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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

NORTHERN DISTRICT OF GEORGIA A s e
ATLANTA DIVISION &2 f/ﬁﬁé@zﬁg L/
Coputy Clerk
INTERNATIONAL BIOMETRIC )
GROUP, LLC )
)
Plaintif, )  CIVIL ACTION FILE
)
v. )  NO. 1:03-CV-0831
)
CHOICEPOINT SERVICES INC., )
) -RLV
Defendant. )
)

ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIMS OF
DEFENDANT CHOICEPOINT SERVICES INC.

NOW COMES ChoicePoint Services Inc. ("ChoicePoint"), Defendant
in the above-styled case, and hereby files its Answer and Counterclaims as

follows:

DEFENSES

First Defense
Plaintiff’s Complaint fails to state a claim against ChoicePoint upon
which relief can be granted.

Second Defense

Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of waiver,



Third Defense

Plaintiff’s claims are barred by the doctrine of estoppel.

Fourth Defense

Plaintiff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, because the contract
purposes have been frustrated.

Fifth Defense

Insofar as the evidence adduced may authorize, ChoicePoint asserts
the defense of unclean hands.

Sixth Defense

Insofar as the evidence adduced may authorize, ChoicePoint asserts
the defense of in pari delicto.

Seventh Defense

Insofar as the evidence adduced may authorize, ChoicePoint asserts
the defense of laches.
Eighth Defense
Plainuff’s claims are barred, in whole or in part, because of the failure
of a condition precedent.
Ninth Defense

At all imes, ChoicePoint has acted in good faith toward Plaintiff.



Tenth Defense

Plaintiff’s claim for injunctive relief should be dismissed because
Plaintiff cannot demonstrate that it has suffered irreparable harm.

Eleventh Defense

Plaintiff’s claim for injunctive relief should be dismissed because
Plaintiff cannot demonstrate that it cannot obtain an adequate remedy at law.

Twelfth Defense

Plaintiff’s claim for injunctive relief should be dismissed because
Plaintiff cannot demonstrate that the equities favor the issuance of injunctive
relief.

Thirteenth Defense

ChoicePoint reserves the right to raise additional affirmative defenses
as may be discovered during the course of these proceedings.
Fourteenth Defense
Except as specifically admitted below, ChoicePoint denies each and
every allegation in the Complaint.
ANSWER
ChoicePoint answers each of the numbered paragraphs of the

Complaint as follows:



Nature And Basis Of Action

1. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 1 of
the Complaint.
The Parties
2. ChoicePoint admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 2 of
the Complaint.
3. ChoicePoint admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 3 of
the Complaint.

Jurisdiction And Venue

4, ChoicePoint admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 4 of
the Complaint.

Facts Giving Rise To This Action That Are Common To All Counts

5. ChoicePoint admits that the parties entered into a Consulting
Agreement (the “Agreement”), a true and correct copy of which is attached
hereto as Exhibit A. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize
the contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint

denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 5 of the Complaint.



6. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint
denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 6 of the Complaint.

7. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint
denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 7 of the Complaint.

8. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint
denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 8 of the Complaint.

0. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint
denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 9 of the Complaint.

10.  To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the

characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint



denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 10 of the
Complaint.

11. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint
denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 11 of the
Complaint.

12.  ChoicePoint admits that some of Plaintiff’s empioyees received
an award, along with all other members of the project, for assisting in a
project led by ChoicePoint to conduct fingerprinting at airports.
ChoicePoint denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 12 of
the Complaint,

Count 1 - Breach of Contract

13.  ChoicePoint incorporates by reference its Answers and
Responses to Paragraphs 1 through 12 as if set forth fully here.

14.  To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the

characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint



denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 14 of the
Complaint.

15. ChoicePoint admits that Plaintiff presented ChoicePoint with
five invoices totaling $660,391.21. ChoicePoint denies the remaining
allegations contained in Paragraph 15 of the Complaint.

16. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 16 of
the Complaint.

Count II - Breach of Confidentiality Agreement

17.  ChoicePoint incorporates by reference its Answers and
Responses to Paragraphs 1 through 12 as if set forth fully here.

18.  To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint
denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 18 of the
Complaint.

19.  To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the

characterization and states that the document speaks for itself, ChoicePoint



denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 19 of the
Complaint.

20.  ChoicePoint admits that some of the information provided to
ChoicePoint by Plaintiff is Confidential Information as the term is defined in
the Agreement. ChoicePoint denies the remaining allegations contained in
Paragraph 20 of the Complaint.

21.  ChoicePoint admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 21
of the Complaint.

22, ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 22 of
the Complaint.

23.  ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 23 of
the Complaint.

24.  ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 24 of
the Complaint.

Count III - Violation of The Georgia Trade Secrets Act

25.  ChoicePoint incorporates by reference its Answers and
Responses to Paragraphs | through 12 and 17 through 24 as if set forth fully

here.



26.  ChoicePoint admits that some of the information in the CBA
technology, supplied by ChoicePoint, is not commonly known by or
available to the public. ChoicePoint also admits that some of the
information in the CBA technology, supplied by ChoicePoint, derives
economic value from not being known by or available to the public.
Furthermore, ChoicePoint admits that the information supplied by
ChoicePoint constitutes trade secrets. ChoicePoint denies the remaining
allegations contained in Paragraph 26 of the Complaint.

27. Inresponse to the allegations contained in Paragraph 27 of the
Complaint, ChoicePoint states that it is without knowledge or information
sufficient to admit or deny the allegation that the CBA technology allegedly
developed by Plaintiff is the subject of efforts by Plaintiff to maintain its
secrecy. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the contents
of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the characterization and
states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint denies the remaining
allegations contained in Paragraph 27 of the Complaint.

28.  ChoicePoint admits the allegations contained in Paragraph 28

of the Complaint.



29.  ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 29 of
the Complaint.

30. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 30 of
the Complaint.

31.  ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 31 of

the Complaint.

Count 1V - Violation of 1BG’s Standard Software License Agreement

32.  ChoicePoint incorporates by reference its Answers and
Responses to Paragraphs 1 through 12 as if set forth fully here.

33. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 33 of
the Complaint.

34, ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 34 of
the Complaint.

35. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 35 of
the Complaint.

36. ChoicePoint admits that it is selling CBA services to third
parties. ChoicePoint denies the remaining allegations contained in

Paragraph 36 of the Complaint.
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37.  ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 37 of
the Complaint.

38. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 38 of
the Complaint.

39. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 39 of
the Complaint.

Attorneys’ Fees

40. ChoicePoint incorporates by reference its Answers and
Responses to Paragraphs | through 31.

41. To the extent that the Plaintiff attempts to characterize the
contents of the Agreement, ChoicePoint specifically denies the
characterization and states that the document speaks for itself. ChoicePoint
denies the remaining allegations contained in Paragraph 41 of the
Complaint.

42. ChoicePoint denies the allegations contained in Paragraph 42 of
the Complaint.

Praver For Relief

43,  Asto, the “Wherefore” paragraph following Paragraph 42 of

the Complaint, ChoicePoint denies that Plaintiff is entitled to injunctive

-11-



relief, damages, attorneys’ fees, expenses, or any other relief. ChoicePoint
also denies the remaining allegations contained in Plaintiff’s Prayer For
Relief.

COUNTERCLAIMS

In accordance with Rule 13 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure,
as and for its counterclaims against Plaintiff, ChoicePoint states and alleges
the following:

Nature of Counterclaims

44.  ChoicePoint asserts against Plaintiff claims for Breach of
Contract, fraud, and misappropriation of trade secrets under the Georgia
Trade Secrets Act of 1990, O.C.G.A. § 10-1-760 et seq. ChoicePoint seeks
monetary relief as a result of Plaintiff’s conduct and a permanent injunction
prohibiting Plaintiff from misappropriating ChoicePoint’s trade secrets.

The Parties

45. ChoicePoint is a Georgia Corporation having its principal place
of business at 1000 Alderman Drive, Alpharetta, Georgia 30005.

46. Upon information and belief, Plaintiff International Biometric

Group, LLC (“IBG”™) is a New York limited liability company having its
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principal place of business at One Battery Park Plaza, New York, New York
10004.

Jurisdiction And Venue

47.  This is a diversity of citizenship action. This Court has
jurisdiction over the subject matter of these counterclaims pursuant to 28
U.S.C. § 1332 (a). The parties are citizens of different States and the matter
in controversy exceeds the sum of $75,000, exclusive of interest and costs.

48.  Venue in this Court is proper under 28 U.S.C. § 1391. Upon
information and belief, Plaintiff has sold its products and services to
ChoicePoint in this judicial district and has transacted business with
ChoicePoint within this judicial district.

Factual Background

49. On March 14, 2001, ChoicePoint and IBG entered into a
consulting agreement, a true and correct copy of which is attached hereto as
Exhibit A. Under this Agreement, IBG agreed to provide ChoicePoint
consulting services in connection with the development of a central
biometric authority (“CBA”). ChotcePoint intended to use this newly

developed technology in its pre-employment screening services.
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50. ChoicePoint chose IBG to assist in the design and development
of the ChoicePoint CBA technology because IBG represented that it had
expertise in the development of biometric software and code.

51. IBG employees stated that they wanted to work with
ChoicePoint on the project because ChoicePoint was more knowledgeable
about the application of Biometric technology to information retrieval and
decision-making intelligence than IBG or any other company with which
IBG had worked.

52. The parties contemplated that ChoicePoint would sell the
ChoicePoint CBA technology to third parties and agreed that IBG would
receive a percentage of revenue generated from the sale to third parties of
CBA technology incorporating intellectual property owned by IBG.

53. At the time the Agreement was signed the parties had not
agreed on IBG’s specific compensation percentage for sales to third parities.
Later, however, the parties’ principals, Derrick Smith and Samir Nanavanti,
agreed that IBG would receive between 5-7% of the revenue generated from
the sale to third parties of CBA technology incorporating intellectual

property owned by IBG.
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54. ChoicePoint has successfully marketed and sold its CBA
technology to third parties. IBG is aware that ChoicePoint is marketing and
selling ChoicePoint CBA services and has participated in several sales calls
and even provided training in connection with the installation of the software
for one or more third parties.

Count I - Breach of Contract

55.  ChoicePoint incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 54
as if set forth fully here.

56. During the project, IBG engaged in abusive billing practices.
[BG presented ChoicePoint with bills that provided minimal detail, making
it difficult for ChoicePoint to verify the accuracy of IBG’s bills.

57.  Pursuant to Paragraph 3 of the Agreement, [BG agreed to
supply “receipts, ledgers, time records and other business records” necessary
for ChoicePoint to audit IBG’s invoices upon request.

58.  When ChoicePoint requested that IBG provide supporting
documentation IBG would ofien refuse to provide the backup or would
threaten to delay the implementation of the project.

59.  Asaresult of IBG’s refusal to provide backup, its threats to

delay implementation of the project, and its late submission of invoices,
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ChoicePoint was often unable to verify IBG’s bills. IBG’s refusal to provide
backup upon request was a clear breach of Paragraph 3 of the Agreement.

60. Pursuant to Paragraph 3 of the Agreement, IBG also agreed to
“obtain the express written consent of [ChoicePoint] prior to performing any
services in excess of one hundred sixty-five thousand dollars ($165,000).”

61. On at least nine occasions IBG performed work in excess of
one hundred sixty-five thousand dollars ($165,000) without first obtaining
ChoicePoint’s express written consent as required by Paragraph 3 of the
Agreement. IBG’s failure to obtain pre-approval from ChoicePoint for work
in excess of $165,000 was a clear breach of the Agreement.

62. Pursuant to Paragraph 5 of the Agreement, the parties agreed
that any work “which is unique to [ChoicePoint] or [ChoicePoint’s] specific
operations will be owned exclusively by [ChoicePoint].” The parties also
agreed that “[i]f either [IBG] or [ChoicePoint], as part of [IBG’s] Work for
[ChoicePoint], develops any invention relating to CBA that is not covered
under [IBG’s] pending [CBA] patent application, both parties shall jointly

own such invention.”
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63. Upon information and belief, IBG has been offering and selling
to third parties IBG software and code that was developed as part of IBG’s
work on behalf of ChoicePoint.

64. IBG has breached Paragraph 5 of the Agreement by failing to
get ChoicePoint’s consent to the third party sales and by failing to
compensate ChoicePoint for those sales.

65. On August 20, 2002, IBG filed a Multiple Algorithm patent
application that contains intellectual property developed as part of the course
of IBG’s work on behalf of ChoicePoint. IBG, however, failed to list
ChoicePoint as the inventor or co-inventor as required by Paragraph 5 of the
Agreement.

66. Pursuant to Paragraph 11.1 of the Agreement, IBG agreed that
it “shall not subcontract, assign, subrogate or transfer any interest, obligation
or right under this Agreement without the prior written consent from
[ChoicePoint].”

67. IBG, without ChoicePoint’s prior written consent, obtained a
substantial portion of its software and programming code from third parties
such as Aware, Inc. and Identix, Inc. and presented it to ChoicePoint as if

the software and programming code were written by IBG.
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68. Paragraph 4.2 of the Agreement required IBG to perform its
consulting work on behalf of ChoicePoint in a workmanlike and professional
manner.

69. IBG failed to perform its work in a workmanlike and
professional manner. IBG supplied ChoicePoint with software and source
code that contained significant errors and that failed to meet ChoicePoint’s
functional requirements. In fact, much of the IBG software and code
contained functionality that was neither requested by nor of any use to
ChoicePoint, yet on information and belief IBG billed ChoicePoint for the
work involved in creating this functionality.

70.  ChoicePoint has incurred expenses in excess of $12,500 to
correct IBG’s software and code errors.

71.  ChoicePoint has complied with all of its obligations under the
Agreement.

72. IBG’s intentional failure to comply with the terms of the
Agreement constitutes bad faith under O.C.G.A. § 13-6-11 and a material
breach of the Agreement.

73.  ChoicePoint has suffered damages and continues to suffer

damage in excess of $150,000 as the result of IBG’s breaches of contract.
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Count Il - Fraudulent Misrepresentation

74,  ChoicePoint incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 73
as if set forth fully here.

75. IBG intentionally made fraudulent misrepresentations and
engaged in fraudulent billing practices by invoicing ChotcePoint for work
that was not properly payable under the Agreement.

76. IBG requested that its employees be allowed to attend
ChoicePoint sales calls and then charged ChoicePoint $15,975 for its
employees’ time (and now claims that the software should not have been
sold to third parties). In addition, IBG’s Partner, Samir Nanavati, charged
ChoicePoint for his attendance at a personal dinner on July 4, 2002 that Mr.
Nanavati attended with his fiancée. IBG also billed ChoicePoint for work
and functionality that ChoicePoint requested IBG not work on. IBG wanted
to incorporate the functionality for its own use in future exploitation of the
product, however, and thus continued the work and billed ChoicePoint for
the work while concealing the nature of the work for which the bills were
submitted.

77. 1IBG knew that bitling ChoicePoint for its employecs’

attendance at the ChoicePoint sales call, for Mr, Nanavati’s attendance at the
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4™ of July dinner, and for features that ChoicePoint requested not be
developed was improper and that these expenses were not properly
compensable under the Agreement.

78.  To conceal the nature of these improper billing practices, IBG
submitted its invoices late and used cursory descriptions that concealed the
work for which IBG was billing. When ChoicePoint sought backup as
required by the Agreement, IBG would delay further and often refuse to
provide the information.

79.  ChoicePoint reasonably relied on IBG’s representations that the
bills were accurate. As a result, ChoicePoint paid invoices that included the
improper charges for IBG’s employees’ attendance at the ChoicePoint sales
call, Mr. Nanavati’s attendance at the 4" of July dinner, and the increased
features that ChoicePoint had requested not be developed.

80. IBG also intentionally misrepresented and concealed the extent
to which IBG developed original software and code designed specifically for
ChoicePoint’s biometric products.

81. Imitally, IBG represented that most of the software and code
that IBG would provide to ChoicePoint would be custom designed for

ChoicePoint’s specific products. In fact, third party components accounted
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for more than 90% of the source code and functionality in the biometrics
systems provided to ChoicePoint by IBG. IBG used third party vendors
such as Aware, Inc. and Identix, Inc. to provide code and software and then
wrote wrapper code pulled from Internet sites to mask the off-the-shelf
functionality of the third party products.

82. ChoicePoint reasonably relied on IBG’s intentional
misrepresentation that it was developing original software and code tailored
to ChoicePoint’s specific biometric product.

83. Asaresult of IBG’s intentional misrepresentation regarding
utilization of third party software and code, ChoicePoint has had to purchase
licenses from third party vendors such as Aware, Inc. To date, ChoicePoint
has paid in excess of $150,000 in third-party license fees.

84. ChoicePoint has suffered damages and is continuing to suffer
damage as the result of IBG’s fraudulent actions in an amount to be
determined, but in excess of $150,000.

85. IBG’s actions demonstrate willful misconduct, malice, fraud,
wantonness, oppression, or that entire want of care which would raise the
presumption of conscious indifference to consequences, and demonstrate a

specific intent to cause harm to ChoicePoint. ChoicePoint is therefore
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entitled to recover punitive damages to punish, penalize, or deter IBG’s
actions.

86. ChoicePoint should be awarded the expenses of litigation in this
matter, including its attorneys’ fees, because IBG has acted in bad faith.

Count II1 - Violation of the Georgia Trade Secrets Act

87. ChoicePoint incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 86
as if set forth fully here.

88.  The ChoicePoint CBA technology developed by ChoicePoint
and IBG contains information, including but not limited to, technical and
nontechnical data, which is not commonly known or available to the public.
This information derives economic value from not being generally known to,
and by not being readily ascertainable by proper means by, other persons
who can obtatn economic value from its disclosure or use, and constitutes
trade secrets under the Georgia Trade Secrets Act.

89. The ChoicePoint CBA technology developed by ChoicePoint
and IBG is the subject of efforts by ChoicePoint to maintain its secrecy,
including but not limited to, the confidentiality provision contained in the

Agreement.
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90. Upon information and belief, IBG is offering and has sold
software and code containing ChoicePoint CBA technology to third parties,
while concealing the same from ChoicePoint.

91. In the course of offering and selling software and code
containing ChoicePoint CBA technology to third parties, IBG has used the
trade secrets contained in the ChoicePoint CBA technology without the
consent of ChoicePoint. Moreover, IBG has made improper use of
ChoicePoint trade secrets by selling ChoicePoint CBA technology to a third
party in violation of the parties’ Agreement.

92. IBG’s improper use of ChoicePoint’s trade secrets constitutes a
violation of the Georgia Trade Secrets Act of 1990, O.C.G.A. § 10-1-760, et
seq.

93.  ChoicePoint has suffered damages and continues to suffer
damages as a result of IBG’s violation of the Georgia Trade Secrets Act.

94, IBG’s actions demonstrate willful misconduct, malice, fraud,
wantonness, oppression, or that entire want of care which would raise the
presumption of conscious indifference to consequences, and demonstrate a

specific intent to cause harm to ChoicePoint. ChoicePoint is therefore
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entitled to recover punitive damages to punish, penalize, or deter IBG’s
actions.

95.  Unless permanently enjoined, IBG will continue to make
improper use of ChoicePoint’s trade secrets, thereby causing 1BG irreparable
injury for which there is no adequate remedy at law.

Attorneys’ Fees

96. ChoicePoint incorporates by reference Paragraphs 1 through 95
as if set forth fully here.

97.  Pursuant to Paragraph 11.2 of the Agreement, the parties agreed
that the prevailing party in any action arising out of the Agreement would be
entitled to recovery of its reasonable attorneys’ fees, costs and expenses.

98. IBG’s actions demonstrate willful misconduct and constitute
bad faith under O.C.G.A. § 13-6-11.

99. ChoicePoint is entitled to attorneys’ fees as a result of IBG’s
bad faith breach of the Agreement.

Praver For Relief

WHEREFORE, ChoicePoint prays for relief as follows:
A.  That the Court dismiss the Plaintiff’s Complaint, and each and

every claim and count thereof, with prejudice, that judgment be
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entered in favor of ChoicePoint, and that Plamtiff take nothing by
this action;

B.  For an award of monetary damages, adequate to compensate for
Plaintiff’s breach of the contract, fraud, and misappropriation of trade
secrets;

C.  Adjudge and decree that ChoicePoint is entitled to an award of
punitive damages in an amount to be determined by the trier of fact;
D.  An injunction permanently prohibiting IBG from offering to
sell or selling software and code containing ChoicePoint CBA
technology without the consent of ChoicePoint;

E.  For ChoicePoint’s attorneys’ fees, expenses and costs incurred
in connection with this action pursuant to Paragraph 11.2 of the
Agreement;

F. ChoicePoint’s expenses of litigation, including attorneys’ fees,
under O.C.G.A. § 13-6-11 for Plaintiff’s bad faith breach of the
Agreement.

G.  Such other and further relief as this Court deems just and

proper.
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DATED:

April 16, 2003
Atlanta, Georgia

Respectfully submitted,

KING & SPALDING
Michael C. Russ

Georgia Bar No. 620200
Bradley A. Slutsky
Georgia Bar No. 653073
Stephen P. Cummings
Georgta Bar No. 186015

King & Spalding LLP

191 Peachtree Street, N.E.
Atlanta, Georgia 30303
Phone: (404) 572-4600
Fax: (404)572-5142

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT
CHOICEPOINT SERVICES INC.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

This is to certify that I have served a true and correct copy of the
within and foregoing ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIMS OF
DEFENDANT CHOICEPOINT SERVICES INC. upon all parties by
causing a copy of same to be sent via Hand Delivery, properly addressed as
follows:

Martin J. Elgison

Keith E. Broyles

Dana Marty Haas

Alston & Bird, LLP

1291 West Peachtree Street
Atlanta, GA 30309-3424

This 16" day of April, 2003.

Cuchee/ 0. [Cnn

Michael C. Russ
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EXHIBIT / ATTACHMENT
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ChoicePoint

CONSULTING AGREEMENT .

THIS AGREEMENT is made this 14th day of March, 2001 by and between ChoicePoint Services Inc., a corporation with offices
located at 1000 Alderman Drive, Alpharetta, Georgia 30005, (hereinafter referred to as "Clienmt"), and, International Biometric Group, LLC,
a corporation with offices Jocated at One Battery Park Plaza, New York, New York 10004 (hereinafter referred to as "Consultant™),

1. Engagement.  Client retains Consultant to perform the work described in Exhibit A ("Work") in accordance with the
terms of this CONSULTING AGREEMENT ("Agreement”). Consultanl shall provide and dedicate all resources necessary to
perform the Work and complete it when due.

2, Term. This Agreement is effective upon its acceptance by Client in Alpharetta, Georgia and will remain in effect untii
terminated by either party upon sixty (60) days advance written notice. Client reserves the right to direct Consuitant by written notice
to cease performing the Work at any time for any reason, and Consultant will not be entitled to payment of fees or expenses for any
Work performed or expense incurred after Consultant’s receipt of that notice, until such time as Client notifies Consultant in writing
to resume the Work. If Client does not natify Consultant to resume Work within thirty (30) days after Consultant’s receipt of the
notice to suspend Work, this Agreement will be deemed to be terminated as of that 30th day. Sections and subsections 5, 6, 7, 8 and
11.2 survive any termination of this Agreement.

3. Fees.  Client shall pay Consultant a fee in an amount of Two Hundred Twenty-Five and 00/100 Dollars ($225.00) per
hour for Work performed under this Agreement ("Fee"). Client shall pay Consultant any Fee due for each phase of the project, as
described in Exhibit A, on 3 monthly basis. Client shall pay Consultant any Fee due Consultant pursuant to the terms of this
Agreement within 30 days of receipt of an invoice detailing the hours worked and the tasks performed. Consultant shall not invoice
Client before payment is due. Except as specifically set forth in Exhibit A or pre-approved by Client in writing, Consultant is not
entitled to reimbursement of expenses incurred in connection with its performance of this Agreement and the Work. Upon'requcst
by Client, Consultant will supply receipts, ledgers, time records and other business records as Client deems reasonably necessary to
audit any invoices or Work performed by Consultant. Consultant shall obtain the express written consent of Client prior to
performing any services in excess of one hundred sixty-five thousand dollars ($165,000.00). All invoices shall be submitted to:

ChoicePoint Services Inc.
1000 Alderman Drive
Alpharetta, Georgia 30005
Attn: ch wima (ouu sed”

4. Work.

41 In the event Consultant anticipates not being able to perform the Work when due, Consultant shall immediately
notify Client in writing, submit a proposed revision and continue work under the original timetable until otherwise directed by
Client. Consultant is permitted to provide services to other businesses but shall at all times comply with this Agreement. -

42 All Work must be performed in 2 workmanlike and professional manner by employees or agents of Consultant
having a level of skill commensurate with the requirements of the Work to be performed. Client has the right, at any time, to insist
upon removal of any employee or agent of Consultant whom Client deems unsatisfactory. Upon such removal, Consultant shall use
its best efforts to promptly replace that person with a substitute having appropriate skiils and training.

43 Client's security and safety policies must be observed at all times in the event that Consultant performs Work at
Client's facilities. Consultant is solely responsible for paying and shall pay its own expenses, debts, accounts, obligations, liabilities,

employee's workers compensation, and all taxes on fees paid under this Agreement. Consultant warrants that it will mamtam, at its
sole expense and during the term of this Agreement, policies of insurance as set forth in Exhibit B.

1 EXHIBIT A
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