Summary Explanation of BJL Oddities

Bagell Josephs Levine & Company, LLC appears to operate solely from 406 Lippincott Drive,
Suite J, in Marlton NJ 08053. The principal service of the firm is that of certified public
accountants. The firm has registered with the Florida Department of Business and Professional
Regulation (DBPR) under license number AD0019680 (expires 12/31/2009), however, no Florida
address was found. The address shown in the DBPR database is the Marlton (NJ) address
shown above. The partners and professionals of the firm include:

e Carl H. Bagell (Managing Partner)
Neil Levine
Marc G. Nochimson
Glenn M. Josephs
David Firestone
Ciro Adams

Interestingly, although database information suggests that the firm is small in size, according to
information in government databases, the firm sponsored one H1B visa application in 2007, and
twelve H1B visa applications in 2008. No information was found which might explain the firm’'s
need for such a large number of foreign workers. The Scientology Critical Information Directory
lists the firm under the category of “Scientology-linked?” with the designation of “Yes”.

Operating from the exact same address in Marlton (NJ) is the firm of BJL Wealth Management
LLC. The principals of this latter firm (“Listed on the “Our Team” page of their website) include:

e Matthew Bagell

e Sam Brand

e Carl H. Bagell

e Charles Holmes
Based on information received, Carl H. Bagell utilizes the social security number 18X-XX-XXXX,
and he was born in 08/1952. Matthew Bagell utilizes social security number 15X-XX-XXXX, and
he was born in 10/1981. Because of the age difference between the parties, it is believed that the
two individuals are father and son.

In a recent report issued by the Public Company Accounting Oversight Board (PCAOB), dated
June 19.2008, copy attached, after completing an inspection of the Bagell accounting firm, the
Board identified “what it considered to be audit deficiencies”. The report went on to state that,
“The deficiencies identified in three of the audits reviewed included deficiencies of such
significance that it appeared to the inspection team that the Firm did not obtain sufficient
competent evidential material to support its opinion on the issuer’s financial statements.”



