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Before the Obama administration approved a controversial deal in 2010
giving Moscow control of a large swath of American uranium, the FBI had
gathered substantial evidence that Russian nuclear industry officials were
engaged in bribery, kickbacks, extortion and money laundering designed
to grow Vladimir Putin’s atomic energy business inside the United States,
according to government documents and interviews.

Federal agents used a confidential U.S. witness working inside the
Russian nuclear industry to gather extensive financial records, make
secret recordings and intercept emails as early as 2009 that showed
Moscow had compromised an American uranium trucking firm with
bribes and kickbacks in violation of the Foreign Corrupt Practices Act, FBI
and court documents show.

They also obtained an eyewitness account — backed by documents —
indicating Russian nuclear officials had routed millions of dollars to the
U.S. designed to benefit former President Bill Clinton’s charitable
foundation during the time Secretary of State Hillary Clinton served on a
government body that provided a favorable decision to Moscow, sources
told The Hill.

The racketeering scheme was conducted “with the consent of higher level I/
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officials” in Russia who “shared the proceeds” from the kickbacks, one
agent declared in an affidavit years later.

Rather than bring immediate charges in 2010, however, the Department
of Justice (DOJ) continued investigating the matter for nearly four more
years, essentially leaving the American public and Congress in the dark
about Russian nuclear corruption on U.S. soil during a period when the
Obama administration made two major decisions benefitting Putin’s
commercial nuclear ambitions.

The first decision occurred in October 2010, when the State Department
and government agencies on the Committee on Foreign Investment in
the United States unanimously approved the partial sale of Canadian
mining company Uranium One to the Russian nuclear giant Rosatom,
giving Moscow control of more than 20 percent of America’s uranium
supply.

When this sale was used by Trump on the campaign trail last year, Hillary
Clinton’s spokesman said she was not involved in the committee review
and noted the State Department official who handled it said she “never
intervened ... on any [Committee on Foreign Investment in the United
States] matter.”

In 2011, the administration gave approval for Rosatom’s Tenex subsidiary
to sell commercial uranium to U.S. nuclear power plants in a partnership
with the United States Enrichment Corp. Before then, Tenex had been
limited to selling U.S. nuclear power plants reprocessed uranium
recovered from dismantled Soviet nuclear weapons under the 1990s
Megatons to Megawatts peace program.

“The Russians were compromising American contractors in the nuclear
industry with kickbacks and extortion threats, all of which raised
legitimate national security concerns. And none of that evidence got
aired before the Obama administration made those decisions,” a person
who worked on the case told The Hill, speaking on condition of
anonymity for fear of retribution by U.S. or Russian officials.

The Obama administration’s decision to approve Rosatom’s purchase of
Uranium One has been a source of political controversy since 2015.

That’s when conservative author Peter Schweitzer and The New York
Times documented how Bill Clinton collected hundreds of thousands of
dollars in Russian speaking fees and his charitable foundation collected
millions in donations from parties interested in the deal while Hillary
Clinton presided on the Committee on Foreign Investment in the United
States.

The Obama administration and the Clintons defended their actions at the
time, insisting there was no evidence that any Russians or donors
engaged in wrongdoing and there was no national security reason for any
member of the committee to oppose the Uranium One deal.

But FBI, Energy Department and court documents reviewed by The Hill
show the FBI in fact had gathered substantial evidence well before the
committee’s decision that Vadim Mikerin — the main Russian overseeing
Putin’s nuclear expansion inside the United States — was engaged in
wrongdoing starting in 2009.

Then-Attorney General Eric Holder was among the Obama administration
officials joining Hillary Clinton on the Committee on Foreign Investment
in the United States at the time the Uranium One deal was approved.

X



Multiple current and former government officials told The Hill they did
not know whether the FBI or DOJ ever alerted committee members to the
criminal activity they uncovered.

Spokesmen for Holder and Clinton did not return calls seeking comment.
The Justice Department also didn’t comment.

Mikerin was a director of Rosatom'’s Tenex in Moscow since the early
2000s, where he oversaw Rosatom’s nuclear collaboration with the
United States under the Megatons to Megwatts program and its
commercial uranium sales to other countries. In 2010, Mikerin was
dispatched to the U.S. on a work visa approved by the Obama
administration to open Rosatom’s new American arm called Tenam.
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Between 2009 and January 2012, Mikerin “did knowingly and willfully
combine, conspire confederate and agree with other persons ... to
obstruct, delay and affect commerce and the movement of an article and
commodity (enriched uranium) in commerce by extortion,” a November
2014 indictment stated.

His illegal conduct was captured with the help of a confidential witness,
an American businessman, who began making kickback payments at
Mikerin’s direction and with the permission of the FBI. The first kickback
payment recorded by the FBI through its informant was dated Nov. 27,
20089, the records show.

In evidentiary affidavits signed in 2014 and 2015, an Energy Department
agent assigned to assist the FBI in the case testified that Mikerin
supervised a “racketeering scheme” that involved extortion, bribery,
money laundering and kickbacks that were both directed by and
provided benefit to more senior officials back in Russia.

“As part of the scheme, Mikerin, with the consent of higher level officials
at TENEX and Rosatom (both Russian state-owned entities) would offer
no-bid contracts to US businesses in exchange for kickbacks in the form
of money payments made to some offshore banks accounts,” Agent David
Garden testified.

“Mikerin apparently then shared the proceeds with other co-conspirators
associated with TENEX in Russia and elsewhere,” the agent added.

The investigation was ultimately supervised by then-U.S. Attorney Rod
Rosenstein, an Obama appointee who now serves as President Trump’s
deputy attorney general, and then-Assistant FBI Director Andrew
McCabe, now the deputy FBI director under Trump, Justice Department
documents show.

Both men now play a key role in the current investigation into possible, 3
but still unproven collusion between Russia and Donald Trump’s /
campaign during the 2016 election. McCabe is under congressional and



Justice Department inspector general investigation in connection with
money his wife's Virginia state Senate campaign accepted in 2015 from
now-Virginia Gov. Terry McAuliffe at a time when McAuliffe was reportedly
under investigation by the FBI.

The connections to the current Russia case are many. The Mikerin probe
began in 2009 when Robert Mueller, now the special counsel in charge of
the Trump case, was still FBI director. And it ended in late 2015 under the
direction of then-FBI Director James Comey, who Trump fired earlier this
year.

Its many twist and turns aside, the FBI nuclear industry case proved a
gold mine, in part because it uncovered a new Russian money laundering
apparatus that routed bribe and kickback payments through financial
instruments in Cyprus, Latvia and Seychelles. A Russian financier in New
Jersey was among those arrested for the money laundering, court records
show.

The case also exposed a serious national security breach: Mikerin had
given a contract to an American trucking firm called Transport Logistics
International that held the sensitive job of transporting Russia’s uranium
around the United States in return for more than $2 million in kickbacks
from some of its executives, court records show.

One of Mikerin's former employees told the FBI that Tenex officials in
Russia specifically directed the scheme to “allow for padded pricing to
include kickbacks,” agents testified in one court filing.

Bringing down a major Russian nuclear corruption scheme that had both

compromised a sensitive uranium transportation asset inside the U.S. and
facilitated international money laundering would seem a major feather in

any law enforcement agency’s cap.

But the Justice Department and FBI took little credit in 2014 when Mikerin,
the Russian financier and the trucking firm executives were arrested and
charged.

The only public statement occurred an entire year later when the Justice
Department put out a little-noticed press release in August 2015, just
days before Labor Day. The release noted that the various defendants had

reached plea deals.

By that time, the criminal cases against Mikerin had been narrowed to a
single charge of money laundering for a scheme that officials admitted
stretched from 2004 to 2014. And though agents had evidence of
criminal wrongdoing they collected since at least 2009, federal
prosecutors only cited in the plea agreement a handful of transactions
that occurred in 2011 and 2012, well after the Committee on Foreign
Investment in the United States’s approval.

The final court case also made no mention of any connection to the
influence peddling conversations the FBI undercover informant witnessed
about the Russian nuclear officials trying to ingratiate themselves with
the Clintons even though agents had gathered documents showing the
transmission of millions of dollars from Russia’s nuclear industry to an
American entity that had provided assistance to Bill Clinton’s foundation,
sources confirmed to The Hill.

The lack of fanfare left many key players in Washington with no inkling 4
that a major Russian nuclear corruption scheme with serious national /



security implications had been uncovered.

On Dec. 15, 2015, the Justice Department put out a release stating that
Mikerin, “a former Russian official residing in Maryland was sentenced
today to 48 months in prison” and ordered to forfeit more than $2.1
million.

Ronald Hosko, who served as the assistant FBI director in charge of
criminal cases when the investigation was underway, told The Hill he did
not recall ever being briefed about Mikerin’s case by the
counterintelligence side of the bureau despite the criminal charges that
were being lodged.

“l had no idea this case was being conducted,” a surprised Hosko said in
an interview.

Likewise, major congressional figures were also kept in the dark.

Former Rep. Mike Rogers (R-Mich.), who chaired the House Intelligence
Committee during the time the FBI probe was being conducted, told The
Hill that he had never been told anything about the Russian nuclear
corruption case even though many fellow lawmakers had serious
concerns about the Obama administration’s approval of the Uranium One
deal.

“Not providing information on a corruption scheme before the Russian
uranium deal was approved by U.S. regulators and engage appropriate
congressional committees has served to undermine U.S. national security
interests by the very people charged with protecting them,” he said. “The
Russian efforts to manipulate our American political enterprise is
breathtaking.”
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Case 8:14-cr-00529-TDC  Document 8 Filed 10/30/14 Page1of 1

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
DISTRICT OF MARYLAND  JUL 25 2q

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA T
. CRIMINAL COMPLKiN%
% <F CASENUMBER: A\ — \\ D (oo

CHEVY CHASE., MARYLAND

L, the undersigned complainant being duly sworn state the following is true and comrect to
e best ol my knowledge und belief.

COUNT ONE: Begioning no later than 2009 and conlinuing through at least in or about
January 2012, in the District of Maryland and elsewhere, the defendant, Vadim Mikerin, did
conspire with others known and unknown to obstruct, delay and affect commerce and the
movement of arlicles and commodities in commerce by extortion, as thase lerms are defined in
Title 18, United States Code, section 1951, that is, the defendant conspired to obuain the property
of Victim 1 with Victim 1's consent induced by the wrongful use of force, violence, and fear,
including fear of economic loss, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1951.

I funther state that | am a Special Agent with the Departmen_of Encrgy Office of the
Inspector General and that this Complaint is based on the lollowing facts:

SEE ATTACHED AFFIDAVIT

Céhtinued on the attached sheet and made a part hereof: vis  wo

Special Agent Devid Gadren

DOE OIG
Signature of Complainant

Sworn te before me and subscribed in my presence. on

Sy o 2% 2w af Greenbelt. Maryland
el

b ?
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Case 8:14-¢r-00529-TDC  Document 35 Filed QZ.’DSI,}S Page 1 of 18
AUSA ke

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF MARYLAND

IN THE MATTER OF THE SEARCH OF ‘

BLACKBERRY SMARTPHONE MODEL ‘ Case No. TDC 14-0529
|
SON100-1, SN 356112051190539 I

o |

AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT OF AN
APPLICATION UNDER RULE 41 FOR A
WARRANT TO SEARCH

T, DAVID N. GADREN, being first duly sworn, hereby depose and state as follows;

INT

L I make this affidavit in support of an application under Rule 41 of the Federal
Rules of Criminal Procedure for a search warrant authorizing the examination of property—an
electronic device —which is currently in law enforcement possession, and the extraction from
that property of eleetronically stored information described in Attachment B.

& Tam a Special Agent with the United States Department of Energy Office of the
Inspector General, and have been since November 2008. My responsibilitis include
mvestigating aliegations of fraud against the government, corruption of DOE officials,
embezziement of government funds, money laundering, and illegal exportation of DOE
technology, technical data, and other controlled commodities. T attended the Criminal
Investigator Training Program and the Inspector General Investigator’s Training Academy at the

Federal Law Enforcement Center in Glynco, Georgia. In addition, 1 have also received

Mikerin Plea Deal by M Mali on Scribd

i Case 8:14-cr-00529-TDC Document 103 Filed 08/31/15 Page 1 of 9

LS. Departmient of Justice

Linited Stares dtiorney
Divirict of Moryland
Sehern Division

it 1 Sabesn Srsfing Address: Gtec ioweting

Assiskim Lo Stes Aneency G830 Choerprand Lone Surte 2ol

uavesd Sidpnyimes, yon: Gireguodt, LI} 207704 200 it i‘u«ti[ 4
s August 14,2015

@G;illialll B. Jacobson, Esq,

Jomathan E. Lopez, Esq.

——FIED  ____ ENTERED
Orrick, Herrington & Swiiilie LLP ——l0GSD . RECSVED
Orrick Building a1t Columbia Center
1152 15th Sweet, NW Washingron, D.C. 20005-1706 AUG 312015
Re: United States v. Vadim Mikerin, ety &lmm:rs AT CouRT %
Criminal No. TDC-14-0329 =

Dear Messrs. Lopez and Jacobson:

This letter, wgether with the Sealed Supplement, cosfinns the plea agreement which has
been offered to the Defendant by the United Swles Attomey’s Office for the District of Marvland
and the Fraud Section, Criminal Division, United States Dep.lrtanI of Justice (“this Offiee™). If
the Defendant aceepts this offer, please have bim execute it in the spaces provided below. If this
ifer has ot been accepted by Aul.:u.sl 26, 2015, it will be deemed withdrawar, The (erms o the
agreement are as Mllows:

se of Con

ion

1. The Defendant agrees (o waive indictiment end plead muilly o a ooe-count
Superseding Information, charging him with Conspiracy 10 Commiz Money Laundering, in
violation of 18 LLS.C. § 371, The Defendant adimits thal he is. in Facy, guilty of this offense and
will so wilvise the Court.

Elements of the Offense

o ‘The elements of the offense o which the Defendant has agreed o plead guilty,

and whick this Office would prove il'the case went Lo trial, are as [ollows:

TAGS HILLARY CLINTON BILL CLINTON DONALD TRUMP ERIC HOLDER



M Gmaﬂ Ambassador Lee E Wanta <ameritrustusa@gmail.com>

Fwd: Fw: U.S. Federal Judge, Gerald Bruce Lee_US District Court of

Virginia_Bank of America
1 message

Ambassador Lee E Wanta <ameritrustusa@gmail.com> Fri, Jul 14, 2017 at 1:11 PM
To: Ambassador Lee Wanta <ameritrustusa@gmail.com>

Forwarded message
From: Ambassador Lee Emil Wanta <somam@prodigy.net>

Date: Thu, Jul 13, 2017 at 1:20 PM

Subject: U.S. Federal Judge, Gerald Bruce Lee US District Court of Virginia_Bank of America

JUST A SIMPLE REMINDER THAT THE
FEDERAL RESERVE BANK - RICHMOND
TESTIFIED IN OPEN COURT THAT - THEY

RECEIVED WANTA'S USDollars 4.5

TRILLION AND WAS LAWLESSLY

FORWARDED TO U.S. TREASURY
SECRETARY HENRY PAULSON >>>>

—- Forwarded Message —

From: Ambassador Lee Emil Wanta <somam@prodigy.net>

To: County Executive_Scott Walker <countyexec@milwenty.com>

Sent: Thursday, November 4, 2010 4:25 PM

Subject: U.S. Federal Judge, Gerald Bruce Lee_US District Court of Virginia_Bank of America

~-On Sun, 10/24/10, Ambassador Lee Emil Wanta <somam@prodigy.net> wrote:

From: Ambassador Lee Emil Wanta <somam@prodigy.net>

Subject: U.S. Federal Judge, Gerald Bruce Lee_US District Court of Virginia_Bank of

America

To: "POTUS_President Barack Obama" <scheduling@who.eop.gov>, "President

Barack Obama" <comments@whitehouse.gov>, "President Barack Obama”

<info@messages.whitehouse.gov>, " Barack H. ObamaThe Honorable"

<president@messages.whitehouse.gov> 3
-
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT FOR THE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA """_,

ALEXANDRIA DIVISION

}
3
}
}
)
}
}
)
}
}

AMBRSSADOR LEQ WANTA,
PlaintisfE,

v. Civil Rction No. 02-1363-a
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, et #l.,

Defendants.

THIS MATTER is before the Court on Befendants the United
States of America, et al.’s, motion to. dismiss Plaintiff
Ambassador Leo Wanta‘s claim of breach of contract based on lack
of subject matter jurisdiction and on Plaintiff’s motion to amend
hiz complaint. The issue befere thae Court is whethexr the Court
should dismisa an allaged secret government agent’s claim against
the Attorney General, the Director of the Central Intelligence
Agency, the Secretary of the Treasury and the Government based on
lack of subject matter jurisdiction. The Court grants
Defendants’ motion to dismiss pursuant to Fedaral Rule of Civil
Procedure 12(b} (1} because the Government has not waived
Sovereign immunity and public policy forbids the adijudication of
8 sult relating to matters of an alleged national security
contract. The Court denies Plaintiff’'e motion to amend his
complaint under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 18(a) because

such an action would be futile

be lusting after seizure of financial assets that belong to the US Government - and which woldd prefer that the source of these and ather hidder giga-imds were never
revealed in order for past and planned illegal thafts ofsuchasetsfobecovemduphpapetzﬁm So far, this crucial document has been largely supprassed, as it affirms
P&Wam:shgiﬁnmtepuwmmddwbwsgmnﬂless@ﬁl{eﬂmaﬂegaﬁqmﬂmwmhd‘mm Ekeﬂmuﬁﬁmlm?ﬁmmmmeipmbhn
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L. SACKGROTND

Plaintiff alleges that he served as a secrat agent, employvee
and /or independent contractor of the United States governmment
and that the scope of his duties fell within the gravisioné of
the National Security Act of 1947. {(Compl. at 9 1.} His
complaint further alleges that in April 1992, Plaintiff and a now
deceased third party foreign national emecuted a-?ax Treaty.
Agresment {(“the Agreement”} with the United States government.,
(Id. at 9 5.} The rurpose ©f the Agreement, commencing on June
11, 1935, was to provide for Plaintiff's terminatien and.'
retirement from his service with the United'Statas government.
(Id.}) Despite Plaintiff’s repeated demends for performance, the
United States govermment has rafuged to comply with the terms of
the Agreement. (Id. at ¢ 5.} As a result, Plaintiff seeks an
erder from the Court requiring the United States, inter alis, to
comply with their responsibiliries under the terms of the
Lgreement or, alternatively, to pay him 8$1.0 billion in damages
for breach of contract. (1d. at 9§ 23, -23.)

£E. DISCUSSION

B, : i on

4. Standard gf Review

The Court may consider a Métion t0 Dismiss pursuant to
Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12{8; {1) by axﬁmining *Y{1) the

complaint alone: (2] the complaint supplemented byaundisputed

z

PAGE 2 of U.S. District Judge Gerald Bruce Lee’s crucial Memerandum Opinion dated 15th April 2003, in which, having exhausted the remadies
_avallahie to len E. Wam‘a,ﬁ:e distinguished US !S_ecretSeruice]Traasmy intelligence officey, in respact of the @spysiﬁon otoﬂ-balan_ee sheet US Government
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facts svidenced in the record; or {3) the complaint supplemented
by undisputed facts plus the court’s resclution of disputed
facte.'” See Hostetler v. United States, 97 F. Supp. 24 £91, £94
(E.D. ¥a. 2000) (quoting Williamson v. Tucker, €45 F.2d 404, 413
(5% Cir_ 1981)). The burden of establighing subject mattexr

jurisdiction lies with theé plaintiff. Id. at 695.

2.

The United States Court of Federal Claims has exclusive
jurisdiction over sny contractual claims againgt the United
States for monmetary damages in excess of $10,000. 2% 0.8.C. &
1451(a){1). In this case, Plaintiff seeks specific performance
of the Agreement or $1.0 billien in monetary damages for breach
ef the Agreemsnt. :

2. Ipebility of this Court to Proyide Eguitable Relief

Plaintiff arques that this Court is the appropriate venue
for this suit because the purported Agreement between the parties
provides for arrangements concerning the payment of Plaintiff's
fedexal income tazes resulting from the liquidation and
diseribution of assets from varzous foreign and domostic
Corporations. This Court has subject matter jurisdiction over an
action against the United States for any incorrect or wrongful

essessment of federal taxes er an illegal collection action under

i 3

PAGE 3 of U.S. Distriet Judge Gerald Bruce Lee’s crucial Memorandum Opinien dated 15th April 2003, in which, having exhausted the remedies
available to Leo E. Wanta, the distinguished US Secret Service/Treasury intelligence officey, in respect of the disposition of off-halance sheet US Government
intelligence funds held in accounts of Title 18, Section 6 corporations offshore, the Judge proncunced that: ‘Plaintiff's sole remedy in this matter is to pro-
ceed with the liguidation of the corporations and report these transactions to the Internal Revenue Service in a with the Intarnal Rov-
onue Code and then challenge the assessment of any taxes in a refund proceeding’. This Court-affirmed statement confirmad Mr Wanta's powers over
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the Intexnal Revenue Code. GSee 28 U.8.C. § 1346(a)(1l). However,
despite Plaintiff's clarificacion of the purpese of the
Agreement, he does not claim that he is attempting te recover any
payments or assessments of taxes by the United Statas, Instead,
Plaintiff asserts that the terms of the Agreement establish a
formula that determines the amount of income texes owed for the
ligquidation of mssets in various foreign anc domestic
corporations, as well as the timing for those tax payments to the

United States government.

The Court, however, is pzecluded.frsm-intervening-in:a
dispute involving the calculation of iﬁcnﬁe taxes owed before an
gssessment is made zgainat the taxpayer or the taxpaver tendars
payment. The Anti~Injunction Aci provides that ™. . . no suit
for the purpose of restraining the assessment or collecticn of
any tax shall be paintsined in ®ay cOUxt by any person, whather
or not such perscon is the person againest. whom guch tag was
assessed.” 26 U,s.C. § 74Z1(a}. A court does hot have the right
Fo interfere with the collection or agsessment of federal tazes.
Int'l Zotto Fund v. Virginia State Lottery Dep’t, 20 F.3d 589,
581 (4¢th Cir, 1994). 1 Court may issue an injunction prohibiting
the aasessment or collection of taxes ‘Tonly if it is clesar that
the Government could in ne eircumstances ultimately prevail on .
the merits and that equity Jurisdiction exists. " profil Engirs,

Inc. v. Unitecd States, 527 F.2d 597, §00 a.1 {(4th Cir. 1975).

n order y 3 i i suppressed, as it affinms
FkuhmpbwmmmpwwmmmﬂﬁmﬁmmmﬂmﬁamﬁﬂhmmkwmuﬁmmeWm@kﬁﬁmmiﬂeﬁmcﬁmhﬂqmuﬁWSHMMMﬁdIhﬁmﬂkm
:sﬁ)athemmt—&maceptﬂ\eycannntmdsmﬂ,asinm, pective, it belmaghedﬁmggvshﬂeﬂigmceuﬁuerismtaknasbemasamrksaew.
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Furthermore, application of the Anti-lﬁjunction Act does not
result in a denial of due process provided that the taxpayer can
sesk radress in a refund action. Id. &t 600. The Plaintiff has
not demonstrated that his pesition is so compelling that only be,
and .not the goverament, could prewail. Nor does the Plaintiff
currently seek o recover any payments or assessments of
federal income taxes or assart thal he was denied judicial review
in a refund action. Accordingly, this Court cannot provide any
injunctive relief in this matter. Since the Plaintiff's claim
against the United States govermment would appear to be
contractually basad, the sppropriate venue for this action is
the United States Court of Federsl Claims.
B- Failuze to State a Claim

l. Standard of Review

R Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12 (b} (6} motion should not
be granted unless it appears beyond a doubt that the plaintiff
can prove no set of facts in supsort of his claim that would
entitle him to relief. Fed. R, Civ. P. 12(b} {&}: Conlay v.
Gibson, 355 U.g, 41, 45-4¢ {1857} . In considering & Rule
1Z{b} (6) motion, the Court must construe the complaint in the
light most favorable to the plaintiff, read the complaint a5 a
wiole, and take the facts asserted thersin as trus, Mylzan Labs,

Inc., v. Matkeri, 7 F.34 1132, 1134 (4ch Cir. 1899%3). Conclusory

5
PAGES5 of U.5. District Judge Gerald Bruce Lee's crucial Nemorandum Opinion dated 15th April 2003, in which, having exhausted the remedies
available to Leo E. Wanta, the distinguished US Secret Service/Treasury intelligence officer, in respect of the disposition of offi-balance sheet US Government
intelfigence funds held in accounts of Title 18, Section 6 corporations offshore, the Judge pronounced that; ‘Plaintiff’s sole remedy in this marter is o pro-
ceed with the fiquidation of the corporations and repart these transactions to the Internal Revenue Service in accordance with the Internal Rev-
enue Code and then challenge the assessment of any taxes in a refund proceeding’. This Court-affirmed statement confirmed Mr Wanta's POWers over
certain USG corporations and presented serious problems for criminalised slements of the US intelligence community and overpowerful barons belisved to
be lusting after seizure of financial assets that belong to the S Governmerd — and wiich would prefer that the source of these and other hidden gige-funds were never
mwﬂwmmdwﬁqmﬁaﬂﬂmmﬁﬂmﬁﬁdﬁm&mﬁa&hﬁﬂzammﬂmﬁnmnmﬂy&mm&bmmmmnmmmhmbmnhQWaHMﬁmdeMMM
E\."h'Wanta’shgiﬁﬂiﬂepmmandd@uysgmmﬂmammhmaﬂegaﬁmmmmmbﬁshm.iikeﬂvecrimilmloperaﬁm-= 1ed. Their probl

is that he is net - a concept they cannot understand, as in their perspactive, it cannot be imagined that any US intelfigence officer is not also as hent as a corkscrew.

y
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allegations regarﬂing the lsgal_effeét of the facts alleged nead
not be accepled. See Labram v. Havel, 43 F.2d 818, 921.(4th Cir.
1893} . Because the central purpasse of the,coﬁplaint'is_tﬂ
provide the defendant “fair ngti&e of what the plaintiff’s claim
iz and the grounds upon which it rasts,” the plaiaﬁifffsrlﬁgal
aliegations must be supported bf samerfactual @a#iS‘SﬂfficiEﬁt o
allow the defendants to-érepare a fair :e§§gnée‘ Conley, 358
U.S. at 47. This initial standard sets out how the Court
construss the Complaint. . _ _ |

L. Contraxy to Fublic Policy - _ _

The Plaintiff frils to state a claim‘upon which rg;iéf may
be granteg by this Court eor the_gn;ted,Statas_Ccurﬁ of Federal
Claims. Becsuse the Agresment is a &oﬁtxactuél claim &géinst the
United States for more than 910,000, transfer to the United
States Court of Pederal Claims weuld be appropriate. However,
the _tran.;a,ferée court mugt also possess subfect matier \
Jjurisdietion for this Court to h¢~able'tc'traﬁsfer'the case. . .
The United_§t3t85 Court of Federal Claims cannot ardef $p§cific
cerformarnce or awird damages Zor breach of contxacﬁiin this suit
85 & matter of public policy. _‘éublic pqlipy”fér?id&.th& s
Rmaintenance of any suit in a court bf justice, the-trial éf which
would inevitably lead to the disclozurse of mattars:wﬁiah the law
regards as confidentisl." fFotten y. anite&'Stages, 82 U.8. 105,

107 (1875). The Plaintiff contends that the Agresment does not

&

PAGE 6 of U.5. District Judge Gerald Bruce Lee’s crucial Memorandum Opinion dated 15th April 2003, in which, having exhausted the remedies
available to Leo E. Wanta, the distinguished US Secret Service/Treasury intelligence officer, in respect of the disposition of off-balance sheet US Government
intelligence funds held in accounts of Title 18, Section § corporations offshore, the Judge pronounced that: ‘Plaintiff's sole remedy in this matter is 2o pra-
ceadwiththeliquidsﬁonufﬂmcnmomﬁomandmpoﬁthmum i to the § i Re Sawis;einanoordmuﬁﬂ:ﬂwlnm:alnev—
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involve a contract for services. Instead, he atates that the
Agresment previces a mechanism for the timing and payment of
income taxes regulting from the distribution and ligquidation of
various domestic and fereign corporations that the plaintiff
eztablished while employed by the tnited States government .
Plaintiff alsoc unequivocally states that certain terms of the
Agreement may be subject to the Mational Security Act of 1947.
(Compl. at € 1.) Despite Plaintiff's attempt to mollify his
©ziginal ‘statement by saying that the provisions of the Agreement
relating to the tax payments are not covered by the National
Security Act, the Court must conclude, based on Plaintiff's
initial statement ang hig failure to attach a eopy of the
Agreement to his complaint, that tha Agreement involves secret or
covert activities subject to the National Security Act of 1947.

o Fai st h

Even assuming, azguenﬁb, that the Agreament is not subject
to the National Security Aet of 1947, the Plaintiff cannot
demonstrate that the United States Court of Federal Claims has
Subject matter jurisdiction. See MeNott v. LMAC, 298 U.§. i78,
182, 189 (1936) {stating that the burden is on the plaintiff to
demonstrate that a court has subject matter jurisdiction). The
Plaintiff has sued the faderal government as well as three named
federal officials in their official capacities to obtain specific

performance of the Agreement o, alternatively, monetary damages

[ 7

PAGE 7 of U.S. District Judge Gerald Bruce Lee’s crucial Memorandum Opinion dated 15th April 2003, in which, having exhausted the remedies
available to Leo E. Wanta, the distinguished US Secret Service/Treasury intelligence officer, in respect of the disposition of off-balance shest US Governmemt
intelligence funds held in accounts of Title 18, Section 6 corporations offshore, the Judge pronounced that: ‘Plaintiff's sole remedy in this matter is to pro-
ceed with the liquidation of the comporations and repart these transactions to the internal Revenue Service in accordance with the Internal Rev-

be lusting afterseh:reufﬁrmcialmelsmatbeh:gtome us Govanmmt—andMnH:waMMMﬂwsmmofﬂmWoﬂmhﬂdmy’?aﬂmﬂsmnw
revealed in orderhrpmmpimmwﬂegalﬁmasum mmbemmdmhpem&y&fmmkmtwumﬂh&mIargelysuppressed,asitaiﬁnn
W Wenta's legitimate powers and destroys groundmandﬂmﬁmuﬂlbgaﬁunsﬂﬁtwtmhﬁm&m like the eriminal operatives concemed. Their problem
isthat heis not - a concept they cannot understand, as in their perspective, it cannot be imagined that any U intelligence officer is not alse as bent as a corkscrew,
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for brsach of the Agreement. A suit againstréuch a féﬁ?rﬁi -
cfficsf'is deemed to be 2 suit against the_federal‘ﬂbVanmhnt.?:,
Kentucky wv. Graham, 473 U.S. 15§17165w5$'£19951f'jThﬁS;;tﬁiS'ﬁuiﬁ
rests excluaively againat the féﬂeral sovereiga. . |
'I‘hé United States, is -imr;ﬁ;ne from suit based on its
sovereign powers, u@lesa-ccnagﬁt.to suit is granted to
prospective litigants. The Hnitaﬁ State3'-cgﬁsent.ta ba-sue&"
must be express and uz_:e_quivoca}..r United étﬂtea..v. ziitchel.lf_..-445
U.8. 535, sée {1280). The Plaintiff ha; failad to dsmﬁnﬁtrate
that the Uﬁited-states-haaLexpxesslyscah$qnted,ta_be sued in this
matter. While the alleged Agi‘eemnt betwaen the’ ?a_;tiaﬁ.i,my
provide such congent, the ?1a;nt§ff 535 5;a§ted.nét té attach a -
Qopy ﬁf'the‘ngrﬁamentitq the Complaiﬁt‘ta_sgppqri that such
consent exists, - - - -
Withsut express congent, only Céngxaas cén:#&iva th$'j

zovereign immunity of the United,sfatesj Block . E@;éh'ﬁ&kﬁta;
961 U.S. 273, 267 (1983). Congress has adopted legislation that
provides for a waiver of sovereign immunity in sults £§£n 

_ egﬁi;able‘;eliéf . .See Adminiétzative Bragedurés;ﬁctvtAEB), 5
U-QLC. £ 7Glfret s&q."ﬂowgver, reliéf_may not.be,ayai;ébie under
the APA if other statutés-prchibit-this;:emedg- S-ﬁ-s.ci SV
70L{a) {1}. The Anti-Injunction Act, =zs prgvioualytﬁiscugsgd,
precludes such ;eliéf ig this case. 22$‘U.S;¢}€§5742i[ﬁ -

(disallowing lawsuits that interfers with the assessment or

8

PAGE 8 of U.5. District Judge Geraid Bruce Lee’s crucial Memorandum Opinion dated 15th April 2003, in which. having exhausted the remedies
Emaiiableto IssE Wamz,thedismgusl‘:ed USS_ecretSerwi:e{Tremw mmmmoﬂm.hwﬁmdmﬁmmlﬁﬁomnm
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collection of federal inceme tazea). Likewise, the Declarataory
Judgment Act Sxpressly excludes agtions relating to federal
taxes. 28 u.s.c. § 2201; Prefrl Bngtrs, 527 F.24 atc 600. The

Plaintiff cannot £stablish that the United States consents to be

Sued. 2As a rasult, the United States Court of Federal Claims
would be precluded from ordering Spaecific performance of the
Agreement since faderal 1law prohibits a waiver ¢ soversign
immunity in matters involving assessment ang collection of income
taxes. Therefore, because the United States Court of Federal
Claims is prohibited freom granting relief in this matter, it

would be futile fer this Court to transfer this case.

Q;M“—L!!Mg

Although a court may allow a party to amend its complaint
when it is in the interests of justice under Federal Rule of

Civil Procedure i5{a}, sueh action in ihis tase would not Ffurther

the interests of Justice. Khandelwal v. Compuadd Corxp., 78¢ r.

Supp. 1077, 1082 (E.p.vs. 1892). Even if Plaintife were allowed
to amend his Complaint to dismiss his claim for breach of
contract, this Courr would continue ke lack subject marter
jurisdiction in this case because the remaining claim seeks

Specifie Performancse of a conptriacr involving the United States

government and jurisdiction lies in the United States Court of
Federal Clainms, However, as discussed previcusly, the Court may

not transfer this matrer to the United States Court of Federal

[ ; =

PAGE 8 of U.8. District Judge Gerald Bruce Lee= erucial Memorandum Cpinion dated 15th Aprit 2003, in which, having exhausted the remedies
available to Leo E. Wasnta, the distinguished US Secret Service/Treasury intelligence officer, in respect of the disposition of oﬂhalan_ce sheet US Government

lir Wanta’s logitimate powers and destroys groundless and fibellous allegaiions that Mr Wanta is dishonest, ke the criminal operatives concerned, Their problern
isthatheisnot—»a conceptthey cannot understand, as in their perspegtive, it cannot ba imagined that any US intelfigence officer is notalso ashent as a corkscrew,
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Claims. ©Nor would an amended cdhplaint éhanqe-this Court’s
ability to provide aquiﬁable relieﬁ-in this matter sinca
Plaintiff does not seek recovery of payment or assessment of
fadezal ﬁaxes- Moreoveﬁr allawiﬁg Plaintiff to amend his
Complaint would not ramevé Plaintiff's bar from suing the United
States government because he lacks sxpréss ccnsent‘or a waiver of
sovereign immunity by the ﬂnited-. States government that would
allow the United States Court of Federal Claims tﬁ héve subject
matter jurisdiction in tﬁia case, Therefore, the Court denies
Plaintiff's motion to ameﬁd his cmhplaint becausa such an 'acticn ’)
would be futile. Plaintiff’s scole ramedy in this m&tterris to
proceed with the liguidation of the corporations and report-these
transactions toc the Internal Re?ernué Servige in éccordance with
the Internal Revenve Code and then challenge the assessment of
any taxes in a refund procesding. _See Int'i Lotto Fund, 20 F.3d

at 591.
4

iII. CINCLUsION
The Court grants Defendants’ motion to dismise basad on lack
of subject matter jurisdiction and failure to state a claim on
which relief may be granted. The Court denies Plaintiff’s motion

o amend his cemplaint.

Dated: MI [{, 2l

Rlexandria, Virginia

GURALD BRUCE LEE
yITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

PAGE 10 of U.5. District Judge Gerald Bruce Lee’s crucial Memorandum Opinion dated 15th April 2003, in which, having exhausted the remedies
auzilable to Leo E. Wanta, the distinguished US Secret Service/Treasury inteliigence officer, in sespect of the disposition of of:-balance sheet US Government
intelligence funds held in accounts of Title 18, Section 6 corporations offshore, the Judge pronounced that: ‘Plaintiffs sole remedy in this matter s to pro-
ceed with the liquidation of the corporations and report these transactions to the Intemal Revenue Service in accordance with the Irternal Rov-
enue Code and then challenge the assessment of any tazes in a refund proceeding’ [SEE ABOVE]L This Cowrt-affirmed statement confrmed Mr Wanta's
powers over certain USG corporations and presented serious problems for criminalised elements of the US intelligence eommumnity and ovespowverful barons believed to
be fusting after seizure of financial assets that belong to the US Government - and which would prefer that the souree of these and other hidden giga-funds were never
revealedmn wmmmmmmmdwmmmm@hmm&&ﬂﬁsmdoumemhasbeenla-gelyﬁmeesed,asitmw
Warita's legitimate powers and destroys groundless and Bbellous aflegations that M Wanta is dishonest, e the criminal operatives concemed. Their problem s that
e is not—a concept that they cannot understand, 2s in theiy perspective, it cannot be imagined that any US intelligence officer is not also as bent 25 a corkscrew.



J. Heger Esqg.

28241 Crown Valley Pkwy
Laguna Niguel, CA 92677
Email: hegerlaw@ontlook com
Phone: 9492952444
September 26, 2017
Donald J. Trump
President of the United Stateg of America
1600 Pennsylvania Ave,
NW, Washington DC 20500

RE: High Speed Rail, Ambassador Leo Wanta

Dear President Trump:

payable to the State of Wisconsin noting the payment of taxes which were cashed by the State
of Wisconsin. As such, it was absolutely impossible for that tax crime to have been committed or

to have occurred.
High Speed Rail

Wanta who is willing, once again, to serve the United States and to use his own hard earned funds in
the process. Should you need further information, please do not hesitate contacting me at 949.295-
2444 or by email at Hegerlaw@outlock com. Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.

Respectfully yours,

Former Officer of J'W Heger Co, Industrial/Commercial Real Estate Brokers
Retired Lawyer and former US Army Officer, Headquarters Saigon, Vietnam



Should you need further information, please do not hesitate contacting me at $43-295.2444 or by email at
Hegerlaw@oullook.com,. Thank you for your kind attention to this matter.

Respectfully yours,
Jan M. Heger Esq.

Former Officer of JW Heger Co, Industrial/Commercial Real Estate Brokers
Retired Lawyer and former US Army Officer, Headquarters Saigon, Vietnam
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World: Rubleg

Svmmary: Romors of billions of
rubles availuble 1o he fraded for
Western curmency swirled i the
months before the Soviess selze:
30 and 100 ruble nofes, Moscow
daimed the degls were past of ¢
conspiracy fe ruin fs economy.
Indeed, people were trying o
trade rwhles — of mgke 4 fast
buclk by daiming they were.

By Holman Jenkins Jr

na gigantic, worldwide conspirac:
o sabotage g failing economy;, :
group of Western banks had begr
helping spirit billions of paperru
bles out of the Soviet Union, Liks
Robin Heoed in Teverse, the world:
rich and powerful were lining thep

country grew poorer and poorer: Anc
the whole business was the secre:

the Colombian mafig® planning
overthrow Presidant Mikhail Gorba.
chew

No, thisisn’t the dust jacket copy of
a bad suspense nove], This outlandick

Drime minisier and finanee minister

ernment Jan. 22 to confiscate g 50
and 100 ruble bilis — ap, gof of hysteriz
even for a nation g the edge.

Even if the conspiracy theort

 ROBERT IONSING /5AtiA

Kiss those babies good-bye: Soviets lined up to turn i, 5 and 100 ruble bills.
26 = Insight

June 17, 1997

Seemed like low comedy, not everf.f-%



body was laughing. In fact, more than
a few Western bankers were feeling
distinctly queasy. Ag it happens, for
the preceding six months, a lotof them
kad been trying 0 buy and sell rubles
—or at least had been on the receiving

end of a blizzard of telephone callg,
" faxes and flying visits by business-
men who claimed to be buying and
selling them.

Of course, none of this ar the time
seemed like g conspiracy. Sure, it had
always been illegal to take rubles out
of the country. But wasn’s perestroika
changing all the rules? The rapidly
widening gap between the Soviet cur-
rency’s official price and its black
market price looked like the opportu-
nity to make the Killing of a lifstime.

Butmostofall, the ruble mania that
seemed to grip manv bankers and
businessmen was a phenomenon of
the information age. The fax machine
and international direct dialing com-
bined with the age-old lure of instant
wealth to create a global frenzy with a
life of its own. And like al} global fren-
zies, this one was riven with conspir-
acy theories of its own, fueled by gos-
sip and rumor and hints. that the
world’s Big Boys were invoived.

“I’ve known people here residing in
the biggest hotels, throwing money
around and pretending they were go-
Ing t come up with huge volumes of
rubles’ says a well-connected Belgian
banker. “There was talk that the Van-
can was buying, there was talk thatthe
CIA was buying.” If even a small per-
centage of the deals were genuine, he
adds, “there should have been trains
and trains of rubles going around”

This banker, who in the wake of the
Pavlov allegations Prefers anonymity,
estimates that he Spent ihiree months
talking about ruble Speculation last
sumrmer and met with more than 80
people.Inthe end, all he accomplished
was to validate the hard way what
might have been obvioys from the be-
ginning — thar hardly anybody in his
right mind was brepared to part with
afortune in solid 7.5, dollars for bales
of colored paper that even the Soviets
themselves shun. The whole affair hag
left him somewhat bitter. “Word gets
around very quickly that you might
find some suckers ar this bank” he
says.

Don't talk 7o sirangers: You can hear that
same story from dozens of bankers.
Some merely listened politely when
people called to talk rubles, only to
fing that their names and phone num-
bers were soan being faxed 1o the far
corners of the world ag references for
multibillion-dollar ruble degls,

In other cases, gullible bankers ciir
June 17, 1993

their own throats. The cardinal rule of
international banking is not 1o expose
the good name of your institution. But
at Britain's National ‘Westminster and
Germany’s Volksbank, bankers were
gulled into butting out paperwork that
lent credibility 1o the idea that billigns
of rubles were indeed sloshingaround.

In the case of the Natwest banker,
the offending document was a hand-
written fax advising a Swiss banker
where to deposit §100 million that was
supposediy gbout to materialize as the
profit from a single ruble deal A Nat
west flack blames an eager-beaver ju-
nior officer at 3 suburban branch and
Says 1o money changed hands, .

Before the Ruble Follies were over,
disciplinary letters about getting in-
volved in shadowy currency deals
were fluttering dowm like confetti inio
bersonnel files of bankers on two con-
tinents. “We had to reprimand the
guy,” admits one European banker, re-
ferring to a colieague who kept chas-
ing ruble deals after his employer told

im 10 stop. “He could no longer see

the danger®

Was thiz whole business g mirage
from the start? Was ita scam or mere-
Iy a case of mass financial mania? Or
Was it something more sinister? Was it
Dberhaps all the work of the Soviets in
the first place?

The ruble mill: There has always been 2
market for the Sovier currency in
places like Vienna, Zurich and Berlin,
where tourists, diplomats and the odd
Soviet emigre can change their spare
rubles at a fraction of the official rate,
Though this is perfectly legal in the
countries where it takes Dlace, it's a
1010 10 take the rubles back across
Soviet borders.

The theory behind Ruble Follies is
that the Soviet mafia had taken huge
aumbers of rubles out of the country
and was trying to exchange them for
Western currency The buyvers were
Western businessmen who Supposedly
would take the discounted rubles back
inside the Soviet Urion and use them
to buy factories and pay their workers
on the cheap.

But the planet dges nothold enough
suitcases, duffe] bags and diplomaric
pouches to accommodate the volumes
said to be floating around last year
Uniil it was canceled in February, the
highest denomination wag the 100 ry-
ble note, and 5 billion rubles’ worth of
those would fill a Standard 40-foor
shipping container “Don’t vou believe
this talk that billions can be sold,” says
a Swiss currency smuggler. “I have
bjeen in this business for 30 years, and
I've never sold more than 500,000 or
million.”

o
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Poviov saw a

onspiracy at work.

Target: €orbachey, under the theory
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- ZZ=re was no real market for such documents exist. And even if fateis going to put him in the middle
ole deals, the rumor mill  they did, rubleg are probably worth  of some colossal transaction that will
invent one, and it did. The even less to Western companies than  make him rich for life.
. i- around that Western com-  to Soviet consumers. The Soviet capi- One West Coast physician is tvpical
S vesting in the Soviet Union tal Western investors are interestedin  of the breed. He has virtually aban-
= zimaost bottomless appetite for — Iand, factories, office buildings, ex- doned his Ppractice to pursue currency
=arket rubles. These cheap ru- portable goods—are dispensed by the deals that he says routinely involve
21d at a 90 percent discount to State, and the state is already overflow. tens of billions of dollars. The sums
cial rate, would have allowed ing in rubles. Westerners who don’t  are so vast that they would topple the
=I% “.2stern investors to scarf up So- bring dollars or marks or pounds or world financial system if they tried 1o
-*% 220ds and Soviet property and any strong currency simply don’t gel Dass through the conventional ex-
= Soviet workers forpenniesonthe past the entrance exam, change markets, he explains. So in-
e ) stead they flow through oceult chan-
-- course, then they were faced The brokers: Still, these tales of massive nels of bankers and brokers wiio con-
* the tricky issue of how to get  demand for rubles found ready earsin  stitute “one of the four dominant mo-
i& massive sums back across So- the strange, twilight world of self nopolies” (the others being lawyers,
* borders or into the restrictive So-  styled “brokers” a breed that has bro-  doctors and the media),
* banking system. Not to worry. The liferated in the information age. They With phone and fax, brokers can
:or mill began talking about Sgviet- gave critical mass to the ruble mania. hypnotize themselves into thinking
:zsued documents to make that possi- LouisReyna, z San Antonio-based con- they are players in the international
2 — documents called “repatriation  sultant o foreign comparnies, aptly de-  fj cial system. “Tt’s a sickness, but
sertificates,” “white checks” and“gold  scribes them ag “Deople trving to sell I've found myself falling into it, tog?”
cnecks” Available from Western bro-  what they don't have to people who admits the owner of a prosperous Vir
zers, the documents would miracu- couldn’t buy even if they wanted to” ginia-based trading company “Tve
‘ously unlock the doors of Soviet fi- The broker's dream: that somehow known people who've had their phones
lance. shut off. They can't pay their bills, but

All this overlooks the fact that no " | they keep making the internaticnal
/"’/’ﬂ\{ long-distance calls because they're

o - ] suckered by the possibility of making

e ﬂGES?ER FUR 1 $20 million next weel. But T've never
i

BE met one yet who's made any money”
HA nsivErag mmﬁes‘-’“ﬁ“‘gsm Feeding the monig: Leg
Sell S}TMIJTM&

Wanta was one of the
key players, calling
many people to say he
was buying rubles on
behalf of the U.S.

P, L'TD.
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The broker network kept the ruble
Daperwork flying, but that doesn’t ex-
Diain why 50 any presumably sophis-
ticated international bankers fell for it.
When asked, they wave vaguely in the
direction of perestroika and the fm-
Denetrable strangeness of the Sovier
finaneial svstem.

One European banker puts it this
way: “Is it believable that somebody
in Western Eurape wants 190 billion
rubles? How can he getitbackinto the
country withour smuggling? How can
hie use it, because the government con-
trols the use of the ruble very stricdy,
especially in joint ventures? But at
First you don’t kngw this. It's alla blank
territory”

The Soviets weren't much help, ei-
ther In response to his ecalls, this
banker says he was invited down to the
local Soviet embassy for lunch. The
Soviets listened with great inferest 1o
whar he had o say about ruble mania
but offered nothing in return, Other
bankers and businessmen who ap-
broached the Soviers for guidance
came back none the wiser, too.

In fact, it waspt until this spring
that the Soviet-run Gosbank gort
around to issuing a circular warning
Western bankers and businessmen
away from whar ir called “counterfeir
Dayment documents”

Enter Leo Wanin: Oneof the nameag most
frequently cited by those whe gat
caughtup in ruble maniz iz that of Leo
Emil Wanta, directar general of the
New Republic/Usa Financial Group.
Though few claim 0 have met him
face—to-face, a lot of beople heard his
Story over the telephone. Whar he wold
them, they &y, is that his business was
acquiring rubles on behalf of the US.
government in order to Provide an ip-
fusion of hard Currency to the Sovist
economy

It might be too much to say that
Wanta single-handedly created the
myth that rubles Were in demand, but
he did more than his share. He has
floated dozens of Dieces of paperrelat-
ing the sale or purchase of rubles in
amounts of up 1w 195 billion rubles
(worth roughly g6 billion at the black
marketrate). Thereisno evidence that
any of these deals ever closed, but he
has shown a rare gift for getting gther
folks to trot hither and von.

Almost every banker contacted for
this story recalls at least one tele-
phone conversation With him. It wag
on his behalf that officials at Natwest
and Volksbanl went fishing for a high-
profit deal on their own banks’ statio-
nery:

A Midwestern banker encountered
Wanta last summer and tells 3 story

June 17, 1997

that stands for many. “No sooner had
we begun talking about the possibility
of opening an accoynt than I began to
get inquiries from raders here angd
abroad and in tiny Pacific islands as)k-

Out ourselves; ang they'd sa
all I wanted to know, click’
New Republic’s letterhead fearures
a fashionable address in Vienna, hut
Wanta’s phone rings in Appleton, Wis.
Ina two-hour tonversation, he attrib-
utes his start in politics and finance to
the kindness of the late Sen. Alex-
ander Wiley, a Wisconsin Republican,
who sent him tg Dale Carnegie to cure
a stuttering problem. He mentions
various careersasg high-tech defense
engineer; a deputy in the Waukesha
County sheriff’s office, a Milwaukee
policeman, stints in the Nixon and
Reagan campaigns, adviser to the
Drug Enforcement Administration
and as a perennia] candidate for var-
ious Cabinet ang Sub-Cabinet posts.

“My background is in intelligence”
Wanta says, while denying that he has
Dosed as an agent of the U.S. govern-
ment in ruble degls, Instead, he calls
himself a “task force member” adding
Cryptically: “Dg Your homework.
You'll find out we are who we are.
We're the good guys”

The public record is Somewhat less
than definitive. I shows that Wanta is
the owmer of a faileq vending machine
Company in Menomonee Falls, Wis,,
against which a number of lega] Jjudg-
ments remain guisianding. Marquette
University, which he offers as one of
his educatignal Credentials, savs he
0nce registered for g continuing edu-
cation course in 1983, only 1o cancel
two days later

Aletter that 4ppeared to have been
signed by an employee of the First
Wisconsin Ban} of Appleton, dated
last summer ang addressed to a Swiss
bank, attests that Wantaisa Corporate
client in goog Standing and has been
since the 1960s. The employvee, Jill

Dbell, denies evar signing such a
document. Wanta Claims t0 have re-
centy had $1.4 billion on deposit at
National Westminster, byt a bank
spokesman Says 1o account was ever
opened. And o on,

A5 for rubles, Wanta claims 1o have
signed trade agreements worth §50
billion with Moscow; covering every-
thing from Exporting oil and vodics to
rebuiiding gag Dipalines, 1o the impor-
tation and disiribution of food. He was
floating offers 1o buy rubles in order
to fulfill these contracts. Profit, gy
€ven completing the deal, was not the
primary objective, however: “All we

Wanta kepi the phone lines busy.
say is rthat we are Big Brother mon-
toring whar the hell is going on out
there”

Most bankers have another expia-
nation: “The whole thing stinks from
A 10 Zed,” says Frederick Gevers of
PaineWebher Ine’s oifice in Geneva,
Switzerland.

Gevers was Just one of many who
found themselves playing starring
roles in Wanta's imaginary deals, His

sible $544 milljon ruble deal involvin =
Volksbank and the Union Bank of
Switzerland. Typical is a fax message

profiton Wantas h ehalf. The deal, savs
Gevers, was entirelv a figment of 11 -
s imagination, and the paper
poured in over the fax was tomal
unsolicited. “1 gavemy nameonce, r:-
I was bombarded” he complains, “I-
has continyed to haunt me for four —
five monthg”

Ruble disinformatign; The first nosos
the Soviets S€EM 10 have iaken o= ==
this wag in January A Britishngs--2:
Colin Gibbins, was arrested s >
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Sarah McClendon's Washington Report

Sarah McClendon
on or about 8-24-97 Sarah McClendon

SARAH McCLENDON'S WASHINTON REPORT

3133 Connecticut Avenue
Suite 215

Washington, D.C. 20008
By Sarah McClendon

Washington, D.C. — Leo Wanta, whose purchase of huge sums in Russian rubles is credited with bringing down the Soviet
Union in the Cold War, will be put through a third party hmacy test in Madison, Wisconsin circuit court on Tuesday. He has

Although the briefcase was taken by Wisconsin authorities in 1993, it has never. been returned to Wanta nor has he any
knowledge of what happened to its contents.

The charge is that he owed Wisconsin originally approximately $14,000. He claims to have paid back that amount in 1992.
The state attorney general's office seized his house worth $120,000 and soid it for $60,000, but there is no record of this in
the Department of Revenue in Wisconsin nor is there any trace of the proceeds from the sale.
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l : I Gma” Ambassador Lee E Wanta <ameritrustusa@gmail.com>
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PREVIOUS HURRICANE EVACUATION'S
AUTHORIZED PLANNING PROGRAMMES
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To : Office of the President, Office of the Vice President, Cabinet |
Members, Office of the Governors, State and Federal Officials,
Congress of the United States, OMB Director Jacob Lew, et al

Notice of Defanlt Confirmation — With President Obama’s authorized
- - L)

reiease of my personal, civil and repatriated Inward Remittance of

USDollars 4.5 Trillion, of May 2006 to Bank of America-Richmond,

Virginia as confirmed by the Federal Reserve Bank - Richmond’s in
Court Motion, under their Penalty of Perjury.

1.) On or about April 15, 2003 The Honorable Gerald Bruce Lee, in
Case No. 02-1363-A filed in The United States District Court for the

Eastern District of Virginia, Order and Memorandum of Opinion.
As part of the Order, the Court stated that the Plaintiff [ Lee E.

Wanta, Leo E. Wanta, Ambassador Leo Wanta ] should pursue

liquidation of Corporations, recovery of financial assets and pay all
required taxes in accordance with the law.
2.) IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRI

CT COURT FOR THE EASTERN
DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA, Civil Action No. 1:07 cv 609 T3E/BRP — PETITION

FOR A WRIT OF MANDAMUS AND OTHER EXTRAORDINARY RELIEF,
filed JUN 20 2007, THE FEDERAL RESERVE BANK OF RICHMO ‘
RESPONDED IN THEIR COURT MOTION STATING .... ’

 PURSUANT TO RULE 12 (B) (6), fed.R.civ.P., Respondent Federal Bank of

Richmond (“FRB Richmond”) moves fo dismiss the Petition for Writ of Mandamus
and Other Extraordinary Relief, are as follows.

“For the purposes of the Motion only, all well pleaded facts will be taken as true.”

In other words, The Federal Reserve Bank of Richmond accepted the truthful -
statements in the Writ of Mandamus and confirmed the known Inward Remittance
designated the Petitioner for the sole and exclusive use and benefit of Petitoner, Lee
E. Wanta, Leo E. Wanta, Ambassador Lee E. Wanta; an American citizen, birth

June 11, 1940. References : Rogers-Houston Memorandum, Act of Congress - HR.
3723, Title 18 USC Section 4 — Misprison of Felony, other Title 18 USC violations.

Having Said That, Upon my Economic Receipt, I will lawfully pay
USDollars One Point Five Seven Five Trillion [US$1,575,000,000,000.00]
as my personal/civil/repatriation tax payment, directly to our United
States Department of the Treasury, among other “set-aside allocations”,
to immediately enhance Qur Economic Recovery and National Security.
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. ANTHEM

New Republic/USA Financial Group, GES.m.b.H
Kartnerstrabe 28/15 Telefon: 513.4235
A~ 1010 Wien, Austria-Europe

"~ 77 leoE. Tanta ¥ Associates — Consultants to Management




1202342018

20181223_0B0749,jpg




