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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
CIVIL DIVISION

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
a municipal corporation,

441 Fourth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001,

Plaintiff,
V.

58TH PRESIDENTIAL INAUGURAL
COMMITTEE,

a Virginia nonprofit corporation,

250 Browns Hill Court

Midolithian, VA 23114,

TRUMP ORGANIZATION LLC,
a New York corporation,

725 Fifth Ave.

New York, NY 10022, and

TRUMP OLD POST OFFICE LLC
d/b/a/ TRUMP INTERNATIONAL
HOTEL WASHINGTON, D.C.,
1100 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004,

Defendants.
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Civil Action No.

COMPLAINT FOR EQUITABLE RELIEF, INCLUDING CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST,
OVER IMPROPERLY SPENT FUNDS OF NONPROFIT CORPORATION

Plaintiff, the District of Columbia (the “District”), through its Attorney General, brings this

action against Defendants Trump Organization LLC (“Trump Organization”) and Trump Old Post

Office LLC d/b/a Trump International Hotel Washington, D.C. (the “Trump Hotel”) (hereinafter

collectively as “Trump Entities”), and the 58th Presidential Inaugural Committee (the “PIC”) to

obtain a constructive trust and other equitable relief over nonprofit funds that the PIC, a nonprofit



corporation, improperly wasted by grossly overpaying the Defendant Trump Entities for use of
event space at the Trump Hotel for certain Inaugural events. In support of its claims, the District
alleges as follows:

INTRODUCTION

1. Defendant the 58th Presidential Inaugural Committee (the “PIC”) is a nonprofit
corporation organized exclusively for and bound by a public purpose: “to further the common good
and general welfare of the citizens of the United States of America by supporting the activities
surrounding the 2017 Presidential inauguration.” The PIC abandoned this purpose and violated
District law when it wasted approximately $1 million of charitable funds in overpayment for the
use of event space at the Trump Hotel, owned and controlled by the Trump Entities.

2. A nonprofit abandons its public purpose when it allows any portion of its funds to
be spent in ways that are designed to benefit private persons or companies. This well-established
nonprofit principle, the prohibition on private inurement, was specifically included in the PIC’s
articles of incorporation. District law required that the PIC honor this prohibition against waste
and private inurement for any business activities that the PIC carried out in the District of
Columbia, which included the contract negotiated with the Trump Entities for use of event space
at the Trump Hotel that is the subject of this case. Through a series of improper actions, the PIC
allowed its funds to inure to the private benefit of the Trump Entities, and the PIC continues to fail
to recover those misspent funds.

3. Rick Gates, a PIC executive, agreed with the Trump Hotel’s Managing Director
and members of the Trump family to pay the Trump Entities $175,000 per day for the PIC to
reserve event space for 4 days from January 17-20, 2017. With associated food and other charges,

the PIC would end up paying almost $1.03 million for this event space. These charges were



unreasonable and improperly served to enrich the Trump Entities and its owners for a number of
different reasons:

a. The PIC’s own event planner advised against the transaction and told the PIC and the
Trump family that the charges were at least twice the market rate.

b. The event space, by industry practice and standard, should have been provided at no
charge because the PIC arranged for a sizable block of the Trump Hotel’s rooms to be
booked during inauguration week.

c. The PIC paid for event space on days when it did not hold official events and when
other organizations were actually using the same space.

d. Another nonprofit corporation using the same space during inauguration week paid
only $5,000 for the space, an amount within the Trump Hotel’s pricing guidelines,
while the PIC was charged amounts well in excess of those pricing guidelines.

¢. The amounts the PIC paid the Trump Hotel included charges for an event on the
evening of the Inauguration that was a private event benefiting only the children of the
President.

f. The PIC failed to consider obtaining rental space at other venues, which would have
provided the event space for free or at a lower price.

4. The Trump Entities, for-profit companies that conduct business with an aim toward
maximizing revenue, were aware at their highest levels of the PIC’s nonprofit status. Nonetheless
they entered into this private inurement transaction with the PIC, charging the nonprofit rates not
only above market for the use of event space, but also well above the Trump Hotel’s own pricing
guidelines. The Trump Entities even insisted the PIC pay these exorbitant rates in full when the
Hotel could not provide the full event space on at least one day. In doing so, the Trump Entities
contributed to waste and unconscionably benefited from nonprofit funds required to be used for
the public good.

5. By entering into the event space contract with the Trump Entities via the Trump
Hotel, the PIC engaged in an illegal, ultra vires act that was contrary to its nonprofit purpose and

abused the authority conferred upon it by law by knowingly contracting and rendering payment



for services designed to enrich private entities. As such, the PIC diverted nonprofit funds from
their intended purpose to the private benefit of the Trump Entities and its owners. Through this
case, the District seeks injunctive relief restoring the amounts the PIC paid to the Trump Entities
to their intended nonprofit purpose.

PARTIES

6. Plaintiff District of Columbia (“District”), a municipal corporation empowered to
sue and be sued, is the local government for the territory constituting the permanent seat of the
government of the United States. The District is represented by and through its chief legal officer,
the Attorney General for the District of Columbia. The Attorney General has general charge and
conduct of all legal business of the District and all suits initiated by and against the District and is
responsible for upholding the public interest. D.C. Code § 1-301.81(a)(1).

7. Defendant 58th Presidential Inaugural Committee (“PIC”) was incorporated as a
nonprofit corporation in the Commonwealth of Virginia on November 21, 2016. The PIC
registered and continues to be registered as foreign nonprofit corporation in the District of
Columbia. Most of the PIC’s business activities occurred in Washington, D.C., including all of the
business activity that is the subject of this action.

8. Defendant Trump OIld Post Office LLC d/b/a Trump International Hotel
Washington, D.C. (“Trump Hotel”), a Delaware corporation, at all relevant times, held the
leasehold interest for the site at which it operates the Trump International Hotel Washington, D.C.
The Trump Hotel is located and registered to do business in Washington, D.C. The Trump Hotel
has, at all relevant times, engaged in business in Washington, D.C.

9. Defendant Trump Organization LLC (“Trump Organization) is a New York

corporation that at all times relevant to this Complaint owned or controlled, either directly or



indirectly, Defendant Trump Hotel. Defendant Trump Organization was, at all relevant times, itself
owned or controlled, directly or indirectly, by Donald J. Trump and members of his family.
Defendants Trump Organization and Trump Hotel are referred to collectively throughout this
Complaint as the “Trump Entities.”

THE LEGAL FRAMEWORK GOVERNING NONPROFIT CORPORATIONS

10. At their most basic level, nonprofit organizations are set up to benefit the public.
Their funds are a form of public trust. Attorneys General, including the District’s Attorney
General, are by common law and statute charged with policing the nonprofit activities in their
jurisdiction to ensure that nonprofits operate and spend their funds consistent with the public
purpose for which the nonprofits were created.

11.  Nonprofits generally are governed by the laws of their respective jurisdiction of
incorporation, the law of the jurisdictions in which they conduct business, and if federally tax-
exempt, by the Internal Revenue Code and corresponding rules and regulations. A nonprofit is also
bound by its articles of incorporation, which set out the specific public benefit purpose that the
nonprofit was formed to pursue.

12. One key principle governing nonprofit funds is the prohibition on private
inurement. This principle prevents a nonprofit’s funds from being spent to benefit a private
individual or company. The goal of a nonprofit is not to generate profits for an owner, nor is it to
reduce its profit or excess revenues by increasing operating expenses through transactions that
enrich private individuals, especially where those individuals or entities have some control or sway
over the nonprofit. Because the sole beneficiary of a nonprofit organization must be the public, the

prohibition on private inurement is violated whenever a single dollar is misappropriated to a



private purpose. This prohibition is so important that it is recorded in almost every nonprofit’s
articles of incorporation, including in the PIC’s articles of incorporation here.

13. Additionally, a nonprofit must expend its funds in a manner that promotes its
nonprofit purpose and avoids waste. Simply because a nonprofit corporation has a substantial
amount of funds at its disposal does not mean it can enter into unreasonable and unfair transactions
that waste nonprofit funds.

14. The District’s Nonprofit Corporations Act broadly empowers the Attorney General
to police nonprofits incorporated under District law. This includes the ability to secure broad
injunctive relief whenever a District nonprofit “has exceeded or abused and is continuing to exceed
or abuse the authority conferred on it by law” or “has continued to act contrary to its nonprofit
purposes.” D.C. Code § 29-412.20(a)(1)(B) and (C). This broad authority extends to foreign
nonprofit corporations when they conduct business activity in the District. In addition to all
available common law authority, the District’s business code specifically prohibits a foreign
nonprofit entity from “engag[ing] in any activity or exercis[ing] any power that a domestic entity
of the same type may not engage in or exercise in the District.” D.C. Code § 29-105.01(c). The
Attorney General is again empowered to seek to “enjoin a foreign filing entity . . . from doing
business in the District in violation of this title,” D.C. Code § 29-105.12, which title includes the
Nonprofit Corporations Act.

JURISDICTION

15. The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this case pursuant to D.C. Code
§§ 11-921(a)(6), 29-105.01(c), 29-105.12, 29-107.02 and under the common law, including
pursuant to D.C. Code § 1-301.81(a)(1) and (b), to enjoin and bring actions to redress the conduct

at issue in this action.



16. The Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendants pursuant to D.C. Code §§ 13-
422 and 13-423.

FACTS RELATED TO THE PIC’S ILLEGAL PRIVATE INUREMENT
TRANSACTION WITH THE TRUMP ENTITIES

17.  The PIC’s articles of incorporation state that it is “established primarily to further
the common good and general welfare of the citizens of the United States of America by supporting
the activities surrounding the 2017 Presidential inauguration.”

18.  The PIC’s articles of incorporation specifically prohibit the entity from engaging in
any private inurement transactions, stating that “no part of the net income of the [PIC] shall inure
to the benefit of or be distributed to its directors, officers, or other private persons, except that the
Corporation shall be authorized and empowered to pay reasonable compensation for services
actually rendered.” (emphasis added).

A. The PIC Immediately Reaches out to Trump Hotel for Event Space.

19. Within days of the PIC’s formation, on November 25, 2016, Rick Gates (“Gates”),
the PIC’s Deputy Chairman, emailed Patricia Tang, the Director of Sales and Marketing at the
Trump Hotel, to inquire about renting the ballroom space at the Trump Hotel. In this email, Gates
stated that he was “with the Trump campaign and Inaugural Committee” and had a “few questions
for you in regards to the ballroom space.”

20. Several days later, on November 29, 2016, Ramsey Ratcliffe, the PIC’s Deputy
Director of Special Events, emailed nine event sites about hosting an official PIC Inaugural event.
The Trump Hotel was the only hotel on this list, with the other identified sites being museums,
government landmarks, or auditoriums, including the National Museum of African American
History & Culture, the Library of Congress, the National Archives, the National Building Museum,

the Andrew W. Mellon Auditorium, the National Gallery of Art, Union Station, and the Walter E.



Washington Convention Center. The main reason the Trump Hotel was included on this list of
otherwise public landmarks was that the Trump Hotel was owned by then President-clect Donald
J. Trump.

B. The PIC’s Staff Repeatedly Object to the Trump Hotel’s Exorbitant Pricing.

21. On December 2, 2016, the PIC advised employees at the Trump Hotel that it was
considering holding official events there on January 19 and January 20, 2017 and asked for pricing
proposals.

22, On December 10, 2016, the Trump Hotel emailed the PIC an initial quote of $3.6
million for use of all event space at the hotel for eight days, with this price including event space
rental and minimum food and beverage charges. This amounted to $450,000 per day for the space.
This quote was significantly more than the Trump Hotel’s internal pricing guidelines for use of
this event space.

23. Within minutes of receiving the Trump Hotel’s proposal, PIC staffers with
experience in managing events raised serious concerns about the price. These concerns were
eventually shared with Gates, who forwarded the proposal to Ivanka Trump on December 12,2016
for her review. Gates wrote to Ivanka Trump as follows:

.... I wanted to pass along the below information in hopes that you can provide

some help. Stephanie’s plans for several of our inaugural events incorporates the

use of the OPO [Trump Hotel] ballroom. However, we both have two concerns

with the email below. First, the cost itself seems quite high compared to other

property. Second, I am a bit worried about the optics of PIC paying Trump Hotel

a high fee and the media making a big story out of it. Let me know if you have any
thoughts and if we can discuss the best path forward.

24. On December 14, 2016, Mickael Damelincourt, the Managing Director of the
Trump Hotel, reached out to Gates to schedule a meeting to continue negotiating pricing of the

event space at the Trump Hotel. Specifically, Damelincourt stated that he had



spoke[n] to Ivanka about our inauguration pricing. When you have a chance this

week, let’s sit down to review the most updated plan in order to come up with the

best arrangement for all parties.

25. One of the key event planners for the PIC was Stephanic Winston Wolkoft.
Winston Wolkoff and her company had a long history in event planning. Based on her experience
planning events and working with and on behalf of nonprofit entities, Winston Wolkoff had serious
concerns about the PIC holding events at the President-elect’s Hotel as well as the proposed
charges for those events. On December 16, 2016, Winston Wolkoff met with President-clect
Trump and Ivanka Trump and discussed these concerns with both individuals. The President-elect
acknowledged these concerns and directed that Ivanka Trump would handle this issue.

26. Also, on December 16, 2016, Gates and Damelincourt met in person at the Trump
Hotel to continue discussing pricing for the PIC’s rental of the event space. Gates was staying at
the Trump Hotel at the PIC’s expense at this time. Following their meeting, Damelincourt sent

Gates an email with a new price proposal:

Rick...As a follow-up to our conversation earlier today, I would be comfortable
with the following...

Entire Presidential Ballroom Space (11 meeting rooms) reserved on
Tue/Wed/Thu/Fn for $700K ($175K / day)

- No Food & Beverage minimum. However the following events are
scheduled and Food & Beverage pricing as per catering menu will apply...

Seated lunch on Thursday for approximately 500ppl
Reception on Friday (9pm — Midnight) for approximately 1,250ppl

27. The food and beverage charges for the two events scheduled to take place at the
Trump Hotel under this proposal were projected to cost more than an additional $200,000. This
proposal also charged the PIC for renting event space for two days on which the PIC was not

planning to hold any Inaugural events. And like the Trump Hotel’s initial proposal, this revised



amount was still well in excess of the Trump Hotel’s own pricing guidelines for renting out the
event space.

28. On December 17, 2016, Gates shared this new proposal with PIC staff, including
Winston Wolkoff, who again expressed her serious concerns with the pricing to both Gates and
Ivanka Trump. Based on her experience with event planning as well as her knowledge of what
other event spaces were charging, she advised that this proposal was at least twice any reasonable
amount, writing to Gates and Ivanka Trump (among others) as follows:

I wanted to follow up on our conversation and express my concern. These are events

in PE’s [the President-clect] honor at his hotel and one of them is with and for

family and close friends. Please take into consideration that when this is audited it

will become public knowledge that locations were also gifted and costs

underwritten to lower rental fees. [ understand that compared to the original pricing

this is great but we should look at the whole context. In my opinion the max rental
fee should be $85,000 per day.

29. Despite the objections raised by Winston Wolkoft and others, Gates continued to
negotiate for the PIC to rent the Trump Hotel’s event space during the Inaugural week along these
unfair terms.

30. On December 22, 2016, Gates and Damelincourt again met at the Trump Hotel.
Gates informed Damelincourt that the PIC would also arrange to rent out the majority of the Trump
Hotel’s guest rooms to the PIC and Trump Campaign donors. Following this conversation, on
December 23, 2016, Damelincourt instructed Patricia Tang, Director of Sales and Marketing at the
Trump Hotel, that:

Rick and his team have enough demand for all the guest rooms. Let’s coordinate
everything with him and/or his representative in order to start blocking rooms.

The PIC ultimately arranged for as much as 80% of the available guest rooms at Trump

Hotel to be booked.
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31. It was the Trump Hotel’s usual policy to provide event space for free or at reduced
rates when a group agreed to rent out a large block of rooms. This policy was consistent with
industry practice.

32. On December 23, 2016, the Trump Hotel provided Gates with a draft contract for
the PIC to rent event space commencing on January 17 and concluding on January 20, 2017 along
the lines that Gates and Damelincourt had discussed on December 16, 2016. This contract
contained no recognition of the PIC’s commitment to rent most of the Trump Hotel’s available
rooms, which could bring in hundreds of thousands of additional dollars in revenue for the Trump
Entities.

C. Another Nonprofit Organization Secures the Presidential Ballroom for a Fraction of
the PIC’s Daily Rental Fee with no Concession to the PIC.

33. The draft contract that the Trump Hotel provided to the PIC on December 23, 2016,
not only provided a price outside fair market value and industry standards, but also constituted an
improper double-booking of space already contracted to another nonprofit for a fraction of the
price the Trump Hotel was proposing to the PIC. The Trump Hotel had agreed to rent out its
Presidential Ballroom to the Presidential Inaugural Prayer Breakfast (“Prayer Breakfast”) on the
morning of January 20, 2017, part of the period promised to the PIC in the contract, for a fraction
of what the Trump Hotel planned to charge the PIC. The Prayer Breakfast signed a contract with
the Trump Hotel on September 9, 2016, to rent the Presidential Ballroom for $5,000, an amount
that was within the Trump Hotel’s pricing guidelines.

34, When it presented the draft contract to the PIC, the Trump Hotel acknowledged that
the Prayer Breakfast had previously contracted for use of the Presidential Ballroom on the morning

of January 20, 2017 but maintained that there were plans to move the Prayer Breakfast offsite.
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35.  When the Prayer Breakfast refused to relinquish its contract for the event space, the
Trump Hotel initially reduced the PIC’s rental charge for January 20, 2017, by $70,000, to
$105,000, to account for the fact that the PIC would only have access to the event space for part
of that day. This reduction was consistent with the Trump Hotel’s pricing guidelines, which called
for reduced room rental rates when space was only provided for part of'a day. However, the Trump
Hotel backtracked on the price reduction, ultimately charging the PIC the full $175,000 amount
for that date despite the lack of availability of the space for several hours.

36. The Prayer Breakfast paid only $5,000 to rent the Presidential Ballroom, the largest
event space in the Trump Hotel, on the morning of the Inauguration. In contrast, the PIC paid
$175,000 for the use of the Presidential Ballroom in the afternoon. The PIC thus paid 35 times
more for rental of event space on Inauguration Day at the Trump Hotel than a comparable nonprofit
organization paid for renting a substantial portion of the same event space earlier that day. And
while the Trump Hotel charged the PIC a rate that was well in excess of the Trump Hotel’s own
pricing guidelines, the Prayer Breakfast was offered the same space at a 50% discount from those
same pricing guidelines.

D. The Trump Hotel talks the PIC out of Canceling the Private January 20, 2017
Event.

37.  Members of the Trump family were aware of and involved in the negotiation of this
unconscionable contract. In addition to previous conversations with President-elect Donald Trump
and Ivanka Trump, on December 30, 2016, the PIC Deputy Director for Special Events emailed
other PIC employees a status update that “Rick [Gates] is determining the master buyout cost with
the family and Trump Hotel team directly. We have asked to have eyes on the contract once the

details are agreed upon, but we have not received an ETA.”
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38. One of the events the PIC planned to hold at the Trump Hotel was a private
reception for the Trump family on the evening of January 20, 2017. However, before any contract
with the Trump Hotel was finalized, PIC staff became uncomfortable with holding this private
event using nonprofit funds. By no later than January 3, 2017, PIC staft decided to cancel this
event. However, the Trump Hotel’s Managing Director Damelincourt quickly raised the issue with
Gates in an effort to keep the revenue for this event, writing to Gates on January 3, 2017:

Rick...Just heard that the Friday night reception had been canceled. Is it accurate?
Tough on us if'it is as it was a lot of revenue for 1,250ppl...

39.  Even though Gates was an officer of the PIC, he responded to Damelincourt that he
would work to protect the Trump Hotel’s financial interests even if the PIC could not feasibly put
on an official Inaugural event at the Trump Hotel on January 20, 2017. As Gates informed
Damelincourt:

We are running into some logistical issues with the convention balls [on January
20, 2017]. We are trying to make something work. If not an actual inaugural event
we are looking at some sort of small event for the hotel guests. We can discuss
further this evening.

Damelincourt responded, “OK ... I have some ideas ...”

40.  Damelincourt and the Trump Hotel were successful in convincing Gates to permit
the PIC not to cancel the January 20, 2017 event, but instead to hold a private reception benefiting
the Trump family. As Gates would explain to Ivanka Trump in an email on January 11, 2017,
“there will be an after party at the OPO [Trump Hotel] following the inaugural balls on Friday
[January 20, 2017]. DJT is not expected to attend but was more for you, Don and Eric.” This
private event would end up costing the PIC more than $300,000. As evidence that Gates knew it
was inappropriate for the PIC to hold this event, he hid the fact it was still occurring from key PIC

event planning staff who believed the event was canceled.
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E. The PIC Executes the Unreasonable Trump Hotel Contract and Ignores Better
Deals at Other Event Spaces.

41. On January 10, 2017, the PIC executed its contract with the Trump Hotel for event
space rental. This final contract was consistent with the terms that Gates and Damelincourt reached
on December 16, 2016. The contract required the PIC to pay for event space on days when it held
no events, failed to provide any recognition that the PIC had arranged a sizable block of the hotel’s
rooms, and charged the PIC full price for event space even on a day when that space was already
booked by another nonprofit. The PIC would end up paying the Trump Hotel at least $1,033,757
for costs associated with just this contract.

42. In entering into the contract with the Trump Hotel, the PIC failed to explore whether
it could secure similar space at other event spaces or hotels for free or reduced rates. For instance,
the PIC was able to secure a number of the event spaces that it sent out proposals to on November
29,2016 for free. This included the Library of Congress, which held the Cabinet Secretaries Dinner
and had no associated rental costs, and Union Station, which held the Candlelight Dinner and for
which the venue rental costs were donated.

43. Other hotels with which the PIC contracted also provided event space either at a
discounted rate or at no charge beyond a food and beverage minimum. As a result, these hotels
provided event space at a much lower price than what the PIC paid to the Trump Entities via the
Trump Hotel for event space.

44.  For instance, the PIC reserved a block of rooms consisting of
70% of the Fairmont Hotel’s guest rooms on each day from January 17 through January 20, 2017.
The Fairmont provided eight event rooms for eight days with no rental fees, requiring only a
$46,000 total food and beverage minimum. It provided five event space rooms on the day of the

Inauguration with no event space rental fees and a $31,200 total food and beverage minimum.
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45.  The PIC also reserved a block of rooms at the W Hotel on each day from January
18 through January 21, 2017, consisting of over 75% of its guest rooms. The W Hotel provided
two reception rooms on January 18, 2017 as complimentary based on the PIC’s room revenue and
charged only $20,000 for the rental of a terrace space on January 18, 2017 with a total $75,000
food and beverage minimum for event space rental.

46. The PIC held substantial room blocks at both the Fairmont Hotel and W Hotel and
in tune with industry practices and standards, these hotels provided either complimentary or
reduced rates for event space.

47.  Despite receiving complimentary event space and much better terms at other hotels
or venues in the District of Columbia, the PIC did not seek competing offers from other similar
hotels or venues to host the two inauguration events held at the Trump Hotel. There were a number
of other hotels in the District of Columbia with event space capable of holding the events the PIC
held at the Trump Hotel.

48. Ultimately, the PIC paid the Trump Hotel at least $1,033,757 for services related
to the two inauguration events it held there, including venue rental costs and associated food
charges.

49. The PIC has failed to take appropriate steps to recover funds it improperly paid to
the Trump Hotel.

Count I

Equitable Relief, Including Constructive Trust Over Private Inurement Funds Paid to
Defendants Trump Organization and Trump Hotel by Defendant PIC

50.  The District repeats and realleges Paragraphs 1 through 49 as if set forth fully in

this Paragraph.
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51. As a foreign nonprofit corporation registered to do business in the District, the PIC
was obligated to conduct its business activities in the District of Columbia in the same way a
domestic District nonprofit was legally obligated to operate. See D.C. Code § 29-105.01(c).

52.  Pursuant to its articles of incorporation, the PIC was required to spend its funds in
ways that benefited the public and for the specific purpose of benefitting the common good and
general welfare of the citizens of the United States of America by supporting the activities
surrounding the 2017 Presidential Inauguration. The PIC was further prohibited from allowing its
funds to be spent in any way that was generally wasteful or violated the prohibition on private
inurement.

53.  The PIC’s contract with the Trump Hotel for event space violated the PIC’s articles
of incorporation by causing the PIC to pay amounts to the Trump Hotel that were unfair,
unreasonable and unjustified and that acted ultimately to confer improper private benefit on the
Trump Entities. District nonprofit law required the PIC to seek out and pay reasonable fair market
value for services rendered. The PIC did not do so, instead choosing to host its events at the Trump
Hotel and pay far more than market value, ultimately for the private benefit of the Trump Entities.

54, Because the amounts that the PIC paid the Trump Hotel for event space constituted
private inurement, those payments violated the PIC’s articles of incorporation and were therefore
illegal and wultra vires payments for the PIC to make under District law. D.C. Code § 29-403.04.

55.  Because the amounts that the Trump Hotel charged the PIC for the event space
caused the PIC to violate the prohibitions on waste and private inurement in its articles of
incorporation, those payments caused the PIC to exceed or abuse its lawful authority to operate in

the District of Columbia and to act contrary to its nonprofit purpose in the District of Columbia.
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56.  The PIC knew, and continues to know, that the amounts it paid the Trump Hotel
for event space were unreasonable and for prohibited private purposes, yet it has not taken any
steps to recover those amounts.

57. The Trump Entities knew, and continue to know, that the amounts the Trump Hotel
charged the PIC were unreasonable and for prohibited private purposes, yet it has not paid back
those amounts.

58.  Under District law, a constructive trust is a flexible equitable remedy that can be
applied in a broad range of circumstances. A constructive trust can be imposed wherever one
unfairly holds funds and the holder would be unjustly enriched if allowed to retain the funds.

59.  Here, through the Trump Hotel’s contract for event space with the PIC, the Trump
Entities came into possession or control of nonprofit funds that in equity, and good conscience, it
should not have received. The amounts that the PIC paid the Trump Hotel for event space were
diversions of nonprofit funds earmarked for a public purpose to a prohibited private purpose.

Praver for Relief

WHEREFORE, the District requests that this Court:

a. Impose a constructive trust over the funds paid by Defendant PIC to Defendant Trump
Organization LLC, and Defendant Trump Old Post Office LLC d/b/a the Trump
International Hotel Washington, D.C., totaling at least $1,033,757, in connection with
renting event space at the Trump Hotel during January 2017;

b. Direct those funds be restored to a proper public purpose by directing the funds to
another nonprofit entity dedicated to promoting civic engagement of the citizens of the
United States of America; and

c. Order such other relief as the Court determines to be just and proper.
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Date: January 22, 2020

Respectfully submitted,

KARL A. RACINE
Attorney General for the District of Columbia

KATHLEEN KONOPKA
Deputy Attorney General
Public Advocacy Division

/s/
JIMMY R. ROCK (#493521)
Assistant Deputy Attorney General
Public Advocacy Division

/s/
NICOLE HILL (#888324938)
MATT JAMES (#1632202)
LEONOR MIRANDA (#1044293)
Assistant Attorneys General
Office of the Attorney General
441 Fourth St., N.W., Suite 600-South
Washington, D.C. 20001
(202) 727-3400 (phone)
(202) 741-8873 (fax)
Jjimmy.rock@dc.gov

Attorneys for the District of Columbia
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
Civil Actions Branch
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W.,, Suite 5600 Washinglon, B.C. 20081
Telephone: (202) 879-1133 Website: www.dceourts.gov

District of Columbia

Plantift

: T va. . .
58th Presidential Enaugum? Committee
Case Number

SERVE: Cogency Global, Inc. as Registered Agent
1025 Vermont Avenue N.W,, Suits 1130

Washington, D.C. 20005 Detmdant
SUMMONS

To the above named Defendant;

You are hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaint, either
personally or through an attomney, within twasty one (21} days after service of this suorDORS upom YOU,
exclusive of the day of servize, If you are being sued as an officer or sgeney of the United States {rovermment
or the District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (603 days after servics of this aurunons 1o S8V your
Angwer, A copy of the Answer wmust be mailed to the attorney for the plaintiff who is suming you. The
attorniey’s mune angd address appear below. If plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of e Answer st be mailed
to the plaintiff at the address stated on this Sumimons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 500 Indiana Avenue,
N.W., between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You way file the vriginal Answer with the {ourt sither before vou serve & copy of the Answer on
the plaimtiff or within seven (7Y days sfter you have served the planttf I you fail to file an Answer,

Tudgment by default may be emtered agadust you for the reliaf domanded inthe complaint,

Jimmy Rock 7 Clerk of the Court

Name of Plaintiff’s Attorney i
D.C. Otice 0}? the Attorney General

441 4th Street, N.W. Suite 630 § ‘ By 7
Asidvesy, o Deputy Clerk
ﬁ*asﬁmgmn, D.C. 20001
\ g .
Telephone
DEE S WIT S (202) 870-4828 Veulilaz appeler au (202) 878-4828 pour une traduction B i mét bal dich, hiy goi (202) 8794828
RIS BB, (202) 8704828 M BINTRUNIR  wher¥ For9e aTTTh (202) 8794828 pleni

PMPORTANT: IF YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR IF, AFTER YOU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APFEAR AT ANY TIME THE COURT NOTIPEES ¥YQU TO DQ 50, A IWROMENT BY DEFAULT
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOU FOR THE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER REUEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT. IF THIS OCCURS, YOUR WAGES MAY BE ATTACHED O WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ESTATE YOU OWN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. If YOU INTEND TO OPFOSE THIS
ACTION, £ ¥OT FAH 0 SNSEERIITNIN THERENIRED TME

T wou wishi g talk e lwyer snd fosd that Yo savsst wifed to pay a:fge o a lawyer, promptly contact one of the o fiows of the
Togal Ald Soviely (2028381161} or the Nelghtwrhoaot Legal Services (203:279-5100) for help or come to Suits 3060 ar 560
Indiang Svenoe, MW, for mors information canesriitg plisey where you may ask for such help.

See reverss side for Spanish franslation
Vea al dovso ln traduccién al espafiol



TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL BISTRITO DE COLUMBIA
DIVISION OIVEL
Seccién de Acciones Civiles
£00 Tndizna Avenue, N.W,, Suite 5000, Washingten, B.C. 28601
Teléfone: (362) 879-1133 Sitie web: www.deeourts.gov

Demandante
contra
Wimere de Caso:
Denmndade
CITATORIG
Al susodicho Demandado:
Poor o prosente e feoia & Comparsedt y si : fo veguine seteegar woa Contestacion ¢ da D pands sdionta, e eh

persons & pa medin g8 un abdgade, en el plazy de voinlign {217 dins contndos después que usted haya recibide Nxz
citatorin, excluysnde ol dia pilsmo de le entrega dal umrts“s Ki peted oatd sivide densanasty en vakidad do oftvial;
sgente del Gublerno de los Exindes Unidos de Norteamérica o def Goblerme del Distrite & Cofumbia, Hone u\t:e
wwrtu {66) ding, vovtades despucs que asted hava revibide este cllatorin, pars entregar su Coniteatas mn Tiene gue
e par ostres s copia de su € entestacion ol sbogade de la pwste duvandante. Bl b oheashve v divecesdn del
@‘g%@\ig aparcoen al fival de esto dogumento, Stel denmandade no tene shogade, Hene gue sypvart al denvandante ¥oa
coma de fa Contestaciin par Sonen & Tn diveraidn qus yparece en este Citatorio

A uafed tambiin se Jo vequive prosentie e Contestacs o origingd 8l Tribunal en ds Gﬁ(’im SHO0, sify v 300
Tradiura Avenue, PUW., votes fas 330 aam ¥ 500 pan., g6 aes g viemes o entos Tas 5:00 gan, v s 1200 del mediodiy
ins sabados. Usted pucde prescutar r i {Zi{,m‘- stapitn originel ante ol Juex ya o8 xaley qus uste;t s entisgue al
demanidante una copla de fa Contestactin & envel plaze de siete (7} dias de haberle Becho la entrega &l demandante. 81
ucswd zm RET niv con proaentsr una Cuntest wisn, podein dictarse un falle o rebeldia conirg \zs\cd pam gue se hage
1o que se busca o Ja demanda,

SECRETARIQ DEL TRIBUNAL

Sunibre gol abogado el Dewsndante

Por:
Dirzacion ' o T dubgamraiang
Fecha
Teldioug
STSERGE R EE (207) 8794828 Veulliez appelsr au (202) 8794828 pour uns traduction P o6 mit bai dich, hiy goi {202) 3754828
PP N 202) 8704828 B8 St PHTICH PCHT AL (207) BYD-4B28  pierd

IMPORTANTE: 81 UST B OINCUSMPLE QO FRESENTAR
N ARGy LBGD I CONTERTAR U FSTED NGO L

§ “(W‘rzas? ACION EN Bl PLAZO ANTES
MENG 8L A
DICTARSE UN FALLO BN REBELINA CON TR USTED PAZS QUE

S AVISE BL JURGATIO, POOREA
(}‘« 3,53\‘{}\ Y OPRRAM FOFERG

SRAVIO QUR $E BUSQUE EN LA DEMANDA, B BTG (o RE HSBLE BUS INGRESOS,
FODRIS TOMARSELE SUS “ffﬂ?‘-m‘ I’l BIONALES O BIENES RA &ES« \” tsF‘ R \*h\miﬁi : PARA PAGAR BL FALLO. 81
URTED PRETENDE OPONERSE & BESTA ACGKH FON, ¥U SR DS CONTEIER AL DEENE B8 IRQ D PLAER

EXIGIRG.

&5 sesen convorvar con un sbegado v s parece qus G § § pagarle a uno, ilame pronto & una de nusstras ditkinas del Legel Ald
Socts 3& 2WIAIRFi81) o el I\Ls;:r,bm"'mu;i Legal Serijess (ARAT9- $100) para pedie ayuda o venga a fa Ofigina SO00 del 500
Trdiasue Avens, MW, para infarmaae sotir dipes hgres dende puede pedirayuda ] respecto,

Yea al dorsc el original en ingiés
See roverse side for Bnglish oxiginal
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
Civil Actions Branch
500 Indians Avenue, N.W., Suite S000 Washington, D.C. 20001
Telephone: {202) §79-1133 Website: www.dccounris.gov

District of Columbia

Flamuft
T fump Organization LLC
SERVE: National Registered Agents Case Number
28 Liberty Street v
New York, New York 16005 ' Petandant
SUMMONS

To the ahove named Defendant;

You are hersby summoned and required to serve an Answer fo the attached Cowmplaing, either
personally or through an sttorney, within twenty one {21} duys afer service of tds summwng upon you,
exclusive of ths day of servive, If you are being sued ay an officer or agsncy of the United States Govemnmnt
or the District of Colunbia Governmsnt, vou have sixty (80) days aBer service of this summens W $eVe your
Answer, & copy of the Answer must be malled o the attomey for the plaistitf whe is seing you, The
attorney’s name and addresy appear below. W plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of the Answer must be mailed
for the plaintiff at the address stated e this Suniraons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 300 Indiana Avenue,
N, hatween $:30 am end 5:00 pom, Mondwys thvough Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You may file the origival Answer with the Court either before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the }ﬁamtiff or within seven {T) davs afler you beve served the plaintiff. If vou fail to file an Answer,
judgment by default may be entered agatnst you for the relief demnanded in the complaint.

Jisumny Rock Clerk of the Court
Narps aintitte Asmey ' '
’\Bﬂ(ﬂ‘f g\%‘fﬂ ésgﬁ'n‘e \ ti‘(}ig:\{&y General
441 4th Street NJW., Suite 630 S By
Agddress N ' ' Deputy Clerk
AQIE ngton, D.C. 20001 puiy e
ISy =41 077
(202) 741-0770 Date
Telephone
W BT BT (202) 8704828 Vauillez appeler au {202) 879~4828 pour une traduction D& oo mdt bai dich, hiy gl (202) 8794828

ot ﬁi‘&}&&i«i,(202)3'79-482&&@3&}53.‘5@&&5&1 GROICE LR ASYFSY (202} §79-4828  gLond

[MPORTANT: F YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR IF, AFTER YQU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APPRAR AT ANY TIMVE THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULY
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOQU FOR CTHE MUONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT, IF THIS Q S VOUT WAGER MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ATE YOU CHVYN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD T PAY THE JU DGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPFOSE THIS
ACTION, DONOT P IC ANSIER BITHING HE REOQLIRER TIME

1T pou wish 1 falk 19 2 laseyerand fosl that vou cannnt aiford to pay a fee o v lawyer, promptly condeetone of theofficss of the
Logal ARt Sosfety (203828 LIS1) or the Noighbarbuod Lygal Services (2(12-279-5100) for help or some to Suite: 300U ar 300
§

todiana A venue, W, fov more information Soncerning places where you may ask for such help,

Sce reverse side for Spanish franslation
Ven al doree la traduscion al espadiol



TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL DISTRITO DE COLUMBIA
DIVISION CIVIL
Scecidén de Aceiones Clviles
£00 Tndiana Avenue, N.W.,, Suite 5800, Washington, B.C, 260841
Teléfono: (202) 879-1133 Sitio web: wyww. deenurts.gey

e srime i

Demandante
contra

Namero de Caso?

Beragndade
CITATORIO
Al susedicho Demandado:

Por 1o preseute se ke oite # COMpaecer y 8¢ fo raquire eniregay U8 Contestacion a ls Demands adjunte, sewen
persona o P meedie deoun abogade, en al plage de veintiln @1 digs contades despreds gue usted hava recibido st

citatorin, exvloyende el dia pismio de la enirega dol oittorio, Stusied estd sionde demandads vu calidud de oficiat o
agente del Gublerse de tos Bsiados Unidos de Novteandrica @ dol Gohigmo del Distrite do Colunbia, tiene usted
sesenta (60} diag, contades despuds qua usted hays 1 ibido vate citatorin, parg eatregar su Contestacidn. Tiens que
caviarle por chtten wnd sopia d sw Contestacion a sbogade de la paste Jomandante. Bl suinbre ¥ diveceitn del
abagade spareoen al Hual de este docpmento, S ol domandade wo fiene shogado, Hene gus snviily al demandants wia
cupia defa Crotestouiin por voren g la diveccidén qug gparece en este Citatorio.

& usted tambitn 8o o requive prosentsr b Contastacidn original al Tribuwal en la Cifieing SUGY, sifo on 300
Tstiara Avenue, 19, W., entrs las S0 nan, v 200 oo, de luses s viersies o stitredas 2y v Ins 12:00 del misdiodis
iow ssbados. Usted puede presentar la Doy seataciSon oripingl ante o} Jues ya scy andes gov usted fe entrsgue al
denandants wna copla de la Contestacion o an s plaze de sigte (7) das do iaherie hacho fa enirega ) demandante, Si
psted cummple con prosening una Contestigion, podein dicterse un fallo en rebeldiy cordra visted pava qus se haga
cfestiva of dusagiuvio que se busca enla domanda;

SECRETARIO DEL TRIRUNAL

Nombre del abog Yemsndunis

Por:
Diveccidn ' ' ' ' Suthseretario
Fecha
Teieloan
FUREER AT RIS (202) 8704828 Veulllez appelet au (202) 875-4828 pourune tradustion B o6 widt bal dich, Wiy goi {202) 8794628
SN s 200 BT 24528 Sdiakeiiaige CAPICT L ASTrEl (202) BTO-4B28  RRard

IMPORTANTE: 8 USTED INCUMPLE CON PRESENTAR UNA CONTESTACION EN EL PLAZO ANTES
MENCIONADD O, S1 LUEGO DE CONTESTAR, USTED NGO COMPARECE CUANDO LE AVISE EL JUZCADOD, PODRIA
PMCTARSE UN FALLO EN REBELDIA CONTRA USTED PARA GUE SE LE COBRE LOS DAROS ¥ PERIUICIOS U OTRO
DESAGRAVIO QUE SE BUBQUE EN LA DEMANDA. ST BSTO CUURRE, FODRIA RETENERSELE SUS INGRESDE, O
PODRIA TOMARSELE SUS BIENES PERSONALES O BIENES RAICES ¥ SER VENDIDOS PARA PAGAR EL FALLO. 8l
USTED PRETENDE OPONERSE A ESTA ACCION, NO_DEIE DE CONTRITAR L _QEMANR OSNDRQLREL BLaZd
EXIGIDQ.

Si deana ponversar con hn abogade ¥ i pRISEE G0 i pagarle 2 uno, lame pronto a ung de nuestras ifiginas del Legal Ald
Seviety (20362 YL.T79.5100) para pediv ayuds o venga a i3 {shsina SNO0 el 500
Tnciare Svenue, MOV, paea informane sobrs GITe8 Rigetes dundg puede pedirayuda al respecto.

R340 il Nuigiborhood Legal Horvipes {

Yoa al dorso el original ex jnglés
See reverse side for Enghish original
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Superior Court of the District of Celumbia
CIVIL DIVISION
Civil Actions Branch
500 Indlana Avenae, M.W,, Suite 3008 Washington, B.C. 20001
Telsphone: (202) 879-1133 Website; www.decourte.gev

District of Columbia

Planiat
Trump Old Post Office ™
Serve: National Registered Agents Inc. Case Number
1015 15th Street, N.W., Suite 1000 _
Washington, 1.0, 20008 Defendunt

SUMMONS
To the above named Defendant;

You are hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaint, either
personally or through an atturmey, within twenty one {213 days after service of this stmenons upsn you,
exclusive of the day of service. If you are being sued as an pificer or agency of the United Rates Government
ar the District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (60} days after service of this sumynong ke serve your
Auswer. A copy of the Angwer must be maled to the sftorney for the plaintil winy is suing you The.
attorney’s name and address appear bilow. If plaimiU has nu attomey, & copy of the Answer must be mailed
tor ths platntiff at the sddress stated on this Suramons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 5300 Indiana Avenug,
MW, bétween 830 wm and 300 pan., Mendays through Fridays of botween 00 am. and 12:00 noon on

Satrdave, Vou may file the original Avswer with the Court sither before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the plaintiff of within seven (7) days afler you have served the plaintiff. If you fail to file an Answer,

jndgment by default may b entered agaiist you fiar the relief demanded in the complaint.

Jimmy Rock Clerk of the Court
Name of Blaustifs Afomey
N {f)%n}a ot the Atormey General
441 4th Street N.W., Suite 6308 _ By .
Aﬁd S8 , ' Deputy Clerk
Nashington, D.C. 20001

(202) 741-0770

Date
Telephone
TR FIT R (202) 8704828 veuiliez appaler au (202) 879-4828 pour une traduction B o6 mdt bai dich, iy goi {202)879-4828

B0 BIBLAEN, (202) 874525 8 BISRAMIR.  vhoIc Hnet ATITTR (202) BTO4828  efen

IMPORTANT: ¥ YOU FAIL TO PILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR IF, AFTER YOU
ANSWER VI FAIL TO APPEAR AT ANY TIME THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TO DO §0, 4 JUDGMENT RY DEFAULT
GAINET YOU FOR THE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
ST, IR THE OUOURS, YOUR ! S MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROFERTY OR
BETATE YOU OWH MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPPOSE THIS
SCTION, 110 SO FATL IO ANSEER TR IHE REQUIRER TIME

MAY BE BENTERED &
CENSFLAT

Hyou wish to 1a3K 0w liwyer and fisel that vou canmot sfford to pay & feeto a lawyer, pramptly confit ong of the vifipes of the
Logal ARl Soeiety (2028381 LY ey the Neighberheod Logsl Services {202.279-3100) for help or some W Sulie, 3080 at 500
fndians Avesue, NOW., R mors nformation conserning gleees where you may ask for such help.

Sce reverse gide for Spanish translation
Yez o) dorso la radueeidn al espafiol



TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DL }}.‘{STRETO DE COLUMBIA
DIVESION CIVIL
Seecidn de Acciones Civiles
500 Tndians Avenue, N.W., Suite 5608, Washington, .. 26001
Teléfono: (2823 §79-1133 Sitie web: www.decouris.gov

Drepsundante

Numero de Casa:

Denundads

CITATORIO
Al susodicho Demandado:

For la prexante se fe cita a comparsess }k frd SHTRERE Hud {;?a-me;etaf:ir‘%z‘ Ia Demanda adponty, sea on
parsoni @ par wedie de an ab\:gadu @i ol plaze drtifin (21} aliae condadon dexp ads quended ‘s a\,ra soibide cate
sitatorin, excluvends el dla misme d T énfregn dJ citatorin, 81 usted ssth sionde demandudo o calidad de oficinl o
apeeriy dal Gablame de fos Estados Usidos de Nosmndrien o deb. Gobiord da:’i Qm st do Colombiy, Hene uated
sosente (60 day, contadow despuds que usia & hayd reciivde sxte citdlovio, para enisglr wu Qendestagion, Tiene que
ervlirle por corren e cupls dese Contestacitn al abogadss d ic 1a pariy zkﬁ“d“iﬁid!‘ﬁ{‘ B rowhire vy dirgeciin del
Abogade apursodn d ol de setv donnmento, 81 ol demardade na tions abogadsy, 1 tiene que enviarle al demsndants uaa
copis de T Crosteatasion por sonse & b dieee coidn que aparece en este Citatorio. -

A usted tarebidn ¢ ke regquire proseptar 1a Contastacion arigingl al Tribunel ey ln Ofivine SO0, site oS40
Tndiang Avenue, MW t;”-,il.‘t.a,sﬁi s 8130 2, y 500 pan, e funes @ viermss b wotre las $:60 ann vles 12:00 del wediodia

loy sdbados, Usied puszd“- septar 1o Contestacion criginal ante o Juez yo sea antes que ueted le enmtregus al
dermandame una copla de I O wumwzmn n an ol plaze de «zm p % dias do haberle hethe laentrega ol dempndante, S

pgied incuple con prossnlar s Contesticitn, podra dictarse un fallo on wbeldia contey uted pars gue se haga
ofnetived dcmmmu g 58 buspeen 1a d 138 mda\
SECRETARIO DEL TRIBUNAL

b

wombre def alngade del Demandanis

_ Port
THrecoion ' ‘ Subsotrstano
Fechs
Tricfoms
RIS WIT RS (202) 870-4828 Veuiliez appeler au {202} 579-4828 pourune traduction B b mot bai dick, hiy goi (202)878-4828
SISl 202) 8784828 SEriNESRaER PEICE Bere AeterT {202) 8784828 niord
IMPORTANTE: 81 USTED INCUMPL § OON PRESENTAR UN& CIWTEE AOMIN BN BL O PLAZD ANTES
\"T‘”“( IONADG O, 8 & DUBGO T (‘D\‘I&Cﬂ AR, USTEE NG QOB . TANDO LE AVISE Bl JLEZEGADD, E‘O}}RE}\
S 4 () }:\‘ “{} -E?Liﬁ‘ A CONTRA TSTRD PARR QUESE LE FGQRI‘, LOR DAROS Y i‘“‘- §1¥1 A\E‘ PR
EN LA {)E‘Viﬁml}& 81 if&? 3O 45 I?’(Y)Ri A RETENERSELE su8 15,0
y IR LIS ﬁ QII* RAICHES Y SER VE! *«Dii)(}& FARA PAGAR FL §‘¢'$LL{‘ SI

LEE BT CONTESRAR 48 DEMANDL DENTRD DL B

wrens que oo pusde pagarle a uno, larse pu}nto 2 una de nuestras nfivinas del Legal Aid
y afiée‘g; C~i :11} @ N %ms‘?t}\mhugu Legal Services {303-279-5100) puex pedir ayuds ¢ venga a fa @8 vina $000 doi 5
s, NoW, para informapss sobre ptrea fugires dondy puede pedirayuda al respecte.

Vea al dorso ol original on inglés
Sse roverss sxde for Bughish original
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia

CIVIL DIVISION- CIVIL ACTIONS BRANCH

INFORMATION SHEET

Dnstrist of Columbia Case Number:

Date: _Jdngaey 22,

o . ¥3

38ih Inaugural Commiites,

Trurmyp Organization LLAZ, and Tramp Old Post Office
LLC /e Trump International Hotel Washington, DL

I

7] One of the defendants is being sued
tn their official capacity.

¥~swm Bk

Firm Nagg
DO EiTies of the Attorney General

Telephone No.: Six digit Unified Bar No.:
(202} 741-0770 493521

Relationship to Lawsuit

] Attorney for Plaintiff
(1 Self (Pro Se)
f1 Other:

TYPE OF C/’-\‘%F' X Non-Jury 3 6 person dury

Demand: $_1,033,757 pluped in 3 coustiuctive trust Other:

rehiefa

Ly

2 Person hury
s ordersd by the court

PENDING CASE(S) RELATED TO THE ACTION BEING FILED
Case No.! Judge;

Cage Noo Judge:

Calendar #: 6

Catendard:

NATURE QF SUIT: {Check One Box Only)

A, CONTRACTS COLLECTION CASES
{1 0t Breach of Contract
{771 02 Breach of Warranty
[T 66 Negotigble harument
Ej 37 Personal Propetty
s En*p!oym&m Discrimination

T 15 Special Education Fees
L

1

{1 27 Insuranée/Subrogation
[ 07 Insurance/Subrogation

7328 Motion to Confirm Arbitration
Award {Colisction Cases Daly}

Qver 525,000 Pitf, Grants Consent

Under 323,000 PRE Grants Conssnt

1 14 Under 825,500 Pitf. Grants Congent s Under 325,000 Consent Denied
17 OVER $25,000 PUF, Grants Consant[__] 18 DVER $25,000 Consent Denied

77126 Insurance/Subrogation
Giver $25,000 Consent Denied
134 suranse/Subrogation

Linder $25,000 Consent Denied

B, PROPERTY TORTS

{1 03 Drestruction of Private Propsriy
{104 Property Damage
7-102 {a)

L_.j (’ll &dtomabi 1

3 07 Shophfing, D.C. Cods § 2

{3 05 Trespass

C, PERSONAL TORTS

[ 10 Invasion of Privacy

[ 11 Libel and Slander

[ 12 Malicious Interference

[ i3 Malicious Prosscution

[T 14 Malpractice Legal

[::_]1 S Malpractice Medical {Ineluding Wrongful Deats)

{7 16 Mephigence- (Not Automobile,
Mot Malpractice}

101 Abuse of Process

102 Alenation of Affection

03 Assauit and Battery

} 04 Automobile- Personal Injury
05 Deceit (Misrepregentaiion)
{71 06 False Accusation

{107 Failse Arrest

{77108 Fraud

{1317 Personal Injury- (Mot Automohile,
Not Malpoaniice)

3 1SWrongtal Diath (Mot Malpractice}

{119 Wrongful Bviction

{77320 Friendly Suit

{121 Asbesios

{3 22 Toxic/Mass Torts

{323 Tabacco

{724 Lead Paint

SEE REVERSE RIDE AND CHECK HERE x iF USED

CV-496/ une 2015




Information Sheet, Continued

¢, OTHERS
{3 01 Accounting
77 02 At Before Judgment
{77 05 Eieciment
{73 0% Special Writ/Warrants

(DC Code § 11-541)

{77110 Traffic Adjudication
[ 11 Writ of Replevin
{3 12 Enforce Mechanics Lien
(X1 16 Declaratory Judgment

[771 17 Merit Personng] Act (DEA)
{D.C. Code Title 1, Chagter 8}
{7 18 Product Liabulty

{71 24 Application to Condfrm, Modify,

Vacate Arbitration Award (D€ Code § 16-4401)

{1 29 Merjt Personnsl Act (OHR)
1 31 Housing Code Regulations
{1 32 Qui Tam

71 33 Whistlebiower

it 003 Change of Name

[T 14 Correction of Marriage
Certiftcate

{773 08 Foreign hedgment/Domestic
{71 08 Poreign Judgment/Internaticaal
{3 13 Correction of Birth Cextificate

1 13 Libel of Information

1 19 Enter Admicdstrative Order a3

Judgment { 1L, Code §
2-1802.03 (K or 32-151 ¢ {a}}
3 20 Master Meter (B2 Cosde §
42-3301, et soq.}

{73 26 Petition for Civil Asset Forfeiturs (Vehicle}
7] 27 Patition for Civil Asset Forfeiturs {Currency)
[ 28 Pesition for Civil Asset Forfeiturs (Other)

{3 21 Petition for Subpoena
{Ruie 28-T (b}
{1 22 Releass Machanics Lien
[ 23 Rale 27}
{Perpetuate Testitnony}
(3 24 pesition for Structured Settloment
[} 25 Petition for Liguidation

D. REAL PROPERTY

[ 12 Spodific Perfurmines

[ 09 Rusi Propesty-Real Estate

71 04 Condoration (Embagnt Dowain) ;
) 10 Merigeps Foreslosurstfadicial Bale £ 31 Tax Lisn Baed OF Covtif
£7311 Petition for Civil Asset Forfeiture (RP)

L3 08 Chelnt Tige
D125 Glens: Taxd

T

- Ciranded
i Denid
ate Comstat Granted

Atiorney’s Signature

CV.406/ June 2035

[=22-20

ate




Filed

D.C. Superior Court
01/22/2020 09:00AM
Clerk of the Court

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
CIVIL DIVISION

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA,
a municipal corporation,

441 Fourth Street, N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20001,

Plaintiff,
V.

58TH PRESIDENTIAL INAUGURAL
COMMITTEE,

a Virginia nonprofit corporation,

250 Browns Hill Court

Midolithian, VA 23114,

TRUMP ORGANIZATION LLC,
a New York corporation,

725 Fifth Ave.

New York, NY 10022, and

TRUMP OLD POST OFFICE LLC
d/b/a/ TRUMP INTERNATIONAL
HOTEL WASHINGTON, D.C.,
1100 Pennsylvania Ave., N.W.
Washington, D.C. 20004,

Defendants.
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Civil Action No. 2020 CA 000488 B

COMPLAINT FOR EQUITABLE RELIEF, INCLUDING CONSTRUCTIVE TRUST,
OVER IMPROPERLY SPENT FUNDS OF NONPROFIT CORPORATION

Plaintiff, the District of Columbia (the “District”), through its Attorney General, brings this

action against Defendants Trump Organization LLC (“Trump Organization”) and Trump Old Post

Office LLC d/b/a Trump International Hotel Washington, D.C. (the “Trump Hotel”) (hereinafter

collectively as “Trump Entities”), and the 58th Presidential Inaugural Committee (the “PIC”) to

obtain a constructive trust and other equitable relief over nonprofit funds that the PIC, a nonprofit



corporation, improperly wasted by grossly overpaying the Defendant Trump Entities for use of
event space at the Trump Hotel for certain Inaugural events. In support of its claims, the District
alleges as follows:

INTRODUCTION

1. Defendant the 58th Presidential Inaugural Committee (the “PIC”) is a nonprofit
corporation organized exclusively for and bound by a public purpose: “to further the common good
and general welfare of the citizens of the United States of America by supporting the activities
surrounding the 2017 Presidential inauguration.” The PIC abandoned this purpose and violated
District law when it wasted approximately $1 million of charitable funds in overpayment for the
use of event space at the Trump Hotel, owned and controlled by the Trump Entities.

2. A nonprofit abandons its public purpose when it allows any portion of its funds to
be spent in ways that are designed to benefit private persons or companies. This well-established
nonprofit principle, the prohibition on private inurement, was specifically included in the PIC’s
articles of incorporation. District law required that the PIC honor this prohibition against waste
and private inurement for any business activities that the PIC carried out in the District of
Columbia, which included the contract negotiated with the Trump Entities for use of event space
at the Trump Hotel that is the subject of this case. Through a series of improper actions, the PIC
allowed its funds to inure to the private benefit of the Trump Entities, and the PIC continues to fail
to recover those misspent funds.

3. Rick Gates, a PIC executive, agreed with the Trump Hotel’s Managing Director
and members of the Trump family to pay the Trump Entities $175,000 per day for the PIC to
reserve event space for 4 days from January 17-20, 2017. With associated food and other charges,

the PIC would end up paying almost $1.03 million for this event space. These charges were



unreasonable and improperly served to enrich the Trump Entities and its owners for a number of
different reasons:

a. The PIC’s own event planner advised against the transaction and told the PIC and the
Trump family that the charges were at least twice the market rate.

b. The event space, by industry practice and standard, should have been provided at no
charge because the PIC arranged for a sizable block of the Trump Hotel’s rooms to be
booked during inauguration week.

c. The PIC paid for event space on days when it did not hold official events and when
other organizations were actually using the same space.

d. Another nonprofit corporation using the same space during inauguration week paid
only $5,000 for the space, an amount within the Trump Hotel’s pricing guidelines,
while the PIC was charged amounts well in excess of those pricing guidelines.

¢. The amounts the PIC paid the Trump Hotel included charges for an event on the
evening of the Inauguration that was a private event benefiting only the children of the
President.

f. The PIC failed to consider obtaining rental space at other venues, which would have
provided the event space for free or at a lower price.

4. The Trump Entities, for-profit companies that conduct business with an aim toward
maximizing revenue, were aware at their highest levels of the PIC’s nonprofit status. Nonetheless
they entered into this private inurement transaction with the PIC, charging the nonprofit rates not
only above market for the use of event space, but also well above the Trump Hotel’s own pricing
guidelines. The Trump Entities even insisted the PIC pay these exorbitant rates in full when the
Hotel could not provide the full event space on at least one day. In doing so, the Trump Entities
contributed to waste and unconscionably benefited from nonprofit funds required to be used for
the public good.

5. By entering into the event space contract with the Trump Entities via the Trump
Hotel, the PIC engaged in an illegal, ultra vires act that was contrary to its nonprofit purpose and

abused the authority conferred upon it by law by knowingly contracting and rendering payment



for services designed to enrich private entities. As such, the PIC diverted nonprofit funds from
their intended purpose to the private benefit of the Trump Entities and its owners. Through this
case, the District seeks injunctive relief restoring the amounts the PIC paid to the Trump Entities
to their intended nonprofit purpose.

PARTIES

6. Plaintiff District of Columbia (“District”), a municipal corporation empowered to
sue and be sued, is the local government for the territory constituting the permanent seat of the
government of the United States. The District is represented by and through its chief legal officer,
the Attorney General for the District of Columbia. The Attorney General has general charge and
conduct of all legal business of the District and all suits initiated by and against the District and is
responsible for upholding the public interest. D.C. Code § 1-301.81(a)(1).

7. Defendant 58th Presidential Inaugural Committee (“PIC”) was incorporated as a
nonprofit corporation in the Commonwealth of Virginia on November 21, 2016. The PIC
registered and continues to be registered as foreign nonprofit corporation in the District of
Columbia. Most of the PIC’s business activities occurred in Washington, D.C., including all of the
business activity that is the subject of this action.

8. Defendant Trump OIld Post Office LLC d/b/a Trump International Hotel
Washington, D.C. (“Trump Hotel”), a Delaware corporation, at all relevant times, held the
leasehold interest for the site at which it operates the Trump International Hotel Washington, D.C.
The Trump Hotel is located and registered to do business in Washington, D.C. The Trump Hotel
has, at all relevant times, engaged in business in Washington, D.C.

9. Defendant Trump Organization LLC (“Trump Organization) is a New York

corporation that at all times relevant to this Complaint owned or controlled, either directly or



indirectly, Defendant Trump Hotel. Defendant Trump Organization was, at all relevant times, itself
owned or controlled, directly or indirectly, by Donald J. Trump and members of his family.
Defendants Trump Organization and Trump Hotel are referred to collectively throughout this
Complaint as the “Trump Entities.”

THE LEGAL FRAMEWORK GOVERNING NONPROFIT CORPORATIONS

10. At their most basic level, nonprofit organizations are set up to benefit the public.
Their funds are a form of public trust. Attorneys General, including the District’s Attorney
General, are by common law and statute charged with policing the nonprofit activities in their
jurisdiction to ensure that nonprofits operate and spend their funds consistent with the public
purpose for which the nonprofits were created.

11.  Nonprofits generally are governed by the laws of their respective jurisdiction of
incorporation, the law of the jurisdictions in which they conduct business, and if federally tax-
exempt, by the Internal Revenue Code and corresponding rules and regulations. A nonprofit is also
bound by its articles of incorporation, which set out the specific public benefit purpose that the
nonprofit was formed to pursue.

12. One key principle governing nonprofit funds is the prohibition on private
inurement. This principle prevents a nonprofit’s funds from being spent to benefit a private
individual or company. The goal of a nonprofit is not to generate profits for an owner, nor is it to
reduce its profit or excess revenues by increasing operating expenses through transactions that
enrich private individuals, especially where those individuals or entities have some control or sway
over the nonprofit. Because the sole beneficiary of a nonprofit organization must be the public, the

prohibition on private inurement is violated whenever a single dollar is misappropriated to a



private purpose. This prohibition is so important that it is recorded in almost every nonprofit’s
articles of incorporation, including in the PIC’s articles of incorporation here.

13. Additionally, a nonprofit must expend its funds in a manner that promotes its
nonprofit purpose and avoids waste. Simply because a nonprofit corporation has a substantial
amount of funds at its disposal does not mean it can enter into unreasonable and unfair transactions
that waste nonprofit funds.

14. The District’s Nonprofit Corporations Act broadly empowers the Attorney General
to police nonprofits incorporated under District law. This includes the ability to secure broad
injunctive relief whenever a District nonprofit “has exceeded or abused and is continuing to exceed
or abuse the authority conferred on it by law” or “has continued to act contrary to its nonprofit
purposes.” D.C. Code § 29-412.20(a)(1)(B) and (C). This broad authority extends to foreign
nonprofit corporations when they conduct business activity in the District. In addition to all
available common law authority, the District’s business code specifically prohibits a foreign
nonprofit entity from “engag[ing] in any activity or exercis[ing] any power that a domestic entity
of the same type may not engage in or exercise in the District.” D.C. Code § 29-105.01(c). The
Attorney General is again empowered to seek to “enjoin a foreign filing entity . . . from doing
business in the District in violation of this title,” D.C. Code § 29-105.12, which title includes the
Nonprofit Corporations Act.

JURISDICTION

15. The Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this case pursuant to D.C. Code
§§ 11-921(a)(6), 29-105.01(c), 29-105.12, 29-107.02 and under the common law, including
pursuant to D.C. Code § 1-301.81(a)(1) and (b), to enjoin and bring actions to redress the conduct

at issue in this action.



16. The Court has personal jurisdiction over Defendants pursuant to D.C. Code §§ 13-
422 and 13-423.

FACTS RELATED TO THE PIC’S ILLEGAL PRIVATE INUREMENT
TRANSACTION WITH THE TRUMP ENTITIES

17.  The PIC’s articles of incorporation state that it is “established primarily to further
the common good and general welfare of the citizens of the United States of America by supporting
the activities surrounding the 2017 Presidential inauguration.”

18.  The PIC’s articles of incorporation specifically prohibit the entity from engaging in
any private inurement transactions, stating that “no part of the net income of the [PIC] shall inure
to the benefit of or be distributed to its directors, officers, or other private persons, except that the
Corporation shall be authorized and empowered to pay reasonable compensation for services
actually rendered.” (emphasis added).

A. The PIC Immediately Reaches out to Trump Hotel for Event Space.

19. Within days of the PIC’s formation, on November 25, 2016, Rick Gates (“Gates”),
the PIC’s Deputy Chairman, emailed Patricia Tang, the Director of Sales and Marketing at the
Trump Hotel, to inquire about renting the ballroom space at the Trump Hotel. In this email, Gates
stated that he was “with the Trump campaign and Inaugural Committee” and had a “few questions
for you in regards to the ballroom space.”

20. Several days later, on November 29, 2016, Ramsey Ratcliffe, the PIC’s Deputy
Director of Special Events, emailed nine event sites about hosting an official PIC Inaugural event.
The Trump Hotel was the only hotel on this list, with the other identified sites being museums,
government landmarks, or auditoriums, including the National Museum of African American
History & Culture, the Library of Congress, the National Archives, the National Building Museum,

the Andrew W. Mellon Auditorium, the National Gallery of Art, Union Station, and the Walter E.



Washington Convention Center. The main reason the Trump Hotel was included on this list of
otherwise public landmarks was that the Trump Hotel was owned by then President-clect Donald
J. Trump.

B. The PIC’s Staff Repeatedly Object to the Trump Hotel’s Exorbitant Pricing.

21. On December 2, 2016, the PIC advised employees at the Trump Hotel that it was
considering holding official events there on January 19 and January 20, 2017 and asked for pricing
proposals.

22, On December 10, 2016, the Trump Hotel emailed the PIC an initial quote of $3.6
million for use of all event space at the hotel for eight days, with this price including event space
rental and minimum food and beverage charges. This amounted to $450,000 per day for the space.
This quote was significantly more than the Trump Hotel’s internal pricing guidelines for use of
this event space.

23. Within minutes of receiving the Trump Hotel’s proposal, PIC staffers with
experience in managing events raised serious concerns about the price. These concerns were
eventually shared with Gates, who forwarded the proposal to Ivanka Trump on December 12,2016
for her review. Gates wrote to Ivanka Trump as follows:

.... I wanted to pass along the below information in hopes that you can provide

some help. Stephanie’s plans for several of our inaugural events incorporates the

use of the OPO [Trump Hotel] ballroom. However, we both have two concerns

with the email below. First, the cost itself seems quite high compared to other

property. Second, I am a bit worried about the optics of PIC paying Trump Hotel

a high fee and the media making a big story out of it. Let me know if you have any
thoughts and if we can discuss the best path forward.

24. On December 14, 2016, Mickael Damelincourt, the Managing Director of the
Trump Hotel, reached out to Gates to schedule a meeting to continue negotiating pricing of the

event space at the Trump Hotel. Specifically, Damelincourt stated that he had



spoke[n] to Ivanka about our inauguration pricing. When you have a chance this

week, let’s sit down to review the most updated plan in order to come up with the

best arrangement for all parties.

25. One of the key event planners for the PIC was Stephanic Winston Wolkoft.
Winston Wolkoff and her company had a long history in event planning. Based on her experience
planning events and working with and on behalf of nonprofit entities, Winston Wolkoff had serious
concerns about the PIC holding events at the President-elect’s Hotel as well as the proposed
charges for those events. On December 16, 2016, Winston Wolkoff met with President-clect
Trump and Ivanka Trump and discussed these concerns with both individuals. The President-elect
acknowledged these concerns and directed that Ivanka Trump would handle this issue.

26. Also, on December 16, 2016, Gates and Damelincourt met in person at the Trump
Hotel to continue discussing pricing for the PIC’s rental of the event space. Gates was staying at
the Trump Hotel at the PIC’s expense at this time. Following their meeting, Damelincourt sent

Gates an email with a new price proposal:

Rick...As a follow-up to our conversation earlier today, I would be comfortable
with the following...

Entire Presidential Ballroom Space (11 meeting rooms) reserved on
Tue/Wed/Thu/Fn for $700K ($175K / day)

- No Food & Beverage minimum. However the following events are
scheduled and Food & Beverage pricing as per catering menu will apply...

Seated lunch on Thursday for approximately 500ppl
Reception on Friday (9pm — Midnight) for approximately 1,250ppl

27. The food and beverage charges for the two events scheduled to take place at the
Trump Hotel under this proposal were projected to cost more than an additional $200,000. This
proposal also charged the PIC for renting event space for two days on which the PIC was not

planning to hold any Inaugural events. And like the Trump Hotel’s initial proposal, this revised



amount was still well in excess of the Trump Hotel’s own pricing guidelines for renting out the
event space.

28. On December 17, 2016, Gates shared this new proposal with PIC staff, including
Winston Wolkoff, who again expressed her serious concerns with the pricing to both Gates and
Ivanka Trump. Based on her experience with event planning as well as her knowledge of what
other event spaces were charging, she advised that this proposal was at least twice any reasonable
amount, writing to Gates and Ivanka Trump (among others) as follows:

I wanted to follow up on our conversation and express my concern. These are events

in PE’s [the President-clect] honor at his hotel and one of them is with and for

family and close friends. Please take into consideration that when this is audited it

will become public knowledge that locations were also gifted and costs

underwritten to lower rental fees. [ understand that compared to the original pricing

this is great but we should look at the whole context. In my opinion the max rental
fee should be $85,000 per day.

29. Despite the objections raised by Winston Wolkoft and others, Gates continued to
negotiate for the PIC to rent the Trump Hotel’s event space during the Inaugural week along these
unfair terms.

30. On December 22, 2016, Gates and Damelincourt again met at the Trump Hotel.
Gates informed Damelincourt that the PIC would also arrange to rent out the majority of the Trump
Hotel’s guest rooms to the PIC and Trump Campaign donors. Following this conversation, on
December 23, 2016, Damelincourt instructed Patricia Tang, Director of Sales and Marketing at the
Trump Hotel, that:

Rick and his team have enough demand for all the guest rooms. Let’s coordinate
everything with him and/or his representative in order to start blocking rooms.

The PIC ultimately arranged for as much as 80% of the available guest rooms at Trump

Hotel to be booked.
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31. It was the Trump Hotel’s usual policy to provide event space for free or at reduced
rates when a group agreed to rent out a large block of rooms. This policy was consistent with
industry practice.

32. On December 23, 2016, the Trump Hotel provided Gates with a draft contract for
the PIC to rent event space commencing on January 17 and concluding on January 20, 2017 along
the lines that Gates and Damelincourt had discussed on December 16, 2016. This contract
contained no recognition of the PIC’s commitment to rent most of the Trump Hotel’s available
rooms, which could bring in hundreds of thousands of additional dollars in revenue for the Trump
Entities.

C. Another Nonprofit Organization Secures the Presidential Ballroom for a Fraction of
the PIC’s Daily Rental Fee with no Concession to the PIC.

33. The draft contract that the Trump Hotel provided to the PIC on December 23, 2016,
not only provided a price outside fair market value and industry standards, but also constituted an
improper double-booking of space already contracted to another nonprofit for a fraction of the
price the Trump Hotel was proposing to the PIC. The Trump Hotel had agreed to rent out its
Presidential Ballroom to the Presidential Inaugural Prayer Breakfast (“Prayer Breakfast”) on the
morning of January 20, 2017, part of the period promised to the PIC in the contract, for a fraction
of what the Trump Hotel planned to charge the PIC. The Prayer Breakfast signed a contract with
the Trump Hotel on September 9, 2016, to rent the Presidential Ballroom for $5,000, an amount
that was within the Trump Hotel’s pricing guidelines.

34, When it presented the draft contract to the PIC, the Trump Hotel acknowledged that
the Prayer Breakfast had previously contracted for use of the Presidential Ballroom on the morning

of January 20, 2017 but maintained that there were plans to move the Prayer Breakfast offsite.
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35.  When the Prayer Breakfast refused to relinquish its contract for the event space, the
Trump Hotel initially reduced the PIC’s rental charge for January 20, 2017, by $70,000, to
$105,000, to account for the fact that the PIC would only have access to the event space for part
of that day. This reduction was consistent with the Trump Hotel’s pricing guidelines, which called
for reduced room rental rates when space was only provided for part of'a day. However, the Trump
Hotel backtracked on the price reduction, ultimately charging the PIC the full $175,000 amount
for that date despite the lack of availability of the space for several hours.

36. The Prayer Breakfast paid only $5,000 to rent the Presidential Ballroom, the largest
event space in the Trump Hotel, on the morning of the Inauguration. In contrast, the PIC paid
$175,000 for the use of the Presidential Ballroom in the afternoon. The PIC thus paid 35 times
more for rental of event space on Inauguration Day at the Trump Hotel than a comparable nonprofit
organization paid for renting a substantial portion of the same event space earlier that day. And
while the Trump Hotel charged the PIC a rate that was well in excess of the Trump Hotel’s own
pricing guidelines, the Prayer Breakfast was offered the same space at a 50% discount from those
same pricing guidelines.

D. The Trump Hotel talks the PIC out of Canceling the Private January 20, 2017
Event.

37.  Members of the Trump family were aware of and involved in the negotiation of this
unconscionable contract. In addition to previous conversations with President-elect Donald Trump
and Ivanka Trump, on December 30, 2016, the PIC Deputy Director for Special Events emailed
other PIC employees a status update that “Rick [Gates] is determining the master buyout cost with
the family and Trump Hotel team directly. We have asked to have eyes on the contract once the

details are agreed upon, but we have not received an ETA.”
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38. One of the events the PIC planned to hold at the Trump Hotel was a private
reception for the Trump family on the evening of January 20, 2017. However, before any contract
with the Trump Hotel was finalized, PIC staff became uncomfortable with holding this private
event using nonprofit funds. By no later than January 3, 2017, PIC staft decided to cancel this
event. However, the Trump Hotel’s Managing Director Damelincourt quickly raised the issue with
Gates in an effort to keep the revenue for this event, writing to Gates on January 3, 2017:

Rick...Just heard that the Friday night reception had been canceled. Is it accurate?
Tough on us if'it is as it was a lot of revenue for 1,250ppl...

39.  Even though Gates was an officer of the PIC, he responded to Damelincourt that he
would work to protect the Trump Hotel’s financial interests even if the PIC could not feasibly put
on an official Inaugural event at the Trump Hotel on January 20, 2017. As Gates informed
Damelincourt:

We are running into some logistical issues with the convention balls [on January
20, 2017]. We are trying to make something work. If not an actual inaugural event
we are looking at some sort of small event for the hotel guests. We can discuss
further this evening.

Damelincourt responded, “OK ... I have some ideas ...”

40.  Damelincourt and the Trump Hotel were successful in convincing Gates to permit
the PIC not to cancel the January 20, 2017 event, but instead to hold a private reception benefiting
the Trump family. As Gates would explain to Ivanka Trump in an email on January 11, 2017,
“there will be an after party at the OPO [Trump Hotel] following the inaugural balls on Friday
[January 20, 2017]. DJT is not expected to attend but was more for you, Don and Eric.” This
private event would end up costing the PIC more than $300,000. As evidence that Gates knew it
was inappropriate for the PIC to hold this event, he hid the fact it was still occurring from key PIC

event planning staff who believed the event was canceled.
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E. The PIC Executes the Unreasonable Trump Hotel Contract and Ignores Better
Deals at Other Event Spaces.

41. On January 10, 2017, the PIC executed its contract with the Trump Hotel for event
space rental. This final contract was consistent with the terms that Gates and Damelincourt reached
on December 16, 2016. The contract required the PIC to pay for event space on days when it held
no events, failed to provide any recognition that the PIC had arranged a sizable block of the hotel’s
rooms, and charged the PIC full price for event space even on a day when that space was already
booked by another nonprofit. The PIC would end up paying the Trump Hotel at least $1,033,757
for costs associated with just this contract.

42. In entering into the contract with the Trump Hotel, the PIC failed to explore whether
it could secure similar space at other event spaces or hotels for free or reduced rates. For instance,
the PIC was able to secure a number of the event spaces that it sent out proposals to on November
29,2016 for free. This included the Library of Congress, which held the Cabinet Secretaries Dinner
and had no associated rental costs, and Union Station, which held the Candlelight Dinner and for
which the venue rental costs were donated.

43. Other hotels with which the PIC contracted also provided event space either at a
discounted rate or at no charge beyond a food and beverage minimum. As a result, these hotels
provided event space at a much lower price than what the PIC paid to the Trump Entities via the
Trump Hotel for event space.

44.  For instance, the PIC reserved a block of rooms consisting of
70% of the Fairmont Hotel’s guest rooms on each day from January 17 through January 20, 2017.
The Fairmont provided eight event rooms for eight days with no rental fees, requiring only a
$46,000 total food and beverage minimum. It provided five event space rooms on the day of the

Inauguration with no event space rental fees and a $31,200 total food and beverage minimum.
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45.  The PIC also reserved a block of rooms at the W Hotel on each day from January
18 through January 21, 2017, consisting of over 75% of its guest rooms. The W Hotel provided
two reception rooms on January 18, 2017 as complimentary based on the PIC’s room revenue and
charged only $20,000 for the rental of a terrace space on January 18, 2017 with a total $75,000
food and beverage minimum for event space rental.

46. The PIC held substantial room blocks at both the Fairmont Hotel and W Hotel and
in tune with industry practices and standards, these hotels provided either complimentary or
reduced rates for event space.

47.  Despite receiving complimentary event space and much better terms at other hotels
or venues in the District of Columbia, the PIC did not seek competing offers from other similar
hotels or venues to host the two inauguration events held at the Trump Hotel. There were a number
of other hotels in the District of Columbia with event space capable of holding the events the PIC
held at the Trump Hotel.

48. Ultimately, the PIC paid the Trump Hotel at least $1,033,757 for services related
to the two inauguration events it held there, including venue rental costs and associated food
charges.

49. The PIC has failed to take appropriate steps to recover funds it improperly paid to
the Trump Hotel.

Count I

Equitable Relief, Including Constructive Trust Over Private Inurement Funds Paid to
Defendants Trump Organization and Trump Hotel by Defendant PIC

50.  The District repeats and realleges Paragraphs 1 through 49 as if set forth fully in

this Paragraph.
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51. As a foreign nonprofit corporation registered to do business in the District, the PIC
was obligated to conduct its business activities in the District of Columbia in the same way a
domestic District nonprofit was legally obligated to operate. See D.C. Code § 29-105.01(c).

52.  Pursuant to its articles of incorporation, the PIC was required to spend its funds in
ways that benefited the public and for the specific purpose of benefitting the common good and
general welfare of the citizens of the United States of America by supporting the activities
surrounding the 2017 Presidential Inauguration. The PIC was further prohibited from allowing its
funds to be spent in any way that was generally wasteful or violated the prohibition on private
inurement.

53.  The PIC’s contract with the Trump Hotel for event space violated the PIC’s articles
of incorporation by causing the PIC to pay amounts to the Trump Hotel that were unfair,
unreasonable and unjustified and that acted ultimately to confer improper private benefit on the
Trump Entities. District nonprofit law required the PIC to seek out and pay reasonable fair market
value for services rendered. The PIC did not do so, instead choosing to host its events at the Trump
Hotel and pay far more than market value, ultimately for the private benefit of the Trump Entities.

54, Because the amounts that the PIC paid the Trump Hotel for event space constituted
private inurement, those payments violated the PIC’s articles of incorporation and were therefore
illegal and wultra vires payments for the PIC to make under District law. D.C. Code § 29-403.04.

55.  Because the amounts that the Trump Hotel charged the PIC for the event space
caused the PIC to violate the prohibitions on waste and private inurement in its articles of
incorporation, those payments caused the PIC to exceed or abuse its lawful authority to operate in

the District of Columbia and to act contrary to its nonprofit purpose in the District of Columbia.
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56.  The PIC knew, and continues to know, that the amounts it paid the Trump Hotel
for event space were unreasonable and for prohibited private purposes, yet it has not taken any
steps to recover those amounts.

57. The Trump Entities knew, and continue to know, that the amounts the Trump Hotel
charged the PIC were unreasonable and for prohibited private purposes, yet it has not paid back
those amounts.

58.  Under District law, a constructive trust is a flexible equitable remedy that can be
applied in a broad range of circumstances. A constructive trust can be imposed wherever one
unfairly holds funds and the holder would be unjustly enriched if allowed to retain the funds.

59.  Here, through the Trump Hotel’s contract for event space with the PIC, the Trump
Entities came into possession or control of nonprofit funds that in equity, and good conscience, it
should not have received. The amounts that the PIC paid the Trump Hotel for event space were
diversions of nonprofit funds earmarked for a public purpose to a prohibited private purpose.

Praver for Relief

WHEREFORE, the District requests that this Court:

a. Impose a constructive trust over the funds paid by Defendant PIC to Defendant Trump
Organization LLC, and Defendant Trump Old Post Office LLC d/b/a the Trump
International Hotel Washington, D.C., totaling at least $1,033,757, in connection with
renting event space at the Trump Hotel during January 2017;

b. Direct those funds be restored to a proper public purpose by directing the funds to
another nonprofit entity dedicated to promoting civic engagement of the citizens of the
United States of America; and

c. Order such other relief as the Court determines to be just and proper.
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Date: January 22, 2020

Respectfully submitted,

KARL A. RACINE
Attorney General for the District of Columbia

KATHLEEN KONOPKA
Deputy Attorney General
Public Advocacy Division

/s/
JIMMY R. ROCK (#493521)
Assistant Deputy Attorney General
Public Advocacy Division

/s/
NICOLE HILL (#888324938)
MATT JAMES (#1632202)
LEONOR MIRANDA (#1044293)
Assistant Attorneys General
Office of the Attorney General
441 Fourth St., N.W., Suite 600-South
Washington, D.C. 20001
(202) 727-3400 (phone)
(202) 741-8873 (fax)
Jjimmy.rock@dc.gov

Attorneys for the District of Columbia
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Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
Civil Actions Branch
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W.,, Suite 5600 Washinglon, B.C. 20081
Telephone: (202) 879-1133 Website: www.dceourts.gov

District of Columbia

Plantift

SERVE: Cogency Global, Inc. as Registered Agent

58th Presidential Enaugurgf'(ﬁommitteﬁ
. Case Number 2020 CA 000488 B
1025 Vermont Avenue N.W,, Suits 1130 ~

Washington, D.C. 20005 Detmdant
SUMMONS

To the above named Defendant;

You are hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaint, either
personally or through an attomney, within twasty one (21} days after service of this suorDORS upom YOU,
exclusive of the day of servize, If you are being sued as an officer or sgeney of the United States {rovermment
or the District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (603 days after servics of this aurunons 1o S8V your
Angwer, A copy of the Answer wmust be mailed to the attorney for the plaintiff who is suming you. The
attorniey’s mune angd address appear below. If plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of e Answer st be mailed
to the plaintiff at the address stated on this Sumimons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 500 Indiana Avenue,
N.W., between 8:30 a.m. and 5:00 p.m., Mondays through Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You way file the vriginal Answer with the {ourt sither before vou serve & copy of the Answer on
the plaimtiff or within seven (7Y days sfter you have served the planttf I you fail to file an Answer,

Tudgment by default may be emtered agadust you for the reliaf domanded inthe complaint,

Jimmy Rock : oo
Name of Hiiii‘»‘;’iif? Attornsy * N
D.C Ofice of the Attorney General =
441 4th Street, N.W. Suite 630 & _ By Y b@ -
Agdvess, N vty Clerk
ﬁ*asﬁmgmn, D.C. 20001 \3@@;0? ?\\@
(202) 741-0770 st 01/22/2020
Telephone
DEE S WIT S (202) 870-4828 Veulilaz appeler au (202) 878-4828 pour une traduction B i mét bal dich, hiy goi (202) 8794828
Bl WAL, (207) 6704525 8 DISUERIMER.  whetcH Forye aTpTRR (202) 8734828 LLari

PMPORTANT: IF YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR IF, AFTER YOU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APFEAR AT ANY TIME THE COURT NOTIPEES ¥YQU TO DQ 50, A IWROMENT BY DEFAULT
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOU FOR THE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER REUEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT. IF THIS OCCURS, YOUR WAGES MAY BE ATTACHED O WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ESTATE YOU OWN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. If YOU INTEND TO OPFOSE THIS
ACTION, £ ¥OT FAH 0 SNSEERIITNIN THERENIRED TME

T wou wishi g talk e lwyer snd fosd that Yo savsst wifed to pay a:fge o a lawyer, promptly contact one of the o fiows of the
Togal Ald Soviely (2028381161} or the Nelghtwrhoaot Legal Services (203:279-5100) for help or come to Suits 3060 ar 560
Indiang Svenoe, MW, for mors information canesriitg plisey where you may ask for such help.

See reverss side for Spanish franslation
Vea al dovso ln traduccién al espafiol



TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL BISTRITO DE COLUMBIA
DIVISION OIVEL
Seccién de Acciones Civiles
£00 Tndizna Avenue, N.W,, Suite 5000, Washingten, B.C. 28601
Teléfone: (362) 879-1133 Sitie web: www.deeourts.gov

Demandante
contra
Wimere de Caso:
Denmndade
CITATORIG
Al susodicho Demandado:
Poor o prosente e feoia & Comparsedt y si : fo veguine seteegar woa Contestacion ¢ da D pands sdionta, e eh

persons & pa medin g8 un abdgade, en el plazy de voinlign {217 dins contndos después que usted haya recibide Nxz
citatorin, excluysnde ol dia pilsmo de le entrega dal umrts“s Ki peted oatd sivide densanasty en vakidad do oftvial;
sgente del Gublerno de los Exindes Unidos de Norteamérica o def Goblerme del Distrite & Cofumbia, Hone u\t:e
wwrtu {66) ding, vovtades despucs que asted hava revibide este cllatorin, pars entregar su Coniteatas mn Tiene gue
e par ostres s copia de su € entestacion ol sbogade de la pwste duvandante. Bl b oheashve v divecesdn del
@‘g%@\ig aparcoen al fival de esto dogumento, Stel denmandade no tene shogade, Hene gue sypvart al denvandante ¥oa
coma de fa Contestaciin par Sonen & Tn diveraidn qus yparece en este Citatorio

A uafed tambiin se Jo vequive prosentie e Contestacs o origingd 8l Tribunal en ds Gﬁ(’im SHO0, sify v 300
Tradiura Avenue, PUW., votes fas 330 aam ¥ 500 pan., g6 aes g viemes o entos Tas 5:00 gan, v s 1200 del mediodiy
ins sabados. Usted pucde prescutar r i {Zi{,m‘- stapitn originel ante ol Juex ya o8 xaley qus uste;t s entisgue al
demanidante una copla de fa Contestactin & envel plaze de siete (7} dias de haberle Becho la entrega &l demandante. 81
ucswd zm RET niv con proaentsr una Cuntest wisn, podein dictarse un falle o rebeldia conirg \zs\cd pam gue se hage
1o que se busca o Ja demanda,

SECRETARIQ DEL TRIBUNAL

Sunibre gol abogado el Dewsndante

Por:
Dirzacion ' o T dubgamraiang
Fecha
Teldioug
STSERGE R EE (207) 8794828 Veulliez appelsr au (202) 8794828 pour uns traduction P o6 mit bai dich, hiy goi {202) 3754828
PP N 202) 8704828 B8 St PHTICH PCHT AL (207) BYD-4B28  pierd

IMPORTANTE: 81 UST B OINCUSMPLE QO FRESENTAR
N ARGy LBGD I CONTERTAR U FSTED NGO L

§ “(W‘rzas? ACION EN Bl PLAZO ANTES
MENG 8L A
DICTARSE UN FALLO BN REBELINA CON TR USTED PAZS QUE

S AVISE BL JURGATIO, POOREA
(}‘« 3,53\‘{}\ Y OPRRAM FOFERG

SRAVIO QUR $E BUSQUE EN LA DEMANDA, B BTG (o RE HSBLE BUS INGRESOS,
FODRIS TOMARSELE SUS “ffﬂ?‘-m‘ I’l BIONALES O BIENES RA &ES« \” tsF‘ R \*h\miﬁi : PARA PAGAR BL FALLO. 81
URTED PRETENDE OPONERSE & BESTA ACGKH FON, ¥U SR DS CONTEIER AL DEENE B8 IRQ D PLAER

EXIGIRG.

&5 sesen convorvar con un sbegado v s parece qus G § § pagarle a uno, ilame pronto & una de nusstras ditkinas del Legel Ald
Socts 3& 2WIAIRFi81) o el I\Ls;:r,bm"'mu;i Legal Serijess (ARAT9- $100) para pedie ayuda o venga a fa Ofigina SO00 del 500
Trdiasue Avens, MW, para infarmaae sotir dipes hgres dende puede pedirayuda ] respecto,

Yea al dorsc el original en ingiés
See roverse side for Bnglish oxiginal

v-3110 [Rev, June 2017] Super. Ot Civ. R 4



Superior Court of the District of Columbia
CIVIL DIVISION
Civil Actions Branch
500 Indians Avenue, N.W., Suite S000 Washington, D.C. 20001
Telephone: {202) §79-1133 Website: www.dccounris.gov

District of Columbia

Plagtiit

: Va.
Trump Organization LLC
P L Case Number 2020 CA 000488 B

SERVE: National Registered Agents
28 Liberty Street

Now York, New York 16005 ' Tiofandant
SUMMONS

To the ahove named Defendant;

You are hersby summoned and required to serve an Answer fo the attached Cowmplaing, either
personally or through an sttorney, within twenty one {21} duys afer service of tds summwng upon you,
exclusive of ths day of servive, If you are being sued ay an officer or agsncy of the United States Govemnmnt
or the District of Colunbia Governmsnt, vou have sixty (80) days aBer service of this summens W $eVe your
Answer, & copy of the Answer must be malled o the attomey for the plaistitf whe is seing you, The
attorney’s name and addresy appear below. W plaintiff has no attorney, a copy of the Answer must be mailed
for the plaintiff at the address stated e this Suniraons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 300 Indiana Avenue,
N, hatween $:30 am end 5:00 pom, Mondwys thvough Fridays or between 9:00 a.m. and 12:00 noon on
Saturdays. You may file the origival Answer with the Court either before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the }ﬁamtiff or within seven {T) davs afler you beve served the plaintiff. If vou fail to file an Answer,
judgment by default may be entered agatnst you for the relief demnanded in the complaint.

Jimmy Rock

Name o HIErRS IR ey Genexal
441 4th Street NW., Suite 630 § By

AQIE ngton, D.C. 20001

ISy =41 077
(202) 741-0770 Date
Telephone
MEEIFETBE (202) 8784828 Vauillez appeler au {202) 879~4828 pour une traduction P cd mdt bai dick, hiy goi (202) 8794823

ot ﬁi‘&}&&i«i,(202)3'79-482&&@3&}53.‘5@&&5&1 GROICE LR ASYFSY (202} §79-4828  gLond

[MPORTANT: F YOU FAIL TO FILE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABOVE, OR IF, AFTER YQU
ANSWER, YOU FAIL TO APPRAR AT ANY TIMVE THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TO DO SO, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULY
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINST YOQU FOR CTHE MUONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMPLAINT, IF THIS Q S VOUT WAGER MAY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL ATE YOU CHVYN MAY BE TAKEN AND SOLD T PAY THE JU DGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPFOSE THIS
ACTION, DONOT P IC ANSIER BITHING HE REOQLIRER TIME

1T pou wish 1 falk 19 2 laseyerand fosl that vou cannnt aiford to pay a fee o v lawyer, promptly condeetone of theofficss of the
Logal ARt Sosfety (203828 LIS1) or the Noighbarbuod Lygal Services (2(12-279-5100) for help or some to Suite: 300U ar 300
§

todiana A venue, W, fov more information Soncerning places where you may ask for such help,

Sce reverse side for Spanish franslation
Ven al doree la traduscion al espadiol



TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DEL DISTRITO DE COLUMBIA
DIVISION CIVIL
Scecidén de Aceiones Clviles
£00 Tndiana Avenue, N.W.,, Suite 5800, Washington, B.C, 260841
Teléfono: (202) 879-1133 Sitio web: wyww. deenurts.gey

e srime i

Demandante
contra

Namero de Caso?

Beragndade
CITATORIO
Al susedicho Demandado:

Por 1o preseute se ke oite # COMpaecer y 8¢ fo raquire eniregay U8 Contestacion a ls Demands adjunte, sewen
persona o P meedie deoun abogade, en al plage de veintiln @1 digs contades despreds gue usted hava recibido st

citatorin, exvloyende el dia pismio de la enirega dol oittorio, Stusied estd sionde demandads vu calidud de oficiat o
agente del Gublerse de tos Bsiados Unidos de Novteandrica @ dol Gohigmo del Distrite do Colunbia, tiene usted
sesenta (60} diag, contades despuds qua usted hays 1 ibido vate citatorin, parg eatregar su Contestacidn. Tiens que
caviarle por chtten wnd sopia d sw Contestacion a sbogade de la paste Jomandante. Bl suinbre ¥ diveceitn del
abagade spareoen al Hual de este docpmento, S ol domandade wo fiene shogado, Hene gus snviily al demandants wia
cupia defa Crotestouiin por voren g la diveccidén qug gparece en este Citatorio.

& usted tambitn 8o o requive prosentsr b Contastacidn original al Tribuwal en la Cifieing SUGY, sifo on 300
Tstiara Avenue, 19, W., entrs las S0 nan, v 200 oo, de luses s viersies o stitredas 2y v Ins 12:00 del misdiodis
iow ssbados. Usted puede presentar la Doy seataciSon oripingl ante o} Jues ya scy andes gov usted fe entrsgue al
denandants wna copla de la Contestacion o an s plaze de sigte (7) das do iaherie hacho fa enirega ) demandante, Si
psted cummple con prosening una Contestigion, podein dicterse un fallo en rebeldiy cordra visted pava qus se haga
cfestiva of dusagiuvio que se busca enla domanda;

SECRETARIO DEL TRIRUNAL

Nombre del abog Yemsndunis

Por:
Diveccidn ' ' ' ' Suthseretario
Fecha
Teieloan
FUREER AT RIS (202) 8704828 Veulllez appelet au (202) 875-4828 pourune tradustion B o6 widt bal dich, Wiy goi {202) 8794628
SN s 200 BT 24528 Sdiakeiiaige CAPICT L ASTrEl (202) BTO-4B28  RRard

IMPORTANTE: 8 USTED INCUMPLE CON PRESENTAR UNA CONTESTACION EN EL PLAZO ANTES
MENCIONADD O, S1 LUEGO DE CONTESTAR, USTED NGO COMPARECE CUANDO LE AVISE EL JUZCADOD, PODRIA
PMCTARSE UN FALLO EN REBELDIA CONTRA USTED PARA GUE SE LE COBRE LOS DAROS ¥ PERIUICIOS U OTRO
DESAGRAVIO QUE SE BUBQUE EN LA DEMANDA. ST BSTO CUURRE, FODRIA RETENERSELE SUS INGRESDE, O
PODRIA TOMARSELE SUS BIENES PERSONALES O BIENES RAICES ¥ SER VENDIDOS PARA PAGAR EL FALLO. 8l
USTED PRETENDE OPONERSE A ESTA ACCION, NO_DEIE DE CONTRITAR L _QEMANR OSNDRQLREL BLaZd
EXIGIDQ.

Si deana ponversar con hn abogade ¥ i pRISEE G0 i pagarle 2 uno, lame pronto a ung de nuestras ifiginas del Legal Ald
Seviety (20362 YL.T79.5100) para pediv ayuds o venga a i3 {shsina SNO0 el 500
Tnciare Svenue, MOV, paea informane sobrs GITe8 Rigetes dundg puede pedirayuda al respecto.

R340 il Nuigiborhood Legal Horvipes {

Yoa al dorso el original ex jnglés
See reverse side for Enghish original
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Superior Court of the District of Celumbia
CIVIL DIVISION
Civit Actions Branch
Yl § 500 Indlana Avenae, M.W,, Suite 3008 Washington, B.C. 20001
S Telsphone: (202) 879-1133 Website; www.decourte.gev

o

District of Columbia

Planiat
. . X
Trump Old Post Office LLC
Serve: National Registered Agents Inc. Case Nurmber 2020 CA 000488 B
1015 15th Street, N.W., Suite 1000 _
Washington, 1.0, 20008 Defendunt

SUMMONS
To the above named Defendant;

You are hereby summoned and required to serve an Answer to the attached Complaint, either
personally or through an atturmey, within twenty one {213 days after service of this stmenons upsn you,
exclusive of the day of service. If you are being sued as an pificer or agency of the United Rates Government
ar the District of Columbia Government, you have sixty (60} days after service of this sumynong ke serve your
Auswer. A copy of the Angwer must be maled to the sftorney for the plaintil winy is suing you The.
attoriey’s name and addvess appear balow, I pladiif? has ne attoraey, v copy of the Anwwer must be matied
tor ths platntiff at the sddress stated on this Suramons.

You are also required to file the original Answer with the Court in Suite 5000 at 5300 Indiana Avenug,
MW, bétween 830 wm and 300 pan., Mendays through Fridays of botween 00 am. and 12:00 noon on

Satrdave, Vou may file the original Avswer with the Court sither before you serve a copy of the Answer on
the pluintiff or within seven {7) days after you tiave served the plaintiff. If you fail to file an Answer,

indgment by default may b entered Qgamst you fiar the relief demanded in the complaint.

Jiromy Rock Clerkoih
Name of Pinstif s Astorey L/C};@@ Fy
l\f)ng Oihies of the Sitorhey General @

441 4th Street N.W., Suite 6338 _ By *

Adrags

Mashington, D.C. 20001

2 T4l

(202) 741-0770 Date

Telephone

W ER AE T &I (202) 8704828 veuiliez appaler au (202) 879-4828 pour une traduction BE o6 mat bai dieh, hiy gol {202) 8794828

B0 BIBLAEN, (202) 874525 8 BISRAMIR.  vhoIc Hnet ATITTR (202) BTO4828  efen

TMPORTANT: IF YOU FAIL TO FLE AN ANSWER WITHIN THE TIME STATED ABQVE, OR IF, AFTER YOU
ANSWER, YIRI RAIL TO APPEAR AT ANY TIV 3 THE COURT NOTIFIES YOU TC DO §O, A JUDGMENT BY DEFAULT
MAY BE ENTERED AGAINET YOU FOR OTHE MONEY DAMAGES OR OTHER RELIEF DEMANDED IN THE
COMBLAINT, IF THIS OCCURSE, YOUR g § %AY BE ATTACHED OR WITHHELD OR PERSONAL PROPERTY OR
REAL BETATE YOU OWH MAY FAEN AND SOLD TO PAY THE JUDGMENT. IF YOU INTEND TO OPPOSE THIB

SCTION, 110 SO FATL IO ANSEER TR IHE REQUIRER TIME

Hyou wish to 1a3K 0w liwyer and fisel that vou canmot sfford to pay & feeto a lawyer, pramptly confit ong of the vifipes of the
Logal Ad Society 20282811811 oy the Weighborheod Logsl Services {202.279-3100) for help or some W Sutie. 3080 ar SO0
fndians Avesue, NOW., R mors nformation conserning gleees where you may ask for such help.

Sce reverse gide for Spanish translation
Yez o) dorso la radueeidn al espafiol



TRIBUNAL SUPERIOR DL }}.‘{STRETO DE COLUMBIA
DIVESION CIVIL
Seecidn de Acciones Civiles
500 Tndians Avenue, N.W., Suite 5608, Washington, .. 26001
Teléfono: (2823 §79-1133 Sitie web: www.decouris.gov

Drepsundante

Numero de Casa:

Denundads

CITATORIO
Al susodicho Demandado:

For la prexante se fe cita a comparsess }k frd SHTRERE Hud {;?a-me;etaf:ir‘%z‘ Ia Demanda adponty, sea on
parsoni @ par wedie de an ab\:gadu @i ol plaze drtifin (21} aliae condadon dexp ads quended ‘s a\,ra soibide cate
sitatorin, excluvends el dla misme d T énfregn dJ citatorin, 81 usted ssth sionde demandudo o calidad de oficinl o
apeeriy dal Gablame de fos Estados Usidos de Nosmndrien o deb. Gobiord da:’i Qm st do Colombiy, Hene uated
sosente (60 day, contadow despuds que usia & hayd reciivde sxte citdlovio, para enisglr wu Qendestagion, Tiene que
ervlirle por corren e cupls dese Contestacitn al abogadss d ic 1a pariy zkﬁ“d“iﬁid!‘ﬁ{‘ B rowhire vy dirgeciin del
Abogade apursodn d ol de setv donnmento, 81 ol demardade na tions abogadsy, 1 tiene que enviarle al demsndants uaa
copis de T Crosteatasion por sonse & b dieee coidn que aparece en este Citatorio. -

A usted tarebidn ¢ ke regquire proseptar 1a Contastacion arigingl al Tribunel ey ln Ofivine SO0, site oS40
Tndiang Avenue, MW t;”-,il.‘t.a,sﬁi s 8130 2, y 500 pan, e funes @ viermss b wotre las $:60 ann vles 12:00 del wediodia

loy sdbados, Usied puszd“- septar 1o Contestacion criginal ante o Juez yo sea antes que ueted le enmtregus al
dermandame una copla de I O wumwzmn n an ol plaze de «zm p % dias do haberle hethe laentrega ol dempndante, S

pgied incuple con prossnlar s Contesticitn, podra dictarse un fallo on wbeldia contey uted pars gue se haga
ofnetived dcmmmu g 58 buspeen 1a d 138 mda\
SECRETARIO DEL TRIBUNAL

b

wombre def alngade del Demandanis

_ Port
THrecoion ' ‘ Subsotrstano
Fechs
Tricfoms
RIS WIT RS (202) 870-4828 Veuiliez appeler au {202} 579-4828 pourune traduction B b mot bai dick, hiy goi (202)878-4828
SISl 202) 8784828 SEriNESRaER PEICE Bere AeterT {202) 8784828 niord
IMPORTANTE: 81 USTED INCUMPL § OON PRESENTAR UN& CIWTEE AOMIN BN BL O PLAZD ANTES
\"T‘”“( IONADG O, 8 & DUBGO T (‘D\‘I&Cﬂ AR, USTEE NG QOB . TANDO LE AVISE Bl JLEZEGADD, E‘O}}RE}\
S 4 () }:\‘ “{} -E?Liﬁ‘ A CONTRA TSTRD PARR QUESE LE FGQRI‘, LOR DAROS Y i‘“‘- §1¥1 A\E‘ PR
EN LA {)E‘Viﬁml}& 81 if&? 3O 45 I?’(Y)Ri A RETENERSELE su8 15,0
y IR LIS ﬁ QII* RAICHES Y SER VE! *«Dii)(}& FARA PAGAR FL §‘¢'$LL{‘ SI

LEE BT CONTESRAR 48 DEMANDL DENTRD DL B

wrens que oo pusde pagarle a uno, larse pu}nto 2 una de nuestras nfivinas del Legal Aid
y afiée‘g; C~i :11} @ N %ms‘?t}\mhugu Legal Services {303-279-5100) puex pedir ayuds ¢ venga a fa @8 vina $000 doi 5
s, NoW, para informapss sobre ptrea fugires dondy puede pedirayuda al respecte.

Vea al dorso ol original on inglés
Sse roverss sxde for Bughish original

¥-3110 [Rev. June 2017} Spper. C1. Civ. R 4



Superior Court of the District of Columbia

CIVIL DIVISION- CIVIL ACTIONS BRANCH

INFORMATION SHEET

Dnstrist of Columbia Case Number:

Date: _Jdngaey 22,

o . ¥3

38ih Inaugural Commiites,

Trurmyp Organization LLAZ, and Tramp Old Post Office
LLC /e Trump International Hotel Washington, DL

2020 CA 000488 B

I

7] One of the defendants is being sued
tn their official capacity.

¥~swm Bk

Firm Nagg
DO EiTies of the Attorney General

Telephone No.: Six digit Unified Bar No.:
(202} 741-0770 493521

Relationship to Lawsuit

] Attorney for Plaintiff
(1 Self (Pro Se)
f1 Other:

TYPE OF C/’-\‘%F' X Non-Jury 3 6 person dury

Demand: $_1,033,757 pluped in 3 coustiuctive trust Other:

rehiefa

Ly

2 Person hury
s ordersd by the court

PENDING CASE(S) RELATED TO THE ACTION BEING FILED
Case No.! Judge;

Cage Noo Judge:

Calendar #: 6

Catendard:

NATURE QF SUIT: {Check One Box Only)

A, CONTRACTS COLLECTION CASES
{1 0t Breach of Contract
{771 02 Breach of Warranty
[T 66 Negotigble harument
Ej 37 Personal Propetty
s En*p!oym&m Discrimination

T 15 Special Education Fees
L

1

{1 27 Insuranée/Subrogation
[ 07 Insurance/Subrogation

7328 Motion to Confirm Arbitration
Award {Colisction Cases Daly}

Qver 525,000 Pitf, Grants Consent

Under 323,000 PRE Grants Conssnt

1 14 Under 825,500 Pitf. Grants Congent s Under 325,000 Consent Denied
17 OVER $25,000 PUF, Grants Consant[__] 18 DVER $25,000 Consent Denied

77126 Insurance/Subrogation
Giver $25,000 Consent Denied
134 suranse/Subrogation

Linder $25,000 Consent Denied

B, PROPERTY TORTS

{1 03 Drestruction of Private Propsriy
{104 Property Damage
7-102 {a)

L_.j (’ll &dtomabi 1

3 07 Shophfing, D.C. Cods § 2

{3 05 Trespass

C, PERSONAL TORTS

[ 10 Invasion of Privacy

[ 11 Libel and Slander

[ 12 Malicious Interference

[ i3 Malicious Prosscution

[T 14 Malpractice Legal

[::_]1 S Malpractice Medical {Ineluding Wrongful Deats)

{7 16 Mephigence- (Not Automobile,
Mot Malpractice}

101 Abuse of Process

102 Alenation of Affection

03 Assauit and Battery

} 04 Automobile- Personal Injury
05 Deceit (Misrepregentaiion)
{71 06 False Accusation

{107 Failse Arrest

{77108 Fraud

{1317 Personal Injury- (Mot Automohile,
Not Malpoaniice)

3 1SWrongtal Diath (Mot Malpractice}

{119 Wrongful Bviction

{77320 Friendly Suit

{121 Asbesios

{3 22 Toxic/Mass Torts

{323 Tabacco

{724 Lead Paint

SEE REVERSE RIDE AND CHECK HERE x iF USED

CV-496/ une 2015




Information Sheet, Continued

¢, OTHERS
{3 01 Accounting
77 02 At Before Judgment
{77 05 Eieciment
{73 0% Special Writ/Warrants

(DC Code § 11-541)

{77110 Traffic Adjudication
[ 11 Writ of Replevin
{3 12 Enforce Mechanics Lien
(X1 16 Declaratory Judgment

[771 17 Merit Personng] Act (DEA)
{D.C. Code Title 1, Chagter 8}
{7 18 Product Liabulty

{71 24 Application to Condfrm, Modify,

Vacate Arbitration Award (D€ Code § 16-4401)

{1 29 Merjt Personnsl Act (OHR)
1 31 Housing Code Regulations
{1 32 Qui Tam

71 33 Whistlebiower

it 003 Change of Name

[T 14 Correction of Marriage
Certiftcate

{773 08 Foreign hedgment/Domestic
{71 08 Poreign Judgment/Internaticaal
{3 13 Correction of Birth Cextificate

1 13 Libel of Information

1 19 Enter Admicdstrative Order a3

Judgment { 1L, Code §
2-1802.03 (K or 32-151 ¢ {a}}
3 20 Master Meter (B2 Cosde §
42-3301, et soq.}

{73 26 Petition for Civil Asset Forfeiturs (Vehicle}
7] 27 Patition for Civil Asset Forfeiturs {Currency)
[ 28 Pesition for Civil Asset Forfeiturs (Other)

{3 21 Petition for Subpoena
{Ruie 28-T (b}
{1 22 Releass Machanics Lien
[ 23 Rale 27}
{Perpetuate Testitnony}
(3 24 pesition for Structured Settloment
[} 25 Petition for Liguidation

D. REAL PROPERTY

[ 12 Spodific Perfurmines

[ 09 Rusi Propesty-Real Estate

71 04 Condoration (Embagnt Dowain) ;
) 10 Merigeps Foreslosurstfadicial Bale £ 31 Tax Lisn Baed OF Covtif
£7311 Petition for Civil Asset Forfeiture (RP)

L3 08 Chelnt Tige
D125 Glens: Taxd

T

- Ciranded
i Denid
ate Comstat Granted

Atiorney’s Signature

CV.406/ June 2035

[=22-20

ate




SUPERIOR COURT OF THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
CIVIL DIVISION
Civil Actions Branch
500 Indiana Avenue, N.W., Suite 5000, Washington, D.C. 20001
Telephone: (202) 879-1133 « Website: www.dccourts.gov

DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA
Vs. C.A. No. 2020 CA 000488 B
58TH PRESIDENTIAL INAUGURAL COMMITTEE et al

INITIAL ORDER AND ADDENDUM

Pursuant to D.C. Code § 11-906 and District of Columbia Superior Court Rule of Civil Procedure
(“Super. Ct. Civ. R.”) 40-1, it is hereby ORDERED as follows:

(1) Effective this date, this case has assigned to the individual calendar designated below. All future filings
in this case shall bear the calendar number and the judge’s name beneath the case number in the caption. On
filing any motion or paper related thereto, one copy (for the judge) must be delivered to the Clerk along with the
original.

(2) Within 60 days of the filing of the complaint, plaintiff must file proof of serving on each defendant:
copies of the summons, the complaint, and this Initial Order and Addendum. As to any defendant for whom
such proof of service has not been filed, the Complaint will be dismissed without prejudice for want of
prosecution unless the time for serving the defendant has been extended as provided in Super. Ct. Civ. R. 4(m).

(3) Within 21 days of service as described above, except as otherwise noted in Super. Ct. Civ. R. 12, each
defendant must respond to the complaint by filing an answer or other responsive pleading. As to the defendant
who has failed to respond, a default and judgment will be entered unless the time to respond has been extended
as provided in Super. Ct. Civ. R. 55(a).

(4) At the time and place noted below, all counsel and unrepresented parties shall appear before the
assigned judge at an initial scheduling and settlement conference to discuss the possibilities of settlement and to
establish a schedule for the completion of all proceedings, including, normally, either mediation, case evaluation,
or arbitration. Counsel shall discuss with their clients prior to the conference whether the clients are agreeable to
binding or non-binding arbitration. This order is the only notice that parties and counsel will receive
concerning this Conference.

(5) Upon advice that the date noted below is inconvenient for any party or counsel, the Quality Review
Branch (202) 879-1750 may continue the Conference once, with the consent of all parties, to either of the two
succeeding Fridays. Request must be made not less than seven business days before the scheduling conference
date.

No other continuance of the conference will be granted except upon motion for good cause shown.

(6) Parties are responsible for obtaining and complying with all requirements of the General Order for Civil
cases, each judge’s Supplement to the General Order and the General Mediation Order. Copies of these orders
are available in the Courtroom and on the Court’s website http://www.dccourts.gov/.

Chief Judge Robert E. Morin

Case Assigned to: Judge JOSE M LOPEZ
Date: January 22, 2020
Initial Conference: 9:30 am, Friday, April 24, 2020
Location: Courtroom 212
500 Indiana Avenue N.W.
WASHINGTON, DC 20001
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ADDENDUM TO INITIAL ORDER AFFECTING
ALL MEDICAL MALPRACTICE CASES

In accordance with the Medical Malpractice Proceedings Act of 2006, D.C. Code § 16-2801,
et seq. (2007 Winter Supp.), "[a]fter an action is filed in the court against a healthcare provider
alleging medical malpractice, the court shall require the parties to enter into mediation, without
discovery or, if all parties agree[,] with only limited discovery that will not interfere with the
completion of mediation within 30 days of the Initial Scheduling and Settlement Conference
("ISSC"), prior to any further litigation in an effort to reach a settlement agreement. The early
mediation schedule shall be included in the Scheduling Order following the ISSC. Unless all
parties agree, the stay of discovery shall not be more than 30 days after the ISSC."
D.C. Code § 16-2821.

To ensure compliance with this legislation, on or before the date of the ISSC, the Court will
notify all attorneys and pro se parties of the date and time of the early mediation session and the
name of the assigned mediator. Information about the early mediation date also is available over
the internet at https://www:dccourts.gov/pa/. To facilitate this process, all counsel and pro se
parties in every medical malpractice case are required to confer, jointly complete and sign an
EARLY MEDIATION FORM, which must be filed no later than ten (10) calendar days prior to the
ISSC. D.C. Code § 16-2825 Two separate Early Mediation Forms are available. Both forms may be
obtained at www.dccourts.gov/medmalmediation. One form is to be used for early mediation with a
mediator from the multi-door medical malpractice mediator roster; the second form is to be used for
early mediation with a private mediator. Both forms also are available in the Multi-Door Dispute
Resolution Office, Suite 2900, 410 E Street, N.W. Plaintiff's counsel is responsible for eFiling the
form and is required to e-mail a courtesy copy to earlymedmal@dcsc.gov. Pro se Plaintiffs who
elect not to eFile may file by hand in the Multi-Door Dispute Resolution Office.

A roster of medical malpractice mediators available through the Court's Multi-Door Dispute
Resolution Division, with biographical information about each mediator, can be found at
www.dccourts.gov/medmalmediation/mediatorprofiles.  All individuals on the roster are judges or
lawyers with at least 10 years of significant experience in medical malpractice litigation.
D.C. Code § 16-2823(a). If the parties cannot agree on a mediator, the Court will appoint one.
D.C. Code § 16-2823(b).

The following persons are required by statute to attend personally the Early Mediation
Conference: (1) all parties; (2) for parties that are not individuals, a representative with settlement
authority; (3) in cases involving an insurance company, a representative of the company with
settlement authority; and (4) attorneys representing each party with primary responsibility for the
case. D.C. Code § 16-2824.

No later than ten (10) days after the early mediation session has terminated, Plaintiff must
eFile with the Court a report prepared by the mediator, including a private mediator, regarding:
(1) attendance; (2) whether a settlement was reached; or, (3)if a settlement was not reached, any
agreements to narrow the scope of the dispute, limit discovery, facilitate future settlement, hold
another mediation session, or otherwise reduce the cost and time of trial preparation.
D.C. Code§ 16-2826. Any Plaintift who is pro se may elect to file the report by hand with the Civil
Actions Branch. The forms to be used for early mediation reports are available at
www.dccourts.gov/medmalmediation.

Chief Judge Robert E. Morin
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