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[X IN THE CIRCUIT COURT OF THY _EVENTH JUDICIAL GIRCUIT IN AND FOR Mt DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA.
[ IN THE-COUNTY COURT IN AND FOR MIAMI-DADE GOUNTY, FLORIDA.

DIVISION CASE NUMBER :
CIVIL SUMMONS 20 DAY CORPORATE SERVICE

[J oisTRICTS (a) GENERAL FORMS
] OTHER 13 0 659(‘!\50
PLAINTIFF(S) VS. DEFENDANT(S) SERVICE

* Ana Lorena Nuila de Gadala-Maria, el al. : Willis Group Holdings Public. Limited
. Gompany, et al.

THE S_'{ATE; OF FLORIDA:
To Each Shedff of the Sfate:

YOU ARE COMMANDED 10 serveithls summons and copy of the complalnt-or petition th this
dctign-oh defendant(s): Wilis.of Coloradodng,,

By Sarving Registéred Agent: The.Comporation Conipany, 1675 Broadway, Sulle. 1200
Denvar, COB0202

T

L NIDOTO:

ER

‘Edieh defendant § |s reqmred toserve wrrltan defense to the complaint or pefition on
Pialnliff’s Altomey: Cuis B. Miner

whose address is; Colsan HIgks Eldson, 255 Alnambta Circle, PH, Coral Gables, F1, 33134 i : e
,Ph 305-475-7400; Fax: 305—476—7444 - pa—

wilhin 20 days it . ¢

or éne of iis ofﬂcia]s or emnlovees sued fi h!s ar her offlclal-capacity is a_defendant, the time to respond shall be 40 dzqgg3
When suit is brought pursuant fo. 768.28, Florida Statutes, the time to réspond shall be 30 days, i -after service of this. summons
on thal defendant , 'exclusiva of the: day of senvice, and 1o file the original of the defenses.with the Clerk of Ihis Gigik Court aithier bejg;a
service ori Plaintiff's attomey or immediately thereafier. If a defendant falls to-do so, a dafauit will be entered against-that'defendantfor

the relief demanded In the complaint:ar peliion. m
Al ERAY

HARVEY RUVIN .
CLERK OF COURTS BY:

AMERICANS WINEBISABILITIES ACT OF 1990
ADA NOTICE
“If you aré a person with a disability who needs any accommeodation in order to
participate in this proceeding, you are entitled, at no cost. to you, to the provision of certaisi
assistance. Please contaét the Eleventh Judicial Circuit Court’s ADA Coordinator, Lawsen
E. Thomas Courthouse Center, 175 NW 1% Ave,, Suite 2702, Miami, FL 33128, Telephioiié
(305) 349-7175; TDD (305) 349-7174, Fax (305) 3497355 at least 7 days before your
|'scheduled. court appearance, or immediately upon receiving this notification if the: time
beforé the scheduled appearance is less than 7 days; if you are hearing or voice impaired,, -
call 711.”

CLK/CT. 314 Rai..01/11 Clark’s-wab add[eqs: Ww.ml'gmi-dngdaﬂc;m
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INTHE-CIRCUIT COURT OF THE ELEVENTH.JUDICIAL CIRGUIT IN AND FOR MIAMI-DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA.
[N THE COUNTY. COURT IN AND FOR MIAMI:DADE COUNTY, FLORIDA.

DIVISION CASE NUMBER

5 cviL: ,

L] DISTRICTS CIVIL COVER SHEET PB-05669CA30
[ FAMILY

[1 OrHER

PLAINTIFF VS, DEFENDANT CLOCK IN

Ana Lorena Nulla de Gadala-Maria, et Willis Group Holdings Public Limited

al. Company, et al. ) M_F“_EB
‘ 138 OR

FER VA ?'moi
‘ e FIGE
' e ‘gfmma\ pApE G0

1Y T}\_’

The c;vll cover sheet and the information contained here does not replace the filing and service of pleadmg‘é or- olher pépers‘
' as requited by law. "This form is required by the Clerk of Court for the purpose of reporting judicial workload data gursuant fo
Florida Statute 25.075. See Insfructions and définitions on reverse of this form.

“TYPE OF GASE (If the case fits maore than.one type of case, selectthe:most definitive category.} If the most.descriptivé
label is a subcategoiy (is Indehted tritterd Broadef category), place-an x in both {fié main éategory and subcategory boxes.

. -amengment
[ 103~ Negligent Securlty amenamen
‘T3 104 - Mursing Home Negfigonce [ 124 - Carporata T_ru_sl .
3 105~ Premises Ltabllly - Commercial O 125 - Diserimination - Employment or Olher
’ 126 - Insurance Claims
iz Clai

[3 105 - Premises Liabillly - Residential g . %l

[]. 107 - Negligerice = Othixr D 127 -intallstiual Rroperly W
EI Real Propeity/Mortgage Foreclostre L1428 - LibelSlander .
T3 108.. Commorclal Foraclosure 80 - $60.000 1 128 - Sharehalder grhraﬂue Action
- 1 10% - conimerclal Foraclosurs$50,001 - ~$249,698 g:g?ﬁf::;giiigaﬂm
L3 110- Commrclal Fomologyre $250,000 - or moré [0 132 - Trust Litgator
‘3 111~ Homeslead Rusidenliol Foreciosure $0-850000 a5 oy 'rc?ﬂl'i:im l;alnt
3 132 iomestead Residential Foraclosure 39 = Oher LIyl Lomp e
$50,001 - $249,599 ‘L1609 - Bond Estrealurs il
[J 143 - Homeslead Reskiential Foreclosure $250,300 or 21,014 - Replevin :
more [0 024 - Witness Prolection
1 1$4-Non-Homestead Residential Foraclogure [ 080 - Dsclaratory Judgment
$0': §50,000 7 081 - Injurictive Ralief
D ‘.115 g;g;:)?ﬁ?gg%?;sidenﬂﬂl Foreclosure L‘:I 082 - Equ‘i!able Rullef
21083 - Construction Lien
3 415~ Nen-Homestead. Residential Foreciosure neueton aliminary Heart
$250,000 or taie CJos4- Pelition for Adversary.Preliminary Heating wif
[ 117 - Olher Real Property Actions $0'- $50,000 L1085-CuilForfellure -
‘ {7086 - Voluniary Binding Arbilratiofi
[ 118.-Other Real Property Actions $50,001 - 1087 - Personal injury Protection (PiP)
5245995
CLKIGT 88, Rev. 12103 ' — CloriCs Wab aadfess: W migT-GAG8RaH.cany

1 001-Eminoni Domaln 7 119 - Qlher Real Froperty Actions $250,000.0¢ i
7 -0p3.- Cohtracts:and indebladness ' ) more .
1 o010 -Aule Negligerice 3 Professional Malpractice e
1 022 - Frodasts Liabilily [ 09s - Malgiictica - Buigingss
- 023 Condomifilum [ 085 - Malptactica-- Medital
7 Negligance > Other [ 086 Malpractice - Other profasslona!
[ 097- Busihess Goverhante. ' 3 -ottier
[} 098 - Busiigss Toits [3 120 - AntirustTrade:Regulalign o
7 6a9:-EnvironmentaliToxin Tort [J 121 - Busjhess Trangattions
L} 100 Third Party Indemaification ‘T3 122 - Conslilutional Challenge - Stalute Gr B
7 101 - Construction Defect Orﬂinf:npe . -
3 102'- Mass Tort . 3123 - Conslilutional Challenge: Proposed
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GOMPLEX.BUSINESS COURT.
This action is appropriate for assignment to Cormnplex Business Court as délineated-arid mandated by the
Adminigtrative Qrder. Yés [1 No [

REMEDIES SOUGHT {check-all that apply):

B monefary,

O non-monetary declaratory or injunctive relisf;
T punitive

NUMBER OF CAUSESOF AGTION: [ 3] :
(specify): 1+ !nfqrmati_pn negligently supplied forthe guidance of othars; 2. Negligant misrepreseritation; and _
3, alding and abetting fraud. RSP R

':Eé THIS CASE A'CLASS ACTION LAWSUIT?
[IJ Yés
B No

-

HAS NOTICE OF ANY KNOWN RELATED CASE BEEN FILED?
No
Y Yes  1F*Yes®, ist ell related cases by name, case number, and.gourt.

o b
I

e S
g UL
"‘:r E Y

IS JURY TRIAL DEMANDED I COMPLAINT?.
I Yes

O o | oy

-GERTIFY that the.nformation | have provided in this cover sheet is accurate to the best of my knowledge and belief.
[ 3

Sighature O _.M A Florida Bar # 885681

“Attorney or party (Bar #1if attorney)

Gurti; B:.‘Miner . 9 \ | Lll | 2) | jﬂ»

1 {type-or:print name), _ Date

CLKICT 96 Rev: 1208 B Clerk's-wab.sddmss:'M.rhiamwadaclew-

N
[P
a1
i

_l .
W .
Lo,
A
A 1
.
o
{I% i
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IN THE CIRCUIT CQURT OF THE 11TH
JUDICIAL CIRCUIT IN AND FOR-
MIAMI-DADE GOUNTY, FLORIDA
CIVIL DIVISION

CASE NO.:

43- 05 6690
ANA LORENA NUILA DE GADALA- '
MARIA,

JOSE NUILA,
JOSE NUILA FUENTES,
GLADYS BONILLA DE NUILA,.
GLADYS ELENA NUITA.DE
PONCE, | B L
JOSE RICARDO NUILA BONILLA, | e R e

. VICTOR JORGE SAGA TUEME, SRS

{ CATALINA NUSTASDE SAGA, o
CLAUDIA LIZETE SACADE, j Ll B
GALLEGOS, G
JORGE VICTOR SACA NUSTAS, . e A e
MONICAEMELY SAGA NUSTAS, | P 1
KATIA MARTA GHATTAS DESACA, | A AL
MONICA EMELY SACA, o S BV
ELIAS SACA TUEME, '
EILEEN NIGOLLE SACA DE
GIACOMAN, | .
EDITH MARLEYN SACA conE
BALLESTEROS, -
JENNY SOREL SAGA
BALLESTEROS,
MAURIGIO BIGIT POSADA, :
JOSE ANTONIO MIGUEL : Coeme Y
BANDEK, : ST
EDUARDO ELIAS MIGUEL GTHA, R 2
ERNESTO URCUYQ ABARCA, |
LORNA MARIA LACAY® DE
URCUYOQ,
STEMICH INTERNATIONAL . sl
HOLDINGS CORP:, ? e
JOSE OFILIQ LACAYO PEREZ, wr e

.CELIA JOSEFINA VIVAS DE. ‘
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LACAYOQ;,

ARIEL LACAYGC; .

‘LEONEL LAGAYO,

MERCEDES ARGUELLO DE
LACAYO,

INIZIA HOLDINGS, S.A.,

OCEAN WATERS HOLDINGS S:A.,
BERNARDO RAMON CHAMORRO
CUADRA, o
RHINA AU}‘(;L‘_IADORAURG‘UYO . SO
DE CHAMORRO, SR
BRAULIO VARGAS, , T
FRANCISCO ROBERTO DUENAS '
FORTUNA,

GUILLERMO ACETO MARIN,
MARTA ORIANI DE GUTIERREZ
LOPEZ,

JOSEROLANDO GUTIERREZ
ORIANT,

GARLOS ARMANDO :GUTIERREZ
ORIANTI, : e
ARELY ARGUELLO DE "o
GUTIERREZ, | | ' R
DORA ERNESTINA ECHEVARRIA SR A
‘CANAS DE GUTIERREZ; o
JOSE ROLANDQ GUTIERREZ
ORIANT, . oo
ANABELLA VIAUD VDA DE : G E
GINAMARIAUMANA DE e
,MORALES I B e s
GINA DORDELLY DE UMANA,
TOM HAWK,

‘CLAUDE DUMONT DEHAWK, )
MYLENA DEL SOCORRO ICAZA S
DE LACAYO, _ R &
HUMBERTO JOSE LACAYO T
DUBON, |
MARIA AUXILIADORA HERDOCIA, |
FILIBERTO ANTONIO. HERDOEIA | _
LAGAYQ,. NSRS B
MARIA NORA IGAZA DE NP
‘HERDQCIA, | T e

s i
WA .°.L L whe N
JE S et ol
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JUAN JOSE DOMENECH,
JAVIER CABRERA,

JUDITH CABRERA,

JOSE LUIS GABRERA,
ROBERTO DUMONT ALVAREZ,
CLAUDE DUMONT ALVAREZ,
ROBERTO DUMONT,

CATIA ESERSKI DE DUMONT,
ROBERTO JAVIERDUMONT
ESERSKI,

JOSE ADOLFO RUBIO,
‘MARIJA TERESA OLMOS, and
VIVIAN TATIANA MOLINS DE
LAENNEC,

Plaintiffs,
V.

WILLIS GROUY-HOLDINGS
PUBLIC LIMITED COMPANY,
an Irvish eompany;

WILLIS LTD.,

a Unifed Kingdom company,; and.

‘WILLIS OF COLORADO INC,,
a-Colorado-corporation;

Defendants.

COMPLAINT

Plaintiffs file this action against WILLIS GROUP HQLDINGS PUBLIC 7

Page 7 of 27

LTIMITED COMPANY (“Willis Group”), WILLIS LTD. (“Willis London”), and

WILLIS OF COLORADO INC. (‘Willis Coloradd”) (collectively “Willig” ox

“Defendants”).

e



INTRODUCTION

1. This lawstit aiises out of the massive fiaud on investora that was -

carried out by the web of tompanies known as Stanford Financial Groip
(collectively “Stanford Financidl’) and its principals, including convictsd felon R.
Allen Stauford. Investors were told that the certificates of déposit (‘CDe”) issued by
one of Stanford Financials companies, Stanford Infernationsl Bank, were ‘msured,

safe, and highly liquid; and that Stanford International Bank could be trusted.

2. 'Willis helped perpetuate this frand on investors. Fiom in or around |

August 2004 through 2008, Willis previded “safety and soundness® letters to

Stanford Financial's agents on Willis letterhead and signed by a Willis executive.

The letters identified purported insurance issued by Llayd’s of Liondon and :misled* ‘

clients info believing their deposits were safe and insured. The letters proclaimed:

Stanfoid Internatichal Bank's amployeés. to be “first class business peaple” and

asserted that Stanford Internatiénal Bank had undergone a “stringént Risk.

Msanagemerit Réview by an.outgide audit frm?” in oider to qualify for the insiitance.
8. In fact, the Stanford Financisl CDs were not CDs at all, but
unregistered, unreguliated securities sold illegally from ‘Stariford Financial's homie
base mi the United States. These investments had no insyrance and were fraught
with risk.. The supposed stringent “Risk Management Review” by an outsidé audit:
fivra was never performed under Willis' watch, and what had been performed by a

one-max shop in 2003 was neither stringent nor meaningfn]. And far from being a

legitimate company that could pass a real audif, Stanford Financial was a fraud
4
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that funneled -déposits: to. Allen Stanford personally as supposed undocumented
“Ibian_s,”:spe'culétea i ir‘e::al.e"étﬁt;a, and undertook other high-rigk investments.

4. Willis provided these letters to Stanford Financial knowing that they
were being used to induce iivestors to purchage the CDs. Willis knew and/or should
have known that the statements in the letfers were misleadinig and/or false.

B.  Plgintiffs weie purchasers of such CDs who, 48 a végult of Wllhs’ ‘ N
participation in the Stanford Financial scheme, Liave collectively lost over $83.5:
million..

| PARTIES S

6 Plaintiff ANA LORENA NUILA do GADALA-MARIA and JOSE ° *
NUILA, <itiens and residents .of El Salvador, are the beneficial owners. of a
Stanfird Financial GD accountheld in the name.of Alouga Trust: e

7. Plaintiffs JOSE NUILA FUENTES and GLADYS BONILLA de .
NUILA, citizens and iesidénts. of El Salvador, are the beneficial -owners of a
‘Stanford Finanéial CD accounthieldin the name-of Nuibo Investments Trust: : AAAAA - #

8. Plaintiffs JOSE NUILA FUENTES and GLADYS ELENA NUIiA de
PONCE, citizens and, vesidents of El Salvador, are the beneficial owners of a

Stanford Financial €D:account held in the name of Los Chimboribitcs Teust. .

FUENTES, citizens end vesidents of Bl Salvador, are the bereficial owhers of &
3 .
: e _L_N’*ﬁ%
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10.  Plaintiffs VICTOR JORGE SACA TUEME, CATALINA NUSTAS de
SACA, and CLAUDIA LIZETE SACA de GALLEGOS, citizens and residents of El
Salvador, dare the benefizial owners of a Stanford Financial CD aécounts held in the
name of Luxor Trust,

11, Pleintiffs VICTOR JORGE SACA TUEME and CATALINA NUSTAS
de SACA, citizens and residents of El Salvador, are the heneficidl owners of
Stanford Financial CD acconnts held, in the names of Nordic Trust, Viego Trust, =~
Virgo IT Trust, and Virgo IH Trust: S

12.  Plaintiffs VICTOR JORGE SACA TUEME, CATALINA NUSTAS de
SACA, and JORGE VICTOR SACA NUSTAS, citizens-and regidents of Bl Salvador; s
are the: beneficial owrers of a Stanford Financial CD accounts held in. the name of
Campolon Trust.

18  Plaintiffs VICTOR JORGE SACA TUEME, CATALINA NUSTAS de
SACA, and MONICA EMELY SACA NUSTAS, citizens and residents of Tl
Salvador, are the beneficial owners of a Stanford Pingncial CD accounts held in the
name of Escorpion Trust.

14.  Plaintiff JORGE VICTOR SACA NUSTAS, a citizen.and residént, of BI | T
‘Salvador, is {he beneficial owner of Stanford Financial CD accounts held in the |
names of Bety Trust and Ranger Trust.

15.  Plaintiff KATIA MARIA GHATTAS de SACA, a citizen and resident of -
El Selvador, is the beneficial owner of a Stanford Financial CD-accounts held in the

name of Vimase Trust.
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16. Plaintiff MONICA EMELY SACA, a citizen and resident of Rl
S?alva‘dor, is the. henéﬁcial owner of Stanford Financial GD! gcc‘ouni.:s h;Id in tim
names of Moemza Trust, Moemza I Tyust and Moemza II1 Trust.

17.  Plaintiff ELIAS SACA TUEME, a citizen and resident of El Salvador,
is: the heneficial owner of Stanford Financial CD accounts held in the mame of
Lancaster Overseas Trust.

18. Plaintiff EILEEN NICOLLE SACA de GIACOMAN, % citizen and
resident of El Salvader, 1s the beneficial owner of Stanford Financial CD decounits
held in thername of Eileen Saca Trust.

19, Plainiiff EDITH MARLEYN SACA BALLESTEROS a citizen and
resident of EI Salvador, is the beneficial owner of a Stanford Financial CD accounts:
held in the name of Mora Trust.

20. Plaintiff JENNY SOREL SACA BALLESTEROS, a citizen and
resident of E] Salvador, is the beneficial owner of Stanford Financial CD accounts:
held iri thename of Parchi-Trust.

21.  Plaintiff OSCAR KAFATI, a citizen and resident of El Salvader, isthe
owner 6f a Stanford Financial CD account.

22. Plaintiff MAURICIO BIGIT POSADA, a citizen and resident of Kl
Salvador, is the owner of a Stanford Financial CD account.

23.  Plaintiffs JOSE ANTONIC MIGUEL BANDEX and EDUARDC ELIAS
MIGUEL GIHA, citizens.and residents of E] Salvador, are the owners-of.a Stanford

Financial CD account.



24. Plaintiffs ERNESTQ URCUYO ABARCA and LORNA -MARIA
'A LACAYOQ de URCUYO citizens and residents of Nical:agua, are the beneficial
owners of a Stanford Financial CD account held in the name of Formentera Trust,

25.  Plaintiff, STEMICH INTERNATIONAL HOLDINGS CORP., a
Panamanian company with.its principal place of business in Panama, is the owner
of a Staxford Financial €D account.

26. Plaintiffe JOSE OFILIO LACAYO PEREZ and ‘CELIA JOSEFINA
VIVAS de LACGAYQ, citizens #nd residents of Nitavdgua, afs the ownets. 6f. 4
Stanford Financial €D aceouit.

27.  Plaintiff ARIEL LACAYO, a. citizén and fesident of the Unitéd States
‘of America, is'the owner-of'a Stanford Financial CD account.

28. Piamtlﬁ' LEONEL LACAYO, a citizer and résident of the United
States;of America, is the owner ¢f'a Stanford Financial CD-account.

29.  Plaintiff MERCEDES: ARGUELLO ds LAGAYO, a citizen and vesident
of the United States of America, is the owner of a Stanford Financial CI} aceount,

30.  Plaintiff INJZIA HOLDINGS, S.A, o Panamanian company with its
principal place of business in Panama, is the owner of a Stanford Financial CD

accoumt,

31. Plaintiff OGEAN WATERS HOLDINGS, S.A., a Panamanian company

‘with its principal place of businéss in Panama, is the ovwher of 2 Stanford Finandial

¢D account.
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32. Plainiiffs BERNARDO RAMON CHAMORRO CUADRA and RHINA-
AUXILIADORA URGUYO ds GHAMORRO, citizens and residents of Nicarsgua,
are the: beneficial owners of a Stanford Financial CD account held in the narne f
Adisa Frust.

33. Plaintiff BRAULIO VARGAS, a citizen and resident; of El Salvador, 'is
the owner of'a Stanford Financial CD.account.

34 Plaintiff FRANCISCO ROBERTO DUENAS FORTUNA, a cifizen and
resident of the United Siateg. of Amevica, is the beneficial owner of a Stanford
‘Financial CD account held in the name of Santa Elena Trust.

86. Plaintiff GUILLERMO ACETO MARINL a citizen and resident of Eb

th

Salvador, s the beneficial owner of a Stanford Financial OD accounts held in the
‘naimes 6f Aceto Marini T¥ust and ‘Gamarini Trst.

86.  Plaintiffs MARTA ORIANT de GUTIERREZ LOPEZ, JOSE ROLANDO
GUTIERREZ ORIANI, snd CARLOS ARMANDO GUTIERREZ ORIANIL, citizéns =
and regidents of El Salvador, dre the beneficial owners of a-Stanford Finanéial D
accounts.held in the hame of Mihita 2 Trust.

37. Plaintiffe ARELY ARGUELLO de GUTIERREZ and CARLOS

ARMANDO GUTIERRZ ORIANI; citizens and residents of El Salvador;, are the
beneficial owners of a Stanford Financial CD accounts held in the names of Cheles
Trust.and Chelesfor Mama Trust. -

38. DPlaintiffs JOSE ROLANDO GUTIERREZ ORIANI and DORA

ERNESTINA ECHEVARRIA. CANAS de GUTIERREZ, citizens and residents of B
9
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Salvador, are the beneficial owners of a Stanford Financial CD accounts held in thé
' naraes of Gutech Trust.
39. Plaintiff ANABELLA VIAUD VDA. de ARIAS, a citizen and resident of
E} Salvador, is the beneﬁﬁial awner: of a Stanford Financial CD accéunts held in the
‘names of Los Pinés Trust.
40.  Plaintiff GINA MARIA UMANA de MORALES, a citizen and resident
.of the United States:of Americs, is-the owner of a Stanford Financial CD aceount.
41.  Plaintiff GINA DORDEiJLY de UMANA, 2 citizen and resident of the . 2
United States of.mﬁeri¢a. is'the owner of a Stanford Financial €D account.
42, Plaintiffs TOM HAWK and CLAUDE DUMONT de HAWK, citizens

and residents of. Bl Salvador, ave the beneficial owners of Stanford Financial GD

accounts held in the names of Lemony Trust and Maggi Trust. .‘

43.  Plaintiff, MYLENA del SOCORRO ICAZA de LACAYO, a citizén and
resident of Nicaragua,is the beneficial owner of a Stanford Finanecial CD accounts -
held in the name of Piliway Trust. :.;

44, Plaintiffs HUMBERTO JOSE LACAYO DUBON and MYLENA del
SOCORRO ICAZA de LACAYO, citizens and residents of Nicaragua, ave the
béneficial owners of a Stanford Financial CD accounts held in the niame, of Caridad *
Trust:

45.  Plaintiff MARIA AUXILIADORA HERDOQCIA, 2 citizen and resident.of

.

Nicaragua, is-the beneficial owner of a Stanford Finaneial CD accounts held in the

name of Los Lagos Trust.
10
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46.  Plaintiffs FILIBERTO ANTONIO HERDOCFEA LACAYO. .and MARIA
NORA ICAZA de 'HERDOCIA, citizens and residéents of 'Nicérag.fua,, are thé
beneficial owners of a Staiiford Financial CD acdounts held in the hame -of

Cathedral Trust.

47.  Planitiff HUMBERTO JOSE LACAYO DUBON, a citizen and résident
of Nicaragusa; is the beneficial owner of a Stanford Financial €D accounts held in
the name of Telica Trust. , _t:_:

48, Plaintiff JUAN JOSE DOMENECH, a cifizen and zesident of EI
Silvador, is the-owner of a Stanford Financial CD account:

49. Plaintiff JAVIER CABRERA, a citizen and yesident of E1 Salvader; and .- =
Stanford Financisl CDaceouiits held in the name of Cavoca Trust:

60. Plaintiff JOSE LUIS CABRERA, a.citizen and résidént.of El Salvador, i
is the bereficial owngr 6f a Stanford Financial €D accounts held ifi the name of
CYC Tiust.

51.  Plaintiff ROBERTO DUMONT ALVAREZ, a citizen anid resident of EI -2
Salvador, is the beneficial owner of Stanford Financial €D accounts held in fhe
name of Cipotes Trust,

52. Plaintiffs ROBERTQ DUMONT ALVAREZ and CLAUDE DUMONT -
ALVAREZ, citizens and yesidents of El Salvador, are the beneficial ownersiof = ..

Stanford Financial CD:accounts held in the name of Dual Trust.

11



53. Plaintiffs ROBERTO DUMONT, CATIA ESERSKI de DUMONT, and.
ROBERTO JAVIER DUMONT ESERSKI, citizens and regidents of El Salvador, are
the beneficial owners of Stanford Financial CD accounts held in the name of Duesa
Trust.

54. Plainfiffs JOSE ADOLFO RUBIO and MARIA TERESA OLMOS,
citizehs -and residénts of El Salvddor, ave the beneficial ownéss of Stanford.
Financial CD-actonnts held in the name of Tidibado Trust.

B

regident of El Salvador, is the beneficial owner of Stanford Financial €D accounts:

held in the name of Shanti Tiust.

56. Defendant WILLIS GROUP HOLDINGS PUBLIC LIMITED:

COMPANY (“Willis Group™) is a company organized under the lawa of Ireland, with

its principal place of buginess in London, England. (It was formerly known. as Willis,

Group Holdings Limited and incorporated under Bermuds law before it

1‘éincorporated in Ireland on December 31, 2009.) Willis Group is a publicly owned
company that trades. on the New York Stock Exchange under the symbol “WSH.”
Willis Giourp is the parent company of Willis London and Willis Colorado.

57. Defendant WILLIS LTD. (“Willis London”) is a United Kingdom
company with its principal place of business in London, England.

b8. Defendant WILLIS OF COLORADO INC. (“Willie Coloradd”) is &

Goloxado corporation with.its principal place of business in Denver, Colorado.

12

56.  Plaintiff VIVIAN TATIANA MOLINS de LAENNEG, 4 citizen and
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JURISDICTION AND VENUE'

59. . Thls Court'hals-.su‘bjec't métber jurlisdictiqn over this disputs. 'fhi‘s ',is an
action for damages alleging violations of Florida common law, and the Complaint
seeks damages in excess of fifteen thousand dollars ($15,000), exclusive of interest,
costs, and attorneys’ fees.

60, This Court has personal jurisdiction ever the non-resident Defendants:
under ‘the Florida Long-Arm Jurisdiction Statute, Florida Statutes § 48.193.
Defendants Willig-Grotp, Willis London and Willis Colorade jointly and individually

committed toitious acts within the State of Floxida — namely, the iséuance of the @ . .

e

Willis Letters for use by Stanford Financial's agétits in Miami. Willis:Group 15 also

subject to personal jurisdietion as a vesult of the tortious actions in Florida. of its
agents, Willis London and Willis Colorado. | o

61. In addition, Willis Group has—hoth directly and via the. actions of its -

subsidiaries, affiliates, and agents—operated, conducted, engaged in, or carried ona

business or business venture in this state. Among other things, Willis Group has a

L

market capitalization of almost $6 billion and about 178 million. shayes qutstanding .
and makes its shares available -for trading on national exchanges thattrade with

jesidents of Florida. Willis Group has multiple subsidiaries and. agents.in Florida,

e

including Willis of Floride, Inc., with a principal office in Tampa and additional . .
offices in Naples, Miami, Winter Haven, Jacksonville, West Palm Beach, Fork
Lauderdale, Gainesville, Lake Mary, Sarasota, and Vero Beach. Based on itg

general and specific contacts with the State of Florida, Willis Graup has = -
13
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pirposefully availed itself of the privilege of conducting activities within Florida
and has established minimam contacts with Florida. "
82. Venue is proper in Mianii-Dade County, Florida, because acts, events,
and ormjssions giving rise to this action occurred in Miami-Dade Courity, Flotida.
FACTUAL BACKGROUND
A,  Plaintiffs’ Purchase of Stanford Financial CDs.

63. Plaintiffs were each solicited by financial sdvisois From Seanfopd . "

Tinancidl’s Miami office to invest in Stanford Finaneial CDs.
64.  As part:of the inducement to invest in Stanford Financial CD's,.each.of
the Plaintiffs was either-provided with or shown, on one or more occasions, & Willis =
Letter. The Willis- Letters were substantively identical, with the only differences
‘being the date and the addresgee, and read as follows:
- . . . ‘ . s:;»z”"
We ate the insurance broker for Statiford Iriternational Bank and.
find them 1o be first class business. people. We have placed fhe-
following coverages that are currently in effect:
1. Directors and Officers Liability Insivance. witht
Llayds of London (Expiration {date]): c
2. Bankers Blanket Bond with Lloyds of London oot
(Expiration [date]); .
All of these coverages have been in effect for vatlous terms for
the past six to twelve years, however, no representations can be:
riiadé that such coverages will remain in effect. .
In order to qualify for above coverages, the Bank underwent a : . Ll
stringenit Risk Management Review conducied by an outside: :
audit firm.
We have found that all -our dealings with the Bank have been
tonducted iri-a profeéssional and satisfactory tnanner. 5

14 ST



Case 1:13-cv-21989-DLG Document 1-2 Entered on FLSD Docket 06/03/2013 Page 19 of 27

65. Relyitig oh the répresentations in the Willis Letter, the Plaintiffs each.
macié substantial purbﬁases of Staniford Financial CDs. In tot‘al,:th‘eﬁ' ,lo's‘ses;“ O’n:
these CDs (including accrued interest) are in excess of $83.5 million.

B.  The Stanford Financial Fraud.

66. Stanford Financial, nsing its various affiliates and. with the. assistance
of othevs, had in reality condicted a massive fraud through which ifivestors Weve
sold CDs under false-assurances that the CDs were safe and ingured. The investons’

deposits were funneled to Allen Stanford personally as supposed undocumented = ..

“loans?” were used to speculate in real estate and other highyislk investments, and “
were used to pexrpetuate the high-flying Stanford Financial image.

6% Stanford Financigl's parnings and assets were insufficient tg meet ifs
payment obligations under the CDs. So, in classic Ponzi scheme fashion, Stanford ¢

Financial paid out interest, CD redemptions, and extravagant operating expenses

front new CD ‘sales to inivestors. Stanford Financial’s financial records were forged

to.refléct the necessary level of assets to keep the Ponzi scheme goirig. — _ | 4
68. Stanford Financial’s operations in Miami were an integral component

in the scheme, 44 the Stanford Financial Miami advisors sold more than $1 billion

i CDs fiom their Miami offices. ¥k
69. The Securities and. Exchange Commission. exposed the massive frand

by filing suit on February 17, 2009, seizing Stanford TFinancial's assste and ﬂ

obtaining the appointment of a receiver over-its operations. See SEC v. Stanford’ s

International Bank, Lid, et al.; Case No. 3:09-CV-298-N (N.D. Tex). The federal S

15
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court in which the SEC action. was brought has found Stanford Financidl to havé-

‘-‘o;;e_i-ated as a classic Ponzi scheme” See Preliminary Injnnctioﬁ MDoc. 456] in -

Jonvey v. Alguire, et al., Gase No. 3:09-CV-724 (U.S. District Court, Northern
Distriet of Texas).

70.  Stanford Financial’s principals, including Allen Stanford, have either

been convicted at trial or have pled guilty to numerous felony eounts in connection:

with Stanford Finaricial’s operations and CD sales and ave serving lengthy prison

-Bententces.

C. Willis’ Rolé in.the Stanford Financial Fraud

71.  Willis played a crucial role in the Stanford Financial fraud. The bank

Stanford Financial uséd to issue the purported CDs was not insured by the Federal

Deposit Insurance Coipovation (‘FDIC”), beciuse it was a privateé offehioie bank.

This wae an impediment to Stanford Financials ability to market and sell the CDs, -

and one Stanford Finantial fought haid to overcome.

72.  One way Stanford. Financial combated the lack of FDIC insurance was

by misleading clients into believing that its purported. CDs had coverage that wag -

equivalent. or superior to FDIC insurance. Stanford Financial was sble to

accomplish this with: the willing participation and assistance of Willis. Acting on

behalf of Stanford Rinancial, Willis touted supposed insurance “coverages” if

claimed to have secured through Llovd's of London, while Stanford Financial
claimed its CDs were évén safer than U.S. bank:issued .CDs because of the unique

insuranée policies.Willis. had obtained.

16
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73. Beginning in o about Aungust 2004 and continuing through 2008, " _
Willis _provideéi Stasiford Financial with an undated form letter vouching for 'ithzé.
supposed integrity of Stanford Intérnational Bank and identifying &pecific
insurance. policy coverages Willis claimed to havé placed on behalf of Stanford
International Bank (the “Willis Letter”). The Willis Letter appearod on ‘Willig
letterhead, and with Willis® logo, and contained the very same assertions; promoting
Stanford International Bank's purported insurance policies thvough Liloyd's of ;

“‘Londen and.vouching for Stanford Intexnationd] Banlk’s and its principals’ integrity;
as the letters provided or shown te Plaintiffs.

74. Stanford Financial, both through its training materials and in live
traintfig sessiolis, inst¥ucted jts financial advisors to, tout. the existence of the o
$upposed insiiraiice coveiages and to make iigs of the Willis. Letters when needed to
mvake gales.

75.  Mianii finaneial advisors working for Stanford Financial xoutinely uséd
the Willis Letter to assuve their Latin Amesican clients that the snpposed Stanford
‘Fingncial CDs wers ‘I_e‘gii;im&te,_ gafe and insured. For investors with over $1.milliox
in, the €D accounts, Stanford Findncial's financial advisors could obtain from Willis
a letter addressed personallyto the client.

76. The Willis Letters were specifically’ designed to win investorg’ fuust
and confidence in Stanford Financials fHaudulent scheme,  Willis, an
Anternationally known and respected insurance broker, vouched for Stanford.

Thternational Banks éup:pb'sc‘ed professionglism and business integrity: while
17



‘highlighting alleged. “coverages” from one of the miost ‘venerable and wellknown -

ingurance markets in the world, Llc;‘y‘d*é of Lén&on. Wﬂhs rmessage o 'pdtént%ﬂ
inyestors was this: trust us, you ¢ai invest with confidence and Security in Stanford,
Financial CDs.

77, Willis knew that its letters were being used to solicit new investors in
Stanford Financidl's purported CDs. The letters were written gpecifically to be used
with ihird parties; they were being addvessed to individual investors in many cases;

and they were prepared-n bulk with the addressee left blank for Stanford Financial

to fill ih the investor mames. Willis even provided Stanford Financial with Willis -

étivelopes t6 tise to deliver or send thé letters.

78.  Inreality, there was nothing safe, “first class,” or satisfactory, Jet:alone _
insirad, about Stanford Finandial or its CDs. Although the Willis Letters were.

being sentor showh to prospective purchasers of CDs to lead thef t6 beliéve theis

investment was safe and insiired, ¢lient.deposits in fact had ho ingiiiaxice coverdge.
79. It addition, fai from having passed & “stringent Risk Managsment

Review conducted by an outside audit firm,” there was no r¢al outsids andit: The

only limited scope review performed by .a third party was done in 2008 by 4 one-

man operation in Florida called Stogniew & Associates that resulted. in o flimsy

veport filled with disclaimers. Notably, there was never even such a Risk-

Miandgement Review performed by Stogniew & Associates during Willis® tenure

with Stanford Finaical.

18

Case 1:13-cv-21989-DLG Document 1-2 Entered on FLSD Docket 06/03/2013 Page 22 of 27

-
"t
B
1
R



80. - Noi were the principals of Stanford International Bank “fivst. clags
bu:sine-'*ss _pé‘opl_‘é.,” In 'f;{_ct, Stanford Fin'ancial WAaS vioiﬁﬁﬁg U.s. sécul'ities laws: b:_;r
selling illegal, unregistered and unregulated securities. Stanford Finghcials
principals were Allen Stanford and James Davis, the architects of a massive Ponzi
scheme who had a long higtory of fraudulent dealings and who are now -gerving,
lenigthy prison sentences for their illegal activities, while Stanford Financials.
“boatd” included an 8b-year-old ecattle rancher and a former ear salesman,

81.  Willi§ beésisfitted handsomely in the insurance policies that it did.sell to
Stanford Financial, receiving substantial commissions on the premium payments.

82. Each of the Defendants, individually and jointly, is liable for the
actions and omissions described above. Officers and agéents of each of the
Defendants weré personally and divectly involved in the decision to paitrér with
Stanford Finaticial, in the, subseguent review and analydis of cértain of ify
aperations, and in the subseéquent provision of insurance brokersge services to
Stanford Financial, The “Willis Service Tean for Stanford” inchided a
representative from both Willis Colorado and Willis London underneath an officer of
Willis Group as the Account Divector. The commissions earned from Stanford
Financial were shared, in descending order, by Willis London, Willis Group .and

Willis Colorado.

19
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CAUSES OF ACTION

- Counrl
Information Negligeritly Supplied for the

tiidance of Others

83.  Plaintiffs vepeat and ve-allege paragraphs 1 through’82 above.
84, This i & cause of action under Section 552 of the RESTATEMENT

(SECOND) OF TORTS.

85. Willig, in the coutse of their business, profession 6r émypldymient, orin -

a transaction in which Willis had a pecumiary interest, supplied false and

misleading informatipn for the guidance of purchasers of Stanford Financial GDs,.

including Plaintiff;

86. Willis had a duty to exercise reasonable caxe or competence ih

communicating such information and breached, that duty by failing, to exercisfé;'_

seasonable care or competence in communicating such information.
87. ‘Plaintiffs justifiably relied upon the information ‘supplied by Willis,

.causing each of them pecuniary, loss.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs éach demand a judgment in ‘his or her respective

favor and against, Willis: (1) awarding Plaintiffs compensatory damages, interest
and costs; and (2). awarding Plaintiffs any and all other relief-the Court may-deem
appropriate.

CoUNTII
Negligent Misrepresentation

88,  Plaiitiffs répest and ve-allege paragraphs 1 through 82 above.,

20
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89. Defendants; in the cemrse of a business relationship with-Stanford
Financidl and their ai‘.'ﬁﬁateé and agént?s madé m-ateri;';ll misxépxeéenéatioi;g to.
Plaintiffs thiough the Willis Letters, which Defendants knew and/or should have
known, and had reason to expeect, would be transmitted to Staxiford Financial
investors, including Plaintiffs.

90. | Defendants knew of the mistepresentations, madé the.

misrepregentetions, without knowledge of their triith or falsity, of should have. - _ =

known the representations were false and misleading.
91. Defendants made the misrepresentations with ‘the intention and.
éxpéctation that: investors would receive the statements and rély on them in. g

deeiding to investin Stanford Financial CDs,

92. Plaintiffs each. suffered damage in justifiable reliance on Defendants’

atateinents.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs ¢ach démands a judgment in hig or her respective
favor and. against. Willis (1) awarding Plaintiffs compensatory damages, interest,
and costs; and (2) awarding Plaintiffs any and all other vé¢lief the Court may deem
appropriate.
Count II¥
Aiding and Abetting Fraud
93.  Plaintiffs repeat and re-allege pardgraphe 1 through 82 gbove. .

94. Stanford Financial and their affiliates and agents engaged in a

‘nassive fraud that resulted in Plaintiffs suffering substantial damage.

21
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96. Defendanis had act;gal_ knowledge of the fraund.

96. . Defendanté pro'vid_ed sﬁbstanti_él assistance to advance:-the commmsmn )
of the fraud by knowingly issuing letters to Plaintiffs or Willis investors ‘generally
with material misrepresentations and omissions of fact.

97.  Plaintiffs each suffered damage in justifiable reliance on Defendants’
stateinents.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs cach demand a judgment in his. or her respective gt
favor and against Willis (1) awarding Plaintiffs compensatory damages, intérest,
and costs; and (2) awarding Plaintiffs any and all other relief-the Court may deem.
appropriate. %j

=
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JURY TRIAL DEMAND

Plaintiff hereby d‘emaﬂ'ds a trial by juryaﬁ all :meit'i;'ers., 80 ﬁiﬁl;le as a matter

of vight,

ye
Date: February li 2013.
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Regpectfully submitted:

HOMER & BONNER, P.A.

The Foux Seasons Tower

1441 Brickell Avenug, Suite 1200
Miami, Florida 88131

Tel: {305) 350-5100

Fax: (305) 982-0064

o CBM—hr =

Luis Deleado

Florida Bar Ne. 475343
Christopher King
Florida Bar Ne. 0123919

COLSON HIGKS EIDSON, P&, &
255 Athambra Cixcle, Penthouge e
Coral Gables, Florida 33132 e
Tel: (305) 476-7400

Fax: (305) 476-7444.

By: - N AND | \rmmr
Ervin Gonzilez
Florids Bar-No. 500720
Cuitis Miner _
Florida Bar No. 886681

m.

M



