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\Vood!and I;·rill(~) C1!moraia 91364. 
Unitf;xi St2te.~ R~(~iver pursuant to 
the ~~tiy,.d~ltt<ni the Parties to 
f\t~pointi1'M1~t~t ofi~~t1na.tlent Rco!iver 
ar.d O&"de: th~'et(m dated luly 17, 
1g<:M ~ll\I ! J'I1il:e(1 St~tiFI!1 F@.et~~1""'''' .... " ,..lUI ....... "'........""...,...~ ... ---..-- .......,._i:Jl .....__ ..... ~
 

District Court, Ct;.ntraI Dist.rict, 
Calif'')1'lJia 

SQ1.jl~tE.B,§J;:LJ.Jl\tm1t a 
company ino',)rpc.;ifltt~d pUrsUIi1.1t to 
the Inte'l'ru\ticnal Ccmpanies Act 
19fH ti82 

~~~a~ JL CQQPER of 
Sscrarnento, CliliforrJa. United 
Ststes 

~Ji!!
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Villa 

/ !.itt W~~!ltii f01' the Pl~intlif 
<:: :&rlr Arnold for the l"'ifth DY."iimdarit 

Dttt~ cfHearirq;: InterriAtlotwl CC'lIf~rtt;i!C-t1 Can 20December (NZ time) 
D~te ofDecision : 20December (New Ze.'1Iarnd th"n~) 

VilIa.Park, 
Cil,Htl:).rrti~, '~H"A ~"'""Ji States 

This is an application for the ~,pb.cement of Trust Net (Cook Islands Limited) and theFifth 

~endant by a 1'le'\1J Trustee, Resolution Limited. 

111e origWiJ Trust was e~tabIish~d byW.!I and N.t.iS Cooper • th~ Seventh and Eighth Defendants 

respectively, Under th~t Trust the I.;'ifth D~f'~ndant was the dulyappointedTrustee. 

liSa r~t of erL"Td..nal pr~ji~$ 1.1 th~ United Sta!t;;s~ guilty pleas wereadmiteoo bythe Seventh 

~'fvmdant to maJl and wirs rhmd, theft snd embezzlement ofpension Ru"l.os, as wd.! ~.$ interst~t~ 

and foreign transpcrtation of stolen properly end property tifJ;:eil1 by fr~iJd. A plea ba.rgsining 

instructed 



dl!taHs on the grounds th,(J,t the blghth. j01ntly estabUef'led th:: Trest; that there are 

separate funds in the Trust bekm,f;ttf13 to theElllllth Defendant; ~too that the Fifth Defendant is 
L " .lI:n: 1 • ~ • ,. , 1'1 .' 't~"'~' D G-..'l ...·t
1~ w.iUcu.•ty securing ;t:J'~~UJite Zrt5tf\.l"'tl(ln~ rrom ~ni!} It!,~:utn 'eiencsn . 

1';11 Arnold IJPPe'"~ed for t:t..: Fifth Dei:e!lQ,Stl,t who opposed the application. He confirmed the 

difficulties alf':i'.dy referred to oficlcnti~!1,ng the property clalmed by the Eig'hth Detoodant. The 

l,ffid-mt in &lUpport oftheapplSf'Ait!on ~~Uez,~s that the whore ofthe Trust property results from the 
• "_Ai •• , . f' ~ .. D~"" ,,If T? J.o. '01' .~, t i'" bv i d A ........
 crUl11.18.& ~'ti.yrues 0 tne ."e\-"e<:lxn ,...I.¢rhli.ll'tt. dC?NeVer 1J..'" au"1tft cennot COf:JJrm y in epsnuo;;;m 

e}Uunmation of the Trust records 'whether either the (.l1l;ga.tkms ofthe Seventh Defendant or of 

theEighthDefendant ara ro.:~ or pe-J'UY so in relation to their respective claims that the', make 

to the 'Trust property. This is beesuse oftho Fifth Defa"'lQ!lJ1t"s refiJsal to pe1.'ttlit the Plaintiff fill 

inspection ofthe Trust records even though dtrer;too by the Seventh Defendant. 

Itmay very wen be that the E.ighth Defenda.'1t has some IlSS'~S in the Trust quite independent of 

the assets r~~ulting from the ctirr.ii.1l:il a,ctiviti-a-s ofth~ Seventh D¢ftmdar~t. Clearly thertf-ore the 

Fifth ~dttnt Sl'1ouJd moontb:ne r~rrili;l a..STrustee in ol.'d~· to protect tfi~ int~re$t$ oftheEighth 
1"'\.~__.1h.' Th "1 .... ,.. L' • ,. F""," .... ~ d . • • ith
W"";l~i5.bllilt. . j"erv3 15 ! C earccnntct cr mterese wrncn tMum ue...'OnA s.."1t 1:'J Uru!DH: to eepe W1 , 



Act 1956. 

DillonJ. 
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