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www.CS1GROUP.com 
Subject: Pre summons - Certified letters with acknowledgement of receipt

The High Council for the Notarial Profession and President B. Reynis – Paris #1A 010 222 8853 7
La Sécurité Nouvelle SA and the Chairman of the Board Mr. C. Minneraud - Paris

MMA - President T. Derez and Vice-President JC Seys - Paris

MMA–Division of the Disasters Liberal Profession and Mr. G. Dezecot Person in charge–Le Mans

The Regional Council of the Notaries Languedoc Roussillon and President JP Ferret Montpellier

The Aude Chamber of Notaries and President J. Laffon - Carcassonne

The Notarial Office and Mr. Duchan Notary - Chalabre

The ACAM and the Secretary General A. Mantel - Paris

And Certified letters with acknowledgement of receipt to French Government Representatives

The Ministry of Justice and Minister R. Dati - Paris

The Ministry of Finance and Minister C. Lagarde - Paris

Reference: Notification of the diversion of the legal compensation system of the victims of the notaries’ faults 
Dear Sir or Madam,

By means of this document, CS1 Group Legal Office, as representative of Texas Riding Line Co. and of its owner AND as representative of associated American companies linked with the Equestrian business of Texas Riding Line Co. and of its owner, Mr. Marc Campus, aforementioned: The 7S Ranch Inc., Stall 1 Company, Texas Riding Co., CS1 Ranch Inc., The 7 Stallions Inc., The Black Saddle Co., CS1 Group Legal Office Co. as well as the shareholders of the Groups: CS1 Group and Texas Riding Group, notifies the High Council for the Notarial Profession and any natural person or legal entity, public or private, involved in the unfair and fraudulent schemes aiming to cover an infringement of public writing forgery committed by Mr. Duchan in collusion with his colleagues within his office on February 2nd, 2004 located in Chalabre (11120) which substantial damage sustained by TRL Co. and its associates call for legal reparation, namely:

· Representative institutions of the notarial profession, public utility institutions: the High Council for the Notarial Profession (named CSN) in charge of the notaries’ representation and the management of the national guarantee’s fund, the Aude Chamber of Notaries and the Regional Council of Languedoc-Roussillon of the notarial profession, ordinal authority also in charge of the management of the regional guarantee’s fund, and Mr. Duchan and his Notarial Office in Chalabre.

· Mutual of Mans Insurances, insurance company in charge of the processing of notarial disasters at the national level and the only interlocutor as regards notaries’ professional civil liability compensation.

· The ACAM, independent Administrative Authority whose very mission is to make sure insurance companies apply the provisions of the Insurance Code.

This future writ of summons will aim to demonstrate the way in which the legal compensation procedure of the notaries’ clients is a system vitiated by the monopolistic self-management it is subjected to by the High Council for the Notarial Profession in his capacity as majority shareholder of Financière THEMIS holding the Group La Sécurité Nouvelle at the expense of Public Interest. 
The notarial profession is strictly regulated in France. The legal corpus regarding their profession is composed of the ordinance of November 2nd, 1945 related to the status of the notarial profession and the decrees of May 20th, 1955, related to public officers and members of the legal profession and to some representatives of the law, and December 19th, 1945 reporting regulation of public administration for the application of the status of the Notarial Profession. These latter legal texts also set up a compensation procedure for the notaries’ clients. This procedure aims to indemnify any victim that suffered damage because of the notaries’ faults in the discharge of their duties. These faults can be of two types: the so-called unintentional professional misconducts and the so-called intentional illegal schemes. To activate the “Compensation procedure”, the victims of notaries must lodge a complaint before the departmental Chamber of notaries in the jurisdiction where the faulty notary’s notarial office is for any intentional professional misconduct and before the notary for any professional fault.

Moreover the existence of this appeal procedure known as the compensation procedure is subjected to legal publicity through different mediums: in the form of small public notice within notarial offices, on the official sites of departmental chambers of notaries, regional Councils and the High Council for the Notarial Profession. To that purpose, let us quote the very terms of the High Council for the Notarial Profession available on the site of the institution in charge of the representation of the whole profession under the explicit title of “supervision and remedies”, “Through its status and the nature of the relationship he has with his clients, the notary is subjected to strict professional rules and supervision. These controls concern both the strictness of his whole legal activity and his book-keeping. Notarial “ethics” (or deontology) is the foundation of the notaries’ practice which leads to granted confidence from their client. It includes a whole combination of fundamental values (duties and obligations). As regards civil liability: “Any negligence of a notary, in the drafting of his deeds and in the checks he must carry out, can engage his liability. So as to be able to face its liability, the profession has a double mechanism of guarantee:

  Professional civil (third party) insurance. It aims to cover the consequences of the damage caused by a notary’s fault.

  Collective guarantee. The whole profession covers the notary’s clients against the damage caused by a notary’s intentional or criminally reprehensible faults, not covered by the insurance company. This guarantee is “unlimited”.
These extracts, chosen because of (or for) their revealing contents of the motivations for this procedure, enlighten us on the following points. First, the motivation of the law is clear: this compensation procedure has been set up to guarantee a compensation for the victims of notaries’ faults or illegal schemes. Their status of members of the legal profession practicing under supervision of the Ministry of Justice subjects them to checks and imposes duties and obligations on the profession. In an underlying way, victims have guarantees for two reasons. On the one hand, it is question of a public service of justice which is compulsory in many cases. Any person who wants to draft will under authentic form is under the legal obligation to turn to this public service of justice at the risk of seeing the authentic deed invalid. On the other hand, the deeds notaries receive within their offices are so important that the client is entitled to a reliable public service of justice, in the form of compensation guarantee. Second, the notaries’ liability is joint and several. This liability is not only civil but also criminal and disciplinary, notaries being subjected to the national Regulation of the notarial profession. Thus, this disciplinary liability is symbolically important in the eyes of the victims. The High Council for the Notarial Profession expresses it clearly: “Contrary to the criminal action which implies an infringement provided for and penalized by the law, the disciplinary action is admissible for breach of any ethical rule. The disciplinary action is independent of the criminal action. The disciplinary authority is the disciplinary chamber or the Court according to the seriousness of the defaults”. The disciplinary action is automatically activated by claiming to the Chamber of Notaries by filing a complaint of the victim. It is independent of the criminal action and of the civil action. Victims can thus expect that such a sanction will be pronounced in accordance with the principles of neutrality and impartiality provided for by article 6 of the European Convention on Human Rights without any possible prescription.

The ordinance of November 2nd, 1945 and the decrees specifying how it should be enforced and publications issued by the representative institutions of the notarial profession, let the CSN say loud and clear that the system known as “Compensation procedure of the victims”, set up is “the only one of its kind in the world”. The parliamentary debates which were held in 2004 (amendment implemented by the law n° 2004-130 of 2/11/2004) with regard to the amendment of the ordinance of November 2nd, 1945 show the general idea according to which this system is faultless. It is alleged and asserted as such.

A thorough reading of the legal texts, and an increased attention focused to the different mechanisms of such a system, lead us to a different conclusion.

As regards the professional civil liability, it falls only on the Mutual of Mans Insurance, known as MMA, insurance company of the whole notarial profession. The signing of such insurance contract at the national level between the High Council for the Notarial Profession and MMA was made possible by the law quoted previously of February 11th, 2004 reforming the status of some judicial or juridical professions, legal experts, industrial property councils and experts in public auctions, although this legal monopoly and the monopolistic position induced by this monopoly are against European Law and will have to be regularized soon.

This decision taken by the Parliament has been justified by the optimization of the management of such a contract by only one insurance company. The law does not mention the notaries’ legal defense policy also falling only on MMA. The fact, for an insurance company of managing at the same time the branch of professional civil liability and the branch of legal defense, is supervised for by the European directive of June 22nd, 1987. Each of these guarantees can thus be either entrusted to two insurance companies respectively or to only one insurance company. However in this last case, the directive stipulates that the insurance company must implement any measure allowing to prevent a conflict of interests (branch of professional civil liability and legal defense). The High Council for the Notarial Profession entrusted the two types of police to the same insurance company, MMA. The latter chose not to contract out one to another insurance company or another body in order to prevent a conflict of interests between the fact of indemnifying victims: and thus acknowledging the faults of notaries and the fact of defending out of court or before court its institutional client: what corresponds to a completely opposite view of acknowledging faults and thus, of compensation.
Given the complexity, the significance of this legal compensation, one can wonder about the relevance of such a choice.
The very allocation of this insurance contract to MMA is questionable since the High Council for the Notarial Profession is subjected to the Code on Government Procurement and thus to obligations of openness, publicity and competition. MMA, Government Corporation until 1987 is specialist in the management of such a contract since the 19th century. It follows that close links and a lasting collaboration exist between MMA and notaries, represented by the High Council for the Notarial Profession made up exclusively of notaries.
As regards the signing of contracts, the High Council for the Notarial Profession is thus subjected to the procedure of the Code on Government Procurement: it is question of implementing an effective competition between the various candidates likely to meet such a need: to insure the whole notarial profession. Rules of publicity, openness and competition provide for the signing of such an insurance procurement contract. MMA, Government Corporation until 1987 is specialist in the management of such a contract since the 19th century. It follows that close links and a lasting collaboration exist between MMA and notaries, represented by the High Council for the Notarial Profession made up exclusively of notaries. The allocation of this contract to MMA is thus questionable. The other insurance companies likely to be granted such a contract have been deprived because they have not benefited from close relationships with notaries. 
Consequently, at the first stage of the compensation system of the victims of notaries, victims are faced with the following issue: in case of professional misconducts, they are compelled to appeal to the only insurance company designated to centralize all the Notarial Disasters having close links with its institutional client, the High Council for the Notarial Profession. Is this centralization a guarantee of effectiveness, equity and Justice? The insurance contract represents a considerable amount in terms of contributions, as the reading of the decree n°55-604 of May 20th, 1955, related to public officers or members of the legal profession and to some representatives of the law, shows. The loss of an institutional client would be commercially detrimental to MMA especially since this contract is renegotiated each year. This issue leads to another, namely: Under these conditions (close links with notaries and fear to lose a very important contract), can MMA comply with the rules the insurer has to bear according to articles 113-5 et seq. of the Insurance Code: “at the time of the realization of the risk or at the end of the contract, the insurer must provide within the agreed period the service fixed by the contract and cannot be held beyond”. Actually, what are the effective arrangements made by MMA in order to assure the victims that the two branches will not interfere. It is question of a national procurement contract subjected to an obligation of openness. However, in the facts, the system is opaque, the High Council for the Notarial Profession does not inform clients of the existence of only one national insurance company, nor about which insurance company it is, the High Council for the Notarial Profession does not mention the way in which are managed the files of compensation as a whole, it is the same for MMA: there is no openness of the system, no supervision on the effectiveness of the management of this insurance contract although it constitutes a government contract. This lack of clarity hides a lack of control as regards this insurance procurement contract. One of the prerogatives of the High Council for the Notarial Profession is to make sure that the applicable legal provisions are implemented properly. However it is obvious that the High Council for the Notarial Profession did not only fail to carry out this mission but is also liable for these irregularities and drifts and that the French public authorities, by turning a blind eye on it because of the vulnerability of the political system, support these schemes at the expense of all the citizens bind by the law to turn to the public service of justice only provided by notaries. Such a drift and such a lack of control result in a potential risk for these citizens to lodge a complaint before the departmental chambers of notaries.

This lack of control conveys a drift as regards government contracts: the offense of favoritism proven by the close links and lasting collaboration existing between the High Council for the Notarial Profession and MMA. This collaboration which dates back to the 19th century has undeniably conditioned, or even for sure distorted the allocation of the government contract related to this insurance contract. As far as a public actor is concerned, favoritism consists in giving or trying to give to others an unjustified advantage by acting against the rules guaranteeing freedom of access and equality of the candidates in procurement contracts and public service state organizations (article 432-14 of the Penal Code: An offence punished by a two-year prison sentence and a €30000 fine is committed by any person holding public authority or discharging a public service mission or holding a public electoral mandate or acting as a representative, administrator or agent of the State, territorial bodies, public corporations, mixed economy companies of national interest discharging a public service mission and local mixed economy companies, or any person acting on behalf of any of the above-mentioned bodies, who obtains or attempts to obtain for others an unjustified advantage by an act breaching the statutory or regulatory provisions designed to ensure freedom of access and equality for candidates in public procurement contracts and delegated public services”). The sanction is a 2-year prison sentence and a €30.000 fine in addition to supplementary sentences.

As regards notaries’ joint liability, the victims which could not obtain redress before the notary and his insurance company, are entitled to call for reparation before the regional guarantee’s fund through the Syndic. Further to the complaint filed by the victims before the departmental chamber of notaries, the Syndic processed the complaint and passed it on to MMA, as previously mentioned, or to the Regional Council of notaries to engage the notaries’ joint liability. The latter has a double function: ordinal authority and regional guarantee’s fund in charge of indemnifying victims for all the criminally reprehensible schemes of notaries. 
At this stage of the procedure, the law does not make mention of the processing of the complaints by the Syndic, of the involvement of a subsidiary company of the High Council for the Notarial Profession: La Sécurité Nouvelle, LSN Assurances, named LSN. LSN is a subsidiary company of Financière Thémis held in majority by the High Council for the Notarial Profession. LSN Assurances is in charge of the risk management regarding the notaries’ insurance contract. LSN intervenes in the whole compensation procedure including at the regional guarantee’s funds and the national guarantee’s fund levels (which are also managed by MMA). Its intervention, at the stage of the complaint filing by the victims before the syndic of the departmental chamber, assure the High Council for the Notarial Profession that the subsidiary company, which is under its control, best attends to its financial interests. That corresponds perfectly to the title of the LSN’s mission “risk management”. What are the risks regarding a compensation procedure which sole purpose, provided for by the law, is to indemnify victims as fairly as possible? It is not question of the risk of not indemnifying victims as fairly as possible but to keep fructifying financial interests in the form of contributions deposited by notaries in the regional and national guarantee’s funds and whose amount was already considerable in 1955 (decree n°55-604 of May 20th, 1955 related to public officers or members of the legal profession and to some representatives of the law) became noticeably higher with the passing years than the amount mentioned in 1955. The intervention of a subsidiary company of CSN, through a doubtful arrangement organized by La Sécurité Nouvelle and the CSN in the course of a disciplinary procedure that the CSN supervised is completely illegal especially as it allows the bypassing of the usual and impartial compensation procedure of the victims of notaries. (Mr. Mineraud, manager of the Group La Sécurité Nouvelle transferred his shares to CSN allowing it to become majority shareholder and thus to control the LSN Group including LSN Assurances). Before any decision making by the Syndic as regards actions to be taken concerning a complaint, the advice of LSN is recorded in the form of an expert opinion: the opinion, or more precisely the expertise of LSN on each complaint file is determining in the follow-up actions taken by the Syndic, it conditions the form of the passing on of the files to MMA, to the notaries’ regional guarantee funds and the passing on of the disciplinary file to the Regional Councils of notaries, ordinal authorities on the subject. However, victims of notaries do not know all the mysteries of such an opaque system set up by the High Council for the Notarial Profession and which improperly manages the notaries’ joint liability in an automatic way through the arrangement carried out thanks to the LSN Group. According to the law, at this stage, victims should be informed of the existence of only one insurance company (MMA) interlocutor in charge of the management of all the notaries’ disasters. The Syndic must also keep them informed of the evolution of their compensation files and disciplinary procedure. The information of the victims is a legal requirement resulting from the law of 1986: each member of the legal profession must inform the clients who ask for it. However the facts prove that it is the other way round. Obtaining all this information is subject to the intervention of LSN Assurances whose decision conditions illegally the disciplinary results of the complaint and the results of the victims’ compensation files.

The question which must be asked is: what are the purposes of such a system which is against the law? This transfer of shares between the LSN Group and the High Council for the Notarial Profession was aiming to facilitate deviances and frauds of LSN Assurances thanks to the institutional position of the High Council for the Notarial Profession. The purpose of this arrangement was to bypass the compensation procedure and to get their joint enrichment by speculating in the funds intended for the compensation of the victims. This intervention was not mentioned by the High Council for the Notarial Profession in the presentation of the legal compensation procedure on its official site. For what reasons such a silence about the intervention of a subsidiary company of the institution within the compensation procedure and the notaries’ disciplinary procedure? There is a logical answer to this question. The parallel marketing activities of the institution are against the law. Articles 13 et seq. of the decree of December 19th, 1945 ban the notaries from fulfilling some activities incompatible with the duty of members of the legal profession. The SPECULATION of CSN within LSN is illegal according to article 13 of the decree of December 19th, 1945: “1° ban from carrying out any stock exchange or business operation, bank, discount and broking speculation; 2°ban from involving in the management of any company or trading or industry firm”. This institution’s speculation is all the more reprehensible since it comes within the illegal catch of interests. The High Council for the Notarial Profession has a holding in the company in charge of the risk management as regards the notaries’ insurance contract and the notaries’ joint liability. Risk management within the “Compensation procedure” has never been provided for by the law which only emphasizes on the fair and equitable compensation of the victims without any possible economic considerations, hence the creation of the notaries’ joint liability. In the eyes of the law, the enrichment constitutes an illegal catch of interests and a concealment of illegal catch of interests. The transfer of shares between Mr. Mineraud and the High Council for the Notarial Profession is thus a contract concluded in violation of the decree of December 19th, 1945 reporting regulation of public administration for the implementation of the profession of notaries’ status. According to jurisprudence, the Court of criminal appeal long since admitted that the offense of illegal catch of interests is constituted by the patrimonial personal interest taken by a person fulfilling civil services in a business on which he or she exerts one of the forms of control provided for by the law.
The offense of illegal catch of interests is intended to penalize the absence of independence of the public officer and to prevent the conflicts of interest which would follow on from the partiality of the civil servant or of the member of the legal profession. In short, the High Council for the Notarial Profession controls the company, LSN Insurances, which is in charge of bringing its legal expertise in the course of the compensation procedure of the victims of notaries. As previously stated, LSN Assurances intervenes illegally within the three levels of this compensation system. Under the terms of the ordinance of November 2nd, 1945 related to the status of the notarial profession, the High Council for the Notarial Profession must make sure that this procedure is working properly and thus supervise the insurance company in charge of the processing of the files of notaries’ professional misconducts and the insurance company in charge of insurance council as regards activation and course of the compensation procedure. According to law n°2004-130 of February 11th, 2004 revising the ordinance of 1945, the purpose of the conclusion of such a contract was the fair and equitable compensation of the victims and not the enrichment of the High Council for the Notarial Profession through the LSN. We have to point out that the law provided for the conclusion of the insurance policy with only one insurance company. However, in the facts, the conclusion of the contract was double: on the one hand with MMA in charge of the management of professional civil liability and on the other hand with LSN Assurances, controlled by the High Council for the Notarial Profession, through a legal arrangement as doubtful as illegal, in charge of insurance council with regard to the whole compensation procedure of the victims (professional civil liability and notaries’ joint liability), or even the disciplinary procedure (Syndic requesting automatically the opinion of LSN Assurances and following its opinion).

This consideration leads to another: by which means has the High Council for the Notarial Profession allocated the risk management government contract to the Group La Sécurité Nouvelle? What motivation has this institution given to explain the signing of such a contract? The Court of Cassation gave us an extremely precise answer. The problem we are faced with is the vulnerability of the French political system characterized by the “pantouflage” and the drifts on public procurement contracts: offense of favoritism and clientelism.

The vulnerability of the French political system is due to the “pantouflage” (illegal catch of interests) but also to the drifts on public procurement contracts found by X. Samuel public auditor in the Court of Cassation in an article entitled “OVERVIEW OF THE JURISPRUDENCE OF THE COURT OF CRIMINAL APPEAL AS REGARDS ILLEGAL CATCH OF INTERESTS AND BREACH OF FREEDOM OF ACCESS AND OF THE EQUALITY OF THE CANDIDATES IN PROCUREMENT CONTRACTS”. The offense of favoritism and clientelism is characterized by the fact that the contract of insurance council must meet in its attribution the obligations of the Procurement Contract Code (openness, setting in competition and equality between all the candidates in procurement contracts). The fact for the CSN of allocating such a contract to a subsidiary company, in the case in point, LSN Assurances, of a company (LSN Group) which it illegally controls in the facts is thus liable to the offense of favoritism.

Because of the specific nature of law’s public service missions falling to the High Council for the Notarial Profession and of the financing by public funds of many of its missions and of the supervision exerted by the Department of justice on its organization and running, the signature of such a contract is illegal. It follows that the interventions as an insurance council carried out by LSN Assurances (controlled by CSN) are illegal both on the level of the compensation procedure (the law of 2004 did not provide for an insurance policy with only one insurance company for rationality reasons) and on the level of the disciplinary procedure (intervention of LSN Assurances is all the more incongruous since this council does not come within its remit: indeed, the notaries’ discipline is exerted by the regional councils, ordinal authorities, upon submission of a case to the Chambers of notaries expressly according to the ordinance of 1945).

This intervention directly to the plaintiff victim concerns the usurpation of power: on which foundation such an intervention can be justified? The official position of LSN Insurances in this complicated mechanism has never been precisely determined.

One can wonder about the purpose of such an intervention of LSN Assurances: The intervention of LSN Assurances constitutes an influence peddling (Influence peddling consists in offering advantages, more or less material, to obtain from a public decision maker that he takes advantage of his influence in order to make a public administration pronounce favorable decision [Article 431-1 Penal Code]) since it conditions the whole compensation procedure and it was allowed thanks to the transfer of the shares between Mr. Mineraud and the High Council for the Notarial Profession. The decisions of an establishment of PUBLIC UTILITY under supervision of the Ministry of Justice were in favor of Mr. Mineraud and the LSN Group’s interests and those of Financière Thémis controlled by the High Council for the Notarial Profession. The decisions of the High Council for the Notarial Profession must be considered as public decisions (this decision making has been transferred to the Chamber of Notaries by ordinance, especially the ordinance of November 2nd, 1945 related to the status of the notarial profession and the decree of December 19th, 1945). That explains the shares transferred to the High Council for the Notarial Profession. Fraud constitutes a specific strategy which can be used at the various stages of the public decision-making process. According to the administrative decision making, the members of the legal profession, in charge of the legal compensation of the victims, deliberately turned their decision in favor of the High Council for the Notarial Profession and the LSN Group’s illegal interests. This fraud lives on the weaknesses of the French legal and political system.

Relating this opaque system leads us to read again the presentation of the compensation procedure of the notaries’ clients. There is only one obvious conclusion: it is question of deceptive and misleading advertizing whose only purpose is to reassure clients. Does this presentation make mention of Financière Thémis, LSN Group, LSN Assurances? It seems that a more precise presentation would have allow clients to best assess their interests and to wonder if they can be indemnified in case of a mistake slipping into their deeds because of the notary’s professional misconduct? The presentation asserts it. However, the facts prove the contrary: the intervention of LSN Assurances in the form of very specialized insurance expertise aims to reduce the risks for the High Council for the Notarial Profession. No study has shown that clients file complaints in an abusive way: the institution even makes mention of less complaints. Risks for the institution do not come from malevolent clients whose purpose is to damage the institution and notaries who serve on behalf of the French State but rather from not indemnifying victims to keep the funds intended for compensation and to fructify this capital only for their personal interest. The information given by the High Council for the Notarial Profession is thus misleading and deceptive according to article L 121-1 of the Code of Consumption.

As precisely stipulated in article L 121-1 of the Consumer Code: “All advertising comprising, in any form whatsoever, representations, information or presentations which are false or likely to mislead, is prohibited, where the latter cover one or more of the items listed hereinafter: existence, nature, composition, substantial qualities, content in useful principles, species, origin, quantity, mode and date of manufacture, properties, price and terms of sale of goods or services which are the subject of advertising, conditions for their use, results which may be expected from their use, reasons for sale or service provision, sale or service provision procedures, scope of obligations undertaken by the advertiser, the identity, qualities or aptitude of the manufacturer, retailers, promoters or service providers”.
Given the aforementioned developments, the reprehensible facts of the High Council for the Notarial Profession are the infringements of illegal catch of interests, obstruction of justice, favoritism, clientelism, complicity of influence peddling, misleading and deceptive advertising and offense of conspiracy and fraudulent agreement aiming to cover the notaries’ unintentional and intentional professional misconducts. All the actors of the system (accomplices and beneficiaries), Notaries, departmental Chambers, regional Councils, the High Council for the Notarial Profession, the LSN Group, Mutual of Mans Insurances and the ACAM, AAI (Independent administrative authority) in charge of the control of the insurance companies, which keeps silent on the High Council for the Notarial Profession’s illegal arrangements in order not to indemnify the victims. Given that the faults are not denounced and are passed over in silence by French State’s public officers and civil servants, victims are not indemnified. The saying “No interest, no action” turns into “no acknowledged fault/no sentence, no compensation”.

The French government and Parliament are informed of such a system of compensation which does not fulfill its very first aim/function: to indemnify the victims, but to fill the cashbox of the High Council for the Notarial Profession and the companies it controls through extremely lucrative holdings. The French State is thus liable for this state of facts given that it protects notaries and their fraudulent arrangements at the expense of the victims’ rights. These doubtful arrangements have been denounced, among other things, by investigation articles like the one of “Les Echos” dated March 26th, 2008.

Contrary to French Criminal Law, American Criminal Law (Model Penal Code) prescribes the CUMULATIVE SENTENCES. Complicity of illegal catch of interests, concealment of illegal catch of interests, usurpation of power, obstruction of justice, offense of favoritism will be subjected to heavy fines and prison sentences to run consecutively with punitive damages and according to International law, the Federal Courts of Justice of the United States will be able to assess equal to the illegal schemes of the “CSN et al.” in the diversion of the French Legal procedure of recovery and compensation of the Victims of Notaries, as well as the consecutive damage worsening the financial and moral damage which led to this compensation procedure whose hindrance to free enterprise are highly detrimental to the TRL Co.’s interests (US Corporation) and those of its associates (legal entities and natural persons) linked with the International Equestrian Business.

Marie Campus

Director
1
Diversion of the Legal compensation procedure of the Victims of Notaries by  “CSN et al.”


