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Settlement Agreement

THIS SETTLEMENT AGREEMENT (hereinafter “the Agrecment)is made

and entered intc this day of Octaber, 2000, by and between HAL GOOCH, CHRIS

GOOCH, GOOCH SUPPORT SYSTEMS, INC. and GOOCH ENTERPRISES, INC.
(hereinafier “"GOOCH”) as Plaintifls, and MAHALBEL LEE LUSTER d/b/a Go Diamond

Productions and/ or Lustervision, (horeinaftor “LUSTER") as Defendant. At certain times

in this Agreement, GOOCH and LUSTER will be referred to as the “Parties™,

RECITALS
WHEREAS, on August 17, 1994 GOOCH filed a civil action against LUSTER for

Fraud, Replevin, Convoersion, Accounting, Civil Theft, Brench of Fiduciary Duty and for

Injuaction. Thatcivil scrionis entitled Gooch Suppogt Systems, Inc.. Gooch Entorpriscs.
Inc., Hal Geochand Chris Gooch v. Mahaleel Loc Luster, Broward County Circuit Court,

Case No, 94-09881 (03). The operative complaint is the Sccond Amended Complaing

and
Tortious

WHERFEAS, LUSTER filed a Counterclaim against GOOCI for

Interforence With A Business Relationship, Defamation, Assault, False Imprisonment,

Intentional Infliction Of Emotional Diswuess, Breach Of Contract and Conversion, The

aperative Counterclaim is the Amonded Counterclaim; and N
THESE Counrs Retovk To NS \_1 ‘
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In Re: Gooch v. Luster Casze No. $4-09881 (03

WHEREAS, it is the Parties” desire to cettle and compromise the Action on the

terms aet forth herein, without admission of liability.

AGREEMENT

NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the premises and mutual covenants,
promises and underlakings herein comntained, and for other good and valuable

consideration, the receipt of which is hereby scknowledged by and betwesn the Partios,

the Parties have agrecd and do herchy agree as follows:

The Parties sgree that all of the preamble clauses sct forth above are incorpocated
by reference, and axe to be considered part of this Agreement. The Partics are entering
into this Agreement with full and compiete knowledge of the facte set forth in the

preamble. The Partics each scknowledge that the statemonts made in the preamble are

trae and corvect.

2. EAXMENT XO LUSTER

Concurrently with execution of this Agreemont, GOOUCH will pay to LUSTER as
compensatory damages, the sum of Twenty Thousend and No/100 Dollars ($20,000.00).

The cheek ashall be made payabie to Sperry, Shapiro & Kashi, P.A., Trust Account.

LUSTER was susd for indemnity by scvoral Amway distribuwtors for whom

LUSTER had donc video production/video editing work in the matter of Tim Folcy.
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In Re: Goock v, Luster

Lee Luster d/b/a Lustervision, Cross-Defendant, United States District Court, Middle

Diztrict of Florida, Orinndo Division, Case No. 96-175-CIV-ORL-3ABF (18). Aftera

jury verdict the Court entered Judgments against LUSTER in favor of Anderson, Haugen
and Grabill.

O or about April 13, 1999 g civil judgment was entered in favor of Bruce and
Wondy Anderson and against LUSTHER in the principal amount of $135,473.06. Same
wags recorded in the Public Records of Broward County, Florida in O . R. Book 29033 at
Page 1244/1245. On or about April 27, 1999, s cost judpgment was entered in favor of
Brace and Wendy Anderson and againat LUSTER in the smount of 81,929 46 . Same was
recorded in the Public Rocords of Browasd Coumty, Florida in Q.R. Book 29933 at

Pagel239.
On or about April 13, 1999 a civil judgment was ontered in favox of Randy and

Valerie Haugen and against LUSTER in the principal svaount of $85,589.34, Sume was
recorded in the Public Records of Broward County, Florida in O.R. Book 29933 at
Pagci244/1245. On or about April 27, 1999, a cest judgment was catered in favor of

Randy and Valerie Haugen and against LUSTER in the amount o $1,563.47. Same was

3

SAAPONALD & CRAWFGAD, ¥ & ATTORMEYE AT LAW % 375 S0 TRHATRERY, SU0TS 201, 7. LALMERDALE. FL FRAAL & (R84} 48329 F PAX {BE| 463-0793
FASIAMAWERINLIOTE\setrliemontd agr. wpd

To-Litehford & Christop Page GO2

Received  03-BI-2003  16:18 From—



Aug-01-03 04:14F Spervry, Shapiro & Kashi,

B
B L

In Re: Gooch v. Luster Case No. 94-09381 (03)

recordod in the Public Records of Broward County, Florida in O.R. Book 29933 at Page

1241,
On or about April 13, 1999 a civil judgment was entered in favor of Parker and

Cindy Grabill and agsinst LUSTER in the principal amount of $29,621.61. Same was
recorded in the Public Recerds of Broward County, Florids in O.R. Book 29933 a1
Pagel244/1245, On or about April 27, 1999, & cost judgment was entered in favor of
Parker and Cindy Grubill and against LUSTER in the amount of $691.88. Sume was

1ecorded in the Public Records of Broward County, Florida in O.R. Book 29933 ag

Papel243.
<3 &
W All of the foregoing judpments beat intcrest at the rate of 4.732% uniil paid.
N4 _ ;
dl L As a part of the Agreement, und to further compensate LUSTER, GOOCH will

the holders of the judgments which gai

pay the settioment amounts due from LUSTER to

ﬂ“ ——F SUMs 808 necessary o satisfy the Judgmonts referenced above, The holders of the

judgments will pravide to LUSTER in rccordable form, the Satisfactions of Judgment

necessary to csncel the foregoing judgments of record. It shall be LUSTER's

responsibility to rocord the Satisfsctions of Judgments and pay the cost of recording.
Also, LUSTER shall disouss the pending appesl taken by' him 1o the Bleventh Cirouit
Court of Appeals, with regard to the judgments reforenced carliex in this Agreement.

Ia addition, the action for Proceedings Supplementary pending in the United

States District Court, Southern District of Florida, Case No, 00-6357.CIV-Zloch, will
Hioberd odse

L

HIDOMALD & CLAWFORD, F.A. ATTORMEYS AT LAY & 315 0.5, TR CYRRET, SUIYE SO0, 11, LAUDERDALE, FL $1301 & {34 5622700 FAX {234) 4436930
FASTM W PRI Etretilgment £ agv vpd

Recaived  48-03-20083 16:1% from- To-iLitchiord & Christon Page 043



Aug-01~-03 04:16P Sperry, Shapiro & Kashi,

e
'y > A .
-” SR

In Re: Goock v. Luster Case No. 94-09831 (03)

be dismissed once this Agreement has been fully excouted and LUSTER bas cxecuted the

Alfidavil referenced berecinxfter.

4. RAWFOOTAGE VIREOTAFE

During the yesrs 1992, 1993 and 1994, LUSTER shot various raw foouge.
videotape of various funotions of events for oertain Amway distributors or during those
same years, various Amway distributors provided to LUSTER various raw footage
videotapes for use on their bohelf by LUSTER. Some of the raw footape recoived by
LUSTER did not belong to the various Amway distributors who gavoe thetape to LUSTER
and some of it included footage.of family members who have since deceased. As such,
much of thit raw footage is of a sentimontal valuc to the various distributors, These
distributors are cither in the downline organization of GOOCH or are acquainted with
him. To the ¢extont LUSTER has & written inventory of these raw footage videotapes, he
shal] provide same to GOOCIL.

I.USTER represents that he has none of the raw footage videotipes or portions
thereof and that further hic has not retained a copy for himself or for third persons.
LUSTER farther rcpresents that he recently had inhis posscesion some of the videotapes
represented in the preceding paragraph but that he twned over ail videotapes or copies
of same to Donald B. Christopher, Bsquire of Orlando, Florids pursuant to a lawfully
issucd subpoona from the United States District Court for tho Western District of

Michigan. LUSTER further represents that the videotapes will not be returmed to him and

5

MADGMALT & CLAWEORTS, F.h, ATTOANSYE AT LAV ® 305 55, TEHSTRREE, SUITE 03, FT. LAVDSKDALE, FLASIRL @ (0I4) AR1-RTLT PAK (454 42 425Y
FASIARW P WINGO? E\rattiementd.agr.wpd

Recebved  D8-B1-2003 1619 From~ To-Litehford & Christon Paxa 0%



Aug~-01l-0F O4:15F Sparvy, Shapiro & Kashi,

+

Recajved GOE-D1-PQ03  15:14 From-

e

In Re: Gooch v. Luster Case No. $4-09831 (03

that he will not request same. LUSTER understands that Donald C, Christopher, Esquire
will turn the videotapes over to the R1IAA. LUSTER specifically scknowledges that he

has no clzim or Yien on any of the raw footage videotapes and makes no such clatm, or it:

made, horeby reieases any such claim or lien.

s.  EDITED VIDEQTARES

LUSTER hasz edited varinus videotapos involving GOOCH, members of his
dowaline or members of anothor Amway organization who is sacquaianrted with GOOCH.,

LUSTER represonts that he has none of the edited videotapes or portions thercof
and that further ke has not retained a copy for himself or for third persens., LUSTER
further repmsenﬁ that herecontly has had in hispossession some of the cdited videotapes
but that he turned over sii videotapes orcopies of sume to Donald E. Christopher, Ezqeire
of Orlando, Florida pursuant lo a lawfully issued subpoens from the United States
District Court for the Western District of Michigan. LUSTER further ropresents that the
edited videotapes will not be returned to him and that he will not request same, LUSTER
vnderstands that Donald C. Christopher, Bsguire will turn the edited videotapes overto
the RIAA. The inteat of this portion of the Agreement is to meke certain that LUSTER
does not aad will not possess or have access 10 any videotape of GOOCH, members of his
downline or any bf the distibutors seferepced hercin and that henceforth, LUSTER will

not atilize for any purpose whatsoever, any videotapo that he sither produced, edited or

had in his possorsion at any time.

]
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6. COSIR AND FEES

- Each of the Partics shall bear his or its own costs and attorney’s foos

incurred in this Action.

7. RELEASE.

Bxcept for the performance of the terms of this Agreoment and any

exveptions specificaily set forth in this Agresment, cach Party hereby sbsolutely, fully
and forever rolesses oach and every other Party and his or its respactive represeatatives,
officers, direciors, heirs, executors, administrators, successors, ssgigns, owners,
predocessors, operating companies, affiliates, parent and subsidiary companies,
employees, atiorneys and ageats, from any and all claims relating to the prosecution or
defense of the Action. This relcaseis notintended to noris it to be construcd as & general
release by the Partios, Moreover, the vreloases contained hercin are Hmited to the Claims
described in the Preamblo above, and nothing contained herein shall be deomed to reicase

any of the Partics or anyone elso from any cleims arising in the future as a result of agy

act, conduct or omizsion after the date hereof.

8. REPRESENTATION AND WARBANIIES

The undorsigned represent and warrant that they bave all nscesaary and requisite
authorizations to, and arc fully and compistcly empowered to, enter into 1his Agreement

on bechalf of themgolves and agree (o each and every oac of its terms and conditions,

7
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In Ra: Goock v, Luster

2. CONFIRENTIALITY.

- Tho terms of this Agreement arc confidential. The Parties will not dizcusy,

Case No. PL.0988; (03

publish, make public or in any way disclese or permir to be disclosed to any lhird party,
the terms of this sottlement. Auny violation of this provision of the Agrosment ghall bc‘
punishablo by contempt and the violating party shall disgorge any monies and sny other
benefits received under this Agreoment. Notwithstanding the foregoing, this paragraph

shall not apply to disclosures required by law, by court order, or as is necessary to

enforce this Agrecment.
16. BINDING ON SUCCESSORS.
All of the terms and provisions of this Agroement shall be binding upon snd

shall inure to the benefit of the Parties and their respective employces, assigns, heirs,

sdmigistrators, oxecutors, snd successors.

Il. MODIFICAIION.

This Agreement may not be amended or modified orally or by conduel

occurring before or after execution of this Agreemont. All amcndiuents and

modifications must be in weiting, signed by all Parties.

12. NEGOTIATED AGREEMENT,

This Agreement shall bo deemed to have beon drafted jointly by the Parcies,

and the langusge of this Agrooment shall not be construed or interproted for or agaiust

any of the Parties.
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13. INDERPENRENT COUNSEL.
- The Partics acknowledge that they have been represented by independent
iegal counsel of their own choice, or kave had the opportunity to and have chosen not to

be represented by such independont legal counsel, throughout all negotiations which

proceded the oxecution of this Agreement.

14. ATLTORNEYS'FEES AND COSTSE,

In the event of any litigation arizing out of the subject matter of or related

to this Agreement, in addition to il other rights and romedies which may be availablo,

costs of suit and reasonable attarncys’ foes incurred, shall be awarded (o the prevailing

Puarty or Parties.

15. COUNTERPARYS.

This Agreement may be execuled in one or more counterparts, including
facsimile copics thercof, cach of which shall be deemed an originsl, and all of which

together shall constitute cne aad the same document.

16. GOVERNING LAW

The laws of the State of Florida shall govern the wvalidity, construction,
enforcement, modificution, interprotation and effect of thiz Agreement.

17.. PARYIAL INYALIDITY.

In the cvent any clauso or provision ofthis Agreement shall be held invalid by any

Court, itis vnderstood and agreed that suchinvalid cinuse orprovision of this Agreemont

. 9
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shall have no effeot upon the validity of any other portion of this Agreement. All ofthe
othor proviviops of this Agreement shall remaio vatid and enforesablc,

15, YERUVE _ .
The parties agres that Broward Connty, Florida shall be the proper venue for s}

purposcs concerning this Agreemeat, inoluding any enforvement ormodifications heraof
Howaver, the partios may agres o changy such vonus sz slrowmstances warrsnt.

IN WYINESS WRERKOF, the parties have hersunto sut their hands and sosis on

the date first-sbove written.

Wiﬁun: asto HAL GOOCH:

2 sy
odaxr G N emtes.

Witnezsss as to CHRIS GOOCH:

-~

By mie— (|
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Witnesses 8110 GOOCH SUPPORT: GOOCH SUPPORT SYSTEMS, INC.,

.._M Q. I othe

Witnosses o8 to GOOCH BENT, INC.:

' Q‘ o

—absotta C. Inicctec. e

STAYTE OF NORTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF DAVIDSON :
T warep i -

The foreguing instrument was ncknowlodged befn:omibh,_ﬂdsy om
2000, wmooocn,m pmwm»metﬂthMam

dp e
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF DAVIDSON

- ) 11 oraeomiieh
The foregoing instrument was scknowjedgod beforc mothis J0 #) day of Getebes;,
CHRIS GOOCH, who is personslly known to me or who hasproduced s driver's

Notary Public Sigmgm
.—SM_L.Q‘J%[L_&G: e
Nameo Typed, Frinted or Stamped

STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF DAVIDSON

77 perenrin
The forcgoing instrament was sacknowledged before mothiso/O ¥ day of Geteber,

2000, by HAL QOOCH, as Premzident of GOOCH SUPPORT SYSTEMS, INC., who is
personally kaows 1o me o who has proéuced » drives's license ax identification.

Qh
Notary Public Sigoature

Chopeell Melee.
Name Typod, Printed or Stamped

My Commiszion expires: 9~ 7~ 03

Evs

13
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STATE OF NORTH CAROLINA
COUNTY OF DAVIDSON

7!
The foragoing instrument was acknowiedged befors me this_£2#4 dey of.
2000, by HAL GOOCH at President of GOOCH ENTERPRISES, INC., who s personsily

hmhwcuwhhasmodmdadﬁﬂrﬁcmuldﬂiﬁnﬁm

‘.‘g' fi""f— ik}

f“ , :‘ v F

..o.aﬂ'wi.a_ % : g E :
gL '.: ‘% Notary Public Signature
:;}i * f}- ,'_'.-‘-, W i B

i1 .. 1 ot v A T

L gt LR le

A PP * ﬁ‘ﬂ——w&_ ™
?%#":m,&’;‘ﬁ - Name Typod, Printcd or Stamped
""a L% (] N

My Commission expires: I-/7-03

Withesses ae to LUISTER: MABRALBRL LEBR LUSTER a/b/s
Go Pismond Productions & Lustervizion

8TATE OF FLORIDA
COUNTY OF BROWARD +Q

The foregoing instrument was mwlodsedbefoumc this I q S0 dayofQectober,
2000, by MARALEFL LEE LUSTER, d/b/s Go Diamend Productions & Lustervision,

CHE 1S SN ot CourXs
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who is personally known to mie or who has produced a driver's license as identification.

[ 14
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