IN THE UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT FOR THE
WESTERN DI STRI CT OF M SSOUR
VESTERN DI VI SI ON

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA,
Pl aintiff,
V.

ROBERT RI CHARD KI NG,
[DCB:

and

PABLO BARQUERO HERNANDEZ,
[DCB:

Def endant s.
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No. 01-00190-01/02-CR-W1

COUNT ONE

18 U S.C. § 371

NMI 5 years and $250, 000

Cl ass D Fel ony

NMI' 3 years supervised rel ease

COUNTS TWO THROUGH EI GHT:

15 U.S.C § 78dd-2(a) and

18 U S.C § 2

NMI 5 years and $250, 000

Cl ass D Fel ony

NMI 3 Years supervised rel ease

COUNTS NI NE THROUGH TEN

18 U.S.C. 88 1952 and 2

NMI 5 years and $250, 000

G ass D Fel ony

NMI' 3 years supervised rel ease

$100 speci al assessnent on each
count .

Restitution nay be ordered.

CTMENT

COUNT _ONE

CONSPI RACY (18 U.S.C. § 371)



GENERAL ALLEGATI ONS

The | ndi vi dual s

1. At all times material to this Indictnment:

a. Def endant ROBERT RI CHARD KI NG was a citizen of the
United States and, as such, was a “donmestic concern” as that term
is defined in 15 U.S.C. 8§ 78dd-2(h)(1)(A). In addition, KING
owned shares in OM Securities & Investnents, Limted (“0OSI”),
and, as such, was a stockhol der acting on behalf of CSI, a
“domestic concern” within the neaning of 15 U. S.C. § 78dd-

2(h) (1) (B).

b. Def endant PABLO BARQUERO HERNANDEZ (“ BARQUERO')
was a national of the Republic of Costa Rica and was an agent of
CSl, a “domestic concern” within the neaning of 15 U S.C. § 78dd-
2(h) (1) (B).

C. St ephen Kingsl ey, now deceased, was a citizen of
the United Kingdomresiding in Kansas City, Mssouri, and was
President, Chief Executive Oficer, and a stockholder of OSI. As
such, Kingsley was an officer, director, and enpl oyee of OSI and
a stockhol der acting on behalf of OSI, a “donestic concern”
within the neaning of 15 U. S.C. § 78dd-2(h)(1)(B)

d. Al bert Reitz was a citizen of the United States
and was an officer, enployee, agent, and stockholder of CSI. As
such, Reitz was a “donestic concern” as that termis defined in

15 U.S.C. § 78dd-2(h)(1)(A) and an officer and enpl oyee of OSI



and a stockhol der acting on behalf of OSI, a “donestic concern”
within the neaning of 15 U . S.C. § 78dd-2(h)(1)(B).

e. Richard Halford was a citizen of the United States
and, as such, was a “donestic concern” as that termis defined in
15 U S.C 8§ 78dd-2(h)(1)(A). Further, fromin or about March
1997 through in or about Septenber 1999, Halford was the Chief
Fi nancial O ficer of OSI and since 1997 has owned stock in OSI
and sought investors for OSI. As such, Halford was an officer,
enpl oyee, and agent of OSI and a stockhol der acting on behal f of
OSl, a “donestic concern” within the neaning of 15 U. S. C. § 78dd-
2(h) (1) (B).

The Corporate Entities

2. At all times material to this Indictnment:

a. OM Securities and Investnents, Limted, was a
busi ness incorporated under the laws of the State of Nevada and
having its principal place of business in Kansas Cty, M ssouri.
OGSl is a “donestic concern” within the neaning of
15 U.S.C. § 78dd-2(h)(1)(B).

b. OSI G braltar was a business incorporated under
the laws of G braltar and having its principal place of business
in Kansas City, Mssouri. OSI Gbraltar did no business in
G braltar and nerely maintai ned an agent whose job it was to

refer all inquiries to OSI.



C. CSlI Proyectos was a business incorporated under
the laws of Costa Rica and having its principal place of business
in San Jose, Costa Rica. OSI Proyectos is a wholly-owned
subsidiary of OSI Gbraltar. Al significant decisions and
expenditures incurred by OSI Proyectos were authorized by OSI and
OSI G braltar in Kansas City, Mssouri.

The Costa Ri can Project

3. At all tinmes relevant to this Indictnent, OSI and the
def endants were raising funds to devel op a m xed-use facility
known as the “Costa Rican Project.” The Costa Ri can Project
enconpassed the construction, devel opment, and operation of new
port facilities on the Carribean coast of Costa Rica, as well as
an international airport, a beach-front resort, a marina,
residential estates, a quarry, a salvage operation, and a dry
canal linking the new port to a port on the Pacific coast of
Costa Rica.

THE CONSPI RACY

4. Fromin or about Fall 1997 to in or about October 2000,
in the Western District of Mssouri and el sewhere, defendants

ROBERT RI CHARD KI NG

and

PABLO BARQUERO HERNANDEZ

together wth Stephen Kingsley, Al bert Reitz, R chard Halford,

and ot hers known and unknown to the Grand Jury, did conspire,



confederate, and agree with each other to commt offenses agai nst
the United States, to wit:
a. bei ng “donestic concerns” and agents and

st ockhol ders acting on behalf of a “donestic concern”, to wt,
OM Securities and Investnents, Limted, to use the nmails and
means and instrunentalities of interstate conmerce corruptly in
furtherance of an offer, paynent, prom se to pay, and the
aut hori zation of the paynent of nobney, to

(1) foreign officials, foreign political
parties, foreign political party officials, and candi dates for
foreign political office, and

(ii1) other persons while knowing that all or a
portion of such noney woul d be offered, given and prom sed,
directly and indirectly to foreign officials, foreign political
parties, foreign political party officials, and candi dates for
foreign political office, for purposes of influencing acts and
deci sions of such foreign officials, foreign political parties,
foreign political party officials, and candi dates for foreign
political office; inducing foreign officials, foreign political
parties, foreign political party officials, and candi dates for
foreign political office to do and omt to do acts in violation
of their lawful duty; and inducing foreign officials, foreign
political parties, foreign political party officials, and

candi dates for foreign political office to use their influence



with a foreign governnment and instrunentality thereof to affect
and influence acts and deci sions of such governnent and
instrunmentality, in order to assist OSI and other “donestic
concerns” in obtaining and retaining business for, and directing
business to OSI and OSI Proyectos, in violation of the Foreign
Corrupt Practices Act, Title 15, United States Code, Section
78dd-2(a); and

b. to travel and cause others to travel in interstate
and foreign commerce and to use facilities in interstate and
foreign coomerce with intent to pronote, nanage, establish, carry
on, and facilitate the pronotion, nanagenent, establishnment, and
carrying on of an unlawful activity, nanely, bribery in violation
of the laws of the State of Mssouri, specifically, M ssour
Annot ated Statutes 8§ 570. 150, and thereafter to perform and
attenpt to perform such pronotion, managenent, establishnent,
carrying on and facilitation of the pronotion, nanagenent,
establ i shment and carrying on of such unlawful activity, in
viol ation of the Travel Act, Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1952(a)(3)(A).

PURPOSE OF THE CONSPI RACY

5. The purpose of the conspiracy was to secretly pay noney
to foreign officials, political parties, party officials, and

candi dates for public office in Costa Rica to obtain fromthe



Governnment of the Republic of Costa Rica a |land concession to
devel op the Costa Rican Project.

MANNER AND MEANS OF THE CONSPI RACY

6. It was part of the conspiracy that defendants KI NG and
BARQUERO and ot her co-conspirators would regularly neet and
communi cate through tel ephone calls, facsimles, and el ectronic
mai | to discuss strategies for raising funds and for obtaining
t he concession for the Costa R can Project through bribery and
other illicit paynments.

7. It was part of the conspiracy that defendants KI NG and
BARQUERO and ot her co-conspirators would solicit investors in the
United States for the Costa Rican Project, or would refer
potential investors to other co-conspirators, and woul d represent
to such investors that a portion of the invested funds woul d be
used to cultivate “friends” in the Costa R can governnent and
political parties to ensure that a | and concessi on woul d be
awarded to OSI Proyectos.

8. It was further a part of the conspiracy that defendants
KI NG and BARQUERO and ot her co-conspirators, acting on their own
behal f and as agents of OSI, would agree to pay and authorized
paynents to Costa Rican officials, political parties, party
officials, and candi dates for public office to induce themto use
their influence to assist in obtaining a | and concession for CSI

Pr oyect os.



9. It was further a part of the conspiracy that defendants
KI NG and BARQUERO and ot her co-conspirators agreed to nmake a
payment, divided between the ruling and opposition political
parties in Costa Rica, contingent upon the |and concession being
granted to OSI Proyectos.

10. It was further a part of the conspiracy that the co-
conspirators agreed to funnel the noney for the paynents to the
Costa Rican officials, political parties, party officials, and
candi dates for public office through offshore corporations and
bank accounts to conceal its origin in the United States.

11. It was further a part of the conspiracy that defendant
KI NG and ot her co-conspirators agreed to transfer funds to
def endant BARQUERO in Costa Rica and el sewhere, know ng t hat
t hese funds woul d be used to nmake paynents, directly and through
others retained by OSI Proyectos, to Costa Rican officials,
political parties, party officials, and candi dates for public
office in the guise of canpaign contributions and consulting fees
i n exchange for their exercising their influence in support of
the Costa Rican Project.

12. It was further a part of the conspiracy for defendants
KI NG and BARQUERO and ot her co-conspirators to refer to the
paynments to the Costa R can officials, political parties, party

officials, and candi dates for public office by using codewords



such as “political support noney,” “consulting fees,” “tolls,”
“ki ss nmoney,” and “cl osing costs.”

OVERT ACTS

13. In furtherance of the conspiracy, defendants KING and
BARQUERO, together with Kingsley, Reitz, and Halford, and others
known and unknown to the Grand Jury, commtted and caused to be
committed the followi ng overt acts in the Western District of
M ssouri and el sewhere:

a. |In or about 1997, BARQUERO traveled from Costa Ri ca
to Kansas City, Mssouri, and net with Kingsley, Reitz, and
others to discuss the Costa Rican Project.

b. On or about the January 12, 1998, OSI Proyectos
obtained fromthe government of Costa Rica a letter stating its
agreenent to negotiate a definitive agreenent upon the conpletion
of certain studies.

C. On or about August 10, 1999, in Kansas City,

M ssouri, KING sent a facsimle transm ssion fromKansas City,
M ssouri to Carnel, Indiana, to a potential investor seeking a
| oan of $20, 000, 000, of which $1, 000,000 was al |l ocated for
“Reserve for Kiss.”

d. On or about August 13, 1999, BARQUERO sent a
facsimle transm ssion from Costa Rica to Kingsley in Kansas
City, Mssouri, stating that two congressmen who were “friends”

of OSI had requested that OSI fund a comm ssion to study new



| egislation to support the Costa Rican project. BARQUERO noted
that, with respect to two nenbers of the proposed conm ssion, one
of whomwas a former governnent official, “I would say we have
good control upon both.”

e. On or about Septenber 24, 1999, in Overland Park,
Kansas, Kingsley told a person whom he believed was acting as an
intermediary for a potential investor that OSI Proyectos is a
“cl ean conmpany” because “all of the sneaky stuff we did, like
paying political stuff, came fromup here.” 1In addition, he
stated that he consulted with BARQUERO as to who needed to be
“paid off” and then provi ded BARQUERO with funds. Kingsley also
stated that OSI would nmake a final paynent of $1, 000,000 on a “no
cure, no pay basis”, i.e., that it would nmake the paynment only if
the | and concessi on was grant ed.

f. On or about Cctober 12, 1999, Kingsley told a
per son whom he believed was acting as an internediary for a
potential investor that OSI had agreed to pay $750,000 to the
ruling political party and $250,000 to the opposition party
(because one day it would be in power) but those paynents woul d
not take place until OSI got the concession.

g. On or about Cctober 21, 1999, Kingsley told an
i nvestor that consulting contracts with the | awers, politicians,
and | obbyi sts were “of f the bal ance sheet.” In addition, he

expl ai ned that up to 10% of OSI Proyectos would be given to “the

10



politicians, the two political parties, and the congressnen” as
well as a “closing fee” of $1,100,000 as a “payoff” after the
| and concessi on was grant ed.

h. On or about Decenber 6, 1999, BARQUERO sent a
facsimle transm ssion from Costa Rica to Kingsley in Kansas
City, Mssouri, enclosing a budget for “Costa Ri ca operations”
and stating, “Besides all costs involved, it includes the
political toll for the concessions and contributions for both
p.p.’s [political parties]; next year the political arena wll
see the opening of the canpaign for 2002 elections.” The
encl osed budget included a line itemfor “fees” of $1,027,500
whi ch were designated as “fees: includes toll & contributions
(congress comm ssions, |obbying & contributions to both
parties).”

i On or about February 28, 2000, BARQUERO sent a
facsimle transm ssion from Costa Rica to Kingsley in Kansas
City, Mssouri, enclosing a revised budget for “Costa Rica
operations” and stating, “Besides all costs involved, it includes
the political toll for the concessions and contributions for both
p.p.’s [political parties]; it also includes the pretended aeri al
operations.” The encl osed budget included a line itemfor “fees”
of $1, 027,500 which were designated as “fees: includes toll &
contributions (congress conm ssions, |obbying & contributions to

both political parties).”

11



] - On or about May 2, 2000, BARQUERO sent a facsimle
fromCosta Rica to Kansas City, Mssouri, discussing the need to
regain credibility with the Costa Rican authorities. BARQUERO
specifically cited the need to nmake paynents:

Toll Allocation

Even if noney is inportant, it is not the
main issue. This is |ooked at as a
conprom se, a gentlenen’ s agreenent, and
everyone involved is sure that once al
parti es back the project, the conprom se wll
be fulfilled accordingly.

Next year is a political year. Next
elections will take place in Feb. 2002.
Canpai gns are noney-consum ng processes and
politicians will be | ooking for contributions
that will, sonmehow be repaid as favors. An
advance of the toll will have to take place
early next year. And we will also have to
consi der contributions to the current
opposition Party, who accordingly with recent
polls will very probably be the next term
ruling political force.

* * %

The concessi on becones not only a political
support issue, but also a tinely matter. |If
we are able to perform before the current
political termis over, we will get the
concession utilizing our current friends.

O herwise we will have to start the

convi ncing process again with the newconers.

Toll will then have to be all ocated
accordingly in direction and tine for it to
be effective.

K. On or about May 8, 2000, Halford sent an

el ectronic mail nmessage from Overl and Park, Kansas, to BARQUERO

12



in Costa Rica to discuss funding the Costa Rica Project and
stating:

Also for the first tinme, you have used the
words toll allocation. Is this a newterm
for the politicians? What are the dollar
anmounts in this area? Does this cover all of
the people in both parties? |If possible we
woul d i ke sone specifics as to whomwe are
tal king about. W originally budgeted

$1, 000, 000 for this purpose. W would like a
breakdown on these anobunts. If this is the
case, we would like an agreenent that these
nmoni es woul d be escrowed subject to the
granting of the concession agreenent.

| . On or about May 9, 2000, BARQUERO sent an
el ectronic mail nessage from Costa Rica to Halford in Overland
Par k, Kansas, replying to his May 8 nessage and stating:

Toll allocation. Just a matter of semantics.
We nust understand political |everage and
support to full commtment frompoliticians.
Budget is fine; we can keep the sanme nunber.
A breakdown of this and an agreenent are not
a possibility at this point intinme. A
agreenents in this respect are an issue of
trust. One thing that is clear is that
nobody will receive a nut before conpletion
of the granting of the concession.

m On or about May 10, 2000, Reitz and Kingsley, a
former co-conspirator, caused an electronic mail nessage to be
sent from Overl and Park, Kansas, to BARQUERO in Costa Rica, to be
forwarded to an influential Costa Rican politician, asking, anong
ot her things, the follow ng questions:

1. Can the proposed toll be escrowed

subject to the conpletion of the

final “Concession Agreenent”? |f
so, what banking arrangenents be

13



[sic] required and where woul d the
escrowed funds be hel d?

2. What is the toll anmount needed and
who woul d be the recipients of it?

n. On or about May 10, 2000, BARQUERO sent an
el ectronic mail nmessage from Costa Rica to Overland Park, Kansas,
responding to Kingsley and Reitz’'s nmessage. |In this nessage,
BARQUERO st ated he had consulted with the Costa Rican politician
and stated further:

1. Can the proposed toll be escrowed
subject to the conpletion of the
final “Concession Agreenent”? R/
Yes indeed. No nonies have to be
all ocated before a result is
vi si bl e.

| f so, what banking arrangenents be
[sic] required and where woul d the
escrowed funds be held? R Regul ar
transfer of funds to our account in
M am so we can show availability
of funds.

2. \Wat is the toll anmount needed and
who woul d be the recipients of it?
R W can fix it in one mllion as
previously discussed. | would not
mention nanmes in witten. [sic] W
can inply it is highest ranking
politicians.
0. On or about May 18, 2000, BARQUERO sent an
el ectronic mail nessage from Costa Rica to Halford in Overland
Par k, Kansas, containing the nanes of Costa Rican officials and
ot hers who had been paid by OSI Proyectos for the co-conspirators

to use to persuade investors to provide the funds for additional

14



paynments to obtain the |and concession for the Costa Ri can
Pr oj ect.

p. On or about May 25, 2000, in Overland Park,
Kansas, Halford drafted for distribution to potential investors
in Mchigan a “Proposal for a [sic] investnent in OM Securities
& I nvestnments” that stated that a requirenment for obtaining the
concession prior to the required studi es being conpl eted was
“[t]he posting of the required closing costs estimated at
$1, 000, 000.” The proposal stated that “[t]his anmbunt woul d be
escrowed and not rel eased until the concession agreenent was
granted.”

qg. On or about May 26, 2000, in Kansas City,
M ssouri, KING sent a nenorandumto a potential investor in Salt
Lake City, Utah, reporting:

After the surveys were conplete we
agreed to give a contribution, (read “closing
Costs”), to the party in power of $1M and at

the sane tinme receive our rights to the fifty
square mles of |and.

The new agreement is as follows. (1) We will
put $1M or a letter of credit, into an
escrow account. (2) W will then be given
control of the land and (3) THEN we conplete
the surveys. Only after the land is ours do
we give up any noney. | have fought for this
for years and it now | ooks |ike |I have what
to me only makes sense.

r. On or about June 1, 2000, in Kansas Cty,
M ssouri, KING sent a facsimle to Kingsley, a former co-

conspirator, in Overland Park, Kansas, which contained a draft

15



statenent to be provided to investors and financial institutions
as part of an application for a letter of credit to fund the
paynent to Costa Rican officials. |In the statenent, KING
di sgui sed the paynments to the Costa Rican officials as “closing
costs,” stating:

[CSI] will be allowed to gain control of the

| and before we do the surveys. . . . Now the

main requirenment is that certain closing

costs nmust be in place in escrow prior to our

receiving control of the land. This

requirenent is a very acceptable part of

receiving 50 square niles of |and on the

Cari bbean beach in Costa Rica.

S. On or about June 5, 2000, in Kansas City,
M ssouri, KING sent by facsimle transmssion a letter to a
potential investor in Salt Lake City, Utah, setting forth the
necessary steps to obtain the concession, including “pay the
‘closing cost’.”

t. On or about June 23, 2000, in Kansas City,
M ssouri, Halford delivered to KING a copy of his “Proposal for a
[sic] investnment in OM Securities & Investnments” together with
copies of his and Reitz’s correspondence wi th BARQUERO concer ni ng
the “tolls.”

u. On or about June 28, 2000, in Kansas City,
M ssouri, KING net with Halford and Kingsley, a forner co-
conspirator, to discuss various options for financing the

“closing costs.” During this neeting, KING stated that he had

di scussed with BARQUERO raising the “closing fee” to $1, 500, 000

16



to cover “future problens,” i.e., to pay the opposition party in
case it took power in the future. He stated:

l"d like to think we could pay the top people
enough that the rest of the people won't

bot her us any. That's what |’m hoping this
mllion and a half dollars does. |’ m hoping
it pays enough top people.

V. In or about June 2000, in Kansas City, M ssouri
KING drafted a letter to a potential investor whom he had
solicited to fund the Costa R can Project, stating:

As of yesterday, the only difference is we

now wi Il be allowed to do the surveys after

we get the land, and the “closing costs” wll

be put into escrow up front, (by way of an

LOC [letter of credit] if we wish). | am

going to insist that we do not rel ease the

“closing costs” until the surveys are al so

done. This will guarantee that we do not

encounter any surprises during the surveys.

W will then have the | and and have the

surveys conpl eted and our “closing costs” can

then come fromthe funding of the | oan

| eavi ng our LOC unt ouched.

W. On or about July 11, 2000, while in Costa Rica,
BARQUERO di scussed the funding of the Costa Rican Project with a
potential investor in Denver, Col orado.

X. On or about July 12, 2000, Hal ford tel ephoned from
Overl and Park, Kansas to Denver, Colorado to discuss the “closing
costs” with the potential investor referred to OSI by BARQUERO

y. On or about July 19, 2000, in Kansas City,

M ssouri, KING negotiated an agreenent with Kingsley, a forner

17



co-conspirator, that KING would receive a stock option to
purchase additional shares in OSI. This agreenent provided:

This option is exercised anyti ne RRK+ [KI NG

requests it after he has put required funds

of closing cost into escrow. |If closing

costs shoul d exceed $1M RRK+ will be issued

addi tional stock .

z. On or about August 4, 2000, Halford sent a letter
from Overl and Park, Kansas to the potential investor in Denver,
Col orado, identified by BARQUERO stating that the investor’s
funds woul d be placed in an escrow account to cover “antici pated
cl osing costs.”

aa. On or about August 4, 2000, during a tel ephone
conversation between Costa Rica and Overland Park, Kansas,
BARQUERO proposed to Kingsley, a former co-conspirator, that OS|
create a new conpany and open a new bank account either in Panam
or in the United States through which the paynents to the Costa
Rican officials could be made w thout them being traced back to
OSI or OSI Proyect os.

bb. On or about August 9, 2000, during a tel ephone
call between Costa Rica and Overl and Park, Kansas, BARQUERO
provided further details concerning his plan to open a bank
account in Panama through which the paynents to the Costa Rican
officials could be nmade.

cc. On or about August 15, 2000, during a tel ephone

call between Costa Rica and Overl and Park, Kansas, BARQUERO

18



di scussed how the “toll” would be disbursed to and di vi ded anong
public officials in Costa Rica.

dd. On or about August 16, 2000, in response to a
request for the nanes of the politicians who had received
paynents in the past from OGSl and OSI Proyectos, BARQUERO sent an
el ectronic mail nessage from Costa Rica to Halford in Overl and
Par k, Kansas, containing the nanmes of “politicians and friends of
ours who woul d back the project with their support.”

ee. On or about August 17, 2000, in Kansas Cty,

M ssouri, KING Reitz, Halford, and Kingsley, a forner co-
conspirator, nmet to discuss the Costa Rican Project and to
confirmthat each agreed that OSI would pay a “closing fee” or
“toll” to the Costa Rican politicians. BARQUERO joined this
nmeeting by tel ephone from Costa Ri ca.

Al in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section

371.
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COUNTS TWO - EI GHT

FOREI GN CORRUPT PRACTI CES ACT (15 U.S.C. §78dd-2(a))

14. The Grand Jury incorporates by reference the
all egations set forth in paragraphs 1-3 above and further charges
t hat:

15. On or about the dates set forth below, in the Western
District of Mssouri and el sewhere, defendants herein

ROBERT RI CHARD KI NG

a “donestic concern” and a stockhol der acting on behalf of a
“donestic concern,” to wit, OM Securities and |Investnents,
Limted, and

PABLO BARQUERO HERNANDEZ

an agent of a “donestic concern,” did use and cause to be used
instrunentalities of interstate commerce, as set forth bel ow,
corruptly in furtherance of an offer, paynent, prom se to pay and
aut hori zation of the paynment of nobney to:

(i) foreign officials, foreign political parties,
foreign political party officials, and candi dates for
foreign political office, and

(ii1) other persons while knowing that all or a
portion of such noney would be offered, given and
prom sed, directly and indirectly to foreign officials,
foreign political parties, foreign political party

officials, and candidates for foreign political office,
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for purposes of influencing acts and deci sions of such foreign
officials, foreign political parties, foreign political party
officials, and candidates for foreign political office; inducing
foreign officials, foreign political parties, foreign politica
party officials, and candi dates for foreign political office to
do and omt to do acts in violation of their |awful duty; and

i nducing foreign officials, foreign political parties, foreign
political party officials, and candidates for foreign political
office to use their influence with a foreign governnent thereof
to affect and influence acts and decisions of such governnment in
order to assist OSI and other “domestic concerns” in obtaining

and retaining business for, and directing business to OSI and OSI

Pr oyect os.
| NSTRUVENTALI TY OF
COUNT DATE | NTERSTATE AND FOREI GN COMVERCE

2 12/ 6/ 1999 facsimle transm ssion from Costa Rica
to Kansas City, M ssouri

3 2/ 6/ 2000 facsimle transm ssion from Costa Rica
to Kansas City, M ssouri

4 5/ 2/ 2000 facsimle transm ssion from Costa Rica
to Kansas City, M ssour

5 5/ 26/ 2000 facsimle transm ssion from Kansas City,
M ssouri, to Salt Lake G ty, U ah

6 6/ 1/ 2000 facsimle transm ssion from Kansas City,
M ssouri, to Overland Park, Kansas

7 6/ 5/ 2000 facsimle transm ssion from Kansas City,

M ssouri to Salt Lake City, Uah
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8 8/ 17/ 2000 telephone call between Costa Rica and
Kansas City, M ssouri

Al inviolation of Title 15, United States Code, Section 78dd-

2(a) and Title 18, United States Code, Section 2.
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COUNTS NINE - TEN

USE OF FACILITY I N | NTERSTATE AND FOREI GN
COWERCE | N Al D OF RACKETEERI NG
(18 U. S.C. 81952)
16. The Grand Jury incorporates by reference the
al l egations set forth in paragraphs 1-3 above and further charges
t hat :
17. On or about the following dates, in the Wstern

District of Mssouri and el sewhere, defendants herein,

ROBERT RI CHARD KI NG

and

PABLO BARQUERO HERNANDEZ,

with ot hers known and unknown to the Gand Jury, did use and
cause to be used a facility in interstate and forei gn conmerce,
as set forth below, with intent to pronote, manage, establish
carry on, and facilitate the pronotion, managenent, establishnent
and carrying on of an unlawful activity, nanely, bribery in
violation of the laws of the State of M ssouri, specifically,

M ssouri Annotated Statutes 8 570.150, and thereafter perforned
and attenpted to perform such pronotion, nmanagenent,
establishment, carrying on and facilitation of the pronotion,
managenent, establishnment, and carrying on of the above unl awf ul

activity:
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FACILITY I N I NTERSTATE OR FOREI GN
COUNT DATE COMVERCE

9 6/ 5/ 2000 facsimle transm ssion from Kansas City,
M ssouri to Salt Lake City, Uah

10 8/ 17/ 2000 tel ephone call between Costa Rica and Kansas
Cty, Mssouri

Al in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

1952(a)(3) (A and 2.

A TRUE BI LL.

/s/

FOREPERSON
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MARI ETTA PARKER
UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY

/sl
Li nda Par ker Marshal |
M ssouri Bar No. 24954
Assi stant U. S. Attorney

S: \ JDCI NW\ May 2002\ Appendi ces\ Appendi x G(i ). wpd
May 3, 2002 (4:56pm
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/sl
Peter B. Cark
Menber, New York and
District of Colunbia Bars
Deputy Chi ef
Fraud Section, Crimnal Div.
U. S. Departnent of Justice

/ s/
Philip Urofsky
Virginia Bar No. 30634
Senior Trial Attorney
Fraud Section, Crimnal Dv.
U.S. Departnent of Justice

/sl
Randi Rot henberg
Menber, New York State Bar
Trial Attorney
Fraud Section, Crimnal Dv.
U S. Departnent of Justice






