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other duly authorized corporate or governmental entities who caused or contributed to the incident
or incidents for which the Plaintiff seeks damages, and/or are vicariously and/or otherwise liable
for the acts, commissions, or other culpable conduct of those who did cause or contribute to the
incidents alleged.

Statement of Facts

The DNC and the Clinton Campaign
Become One

42. On April 12, 2015, Clinton declared her candidacy for President of the United
States. Clinton sought the nomination of the Democratic Party.

43. Shortly thereafter, in April 2015, the Clinton Campaign retained Perkins Coie, a
law firm with longstanding ties to the Democratic Party, as its general counsel.’

44. It was clear from the early days of the Democratic primaries that the DNC—which
according to its own rules, is required to “maintain impartiality and evenhandedness” during the
Democratic Primary nominating process—was backing Clinton and favored her as the preferred
Democratic nominee.®

45. For example, in a confidential, inter-office DNC memorandum dated May 26, 2015
(the “DNC Memo”), which only came to light after the DNC servers were hacked by an individual
using the name “Guccifer 2.0,” it was noted that the DNC sought to “provide a contrast between
the GOP field and HRC” and that it would “[u]se specific hits to muddy the waters around ethics,
transparency and campaign finance attacks on HRC.”’

46. Notably, the DNC Memo also stated that, in order to “muddy the waters” around

3 Indictment at § 10.

¢ DNC Charter and Bylaws, Art. 5 § 4.

7 Complaint, Ex. A (ECF Doc. No. 8), Wilding v. DNC Services Corp., et al., case no. 0:16-cv-61511-WJZ,
Southern District of Florida (July 13, 2016).
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Clinton’s perceived vulnerabilities as a candidate, the DNC had outlined a plan to “damage
Republican presidential candidates’ credibility with voters by looking for targeted opportunities to
undermine their specific messaging.” The DNC Memo also discussed “opposition research” and
a strategy to “utilize the research to place highly targeted hits” against Republican candidates.®

47. Around that same time, as later disclosed through a WikilLeaks release of
confidential DNC documents, Schultz, the head of the DNC, stated in an e-mail that Clinton’s
Democratic competitor, Bernie Sanders, “isn’t going to be president.”

48. Furthermore, Donna Brazile, then vice-chair of the DNC, said in criticism of
Schultz: “She hadn’t been very interested in controlling the party — she let Clinton’s headquarters
in Brooklyn do as it desired so she didn’t have to inform the party officers how bad the situation
was.”

49.  Inoraround mid-2015, in an effort to foster greater coordination and cohesion with
Clinton and the Clinton Campaign, the DNC retained the same law firm, Perkins Coie, to serve as
its general counsel.

50. Two of Perkins Coie’s senior partners, Elias and Sussmann, were largely
responsible for handling the firm’s representation of the DNC and the Clinton Campaign in their
legal, political, and other affairs. Elias, in particular, was designated as “General Counsel” for
both the DNC and the Clinton Campaign.

51.  In or around August 2015, Elias and Sussmann negotiated a Joint Fund-Raising
Agreement between their two clients, the DNC and the Clinton Campaign.

52. The Joint Fund-Raising Agreement was nothing more than a thinly veiled effort to

align the interests and operations of the DNC and the Clinton Campaign by giving the Clinton

81d.
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Campaign control over the DNC, an organization that was supposed to remain impartial.

53. Specifically, the Joint Fund-Raising Agreement—which was entered into months
before Clinton won the Democratic nomination—specified that, in exchange for raising money
and investing in the DNC, the Clinton Campaign would control the DNC’s finances, strategy, and
all the money raised. Her campaign had the right of refusal on who would be the party
communications director, and it would make final decisions on all the other staff. The DNC also
was required to consult with the campaign about all other staffing, budgeting, data, analytics, and
mailings.’

54. Given the intimate ties between the DNC and the Clinton Campaign, and the
amount of control that Clinton exerted over both, it was clear that the organizations’ interests were
aligned and they shared a common purpose: get Clinton elected President by any means necessary.
The Clinton Campaign and DNC Conspire
With Their Attorneys, Perkins Coie, to Frame
Republican Candidate Donald J. Trump

55. On June 16, 2015, Donald J. Trump announced his candidacy for President and
sought the Republican nomination.

56. Seeking to thwart Trump’s campaign and to diminish the likelihood of him winning
the election, the Clinton Campaign and the DNC devised a nefarious scheme to discredit,
delegitimize and defame him by proliferating a false narrative that Donald J. Trump and his
campaign were actively colluding with Russia to interfere in the 2016 Presidential Election.

57.  This plot was conceived and funded by Clinton, the Clinton Campaign, and DNC
and would require the participation, cooperation and assistance of many individuals and entities

acting in concert with one another to willfully carry out numerous tortious and criminal acts. The

° Donna Brazile, Hacks: The Inside Story of the Break-ins and Breakdowns that Put Donald Trump in the White
House, November 7, 2017.
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Defendants had a meeting of minds and a common objective: to irreparably harm Trump’s ability
to get elected and to end his political career.

58. To start, the Clinton Campaign and the DNC enlisted the assistance of their joint
attorneys, Perkins Coie.

59. The Clinton Campaign and the DNC chose Perkins Coie to oversee and coordinate
their plan for a specific purpose — they anticipated that conspiring with their legal counsel would
help conceal their dealings under the shroud of attorney-client privilege. However, attorney-client
privilege is wholly inapplicable to the pertinent discussions between these parties — not only were
the communications between the DNC/Clinton Campaign and Perkins Coie non-legal in nature,
they were also in furtherance of criminal and fraudulent wrongdoing.

60. Specifically, the Clinton Campaign and the DNC directed Perkins Coie to
coordinate a two-pronged plan to publicly and falsely denigrate Donald J. Trump, with Elias and
Sussmann each leading parallel operations to wrongly implicate him as colluding with Russia.

61. On one front, Elias would work with Fusion GPS and a host of others to develop a
dossier, based on lies and misinformation purporting to show an incriminating link between Trump
and Russia, which would be used to mislead law enforcement officials and ignite a media frenzy.

62. On a separate front, Sussmann would commission the information technology
company, Neustar, to brazenly hack servers from highly-sensitive locations—including Donald J.
Trump’s private residence, Trump Tower, and, most shockingly, the White House—to uncover
proprietary data that could then be manipulated to give the impression that Trump was engaged in

illegitimate business with a Russian bank, Alfa Bank.
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