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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

JOHN DOES 1-205, JANE DOES 1-207 and
MINOR DOES 1-4,

Plaintiffs,
V. Civil Action No.
CYRUS FREIDHEIM and CHARLES . Jury Trial Demanded

KEISER,
Defendants

CLASS ACTION COMPLAINT FOR DAMAGES

. SUMMARY OF THE COMPLAINT

1. This case arises as a result of the actions ofulthi@rands International, Inc., and
its subsidiaries and affiliates (collectively, “@hita”), in funding, arming, and otherwise
supporting terrorist organizations in Colombiahrit campaign of terror against the civilian
population of the Uraba region, in order to maimtigs profitable control of Colombia’s banana
growing regions. Plaintiffs are family members m@ide unionists, banana workers, political
organizers, social activists, and others targeteldkilled by terrorists, most notably the
paramilitary organization United Self-Defense Gregp Colombia Autodefensorias Unidas de
Colombig or AUC), between 1995 and 2004. In order to pcedoananas in an environment free
from labor opposition and social disturbances, Gitéqg the Defendants Cyrus Freidheim and
Charles Keiser, and other non-party individualsifesh armed, and otherwise supported the
AUC. The deaths of Plaintiffs’ relatives were gedt, foreseeable, and intended result of
Chiquita’s illegal and tortious support of terrorisganizations. Chiquita, Mr. Freidheim and Mr.

Keiser, and non-parties’ actions violated not ddbtombian law and U.S. law, but also
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customary international law prohibiting crimes agaihumanity, extrajudicial killing, torture,
war crimes, and other abuses.

Il JURISDICTION

2. The Court has jurisdiction over this case undetU28.C. § 1331 (federal question
jurisdiction); 28 U.S.C. § 1350 (Alien Tort Claims Act); and 28 U.S.C. § 1332 (diversity
jurisdiction). The amount in controversy for eadhiftiff exceeds $75,000, and the action is
between citizens of a State and citizens or subyca foreign state.

3. In addition, Plaintiffs invoke the supplementaliggliction of this Court with respect to
claims based upon laws of the State of New JetlseyGtate of Florida, or any other applicable

jurisdiction pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367.

. PARTIES
4, The term “Plaintiffs” herein includes the namedipii#fs and the decedents on behalf of
whom they bring this action.
5. Plaintiff John Doe 1 is a resident and citizen ofdinbia. He brings this action

individually and as representative of his decedatter, John Doe 2.

6. Plaintiff Jane Doe 1 is a resident and citizen olothbia. She brings this action
individually and as representative of her deceasether, Jane Doe 2.

7. Plaintiff John Doe 3 is a resident and citizen ofdinbia. He brings this action

individually and as representative of his decedwether, John Doe 4.

8. Plaintiff Jane Doe 3 is a resident and citizen olothbia. She brings this action

individually and as representative of her dece&sestband, John Doe 5.
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9. Minor Does 1-4 are residents and citizens of Colanikhey are all minor children, who
prosecute this action by and through their guard@m Doe 6. They bring this action
individually and as representatives of their deedasother, Jane Doe 4.

10. Plaintiff John Doe 7 is a resident and citizen ofddnbia. He brings this action
individually and as representative of his deceased John Doe 8.

11. Plaintiff Jane Doe 5 is a resident and citizen ofothbia. She brings this action
individually and as representative of her dece&sestband, John Doe 9.

12. Plaintiff Jane Doe 6 is a resident and citizen ofothbia. She brings this action
individually and as representative of her dece&sestband, John Doe 10.

13. Plaintiff Jane Doe 7 is a resident and citizen ofothbia. She brings this action
individually and as representative of her dece&smstband, John Doe 11.

14. Plaintiff Jane Doe 8 is a resident and citizen ofothbia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased fatehn Doe 12.

15. Plaintiff Jane Doe 9 is a resident and citizen ofo@hbia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 13.

16. Plaintiff Jane Doe 10 is a resident and citize@ofombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJobe 14, and her deceased son, John Doe 15.
17. Plaintiff Jane Doe 11 is a resident and citize€ofombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sistane Doe 12.

18. Plaintiff Jane Doe 13 is a resident and citize€ofombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 16.

19. Plaintiff Jane Doe 14 is a resident and citize€ofombia. She brings this action

individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 17.
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20. Plaintiff Jane Doe 15 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased husbaaldn Doe 18.

21. Plaintiff Jane Doe 16 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 19.

22. Jane Doe 17 is a resident and citizen of Colon&he. brings this action individually and
on behalf of her deceased son, John Doe 20.

23. Plaintiff Jane Doe 18 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased husbaaldn Doe 21.

24. Plaintiff Jane Doe 19 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJobe 22.

25. Plaintiff Jane Doe 119 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased fatehn Doe 24.

26. Plaintiff Jane Doe 20 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 25.

27. Plaintiff Jane Doe 21 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased motbane Doe 22, and her deceased stepfather,
John Doe 26.

28. Plaintiff Jane Doe 23 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJobe 27, and her deceased husband, John
Doe 28.

29. Plaintiff Jane Doe 24 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf ofd@wve 29.

30. Plaintiff Jane Doe 25 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
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individually and as an heir at law on behalf of dd@oe 30.

31. Plaintiff Jane Doe 26 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action on behalf
of herself and her deceased husband, John Doe 31

32. Plaintiff Jane Doe 27 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased fatiehn Doe 105.

33. Plaintiff Jane Doe 30 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased motbane Doe 31.

34. Plaintiff Jane Doe 99 is a resident and citize@€ofombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased motbane Doe 100.

35. Plaintiff Jane Doe 121 is a resident and citize@oliombia. She brings this action on
behalf of herself.

36. Plaintiff Jane Doe 122 is a resident and citize@oliombia. She brings this action on
behalf of herself.

37. Plaintiff John Doe 23 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

38. Plaintiff John Doe 32 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

39. Plaintiff John Doe 33 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

40. Plaintiff Jane Doe 28 is a resident and citize@ofombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotehn Doe 34.

41. Plaintiff John Doe 35 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf

of himself.
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42. Plaintiff Jane Doe 29 is a resident and citize@€ofombia. She brings this action on behalf
of herself.

43. Plaintiff John Doe 36 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

44, Plaintiff John Doe 37 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

45. Plaintiff John Doe 39 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

46. Plaintiff John Doe 40 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

47. Plaintiff John Doe 41 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

48. Plaintiff John Doe 42 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

49.

50. Plaintiff Jane Doe 32 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action on behalf
of herself.

51. Plaintiff Jane Doe 120 is a resident and citize@olombia. He brings this action
individually and on behalf of his deceased sonnJobe 44.

52. Plaintiff John Doe 45 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf
of himself.

53. Plaintiff John Doe 46 is a resident and citizeiCofombia. He brings this action on behalf

of himself.
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54. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 33, Jane Doe 34, John Doeadt8) Doe 49, and John Doe 50 are
residents and citizens of Colombia. They bring #uson individually and on behalf of their
deceased family member, John Doe 47.

55. Plaintiff Jane Doe 35 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 51.

56. Plaintiff Jane Doe 36 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 52.

57. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 37, Jane Doe 38, Jane DoergBJa@hn Doe 54 are residents and
citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 53.

58. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 40, John Doe 56, Jane Doeatty Doe 57, John Doe 58, Jane Doe 42,
Jane Doe 43, and Jane Doe 44 are residents anehsitof Colombia. They bring this action
individually and on behalf of their deceased fanmigmber, John Doe 55.

59. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 45 and John Doe 60 are resderd citizens of Colombia. They bring
this action individually and on behalf of their @ased family member, John Doe 59.

60. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 46, John Doe 62, Jane Doent¥ Jahn Doe 63 are residents and
citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 61.

61. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 48 and John Doe 65 are resdamd citizens of Colombia. They bring
this action individually and on behalf of their @éased father, John Doe 64.

62. Plaintiffs John Doe 66, Jane Doe 49, Jane Doedt® Doe 51, Jane Doe 52, Jane Doe 53,
and Jane Doe 54 are residents and citizens of Guédorfhey bring this action individually and

on behalf of their deceased family member, John &be
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63. Plaintiff Jane Doe 55 is a resident and citize€olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law on behalf of d@voe 68.

64. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 56, Jane Doe 57, Jane DoertsBJ@hn Doe 70 are residents and
citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 69.

65. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 59, John Doe 71, and Jane Dagéresidents and citizens of
Colombia. They bring this action individually and behalf of their deceased family member,
John Doe 72.

66. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 61, John Doe 73, John Doe d Jahn Doe 75 are residents and
citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 76.

67. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 62, Jane Doe 63, Jane Doeob#h, Doe 77, and John Doe 74 are
residents and citizens of Colombia. They bring #uson individually and on behalf of their
deceased family member, John Doe 78.

68. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 65, Jane Doe 66, and Jane D@ectresidents and citizens of
Colombia. They bring this action individually and behalf of their deceased family member,
John Doe 79.

69. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 68 and Jane Doe 69 are residert citizens of Colombia. They bring
this action individually and on behalf of their @ased mother, Jane Doe 70.

70. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 71, John Doe 80, Jane Doeafe Doe 73, and Jane Doe 74 are
residents and citizens of Colombia. They bring #wuson individually and on behalf of their
deceased family member, John Doe 81.

71. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 75, Jane Doe 76, Jane Doend/Jane Doe 78 are residents and
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citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 82.

72. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 79, Jane Doe 80, Jane Doea8it, Doe 82, Jane Doe 83, Jane Doe 84,
and Jane Doe 85 are residents and citizens of @uédorfhey bring this action individually and
on behalf of their deceased family member, John &e

73. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 86, John Doe 84, Jane Doer@¥ Jane Doe 88 are residents and
citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 85.

74. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 89 and John Doe 86 are resdard citizens of Colombia. They
brings this action individually and on behalf oétthdeceased family member, John Doe 87.
75. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 90, John Doe 88, Jane Doed Doe 89, John Doe 90, and Jane
Doe 92 are residents and citizens of Colombia. Trang this action individually and on behalf
of their deceased family member, John Doe 91.

76. Plaintiff Jane Doe 93 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased fatiehn Doe 92.

77. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 94, Jane Doe 95, and John Bagdresidents and citizens of
Colombia. They bring this action individually and behalf of their deceased mother, Jane Doe
96.

78. Plaintiffs John Doe 94 and Jane Doe 97 are resdard citizens of Colombia. They
brings this action individually and on behalf oéthdeceased father, John Doe 95.

79. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 98, John Doe 96, and John Do residents and citizens of
Colombia. They brings this action individually ao behalf of their deceased family member,

John Doe 98.
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80. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 103, Jane Doe 104, and JohnlD2ere residents and citizens of
Colombia. They bring this action individually and behalf of their deceased family member,
John Doe 103.

81. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 105 and Jane Doe 106 are msidad citizens of Colombia. They
bring this action individually and on behalf of théeceased family member, John Doe 104.
82. Plaintiffs John Doe 105, John Doe 106, Jane Doe d0d Jane Doe 108 are residents and
citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 107.

83. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 109, Jane Doe 110, Jane DogJbhh Doe 108, and Jane Doe 112 are
residents and citizens of Colombia. They bring #uson individually and on behalf of their
deceased family member, John Doe 109.

84. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 113, John Doe 110, Jane DoeJile Doe 115, John Doe 111, Jane
Doe 116, John Doe 112, Jane Doe 117, and Jane IBoaréd residents and citizens of Colombia.
They bring this action individually and on behdiftioeir deceased family member, John Doe
113.

85.  Plaintiff John Doe 114 is a resident and citizel©ofombia. He brings this action
individually and on behalf of his deceased brotiehn Doe 115.

86.  Plaintiffs Jane Doe 119, Jane Doe 120, Jane DogJihe Doe 142, John Doe 116, John
Doe 117, Jane Doe 123, John Doe 118, Jane Doent3ohn Doe 119 are residents and
citizens of Colombia. They bring this action indivally and on behalf of their deceased family
member, John Doe 120.

87. Plaintiff Jane Doe 125 is a resident and citize@oliombia. She brings this action

individually and as a heir at law on behalf of J@we 121.

10
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88.  Plaintiffs Jane Doe 126, Jane Doe 127, Jane DogJh2@ Doe 129, Jane Doe 130, Jane
Doe 131, Jane Doe 132, John Doe 122, Jane DoelaB8,Doe 134, Jane Doe 135, John Doe
123 and John Doe 124 are residents and citize@sloimbia. They bring this action individually
and on behalf of their deceased family member, Jxda 125.

89. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 136, Jane Doe 137, Jane DogJbB® Doe 126, John Doe 127, John
Doe 128, John Doe 129 and John Doe 130 are residadtcitizens of Colombia. They bring
this action individually and on behalf of their @ased family member, John Doe 131.

90. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 139, Jane Doe 140 and JohnlBaere residents and citizens of
Colombia. They bring this action individually and behalf of their deceased family member,
John Doe 133.

91. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 143, Jane Doe 144, John DoeJi8% Doe 135 and John Doe 135
are residents and citizens of Colombia. They biimg action on behalf of their family member
John Doe 137.

92. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 101, Jane Doe 101, John Dodd@% Doe 100 and John Doe 101 are
residents and citizens of Colombia. They bring #ugon individually and on behalf of their
family member, John Doe 38.

93. Plaintiffs Jane Doe 145, Jane Doe 146, and JohnlB®eare residents and citizens of
Colombia. They bring this action individually and behalf of their family member, John Doe
138.

94. Plaintiff Jane Doe 147 is a resident and citize@€oliombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJobe 140.

95. Plaintiff Jane Doe 148 is a resident and citize@€oliombia. She brings this action

individually and on behalf of her deceased husbaaldn Doe 141.

11
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96. Plaintiff Jane Doe 149 is a resident and citize@oliombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased husbaaldn Doe 142.

97. Plaintiff Jane Doe 150 is a resident and citize@oliombia. She brings this action
individually and as a heir at law of John Doe 143.

98. Plaintiff Jane Doe 151 is a resident of and citiazE@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased hushkoiuh Doe 199.

99. Plaintiff Jane Doe 152 is a resident and citize@olfombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 144

100. Plaintiff Jane Doe 153 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased daughaee Doe 154.

101. Plaintiff Jane Doe 155 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased son Jobe 145.

102. Plaintiff Jane Doe 156 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased son Joba 146.

103. Plaintiff Jane Doe 157 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased son Joba 147.

104. Plaintiff Jane Doe 158 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased son Jobe 148.

105. Plaintiff Jane Doe 159 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 149

106. Plaintiff Jane Doe 160 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 150

107. Plaintiff Jane Doe 161 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action

12
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individually and on behalf of her deceased brofledm Doe 151.

108. Plaintiff Jane Doe 162 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 152

109. Plaintiff Jane Doe 163 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotledm Doe 153.

110. Plaintiff Jane Doe 164 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sons Jades 154 and 164 and 180.

111. Plaintiff Jane Doe 165 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 155

112. Plaintiff Jane Doe 166 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 156

113. Plaintiff Jane Doe 167 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 157

114. Plaintiff Jane Doe 168 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brofledm Doe 158.

115. Plaintiff Jane Doe 169 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotdehn Doe 201.

116. Plaintiff Jane Doe 170 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sisa@eDoe 1609.

117. Plaintiff Jane Doe 171 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotledm Doe 159.

118. Plaintiff Jane Doe 172 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action

individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 160

13
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119. Plaintiff John Doe 162 is a resident and citizeil€ofombia. He brings this action
individually and on behalf of his deceased son Jobe 161.

120. Plaintiff Jane Doe 173 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 163

121. Plaintiff Jane Doe 174 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased fatiehn Doe 164, and her deceased son, John Doe
210, and, her deceased brothers, John Does 182&nd

122. Plaintiff Jane Doe 175 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 165

123. Plaintiff Jane Doe 176 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased hushknioh Doe 166.

124. Plaintiff Jane Doe 177 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJobe 167.

125. Plaintiff Jane Doe 178 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased fatiehn Doe 203.

126. Plaintiff Jane Doe 179 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonsnJaoes 197, 198 and 200.

127. Plaintiff Jane Doe 180 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotledm Doe 168.

128. Plaintiff Jane Doe 181 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 169

129. Plaintiff Jane Doe 182 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action

individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 170

14
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130. Plaintiff Jane Doe 183 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotiehn Doe 171.

131. Plaintiff Jane Doe 184 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnIobe 172.

132. Plaintiff Jane Doe 185 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 173

133. Plaintiff Jane Doe 186 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased husbaaldn Doe 174.

134. Plaintiff Jane Doe 187 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotehn Doe 175, and her deceased father, John
Doe 176.

135. Plaintiff Jane Doe 188 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJIobe 177.

136. Plaintiff Jane Doe 189 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJobe 178.

137. Plaintiff Jane Doe 190 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 179

138. Plaintiff Jane Doe 191 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotdehn Doe 202.

139. Plaintiff Jane Doe 192 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 181

140. Plaintiff Jane Doe 194 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action

individually and on behalf of her deceased dauglieame Doe 195.

15
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141. Plaintiff Jane Doe 196 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased husbaaldn Doe 183.

142. Plaintiff Jane Doe 197 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased on, Jobe 184.

143. Plaintiff Jane Doe 198 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotehn Doe 185.

144. Plaintiff Jane Doe 199 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 186

145. Plaintiff Jane Doe 200 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 187

146. Plaintiff Jane Doe 201 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased fatiehn Doe 188.

147. Plaintiff Jane Doe 202 is a resident and citize@olombia. She brings this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased sonnJobe 204, and as an heir at law for John Doe
189.

148. Plaintiff Jane Doe 203 is a resident and citize@ollombia. She is filing this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased brotdehn Doe 190.

149. Plaintiff Jane Doe 204 is a resident and citize@oliombia. She is filing this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased motbane Doe 205.

150. Plaintiff Jane Doe 206 is a resident and citize@olombia. She is filing this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 191

151. Plaintiff Jane Doe 207 is a resident and citize@ollombia. She is filing this action

individually and on behalf of her deceased pareldbn Doe 192 and Jane Doe 208, and her

16
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deceased brothers, John Does 207 and 208.

152. Plaintiff Jane Doe 209 is a resident and citize@olombia. She is filing this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 193

153. Plaintiff Jane Doe 210 is a resident and citize@olombia. She is filing this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 194

154. Plaintiff Jane Doe 211 is a resident and citize@olombia. She is filing this action
individually and as an heir at law for John Doe 195

155. Plaintiff Jane Doe 193 is a resident and citize@olombia. She is filing this action
individually and on behalf of her deceased dauglitame Doe 212, and her deceased son-in-law,
John Doe 209.

156. Plaintiff John Doe 205 is a resident and citizel€ofombia. She is filing this action
individually and on behalf of his deceased sonpJobe 206.

157. On information and belief, all Plaintiffs bringirtlgis action on behalf of deceased family
members are the heirs at law of those decedenty @awlombian law, with the right to
prosecute claims for their deaths.

158. The Defendant Cyrus Freidheim Jr., is the formeai@han of the Board of Directors and
former CEO of Chiquita. Upon information and beligfe individual designated in the First
Amended Complaint as a Moe defendant and in theugbEroffer as Individual A is now

known to be the defendant Cyrus FreidhéiRreidheim knew of Chiquita’s payments to the

AUC and reviewed and authorized these payments.

! Chiquita submitted the Factual Proffer in 2008upport for its guilty plea in the U.S.
government’s criminal prosecution of the companythiat case, Chiquita agreed to plead guilty
to the felony of engaging in transactions with @Sally-Designated Terrorist Group (the AUC).
As a basis for its guilty plea, Chiquita admittextiaie the facts set out in the Factual Proffer.

17
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159. The Defendant Charles Keiser was the manager afuithis operations in Colombia. He
personally met with leaders of the AUC to initigeeyments and, later, to arrange a system to
hide Chiquita’s payments to the AUT.

V. NON-PARTIES OF INTEREST?

160. Chiquita Brands International, Inc. (“CBI” or “Chiga”), is a United States-based
corporation organized under the laws of the Staidéeov Jersey. Its corporate headquarters are
located in Cincinnati, Ohio. CBl is a leading imtational producer, distributor, and marketer of
bananas and other produce; it is one of the largest banana producers in the world and a major
supplier of bananas to Europe and North America. ddmpany was founded in 1899 as the
United Fruit Company, became the United Brands Gompn 1970, and changed its name to
Chiquita Brands International in 1990.

161. On information and belief, at all times relevantgie, CBI wholly owned, dominated and
controlled C.I. Bananos de Exportacion, S.A. (“Bdmd), headquartered in Medellin,
Colombia. At all relevant times, Banadex produbadanas in the Uraba and Santa Marta
regions of northeastern Colombia and, by 2003, @ldgquita’s most profitable banana-
producing operation globally. At all times matéharein, Banadex was an agent, alter ego, co-

conspirator, and joint tortfeasor with CBI, with @rh it cooperated in a joint criminal enterprise.

2 The Defendants, along with Chiquita Brands Intéomal, Inc., Robert Olson, Robert
Kistinger, William Tsacalis, and Carla A. Hills psrsonal representative of the estate of
Roderick M. Hills, are named defendants in thevaatultidistrict litigation,In re Chiquita
Brands Int'l, Inc., Alien Tort Statute & Sharehotd®erivative Litigation 792 F. Supp. 2d 1301
(S.D. Fla. 2011) ChiquitaMDL”"). These Defendants have contested persomadiction in

the Chiquita MDL, and Plaintiffs have requestedrasgictional transfer to this District. Because
Defendants refused to toll the statute of limitatiantil that transfer motion is decided, Plaistiff
now file this Complaint out of an abundance of @auto protect their rights.

3 While not designated as individual defendant$iis Complaint, the listed non-parties are
among the defendants in tG@&iquitaMDL.
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162. Upon information and belief, the individual prevebyidesignated in the Factual Proffer
as Individual B is now known to be the late RodeMt Hills. The late Roderick M. Hills was
the former Chiquita Director and President of thedih Committee. Mr. Hills knew of

Chiquita’s payments to the AUC and reviewed anti@ized these payments. He implemented
new procedures to hide payments to the AUC. Heuaottd Chiquita employees to continue
making payments after learning that the payments vilegal.

163. Upon information and belief, the individual desitgthin the Factual Proffer as
Individual C is now known to be Robert Olson, forrivéce President and General Counsel of
Chiquita. Olson knew of Chiquita’s payments to #¢&C and reviewed and authorized these
payments. Olson also reviewed and approved nevedures to hide payments to the AUC.
164. Upon Information and belief, the individual desitgdhin the Factual Proffer as
Individual D is now known to be Robert Kistingesrmer President and COO of Chiquita Fresh
Group. Kistinger knew of Chiquita’s payments to &l¢C and reviewed and authorized these
payments. Kistinger instructed Chiquita employ@esantinue making payments after learning
that the payments were illegal.

165. William Tsacalis, Controller and Chief Accountindfi©er for Chiquita, knew about
Chiquita’s payments to convivrs and the AUC andgiexd the new procedures for payments to
the AUC after it was designated as a Foreign Tistr@rganization.

166. Tsacalis, Kistinger, Olson, and Hills when refertedherein collectively, will henceforth
be designated “the Non-party Executives.”

167. Plaintiffs are ignorant of the true names and ciigacof the individuals referred to
herein as Moes 11 and 12.

168. The alleged Moe 11 is a high-ranking officer of Bdex designated in the Factual
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Proffer as Individual F.

169. The alleged Moe 12 is a Banadex employee designatbeé Factual Proffer as

Individual G.

170. Plaintiffs are informed and believe, and on thaidallege, that the Defendants and each
fictitiously named Non-Party is responsible in saomanner for the occurrences herein alleged
and that the injuries to Plaintiffs herein allegeere proximately caused by the conduct of such
Non-parties, in that each caused, conspired toegausrked in concert to cause, participated in a
joint criminal enterprise that caused, or aided alpetted the injuries complained of, and/or was
the principal, employer, or other legally respotesiperson for the persons who caused,
conspired to cause, worked in concert to causéicypated in a joint criminal enterprise that
caused, and/or aided and abetted such injuriesnéviee and wherever reference is made in this
Complaint to any conduct committed by Chiquita, Cd8id/or Banadex, such allegations and
references shall also be deemed to mean the cootiG&! and Banadex, acting individually,
jointly and severally, through personnel workinghe United States and Colombia for the
benefit of CBI and Banadex.

171. Atall times herein material, with respect to tvems at issue, Chiquita, Banadex, the
Defendants, Non-party Executives, Moes 11 and h3miced with each other, and/or
participated in a joint criminal enterprise withchaother, and/or acted in concert, and/or aided or
abetted each others’ actions, and/or were in ancger alter ego or joint venture relationship,
and were acting within the course and scope of saokpiracy, joint criminal enterprise,
concerted activity, aiding and abetting, and/omageor alter ego or joint venture relationship.
As described herein, “agency” includes agency hfication. Whenever reference is made in

this Complaint to any conduct by Chiquita, the Deli@nts, or any of the Non-party Executives,
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such allegations and references shall be constouegtan the conduct of each of the
abovenamed, acting individually, jointly, and sealsr

172. At all times herein material, with respect to tivems at issue, Chiquita conspired with,
worked in concert with, participated in a jointramal enterprise with, acted as the principal of,
employed, and/or aided and abetted the violenbtistrorganizations responsible for Plaintiffs’
injuries, including but not limited to the AUC. &$e terrorist organizations were acting within
the course and scope of such agency, employmaifgrazoncerted activity. The wrongful
conduct alleged herein was perpetrated by Chigu@aaagement and personnel, including the
Defendants, both in Colombia and the United States.

173. Plaintiffs are informed and believe and based upah information and belief allege that
CBI management and other personnel in the UnitateStand in Colombia including the
Defendants, Olson, Kistinger, Tsacalis and Hillsenaeformed of the ongoing events
complained of herein and participated in the deaisnaking, planning, preparation, ratification,

and/or execution of the acts complained of.

V. STATEMENT OF FACTS

A. Chiquita Supported Paramilitary Terrorists in the C olombian Conflict.
174. Chiquita supported terrorist groups in Colombigphying them and assisting them to
obtain arms and smuggle drugs. Chiquita knewttieste groups used illegal violence against
civilians and intended that they employ this sggte® quell social and labor unrest in the
Northeast Colombian region of Uraba and safegusedtability and profitability of Chiquita’s
enterprises in Colombia.
175. Among the terrorist organizations that Chiquitapsuped were two paramilitary groups,

the Rural Self-Defense Group of Cordoba and Urabdodefensas Campesinas de Cérdoba and
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Uraba, or ACCU) and its successor and parent, the UrStdféiDefense Groups of Colombia
(Autodefensas Unidas de Colombaat AUC). Whenever reference is made in this Clampto
the AUC, such references shall be construed to nieaAUC, the ACCU, and any other
predecessor or constituent part of the AUC.

176. These paramilitaries operated in the banana-grovegpn of Uraba, an area located in
the northeast corner of Colombia and South Amewaiin the Department of Antioquia.

177. Before the 1960s, the Uraba region was lightly pajed, mostly by indigenous
communities, and remained isolated from the cegwaérnment. The United Fruit Company,
the predecessor to Chiquita, expanded to the Ueapén in the early 1960s and created a
Colombian subsidiary, Banadex, which produced atsupercent of the region’s bananas.
Many workers migrated to the region as the banadasiry grew.

178. Inthe 1980s, two leftist, anti-government gueargkoups, the Revolutionary Armed
Forces of ColombiaHuerzas Armadas Revolucionarios de ColombraFARC) and the
National Liberation ArmyEjercito Nacional de Liberacigror ELN), became active in Uraba.
179. The paramilitaries were originally legally sanctort'self-defense groups,” authorized
by a 1968 Colombian law to assist in the fight agathe anti-government guerrillas, including
the FARC and the ELN. By 1991, however, the l@fadxtrajudicial violence in which
paramilitaries were implicated had become so dghetthe Colombian government adopted a
new law criminalizing membership in and provisidrsopport to the paramilitary groups.

180. Over the course of the 1980s, the paramilitariemtaied strong ties to the Colombian
government and increasingly worked for and with pdul private groups that were opposed by
the leftist guerrillas, including businesses, irtdasists, large landowners, and bankers. They

also became deeply involved in the drug trade, wgave them a steady source of income to
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procure arms. As a result, and despite the offezininalization of the paramilitaries, they
became a central component of the government'teglydo win the civil war. At all times
relevant to this complaint, the AUC and other paligany groups in fact collaborated closely
with the Colombian government and were used bytdwernment to oppose anti-government
guerrilla groups like the FARCSeeinfra. The AUC's efforts were directed toward the
elimination of guerrillas and destroying the suspedases of guerrilla support. In that effort,
they were supported by banana companies like Gliguho benefited directly from the
suppression of suspected guerrilla sympathizect as labor union leaders.

181. Inthe early 1990s, the largest and most well-amgahparamilitary group in Colombia
was the ACCU. The organization was distinguishgddcentral command, which coordinated
the activities of local subdivisions, known as ‘td8band “fronts.” Both mobile and stationary
units existed, and fighters received a base saladyfood, a uniform, weapons, and munitions.
The commander-in-chief of the ACCU was Carlos Gasta long-time paramilitary fighter with
family ties to the drug trade. In 1997, Castafid dre ACCU sponsored a summit of the Self-
Defense Groups of Colombia, bringing together negigaramilitaries from across the country.
This summit led to the formation of the AUC, a patl federation uniting Colombia’s regional
paramilitaries under Castafno’s leadership. Atialés relevant to this Complaint, Castafio
remained the leader of the AUC.

182. The AUC grew rapidly in size during the late 1980sl into the twenty-first century. In
1997, it comprised roughly 4,000 combatants. By12@astafo claimed that the AUC had
11,000 members, though government estimates puiuimber somewhere between 8,000 and
9,000. By 2002, AUC forces were present througl@alombia. AUC leaders have claimed

that, at the time the process of demobilizationaimeg 2004, the organization included as many
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as 17,000 armed fighters and 10,000 other asseciattuding informants, cooks, drivers, and
computer technicians.

183. In order to undermine communities’ and individuaspport for the guerillas, the AUC
and its constituent groups, including the ACCU,@dd a strategy of terrorism, routinely
engaging in death threats, extrajudicial killingacks on civilian populations, torture, rape,
kidnapping, forced disappearances, and looting.

184. While the AUC periodically engaged in direct comdth armed guerrilla forces, the
vast majority of its victims were civilians. ThdJ& claimed that it was justified in targeting
civilians with no known ties to guerrillas becaggeerrilla groups required the logistical support
of local towns in order to operate in the regioarl@s Castafio, the AUC leader, described this
strategy as “quitarle agua al pez” (draining théew#o catch the fish), as the AUC sought to
intimidate and coerce civilians to prevent themnfrproviding support to guerrillas. Inhabitants
of small towns in contested rural areas were pa#rty vulnerable to AUC attack. AUC
violence often caused entire communities to disgesisher due to threats of an impending
massacre or in the wake of such massacres anddtied and destruction that commonly
accompanied them.

185. The AUC also targeted anyone considered to sharguhrrillas’ leftist ideology, such as
teachers, community leaders and activists, tradists, human rights defenders, religious
workers, and leftist politicians. The banana conmgmshared the AUC’s opposition to these
individuals and organizations. As part of its ef§ado completely dominate the social and
political life of the regions it controlled, the AlJalso targeted anyone considered socially
undesirable, including indigenous persons, persotisdisabilities, persons with psychological

problems, drug addicts, prostitutes, and suspea#sg criminals.
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186. The abuses of the AUC and its constituent grouqziding the ACCU, covered a large
area, affected a large population, and were caaigéccording to a systematic and well-
coordinated plan between the government, the pétanas, and the companies that financed
them. These groups operated throughout the bagramdng region of Uraba, as well as in other
parts of Colombia. On many occasions from at |1&89% through 2004, they carried out
multiple executions or mass-killings of civiliartsy 1997, the ACCU and other AUC groups
were already responsible for at least 150 suclmests of mass-killings. From its founding, the
AUC'’s activities and abuses have been carried ndéuthe direction of a central command.
187. At all times relevant to this complaint, the AUCdats constituent groups, including the
ACCU, participated in an internal armed conflicGnlombia, in which the paramilitaries were
fighting on behalf of the government against guierforces.

188. The AUC was subdivided into two blocs in Uraba, Bamana Bloc and the Elmer
Cérdenas Bloc. While there had been paramilitanieter the control of the Castafio family in
Urab4 since the 1980s, the Banana Bloc was forroedigted in Uraba in 1994. José Ever
Veloza Garcia — a.k.a. “H.H.” — was selected asajribe first commanders. In later years, the
Banana Bloc operated through two fronts: the Turtmnt in Northern Uraba, under the
command of H.H., and the Banana Front in the sdethby Raul Hasbun.

189. The Elmer Cérdenas Bloc began as a private defgosg that united with the ACCU in
1995. It was commanded by Freddy Rendon Herrexli.a. “El Aleman” — and Elmer Cardenas
until Cardenas was killed by the guerrillas in 199he Elmer Cardenas Bloc also received men,
training, and assistance from the Banana Bloc.h Btics received funding from the banana

companies, including Chiquita, directly or througk Convivir Papagayo See infralconvivir).
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B. The Convivir Were Created to Legitimize and Provide Support tolie
Paramilitaries.

190. Although paramilitarism had been declared illegaCoblombia, the Colombian
government still needed the paramilitaries to agsithe armed conflict against the guerillas;
Decree 356 of 1994 was therefore enacted as aggalechanism to provide cover and a
legitimate avenue of funding for the AUC. Parataiies could easily reorganize and continue
operating under Chapter 5 of this Decree, whiobvadd for the authorization of private groups
to provide “Special Vigilance and Private SecuB8grvices.” These security groups, known
commonly by their Spanish-language acronym “CONVRY Iconsisted of civilians who
received a license from the government to “providEr own security. . . in areas of high risk or
in the public interest, which requires a high lewesecurity.” Convivirwere permitted to use
arms that were otherwise restricted to military.use

191. Theconvivirunits in Uraba were fronts for the AUC from theiception. Many were
directed and populated by known paramilitariess thas common knowledge in the region. As
H.H. once remarked publicly, “Let us not deceiveselves: all theonvivirwere ours.” The

17" Brigade of the Colombian Armed Forces, which wdarous for its close collaboration
with the paramilitaries in Uraba, was given thehauty to select members of tkkenvivirin
Uraba. See infraldescribing the close collaboration between tHeBiigade and the
paramilitaries).

192. Alvaro Uribe, the current President of Colombiaswgavernor of Antioquia at the time
of the creation of theonvivir. Uribe authorized the funding, arming, and fumgebf
information to theconvivir, thereby facilitating the sharing of such fundsng and information
with the AUC. Uribe expected tlonvivir groups to fight the guerrillas — both alongside the

military and on their own, since they were ofteraiposition to engage their opponents before
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troops could arrive. He justified arming theseug® with long-range weapons after noting that
their revolvers and smaller weapons were insufficie combat the guerrillas.

193. On information and belief, the impetus to orgardaavivir groups in Uraba came from
Raul Hasbun, a banana plantation owner who servea intermediary between the banana
companies and the AUC, and who eventually becammander of the AUC’s Banana Bloc.
Hasbun approached Uribe in 1997 with the intentibareating aconvivirin Uraba. The
paramilitaries, the government, and the banana eaamp saw theonvivir as an ideal means of
legalizing the companies’ payments to the paraaniés. In just a few months, Uraba had
twelve convivir units.

194. Theconvivirunits in Uraba facilitated communication and dodieation between the
government and paramilitaries. The twelve unitecfioned as a network and sent intelligence
both to the military and to paramilitary commandsush as Hasbun. The military and
paramilitaries would both respond to informationadeng the location of guerrillas, but often
the military would allow the paramilitaries to ta&e the majority of the fighting, since the
paramilitaries had better resources and fewerditois on their conduct.

195. Chiquita and other banana companies often made gratgrto one unit, thEonvivir
Papagayo, which passed the money on to the AS&& infra(details on payment arrangements).
196. The banana companies recorded these as paymetégdarity services.” However,
personnel of Chiquita and other banana companidsibadhe U.S. and Colombia knew that the
convivirwas directing these payments directly to the AlBee infra(meeting between Chiquita
and paramilitaries; details on payment arrangements

197. In 1997, the Colombian Constitutional Court affirtbe legality of theonvivir system

but prohibitedconvivirmembers from carrying restricted arms or conduatibgjligence work.
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Many convivir units were dismantled, as these limitations cadgheir effectiveness. The
Convivir Papagayo was one of only twonvivir units that remained, as it remained useful as a
conduit for payments from Chiquita and other banaorapanies to the AUC. Arnulfo Pefiuela,
the director of th&€€onvivir Papagayo at the time, is being prosecuted in Calfor his ties to
the AUC.

C. The AUC Acted Under Color of Authority of the Colombian Government in
Committing the Acts Alleged Herein.

i) The AUC and other paramilitary groups were foundeith the cooperation of the
Colombian Government, and were assigned by the i@ment to combat left-wing
gu_errillas using methods that included using criativiolence against civilians and
unions.

198. As part of the Colombian government’s strategydefieating the left-wing insurgency,
senior officials in the Colombian civilian governmie@nd the Colombian security forces
collaborated with the AUC and assisted the pargemidis in orchestrating attacks on civilian
populations, extra-judicial killings, murders, gp@arances, forced displacements, threats and
intimidation against persons including Plaintiffs.

199. Paramilitarism was state policy in the Republi€Colombia. Because the regular
military was unable to effectively address the FARRSurgency, the Colombian government
decided to facilitate the creation and fundinghef AUC and other paramilitaries with the aim of
using this unofficial force to defeat the insurggnc

200. As outside organizations placed increased presswutescrutiny upon the military to
improve its human rights record, military leadeegsided to leave much of their “dirty work” —

brutal violence against civilians and suspectedrglas in violation of Colombian and

customary international law — to the paramilitari®espite the fact that the AUC was a party to
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the armed conflict and thus was subject to the lafiwgar, one commander of the AUC asserted,
“the Colombian military felt itself bound to the @@va Conventions. The AUC was not.”

201. As aresult of this interdependence, longstandimy@ervasive ties have existed between
the paramilitaries and official Colombian secufiyces from the beginning. In the 1980s,
paramilitaries were partially organized and armgdhe Colombian military and participated in
the campaigns of the official armed forces agagustrilla insurgents. Paramilitary forces
included active-duty and retired army and policespenel among their members. Despite the
1989 Decree establishing criminal penalties fovliog assistance to paramilitaries, the
continued existence of military/paramilitary tiemshbeen documented by Colombian non-
governmental organizations, international humahtsigiroups, the U.S. State Department, the
Office of the U.N. High Commissioner for Human Rigjhand the Colombian Attorney General's
office. Cooperation with paramilitaries has beemdnstrated in half of Colombia's eighteen
brigade-level Army units, spread across all ofAh@y's regional divisions. Such cooperation is
SO pervasive that the paramilitaries are referdaytmany in Colombia as the “Sixth Division”

— a reference to their close integration with tkie bfficial divisions of the Colombian Army.

202. Since 2006, considerable information on paramisitarand the atrocities of the
Colombian civil war has emerged as part of Colorsldfeparation and Reconciliation process.
Largely using information derived from this proceSslombian authorities have charged
members of Colombia’s Congress, former lawmakéesfarmer head of the secret police,
mayors and former governors with illegally collasiomg with paramilitaries. According to
testimony from Salvatore Mancuso, who succeedeta@ass national commander of the AUC,
Vice President Francisco Santos and Defense Minlsi@n Manuel Santos met and collaborated

with paramilitaries like Mancuso in a plot to extethe paramilitary model to Bogota. Senior
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officers in the Colombian military, including bubtlimited to former Military Forces
Commanders Major General Manuel Bonett, Generabldd@edoya, Vice Admiral Rodrigo
Quinones, Gen. Jaime Uscategui; Gen. Rito Alejo Del Rio, General Mario Montoya, Colonel

Danilo Gonzalez, Major Walter Fratinni and DefeMiaister Juan Manuel Santos, collaborated
with, facilitated, and/or aided and abetted the Ad@e commission of various attacks on
civilian populations, extrajudicial killings andhar atrocities against civilians, and/or gave tacit
support to and acquiescence in the AUC’s activiti®gneral Montoya was linked to Diego
Murillo, the former leader of an AUC-affiliated amilitary group in Medellin. Many other
high-ranking staff officers are known to have héabe ties to the AUC and other paramilitaries,
thereby creating a haven for the paramilitary aistiv the very heart of the military
establishment.

203. Boundaries between the AUC and the military at §iwere amorphous, as some
paramilitary members were former police or army rbhers, while some active-duty military
members moonlighted as paramilitary members andrbe¢horoughly integrated into these
groups. Paramilitary leaders noted that Colombg&uurity forces in Uraba allowed members of
the AUC to serve as proxies in their pursuit ofrgilla forces, largely due to the military’s
operative incapacity to defeat the guerrillas sroivn.

204. Colombian security forces in Uraba — with the knedge and collaboration of high-level
officials in the national government — have willfufailed to prevent or interrupt the crimes of
the AUC, actively conspired with them, and coortiaaactivities with them. Documented
examples in Uraba include:

o Allowing paramilitaries to establish permanent Isased checkpoints without

interference, often within short distance of military bases for mutual support;
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o Failing to carry out arrest warrants for paramiliteeaders, who move about the country
freely;
. Withdrawing security forces from villages deemethpgithetic to guerrillas, leaving

them vulnerable to attack by paramilitaries;

o Failing to intervene to stop ongoing attacks orlianr populations occurring over a
period of days;

. Sharing intelligence, including the names of suspect guerrilla collaborators;

. Sharingvehicles, including army trucks used to transport paramilitary fighters;

o Supplying weapons and munitions;

. Providing special military training;

J Allowing passage through roadblocks;

. Providing support with helicopters and medical aid;
. Communicating via radia@ellular telephones, and beepers;
o Sharing members, including active-duty soldiersisgrin paramilitary units and

paramilitary commanders lodging on military bases; and
. Planning and carrying out joint operations.
205. Accordingly, by late 1996, the AUC had become aomepmbatant in Colombia’s civil
conflict with the FARC. In most of the rural areskere the FARC had its strongholds, the
Colombian military had ceded military operationgiie AUC. By 2001, the conflict between
the AUC and the FARC had become a notorious exahahgtrocities. The AUC became
infamous for using tactics of terror on civiliamarhg in and around areas that had been under

FARC control, as a means of deterring supportierguerrillas and their ideologies.
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i) The AUC consistently operated in Uraba with thepsration, coordination, and
assistance of the Colombian Government when attgakvilians.

206. It was in Uraba that a model of collaboration betwénhe paramilitaries, the business
sector, and the government was developed and paxifedn alliance was formed between
politicians, active military units, multinationabmpanies, businessmen, and paramilitaries in
order to impose a regime of terror and consolitteéedominance of the AUC, which would
wrest control of the countryside back from theigfyuerrillas. The first paramilitary groups to
operate in Uraba in a systematic and continuouserareceived special training from the
Colombian military.

207. When the government or the military was not ableeg@lly arrest or attack civilians,
they would delegate the task to the AUC ocaoavivir associated with the paramilitaries to act
on their behalf. These targets included suspegiedilla sympathizers, including teachers,
community leaders, trade unionists, human rightsrakers, religious workers, and leftist
politicians, as well as people with no known orpgeted ties to the guerrillas but who were
killed to terrify and dominate the civilian poputat. According to both H.H. and Raul Hasbun,
the military gave the AUC lists of people to kilhen they felt impotent to fight the guerrillas
themselves legally and constitutionally, or wheeytlbould not arrest and try them for any crime.
208. In addition to violently attacking civilians, thgaramilitary performed other functions for
the military in its war against the guerrillas. rlexample, at times, the military and
paramilitaries would cooperate to evict communifresn their land. In 2001, the paramilitaries
carried out a food blockade in Uraba that sevea#fgcted the civilian population in an effort to
“decrease the military capacity of the enemy.”

209. The AUC in Uraba consistently ran joint operatiovith the military. The 1% Brigade

of the Colombian Army, located in the Uraba regiang the # Brigade, sister unit to the 47
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Brigade in the Medellin region, were especiallynacin their support of and involvement in
paramilitary activities, up to and including engagin joint operations. For example, the Elmer
Cérdenas Bloc of the AUC regularly received logatsupport and transportation from thd'17
Brigade and other units of the Colombian army ambacted joint operations with the®7
Brigade.

210. General Rito Alejo del Rio Rojas, the commandehefl?" Brigade from 1995 to 1997
who was responsible for military operations in Uralvas notorious for his collaboration and
collusion with paramilitaries in the region. H.kas described General del Rio as one of the
most important factors in allowing the expansiopafamilitarism in Urabd, because of the
cooperation and support he gave the AUC in theoregivhere the 17Brigade operated and
elsewhere. General del Rio was known as the “fathihe paramilitaries” because he gave
them uniforms and military training.

211. General del Rio was finally arrested in 2008 antlisently in custody on a military base
in Bogota and is on trial for his collaboration lwthe AUC. He is accused of conspiracy to
murders committed by paramilitaries in Uraba dutiigjtime as 17 Brigade Commander. H.H.
has testified that he twice witnessed del Rio mgatiith the founder and national commander
of the AUC, Carlos Castafio. Salvatore Mancusdfiegsthat del Rio met with him and other
commanders to coordinate the paramilitaries' exparteroughout northern Colombia.

212. AUC paramilitaries could enter and leave th# Brigade’s headquarters at will, with the
knowledge and permission of General del Rio. laiostance, H.H. discovered that a criminal
whom the AUC sought was being held at thigg&le headquarters; he and others from the AUC
went to the 1% Brigade, picked up the prisoner, transported firthé port at Turbo using a

military van, and murdered him. Salvatore Mancaugaorted a similar story. Furthermore, on
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his visits to the 17 Brigade — during which he often planned joint @ens with General del
Rio and then-Captain Bayron Carvajal — H.H. wassistently allowed to recruit soldiers for the
AUC.

213. General del Rio’s role in promoting and supporgagamilitarism was not merely the
work of a single rogue military officer; rather it was part of the Colombian government’s strategy
to fight the guerrillas. On information and beliefany other army brigades had similar
relationships with paramilitaries, including th& @nd 11" Brigades.

214. Gloria Cuartas, then the mayor of Apartadd, anérstcomplained repeatedly and
provided evidence to the General’s superiors abutollusion with paramilitaries, but their
complaints were ignored. Colonel Carlos Alfonstesgquez Romero, a 4Brigade officer, was
investigated and discharged in January 1997 oorttter of Army Commander Harold Bedoya
when he tried to report on the General and tieRrfgade’s close association with the AUC.
215. On information and belief, Colonel Anatolio Corfféigueroa and Colonel Santiago Parra
Rubiano of the Uraba Police colluded with the AlWMlock complaints against the AUC or
their military collaborators from developing intovestigations or prosecution.

216. In October 1997, members of the Army'8 Brigade established a perimeter around the
village of El Aro, in Antioquia. While the Army prvented entry and escape, members of the
AUC entered the village and over a period of fiagslexecuted at least eleven people, burned
most of the houses, looted stores, and destroyess pinat fed the homes potable water. Upon
leaving the village, the paramilitaries forciblysdppeared over thirty more people and

compelled most of the residents to flee.
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217. On February 19, 2000, the AUC selectively assas=iniave banana workers in the
“peace communitydf San Jose de Apartadd, in Uraba; reports indicated that members of the

17" Brigade were direct participants in the attack.

218. When asked to rank their collaboration betweerAldl€ and the Colombian military on

a scale of one to 10, with 10 being maximum coltabon, H.H. rated it as a 10, specifically
citing the helpfulness of General del Rio and Cel@arvajal.

219. This model of collaboration between the paramiltsirthe companies, and the
government was so successful in Uraba that Ralbdiaexplained it to Jorge 40, commander of
the AUC in the Magdalena region, so he could imgenit there. Thereafter, the model spread
to many other regions of Colombia.

iii) The AUC took on numerous State functions in Urai@hding the maintenance of
security and order, the disposition of personal anchmercial disputes, the provision and
regulation of social services, and the impositiésacial rules.

220. Throughout Uraba, Santa Marta and other regior@@otdmbia, the AUC took on a wide
variety of roles that are generally thought of tasesfunctions. In many urban areas, the AUC
coexisted with civilian authorities and took onipeland military functions, among others. In
some rural areas — and particularly on bananaatians — the paramilitaries were virtually the
only public authority.

221. The paramilitaries took on so many governmentattions in Uraba that it became a
common saying in the area that “Here, paramilitaaied the State are the same thing.” It was
the paramilitaries who would receive complaintsrirmcals regarding criminal activity or
conflicts with neighbors, and it was they who disged their brutal brand of justice in response.
222. In addition to settling disputes between individidhe AUC became involved in social

issues. The paramilitary organizations’ involveinarresidents’ daily lives reached the extent
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of intervention in domestic issues, disputes betwesghbors, collection of debts, and truancy
from school.

223. The AUC was even dbto control the roads; on information and belief, they were able to
shut down stretches of the Pan-American Highwagame occasions in order to use it as a

runway for planes arriving with weapons and ammoniand exporting drugs.

D. Chiquita Supported the AUC in Uraba.
224. Chiquita, as the successor to the United Fruit Gomg@and the United Brands Company,
has been involved in the production and exportadioproduce from Central and South
American nations, including Colombia, for over atcey. At all relevant times, Chiquita
produced bananas in the Uraba and Santa MartansegfdColombia.
225. On information and belief, from no later than 128#il at least 2004, Chiquita provided
material support, including money and servicesh&AUC and its predecessors.
226. Chiquita’s assistance helped the paramilitariestwsolidate as a decisive actor in the
political, military, and social terrain of the bar@aregion. In exchange for its financial support
to the AUC, Chiquita was able to operate in an@mment in which labor and community

opposition to their operations and policies wagsegsed.

i) Chiquita regularly made payments to the AUC.
227. From 1995 until at least February 2004, Chiquitavsted material support to the AUC
in Uraba and Santa Marta. By 1997, the AUC eféetyi controlled large swathes of territory —
particularly in the towns and urban areas — as age#xerting influence in institutions such as
labor organizations and local governments in thegesns.

228. In 1995 and 1996, Chiquita made payments to the W€Banana Bloc.
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229. Chiquita paid the AUC nearly every month during pleeiod 1997—-2004, making over
one hundred payments to the AUC totaling over #illion. During those years, the AUC
killed 3,778 people and displaced approximately)80,in its war on the guerrillas in Uraba.
230. Chiquita’s payments to the AUC were reviewed gopraved by senior executives of
the corporation, including the Defendants, OlsoistiKger, Tsacalis and Hills and high-ranking
officers, director and employees. Chiquita’s sesixgcutives knew that the corporation was
paying the AUC and that the AUC was a violent, paliéary organization led by Carlos
Castafio.

231. Some of Chiquita’s payments were made directih&oAUC or to front organizations
like theConvivir Papagayo. The majority of direct payments werdema the form of checks
written to theconvivir, drawn on Banadex’s Colombian bank accouhiquita concealed the
nature of these payments by recording them in catpdooks and records as “security
payments” or payments for “security” or “securigrngaces.”

232. In September 2000, Olson was informed of the regilan investigation into Chiquita’s
payments to the AUC, which had been carried ouhkhouse Chiquita attorneys. Olson then
reported the results to the company’s Audit ConesitBoth Defendant Friedheim and Hills
were present at this meeting. By March 2002, Tsabald designed new procedures to disguise
payments to the AUC. Olson, Hills and other indiats who had been present at the
presentation of the investigation reviewed and enmnted these procedures.

233. Under the new procedures, Banadex executives M@and Moe 12 received checks with
the intent that they would be withdrawn as cashtartied directly to the AUC. Moe 11
received a check made to him personally and drawth@ Colombian bank accounts of

Chiquita’s subsidiary. Moe 11 then endorsed thekla@d Moe 11 or Moe 12 cashed it. Moe 12
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hand delivered the cash to AUC personnel in SargaaviCorresponding tax liability was
withheld and Moes 11 and 12 reported and paid irectax as if the payments were actually
being made to them instead of the AUC. Chiquitalen@ayments in this way in order to conceal
the fact that they were actually paying the AUGeitorded these payments simply as income
contributions.

234. Chiquita formed an agreement with the AUC, paylmnt in exchange for their services
in pacifying the banana-growing region and suppngssnion activity. This agreement
specified that Chiquita would pay the paramilitargefixed amount for each box of bananas
exported.

235. At all relevant times, Chiquita knew that the AU@sna violent, terrorist paramilitary
organization, as its brutal aims and tactics wee#-klnown in Colombia as a central feature of
the Colombian civil war. On September 10, 2001,Uhded States government designated the
AUC as a Foreign Terrorist Organization (“FTO”)hak designation was well-publicized in the
American public media, including in tli&ncinnati Poston October 6, 2001, and in the
Cincinnati Enquireron October 17, 2001, as well as in the Colombiadim Following the
designation, from on or about September 10, 200@ugh on or about February 4, 2004,
Chiguita made 50 payments to the AUC totaling &&25,000.

236. On or about September 12, 2001, Moe 12 paid the AlU@raba and Santa Marta by
check in an amount equivalent to $31,847.

237. On or about November 14, 2001, Moe 11 and Moe i?tha AUC in Uraba and Santa
Marta by check in the amount equivalent to $56,292.

238. On or about December 12, 2001, Moe 11 and Moe it2tha AUC in Uraba and Santa

Marta by check in an amount equivalent to $26,644.
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239. On or about February 4, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 1@ thes AUC in Uraba and Santa
Marta by check in an amount equivalent to $30,079.

240. On or about March 7, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 gadAUC in Uraba and Santa Marta
by check in an amount equivalent to $25,977.

241. On or about March 31, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 tfe@dAUC in Santa Marta in cash
in two equal payments in amounts equivalent to&3@&ach.

242. On or about April 16, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 gh&l AUC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $35,675.

243. On or about May 15, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 padAbtlC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $10,888.

244, On or about May 31, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 padAbC Santa Marta in cash in two
equal payments in amounts equivalent to $3,595.each

245. In or about June 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 beganngakrect cash payments to the
AUC in the Santa Marta region of Colombia accordimghe procedures referenced in Paragraph
89.

246. On or about June 11, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 paid\UC in Santa Marta in cash in
three payments in amounts equivalent to $4,764,7/86and $6,269, respectively.

247. On or about June 14, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 paid\tJC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $31,131.

248. On or about July 2, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 pad&bC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $11,585.

249. On or about July 9, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 padAbC in Santa Marta in cash in an

amount equivalent to $5,917.
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250. On or about August 6, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 f@@dAUC in Santa Marta in cash in
an amount equivalent to $4,654.

251. On or about August 15, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 ffedAUC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $27,841.

252. On or about September 2, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe it2tpa AUC in Santa Marta in
cash in an amount equivalent to $4,616.

253. On or about October 7, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12 theadAUC in Santa Marta in cash
in an amount equivalent to $8,026.

254. On or about October 15, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 1@ thed AUC in Urab& by check in
an amount equivalent to $40,419.

255.  On or about November 8, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 1@ tbe AUC in Santa Marta in
cash in an amount equivalent to $6,164.

256. On or about November 29, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe i2tha AUC in Santa Marta in
cash in an amount equivalent to $5,685.

257. On or about December 9, 2002, Moe 11 and Moe 12tpai AUC in Urab& by check in
an amount equivalent to $47,424.

258. On or about January 21, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 1®tpai AUC in Santa Marta in cash
in an amount equivalent to $7,954.

259. On or about January 27, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12thai AUC in Urabé by check in
an amount equivalent to $22,336.

260. On or about February 11, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe i@tha AUC in Santa Marta in cash

in an amount equivalent to $7,291.
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261. In 2003, Chiquita consulted with attorneys from instrict of Columbia office of a
national law firm (“outside counsel”) about Chiqui# ongoing payments to the AUC. Outside
counsel advised Chiquita that the payments wezgallunder United States law and that
Chiquita should immediately stop paying the AUCedily or indirectly. Among other things,
outside counsel advised Chiquita:

“Must stop payments.”
(notes, dated February 21, 2003)

“Bottom Line: CANNOT MAKE THE PAYMENT”

“Advised NOT TO MAKE ALTERNATIVE PAYMENT through CQIVIVIR”
“General Rule: Cannot do indirectly what you cantotirectly”

“Concluded with: CANNOT MAKE THE PAYMENT”

(memo, dated February 26, 2003)

“You voluntarily put yourself in this position. Dess defense can wear out through
repetition. Buz [business] decision to stay in hammy. CHIQUITA should leave
Colombia.”

(notes, dated March 10, 2003)

“[T]he company should not continue to make the amarta payments, given the
AUC'’s designation as a foreign terrorist organizai]”

(memo, dated March 11, 2003)

[T]he company should not make the payment.”
(memo, dated March 27, 2003)

262. Although CBI's Board of Directors agreed to diséats payments to the AUC to the
U.S. Department of Justice on or about April 3,208h or about April 4, 2003, according to
outside counsel’s notes concerning a conversabontaChiquita’s payments to the AUC, Olson
said, “His and Hills’ opinion is just let them sus, come after us. This is also Freidheim’s
opinion.” On April 8, 2003, Hills and Kistinger meiith two Chiquita employees and Moes 11
and 12 and instructed them to continue making #yenents to the AUC. On April 24, 2003,

Hills and Olson, along with outside counsel, mehwiustice Department officials, who told CBI
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the payments were illegal. Nonetheless, Chiquitdioued to make the payments through Moes
11 and 12 until at least February 2004.

263. On or about May 12, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 padAtC in Santa Marta in cash in
an amount equivalent to $6,105.

264. On or about May 21, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 padAbtlC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $47,235.

265. On or about June 4, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 pad\thC in Santa Marta in cash in an
amount equivalent to $7,623.

266. On or about June 6, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 pad\thC in Santa Marta in cash in
two payments in amounts equivalent to $6,229 ande®h respectively.

267. On or about July 14, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 gadAUC in Santa Marta in cash in
an amount equivalent to $7,139.

268. On or about July 24, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 gad&UC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $35,136.

269. On or about August 8, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 pf@@dAUC in Santa Marta in cash in
an amount equivalent to $5,822.

270. On or about August 25, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 ffedAUC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $12,850.

271. On or about September 1, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe it2tpa AUC in Santa Marta in
cash in an amount equivalent to $6,963.

272. On or about October 6, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 iheicAUC in Uraba by check in an
amount equivalent to $18,249.

273. On or about October 6, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12 theadAUC in Santa Marta in cash
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in an amount equivalent $9,439.
274. On or about October 24, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 1@ thed AUC in Urab& by check in
an amount equivalent to $30,511.
275. On or about November 5, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 1@ te AUC in Santa Marta in
cash in an amount equivalent to $6,937.
276. On or about December 1, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12thai AUC in Santa Marta in cash
in an amount equivalent to $6,337.
277. On or about December 2, 2003, Moe 11 and Moe 12tpai AUC in Urab& by check in
the amount equivalent to $30,193.
278. On or about January 9, 2004, Moe 11 and Moe 12tpaidUC in Santa Marta in cash
in an amount equivalent to $10,630.
279. On or about January 13, 2004, Moe 11 and Moe 12thai AUC in Uraba by check in
an amount equivalent to $27,958.
280. On or about February 4, 2004, Moe 11 and Moe 1@ thes AUC in Uraba by check in
an amount equivalent to $4,795.
281. On March 19, 2007, Chiquita pled guilty in U.S. fot Court for the District of
Colombia to one count of engaging in transactioitl & specially designated global terrorist.
The company’s sentence included a $25 million erahfine, the requirement to implement and
maintain an effective compliance and ethics progtami five years’ probation.

i) Chiquita facilitated the AUC’s arms shipments.
282. In 2001, Chiquita facilitated the clandestine diebal transfer of arms and ammunition

from Nicaragua to the AUC.
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283. The Nicaraguan National Police and Army were inedlin a deal that provided 3,000
AK-47 assault rifles and 5 million rounds of amntion to a private Guatemalan arms
dealership, Grupo de Representaciones Internatist®A. (“GIR S.A.”), in exchange for
weapons more suited to police work. GIR S.A.uimt arranged to sell the AK-47s and
ammunition for $575,000 to Shimon Yelinek, an ameschant based in Panama. In November
2001, Yelinek loaded the arms onto Meerlog a Panamanian-registered ship, with Panama as
its declared destination.

284. Instead of docking in Panama, t@&erlooinstead went to Turbo, Colombia, where
Chiquita, through Banadex, operated its own priyate facility for the transport of bananas and
other cargo.

285. Atfter theOtterloodocked at Chiquita's port in Turbo, Banadex empdsyunloaded the
crates containing the rifles and ammunition. Owrmfation and belief, the AUC, which had free
access to the port, then loaded these rifles ott@ Aehicles and took possession of them.

286. Chiquita was aware of the use of its facilitiesttoe illegal transshipment of arms to the
AUC, and intended to provide such support and tsgie to the AUC. The documents
accompanying the shipment declared that the ctiaédsn fact contained arms were filled with
plastic and/or rubber balls. However, in unloadimg crates, the Banadex employees used
heavy lifting machinery that would not have beenessary to move the crates’ declared cargo.
After being off-loaded, the crates remained at Gitégs facilities for at least two additional days
before fourteen AUC vehicles arrived to take posisesof the arms. At least some of the arms
were received by Freddy Rendon Herrera, the comerasfdhe ElImer Cardenas Block of the

AUC in Uraba.
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287. Giovanny Hurtado Torres, a highly-placed Chiquitgpoyee from the port at Turbo, and
several Colombian customs officials have been pudse for their purposeful involvement in
the Otterlootransaction.
288. On information and belief, Chiquita facilitatedi@ast four other arms shipments to the
AUC,; one of these shipments of arms through Chacgiport involved the entry of 4,200 assault
rifles.
289. On at least one occasion, José Leonardo Lopez ®alean electrical mechanic at Turbo,
witnessed uniformed AUC members offloading cratesctly from a Chiquita ship. On
information and belief, those crates contained sytadhfirearms.
290. In an interview with the Colombian newspap&iTiempg AUC leader Carlos Castafo
subsequently boasted, “This is the greatest acimereby the AUC so far. Through Central
America, five shipments, 13 thousand rifles.”
291. The arms that Chiquita knowingly and intentionaligied the AUC to procure have been
of substantial assistance to the AUC in its comimsef untold crimes, including the killings
and other conduct alleged herein. Many of theses ¢nave not been turned in to the government
and are still in use by the paramilitaries. In&08bme were seized in Uraba from the Daniel
Renddn Herrera’s 'Heroes de Castafio' Front — anAth€ subunit. The raid, executed by
Colombian authorities, netted hand grenades, mastards, Claymore mines, electrical
detonators, and 47 AK-47 assault rifles; the assdl@ls were traced to the 20@Wtterloo
shipment.

i) Chiquita facilitated the AUC’s drug shipments.
292. Chiquita also assisted the AUC by allowing the ofsis private port facilities for the

illegal exportation of large amounts of illegal gs,l especially cocaine. The drug trade was a
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major source of income for the AUC, and Chiquitavaéd the AUC access to its port facilities
and ships for the purpose of smuggling drugs.

293. Colombian prosecutors have charged that the AU@psidi drugs on Chiquita’s boats
carrying bananas to Europe. According to H.H.,AREC would tie drugs to the hulls of banana
ships at high sea to evade the control pointses#turity agencies.

294. Cocaine hidden in Chiquita’s banana shipments heen lseized by the Colombian
government on seven separate occasions. Moreoti@and one-half tons of cocaine have been
found hidden in Chiquita’s produce, valued at @&million dollars. Two of the ships on which
drugs were found were named tBkiquita Bremerand theChiquita Belgie

295. On information and belief, drug shipments could have been attached to Chiquita’s
banana boats without the active collusion or willgnorance of Chiquita employees. Chiquita
could have prevented this drug trade and assistanttee AUC, but knowingly and purposely

allowed use of its port and banana transportat@atfor this purpose.

E. Chiquita’s Conduct Aided and Abetted the AUC’s Condict Alleged Herein.
296. Chiquita’s conduct aided and abetted the killingd ather conduct alleged herein, which
constitute war crimes; crimes against humanitytuter, cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment;
violations of the rights to life, liberty and seityrof person and peaceful assembly and
association; and terrorism, among other violatimihSolombian, New Jersey, Florida, United
States, and customary international law. Chigljtaubstantially assisted the AUC
paramilitaries who personally undertook the wrohgftts alleged herein, and 2) knew that its
actions would assist in the wrongful acts at theetit provided the assistance.

i) Chiquita substantially assisted the persons whe@eally committed the acts comprising
Plaintiffs’ claims.

46



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 47 of 155

297. Chiquita’s payments and facilitation of drug shiprtsecontributed significantly to the
perpetration of the crimes committed by the AUGrproving the AUC'’s financial situation
and enabling it to purchase weapons and other \atarial. See suprgChiquita’s support to the
AUC).
298. In addition to Chiquita's payments and facilitatafrdrug shipments, its assistance to the
AUC in smuggling arms substantially and directlgremsed the paramilitaries’ capacity to carry
out its violent campaign against Uraba’s civiliaspplation. See suprgsmuggling of arms was
major AUC achievement)
299. Most of the firearms that were transferred to théCAfrom theOtterloo shipment have
never been recovered. On information and beliey #nd other similarly obtained firearms have
been used in the commission of war crimes, cringagnat humanity, and other violations,
including those alleged in this complairBee suprgOtterloo shipment).
i) Chiquita knew and intended that its actions wouddist in the illegal or wrongful activity
at the time it provided the assistance.
300. Chiquita knew that its actions would assist the AldContinue killing, torturing, and
committing other acts of illegal violence againsil@mns in Uraba. The AUC’s use of violent
tactics, including extrajudicial killings, to terrpe innocent civilians living in areas under FARC
control was well known in Colombia and was widedported in the press in Colombia and the
United States. In 1997, for example, the Stateatepent noted:
“[tihe many paramilitary groups took the offensagainst the guerrillas, often perpetrating
targeted killings, massacres, and forced displacemts of the guerrillas’ perceived or
alleged civilian support base. . . An active policy of depopulation, pursued by some
paramilitary groups against communities suspected foguerrilla support, was the

primary cause of the growing internal displacenpnblem.”

United States Department of Stat®97 Human Rights Report: Colompé 2 (emphasis added).
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301. 1In 1999, the State Department noted:
Paramilitary groups and guerrillas were respondiimehe vast majority of political and
extrajudicial killings during the year. Throughdbe country, paramilitary groupslled,
tortured and threatened civilians suspected of syngthizing with guerrillas in an
orchestrated campaign to terrorize them into fleeig their homes, thereby depriving
guerrillas of civilian support. The AUC paramilitary umbrella organization exercised
increasing influence during the year, extending ptesence through violence and
intimidation into areas previously under guerrdtantrol.
United States Department of Stat899 Human Rights Report: Colompé 2 (emphasis added).
302. The United States government designated the AULFaseign Terrorist Organization on
September 10, 2001, and that designation was wéligized in the American public medigee
supra(US media coverage). The AUC’s designation was ewere widely reported in the public
media in Colombia, where Chiquita had its subsshibtinana-producing operations.
303. Chiquita had information about the AUC’s designaiis a Foreign Terrorist
Organization specifically and global security thsegenerally through an Internet-based,
password-protected subscription service that Ctacpaid money to receive. On or about
September 30, 2002, an employee of Chiquita, fraonaputer within Chiquita’s Cincinnati
headquarters, accessed this service’s “Colombipdaté page,” which contained the following
reporting on the AUC:
US terrorist designation. International condemmatid the AUC human rights abuses
culminated in 2001 with the US State Departmeng'siglon to include the paramilitaries
in its annual list of foreign terrorist organizat® This designation permits the US
authorities to implement a range of measures agthesAUC, including denying AUC
members US entry visas; freezing AUC bank accounts in the US; and barring US
companies from contact with the personnel accus@d)@ connections.

304. From on or about September 10, 2001, through @bout February 4, 2004, Chiquita

made 50 payments to the AUC totaling over $825,00Biquita never applied for nor obtained
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any license from the Department of the Treasuryfe®of Foreign Assets Control with respect
to any of its payments to the AUC.

305. On or about February 20, 2003, Olson and an inatterney had a conversation about
the AUC’s designation by the United States govemtras a Foreign Terrorist Organization.
Shortly thereafter, Olson and the Chiquita lawymoke with outside counsel about Chiquita’s
ongoing payments to the AUC. Outside counselsatl{Chiquita, through Olson and the in-
house lawyer, that the payments were illegal uktieted States law and that Chiquita should
immediately stop paying the AUC directly or inditlgcSee suprdadvice of counsel about
payments to the AUC).

306. Despite the February 26, 2003 communication froomeel advising Chiquita’s
executives against making payments to the AUC,rabout February 27, 2003, two Chiquita
employees in Colombia paid the AUC in Uraba by &hiaan amount equivalent to $17,434.
307. Despite the March 27, 2003 communication from ceuadvising Chiquita executives
against making payments to the AUC, on or aboutcki@i7, 2003, the same two employees paid
the AUC in Uraba by check in an amount equivaler§19,437.

308. Chiquita’s acts of assistance to the AUC were nvaittethe intent that the AUC

continue carrying out acts of killing, torture, amither illegal violence against the civilian
population of Uraba in accordance with the AUCHatgtgy for suppressing the FARC and
deterring its sympathizers. In exchange for ngficial support to the AUC, Chiquita was able
to operate in an environment in which labor and womity opposition was suppressed.
Chiquita’s assistance was not given out of dunedbgr it was part and parcel of the company’s
proactive strategy to increase profitability angmess labor unrest by exterminating the FARC

in the Uraba region.
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309. Chiquita, along with other banana companies in @bla, sought a meeting with the
paramilitaries in late 1996 or early 1997. The nmggtook place in Medellin, and a high-level
U.S. Chiquita employee, most likely Defendant Keises present. It was decided at this
meeting that the banana companies would pay tlemltaries. Carlos and Vicente Castafio led
the negotiations with the companies; as a resuh@hegotiations, H.H. was ordered to patrol
large swathes of the banana-growing region.

310. Defendant Keiser personally met with leaders ofAbkC and planned a system of
payment. On information and belief, in order tomgpe its banana production in an environment
free of labor opposition and social disturbancdsq@ita agreed to a whereby the company
would pay the AUC a certain amount per box of banexported, and would help to arm and
otherwise support the AUC and other terrorist ggodpring the period of the killings and other
conduct alleged herein.

311. The arrangement between Chiquita and the AUC wasmmof duress; in fact, it was the
banana companies that approached the AUC to mliteir relationship. Mario Iguaran, the
former Attorney-General of Colombia, has charged there was a criminal relationship
between Chiquita and the AUC in which Chiquita diggbmoney and arms to the AUC in return
for the “bloody pacification of Uraba.”

312. As part of its deal with Chiquita, the AUC providprbtection services to banana
plantations, dealing out reprisals against realuspected thieves, as well as against social
undesirables, suspected guerrilla sympathizersgpaters, and anyone who was suspected of
opposing the AUC'’s activities or social program.

313. By arming and financing the AUC, Chiquita intendedenefit from the AUC’s

systematic killings of civilians. After its agreentavith Chiquita, the AUC understood that one
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goal of its campaign of terror was to prevent wsidppages in the banana plantations. Anyone
who disrupted the smooth operations of the plaonatknew what the consequences could be.
For example, one individual who worked in Chigustaffices at a plantation in Uraba was
present when paramilitaries arrived at the planteéind summarily executed a banana worker
who had been seen as a troublemaker because Wwisvsidk held up the production line.
Another individual saw paramilitaries arrive toghten banana workers after a salary dispute.
314. In concert with the army, which assisted bananagrs by occupying banana
plantations and arresting union leaders or for&hgrers to work during strikes, the AUC
undertook an extensive campaign of murdering @ngiin order to break the back of the unions.
According to Gloria Cuartas, “They pulled out a m@pere they said which plantations
allegedly had a FARC presence and started killiogkers and union members, until the
organizational structures of the union and the t@diSintrainagro [the local union of planattion
workers] were left totally in the hands of the 'Bignzados' [the ELN].” By that time, the ELN,
which had previously been an anti-government glleegroup, had been coopted by the
paramilitaries

315. Chiquita’s assistance also helped the AUC to gatess to its perceived opponents who
worked for the company. José Gehiener Arias Ranae€Chiquita employee who was later
killed by the AUC, repeatedly withessed AUC memlmarering the Chiquita packing house to
threaten workers from the Barrio Policarpa, wh@sedents were viewed as hostile to the AUC.
316. The stability and social control provided by the @Was to Chiquita’s benefit, in that it
minimized the expenses incurred and eliminatedigigsns in the exportation of bananas. As a
result of the AUC's actions, Chiquita was able ienthntle social assistance programs to which

the banana companies had agreed through negosiatitimthe unions in the 1980s, thereby
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lowering its production costs. The influence & UC in the leadership of the banana
workers’ trade unions was also to Chiquita’s benas it reduced labor strife.

317. As aresult of the paramilitaries’ intervention,stdio was able to brag in 2001 thiat “
the past three years there have been no strik@és the banana-growing region, and the
Sintrainagro unions work shoulder-to-shoulder wité employers to promote the [economy of
the] zone.” Carlos Castarfidli Confesionemphasis added).

318. In addition to directly suppressing labor activitlye paramilitaries regulated the banana-
growing population and protected Chiquita's praifiiey by controlling the provision of medical
services in the towns of Uraba. Residents of Agohirtreported that they feared seeing doctors
because they believed that medical personnel wederuhe control of the AUC. On
information and belief, this arrangement beneflidulquita because it allowed the paramilitaries
to inform the company of its employees' medicaléssthat could potentially affect labor
productivity, including pregnancy. It also allowdtee paramilitaries to prevent doctors from
certifying worksite injuries or providing medicat@ises to workers, which would have raised

costs for the company.

F. Chiquita Joined the AUC’s Conspiracy to Commit theActs Alleged Herein.
319. By its conduct, Chiquita joined the AUC's conspyr&e eliminate the FARC through
violent attacks on guerrillas and suspected glesimpathizers and terrorization of the civilian
population. The killings alleged herein, which constitute war crimes; crimes against humanity;
torture; cruel, inhuman and degrading treatment; violations of the rights to life, liberty and
security of person and peaceful assembly and association; and terrorism, among other violations
of Colombian, New Jersey, Florida, United States, @ustomary international law, were

committed by members of the AUC in furtherancehef tonspiracy. Chiquita’s actions
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constituted conspiracy in that (1) two or more merstof the AUC agreed to carry out their
terrorist campaign against civilians, (2) Chiqydeed the conspiracy knowing of at least one of
the goals of the conspiracy and intending to hefmmplish it, and (3) one or more of the
violations alleged herein was committed by someaehe was a member of the conspiracy and
acted in furtherance of the conspiracy.

i) Members of the AUC agreed to fight the FARC by mediilegal violence against
particular classes of civilians, thereby constitgtia conspiracy of two or more persons
who agreed to commit a wrongful act.

320. The AUC was formed based on agreement betweesaitiets, government backers, and
private supporters, to eliminate the FARC througteenination of guerrillas and suspected
guerrilla sympathizers and the systematic terrtioneof the civilian population. The AUC
purposely targeted civilians, even those with novin ties to the guerrillas. Thus the use of
illegal, violent means, including war crimes andrajidicial killings, was always central to the
group’s mission and strategies.

i) Chiquita joined the conspiracy knowing that the Ald@nded to fight the FARC by
means of illegal violence against particular clas®é civilians, and intending to help
accomplish that goal.

321. Chiquita began conspiring with the paramilitaries in 1995 or earlier; its first direct
payments to the Banana Bloc of the ACCU were madater than 1995. Chiquita sought a
meeting with the paramilitaries in late 1996 olya®97 and concluded an agreement with the
AUC whereby Chiquita paid the paramilitaries foeitrservices supporting the banana
plantations. These services consisted of threageoi killing civilians, including workers who

attempted to strike, union leaders, alleged critsjrend small banana farmers who refused to

sell or abandon their lan&ee supra
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322. Chiquita knew of the AUC’s goal of eliminating tRARC through the killing of
suspected sympathizers and innocent civilians.y Bfeo knew of their primary tactic of
targeting civilians in order to intimidate this pdation from supporting the FARCSee supra
(Chiquita’s knowledge). Chiquita joined the comapy intending to benefit from the AUC’s
strategy; the AUC’s methods would reduce Chiquita’s costs and nglosure by suppressing
labor unrest through the elimination of those whpased the banana plantations or threatened
their profitability.

323. Chiquita, as a co-conspirator, arranged illegal e@ygmayments, smuggled drugs and
arms, and facilitated and condoned murders in éuaihce of the conspiracy.

iii) The AUC's conduct alleged herein was committeddmlimers of the AUC in furtherance
of the conspiracy’s goal of fighting the FARC byameof illegal violence against
particular classes of civilians.

324. All of Plaintiffs’ decedents were killed by the AU@ furtherance of the conspiracy.
Their status as social activists, unionists, alfleggminals, or victims of FARC extortion led to
their inclusion in groups perceived by the AUC #nel State as being sympathetic to the FARC

and ultimately to their murdersSee infra(Plaintiffs’ Injuries).

G. The AUC Acted as Chiquita’s Agent in Committing theActs Alleged Herein.
325. Chiquita formed an agreement with the AUC, payimgn in exchange for their
performance of inherently dangerous and tortiotisities: the suppression of union activity and
elimination of alleged FARC supporters and othedasirables. This agreement specified,
among other things, that Chiquita would pay thepulitaries a fixed dollar amount for each
box of bananas exporte&ee suprgChiquita’s support to the AUC, Chiquita’s agreemeith

the AUC).
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326. Chiquita’s intended that the AUC continue carryig acts of killing, torture, and other
illegal violence against the civilian populationldfaba in accordance with the AUC'’s strategy
for suppressing the FARC and deterring its sympatii In providing the AUC with money and
assistance with their arms and drug traffickingig@hia, the Defendants, and Non-Party
Executives intended that the AUC obtain arms amdicoe their practice of killing civilians,
especially those civilians who were perceived asdfs to the profitability of the banana
industry. See suprdintentional assistance and benefits to Chiquita).

327. The leadership of the AUC did, in fact, carry oiliikgs of union members, social
organizers and other undesirable groups, as wellvdsmns with no known or suspected ties to
the guerrillas, knowing that Chiquita expected amended that they do so using the arms and
money provided by Chiquita.

328. The AUC solved Chiquita’s labor problems and kepi/d operational costs by killing
and/or intimidating any worker that attempted tikst See suprdsuppression of labor was part
of agreement). The paramilitaries also dealt eptisals against real or suspected thieves and
social undesirables, and targeted suspected daeyihpathizers or supporters who could have
threatened Chiquita's operations, including indepahbusiness cooperative owners and anyone
espousing views that could be characterized astledtich as opposition politicians, vocal trade
unionists, community leaders, and social activiSee infra(Plaintiffs’ Injuries).

329. Chiquita authorized the AUC'’s strategy of killirtgrture, and other illegal violence
against civilians in Uraba. The AUC's agreemerhhiquita involved forcing people to work
using threats and illegal violence, as well astihelling of labor and social unrest through the
systematic terrorization of the population of Ural&ee suprdChiquita’s agreement with the

AUC).
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330. Furthermore, Chiquita acquiesced in the AUC's cohdfter the fact by continuing to
pay them — and finding new ways to conceal thereatfithose payments — despite full
knowledge that their support was being used toyaaut the crimes alleged hereiBee supra

(knowledge of AUC as terrorist group, illegality pyments).

VI. PLAINTIFES' INJURIES

John Doe 1/John Doe 2

331. John Doe 1's father, John Doe 2, was a banana workéraba and active in labor
organizing. In 2001, the area in which he lived wtisctively controlled by the AUC.

332. In 2001, John Doe 2 was traveling by bus from loisié to the banana farm. The bus was
stopped by AUC paramilitaries. The paramilitarieshoved John Doe 2 from the bus and
executed him.

333. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehd®nspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of John Doe 2 through its sugpdie AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Joloe2 by removing a labor activist who

threatened the stability of Chiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 1/Jane Doe 2

334. Jane Doe 1's mother, Jane Doe 2, lived in a towdraba with her family. She was
involved in civic, social and political activitiesicluding advocating for marginalized groups.
As a community activist, she was a member of orte@fQroups targeted by the AUC and the
Colombian state in their war against the FARC amidg@ved FARC sympathizers.

335. In 1998, Jane Doe 2 told Jane Doe 1 that she waisl @#he would be killed for her

activities. Approximately one week later, AUC paitaries arrived at Jane Doe 2’s house. In
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the presence of her family, the paramilitaries readoJane Doe 2 from her house and executed
her. Subsequently, the family of Jane Doe 2, inalgdane Doe 1, fled their community in fear.
336. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehdmnspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of Jane Doe 2 through its supptite AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Jame 2 by removing a social activist who was
seen as threatening the stability of Chiquita’srapens and the generally established social

order.

John Doe 3/John Doe 4

337. John Doe 3's brother, John Doe 4, was a bananaewatla plantation in Uraba, and a
leader of a labor union committee.

338. In 1998, John Doe 4 was involved in a protest agdow wages. John Doe 3 and John
Doe 4 were eating lunch at their banana plantatioean AUC paramilitaries approached John
Doe 4, identified him by name, and executed him.

339. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehd®nspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of John Doe 4 through its sugbdiie AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Joloel@ by removing a labor activist who

threatened the stability of Chiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 3/John Doe 5
340. Jane Doe 3's husband, John Doe 5, was a bananammwrldraba.
341. 1In 1997, John Doe 5 became a target of AUC partamnés because they accused him of

paying ransom to the FARC for his kidnapped brothke AUC took John Doe 5 from his
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banana farm and executed him. AUC paramilitangssquently told John Doe 5’s family that
they had killed him.

342. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehdmnspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of John Doe 5 through its sumgbaine AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Joloe[® by strengthening the AUC itself, in
sending a message that payment of revenue to ApSngmts such as the FARC would be dealt

with harshly.

Minor Does 1-4/John Doe 6/Jane Doe 4

343. The mother of Minor Does 1-4, Jane Doe 4, lived town in Uraba with her family.
She was a civic and social activist. As a comnyuidtivist, she was a member of one of the
groups targeted by the AUC and the Colombian stetieeir war against the FARC and
perceived FARC sympathizers.

344. In 2004, AUC paramilitaries came to Jane Doe 4igskecand executed her in the
presence of her family. Subsequently, the familyarie Doe 4, including Minor Does 1-4, fled
their community in fear.

345. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehd®nspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of Jane Doe 4 through its supptine AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Jame 2 by removing a social activist who was
seen as threatening the stability of Chiquita’srapens and the generally established social

order.

John Doe 7/John Doe 8

346. John Doe 7’s son, John Doe 8, was a banana warlkgplantation in Uraba.
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347. In 2000, John Doe 8 was accused by AUC paramdiseanf stealing from a banana farm.
John Doe 8 was taken by an AUC paramilitary comreaadd executed.

348. When John Doe 7 approached the AUC about the gjltimee commander said that they
had killed John Doe 8 because the AUC were guatti@dgarm and were responsible for
preventing thefts, and suggested that they hadredied a social undesirable. The commander
also threatened John Doe 7 about pursuing an igaési.

349. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehdmnspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of John Doe 8 through its sughdiie AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Joloe3 by sending a message that stealing from

banana farms would result in being put to deathavuit benefit of any judicial process.

Jane Doe 5/John Doe 9

350. Jane Doe 5’s husband, John Doe 9, was a local Uesoler, a member of the national
union organization, and a member of a politicatyptrat opposed the AUC.

351. InJuly 1997, AUC paramilitaries stopped him whikerode his motorbike. After
speaking with him, they tortured, decapitated, dischembered him.

352. A demobilized member of the AUC has confessedeantiarder of John Doe 9.

353. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehdmnspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of John Doe 9 through its sumbaiee AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Joloe® by removing a labor activist who

threatened the stability and profitability of Chiitgls operations.

Jane Doe 6/John Doe 10
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354. Jane Doe 6’s husband, John Doe 10, was part ¢édldership of an independent banana
cooperative.

355. One day in May 1999, John Doe 10 was participatirgsoccer game. After the game
finished, two AUC paramilitaries sought him out dadnapped him. He was found the next
day, dead, with six bullet wounds.

356. In 1999 alone, four other members of the same lEoaoperative were assassinated.
357. On information and belief, Chiquita caused, intehdmnspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of John Doe 10 through its sagbtine AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Joloe[10 by sending a message that independent

banana farms that threatened Chiquita’s profitighiiould not be tolerated.

Jane Doe 7/John Doe 11

358. Jane Doe 7’s husband, John Doe 11, was a unioarlead a banana worker. He was a
member of the joint committee of workers and managd that negotiated salaries and working
conditions on a banana farm.

359. InJune 1999, men who identified themselves as Add@militaries arrived at John Doe
11’s home and killed him with a knife.

360. Oninformation and belief, Chiquita caused, inlgsh, conspired in, and/or aided and
abetted the death of John Doe 11 through its stgbdne AUC in Uraba. On information and
belief, Chiquita benefited from the death of Joloell1 by removing a labor activist whose

actions threatened the stability and profitabiifyChiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 8/John Doe 12
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361. John Doe 12, was the owner of a small bananaplotéabd, near to the port in Turbo,
which was used to ship bananas and was also ceuatiny the AUC.

362. In September 2004, four members of the AUC arriatedbhn Doe 12’s home and
murdered him in front of his son.

363. John Doe 8 is filing on behalf of his father, Jdwe 12.

364. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from and/or aided and abetted the ddatblm Doe 12 through their support of the
AUC in Uraba. On information and belief, Chiquitadathe Defendants benefited from the Death
of John Doe 12 by removing the owner of a smallpanplot, thereby improving the chances for

expanding Chiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 9 /John Doe 13

365. John Doe 13, was a community leader who was muideyéhe AUC in November
2003. John Doe 13 was traveling from Nueva Coltmi@partadd with Jane Doe 13 when their
vehicle was stopped by the AUC. The paramilitanegle him get out, and then killed him in
front of his wife.

366. John Doe 13's daughter was raped at her fathemsrél, and subsequently became
pregnant.

367. Jane Doe 9 is filing on behalf of her husband, Jobe 13.

368. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemdaaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from, and/or aided and abetted the defaibhn Doe 13 through their support of the

AUC in Uraba, which at the time of the events wasantrol of the region.

Jane Doe 10/John Doe 14/John Doe 15
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369. John Does 14 and 15 were killed by the AUC in Niolser 2002. A demobilized member
of the AUC confessed to both of their killings. ddboe 15 was a banana worker on a farm in
Apartado and was killed by two members of the AU®Wn as “Jhon Jairo” and “El Cholo.”
370. Jane Doe 10 is filing on behalf of her sons, Jobed14 and 15.

371. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from, and/or aided and abetted the dedithshn Doe 14 and 15 through their support

of the AUC in Urab4, which at the time of the esawts in control of the region.

Jane Doe 11/Jane Doe 12

372. Jane Doe 12, was murdered by the AUC in a publikketan March 2002. A member of
the AUC confessed to the killing.

373. Jane Doe 11 is filing on behalf of her sister, Jane 12.

374. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of Jane Dderd2gh their support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 13/John Doe 16

375. John Doe 16, was murdered by the AUC — in his mt®me and in front of his son —
in Apartado in September 1999. John Doe 16 wasartzaworker on a farm in Santa Marta.
376. Jane Doe 13 is filing on behalf of her partner,nJbloe 16.

377. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr&6gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.
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Jane Doe 14/John Doe 17

378. John Doe 17, was murdered by the AUC in Apartadéeinruary 1998. John Doe 17 was
a councilman and community leader, in a neighbadrafdanana workers. After a meeting with
community leaders in the Obrero neighborhood, Job@& 17 was ambushed by a group of
armed men on his way home.

379. Jane Doe 14 is filing on behalf of her partner,nibloe 17.

380. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokraidgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,
which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

381. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defentddenefited from the death of John
Doe 17 by removing a community leader whose actibreatened the stability and profitability

of Chiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 15/John Doe 18

382. John Doe 18, was murdered by the AUC. John DoedsB3anabor leader and a political
leader of the Union Patriotica political party. TREC detained, tortured, decapitated and
murder him in the Carambolos region.

383. Jane Doe 15 is filing on behalf of her husbandnJobe 18.

384. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr&8gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,
which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

385. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtddenefited from the death of John
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Doe 18 by removing a community leader whose actibreatened the stability and profitability

of Chiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 16/John Doe 19

386. John Doe 19, was murdered by the AUC in June 19@partado. John Doe 19 worked
as a wood-cutter. Members of the AUC showed upsattbuse and threatened the people there,
asking for John Doe 19’s whereabouts. John Doed®9murdered and his body was found a few
blocks from his home.

387. Jane Doe 16 is filing on behalf of her partner,nJbloe 19.

388. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr&@gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 17/John Doe 20

389. John Doe 20, was murdered by the AUC in March 189Turbo. Jane Doe 17 is
recognized as a victim in the Justice and Peaasepdings, because her son was murdered by
the AUC.

390. Jane Doe 17 is filing on behalf of her son, Johe R0.

391. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr@Qgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 18/John Doe 21
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392. John Doe 21, was murdered by the AUC in March 18910rbo. The murder has been
recognized in the Justice and Peace process.

393. Jane Doe 18 is filing on behalf of her husbandnJobe 21.

394. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr@tigh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 19/John Doe 22

395. John Doe 22, was killed by the AUC in March 199Timgorodo. John Doe 22 was a
banana worker and was killed by paramilitariehm presence of his partner.

396. Jane Doe 19 is filing this action on behalf of fen, John Doe 22.

397. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr@@gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 119/John Doe 24

398. John Doe 24, was murdered by the AUC in front efrthouse in February 1997. The
AUC forced Jane Doe 119 to call her son and haverbturn to the house, and then they killed
him.

399. Jane Doe 119 is filing this action on behalf of s&@n, John Doe 24.

400. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr@dgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.
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Jane Doe 20/John Doe 25

401. John Doe 25 was murdered by the AUC in January 1838 Doe 25 was a banana
worker on a farm in Apartado. The AUC rounded wgesal workers at a restaurant on the farm,
and killed John Doe 25 and several others.

402. Jane Doe 20 is filing this action on behalf of partner, John Doe 25.

403. Oninformation and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr@Ggh their support of the AUC in Uraba,
which at the time of the events was in controlhaf tegion.

404. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamddenefited from the death of John
Doe 25 by quelling dissent amongst banana workeitstireatened the stability and profitability

of Chiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 21/Jane Doe 22/John Doe 26

405. Jane Doe 22 and John Doe 26, were murdered byulieiA January 1997 in Turbo.

Jane Doe 21, Jane Doe 22 and John Doe 26 werdinigplag taxi from Apartado to Turbo —to
collect a payment on the sale of a farm — when thexe stopped by members of the AUC. Jane
Doe 21 watched as the paramilitaries killed heepés.

406. Jane Doe 21 files this action on her own behali, @m behalf of her parents, Jane Doe 22
and John Doe 26.

407. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of Jane Daed®20hn Doe 26 through their support of the

AUC in Urab4, which at the time of the events wasantrol of the region.
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Jane Doe 23/John Doe 27/John Doe 28

429. John Doe 27 and John Doe 28, were killed yAHC in January 1997 in Mutata. Four
members of the AUC entered a cantina, shot anedkilbhn Doe 27 and John Doe 28.

408. Jane Doe 23 brings this action on behalf of her $ohn Doe 27, and her husband, John
Doe 28.

409. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of John Daa@3dohn Doe 28 through their support of the

AUC in Urabd, which at the time of the events wasantrol of the region.

Jane Doe 24/John Doe 29/Jane Doe 25/John Doe 30

410. John Doe 29 and John Doe 30, were murdered by iA July 1996. John Doe 29
and John Doe 30 were leaders in a local communtialnelcoard in Chigorodo and were
attending a meeting of that board. Members of th€Aarrived at the meeting and killed John
Doe 29 and John Doe 30.

411. Jane Doe 24 brings this action on behalf of hetngarJohn Doe 29.

412. Jane Doe 25 brings this action on behalf of hetnearJohn Doe 30.

413. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of John Daa@9ohn Doe 30 through their support of the
AUC in Urab4, which at the time of the events wasantrol of the region.

414. On information and belief, Chiquita benefited fréime deaths of John Doe 29 and 30 by

removing community activists who threatened theikta of Chiquita’s operations.
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Jane Doe 26/John Doe 31

415. Jane Doe 26’s husband, John Doe 31, was murdergae A UC in 1996. In June 1997,
Jane Doe 26 was approached and threatened by lsengndvers of the AUC in Apartado. The
members of the AUC told her that she had twenty-fmurs to leave the region.

416. Jane Doe 26 brings this action on her own behatf,an behalf of her husband, John
Doe 31.

417. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Doa@1ha assault, forced eviction and relocation
of Jane Doe 26 through their support of the AU@iab4a, which at the time of the events was in

control of the region.

John Does 23 and 105/Jane Does 27, 30, 31, 99,1110,and 122

418. In July 1997, the AUC visited a property in Apatadwned by John Doe 105 and Jane
Doe 31, who were married. The AUC were lookingJohn Doe 105, who was not there at the
time.

419. They disappeared Jane Doe 31 and her daughterDden®00. Later that day, the AUC
found and murdered John Doe 105.

420. Also that day, the AUC threatened Jane Doe 27, Daeel21, and John Doe 23 — the
remaining children of John Doe 105 and Jane Doe &1d Jane Doe 122 — the granddaughter of
John Doe 105 and Jane Doe 31. All were told toddaraba, and they all fled.

421. Jane Doe 27 was attacked by the AUC again in 185, she had already relocated to
Irra, forcing her to flee and relocate once again.

422. Jane Doe 27 is filing on her own behalf and forfaérer, John Doe 105.
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423. Jane Doe 30 is filing on her own behalf and forrether, Jane Doe 31.

424. Jane Doe 99 is filing on behalf of her mother, Jaone 100.

425. Jane Doe 121 is filing on her own behalf.

426. Jane Doe 122 is filing on her own behalf.

427. John Doe 23 is filing on his own behalf.

428. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the threats, forced ewicélocation and displacement of Jane Doe 27,
Jane Doe 30, Jane Doe 31 and John Doe 36 by amdyththeir support of the AUC in Urab4,
which at the time of the events was in controlha tegion. On information and belief, Chiquita
and the Defendants also caused, intended, conspiradd/or aided and abetted the deaths and

disappearances of John Doe 105, Jane Doe 31, andd® 31 as a result of that same support.

John Doe 32

429. John Doe 32 was threatened and forced to reloeatauise of an attack by the AUC in
April 1996. John Doe 32 was a member of a politpzaty, the Union Patriotica. In April, the
AUC killed ten members of the party who were gatldeat a billiards hall. John Doe 32 was
present for the killing but managed to escape.righe day, he was forced to flee Uraba.

430. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemdaaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the assault, batteryedogeiction/relocation of John Doe 32 through
their support of the AUC in Uraba, which at thediof the events was in control of the region.
431. On information and belief, Chiquita benefited frtime forced displacement of John Doe
32 because there was one less political activibts threatened the stability of Chiquita’s

operations in the region.
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John Doe 33

432. John Doe 33 was threatened and assaulted by theidD€Ecember 1997 in Turbo. The
AUC carried out an attack, and killed several peppihich John Doe 33 witnessed. The AUC
threatened the surviving withnesses and John Daea33orced to relocate.

433. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemdaaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the assault, batteryedogeiction/relocation of John Doe 33 through

their support of the AUC in Uraba, which at thediof the events was in control of the region.

Jane Doe 28/John Doe 34

434. John Doe 34, was killed by the AUC in December 2@0he Carepa municipality. This
murder has been recognized in the Justice and Peaceedings.

435. Jane Doe 28 brings this action on behalf of hetharp John Doe 34.

436. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Dokr8dgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

John Doe 35

437. John Doe 35 was a banana worker working in Apartedbecember 1998, John Doe 35
was kidnapped and tortured by members of the AUELwHS also threatened upon his release.
438. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the assault, torture iamdiping of John Doe 35 through their support

of the AUC in Urabd, which at the time of the ewsants in control of the region.
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Jane Doe 29

439. Jane Doe 29 was threatened, beaten and raped blgaerseaf the AUC in December
1996. She was forced to relocate to Medellin, Isd eeceived threats from the AUC there, and
was forced to relocate again in 2002, this timBdgota.

440. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the assault, kidnappapg, and forced eviction/relocation of Jane Doe
29 by and through their support of the AUC in Uralshich at the time of the events was in

control of the region.

John Doe 36

441. John Doe 36 was threatened, pursued and had ms téstroyed by the AUC in 1996.
John Doe 36 was a member of the Communist partyaaradvisor to a labor union, he also
owned a small banana farm. In April 1996, the Abaided his farm, destroyed his crops, and
forced John Doe 36 to abandon his property andrileethe jungle.

442. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdaaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the threats, trespasseisoon, property destruction and forced
eviction/relocation of John Doe 36 by and througgirt support of the AUC in Urabd, which at
the time of the events was in control of the region

443. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemddenefited from the destruction of
property and other torts committed against John Zobecause those torts removed a political

activist who threatened the stability of Chiquitajgerations in the region.

John Doe 37
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444. The Colombian army alleged that John Doe 37’s fatfes a guerilla. In September
1997, John Doe 37 was on a bus stopped by the A€ members of the AUC had a list of
names, they called John Doe 37, and removed him fhe bus. He was told to and did leave
Uraba after the threat.

445. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdaaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the threats and forceti@virelocation of John Doe 37 by and
through their support of the AUC in Urab4, whictlire time of the events was in control of the

region.

John Doe 40

446. John Doe 40 was a banana worker on a farm in Turbo; he was also a member of the
Communist and Patriotica Union parties. In July?2,98e AUC threatened him and was forced
to flee Uraba.

447. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the threats, and foraetia/relocation of John Doe 40 by and
through their support of the AUC in Urab4, whictlire time of the events was in control of the
region.

448. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemddenefited from displacement of
John Doe 40 because those torts removed a pobiot@ist who threatened the stability of

Chiquita’s operations in the region.

John Doe 42

449. In September 1997, John Doe 42 worked at a faypartado. In September 1997, he
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was kidnapped by paramilitaries and detained ielld@r four days. During that time, they
battered and tortured him, until he promised todeldraba.

450. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the threats, batterywmlamprisonment, torture and other injuries of
John Doe 42 by and through their support of the AkOraba, which at the time of the events

was in control of the region.

Jane Doe 32/John Does 39, 41 and 46

451. In June 1997, several banana workers, and othefidodls were rounded up by the AUC
near the central dam in Apartado. They were takenrtearby school where they were beaten,
shot, threatened, and/or told to leave Uraba.

452. John Doe 39 was a banana worker and part of a unégowas also a member of several
political parties, including the Communist Partgldhe Union Patriotica. He was a victim of this
June 1997 incident. Members of the AUC threatenedamd told him that he had twenty-four
hours to leave. He fled and was displaced. He brihig claim on his own behalf.

453. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the threats, and foraetia/relocation of John Doe 39 by and
through their support of the AUC in Urab4, whictlira time of the events was in control of the
region.

454, John Doe 41 was a union leader in Apartado. InJare 1997 incident, he was detained
by several members of the AUC, who beat and smot He is now disabled. He brings these
claims on his own behalf.

455. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
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and/or aided and abetted the threats, assaukriaatbnversion, trespass and other injuries of
John Doe 41 by and through their support of the AkOraba, which at the time of the events
was in control of the region.

456. In John Doe 46 was also detained by the AUC initlaglent, threatened and told to
leave the area. He brings these claims on his akalb

457. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the displacement and other injuriekbh Doe 46 through their support of the
AUC in Urabd, which at the time of the events wasantrol of the region.

458. Jane Doe 32 was also detained by paramilitari@partado and told to leave the region
in twenty-hour hours. He brings these claims orola behalf.

459. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the assault, displacement and othertas of Jane Doe 32 by and through their

support of the AUC in Uraba, which at the timelwd £vents was in control of the region.

Jane Doe 120/John Doe 44

460. In or around September 1998, Jane Doe 120’s sbn,Doe 44, was murdered by the
AUC in Apartado. This murder has been recognizatiénJustice and Peace proceedings.
461. Jane Doe 120 brings this action on behalf of her 3ohn Doe 44.

462. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 44 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 45
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463. In August 1997, John Doe 45 was shot by the AUCstiteived the shooting, but was
forced to flee his home and property.

464. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the shooting, displacement and otfigrnes of John Doe 45 through their support

of the AUC in Urab4, which at the time of the esawts in control of the region.

John Does 47-50/Jane Does 33-34

465. John Doe 47 was a worker on a banana farm. Anthmary 2002, John Doe 47 was
murdered by the AUC. On that day, John Doe 47 Wwaouse of Jane Doe 33, his mother,
when the AUC called for him. They took him, alonghaseveral others, and he was murdered.
466. John Doe 47 is survived by his mother, Jane Do@i83ister, Jane Doe 34, and his
brothers, John Does 48, 49 and 50.

467. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided in the murder of John Doe 47 throbgir support of the AUC in Uraba, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

Jane Doe 35/John Doe 51

468. John Doe 51 was murdered by the AUC in March 200is murder has been recognized
in the Justice and Peace proceedings.

469. Jane Doe 35 brings this action on behalf of hetngarJohn Doe 51.

470. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 51 through thgiport of the AUC in Uraba, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.
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Jane Doe 36/John Doe 52

471. John Doe 52, the son and relation of Jane Doe 88§ murdered by the AUC in May
2002. This murders has been recognized in thecéusitid Peace proceedings.

472. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdaaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 52 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Does 53-54/Jane Does 37-39

473. John Doe 53 was murdered by the AUC in March 2@08piartado. This murder has
been recognized in the Justice and Peace proceeding

474. He is survived by Jane Doe 37, his mother, Janes BB8eaand 39, his sisters, and John
Doe 54, his brother.

475. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 53 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Does 55-58/Jane Does 40-44

476. John Doe 55 worked as a banana farmer in Turbdugust 1998, a member of the AUC,
known as “Ponchi,” came to his house. He took Jdbe 55 from his home, shot and killed him.
477. John Doe 55 is survived by his mother, Jane Do&iGson, John Doe 56, his daughter,
Jane Doe 41, his brothers, John Does 57 and 58&)iarsisters, Jane Does 41, 42, 43 and 44.

478. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
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and/or aided the murder of John Doe 55 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 59/Jane Doe 45/John Doe 60

479. John Doe 59 was a farm worker in Turbo. In or acbbabruary 1997, he was murdered
by the AUC. This murder has been recognized inJtistice and Peace proceedings.

480. John Doe 59 is survived by his wife, Jane Doe #A8,kas son, John Doe 60.

481. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 59 through thgiport of the AUC in Uraba, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 61/John Doe 62/John Doe 63/Jane Doe 46/Dare 47

482. John Doe 61 was driving a bus in March 1997, winels stopped by the AUC. The AUC
ordered all of the passengers off the bus, themdenad John Doe 61. This death has been
recognized in the Justice and Peace proceedings.

483. John Doe 61 is survived by his partner, Jane Doéid6ons, John Does 62 and 63, and
his daughter, Jane Doe 47.

484. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 61 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 64/John Doe 65/Jane Doe 48

485. In December 1998, John Doe 64 was at his home @Wlodambian soldiers came to his
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door. Later that day, he was detained by membettsecAUC, who told his wife that he was
being held; he was disappeared by the AUC. His death has been recognized in the Justice and
Peace proceedings.

486. John Doe 64 is survived by his children, John Deoeied Jane Doe 48.

487. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the disappearance of John Doe 64ghrieir support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

John Doe 67/John Doe 66/Jane Does 49-54

488. In September 2000, John Doe 67 was murder by menab¢ine AUC in his family

home. He is survived by his parents, John Doe @6Jane Doe 49, and his sisters, Jane Does 50,
51, 52, 53, and 54.

489. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 67 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 68/Jane Doe 55

490. John Doe 68 was a farmworker. He was taken fronidise in August 2000 by members
of the AUC and murdered. This death has been répedm the Justice and Peace proceedings.
491. Jane Doe 55 brings this action on behalf of hetnearJohn Doe 68.

492. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 68 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.
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John Does 69 - 70/Jane Does 56-58

493. Jane Doe 56’s son, John Doe 69, was kidnapped ardened by the AUC in March
2001. This death is recognized in the Justice aat® proceedings.

494. He is survived by his mother, Jane Doe 56, higstlane Does 57 and 58, and his
brother, John Doe 70.

495. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 69 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Does 71-72/Jane Does 59-60

496. Jane Doe 59's husband, John Doe 72, was a truetrdhat was murdered by the AUC
in January 2001. This death was recognized inubecg and Peace proceedings.

497. He is survived by his wife, Jane Doe 59, and hikledn, John Doe 71 and Jane Doe 60.
498. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 72 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Does 73-76/Jane Doe 61

499. John Doe 76 was a banana farmer that owned higpavae! of land. He and a
companion, John Doe 78, were murdered by the AU@arch 1996. This death was recognized
in the Justice and Peace proceedings.

500. He is survived by his son, John Doe 75, his breth#&whn Does 73 and 74, and his sister
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Jane Doe 61.
501. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 76 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Does 43, 77 and 78/Jane Does 62-64

502. John Doe 78 was a worker on a banana farm. He anthpanion, John Doe 76, were
murdered by the AUC in March 1996. These deathe werognized in the Justice and Peace
proceedings.

503. He is survived by his mother, Jane Doe 62, hiestlane Does 63 and 64, and his
brothers, John Does 43 and 77.

504. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 78 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 79/Jane Does 65-67

505. John Doe 79 was disappeared by the AUC in Dece@(@9, and was also, in or around
that time, murdered by the AUC. His death was racsgl in the Justice and Peace proceedings.
506. He is survived by his mother, Jane Doe 65, andikters, Jane Does 66 and 67.

507. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the disappearance and murder of Jokri7B through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.
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Jane Does 68-70

508. Jane Doe 70 was an agricultural worker, and a mepflibe Sintrainago union. She was
also a member of the Union Patriotica party. IneJui896, she was murdered by the AUC. This
death was recognized in the Justice and Peacequliogs.

509. This action is brought on behalf of Jane Doe 7thérydaughters, Jane Does 68 and 69.
510. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from and/or aided the murder of Jane Tib#rough their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Does 80-81/Jane Does 71-74

511. John Doe 81 was murdered in August 2003 by a meoflibe AUC.

512. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 71, higdeaus, Jane Doe 72-74, and his son,
John Doe 80.

513. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 81 through thgiport of the AUC in Uraba, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 82/Jane Does 75-78

514. Jane Doe 75’s son, John Doe 82, was murdered &t aod in front of his colleagues, by
the AUC in November 2009.

515. He is survived by his mother, Jane Doe 75, andiktsrs, Jane Does 76-78.

516. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,

and/or aided the murder of John Doe 82 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the
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time of the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 83/Jane Does 79-85

517. John Doe 83 was the president of a local commutalraboard. The board had a
meeting in September 2001, and several membere&WC interrupted. John Doe 83 was
taken by the paramilitaries from the meeting anddered.

518. He is survived by his mother, Jane Doe 79, hieigsJane Does 80 and 81, and his
daughters Jane Does 82, 83, 84 and 85.

519. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the kidnaping and murder of John Cbth&ugh their support of the AUC in
Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

520. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defentddenefited from the death of John
Doe 83 by removing a community leader whose actibreatened the stability and profitability

of Chiquita’s operations.

John Doe 84-85/Jane Does 86-88

521. John Doe 85 worked at a fruit company in Apartad® was murdered by the AUC, in
front of Jane Doe 86, in February 2001. His destiecognized in the Justice and Peace
proceedings.

522. John Doe 85 is survived by his partner, Jane Do@i8Gon, John Doe 84, and his
daughters, Jane Doe 87 and Jane Doe 88.

523. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,

and/or aided the kidnaping and murder of John Coth&ugh their support of the AUC in
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Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Does 86-87/Jane Doe 89

524. John Doe 87 was an active member of a union, SINA®AN. In March 1996, he was
in his home, when members of the AUC came and meddam there.

525. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 89, anddns John Doe 86.

526. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the kidnaping and murder of John Doth&ugh their support of the AUC in
Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

527. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defantddenefited from the death of John
Doe 87 by removing a labor organizer whose actibreatened the stability and profitability of

Chiquita’s operations.

John Does 88-91/Jane Does 90-92

528. John Doe 91 was a farm laborer in Chigorodo. InlA®96, he was taken from his home
by members of the AUC. He was murdered by the Ad€las body was found by his family on
the side of the road the next day.

529. John Doe 91 is survived by his mother, Jane Do&i8(ather, John Doe 88, his sisters,
Jane Doe 91 and 92, and his brothers John Doesd90a

530. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the kidnaping and murder of John Ooth&ugh their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.
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John Doe 92/Jane Doe 93

531. Jane Doe 93’s father, John Doe 92, was murdereshB®y/JC commander in March 1996,
in connection with a land dispute.

532. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the kidnaping and murder of John Dbth&ugh their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Doe 93/Jane Does 94-96

533. Jane Doe 96 owned a butcher shop and refused ta taayto the AUC. In June 1995,
members of the AUC showed up on Jane Doe 96’s htveaeher up, and threatened to rape one
of her daughters. Jane Doe 96 tried to escapehgitidaughter but was shot by an AUC member
and died.

534. This action is brought on Jane Doe 96’s behalfdrydhildren, John Doe 93 and Jane
Does 94 and 95.

535. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the kidnaping and murder of Jane Ba®ugh their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Doe 94-95/Jane Doe 97

536. John Doe 95 was a farmer and a member of Uniomole#r party in Turbo. In January
1996, John Doe 95 was kidnapped by the AUC on thetw his farm, he was tortured and
eventually murdered. This action has been recodnizéhe Justice and Peace proceedings.

537. This action is brought on behalf of John Doe 9%hisychildren, John Doe 94 and Jane
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Doe 97.

538. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the kidnaping, torture and murdeobhJDoe 95 through their support of the AUC
in Uraba, which at the time of the events was inticd of the region.

539. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntddenefited from the death of John
Doe 95 by removing a political activist whose agtidhreatened the stability and profitability of

Chiquita’s operations.

John Doe 96-98/Jane Doe 98

540. John Doe 98 was threatened and killed by the AU@erorders of a paramilitary
commander known as El Aleman. This death has bemrgnized in the Justice and Peace
proceedings.

541. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 98, angtkiz-sons, John Does 96 and 97.
542. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 98 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Does 102-103/Jane Does 103-104

543. John Doe 103 worked on a farm owned by his fathépartado. In September 2000,
several members of the AUC showed up at John D8&s hdme, inquiring about his
whereabouts. He was later found, murdered anddug vas left on a banana farm.

544. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 103, asdlnidren, John Doe 102 and Jane

Doe 104.
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545. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from, and/or aided the murder of John D@ through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Doe 104/Jane Does 105-106

546. In September 2002, John Doe 104 was abducted frofmoime in Turbo — in the middle
of the night and in the presence of his partnere J2oe 105 — and later murdered by the AUC.
547. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 105, asdlihiughter, Jane Doe 106.

548. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of 104 through their suppiothe AUC in Uraba, which at the time of

the events was in control of the region.

John Doe 105-107/Jane Does 107-108

549. John Doe 107 was a laborer on banana farms in Turlmy around March 2003, John
Doe 107 was murdered by the AUC. This death has tEognized in the Justice and Peace
proceedings.

550. He is survived by his son, John Doe 105, his bralbén Doe 106, and his sisters, Jane
Does 107 and 108.

551. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 107 througin siiport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Does 108-109/Jane Does 109-112
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552. John Doe 109 was a laborer on several farms inp@ate April 1997, several members
of the AUC abducted him from his home and murdeisl.body was found in a dumpster on a
nearby farm. This death has been recognized idubktce and Peace proceedings.

553. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 109, higjdiers Jane Does 110-112, and his
son, John Doe 108.

554. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 109 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Does 110-113/Jane Does 113-118

555. John Doe 113 lived with his family in Apartado.January 2001, several members of the
AUC broke into his home, and killed him as he trie@scape.

556. John Doe 113 is survived by his mother, Jane DB8e i partner, Jane Doe 118, his son,
John Doe 112, his daughters, Jane Does 116 andhisldtothers, John Does 110 and 111, his
sisters, Jane Does 114 and 115.

557. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 113 througin spport of the AUC in Uraba, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Does 114 and 115
558. In or around December 1996, John Doe 115 was menldey the AUC in Turbo. This
death has been recognized in the Justice and Peameedings.

559. John Doe 114 brings this action on behalf of hagher, John Doe 115.
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560. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 115 througin spport of the AUC in Uraba, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Does 116-120/Jane Does 119-120, 123-124 ahd 42

561. John Doe 120 was murdered by the AUC in or arouma 2000. This death has been
recognized in the Justice and Peace proceedings.

562. He is survived by his mother, Jane Doe 119, hiersisJane Does 120, 123, 141 and 142,
his brothers, John Does 116 and 117, and his enildohn Does 118 and 119 and Jane Doe 124.
563. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the attempted kidnapping and murdé@obih Doe 120 through their support of the

AUC in Urabd, which at the time of the events wasantrol of the region.

John Doe 121/Jane Doe 125

564. In or around April 2003, John Doe 121 was murdéngthe AUC in Mutata. John Doe
121 was an agricultural worker. Two men who wen¢ pbthe Elmer Cardenas bloc of the AUC,
including “El Mono,” murdered John Doe 121 wherwees on his way to work at a farm. This
death has been recognized in the Justice and Peameedings.

565. Jane Doe 125 brings this action on behalf of hemnpg John Doe 121.

566. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Def@md caused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 121 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region
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John Does 122 — 125/Jane Does 126-135

567. John Doe 125, was murdered in or around Octobe8 b99he AUC. This death has been
recognized in the Justice and Peace proceedings.

568. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 126, higjldier, Jane Doe 127, his mother, Jane
Doe 128, his sisters, Jane Does 129-135, and bikdys John Does 123, 124 and 125.

569. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 125 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Does 126-130/Jane Does 136-138

570. John Doe 131 was a laborer at a farm. He was meoidgy the AUC in or around March

2003 in Turbo. This death has been recognizedartistice and Peace proceedings.

571. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 136, higjldiers, Jane Does 137 and 138, and
his sons John Does 126-130.

572. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,

and/or aided the kidnapping and murder of John I3iethrough their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Does 132 and 133/Jane Does 139 and 140

573. John Doe 133, was murdered by the AUC in or aralamiary 1999 in Turbo. This death
has been recognized in the Justice and Peace dingse

574. He is survived by his partner, Jane Doe 139, higldier, Jane Doe 130, and his son,

John Doe 132.
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575. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 133 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Does 134-137/ Jane Does 143 and 144

576. John Doe 137, was murdered by the AUC on or ar@etdber 19, 1996 in Apartado.

This death has been recognized in the Justice eaceRroceedings.

577. He is survived by his partner Jane Doe 143, higki@u Jane Doe 144, and his sons John
Does 134, 135 and 136.

578. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 137 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Does 38, 99-101/ Jane Does 101 and 102

579. John Doe 38, was murdered by the AUC on or aroussehhber 25, 1996 in Apartado.
This death has been recognized in the Justice eaceRroceedings.

580. He is survived by his wife Jane Doe 101, his daeighéne Doe 102, and his sons John
Does 99, 100 and 101.

581. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 38 through thgiport of the AUC in Urab4a, which at the

time of the events was in control of the region.

John Does 138 and 139/ Jane Does 145 and 146
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582. John Doe 138, was murdered by the AUC on or ardumneé 6, 1999 in Chigorodo. This
death has been recognized in the Justice and Peameedings.

583. He is survived by his mother Jane Doe 145, hisfallbhn Doe 139 and his sister Jane
Doe 146.

584. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 138 througin sii@port of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 140/Jane Doe 147

585. John Doe 140 was a banana worker in Apartado. Hemwadered by the AUC in May
2004.

586. Jane Doe 147 brings this action on behalf of hebhand, John Doe 140.

587. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 140 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 141/Jane Doe 148

588. John Doe 141 was a banana worker, he was murdgri AUC in April 2004 in
Apartado.

589. Jane Doe 148 brings this action on behalf of hebhand, John Doe 141.

590. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 141 througin siiport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region
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John Doe 142/Jane Doe 149

591. John Doe 142 worked as a banana farmer in Turb&udust 2003, he was detained by
members of the AUC and brought to another farm,revhe was murdered. His stepfather and
uncle had been murdered years before by the AUC.

592. Jane Doe 149 brings this action on behalf of har 3ohn Doe 142.

593. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 142 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 143/Jane Doe 150

594. John Doe 143 worked on a farm worker in Turbo, Whi@s owned by his father. He was
murdered by the AUC in May 2003. On information &mdief, the order was given by a
paramilitary known as “El Viejo”.

595. Jane Doe 150 brings this action on behalf of hethar, John Doe 143.

596. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 143 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 199/Jane Doe 151

597. John Doe 199 was a banana worker in Apartado. emvadered by the AUC in
November 2001. His sons were also murdered by thé.A

598. Jane Doe 151 brings this action on behalf of hebhnd, John Doe 199.

599. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemdaaused, intended, conspired in,
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and/or aided the murder of John Doe 199 througin siipport of the AUC in Urabd, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 144/Jane Doe 152

600. John Doe 144 was a teacher in Apartado. He wasereatdy the UAUC in November
2001.

601. Jane Doe 152 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 144.

602. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 144 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

Jane Doe 153/Jane Doe 154

603. Jane Doe 153 worked as part of an agriculturalpedste was murdered by the AUC in
June 2001.

604. Jane Doe 154 brings this action on behalf of hegbter, Jane Doe 153.

605. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of Jane Doe Doe 153 thrthejhsupport of the AUC in Uraba, which

at the time of the events was in control of theaeg

John Doe 145/Jane Doe 155
606. Jane Doe 155 was murdered by the AUC in April 2@0Apartado.
607. John Doe 145 brings this action on behalf of hisheg Jane Doe 155.

608. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
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and/or aided the murder of Jane Doe 155 throughgbpport of the AUC in Uraba, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 146/Jane Doe 156

609. John Doe 146 worked on a Banadex farm. He was meaidsy the AUC in February
2003.

610. Jane Doe 156 brings this action on behalf of har §ohn Doe 146.

611. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from, and/or aided the murder of John D& through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Doe 147/Jane Doe 157

612. John Doe 147 was murdered by the AUC in Februa®l 2Be was confronted near his
home by a paramilitary, known as “Jorge”, and kille

613. Jane Doe 157 brings this action on behalf of har §ohn Doe 147.

614. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 147 througin sii@port of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 148/Jane Doe 158
615. John Doe 148 was a banana worker in Apartado. Kekillad by the AUC in February
2001.

616. Jane Doe 158 brings this action on behalf of har §ohn Doe 148.
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617. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 148 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 149/Jane Doe 159

618. John Doe 149 was a banana worker in Apartado. iemvadered by the AUC in
December 2000.

619. Jane Doe 159 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 149.

620. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 149 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 150/Jane Doe 160

621. John Doe 150 was a banana worker in Apartado. Hekilad by the AUC in December
2000. On information and belief, the paramilitaegponsible for the killing was known as
“Cepillo”.

622. Jane Doe 160 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 150.

623. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 150 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 151/Jane Doe 161

624. John Doe 151 was a banana worker. He was murdgréelAUC, in his home, in
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December 2000.

625. Jane Doe 161 brings this action on behalf of hethi@r, John Doe 151.

626. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 151 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 152/Jane Doe 162

627. John Doe 152 was a banana truck driver. He waseneddy the AUC.

628. Jane Doe 162 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 152.

629. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 152 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 153/Jane Doe 163

630. John Doe 153 owned a farm. He was driving in Aghrta October 2000, when he was
detained by members of the AUC. He was kidnappédiaen murdered. His father had also
been murdered by the AUC years earlier.

631. Jane Doe 163 brings this action on behalf of hethi@r, John Doe 153.

632. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 153 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 154/Jane Doe 164
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633. John Doe 154 was a banana worker. He lived in & tewhere his brother was murdered
— but was forced to flee by the AUC. But he washle#o escape the AUC, and was murdered
by them in September 2000.

634. Jane Doe 164 brings this action on behalf of har §ohn Doe 154.

635. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 154 througin siipport of the AUC in Urabd, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 155/Jane Doe 165

636. John Doe 155 was murdered by the AUC on a banamaifeSeptember 2000.

637. Jane Doe 165 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 155.

638. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 155 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 156/Jane Doe 166

639. John Doe 156 was a banana worker. He was murdgréee AUC in July 2000.

640. Jane Doe 166 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 156.

641. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 156 througin siiport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 157/Jane Doe 167
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642. John Doe 157 was a banana worker in Apartado. Hedigappeared and murder by the
AUC in or around March 2000.

643. Jane Doe 167 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 157.

644. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 157 througin siiport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

John Doe 158/Jane Doe 168

645. John Doe 158 was a banana worker. He was murdgréelAUC in April 1998 on or
near Zunga, a loading dock for bananas.

646. Jane Doe 168 brings this action on behalf of hethi@r, John Doe 158.

647. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided the murder of John Doe 158 througin siipport of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

Jane Doe 169/Jane Doe 170

648. Jane Doe 169 was a banana worker. She was ford¢eavi® her home, with her partner

and children. But, this did not save her. She wasdered by the AUC in or around September
1999. Her partner was also killed by the AUC.

649. Jane Doe 170 brings this action on behalf of hetesiJane Doe 1609.

650. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,

and/or aided the murder of Jane Doe 169 throughgbpport of the AUC in Urabd, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region
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John Doe 159/Jane Doe 171

651. John Doe 159 was the owner of a banana farm. Henwadered by the AUC in
September 1999. His family was forcibly displaced.

652. Jane Doe 171 brings this action on behalf of hethi@r, John Doe 159.

653. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from and/or aided the murder of John D& through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Doe 160/Jane Doe 172

654. John Doe 160 was a banana worker. He was toldébgwmers of the farm that he had
been replaced by another worker; but, John Doeadf@ed to leave until he received the
severance he was entitled under the labor lawsvé$emurdered by the AUC in August 1999.
655. Jane Doe 172 brings this action on behalf of hempa John Doe 160.

656. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from, and/or aided the murder of John D&@ through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Doe 16/ohn Doe 162

657. John Doe 162’s son, John Doe 161 was in chardeeafitains on a banana farm. He was
killed in July 1999, in Apartadd, by the AUC paréitaries. John Doe 162 brings this action on
behalf of John Doe 161.

658. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
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and/or aided in the murder of John Doe 161 thrdbgir support of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

Jane 173/John Doe 163

659. Jane Doe 173's partner John Doe 163 was a banakaman in Apartado. In July 1999,
he was working at the farm, and two AUC paramilgsicame on motorcycles and killed him.
660. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided in the murder of John Doe 163 thrdbgir support of the AUC in Urab4, which at

the time of the events was in control of the region

Jane Doe 174/John Doe 164/John Doe 210

661. Jane Doe 174'’s father, John Doe 164 worked asvardgocherg and was killed in July
1999 by the AUC paramilitaries who arrived at hisi$e in Apartad6 and shot him with a
firearm. Two of his children had been killed yebefore.

662. Jane Doe 174’s son, John Doe 210 was killed bAth€ in January 1999. He was first
kidnapped at night from his house in Apartadé dsh tkilled by the AUC paramilitaries.

663. Jane Doe 174 brings this action individually andoehalf of her father, John Doe 164,
and her son, John Doe 210.

664. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided in the murder of John Doe 164 and Dmie210 through their support of the AUC

in Uraba, which at the time of the events was intic® of the region.

Jane Doe 175/John Doe 165
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665. Jane Doe 175’s partner John Doe 165 was a banatkamand labor union leader. In
July 1999, when he was at home in Chigorodo, sevamwho identified themselves as AUC
paramilitaries killed him with a knife.

666. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht68gh its support of the AUC in Urab&. On
information and belief, Chiquita and the Defenddmssefited from the death of John Doe 165
by removing a labor activist who threatened theiktg and profitability of Chiquita’s

operations.

Jane Doe 176/John Doe 166

667. Jane Doe 176’s husband John Doe 166 was a memtiex ekecutive committee of the
administration council of the banana farm and coapee. In May 1999, he was at a soccer
game, at the end of the match two AUC paramilisac@me asking for him. They told him he
had been criticizing the AUC and took him away &itieéd him.

668. Jane Doe 176 brings this action individually andoehalf of her husband, John Doe 166.
669. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢hté6gh its support of the AUC in Uraba.
670. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertddbenefited from the death of John
Doe 166 by removing a labor activist who threatethedstability and profitability of Chiquita’s

operations.

Jane Doe 177/ John Doe 167

671. Jane Doe 177’'s son John 167 was killed by the Adi@rpilitaries in April 1999 in
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Apartado.
672. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,

and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht@6gh its support of the AUC in Uraba.

Jane Doe 180/John Doe 168

673. Jane Doe 180’s brother, John Doe 168 was a smmalldavner. He was accused of being
a guerilla collaborator and killed by the AUC intGloger 1998.

674. Jane Doe 180 is filing this action on behalf ofd@voe 168.

675. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of John Doéhi@@gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 181/John Doe 169

676. Jane Doe 181’s partner John Doe 169 was a banatkamo a farm in Carepa.

677. In September 1998, he was working on the farm whenmen on two motorcycles
arrived asking for him. In the packing buildingyhtold him to go to the office where the AUC
paramilitaries were waiting for him; they tied him up and took him away. They killed him on
exiting the farm.

678. Jane Doe 181 is filing on behalf of John Doe 169.

679. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defartdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of John Doéhi@8gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

102



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 103 of 155

Jane Doe 182/John Doe 170

680. Jane Doe 182’s partner, John Doe 170 was a banark@min Apartadod. In July 1998,
when he was on the farm, armed men on motorcydasd and identified themselves as AUC
paramilitaries.

681. They were looking for three of the workers but tloeyy detained and killed John Doe
170 because the other two fled. Jane Doe 182 btimgsiction on behalf of John Doe 170.
682. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of John Doéhidi@gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 183/John Doe 171

683. Jane Doe 183's brother John Doe 171 was a banamarfaHe was killed Carepa by
members of the AUC paramilitaries.

684. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of John Doéhidlgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 184/John Doe 172

685. Jane Doe 184's son John Doe 172 was a banana wmrkbe Epoban farm where he ran
the producers’ cooperative.

686. In May 1998, he was tortured and killed in his ham&urbo by three AUC
paramilitaries.

687. They tied him up and stabbed a screwdriver intdhked before they shot him.
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688. Jane Doe 184 brings this action on behalf of Jobe Dr2.
689. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
benefited from and/or aided and abetted the dedthshn Doe 172 through their support of the

AUC in Urabd, which at the time of the events wasantrol of the region.

Jane Doe 185/John Doe 173

690. Jane Doe 185’s partner John Doe 173 was a banatkammno Apartadd. He was detained
by the AUC paramilitaries and then tortured an¢ekiil

691. Jane Doe 185 brings this action on behalf of Jobe D73.

692. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the deaths of John Doéhid@gh their support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 186/John Doe 174

693. Jane Doe 186’s husband John Doe 174 a leaderashmuanal action board in Apartado.
694. In February 1998, he was in his house when the pli@militaries came and took him
away on a motorcycle; his whereabouts are unknown to this day.

695. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht@dgh their support of the AUC in Urab4,
which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

696. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertddbenefited from the death of John
Doe 174 by removing a community leader whose astibreatened the stability and profitability

of Chiquita’s operations.
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Jane Doe 187/John Doe 175

697. Jane Doe 187’s brother John Doe 175 was detain¢aeb%UC on his way to El Casco
(Restrepo Girona) to request the cash benefitadw@econsequence of his father’'s murder.
698. He was detained by members of the AUC paramilganibo forced him on to a pick-up
truck. They killed him in the town center of Apaalt.

699. Jane Does is filing on behalf of John Doe 175

700. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defartdaaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht@bgh their support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 187/John Doe 176

701. Jane Doe 187’s father, John Doe 176 was a banarkemwo

702. In December 1997, members of the AUC came to time &nd held a meeting there.
After the meeting, they tied him up, took him awayd killed him.

703. Jane Doe 187 brings this action on behalf of Jobe Dr6.

704. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht@égh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 188/John Doe 177
705. Jane Doe 188’s son John Doe 177 was a banana workke Santa Marta farm. In

December 1997, he was in his house when three rhendentified themselves as members of
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the AUC paramilitaries arrived there. They asked to go with them, the following day, he was
found dead.

706. Jane Doe 188 brings this action on behalf of Joba D77

707. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamtdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht@idgh their support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 189/John Doe 178

708. Jane Doe 189’s son John Doe 178 was a mechanievati@d in Apartado. In October
1997, he was killed by the AUC paramilitaries whoved at La Chinita and killed him there.
709. Jane Doe brings this action on behalf of John Df& 1

710. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Doé¢ht@8gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 190/John Doe 179

711. Jane Doe 190's partner John Doe 179 was a banatkamble was abducted from his
house in by three members of the AUC paramilitaneg of whom was alias “Mononegro.”
712. Jane Doe 190 brings this action on behalf of Joba Dr9.

713. They took him and killed him near the banana fdexb&nanerd. On information and
belief, Chiquita and the Defendants caused, int@ncenspired in, and/or aided and abetted the
death of John Doe 179 through their support ofAb€ in Uraba, which at the time of the

events was in control of the region.
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Jane Doe 164/John Doe 180

714. Jane Doe 164’s son, John Doe 180 was a bananamwankehad been forcibly displaced
from Apartadé. He worked as a bus driver assistant.

715. In September 1997, the AUC paramilitaries stoppedous that John Doe 180 was
working on. They shot him dead when he steppedbilte bus.

716. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht80gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 192/John Doe 181

717. Jane Doe 192’s partner, John Doe 181 was a banark@mHe was killed by AUC
paramilitaries in August 1997. Jane Doe 192 brthgsaction on his behalf.

718. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht8agh their support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 174/John Doe 182/John Doe 196

719. Jane Doe 174’s brothers John Doe 182 and John @®evére forcibly displaced by the
AUC paramilitaries. They were then killed by menshef the AUC paramilitaries in August
1997 and 1998.

720. Jane Doe 174 brings this action on behalf of nethiers.

721. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,
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and/or aided and abetted the death of John Doaid@&2John Doe 196 through their support of

the AUC in Uraba, which at the time of the evené&swn control of the region.

Jane Doe 194/Jane Doe 195

722. Jane Doe 194’s daughter, Jane Doe 195 was fordigpyaced to Apartadé.

723. She was then found and kidnapped in August of 18%&rmed men from the AUC. The
next day, she was found dead.

724. Jane Doe 194 brings this action on behalf of Jaoe I95.

725. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of Jane Dothi®@igh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 196/John Doe 183

726. Jane Doe 193's husband, John Doe 183 was a barmakarwHe was killed in April 1996
by the AUC.

727. Jane Doe 196 brings this action on behalf of Joba I83.

728. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemd caused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Doé¢ht83gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 197/John Doe 184
729. Jane Doe 197’'s son John Doe 184 was a banana whbriharch 1997. He was abducted

from his house by five members of the AUC. His bads found in Chigorodo four days later
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730. Jane Doe 197 brings this action on behalf of Joba I84.
731. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht8dgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 198/John Doe 185

732. Jane Doe’s brother, John Doe 185 was a banana weét&evas killed in March 1997 by
the AUC together with four other banana workers.

733. Jane Doe 198 brings this action on behalf of Joba I85.

734. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defemd caused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht8dgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,
which at the time of the events was in controlhaf tegion.

Jane Doe 199/John Doe 186

735. Jane Doe 199’s partner, John Doe 186 was a banatk&mwln February 1997, after he
made a claim for unpaid wages, he was killed byAlHE paramilitaries.

736. Jane Doe 199 brings this action on behalf of Joba I86.

737. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht86gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 200/ John Doe 187
738. John Doe 187 was a banana worker at a farm. Inadad®97, he was murdered by the

AUC in Apartado.
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739. Jane Doe 200 is filing on behalf of her partnenniboe 187.
740. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht8idgh their support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 201/ John Doe 188

741. John Doe 188 was a banana worker. In December h@96as murdered by the AUC in
Apartado.

742. Jane Doe 201 is filing on behalf of her father,nJBloe 188.

743. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht88gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 202/ John Doe 189 and John Doe 204

744. John Doe 189 was a banana worker at a Banadexafadra member of the political
party, Unién Patridtica. In December 1996, he wida&pped and murdered by the AUC in
Turbo. Two months after his death, the AUC disapgetdis son, John Doe 204, in Apartado.
745. Jane Doe 202 is filing on behalf of partner, Jolne 289, and her son, John Doe 204.
746. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the kidnapping and déakbhm Doe 189, and the disappearance of
John Doe 204 through their support of the AUC iahkd, which at the time of the events was in
control of the region.

747. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defartddenefited from the death of John
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Doe 189 by removing a politically active Banadexpdygee whose actions threatened the

stability and profitability of Chiquita’s operatien

Jane Doe 203/ John Doe 190

748. John Doe 190 was a banana worker. In November 1#9@as at a tavern in Chigorodo
and was murdered by the AUC under the orders &fdD leader known by the alias “Pablo.”
749. Jane Doe 203 is filing on behalf of her brothehnl®oe 190.

750. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht®0gh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Doe 204 and Jane Doe 205

751. Jane Doe 205, was murdered by the AUC in Octob@6.1.8ane Doe 205 and her
husband owned a farm in an area where the AUC arg@dmone of its camps. After Jane Doe 205
and her husband refused to sell the farm, the AW€atened and displaced them. After, the
AUC found Jane Doe 205 and killed her in Turbo.

752. Jane Doe 204 is filing on behalf of her mothergeJ@oe 205.

753.  On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defems caused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the forced displacemehtieath of Jane Doe 205 through their

support of the AUC in Uraba, which at the timelwd £vents was in control of the region.

Jane Doe 206/ John Doe 191

754. John Doe 191 was a banana worker at a farm. IreBdyar 1996, he was kidnapped and
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murdered by the AUC in Apartado.

755. Jane Doe 206 is filing on behalf of her partnenniboe 191.

756. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht8agh their support of the AUC in Urab4,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.

Jane Does 207 and 208/ John Doe 192

757. 1In 1996, Jane Doe 208 and John Doe 192, were fgrdigplaced, kidnapped and
murdered by the AUC in Turbo.

758. Jane Doe 207 is filing on behalf of her mothereJaone 208, and her father, John Doe
192.

759. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the displacement, kidngmmd deaths of Jane Doe 208 and John Doe
192 through their support of the AUC in Uraba, what the time of the events was in control of

the region.

Jane Doe 209/ John Doe 193

760. John Doe 193 was a contractor for Banadex. In $&pee 1996, he was murdered by the
AUC in Carepa.

761. Jane Doe 209 is filing on behalf of her partnehnJboe 193.

762. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Doé¢ht®Bgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,

which at the time of the events was in controlh&f tegion.
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Jane Doe 210/ John Doe 194

763. John Doe 194 worked at a farm and was an actieighe political party Union
Patridtica. In May 1996, he was murdered by the AbTurbo.

764. Jane Doe 210 is filing on behalf of her partnenniboe 194.

765. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Deferntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of John Do¢ht®&dgh their support of the AUC in Uraba,
which at the time of the events was in controlhaf tegion.

766. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defartddenefited from the death of John
Doe 1949 by removing a politically active farm werkvhose actions threatened the stability

and profitability of Chiquita’s operations.

Jane Doe 211/ John Doe 195

767. John Doe 195 was a banana worker at a farm. In,2@0®as disappeared by the AUC in
Mutata.

768. Jane Doe 211 is filing on behalf of her partnennlboe 195.

769. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the disappearance ofl3ofri95 through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

Jane Does 193 and 212/ John Doe 209
770. 1In 1998, the AUC murdered Jane Doe 212, and disapdéner husband, John Doe 209,

in Turbo.
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771. Jane Doe 193 is filing on behalf of her daught@neJDoe 212, and her son-in-law, John
Doe 209.

772. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the death of Jane Doaril the disappearance of John Doe 209
through their support of the AUC in Urab4, whictlire time of the events was in control of the

region.

Jane Doe 179/ John Does 197, 198 and 200

773. The AUC disappeared three brothers — John Doer1 2801, John Doe 197 in 2002 and
John Doe 200 in 2004 — in Turbo. They were farmBEngir mother, Jane Doe 179, is recognized
as a victim in the Justice and Peace proceedings.

774. Jane Doe 179 is filing on behalf of her sons, Jobas 197, 198 and 200.

775. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the disappearances ofDwds1197, 198 and 200 through their support

of the AUC in Urab4, which at the time of the esawts in control of the region.

Jane Doe 169/ John Doe 201

776. John Doe 201 was a banana worker. In September, h899as disappeared by the AUC
in Turbo. At the time of his disappearance, Johe P01 was with his children and partner—
whom the AUC murdered on the same day.

777. Jane Doe 169 is filing on behalf of her brothetan; John Doe 201.

778. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,

and/or aided and abetted the disappearance ofl3of201 through their support of the AUC in
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Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

Jane Doe 191/ John Doe 202

779. John Doe 202 was a banana worker. In April 200ly&® disappeared by the AUC in
Carepa.

780. Jane Doe 191 is filing on behalf of her brothehrlDoe 202.

781. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the disappearance ofldof202 through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

Jane Doe 178/ John Doe 203

782. In November 1999, John Doe 203 was disappearede&WC in Turbo.

783. Jane Doe 178 is filing on behalf of her father,n1Blwe 203.

784. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the disappearance ofl3of203 through their support of the AUC in

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

John Does 205 and 206

785. John Doe 206 was a banana worker. In November 2@0®as disappeared by the AUC
in Apartado.

786. John Doe 205 is filing on behalf of his son, Joloe206.

787. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defertdacaused, intended, conspired in,

and/or aided and abetted the disappearance ofl3of206 through their support of the AUC in

115



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 116 of 155

Urab4, which at the time of the events was in abmtf the region.

Jane Doe 207/ John Does 207 and 208

788. In March 1997, John Does 207 and 208 were disapddarthe AUC in Turbo. Before
their disappearances, they received threats fremAUC because they denounced the AUC’s
murder of John Doe 207’s parents to a prosecutor.

789. Jane Doe 207 is filing on behalf of her brothehnd®oe 207, and her partner, John Doe
208.

790. On information and belief, Chiquita and the Defamntdacaused, intended, conspired in,
and/or aided and abetted the disappearances ofQwds1207 and 208 through their support of

the AUC in Uraba, which at the time of the evené&swn control of the region.

VIl.  GENERALALLEGATIONS

791. At all times, Chiquita, the Defendants, and NontyPRixecutives knew or should have
known that the AUC was a violent paramilitary orgation continually engaging in vicious
crimes and human rights violations against civeiamColombia, including extrajudicial killing,
torture, and forced disappearances. The actsibdeddnerein were inflicted under color of law
and under color of official authority, and/or innspiracy with, and/or in a joint criminal
enterprise with, and/or in concert with, and/orbamalf of those acting under color of official
authority. The AUC has carried out its activitieshaboth the tacit approval and active
cooperation of official government security forcpsrsuant to the overall war strategy of the
Colombian government. Moreover, high-ranking offie from across the Colombian
government have been implicated in paramilitaryatmration, including at least fourteen

members of Congress, seven former lawmakers, e dfethe secret police, mayors, and
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former governors. Furthermore, Chiquita’s payménthe AUC were facilitated bgonvivir,
which were licensed by and operated with the expaeshority of the government.

792. The acts described herein were conducted in theseaf an internal armed conflict as
part of the Colombian government’s war strategiie RUC and other paramilitaries were
parties to this armed conflict that engaged in caimiath guerrilla armies on behalf of the
government; they committed the abuses againsttPlsias part of their prosecution of this
conflict. The AUC and other paramilitaries werg@aged in this conflict in partnership with the
Colombian military. The acts described herein wee of a widespread and systematic attack
by the paramilitaries against the civilian popuatof the banana-growing region, as well as
against several discrete sub-populations, inclututtghot limited to leftist politicians, labor
organizers, community activists, persons considsoethlly undesirable, and perceived guerrilla
sympathizers. This attack spanned a large swdtndfin Colombia, resulted in the deaths of
thousands of individuals, and was directed by arabyrcommanded paramilitary organization.
On information and belief, at all relevant timesdiita had knowledge of this attack.

793. The acts and injuries to Plaintiffs described hereere part of a pattern and practice of
systematic human rights violations paid for, faatkd, condoned, confirmed, aided and abetted,
and/or ratified by Chiquita and/or committed in spinacy with the AUC.

794. As a direct and proximate result of Chiquita’s wvflal conduct, Plaintiffs have suffered
and will continue to suffer harm including pain adfering, personal injuries, property
damage, harm to their livelihoods, and extremesawdre mental anguish and emotional
distress. Plaintiffs are thereby entitled to gehanal compensatory damages in amounts to be
proven at trial.

795. Plaintiffs’ causes of action arise under and comstitorts under the following laws:
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a) Alien Tort Claims Act, 28 U.S.C. 8§ 1350;

b) Torture Victim Protection Act, 28 U.S.C. § 1350110

c) Customary international law;

d) Common law of the United States of America;

e) Statutes and common law of the State of New Jeasdythe State of Florida, including
but not limited to wrongful death, assault and dxgitintentional infliction of emotional
distress, negligent infliction of emotional disseaegligence, negligent hiring, and loss
of consortium; and the

f) Laws of Colombia.

796. Legal action by Plaintiffs in Colombia would beifet In June 2004, Chiquita sold its
Colombian subsidiary, Banadex. On information balief, Chiquita no longer owns any
production operations in Colombia and is not suliigservice there. Furthermore, the political
and legal system in Colombia is characterized byia impunity for the crimes of paramilitaries
and those who assist them. The vast majority relsawarrants for paramilitary leaders are
never carried out, and when such figures are addbey are frequently released or allowed to
escape from security facilities. Military officemscused of collaboration with paramilitaries are
routinely exonerated or given token sentences liyanyi courts. Prosecutors, investigators, and
judicial officials who pursue cases of human righitsises implicating paramilitaries are subject
to death threats and assassinations, and manyhaawv® resign or flee the country as a result.
797. Legal action by Plaintiffs in Colombia would alsesult in serious reprisals. Individuals
who seek redress for paramilitary crimes commi#gainst them or their family members are

regularly targeted for further retributive violence
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798. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executivek active steps to conceal its
payments and other forms of support to the AlB&e supréDecisions to conceal payments
made at high levels within Chiquita).

799. This concealment had the effect of preventing Bfésrfrom learning that Chiquita was
responsible for their injuries. Plaintiffs wereaware of Chiquita’s support of the AUC until
shortly after Chiquita’s guilty plea in March of @D.

800. Chiquita’s concealment of its role in plaintiffsijuries prevented Plaintiffs from filing
their claims at an earlier date.

801. Plaintiffs were additionally unable to bring suitColombia or the United States until
2007 due to the poor security situation and theydaof reprisals, to which Chiquita’s support of
the AUC contributed.

802. Several of the AUC paramilitary units active in thenana-growing region, including
Bloque Norte and the Bloque Elmer Cardenas, didleatobilize until 2006.

803. Throughout this period, paramilitaries continuedtitband make threats against civilians
in the banana-growing region. In 2006, several dmnights workers received death threats,

including lawyers challenging paramilitary violence

VIIl. CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS
804. Plaintiffs seek certification of this action aslass action pursuant to Rules 23(b)(1)(B),
23(b)(3), and 23(c)(4) of the Federal Rules of (rbcedure. Plaintiffs allege that Chiquita
intentionally supported a campaign of military aatial control by the AUC from at least 1995
through 2004. Plaintiffs seek to represent a adassisting of all persons who were the victims
(or who are the relatives and/or legal represerdatof decedent victims) of extrajudicial killing;

forced disappearance; torture; cruel, inhumangegrading treatment; kidnapping; rape; forced
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displacement; crimes against humanity; or crimesre civilians constituting war crimes
committed by the AUC in the banana-growing regibdmba from 1995 through 2004.

805. The members of the Class are so numerous thatgoofdall members is impractical.
The exact number and identities of all Class memisenot currently known. According to
reliable statistics, however, the AUC was respdadiir many thousands of killings and many
hundreds of massacres in Colombia between 1992@0¢l In the banana-growing region of
Uraba alone, human rights organizations have dontedeover 3,700 murders by the AUC
between 1997 and 2004 and 60,000 forced displadsrdening the same period. These figures
suggest that the Class at minimum numbers in thestnds and may exceed ten thousand.
806. Plaintiffs’ claims are typical of those of the Ba®laintiffs, like all members of the
Class, were civilians inhabiting Colombia during time period in which the AUC received
substantial financial and other assistance frong@ta, the Defendants, and Non-Party
Executives, and who were injured by the AUC. Thesgs committed by the AUC were
committed as part of the AUC’s campaign, suppobehiquita, the Defendants, and Non-
Party Executives, to exert control over the bangnoaving region and eliminate the FARC by
terrorizing civilians and perceived opponents.

807. Plaintiffs will fairly represent the interests tiet Class because their interest in the case is
identical to that of the Class as a whole: to ptagethe claims alleged herein to obtain full
compensation due to them for the conduct of whigly tomplain. Plaintiffs’ claims implicate
the common questions of law and fact listed belswlo the claims of all or virtually all
members of the Class. Plaintiffs have no intergmstsconflict with or are contrary to the

interests of other Class members.
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808.

Plaintiffs will adequately represent the classhatttheir personal interest in the outcome

of the case ensures that they will maintain arvacivareness and involvement in the litigation

SO as to protect their own interests and thoskeofilass. Furthermore, they are represented by

counsel with extensive experience in internatidnathan rights and class action litigation.

809.

There are questions of law and fact that are comimaéime Class, including but not

limited to:

a)

b)

d)

f)

whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-Haxgcutives knew, should have
known, or recklessly ignored, that the AUC was oesible for the extrajudicial killing,
forced disappearance, kidnapping, rape, forcedatisment, property destruction,
torture, or cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatn@émivilians who lived in Colombia;
whether the assistance provided to the AUC by Gtagthe Defendants, and the Non-
Party Executives was substantial;

whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-Haxgcutives knew, should have
known, recklessly ignored, or intended that thenpayts they made to the AUC were
used to finance a campaign of terror directedatthilian population in Colombia’s
banana growing region;

whether the AUC acted as an agent of ChiquitaDiéfendants, and the Non-Party
Executives in carrying out its campaign of murded atimidation including whether
they ratified such acts;

whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-H&xgcutives conspired with, entered
into a joint criminal enterprise with, or aided aadoketted the AUC,;

whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-Haxgcutives facilitated the

clandestine and illegal transfer of arms and amtramto the AUC,;
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9)

h)

j)
K)

whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-Haxgcutives facilitated the AUC’s
drug shipments;

whether the AUC in committing the acts alleged meaeted under the color of state law
and/or in a joint venture with official Colombiaaaurity forces;

whether the actions of the AUC constitute war ceme

whether the actions of the AUC constitute crimeairzgf humanity;

whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-Haxgcutives’ actions constitute torts
under the Alien Tort Statute, the Torture Victinotéction Act, or New Jersey, Florida,
or Colombia law;

whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-Haxgcutives have been unjustly

enriched by the violations set forth herein;

m) Chiquita, the Defendants, and the Non-Party Exeestibehavior was negligent,

0)

p)

including whether any of them engaged the AUC asmdependent contractor and the
AUC was incompetent and/or hired to do work thagquba risk of physical harm,
whether there was a foreseeable risk of harm, drether imposing a duty is fair;

the statutes of limitations are equitably tollee@ da the conflict in Colombia or
Chiquita's concealment of its actions;

whether Colombian statutes of limitations applytte non-ATS claims;

whether this Court should order restitution or digggment of revenues and profits

relating to the violations described herein; and

g) whether Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Partycitxees should be subject to awards

of compensatory and/or punitive damages and theepmmeasure thereof.
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810. Pursuantto Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(1)(B), adjudamagi with respect to individual members
of the Class would, as a practical matter, be digpe of the interests of the other members not
parties to the adjudications and/or would substélgtimpair or impede their ability to protect
their interests.

811. Statistics gathered on human rights abuses conthittéhe AUC during the years 1997
to 2004 indicate that the Class at minimum numlretise thousands and may exceed ten
thousand.See supra In other cases involving claims for human righitsises under the Alien
Tort Statute and the Torture Victims Protection,Aatlividual plaintiff cases have received
multi-million-dollar recoveries.

812. Successful actions against the Defendants pursuiegendently by individual Class
members could thus result in combined damagesitated the damages that the Defendants
can currently afford to pay.

813. Upon information and belief, the amount of damagk&h the Defendants can currently
afford to pay is exceeded by the claims of the £taembers.

814. Pursuantto Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(c)(4), class cediion is appropriate as to the issues
common to the Class members’ claims, identifiedvabas resolution of these issues would
materially advance the litigation and class resotubf these issues is superior to repeated
litigation of these issues in separate trials.

815. In the alternative, certification pursuant to FRACiv. P. 23(b)(3), is appropriate as
guestions of law and fact common to the membetkeotlass predominate over any questions
affecting only individual members. The vast mdjodf Plaintiffs’ allegations implicate

guestions of liability relevant to the entire Classme of which are identified above; their
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resolution would therefore address most of theeissaquired to establish or disprove the
Defendant’s liability for the injuries of all Classembers.
816. Also pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(b)(3) a clagsoa is superior to other available

methods for the fair and efficient adjudicatiortloé controversy.

IX. CLAIMS FOR RELIEF

A. First Claim for Relief — War Crimes
817. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
818. The AUC’s conduct alleged in this complaint congés violence to life and person,
including extrajudicial killing, torture, mutilatig the taking of hostages, the carrying out of
executions without previous judgment pronounced bggularly constituted court, incidents of
outrages upon human dignity, forced movement,gelland denial of medical treatment.
819. The AUC'’s acts violate the law of nations in tHagy were committed in the course of
war crimes, because 1) an armed conflict was ongoing; 2) the AUC was a party to the conflict; 3)
Plaintiffs and countless other victims of the AW@¢ts did not take active part in the hostilities;
and 4) the acts were committed in the course okdroonflict. These acts are thus war crimes
regardless of whether the AUC acted under colatate authority.
820. The war crimes described herein constitute todsgive rise to federal jurisdiction
under the Alien Tort Statute (28 U.S.C. § 1350)wal as violations of customary international
law and the common law of the United States, theists and common law of New Jersey and

Florida, and the laws of Colombia. Leaders, orgamsizinstigators, and accomplices
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participating in the formulation of these acts magponsible for all acts performed by any person
in execution of such plan.

821. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in bringing about the
war crimes committed against Plaintiffs.

1)  The civil war in Colombia is an armed conflict wtlthe meaning of the laws of war.
822. The Colombian civil war is an “armed conflict ndtam international character,” as
specified in Common Article 3 of the Geneva Coni@rd, which hold that in such cases,
specific acts such as torture and “carrying ouafcutions without previous judgment
pronounced by a regularly constituted court” canggiwar crimes when committed against non-
combatants.

823. There is no dispute that at all relevant times, @mdntil the present, Colombia has been
devastated by a long-standing civil conflict. Thas been widely documented and, to Plaintiffs’
knowledge, has never been disputed in this or #mgr@ase. For example, the State Department
noted in 1997 that the Colombian government’s @t national territory “has been
increasingly challenged by longstanding and widesginternal armed conflict and rampant
violence. . .”1997 Human Rights Report: Colombpé 1.

824. During all times relevant to this complaint, theilcivar in Colombia pitted the

Colombian government — along with its paramilitalyes, including the AUC — against the

FARC and other left-wing guerrilla insurgents. T®aombian civil war has continued
uninterrupted since at least 1946, and has clatimetives of over 300,000 people. Both

Venezuela and Ecuador’s presidents have referrin teARC as a belligerent force. The
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Colombian government has engaged in prisoner egasanith the FARC in the past. It held
extensive negotiations with the FARC during the&3802 time period, with involvement of
the United Nations, and ceded a large portionsofatritory to FARC control, referred to as the
zona de despejer cleared zone. During that time, the FARC as=iithe powers of

government in the area under its control, inclugudicial and police powers.

i)  The AUC was a party to the armed conflict in Col@nb
825. Once Colombia’s various paramilitary groups corgaikd in 1997 under the leadership
of Carlos Castafio, the AUC became the most visibiteed opposition to the FARC, which, by
late 1996, had become Colombia’s most prominetisteebel group. From that time until its
demobilization, the AUC was a major combatant ino@tbia’s civil conflict with the FARC. In
most of the rural areas where the FARC had it:gtrolds, the Colombian military ceded
military operations to the AUC. By 2001, the caetfbetween the AUC and the FARC had
become a notorious exchange of atrociti®se also supréthe AUC role in the Colombian civil

war as a tool of the Colombian government, andatapaign of violence against civilians).

iii)  Plaintiffs did not take active part in the hostéds.

826. Civilians are entitled to the protections of Commdgticle 3 of the Geneva Conventions
if they are “[p]ersons taking no active part in tiwstilities.” Neither surviving Plaintiffs nor
decedents were party to the armed conflict in Cbliamas they were not members of the FARC,
the AUC, or, indeed, any armed group that partieigpan the conflict.See suprddescribing
Plaintiffs).

827. Plaintiffs’ decedents were not killed because tbegnyone related to them had taken

part in the hostilities in any way. Rather, thegrevvictims of the campaign conducted against
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civilians by the AUC in an effort to discourage pop of the FARC. The AUC systematically
murdered thousands of civilians without regard teether they were actual participants in the
civil war, as a warning to any potential guerrglgporters. The AUC became known for using
chain saws and machetes to dismember its victimsder to ensure that witnesses to this

violence would never harbor or assist FARC guasilh their villages.

iv)  Plaintiffs were killed in the course of the armexhftict.
828. Decedents were not killed simply against the bamligd of war; rather, the use of
criminal violence and intimidation against civilewas part of the war strategy against the
FARC agreed on by the AUC and the Colombian Govemntipmin which Chiquita was
intentionally complicit.
829. The AUC used extremely violent means to take baeksaheld by the FARC and
employed tactics of violence and terror to targetians regardless of whether they were
participants in the civil war, with the intentiohaiscouraging civilians from supporting the
leftist guerrillas. This military tactic is docunted by the U.S. Department of Statéee supra
(State Department reports documenting human reghtses, including forced displacement)
830. While this strategy was developed in Urab4, theehoticollaboration between
government and paramilitary was so successfulithes exported to the rest of the country and
became part of the national war strategge suprgparamilitarism model spread to Magdalena
and elsewhere).
831. Decedents were all members of particular socialggdhat were particularly targeted by
the AUC as part of its war strateg8ee supra(AUC targeted particular groups, Plaintiffs’

Injuries).
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832. In fact, all decedents were executed by the AUE @ased tactics of terror and violence,
particularly in the areas that the FARC had a gfhatd. They were not merely incidental
victims during a time of war; rather, they weretwits of the war strategies and goals agreed on

by the AUC and the Colombian state.

B. Second Claim for Relief — Crimes Against Humanity
833. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
834. The conduct alleged in this complaint includesfwilkilling, torture, and arbitrary arrest
and detention constituting crimes against humamtthat the AUC carried out these acts 1) as
part of a widespread or systematic attack 2) agaiegvilian population. Leaders, organizers,
instigators, and accomplices participating in thrfulation of these acts are responsible for all
acts performed by any person in execution of sl@h. pThe acts of the AUC constitute crimes
against humanity regardless of whether the AUCdagteler color of state authority.
835. The crimes against humanity described herein domstiorts that give rise to federal
jurisdiction under the Alien Tort Statute and Toetictims Protection Act (28 U.S.C. § 1350),
as well as violations of customary international End the common law of the United States,
the statutes and common law of New Jersey andd@paind the laws of Colombia.
836. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg #iged and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,igiggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in bringing about the

crimes against humanity committed against Plastiff

1)  The killings alleged herein were part of a wideggt@and systematic attack.

128



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 129 of 155

837. From late 1996 on, the AUC became a major combatadblombia’s civil conflict with
the FARC. In most of the rural areas where the FARGE its strongholds, the Colombian
military had ceded military operations to the AWBY. 2001, the conflict between the AUC and
the FARC had become a notorious exchange of agecithe AUC became notorious for using
tactics of terror on civilians living in and arouackas that had been under FARC cont8#e
supra(AUC strategy of targeting civilians in Uraba).
838. The AUC killed thousands of civilians in Urab4. elthwar strategy involved killing
civilians in towns near guerrilla groups in orderrtimidate the population from providing any
support to the guerrillas. This included anyonepsuing the guerrillas’ ideology, such as
teachers, community leaders, social activists gtradonists, human rights defenders, religious
workers, and leftist politicians. Many others betonging to these groups were killed as well,
as part of the AUC's efforts to establish compbtiteninance and deter support for the guerrillas.
839. Decedents were all killed as part of a systematack on particular societal groupSee
supra (Plaintiffs’ Injuries). In fact, all of Plaintif decedents were executed by the AUC as it
used tactics of terror and violence, particulamnlyhie areas that the FARC had a stronghold.
They were not merely incidental victims duringraeiof war; rather, they were victims of the
war strategies and goals agreed on by the AUClam@oblombian state.

i) The killings alleged herein were part of an attélciit was directed against a civilian

population.

840. Decedents were killed as part of the AUC’s strateigierrorizing the civilian population
of Uraba to discourage people from supporting therglla insurgency. By design, this attack
was carried out without regard to whether the metwere actual participants in the civil war. In

fact, AUC commanders explicitly intended to kilvidians, with the understanding that such
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practices would deprive the guerrillas of theirson base.See suprdState Department reports,

AUC’s war strategies).

C. Third Claim for Relief — Terrorism

841. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphseaalleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
842. The conduct alleged in this complaint constitutesations of the customary
international law prohibition on terrorism, in thae AUC 1) directed violence against a civilian
population 2) in order to coerce or intimidate thapulation. The acts of the AUC constitute
terrorism regardless of whether the AUC acted uodkr of state authority.
843. The acts of terrorism described herein constitotis that give rise to federal jurisdiction
under the Alien Tort Statute (28 U.S.C. § 1350)wal as violations of customary international
law and the common law of the United States, thtitsds and common law of New Jersey,
Florida and the laws of Colombia.
844. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in bringing about the
acts of terrorism committed against Plaintiffs.

i)  The killings alleged herein constitute violenceedted against the civilian population of

Uraba.

845. Plaintiffs, decedents, as well as the vast majarithUC targets in Uraba, were civilians

and non-participants in Colombia’s civil war.
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i) The killings alleged herein were committed in ortéiecoerce or intimidate the civilian
population of Uraba and Colombia at large from sapgmg the FARC.

846. The AUC targeted not only guerrilla sympathizersdnyone suspected of supporting
their leftist ideology, such as teachers, commuleigglers, trade unionists, human rights
defenders, religious workers, and leftist politida The AUC targeted civilians in towns and
neighborhoods where guerrilla support was belidedae high because they claimed guerrilla
groups could only operate in the region with thgidocal support of local townsSee supra
(AUC war strategy).

847. Killing the decedents was part of the general sgpabf the AUC. Through these
murders, the AUC intended to deter others from joliog support or from expressing views that

could be construed as supporting the FARC or tbemlogy.See suprgPlaintiffs’ Injuries).

D. Fourth Claim for Relief — Material Support to Terro rist Organizations
848. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
849. The conduct of Chiquita, the Defendants, and the-Rarty Executives alleged herein
constitutes violations of the customary internagidaw prohibition on the illegal provision of
material support to terrorist organizations, inti@y 1) provided assets 2) to a terrorist
organization 3) with the knowledge or intent thegyt would be used to carry out attacks on
civilians 4) for the purpose of intimidating or coig a civilian population. Chiquita, the
Defendants, and Non-Party Executives’ conduct dores material support to terrorist
organizations, regardless of whether they acte@ucalor of state authority.
850. The acts of material support to the AUC, a tertarganization, described herein

constitute torts that give rise to federal jurisidic under the Alien Tort Statute (28 U.S.C. §

131



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 132 of 155

1350), as well as violations of customary interoraai law and the common law of the United
States, the statutes and common law of New Jersk¥larida, and the laws of Colombia.
Leaders, organizers, instigators, and accompliaggcpating in the formulation of these acts
are responsible for all acts performed by any pems@xecution of such plan.

851. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausyg theectly participated in the provision
of material support to the AUC, and/or they aidad abetted, facilitated, condoned, paid, were
reckless in dealing with, participated in a jointranal enterprise with, confirmed, ratified, were
the principals of, and/or conspired with othersJuding members of the AUC, to provide

material support to the AUC, whose terrorist actioaused Plaintiffs’ injuries.

i)  Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executpresided assets to the AUC in the
form of money, arms and logistical support.

852. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executpresided a variety of forms of
material support to the AUC, including cash andsaéasce in trafficking weapons and drugs.
The support that Chiquita provided was cruciah®AUC’s success against the FARC in the
area and its ability to continue killing civiliansndeed, prominent AUC commanders considered
the group’s success in smuggling in massive quesitif arms — some of which were still being
used by the paramilitaries to commit crimes asmg@s 2008 — as one of the AUC’s greatest
achievements. This success was made possiblalfyalty Chiquita’s money and the use of

Chiquita’s port at TurboSee suprgdChiquita’s support to the AUC).

i)  The AUC was at all relevant times a terrorist orgamtion.
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853. At all times relevant to this Complaint, the AUCsvan organization engaged in acts of
premeditated, politically-motivated violence againgncombatant targetSee suprdAUC’s
strategy of terrorizing civilians).

854. The AUC's terrorist activities have been well-knoatrall relevant times, and, on
information and belief, Chiquita, the Defendanty] ¢he Non-Party Executivegere aware of

such activities. From September 10, 2001, ungilgresent, the AUC has been designated by the
United States government as a Foreign Terrorisa@iegtion.See supr&Chiquita’s

knowledge).

iii)  Chiquita knew and intended that the support it pted to the AUC would be used to
carry out attacks on the civilian population of Wéafor the purpose of intimidating that
population.

855. Chiquita knew of and intentionally supported the@#b strategy of targeting civilians in
order to intimidate the population of Uraba fronpgarting the FARC. Chiquita provided this
support in exchange for security and stability loe Ibanana plantations, which the AUC
achieved through the murder or disappearance oiacis such as union leaders, community

activists, and suspected criminaBee suprgknowing and intentional support).

E. Fifth Claim for Relief — Extrajudicial Killing
856. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
857. The extrajudicial killings alleged herein constitubrts that give rise to federal
jurisdiction under the Alien Tort Statute (28 U.S821350), as well as violations of the Torture

Victim Protection Act (28 U.S.C. § 1350 note), @mary international law, the common law of
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the United States, the statutes and common lawneof dersey and Florida, and the laws of
Colombia.

858. The AUC committed acts of extrajudicial killing ihat they carried out 1) deliberate
killing of decedents 2) not authorized by a pregijudgment pronounced by a regularly
constituted court affording all the judicial guateas which are recognized as indispensable by
civilized peoples.

859. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC, which was acting
under color of law through its collaboration witletColombian civilian government and
military, to bring about the extrajudicial killing®ommitted against Plaintiffs.

i)  The AUC’s killings were carried out deliberately @t of the role assigned to them by
the Colombian State to repress support of the FARECunauthorized by a judgment
pronounced by any court.

860. The AUC killed Plaintiffs’ decedents as part of thelombian state policy of

intimidating civilians from supporting the FARGee suprdstate action). The AUC committed
many of these murders in the presence of family begsor other community members, or they
subsequently reported to the family that they wesponsible for the killings. They openly
killed civilians and discussed such killings in palin order to intimidate and threaten others.
861. While the state supported the AUC in these effahisy did not authorize them to
commit these killings through a court judgment.fdat, AUC leaders have stated that the
military would give them names of alleged guersilta kill when the state did not have enough
evidence to prosecute the individuals through Cabliam courts.

862. None of the decedents was killed pursuarartpjudicial process at all.
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863. Killing the decedents was part of the general sgyabf the AUC and Chiquita. Through
these murders, the AUC and Chiquita intended terdshers from supporting the FARC or their

ideology. See suprdPlaintiffs’ Injuries).

F. Sixth Claim for Relief — Torture

864. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
865. The acts of torture alleged herein constitute tibvés give rise to federal jurisdiction
under the Alien Tort Statute (28 U.S.C. § 1350)wa#8 as violations of the Torture Victim
Protection Act (28 U.S.C. § 1350 note), customatgrinational law, the common law of the
United States, the statutes and common law of Ne®Bey and Florida, and the laws of
Colombia.
866. The AUC committed acts of torture in that theyritentionally 2) caused Plaintiffs and
their decedents to suffer severe mental or phypigia or suffering 3) for the purpose of
punishing, intimidating or coercing Plaintiffs atitir decedents.
867. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg #iged and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,igggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC, which was acting
under color of law through its collaboration witfetColombian civilian government and
military, to bring about the torture committed agsiPlaintiffs.

i)  The AUC caused Plaintiffs and their decedents ttesgevere mental and physical pain

and suffering.

868. Plaintiffs’ decedents were in the custody of the@Wwhen they were tortured and killed.

The family members of Jane Doe 2, Jane Doe 4, almal Doe 4, witnessed AUC members
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seeking out their relatives and executing them.CAldramilitaries removed John Doe 2 from a
bus in the presence of others and executed hitmn Does 5, 8, 9, 10, and 11 were kidnapped
and executed by the AUC; their family members only found out about their deaths after an
anguishing period of uncertainty. At the time ttreg AUC paramilitaries murdered decedents,
the paramilitaries had effective control of decddday virtue of their numbers and weapons.
869. The AUC's torture and execution of the decedentsed them severe mental and
physical pain.See suprdPlaintiffs’ Injuries).
870. The surviving Plaintiffs suffered severe mental ghgsical pain upon witnessing or
learning of the murder of their family membersdilndual Plaintiffs also experienced suffering
when they were threatened against pursuing in\astigs of the deaths of their family members
and were forced to flee the area. Furthermorg, shéered severe mental anguish due the
feelings of threat and fright that the AUC mighigeet them, too.

i)  The AUC tortured Plaintiffs and decedents as péathe role assigned to them by the

Colombian State, to intimidate and deter them feupporting the FARC.

871. The AUC would often force its victims to disclosgnmes of other potential guerrilla
supporters. They took workers from the plantatiandg tortured them to the point that many
would invent stories and names in the hope thap#namilitaries would let them go. Two union
leaders reported that the paramilitaries wouldtasgcs such as tying the worker’s hands and
feet, using chainsaws or pliers to break them ¢ogs, and pulling out their nails. The AUC
used torture against civilians to intimidate theonf providing support to guerrillas, as part of
their fight against the guerrillas on behalf of fevernment.See supréstate action). On
information and belief, the torture of Plaintifiscadecedents was intended to accomplish this

goal.
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G. Seventh Claim for Relief — Cruel, Inhuman, or Degraing Treatment
872. The allegations set forth in the above paragrapdhseaalleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
873. The acts of cruel, inhuman, or degrading treatrafleged herein constitute torts that
give rise to federal jurisdiction under the AlieorTStatute (28 U.S.C. § 1350), as well as
violations of customary international law, the coomiaw of the United States, the statutes and
common law of New Jersey and Florida, and the lai3olombia.
874. The AUC committed acts of cruel, inhuman, or degrgdireatment in that they inflicted
mental or physical suffering, anguish, humiliatiéegr, and debasement upon Plaintiffs and their
decedents. The acts described herein had the emerthe effect of grossly humiliating and
debasing the Plaintiffs, forcing them to act agaihsir will and conscience, inciting fear and
anguish, and/or breaking their physical or moraistance. Plaintiffs were placed in great fear
for their lives and were forced to suffer severggital and psychological abuse and agony.
875. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg #iged and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,igggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC, which was acting
under color of law through its collaboration wittetColombian civilian government and

military, to bring about the cruel, inhuman, angm@eling treatment committed against Plaintiffs.
1)  The AUC inflicted mental and physical sufferinggaish, humiliation, fear and
debasement on Plaintiffs and their decedents asgidhe role assigned to them by the
Colombian State, to intimidate and coerce civilimsn supporting the FARC.
876. The AUC used cruel, inhuman, and degrading treatagainst civilians to intimidate
them from providing support to guerrillas, as prtheir fight against the guerrillas on behalf of

the governmentSee suprdstate action; atrocious acts of AUC). Both deogsland surviving
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plaintiffs were victims of the AUC’s cruel, inhumaand degrading treatmenbee supra
(Plaintiffs’ Injuries; mental anguish of decedeatsl survivors). The AUC targeted Plaintiffs’
decedents because their actions and position® iodimmunity were seen as supporting the

FARC.

H. Eighth Claim for Relief — Violation of the Rights to Life, Liberty and Security of
Person and Peaceful Assembly and Association

877. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.

878. The violations of the rights to life, liberty andcsirity of person and peaceful assembly
and association alleged herein constitute tortisgiva rise to federal jurisdiction under the Alien
Tort Statute (28 U.S.C. § 1350), as well as violadiof customary international law, the
common law of the United States, the statutes anthwon law of New Jersey and Florida, and
the laws of Colombia.

879. The AUC violated Plaintiffs’ and their decedenights to life, liberty and security of
person and peaceful assembly and associationtithigacarried out 1) a systematic campaign
of terror and violence 2) conceived and arbitranbged by state agents 3) hatched and
calculated to suppress political opinion and exgces

880. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg #iged and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,igiggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, and/or conspired with the AU&hich was acting under color of law through
its collaboration with the Colombian civilian gowenent and military, to bring about the
violations of the rights to life, liberty and seityrof person and peaceful assembly and

association committed against Plaintiffs.

138



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 139 of 155

i)  Members of the AUC, as State agents and at thesbeh&tate agents, carried out a
systematic campaign of terror and violence.

881. The AUC carried out a campaign of terror and viokeagainst civilians to intimidate
them from providing support to guerrillas, as atcarstrategy of their fight against the guerrillas
on behalf of the governmen&ee suprdatrocious acts of AUC; state action).
882. Decedents were killed in the course of the AUGQtest campaign against civilian
populations.

i)  The AUC’s campaign was hatched and calculated ppass any political activity or

expression that could be suspected of associatittnswpport for the FARC.

883. One of the overriding purposes of the AUC's campaigterror against civilians,
including Plaintiffs and decedents, was to intinkdand coerce civilians in Uraba against
supporting the FARC or, indeed, any political idepl that could be associated with the FARC.
This could and often did include the violent suggren of any form of political or social
organization activity outside of those forms speaify endorsed by the paramilitaries and the
government.See suprggoals and tactics of AUC)
884. Decedents were killed to suppress their politicairession and to prevent them and
others from giving political support to the ideolegyassociated with the FARGee supra
(Plaintiffs’ Injuries).

I.  Ninth Claim for Relief — Consistent Pattern of Gros Violations of Internationally
Recognized Human Rights

885. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by

reference as if fully set forth herein.
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886. The consistent pattern of gross violations of maionally recognized human rights
alleged herein constitutes torts that give riseetteral jurisdiction under the Alien Tort Statute
(28 U.S.C. 8§ 1350), as well as violations of customnternational law, the common law of the
United States, the statutes and common law of N@8ey and Florida, and the laws of
Colombia.
887. The AUC carried out a consistent pattern of grask&tions of internationally recognized
human rights against Plaintiffs, their decedemts, @hers in that the above-described abuses
against Plaintiffs and decedents occurred withendbntext of numerous similar abuses and
killings.
888. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC, which was acting
under color of law through its collaboration witletColombian civilian government and
military, to bring about the consistent patterrgadss violations of internationally recognized
human rights committed against Plaintiffs.

i)  The AUC committed its acts of abuse against Plgraind their decedents in the context

of a consistent pattern of abuses.

889. The torture, murder, and other abuses committeshsigdecedents, surviving Plaintiffs,
and their family members was committed as parndfia the context of a consistent pattern of
abuses that constitute gross violations of intéonatly recognized human rights. These abuses
include violations of the right to life, right t@surity of person, right to security of property,
right to privacy, right to freedom of political epgssion and social organization, and many

others.
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890. The specific acts constituting these violationdude thousands of murders and incidents
of torture and cruel, inhuman and degrading treatpferced displacement, unwarranted
intrusions into the private medical information atetisions of banana workers, suppression of
union activity and peaceful political dissidenBee suprdAUC war strategy, State Department
reports, control of medical services).

J. Tenth Claim for Relief — Wrongful Death
891. The allegations set forth in the above paragrapisealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
892. The acts described herein constitute wrongful desttionable under the laws of New
Jersey, Florida, the United States, and Colombia.
893. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs 1) decesleitd as a proximate result of the
Decedent’s acts and omissions and 2) decedentsiveanke been able to maintain an action
against the Defendants for damages resulting frem injuries had they survived.
894. As aresult of the deaths described above, PlEitéve sustained pecuniary loss
resulting from the loss of society, comfort, atient services, and support of the decedents.
895. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in bringing about the

wrongful deaths of the decedents.

i)  The AUC caused decedents’ deaths as a result ové acts of killing.
896. The AUC's intentional abduction and execution afedkents, as part of its campaign of
terror against the civilians of Urabda, which waitionally and knowingly supported by

Chiquita, directly caused the deaths of deced&as.suprdPlaintiffs’ Injuries).
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i)  If decedents had not died, they would have beentabhaintain an action for damages
resulting from their injuries.

897. Decedents’ injuries — both physical and emotionakere caused by intentional and
negligent actions and omissions of Chiquita andteendants. Had they not died, they could
have maintained actions for damages against Chiqnid the Defendants under the laws of
Colombia, New Jersey, Florida, the United Stated,the law of nations. Their surviving family

members therefore may maintain an action for tveangful death.

K. Eleventh Claim for Relief — Assault and Battery
898. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
899. The acts described herein constitute assault amerpaactionable under the laws of New
Jersey, Florida, the United States, and Colombia.
900. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigegons alleged herein constitute
assault and battery in that they 1) acted withrikention of causing offensive and harmful
touching of Plaintiffs' or decedents’ persons withtheir consent, and/or 2) they acted with the
intention of creating the imminent apprehension sh@h touching would result, and 3) such
touching or apprehension of touching resulted.
901. As aresult of these acts, Plaintiffs were placedreat fear for their lives and suffered
severe physical and psychological abuse and agony.
902. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigets were willful, intentional,

wanton, malicious, and oppressive.
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903. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in bringing about the
assault and battery of Plaintiffs and decedents.

i)  Members of the AUC attacked decedents intendicguse decedents to suffer harmful
contacts or an imminent apprehension of an immediarmful contact without their
consent.

904. The AUC abducted and killed decedents, in somesdasieont of Plaintiffs and their
family members. In so doing, the AUC intendeddase decedents to suffer dangerous,
harmful, and offensive physical contact withoutitltensent, and also to frighten them with the
imminent apprehension of such contact, and theyiatended to frighten surviving Plaintiffs
with the imminent apprehension of such cont&#e suprdPlaintiffs’ injuries).

i)  Decedents suffered harmful contacts or a reasonaml@inent apprehension of harmful
contacts because of the AUC'’s attacks.

905. The AUC's acts of kidnapping, killing, and tortaéeged herein included harmful
physical contact that caused injury and death tedents without their consent, and acts of
physical and emotional intimidation that causededeaits and surviving Plaintiffs to suffer the

fright and apprehension of immediate harmful phgistontact.

L. Twelfth Claim for Relief — Intentional Infliction o f Emotional Distress
906. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by

reference as if fully set forth herein.
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907. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executiwag'ageous conduct constitutes the
intentional infliction of emotional distress andaistionable under the laws of New Jersey,
Florida, the United States, and Colombia.

908. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestuct alleged herein constitutes
intentional infliction of emotional distress in thal) was intentional and/or reckless, 2) was
extreme and outrageous, and 3) caused 4) sevéresdiso Plaintiffs and decedents.

909. As adirect and proximate result of Chiquita, trefdhdants, and Non-Party Executives’
acts, Plaintiffs were placed in great fear for thiges and were forced to suffer severe physical
and psychological abuse and agony.

910. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg theled and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in bringing about the
intentional infliction of emotional distress of Riaffs and decedents.

i)  Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executaaed intentionally and recklessly,
with the intent and/or deliberate disregard of thigh possibility that their support,
assistance, direction, and collusion with the AU@uld cause the acts alleged herein
and cause severe humiliation, mental anguish, anotienal and physical distress.

911. By continuing to provide financial support, armsgdassistance in smuggling drugs, as
well as facilitating, condoning, and conspiringiwihe AUC to carry out the Colombian
government’s violent paramilitary campaign agaeigilians, Chiquita, the Defendants, and
Non-Party Executives intentionally acted, with thient and/or deliberate disregard of the high
possibility that their conduct would lead to thelattion, torture, and killing of decedents,

causing severe humiliation, mental anguish, andtiemal distress to decedents, surviving
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Plaintiffs, and their familiesSee suprdChiquita’s support to the AUC; aiding and abetting;
conspiracy; agency).

912. At all relevant times, it was in Chiquita, the Dedants, and Non-Party Executives’
power to cease their assistance, support, fa@litatondonation, and conspiracy with the AUC
or to prevent or prohibit such conduct, but instdey continued in their course of conduct
continuously from 1995 until at least 2004.

i) Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestduct was so outrageous in
character and so extreme in degree, as to go begbmmbssible bounds of decency, and
to be regarded as atrocious and utterly intoleraiol@ civilized community, and was
without privilege or justification.

913. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestduct alleged herein violated the
laws of Colombia, New Jersey, Florida, and the &thistates, as well as the law of nations. War
crimes, crimes against humanity, torture, extrajadikilling, cruel, inhuman and degrading
treatment, violations of the right to life, libersecurity of person, and peaceful assembly and
expression, terrorism, material support of terrariand consistent patterns of gross violations of
internationally recognized human rights are acas$ #éine so heinous that they are considered to be
of universal and mutual concern to all nationshefworld, such that nations have a legally
binding obligation to punish and prevent them. dDitg, the Defendants, and Non-Party
Executives’ complicity in such acts is thereforeegtreme and outrageous in character as to be
completely unjustifiable and intolerable in a axéld community.

iii)  Chiquita, the Defendants’, and Non-Party Executi@esons in aiding, facilitating,
gairgg,scolluding with, and supporting the AUC cadi®laintiffs’ and their decedents’

914. By continuing to provide financial support, armsdassistance in smuggling drugs, as

well as facilitating, condoning, and conspiringlwihe AUC to carry out the Colombian
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government’s violent paramilitary campaign agaeigilians, Chiquita, the Defendants, and
Non-Party Executives proximately caused the ingiakkeged in this complaint. Their
involvement in the AUC’s activities — including piding arms, money, and other assistance —
began before Plaintiffs’ injuries were incurred aahtinued long after. Chiquita, the
Defendants, and Non-Party Executives’ support Bably became a crucial component in the
AUC’s ability and motivation to attack Plaintiffdecedents, and countless other civilians in
Uraba. See suprdChiquita’s assistance to the AUC; assistance was substantial)

iv)  The distress suffered by Plaintiffs is severe ehdhgt no reasonable person could be

expected to endure it.

915. The AUC's torture and execution of the decedentsed them severe mental and
physical trauma prior to their deathSee suprdPlaintiffs’ Injuries).
916. The AUC caused the surviving Plaintiffs severe rakabd physical pain in withessing or
learning of the murder of their family membersdilndual Plaintiffs also experienced suffering
in being threatened against pursuing an investgatf the death, being forced to flee the area,
and feeling threatened and frightened that the AkdQld also target them. These fears,
disturbances, and traumas constitute genuine drxlasuial distress, of a sort so severe that no

person could reasonably be expected to endure it.

M. Thirteenth Claim for Relief — Negligent Infliction of Emotional Distress
917. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
918. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestduct constitutes the negligent
infliction of emotional distress and is actionabteder the laws of New Jersey, Florida, the

United States, and Colombia.
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919. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestuct constitutes negligent
infliction of emotional distress in that 1) they eavPlaintiffs and decedents a duty to act with
reasonable care, 2) they breached that duty, 3)ienab distress was reasonably foreseeable, 4)
Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestuct proximately caused the distress,
and 5) the distress was genuine and substantial.

920. As adirect and legal result of Chiquita, the Delfemnts, and Non-Party Executives’
wrongful acts, Plaintiffs and decedents have seffend will continue to suffer significant
physical injury, pain and suffering, and extremd aavere mental anguish and emotional
distress.

921. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausyg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in bringing about the
negligent infliction of emotional distress of Plaif$ and decedents.

i)  Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executbreached their duty to Plaintiffs by
failing to act so as to stop engaging in the condlescribed herein, and by failing to
take steps in their power to prevent or prohibitiseonduct.

922. By continuing to provide financial support, armsgdassistance in smuggling drugs, as
well as facilitating, condoning, and conspiringlwihe AUC to carry out the Colombian
government’s violent paramilitary campaign agaaigilians, Chiquita, the Defendants, and
Non-Party Executives breached their duty to Plégto act with reasonable care so as not to
cause injury to themSee suprgChiquita’s support, aiding and abetting, conspiragency)
923. At all relevant times, it was in Chiquita, the Dedants, and Non-Party Executives’

power to cease their assistance, support, faslitatondonation, and conspiracy with the AUC
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or to prevent or prohibit such conduct, but instey continued in their course of conduct
continuously from 1995 until at least 2004.

i) Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestduct alleged herein proximately
caused Plaintiffs and decedents to suffer emotidislifess so severe that no reasonable
person could be expected to endure it.

924. By continuing to provide financial support, armsdassistance in smuggling drugs, as
well as facilitating, condoning, and conspiringlwihe AUC to carry out the Colombian
government’s violent paramilitary campaign agaaigilians, Chiquita, the Defendants, and

Non-Party Executives proximately caused the inguakeged in this complaint. Their

involvement in the AUC'’s activities — including piding arms, money, and other assistance —
began before Plaintiffs’ injuries were incurred aahtinued long after. Chiquita, the

Defendants, and Non-Party Executives’ support E@ably became a crucial component in the

AUC'’s ability and motivation to attack Plaintiffdecedents, and countless other civilians in

Uraba. See suprdChiquita’s assistance to the AUC, assistancesubstantial).

iii) At all relevant times, Chiquita, the Defendants] &on-Party Executivdanew that their
c_on_duct would and did proximately result in physmmad emotional distress to the AUC’s
victims.

925. From the moment of their first involvement with ganilitary groups, Chiquita, the
Defendants, and Non-Party Executives were awatdhba assistance, collusion, facilitating,
and support would result in the killing, torturedeother abuses committed against countless
civilians in Uraba by the AUC.

926. At all relevant times, paramilitary groups like R€ CU and the AUC were notorious for
their brutal methods and tactic of declining tocdisinate between combatants and civilians.

Their reputation and method were well known in gahand to Chiquita in particular, and were
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the subject of any number of newspaper articlesmrestigations both in Colombia and abroad.
See suprdChiquita’s knowledge). Chiquita, the Defendaats] Non-Party Executives engaged
the AUC to provide security, suppress union agtiand discourage FARC support despite their
prior knowledge that the paramilitaries in generaind the AUC in particular — used terrorism
and violence against civilians as a strategy toyaawt those goalsSee suprdChiquita’s
intentional support).

927. Despite their general knowledge about the paraamigis’ tactics and specific
understanding of the paramilitaries' activitiedJirabda, Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party
Executives specifically engaged, paid, facilitatsohdoned, conspired with, and otherwise
supported them to suppress union activity and disge support of the FARC — the very
activities for which their brutal tactics were notws. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party
Executives played this role with the knowledge ament that the paramilitaries would commit
the abuses alleged herein, and they continuedatothis role as it became clear that their
support was assisting with the torture, murder, @heér abuse of Chiquita, the Defendants, and

Non-Party Executives’ opponentSee suprgknowing and intentional assistance).

iv)  Plaintiffs’and decedents’ distress was genuine suiostantial.
928. The AUC's torture and execution of the decedentsed them severe mental and
physical trauma prior to their deathSee suprdPlaintiffs’ Injuries).
929. The AUC caused the surviving Plaintiffs severe rakabd physical pain in withessing or
learning of the murders of their family membersdiVidual Plaintiffs also experienced suffering
in being threatened against pursuing an investigaif the deaths, being forced to flee the area,

and feeling threatened and frightened that the Akd@Id also target them. These fears,
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disturbances, and traumas constitute genuine drxlasuial distress, of a sort so severe that no

person could reasonably be expected to endure it.

N. Fourteenth Claim for Relief — Negligence/Negligenitiring/Negligence Per Se
930. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
931. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestuct constitutes negligence and
is actionable under the laws of New Jersey, Flotiga United States, and Colombia.
932. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestuct constitutes negligence in
that 1) they owed Plaintiffs and decedents a dugct with reasonable care not to injure them,
2) they breached that duty, 3) it was reasonalbigsieeable that their negligence would cause
injury, damage, loss, or harm to Plaintiffs andrthext of kin.
933. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executimegligent actions include, but are
not limited to, unreasonably disregarding the tisik persons in their employ would commit
torts against Plaintiffs and decedents, and viodpsitatutes and other laws designed to protect
Plaintiffs and decedents.
934. As aresult of these acts, Plaintiffs and decedsuftered harm including, but not limited
to, death, physical injury, and severe emotionstress.

i)  Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executbreached their duty to Plaintiffs by
failing to act so as to stop engaging in the condiescribed herein, and by failing to
take steps in their power to prevent or prohibitiseonduct.

935. By continuing to provide financial support, armsgdassistance in smuggling drugs, as

well as facilitating, condoning, and/or conspiringh the AUC to carry out the Colombian
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government’s violent paramilitary campaign agaeigilians, Chiquita, the Defendants, and

Non-Party Executives breached their duty to Plégto act with reasonable care so as not to

cause injury to themSee suprdChiquita’s support, aiding and abetting, conspiragency)

936. At all relevant times, it was in Chiquita, the Dedants, and Non-Party Executives’

power to cease their assistance, support, fa@litatondonation, and conspiracy with the AUC

or to prevent or prohibit such conduct, but instdey continued in their course of conduct
continuously from 1995 until at least 2004.
i) Chiquita, the Defendantand Non-Party Executivesbnduct alleged herein proximately
caused Plaintiffs and decedents to suffer physindlemotional harm, including death.
937. By continuing to provide financial support, armsgdassistance in smuggling drugs, as
well as facilitating, condoning, and conspiringlwihe AUC to carry out the Colombian
government’s violent paramilitary campaign agaeigilians, Chiquita, the Defendants, and
Non-Party Executives proximately caused the ingiakkeged in this complaint. Their
involvement in the AUC'’s activities — including piding arms, money, and other assistance —
began before Plaintiffs’ injuries were incurred awahtinued long after. Chiquita, the

Defendants, and Non-Party Executives’ support Beably became a crucial component in the

AUC’s ability and motivation to attack Plaintiffdecedents, and countless other civilians in

Uraba. See suprdChiquita’s support to the AUC, assistance wastauttial).

iii) At all relevant times, Chiquita, the Defendants] &lon-Party Executissknew that the
AUC was an organization dedicated to the use @btesm and violence against civilians
and that it would use violence against perceivepgom@nts of Chiquita, and could have
foreseen that this could and would cause physiodlrmental harm to the AUC'’s victims.

938. From the moment of their first involvement with ganilitary groups, Chiquita, the

Defendants, and Non-Party Executives were awatdhba assistance, collusion, facilitation,

151



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 152 of 155

and support would result in the killing, torturedaother abuses committed against civilians in
Uraba by the AUC.

939. At all relevant times, paramilitary groups like thR€ CU and the AUC were notorious for
their brutal methods and tactic of declining tocdiminate between combatants and civilians.
Their reputation and method were well known in gahand to Chiquita in particular, and were
the subject of any number of newspaper articlesmrestigations both in Colombia and abroad.
See suprdChiquita’s knowledge). Chiquita, the Defendaats] Non-Party Executives engaged
the AUC to provide security, suppress union agtiand discourage FARC support despite their
prior knowledge that the paramilitaries in generahnd the AUC in particular — used terrorism
and violence against civilians as a strategy toyaawt those goalsSee suprdChiquita’s
intentional support).

940. Despite their general knowledge about the paraamigis’ tactics and specific
understanding of the paramilitaries' activitiedirabda, Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party
Executives specifically engaged, paid, facilitatsohdoned, conspired with, and otherwise
supported them to suppress union activity and disge support of the FARC — the very
activities for which their brutal tactics were notws. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party
Executives played this role with the knowledge ament that the paramilitaries would commit
the abuses alleged herein, and they continuedatothis role as it became clear that their
support was assisting with the torture, murder, @heér abuse of Chiquita, the Defendants, and
Non-Party Executives’ opponentSee suprgknowing and intentional assistance).

iv)  The AUC’s dedication to the use of terrorism aralence against civilians proximately
caused Plaintiffs’and decedents’injuries.

941. It was the AUC’s tactic of using terrorism and aote to intimidate civilians, suppress

union activity, and discourage support of the FAR®Ith the assistance and collaboration of
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Chiquita — that proximately caused the deaths oédents and the mental and physical injuries
to Plaintiffs.

v)  Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executiaess of material support to the
AUC, along with its acts of assistance, supporedion, and collusion, violated laws
designed to protect Plaintiffs and decedents, tbiation of which constitutes negligence
per se.

942. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executisepport of the AUC violated laws of
the United States, Colombia, and New Jersey, Fdlpad well as customary international law,
which were meant to protect Plaintiffs and othéFbese laws include the Alien Tort Statute and
the Torture Victim Protection Act (28 U.S.C. § 1358mong other U.S. statutes, and Colombian
statutes outlawing paramilitarism and implement@aombia’s international human rights

obligations. The violation of these laws was rgghit and willful, therefore constituting

negligenceper se

O. Fifteenth Claim for Relief — Loss of Consortium
943. The allegations set forth in the above paragraphsealleged and incorporated by
reference as if fully set forth herein.
944. Chiquita, the Defendants, and Non-Party Executigestuct caused surviving Plaintiffs
to suffer loss of consortium and is actionable uride laws of New Jersey, Florida, the United
States, and Colombia.
945. At all times prior to their deaths, the decedemi®d above were faithful, loving, and
dutiful spouses, parents, children, and other famémbers to the Plaintiffs who are their
spouses, children, parents, and other relativeperively.
946. As aresult of the acts of the Defendants, thoamtffs who are the spouses, children,

parents and other family members of the decedevts heen deprived of the decedents’ society,
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comfort, attention, services, and support, alh@rtdamage, in an amount to be proved at trial.
In addition, those Plaintiffs have suffered andumed the expenses of funeral and burial for the
decedents, in an amount to be proved at trial.

947. The Defendants are liable to Plaintiffs becausg ghéed and abetted, facilitated,
condoned, paid, were reckless in dealing with,ipggted in a joint criminal enterprise with,
confirmed, ratified, were the principals of, andéonspired with the AUC in causing Plaintiffs to

suffer loss of consortium.

WHEREFORE, Plaintiffs pray for judgment as hereti@aset forth.

X. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, each and every Plaintiff prays for juégiagainst each defendant in excess of
$75,000, as follows:

(a) for compensatory damages, including general anciaptamages;

(b) for punitive damages;

(c) for injunctive and declaratory relief as this Cadeems appropriate;

(d) for disgorgement of profits;

(e) for costs of suit, attorneys fees and such otHef@s the Court deems just and proper.

Xl.  JURY TRIAL DEMAND

948. Plaintiffs hereby demand a jury trial on all isssedriable.

Dated: March 11, 2017 /sl Leslie Kroeger
Leslie M. Kroeger (FL Bar No. 989762)
Ikroeger@cohenmilstein.com
COHEN MILSTEIN SELLERS & TOLL PLLC
2925 PGA Boulevard, Suite 200
Palm Beach Gardens, FL 33410
Telephone: (561) 515-1400
Facsimile: (561) 515-1401

154



Case 9:17-cv-80323-BB Document 1 Entered on FLSD Docket 03/11/2017 Page 155 of 155

Marco Simons

Marissa Vahlsing
Richard Herz

Sean Powers
EarthRights International
1612 K Street NW #401
Washington, DC 20006
Tel: 202-466-5188

Agnieszka M. Fryszman

Benjamin D. Brown

Cohen Milstein Sellers & Toll, PLLC
1100 New York Ave., N.W.,

West Tower, Suite 500
Washington, D.C. 20005-3964

Tel: 202-408-4600

Fax: 202-408-4634

Paul L. Hoffman

Schonbrun DeSimone Seplow Harris & Hoffman
LLP

723 Ocean Front Walk

Venice, CA 90291

Tel: 310-396-0731

Fax: 310-399-7040

Judith Brown Chomsky

Law Offices of Judith Brown Chomsky
Post Office Box 29726

Elkins Park, PA 19027
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