THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Cr. No.

Plaintiff :
\A : (Conspiracy, 18 U.S.C. § 371)

SIEMENS S.A. (ARGENTINA),

Defendant

INFORMATION

The United States Attorney and the Department of Justice, Criminal Division, Fraud

Section charge, at all times relevant to this Information, or at the dates and times indicated:
INTRODUCTORY ALLEGATIONS
THE FOREIGN CORRUPT PRACTICES ACT

1. The Foreign Corrupt Practices Act of 1977 (hereinafter, the “FCPA”), as amended,
15 U.S.C. §§ 78dd-1 et seq., prohibited certain classes of persons and entities from making
payments to foreign government officials to obtain or retain business. Specifically, the FCPA
prohibited any person other than an issuer okr domestic concern, while in the territory of the United
States, from making use of the mails or any means or instrumentality of interstate commerce
corruptly in furtherance of an offer, payment, promise to pay, or authorization of the payment of
money or anything of value to any person, while knowing that all or a portion of such money or
thing of value would be offered, given, or promised, directly or indirectly, to a foreign official for
the purpose of obtaining or retaining business for, or directing business to, any person or securing

any improper advantage. 15 U.S.C. § 78dd-3(a). Pertinent to this charge, the FCPA required



issuers to make and keep books, records, and accounts that accurately and fairly reflect
transactions and disposition of the company’s assets and prohibited the knowing falsification of an
issuer’s books, records, or accounts. 15 U.S.C. §§ 78m(b)(2)(A), 78m(b)(5), and 78ff(é).

SIEMENS ARGENTINA AND OTHER RELEVANT ENTITIES AND INDIVIDUALS

2. Defendant SIEMENS S.A. (ARGENTINA) (“SIEMENS ARGENTINA™),
headquartered in Buenos Aires, Argentina, was a controlled subsidiary of Siemens
Aktiengesellschaft (“Siemens™), a corporation drganized under the laws of Germany with its
principal offices in Berlin and Munich, Germany. Through its operating groups, subsidiaries,
officers, directors, employees, and agents, Siemens was engaged in a variety éf business activities
for, among others, national, state, and municipal governments. This included, among other things,
developing, constructing, selling, and servicing telecommunications equipment and systems;
power generation, transmission, and distribution equipment and systems; transportation
equipment and systems; medical equipment and systems; and industrial and traffic equipment and
systems. SIEMENS ARGENTINA was a regional company that contracted for and managed
projects relating to all Siemens operating groups. From the 1980s to the present, SIEMENS
ARGENTINA has been involved in several government infrastructure projects in Argentina,
including a national identity card project (the “national identity card project”) in the 1990s.
SIEMENS ARGENTINA was a “person other than an issuer or a domestic concern” within the
meaning of the FCPA. 15 U.S.C. § 78dd-3.
3. As of March 12, 2001, Siemens was listed on the New York Stock Exchange

(“NYSE™) and, together with its subsidiaries, was an “issuer” as that term is used in the FCPA. 15

U.S.C. § 78dd-1(a). By virtue of its status as an issuer, Siemens was required to comply with the



provisions of the FCPA, including the requirement to maintain accurate books, records, and
accounts.

4. Siemens Business Services GmbH & Co. OHG (“SBS”), headquartered in‘Munich,
Germany, was a Siemens operating group and affiliate that provided information technology
consulting, systems integration, and management services. SBS provided technical expertise and
management on the national identity card project.

5. Siemens’ Power Transmission and Distribution operating group (“PTD?),
headquartered in Erlangen, Germany and with subsidiary offices in Wendell, North Carolina, was
responsible for the design, manufacture, sale, and service of power generation equipment,
software, and network control equipment.

6. Lincas GmbH (*“Lincas”), a Hamburg, Germany-based export service provider,
was the source of funds for certain improperly recorded corrupt payments to Argentine
government officials in connection with the national identity card project for SIEMENS
ARGENTINA. Lincas was consolidated into Siemens in March 2003.

7. Siemens Corporate Legal Department, based in Munich, Germany, handled general
in-house legal matters for Siemens. Siemens Corporate Legal Department reviewed and provided
advice in response to requests from SIEMENS ARGENTINA in connection ‘with the national
identity card project.

8. “Officer A,” a German citizen, was chairperson of the Board of SIEMENS
ARGENTINA from in or about December 20, 2000 to in or about October 1, 2002, and a senior
executive of Siemens from in or about October 2000 to in or about 2007. From in or about October
2000 to in or about 2007, Officer A had o?ersighl responsibilities for both PTD and the Americas,

including SIEMENS ARGENTINA, and was involved in the national i‘dentity card project.
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9. “Officer B,” a German citizen, was a senior executive of SIEMENS ARGENTINA
from in or about 1983 to in or about 1989 and again in 1991, and was a senior executive of Siemens
from in or about 1996 to in or about 2003. After his move to Siemens, Officer B remaihed
involved in SIEMENS ARGENTINA business, including the national identity card-project.

THE CO-CONSPIRATORS

10. “Argentina Executive A,” a non-United States citizen, who is named as a
co-conspirator but not as a defendant herein, was a senior executive of SIEMENS ARGENTINA
from in or about 1996 to in or about 2002 and was chiefly responsible for the day-to-day
management of the national identity card project.

1. “Consulting Firm A,” a Uruguayan company, which is named as a co-conspirator
but not as a defendant herein, was controlled by Argentina Executive A and acted as a conduit for
improperly recorded corrupt payments from SIEMENS ARGENTINA to Argentine government
officials in connection with the Argentine national identity card project.

12. “Argentina Executive B,” a German citizen, who is named as a co-conspirator but
not as a defendant herein, was an employee of SIEMENS ARGENTINA from 1986 to in or about
1991 and a senior executive of SIEMENS ARGENTINA from in or about May 2002 to in or about
July 2008. Argentina Executive B facilitated some of the improperly recorded corrupt payments
made in connection with the national identity card project.

13. “Agent A,” an Argentine citizen, who is named as a co-conspirator but not as a
defendant herein, was a former board member of SIEMENS ARGENTINA. Agent A had ties to
various high-level Argentine government officials and acted as a purported business consultant to

SIEMENS ARGENTINA and its affiliates on the Argentine national identity card project.



14.  The “Argentine Consulting Group,” a group of entities headquartered in Central
and South America, which is named as a co-conspirator but not as a defendant herein, was
controlled by Agent A. The Argentine Consulting Group received improperly recorded corrupt
payments from SIEMENS ARGENTINA and its affiliates in connection with the national identity
card project, and passed along some portion of those payments to Argentine officials in exchange
for improper advantages for SIEMENS ARGENTINA and/or its affiliates.

15. “Agent B,” a German citizen, who is named as a co-conspirator but not as a
defendant herein, was a former Siemens PTD employee and controlled a purported business
consulting entity, Consulting Firm B, used by SIEMENS ARGENTINA to make improperly
recordéd corrupt payments to Argentine government officials in connection with the Argentine
national identity card project.

16. ‘;Consulting Firm B,” a Dubai-based entity, which is named as a co-conspirator but
not as a defendant herein, was controlled by Agent B and acted as a conduit for funds from PTD
that were used in whole or in part to make or to fund improperly recorded corrupt payments to
Argentine government officials in connection with the Argentine national identity card project.

17. “Consulting Firm C,” a Bahamian entity, which is named as a co-conspirator but
not as a defendant herein, was a conduit for improperly recorded corrupt payments from
SIEMENS ARGENTINA to Argentine government officials in connection with the Argentine
national identity card project.

18. “Consulting Firm D,” a Bahamian entity, which is named as a co-conspirator but
not as a defendant herein, was a conduit for improperly recorded corrupt payments from
SIEMENS ARGENTINA to Argentine government officials in connection with the Argentine

national identity card project.



19. "Former Official A," an Argentine citizen, who is hamed as a co-conspirator but
not as a defendant herein, was an officid Inthe Argentine government until In or about 1999, and
then became amember of the Argentine Congress until in or about 2007. SIEMENS
ARGENTINA authorized corrupt payments to Former Official A in connection with the national
identity card project.

20. "Former Minister A," an Argentine citizen, who is named as a co-conspirator but
not as a defendant herein, was aformer minister in the Argentine government with close ties to
other Argentine officials. Former Minister A was engaged by Siemens to prevent the national
identity card project from being terminated. A SIEMENS ARGENTINA employee drafted a
memorandum stating that Former Minister A had "large influence" and that up to $1,000,000 in
payments would be necessary," though "the use of the money (end recipient) [was] unknown."
SIEMENS ARGENTINA authorized improperly recorded corrupt payments to Former Minister A
from SIEMENS ARGENTINA with the expectation that he would pass along some portion of
those payments to a senior officer of the Argentine Sindicatura General, the national audit board,
in an attempt to retain for SSEMENS ARGENTINA the contract for the national identity card
project.

National Identity Card Project

21. In or about 1994, the Argentine government issued atender for bids to replace the
then existing manually-created national identity booklets with state of the art national identity
cards. Thetota estimated value of the national identity card project was approximately $1 billion.

22. On or about February 10, 1998, SSEMENS ARGENTINA and its affiliates were

awarded the national identity card project contract by the Argentine Ministry of the Interior.



