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AL DISTAICT OF CALIFORNIA
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

Steven (“Laser”) Haas
“Pro se”

108 E Jewel Street
Delmar, DE 19940

Laser.Haas @ Yahoo.com

Plaintiff,
V.

Willard Mitt Romney
311 Dunemere Drive
La Jolla, California

Paul Traub
C/O Rosner 824 Market St.
Wilmington, DE 19801

Bain Capital

Case No.: 2:13-cv-07738§/”([’%§/a;
Fihoewges ComplayT

COMPLAINT

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Palo Alto, CA 94301

John & Jane “Doe’s” 1 thru 10
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L IMorris Nichols Arsht & Tunnel
> |11% Floor

1201 N Market Street
Wilmington, DE 19801

5 | Greg Werkheiser

C/O MNAT Firm 11™ Floor
1201 N Market Street

7 | Wilmington, DE 19801

Barry Gold

C/O Frederick Rosner
101824 Market St. Suite 810
11 | Wilmington, DE 19801
12
Michael Glazer

CEO Stage Stores

14 110201 Main Street
Houston, Texas 77025

13

15

¢ 1 Colm F Connolly

17 |Nemours Building
1007 N. Orange St
Wilmington, Delaware 19801

i8
19

20 |Goldman Sachs
2121 Avenue of the Stars
Los Angeles, CA 90067

21
22

23 |Johann Hamerski
P.0O. Box 110371 Huffman Park
Anchorage, Alaska 99511

25

24

26 Defendant(s)

27

28
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I JURISDICTION AND VENUE
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1. Jurisdiction of this District 1s proper under
18 U.S.C. §§ 1961, 1962 & 1964 and 28 U.S.C. §§ 1331,
1332, 1343, 1346, 1361 & 1367. Plaintiff suffers from
substantial statutory violations occurring in District
of Southern California. Defendant Mitt Romney lives in
Southern California. Defendant Barry Gold, Goldman
Sachs and Bain Capital utilize offices in California.
Process to compel all defendants to appear here under
18 U.S.C. § 1965 is correct as “venue generally” -
permitted under 28 U.S.C. § 1391.

II AVERMENT OF PLAINTIFF - PRO SE

2. Comes now this Plaintiff Steven (“Laser”) Haas
“pro se”, 100% owner of the California Corporation
Collateral Logistics, Inc., (“CLI”) and other business
/career interests that were harmed and/or destroyed by
the Defendants engaging in structured criminalities.

3. To clear the air on how serious litigant feels

26

27

28

the presented issues herein are, though not required

to, Litigant does testify this, the 6th day of November
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2013, and declares - Under PENALTY OF Perjury - what is
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said 1In this Instant Complaint 1s true and correct.
III NATURE OF PROCEEDING

4. Plaintiff’s makes an array of contentions
against many parties in this Complaint, including
Willard Mitt Romney (“Romney”) as a “boss” who sought
to be the President of the United States (“POTUS”).

5. Litigant alleges Romney benefits much from
Racketeering and that he is part of an “associations in
fact” that is also known as (“a/k/a”) a “Bankruptcy Ring” .

6. Some of our the nation’s brightest legal minds,
as well as esteemed public servants, have remarked upon
the fact our systems of Bankruptcy & Justice may become
afflicted with insider bad faith issues. UCLA Professor
Lynn LoPucki notes on corruption of bankruptcy courts
are telltale in his book titled “Courting Failure”.

7. Senator John Cornyn reflected on venue shopping

Legal Times article titled; “TheyOwe Us”. Also His Honor

Senator Cornyn said forum shopping is verdict picking.
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1 8. In its decision of In re Arkansas 798 F.2d 645;

the—3rd—Circuit—detailed Congressionalrteflectiony that
a |“--legislative history makes clear the 1978 [Bankruptcy] Code was designed to
eliminate the abuses and detrimental practices that had been found to prevail.

;| Among such practices was the cronyism of the "bankruptcy ring" and attorney
control of bankruptcy cases. In fact, the House Report noted that ‘[i]n practice ...

Lo the bankruptcy system operates more for the benefit of attorneys than for the

11 | benefit of creditors.” H.R. No. 595, 95th Cong., 2d Sess. 92, reprinted in 1978

12

U.S. Code Cong. & Ad. News 5787, 5963, 6053".

13

14
9. Obviously, Congress was well aware that rigging

15

1¢ |0of the U.S. Bankruptcy system is problematic. The Law

7 Imaking arm of our nation’s government built-in the

18

Lo Bankruptcy Fraud statutes §§ 152 thru 156 (“predicate acts”)

20 las part of the Racketeering Felonies of 18 USC § 1961.

21
10. Due, in part, to the hubris of Romney and his

22

23 |Bankruptcy Ring believing his POTUS quest would succeed;

2 there’s a vast evidence trail full of rock-solid date/

25

26

27 |the specificity/particularity requisites of Fed.R.Civ.P

28
9(b) are therefore freely achieved.
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! 11. Romney needs numerous Frank Nitti types and one

SUCh person 1is Romney’s key co-Defendant Paul Traub.

4 12, Other culpable parties along with Romney who
are engaging in various enterprising efforts of unjust
enrichment, include Barry Gold, Morris Nichols Arsht &
8 ITunnell, Greg Werkheiser, Johann Hamerski, Michael

Glazer, Goldman Sachs and Bain Capital.
10

11 13. Unfortunately, the organized enterprising also

12 has been able to expand reach into the realm of federal

13

14 |corruption [i.e. former U.S. Attorney Colm Connolly].

15 14, This instant case is why Romney lied upon his

16
Federal Campaign Finance Form submittal. Obstructing
17

18 |justice by stating that he had nothing to do with Bain

19
Capital, inany way whatsoever, after February 1999.

20

21 15. Upon his being “caught” red-handed in that lie,

22
Romney claims to be “retroactively” retired as Bain’s Chief

23
24 |from August 2001; back to February 11, 1999.

25 16... What is. si grﬂ' ficant about _this prphi se _era of

26
’ time of February 1999 to August 2001, is the fact that

28 |the culpable parties engaged in a profuse crime spree
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Y |that includes several cases like ‘The Learning Company’

("TLCo™), Kay Bee Toys, Stage Stores and eloys.

4 17. Compounding these “retroactive” issues even
further, is the fact that plaintiff was offered bribes
in 2001 and reported them (regrettably to no avail).

8 18. Whereas, on August 2, 2001, crony Colm Connolly

was vaulted to the position of United States Attorney.
10

11 19. It is just as plain as the nose on anyone'’s

12
face that Romney seeks, via bogus “refroactivity” - to dodge

13

14 |his culpability and accountability for this era of time

15 |lpetween February 1999 and August 2001.

16

. 20. Colm Connolly regularly declined to investigate

18 |and/or prosecute his former partners, their clients and

19
the POTUS wannabe Romney for his entire seven (7) years

20

,; |as federal prosecutor over Delaware.

22 21. Litigant received proof of Connolly’s betrayal

23

of the public’s trust - several years later (in 2007).
24

25 | 22. Plaintiff then submitted a clocked in Complaint

?® |under 18 U.S.C. § 3057 (a) to the Los Angeles federal

27

,s |Public Corruption Task Force on December 7, 2007.
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1 23. In the § 3057 (a) submittal there are details of

the bad faith acts/unethical behaviors; corroborated DY
4 |multiple confessions from various blameworthy parties.

24 . Instead of arresting the erudite efforts in
. |intrepid criminality and federal venality; the Public

Corruption Task Force was SHUT-Down and some career federal

prosecution employees were appallingly threatened.

10

11 25. Upon receiving phone calls from the FBI for the

12
first time in the many years as a result; plaintiff was
13 :

14 |demoralized once again - upon being threatened by FBI.

1o 26. From that time till now the Racketeering Gang’s
16

- continues to expand their strength and powers to levels

18 |unfathomable. Even after cemented court docket record

19
confessions and Romney failing his quest; the law is

20

51 |still being broken openly without remorse or relent.

22 . .
27. Hence there are many “Prosecutorial Gaps” in need of

23

,, |cure. Congress provided a solution whereby citizens can

25 |become “Private Attorney Generals” 1f such need should arise.

26
And the U.S. Supreme Court affirmed this principle in
27

28 |its decision of the Sedimavimrex Co., Inc. —473 U.S. 479 (1985).
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28. Whereas plaintiff alleges the parties named in
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this Complaint are “culpable” persons Tcorrupting”
interstate commerce via “patterns” of “racketeering”.

29. White Collar fraudsters are harming parties,
including plaintiff’s business, doing so in violation
of 18U.S.C. §§ 1961 thru 1965 of the Racketeering Influenced
Corrupt Organizations Act of 1970 (“RICO”).

30. As is permitted by 18USC § 1964(c) plaintiff seeks
the remedy of treble damages estimated to be 5100

million above fees and costs - in a trial by jury.

IV  NAMING DEFENDANTS
31. Willard Mitt Romney, Paul Traub, Barry Gold,
Michael Glazer, Colm Connolly and Greg Werkheiser are
“Defendants” of this RICO Complaint.
32. Goldman Sachs and Bain Capital are legitimately
formulated business entities that became corrupt by the
“culpable” Defendants and/or John/Jane “Doe’s” 1 thru

10. Also Goldman Sachs and Bain Capital are named as

“culpable” parties as co-“Defendants” of this instant

Civil RICO Complaint.
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33. Johann Hamerski also is now a co-“Defendant” of

134
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this RICO Complalnt. He 1s a speclal CO-COnNsplrator who
bragged of being his being a partner of the infamous
Jack Abramoff and is involved in plots vs. witnesses.
\% CO-CONPSPIRATORS INCLUDE JOHN/JANE DOE’S 1 thru 10
34, Willful blihdness, along with betrayals of the
public’s trust is immeasurable, fostering Racketeering
expansion in/of/by the named Defendants for decades.
35. Plaintiff hopes and prays that the various
federal watchdog agencies remiss to date, finally wake
up from their slumber to do their job now. Realizing
that billions of dollars in a Criminal RICO subsists.
36. Public oaths to protect U.S. from enemies
foreign and Domestic are - thus far - unavailing.
37. Adjudication upon the merits has taken a back
seat to tyranny, cronyism and corruption under the
underhanded framework that power & money makes right.

38. Feasibly, any additional cognitive dissonance

26

27

28

of this saga will inevitably permit the Bankruptcy Ring to

seek larger, more lucrative targets via expediency.
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