastic distribution of data not only varies on each read, but also over time and
with temperature differentials. This issue has only grown as drive densities increase.

The Shrinking Bit Cell
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Fig. 3. This graph from IBM demonstrates how the bit size used with modern hard drives is
shrinking. This has resulted in a dramatic increase in the densily of hard disks which has
resulted in the error rate from movement and {femperature rematning an isswe cven with the
improvements in compensating technologics.

A Track is a concentric set of magnetic bits on the disk. Each track is commonly
divided into 512 bytes sectors. The drive sector is the part of each track defined with
magnetic marking and an 1D number. Scctors have a sector header and an error
cotrection code (ECC).

A Cylinder is a group of tracks with the same radius.

Data addressing occurs within the two methods for data addressing:

= CHS {cylinder-hcad-sector} and
s LBA (logical block address).

The issue from Guitmann’s paper [12] is that we can rccover data with
forcknowledge of the previous values, but not with any level of accuracy. The issues
with this are twofold. First, to have any chance of recovery it is necessary to have
perfect knowledge of what was previously written to the drive. This situation most
often never occurs in a digital forensic investigation. In fact, if a perfect copy of the
data existed, there would be no reason to recover data from the wiped drive. Next, the
level of recovery when presented with a perfect image is too low to be of use cven on
a low density pristine drive {which does not exist in any actual environment), Carroll
and Pecora {1993a, 1993b)} demonstrated this cffect and how stochastic noise results
in a level of controtled chaos. The Guitmann preposition [12] is true based an a |
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Bayesian a-prior model assuming that we havce the original data and the pattern from
the overwrite, but of course this defeats the purpose of the rccovery process and as
noted is still not sufficiently accurate to be of any use. Stating that we can recover
data with a high level of accuracy, given that we have the original data, is a tautology,
and there would be no reason to do the recovery,

B Fiux Dansity Senara
Retenivity T AT
oty
aynatizing Force Mapnstizioy Forc
iy Oppogite [Kredion
o /
Sahosdion W Fhire Bervily
in Qpsosite Beclion «B 1 Oppasite Direction

Fig. 4. The hystetesis loop® demonstrates the relationship between the induced magnetic flux
density {B} and the magnetizing foree (F). 1t is often referred to as the B-H leop. This function
varies with a number of prevalent conditions including temperature,

The previously mentioned paper uses the determination that the magnetic field
strength is larger or smaller than that which would be expected from a write suggests
the prior overwritten value. This is that a factored magnetic field strength of 0.90 or
1.10 (where 1.0 is a “clean™ write with no prior information) would represent the
previous information written to the drive that has been overwritten, This is postulated
to be a means threugh which the use of an electron microscope could be deployed o
recover data from a drive that has been wiped. The problem with this theory is that
there are both small write cirors on an unwritien sector and remunant magnetic field
densities from prior use of the drive sector.

Magnetic signatures are not time-stamped, accordingly there is no “unerase”
capability [15]. Figure 4 displays the B-H loop tor magnetic flux. Starting at a zero
flux density for a drive platter that has not been previously magnetized, the induced
flux density created when the drive head writes to the platter follows the dashed line
(displayed in Fig. 4} as the magnetizing force is increased. Due to a combination of
power constraints, iming issues and write density, modern hard drives do not saturate
the magnetic flux on the drive fo point "a". Rather, they use sophisticated statistical

} Emage sourced from Towa's State University Center for Nondestructive Evaluation NDT (Non
Destructive Festing).
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measures (PRML and EPRML) to determine the maximum likelihood of the value
stored on the drive. In demagnetizing a drive (reducing H to zero) the curve moves
from point "a" to point "b" on Figure 4. Some residue from the prior magnetic flux
remains in the material even though the magnetizing force is zero. This phenomenon
is known as remanence. The retentivity of disk platter will not reach the maxima
{defined by points “b” and “d™ in figure 4) as the drive heads do not reach saturation.
Further, fluctuations in temperature, movement and prior writes influence the
permeability? of the platter. Jites [21] notes that in the event that the temperature of a
drive platter is increased from, 20 to 80 centigrade then a typical ferrite can become
subject to a 25% reduction in the in permeability of the platter.
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dvalues foffawlng sp
averwrie with o 710,
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Fig. 5. This examplc displays the experimentally derived magnetic field density functions tor
lhard drive rewrites where “A” displays the meastred distribution of binary “17 values on initial
copy. “B” displays the distribution of values assoctated with a binary “I” value following an
overwrite with another binary “17.

Consequently, the B-H curve does not go back to the originating point when the
magnetic flux is rewritten and the B-H curve will vary with use due to temperatare
fluctuations. On subsequent writes the hysteresis curve follows a separate path from
position "1™ in Figure 4. As drive heads to not cause the hard drive platter to reach the
saturation point, the resultant B-H loop will vary on each write,

A common misconception concerning the writing of data to a hard drive arises as
many people believe that a digital write is a digital operation. As was demonstrated
above, this is a fallacy, drive writes are analoguc with & probabilistic output [6], [8],
[10]. Tt is unlikely that an individual write will be a digital +1.00000 (1). Rather -
there is a set range, a normative confidence interval that the bit will be in [15].

What this means is that there is generally a 95% likelihood that the +1 will exist in
the range of (0.95, 1.05) there is then a 99% likelihood that it will exist in the range
(0.90, 1.10) for instance. This leaves a negligible probability (1 bit in every 100,000

1 Permeability is a material property that is used 1o measure how much effort is required to
induce a magnetic flux within a material. Permeability is defined the ratio of the flux density
to the magnetizing force. This may be displtayed with the formula: p = B/H (where p is the
permeability, B is the flux density and H is the magnetizing toree).
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billion or so) that the actual potential will be less than 60% of the full +1 value, This
error s the non-recoverable error rating for a drive using a single pass wipe [19].
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Fig. 6 (A and B). This example displays the magnetic field demsity functions that were
experimentally obfained following a rewrite {wipe) of the prior binary unit on the hard drive.
Plot “A” displays the density disteibution associated with “17 values following an overwrite
with a “0”". Plot “B” displays the density function for an initial “0” value that has been
overwritten with a 1",

As a result, there is no difference to the drive of a 0.90 or 1.10 factor of the
magnetic potential. What this mecans is that due to temperature fluctuations, humidity,
etc the value will most likely vary on eaehi and every pass of a write, The distributions
of these rcads arc displayed as histograms in Fig. 5. The distribution is marginally
different to the original, but we cannot predict values. From Fig. 6 it is simpie fo sce
that even with the prior data from the initial write we gain little benefit. These images
display the differences in the voltage readings of the drives (which are determined
through the magnetic field strength). Clearly, some values that are more distantly
distributed than would be expected in the differenced results (Fig. 6 B) with voltage
values that are significantly greater then are expected. The problem is that the number
of such readings is far lower than the numbers that result through shear probability
alone.

Resultantly, there is no way to even determine if a “£.06” is due to a prior write or
a temperature fluctuation. Over time, the issue of magnetic decay would also come
into play. Fhe magnetic flux on a drive decays slowly over time. This further skews
the results and raises the level of uncertainty of data recovery.

Conscquently, we can categorically state that there is a minimal (less than a 0.01%
chance) of recovering any data on a NEW and unused drive that has a single raw wipe
pass (not even a low-level format). In the cases where a drive has been used (even
being formatted for use) it is not possible to recover the information — there is a small
chance of bit recovery, but the odds of obtaining a whole word are smatl.

The improvement in technology with electron microscopes will do little to change
these results. The error from microscope readings was minimal compared to the drive
error and as such, the issue is based on drive head alignment and not the method used
for testing.
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1.3 Read Error Severities and Error Management Logic

A sequence of intricate procedures are performed by the hard drive controller in
order to minimisc the errors that occur when either writing data to or reading data for
a drive. These processes vary with each hard drive producer implementing their own
process. Some of the most common error management processes have been listed
below.,

ECC Error Detection: A drive sector is read by the head. An error detection
algorithm is used to determine the likelihood of a read ervor. In the event that an error
state is considered to be unlikely, the sector is processed and the read operation is
considered as having been concluded successfully.

ECC Errer Correction: The controller uses the ECC codes that it has interpreted
for the sector in order to try and correct the error. A read error can be corrected very
guickly at this level and is usually deemed to be an "automatic cotrection”.

Automatic Retry: The next phase involves waiting until the drive platter has
completed a full spin before attempting to read the data again. Stray magnetic field
variances are a common occurrence leading to drive read error. These fluctuations
may result due to sudden movement and temperature variations. If the error is
corrected following a retry, most drives will judge the error condition to be "corrected
after retry”,

Advanced Error Correctien: Many drives will, on subsequent retries after the
first, invoke morc advanced error correction algorithms that are slower and more
complex than the regular correction protocels, but have an increased chance of
success. These errors are "recovered after multiple reads” or "recovered after
advanced correction”,

Failure: in the cvent that the drive is incapable of reading the sector, a signal is
sent to the drive controller noting a read error. This type of fatlure is an unrecoverable
read error.

Modern encoding schemes (PRML and EPRML) have a wide tolerance range
allowing the analogue valucs that the drive head reads from and writes to a hard disk
to vary significantly without loss of data integrity. Consequently, the determination of
a prior write vafue is also a stochastic process.

2  Data and method

In order to completely validate all possible scenarios, a total of 15 data types were
used in 2 categories. Category A divided the experiment into testing the raw drive
(this is a pristine drive that has never been used), formatted drive {a single format was
completed in Windows using NTFS with the standard sector sizes) and a simulated
used drive (a new drive was overwritten 32 times with random data from /dev/random
on a Linux host before being overwritten with all §°s to clear any residual data).

The experiment was atso divided into a second category in order to test a number
of write patierns. Category B consisted of the write pattern used both for the initial
write and for the subsequent overwrites. This category consisted of 5 dimensions:

*»  all0s,
» alll's,
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= a"0l010101 pattern,
o 2001100117 pattern, and
«  a*00001111" pattern.

The Linux utility “dd™ was used to write these patterns with a default block size of
512 (bs=512). A selection of 17 models of hard drive where tested (from an older
Quantum 1 GB drive to current drives dated to 2006). The data patterns where written
te each drive in all possible combinations.

1. The data write was a 1 kb file (1024 bits).
2. Both drive skew and the bit was read.
3. The process was repeated 5 times for an analysis of 76,800 data points.

The likelihood calculations were completed for cach of the 76,800 points with the
distributions being analyzed for distribution density and distance. This calculation
was based on the Bayesian likelihood where the prior distribution was known. As has
been noted, in real forensic engagements, the prior distribution is unknown. This
presents this method with an advantage to recovering the data that would not be found
when conducting a forensic examination and recovery of a drive.

Even on a single write, the overlap at best gives a probability of just over 50% of
choosing a prior bit {the best read being a little over 56%). This caused the issue to
artse, that there is no way to determine if the bit was correctly choscn or not.
Therefore, there is a chance of correctly choosing any bit in a selected byte {8-bits) —
but this cquates a probability around 0.9% (or less) with a small confidence interval
either side for error.

Resultantly, if there is less than a 1% chance of determining each character to be
recovered correctly, the chance of a complete 5-character word being recovered drops
exponentially to 8.463E-11 {or less on a used drive and who uses a new raw drive
format). This results in a probability of less than T chance in 10Exp30 of recovering
any useful data. So close to zero for all intents and definitely not within the realm of
use for forensic presentation to a cowt,

Table 1 below, shows the mapped out results of probable recovery with a pristine
drive of a similar make and model® to that which would have been used in the paper
by Dr. Gutmann. This drive had never been used and was had raw data written to it
for the first time in this test. The other drive was a newer drive® that has been used (I
used this for my daily operations for 6 months) prior to the wiping procedure. A total
of 17 variety of drives dated from 1994 to 2006 of both the SCSI and IDE category
where tested for this process. A total of 56 drives where tested. On average only one
(1) drive in four” {4) was found to function when the platter had been retuned after an 5
initial reading with the MFM. |

3 Data Relationships

The only discernable relationship of note is between an initial write of a "1" on a
pristine drive that is overwritten with a “07”. This is a function of the drive writc head

¥ SEAGATE: STS1080N MEDAL. 1080 1080MB 3.5%/SL SCSI2 FAST
® Western Digital WD1200J5
! 23.5% of drives where able to be used for an overwrite following an initial MFM scan.
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and has no correlation to data recovery, so this is a just point of interest and noting to
aid in data extraction from a forensic perspective. All other combinations of wipes
displayed comparative distributions of data that where suggestive of random white
noise.

3.1 Distributions of Data

The tables used in this section display the probabilities of recovery for each of the
drives tested. Although the chances of recovering any single bit from a drive are
relatively good, the aim in any forensic engagement is to recover usable data that can
be presented in court.

Table 1. Table of Probability Distributions for the older model drives. Note that a “used”
drive has only a marginally better chance of any recovery than tossing a coin, The Pristine drive
is the optimal case based on an early Seagate 1Gb drive,

Probability of Pristine drive Used Drive (ideal)
recovery

{ bit (.92 0.56

2 bit 0.8464 0.3136

4 bit 0.716392%6 0.098345
8 bits® 0.51321887 0.009672
£6 bits (1.26339361 9.35E-05
32 hits 0.G6937619 8.75E-09
64 bits 0.00481306 7.66E-17
28 bits 2.3166E-05 5.86E-33
256 bits 5.3664E-10 3.44E-65
512 bits 2.8798E-19 1.2E-129
1024 bits 8.2934E-38 1.4E-258

These tests where run as a series of 4 tests on each of 17 types of drives. The
veported (Table 1) recovery rate of 92% this was the optimal rate {which was itself
stochasticatly distributed). The results were in distributed over a wide range of values
with the use of the drive impacting on the capacity to recover data,

This clearty shows that any data recovery is minimal and that no forensically sound
rccovery is possible. The recovery of a single 32 bit value (such as an IP address) is
highly unlikely, 1t has been stated”, that the smallest fragment of usable digital
forensic evidence is a 32 bit ficld (the TP address). To be used in a Civil court casc,
the evidence needs to be subjected fo the balance of probability (usually 51%). In a
criminal matter, the preponderance is set at between 95% and 99% to account for all
reasonable doubt. The rate at which evidence may be recovered using this technique
is too low to be useful. In fact, with the optimal recovery under 7% for a single 1P
address on an older drive. This is an event that cannot occur outside the lab.

The bit-by-bit chance of rccovery lies between (.92 (+/- 0.15)° and 0.54 (+/-
0.16)". We have used the higher probability in the calculations to add an additional

* This represents one (1) ASCH character.
Y Rob Lee, SANS Forensics 508

19 For the optimal recovery on an old drive,
1 On a used “new” drive
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level of confidence in our conclusions. This demonstrates that the chances of
recovering a single 8-bit character on the pristine drive are 51.32%. The recovery rate
of a 32-bit word is 0.06937619 (just under 7%). As such, the chances of finding a
single 4 letter word correctly from a Microsoft Word document file is 2.3166E-05
(0.00002317%)

Table 2, Table of Probability Distributions for the “new” model drives.

Probability of Pristine drive Pristine drive
recovery {plus 1 wipe) {pius 3 wipe)
1 bit 0.87 .64

2 bit 0.756% (.4096

4 bit 0.57289761 0.16777216

8 bits 0.328211672 0.028147498
16 bits 0.107722901 0.000792282
32 bits 0.011604223 6.2771E-07

64 bits 0.000134658 3.9402E-13
[28 bits 1.81328E-03 1.55252E-25
2506 bits 3.28798E-16 2.41031E-50
512 bits 1.08108E-31 5.8096E-100
1024 bits 1.16873E-62 3.3752E-199

Table 2 below is a table that further illustrates the wiping fallacy. We tested this by
completing a single pass wipe, to simulate minimal use we repeated the process.

Once again, we can see the data rccovery is minimal.

The standard daily use of the drive makes recovery cven more difficult, without
even considering a wipe, just prior use. In this case, the 3 former wipes are uscd to
simutate use (though minimal and real usc is far more intensive). The chances of
recovering a single 8-bit word (a single character) are 0.0281475 (or 2.8%) — which is
actually lower than randomly selecting the character.

The calculated probahility of recovering data from any used drive that uses a newer
encoding scheme (EPRML) and high density was indistinguishable from a random
guess. When recovering data from the 2006 model drive, the best determination of the
prior write value was 49.18% (+/- 0.11)2 from the “all 0°s” pattern when overwritten
with the ~all 1°s” pattern. The other overwrite patterns actually produced results as
low as 36.08% (+/- 0.24). Being that the distribution is based on a binomial choice,
the chance of guessing the prior value is 50%. In many instances, using a MFM to
determine the prior value written to the hard drive was less successful than a simple
coin toss.

3.2 Distribution of recovered data

The following is a retrieval pattern from the drive, Where the 8-bit word is correctly
read, a 1" is Hsted. Where the value did not match the correct pattern that was
written 1o the drive, a *0” is displayed.

[1}] e 101 a0 1911101401110 008001010131191008000030111
[46) o 1 a1 naolar 11114800000l 00006114111000140F0117F071000
128 & L 1@ g3 01 1310401058000 0111000011000010F01010011
leg2) ¢ 1111l Ll o6lrltodnoRiodlooealddlaliolibaglioeanloao

17 This is reporled al a 99% confidence level.
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{18%9] 1 0110101001 11610110503i1110¢1100t03037010011000¢101
{2361 001031 1¢1100611113111066311100¢1010100300000000¢10101
{263 01 0 1011000110301 C¢0EO011T1T001121110013001111100040
(330 000 QO001 1601011100100 01100011016101000011001010
2777 L1 101014001000 C0OO0106003001111310101103101311010001
f4247 L 1003110400011 10100001001003011000100123¥11011100601
1471 1 111011 131000010000060100010110010111121101010000
f518} t 0010111110401 031¢101123%1001¢6060106006010000110000
fs65} t 1 10 0B 00C010C100P1O00T110000C0011LL111101Fi10o0rte0n
f61231 1 1 0111141111 00011000110601013100100001010I00060100
[659F T 1 01 6101200000011 0100111000611101708000111121001411
(706} L OO LI 3010101101 000001160113010010101060110000¢60001
[7531 10011109 1Inli0o06n11111600100010000101004010113000
[BRO} 0O 1O0CGO1lQ0O00O00NTO11T110103100001012131110Q100100000400
[B47j 0 0001 0100000010101 1211000131I1110010C¢00011210010
[8%4} T 1101 3100100060120 E1LEN11I00100001110Y100100L00112
[¢41} 1 6090 20 1letiODEP1l11i11lagltoo0o¢ciagoiili0o0l1011l11L10011210140
[¢68F 000101 101001 L1GNEI10O0LOGCGCNDNOT 1101001110

As an example, the following is the start of the paper by Peter Gutmann [12], first
displayed accurately, and next at an optimal retrieval level.

32,1 Correct display
Secure deletion of data - Peter Gutmann - 1996
Abstract
With the use of increasingly sophisticated encryption systems, an attacker
wishing to gain access to sensitive data is forced to look elsewhere for
information. One avenue of altack is the recovery of supposedly erased data
[firom magnetic media or random-access memory.

3.2.2  Display from recovery {optimal}

%o
ReKra}d8(Eetinyof0dal0PaOGHIWAER Yid 1u960ebSEQutWO0000DE AT
0

Hf$00! UOOA;szlOaO()OOaOna«rIIt/)UOu’e* Fff/j%|elsquygmpU;£: itazel
@Adcr ]plrorrOﬁszems?DKtA " D[O+¢SH?G0!UKR{H72*6(.'].5"‘*0“!0 e
Witie"daEa=slodee, NtOf1208
ielIA $edes Prinf-rm%aion. OOHRFm’em>egoN0—Cerf "I

lifht 0% Uoie=y0Cz
su® Cs/ Ik {erarJd0dataFCro® magne’: &y6aEEG%0r *rHondo® Qcca EY0mi
@ryi00000000000000000

Although on the perfect drive some words could be recovered, there is Bttle of
forensic value.

3.2.3 Display from recevery (expected)
;AHU!P(MI@""”"PHP(I a* AODURCLR ;6 PUIKL UEImC
o }NZydeZ@";f(qb:A -GECE Vg a"’OTI[ “F{YBS, &
7zoE»er/"”‘ﬁf/Iu kR ¢, S\/2814""% EU/THA: QoxE$i
IVr"AoESZ(F E/() JeSy euB/JEk(!ﬂ]El\ TOSA; 6D
01‘:7,"|0UA6, @SU* SuMii; OceelitA+we]i#* O
AmE OXRh
FiCoE A""WSSA=rB+556RGRUGYIENE-ACYalRi% x O ; Of Maii
Al f. . [A KDnFJ - <A jéid—s PEI8vileelt!) Y DG A
ke HA 0 818% Dithn/Wic@UsD", zbip00000000000000600
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On the drive that had been wiped 3 thnes (prior) to the data being written and then
added, the results are worse. What needs to be noted is that small crrors in the
calculations lead to wide discrepancies in the data that is recovered. Further, it needs
to be noted that any drive recovered is not likely to be in a pristine state. The daily use
of a drive reduces the chances of recovery to a level that is truly insignificant.

4  Conclusion

The purpose of this paper was a categorical settfement to the controversy surrounding
the misconceptions involving the belief that data can be recovered following a wipe
procedure. This study has demonstrated that corvectly wiped data cannot reasonably
be retrieved even if it is of a small size or found only over small parts of the hard
drive, Not even with the use of a MFM or other known methods. The belief that a tool
can be developed to retrieve gigabytes or terabytes of information from a wiped drive
is in egror.

Although there is a good chance of recovery for any individual bit from a drive, the
chances of recovery of any amount of data from a drive using an clectron microscope
are ncgligible, Even speculating on the possible recovery of an old drive, there is no
likefihood that any data would be recoverable from the drive. The forensic recovery
of data using electron microscopy is infeasible. This was true both on old drives and
has become more difficult over time. Further, there is a need for the data to have been
written and then wiped on a raw unused drive for there to be any hope of any fevel of
recovery even at the bit level, which does not reflect real situations. It is unkikely that
a recovered drive will have not been used for a period of time and the interaction of
defragmentation, file copies and general use that overwrites data areas negates any
chance of data recovery. The fallacy that data can be forensically recovered using an
clectron microscope or related means needs to be put to rest.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

IRA KLEIMAN, as the personal representative
of the Estate of David Kleiman, and W&K Info
Defense Research, LLC

Plaintiffs,
V.
CRAIG WRIGHT
Defendant.

CASE NO.: 9:18-cv-80176-BB/BR

PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO WRIGHT’S SECOND SET OF

INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF, IRA KLEIMAN

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 34 ol the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,

Plaintiffs hereby responds to Wright’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff, Ira Kleiman as

follows:

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS TO TIME FRAME

Ira objects to the time period requested as it is inconsistent with what the Defendant himself

has argued is appropriate at this stage of the litigation. Accordingly, Ira will treat the relevant time

period for all Interrogatories as one month after the filing of the Initial Complaint. If the parties

reach an agreement to expand the relevant time period, or if Defendant demonstrates a specific

reason to exceed that timeframe for an individual interrogatory, Ira will supplement his responses

to the extent nccessary.

SPECIFIC RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS

REQUEST NO. 10:

Identify all attorneys with whom you consulted regarding any potential lawsuit against Dr, Craig

Wright and the dates ol those consultations.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 10:
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Ira objects to this request because it secks information that has no relevance to any issue
related to the claims and defenses of this case. This kind of discovery is cxpressly forbidden by
the federal rules, which Hmit (he scope of discovery to “nonprivileged matter[s] that Jare] relevant
to any party’s claim or defense . .. .” Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1). The identity of any attorneys Ira
consulted with prior to retaining Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to litigate the claims at issue in this
litigation 1s irrelevant. Ira further objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information
protected by the attorncy-clicnt privilege and the work-product doctrine.

REQUEST NO. 11:

State whether you have assigned, in whole or in part, any portion of the potential recovery in the
Lawsuit to any person(s), entity, or entities and, if so, identify them.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 11:

Ira objects to this request because it seeks information that has no relevance to any issue
related to the claims and defenses of this case. This kind of discovery is expressly forbidden by
the federal rules, which limit the scope of discovery to “nonprivileged matter[s] that [are]
relevant to any party’s claim or defense . .. . Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1}. The assignment of any
portion of any potential recovery in the Lawsuit is irrelevant to the claims and defenses at issue
in this litigation. Ira turther objects to this interrogatory to the extent it seeks information
protected by the attorney-client privilege and the work-product doctrine,

REQUEST NO. 12:

Identify all person(s), entity, or entities with whom you consulted (including the date of those
consultations) regarding Litigation Funding.

RESTONSE TO REQUEST NO. 12:

Ira objects to this request because it seeks information that has no relevance to any issue
related to the claims and defenses of this case. This kind of discovery is expressly forbidden by
the federal rules, which Hmit the scope of discovery to “nonprivileged matter[s] that [arc] reicvant

2




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 282 of

354

to any party’s claim or defense . .. .7 Fed. R. Civ. P. 26(b)(1). The identity of any litigation funders
Ira may have consulted with prior to rctaining Boies Schiller Flexner LLP to litigate the claims at
issue in this litigation are irrelevant. Ira further objects to this definition fo the extent it seeks
information protected by the attorney-client privilege and the work-product doctrine.

REQUEST NO. 13:

Describe with specificity all efforts you have made to restore the data on Dave Kleiman’s
Electronic Devices,

RESPONSYE TO REQUEST NO. 13:

Tra made attempts to restore data on two of Dave Kleiman’s Electronic Devices that were
inaccessible. On November 10, 2013, Tra Kleiman installed Windows 7 on a Seagate Momentus
500GB drive (s/n- in order to access the data contained on that drive, On November
17, 2013, Ira Kieciman installed Windows 7 on a Scagate Momentus 500GB drive (s/n
- in order to access the data contained on that drive,

In addition to these efforts, Ira also offered to mail Dave’s drives to the Defendant for
assistance in locating the bitcoins the Defendant aileged were on the drive. The Defendant
declined.

REQUEST NO. 14:

Describe with specificity all efforts you made to preserve Dave Kleiman’s Electronic Devices
and the data contained on them.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 14:

Ira stored all of Dave Kleiman’s Electronic Devices in the exact same place that he found
them — in Dave’s computer backpack. When Ira reviewed Dave's devices, he found nothing of
importance or out of the ordinary. Ira did [ind a Truecrypt file on the drive which he couldn’t

access. He made copies of this file.
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The Defendant also told Ira he held backups of Dave’s files. At the time he was informed

of this, Tra viewed this as yet another safety measure (o ensure the preservation of any potentiaily

“important” files.

REQUEST NO. 15:

Describe with specificity all of Dave Kleiman’s Electronic Devices that Ira Kleiman or anyone in
his family used for their personal use, including in that description the time frame during which
those Electronic Devices were used and who used them.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 15:

Ira was the only individual in his family that used or had access to Dave Kleiman’s

Electronic Devices. fra occasionally used the following electronic devices for personal use up

until January 2019, but did not delete any of Dave’s files off these drives:

Seagate Momentus S00GB (Ext. HDD; s/-
WD Scorpio Blue 750GB (Ext. HDD; s/n || | GKGNNNGG_R

Corsair Survivor Stealth T Black (s/n _

Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Orange (thumb drive; s/n _)
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Blue (thumb drive; s/n _
Corsair Survivor Stcalth TD Gray Blue 2 (thumb drive; s/n_

REQUEST NO, 16:

Identify all of Dave Kleiman’s property that was sold after his death. For the purposes of this
interrogatory, “identify” includes a description of the property, the person(s), entity or entities 10
whom the property was sold, and the amount(s) for which it was sold.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 16:

¢« o o s

Ira sold the following items belonging to Dave after his death:

a washer;

a dryer;

an air handler;

an emply gun safe; and
a rifle.
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Ira does not recall the purchasers of these items nor the amount received for each item.

REQUEST NO. 17:

Identify all Persons who made offers to you, Ira Kleiman in his individual capacity, Louis
Kleiman, or anyone else on behalf of the estate of David Kleiman, to purchase shares of Coin-
Exch, Pty. Ltd. For each such ofter, include the date the offer was made, the amount of moncey
offered (either per share or in total), and any responses to 1those offers.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 17

On June 27, 2015, the Defendant and Ramona Watts informed Fra that an unidentified
individual wanted to purchase his shares of Com-Exch. Ira was informed he was not allowed to
speak with the unidentified individual and that he had to decide whether to accept the offer very
quickly. The offer was that in exchange for these shares, Ira would receive 5% of any R&D
rebates the ATO approved. lra did not accept this offer and as far as Ira is aware, the ATO did
not approve any rebates.

REQUEST NO. 18:

State whether you have had any verbal communications with Uyen Nguyen and for each such
verbal communication provide the date of that communication and the substance of that
commurmnication,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 18: |

Tra has never had any verbal communications with Uyen Nguyen.

REQUEST NO. 19:

List all degrees and professional and technical certifications held at any point in time by Ira
Kleiman. For the purposes of this interrogatory, include the date any certification was received,
the date any certification expired, and describe the certification.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 19:

Ira received his high school diploma from Palm Beach Gardens 11igh School in 1988.
Additionally, Ira took computer graphic design classes at Palm Beach Community College from
approximalely 1991-1994, although he did not receive a degree or certification.

REQUEST NO. 20:
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Describe with specificity Ira Kleiman’s experience, skill, and knowledge relating to Electronic
Devices and the methods of preserving, overwriting, or erasing data on Electronic Devices.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 20:

From approximately 1991 to 1994, Ira took computer graphic design classes at Palm
Beach Community College. Additionally, Ira has been employed in website design and affiliate
marketing for the past twenly-two years and uses computers extensively as part of his work,
During this time, Ira became generally familiar with how to preserve, overwrite, or crase data on
Electronic devices.

REQUEST NO. 21:

Describe with specificity Ira Kleiman’s employment history (including self-employment and
independent contracting) from 1991 to the present, including the nature of each business where
he was employed.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 21:

Ira worked at Rite-aid Pharmacy in Palm Beach as a stock person but cannot recall the year
he worked there. Ile worked in flower delivery at Prevatte Flowers in Palm Beach but cannot
recall the year he worked there, In 1997, he worked in web design at Active I'rame. From 1998

to the present, he has been self-employed in website design and afliliate marketing.

Dated: March 21, 2019 Respectfully submitted,

s/ Velvel (Devin) Freedman

Velvel (Devin) Freedman, Esq.
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
100 SE Second Street, Suite 2800
Miami, Florida 3313}

Telephone: (305} 539-8400
Facsinile: (305) 539-1307
vireedman@bs{lip.com

Kyle W. Roche, Esq.

6
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Admitted Pro Hac Vice

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
333 Main Street

Armonk, NY 10504

Telephone; (914) 749-8200
Facsimile: (914) 749-8300
kroche@bsfllp.com

Counsel to Plaintiff Ira Kleiman as Personal

Representative of the Estate of David Kleiman
and W&K Info Defense Research, LLC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HHEREBY CERTIFY that on March 7, 2019, a true and correct copy of the

foregoing was served on all counsel of record identified on the Service List below via e-mail:

Andres Rivero, Esq.

Jorge A. Mester, Esq.

Alan H. Rolnick, Esq.

Amanda McGovern, Esq.
Zaharah Markoe, Esq.

Zalman Kass, Esq.

RIVERO MESTRE LLP

2525 Ponce de Leon Boulevard
Suite 1000

Coral Gables, FL. 33134
305-445-2500

(305) 445-2505 (fax)
arivero@riveromestre.com
mestref@riveromestre.com
arolnick{@riveromestre.com
receplionistiriveromesire.com
zkass{@riveromestre.com
zmarkoe{roriveromestre.com
amcgovern(@riveromestre.com

5/ Velvel (Devin) Freedman
Velvel (Devin) Freedman
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1, Ira Klciman, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the
State of Florida, that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on March 21, 2019, at West Palm Beach, Florida.

Ira Kleiman
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

IRA KLEIMAN, as the personal representative CASE NO.: 9:18-cv-80176-BB/BR
of the Estate of David Kleiman, and W&K Info
Defense Research, LLC

Plaintiffs,

V.

CRAIG WRIGHT

Defendant.

PLAINTIFES’ SECOND AMENDED RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO WRIGHT’S
FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF, IRA KLEIMAN

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 34 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
Plaintiffs hercby responds to Wright’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff, Ira Kleiman as

follows:

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS TO TIME FRAME

Plaintiffs’ object to the time period requested as it is inconsistent with what the Defendant
himself has argued is appropriate at this stage of the litigation. Accordingly, unless indicated
otherwise, Plaintiffs’ will treat the relevant time period for all Interrogatories as one month after
the filing of the Initial Complaint. If the parties reach an agreement to expand the relevant time
period, or if Defendant demonstrates a specific reason to exceed that timeframe [or an individual
interrogatory, Ira will supplement his responses to the extent necessary.

SPECIFIC RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS

REQUEST NO. 1:

Identify of [sic] all persons that were present at the November 26, 2009, Thanksgiving dinner
referenced in paragraphs 58 through 62 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:
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The following individuals were present at the November 26, 2009 Thanksgiving dinner

referenced in paragraphs 58 through 62 of the Second Amended Complaint:

e Louis Kleiman,

e Dave Kleiman;

Palim Beach Gardens, FL-;

phone:;

- self-employed 1 website design / affiliate marketing);

alm Beach Gardens, FL- phone: -

e JuKleiman (

salesperson at LG Electronics, Thailand); and

o Ira’s six-month year old child.

REQUEST NO. 2:

Identify all electronic devices that Dave Kleiman owned or possessed at the time of his death.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

Ira objects to this Request to the extent it seeks knowledge he doesn’t possess.

Notwithstanding that objection, the following is a list of the electronic devices that Ira believes to

have been owned or possessed by Dave Kleiman at the time of his death:

Device Description Type Amount of Data currently
stored (GB)

Seagate Momentus 500GB External HDD 17.6

WD Scorpio Blue 750GB External HDD 119.2

Seagate Momentus 500GB External HDD )

Hitachi Travelstar 100GB External HDD 0

WD Scorpio Black 320GB External HDD 0

Four to five hard drives that are no fonger | External HDD n/a

in the estate’s possession. '

HTC T7373X Touch Pro2 Mobile Phone 01

" Ira gave three or four drives that were possessed by Dave Kleiman at the time of his death, to
Patrick Page (Dave’s business partner in Computer Forensics L1.C) as Patrick informed him they
were Computer Forensic LLC’s drives with the business’s data stored on them. There was one
other drive that was on Dave’s bedroom counter. This drive was broken, and would not power

on. Ira disposed of this drive in 2013,

[L®]
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Samsung Galaxy Note SGH-1717 Mobilc Phone IN/A
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Black Thumb Drive 25.7
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Orange | Thumb Drive 2.09
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Blue Thumb Drive 58
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Blue 2 | Thumb Drive 48.7
TACIS TD Thumb Drive 0.35
Micro Vault Tiny 4GB Thumb Drive 1
Sandisk Cruzer Micro 8GB Thumb Drive 2.81
CEIC 2009 2GB Thumb Drive 2.79
Key Thumbdrive 8GB Thumb Drive 1.03
Two Alienware m9700i R1 series laptops | Laptop n/a
1 Deli Laptop (Precision M65) Laptop n/a
| Toshiba micro tower (Magnia Z310) Desktop n/a
Various CD-ROM containing various CD-ROM n/a
software programs

Email Accounts

I. k]eimandave@_

2. davesdigitalforensics@
3. dave(@

4.
5.
REQUEST NO. 3:

Describe with specificity all attempts you have made to access Dave Kleiman’s electronic devices.,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 3:

Ira did not keep a record of every attempt he made to access Dave Kleiman’s electronic
devices. That said, Ira states that he personally reviewed all drives that were accessible. During
this review, Ira looked through each individual folder and cach individual file contained on these

drives to find anything of importance.
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fra successfully installed Windows operating systems on two of the drives in an cffort to
gain access to those drives in November 2013, He successfully installed Windows 7 on the Seagate
Momentus 500 GB drive (Serial No- on November 10, 2013. He installed Windows
8 on the WD Scorpio Blue 750 GB drive on November 17, 2013.

REQUEST NO. 4:

Describe with specificity all attempts you have made to determine the identity and location of any
cryptocurrency that Dave Kleiman owned or possessed at the time of his death apart [sic].

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4:

Ira objects to this request to the extent it seeks privileged information protected by the
attorney client privilege and work product privilege. Notwithstanding that objection, Ira states that
he personally reviewed all accessible electronic devices that he believed Dave owned or possessed.
During this review, Ira looked through each individual folder and each individual file contained
on these drives to find anything of importance.

Furthermore, Ira spoke to the following individuals in an cffort to identify the identity and
location of the cryptocurrency that Dave Kleiman owned at the time of his death:

e Craig Wright,
e Paltrick Paige;

o Carter Conrad;

e Angela Ojea (cell-phone: - home phone: - and
e Kimon Andreou {phone: -

Finally, Ira has reviewed numerous documents provided by the Defendant, Ramona Watts,
the Australian Tax Office, as well as documents obtained from the public domain, from the
Anstralian Courts, and as a result of subpoenas served in this litigation to try and identify the

cryptocurrency and location of the cryptocurrency the Defendant stole from Dave and W&K Intfo
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Defense Research, LLC,

REQUEST NO. 5:

Identily by public address all cryptocurrency that you claim rightfully belongs to Dave Kleiman or his
estate.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. §:

Discovery is still ongoing and Plaintiffs currently lack sufficient knowledge to identify the i
public addresses of alf cryptocurrency belonging to Dave Kleiman or his estate. Plaintiffs will
supplement the response to this Request as more information is made available during the
discovery process.

Based on information available to Plaintiff today, however, Plainti{ffs believe that any

cryptocurrency held in the following addresses (or any bitcoin transferred out of these wallets),
belongs at least in part, to Plaintiffs:

1.

2.
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18.

19.

20.

26.

REQUEST NO. 6:

ldentify with specificity all intellectual property that you claim rightfully belongs to Dave Kleiman or
his estate.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6:

Discovery is still ongoing and Plaintiffs currently lack sufficient knowledge to identify af/
intellectual property belonging to them. Plaintiffs will supplement the response to this Request as
more mformation is made available during the discovery process.

Based on information available to Plaintiffs today, however, Plaintiffs believe that the

cstate and/or W&K have an ownership interest in source code, compiler code, Machine Language

6
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(MASM/NASM), algorithms, manuals, trademarks, pending patents, granted patents, and other
external filings associated with the following IP items:
1. A metered payments system;

2. Software derivative markets & information security risk systems;

3. Software assurance marketplace;
4. Software assurance through economic measures and anfi-fraud system;

5. Risk quantification system (for financial modeling in Bitcoin);

6. SCADA measurements suite of software; and
7. Scriptable money.

More gencrally, Plaintiffs believe that the Defendant has taken intellectual property
belonging to the estate and W&K that was created by Dave and Craig’s partnership through
research Dave Kleiman conducted with Craig Wright that was not completed or published as of
2015. Further discovery is needed to uncover the exact nature of this inteliectual property,
including discovery to uncover the exact nature of the 6,000,000 lines of code the Defendant has
admitted David Kleiman created,

Furthermore, Plaintiffs believe they hold an interest in the security, banking, and
automation intellectual property distributed to Cloudcroft, Hotwire, and Coin-Exch. Finally,
Plaintiffs believe they hold an interest in the intellectual property, source code, algorithms, and
patentable materials claimed by DeMorgan which relates to the development of smart contract and
Blockchain based technologies and the commercialization of Blockchain and smart contract
system research,

REQUEST NO. 7:

Describe with specificity how you first came to posscss copics of the documents that are attached as
exhibits 9, 12 15, and 18 to the Second Amended Complaint, and Exhibit A to PlaintiTs* First Request
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for Production, including by identifying the first person who provided you with copies of those
documents.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7:

Ira first reviewed Exhibit 9 to the Second Amended Complaint when it was released online
by John Cook of Gawker. See https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/2644013-20140226-
Meeting-Minutes-Redacted.html, Ira first reviewed Exhibit 12 of the Second Amended Complaint
when it was released online by Gizmodo. https://gizmodo.com/heres-all-the-cvidence-that-craig-
wright-invented-bitco-1747059371.  Ira fust reviewed Exhibit 15 of the Second Amended
Complaint when Craig emailed it to him on May 11, 2014. ha first reviewed Exhibit 18 of the
Second Amended Complaint when Ramona Watts emailed it to him on July 2, 2015,

REQUEST NO. 8:

Identify all persons at news agencies with whom you have spoken about any of the facts that you
have alleged in the Sccond Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO.

Ira or his attorneys had discussions or correspondence with the following persons at news

agencics about the facts alleged in the Second Amended Complaint:

1. andy cust (T

2. sam Biddle (|

3. Andy Greenberg (Wired); _

4, Jordan Pearson (vice); _

5. Ryan Browne (NBC Universal); _

6. Ritika Shah (NBC Universal); ([ S

7. Michelle Caruso-Cabrera (NBC Universal) _

N
8. Cyrus Farivar (arstechnica); _

8
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9. Mp MeQueen (ALM); (| TGN

10. Will Yakowicz (Inc.com); -
1. Olga Kharif (Bloomberg); (| | G

12. Jef Feeley (Bloomberg); _

REQUEST NO. 9:

Identify the auditor from the ATO who allegedly reached out to you as referenced in paragraph 141

of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9:

Ira states that the auditor referenced in paragraph 141 of the Second Amended Complaint

is Andrew Miller (Phone: -).

Dated: March 21, 2019

Respectfully submitted,

s/ Velvel (Devin) Freedman

Velvel (Devin) Freedman, Esq.
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
100 SE Second Street, Suite 2800
Miami, Florida 33131

Telephone: (305) 539-8400
Facsimile: (305) 539-1307
vireedman@bsfllp.com

Kyle W. Roche, Esq.

Admitted Pro Hac Vice

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
333 Main Street

Armonk, NY10504

Telephone: (914) 749-8200
Facsimile: (914) 749-8300
kroche@bsfiip.com

Counsel to Plaintiff Ira Kleiman as Personal
Representative of the Estate of David Kleiman
and W&K Info Defense Research, LLC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on March 21, 2019, a true and correct copy ol the

foregoing was served on all counscl of record identified on the Service List below via c-mail:

Andres Rivero, Esq.

Jorge A. Mester, Esq.

Alan H. Rolnick, Esq.

Amanda McGovern, Esq.
Zaharah Markoe, Esg.

Zalman Kass, Esq.

RIVERCO MESTRE LLP

2525 Ponce de Leon Boulevard
Suite 1000

Coral Gables, FL 33134
305-445-2500

(305) 445-2505 (fax)
arivero{@riveromestre.com
jmestre@riveromestre.com
arolnick@riveromestre.com
receptionist@riveromestre.com
zkass{@riveromestre.com
zmarkoe(@riveromestre.com
amegovern@riveromestre.com

/s/ Velvel (Devin) Freednman
Velvel (Devin) Freedman

10
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I, Ira Kieiman, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the
Statc of Florida, that the foregoing is true and correct.

Executed on March 21, 2019 at West Palm Beach, Florida.

N Z L

Ira Kleiman
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IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THE FIFTEENTH JUDICIAL CIRCUIT
IN AND FOR PALM BEACH COUNTY, FLORIDA

CIRCUIT CIVL DIVISON AN
CASE NO. 50-2016-CA-013045-XXXX-MB

IRA KLEIMAN, individually, and as
Personal Representative of the
Estate of David Kleiman,

Plaintiff,
v.

COMPUTER FORENSICS LLC,
CARTER CONRAD, individually, &
PATRICK PAIGE, individually.

Defendants.
/

FIRST AMENDED COMPLAINT

Plaintiff Ira Kleiman, individually and as personal representative of the Estate of David
Kleiman, hereby sues Computer Forensics: LLC, a Florida limited liability company, and Carter

Conrad, and Patrick Paige, and alleges as follows:

PARTIES, JURISDICTION & VENUE

1. Plaintiff'Ira Klei.m'aﬁ is a resident of Palm Beach County, Florida. He is the sole heir
to the Estate of_l_]_)'avid K-J',t.atilﬁan (Ira’s late brother, and referred to herein as “DAVID”) and is the
Petsonal Rgpreég;itati\?e of the Estate of David Kleiman (“Plaintiff’). See Letters of Administration
App_oillt.ihg' h‘a Kleiman as Personal Representative of the Estate of David Kleiman, attached herelo
as Exﬁibit 1. As sole heir, Ira Kleiman is also a beneficiary of any property of David Kleiman.
David Kleiman was, at the time of his passing on April 26, 2013, a one-third owner of Defendant
Computer Forensics, LLC. See Computer Forensics, LLC Operating Agreement, attached herelo

as Exhibit 2. Upon the death of David Kleiman, his one-third ownership interest was assumed by

FILED: PALM BEACH COUNTY, FL, SHARON R. BOCK, CLERK, 09/18/2017 05:58:20 PM
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his Estate and its Personal Representative, and the Personal Representative has standing to pursue
this action. Alternatively, Ira Kleiman also became the sole beneficiary of the decedent, and any
‘benefits or monies owed to David Kleiman by some or all of the Defendants in this action are due
and owing to Ira Kleiman, subject to expenses/costs of the Estate,

2. Defendant Computer Forensics LLC (“Computer Forensics™) is aI‘Eondahmlted |
liability company with its principal place of business in Boynton Beach, Plonda At the time of its
formation in 2012, the LLC’s two Managing Members were David I(léi{i:_}__:ar_l_ and Defendant Carter
Conrad (“Conrad”).  Defendant Patrick Paige (“Paige") thereaf‘ter was added as a Managing
Member and three Managing Members executed the Ope__r:glti;lg_zﬁgréér'nent on or about February 13,

2013. See Exhibit 2, attached hereto.

3. Defendant Conrad is, upon infi rfin.a"'tib_g,airid belief, a resident of Palm Beach County,

Florids. He owris one-third of Defendgitic o;}]ﬁﬁter Forensics LLC and is a Managing Member,
pursuant to the Operating Agreen__}enf;étta_t_:lleclil4as Exhibit 2, hereto.

4, Defendant ngels, yﬁéﬁ.infonnation and belief, a resident of Palm Beach County,
Florida. He owns one-third of Defendant Computer Forensics LLC and is a Managing Member.

fisdiction'is proper because this is an action in excess of § 15,000.00, exclusive of

interests, cgsts and fees.

emue is proper because the underlying facts occurred in Palm Beach County,

‘Florida aitd because all parties are residents of Palm Beach County, Florida. |

FACTS COMMON TO ALL COUNTS

7. On February 13, 2012, Computer Forensics LLC was created. Its two founding

managing members were David Kleiman and Carter Conrad. Both had a one-half ownership
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interest in the LLC. Sometime thereafter, Paigé became a Managing Member of Computer
Forensics.

8. On or about February 13, 2013, David Kleiman, Conrad, and Paige executed an

Operating Agreement, aitached hereto as Exhibit 2, which provided, among other things, rtl.}'{lfi

a. Each Managing Member would possess and own a 33.33% intcré;f}bf Cg;;ﬂputer

Forensics;

b. Gross revenue produced and received by Computer EQ_I‘GI]_SiCS, LLC would be

distributed pursuant to a specific formula: 20% of all gr ' proceeds would be paid to
Computer Forensics for expenses and overhead, gn(‘i'fft}_ig-'r{arﬂ'éining 80% of proceeds would

ased-on a percentage of activity or work

be distributed to each participating membet.

product, proportional to the production.of th ._r@\}:éhue or income;

c. At the end of each fiscal “year, and if proceeds in excess of operating expenses

additional 33.33% sharc of ii}cé’iﬁe not bookmarked for expenses.

0, The Operating Agreement further provided that “[a]ll equipment, sofiware,

1. Plaintiff was David Kleiman’s sole heir and is the personal representative of David

Kleimman’s estate.
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12, David Kleiman’s interest has never been transferred, sold or other disposed of and,
upon information and belief, the Estate of David Kleiman still owns one-third of Computer
Forensics,

13. On May 10, 2013, two weeks after David Kieiman died, Deferldant___QQ;igad filed
an amended annual report indicating that Computer Forensics had two manag@é: mcél;et's -
Defendants Conrad and Paige. Any record of David Kleiman’s (or his Estate’s)ownersmp of the
Computer Forensics was removed from the LLC’s publicly-filed corpc‘i;éggn ;é;(;r;is‘

14.  Pror to the execution of the Operating Agreem_é;jr_it',ﬁ.‘];)avid Kleiman had created,

registered, and owned at least two personal websiles, - www.davidakleiman.com and

www.davekleiman.com, among others (hercinafter re;f ed to as the “Kleiman Websites”), These

websites were created before the formation of Cbmpl_l__‘_.cr;:l':orcnsics or the execution of the Operating

Agreement, and, as per the terms of the-Agreement, remained in the ownership of David Kleiman
and are now the rightful property . ':Dav.f;:d;K}ciman’s Estate. Upon information and belief David

Kleiman never transferred théi (Jehpaﬁ Websites to the ownership of Computer Forensics or any

other party, individual, or-gntity. Upon information and belief, the Kleiman Websites aré now in

the  control f° the® Defendants and the websites redirect to and  mirror

www,v.compﬁietfqrenmcsilc.com.

I'jpon information and belief, prior to his death, David Kleiman had carried out

computé"r”forensic expert services on behalf of multiple clients of Computer Forensics, including
conducting such services as an expert in litigation matters. Up to the date of his death (April 26,
2013), David Kleiman had been entitled to distributions based on his percentage of activity or work

product, as per the terms of Operating Agreement, attached as Exhibit 2, hereto. After his death,
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David Kleiman’s estate was entitled to any such distributions for activity conducted or for work

product created by David Kleiman while he was alive,.  Upon information and belief, subsequent to

David Kleiman’s death, Patrick Page assumed all client files that had been worked on by David
Kleiman, including several litigation matters.

16.  Upon information and belief, in the course of his assumption of sa@?'ﬁles./;atters,
Patrick Paige presented some or all of the work that had been condugﬁ\te‘cfﬁ_: byDecedent David
Kleiman as his own, Neither the Estate or the Personal Representaiij._{c qf the Estate of David
Kleiman were advised of Paige's activities on David IGeim_an’s; ﬁles, an.d similarly provided no
accounting or distributions to Personal Representalive IraKleunan for activity conducted by or

hasbeen deprived of such payments, and.

work product created by David Kleiman, and, as SUC

have suffered damages as a result.

17.  Similarly, following the déith of David Kleiman, Computer Forensics seized control.

of the Kleiman Websites, andfopcg_ ‘ ted‘them to its own use, depriving David Kleiman’s estate

and Ira Kleiman, as beneficiaty, of _}He use of these websites, or any income derived by Computer

Forensics and/or by Coiirad a{_lpl Paige.

18. § ortly affer David Kleiman’s passing, Plaintiff also entrusted Computer Forensics

and Patrick Paig, with a smartphone owned by Decedent, which was provided to these Defendants

for thepﬁtp of unlocking the phone (as it was password protected), in aid of Plaintiff’s efforts to
develop\"ihfonnation as to assets of the Estate. The phone has never been retumed to Plaintiff and

Defendant Paige has since claimed that he, a computer forensic consultant, had thrown away the

phone after he had dropped the phone and eracked the screen.
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19.  Asa consequence of the above activities, Plaintiff has sustained damages and seeks

relief under law and equity.

COUNT I
CONVERSION OF PROPERTY
BELONGING TO PLAINTIFF
(AGAINST COMPUTER FORENSICS)

20.  The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 19 are realleged and-incorporated as if
fully set forth herein. |

21.  Asa course of its dealings with David Kleiman,'D;;feg_dziﬁf@émputer Forensics has

taken illegal possession of the property of David Kleiman, -ﬁa:higlf cerlain websites that were

created and initially registered by David Klelman, and which are identified as

www.davidakleiman.com and wmv.davekleimanicof In addition, said sites direct traffic to

Computer Forensics” own website, which alid@s__(__i‘diﬁputer Forensics and its principals to benefit
from the name and property and Dayid{‘i{_-l_clmzih. In addition, the smariphone belonging to David
Kleiman has never been retunged‘t&?léihﬁff and, per Defendant Paige, has been discarded due to a

“cracked screen,” with no furtheiexplanation.

22,

the Plaintiff of

The deprivation by Computer Forensics is inconsistent with Plaintiff’s ownership

conversion.

24, As aresult of such conversion by Computer Forensics, Plaintiff has suffered and

continues to suffer damages in relation to being deprived of the use of his property.




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 305 of
354

CASE NO. 30-2016-CA-013045-XXKX-MB
Page 7 of 12

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands judgment for damages against Defendant plus interest
thereon at the legal rate from date such became due, and any such other relief as the Court deems
just and proper.

COUNT 11

CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST
(As to all Defendants)

25.  The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 19 are realleged and i;tior';orated as if

fully set forth herein.

26, Conrad, Paige, and David Kleiman executed _th_é_\__‘(”ft';_mputer Forensics Operating

Agreement (attached hereto as Exhibit 2} on or before. Februmy ‘1:3, 2013, whereby the parties

agreed, among other things, that gross revenue produced —.and{:ré::eived by Computer Forensics, LLC

would be distributed pursuant to a specific fo 20% of all gross proceeds would be paid to

Computer Forensics for expenses and ovérhead; and the remaining 80% of proceeds would be

distributed to each participating,,.pig_':mbgr;based on a percentage of activity or work product,
proportional to the production of the revenue or income.
27.  David Kleiman was and his estate (and therefore Plaintiff, by operation of the law)

thi E_]_vanenfof Computer Forensics,

TEMaIns a one-

2l intiff has been denied his equal share of Computer Forensics’ profits and revenue

thatr,_ha)s een generated by virtue of Defendants’ use of and trading off the David Kleiman name

and website without coinpensation, and which have been distributed to Paige and Conrad.
29.  Equity demands that the Court place a constructive trust over one-third of all past
and.future profits and assets of Computer Forensics, or portions of any such profits and assets that

have been distributed by Computer Forensics to Paige and/or Conrad.
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30.  Equity similarly demands that the websites www.davekleiman.com and

www.davidakleiman.com be placed in trust for the Plaintiff.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiff demands that a constructive trust be imposed as to the Defendants, to

ensure that any and all properties or monies due to Plaintiff are safeguarded, and any othéy remedy

this Court may deem appropriate and just.

COUNT III A
PERMANENT INJUNCTION DUE TO BREACH OF OPERATING AGREEMENT
AS TO ALL DEFENDANTS

31.  The allegations of paragraphs 1 through 19 aref}' .'.'Hf;ged and incorporated as if

fully set forth herein.

32  Asa course of its dealings with Dav" _:__(_31[11&!'1; Defendant Computer Forensics has

taken illegal possession of the property of Da A .:.Kjéiman namely certain websites that were

created and initially registered by Dav1d ' Kle1man and which are identified. as

www.davidakleiman.com and Www daveldeunan com, In addition, said sites direct traffic to

Computer Forensics’ own we 1te wlnch allows Computer Forensics. Paige, and. Conrad to benefit

from the name and property of David Kleiman. Further, upon information and belief, David

Kleiman created.dnd maintained bitcoin wallets which were his personal property during the time he

was a member-of Computer Forensics.

Pursuant to the terms of the Operating Agreement at issue, all such property was
personél-rProperty of David Kleiman and is not property of Computer Forensics or any of its
principals. See Exhibit 2, attached hereto.

34. By operation of the law, Plaintiff is entitled to receive and control any property of

the Decedent, as Decedent’s Personal Representative, heir, and beneficiary.
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35.  Defendants should be enjoined from further use of any websites that were created by

David Kleiman and which are therefore the property of the Estate, heir and beneficiary (the

Plaintiff), To the extent that Computer Forensics, Paige, or Conrad have retained any bitcoin

wallets that were the personal property of David Kleiman, Computer Forensics shoul_c_l_:,bléze__.ranjoined

fiom monetizing, fransferring or otherwise converting such bitcoin to its use O'f::._rhe usi'f;:-cof its
principals or third parties, e

WHEREFORE Plaintiff demands judgment for temporary andpennanent injunction

against Defendant Computer Forensics, enjoining it from fur_“ther_ useor operation of any websites.

of David Kleiman, and from monetizing, transferring __91¥::'.o_r‘_lir§rwi7§e converting any bitcoin that

belonged to David Kleiman to ifs use of the uss_oif__i;:é__pﬁhéipals or third parties, and any other

remedy this Court may deem appropriate and i

(AS TO-COMPUTER FORENSICS)

36. The allégatior{ngbf—jiaragraphs 1 through 19 are realleged and incorporated as if

fully set forth herein.

Co puter Forensics is a limited liability company that was created on February 13,

2012, and is-therefore subject to the Florida Limited Liability Act, which was in effect at the time.

See T orida Stat. Section 608 et seq. (2012).
38, Plaintiff, by operation of law and as personal representative of the Estate of David
Kleiman, has now and has had a one-third interest in Computer Forensics, LLC since the passing of

David Kleiman.
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39.  Fla. Stat, § 608.4101(3) provides that a “limited liability shall furnish to a member,

and to the legal representative of a deceased member or member under legal linbility: (a) without
demand, information concerning the limited liability company’s business or affairs reasonably

required for the proper exercise of the member’s rights and perforinance of the me;g;_b_efs duties

under the operating agreement or this chapter.”

40.  Plaintiff has learned of a sworn statement filed in federz}} courtearhm this year
(February 2017), stating that Patrick Paige presented some or all ofthework that had been
conducted by Decedent David Kleiman as his own. Plaintiff ll?@i_ii."équived no prior notification or
information regarding this issue from Computer F01'ensic§_, andrequ;res a full review of information

conceming how David Kleiman’s work was used ar dfgr billgd for following his death in April

2013, and said information is reasonabiy requi ' _:gf;’_}iiéintiff to exercise his rights as a one third

member, as well as to enforce performance of the Operating Agreement executed in February 2013,

based on this newly-discovered mferm iony

41, Fla, Stat. § 60 4101 :(sz*provides that “any action to enforce any right arising under

this section shall be brought in the appropriate court,” and this action is properly brought in the

Circuit Couit of alm Beach County.

f requests an accounting of Computer Forensics, to include the production of

the folIOWm élti:uments, which are reasonably required for Plaintiff to exercise his rights pursuant
to Fla.é’feit. § 608.4101(3)

a. File materials and work records for all client matters handled by David Kleiman

before his death in 2013, including time sheets, or other means of recording his

activity and work product;
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b. Emails issued by David Kleiman on all client matters to allow Plaintiff to assess the

Decedent’s activity and work product, and calculate distributions that should have

been made to decedent and/or his estate,

C. Records of any payments received by Computer Forensics for all matters that were

assigned to or worked on at any time by David Klciman;

d, Records of distributions made to Paige or Conrad arising_:__og_f_ of"jc'finjhnatters that

were assigned to or worked on at any time by David Kleii}ga_n ;-

e. All  registrations and/or ownership docume’_':_'_ij_ for the website domain
www.davidakleiman.com.
£ All  registrations and/or owne;’siiiﬁ docufﬁcnts for the website domain

www.davekleiman.com.

43, Plaintiff requests any attethey fees and costs awardable to Plaintiff pursuant to Fla.
Stat. § 608, in bringing this action,

WHEREFORE, Plairt]

it d‘grﬁénds that Computer Forensics provide a complete and

transparent -accounting ‘and inspection of records of any income generated from any client files

assigned to or orked ot by David Kleiman, and all other information reasonably required for

Plaintiff tos

rcise his rights as a one third member, as well as to enforce performance of the
Jment, and entry of any other remedy this Court may deem appropriate and just.

DEMAND FOR JURY TRIAL

Plaintiff hereby demands a trial by jury on all issues so triable.
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RESERVATION OF RIGHT TO FURTHER AMEND

Plaintiff reserves the right to further amend the Complaint if new information arises via
discovery that gives rise to new or enhanced claims against the Defendants.

PRAYER FOR RELIET

Plaintiff prays for the following relief: (a) Enter a final judgiment in favor ofthe Plaiﬁ'{.iff and
against the Defendants on all claims; and (b) Grant any further relief the qur-tfdeeﬁ'}s ﬁrOper.

Dated this 18th day of September 2017.

LUBELL & ROSEN, LLC
Attorney for:Plaintiff

Ira Kléﬁng;i;";'in'c'fividually and as
Personal Representative of the
state.of David Kleiman

Coral Gables, Florida 33134
“Phone: (305) 655-3425

=" Fax: (305) 442.9047
Primary: aml{@lubellrosen.com
Secondary:maria@lubellrosen.com

By: téde M. Leiva
ALDO M. LEIVA, ESQUIRE
Florida Bar #116424
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

IRA KLEIMAN, as the personal representative CASE NO.: 9:18-cv-80176-BB/BR
of the Estate of David Kleiman, and W&K Info
Defense Research, LLC

Plaintiffs,

¥

CRAIG WRIGHT

Defendant.

PLAINTIFFS’ RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS TO WRIGHT’S FIRST SET OF
INTERROGATORIES TO PLAINTIFF, IRA KI.LEIMAN

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE that, pursuant to Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
Plaintiffs hereby responds to Wright’s First Set of Interrogatories to Plaintiff, Ira Kleiman as

follows:

SPECIFIC OBJECTIONS TO TIME FRAME

Plaintiffs’ object to the time period requested as it is inconsistent with what the Defendant
himself has argued is appropriate at this stage of the litigation. Accordingly, Plaintiffs’ will treat
the relevant time period for all Interrogatories as one month after the filing of the Initial Complaint.
If the parties reach an agreement to expand the relevant time period, or if Defendant demonstrates
a specilic reason to exceed that timeframe for an individual interrogatory, Ira will supplement his
responses to the extent necessary.

SPECIFIC RESPONSES AND OBJECTIONS

REQUEST NO. 1:

Identify of [sic] all persons that were present at the November 26, 2009, Thanksgiving dinner
referenced in paragraphs 58 through 62 of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 1:

{7 EXHIBIT
S ED
:

‘{?;0?/9 |
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The following individuals were present at the November 26, 2009 Thanksgiving dinner
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referenced in paragraphs 58 through 62 of the Second Amended Complaint:

e Louis Kleiman;
e Dave Kleiman;
e Jra Klennan;

e Ju Kleiman; and

e [ra’s six-month year old child.

REQUEST NO. 2:

Identify all electronic devices that Dave Kleiman owned or possessed at the time of his death.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 2:

Ira objects to this Request to the extent it seeks knowledge he doesn’t possess.

Notwithstanding that objection, the following is a list of the electronic devices that Ira believes to

have been owned/possessed by Dave Kleiman at the time of his death:

Device Description

Type

Seagate Momentus 500GB

External HDD

WD Scorpio Blue 750GB

External HDD

Seagate Momentus S00GB

External HDD

Hitachi Travelstar 100GRB

External HDD

WD Scorpic Black 320GB External HDD
Four to five hard drives that are no longer in the estate’s External HDID
pOSsession.

HTC T7373X Touch Pro2 Mobtle Phone
Samsung Galaxy Note SGH-1717 Mobile Phone
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Black Thumb Drive

Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Orange Thumb Drive

Corsair Surviver Stealth TD Gray Blue

Thwnb Drive

Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Blue 2

Thumb Drive

Two Alienware m9700i R1 series laptops

Laptop
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1 Dell Laptop (Precision M65) Laptop
] Toshiba micro tower {Magnia Z310) Deskiop
Various CD-ROM containing various software programs CD-ROM

Email Accounts

1. kleimandave@-

2. davesdigitalforensics@)
3. dave

o, dover S

REQUEST NO. 3:

Describe with specificity all aticmpts you have made to access Dave Kleiman’s clectronic deviees.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO, 3:

Ira did not keep a record of every attempt he made to access Dave Kleiman’s electronic
devices. That said. Ira states that he personally reviewed all drives that were accessible. During
this review, Ira looked through cach individual folder and cach individual file contained on these
drives to find anything of importance.

REQUEST NO. 4:

Describe with specificity all attempts you have made to determine the identity and location of any
cryptocurrency that Dave Kleiman owned or posscssed at the time of his death apart [sic].

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 4:

fra objects to this request Lo the extent it seeks privileged information protected by the
attorney client privilege and work product privilege. Notwithstanding that objection, Ira states that
he personally reviewed all aceessible electronic devices that he believed Dave owned or posscssed.
During this review, Ira looked through each individual folder and each individual file contained

on these drives to find anything of importance,
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Furthermore, Ira spoke to the following individuals 1n an effort to identify the identity and
location of the cryptocurrency that Dave Kletman owned at the time of his death: i
¢ Craig Wright;

& Patrick Paige;

e (arler Conrad;

J
;
i
f
\
;
3
;

® Angela Ojea; and

Kimon Andrecou.

Finally, Ira has reviewed numerous documents provided by the Defendant, Ramona Watts,
the Australian Tax Office, as well as documents obtained from the public domain, from the
Australian Courts, and as a result of subpoenas scrved in this litigation to try and identity the
cryptocurrency and location ol‘thé cryptocurrency the Defendant stole from Dave and W&K Info
Defense Research, LLC.

REQUEST NO. §:

Identily by public addiess all cryptocurrency that you claim rightfully belongs to Dave Kleiman or his
estate.

RESPONSE, TO REQUEST NO. 5:

Discovery is still ongoing and Plaintiffs currently lack sufficient knowledge to identify the
public addresses of a/f cryptocurrency belonging to Dave Kleiman or his estate. Plaintiffs will
supplement the response to this Request as more information is made available during the
discovery process.

Based on information available (o Plainti(T today, however, Plaintiffs believe that any
cryptocurrency held in the following addresses (or any bitcoin transferred out of these wallets),

belongs at least in part, to Plaintiffs:
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o

L]

h

6.

16

17,

18.

19.

21.
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28.

26.

REQUEST NO. 6:

Identify with specificity all inteliectual property that you ¢laim rightfully belongs fo Dave Kleiman or
his estate.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 6:

Discovery is still engoing and Plaintiffs currently lack sufficient knowledge to identify afl
intellectual property belonging to them. Plaintiffs will supplement the response to this Request as
more information is made available during the discovery process.

Based on information available to Plaintiffs today, however, Plaintiffs believe that the
estate and/or W&K have an ownership interest in source code, compiler code, Machine Language

(MASM/NASM), algorithms, manuals, trademarks, pending patents, granted patents, and other

external filings associated with the following IP items:

. A mctered payments system,

2. Software derivative markets & information security risk systems;
3. Software assurance marketplace;

4, Software assurance through cconomic measures and anti-fraud system;

5. Risk quantification system (for financial modeling in Bitcoin);

6. SCADA measurements suite of software; and

7. Scriptable money.

More generally, Plamtiffs believe that the Defendant has taken intellectual property

belonging to the estate and W&K that was created by Dave and Craig’s partnership through
rescarch Dave Kleiman conducted with Craig Wright that was not completed or published as of

2015, Further discovery is needed to uncover the exact nature of this intellectual property,
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including discovery to uncover the exact nature of the 6,000,000 lines of code the Defendant has
admitted David Kleiman created.

Furthermore, Plaintiffs believe they hold an interest in the security, banking, and
automation intcllectual property distributed to Clouderoft, Hotwire, and Coin-Exch. Finally,
Plaintiffs believe they hold an inferest in the intellectual property, source code, algorithms, and
patentablc materials claimed by DeMorgan which relates to the development of smart contract and
Blockchain based technologies and the commercialization of Blockchain and smart contract
system research.

REQUEST NO. 7:

Describe with specificity how you first came (o possess copies of the documents that are attached as
exhibits 9, 12 15, and 18 to the Sccond Amended Complaint, and Exhibit A to Plaintiffs’ First Request
for Production, including by identifying the [irst person who provided you with copies of those
documents,

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 7:

Ira first reviewed Exhibit 9 lo the Second Amended Complaint when it was released online
by John Cook of Gawker. See https://www.documentcloud.org/documents/2644013-20140226-
Meeting-Minutes-Redacted.html. Ira first reviewed Exhibit 12 of the Second Amended Complaint
when it was released online by Gizmodo. https://giziodo.com/heres-all-the-evidence-that-craig-
wright-invented-bitco-1747059371.  Ira first reviewed Exhibit 15 of the Second Amended
Complaint when Craig emailed it to him on May 11, 2014, Ira first reviewed Exhibit 18 of the
Second Amended Complaint when Ramona Watts emailed it fo him on July 2, 2015.

REQUEST NO. 8:

Identify all persons at news agencies with whom you have spoken about any of the facts that you
have alleged in the Sccond Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUIEST NO.
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Ira or his attorneys had discussions or correspondence with the following persons at news
agencics about the facts alleged in the Sceond Amended Complaint:
1. Andy Cush
2. Sam Biddle
3. Andy Greenberg
4. Jordan Pearson
5. Ryan Browne

6. Ratika Shah

7. Michelle Caruso-Cabrera
8. Cyrus Farivar |
9. MP McQucen E
10. Will Yakowicz |
11. Olga Kharif
12. Jef Feeley

REQUEST NO. 9:

Identify the auditor from the ATO who allegedly reached out to you as referenced in paragraph 14§
of the Second Amended Complaint.

RESPONSE TO REQUEST NO. 9:

Ira states that the auditor referenced in paragraph 141 of the Second Amended Complaint
is Andrew Miller,
Dated: March 7, 2019 Respectfully submitted,

s/ Velvel (Devin) Freedman

Velvel (Devin) Freedman, Esq.
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
100 SE Second Street, Suite 2800
Miami, Florida 33131

Telephone: (305) 539-8400
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Facsimile: (305) 539-1307
vireedman@bsfllp.com

Kyle W. Roche, Esq. |
Admitted Pro Hac Vice |
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
333 Main Street

Armonk, NY 10504

Telephone: (914) 749-8200
Facsimile: (914) 749-8300
kroche@bstllp.com

Counsel to Plaintiff Ira Kleiman as Personal
Representative of the Estate of David Kleiman
and W&K Info Defense Research, LLC.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on March 7, 2019, a true and correct copy of the

foregoing was served on all counsel of record identified on the Service List below via e-mail:

Andres Rivero, Esq.

Jorge A. Mester, Esq.

Alan H. Rolnick, Esq.

Amanda McGovern, Esq.
Zaharah Markoe, Esq.

Zahnan Kass, Esq.

RIVERO MESTRE LLP

2525 Ponce de Leon Boulevard
Suite 1000

Coral Gables, F1. 33134
305-445-2500

(305) 445-2505 (fax)
arivero@riveromestre.com
imestre@@driveromestre.com
arolnick@riveromestre.con
receptiomist@riveromestre.com
zkass{wriveromestre.com
zmarkoe{@riveromestire.com
amegovern@riveromestre.com

s/ Velvel (Devin) Freedman
Velvel (Devin) Freedman

9
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I, Ira Kleiman, declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States and the
Statc of Flonida, that the forcgoing 1s true and correct.

Ixecuted on March 7, 2019, at West Palm Beach, Florida.

St Koo

Ira Kleiman
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To: clocktime2020

From: Dex
Sent: Sat 27/06/2015 8:32:50 PM
Subject: Fw: what's up

On Thursday, February 20, 2014 1:56 PM, Dex_wrote:

Hi Patrick,

| don't think I'm going to be able to meet up this week. Need to finish a clients website.
But for now | stored the drives in a safe deposit box so they'll remain safe. And as Craig
mentioned, there's no time limit with this stuff so we have time to figure it all out.

Ira

On Thursday, February 20, 2014 11:01 AM, Patrick Paige_mte:

Ira, were you planning on stopping by this week?

Patrick Paige Eence scers

1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426

Officgasy
Cell:

www.computerforensicsilc.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus prolected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, or an ernployee or agent responsible for delivering this message (o the intended reciplent, you are hereby nolifled that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the

message and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

From: Do
Sent: Tuesday, February 18, 2014 10:01 AM

To: Patrick Paige
Subject: Re: what's up

Did you already finish searching the drives and cellphone you have?

On Tuesday, February 18, 2014 9:45 AM, Patrick Paige mrote:
| have no idea what if anything is in the account, thats all Craig sent me... who Knows what it means at this point. |
doubt Dave had any money elsewhere, but Craig seems to think so. | think the only thing we can do at this point is try

and gain access to the thumb drives. Carter is checking with some people he knows in the banking area to see if the
numbers Craig qave us mean anything.

Patrick Paige ence scers

1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426

Office_ 8y
Cell:

www.computerforensicslic.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message lo the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please nolify us immediately by replying to the
message and deleling il from your compuler. Thank you.

From: De

Sent: Tuesday, !e!ruary 18, 2014 8:57 AM

To: Patrick Paige
Subject: Re: what's up
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What exactly is supposed to be in the Belize account? Money already mined from his Bitcoins?
I'm a little confused.

Are you searching for both a password to access the bank as weli as a bitcoin key?

On Monday, February 17, 2014 10:12 AM, Patrick Paig—rote:
Not sure... We need to find someone in banking, one is probably the account number, hot sure what the other is...
Anytime you want to stop by the office this week is fine, just dive me a call to make sure 'm there... We are at the S.E.

corner of Gateway and Congress above Bonefish Grill,

Patrick Paige ence scers

1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426

Officg. 28 F,

Celi:

www, computerforensicsiic.com

Note: The informalion contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protected from disclosure. if the reader of this message is not the
mtended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is sirictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immedialely by replying to the
message and delefing it from your compuier. Thank you.

Sent: Sunday, February 16, :
To: Patrick Paige
Subject: Re: what's up

Yeah, | can stop by sometime this week. I'm not sure about tomorrow though.

What's up with the Belize account?

On Sunday, February 16, 2014 7:40 PM, Patrick Paige rote:
I know he's genuine, we are aware of his and Dav ... ljustdon’t know if we are getting the whole
story...

Ira, when can you slop by the office so we can image the drives and put a plan together to crack the encryption?

Patrick Paige scers ence

Computer Forensics LLC
1880 North Congress Ave Suite 333

T
Cell

www. Computerf-orensicst LC.com

Sent: Sunday, ' :
To: Patrick Paige
Subject: Re: what's up

He sent me the altached proposal white paper for a project they were working on.

And | have read several articles online that he wrote years ago and thanking Dave for his assistance.
| figure if we combine the PDF, the articles, the Youtube video about Dave, and his current business
of creating the first Bitcoin Bank.. | conclude he's genuine.

Maybe he's waiting for you to see if you find a key before divulging the account info?
I'm not sure what his plan is, but 'm impressed with what | have read about them so far.

Ira
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On Sunday, February 16, 2014 9:06 AM, Patrick Paige rote:

! didn’t get any more emails from him other than pr . e... | asked him where is the -
information he was going to send... account information and locations... so far he isn’t being very helpful so | don’t what
to believe yet.

Patrick Paige scers ence

Computer Forensics LLC
1880 North Congress Ave Suite 333

1 FL 33426
Cell

www. ComputerForensicsi. L C.com

Sent: Saturday, February 15, 20 0:30 PM

To: Patrick Paige
Subject: Re: what's up

Did you get the emails from Craig? What do you think?

| for one have to say I'm a believer. The evidence is overwhelming that he is legit.
That or he's the most elaborate social engineering hacker ever.

Seriously, | think he and Dave are a couple of geniuses.

This stuff is just mind blowing.

On Saturday, February 15, 2014 10:58 AM, Demrole:
He didn't seem to be mad and even suggesied sending someone here to help us decrypt the drives.

But he also hinted that if Dave encrypted the drives it would be very difficult to gain access.

| wanted to see if he would divulge additional information to what was already given to you. And i mentioned
to him that you needed to consult with me because as the person in charge of his estate | have some of his
belongings and drives. | let him know any information provided would not go beyond our circle.

Perhaps you should try to reach out to him again. The other question | have is if they are the true creators
of this system, shouldn't there be such a thing as a master key? | never heard of a program without one.

Ira

On Saturday, February 15, 2014 10:14 AM, Patrick Paige ||| | GG - -:

Be careful about what words you use in unencrypted emails. He never sent me the information he said he was going to
send, is he mad now... Plus He told me not to tell anyone else right now... and now he know [ told you, not good... we
need to be patient and get the information flowing from him and build a trust.

Patrick Paige scers ence

Computer Forensics LLC
1880 North Congress Ave Suite 333

FL 33426
Cell

www. ComputerForensicst.LC.com

From: Dex
Sent: Saturday, February 15, 2014 9:09 AM
To: Patrick Paige
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| exchanged a few emails with that guy last night. Couldn't resist asking him for proof that Dave was
involved in the original Bitcoin document. He saidit's too risky to release that information right now,
but eventually he wants to. I'm still not sure what to make of him.

! told him how Dave was in need of money and how | find it unlikely for him not to cash in some coins
if they were of any value. He said it's possible he could have cashed them in while they were slill of lesser
value, but believes he had a lot of them.

Still puzzled by all this. He's not willing to give concrete evidence about anything, yet what he say's might
be true.

Ira
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To: elmsap6
From: dex561
Sent: Sat 09/12/2017 12:56:34 AM
Subject: Re: David

Hi Angie,

I often think of David as well. Actually it's hard not to think about him since Bitcoin has become so popular. The mainstream media talks
about it every day now. Every time | hear that word it's like Arrrrggh! I'm confilcted by it. On one hand it's really cool that he helped invent it,
but brutally sad if it was all stolen from him. And why the heck didn't he tell us to buy some when it was selling for pennies. Anyway, aside
from that stuff, everything is good here. | hope you and your family have a Merry Christmas.

-lra

----- Original Message-----
From: Angie Ojea
To: dex561
Sent: Thu, Dec 7,

Subject: Re: David

pm

Hey Iral Was thinking of David today, as | always do especially at this time of year. It reminded me that | haven't talked to you in awhile
and just wanted to check in on you and see how you and the family are doing.

Hope all is well.
Angie

On Tue, May 31, 2016 at 8:28 AM Angie Ojea _wrote:

You're welcome! I'm always here for you just as | was for your brother and your dad. Your family was and always will be a huge part
of my life.
Angie

On Saturday, May 28, 2016, <dex561 wrote:

| agree, it's very possible some of the leaked info came from him.
Thanks for the kind words and support. :-)

Ira

————— Original Message-----
From: Angie Ojea
To: dex561
Sent: Sat, May 28,
Subject: Re: David

pm

The timing seems very strange! I'm not liking this at all. Do you think it's possible that this "leaked" info they speak of in previous
articles was possibly Craig himself? To cover his tracks for these so called contracts? It's too fishy.

You know you don't only have to contact me about new developments. I'm here also as a friend. If you need anything, want to
share a happy moment, please know I'm here.

Hugs!
Angie

On Saturday, May 28, 2016, <dex561@-> wrote:

Hi Angie,

All'is good here. There hasn't been much news since Craig disappeared again.

| have been talking with a few attorneys about litigation, but so far no action has been taken.
The frustrating part is not really knowing what David wants me to do. | wish | knew if the
contracts he agreed to with Craig were truly voluntary or if they were fabracated as they
appear to be. | have this one contract dated April 2, 2013 where David transfers the assets
in their company back to Craig and in exchange David was supposed to receive 50% of a

EXHIBIT

i

PENGAD 800-631-6989
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new company to be created in Australia. David died the same%th as this contract.
The timing sounds strange doesn't it?

Have a good weekend.
Ira

_____ [

Sent: Sat, May 28, pm
Subject: Re:; David

Hey ira. Just checking in on you and hoping you're doing well. Have a good weekendt!

On Monday, May 9, 2016, Angie Ojea _wrote:

You have to know, that is certainly not what | was hoping for, expecting or ever even considered. | appreciate your thoughtfulness
and hope that you would of course take care of you and yours first. | know that David was a loving and generous man!
Sometimes to a fault. But he did always want to take care of those he joved.

| knew that Craig was trying to prove he was Satoshi, and that there were people proving him to be a fraud. { was unaware that
he came out apologizing for lack of "courage" to do it. This is crazy. Thank you for the updates.

| hope you are getting some rest and remembering to take of yourself for the others in your life that love you and need you.
Angie

On Saturday, May 7, 2018, <dex561@-> wrote:

That's why I'm fighting for David's rights in this crazy situation. | know he would want you and some of his
other close friends to be taken care of. If if's true that part of the bitcoin fortune belongs to him and we
are able to recover them, 1 don't think you'll ever have to worry about money again.

The latest developments were about Craig attempting to publicly prove he is Satoshi and then failing.
The next day he leaves a message apologizing to everyone and saying he doesn't have the courage to do it.
Il keep you updated when something new develops.

Ira

----- Original Message-----
From: Angie Oje
To: dex561
Sent: Sat, May 7,
Subject: Re: David

pm

Thank you Ira.

It's mosliy achieving a work life balance. I've been a single mom for the paslt 3 years or so. | manage a Starbucks and it's a lot of
work, and very early hours, My ex and | do not get along because he causes a lot of drama.

I have a full social schedule as well as a family and work schedule this past week and this one coming up. Birthdays,
Graduations, School performances, friends coming in to town, Friends having surgeries....

By Wednesday, | should start to see things settle down. It's just been a lot to balance. And sleep eludes me.
I'm anxious to hear about the new developments, just wanted you to know why if it takes a day or 2 to respond.

Thanks.
Angie

On Saturday, May 7, 20186, <dex561@_> wrote:
Crazy days? If there's anything you want to talk about | can be a geod listener too.
There have been a few new twists and turns in the story, but it can wait until

whatever stuff your dealing with is cleared up.

Ira
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----- Original Message----- 354
From: Angie Ojea
To: dex561
Sent: Fri, May 6, 2016 4:23 pm
Subject: Re: David

I've had a few crazy days with a few more ahead of me. But thank you for your thoughts and insight. | know it was a crazy
thought.
Please keep me updated with any new developments.

Thanks fra.
Angie

On Tuesday, May 3, 2016, <dex561@-> wrote:

I never saw David program any software or figure out insanely difficult math equaticns so | don't believe he

completely invented bitcoin. He may have helped in the encryption and security areas as well as operating

functions of the business. | think he was also the primary person in charge of the company assels - being bitcoin.
| can't really determine whether they co-invented bitcoin or were just very early hitcoin miners.

There may be a few reason why Craig is coming out as Satoshi.

1. Ego

2. Wants to legitimize his claim of a Trust he setup that holds the bitcoins he transfered out of the company
that was jointly owned by him and David.

3. In the bitcoin community there are disputes about how bitcoin should evolve and perhaps he wants to
take a leadership role to move things forward.

To: dex561
Sent: Tue, May 3,
Subject: Re: David

Crazy thought....If Craig is lying about being Satoshi, why risk coming out and being found a fraud? Unless the person who IS
can not discredit him because he has passed away.
IS THAT CRAZY TCQ THINK?

On Tuesday, May 3, 2016, Angie Ojea _wrote:

| read several stories, all of them pretty much the same with the exception that he IS, and that he is NOT. 1 don't know what to
think.

On Monday, May 2, 20186, <dex561 @- wrote:

Hi Angie,
Check out today's news about Craig.

Ira

----- QOriginal Message-----

From: Angie Ojea
To: dexb61
Sent: Fri, Apr 29, 56 am

Subject: Re: David

I'm glad to hear your wife is supportive. That's huge to have that behind you. There is nothing like having people you can
trust and share with. I'm one of those people.

Thank you for sharing. Yesterday was kind of a rough day for me, knowing what | now know and it being the anniversary of
that dreaded call from your dad. | couldn't stop thinking about David. As hard as | tried.
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And thank you for clarifying the conditions in which his homedvas found. That was troublesome to me. | didn't want to think
that the story was true or that he had reached some level of desperation. Then | thought, after talking to you, that it was
staged.

Piease keep me posted as much as you can of any new developments. Stay strong, go with your gut, listen to your support-=«x- -
system and know that I'm always here.

Thank you fra. Thank you so much.

On Thursday, April 28, 2016, <dex561@-vrote:

| really appreciate you taking the time to listen and share your thoughts. It's difficult finding people | can trust to talk with
about this stuff. My wife is supportive, and actually if | had followed her advice from the start and not trusted Craig at all, |

probably would be in a better place.

David's autopsy didn't show any bullets or wounds. At the time | don't think | checked his gun for missing bullets. | simply
figured it had to be from his gun. The article that mentioned liquor bottles spread about all over was a bit of an
exaggeration. There was a bottle of wine with a nearly empty glass next to it, and one small opened liquor bottie on his
bedroom dresser. I'm not sure why his friend Patrick described things the way he did to reporters.

| assume the writer knows where Craig is. 1 guess for now I'll just wait and see if he reveals any new information.

Ira

----- Original Messgge--—--
From: Angie Oje
To: dex561
Sent: Mon, Apr 25, 2016 6:13 pm
Subiject: Re: David

Maybe Craig knows there's something on them, and knows you can't access the information. Maybe that's why he never
took you up on the offer. Proof that he owes David SOMETHING. Your other theory of being impossible to decrypt woulid
also make sense, seeing as David was a genius with security and encryption.

You said the autopsy revealed no bullet wounds? You saw the autopsy report? Was David's gun fully loaded? What are your
thoughts on the foul play if there were no bullet wounds? Alcohol? The report said he was surrounded by empty liquor
bottles. | know he drank, but that just seemed odd to me. Like how many bottles? Drugged?

| can understand there being some difficulty with finding an attorney to take this on. It is complicated, especially with like you
said, recovering damages in Bitcoin.

From my understanding, Craig has disappeared, cashed out on businesses he was involved in and is maybe in England?
Deleted Twitter, Facebook and other accounts. Something is certainly amiss. Any idea or news on whether he has been
located? Obviously, someone knows where he is if he is planning on writing this story you spoke of. | think you were wise to
decline o participate. Like you said, so many unanswered guestions. Maybe, somehow, his "coming out” story might help
your case somehow. Admissions and such. Thoughts on that?

Ira, | can't imagine the stress and grief you have endured during these last 3 years, and now with the passing of your dad.
I'm sorry you are taking this on with no surrounding family. How is your wife with all of this? Is she supportive? | hope so.
Honestly, it's none of my business, except concern for you being so bombarded with doing alt of this alone.

Maybe one day soon we can have lunch or something. Sometimes just having a face across from you, to talk to, that you
know toved your brother can be therapeutic. Let me know. In the mean time, | wili continue to be here in whatever capacity
you need. You're not alone.

Angie

On Sunday, April 24, 2016, <dex561 G wrote:

Yes | have some of David's usb drives and for now | put them in a safe deposit box. They are encrypted with a password so |
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don't have access to see what's on them. But since Craig 2%k one who suggested there might be bilcoins on them, | don't put
- much weight in it. When | first started talking with Craig, | actually did trust him and even offered to give him access to the drives
so he could decrypt them. He never took me up on the offer so | figure either he just wanted me to believe there was something
on them( a device of distraction from other fraud), or he knows they are impossibie to decrypt.
- 1 didn't keep the bullet casing=.-At-that time it never crossed my mind that anybody would shoot David. 1 was thinking like.yowge
maybe he shot himself and his police buddies were possibly trying to shield us from it.

| have been talking to some attorneys about pursuing legal action against Craig for the stuff he

promised David's estale as well as the fruadulent contracts 1| believe he made up after David passed away. Butit's been difficult
finding attorney's that will take the case because it's so complicated, and being the value is stored mostly in bitcoin, they aren't
sure how they would recover damages.

About a month ago | was contacted by a writer that was handpicked by Craig to compose a story about all of this. He wanted me
to share insight about David.. 1told him | like the idea of my brother getting the recognition he deserves, but | think it's too soon to
he writing a story when there are still so many unanswered questions. So [ ended up declining to participate. There must be a
reason why Craig wants to reveal the story now, and I'm afraid to be involved if it could end up helping him in some way. The
writer told me that Craig plans to reveal to the public that he has proof that he is "Satoshi Nakamoto”, that's the alias both Craig
and David used online. This might take place toward the end of this month or maybe early May. I'll be surprised if it actually
happens, but if it does I'm interested to see whal's revealed.

Ira

—--Original Messaga__

From: Angie Ojea

To: dex561

Sent: Sun, Apr 24, 2016 11:42 am
Subject; Re: David

Oh wow! That is a lot to absorb. |
| had originally thought, too, that David was frustrated with his health, and | was somewhat aware of financial difficulties |
through conversations with your dad, that maybe he took his own life. Your dad confided the same thing to me. When they '
wouldn't allow him to see the body, he questioned if it was because maybe it was suicide, and they were protecting him |
from knowing that. }

After reading the article, and your last email, | began to think like you. Foul play.

The article stated there were no "wounds consistent with a bullet" or so | think it said. | did read where the hullet hole was
found in the mattress. You are in possession of the casing?

And it mentioned you may be in possession of a USB? Please be careful! If your theory is correct, this could wind up being
a dangerous situation. No wonder you are not finding any comfort. I'm so sorry!

Are you pursuing anything? | would really love to talk to you more about it. If this Craig guy is involved in shady things, hit
men and the like, what may you be risking? Consider your family in every decision.

Everything we discuss, it's between you and | anly! | won't tell another living soul. For your protection as much as anything.

On Sunday, April 24, 2016, <dex561 wrote:

thanks Angie.
| can give you more details on the phone sometime, but for now Fil try to provide
a summary of what's been going on.

About 10 months after David passed away | was contacted by this Australian guy
named Craig Wright. He tells me that he was David's partner in a secret business that
nobody was aware of. [t was a bitcoin mining business.

Bitcoins are a form of digital money and according to Craig, he and David invented

this new form of currency. They were the first people to mine it, meaning they used
computers to generate lots of them. Anway, Craig tells me that he wants to make

sure David's estate receives something from the business. Over the next twe years he
makes a bunch of promises to me and my dad, but none of them are ever kept. During
this time | do a lot of research about Craig, and discover he has done a ot of shady stuff.
He certainly isn't the good guy he originally presented himself to be. Although | question
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much of the story told by Craig, | know that some of it i3Bdk. 1| know for a fact that David

was somehow involved in this bitcoin business because of a conversation | had with him

years ago. In 2009 my daughter was born and it was David's first time meeting her for

Thanksgiving at my dad's house. | have photas of us from that day and vividly remember _
David telling me that&a#%% creating his own money. Facebook was in the news at the : i
time and | remember asking him "why don't you create the next big internet business

like that Mark Zuckerberg kid, your as smart as him". And then he telis me he is working

on something better, he says "I'm creating my own money." And | was like "what, you're

printing counterfeit money?" And he says "No, I'm making digital money". | don't remember

him calling it bitcoin back then, he just referred to it as "digital money"”.

Now the part that troubles me about David's death is when | question if foul play was involved.
You may have read from the online articles that they found a builet hole in David's bed,

but the article doesn't mention that there was also an empty bullet casing. The cleanup

crew | hired to go in his house found it and gave it to me. At the time | thought maybe

he was so frustrated with his condition of health he fired a round into his bed. But

what if there's more to it than that? He was somehow controlling millions of dollars in bitcoin.

From what | understand, Craig and David were also in some capacity involved with Silk Road.
I don't know if you ever heard of it, but Silk Road was like a hidden website where people
could buy and sell illegal services and products like drugs. They would use untraceabie
bitcoins to make their purchases. There are reports of the guy who headed Silk Road

hiring hitmen to eliminate threats and such. David's autopsy doesn't mention any wounds

or bullets, but | can't help but think there still might be a connection.

I know that shortly before he died, David was having money problems and was asking

my dad to help him with his house payments. But if he had access to these millions in bitcoin,
why wouldn't he just sell a few to pay some bills? What if he had a falling out with Craig

over a decision to sell some of them? There are so many unanswered questions.

| hope that gives you a glimpse into what's been going on.
Please keep our conversations private.

Ira

From: Angie Oje.
To: dex561
Sent: Sat, Apr 23, .40 pm
Subject: Re: David

I actually googied it right after | responded to your last email.
| found in one of the stories that | read, my theory on his condition was correct. Or at least according to the article.

Listen, | loved your family, especially David. Even though we had maved on in our lives, | never truly got completely over
him. | always wondered what could have been had we stayed together. Circumstances of young love | suppose.

Please know that if you ever want to talk, anything you share with me would be kept confidential. I'm a little confused as to
the Bitcoin matter, but if you need help, I'm willing to give you any help you need. Even just an ear.

I'm so glad you reached out to me.
Thank you lra.

On Saturday, April 23, 2016, <dex561 G vote:

If you google "Dave Kleiman bitcoin" there are many articles that will give you an idea
of what he was involved with.

Here is one:
http://gizmodo.com/the-strange-life-and-death-of-dave-kleiman-a-computer-1747092460
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There is much more to the story than what has been published. | can share some of it with you,
but there is still a great deal that i am uncertain about.

TR Bhedl ety

————— Original Message-----
From: Angie QOiea
To: dexb61
Sent: Sat, Apr 23,

Subject: Re: Louis K

I'm so sorry to hear that. | know that David was struggling a lot with his stays at the VA. Although he tried to avoid talking
to me about exactly why he was there. He never did share that with me. | have my theories on both his "illness" and his
passing as well. It's hard to imagine that a man as stubborn, as strong willed as he was, would go out any other way than
by natural causes, but, 1 feel as you. it's heart breaking.

I have not heard anything about Bitcoin. I'm curious now.

If you need me, I've been told | have a good ear. You are welcome to call. My number is 561-707-3734.

At least you have several ways to reach me should you ever feel the need.

On Saturday, April 23, 20186, <dex561@-> wrote:

Angie,

To be honest, | haven't found comfort yet mostly surrounding David's passing.
There's a lot of strange stuff that kind of fell in my lap after he passed away and
I'm still trying to figure out how to deal with it. Sometimes | feel like his death
was not by natural causes.

Did you sver read any articles about David's involvement with Bitcoin?

Ira

-----Original Message-----

From: Angie Qi

To: dex561

Sent: Sat, Apr 23, 2016 7:27 am
Subject: Re: Louis K

Hi lra.
I'm doing well.

My hape is that you are doing well and that you have found comfort in your family considering the recent loss of your
dad.

| ran into your dad one December not long after your mom passed away. We exchanged phone numbers and addresses
and thus began our keeping in touch.

I miss him.

And that picture of David and ? How funny is that? We were 14,15 at best. | miss him terribly. We kept in touch, my
children knew him, as well as my husband. He would come to the hause on occasion and fix a computer and have dinner

with us.
If you like, I'm on Facebook all the time. (I'm a junkie) Angela Whittle Ojea, Send me a request.

Thank you for reaching out and | pray you are doing ok.

On Friday, April 22, 2018, <dex561 wrote:

Hi Angie,
How are you? Thisis Ira.

| rarely ever use Facebook, but | just happened to logon to my dads account today
and noticed you left some messages. | didn't realize that you stayed in touch with him.
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And | saw that photo of you and David. Wow, you guys looked great.
Ah, the good ol 80's.

I hope all is well.
Ira
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ‘
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

IRA KLEIMAN, as the personal representative CASE NO.: 9:18-cv-80176-BB
of the Estate of David Kleiman, and W&K Info
Defense

Research, LLC,

Plaintiffs,
V.

CRAIG WRIGHT,

Defendant.

PLAINTIFEFS’ DISCLOSURE OF ALL REPOSITORIES OF POTENTIALLY
RELEVANT ESI PURSUANT TO THE PARTIES STIPULATED DISCOVERY PLAN
FILED FEBRUARY 5, 2019

Pursuant to the Parties Stipulated Discovery Plan, ECF No. [88], at 4, 43, Plaintiffs hereby
disclosc the following repositorics of potentially relevant EST known to Ira and that is or was under
his or Dave Kleiman’s posscssion, custody, or control:

(1) email addresses including but not limited to email addresses registered under an
alias or shared with another individual or entity;

Dave Kleiman’s email accounts:

klumandavc(
d.

samO8 | 2@
dzignd(

b]a77cx@_

@ e o ¢ o o

ehb3 762

EXHIBIT

T
:




Case 9:18-cv-80176-BB Document 488-14 Entered on FLSD Docket 05/08/2020 Page 339 of
354

A

dex561{
goldkey(
voltar$8 8@ G-
zupzup 101
raysun909@

backclock 1999
zookloud(@
davidcoinex(@
rezurch88(a

iradavid2009@
33bots@

bluetap22(@
bampogo77{c
davek2140@
wrightkleiman(@

® & &6 & & O & & S O O O OO OO OO e OO Ve O P e 0

Louis Kleiman’s email account:
e lureg8

(2) laptops, desktops, hard drives, tablets, phones, or any other computing device;

Dave Kleiman’s electronic devices:
Secagatc Momentus 500GB

e WD Scorpio Blue 750GB

Seagate Momentus 500GB
Hitachi Travelstar 100GB

WD Scorpio Black 320GB

HTC T7373X Touch Pro2

Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Black

® o & & 0

ba
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Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Orange
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Blue
Corsair Survivor Stealth TD Gray Blue 2
TIACIS TD (thumb drive)

Micro Vault Tiny 4GB (thumb drive)
Sandisk Cruzer Micro 8GB (thumb drive)
CEIC 2009 2GB (thumb drive)

Key Thumbdrive 8GB (thumb drive)

® & & & & & 0

Ira Kleiman’s electronic devices:
e [Black Apple 4GB (thumb drive)
DataTraveler 100 G2 8GB (thumb drive)
Kingston DT101 G2 16GB (thumb drive)
PNY TD 128GB (thumb drive)
Sandisk Cruzer 128GB(thumb drive)
Kingston DT101 G2 16GB (thumb drive)
MS FLASH (thumb drive)
Samsung GT-18190L (cell phone)
Kleiman-Laptop IF Drive (laptop drive)
Klemman-laptop C Drive (laptop drive)
Seagate 320GB Momentus (Internal HDD)
WD Scorpio (Internal HD)
Iomega Ext HDD Fat Partiti F-Drive (External HD)
Tomega Ext HDD Fat Partiti G-Drive (External HD)
Seagate FreeAgent Go 500GB (External HD)
Store Jet 500GB (External HD)
Store Jet HDD 1TB (External HD)

(3) any device or software used to mine or store cryptocurrencies;
e Irais not aware of any at this time.

(4) any device or software used fo write or code the Bitcoin client;
¢ [rais not aware of any at this time.

(5) cloud storage accounts;

e Dave Kleiman’s filesanywhere.com account

e Dave Kleiman’s Appriver account

¢ Dave Kleiman’s Godaddy.com account

{6) USB, flash drives, CD/DVDs or any other physical ESI storage medium;

® Seeif2
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(7) Social media accounts;

» Ira has the following Twitter handles:

(8) any intranet or shared servers;

e Irais not aware of any at this time. |
|
. . |
(9) text messages and voicemails; |
- |
|

e [ra’s compulers conlain copies of some lexl messages.

¢ [ra’s phone system may have voicemails.

!

!

!

(10) any repositories used to develop or store intellectual property including but not |

limited to any computer code repositories; and ]

1

» [ra is not aware of any at this time. |

(11) any unique or propr'ietary software on which relevant data is stored.
¢ Ira is not aware of any at this time.

(12) Dave’s Agents

e Attorney: The Karp Law Firm
o Accountant: David Scott Kuharcik

(13) Ira’s Agents
e Attorneys:
o The Karp Law Firm
o Lubell Rosen, LLC
o Boics Schiller Flexner LLP

Dated: March 7, 2019 Respectfully submitted,
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s/Velvel (Devin) Freedman |
Velvel (Devin} Freedman, Esq. I
Florida Bar No. 99762
BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP |
100 SE Second Street, Suite 2800 |
Miami, Florida 33131

Telephone: (305) 539-8400
Facsimile: (305) 539-1307

Kyle W. Roche, Esq.

Admitted Pro Huc Vice

BOIES SCHILLER FLEXNER LLP
333 Main Street

Armonk, NY 10504

Telephone: (914) 749-8200
Facsimile: (914) 749-8300
krochedihstlip.com

Counsel to Plaintiff Ira Kleiman as Personal
Representative of the Estate of David Kleiman
and W&K Info Defense Research, LLC

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

ITHEREBY CERTIFY that on March 7, 2019, 1 electronically filed the foregoing document
with the Clerk of the Court using CM/ECF. 1 also certify that the foregoing document is being
served this day on all counsel of record via transmission of Notices of Electronic Filing generated
by CM/ECT,

s/Velvel (Devin) Freedman
VELVEL (DEVIN)} FREEDMAN
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To: Hardy, Michae 354

From: Ira Kleiman
Sent: Mon 29/06/2015 11:40:30 PM
Subject: Re: ATO Investigation [SEC=UNCLASSIFIED]

But you can confirm that there is presently no investigation of Dr. Craig Wright and
my brother?

Regards,
Ira Kleiman

On Mon, Jun 29, 2015 at 7:23 PM, Hardy, Michael _vrole:

Please note that if there is no present investigation and the information by itself does not warrant an investigation there may be no
immediate action.

Michael Hardy
Senior Assistant Commissioner
Australian Taxation Office

Phone +61 2 6216 1798 | Mobile_

ATO | Working for all Australians

From: Ira Kleima

Sent: Tuesday, 30 June 2015 8:49 AM
To: Hardy, Michael

Subject: ATO Investigation

Dear Mr. Hardy,

I understand that you were investigating a case involving my brother

David Kleiman and his partner Craig Wright.

Could you tell me if you are still seeking new information regarding EXHIBIT

this case? Or if it was closed can you tell me when?

g
§
75

(/1
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Thank you, 354

Ira Kleiman

e s e sk sk s sk she ske st st ok sk sk sk sk sk ok sk ok sk kool sk ke sk skl sk st sk skt skeosk sk sk sk sl kol ke st sk ek sk sk sk ok sk sk ok skokosk etk ok doloi ek

IMPORTANT

The information transmitted is for the use of the intended
recipient only and may contain confidential and/or legally
privileged material. Any review, re-transmission, disclosure,
dissemination or other use of, or taking of any action in
reliance upon, this information by persons or entities other
than the intended recipient is prohibited and may result in
severe penalties. If you have received this e-mail in error
please notify the Privacy Hotline of the Australian Taxation
Office, telephone 1300 661 542 and delete all copies of this

transmission together with any attachments,
2 ok s SR sk ko o SRR ok R e ol s sl e s ol sl ok ok ol s sl s o ofe s sl s SRR sk s st Rk sk ol SR i Rkl Rl ko ol ko ko Rk kR Aok
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Jeremy.mudfor

From: dex561

Sent: Thur 31/0 2:12:44 AM

Subject: - -Re: COIN-EXCH PTY. LTD. A.C.N. 163 338 467

ATO-Meeling-Minutes-Redacted - notes.pdf

Hi Jeremy,

Yes | have tangible evidence that Coin-Exch had IP in it's possession.
Please find the attached document in which a representative from Coin-Exch discusses
the IP and assets with ATO officials.

Based upon what | have learned of Mr. Wright, it is possible that assets moving through
his entities were acquired by fraudulent means. But | suppose that is a separate issue that
may not concern your investigation.

May | ask why hasn't the ATO provided you with documentation about the companies
they appointed you to? They clearly have evidence revealing the transfer of assets

in and out of Mr. Wright's entities. | would imagine the ATO would also expect a detailed
investigation. They are already aware of Mr. Wright's prior infractions and his views
about avoiding taxes.

Since Coin-Exch officers have failed to:

1. Provide you with a Report as to Affairs for the company;

2. Provide the company’s books and records;

3. Reasonably assist you in carrying out your role as Liquidator..

I believe you can apply to ASIC for funding to carry out a further investigation?.

Officers of the company breached their duty to provide shareholders (myself) with
financial reports or notify me of corporate actions.

Can you tell me what other claims | may have against officers of Coin-Exch?
And what offences by company management can you report to ASIC?

Kind regards,
Ira

----- Original Message-----

To: dex561

Sent: Tue, Aug 29, 28 pm

Subject: RE: COIN-EXCH PTY. LTD. A.C.N. 163 338 467

Dear Ira,

| refer to your email below and previous email correspondence regarding the company.

Page 345 of

EXHIBIT

Besides the information provided (which predominately has consisted of various Blog site articles), it would be much
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appreciated if you could provide any tangible evidence thaldhg company (andfor its related entities that we have been

appointed over) held any IP (which may include IP relating to Bitcoin). In the interim, our preliminary investigations do
not reveal any trademarks registered to the company's name. Please refer to the links here and lere.

Upon your request, we wrote to nTrust regarding the purported sale, however, have not received a response to our
request. | note this company appears fo be situated in Canada and as such, we are not in a position to pursue the matier
further without being indemnified for our costs.

We have also attempted to contact the company's directors, however, have not received any response from them.

| reiterate that the Liguidation is unfunded in this matter and as such, we do not have any obligation to continue to incur
cost without any realistic prospects of return. Notwithstanding, should you have any further tangible evidence that the
company held IP, | would appreciate if you could please provide same to me as soon as practicable.

Should you be able to provide funding in order to progress further investigations into the company's IP (including
evidence that the company held IP relating to Bitcoin), please put your proposal in writing to us for the Liquidator to
consider. In the absence of such funding, it is our intention to complete our investigations into the company's affairs and
finalise the liquidation as soon practicable thereafter.

Should you have any other queries, please do not hesitate to contact me.

Kind Regards,

JEREMY MUDFQORD

Senior File Accountant

 WESTERN SYDNEY

| Suite 6018, Level 6, 91 Phillip Street
i Parramatta NSW 2150

i PO Box 207

! Parramatta NSW 2124

'p

' 02 8844 1200

o, ERRL e =
R e éﬂ g E g
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L F 028844 1211
!

W worrelis.net.au
i

Standard Warrejis E-maij Disclaimer
Liability irmtied by a scheme approved unider Professional Standards Legislaiion.

This erail Bocluding i atrachmenisg may b

& sUbit 1 sither It prvlege o peodianionsboondentinlity @nd may contsln prrsunct nlrnnsloen, 1 e sssive? s amallin 2 srofdensionsl

eonficenliality ke pnbweivet o kal. Vhis eood s piotacted by copyristil

Sent: Wednesday, Ugus :
Subject: Re: COIN-E . , ACCN.

Hi Jeremy,

Coin-Exch held a valuable amount of IP in it's possession. Before finalizing the liquidation, shouldin't a determination first be made as
to where the IP was transferred? It would appear that either a insolvent or fraudulent transaction has taken place.

Didn’t Coin-Exch have a number of Directors that you could attempt to contact for more details?

Kind regards,
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----Original Messaga-----

From: Jeremy Mudfor
To: dex561 <dexh61&
Sent: Tue, Aug 28, 2017 3:20 am

Subject: RE: COIN-EXCH PTY. LTD. A.C.N. 163 338 467
Hi Ira,

We have not received a response to our correspondence regarding the sale to nTrust, nor have we identified any monies
paid to the entities by the ATO.

Accordingly, we are currently made an application to the ASIC Liquidator Assistance Program to assist in contacting the
Director. However, in the absence of any realisations, it will be our intention to lodge our report to ASIC and finalise these
matters thereafter (subject to ASIC clearance).

Kind Regards,
JEREMY MUDFORD
Senior File Accountant

| WESTERN SYDNEY

Suite 601B, Leve! 6, 91 Phillip Strest
FParramatta NSW 2150

i PO Box 207

i Parramatta NSW 2124

9]

02 8844 1200

F 028844 1211

E

Standard Worrells E-mall Disclaimer
Liabifity iimifed by a ssheme approved under Professional Standards Legisiation.
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Sent: Tuesday, ugus :
Subject: Re: COIN-EXCEH . . ACN.
Dear Jeremy,

Can you provide any updates on the Coin-Exch matter?

Regards,
Ira
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----Original Message-----

~-From: Jeremy Mudford

To: dex561 <dex561E

Sent: Thu, Jul 20, 201 .

Subject: Automatic reply: COIN-EXCH PTY. LTD. A.C.N. 163 338 467
Dear Sir/Madam,

I am currently on leave from 28 June 2017, returning to work 7 August 2017.

If your enquiry is urgent please contact Youssef Sarakbi of this office on -r

voussef.sarakbi®

Kind Regards,

Page 348 of
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To: De 354

From: De
Sent: Thur 24/03/2016 1:45:50 PM
Subject: Re: Website Files

Hey Patrick,
| haven't heard back from you about the hosting files stuff.

Anyway, there's another issue | was wondering if you could help me with.
I'm trying to locate any documents related to the W&K biz Dave operated.

| remember we had a conversation at Dave's house shortly after he passed
away. You were mentioning to me how my dad was asking for the return

of a file cabinet he bought for Dave and you said something like "what

does your dad need with another file cabinet?" And | was like "l don't know,
| guess he just wants it because he bought it." Of course | didn't think
anything of it at the time. But it just dawned on me that maybe inside that
cabinet is where Dave stored his W&K related stuff? You didn't possibly
come across any papers mentioning W&K?

Thanks,
Ira

On Monday, February 15, 2016 3:16 PM, De_wrote:

Hey Patrick,

Page 349 of

| just noticed your email today. Sure, I'll take a look around if you want to give me web acces to it. It can't hurt

trying.

Thanks,
Ira

On Friday, February 5, 2016 2:31 PM, Patrick Paige_rote:

Hi Ira... | was looking at files stored on our web hosting company and find password cache files like the one below... are
these supposed to be there? | think since you're familiar with this stuff maybe you should poke around in there and see if

Dave hide anything there. Maybe there is hidden files of value there. Whatcha think?

g
gn%

EXHIBIT
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hostgator.com: it

Patrick Paige Eence scers

1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426
Office: 561.404.3074

www.coimpiiterforensicslic.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus prolected from disclosure. if the reader of this message is niot the
intenided recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message [o (he infended recipient, you are hereby nolified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please noiify us immedialely by replying to the
massage and deleting It from your computer. Thank you.
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To: Patrick Paig 354
From: Dex

Sent: Fri 17/03/2017 10:46:59 PM

Subject: Re: viewing emails

On Monday, March 28, 2016 2:22 PM, Patrick Paig_rote:

| was able to login with the info | gave you.

Patrick Paige ence scers

1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426
Office: 561.404.3074

www.computerforensicsllc.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus prolected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is nol the
intended recipient, or an employee or agent rasponsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibiled. If you have received this communication in error, please notify us immediately by replying to the
message and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Sent: Monday,
To: Patrick Paige
Subject: Re: vie

| agree, that does seem weird.

| tried to login with the d@d address and the cf passwd, but doesn't
seem to work.

Can you try logging into it?

On Monday, March 28, 2016 2:11 PM, Patrick Paig_wrote:

Yes | will keep it... It seems weird that the address on the envelope is handwritten considering it came from the
“Supreme Court”. Appriver support is mainly online, did you go to their site and login with Dave's info?

https://cp.appriver.com/Login.aspx

Patrick Paige ence scers
1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426

Office: 561.404.3074

www.computerforensicslic.com

Nole: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, or an employee or agenl responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please nolify us immediately by replying to the

message and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Sent: Monday,
To: Patrick Paige
Subject: Re: vie

Can you keep that letter and envelope in a safe place for me?
I'd like to check it out sometime.

So what do you think about the Appriver avenue?
Can | talk to their support guy?
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Thanks.

On Monday, March 28, 2016 1:58 PM, Patrick Paige_

| just found the filing today when | was looking for something else... 1 was never contacted by anyone about W&K and
I've never heard of the qirl.

Patrick Paige ence scers

1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426
Office: 561.404.3074

www.comptterforensicsitlc.com

Note: The information conlained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protected from disciosure. if the reader of this message is not the
intended racipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby nolified thal any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is skictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please nolify us immediately by replying fo the
message and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

Frbm: De

Sent: Monday, Harc! !! !!!! !!! !H

To: Patvck Paioo [

Subject: Re: viewing emalls
I don’t know, they might be able to access stuff we don't know about. You mentioned this web hosting biz is
not your forte. And the backend of it is not really mine either.

When did you find that W&K filing?

Were you ever contacted by the girl (Uyen) that took over David's position as director for W&K?

Thanks.

On Monday, March 28, 2016 1:40 PM, Patrick Paige_> wrote:

What wouid appriver support do for us?_Also | found the original court mailing about WK, it has a case number... see
attached.

Patrick Paige ence scers
1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426

Office: 561.404.3074

www.computerforensicsiic.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protected from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for defivering this message to the infended recipient, you are hereby nolified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in errar, please notily us immediately by replying to the
message and deleling it from your computer. Thank you.

Sent: Monday, Marc :
Subject: Re: vie

Yep, | realized that shortly after emaiing you.

Could | possibly have the account login info that would let me talk to the appriver support people?

Thanks,
lra
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On Monday, March 28, 2016 10:18 AM, Patrick Paige rote:

Looks like a log file created when the site is backed up. You can open is as a text document fo view it. - o

Patrick Paige ence scers
1880 North Congress Ave. Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL. 33426

Office: 561.404.3074

www.computerforensicsllic.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protected from disciosure. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for delivering this message to the imtended recipiend, you are hereby nolified that any dissemination,
distribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. If you have received this communication in error, please nalify us immediately by replying to the

message and deleting it from your computer. Thank you.

From: Dex
Sent: Saturday,
To: Patrick Paig
Subject: Re: viewing emalls

okay i think i figured out how to extract the file, but don't know how to read it.

i will attach one of them. maybe you know how to view it?

On Saturday, March 26, 2016 12:47 PiM, Patrick Paig_wrote:

No | don't... I've seen some text files with weird passwords but | don't know if they are related.

Patrick Paige ence scers

1880 North Congress Ave, Ste 333
Boynton Beach FL 33426
Office: 661.404.3074

www.computerforensicslic.com

Note: The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential and thus protecied from disclosure. If the reader of this message is not the
intended recipient, or an employee or agent responsible for defivering this message to the intended recipient, you are hereby nolified that any dissemination,
disiribution or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited. if you have received this communication in error, please notify us immedialely by replying to the
message and deleling it from your compuler. Thank you.

Sent: Friday, Marc , :
To: Patrick Foioe [
Subject: viewing emails

Hey Patrick,

| been searching through the emails, but no mention of bitcoin related stuff yet.
There seems to be a bunch of archived email files in .gz format and they are
password protected. Do you know what it might be?

If so, can you text it {o me.

Thanks,
Ira

|
|
|
]
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