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L. INTRODUCTION

1. This is a securities class action on behalf of all persons who purchased or otherwise
acquired securities of Household International, Inc. ("Household" or the "Company™),' during the
period from 10/23/97 to 10/11/02 (the "Class Period"), including common and preferred stock,
bonds, notes, InterNotes(5M) and Trust indentures. This action is brought against the Company,
certain of its senior officers and directors, its outside auditor, Arthur Andersen LLP ("Andersen”),
as well as Goldmen Sachs & Co., Inc. ("Goldman Sachs") and"Memill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner &
Smith, Inc. ("Merrill Lynch"), which acted as financial advisors in connection with Household's 6/98
acquisition of Beneficial in an $8 billion share-for-share exchange. .

2. Between 10/97 and 10/02, Household engaged in the widespread abuse of its
customers through a variety of illegal sales practices and improper lending techniques, such as
deliberately confusing or misleading them with respect 1o rates, points, fees and penalties and other
federally mandated disclosures. During the Class Period, defendants also improperly "reaged” or
“restructured” delinquent accounts, thereby manipulating Household's publicly reported financial
statistics regarding delinguencies and credit loss reserve ratios so as to make Household's operations
appear stronger and more profitable than they were. The false ﬁatistics reported by defendants were
also designed to give the appearance that the credit quality of Household's borrowers was more
favorable than it actually was.

3. Throughout the Class Period, defendants concealed that Household was engaged in
a massive predatory lending scheme, in viclation of federal disclosure guidelines, whereby
Houschold systematically abused customers for the purpose of reporting purported "record” financial
results throughout the Class Period. Defendants' wrongful scheme allowed them to artificially inflate
the Company's financial and operational results, key financial metrics and risks associated with
investing in the Company, including revenues, net income and earnings per share (;'EPS“), Together

with Andersen, Household's senior executives also manipulated the manner in which Household

! Unless specified otherwise, Household or the Company inchudes its subsidiaries, Household Finance
Corporation, Inc. ("HFC"), and Beneficial Corporation ("Bencficial”), subsequent to its merger with
Household on 6/30/98,

-1.
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accounted for costs associated with the Company’s co-branding agreements, affinity agreements and
marketing agreements. '

4. Defendants' scheme was crucial to Household's operations, as the perceived strength
.of its borrowers and the credit quality of its loan portfolic were extremely important to Household
because the Cornpany's business required it to constantly retum to the debt securitization markets
to fund Household's operations, In fact, Household repistered and/or sold more than §75 billion
worth of debt securities during the Class Period by consistently registering and selling securities via
its HFC subsidiary. The credit quality of ils customers and the strength of its reported statistics
concerning delinquencies and credit loss reserve ratios were the metrics by which the quality, and
thus the desirability, of the securities were evaluated by the market. Therefore, it was of paramount
importance to Household that it continue 10 conceal the truth sbout its operating performance
throughout the Cl;ss Period.

5. It was not untii mid-2002 that investors began to learn about the actual financial and
operating condition of the Company. For example, during 3Q02, defendants were forced to admit
that Houschold's earnings had been falsely reported for approximately eight sud one-half years and
that Household would take a $800 million charge and restate its pmiaus& reported earnings for
each and every quarter of the Class Period, This $600 million (pre-tax) charge had the effect of
wiping out $386 million of earnings previously reported by the Company. Then, during the first
weeks of 4Q02, Houschold announced it had entered into a $484 miltion settlement agreement to
resolve claims relating to its illegal, widespread predatory lending practices. Defendants have now
admitted that this settlement and related costs resulted in a massive $525 million charge against the
Company’s earnings.

6. As investors would later come 10 discover, the strong growth claimed by Household
during the Class Period was illusory. Rather, it was the combination of predatory lending practices,
improper reaging of delinquent lomns and false acconnting that allowed Household to report "record”
financial results quarter after quarter throughout the Class Period. In fact, predatory lending, reaging
and accounting manipulations were so central to Household's business model that, as defendants

were forced to sbandon these illegal practices, the price of Household securities plummeted, As

-2-
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news of the massive predatory lending settlement leaked out during the first week of 10/02, the price
of Household stock dropped to as low as $20.00 per share, 70% below its Class-Period high. The
decline in the price of Household stock reflected the market's realization that, without the ability to
continue the unlawful activities detailed herein, the Company had lost its "cornpetitive advantage."
In fact, on 11/14/02 ~ one month after taking the second of two charges totaling over $1 bilkion —
Household's Board of Directors (*Board™) decided to sell the Company to HSBC Holdings ple
("HSBC") at a time when Household stock was trading at a seven-year low. Defendants' decision
to sell Household quickly and at a bargain-basement price was a direct result of the fact that
Household could no longer produce "record” results, having lost the advantage of using () predatory
lending praclices; (b} improper "reaging” techniques; and (c) accounting chicanery to manipulate
Household's financials. With HSBC as a white knight, Household would be able to have HSBC
supplement the Company’s reserves and avoid additional massive writeaffs. Notwithstanding the
fact that defendants® fraud has resulted in the elimination of well over $25 billion in market
capitalization, the sale to HSBC was structured fo ensure an immediate windfall to defendants
William F. Aldinger ("Aldinger™) and David A. Schoenholz ("Schoenholz"). Aldinger will receive
over $60 million in consideration and options accelerations as a result of the proposed merger with
HSBC, including a $10 million "special retention grant" for selling Household to HSBC.
Schoenholz will receive over $20 million.
| II. SUMMARY OF THE ACTION

7. Household was created as a holding company int 1981 as a result of the restructuring
of HFC, which was established in 1878. Prior to the restructuring, Household operated in the
financial services, individual life insurance, manufacturing, transportation and merchandising
mdustries. Following the restructuring, the Company shifted the focus of its operations into the -
financial services business. From late 1994 through 1997, Household exited from several businesses
that the Company claimed were providing insufficient retwrns on investment, such as its first
mortgage origination and servicing business in the United States and Canada, the individual life and
annuity product lines of its individual life insurance business, its consumer branch banking business,

and its student loan bysiness.
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8. By the beginning of the Class Period, Household was prinﬁipaliy a nonoperating
holding company whose subsidiaries provided middle-market consumers with several types of loan
products in the United States, United Kingdom and Canada. Household's customer base is primarily
composed of nonconforming, nonprime or subprime consurners. Such customers generally have
limited credit histories, modest incomes or high debt-to-income ratios or have expeticnced credit
problems caused by occasional delinquencies, prior charge-offs or other credit-related actions.

9. Household became one of the nation's largest mortgage lenders, through a
combination of organic growth and acquisitions. In fact, immediately ptior to and through the
beginning of the Class Penod, Household acquired several large consumer finance companies, which
fucled its rapid growth, including:

5/97 Household acquires Transamerica Corporation's consumer finance business for §1.1
billion in cash.

8/97 Household acquires ACC Consumer Finance Corporation, a subprime auto lending
business, for $200 million in cash and stock.

6/98 Household acquires Benﬁficie;l, aconsumer finance holding company, in an $8 billion
acquisition, with Household issuing over 168 million shares of common stock.

8/09 Household acquires Decision One Holding Company LLC, a privately held originator
of nonconforming first and second mortgage leans.

2/00 Household acquires Renaissance Holdings, Inc. (a privately held issuer of secured
and unsecured credit card programs), for $300 milhon.

3/00 Household acquires Banc One's $2.15 billion home equity portfolio for cash.

10.  As Household grew through acquisitions, the Company consistently told the market
that Household had a competitive advantage through a sophisticated ceniralized technology system
knownas *Viston." The Vision system was purported to generate sales leads, reduce paperwork and,
most importantly, centralize decision making throughout the loan origination process. Thisinciuded
generating scripts for sales staff, monitoring collections and delinquencies and determining charge-
offs. The Vision system purportediy allowed the Company to maximize profits by cross-selling and
up-selling products to its cugtomers, monitorihg delinquencies and collections, and managing lending

risk. The Vision system was so critical to the Company's purported success that, in 2/00, Household
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was awarded a national information technology award fromn CIO magazine for the Vision system's
superior technology and informiation management.

11.  Monitoring loan originations and performance was critical to Household's success —
not only were Household's revenues dependent on loan originations, but the Company also met its
funding requirements by reselling its loans as asset-backed securities through securitizations of its
loan pools, i.e., selling receivables for cash but continuing to service them for a fee, Since thege
securitized loan pools were sold immediately for cash, Household was able 10 record income from
the spread between its loan cost and the price for which it sold the loan pool — commonly referred
to as net interest margin ("NIM") income. Additionally, since Honsehold was not a depository bank,
income from securitizations was essential {o its continuing operations. During the Class Period,
Household raised over $75 billion in funding thmuéh the securitization markets.

12.  Since Household both generated loans from high risk borrowers and then sold these
loans as asset-backed securities, it was critical to Household's profitability that it produce loan pools
that were both stable and consistent. Investors were consistently assured that Honschold could
achieve this poal through its sophisticated Vision system, as well as from having a unique "hands-
on" customer relations programs and "flexible" loan collection policies, In fact, the Vision system
enabled the Company to monitor and detect delinquent loans and was central to defendants' scheme
of erbitrary "reaging” or "restructuring” of delinqueqt loans to make them current. Indeed, the Vision
system itself was programmed to automatically reage delinquent accounts.

13.  The Company's stated policy for reaging consumer receivables parmitted Household
to reset the contractual delinquency status of an account to current if a predetermined number of
consecutive payments had been received, and there was evidence that the reason for the delinquency
had been cured. - Defendants, however, failed to follow their own intemal reaging policies.
Throughout the Class Period, delinquent accounts were clandestinely reaged, in violation of
Household's policy, upon the receipt of partial payment without any evidence that the account would
no longer be delinguent.

14, Thus, throughout the Class Period, defendants concealed that they had used reaging
a5 a means to simply avoid reporting otherwise delinquent accounts and had failed to adequately

-5.
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reserve for them. Defendants used “reaging” in order to materially understate the Company's true
assel quality ratio and overstate EPS during the Class Period. This bad the effect of lowering the
number of defaults or delinquencies —a significant risk factor of Household's securitization program.

15.  Inaddition, to address the other significant risk factor of their securitization program
— prepayment of loans — defendants engaged in a consistent and widespread pattern of predatory .
lending practices prior to and throughout the Class Period, as detailed in §§51-106 herein.

16.  Bymid-1998, Houschold began it exit from the consumer, mass-market credit card
business, selling almost $2 billion in credit card receivables becanse this business had become too
competitive. The credit card market was plagued by severe cannibalization, as crédit card debtors
were regularly solicited with better offers for increasingly lower financing deals.

17. Iatenton e{rading the pitfalls of the mass-market credit card business, defendants

knew they had to prevent premature payoff of Houschold's secured loans via loan refinancings. To
prevent prepayment of its secured loans via refinancings, defendants concocted the scheme
complained of herein, whereby loans made to Househald customers used all of a borrower's equity
in a property at the time a loan was made. In this way, Household suhstantia_lly reduced prepayment
risk because it knew that it would be virtually impossible for competitors to come in and refinance
Household customers under such circumstances. Alse, in order to further deter preﬁayment of it
secured loans, Houschold hid prepsyment penalties in its loan documents and had Household
employees conceal this from bormrowers.
_ - 18 Throughout the Claés Period, Household engaged in the following forms of predatory
lending practices: (a) false and deceptive loan practices, including fraud and forgery; (b) improper
disclosures; (c) insurance sales abuses; (d) charging "discount points," which bore no relation to
interest rates charges; and (¢) po;ncealing prepayment charges. These practices were detailed in the
~Washington Department of Financial Institutions Expanded Report of Examination for Houschold
Finance Corporation IIL," dated 4/30/02 (WA Report"), published by the Washingtnn Department
of Financia] Institutions (“WAqu)amﬂmt"), attached hereto as Ex. 2, the contents of which were
publicly disclosed on 8/29/02. The WA Report listed Household customer complaints from 1995
to 2002 and described in detail complaints between 2000 and 2002.

-6-
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19, In 1702, Houschold entered into a $12 million settlement with the Califomia
Departtent of Corporations relating to the imposition of improper fees, penalties and charges on
California customers. Although the price of Household's stock declined almost 20% in the days
following Household's settlement with the California Department of Corporations, defendants
continued their scheme and wrongful course of business by attempting to conceal the truth about the
California Department of Corporations' actions — maintaining that the overcharges were due to
computer errors, Almost 75% of the settlernent (39 ratllion) was for penalties, while only $3 miilion
was for cusiomer refunds.

20,  Concemed that they would no longer be able to conceal their reaging and predatory
lending scheme, defendants redoubled their efforts in early 2002 to convince the market that the
Company was not engaged in any improper lending practices or accounting improprieties. For
example, on 2/07/02, Company spokesperson Megan Hayden ("Hayden") was quoted by Copley
News Service as stating, "We make good loans that not only are legal loans, but are beneficial for our
customers." In addition, defendant Schoenholz insisted that predatory lending allegations were "not
‘a gignificant issue, not indicative of any widespread problem and certainly not a concern that it will
spread elsewhere.," National Mortgage News, 2/18/02. Dcfeﬁdants‘ repeated assurances had the
effect of reinflating the price of Household stock almost 20%, to over $52 per share, by the end of
2/02. As pressure on Household's stock mounted, defendants’ denials became more and more
adamant: "]t iz absolutely against our policy to in any way quote a rate that is different than what the
true rale is ... 1 can't underscore that enough" Bellingham Herald (quoting Household
spokeswormnan Hayden), 4/22/02, Defendants' constant stream of assurances about the integrity and
strength of Household's operations buoyed the price of Household stock back over $60 per share in
late 4/02. |

21,  Bymid-2002, defendants' scheme was beginning to unravel, as thé Officer Defendants
worked tirelessly to conceal their wrongful course of business. For example, defmdaht Aldinger
fought tirelessly batween 4/02 and 8/02 to ensure that the WA Report detailing defendants' itlegal
practices would remain concealed from the market. However, the pervasiveness and materiality of

Household's wrongful business practices could no longer be concealed. In 7/02, Household was

-7-
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forced fo announce another settlement of $400,000 in Washington — again blamed on a computer
mglitch.” On 8/29/02, defendants lost their battle to bury the WA Report, and its damning evidence
of defendants’ wrongdoing was made public. Regarding the Company's position that Household's
predatory Jending practices were isolated or nonrecurring, the WA Department noted:

It is inconceivable that borrowers from remotely different locations could all be .

confused about exactly the same thing in the same way, or that HFC could

somehow believe that the occurrence was isolated 1o a single branch location. The

Department believes that the "equivalent rate" sham proffered by HFC

representatives is known and likely fostered by the corporation itself or at the least,

by corporate officers overseeing large segments of the country. This belief appears

1o be supported by HFC headquarters’ knowledge of the disclosures and sales

practices when responding to complaints. :
Id. a1 53 (emphasis added).? '

22.  Despite this evidence, defendants continued to deny that predatory lending practices
pervaded the Company’s operations. However, concerns about the veracity of defendants' denials
seeped into the market, causing the price of Household securities to slip. Indeed, the reaction of the
securities markets 1o these revelations was dramatic and eliminated billions of dollars of market
value. The price of Household stock declined from over $53.00 per share in /02 to approximately
$30.00 per share in late 8/02, as the magnitude and pervasiveness of defendants' fraudulent practices
began to be digested by investors,

23. It was only at the end of the Class Period, on 10/11/02, when defendants announced
that the Company would pay $484 million to settle predatory lendiﬁg charges, that investors leamed
Houschold had been conducting its nationwide operations in direct violation of federal and state
lending laws. Indeed, in 10/02, Mimesota Commerce Commissioner James Bemnstein, whose
department had investigated Household's predatory lending tactics for more than a year, was quoted
in the Minneapolis Star-Tribune as stating, "Household claims that it's only a few bad apples, but
we've .., found that the whole orchard is rotten.... Household's corporate culture encouraged rather
than prohibited these decoptive and‘abusive lending practices ...."

24.  Inaddition to lowering defaults through abuse of the Company‘s reaging policies and

to lowering prepayment rates through over-financing and up-selling loans, the widespread abuse of

: All emphasis has been added, unless otherwise indicated.
-8-
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Household's lending practices also had the effect of rendering the Company's financial statements
materially false and misleading. Household's regularly reported key operational metrics, such as
credit loss reserves, delinquencies, net charge-offs, credit quality and asset performance, were
materially misrepresented by defendants' predatory lending and improper reaging practices.

25,  Once Household's reaging and lending practices were revealed, it became obvious
how Household had been able to report quarter after quarter of record-breaking financial success —
especially during the period when the Company’s competitors (such as Associates First Capital,
whose shares fell by almost 50% in 1999, and ContiFinancial, which, by the end of 1999, teetered
on the verge of bankruptcy) were struggling to survive. However, predatory Iending and improper
account reaging only partly explain how Houschold was able to post continuing strong growth. In
addition to these manipulative and ilisgal activitics, defendants also resorted to some simple, down-
home book cocking, As investors learnied in 8/02, when the Company's Chief Executive Officer
("CEO") and Chief Qperating Officer ("COO") were required under the Sarbanes-Oxley Act to
certify the veracity of their financial statements, Household had improperly booked an astounding
5600 mill.ion in revenue during the period 1994 through 1H02.

26. At the time this restatement was announced, Household stated that its impact on

earnings by period was as follows:

$ millions FY94-98 FY99 FY( FY01l 1HO02 1Q02 2Q02 Total
Restatement
Amount £155.8M $58.IM $70.1M §75.9M $526.1M $6.1M 320.0M %386.0M

27.  The restatement was dramatic and offered valuable insight into the Company's
unprecedented ability to meet or exceed analysts' consensus estimates quarter after quarter. A review
of the restated numbers confirms that, without the boast provided by Houschold's improper
accounting manipulations, the Company would not have had been able to post its purported string
of back-to-back record-breaking quarters or have met or exceeded analysts’' expectations
throughout the Cluass Period.

28.  Thus, in the end, Household's secret formula for success, and its apparent ability to

outperform its peers in a very trying market, was onc part predatory lending, two parts accounting

-9.
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chiceneryand three parts public funding. Throughout the Class Period, defendants were able to fund
Household's operations and grow its businesses using a combination of public offerings, billions of

dollars of debt offerings and the securitization of loans. As discussed herein, dcfmdants were able

to use 168 million shares of the Company's stock as currency 1o acquire Beneficial, in part due to
investors' perceived value that Household shares weré fairly priced — not, as they came to learn after .
‘the Class Period, artificially inflated. In addition, by manipulating its lending policies and colicction
practices, Honschold was also able to reduce its loan securitization costs and artificially inflate its
reporied net interest margin.

29, The cumulative effect of the revelation of defendants' scheme or wrongful course of
business decimated the price of Household shares. While Household shares traded as high as $63.25
at the beginning of 1002, they traded in the $20s —marking a record seven-year low for Household
shares —as the truth about Household's illegal operations and accounting fraud was publicly revealed.
The following chart illustrates how defendants successfully destroyed shareholder value during the
Class Period:

-10-



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 15 of 158 PagelD #:484

Post-Class Period Events

a0. On 11/14/02, Household announced that it had agreed to be acquired by HSBC,
Europe’s biggest bank. Unde-r the proposed terms of the transaction, Houschold shareholders would
receive 2.675 HSBC ordinary shares, or 0.5035 American Depositary Shares ("ADS"), for each

Household share, Houschold'é stock was trading at its seven-year low, and the deal valued
Household shares at approximately $28.75. Joel Gomberg, an analyst with William Blair &
Company, L.L.C. ("William Blair & Co."), also noted that Household's funding problems likely were
a key driver of the merger. In fact, immediately after the public disclosure of the Company's
improper activities, Household's credit rating in the debt market was downgraded, inhibiting the
Company's ability to fund its operations. Even defendant Aldinger acknowledged, as was reported
by the Washington Fost on 11/15/02, that growth had slowed in 3Q02 because of "funding issues."
Since HSBC maintained a large base of deposit customers, it could provide funding to Household
without being forced to engage in securitizations.

31.  In addition, Barron's, on 11/18/02, made the following observations on HSBC's
proposed acquisition of Household: _

The deal was quickly proclaimed an odd-couple pairing of a worldly British bank and

a Midwestern lender to moderate-income, often financially strapped, Americans. In

this view, Household was the desperate party, eager for quick cash. And HSBC

treated the company the way Household deals with its customers, using its leverage

to set the terms to its greatest and most profitable advantage.

HSBC agreed to pay ... a 33% premium to Household's price before the deal, but it's
half what the stock commanded as recently as Aptil. '

Household kas been knocked back on its heels since then by concerns about its
aggressive lending practices and accounting guestions that kave made the fixed-
income markets unwilling to finance the company at faverable terms. Last
December, with the stock around 60, Barron's suggested that Household had
systematically understated its problem loans.

So, HSBC was able to grab Household at what appears to be a slender price, with the

Emmise that the larger institution's enormous financing clout can fund the Household
usiness at advantageous rates.
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III. YURISDICTION AND VENUE

32.  The claims asserted herein arise under §§10(b) _and 20(a) of the Secunities Exchange
Act of 1934 ("Exchange Act” or "1934 Act"), 15 U.S.C. §§78j(b) and 78t(a), and Securities and
Exchange Commission ("SEC") Rule 10b-5 pmmulgatad thereunder, 17 C.F.E. §240.10b-5, In
addition, asseried herein are claims of strict Jiability and/or negligence arising under §§11, 12(a)}2)
and 15 of the Securities Act of 1933 ("Securities Act" or "1933 Act"), 15 U.8.C. §§77k, 771(a}2)
and 770, and 28 U.S.C. §1331.

33.  Jurisdiction is conferred by §27 of the 1934 Act, 15 U.S.C, §78aa, and §22 of the
1933 Act, 15 U.5.C. §77v.

34,  Venueis proper pursuant to §22 of the 1933 Act, §27 of the 1934 Act and 28 U.S.C.
§1391(3). Many of the acts and transactions giving rise to the violations of law complained of
herein, including the preparation and dissemination of false and misleading information to the
investing public, occurred in this District.

35.  In connection with the acts, conduct and other wrongs complained of, defendants,
directly or indirectly, used the means and instrumentalitics of interstate commerce, the United States
mails and the facilities of the national secunities markets. |

IV. PARTIES
A, PLAINTIFFS

36. (a) Leadplaintiff Glickenhaus & Company("Glickenhaus"}is an SEC-registered
investment advisor with hundreds of millions of dollars of assets under management. Gitickenhaus
is a member of the New York Stock Fixchange, the National Association of Securities Dealers, the
Municipal Securities Rulemaking Board and the Securities Investor Protection Corporation.
Glickenhaus specializes in the management of equity, balanced and fixed-income portfolios.
Glickenhaus purchased Household securities during the Class Period as detailed in the attached
Certification and suffered substantial damage as a result thereof.

()  Lead plaintiff PACE Industry Union Management Pension Fund ("PACE")
is 2 self-insured, qualified Taft-Hartley Defined Benefit plen that is joinily administered and
oversesn by mﬁnagemmt and uﬁion trustees. Currently, the fund administers over $3.5 billion of
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pension and retirement benefits for 75,000 plan participants, including paper, pulp and board mills
workers and refinery workers from the Qil, Chemical & Atomic Workers Union that merged with
the PACE international Union in 2000. The PACE International Union has over 250,000 members
~ in the United States and Canada. PACE purchased Household securities during the Class Period as
detailed in the attached Certification and suffered substantial damage as a result thereof. .
(c) Lead plaintiff The International Union of Operating Engineers Local No. 132
Pension Plan ("IUQE") is a setf-insured, qualified Taft-Hartley Defined Benefit plan that is jointly
administered and oveﬁeeu by management and union trustees. Currently, the fund administers over
$160 million of pension and retirement benefits for over 3,000 pian participants. The [UOE
purchased Household securities during the Class Period as detailed in the attached Certification and
suffered sub:eatantial damage as a result thereof,
(d)  Namedplaintiff The Archdiocese of Milwaukee Supporting Fund, Inc. ("AMS
Fund"} is a nonprofit institution that was formed to éupport charitable organizations. By supporting
charities in the Milwaukee area, as well as throughout the United States, the AMS Fund seeks to
promote edocational and social service initiatives that primarily are designed to provide assistance
to the indigent and others similarly in need of assistance. Tﬁe AMS Fund purchased Household
securities during the Class Period as detailed in the attached Certification and suffered substantial
damage as a result thereof.
(¢€)  Named plaintiff The West Virginia Laborers' Trust Fund (the "West Virginia
' Fund") is a self-insured, qualified Tafi-Hartley Defined Benefit plan that receives direct employer
fringe contributions required- under local collective bargaining agreements. Currently, the West
Virginia Fund administers pension and health care benefits to more than 2,000 active and retired
}aborcm and their families. The West Virginia Fund has approximately $20 million in assets under
management. The West Virginia Fund purchased Household securities during the Class Period as
detailed in the attached Certification and suffered substantial damage as a result thereof,
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B. HOUSEHOLD

37.  Defendant Household is a holding company with three primary segments: consumet,
credit card services and international. Defendant HFC is a wholly owned subsidiary of Household.
During the Class Period, HFC acted as the finance arm of the Company and was responsible for
issuing approximately $90 billion of debt, which proceeds were used to finance Household's lending
activities, conducted primarily through HFC. Household's consumer segment inchides consurmer
lending, mortgage services, retail services and auto finance businesses. The credit card services
incluede the domestic MasterCard and Visa eredit card businesses. The Company's international
segment includes foreign operations in the United Kingdom and Canada,

C. OFFICER DEFENDANTS .

38, Defendant Aldinger was, during the Class Period, CEO and Chairman of the Board.
Aldinger joined Household in 9/94 as President and CEO and becarne Chairman in 5/96. During the
Class Period, Aldinger was a member of Senior Management and of the Executive Committee,
which acts for the Board during intervals between Board meetings. As Household's CEQ, Aldinger
had general authority over all matters relating to the business and affairs of the Company, including,
among other things, approving lending practices, reaging and collection tecﬁniques, as well as other
business practices relating to the core operations of the Company -- consumer lending.

39.  Defendant Schoenholz was, during the Class Period, President and COO and Vice-
Chairman of the Board. During the Class Peniod, Schoenholz also served as Chief Financial Officer
("CFQ"), Executive Vice Prgsident-CFO and Vica-Prcsident—Chief Accounting Officer. As
Household's principal financial officer and chief accounting officer throughout the Class Period,
Schoenholz's responsibilities included, among other things, approving lending practices, reaging and
collection techniques, 4s well as other business practices relating to thc;- core operations and financial
accounting of the Company.

40.  Defendant Gary Gilmer ("Gilmet") was, during the Class Period, Vice-Chairman of

Consumer Lcnding.and Group Executive of U.S, Consumer Finance, as well as a member of Senior

Management, Beginning in 1972, Gilmer ran HFC private label and credit insurance. He also
headed United Kingdom operations before being promoted to head of U.S, Consumer Finance on

14
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January 1, 1997. As the head of Consumer Finance throughout the Class Period, Gilmer was
responsible for all aspects of the consumer lending arm of Household's business, including, among
other things, approving lending practices, reaging and collection techniques, as well as other business
practices relating to the core operations of the Company — consumer lending.

41.  Thedefendants named above in §]38-40 are sometimes collectivelyreferred to herein
as the "Qfficer Defendants." Because of their senior execulive, rnanagerial positions, the Officer
Defendants knew the adverse nonpublic information about Household's business, as well as its
finances, markets and present and firture business prospects via access to intemal corporate and
financial documents (including Household's operating plans, actual and projected quarterly reports,
actuat and projected revenue reports and actual and projected expense reports), conversations and
connections with other corporate officers and employees, attendance at management and/or Board
meetings and committees thereof and via reporis and other information provided to them in
connection therewith. Each Officer Defendant had access to Household's core business through the
Company’s internal, automated technology systern known as "Vision." The Officer Defendants
signed various false financial statements filed with the SEC, Defendants Aldinger and Schoenholz
also signed the Management's Report to Shareholders. As detailed in §§192-344, during the Class
Period, the Officer Defendants participated in the issuance of false and/or misleading statements,
including the preparation of the false and/or misleading press releases, financial statements and other
statements to the public made to analysts during conference calls and one-on-one meetings with
analysts during Household's annual Financial Relations Conferences. ’

42.  Because of their senior executive and managerial positions with the Cmﬂpa;ny, the
Officer Defendants possessed the power and authority to control the contents of Household's
quarterly and annual reports, press releages and presentations to securities analysts, money and
portfolio manager= and institutional investors, i.e., the market, Each of the Officer Defendants was
provided with copies of the Company’s reports and press releases alleged herein to be misleading
prior to or shortly after their issuance and had the ability and opportunity to prevent their issuance
or canse them to be corrected. In fact, running the business and maintaining its financial and

cominercial success were the principal responsibilities of the Officer Defendants.
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43,  The Officer Defendants are liable for the false statements pled herein, as those
statements were each "group published” information, the result of the collective action of the Officer
Defendants. The Officer Defendants knew or recklessly disregarded that said adverse undisclosed
information had not becn disclosed to and was being concealed from the investing public. The
Officer Defendants also knew that the positive representations being made were then materially false .
and misleading. Each of the Ofﬁmr Defendants either knew or recklessty disregarded the fact that
the illegal acts and practices and misleading statements and omissions described herein would
adversely affect the integrity of the market for Houschold securities and would artificially inflate or
maintain the price of those securities. Each of the Officer Defendants, by acting as herein described,
did so knowingly or in such a reckless manner as to constitute a fraud and deceit upon plaintiffs and
members of the class plaintiffs scek to represent.

D,  DIRECTOR DEFENDANTS

44.  Each of the defendants listed herein was a signatory of the Registration Statement
and/or a director of Household at the time of the 6/98 Bencficial merger, including:

(a)  Aldinger is and was CEQ and Chairman of the Board of Directors ("Board")
of the Company.

(b)  Schoenholz is and was CFO of the Company.

(¢)  Defendant Robert J. Damnall (*Damall”) is and was a member of the Board.

(6) Defendant Gary G. Dillon ("Dillon") is and was al member of the Board and
the Board's Audit Committee.

{e)  Defendant John A. Edwardson ("Edwardson") is and was a member of the
Company's Board and the Board's Audit Committee.

()  Defendant Mary Johnston Evans ("Evans”) was a director of the Company
until 5/02 and a member of the Board and the Board's Audit Committee.

(®  Defendant]. DudleyFishbuen ("Fishburn")is and was ametnber of the Board.

(h)  Defendant CyrusF. Freidheim, Jr. ("Freidheim™) is and was a member of the
Company's Board of Directors. |
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(i)  Defendant Louis E. Levy ("Levy") is and was a director of the Company, a
* member of its Board and Chairman of its Audit Committee. Defendant Levy retired as Vice

Chairman of KPMG, LLP ("KPMG") (a provider of accounting and consulting services) in 1990,
having been with KPMG since 1958,

()  Defendant George A. Lorch ("Lorch") is and was a member of the Board.

(k)  Defendant John D. Nichols ("Nichols") is and was a member of the Board.

(4] Defendant James B. Pitblado ("Pitblado") is and was a mémbat of the Board
and the Board's Audit Commitiee.

{m) Defendant §. Jay Stewart ("Stewart") is and was a member of the Board.

(n)  Defendant Louis W. Sullivan ("Sullivan") was a director of the Company until
5/02 and a member of the Board.

45.  The defendants named in §44(a)-(n) are col]ectiirely referred to herein as "Director
Defendants." Each of the Director Defendants signed the Registration Statement used by Household
to issue 168 million Household shares in connection with the 6/98 Beneficial merger. Each of the
Director Defendants participated in the issuance of the shares.

E. AUDITOR DEFENDANT

46.  Defendant Andersen, a firn of certified public accountants, was enpaged by
Household to provide independent auditing, accounting, management consulting and tax services,
Throughout the Class Period, Andersen reviewed Hougehold's filings with the SEC, performed audits
or reviews of the financial statements included in the Company's Registration Statements and other
SEC reports, including audited and unaudited financial information and provided other consulting
services, for which it received large fees. Andersen was engaged to and did perform these services
so that Hous&hold's financial statements would be presented to stock purchasers, government
agencies, the investing public and members of the financial community. As a result of the myriad
services it rendered to Houschold, Andersen's personnel were present at Household's comporate
headquarters and financial offices frequently during the Class Period and had continual access to
Houschold's confidential corporate financial and business information, including Household's

financial condition, faise financial statements and business problems. Andersen actively participated
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in the issuance of Household's false financial statements, issuing a false opinion on Household's
financial statements during the Class Period, which was included in the Registration Statement.
F. HFC DIRECTOR DEFENDANTS

47.  Defendants Aldinger, Schoenholz, Gilmer and J.A. Vozar ("Vozar") were, at all
relevant times during the Class Period, directors at HFC. -
G. INVESTMENT BANK DEFENDANTS

48.  Merrill Lynch is a worldwide financial management and advisory company. As an
investment bank, Merrill Lynch is a leading global underwriter of debt and equity securities and
strategic advisor to corporations, governinents, institutions and individuals worldwide.

49.  Goldman Sachs iz a global investment banking, secunties and investment
management firm that provides a wide range of services, including evaluations of mergers and
acquisitions.

VI. DEFENDANTS' FRAUDULENT SCHEME
AND WRONGFUL COURSE OF BUSINESS

50.  Defendants' fraudulent scheme and wrongful course of business was designed to, and
did, allow Hounsehold to regularly report "record” revenues and earnings and caused Household's
securities to trade at artificially inflated ievels throughout the Class Period. Defendants' misconduct
included:

{a) Predatory lending practices designed to maximize amounts lent to borrowers
in the subprirme market at unconscionable interest rates;

(b)  Misrepresentation and manipulation of defaulizs and delinquencies by
arbitrarily reaging delinquent accounts, thereby effectively lowering the
amount of credit loss reserves necessary and proper to cover the rigk to which
the Company was exposed; and

(c)  Improperaccounting of expenses associated with its credit card co-branding,
affinity and marketing initiatives agreements, which, when discovered by the
Company's newly-appointed auditor, KPMG, led to a $600 million (pre-tax)
restatemnent (going as far back as 1994), and resulted in lowering carnings
throughout the Class Period.
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A. HOUSEHOLD'S ILLEGAL PREDATORY LENDING PRACTICES WERE
FORMULATED BY DEFENDANTS AT THE COMPANY'S CORPORATE
HEADQUARTERS
51.  Household's lending strategy was to provide loans to borrowers tailored to maximize

the loan-to-value ("LTV") ratio of a loan (and thus the loan amount), rather than to meet the

borrowers' financial needs. Loan officers were trained to ensure that the loan would be for ag much
money as possible, equal to or higher than the equity a borrower had in 2 property. The Company

' targeted homeowners who carried both a mortgage and significant consumer debt and persuaded

these individuals, by deliberately misleading them using confusing and unfair sales tactics, that

consolidating their debts into one or more secured loans with Household would save them money,
when in fact it would not. Household would then make secured loans to borrowers in amounts high
enough in relation to the value of their homes that the resulting debt-ta-value ratio, coupled with
prepayment penalties and other restrictions, prevented them from refinancing their loans with
Household's competitors — thereby ensuring continuwed profits from the Company's own high cost
loans. On top of those loans, Household would "up-sell" secondary loans to borrowers, whether they
needed or wanted a secondary loan, frequently without the borrowers' knowledge. These loans were
used primarily to pay for the excessive charges the Company had piled onto the borrowers' primary
loans. In fact, Household designed its secondary loans 50 it could avoid federal disclosure rules and
spring them on borrowers at the time of closing. These secondary loans, which regularly carried
interest rates of 20% and above, also served the purpose of further eliminating borrowers' equity.
52.  Household's sophisticated and specially designed predatory lending practices include:

{(a) Misreprasenting the actual interest rates on loans by falsely telling customers
that making bi-weekly payments with Household's EZ Pay Plus Bi-weekly
Payment Plan ("EZ Pay Plan") would produce lower interest rates, when it
would not;

()  Charging finance charges or "discount points" that bore no relation to interest
rates charged, failing to disclose the existence or amount of up-front finance
charges and failing to disclose to customers that finance charges would be
added to the amount of total debt owed;

(c)  Failing to disclose that loans contained prepayment penalties that effectively
prevented refinancing with another lender;
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(d)  Megally requiring borrowers to purchase credit, life and other types of
msurance in order to secure loans and frequently forging signatures indicating
customer approval of insurance purchases; and

(e)  Ilegally"up-selling” loans carrying exorbitant interest rates of 20% or higher,
mischaracterizing closed-ended loans as open-ended to avoid heightened
disclosure requirements and restrictions connected with closed-ended loans
and failing to comply even with the more relaxed disclosure requirements for
open-ended loans. .

53.  Houschold'sillegal predatory lending practices are well documented in government
agency reports condemning the Company's lending practices, including the WA Report, as well as
in lawsuits filed in the States of California, Iinois and Washington. ACORN, et. al. v. Household
Int?, Inc., et al., Case No. 02-1240 CW (N.D. Cal.} (the "California Complaint"); Bell, et al. v.
Household Int'l, Ine., et al., Case No. 02-CH-08640 (Circuit Court of Cook County, IlL.){the "inois
Complaint"), and Luna, et al., v. Household Finance Corp., et al., Case No. 02-2-00178-0 (Chelan
County Superior Court Waﬁh.) (the "Washington Complaint") (collectively, "Consumer Fraud
Complaints"), attached hereto as Exs. 3-5.

54. The Cumpanfé use of illegal and unconscionable lending practices throughout the
Class Period was both widespread and ingrained in Household's corporate culture. Significantly,
between 1997 and 2002, {rainers from Household's corporate headguarters in Iilinois visited
branck offices te provide training in the various illegal lending techniques described above.

The EZ Pay Plan Scam — Defendants Misrepresented the
Interest Rates and Savings Associated with Household E.oans

55.  Throughout the Class Period, Household engaged in a pattern of intentionally
_misrepresenting interest rate amounts and lying to customers about the savings they would reap by

refinancing with Household. This was done most ofien by using the EZ Pay Plan to confuse
bormmowers. '

56.  The EZ Pay Plan scam was described, along with other lending abuses, in an article
entitled "Home Wrecker; William Aldinger says h;ls Household International succeeds in lending to
bad credit risks by managing smarter, People suckered into his mortgages cite other reasons: lies and
deceit.” The article, which was publishad in the 9/02/02 issue of Forbes magazine ("9/02 Forbes
Article™), detailed the EZ Pay Plan scam used by Houschold, stating:
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[In 1999,] Household ... began EZ Pay Plus, a program under which many borrowers,
like [William] Myers [of Dayton, Ohio), were lured with lower interest rates but were
really charged higher ones. EZ Pay Plus also hooked Corina Galindo, a teacher's
assistant in Phoenix. In April 2000 Household offered to replace her 567,300
mortgage, a Chase Manhattan Bark loan at 8.5% interest, with a bigger but
seemingly cheaper one: 386,300 ar an "effective rate” of 7.6%, enough to pay off
the old morigage and a $12,200 personal loan she was paying off at 15.7%. At least,
that is how she read a worksheet from a Household loan officer. Galindo signed up.
Four days later, she says, she got nervous and reviewed the 80-page agreement —
signed or initialed in two dozen places — and spotted the real interest rater 12.2%.

How did it happen? Galindo says her agent, Jose Avila, handed her the worksheet,
titled Bi-Wt:ak?y Payment Quote, with this sentence at the bottom: "If I can put
together 2 loan that pays out like a 7.579%-a-year loan, but has a total term of 18.63
years ... would you be interested?" She was, though the claim wasn't exactly true.
Her loan ierm would be reduced from 30 to 19 years, and payments would be
antomatically deducted from her checking account every two weeks, By paying off
her mortgage faster, Galindo would pay lower total interest. Her new loan's
payments would total $219,000 over 19 years. The Household pitch: Spread that
- over 30 years, and it's like a 30-year loan at 7.6%, lower than her Chase loan.

Never mind that her new mortgage wasn't & 30-year loan to begin with —and 12.2%
is 12.2%. The $86,300 loan included processing fees of $6,000, or 7%, plus other
charges. Many lenders levy 1% to 2%.

57.

Responding to the information in the 9/02 Forbes Article, Household stock opened

$2.75 lower on 9/03/02.

58.

The EZ Pay Plan scatn was also at the core of the WA Report, which documented a

consistent pattem of widespread lending abuses, including wide use of the EZ Pay Plan scam:

[B]omrowers have been told that by aceepting the bi-weekly payment program they
. can effectively reduce the interest rate on their loan from approximately 14% down
to 7%. The Department has encountered reference to this 14% to 7% statement a
number of times and addressed the problem directly with HFC management in
mid-2001. HFC informed the Department that the "practice” was isolated to a single
branch in Washington and that the maiter was not a corporate practice. However, the
Department has identified the practice to other branches in Washington and has
- even received reporis from reguiators in other states concerning the practice.
Contrary to HFC's claims, the Department does not believe the practice Is isolated.

While an interest rate savings will be achieved through the bi-weekly payment
program, for HFC to claim that the interest rate can be reduced through use of the
program Is a false and misleading statement designed to convince borrowers o
accept a loan rate in the neighborhood of 14%, disguised as a loan rate of 7%.

Ex.2at4].
59.

Household's practice of misleading customers about their loans' true interest rates (and

the savings such loans would offer over customers' already existing loans) was widespread.

Household loan officers and branch managers were instructed by Household corporate
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headquarters to tell the customers that, in effect, they were cutting their interest rate to 7% by
participating in the EZ Pay Plan when, in reality, the interest rate was substanvially higher.
Characterized internally as "one of Household's biggest scams," the EZ Pay Plan resulted in
customers being misled into thinking they were receiving low-interest loans when, in reality, they

were not. In 1999, HFC Southwest Division Manager Dennis Hueman ("Hueman") drew up EZ Pay .
Plan presentations and worksheets that were subsequently used by HEC loan officers throughout the
country to bilk customers via the EZ Pay Plan scam. In fact, the EZ Pay Plan scam was used across

the country from California to Pennsylvania.

60, Cuétomer complaint calls received by collections representatives for Household
Recovery Services during the Class Period confirmed 1o defendants that the account executives and
branch managers who had originated loans had represented as a matter of course that the actual
interest rate on Household loans was as low as 7%, even though they were actualty sold with
substantially higher interest rates.

Household Improperly Used "Discount Points” to
Extract Additional Fees from Borrowers Rather Than
Reduce Their Enterest Rate, as Represented to Borrowers . .

61.  In pencral, when taking out a loan, a borrower can make an up-front cash payment
to "buy down" the applicable interest rate. In this manner, a borrower can pay up front for a discount
on the applicable interest rate. The rationale is that the higher the up-front cash payment, the lower
the interest rate applied to a loan, At Household, discount points were routinely abused as a means
to charge bormowers additional fees.

62.  The WA Report revealed that: (a) discount pointe regularly bore no relation to any
interest-rate reduction; (b) borrowers were regularly provided with a "range” of buy-down points, |
yet at closing, the discount points charged were almost always at the top of the range and equaled
7.00%-7.25% of the loan value; (¢) borrowers did not know that the points being paid were
purportadly to buy down the rate of their loans; (d) borrowers were not effered any option of the
amount of points to be prepaid; and (¢) the applicable pomts on the loan would ofien be concealed

from borrowers.
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63.  The abuse of points and fees by Houschold pervaded its lending operations.
Household real estate loans regularly had 7.5 to B points added to them as a method to extract
additional fees from Household customers. These "discount points" did not have any buy-down
effect on the interest rate of the loan. Account executives were instructed to sell customers on the
loan's contract rate, i,g,, the rate of the loan before points, fees, insurance and other add-ons: over
the annual percentage rate, which had the effect of misleading Household customers into thinking
that the applicabie interest rate was the same as the contract rate, when it was actually materially
higher.

64.  The up-front finance charges (including points and fees) not only added to the
effective interest rate paid by Household customers, but these charges were added to the amount that
Household customers borrowed, thereby increasing the total debt secured against their homes, This
practice was designed td, and did, significantly decrease borrowers' equity in their homes, inhibiting
their ability to refinance their loans with Household's competitors.

65.  The WA Report confirmed that Household borrowers were consistently unaware, at
the time their loans closed, that they had been assessed these up-front finance charges (often in
excess of 7% of the loan amount) or that the fees and points had been added to their principal
balance. Household had intentionally withheld this information Jrom its customers in order to
sell the largest loan possible, which in fact was confirmed with respect to every single customer
interviewed by the WA Depariment. Id. at 45,

66.  Tho WA Department also detailed that Household had violated Regulation X of the

Real Estate Settlement-Procedures Act ("RESPA") by failing to provide, or providing customers
inaccurate, good faith estimates ("GFE") of known charges. The WA Department concluded that
the consistency with which the Company charged discount points squal to 7.25% of any loan belied
Houschold's position that disclosing a wide "range” of points in the GFE provided to borrowers
fulfilied their disclosure obligations, The WA Department stated that, "In the case of HFC ... the
lender has knowledge of what jt intends to charge. To disclose anything else is nothing more than
a pretense.... To argue that a ‘range’ should be disclosed in the rare event that a lower amount of

points may occur, is a mendacious use of its control over the disclosure process." /d. at 48.
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67.  Houschold's abusive use of up-front fees was fundamental and systemic, occurring
across the nation.

Houschold Concealed the Existence of
Prepayment Penalties in Its Loan Documents

68.  Household included prepayment penalties in its Joans to thwart customers' abilities
torefinance their Household loans. Rather than disclosing the existence of prepayment penalties and
their impact, i.e., crippling borrowers' ability to refinance their loans, loan officers were trained to
conceal or even lic about them.

69.  Household structured loans to include prepayment penalties, hiding the written
disclosures in the loan documents by burying them like a "needle in a haystack” and affirmatively
misrepresenting their very existence., Jd. at 42, Rather, the WA Department found that HFC
structured its sales process so as "o sneak the prepayment penally past the point of rescission.”
Id. at 43, It was the conclusion of the WA Department that borrowers "were gither not told of a
prepayment penalty or that they were intentionally misled about the prepayment penalty." See id.
at 42.

70.  Household implemented a policy that did not require customers to initial the
prepayment penalty section indicating that they had read and understood the penalties. Rather,
Household instructed 1ts loan officers simply skip over this section without disclosing it to
customers.

Household Improperly Tacked Insurance Products onto
Its Loans by Misleading Borrowers into Believing They
Were Compulsory and/or Concealing Their Inclusion

_ 71. 'i‘hrqughuut the Class Period, Household routinely mw in "Insurance Packing"
— i.e., selling insurance products to consumers in conjunction with loans when they were either
unaware that they were purchasing such insurance or led to believe that such insurance was
conmpulsory when it was not. In addition, the Household defendants routinely concealed (a) the total
cost of insurance products sold in connection with the loans; (b) that the pohicies did not provide

protection for the life of the loan; (¢) that the customers were paying additional up-front points based
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on the cost of the insurance; and (d) that these points would not be refunded if the insurance was
cancelled,

72.  Defendants' practice of insurance packing pervaded Household's operations and was
both a findamental profit driver and core aspect of Household's business. By at lcast 1996,
Household had its branch managers and account executives throughout the country meet with
"insurance trainers” sent from Household's corporate headquarters in Ilfinois, who stressed the
importance of maintaining 60%-75% penctration when seliing insurance (each type of loan had one
to three opportunities to sell insurance, and loan officers were expected to close 60%-75% of these
opportunities). To achieve this result, branch managers and account ¢xecutives were instructed to
give the customer two quotes on a loan's monthly payment —ene that included insurance and one that
did not. In fact, they were instructed by the insurance trainers to outright le to customers aboul
insurance costs by telling them that the higher quote did not inctude insurance and the lower quote
did include insurance when, in fact, it was the opposite. Indeed, it was not uncoﬁ)muu for loan
officers to add on insurance without informing the customer, especially with closed-end loans. For
example, Texas District Manager Bruce Kwidzinski instructed his account :xecutivés to disclose
oniy one quote, which included insurance, to their customers on 9&% of their loans. On the other
1% of their loans, they were allowed to tell the customers that insurance was optional. At
Household, account executives were constantly measured ageinst each othc; through district and
regional rankings, and insurance sales played a significant role in the rankings. .

73.  Insome parts of the country, insurance penetration rates reached as high as 92% to
100% at certain branches, in part due to Houschold's consistent refusal to provide the material
disclosures required tolbe provided to borrowers under the Truth in Lending Act.

74, '_I'he WA Report concluded:

The inclusion of unwanted or mmo;aded insurance products (as discussed throughout

this report) by steering methods, misrepresentations or out-and-out fraud through

forgery appears to be part of HFC’s practics of obtaining maximum revenue from

consumers regardless of any actual benefit to the consumer. HFC encourages its

employees to maximize the number of products sold, the dollar amount of loans sold

and insurance products sold. A review of HFC's Branch Sales Compensation policy

for 2001 shows that account executives, branch managers and eales assistants are

peid significant monthly incentives for maximizing borrower transactions in these
areas.
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See id. at 59,

Household IHegally "Up-Sold"” Loans Carrying
Exorbitant Interest Rates (20% or Higher)

75.  Household engaged in a consistent pattern of illegally up—se.iling second loans fo
customers who had not requested them and who did not need them, but for the unconscionable and
often undisclosed fees regularly charged on the first loans, When springing these high interest (20%
and higher) loans on customers at the time of closing, Household often failed to disclose to
customers that the projected monthly payments under their consolidated loans included payments
toward separate, so-called open-ended second loans, Household made these second loans at interest
rates significantly higher than those quoted and failed to disclose that the second loan woﬁld
amoﬁize at a slower rate than the customers' eﬁisting loans (if they amortized at all) and could result
in balloon payments at end of the [oan term.

74, "I'hf: 9/02 Forbes Article describes Household's conduct, stating:

At the closing on a Saturday, Galindo says, {Household loan officer] Avila also
spnumg on her a second morigage — set up as a hine of credit of $10,000 at 23.9%. At
her closing, she was drawing down $4,800 on this line to pay off yet another
outstanding debt — a debt she had expected to be taken care of in the $86,300 first
mortgage. Household structures many second mortgages as lines of credit, which
lets it avold federal rules that mortgage terms must be disclosed at least three days
before closing.

She protested but signed anyway. "I felt a lot of pressure, " she says. "Avila told
us he never opens on Saturday and his family was waiting for him. But ] can't do
anything, I signed the papers.” Galindo now works nights cleaning classrooms to
help pay off the new loans....

* * *

William Myers paid off his credit card debt by refinancing his mortgage last year.
But ho says his-new lender, Household International, charged him 11% Interest,
not 7.2% as promised. Then it added 314,400 in fees and insurance to kis $80,100
Ioan and stuck him with a $15,000 second mortgage — at 20% interest. He didn't
notice it until his first bill.

* %+ *
Myers, 66, was left owing a third more than his home was worth, scaring away rival

lenders that might come to the rescue.... Houschold agents call [this tactic] "closing
the back door.”

77.  "Blocking the back door" was so essential to Household's operations that many of
Household's underwriters would require second side-loans before theywould approve first mortgage
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loans. For example, if branch managers or account executives sent a mortgage loan with an 80%
LTV ratio to the underwriting depariment, in many instances the loan wonld be rejected unless the
customer took out an additional loan that would bring the total LTV ratio above 100%.

78.  Houschald employess were also required to preéssure customers into taking larger
loans than they wanted or could pay off, including loans with 125% LTV ratios. Afterits acquisition
of Beneficial, Household caused Beneficial to implement a practice to make loans for over 100%
of the value of a borrower's home. In order to increase the size of the loan sold to borrowers,
Houschold loan officets were encouraged to inflate the customer’s income if the borrower's true debi-
to-income ratio was above 60% o that the recalculated ratio would fall below 50%. Exiending loans
based on the value of a borrower's home rather than the borrower's ability to repay the loan violates
federal lending statutes.

79.  HFC also engaged in "blocking the back door" by intentionally directing appraisers
to undervalue property in order to use up the LTV ratio on the first mortgage, thereby ensuring that
the borrower would have to purchase an expensive second mortgage. The WA Depéxﬂncnt
confirmed this consistent pattern of "up-selling" loans at Houschold, stating:

Accompanying the sale of two loans to borrowers was the consistent pattern of

convincing the borrowers that the first would be carried at a very low rate (794) while

actually being made at a fairly high rate (11-14%). Most of these first mortgages also

carried a significant amount of discount points (generally more than 7 points). Often,

the financed discount polnts alone ate up so much loan principal that the

borrowers were forced into the high rate second in order 1o achleve the financing

they sought,

Some borrowers complained that the value of their homes came in far too low. The

Depurtment believes that HFC may intentionally direct the uppraiser to undervalue

the property in order to use up the LTV on the first morigage, thereby forcing a
high rate second of up to 25%.

L] ] *®

It is apparent to the Department that in at least some, if not many, transactions, the
borrowers did not "apply” for a second mortgage and did not desire a second
morigage, but at closing were faced with only one flnancing option: to take out a
Jirst and undesired second morigage. In certain cases it appears that the second
morttgage was primarily used to pay for high points being charged by HFC. Further,
all of the second mortgages reviewed by the Department carried very high rates of
interest (generally in excess of 20%), as well as origination fees at nearly 4%. In
situatlons where the borrowers were required to take out a second morigage
primarily to pay points on the first morigage, the borrower paid additional points
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Jor points, as well as an exorbitant interest charge on the financing of both layers
of the points.

Ex. 2 at 43, 59.

80.  Moreover, in order to avoid the enhanced disclosure requirements and restrictions
applicable to closed-end loans, Household often styled second mortgages as open-ended lines of
credit, These second loans were not, however, open-ended. Housechold's mischaracterization
allowed the Company to spring these second mortgages on borrowers on the day their loans were
closed without any prior disclosure. This practice violated Regulation Z, §226.34(b), of the Truth
in Lending Act ("TILA™), which prohibits lenders from structuring home-secured loans as open-
ended plans m evade the more stringent disclosure requirements contained in Regulation Z, §226.32
(govem:ng elosed-ended loans). Moreover, Household failed to comply even with the more relaxed
dlsclosum reqturements applicable to open-ended loans, concludmg that Household "has a practlce
of fm]mg tu make the material disclosures as required pursuant to [Regulation Z] §226.5b," which
governs disclosure requirements for open-ended Ioans. WA Report at 54, The WA Depariment also
concluded that Household was in serious violation of material disclosure requirements relating to
closed-ended credit. |

81.  Under Regulation Z, §226.15(a)(ii}(3), “[i)f the required notice and material

: dlsclosures are not delivered, the right to rescind shall expire 3 years after the occurrence giving
rise lo tlm right of rescission, or upon transfer of all of the consumer's interest in the property, or
upon sale of the property, whichever occurs firat." 12 CF.R. §226.15(a)(n)(3). Thus, due to
Household's consistent mischaracterization of closed-ended loans as opm-endeﬂ loans, and its failure
1o pmvide proper disclosure of the terms of those loans under Reguiation Z (governing both close&-
and open-ended loans), Household customers' right to rescind the purportedly open-ended second
loans was expanded from three days to three years.

B2.  As detailed in several complaints broughi on behalf of consumers nationwide,
Household engaged in a multitude of "up-selling” techniques to sell their purported open-ended
loans:

(a)  Household falsely designated loans as open-ended despite the fact that they
did not reasonably contemplate repeat transactions in order to avoid federal
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disclosure requirements under the Home Owners Equity Protection Act
("HOEPA™), 15 U.5.C. §1639, that would alert borrowers to the high costs
and unfavorable terms of the loans;

(b}  Household did not provide the disclosures in advance of closing as required
by HOEPA;

(©)  Household included prepayment penalties in violation of HOEPA;

(d) Household routinely extended loans based primarily on the value of the
borrowers' homes rather than their ability to repay the loans;

(€}  Household failed to provide the disclosures requited by 15 U.5.C. §1637(a),
(b) and (&) 1o be given upon application for true open-ended loans; and

() With respect to closed-ended loans, Household consistently failed to make
the disclosures required by HOEPA,

Moreover, Household did not disclose that the projected monthly payments under their consolidated
loans included payments toward the open-ended loans made at interest rates significantly higher than
those quoted, nor did they disclose that the separate, so-called open-ended loans would amortize at
a slower rate than the customiers' existing loans (if they amortized at all) and could result in balloon
payments al the end of the loan term. |

Honsehold Vehemently Denied Engaging (n
Predatory Lending Throughoui Much of the Class Period

83,  Inaneffort to conceal the wrongful business practices that were allowing defendants
to meet or beat analysts' EPS expectations throughout the Class Period, defendants consistently took
the position that the predatory lending practices di#c‘ussed above were not occurring at Household,
and any assertion to the contrary was false. In fact, defendants maintained that Household's strong
performance was based on its use of underwriting criteria that prevented the potential for customer
abuse, that it had adopted technology that would alert management to carly signs of abuse and that
Household applied a “tangible benefits" test for its Joans to ensure fair treatment of its customers.
Although defendant Aldinger was advised by letter dated 7/23/01 that HFC and Beneficial were
engaged in a pervasive predatory lending pattern, the Officer Defendants continued to disclaim the
Company's involvement in such practices.

54. At the same time Household was issuing such public denials mgarding its predatory
lending practices, it had also filed an injunction in Washington state court seeking to block the
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publication of the WA Report that detailed Houschold's predatory tactics. Hayden characterized the
WA Report as a "draft” with "factual errors” that Household wanted to correct and tried io downplay
the situation, stating, "It is our regulators' and the attorney general's job o investigate any complaints
brought forth by consumers in their state, and we don't find anything unique or surprising that they
are doing their job ... {W]e take proper steps to work with the department to uncover the facts and
if necessary formulate an appropriate resolution for the borrower." Hayden also admitted that some
*customers in Bellingham ﬁ-_my have indeed been justified in their confugion about the rate of their
loans™ and claimed Household "took full and prompt responsibility” and is “satisfied that this
situation was localized to the Bellingham branch.” American Banker article, dated 5/31/02.

85.  But suspicions of Household's role in predatory lending were highlighted. On or
about 6/26/02, Yudge Claudia Wilken of the Northern District of California upheld the California
Complaint on a motion to dismiss, ruling that the purpose and effect of arbiiration agrecments being
used by Household were ™tainted with illegality.” | |

26.  For example, on 7/26/02, Household admitted it was "possible” that one or a srnall
group of rogué ernployees isolated at one of its remote branches in Washington "may" have
misrepresented thoﬂgage terms to "some" Whatcom County homeowners who refinanced their home
loans at the Company's Bellingham office. This mischaracterization of the scope of defendants’
fraud was typical of the Company's attempts to conceal the fact that such manipulations and illegal
acts pervaded Houschold's operations and emanated from Household corporate headquarters.

87.  Yet,defendants continued to attempt to downplay the pervasiveness of the Company's
predatory lending practices even after the WA Report was made availahlé and Household was forced
to announce that it would pay almost $500 million to settle claims against it for illegal lending
practices, when investors began to ﬁppreciatc the tme magnitode of defendants’ fraudulent scheme
and wrongful course of conduct.

88.  The Compony also went on a media offensive, publishing several very expensive,
full-page ads in The Wall Street Journal, with headlines that read, "For 124 years, we've set the
standard for responsible iending. And now we're doing it again." The text of the ad outlined the set
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of initiatives the Company had already taken to improve its lending procedures, and the bottom of
the ad carried the legend, "Advocates for Responsible Lending.”

89.  On7/16/02, the WA Department announced that it had caused Household to return
over $400,000 to over 1,000 Washington borrowers who were overcharged by the Company in
connection with their real éstate loans. The WA Department stated that the refunds resulte&-frum
overcharges in real estate loans. Yet, on 7/17/02, Household attempted to deflect attention from the
massive scherne used to drive its "record” results, stating that the overcharges were the result of
simple computer system errors. |

90.  Again attempting to make the rampant lending abuses tﬁng place at Household
appear to be isolated incidences of bad acts by rogue brokers, Company spokesperson Hayﬂen, on
1/26/02, told the Bellingham Herald that Household employees "may” have misrepresented mortgage
terms to "some" Whatcom County homeowners who refinanced their home loans at the Bellingham
office of HFC, Hayden further stated that the manager of that office was replaced. The manager,
.Melissa Drury ("Drury"), however, claimed that she was being made a scapegoat for the Company
and stated that she was a highly rated employee who had strong audits and conducted her job in
accordance with her training and in accordance with Company guidelines and manager mandates.
Dirury was quoted as stating, "I've always had excellent audits. T've been probably one of the best
employees that they've had over the last 13 years. I've always done what T've been taught.” Drury
further stated that the sales pitches she used on potential ba}mwers were both approved and
provided by Houschold.

91.  BEven the Company's new position, that acts of predatory lending were isolated and
.‘Spuradic,. was belied by the fact that borrowers in states across the couniry were duped by the same
predatory lending tactics.

92, The WA Depértmént rejected the Company's position that Household's predatory
lending practices were isolated or nonrecurring, stating:

Consumers repeatedly complained that they had relied on certain representations

or promises by HFC representatives that proved to be misrepresentations,

deceptions or false promises. These misrepresentation claims ranged widely,

inchading dishonest statements about rates and fees, prepayment penalties, monthly
payment amount, insurance or other loan terms.

-31-



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 36 of 158 PagelD #:505

* * L]

It Is inconcelvable that borrowers from remotely different locations could all be

confused abouwt exactly the same thing in the same way, or that HFC could

somehow believe that the occurrence was isolated to a single branch location, The

Department believes that the "equivalemt rate” sham proffered by HFC
representatives is known and likdy Jostered by the corporation itself or at the least,

by corporate officers overseeing large segments of the country. Thisbelief appears

to be supported by HFC headquarters” knowledge of the disclosures and sales .
practices when responding to complaints. -

] * *

The sameness of complaint allegations coupled with the wide diversity of complaint

locales has made it evident to the Department that misrepresentations, as well as

the other five areas discussed [herein] are not relegated to specific iransactions or

foan ‘c;pkm, but rather to the HFC organization as a whole, includbng its a_g'mam

Beneficial, which has had a similar number and type of complaints filed agatnst it.

Ex. 2 at 39, 53.

93.  Inaddition, as reported in the 9/02 Forbes Article, customers and some ex-employees
tell of the same interest raie trick in a dozen states. “‘Household encourages, or at least tolerates,
these abuses,’ says Minnesota Commerce Commissioner James Bemstein. 'It's not Just an
occasional rogue loan officer or a rogue office. It has to do with the corporate culture.’” In fact,
following Household's acquisiticm, Beneficial implemented the Household model to have Household
District Managers almost immediately begin to pressure branch managers to engage in dishonest
lending practices. Refusals by branch managers to engage in these practices and predatory-
techniques resulted in daily phone calls from District Managers, who would vigorously reprimand
them for failing to do so in order to meet the Company’s unrealistic sales goals and bring in as much
-money as other branch offices.

94.  Throughout the Class Period, Household's senior management, including the Officer
Defendants, was aware of and, in fact, encouraged Household's predatory lending practices. In 1999,
HFC Southwest Division Manager Hueman created an EZ Pay Plan presentation that he required all
branches in his division to follow. This sales pitch included telling customers that, if they signed
up for the EZ Pay Plan, they would reccive an interest rate reduction on their loans. In addition,

Hueman distributed worksheets and other paperwork related to the EZ Pay Plan to all Household
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offices. By early 2000, the EZ Pay Plan accounted for one-third of Household's new loan
originations,

| 95.  Uponrolling out his EZ Pay Plan presentation, Hueman visited branch offices in his
division. When asked whether his sales presentation had been approved by Household's corporate
management, Hueman confirmed misleadingly that he had made the presentation to defendant
Aldinger and Household's legal department and that it had, in fact, been approved for use in
Household's branch offices.

96.  In1/99, following Household's acquisition of Beneficial, a group of district managers,
branch managers and account executives were instructed to put together an updated "sales training
module” from different offices throughout the country. The training manual update project was
overseen by defendant Gilmer, then President of Houschold's consumer lending unit. The updated
manusl contained various sales techniques and included an BZ Pay Plan sales pitch stressing fo
borrowers that signing up for the program would effectively reduce a borrower’s interest rate on the
loan. Upon its completion in 7/99, the manual was distributed to all account executives and branch
managers in all offices nationwide. Thereafier, Account Executives were trained in their branch
offices using the manual.

The Predatory Lending Settlement

97.  On 10/11/02, Household issued a release announcing that, in addition to its most
recent charge of $600 million (pre-tax) to cover the cost of itslrestatement, the Company would now
be forced to pay $484 million (pre-tax) in restitution to customers nationwide (plug the cost of
reimbursing the states for their investigation) to settle claims by a multistate group of attomey
generals and banking regulators related to its predatory lending practices from 1/01/99 to 9/30/02.
This was the largest setilement ever in a state or federal consumer case. In the release announcing
the settlement, Aldinger admitted that Household had engaged in predatory lending, apologizing to
customers for not always living up to their expectations,

98.  On 10/12/02, the Star Tribune (Minneapolis-St. Paul) published an article about
Household's payment of $484 million to settie claims against the Company for its illegal practices.

Minnesota Commerce Commissioner James Bemstcin ("Bemstein”) (whose department had
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investigated Household's predatory lending tactics for more than a year) was quoted as stating,
wHousehold claims that lt's only a few bad apples, but we've ... found that the whole orchard is
totten .... Household's corporate culture encouraged rather than prohibited these deceptive and
abusive lending practices ... Houschold took advantage of Minnesota consumers who were facing
difficult situations and, as a result, many were trapped in costly loans. When we talked with
regulators in other states, the story was the same." Bermstein confirmed that, contrary to
Household's representations in early 2002, the changes in Household's Jending practices announced
in 2/02 were made "because of regulatory pressure from Minnesota and other states.™

99,  Household's settlement with state attorney generals and banking regulators was
finalized on 12/19/02 and addressed its predatory lending activity in all 50 states and the District of
Columbia. Houschold confirmed that it would no longer engage in the impropricties alleged herein,
but rather would (a) ensure that its loans actually provide a benefit to customers before making them;
{b) limit prepayment penalties on current and future loans only to the first two years of a loan;
(¢) limit points and origination fees to 5%; (d) reform and improve disclosure to customers; and
() eliminate "piggyback"” second mortgages.

100. In response to the announcements of Household's massive charges and its apparent
agreement 1o refrain from the illegal activities, which had driven Household's strong EPS growth
during the Class Period, Fitch placed the Company on Rating Watch Negative and issued a relcase
stating:

The action takes into account today's announcement that Household is planning on

taking two separate charges during the second half of 2002, The first charge, which

could amount up to a sizeable $484 million pre-tax, is related to a proposed

setilement between Household and state attorneys gencral and state banking

regulatory agencies. This represents a nationwide resolution of issucs related o

Household's real estate lending practices and the Household Financial Corp. and

Beneficial Finance Cotp.'s branch businesses....

Following the expected settlement with the multi-state group, management is hopeful

that any uncertainty with respect to legal leceedmgs related to consumer protection

laws will be removed from Huuschold% which could stabilize capital market concemns

going forward.... In Fitch's view, the bigger challenge for Household will be

replenishing lost revenue resulting from the implementation -t;f "Best Practices. "

An abillty to offser these revenues streams could pressure future profitability,
which in turn could put pressure on the current rating, -
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101. On 10/10/02, on ramors of a potential settlement relating to its predatory lending,
shares of Houschold immediately declined another $3.50 per share, or 11%, to close trading at
$27.75 per share on 10/10/02. Standard & Poor's credit rating service also lowered ratings on
Household's long- and short-term debt to single-A-minus/A-2 ﬁ'ﬂm A/A1 after the announcement
of the proposed settlement. .

Defendants' Illegal Predatory Lending Violated
CGenerally Accepted Accounting Principles

102, Throughout the Class Period, defendants engaged in improper and iilegal "predatory
lending” practices, as detailed in §§51-101, that ultimately resulted in a $525 million charge to pre-
tax income during 3Q02. By engaging in such practices, defendants violated Generally Accepted
Accounting Principles ("GAAP") in that they failed to disclose the effect and potential effect of the
illegal acts on Household's financial statements throughout the Class Period.

103. GAAP are those principles recognized by the accounting profession as the
conventions, rules and procedures necessary to define accepted accounting practice at a particular
time. SEC Regulation $-X states that financial statements filed with the SEC that are not prepared
in compliance with GAAP are presumed to be misleading and inaccurale, despite footnote ar other
disclosure. 17 C.F.R. §210.4-01(a){1). Regulation $-X requires that interim financial statements
must also comply with GAAP, with the exception that interim financial statements need not include
disclosures that would be duplicative of disclosures accompanying annual financial statements. 17
C.FR. §210.10-1(a).

104, GAAP, as set forth in Statement of Financial A;cmmting Standards ("SFAS") No.
3, Accounting for Contingencies, requires that a company establish a loss contingency, i.e., reserve,
when the estimated Joss is probable and reasonably estimated. SFAS No, 5,98, SFAS No. 5 further
states: '

If no accrual is made for a loss contingency because one or both of the
conditions in paragraph 8 are not met, or if an exposure to loss exists in excess of the
amount accrued pursuant to the provisions of paragraph 8, disclosure of the
contingency shall be made when thers iz at laast a le posgibility that a loss
or an additional loss may have been incunred. The disclosure shall indicate the nature

of the mntin%lency and shall give an estimate of the possible loss or range of loss or
state that such an estimale cannot be made.
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SFAS No. 5, 110.

105. Defendants violated GAAP and SEC rules by failing 1o disclose the potential loss
contingencies resulting from its illegal predatory lending practices that ultimately resulted in a 3525
miltion pre-tax charge duning 3Q02.

106. Furiher, Houschold had an obligation to disclose to investors the impact iis predatory
lending practices had on its overall financial results. Regulation $-K states that management's
discussion and analysis section shall:

(8)  Describe any unusual or infrequent events or transaction or any significant

economic changes that materially affected the amount of reported income
from continuing operations and, in each case, indicate the extent to which
income was affected. In addition, describe any other significant
components of revenues or expenses that, in the registrant's judgment,
should be described in order to understand the regisirant's resulis of
operations.

(b)  Describe any known trends or unceriainties that have had or that the

registrant reasonably expects will have a material favorable or unfavorable
impact on nef sales or revenues or income form continuing operations. If
the registrant knows of events that will cause material change in the
relationsl;ig between costs and revenues (such as known future increases in
costs of labor or materials or price increascs or inventory adjustments), the
change in the relationship shall be disclosed.

17 C.F.R. §229.303(a)(3).

B. DEFENDANTS MANIPULATED HOUSEHOLD'S CREDIT QUALITY NUMBERS
BY IMPROPERLY "REAGING" OR "RESTRUCTURING" DELINQUENT
ACCOUNTS
107. Household admits in its SEC filings that its customer base is primarily composed of

nonconforming, ronprime or subprime consumers with limited credit histories, modest incomes or

high debt-to-income ratios or who have experienced credit problems due to occasional delinquencies,
prior charge-offs or other credit-related actions. To compensate for this additional risk, Household
customers are charged a higher interest rate on loans.

108. Household securitizes a significant portion of its receivables, i.e., sells them for cash,

but continues to service them, as part of their asset securitization program, for a fee with limited
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recowrse for future credit losses.’ Household's securitization of consumer receivables was,
throughout the Class Period, a core source of funding for the Company, Houschold reported NIM,
fee and other income, and provision for credit losses for securitized receivables as a net amount in
sccuritization income. The Company also recorded a provision for estimated probable losses that
it expected to incur over the life of the securitization. Throughout the Class Pcn‘od, sacuritizatir;n
income as a percent of total revenue (other revenue and NIM after provision for credit losses)
averaged abont 28%.

109.  Since Household both generates Joans from high-risk borrowers and then sells these
loans as asset-backed securities, it is critical to Household's profitability that it generate loan pools
that are both stable and consistent. In order to achieve this goal and prevent defaults, defendants
engaged in a consistent pattern of imﬁmperlyrcaging delinquent loans, throughout the Class Period,
to make them current.

110. "Rnéging" resets as current loans that otherwise are in default. Household would reset
the contractual delinquency status of an account to current if a predetermined number of consecutive
payments were received and there was evidence that the delinquency was cured. In effect, the
Company "reaged” the Joan by adding the delinquencies to the end of the loan. At Housshold,
however, the Officer Defendants established procedures whereby accounts were reaged arbitrarily
and without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.

111.  Household had a centralized and highly automated system to support its underwriting,
loan administration and collection functions actoss all consumer business segments. This system

was known as "Viston." The Vision system centralized decision making throughout the loan

Houszeheld describes its securitization program as follows:

In the securitizations and secured financing transactions, Household sells a dedicated pool

of receivables to s wholly-owned bankruptcy remote special purpose entity for cash, which,

in turn, assigns the receivables 1o an unaffilinted trust that is a qualifying special purpose

entity under Statement of Financial Accounting Standards No. 125 and/or 140, asapplicable. -
Household continues to service the receivables and receives u servicing fee.

In connection with each transaction, we obtain opinions from nationally known law firms
that the transfer of the receivables to the special purpose entity qualifies as a "true sale” for
legal purposes and that the entity would not be "substantially consolidated” into any |
benkruptey estate of the transferor.
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origination process, including gencrating scripts for the sales staff, monitoring delinquencies and
collections and determining charge-offs. Defendants claimed that, by virtue of this system, they were

able to detect delinquent accounts at an sarly stage and immediately initiate collection efforts. The

Vision system was so critical to the Company’s purported success that, in 2/00, Household was
awarded CIO magazine's prestigious "Enterprise Value Award." According to CIO, Household was .
given the award for its use of the "Vision" system in 1999. In accepting the award, defendant Gilmer

stated:

"Vision" has had an overwhelmingly positive effect on virtually every aspect of our

consumer finance business, We have enjoyed faster and more profitable growth

because our account executives are provided with greater numbers of armliﬁed leads,

prioritized by the Vision system. Our credif losses are minimized because of the

real-time links 1o our undervriting system ... ‘
Receiving real-time information about loan delinquencies, credit quality and cross-selling
opportunities enabled the Qfficer Defendants 1o see the probléms in its loan departments and
collections. This allowed defendants to effectively and efficiently perpetrate the scheme alleged
herein that was allowing the Company ta achieve its record-breaking results.

112.  Indeed, the Vision system was designed to automaticaily "reage" delinquent accounts
if it received even a partial payment without any evidence that the delinquency was cured.

113.  Defendantsrelied onthe Vigion system to track the success of Household's fraudulent
scheme, stating:

We service each cusiomer with a focus to understand that customer’s personal

financial needs.... [QJur policies are designed to be flaxible to maximize the

collectibility of our loans while not incurring excessive cotlection ex on loans

that have a high probability of being ultimately uncollectible. Cross-selling of

products, proactive credit management, "hands-on™ customer care and targeted

product marketing ar¢ means we use to retain customers and grow our business.

114.  Even prior to the nationwide implementation of the Vision system, Household's loan
collection poticies were very flexible. This "flexibility" was critical to the Company for two reasons.
First, since many of Household's customers were high risk borrowers, they required -a closer
relationship with their Jenders and often required more specialized methods to keep their loans

current and out of default. Second, as a result of requiring more flexibility in collections, investors

placed much greater reliance on Household's intemal systems to identify which loans were truly
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delinquent, and which could be salvaged with Household's specialized intervention, also known as
"reaging.” Again, while thas flexibility increased investor reliance on the Company's intertal
monitoring and collections procedures, investors were consistently reassured that, because
Househeld had over 130 years of experience in the subprime market, it had developed a unique
strategy to avoid charge-offs and increase loan collectibility. -

115. Household's policies for Joan delinquencies and charge-offs were reported in the
Company's FY01 Report on Form 10-K, as follows:

Our credif and portfolio management procedures focus on risk-based pricing and

effective collection efforts for each loan. We have a process which we believe gives

us a reasonable basis for predicting the credit quality of new accounts. This process

is based on our experience with nomerous marketing, credit and risk managernent

tests. We also believe that our frequent and early contact with delinquent customers,

as well as policies designed o manage customer relationships, such as reaging

delinguent accounts te current in specific situations, are helpful in maximizing
customer collections.

* % *

We believe our policies are responsive {o the specific needs of the customer segment

we serve.... Qur policies have been consistently applied and there have been no

significant changes to any of our policies during any of the periods reported. Our

loss reserve estimares consider our charge-off policles to ensure appropriate

reserves exist for products with longer charge-off lives. We belleve our charge-off

policies are appropriate and result in proper loss recognition.

1i6. At Houschold, loan afficers followed up on delinquent loans when a payment was
30 days past due. The loan officer was supposed to call the customaer to get a "promise” of payment
from the customer and use the call as an opportunity to up-sell or cross-sell products by convincing
customers to take out additional loans or lines of credit, or consolidate their bills and convert their
umsecured loans into loans secured with their homes or cars. Ofien customers did not even realize
that their new consolidated loans were being secured by their homes or cars. Defendants established
reserves designed to ensure that delinquent accounts were restructured rather than foreclosed.

117.  In furtherance of its scheme, the Officer Defendants caused Household to violate its
own policies and reage accounts af any level of delinquency, including accounts that were over 270
days past due, with merely a single payment. The missed payments would then be added to the end
of the loan. The single payment was the lesser of either one minimum monthly payment or 2.5% of

the account balance. If it was the latter, that amount would become the new minimum payment.
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118. Accounts were often reaged multiple times in a single year. Indeed, a customer who
made only three or four minimum payments a year could still appear current.

119. Household used an incentive program to induce collections representatives o push
reaging or restructuring of delinquent accounts. By virtue of this incentive program, collections
representatives could receive monthly cash rewards or electronic items for reaging a sufficient
number of accounts, regardless of whether such reaging was actually justified or enhanced the
prospect for repayment.

120.  Although defendants characterized loan reaging or restructuring as a service fo help

| out customers, it was clear that the main purpose behind the reaging was to make it appear that the
stafistics on Household's borrowers and its ontstanding loans was stronger than it actually was. In
fact; by 8/01, the Officer Defendants were so desperate that they had collections managers require
representatives to pressure all cmtoﬁm to restructure their accounts. Even though collections
representatives expressed discomfort with pushing restructuring to customers, they were forced to
do so under the constant threat of being fired for not following instructions. Collection calls were
randomly monitored by collections managers, and if a collections representative did not try to
persuade all of his customers to restructure their accounts, a collections manager would reprimand
him and tel] him that corrective action would be taken unless the representative rcstrucmred more
accounts. Monthly meetings were held with department managers to monitor collections goals.

121. To cover their tracks, Household programmed its Vision system so that it did not
generate any paperwork when delinquent accounts were réagad. In addiﬁon, because Vision
automatically reaged accounts upon receiving even a partial payment, the customer was often
unaware that missed payments were capitalized at the back of the loan.

122. Household's charge-off policy and its policies on accruing interest varied by product,

as follows:

Interest income accruals are suspended
hen secured principal or interest
ayments are more than three months ,
0 ntractually pﬂﬂt due and resumed when
¢ receivable becomes loss than three |
months contractually past due.
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[ Product Charge-off Policy Nonacerual Folicy
Auto finance {Carrying values in excess of net Interest income accruals are suspended
' realizable value are charged off at the |when principal or interest payments are
carlier of the following: |more than two months contractually past
*The collateral has been repossessed  [due and resumed when the receivable
and sold; becomes less than two months
“The collateral has been in our contractually past due.
possession for more than 90 days; or N
l;‘:hn Ioan becomes 150 days
i niractually delinquent. |
MasterCard Charged off at six months Interest accrues until charge-oif.
pnd Visa contractually delinquent.
¥rivate label JCharged off at s1x months Interest accrues until charge-off.
|: contractually delinquent.
Personal non- [Charged off at nine months Interest income accruals are suspended
credit card ntractually delinquent and no when principal or interest payments are
payinent received in six months, but injmore than three months contractuaily
no event to exceed twelve months. delinquent. For Personal Home Owners'
} Loans ("PHLs"), interest income accruals
resume if the receivable becomes less
[than three months contractually past due.
For all other personal non-credit card
’ receivables, interest income 15 recorded as
_Jcollected,

123,  Beginning in 2002, Household consistently defended its collection and reaging
policies as being necessary to its unique business, What inv&stors did oot know until the end of the
Class Period, however, was that defendants had used reaging as a means to simply avoid reporting
otherwise delinquent accounts. While Household sporadically disclosed its reaging policies, it was
not until the Company filed a Form 8-K during 2Q02, on 4/9/02, that Household first broke out its
reaging statistics, which revealed a huge number of accounts that had been re’aged multiple times.
In fact, at the time Household ultimately released its reaging statistics, 20% of its real estate secured
loans and almost 17% of its domestic portfolioc had been previously reaged. In addition, at this time,
investors also learned for the first time that over 27% of the Company’s "non-credit card” debt had
been reaged during the Class Period. |

124. In addition to lowering defaults, the widespread abuse of the Company's reaging
policies also had the effect of rendering the Company’s financial statements materially false and

misleading.
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Household's "Reaging” Policies Violated GAAFP

125. Throughout the Class Period, defendants engaged in the practice of "reaging"
Household's delinql.imt accounts. See§§107-124, supra. Byreaging such accounts, defendants were
able to report lower credit loss reserves, thus overstating net income reported in Household's SEC
filings. .

126. Household's "reaging® practice is a "modification” of the contractual method of aging
loans and more resembles the "recency-of-payments” method of aging.* According to the American.
Institute of Certified Public Accountant's ("AICPA") Audit and Accounting Guide — Audits of
Finance Companies — the recency-of-payments method is considered a less conservative method of
aging accounts. The AICPA also describes how some finance mmpahies weaken the basis of the
contractual method by modifying their calculations to consider accounts contractually current when
two timely payments have been made on an account previously considered delinquent, The AICPA
watns that, while recent payments may alter the classification of a particular account, it doesn't
necessarily indicate that the acconnt is ultimétely collectible, The AICPA also cautions that
renewals without evidence of increased ability or willingness to repay may diminish the rellability
of aging schedules. See§§2.114-2.118 of AICPA Audit and Accounting Gtﬁde Audits of Finance
Companies With Conforming Changes as of 5/01/00,

127. While Household engaged in "reaging" practices from the commencement of the
Class Period, it was not until an analyst presentation on 4/9/02 that defendants finally rc:vcaléd the
impact of such practices. Incredibly, 17% of Household's total domestic portfolio had been reaged
as of 12/31/01 and 6/30/02. Further, over 27% of Household's domestic "personal non-credit card”
loans had been reaged as of 12/31/01 and 6/30/02.

128.  Further, by engaging in "reaging” practices that violated its own internal policies, as
well as those policies disclosed to the public, the Officer Defendants caused Household to report

lower credit loss reserves than required under GAAP and SEC reporting, thus overstating net income

4 The contractual method of aging is based on the status of payments under the original terms of the
contracts, while the "recency-of-payments” method ages a loan based on the month in which the most recent
collections were received, regardless of contractual payment terms for amounts of payments or loan periods.
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throughout the Class Period. Household's delinquency rate was significantly lower than those of its
peers — about half the rate of other subprime mortgage lenders, like Providian Financial Corp. and
AmenCredit Corp. .

129. GAAP, as set forth in SFAS No. 5, Accounting for Contingencies, requires that a
company establish a loss contingency, ie., reserve, when the estimated loss is probable and
rcasonably estimated. SFAS Nuo. 5, 18. )

139,  Additionally, Household's failure to discluse its "reaging" practices and statistics prior
to 2Q02, when the Company was engaging in those practices during the entire Class Period, violates
the most basic of GAAP principles and SEC rules. Household had an ab!igatibn to disclose to
Investors the impact its "reaging” practices hod on its overall financial results.

131. SFAS No. 5 further sets forth the following:

If no accrual is made for a loss contingency because one or both of the
conditions in paragraph 8 are not met, or if an exposure to loss exists in excess of the
amount accrued pursuant to the provisions of paragraph 8, disclosure of the
contingency shall be made when there is at least a reasonable possibility that a loss
or an additional loss may have been incurred. The disclosure shall indicate the nature
of the contingency and shall give an estimate of the possible loss or range of loss or
state that such an estimate cannot be made.

SFAS No. 5,910,
132. GAAP,as described in FASB Statement of Concepts ("FASCON") No. I, 1§34, 42,
states that:

34,  Financial reporting should provide information that is useful to
present andd potential investors apd creditors and other users in making rational
investment, credit and similar decisions. The information should be comprehensible
to those who have a reasonable understanding of business and economic activities
and are willing to study the information with reasonable diligence.

* * *

42,  Financial reporting should provide information about an enterprise's
financial performance during a period. Investors and creditors often use information
about the past to help in assessing the prospects of an enterprise. Thus, although
investient and credit decisions reflect investors' and creditors’ expectations about
future enterprise Perfunnance, those expectations are commonly based at least partly
on evaluations of past enterpnise performance.

FASCON 1, 1134, 42.
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133.  For this reason, financial reporting includes not only financial statements, but also
other means of communicating information that relates directly or indirectly to the information in
the financial statements. FASCON 1, 17.

C. DEFENDANTS ENGAGED IN IMPROPER ACCOUNTING OF COSTS
ASSQCIATED WITH VARIOUS CREDIT CARD CO-BRANDING, AFFINITY AND
MARKETING AGREEMENTS, RESULTING IN AN ALMOST $600 MILLION .
(PRE-TAX) RESTATEMENT OF EARNINGS
134. On 8/14/02, CEQ Aldinger and COO Schoenholz (as the Company's principal

financial officer) wém required to file sworn statements, pursuant to §21(a)(1) of the Exchange Act,

attesting to the accuracy of the Company's most recent annual and quarterly financial reports

pursuant to the SEC Order dated 6/27/02. At this time, Household armu;unced that, pursuant to a

thorough review of its financial statements by its new independent anditors, KPMG, the Company

had determined to adopt certain revisions fo the accounting treatment of its MasterCard/Visa co-
branding and affinity credit card relationships and a credit card marketing agreement with a third
party.

135, Inits audit, KPMG concluded that the amortization rates approved by Andersen,
which Household had used for co-branding and affinity credit card agreements and marketing
agreements, were improper. Therefore, Household corrected jts amortization schedules for prepaid
expenses related to these agreements. Additionally, for marketing agreements, Household was to
recognize expenses immediately, as opposed to over the life of the contract. As aresult, Houschold
would be restating its previously reported financial results as far back as 1994 and continuing until
2Q02 in the amount of about $600 million (pre-tax), or a decrease of $386 million in camings.

136. At the time this restatement was announced, Household stated that its impact on

camings by period was as follows:
§ Millions FY94-98 FY92 FYW Fyoi 1Q02 2002 1HO2 Total
Restatement '

Amonnt (After Tax) $155.8M $58.1M $70.1M $75.9M $6.1M $20.0M 326.1M $386.0M
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137. Defendants caused the Company to falsely report its financial results by improperty
accounting for its: (a) co-branding agreerents;* (b) exclusive affinity agreements;* and (c) third-party
credit card marketing apreements. As a result of the improper accounting for the above, defendants
caused Household to overstate its finance income, securitization income and fee income and misstate
certain of its expenscs, resulting in an overstatement of net income throughout the Class Pesiod.

138.  Some of the improprieties are summarized as follows:

(a)  Co-Brapding Agreements. During 1992, Houschold entered into a co-branded
credit card agreement with General Motors, referred to as the GM Card, which calted for Household
to pay an up-front fee (origination cost) to its partner for each new credit card account. The contract
was modified during 1994. The existing GAAP at the time the contract was entered info and
subsequently modified, required the origination costs to be netted with the credit card fes charged
to the cardholder, if any, and amortized over the privilege period of the card, The privilege period
is the period of time that the cardholder is éntitled to use the card. GAAP further requires that if no
significant fee is charged to the cardholder, the origination costs should be amortized over one year.
Household, in violation of GAAP, inappropriately amortized t_he origination costs over the term of
the agreement, thus spreading the cost of the origination fees paid to its partner over a longer period
of time than the one year allowed under GAAP. This inappropriate accounting resulted in the
overstatement of net income throughout the Class Period.

(b)  Affinity Agreement. During 1996, Household acquired the AFL-CIO's $3.4
billion "Union Privilege" affinity card portfolio. The Union Privilege was created by the AF1-CIO
to market benefits to union memhcrs, and Houschold paid a premium for the Union Privilege
portfolio. In accordance with GAAP, Household began amortizing the premium over the contract
life, This same amortization period was used for Houschold's regulatory reporting. In 1999,

s Household defines a co-branded credit card in its FY01 Repott on Form 10-K as {a] MasterCard
or Visa account that is jointly sponsored by the issuer of the card and another corporstion (e.g., the GM
Card®). The account holder typically receives some form of added benefit for using the card.”

8 Household defines an affinity credit card in its FY01 Report on Form 10-K es "[a] MasterCard or
Visaaccount jointly sponsored by the issuer of the card and an organization whose members share a common
interest {e.g., the AFL-CIO Union Plus (up) Credit Card Program.).”
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however, Household, in violation of GAADP, arbitrarily increased the amortization period for the
premium, thus spreading the cost of the premium over a Jonger period of time, resulting in the

overstatement of net income throughout 1999, 2000, 2001 and the first half of 2002.7

(c)  Independent Third-Party Marketing Apreement. In 6/99, Household entered
into a credit card marketing agreement with an independent marketing company. As part of the .

agreement, Houschold was reimbursed for marketing expenses, such as mass collective mailings,
in return for a share of revenue from those mailings. Since the revenue-sharing payments were, in
effect, Household's advertising and marketing expenses, GAAP requires such expenses to be
recorded as incurred, and therefore the revenue-sharing payments should have been expensed as each
mailing was dropped. Household, however, accounted for the revenue-sharing payments over a
three-year period, thus overstating net income throughout 1999, 2000, 2001‘ and the first half of
2002.

139.  As a result of the sbove improprieties, Household's restatement covered the period
from 1994 through 2Q02. The amounts by which Houschold misstated and ultimately restated its
EP3 duﬂng the Class Period are shown below:

Diluted EPS
As Originally Reported  Restated Difference

FY97 5193 51.86 <$0.07>

FYogt $1.03 30.94 <$0.09>

FY99 5307 3295 <50.12>

1000 $0.78 $0.74 <50.04>

2000 $0.80 30.77 <$0.03>

3Q00 $0.94 $0.91 50,03

4Q00 $1.03 30.99 - <§0.04>

1001 £0.91 30.85 <$0.06>

200 $0.93 $0.90 <$0.03>

3001 $1.07 $1.03 <30.04>

401 $1.17 $1.13 <50.04>>

1Q02 $1.09 $1.04 <50.05>

2002 $1.08 517 <30.01>
? The amortization period for the premium remained the same for Household's regulatory reporting.
' 1998 reported and restated diluted EPS includes a $751 million sfter-tax charge related to the merger

and integration of Beneficial and a $118.5 million after-tax gain related to the sale of Beneficial's Canadian
operations. The net impact of these items was to reduce diluted EPS by $1.27.

-46 -



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 51 of 158 PagelD #:520

140. The effect of these belated disclosures was significant. The Company's release
regarding the restatement was issued before the markets opened for trading, and when shares of
Household opened, they immediately plunged to as fow as $32,09 per share ~ a decline of over $4.71
per share relative to the prior day's close of $37.80 per share. During the trading day on 8/14/02,
institutional investors reacted to efforts by defendants to bolster the price of Household stock, which
caused the stock to stabilize before closing slightly higher on that day. Once such institutional
buying tapered off and the Company made further disclosures regarding the effect of the restatement
ot Household's business and .operations, shares of the Companjr declined once again. The
significance of the restatement is further confirmed by the fact that Household would have missed
analysts' EPS estimaies for every one of the eight quarters of 2000 and 2001 and the Jirst half of
2002 absent the accounting improprieties detailed herein.

141.  Following the filing on 8/27/02 of the Company's amended FY01 Report on Form
10-K incorporating the restatement, shares of Household continued to trade lower, reaching below
$33.000n 9/4/02. By 10/10/02, Household shares reached a seven-year low of $20.65. By 10/24/02,
when the Company filed its 3Q02 Report on Form 10-Q, which broke out its massive reaged
statistics for the first time, shares of Household traded as low as $21.40 per share.

Household's Restatement Is an Admission that the
Company's Financial Statements Violated GAAP

142.  The fuct that Household restated its financial statements is an admission that the
Jinancial statements originally issued were false and that the misstatements were material
Pursuant to GAAP, as set forth in Accounting Principles Board ("APB") No. 20, the type of |
restatement announced by Household was to correct for material errors in its previously issued
financial statements. APB No. 20, 1§7-13. The restateraent of past financial staterments is a
disfavored method of recognizing an accounting change, as it dilutes confidence by investors in the
financial statements, makes it difficult to compare financial statements and is often difficult, if nat
impossible, to generate the numbers when restatement occurs. Id., 114. Thus, GAAP provides that
financial statements should only be restated in limited circumstances, i.e., when there is a change in

the reporting entity, when there is a change in accounting principles used or to correct an error in

_47 -



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 52 of 158 PagelD #:521

previouslyissued financial statements. Household's restatement was not due to achange in reporting
entity or a thange in accounting principle but rather was due to errors in previously issued financial
staiements,

143, The fact that Household corrected its financial statements through a restatement
indicates that the errors were not merely a change in estitnate based on events occurring after the
financial statements were issued. (therwise, the restatement would violate APB No. 20, 131, which
states, "faf change in an estimate should not be accounted for by restating amounts reported in

Sinancial statements of prior periods ...." Id.,§31. Thus, the restatement is an admission by

" Household that the financial results reported during the Class Period were incorrect based on
information available to defendants at the time the results were originally reported. It is also an
admission that the Company's previously issued financial results and its public statements regarding
those results were materially false and misleading.

144, The SEC recently reiterated its position regarding restatements:

[R]estatements should not be used to make any adjustments to take into account
subsequent information that did not and could not have existed at the time the
original financial statements were prepared. That is, GAAP does not allow a change
in an accounting estimate resulting from new information or subsequent
deve}l&?mcnts to be accounted for as a restatement of previous financial statements.

B Oﬁnion 20, 931. The APB has defined the kind of "errors” that may be
corrected through a restatement: "Errors in financial statements result from
mathematical mistakes, mistakes in the application of accounting principles, or
oversight or misuse of facts that existed at the time that the financial statements were
prepared.” Seeid. at'§y13, 36-37. In accordance with APB 20, the Commission does
not condone the use of restatements by public companies or auditors to make any
adjustments (particularly to judgmentsl reserves) to take into account subsequent
information that did not and could not have existed at the time the original financial
statements were prepared. ,

145. In addition, the SEC noted;

[TIhe Commission often seeks to enter into evidence restated financial statements,
and the documentation behind those restatements, in securities fraud enforcement
actions in order, inter alia, to prove the falsity and materiality of the original financial
statements [and] to demonstrate that persons responsible for the ariginal
misstaternents acted with scienter ....
146, On 8/14/02, Housechold hosted a conference call to discuss the restatement. Based

on defendant Schoenholz's comments, it 75 clear that the restatement was necessitated by the
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misapplication of GAAP and the misuse and oversight of facts that existed at the time. Specifically,
on this call, Schoenholz stated:
In connection with the engagement of KPMG as our new auditors we've

under gone a thorough review of our banking statements and related accounting

policies. Part of this review we've adapted certain revisions to the accounting

treatment of our MasterCard/Visa affinity and co-branded credit card relationship
agreements as well as a related marketing agreement with a third party credit card |
marketing company.

147. The"revisions to the accounting treatment" to which defendant Schoenholz referred
were due to misapplications of GAAP and misuse of facts available at the time." The primary
Financial Accounting Standards Board ("FASB") SFAS for Household's accounting of its co-branded
agreements, affinity agreement and marketing agreement is SFAS No. 91, Accounting for
Nonrefundable Fees and Costs Associated with Originating or Acquiring Loans and Initial Direct
Costs of Leases, SFAS No. 91 was issued with an effective date of fiscal years beginning after
12/15/87 — well before Household entered into the agreements described above,

148.  Further, in reference to the co-branded agrecment, on 5/20/93 the Emerging Issues
Task Force released Issue No. 93-1, Accounting for Individual Credit Card Acquisitions ("EITF 93-
1"). EITF 93-1 was issued to provide guidance on how to account for credit cards that are acquired
individual]y ("one al 1 time") by paying 2n amount to a third party for each approved credit card
agreement. EITF 93-1 specifically identifies co-branders as such third parties. EITF 93-1 makes it
clear that Household should have been amortizing the amounts paid to its co-brander over the
privilege period or, if no fee is charged to the cardholder, Tio'more than one year. EITF 93-1 states,
in relevant part:

The Task Force reached a consensus that credit card accounts acquired
individually should be accounted for as originations under Statement 91 and Issue

92-5. Amounts paid to a third partyto acquire individual credit card accounts should

be deferred and netted against the related credit card fee, if any, and the net amount

should be amortized on a strailght-line basis aver the privilege period. If a

significant fee is charged to the cardholder, the privilege period is the period that

the fec entitles the cardholder to use the credit card. If there is no significant fee,
the privilege period should be one year.

® The "revisions to the accounting treatment™ were not due to a change in accounting principles

becange AFB No, 20 only allows restatement for s change in accounting principle for & few specific
circumstances, none of which apply to Houschold. The special cirpumstances relate to inventory, initial
public distribution and reporting a change in entity. APR No. 20, 1§19, 27-30, 34.35.
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EITF 93-1,

149, During the 8/14/02 conference call, defendant Schoenholz admitted that Household
was amortizing payments made to its co-brander over the té.nn of the contract, rather than over one
year, and therefore would be restating its previously reported financial statements to reflect the one-
year amortization period. .

150. Household also violated GAAP and SEC rules in accounting for the premium paid
for its affinity portfolic when, in 1999, it arbitrarily increased the amortization period for premium
paid by 50%, from 10 years to as much as 15 years. Defendants had no basis for increasing the
amortization period other than to report more favorable net incomé associated with the affinity
portfolio by "spreading” the impaci of the premium paid over a longer peniod of time than allowed
for under GAAP. In fact, dsfendants kmew a change to Honsehold's regulatory reporting would be
scrutinized and such an arbitrary change would not be allowed, therefore, Household did not change
the amortization period for regulatory reporting purposes. .

151. Ultimately, KPMG required Household to change the extended amortization period
back to the original ten-vear period and restaie jts previously issued financial statements. As
discussed in §§142-150, had this change simply been a change in cslimate; restatement would not
have been allowed. |

152, During 6/99, ﬁousehuld entered into a credit card marketing agreement with a third
party provider of credit card marketing services. This agreement allowed Household to be
reimbursed for marketing (advertising) expenses and mass collective mailings in return for a share
of revenue from those mailings over a three-year period. These "revenue-sharing” payments were
for the marksting, advertising and soliciiation of the cards — they were not incremental direct costs
of origination."® Hnusehold‘impmperly accounted for these indirect marketing expenses (revenue-
sharing payments) by amortizing them over a three-year period, when, in fact, such payments should
have been expensed as incurred.

10 SFAS No. 91 defines incremental direct costs as "costs to originate a loan that (a) result directly from
and are essential to the lending transaction and (b} would not bave been incurred by the lender had that
lending transaction not oocurred.” SEAS No. 91, Appendix C, 180,
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153.  SFAS No. 91 requires that such marketing costs be expensed for as incurred. SFAS
91 gpecifically states:

. All other lending-related costs, includip% costs related to activities performed

y the lender for advertising, soliciting potential borrowers, servicing existing loans

... shall be charged to expense as incurred.

SFAS No. 91, 97. -
VL. OTHER GAAP VIOLATIONS

154, Dueto these accounting improprieties, the Company presented its financial statements
in a manner that violated GAAP, including the following fundamental accounting principles:

(8)  The principle that interim financial reporting should be based upon the same
accounting principles and practices nsed to prepare anpual fitrancial statements was violated (APB
No. 28, §10);

(b)  The principle that financial reporting should provide information about the
.economic resources of an enterprise, the claims to those resources, and effects of transacttons, events
and circumstances that change resources and claims to those resources was violated (FASCON 1,
140);

(¢)  The principle that finencial reporting should provide information about how
management of an enterprise has discharged its stewardship responsibility to owners (stockholders)
for the use of enterprise resources entrusted to it was violated. To the extent that management offers
securities of the enterprise to the public, it voluntardly accepts wider responsibilities for
-accountability to prospective investors and to the public in general (FASCON 1, 150);

{d)  The principle that financial reporting should be reliable in that it represents
what it purports to represent was violated. That information should be reliable as well as relevant
is a notion that is central to accounting (FASCON 2, 1§58-59);

{(e) ~ The principle of completeness, which means that nothing is left out of the
information that may be necessary to ensure that it validly represents underlying events and
conditions, was violated (FASCON 2, §79); and

() The principle that conservatism be used as a prudent reaction to unceriainty

to try to ensure that uncerfainties and risks inherent in business situations are adequately considered
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was vioiated. The best way to avoid injury to investors is to try to ensure that what is reported
represents what it purports to represent (FASCON 2, 1195, 97).

155. Further, the undisclosed adverse information concealed by defendants during the
relevant period is the type of information that, because of SEC regulations, regulations of the
national steck exchanges and customary business practice, is expected by investors and securities .
analysts to be disclosed and is known by corporate officials and their legal and financial advisors to
be the type of information that is expected to be, and must be, disclosed.

HOUSEHOLD'S EXECUTIVE COMPENSATION PROGRAM
REWARDED THE OFFICER DEFENDANTS
FOR THEIR FRAUDULENT ACTIVITY

156. The Officer Defendants were boih highly motivated and had ample opportunity to
perpetrate the fraud complained of herein.

(a) The Officer Defendants had a strong pérsnnal financial pain motive in making
false and misleading statements relating to Household's financial results. The Officer Defendants
also had a strong motive in concealing that Household was improperly reaging delinquent accounts
and preventing timely charge-offs, thereby causing the reported credit asset quality of Household's
customers to appear more favorable than it was in reality. The Officer Defendants concealed that _
the Company's strong performance was resulting from its participation in predatory lending practices
in violation of federal and state laws. In fact, it was only through defendants’ frandulent ct:;nduct and

‘scheme detailed in §§50-155 that Household was able to meet or exceed analysts' expectations with

respect to the Compan)fs income and EPS during the Class Period and earn the million,ﬁ of dollars
of compensation and bonus payments. Absent the improprieties alleged herein, Housshold would
have failed to meet analysts’ consensus estimates for each quarter of FY00 and FY01 and THO2.

157. The Officer Defendants' annual compensation and incentives were tied to the
financial, as well as non-financial, perfonmance of the Company throughout the Class Period.
Household purported to be a "pay-for-performance” company. Household's corporate goal was to
link compensation to financial performance; hem:é, compensation programs were designed so that
base salaries were generally competitive with a comparable group (12 companies, all in tlm‘ S&P

Financials Index), with substantially highcr carnings potential on bonus and long-term compensation
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if employees delivered superior stockholder earnings results. Performance during the Class Peried
was measured primarily by EPS growth.

| 158. The four components of executive compensation for the Officer Defendants were:
() Base Salary (determined by individual financial and non-financial perforrance, position in salary
range and general economic conditions); (ii) Annual Cash Bonus (tied directly to overall and/or
business unit financial performance, a3 well as individual performance ... when certain objective ot
subjective performance goals are not met, annual bonuses may be reduced or not paid); (iii) Long-
Term Incentives (compensation based on the increase in stock price}; and (iv) Executive Benefits
(other perks).

159. For example, defendant Aldinger's executive compensation outlined in the FY97
Proxy Statement provided:

. Mr. Aldinger's annual cash bonus was determined based on the satisfaction of various

individual objective non-financial and financial performance goals. Under the 1994

 Key Executive Bonus Plan, the financial performance goals of Houschold are

(a) targeted earnings per share, (b) targeted return on equity, (c) targeted operating

efficiency ratio, (d) targeted reserve to charge-off ratio, and (c) targeted equity to

managed assets ratio. Mr. Aldinger had additional goals in 1997 to build depth in
management, complete an anto lending strategy, and actively represent us with stock

analysts, porifolic managers and inetitutional shareholders. All were met. For 1997,

Mt. Aldinger's total annual bonus opportunity was between zero and 225% of his

annual salary (with a target bonus of 150%). He was awarded a bonus of $1,500,000

(188% of his base salary) based on his individual objectives and corporate

parfunnancc as certified by the Committee.

160. Between FY98 and FY01, defendant Aldinger received bonus payments alone of
$14.3 million. These payments were based upon Aldinger's ability each year to cause Household to
meet targeted EPS, targeted core receivable growth, targeted operation efficiency ratios, targeted
tangible equity to managed assets, targeted increases in the number of Household's products used
per customer and targeted revenue growth — the very same metrics that the Officer Defendants
manipulated through their fraudulent conduct throughout the Clags Period. Thus, each of the metrics
nsed to determine defendant Aldinger's bonuses and other compensation during the Class Period had

‘the effect of encouraging him to engage in the improprieties detailed herein in 1§50-155,
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WILLIAM F. ALDINGER

Number of Shares
Other Annual Undertying LT All Other
Year  Salary Bonus Compensation ____Optiens  Payouls Compensation
1997 3794233 51,500,000 $186,185 450,000 0- $155,156
1998 888463 2,300,000 $2,188 500,000 0 151,383
1999 1,000,000 3,000,000 107,635 450,000 - 213,104
2000 1,000,000 4,000,000 154,242 600,000 -0 245,382
2001 1,000,000 5,000,000 160,763 £00,000 - 305,382
DAVID A. SCHOENROLZ
Number of Shares
Other Annual Undertylng LT All Other
Year  Salarv Bonug Corpensation ___ Options _  Payguts  Compensation
1997 $370,674 § 435000 -0- 120,000 5172,813 § 51844
1998 425,482 750,000 - 134,000 222,305 56,918
1959 500,000 1,504,000 £ 124,000 456,094 79,101
2000 500,000 2,000,000 -0- 150,000 - 123,433
2001 500,000 2,500,000 0- 200,000 £0- 155,382
GARY D. GILMER ‘
Number of Shares )
Other Annua) Underlying LT All Other
Year  Salary Bonus Compeasstion  _ Optlons ~ Payouts  Compensstien
1997 $296,155 § 270,000 $579,368 75,000 -0- $ 36,070
1998 404,809 850,000 288,951 134,000 -0 34,954
1999 500,000 1,500,000 44,303 124,000 £- T B3ASY
2000 500,000 2,000,000 63,743 150,000 D- 122,873
2001 500,000 2,500,000 25,125 200,000 0 . 155,382

161. Defendants Schoenholz and Gilmer, as well as other senior executives, were also paid
annual bonuses based on performance goals that had the effect of encouraging their participation in
the reaging, predatory lending and accounting schemes, as defined herein, including:

162. Thus, as demonstrated above, a significant portion of each of the Officer Defendants'
compensation was directly tied to his ability to cause Houschold to meet targeted EPS, regardless .
of the long-term impact on Household or the risk that such practices would result in eamings
restatements or regulatory sanctions. Although the Company did not provide details for the entire
restated period, the following table compares the impact of the restatement on diluted EPS to the
consensus estimate for 10Q00 through 2Q02, illustrating the significance of defendants' accounting

manipulations on Household's performance vis-a-vis eamings estimates:
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Consensus
Quarter As Reported Restated Estimate Beported v. Restated
100 0.78 0.74 0.77 +0.01 v. - ($0.03)
2000 0.30 0.77 Q.79 +0.01 v. - ($0.03)
3Q00 (.94 0.91 0.94 +0.00 v, - (50.04)
4000 1.03 0.99 1.03 +0.00 v. - ($0.04)
1Q01 091 0.85 0.91 +.00 v. - ($0.04)
2001 0.93 0.90 0.93 +.00 v. - (50.04) °
3Q01 1.07 1.03 1.07 +1.00 v. - ($0.04)
4001 1.17 1.13 1.17 +3.00 v. - (§0.04)
1Q02 1.09 1.04 1.05 +0.04 v. - ($0.01}
2002 1.08 1.07 1.08 +0.00 v. - (50.01)

163.  Without the boost provided by defendants’ improper accounting, Household would
likely not have had a single quarter-of meeting or exceeding analysts' expectations, not {0 mention
posting its purported string of back-to-back "record" results. Moreover, the financial impact of the
Company's predatory lending praf:tices and improper reaging on the Company's operations was
devastating,

164.  Household's predatory lending and reaging practices were directly related to, and
greatly impacted, Household's core business operations. Indeed, consumer lending accounted for
the everwhelming majority ofihe Cormpany’s revenue during the Class Period. Throughout the Class
Period, each of the Officer Defendants was a high-level corporate executive engaged in the
manageﬁlcnt and oversight of the core aspects of Household's businesses.

165.  Additionally, the Officer Defendants ran Household and its subsidiarics as "hands-on"”
managers and closcly monitored the Company's business on aregular basis. See 1941-43. Eachof
the Officer Defendants was a core member of the senior management team during the Class Period
and was directly involved in the day-to-day operations of the Company. They were privy to
proprictary information concerning Household's business, operations, growth, financial statements
and financial condition. The Officer Defendants had access to, and control over, the Vision system
that was launched in July 1999 and provided them with information relating to all aspects of the
Company's pecformance. Id.

166. The Officer Defendants also controlled the contents of public statements issned by

ot on behalf of Household and made statements and predictions regarding Household's opetations
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and financial condition. They were the primary spokespeople on behalf of the Company and hosted
quarterly and annual contference calls to announce financial results, In addition, defendants hosted
periodic one-on-one meetings with analysts, where they provided very positive information about

the Company's operations and key financial metrics, while knowing or recklessly disregarding that

these analysis would then repeat their statements to the market, directly impacting stock price. See -
1Y41-43,

167. Defendants were able to perpetrate the fraudulent scheme complained of herein in part
by using the Company's centralized and highly automated "Vision" information system. Developed
over three years at a cost of $83 million, Vision was launched in July 1999. Vision connected all
of Household's over 1,404 branches across the nation, allowing various offices to view the same
information on custorer accounts in real time and enabling the Officer Defendants and Household's
senior management to monitor the Company's day-to-day lending operations. Using Vision, the
Officer Defendants were able to centralize decision-making throughout the loan piocess, including
generating scripts for the sales staff, monitoring delinguencies and collectibles, determining charge-
offs and training the sales force.

168. In addition, Vision priced eﬁch loan automatically based on criteria specified by
Household. Visionalso enhanced defendants' ability to analyze and assess Household's cross-selling
ability by providing “suggestive selling” techniques. After the customer's information was inputinto
Vigion, the system prompted the account executive to up-sell or offer an altemative that Vision had
selected as a product that the customer would have a high propensity to buy. Upon closing, Vision
created all the loan documents and printed them on the branch office printer. In this way, the Officer
Defendants were able to directly monitor and contro! Household's lending practices.

169.  Omn 10/11/02, Fitch Ratings placed the Company on Rating Watch Negative and
issued a rclba.sé. stating: R

In Fiteh's view, the bigger challenge for Household will be replenishing lost

revenue resulting from the implementation of "Best Practices.™ An ability to

offset these revenues streams could pressure future profitability, whick in turn
could put pressure on the carrent rating,
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170. Indeed, on 1/15/03, Household issued a Press Release announcing 4Q02 results.
Household reported net income of $388 million and EPS of $0.66, comparted to 4Q01 net income
of $549 million and EPS of $1.17, a 44% decrease in EPS.

VIII. ANDERSEN'S ROLE IN DEFENDANTS'
FRAUDULENT SCHEME AND UNLAWFUL COURSE OF CONDUCT

A, GENERAL

171,  Andersen, a worldwide firm of cerlified public accountants, was involved in various
facets of Household's business. Andersen audited Houschold's financial staternents, prepared
Houschold's tax returns and provided consulting services on a wide range of topics throughout the
Class Period. Andersen examined and opined on Household's financial statements for FY97,FY98,
FY99, FY 00 and FY (1 and reviewed Household's interim resulis and relﬁase;v.. Az aresuit of t:he far-
reaching scope of services provided by Andersen, it was intimately famili;r with Heusehold's
business affairs, and its personnel were present at Household's Chicago headquariers on a year-round
basis. Andersen's Chicago office was rﬁutinely involved in the structuring at.lﬂlor approval of the
practices and/or Offerings detailed herein.

172.  Andersen, however, turned 113 back on its responsibilities to Household investors and

the investing public and abandoned its professional standards by helping Household perpetrate the

* massive accounting fraud alleged herein,

173.  Andersen falzely represented that Household's financial statements for FY97, FY98,
FY99, FY00 and FYQ! were presented in accordance with GAAP and that Andersen's audits of
Household's financial statements had been performed in accordance with Generally Accepted
Auditing Standards ("GAAS"). Andersen also consented to the incorporation of its reports on
Household's financial statements in Household's Reports on Form 10-K for those years and in
Household's Registration Staterients for the Company's; (a) registration of over $75 billion of debt
securities, filed on 2/16/99, 7/01/99, 3/24/00, 9)’13!00, 2/23/01, 5/03/01, 11/20/01, 12/18/01 and
4/09/02; and (b) registration of approximately 168 million shares of Household stock valued at
approximately $8 billion, declared effective or filed on or about 6/01/98, Andersen also consented

to the use of its name as an expert in each Registration Statement filed and issued pursuant to these
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offerings, including the Form 5-4 registration statement used to consummate the Beneficial merger
{the "Beneficial Registration Statement"). Andersen's issuance of, and multiple consents to reissue
materially false reports on, Household's 1997-2001 financial statements were themselves violations

of GAAS.

174.  With respect to Houschold's financial statements for 2001, Andersen represented in
a report dated 1/14/02, the following:

REPORT OF INDEPENDENT PUBLIC ACCOUNTANTS

To the Sharcholders of Household International, Ing,

We have audited the accompanying consolidated balance sheets of Household
International, Inc. (a Delaware corporation) and subsidiaries as of December 31, 2001
and 2000, and the related consolidated statements of income, changes in preferred
stock and common sharcholders' equity and cash flow for each of the three years in
the period ended December 31, 2001. These financial statements are the

_ responsibility of Household International, Inc.'s management. Our responsibility is
to express an apinion on these financial statements based on our audits.

We conducted our audits in accordance with auditing standards generally
accepted in the United States. Those standards require that we plan and perform the
andit to obtain reasonable assurance about whether the financial statements are free
of material misstatement. An aundit includes examining, on a test basis, evidence
supporting the amounts and disclosures in the financial statements. An audit also
includes assessing the accounting principles used and significant estimales made by
management, as well as evaluating the overall financial statement presentation. We
believe that our audits provide a reasonable basis for our opinion.

In our opinion, the congolidated financial statemnents referred to above present

fairly, in all matenial respects, the financial position of Household International, Inc.

and subsidiaries as of December 31, 2001 and 2000, and the consolidated results of

their operations and their cash flows for each of the three years in the period ended

December 31, 2001, in conformity with accounting principles generally accepted in

the United States,

175. Andersen issued nearly identical audit reports for 1997 (issued 1/21/98), 1998 (issued
1/20/99), 1999 (issued 1/14/00) and 2000 (issued 1/15/01).

176. Andersen’s reports were false and misieading due to its failure to conduct its audits
in compliance with GAAS and because Housshold's financial statements were not prepared in
conformity with GAAP, as alleged in detail in 1§102-106 and 125-155, so that issuing the reports
was in violation of GAAS and SEC rules. Andersen knew its reports would be relied upon by

potentia) investors in Household securities. Throughout the same period, Andersen performed
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reviewsof Household's quarterly financial statements, reviewed and approved Household's quarterly
Reports on Form 10-Q) and reviewed, discussed and approved Household's press releases.
B. ANDERSEN WAS NOT INDEPENDENT

177. Household was an extremely important client to Andersen. In 2001 alone, Andersen
received $4.6 million in fees for services it provided to Household, of which $1.9 million related to
the audit fees and another $2.7 million related to its highly-profitable nop-audit services, including
consulting work. In 2000, Andersen received $4 miltion in fees, of which $2 million related to audit
fees and $2 million related to nonfaudit services. In 2000 and 2001, these fees were particularly
important to Andersen's partners, as their incomes were dependent on the continued business from
Household. Andersen's Chicago partners had a particular incentive and were under enormous
pressure to not only retain Household but increase the billings to the client, which generated
significant revenues for the Chicago office. Andersen partners assigned to the Household account
held regular meetings during the Class Period to discuss ways to sell more services and bill mors
fees to Household,

178.  Because Andersen partners could not increase the fees from Household fast enough
by performing traditional audit and accounting work, Andersen incentivized its partners to sell its
much more lucrative consulting services. Andersen tied part of its andit partners' compensation to
the solicitation and marketing of non-audit consulting services and creating other revenue-sharing
arrangements between audit and consulting partners groups. Andersen put tremendous pressure on
partners to generate more fees. A "depth chart" was developed for eﬁch audit client based upon the
level of services provided to that client. Pariners received extra units (worth about $200,000 per
year) based on the additional services sold. Hundreds of Andersen partners were eéu:h earning in
excess of 1 million per year during the Class Period, based primarily upon the level of fees that each
individual partner "controlled” or sold 1o his or her assigned clients.

179.  Professional Audit Standards promulgated by both the AICPA and the SEC require
that auditors he ind.epmdmt, objective and free of conflicts of interest. ET, §§54, 55, 102.
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C. ANDERSEN'S PARTICIFATION IN THE FRAUD IS CONSISTENT WITH ITS
PRIOR PARTICIPATION IN A SERIES OF MAJOR ACCOUNTING FRAUDS

180.  Andersen's egregious conduct surrounding the Household affair is hardly an isolated
incident. Andersen is a recidivist violator of the federal securities laws with a history of accounting
improptieties, conflicts of interést and document destruction in some of the most egregious cases of
accounting fraud in the history of the U.8. securities markets, its now-former client list making up
a veritable ™who's who" of financial disasters. Moreover, Andergen's conduct in these cases often
shares the same underlying themes as its conduct in the Household debacle. A nonexhaustive list
of Andersen’s involvement in major accounting scandals follows:

(a)) Epron. Andersen's intimate involvement in the world's most ;lotoriuus
accounting scandal is now common knowledge. Indeed, the entire Andersen partnership was
convicted of obstruction of justice charges because ofits felonious conduct, directed from Andersen
world headquarters in Chicago, the office which perpetrated the accounting improprieties detailed
herein. As summarized by Judge Melinda Harmon of the Southern District of Texas:

Lead Plaintiff has identified nuinerous violations by Arthur Andersen of

GAAS, GAAP, risk factors for frand, accounting rules, and rules of professional

conduet for accounts that Arthur Andersen violated. Yet Arthur Andersen certified

that Enron's financial statements for 19972000 were in compliance with GAAP and

its audits of the financial statements complied with GAAS.... Lead Plaintiffhas also

alleged that Anhur Andersen destroyed documents to conceal its fraudulent

accounting. All of these constitute primary violations under §10(b).

Furthermore Lead Plaintiff has alleged specific facts giving rise to a strong -
inference of scienter. Arthur Andersen's comprehensive accounting, auditing, and
consulting services to Enron necessarily made it intimately privy to the smallest
details of Enron's alleged fraudulent activity.

In re Enron Corp. Secs., Derivative & ERISA Litig., MDL-1446, Civi] Action No. H-01-3624
Consolidated Cases, 2002 1).S. Dist. LEXIS 25211, at *706 (S.D. Tex. Dec. 20, 2002)."

(b) Worldcom. Worldcom was a telecommunications giant that reported stellar

revenue, net income and BPS growth in the latter half of the 1990z and into 2002. The growth

caused Worldcom's stock price fo soar and enabled it to compile over 70 acquisitions and raise

" Judge Harmon also noted “several similar prior fraudulent audits of other companies, establishing
apattern of such conduet, and the SEC's and courts’ repeated imposition of penalties on Arthur Andersen and
its employees ...."° Md,
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billions of dotlars from public investors. All along, Andersen audited — or, rather, "cooked" —
Worldcom's books. Worldcom is aow bankrupt. Worldcom's precipitous fall into the largest
bankruptcy ever has cansed well over $100 billion in damages to investors. Andersen's complicity
in the fraud speaks for itself. Shortly before its bankruptcy fiting in 6/02, Worldcom admitted that
Andersen had overseen Worldcom's overstaiement af income by 33.85 billion. By 9/02, Worldcom
had disclosed that more than $9 bitlion in previously-recognized revenue just did not exist when it
was recorded. On 11/04/02, the court-appointed bankruptcy examiner issued an interim report
detailing a "smorgasbord” of questionable accounting practices poing back several years, stating:
"These issues relate to the culture, internal controls, management, integrity, disclosures and financial
statements.” Andersen, Worldcom's auditor throughout this period, worked closely with Worldcom
senior executives for almost half a decade while this massive fravd took place.

(¢) Dwvnegy. Like Enron and Worldcom, Andersen audited Dynegy's financial
statements, whiﬁh also were patently false and misleading to investors. These false and misleading
financial statements enabled Dynégy to issue over $1 billion in debt that is now nearly worthless and
caused billions of dollars of damages to persens who were fraudulently induced into buying Dynegy
Smtiﬂs. That these financial statements were the product of fraud is not open to debate. On
9/24/02, the SEC announced:

The Commission [has] found that Dynegy engaged in securitles fraud in
connection with its disclosures and accounting for Project Alpha, and nﬂghgently
included matetially misleading information about the round-tnip energy trades in two
press releases it issued in early 2002.... Dynegy, without admitting or denying the
Commission's findings, has agreed to the entry of the cease-and-desist order and to
pay 2 $3 million penalty in a related civil suit filed in U.S. district court in Houston.

In 1102, Dynegy restated results for 1999 through 2001. On 1/31/03, Dynegy announced its second
major restatemnent in three months, stating that it would revise results for 1999 through 2001 and the
first three quarters of 2002 as a result of a reandit that would reduce net income by $431 million over
the four-year period. | |

(d) Owest. Qwest has been forced to restate aif of its financial statements for

1999 through 2001 - the entire length of its engagement with Andersen! Once again, this fraud took

place while Qwest was being audited by Andersen. Further, Qwest is now the subject of
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Congressional, SEC and Department of Justice investigations into its ancéunting manipulations.
Qwest's defense is that it relied on the advice of its accountants — Andersen. The falsity of Grwest's
financial reporting is clear. Notably, in 9/02, Qwest announced that its restatement would erase $950
million in revenue (later revised to $1.86 billion). The vast majority of this restated revenue was
. bocked in so-called "swap” transactions that Qwest never registered as revenue until it hired .
Andersen, Many of these swaps were made with another Andersen client, the now-defunct Global
Crossing (see below). Furthermore, in 8/01, Qwest was required by the SEC to amend its FY00
Report on Form 10-K to include a disclosure that its 2000 resuits had benefited from a pension credit
of $299 million, or $182 million after tax, in FYO), compared to a charge of $8 million in 1999 -
aghin, a transaction permitted by Andersen. On 7/20/01, Qwest admitted that its classification of
costs had been incorrect such that cost of sales had been overstated and Sales, General &
Administrative ("SG&A") expenses had been understated,

(e) ng_hﬂgmng Global Crossing, the banlaupt fiber-optic network operator,
once had a $38.9 billion mnrket value - but again, its stock value was Eased on false ﬁnancials
certified by Andersen. Global Crossing sought protection from creditors on 1/28/02 after amassing
$12 4 billion in debt. The SEC and the Federal Bureau of Investigation have bégan examining
Global Crossing's accounting — accounting approved by Andersen — after a former vice-president of
finance alleged that the company inflated revenue from leasing space on its lines while under-
reparting costs for buying space on rivals' networks — the very same "swap" transactions as Qwest.
When these bogus revenue figures were erased, Global Crossing was revealed to be a financisl
disaster and never would have been able to secure public funding of its operations had it told the
truth.

() Waste Managetnent. In 1998, Waste Management restated its 1992 through
1996 financial statements, which had been audited by Andersen's Houston office, revealing a
massive fraud that included the overstaternent of profits by as much as $1.7 billion. At the time, this
was the largest restatement of carnings in history, In 6/01, as & result of its egregious behavior
associated with its audits of .its Waste Management client, the SEC hit Andersen with the first anti-

fraud injunction in 20 years and the largest civil penaity ($7 million) in SEC history for an
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accounting firm. The SEC also required Andersen to gign a consent decree promising to refrain from
wrongdoing in the future, Andersen partner Goolsby signed that agreement. Andersen knew its
ongoing conduct with another client, Enron, violated the agreement when it was signed. As with
Enron, Andersen's willingness to keep quiet about fraudulent accounting to protect the huge fees it
earned played a significant role in Waste Management's ability to perpetrate one of the largest
accounting fravds in history. Andersen recognized Waste Management's "aggressive" accounting
as early as 1988, according to SEC documents, and by 1993, Andersen had documented that Waste
Management was a "high-risk cliﬁm" and that the client inflated profits by more than $100 million.
However, during the same time frame, Andersen was relentlessly marketing its consulting services
to the client, resulting in consulting fees more than double the size of the audit fees. Even when
Waste Management refused to fix the improper accounting practices recommended by Andersen in
prior years, Andersen caved in and continued to sign off on the company’s annuat audits. This went
on for the next three years. According to the SEC, those decisions were backed at the highest levels
a1 the same Andersen office that audited Household's financial statements. These decisions were
backed by Andersen's Practice Director, the firm's Managing Partner and the Audit Division Head
for the firm's national office in Chicago. Several parallels exist between the conduct of the Chicago
office of Andersen in Waste Managemenl, Enron and here. For example: Enron and Waste
Management were major Andersen clients that generated millions of dollars in fees each year.
Andersen's Chicago office participated in the audits of Waste Management, Enron and Houschold.

(g8) Sunbeam. In 5/01, the SEC filed an injunctive action against Andersen
partner Phillip E. Harlow, the former engagement partner on the Sunbeam account, for authorizing
the issuance of unqualified audit opinions on Sunbeam's 1996 and 1997 financial statements, even
though he was aware of many of the company's accounting improprieties and disclasure failures.
In 2001, Andersen paid 5110 million to settle shamholdm lawswits in connection with Sunbeam's
restatement of six quarters of financial results. Indeed, the SEC stated that Sunbeam's purported
turnaround was little more than accounting gimmicks, accomplished through the creation of
inappropriate “cookic-jar” reserves. In Sunbeam, as in Enron, Andersen's document destruction was

a common theme. In fact, an Andersen pariner testified that, months afier the restatements were
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announced and after shareholder Iawsuits'had been filed, the firm ordered its Fort Lauderdale
employces to dispose of any workpapers or correspondence that did not agree with the final

documentation of the Sunbeam restatement.

(h)  Baptist Foundation of Arjzona. In a suit filed by the Arizona Attorney
General, Andersen agread to pay investors $217 million to settle a svit in connection with the 1999 .

failure of the Baptist Foundation of Arizona ("Foundation"), where an ongoing Ponzi scheme wiped
out $590 million of the savings of investors, many of them retirees. The Arizona authorities brought
the action to revoke the licenses of three Andersen auditors. Jay Steven Ozer (*Ozer™), one of the
senior pariners on Andersen’s audits of the Foundation, audited Charles Keating's ("Keating")
Lincoln Savings & Loan, described below. Ozer agreed {o give up his Arizona accounting license.
Particularly egregious in the Foundation situation was the fact that outside CPAs and professionals
continued to wam Andersen for two years that they highly suspected fraudulent accounting at the
Foundation, yet Andersen completelyignored 'them. An accountant for the Foundation testified that,
more than two years before the bankrupicy, she met with Andersen and openly cxplained the nature
of the fraud. Subsequently, a Texas Baptist group became suspicious, called Andersen and told
Andersen about the suspected fraudulent accounting at the Foundation. Additionally, a sole
* practitioner CPA figured the fraud out in an afiemoon by conducting a simple search of public
records, revealing that the company used to engage in transactions with the Foundation had a
negative net worth of approximately $106 million and couldn't possibly make good on the debt to
the Foundation. Calls were made to the Andersen office involved here and stated, ""You must
- withdraw your unqualified opinion immediately. The company's effectively broke. Call me.™
| (i)  Colonial Realty Company. Inthe mid 1990, the State of Connecticut revoked
Andersen's license to practice after investigating Andersen's conduct in its audits surrounding the
collapse of Colonial Realty Company, a national real estate syndication firm. Central to the Colonial
Realty Company fraud was a Ponzi scheme that involved deliberate and grossly exaggerated
valuation of Colonial Realty Company properties. Andersen fumnished unqualified opinions
supporting Colonfal Realty Company's extravagant valuations and claims and agsisted in preparing

private placement memotanda in connection with the public offcrings that resulted in investors’
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sustaining sﬁbstantial losses. As with Enron, after conducting an extensive investigation,
Connecticut’s Attomney General concluded that Andersen employees destroyed incriminating
documents under the auspices of complying with Andersen's document retention policy.

i) Lincoln Savings/ACC. Andersen was also associated with this infamous fraud
perpetrated by Keating. In 1984 and 1985, Andersen impropetly issued "clean” or unqu#]iﬁed-audit
opinions on the ACC/Lincoln Savings financial statements. Those opinions were included in
ACC/Lincoln Savings SEC filings and helped Keating promote an illusion of prosperity that was
nsed to market notes to investors. Thus, Andersen participated in the Keating fraud that bilked
investots out of over $500 million, In 1992, Andersen paid $30 million to settls the securities fraud
action. Andersen, of course, did not learn a lesson from this cxpm‘ieﬁce, In fact, Ozer, an Andersen
partner and a member of the Andersen audit tearn on ACC/Lincoln Savings, went on to be a key
Andersen auditor on the aforementioned Foundation scandal,

181, Thesecases dc-monstme that for years Andersen has demonstrated a callous, reckless
disregard for its duty to investors and the public trust. Andersen's conduct throughout this period
displays an uncaring, calculated cost/benefit approach to ignoripg fraud and improper accounting in
its audit engagements. As the facts sbove indicate, Andersen remained, until the end, unrepentant,
choosing to fight these cases rather than actually rectify its improper behavior, In essence, Andersen
considered compromising its integrity and getting caught allying itself with management's interests
to be an ordinary and necessary cost of doing business.

D. ANDERSEN DISREGARDED MAJOR INDICATORS OF FINANCIAL
STATEMENT FRAUD AT HOUSEHOLD ("RED FLAGS")

Andersen Knew the Risk of Fraud Was Extremely High

182.  Andersen had direct knowledge of Houschold's improper accounting as alleged
herein. Andersen also knew that the risk of fraudulent financial reporting at Household was very
high. Indesigning and carrying out audit procedures, professional standards specifically require that
auditors assess the risk of material misstatement due to ﬁ'aud* To that end, Andersen, pursuant to
Statement of Auditing Standards ("SAS") No. 82 (AU §§316, 110), was required to assess the risk
of fraudulent financial statements at Household. Andersenhada "responsibility fo plan and perform
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the audit to obtain reasonable assnrance about whether the financial statements are free of matenial
misstatement, whether caused by error or fraud." AU §316 provides categories of fraud risk factors
that should be considered in making that assessment. Andersen knew that Household possessed
many of the risk factors delineated in AU §316.16-,18, including:

Risk factors relating to management's characteristics and influence aver the
control envirenment....

- A significant portion of management's compensation represented by bonuses,
stock options, or other incentives, the value of which is contingent upon the
entity achieving unduly aggressive largeis for operating results, financial
position, or cash flow. .

- An excessive interest by management in maintaining or increasing the entity’s
stock price or eamings trend through the use of unusually aggressive
accounting practices. ‘

- A practice by management of committing to analysts, creditors, and other
third partics to achieve what appear to be unduly aggressive or clearly
unrealistic forecasts,

£ £ %

- Management setting unduly aggressive financial targets and expectations for
operating personnel.

AU §316.17(a). _

183. Andersen knew that Household managc;xncﬁt had not only an "excessive interest” but
a highly unusual interest in maintaining the Company's stock price. Household executives recoived
multi-millions of dollars in bonuses from hitting & series of stock-price targets based on Household's
compensation practices, | |
| 184. Asdepicted in the following chart, Houschold experienced dramatic growth between
1997 and 2001. Note the following:

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Reported EPS $1.93 $2.30% $3.07 $3.55 $4.08

” 1998 EPS has been adjusted for a $118.5 million after-tax gain related to the sale of Beneficial
Corporation's Canadian operations and 8 $751 million after-tax charge related to the merger and integration
of Beneficial.
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Upon restaternent, the EPS was reduced as follows:

1997 1998 1999 2000 2001
Restated EBS $1.86 5221 $2.95 $3.40 3391

E. ANDERSEN KNEW HQUSEHOLD'S DISCLOSURES WERE FALSE

185, Inaccordance with GAAS, Andersen was required to consider whether Household's
disclosures accompanying its financial statements were adequate. SAS No. 32, as set forth in AU
§431.02-.03, states:

02  Thepresentation of financial statements in conformity with generally
accepled accounting ponciples includes adequate disclosure of material matters.

These matters ralate to the form, arrangement, and content of the financial statements

and their appended notes, including, for example, the terminology used, the amount

of detail given, the classification of items in the statements, and the bases of amounts

set forth. An independent auditor considers whether a particular matter should be

disclosed in light of the circumstances and facts of which he is aware at the time.

03  If management omits from the financial statements, including the
accompanying notes, information that is required by generally accepted accounting
principles, the anditor should express a qualified or an adverse opinion and should
provide the information in his report, if practicable, unless its omission from the
auditor's report is recognized as appropriate by a specific Statement on Auditing
Standards....

AU §431.02-.03, _

186. The required disclosures include those concerning Household's illegal predatory
lending practices and the impact its reaging practices had on Household's reported results. As
detailed herein, Household's disclosures with respect to its accounting practices were woefully
inadequate.

187.  Further, auditors are required to consider the effect of an illegal act on the financial
statements. If an auditor concludes that an illegal act has or is Jikely to have occurred, then the
auditor is required to evaluate the adequacy of disclosure in the financial statements of the potentia)
effects of the illegal act and should also consider if a loss contingency is required. AU §317.14-.15
states:

14  Theauditor should consider the effect of an illegal act on the amounts
presented in financial statements including contingent monetary effects, such as fines,
penalties and damages. Loss contingencies resulting from illegal acts that may be
required to be disclosed should be evaluated in the same manner as other loss
contingenciss. Examples of loss contingencies that may arise from an illegal act are:
threat of expropriation of assets, enforced discontinuance of operations in another
country, and litigation.
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.15 Theauditor should evaluate the adequacy of disclosure in the financial
statements of the potential effects of an illegal act on the entity's operations. If
material revenue or earnings are derived from transactions involving illegal acts, or
if illegal acts create significant unusual risks associated with malerial revenue or
earnings, such as loss of significant business relationship, that information should be
considered for disclosure.

F. ANDERSEN VIOLATED PROFESSIONAL STANDARDS
- 188. In addition to Andersen's improper departures from professional standards as
particularized sbove, Andersen also violated the following prefessional standards, among others.
189, Thebylawsof AICPA require that members adhere to the Principles and Rules of the
- Code of Professional Conduct ("ET"). Andersen violated those rules, including the following:

ET §53 — Article I - The Public Interest

Members sﬁauld accept the obligation te act in a way that will serve the
public interest, homor the public trust, and dem ons!rate commitment to
professionalism.
ET §102 — Integrity and Objectivity

.02  Knowing misrepresentations in the preparation of financial
statements or records. A member shall be considered to have knowingly
misrepresented facts in violation of rule 102 [ET §102.01] when he or she knowingly

a. Makes, or permits or directs another to make; materially false

and misleading entries in an entity’s financial statements or records shall be

considered to have knowingly misrepresented facts in violation of rule 102

[ET §102.01} ....
ET §501 ~ Acts Discreditable

.05 501.4 — Negligence in the preparation of financlal statements or
records. A member shall be considered to have committed an act discreditable to the
profession in violation of rule 501 {ET §501 01] when, by virtue of hig or her
negligence, such member —

a. Makes, or permits or directs another o make, materially false
and misleading entries in the financial statements or records of an entity; or

b, Fails (o correct an entity's financial statements that are
materially false and misleading when the member has the authority to record
an entry; or '

c Signs, or permits or directs another to sign, a document
containing materially false and misleading information.
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Additionally, AU §220 — Independence further states that:
01 The second general standard is;

In all matters relating to the assignment, an independence in mental attitude is to be
maintained by the auditor or auditors.

02  This standard requires that the auditor be independent; aside from

being in public practice (as distinct from being in private practice), he must be .

without bias with respect to the client since otherwise he would lack that impartiality

necessary for the dependability of his findings, however excellent his technical

proficiency may be. However, independence does not imply the attitude of a

prosecutor but rather a judicial impartiality that recognizes an obligation for faitness

not only to management and owners of a business but also to creditors and those who

may otherwise rely (in part, at least) upon the independent auditor's report, as in the

case of prospective owners or creditors.

190. Oneof Andersen's responsibilities as Household's independent auditor was to obtain
"[s]ufficient competent evidential matter .. to afford a reagonable basis for an opinion regarding the
financial statements under audit” as to "the fairness with which they present, in ail material respects,
financial position, results of operations, and its cash flows in conformity with generally accepted
accounting principles." AU §§150.02, 110.0). In viclation of GAAS, and contrary to the
representations in its report on Household's financial statements, Andersen did not obtain sufficient,
competent evidential matter to support Houschold's assertions regarding its income, assets, debt and
shareholders' equity for FY97, FY98, FY99, FY01 and FY0Ol. Moreover, Andersen deliberately
ignored information indicating that Household's financial statements did not “present fairly” the
Company’s financial position.

191. Due to Andersen's false statements, knowledge of the improper accounting, failure
to identify and modify its reports to identify Household's false financial reporting, and lack of
independence, Andersen violated the following GAAS standards:

{a)  The first peneral standard is that the audit should be performed by persons
having adequate technical training and proficiency as auditors.

(b)  The second general standard is that the auditors should maintain an
independence ia mental attitude io all matters relating to the engagement.

(c)  The third general standard is that due professional care is to be exercised in

the performance of the audit and preparation of the report.

- 69 -



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 74 of 158 PagelD #:543

(d)  The first standard of field work is that the audit is (o be adequately planned
and that assistants should be properly supervised.

(e) The second standard of field work is that the auditor should obtain a sufficient
understanding of interna! controls so as to plan the audit and determine the nature, timing and extent
of tests to be performed. -

(f) The third standard of field work iz that sufficient, competent, evidential matter
15 to be obtained to afford a reasanable basis for an opinion on the financial statements under audit.

(g}  The first standard of reporting is that the report state whether the financial
staterments are presented in accordance with GAAP.

(k)  The second standard of reporting is that the report shall identify circumstances
in which GAAP has not been cbnsistently observed.

(i)  Thethird standard of reporting is that informative disclosures are regarded as
' reasonably adequate unless otherwise stated in the report.

)] The fourth standard of reporting is that the report shall contain an expression
of opinion or the reasons why an opinion cannot be expressed.

IX. FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS
DURING THE CLASS PERIOD

A. DEFENDANTS' FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS DURING 1997
192.  On16/23/97, Household announced 3Q97 financial results in a press release entitled
*Houschold Reporis All-Time Record Results,” which stated;"

Household Intemnational today reported record net income of $187.2 million for the
third quarter, up 34 percent from $139.9 million for the year-ago quarter. Eamings
per share rose 23 percent to a quarterly record of $1.70, compared with $1.38 a year
earlier.

* = L

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said
"We are pleased to announce another record quarter. Caontributing to our good resnlts
were wider margins, higher average managed receivables, and 2 continued focus on
efficiency, which more than offset the impact of higher credit losses.”

“ The financial results and per-share amounts until 6/07/98 included herein are not adjusted for the
3:1 split that occurred on 6/01/98, ‘
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193.  On10/24/97, these financial results and management's discussion of the results were

repeated to the market in analysts’ reports. In addition to artificially inflating the price of Household
shares, defendants’ false statements also had the effect of misleading analysts who relied on these

misleading representations in issuing very positive reports and advising investors to purchase shares

of Household, as follows: .

Joel Gomberg (William Blair & Co.) Report of 10/24/97

Household reported third-quarter EPS of $1.70 ... and $0.02 better than our $1.68
estimate and that of consensus. Household continues to defiver on its commitment
for 20%-plus EPS growth. Eamings per share were better than expected due to
expense comtrols; however, internally generated loan growth was disappointing
during the quarter....

HI is growing at a rate in excess of 20%, yet trades at a 1998 P/E multiple that
represents a relative discount to its peer group and a 25%-plus discount to our long-
term growth rate. Foremost, we are attracted to this experienced senior management
team and its disciplined strategy to focus on a few high-margin businesses, to be a
leader in cost-management, skill at executing acquisitions, and conservative income
recognition and balance sheet management.... ‘

* L x

Management conveyed a more positive tone with respect to credit quality.... We
anticipate that the company's credit losses will remain lower than industry averages,
due to its co-branding strategy in the credit card arca and high percentage of
consumer finance recetvables backed by residential real estate. Lastly, Household's
significant loan-loss provigion levels during the past couple years have provided

. loan-loss reserve coverage well above peer levels and management earnings
flexibility in 1998. :

oW R

Profitability is strong because the typical HFC customer will pay a higher price for
personal service and is more sensitive to the payment amount than interest rate.
Management also has instilled a very sales-orented culture, supported by an
aggressive incentive compensation structure. _

194.  On 11/13/97, Household filed with the SEC its 3Q97 Report on Form 10-Q, signed

by defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the false financial results and other false
fepmsentaﬁons as were made in the 10/23/97 corporate release, the 3Q97 Report on Form 10-() also
stated that the unaudited financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included,
"[i]n the opinion of management, all adjustments {consisting of normal recurting accruals)

considered necessary for a fair presentation.” The 3Q97 Report on Form 10-Q was signed by

defendant Schoenholz.
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195.  On 12/08/97, defendant Aldinger visited the offices of William Blair & Co., after
which analyst Joel Gomberg issued a very positive report on Household the next day, reiterating his
long-term Buy rating on the stock, The report stated, in part, that:

The meeting [with Aldinger] reinforced our positive view of Houschold.

x & W .

Bill Aldinger is confident that the company will deliver on its commitment

of 20% or better EPS growth in 1998. We are maintaining our 1998 EPS estimate

of $7.95, up 22% from our 1997 EPS estimate of $6.50. Weexpect 1998 to represent

the seventh consecutive year of 20%-plus EPS growth.... Investors are likely to focus

- oninternally generated loat growth during the next few quariers. Loan growth Is the

key that drives revenue and earnings growth over the long term and represenis a

catalyst to drive the stock higher, _ ‘

196,  The statements made by defendants in §§192-195 above were each materially false
and misleading when made. As set forth in P1-1585, the true facts, which were then known to or
recklessly disregarded by defendanis, based on their review of Household's internal operating data,
were:

(a)  Defendants were engaged in a widespread and congsistent pattern of improper
and illegal predatory lending practices, which inctuded, among other things:

{i} Misrepresenting the interest rates and savings associated with loans
by providing deceptive and nonconfortning loan documents to borrowers that were designed to
obscure actual loan amounts and interest rates (§955-60);

(ii) Failing to disclose "discount points" that were nothing more than
stacked fees and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (§]61-67);

(iii) Concealing the existence of prepayment penalties (§]68-70);

{iv)  Using such practices as fraud and forgery to sell ancillary products,
such as life, disability and other types of credit insurance (§171-74); and

) Ilegally "up-selling” second loans with exorbitant interest rates (7§75-
82).

(®)  As set forth in 7Y51-106, defendants were engaged in a sophisticated and
fraudulent predatory lending scheme.
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(€)  Asset forth in §§107-133, defendants improperly engaged in the practice of
"reaging” or "restructuring” delinquent loans to make them cument if the customer made one
minimum monthly payment, such that the missed payments were added to the back end of the loan.

Although defendants characterized "reaging” 2s a customer service, in fact, the Company used it to:

() " Manipulate its reported delinquency ratios and delay or prevent charge-
offs (J1107-133);
(i) - Cross-sell or up-selt additional loans or lines of credit (Y§107-116);
and
(iii) Convert customers' unsecured loansinto Joans secured by their homes

or cars without disclosing this information to them (§116). In addition, as detailed in 1Y111-114 and
121, defendants designed the Vision system to automatically reage delinquent accounts when the
computer received only a partial payment without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.

(@)  The Officer Defendants designed the predatory lending practices and reaging
of delinquent accounts, allowing the Company to:

()] Understate its true levels of delinquencies, such that any financial
metrics that were dependent upon delinquencies or defaults and important to investors as a measure
of Household's health, including credit loss reserves, were also materially false and misleading
b 125-133);

(if) Under-report non-performing assets and misreport credit quality
{F1125-133);
) (i) Consistently report lower loan loss reserves by improperly lowering
- defaults and prepayments (§§102-106 and 125-133);
| (iv) Recognize interest income that should not have been accrued in
accordance with the Company's own lending practices and policies (11102-106, 125-133 and 154-
155); and
{v) Artificially inflate reported revenues and EPS throughout the Class
Period (14102-106 and 125-155).
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(&  Asset forth in §134-155, throughout the Class Period, defendants engaged
in improper accounting for Household's credit card co-branding, affinity and third-party marketing
agreements, cawsing Household to overstate its finance income, securitization income and fee income
and misstate certain of its expenses, resulting in an overstatement of net income.

0 In addition to the false and materially misleading financial data, the
Company's SEC filings also concealed the true risks of investing in Household, including the risk
of investing in a company that was not reporting its financial results in conformity with GAAP,
which disclosures were wholly ineffective and inappropriate and did not alert investors o the true
risks of investing in Household securities. .

()  Household and the Officer Defendants had no basis fo, and did not in fact,
believe Aldinger's forecasts of 20+% growth in EPS in FY98 and FY99 because. they were
impossible to achieve in light of §4(a)-(f) above.

B. DEFENDANTS' FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS DURING 19938
197. On 1/21/98, Household announced its FY97 results in a press release cntitled
"Household EPS Grows More than 20% for 6th Consecutive Quarter” that stated, in part:

Household International today reported all-time record net income and earnings per
share for the fourth quarter and year ended December 31, 1997. Full-year earnings
pqli]sharc_ of $6.50 rose 22 percent and net income increased 27 percent to $686.6
minon.

Quarterly earnings per share totaled $1.28, a 22 percent increase from $1.62 for the
fourth quarter of 1996, on a greater number of average shares outstanding. Net
income rose 33 percent to an all-time quarterly record of $217.6 million, compared
with $163.6 million a year earlier. :

William F. Aldinger, Houschold's chairman and chief executive officer, said,
"Houschold achieved another year of eamings per share growth in excess of 20
percent — the sixth consecutive year that we've done so. We grew revenues 18
percent and kept expenscs cssentially flat. We absorbed increased chargeoffs
consistent with industry-wide trends and further strengthened our credit loss reserves.
We also improved our return on managed assets. Qur return on equity excecded 18
pcrci:int, even though we significantly increased our capital levels. Overall, it was a
terrific year."

Mr. Aldinger added, "1997 was not only a record year, it was a year of investing in
the long-term growth of our company, We acquired the consumer finance business
of Transamerica Corporation and ACC Consumer Finance, anindustry leader in non-
priig% guto finance. We expect both acquisitions to contribute to another record year
In ‘“

-74.

)



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 79 of 158 PagelD #:548

198,

The Officer Defendants' false statements also had the effect of misleading analysts

who relied on these representations in issuing very positive reporis and advising investors to

purchase shares of Household, as follows;

Jennifer Scutti {(Prudential Securities) Repart of 2/18/98

Based on improving efficiency ratio ievels, manageable crediv quality, expanding -
margins, and stable portfolio growth, we believe that Household International is
positioned to consistently generate earnings growth in the 18%-20% range over the
next two years.

L] ] L

[Clross-selling of other Household products has helped to keep the "chum" rate on
loans low. The company, however, intends to include J)repamnent penaltics
increasingly on current and future loan originations. In addition to helping keep
prepayments low, cross-selling has also supported portfolio growth for the company
as 40% of Household Finance Corp.'s home equity borrowers are private-label
cardholders, while 30% are bankcar:F CUSIOMETs.

The company has maintained a conscrvative posture as it has grown the business
slowly and deliberately while managing costs carefufly....

¥ % #%

Broad funding strategy offers flexibility and supports growth. The company
has maintained a broad funding strategy, utilizing secuntizations, commercial peper,
and medium- and long-term debt. Currently, 40% of funding is due to securitization
activity, which we believe could fall to 35% over the next few quarters.

199,  On 3/13/98, the Company, throngh its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be declared

effective a registration staterment on Form $-3, registering for sale $3 billion of debt securities.

200.

On 3/30/98, Household filed with the SEC its FY97 Report on Form 10-K, signed

by defendants Aldfnger and Schoenholz, as well as the Director Defendants. In addition to

reiterating the same false representations as were made in the 1/21/98 corporate release, the FY97

Report on Form 10-K also stated that the Company’s financial statements met the requirements of

Regulation 3-X and incorporated by reference information specified by Itém 302 of Regulation 5-K.

that:

201.  Withrespect to its loan delinquencies and charge-off policies, defendants represented

Our focus Is to continie using risk-based pricing and effective collection efforts
Jor each loan. We have a process that gives us a reasonable basiz for predicting the
asset quality of new accounts. This process is based on our experience with
numerous marketing, credit and risk management tests. We also believe that our
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frequent and early contact with delinquent customers is helpful in managing net
credit Josses.

202. Additionally, Andersen issued a "clean" audit opinion on 1/21/98, which was
incorporated by reference into the Report on Form 10-K. Andersen stated that it had audited
Houschold's financial statements and Schedule 14(d) for FY97 in accordance with GAAS and opined
that they "fairly state[) in all material respects the financial data required to be set forth therein in
relation to the basic financizl statements taken as a whole."

203.. On4/3/98, defendants Aldinger and Gilmer hosted the Company's annuzl Financial
Relations Conference for analysts and investors. Immediately after this conference, scveral analysts
issued very positive reports and encouraged investors to purchase shares of Household as follows:

Joe)l Gomberg (Willinm Blair & Co.) Report of 4/6/98

Management conveyed a positive tone ....

Management reiterated its profitability and growth targets. Bill Aldinger,
chairman and CEQ, is confident that the company will deliver on its commitment of
20% or better BPS growth in 1998 (its seventh consecutive year of 20%-plus earnings
growth). Management also reaffirmed several long-tetm mcm targets....

Household appears on track to meet or exceed first-quarter estimates. Our
first-quarter EPS estimate is §1. 50, compared with §1.30 a year ago.

We reaffirn our Long-term Buy recommendation. Management has a very
disciplined strategy to focus on a few high-margin businesses, be the low-cost
provider, and out execute the competition....

D. Hochstim (Bear Stearns) Repnrt of 4/06/98

Gary Gilmer who is now the senior executive in charge of HFC presented a
review of the business, HFC conlinues to seek to generate loan growth by
1) increasing its new originations and 2) reducing payoffs. In addition to growth,
there is also a focus on maintaining credit guality, To increase growth, the company
plans to target its marketing efforts and rcgne its compensation system to encourage
the origination of more real estate secured loans. There has also been an increased
emphasis on selling real estate secured loans to existing unsecured customers (private
label and personal unsecured) in an effort to increase the proportion of real estate
secured lending.... The company plans to increase its otiginations of PHLs (personal

: ho;}w loans) which are underwntten as unsecured loans but have some real estate as
collateral,

* * *

A range of initiatives — increased customer contact, increased manual underwriting,
and further refinements of loss prediction and account management tools ...
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204.  On 4/23/98, Houschold announced its 1Q98 financial results in a press release
entitled, "Household Intemational Reports First Quarter Net Income Up 30%, to a Record $170
Million," which stated, in part, that:

Household International today reported first guarter net income rose 30 percent to

arecord $170.3 milllon, compared with $131.5 million for the first quarter of 1997,

Edarnings per share increased 18.5 percent to a record $1.54 from $1.30 ayear ago. .

William F. Aldinger, Houschold's chairman and chief financial officer, said, “Our

first quarter results reflect improving fundamentals in our two largest businesses,

The strong growth in earnings was driven by an expanded net interest margin, higher

receivables and improved efficiency...."

205. The Officer Defendants' false statements regarding the Company’s better-than-
expected, "record” financial results also had the effect of misleading analysts, who relied on these
representations in issving very positive reports and advising investors to purchasge shares of
Household, as follows;

Joel Gomberg (Willism Blair & Co.) Report of 4/23/98

Household reported first-quarter eamings per diluted share of $1.54 _.. $0.04
better than our $1.50 estimate, and $0.02 above the Street consensus of $1.52.

* * »®

The company is optimistic about credit card growth in 1998, with plans to increase
its marketing budget significantly.

" x %
Management conveyed a positive tone with respect to credit quality.

206.  On 5/12/98, Houschold filed with the SEC its 1Q98 Report on Form 10-Q, signed by
defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were made in the
4/23/98 corporate release, the 1Q98 Report on Form 10-Q} also stated, in part, that the unaudited
quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of
management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a
fair presentation.”

207, On 6/30/98, Household acquired Beneficial in a stock-swap deal valued at over $8

billion. Household issued over 168 million shares of common stack,
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208. On or zbout 7/20/98, the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be
declared effective, a registration statement on Form S-3, registering for sale $5 billion of debt
securities.

209. On 7/22/98, Household announced 2Q98 results in a press rclease entitied,
"Household International Reports Second Quarter Income of $249.4 Million and Eamnings Per Share R
of $.49, Before Merger Charge,” which stated:"

Household International today reported second quarter income of $249.4 million and

earnings per share of $.49, for the combined operations of Household and Beneficial

Corporation before costs related to the merger, completed on June 30, 1998, and

related integration.... Including the $1 billion pretax merger charge. Household

incurred a loss for the quarter of $501.6 million, or $1.03 per share, Net income for

the second quarter of 1997 was $238.6 million, and earnings per share were $.50.

Before giving effect to the merger, Household's earnings per share would

have been a second quarter of $.61, a 24 percent increase over the year-ago quarter.

Beneficial's eamings per share would have been $.81 for the second quarter of 1998,

compared to $1.61 a year ago, which included $.59 of securitization and other

nonrecurring gains.
William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said

... "I am really excited about the company's prospects. The Beneficial acquisition

strengthens many of our key businesses, providés significant opportunities to

improve efficiency and gives us a platform for additional revenue growth.”

210. Based on these purported positive results, shares of Household traded to over $51.62
per share, before closing at $51.25 per share that day. In addition, many analysts covering the stock
issued or reiterated "Buy” recommendations on shares of Household.

211.  On ar about 8/03/98, the Company, throngh its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be
declared effective, a registration statement on Form 5-3, registering for sale $3 billion of debt
SeCUrities.

212.  On 8/14/98, Household filed with the SEC, its 2Q98 Report on Form 10-Q, signed
by defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were made in
the 7/22/98 corporate release, the 2Q98 Report on Form 10-Q also stated, in part, that the unaudited

quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of

i*  Since the Beneficial merger was accounted for as a pooling of interests, all prior and current period

information reflect the combined compani¢s' results. In addition, EPS data have been restated to reflect
Household's three-for-one common stock split effective 6/01/98.
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management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a

fair presentation.”

213

On 9/2/98, BT Alex. Brown Incorporated ("BT Alex. Brown™) hosted a conference

call with defendant Schoenholz and industry analysts, after which they also issued very positive

reports and encouraged investors to purchase shares of the Company, stating: .

Mark Alpert (BT Alex. Brown) Report of 9/2/98

Maintain "si:rnng buy" investment rating, with target price of $65, or 20x our 1999
EPS estimate fat $3.25].

x O  *

As a result of expected synergics from the merger, the Company recently
endorsed 20% EPS growth for 1999 and 2000 and set a 17% growth targetin 2001....

We are maintaining our EPS estimates of $2.27 i 1998 and $3.25 in 1999
(fully pooled). Our target price remains 365 (on & 12-inonth honzon) or 20x our
1999 EPS estimate.... , ‘

L L] *

Loan Growth ... is ru:min% about 10-12%, and while retention is an issue
(prepayments), it's less of a problem than earlier (helped by the problems of the
monoling competitors)....

214. On 10/22/98, Household announced 3Q98 results in a press release entitled,

Household International today reported ner income rose 20 percent to a third-
guarter record of $318.0 milllon, compared with $264,7 million for the third quarter
of 1997. Earnings per share increased 19 percent to a third-quarter record of §.63
from $.53 a year ago.

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said, "COur
tight focus on our core markets, our conservative capilal base and our disciplined
approach to funding and liguidity management enabled Household to achieve
record earnings for the quarter.

Commenting on Household's results for the quarter, Mr, Aldinger added, *The
company’s operating results were solid with 6 percent annualized receivable growth,

margin expansion and improving efficiency. Credit quality was within expectations

and reserve coverage remains conservative."

*Household International Reports Record Third Quarter Results,” which stated, in part, that:

215.

Onor about 11/13/98, Household filed with the SEC, its 3Q98 Reporton Form 10-Q),

signed by defendant Schoenholz, In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were
made in the 10/22/98 corporate release, the 3Q98 Repart on Form 10-Q also stated, in part, that the
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unaudited quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAF and included, "in the
opinion of management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recuiring accruals) considered
necessary for a fair presentation.™

216,  On 12/15/98, afier meeting with management of the Company, BT Alex. Brown
analyst Mark Alpert issued 2 "Strong Buy" recommendation on shares of Houschold and stated that
recent weakness in the Company's shares appeared "unwarranted.” Notwithstanding that stocks in
the banking and subprime lending industry were trading lower, the BT Alex. Brown report entitled
"Visit With Management In Chicago Convinces Us That The Story Is Sound" stated, in part, that:

Stock price weakness appears unwarranted, in our view. All businesses with the

exception of U.S. Visa and MasterCards are performing well and generally producing
ROEs of at least 20%.

¥ W m

Balance sheet is very strong (capital and reserves), in our opinion.

* * "

We believe stock is very undervalued, We reiterate our $53 target price (12 month
horizon) and "strong buy” investment rating on the ghares.

L L] *

Houschold is reducing its usage of securitizations to alleviate accounting concerns

(gain on sale). Securilizations are about 30% of receivables, down from a past target

of 35%-40%. The Company hasn't securitized a home equity loan in 2 years.

217. The statements made by defendants in §{197-216 above were each materially false
and misleading when made. As set forth in 141-155, the tme facts, which were then known to or
recklessly disregarded by defendants, based on their review of Houschold's internal operating data,
including information provided to them by Household's Vision system, were:

(a)  Defendants were engaged in a widespread and consistent pattern of improper
and illegal predatory lending practices, which included, among other things:
(1) | Misrepmsanting the interest rates and savings associated with loans
by providing deceptive and nonconforming loan documents to borrowers that were designed to
obscure actual loan amounts and interest rates (§§55-60);
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(ii) Failing to disclose "discount points” that were nothing more than

stacked fees and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (§961-67);

(iit) Concealing the existence of prepayment penalties (J768-70);

{iv) Using such practices as fraud and forgery to sell ancillary products,
such as life, disability and other types of credit insurance (§§71-74); and -

(v) Illegalty "up-selling" second loans with exorbitant interest rates (Y4735~

82).
(b) . As set forth in §{51-106, defendants were engaged in a sophisticated and
fraudulent predatory lending scheme.
| (c)  As set forth in §J107-133, defendants improperly engaged in the practice of
"reaging” or "restmcturing” delinquent loans to make them current if the customer made one
minimum monthly payment, such that the missed payments were added to the back end of the loan.

Although defendants characterized “reaging" as a customer service, in fact, the Company used it to:

)] Manipulate its reported delinquency ratios and delay or prevent charge-
offs (Y§107-133);
{ii) Cross-sell or up-sell additional loans or lines of credit (1§107-1 16);
and |
(iii) Convert customers' unsecured loans into loans secured by their homes

or cars without disclosing this information to them (§116), In addition, as detailed in§§111-114 and
121, defendants designed the Vision system to automatically reage delinquent accounts when the
computer received only a partial payment without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.
{(d)  TheOfficer Defendants designed the predatory lending practices and reaging

of delinquent accounts, allowing the Company to:
(i). Understate its true levels of delinquencies, such that any financial
metrics that were dependent upon delinquencies or defaults and important to investors as a measure
of Household's health, including credit loss reserves, were also materially false and misleading

(T1125-133);
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(i) Under-report nun-perforﬁing assets and misreport credit quality
(T1125-133);

iy ~  Consistently report lower loan loss reserves by improperly Jowering
defaults and prepayments (§§102-106 and 125-133);

(iv) Recognize interest income that should not have bwﬁ accrued in
accordance with the Company's own lending practices and policies (1102-106, 125-133 and 154-
155); and

v) Artificially infiate reported revenues and EPS throughout the Class
Period (1102-106 and 125-155).

{g&)  Asset forth in §Y134-155, throughout the Class Period, defendants engaged
in improper accounting for Household's credit card co-branding, affinity and third-party marketing
agreements, causing Houschold to overstate its finance income, securitization income and fee income
and migstate certain of its expenées, resulting in an overstatement of net income. Dug to defendants'
improper accounting, the Company was forced to restate earnings for an eight-year period from 1994
through 2Q02. As set forth in ${134-155, defendants have admitted that Huuschold‘s results for

FY97 were materially false and misleading and have restated these results as follows:

DILUTED EPS ‘
As Reported Bestated Difference
FY97 $1.03 $1.86 <3$0.07>

{H In addition to the false and materially misleading financial data, the
Company's SEC filings also contained inadequate risk disclosures that did not disclose the true risks
of investing in Household — specifically, the risk of investing in a company that was not reporting
its financial results in confﬁrmity with GAAP, In addition, and as & result thereof, the purported risk
disclosures were wholly ineffective and inappropriate and did not alert investors to the true risks of

investing in Household securities.
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C.

DEFENDANTS' FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS DURING 1999

218.  On 1/20/99, Household issued a press release entitled, "Houschold International

Reports Q4 and Full Year Resulis,”" which stated, in part, that:

Household International today announced that it achieved record net income and
earnings per share for the fourth quarter ended December 31, 1998. Net income
of S.Hﬁ million was up 71 percent from $204.8 million recorded in 0497, and .
reported EPS of §.71 was up 73 percent from §.41 reported in 0497,

* * »

Receivables of the company's core consumer finance businesses, other than bankcard,
grew 12 percent from a year ago ard three parcent sequentially,

£ * #

The company's managed net interest margin widened to 8.03 percent, up from 7.92
percent in the prior quarter and 7.80 percent a year apo. The sequential quarter and
year-over-year improvement resulted from higher yields on unsecured products and
lower funding costs, partially offset by the effect of a shift in mix toward sccured
products. ' '

219. Based on these purported positive results, shares of Household rallied, climbing

almost $3.00 per share, to close trading at $44.50 per share, on heavy trading volume of 3.4 million |

shares,

220, On 1/26/99, Houschold senior management held a meeting with anélyst Warburg

Dillon Read, who met with each of the Company's business line managers. Based on representations

at this meeting, analyst Thomas Hanley issued a positive report that stated, in part:

Thomas Hanley (Warburg Dillon Read) Report of 1/27/99

[Tlhe outlook for prowth looks strong. The consumer finance operation is doing
better than anticipated ....

* * *

At the meeting, senior management outlined their financial objectives for

effective, a registration statement on Form $-3, registering for sale $6.05 billion of debt securities.

1999, including eamings per share of $3,00-$3.10, a return on managed assets of
1.70%-1.90%, a return on common equity of 20%-22%, an efficiency ratio of 35%,
and core receivable growth of 8%-10%. We believe these goals are quite achievable.

221, On 2/16/99, the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be declared
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222. The materially false and misleading statements issued by defendanis had their
intended effsct, and, on 3/09/99, Duff & Phelps Credit Rating Co. reaffirmed all credit ratings for
Household and its subsidiaries, publishing a press release that stated, in part:

The reaffirmation is based upon the expectation that Household's capital measures

will be maintained in the targeted range, particularly tangible equity-to-tangible

managed assets (TEMA) of 7 to 7.25 percent and managed debt-to-tangible equity

(leverage) of 12.5 to 14 times. Household’s TEMA. and leverage ratios are currently

at the lower end and higher end, respectively, of its peers. Positively, rocent shifts in

the receivables portfolio to less risky assets such as real estate-secured loans and 2
reduction in higher-risk credit card receivables, are supportive of the current capital

targets....

The renewed focus on higher-risk customers should bring higher yields, but greater

risk, to the managed portfolio. Partially offsetting this higher risk 1s the

aforementioned shift in asset mix towards lower-risk real estate-secured product.

Given the continuing competitive environment and the focus on Righer-risk

customers, it Is Important that Household accurately identify and price for risk in

the origination process. ‘

223,  The following day, 3/10/99, The Wall Street Journal ruported that Household had
announced its institution of a repurchase of $2 billion worth of shares, whereby defendants would
cause the Company 1o repurchase up to 10% of Household's outstanding shares. According to The
Wall Street Journal, defendant Aldinger stated that the reason for the share repurchase was that
shares of the Company were "undervalued.”

224. Following the publication of these rcleases on 3/9/99 and 3/10/99, sharcs of
Household rallied over $4.00 per share, to close trading above $45.81 per share, on heavy trading
volume of 3.5 million shares traded on 3/10/99.

225, On3/30/99, Household filed with the SEC its FY99 Report on Form 10-K, signed
by Aldinger, Schoenholz and the Director Defendants. In addition to reiterating the same false
representations as were made in the 1/20/99 corporate release, the FY99 Report on Form 10-K also
stated that the Company's financial statements met the requirements of Rng:ulhtion 5.X and
incorporated by reference information specified by Item 302 of Regulation 5-K.

226. Withrespect o itsloan delinquencies and charge-off policies, defendants represented |

Our focus is te continue using risk-based pricing and effective collection efforts
for each loan. We have a process that gives us a reasonable bagis for predicting the
asset quality of new accounts. This process is based on our experience with
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numerons marketing, credit and risk management tests. We also believe that our

nent and early contact with delinguent customers is helpful in managing net

credit losses.

227.  Andersen issued a "clean” audit opinion on 1/20/99, incorporated by reference in the
Repoit on Form 10-K. Andersen stated that it had audited Household's financial statements and
Schedule 14(d5 for FY98 in accordance with GAAS and opined that they "fairly state[} in all material
respects the financial data required to be set forth therein in relation to the basic financial statements
taken as a whole."

228.  Inlate 2/99 and early 4/99, Aldinger and other senior management participated in a
series of conferences and one-on-one analyst meetings, during which defendants again reassured
analysts about the strength of Household's business. After these meetings, analysts issued reports
stating:

Mark Alpert (BT Alex. Brown) Report of 3/30/99

Focus is on top line revenue growth (est, 10%-12% in 1999) and consistent long-term
earnings growth of at least 15%, in our opinion.

¥ % %
Qur Iar%et price is $55 or approximately 15x our 2000 estimate (on a 12-18 month
horizon). We reiterate our "strong buy" rating.

» » L

Management remains comfortable with consensus EPS estimates for 1099 (30.62),
full year 1999 (in a range of $3.00-$3.10), and full year 2000 (growth of about 16%).

* * *

There is a new emphasis on cross-selling. For example, Household has begun to
offer "preapproved” credit cards to new home equityborrowers, and has expenenced
a 70% acceptance rate in tests, at an acquisition cost of only $25 per account (about
1/4 the industry average). In addition, it booked $40 million in home equity loans in
February by cross-iarketing to existing credit card holders. The goal 18 to increase
the estimated 12% "wallet share"” the Company holds on average of its 40 million
customers (home equity, auto, credit cards, and unsecured loans). Every 1% point
increase would translate into about $5 billion of receivables growth.

229, On 4/22/99, Household announced 1Q99 results in a press release entitled,
"Household International Reports Record First Quarter Results,” which stated:

Household International today reported record first quarter operating income and
operating earnings per share. Net operating income rose 34 percent to $320.8
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million, compared with net operating income of $239.3 million a year ago. Eamings
per share increased 38 percent to $.65 from operating EPS of $.47 a year ago....

+ ¥ =

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chiefexecutive officer, said, "Strong
joan growth in our consumer finance business, improved efficiency and higher
income from our tax refund loan business led to the strongest first quarter in our 120
year history.... We have great momentum in this business."

» * »*

Aldinger continued, "1999 is off to a very good start and we are on track to meetour
eamings and growth targets.”

230. Following the publication of the release of purported record-breaking 1099 results,
Household traded above §51.00 per share. In addition, also helping to sustain the artificial inflation
in Household shares was a report by ABN AMRO, also published on 4/22/99, which proclaimed
Household the brokerage house's "top pick” and gave the Company's shares a near-term price tafget
of $65.00 pcr share. Prudential Securities also issued a "strong buy” rating on shares of Household
with a $§62.00 near-term price target, raised from the prior target .of $56.00 per share.

231.  On5/13/99, Household filed with the SEC its 1Q99 Report on Form 10-Q, signed by
defendant Schoenholz; In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were made in the
4/22/99 corporate release, the 1Q99 Report on Form 10-0) also stated, in part, that the unaudited
guarterly financia) results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of
managcmént, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary fo r a
- fair presentation."

232.  On7/1/99,the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be declared effective
a registration statement on Form S-3, registering for sale $7.5 billion of debt securities,

233, On 7422199, Household announced 2099 resulls in a press relcase cntitled,
“Houschold International Reports Record Second Quarter Results,” which stated; in part, that:

Household International today reported that second quarter net income rose 31

percent to a record $326.9 million, compared with operating net income of 52494

million a year ago. Earnings per share increased 37 percent to a record 5.67,

compared with operating EPS of $.49 a year ago. Cash basis EPS for the quarter
rose 28 percent.

-R6-



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 91 of 158 PagelD #:560

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said, "Our
results, a second quarter record, highlight the growth and improved profitability of
our consumer finance businesses....”

Aldinger continued, "Business fandamentals are strong and reflect the positive trends
we have scen since late last year, Our net interest margin percentage expanded
substantially, credit quality improved and costs remained well under control.
Receivable growth was stsong in the consumer finance business. We have excellent
‘momentum,”

Aldinger added, "Growth in the HFC and Beneficial consumer finance branch
business continues to improve and alzo gives us an excellent ilatfonn from which to
cross-sell many of our other products. Our 1,400 branches and 7,000 branch
employees give us a real advantage as we focus on satisfying more of our custormners’
credit needs."”

234. Following the publication of the release of purported record-breaking 1Q99 results,

shares of Household traded above $51.00 per share. In addition, also helping to sustain the arfificial
inflation in Household shares was a report by Prudential Securities, on 7/23/99, which reiterated its

"strong buy” rating on shares of the Company and its $62.00 ncar-term share price target; and a

report by Warburg Dillon Read reiterating a "Buy,” stating, in part:

Thomas H. Hanley (Warburg Dillon Read) Report of 7/22/99

Hl appears to be firing on all cylinders. The ROE improved t¢ 20.9% and the ROMA
increased to 1.78%. We find no fundamental reason the stock should trade at a
discount to its peers and we reiterate our Buy.

= * 4
* Credit quality improved for the second consecutive quarter.
* * *

Overall, given the strong showing in the branches, we are very comfortable
with management's target of 10% core receivable growth in 1999.... Consequently,
we rematn comfortable with our EPS estimates of $3.05 in 1999 and $3.60 in 2000.

235.  On 8/16/99, Household filed with the SEC its 2Q99 Report on Form 10-Q, signed by

defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were made in the
7722499 corporate release, the 2099 Report on Form 10-Q also stated, in part, that the unaudited
quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of

management, all adjustments {consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a

fair presentation.”
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236, Inlate 9/99 and early 10/9%, Household participated in a series of conferences and

one-on-one analyst meetings at Company headquarters, during which defendants again reassured
them about the strength of the Company's business. After these me.eti:igs analysts reported, in part,

as follows:

Mark Alpert (Deutsche Banc Alex. Brown) Report of 9/30/99

[TThe fandamental businesses positioned the best they've been in several years
while the company's relative P/E ratio is at its lowest level since fall 1994,

» * L]

Household's stock price has been adversely affected (as have most financial stocks)
by the negative sentiment stemming from nising interest rates. Nonetheless, business
remaing as strong, if not stronger, it has been in some time. Branch loan growth
appears to be running in the 12%-15% range, aided by the Beneficial integration, the
demise of securitizers, and the success of a new technology platform, VISION.

* ¥ ok
We are maintaining our 1999 and 2000 EPS estimates of $3.07 nad $3.35,

mﬁ;rcly.... Our target price is 15x our 2000 EPS estimate, or $53 (on a 12-month
horizon).

* ] ]
Household's credit quality picture is actually improving. Home equity loans, which

are securcd by property, represent about 70% of the branch lean portfolio, the highest
percentage in recent history.

* * L
Houschold has spent about $90 million in the last two years on systems designed to
increase productivity and cross-selling in its branches, Household measures branch

productivity as "loans closed per account executive per month." This ratio has
increased 69% under the new platform known as VISION.

D. Hochstim (Bear Stearns) Report of 10/08/99

In a series of meetings with investors this week, Household's Bill Aldinger,
Gary Gilmer, and Bobby Mehta provided updates on the company's businesses.

Management & 3 Optimistic about internaily generated loan growth at
HFC and improved profitability as well as account and loan growth in the bankcard
business. Loans are expected to grow by about 2.5% in 3Q.

] ] L

We continue to recommend purchase with a price target of $55 to $60.

o ow
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"Houschold International Reports Highest Quarterly Eamings in Company's History,” which stated,

in part:

announcement of 3Q99 results, analysts from Bear Steamns ("The company delivered what it
promised: margin improvement, an increase in profitability, stable credit performance, and faster
internally generated receivable growth."), J.P. Morgan and ABN AMRO ("this is a'blow out' for HLY

reiterating Buy and top pick rating) on 10/19/99 again issued very positive reports and advised
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Branch business growth has accelerated.... Beneficial branches account for
about 1000 of the company’s 1400 branches and are now operated with Household's
compensation program. Compensation is up (roughly 2/3 is performance based) and
attrition is at the lowest level In years. The company's new VISION system enables
prescreened leads to be provided as desired to the branches based on a range of
critena.

Loan production per branch has increased by about 25% from a year ago and
pavoffs/liquidations have fallen by about 20%. Internally generated loans in the
branch system are growing at a 15% annualized rate .... The company also believes
that Fannie Mae's and Freddie Mac's efforts to expand into non-prme lending will
have little impact on Household's home equity lending as a result of the loans' lower
average balances and borrowers' payment problems, Houschold's focus is on helping
borrowers consolidate their debt. Nearly 21l borrowers are approached with offers,
almost none approach the company seeking credit. Customers of both the Houschold
and Beneficial branch systems are primanly payment sensitive.

L] L] ]

[T]he company has begun to focus on using its proprietary information to refine its
marketing efforts and to attract customers and build business. For example, home
equity customers in the branches have been underwritten for credit cards. Branch
personnel are paid a fee for each card issued which reduces account acquisition costs
to $25 to $40. Underwriting is performed by the company's centralized systems.

237.  Om 10/19/99, Household announced 3Q99 results in a press release entitled,

Household International today reported that third quarter net income rose 26
percent to a record $399.9 million, compared with $318.0 million a year ago.
Earnings per share increased 32 percent to a record $.83, from 5.63 a year ago.

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer said, "Our
quarter reflects excellent performance in all of our businesses, with the key drivers
being accelerating internal receivable and revenue growth. Retail consumer finance
growth was particularfy strong. Looking ahead to the fourth quarter and into next
year, we see great motnentumn across all businesses, but most notably in our
HFC/Beneficial finance business. I am confident we will achieve our earnings goal
for this year and we are well posjtioned for next year."

238, Defendants’ false statemnents had their intended effect, and following the

investors to purchage shares of Household.

- 89-
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239, On 11/12/99, Household filed with the SEC its 3Q99 Report on Form 10-Q, signed
by defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were made in
the 10/19/99 corporate release, the 3Q99 Report on Form 10-( also stated, in part, that the unaudited
quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of
management, all adjustments {consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a
fair presentation.”

240. Immediately following defendants' publication of these purported positive results,
shares of Household rallied almost $4.00 per share, to close trading at $44.13 per share, on heavy
trading volume of 1.2 million shares.

241. Taking advantage of the art:lﬁcial inflation in the price of Household's stock, on
12/2/99, defendants announced in a press release that they had arranged (o acquire Renaissance
Holdings, Inc. (*Renaissance"), a privately held credit card issuer formerly based in Beaverton,
Oregon, for $300 million in stock and cash. Fol]nwring disappointing receivables growth in the
3099, down 21% year-over-year, analysts were quick to note that, while Household was paying six
times book value, the Renaissance acquisition was important tﬁ the Company because it supplied
much-needed growth. |

242, The statements made by defendants in $§218-241 above were cach materially false
and misleading when made, As set forth in §]1-155, the true 'facts, which were then known to or
recklessly disregarded by defendants, based on their review of Household's internal operating data,
including information provided to them by the Vision system, were:

(8}  Defendants were engaged in a widespread and ;::Onsis!ent pattemn of improper
and illegal predatory lending practices, which included, among other things:

@ Misreprésenting the interest rates and savings associated with loans
by providing deceptive and mnéonfonning foan documents 10 botrowers that were designed to
obscure actual loan amounts and interest rates (§755-60);

(i)  Failing to disclose "discount points™ that were nothing more than
stacked fees and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (§61-67);
(iif) Concealing the existence of prepayment penaltics (1168-70);
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{iv) Using such practices as fraud and forgery to sell ancillary products,
such as life, disability and other types of credit insurance (§]71-74); and
{v} IHegally "up-selling" second loans with exorbitant interest rates (§§75-
82), |
(b)  As set forth in §51-106, defendants’ fravdulent predatory Iending seheme
persisted throughout the entire Class Period and eventually resulted in 2 $525 million charge againat
Houschold's earnings, $484 million of which was for a nationwide settlement with state attorney
generals,
()  Asset forth in §§107-133, defendants improperly engaged in the practice of
"re-:iging" or "restructuring” delinquent loans to make them current if the customer made one
minimum monthly payment, such that the missed payments were added to the back end of the loan.
Although defendants characterized "reaging” as a cﬁstomcr service, in fact, the Company used it to:

{i} Manipulate its reported delinquency ratios and delay or prevent charge-
offs (1§107-133);
(ii) Cross-sell or up-sell additional loans of lines of credit (§107-116);
and |
(iii} Convert customers' unsecured loans into loans secured by their homes

or cars without disclosing this information to them (1 16). In addition, as dctmlod inf§l11i-114 and
121, defendants designed the Vision system to automatically reage delmquent accounts when the
computer reccived only 2 partial payment without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.

(d)  The Officer Defendants ciwigned the predatory lending practices and reaging
of delinquent accounts, allowing the Company to:

(i) Understate its true levels of delinquencies, such that any financial
metrics that were dependent upon delinquencies or defaults and important to investors as 2 measure
of Household's health, including credit loss reserves, were also materially false and misleading
(9y125-133);,

(i) Under-report non-performing assets and misreport credit quality
(7§125-133);
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(ili)  Consistently report lower loan loss reserves by improperly lowering
defaults and prepayments (1§102-106 and 125-133);
{iv) Recognize interest income that should not have been acerued in
accordance with the Company’s own lending practices and policies (§102-105, 125-133 and 154-
155); and
v) Ariificially inflate reported revenues and EPS throughout the Class
Period (¥1102-106 and 125-155).

(e)  Asset forth in 71134155, throughout the Class Period, defendants engaged
in improper accounting for Household's credit card co-branding, affinity and third-party marketing
agreements, causing Household to overstate its finance income, securitization income and fee income
and misstate certain of its expenses, resulting in an overstaternent of net incorﬁc. Due to defendants’
improper accounting, the Company was forced to restate earnings for an eight-year period from 1994
through 2Q02, As set forth in 9§134-153, defendants have edmitted that Household's results for |

FY98 were materially false and misleading and have restated these results as follows:

DILUTED EPS
As Reported Restated Difference
FY98 $1.03 $0.94 <§0.09>

() In addition to the false and materially misleading financial data, the
Company's SEC filings also contained inadequste risk disclosures that did not disclose the true risks -
of investing in Household — speciﬁcally,.thc risk of investing in a company that was not reporting
its financial results in conformity with GAAP. In addition, and as a result thereof, the purported risk
disclosures were wholly ineffective and inappropriate and did not alert investors to the true risks of
investing in Household securities.

() Household and the Officer Defendants had no basis to, and did not in fact,
believe Aldinger's forecasts of 20+% growth in EPS in FY99 and FY00 because they were
impossible to achieve in light of $%(a)-(f) above, -
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D.

DEFENDANTS' FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS DURING 2000

243,

On 1/19/00, Household announced 4Q)99 and FY 99 results in apressrelease entitled,

"Household International Reports Best Quarter and Year In Its History, " that stated, in part:

Household Intemational taday reported that fourth quarter eamings per share
increased 30 percent to a record $.92 from $.71 a year apo. Fourth quarter net
income rose 25 percent to a record $438.8 million, compared with $349.9 million
a year 8goO.

For the full year, Household reported record earnings per share of $3.07, which was
33 percent over 1998 operating earnings per share. Net income totaled §1.5 billion,
or 29 percent above the prior year's operating net income.

* * *

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said "We are
very pleased to report another record quarter, the culmination of an absolutely
outstandimear for Household. Growth and profitability in the quarter were
excellent and exceeded our expectations. Revenues were particularly strong.*

Commenting on the fufl year results, Aldinger continued, "Qur record earnings reflect

an outstanding year in our consumer finance business, a dramatic tumaround in our

MasterCard/Visa business, and strong results in all of our other businesses. We are

Earﬁcularly pleased with excellent receivable growth in 1999, particularly in our
ranches, while fully realizing all of the acquisition synergies of the Beneficial

merger. We move into the new year with a real sense of excitement, great

gmmentum throughont the company and strong competitive positions in each of our
usinesses.” . '

* £ &

Credit quality improved from both the third quarter and a year ago.

L 3 & L ]

Reserves to nonperforming loans were 100.1 percent at year end.

244,  In addition to artificially inflating the price of Household's shares, defendants' false

statements also resulted in analysts from Bear Steamns (reiterating "buy") and ABN AMRO -

(reiterating "top pick” rating — "Credit Quality improved and charge off's have declined to levels not

scen since 1997; the outlook is for further improvement") issuing very positive reports on 1/19/00

and 1/20/00 and advising investors to purchase shares of Household.

245,

On 3/24/00, the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be filed (or declared

effective), a Registration Statement on Form §-3, registering for sale $11.261 billion of debt

securities.
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246.  On 3/28/00, Household filed with the SEC its FY99 Report on Form 10-K, signed
by Aldinger, Schoenholz and the Director Defendants. The FY99 Report on Form 10-K also
contained key financial indicators and representations regarding the operational condition of the
Company, in part, as follows: |

QOur return on everage common sharchelders' equity ("ROE") rose to 23.5 percent in .
1999 compared to 18.2 percent in 1998, excluding merger and integration related
costs and the gain on sale of Beneficial Canada, and 17.3 percent in 1997, Qurretum
on average owned asscts ("ROA") improved to 2.64 percent in 1999 compared to
2.29 percent in 1998, excluding the nonrecurring items, and 2.03 percent in 1997,
Our return on average managed assets ("ROMA") improved to 1.99 percent in 1999
compared to 1.60 percent in 1998, excluding the nonrecurring itemns, and 1.38 percent
in 1997. Including the merger and integration related costs and the gain on sale of
Beneficial Canada, ROE was 8.1 percent, ROA was 1.04 percent and ROMA was .72
percent in 1998. Qur operating net income, ROA, ROMA and ROE have increased
steadily over the past three years as a result of our focus on higher-return core
businesses and improved efficlency. We expect this trend to continue as we focus
on growth of these higher return core businesses.

247.  Withrespect to its loan delinquencies and charge-offpolicies, defendants represented
that: '

Our focus is to continue using risk-based pricing and effective collection efforts

Jor each loan. We have a process that gives us a reasonable basis for predicting the

asset quality of new accounts. This process is based on our experience with

numerous marketing, credit and risk management tests. We also believe that our

frequent and early contact with delinquent customers is helpful in managing net

credit losses.

248. In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were made in the 1Q00
corporate release, the FY 99 Report on Form 10-K also stated that the Company's financial stalements
met the requirements of Reguiation S-X and incorporated by reference information specified by Item
302 of Regulation S-K. The FY99 Report on Form 10-K also contained the "Management's Report”
(signed by Aldinger and Schoenholz), which represented to Houschold shareholders that the
consolidated financial staterments for FY'99 had been prepared in accordance with GAAP, hiad been
audited by Andersen and were an accurate representation of the Company's financials for FY99.

249.  Additionally, defendant Andersen issued a clean audit opinion on 1/14/00, which was
incorporuted by reference into the Report on Form 10-K. Andersen stated that it had audited

Household's financial statements and Schedule 14{d) for FY99 in accordance with GAAS and opined
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that it "fairly states in all materia) respects the financial data required to be set forth therein in
relation to the basic financial statements taken as a whole."

250. In a further effort to ensure that the Company could continue 1o manipulate
delinquencies and loan loss reserves, in a footnote to the FY%9 Report on Form 10-K, Household
revealed that it had shifted over $6.7 billion in credit card receivables to its subsidiary, HFC from
its banking unit, after federal banking regulations slated to go into effect would have resulted in the
Company stiffening credit charge-offs and delinquency reporting requirements for unsecured
conisumer debt held. New regulations had an adverse effect on bank credit card issuers that were
competitors uf Household. According te Household's FY9% Report on Form 10-K, however, "The
application of the new rules will not have an impact on our financial statcmcnts_."

251.  On 4/05/00, defendants hosted their annual Financial Relations Conference with
analysts and investars, during which they provided additional guidance about the Company. After
this meeting, analysts again issued very positive reports and "Buy" and "Strong Buy"
recommendations on Household, in part, as follows:

Mark Alpert (Dentsche Banc Alex. Brown) Report of 4/05/00

The bullish tone at Household's recent 2 day investor conference confirmed our
confidence in our EPS outlook

Management reviewed trends across all business lines revealing continued strong
operating momentum throughout the company in 1000

Technology continues to drive improved efficiency at the company and remains one
of management's primary focuses. We expect a continued high level of technology
investments by the company in 2000 to further drive efficiency improvements over
the next several years.

Chairman and CEO Bill Aldinger affirmed expected EPS and receivables growth of
15% and 12%, respectively in 2000.

£ % %

We remain comfortable with our "street high* 10 and full year 2000 EPS estimates
of $0.78 and $3.55, respectively. We expect the company to report 1Q EPS on 4/19.
Maintain our STRONG BUY rating.

* &£ %

~ Technology has been a core focus at Hi since the mid 80's and is a main factor
in the improved efficiency at Household over the last few years, The VISION system
is a proprietary centralized platform that gencrates and prioritizes millions of new
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leads and routs them to the corresponding branch. This not only has driven cross-sell
opportunities, but also allowed the sales force to make more efficient targeted sales
calls, Additionally the system also identifies customers most likely to switch to
competitors. This accompanied by the company'’s customer care focus (which it
momentarily rewards employees based on) allows branch managers to hetter manage
customer retention levels.

R. Napoli (ABN AMRO) Report of 4/05/00
The company committed to 10% to 12% loan growth and 15% EPS growth in 2000,

Detailed scgment presentations confirmed that this company is operationally "hitting
on all cylinders” :

Much of the time was spent ot HI's rapidly developing Internet and other technology
efforts (Vision loan management system), in our opinion, the technology strength of
thiz business positively surprised attendees and should help the street view this
company as having a foot in the "New Economy."

We reiterate our Top Pick rating on HI and $65 target price.

» ] »

Tlm strongest growth in the branches will come from traditional home equity and the
prod%lct Home equity loans represented 36% of the portfolio up from 30% two
years ago.” We believe this will continue to increase.

D. Hendrix (Friedman, Billings Ramsey & Ceo.) Report of 4/5/00

Yesterday's investor conference enhanced our confldence in Household's ability

te meet or exceed the company's 15% EPS growth and 10-12% asset growth goals

Jor 2000. The message was resoundingly clear yesterday — sirategic focus, coupled

with cost discipline and technological advancement will perpetnate asset and EPS

. Household is not only the most efficient diversified lender, but also the only

ender that offers a full complement of secured and unsecured pmducts catering to
the middle-market, specifically sub-prime customer.

252, Om 4/19/00, Houséhold announced 1Q00 resulis in a press release entitled,
"Household International Reports Record First Quarter Results,” which stated, in part:

Household International today reported that Mﬁ per share rose 20 percent to a
first quarter record of $.78, from $.65 a year ago. Net income increased to $372.9
million, up 16 percent from $320.8 million in the first quarter of 1999. Cash
earnings for the quarter totaled $415 million.

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said, "This
was the strongest flrst quarter in our company’s history, with all of our businesses
performing well, Revenue and receivable growlh were strong, and credit quality
continued to improve. To build upon the momentum that is evident in these results,
-we increased our investment in marketing programs and e-commerce initiatives.”

L) * ]
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"The year is off to a great start,” Aldinger concluded. "We are seeing a continuation
of the very positive business trends that emerged in the second half of 1999. We
remain comfortable with our receivable, revenue and eamings per share growth
targets for 2000." '

* * *

Revenues grew 21 percent compared to the year-ago quarter, driven by significant
receivables growth, an expanded net interest margin and higher fee income. -

253.  These consensus-beating results also spurred analysts to issue additional positive
reports encoutaging investors to purchase Houschold shares. On 4/20/00, William Blair & Co.
reiterated its long-term "Buy" rating and raised its 2000 EPS estimate to $3.53 per share from $3.50,
and Bear Steatns also reiterated its "Buy” rating on Household shares and reiterated its near-term
price target of $60.00 per share.

254.  On 5/10/00, Houschold filed with the SEC its 1Q00 Report on Form 10-0), signed by
defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations as were made in the
4/19/00 curporate' retease, the 1Q00 Report on Form 10-Q also stated, in-part, that the unaudited
quarierly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of
management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a
fair presentation.”

255.  On 5/18/00, after meeting with Household management, including CEQ Aldinger,
inPhiladelphia on 5/17/00, Deutsche Banc issued a report with a "Strong Buy” rating and highlighted
the Company's ability to leverage the existing customer base and the fact that Household's credit
quality remained stable and was contributing o growth and profitability, as follows:

LEVERAGING THE CUSTOMER BASE. A key to the Household growth story is

its potential to leverage the existing base of 45 million customers. Currently, the,

cross-sell ratio is 1.2x, and management expects to bring that to at least 2x, It

estimates that it holds a 12% share of its customer wallet today, and that every 1%

increase would add $5 billion to receivables growth. Examples of leveraging the

customer would include 1) the branches are now selling 15,000 credit cards per
month (heme equity borrowers are pre screened and offered a card), 2) the private.

labe] business is generating 30% of the branch customers (as they are used for leads

to debt consolidation business), and 3) the 6 million of annual turndowns in the

private label card business are used to generate card business at the subprime

business of recently acquired Renaissance Holdings. Many of the new business leads

are generated by the company’s technology-based VISION system, which holds data

on 200 million consumers, as much as some credit bureaus. Each day, branch
representatives have leads ranked by priority and product.
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Deutsche Banc also called Household an "under appreciated 'growth™ story.

256. On 5/26/00, Bear Stearns also issned a report with a "Buy" rating on shares of
Household after participating in a conference cal! with the Company’s Chief Information Officer,
Ken Harvey, who discussed the improvements in information technologies that gave defendants
greater loan monitéring and toss prevention conirols and abilities, in part, as follows:

The company has seen significant increases in productivity from the implementation

of its Vision system in HFC and Beneficial branches. New accounts grew by 39%

over the past year and there was a 69% increase in balances associated with new
accounts.

257.  On 6/22/00, Deutsche Banc Alex. Brown issued a follow-up report on Household
focusing on the Company's denials of claims that it had engaged in predstory lending practices in
the face of the Department of Justice’s announcement thal it would institute an action against
Associates First, a competitor in the subprime lending market. The Deutsche Banc Alex, Brown
repott stated, in part:

We also believe that Household, while in many of the same markets a3 Associates,
has & different business model that is less likely to lead to similar legal problems.
‘We reiterate our STRONG BUY rating,

258. On 7/19/00, Household announced 2Q00 results in a press release entitled,
*Household International Reports Strongest Second Quarter in Its History, " which stated, in part:

Household International today reported that earnings per share rose to a second
quarter record $.80, up 19 percent from $.67 a year ago. Net income increased 17
percent to $383.9 million, from $326.9 million in the second quarter of 1999. Cash
earnings per share for the quarter totaled 5.88.

"Our superb second quarter results wers highlighted by outsmnding receijvables and
revenue growth and a significant improvement in credit quality,” said William F.
Aldinger, Houschold's chairman and chief executive officer.

The company’s managed receivables portfolio grew 22 ent from a year ago,
reaching almost $80 billion. The company added $4.5 billion of receivables in the
quarter, an increase of 6 percent. Revenues roze 20 percent compared to the year-ago
quarter.

Aldinger continued, "Our record performance reflects strong sales and marketing
results in all of our businesses coupled with our continued focus on risk management
and operational efficiency.”

Aldinger concluded, "Our results to date include significant investments in people,
technology and marketing to support future growth and profitability. While our plan
calls for additional investment 1n the sccond half of the year, we are comfortable in
our ability to achieve our 15 percent EPS growth target for 2000."

-98-



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 103 of 158 PagelD #:572

‘259. Defendants' false statements had their intended effect, and following the
announcement of 2Q00 results, analysts at UBS Warburg ("company reaffirmed its 15% EPS growth
target for 2000"; “[w]e believe HI shares represent a good value”; "reiterate our Buy rating”), Bear
Stearns (maintained "Buy” rating), William Blair & Co. ("Our Long-ferm Buy ... recommendation
15 supported by management's disciplined strategy to focus on high-margin businesses, be the low-
cost provider, and its commitment to strong reserve and capital levels.™) and ABN AMRO ("The real
sﬁw was the cleanliness and quality of the reported eamings .... We reiterate our Top Pick rating
on this clean, easy to understand story.") again issued very positive reports and advised investors to
purchase shares of Household. _

260.  On 8/11/00, Household filed with the SEC its 2Q00 Report on Form 10-Q), signed by
defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations made in the 6/19/00
corporaic release, the 2Q00 Report on Form 10-Q also stated, in part, that the unaudited quarterly
financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of
‘management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a
fair presentation.”

261.  On 9/07/00, after meeting with CEQ Aldinéﬂ and heads of major Household
operating divisions at the Company's Chicago offices, Deutsche Banc Alex. Brown reiterated its
"Strong Buy" rmmmendatioﬁ on the Company in its report, as follows:

Aldinger reiterated the sentiment that Household's businesses are stronger than ever,

He expressed comfort with an EPS growth rate of 15% for FY 2000, and a 13-15%
EPS growth target over the next 3-4 years.

* » *

Fundamentally, all of the metrics scem to be in place for a strong FY 2000 and 2001,

‘Management has set a three- to four-year EPS growth target range of 13-15%.

%nzter;xal receivables growth is running above the high-end of management's target of
-15%. '

In the aftermath of Citigroup's agreement to acquire Associates First, Household
gains scarcity value, in our opinion, and management will be under greater scrutiny
to enhance shareholder value. We reiterate our target price of 15x our 2001 EPS
estimate of $4.00, or $60 {on a one year horizon). We continue to rate the shares a
STRONG BUY.
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Household's home equity portfolio is the strongest that it has ever been ($34.0 billion
in receivables), with 80% of the growth coming from the secursed portfolio. Key
drivers of intemal growth are Household's branch network (1400 branches with
expectations of opening 25 per year), its centralized processing model, customer
relationships, and personnel.

* * *

We were given a demonstration of Houschold's proprietary lead generation tool, .
Vision. The system runs on all of the company's branches, allowing various offices
to view the same information on customer accounts in real-time. Vision tracks
customner account history, queuing customer service reps. on the next best product to
sell. Once a sale is closed, the system generates the appropriate paperwork and
correspondence. Thus, Vision raises the level of productivity, allowing the sales
force to focus on selling ancillary products, as weli as bringing in new busmess. The
system also allows branch managers to be more effective in delegating accounts to
the sales force. Going forward, management expects Vision to increase the cross-sell
ratio from 1.2x to at least 2x. By all accounts, the Vision technology platform is
ahead of what we've seen at other companies, and Is central to Household's cross-
sell and e-commerce initiatives, In our opinion, Vision gives Household a
competitive advantage, allowing the company to leverage its 45 million customer
base.

262. On9/13/00, the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be filed (or declared
effective), a Registration Statement on Form 5-3, registering for sale $10 billion of debt securities.

263. On 10/18/00, Household ammounced 3QO00 resulls in 2 press release entitled,
"Household International Reports Highest Quarterly EPS in Its History; Ninth Conseculive
Record Quarter," which stated, in part;

Third quarter earnings per share rose 13 percent to $.94, compared to $.83 a year ago.

Net income also rose to a third quarter record of $451.2 million, a 13 percent increase

from $399.9 million a year ago. Cash eamings per share for the quarter totaled
$1.02.

. x
*Our strong third quarter results reflect a continuation of outstanding receivables and
‘revenue growth. At the same time, we achieved year-over-year improvements in
credit quality,” said William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive
officer.... These positive trends give us a high degree of confidence in our ability to
deliver 15 pereent EPS growth for 2000."
264. Following the publication of the release of these record-breaking, siellar results,
ghares of Household traded above $50.00 per share on 10/19/00.
265, In addition to'inﬂating the price of Houschold shafes, defendants’ false statements
also resulted in analysts from Friedman, Billings, Ramsey & Co. ("With obvious strength in its

business model, HI's management has guided analysts to the top end of itg 12-15% annua! EPS
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growth range ... price target raised to 355 from $48.") and ABN AMRO (rciterating "Top Pick™
rating) issuing favorable reports on the Company.

266. On 11/07/00, Household issued a press release entitled, "Household International
Responads lo Citigroup's Announcement to Change Lending Practices at Associates First Capital,"
which stated: : .

Household International supports Citigroup's announcement teday of its efforts to

boost consumer protections at Associates First Capital. Their proposed changes are

kenerally consistentwith the stringent policles and procedures that have long been

in place at Houschold International,

Household's long-standing view has been that unethical lending practices of any

type are abhorreni {o our company, employees, and most importanily our

customers. So-called "predatory lending" practices undermine the integrity of the

industry in which we compete.

267. The statement in Y266 above was materially false and misleading when made. Asset
forth in Y§1-155, the true facts, which were then known to or recklessly disregarded by defendants,
based on their review of Household's internal operating date, including information provided to them
by Household's Vision system, were that defendants were engaged in a widespread and consistent
pattern of improper and illegal predatory lending practices. These practices included, among other
things:

(a)  Misrepresenting the interest rates and savinpgs associated with loans by
providing deceptive and nonconforming loan documents to borrowers that were designed to obscure
actual loan amounts and interest rates (4455-60);

{b)  Failingtodisclose "discount points” that were nothing more than stacked fees
and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (§]61-67);

(c)  Concealing the existence of prepayment penalties (T§68-70);

(d)  Using such practices as ﬁ-aud and forgery to sell ancillary products, such as
life, disability and other types of credit insurance {(Y§71-74); and

(=) Tllegally “up-selling” second loans with exorbitant interest rates (§75-82).

268. Asset forth in 1951-106, defendants’ fraudulent predatory lending scheme persisted,

269. On 11/14/00, Household filed with the SEC its 3Q00 Report on Form 10-Q, signed

by defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations made in the

- 101 -



Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 106 of 158 PagelD #:575

10/18/00 corporate release, the 3Q00 Report on Form 10-Q also stated, in part, that the unaudited
quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of
‘management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a
fair presentation.”

270. During the first week of 12/00, defendants Aldinger and Schoenholz participated in .
a series of one-on-one meetings with analysts, during which defendants again reassured them about
the strength of the Company's business, After the meetings, these analysts issued reports as follows:

D. I-lnchsﬁm (Bear Stearns) Report of 12/01/00

The company has seen no signs of credil deterioration .... The company has stress

tested ity portfolio and has assumed worse than expected delinquencies and

chargeoffs in its 2001 planning. We believe reserves are adequate given the

company's conservative coverage of losses and the continuing shift to secured
lending.

- We continue to recommend purchase of HI shares with a Buy rating and a near term

target price of $61, or 15x our 2001 estimate. We continue to believe that the

company's solid BPS growth justifies a higher valuation.

Joel Gomberg (William Blair & Co.) Report of 12/06/00

Management conveyed a positive outlook, and the all-day meetings renewed our

~ conviction in the company's increasing ability to add considerable value through its

broad product array, multple distribution channels, partnership skill-set, and potent

technology platform. '

271. The statements made by defendants in 1§243-265 and 269-270 above were cach
materially false and misleading when made. As set forth in §§1-155, the true facts, which were then
known to or recklessly disregarded by defendants, based on their review of Household's intemal
operating data, including information pm\fided to them by Household's Vision system, were:

()  Defendants were engaged in a widespread and consistent pattemn of improper
and iHegal predatory lending practices, which included, among other things:
() Misrepresenting the interest rates and savings associated with loans

by providing deceptive and nonconforming loan documents to borrowers that were designed to
obscure actval loan amounts and interest rates (§§55-60);
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{ii)- Failing to disclose "discount points” that were nothing more than

stacked fees and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (§§61-67);

{iii) Concealing the existence of prepayment penalties (§68-70);
(iv) Using sucﬁ practices as fraud and forgery to sell ancillary products,
such as life, disability and other types of credit insurance (§971-74); and .
) Illegally "up-selling” second loans with exorbitant interest rates ($§75-

82).
(b)  Asset forthin ﬂSl-lOﬁ, defendants' fraudulent predatory lending scheme
persisted throughout the entire Class Period and eventually resulted in a $525 million charge against
Household's eamnings, $484 million of which was for a nationwide settlement with state attorney
generals,
(c)  As set forth in §§107-133, defendants improperly engaged in the practice of
"reaging" or "restructuring" delimquent loans to make them current if the customer made one
minimum monthly payment, such that the missed payments were added to the back end of the loan.

Although defendants characterized "reaging” as a customer service, in fact, the Company used it to:

(1) Manipulate its reported delinquency ratios and delay or prevent charge-
offs (11107-133); ' |
(i) Cross-sell or up-sell additional loans or lines of credit (§4107-116);
and
{iti} Convert customers' l.msmurad lcans into loans secured by their homes

or cars without disclosing this information tﬁ them (J116). In addition, as detailed in f§i11-114 and
121, defendants designed the Vision system to automatically reage delinquent accounts when the
computer received only a partial payment without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.
(d)  TheOfficer Defendants desi gned the predatory lending practices and reaging

of delinguent accounts, allowing the Company to:
| {i) Understate its true lovels of delinquencies, such that any financial

metrics that were dependent upon delinquencies or defaulis and important to investors as a measure
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of Household's health, including credit loss reserves, were alzo materially false and misleading
(fy125-133);

' (ii) Under-report non-performing asscts and misreport credit quality
(9§125-133); |

(iii) Consistently report Jower loan loss reserves by improperly lowering .
defaults and prepayments (§§102-106 and 125-133);

(iv) Recognize interest ix_moma that should not have been accrued in
accordance with the Company's own lending practices and policies (1§102-106, 125-133 and 154-
155); and

(4)) Artificially inflate reported revenues and EPS throughout the Class

Period (§1102-106 and 125-153).

(e) . As set forthin §§134-155, throughout the Class Period, defendants engaged
in improper accounting for Household's credit card co-branding, affinity and third-party marketing
agreements, causing Household to overstate its finance income, secuxitiiation income and fee income
and misstate certain of its expenses, resulting in an overstatement of net income. Due to defendants'
improper accounting, the Company was forced to restate earnings for an eighf-year period from 1994
through 2Q02. As set forth in §9134-153, the Officer Defendants have admitted that Household's
results for FY'99, 1Q00, 2Q00 and 3Q00 were materially false and misleading and have restated these

results as follows;

DILUTED EPS
As Reported Restated Difference
FY99 $3.07 $2.95 <$0.12>
1Q00 $0.78 $0.74 <$0.04>
2000 $0.80 - $0.77 <$0.03>
3Q00 $0.54 $0.91 <$0.03>

()  In addition to the false and materially misleading financial data, the
Company’s SEC filings also contained inadequate risk disclosures that did not disclose the true risks
of investing in Household — specifically, the risk of investing in a company that was not reporting

its financial results in conformity with GAAP. In addition, and a result thereof, the purported risk
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disclosures were wholly ineffective and inappropriate and did not alert investors to the true risks of

investing in Household securities.

E.

"Household International Reports Highest Full Year and Quarterly EPS in Its History; Tenth

DEFENDANTS' FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS DURING 2001

272.  On1/17/01, Household announced 4Q00 and FY 00 results in a press release entitied,

Consecutive Record Quarter,” which stated, in part, that:

- Household International today reported full year eamings per share of $3.55, a 16

percent increase over $3.07 a year ago and the highest camings per share in the
company's 122-year history. Net income totaled $1.7 billion, or 14 percent above the
prior ysar.

Net managed revenues for the full year increased 18 percent to $8.9 billion,
compared to $7.5 billion in 1999.

Household's fourth quarlci‘ carnings per share rose 12 percent to arecord $1.03, from
$.92 a year ago. Fourth quarter net income rose 12 percent to an all-time high of
$492.7 million, compared with $438.8 million a ycar ago.

"These strong fourth quarter results cap off a terrific year in which we delivered on
all or our eaminge and growth goals,” said William F, Aldinger, Household's
chairman and chief executive officer. "Growth and profitability in the quarter were
excellent, while credit quality and our balance sheet remained strong...."

Commenting on the full year results, Aldinger continued, "Qur record earnings per
share reflect strong top-line growth and improved credit quality. Atthe same time,
we made significant investments in our technology and human capital that enhance
our ability to achieve sustainable and consistent revenue and receivables growth. We
have built a powerful franchise that is capable of delivering 13 to 15 percent annual
gamings per share growth."

273. Following the publication of the release of these record-breaking, stellar results,

shares of Household traded as high as $57.13 per share.

announcement of 4000 and FY0Q results, analysts again issued very positive reports, strongly

274, Defendants' false staternents had their intended effect, and, following the

reiterating “"Buy" ratings and advising invesiors to purchase shares of Household.

275.  On2/01/01, Deutsche Bane Alex. Brown hosted an investor meeting for Household's
CEQ, Aldinger, in New York. As a result of this meeting, and based on Aldinger's discussions with

analysts, Deutsche Banc Alex. Brown issued a report that stated, in part:

Mr. Aldinger expressed his bullishness on the future prospects for the company ....
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Household is very comfortable with its guidance of 13%-15% EPS over the next
three years. Mr. Aldinger provided several reasons why Household will meet its
objective. First, the company is entering 2001 with higher receivables than expected.
Second, Fed rates cuts which were not factored into Household business model will
further improve the company's margin. Household estimates that for a 50 bps
reduction in rates, EPS improves by $0.10. Third, the slowing economy will likely
provide Housshold with portfolio acquisition opportunities. Lastly, in a slowing
economy, Household befieves it is betier positioned against competitors based on its
brand name, market presence, diverse revenue siream, and borrower profile. .

L * *

Household believes that its pre-payment fees on its real estate portfolio lessens the
impact from refinance (reft) activity. About 75% of the portfolio caries pre-payment
penalties, making it expensive for a borrower to exit the Houschold network. In
1998, only 25% of home equity loans had prepayment penalties. Houschold has also
extended the life of its loans to reduce refi activity. Lastly, the company has
enhanced its service, thereby raising the level of customer satisfaction. This three-
pronged strategy has led to ?;JWBI attrition.

* * *

We reiterate our STRONG BUY rating on the stock.

276, On2423/01,the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused 1o be filed (or declared
effective), a Registration Statement on Form 8-3, registering for sale 31 billien of unsecured
medinm-term notes called "HFC InterNotes (SM)." .

277. On 3/28/01, Household filed with the SEC its FY00 Report on Form 10-K, signed
by Aldinger, Schoenholz and the Director Defendants. In addition fo reiterating the same falsc
representations made in the 1/17/01 corporﬁte release and in the meetings with analysts, the FY00
Report on Form 10-K also stated, in pant, that the Company's financial statements met the
requirements of Regulation 5-X and incorporated by reference information spediﬂed by Item 302
of Regulation $-K. The FY00 Report on Form 10-K alse contained the "Management's Report”
(signed by Aldinger and Schoenholz), which represented to Household shareholders that the
consolidated financial statements for FY00 had been prepared in accordance with GAAP, had been
audited by Andmﬁ and were an accurate representafion of the Company's financials for FY00.

278.  Withrespect toits loan delinquencies and charge-off policies, defendants represented
that: .

Our focus is to continue using risk-based pricing and effective collection efforis

Jor each loan. We have a process that gives us a reasonable basis for predicting the
asset quality of new accounts. This process is based on our experience with
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numerous marketing, credit and risk management tests. We also believe that onr

ﬁgt}ﬂ::s::i sarly contact with delinguent customers is helpful in managing net

L+ 1

279. Additionally, defendant Andersen issued a clean audit opinion on 1/15/01, which was
incorporated by reference into the FY00 Report on Form 10-K. Andersen stated that it had audited
Household's and its subsidiaries' financial statements for each of the three years in the period ended
12731/004n accordance with GAAS and opined that these consolidated financial statements "present
fairly, in all material respects, the consolidated financial position” of Houschold and its subsidiaries
in conformity with GAAP.

280.  On 3/23/01, Origination News, a division of Amerl;can Banker, also quoted Gilmer,
who again defended the Company from charges of predatory lending. Gilmer was quoted as statii':g
that Houschold's "position on predatory lending is perfectly clear. Unethical lending practices of any
type are abhorrent to our company, our employees and most imporiantly our customers." The
Christian Science Monitor also reported Household spokesman Craig Streem's statement that the
Company had conducted research to determine whether customers understood the terms of their
Joans, and the result was that, overwhelmingly, borrowers fully understood the terms of their loans.

281. The statement in §280 above was materiaily false and misleading when made, Asset
forth in 7951-101, the ﬁue facts, which were then known to or recklessly disregarded by defendants,
based on their review of Household's internal operating data, including infortmation provided to them
by Household's Vision system, were that defendants were engaged in a widespread and consistent
pattern of improper and illegal predatory lending practices. These practices included, among other
things: |

(a)  Misrepresenting the interest rates and savings associated with loans by
providing deceptive and nonconforming loan documents to borrowers that were dmigm:d. to ohscure
actual loan amounts and interest rates (§§55-60);

()  Failingto disclose "discount points” that were nothing more than stacked fees
and had no bearing on the vltimate interest rate charged on loans (§§61-67);

(c) Concealing the existence of prepayment penalties (§§68-70);
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(d)  Using such practices as fraud and forgery to sell ancillary products, such as
life, disability and other types of credit insurance (1171-74); and
(¢)  Ilegally "up-selling” second loans with exorbitant interest rates (9175-82).

282,  As set forth in 7§51-101, defendants' fraudulent predatory lending scheme persisted
throughout the entirc Class Period and eventuaily resulted in a $525 million charge against
Houschold's earnings, $484 million of which was for a nationwide settlement with state attomey
generals,

283,  Ata4/02/01 dinner for investors, CFO Aldinger strongly reaffirmed the Company’s
outlook for 13%-15% EPS growth in 2001, regardless of declining economic conditions that were
already adversely affecting Household's competitors.

284.  On4/03/01, following defendants' Annual Financial Relations meeting, analysts were
s0 impressed with senior management's discussion of business that they reiterated or raised
Household's rating to a "Buy.” Bear Steamns raised its price target 0 $70.00.(fmm $65.00) in a report
that stated:

D. Hochstim/S. Coren (Bear Stearns) Report of 4/04/01

Household remains particularly well positioned for a slowdownt ..., The company
continues to carefully manage credit risk, improve customer service, productivity,
and operating efficiency. In addition, the mmp“a;g-has bests preparing for a
downtum for more than a year, having tightened underwriting stan , raising
cutoffs, reducing credit lines, and building its collection staff. The company's
experience lending to consumers over the past one hundred-plus years, its tightening
of underwriting, and its continued reserve building should enable the company to
cffectively weather a downtum, (Interestingly there are no signs yet of credst stress
among its customers.)

* # *

The company continue [sic] to emphasize sccured lending and is only
soliciting home owners.

Prepayment penalties on 75% of the portfolio (and about 95% of recent
production) provide prepayment protection. |

Robert P. Napoli (ABN AMRO) Report of 4/04/01
There were no real surprises at the meeting other than the fact that the business

. continues to perform so well in an environment that includes a continuous stream
of negative company announcemenis.
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Credit trends stand out in particular, as HI seems to have the seclor's most
positive trends. We are projecting increasing credit losses for essentially afl
consumer and commercial finance companies under our coverage ... a 20% increase
in consumer credit losses for the US. Supporting our outlook is the fact that
consumer bankruptcies have spiked up this year by about 16% (year to date) after
falling for two years. HI is bucking this trend as it repeatedly said credit losses are
stable.

Chalrman/CED Bill Aldinger strongly affirmed HI's outlook for 13% fo -
15% EPS growth in 2001, regardless of the economic environment.

* & %

Predatory lending issues do not seem to be a significant risk for HI ... We continue
to believe that HI has one of the cleanest consumer lending operarions in the ULS.
and thus is least iikely to have predatory lending Issues.

Legg Mason reiterated a strong "Buy" rating and noted in a 4/04/01 report:
David Sochol (Legg Mason) Report of 4/05/01

We concur with management's assessment that HI Is well positioned to deliver
aftractive relative growth even amid a sharper economlc slowdown, as NIM
improvement, portfolio acquisitions, and share buybacks should more than offsct
higher credit costs (although at present HI continues to see fairly stable porifolio
performance).

* O+ %

[David Schoenholz] commented that he is absolutely confident that Hl iswell ahead
of the curve on asset quality and expects a solid 1Q01 as well as strong 2001. Hlis
seeing stable delinquency trends in 1Q01, and expects further increase in the risk-
adjusted margin during the year,

285. On 4/18/01, Houschold issued a release announcing another "Record” Quarter,
reporting its "11th Consecutive Record Quarter.” The release stated:

Household International today reported that camings per share rose 17 percent to a
first quarter record of $.91 from §.78 a year ago. Net income increased to $431.8
million, up 16 percent from $372.9 million in the first quarter of 2000. This quarter
marked the 11th consecutive quarter of record resutts.

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said "Our
outstanding resulis reflect the sustainability and earnings power of our franchise.
Receivables and revenues grew nicely in the quarter, At Lﬁe same time, credit qualit
remained stable and we strengthened our balance sheet. ‘We also repurchased 8,
million shares in the quarter,

;ﬁtll of our businesses are performing well and have great momentum,” Aldinger
ded....

“We are very comfortable with our zbility to achieve our receivable and

earnings per share growth targets for 2001." Aldinger concluded, "I look forward to
another record year," :
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286. On5/03/01,the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be filed (or declared
effective), a Registration Statement on Form S-3, registering for sale $16.57 billion of debt
securities,

287. Following the announcement of yet another "record" quarter, shares of Household
traded to a near-Class-Period high of $64.00 per share. By 5/08/01, Houschold shares traded as high
as 366.75, and by 5/17/01, they reached the Class-Period high of $69.90 per sharc.

288.  On 5/09/01, Household filed its 1Q01 Report on Form 10-Q, signed by defendant
Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations made in the 4/18/01 release,
the 1Q0I Report on Form 10-Q also stated, in part, that the unaudited quarterly financial results were
prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of management, all adjustments

(consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a fair presentation.”

289, On 7/18/01, Household issued a relsase announcing its "12th Consecutive Record
Quarter.” The release stated:

Household International today reported record eamings per share of $.93, up to 16

percent from a year aga. Net income rose 14 percent, to $439.0 miltion, from $383.9

million for the second quarter of 2000.

William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive officer, said, "We

had a terrific quarter — our 12th consocutive quarter of record results, Given the

softening economic environment, I am particularly pleased with our abilly to
consistently deliver strong, quality earnings.

"Results for the quarter were excellent,” Aldinger added. "We cnjoyed strong
receivable and revenue growth compared to a year ago, with all of our businesses
performing well. In addition, delinquency was stable in the quarter ...

*Our strong performance to date has positioned us well to achieve another record
year in 2001," Aldinger concluded.

290. Based on these purported positive results, shares of Household again rallied to a
Class-Period-closing high of $69.48 on 7/18/01.

291.  Defendants' false statements had their intended effect, and, on 7/18/01, following the
release of the report of 2Q01 results, several analysts issued very pos.itive reporis and advised
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investors to purchase shares of Household: UBS Warburg report ("Credit quality continues to hold
up better than expected with charge-offs up 15 basis points to 3.71% and delinquencies holding
steady at 4.27% ... reiterate our Buy rating"); William Blair & Co, report ("Another impressive
quarter.... Management reiterates confidence in 15% EPS growth in 2001.... Household has among
the best credit-quality patferns in the industry.... Management anticipates generally stable eredit
Jar balance of 2001™); Legg Mason report ("reiterate our Strong Buy rating based on the company’s
continuing solid execution, better-than-expected fundamentals, impressive absolute and relative
performance, our increased confidence in its ability to consistently deliver 1 5% EPS growth this year
and next, and our expectation that this will drive furthet P/E multiple expansion”); and Bear Steams
report ("No surprises, very clean quarter, receivable growth strong, credit stable, profitability (23%
ROE) still very high.").

291 Gn 8/10/01, Household filed with the SEC its 2Q01 Report on Form 10-Q, signed by
defendant Schoenholz. 1n addition to reiterating the same f'alse representations made in the 7/18/01
release, the 2Q01 Report on Form 10-Q) falsely stated that the vnaudited quarterly financial results
were preparcd in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of management, all
adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a fair presentation.”

293, On 7/23/01, defendants caused Household to jssue a release entitled, "Househaold
International Redefines Best Practices in Subprime Lending," stating:

Household International, the $101 billion (managed assets) consumer lender,

announced today the broadest set of voluntary responsible lending initiatives ever

m 1:':: tal;e a;gn::gﬁrli:nngﬂfg ;ﬂm and will protect millions of consumers from

Household's new Best Practice Initintives are an addition lo the compary's already

comprehensive responsible lending practices and go far beyond any existing city,

state or federal regulaiorylegal requirements.

Designed to become a benchmark in the consumer finance industry, Household's

initiatives include: ‘

’ reducing the prepayment fee duration from five years to three years on all real
estate loans;

. identifying borrowers nationwide who have been victims of predatory lending

and are at risk of lozsing their homes through foreclosure; and providing them
with tailored solutions, such as subsidized interest rates and no-fee loans;
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. providing new - and existing customers who have a better credil
rating/payment history with dramatically-improved interest rates; '

. implementing new and enhanced standards to ensure every loan made by
Household has numerous tangible customer benefits; and

. doubling customers’ time to cancel any insurance product (from 30 to 60
days) and improving disclosure.

* * *

*On behalf ofHousehold and our 32,000 employees, 1 am very proud to announce the
adoption of these Best Practice Initiatives that perfectly complement our 123 year
history of responsible lending," said William F. Aldinger, chairman and chief
executive officer of Household International.

» x *

In addition 1o these new Initiatives, Household already has a variety of responsible

lendin% programs and practices in place to ensure its customers are treated fairty. For

example, at the time of loan closing, Household shows all borowers (unless they

specifically decline to view it) an educational video on the loan closing process that

reiterates the terms, features and conditions of their loan, Then, they are asked to

complete a survey confirming they understand the key elements of their loan and
- their satisfaction with the service they received.

204. On7/24/01, The New York Times published a statement by Household spokesperson
Craig Streem, which said that the timing of these policies was not tied to actions by any fair-lending
advocates and that the Company had been working on the mo@wd changes for "quite some time.
So, it really is a coincidence.”

295.  The clear purpose and intent was to condition investors to believe that Household was
not engaged in predatory lending and that the Company had adopted and initiated a comprehensive
i:mgram to assure that such illicit practices were not being adopted by Ho‘usehold employees.

296, On8/30/01, after meeting with executive management at the Company's headquarers,
William Blair & Co. analyst Joel Gomberg issued a report stating, in part:

Management conveyed a positive outlook, and the onsite meeting renewed our

conviction in the company’s increasing ability to add considerable value through its

broad product array, multiple distribution channels, risk-management skills, and
potent technology platform. '

¥ * L
Management continues to be confident in its ability to achieve its target of
15% EPS growth in 2001 and 13%-15% in 2002. While the extent of the economic

deceleration remains unknown, Household took a more defensive posture early by
migrating its portfolio from unsecured credit to lower-loss real estate secured.
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297.  On9/26/01, after meeting with management (Aldinger, Schoenholz, Gilmer, Bangs,
Fabiano and Harvey) at the Company's headquarters, Deutsche Banc Alex. Brown analyst Mark
Alpert issued a report reiterating defendants' false representations. The report raised EPS estimates,
stating:

We have more confidence in our earnings forecast for Household than virtually any .
other company in our universe (except the GSEs, Fannie and Freddic).

L) * L]

Household's course has not changed over the last 12-18 months....

Management is sticking to its long-teﬁn EPS growth target 0f13%-15%,
driven by revenue growth.... Momentumn is strong going into next year, and the
company is confident that even in a recession it will meet the low end of the range.
There are few other companies with such solid outlook in our universe.

- 298, On10/17/01, Household announced 3Q01 results in a release entitled, "Household
Reports Highest Quarterly Net Income in Its 123-Year History." The release stated:

'Eamings per share of $1.07 rose 14 percent from $.94 the prior year. Net income
increased 12 percent, to $504 million, from $451 million in the third quarter of 2000.

"Household's performance this year has been outstanding, even as the economy has
continued to weaken," said William F. Aldinger, chairman and chief execntive
officer. "The third quarter was no exceplion. Recelvable and revenne growth were

strong, and credit performance was within our expectations. We further
strengthened our balance sheet and continued to repurchase shares.

L] L *

"The strength of our franchise gives me confidence that we will achieve the high end |

of our earings target of 13 to 15 percent EPS growth for the year,” Aldinger

concluded.

299.  On 11/14/01, Household filed with the SEC its 3Q01 Report on Form 1.0~Q, signed
by defendant Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the same false representations made in
Household's 3Q01 release, the BQOI Report on Form 10-Q) stated, in part, that the unaudited
quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, "in the opinion of
management, all adjustments (consisting of normal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a
fair presentation.” |

300, On1l/16/01, UBS Warburg issued a report reiterating management's explanation that
a suit against Household brought by the California Department of Corporations regarding over-
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billing was the result of a computer *glitch.” Based on the Company’s assurances, UBS Warburg
did not adjust its rating on shares of Houschold and continued to maintain a $70.00 price target for
Houschold shares. Reflecting defendants' assurances, Bear Stcams issued a report calling the share
price decline that resulted from the announcement of the California settlement an "overreaction.”
Bear Steamns did not adjust its $75.00 price target on Household shares.

301,  On 11/26/01, the National Mortgage News reported that the Company had issued a
format statement regarding charges of predatory lending, stating that Household "vehemently denies
any assertion that it has willfully violated laws that regﬁlatc its business."

302. The statements made by defendants in §§272-279 and 283-301 above were each
materially false and misleading when made. As set forth in §{1-155, the true facts, which were then
known to or reckicssly disregarded by defendants, based on their review of Household's internal
operating data, including information provided to them by Household's Vision system, were:

| (a) 'Defcndants were engaged in a widespread and consistent pattern of improper
and illegal preciatory lending practices, which included, among other things:

(M Misrepresenting the interest rates and savings associated with loans
by providing deceptive and nonconforming loan documents to borrower;a that were designed to
obscure actual loan amounts and interest rates (§§535-60);

(ii) Failing to disclose “discount points" that were nothing more than
stacked fees and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (J61-67);
(iii) " Concealing the existence of prepayment penaltics (7Y68-70);
(iv) Using auch practices as frand and forgery to sell ancillary products,
such as life, disability and other types of credit insurance (§171-74); and

) Tllegally "up-selling” second loans with exorbitant interest rates ($§75-
82). '

(b)  As set forth in §{51-106, défendants’ fraudulent predatory lending scheme
persisted throughout the entire Class Period and eventually resulted in a $525 million charge against
Housshold's earnings, $484 million of which was for a nationwide settlement with state attorncy

generals.
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(¢)  Asset forth in §1107-133, defendants improperly engaged in the practice of
*reaging® or “restructuring” delinquent joans to make them current if the cusiomer made one
minitum menthly payment, such that the missed payments were added to the back end of the loan.

Although defendants characterized "reaging” asa customer service, in fact, the Company used it to:

(i) Manipulate its reported delinquency ratios and delayor prevent charge-
offs (§Y107-133);
(ii) Cross-sell or up-sell additional loans or lines of credit (J§107-116);
and
(iii) Convert customers' unsecured loans into loans secured by their homes

or cars without disclosing this information to them (41 16). In addition, as detailed in §§111-114 and
121, defendanis designed the Vision system to automatically reage delinquent accounts when the
computer received only a partial payment without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.

(d)  The Officer Defendants designed the predatory lending practices and reaging
of delinquent accounts, allowing the Cnmpany to:

(i) Understate its true levels of de]inqucncies, such that any financial
metrics that were dependent upon delinquencies or defaulis and importiant to investors as a measure
of Hnﬁseholﬂ's health, including credit loss reserves, were also material]y false and misleading
(§9125-133); |

(ii) Under-report non-performing assets and misreport credit quality
(19125-133); '

(i1i) Consistently report lower loan loss reserves by improperly lowering
defaults and prepayments (¥9102-106 and 125-133);

{iv) Recognize interest income that should not have been accrued in
accordance with the Company's own lending practices and policies (§§102-106 and 125-133); and

{v) Artificially inflate reported revenues and EPS throughout the Class
Period (1§102-106 and 125-153).

(¢) - Assetforthin{§134-1535, throughout the Class Period, the Officer Defendants
engaged in improper accounting for Household's credit card co-branding, affinity and third-party
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marketing agreements, cansing Household to ovcrstaté its finance income, securitization income and
fee income and mis_sté.te certain of its expenses, resulting in an overstaternent of net income. Due
to defendants' improper accounting, the Company was forced 1o restate earnings for an eight-year
period from 1994 through 2Q02. As set forth in J§134-155, the Officer Defendants have admitted
that Houschold's results for 4Q00, FY00, 1Q01, 2Q01 and 3Q01 were materially false and -

misleading and have restated these results as follows:

DPILUTED EFS
As Reported Restated Differcpce
4000 JLO3 50.09 <%0.04>
FYDO $3.55 $3.40 <20.15>
1Q01 5091 $0.85 <50.06>
2Q01 50.93 ' 5090 <30.03>
3Q01 $1.07 $1.03 =50.04>

D In addition to the false and matenally misleading financial data, the
Company's SEC filings also contained inadequate risk disclosures that did not disclose the true risks
of invésting in Household — specifically, the risk of investing in Q company that was not reporting
its financial results in conformity with GAAP. In addition, and as a result thereof, the purported risk
disclospres were wholly ineffective and inappropriate and did not alert investors to the true rigks of
investing in Household securities.
303. By 12/01, Household's purported success far outpaced industry competitors. On
12/10/01, BusinessWeek printed an article, stating:

How is Household thriving despite the tough environment? Executives umil;uts
the company's success o strong collection practices and its long history in the

business. "Investors ask us what will happen if we go through a recession," says
Craig A. Streem, vice-president. "And we can talk about how we did in the Great

Depression.” Then, the company's losses rose until 1932, then dropped sharply....

L ] ¥

Household says that its hands-on approach to dealing with borrowers Is the
backbone of its business model. "We get paid for being flexible in working with
our borrowers," says Streem. To keep loan losses low, the company doubled its
collections staff in the past 18 months, to 5,000, he says. Collectors are paid salary
plus a bonus for keeping loans current and an the books.

The Business Week article continued, stating that while most analysts wholeheartedly recommended
purchase of Houschold shares — maost of which had investment banking relationships with the
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Company — at least ane analyst claimed that Household's accounting policies understated losses and

delinquencies. The report summarized both the allegations and the Company’s direct denials:

HOUSEHOLD IS ACCUSED OF:

. Rolling over late loans by adding missed payments to ends of loans, thus
masking delinquencies

. ) Delaying recognition of charge-offs to boost eamnings

. Moving loans from its bank subsidiary to minimize need for reserves

. Cutting on balance sheet reserves, though its purtfblio is riskier

HOUSEHOLD REPLIES:

. 'E'hc persﬁtice i5 an industry norm, and collection rates improve after loans are

Teag! ‘

. Charge-off policy follows industry standards closely

+ Applying bank regulatory rules would barely increase the amount of charge-
offs
e Total reserves are at the highest level in company history
304. To shore up investors, on 12/04/01, defendant Aldinger spoke at an investor

conference, where he directly addressed concemns raised in a recent Barron's article regarding the

Company's accounting practices. The following day, UBS Warburg analyst J. McDonald maintained

a "Buy" rating based on Aldinger's representations and issued a report on Household entitled

"Management Remains Confident in Outlook," which stated, in part:

Mr. Aldinger cited three factors that have enabled Household to deliver favorable
credit performance in a difficult economic environment: maintaining prudent growth
and avoiding major trouble spots, managing portfolio mix to a lower-rigk blend, and
taking proactive steps to improve collections and reduce open-to-buy exposure.

Management stated that it is comfortable with current reserve levels. The company
held 102% reserve coverage of managed charge-offe at the end of 3Q01. It increased
ite managed reserves by 3569 million, 19%, from last year and has over-provisioned
relative to charge-offs (on an owned and managed basis) for the past several quarters.

* * *

The company provided some detail on the "other unsecured” loan category and
"personal homeowner loans" (PHLs). PHLs are high-LTV loans that are secured by
real estate but are underwritten, priced, and reported as unsecured foans. Mr.
Aldinger stated that, contrary to a recent press article, the average PHL loan size is
$15£00 and the company never reclassifies any of its loans from one category to
anoiner.
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L ] ]

Addressing a recent press article questioning some changes to the company’s
accounting practices, Mr. Aldinger noted that Household's policy for charging-off
unsecured consumer finance loans was implemented in 1996 to align the company's
practices with other non-bank consumer lenders. The changes comply with
applicable accounting standards, were fully disclosed, and have been uniformly
applied since that time. '

% *®
Mr. Aldinger expressed satisfaction with the firm's reserve policy, emphasizing the
Company's recent reserve-building achievements.... .

| * *

Mr, Aldinger restated his confidence in Household's ability to deliver 13%-15% EPS
growth in 2002....

305. DBasedon Aldinger's false reassurances, the price of Household stock increased $2.65
to close at $59.15.

306, On 12/14/01, Bear Steamns issued a positive report on Household, Responding to
‘additional guidance given by the Company, the report stated: |

The company's ability to defer chargeofis on its unsecured loan portfolio for as much
as 18 months concems some observers. This concern seems unwartanted as 98% of
unsecured loans are charged off by 12 months delinquent.

We don't believe earnings are distorted by re-aging as Household only re-ages about
10% of its other unsecured and real estate secured lending customers.

= L] *

The recent coniroversy {over the company's delinquency and chargeoff
policies] seems unjustified given the fact that Household's delinquency and chargeoff
policies are old. They have been consistently applied for the past five ycars.

We believe the company's reserving is also unaffected by lfs delinguency
recognition and re-aging policies as reserves are established based on expected
fasses. R&:ﬂng a small percentage of accounts or delaying chargeoffs will not
materially alter collections or the need for reserves as the company's experience
enables it le fairly accurately predict its credit experience (which is also reflected
in its risk based pricing).

* * *

Re-aging accounts does defer chargeoffs, but in most cases, it actually appears to
AVOID CHARGEOFFS.
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Household does re-age 'accoumx, but this practice is reserved for the company s
best customers. Contrary to the belief of some other analysts, the company has no
aulomalic re-age policy....
307. The statements made by defendants in §§303-306 above were each materially false
. and misleading when made. As set forth in 71-155, the true facts, which were then known te or
recklessly disregarded by defendants, based on their review of Household's intemal operating data,
including information provided to them by Housshold's Vision system, were:
{a)  Asset forth in §§107-133, defendants improperly engaged in the practice of
"reaging” or "restructuring” delinquent loans to make them current if the customer made one
minimum monthly payment, such that the missed payments were added to the back end of the loan.
Although defendants characierized "reaging” as a customer service, in fact, the Company used it to
maniputate its reported delinquency ratios and delay or prevent charpe-offs (§§107-133);
(b)  Cross-sell or up-sell additional loans or lines of credst (§107-116); and
(c) Convert customers' unsecured loans into loans secured by theirhomesorcars
without disclosing this information to them (§116). In addition, defendants designed the Vision
system to automatically reage delinquent accounts when the computer received only a partial
payment without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.
308. The Officer Defendants’ reaging of delinquent accounts allowed the Company to:
{(a) Understate its true levels of delinquencies, such that any financial metrics that
were dependent upon delinquencies or defaults and important to investors as a measure of
Household's health, including credit loss reserves, were also materially false and misleading (§§125-
133);
(b)  Under-report nonperforming assets and misreport credit quality (1§125-133);

{c) Artificially inflate reported revenues and EPS throughout the Class Period

(§1102-106 and 125-153).
309. On 12/18/01, the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be filed {(or
declared effective), a Registration Statement on Form 3-3, registering for sale $3 billion of debt

securities.
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F.

DEFENDANTS' FALSE AND MISLEADING STATEMENTS DURING 2002

310.  On1/10/02, the Compeany, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be filed (or declared
effective), a Registration Statement on Form S-3, registering for sale $15 billion of debt securities.
311,  On1/16/02, Household issued a release announcing "Record Qué.tturlyand Full-Year
Net Income" for 4Q01 and FYO1. The release stated:

Household International today reported fourth quarter earnings per share of
$1.17, its fourteenth consecutive record quarter. Fourth quarter earnings per share
rose 14 percent from $1.03 the prior year. Nef income in the fourth quarter
increased 11 percent, to an all-time quarterly record of $549 million,

For the full year, Household reported earnings per share of $4.08, representing a 15
percent increase from $3.55 in 2000. Net income for 2001 totaled $1.9 billion, also
an all-time high, 13 percent abave $1.7 billion earned in 2000.

"Household's fourth quarter results were simply outstanding,” said William F.
Aldinger, chairman and chief executive officer, "demonstrating the tremendous
strength and earnings power of the Household franchise. Receivable and revenue

wth exceeded our expectations while credit indicators weakened only modestly
in a tough economic environment. Recognizing the importance of a strong balance
sheet, we provided $154 million in excess of owned chargeofYs, bringing our reserves
to their highest level ever.”

Commenting on the full-year's results, Aldinger added, "In 2001, we demonstirated
that our business model generates superior results in a weak economy a8 well as in
the strong economic peniods of previous years. Exceptional revenue growth of 18
percent more than offset the increases in credit losses during the year. We further
strengthened our balance sheet while investing in sales and marketing to position our
franchise for sustainable growth in the future. We are well-positioned to deliver 13
to 15 percent EPS growth for 2002."

312,

Subsequent to the Company's announcement of 4Q01 and FY 01 results on 1/16/02,

defendants Aldinger and Schoenholz hosted 2 conference call on the same day to discuss its business

and prospects. Based on Household management's 1/11/02 press release and statements to analysts,

including the 1/16/02 conference call, analysts wrote positive reports about Household znd its

prospects. Thes reports were consistent with and repeated management's false and misleading

statements, which statements had been made to the analysts with the intention they would be

repeated 1o the market.

313.

On 3/13/02, Household filed with the SEC its FY01 Report on Form 10-K, signed

by defendants Aldinger and Schoenholz. In addition to reiterating the sarne false representations

made in the 1/16/02 corporate release and in the meetings with analysts, the FY00 Report on Form
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10-K also stated that the Company's financial statements met the requirements of Regulation 5-X
and incorporated by reference information specified by Item 302 of Regulation 5-K. The FYQL
Report on Form 10-K also incorporated by reference information relating to Credit Quality Statistics,
Credit Loss Reserves Activity and NIM from the 2001 Annual Report. The FY01 Report on Form
10-K. atso contained thé "Management's Report” (signed by Aldinger and Schoenholz), which
represented to Household shareholders that the consolidated financial statements for FY01 had been
prepared in accordance with GAAP, had been audited by Andersen and were an accurate

representation of the Company's financials for FY01.

that:

incorporated by reference into the FY0i Report on Form 10-K. Andersen stated that it had audited
Household's financial statements and Schedule 14(d) for FY01 in accordance with GAAS and opined
that they “fairly state[} in all material respects the financial data required to be set forth therein in

314, In addition, the "Management's Report" also stated:

Management has long recognized its responsibility for conducting the company's
affairs in a manner which is responsive to the interest of employees, shareholders,
investors and society in general. This responsibility is im:lucrﬁd in the statement of
policy on ethical standards which provides that the company will fully comply with
laws, rules and regulations of every community in which it operates and adkere to
the highest ethical standards. Officers, employees and agents af the company are
expected and directed 10 manage the business of the company with complete
honesty, candor and integrity.

315, Withrespectio ils loan delinquencies and charge-off policies, defendants represented

Our credit and portfolio management procedures focus on Hsk-based pricing and
effective collection efforts for each loan. We have a process which we believe gives
us a reasonable basis for predicting the credit quality of new accounts. This process
is based on our experience with numerous marketing, credit and risk management
tests. We also believe that our frequent and early contact with delinquent customers,
as well as policies designed to manage customer relationships, such as reaging
delinquent accounts to current in specific situations, are helpful in maximizing
customer collections. We have been preparing for an economic slowdown since late
1999. Throughout 2000 and 2001, we emphasized real estate secured loans which
historically have a lower loss rate as compared to our other loan products, grew
sensibly, tightened underwriting policies, reduced unused credit lines, strengthened
tisk model capabilities and invested heavily in collections capability by adding over
2,500 collectors. As aresult, 2001 charge-off and delinquency performance has been
well within our expectations.

316. Additionally, defendant Andersen issued a clean audit opinion on 1/14/02, which was

relation to the basic financial statements taken as a whole.”
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317. On or about 2/06/02, Association of Comemunity Organizations for Reform Now
("ACORN") announced that it had filed a class action lawsuit against Household in Alameda County
Superior Court, accusing the Company of fraud and misrepresentation and deliberately withholding
information about the true costs of up to §2 billion in secured loans originated by Household. The
ACORN suit also alleged that Honsehold was using improper techniques to prevent refinancing and .
incentivizing account executives with bonuses if they were able to “close the back door,” as it was
known within the Company. Household was quick to deny these allepations and reassure
sharcholders that the Company did not engage in any predatory practices:

2/07/02 {Copley News Service) Company spokeswoman Hayden stated, "You simply
cannot stay in business for 125 years by misleading your borrowers ..., We
do the right thing for our borrowers. We make good loans that not only are
legal loans, but are beneficial for our custorners.”

2/07/02 (Contra Costa Times) Streem stated, "They have charged us in the past with
being a predatory lender, but those allegations have almost uniformly proven
false and misleading,” suggesting that the ACORN suits were mere nuisance
suits.

2/18/02 (National Mortgage News) David Schoenholz stated, "'Our first take on [the
allegations of predatory lending raised in the ACORN action] is that it is not
a significant issue, not indicative of any widespread problem and certainly
not a concern that 1t will spread elsewhere™

4/22/02 {Bellingham Herald) Hayden stated, ™It is absolutely dagainst our policy to
in any way, quete a rate that is different than what the true rate is ... |
can't underscore that enough.™ :

318. Thestatement in §317 above was materially faise and misleading when made. As set
forth in §§1-155, the true facts, which were then known to or recklessly disregarded by defendants,
based on their review of Household's internal operating data, including information provided to them
by Houschold's Vision system, were that defendants were engaged in a widespread and consistent
pattern of improper and illegal predatory lending practices. These practices included, among other
things:

(2)  Misrepresenting the interest rates and ssvings associated with loans by
providing deceptive and nonconforming loan documents to borrowers that were designed to obscure

actual loan amounts and interest rates (§955-60);
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(b)  Failing to disclose "discount points” that were nothing more than stacked fees
and had no bearing on the ultimate intercst rate charged on toans (§§61-67);

{c})  Concealing the existence of prepayment penalties (§§68-70);

(d)  Using such practices as fraud and forgery to selt ancillary products, such as
life, disability and other types of credit insurance (§§71-77); and -

(¢)  Tlegally "up-selling” second loans with exorbitant interest rates (§475-82).

319.  As set forth in §Y51-106, defendants' fraudulent predatory lending scheme persisted
throughout the entire Class Period and eventually resulted in a $525 million charge against
Houschold's earnings, $484 million of which was for a nationwide settlement with state attorney
generals.

320, On2/07/02, Aldinger and Schoenholz hosted a conference call to respond to market
concerns about the stock. Based on information provided by them, analysts issued positive reports
supporting defendants as follows:

Robert Napoli (ABN AMRO) Report of 2/7/02

Below we have many of the issues brought up on the conference call:

Concern: Household is now unable to roll its commercial paper and has lost access
to that market, ‘

Company response; Household has had no problems with its commercial paper
funding and the cost of that funding has not increased.

¥ %

Concem: Arthur Andersen (HI's auditor) is going to force Household to make
changes to its accounting policies and is getting more aggressive with the company.

Company Response: Arthur Andersen has always been aggressive with HI. There are
no accounting changes being discussed and there are to be no surprises in the
I0K, HI's board of directors has had long conversations about Arthur Andersen and
they plan to watch to sec if a change has to be made but none is anticipated at this

point.

* LJ ]

Concern: HI's lawsuit in California which was recently settled is going to have a
negative effect on the company's ability to generate fee income and could have a
negative effect on its ROE and ROA and revenue outlook.

Company response: The issue in California cost HI about $1 MM in revenue per year
on a $10.8 billion revenue base.
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* L ] *

[ACORN]) lawsuit Jooks frivolous to us and management agreed....
. x

We reiterate our Buy rating and $75 target price.

321, Defendants' denials of the veracity of ACORN's suit and predatory lending claims had
an immediate impact on the price of Household shares. Afier trading down mnder the pressure of
the ACORN allegations, following the publication of defendants' denials, shares of the Company
rebounded over $3.30 per'share on 2/07/02, on heavy trading volume of over 12 million shares —six
times the average daily trading volume.

322,  On4/09/02, the Company, through its subsidiary, HFC, caused to be filed {or declared
effective), a Registration Statement on Form S-3, registering for sale $10 billion of debt securities.

323. On4/09/02, Household hosted its annual Financial Relations meeting, during which
Aldinger, Schoenholz and other senior management again conditioned analysts and investors to
believe that the Company was poised to achieve its target growth of 13%-15% over the next two
years and that Household was achieving its top line and profitability. In addition, Household also
told analysts the following: |

Todd A. Pitsiager (Friedman, Billings, Ramsey & Co., Inc.) Report of 4/10/02

The company provided several new disclosures in its investor packet yesterdﬁy,

which provide significant transparency beyond regular company reports to help
investors assess the operating model.

* 0 %

Household also provided greater disclosure surrounding its re-age policies (ak.a.
deferments). We have greatly anticipated this data to help explain why HI's
delinquency rates in various products are competitively lower than many industry
peers. Hldisclosed that 9.4% ofits overall portfolio has been re-aged once in the last
12 months, compared to 8.5% at the end of 2000. The 11% YOY rise is in response
to the recession. '

In addition, re-aged accounts are no longer contractually delinquent even if more than
one payment is added to the principle of a loan. Said another way, companics that use
deferments report lower delinquencyresults, especially in the subprime marketplace,
because accounts that become one or two cycles delinguent typically never cure and
are always delinquent by standard GAAP measures.

Of interest, for the last several quarters, management at HI has talked down
the benefit of re-aging accounts in its auto finance division. As consistent supporters
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of the re-age process and AmeriCredit (ACF-Buy), HT's historical commentary
disputed our contention and ACF's views that deferments are a vital tool in the auto
finance business. H! disclosed at the end of 2001 a 4% deferment rate in its auto
finance business, effectively consistent with ACF's 5% rate. The release of this data
should help to alleviate investors concems regarding deferment activity in auto
finence,

Joel Gomberg (William Blajr & Co.) Report of 4/10/02

[Management] presentation renewed our conviction in the company's growth ...

L) » &

Management enhanced disclosure across a wide variety of areas, including
accounting, cre<dit policies, and funding. High level of new detail included its
managed re-aged receivables, which stood at 16.9% of loans, compared with 14.3%
in 2000. Re-aged loans are delinquent loans that customers have made partial
repayments of their past due balances. The ratio is clearly high, but reflects
Houschold's subprime customer base, which requires more rehabilitation, particularly
in tou%her cconomic times. There has been no change in re-aging policies, and
accrual of interest is stopped or reserved against upon restructuring,

W * L

The potential for further lawsuits and negative publicity from predatory lending is an
enhanced risk, given the heightened regulatory environment and this an election year.
Household has been subject to consumer advocate lawsuits (as have others) and
recently seftled a case of overcharging customers, due to & systems error in
California. Management is committed to ensure its lending practices are in
compliance with governmental regulations. '

324,  On 4/17/02, Household anmounced 1Q02 results in a press release entitled,

"Household Reports Record First Quarter Net Income" that stated, in part:

Household Intemational today reported first quarter samnings per share of $1.09, its
fifteenth consecutive record quarter. First quarter camings per share rose 20 percent
from $.91 the prior year. Net income in the first quarter increased 18 percent, to a
record $511 million.

"Household tumed in a very strong first quarter," said William F. Aldinger,
Household's chairman and chief executive officer ... Inaddition to delivering record
results this quarter, we strongly added to our capital and reserve levels and further
enhanced liquidity. We remain committed to maintaining a strong balance sheet and
maximum financial flexibility.

"Our credit quality performance was well within our expectations in light of the
continued weakness in the economy,” Aldinger continued. "We anticipate a very
manageable credit environment for the remainder of the year."

Aldinger concluded, "We are off 1o a great start, and I am comfortable with our
ability to meet our 13 to 15 percent earnings per share growth target for 2002."
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325. Subsequent to the Company's announcement of 1Q02 results, defendants Aldinger

n the same day to discuss its business and prospects.
analysts, including onthe 10/17/01 conference call,

analysts wrotc positive reports about Household and its prospects. These reports were consistent

with and repeated management's false and rmisleading statements, which statements had been made

to the analysts with the intention they would be repeated to the market.

John MacDonald (UBS warburg) Report of 4/18/02

‘We are raising our full-year 2002 estimate to $4.68 from $4.65 to reflect our outlook
for continucd strong receivable manageable phargemff levels, and small

degree of NIM compression. Our 20073 estimate remains §$5.25.

* * *

The cnmﬁany rienced a sharp rise in securitization revenue, which ballooned to
$146 million ($0.21 pet ghare) in 1Q02 ..., The comparty secuxitized $2.4 billion of
receivables in the first quarter compared 10 $900 million in the year ago quarter.

as well ag the Company's denijals that it was

engaged in any predatory tending practices, shares of Household iraded sbove $58.95 per ghare in

4/15/02 — within one week, Household ghares traded at over $63.25.
research Teport on the Company in

326. Basedon thescpurported positiveresults,

inter-day trading on
327.  On 5/04/02, Credit Suisse First Boston jssued a

which it concluded that the predatory pricing suité did not represent a nmaterial financial risk” to

Household, nor did they present "any risk to Household's busingss practices.”
428,  On 5/10/02, Household filed with the SEC, its 1Q02 Report on Form 10-Q, signed

by defendant Schoenbwolz, In addition to reiterating the same false representations as Were made in

the 4/17/02 cotporate release, the 1Q02 Reporton Form 10-Q also stated, in part, that the unaudited

quarterly financial results were prepared in accordance with GAAP and included, “in the opinion of

management, all adjustments (consisting of qormal recurring accruals) considered necessary for a

fair presentation.”
329. Household spokespeople continued to publicly deny allegations that Household was

engaged in predatory lending but rather reassured investors:

5/10/02 Household spokesperson, Hayden, in The Record, stated: *Our position is that

the accusations [regarding predatory lending) are baseless ... Theloansare

legal, they are compliant with siate and federal laws and our owi policles,
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and in each instance they have benefits for each customer.... The loan[s]
conform[] to the company's tangible benefits test."™

5/14/02 Company spokesperson Streem, in AP Online, stated. "AH of {Household's]
lending policies are in accord with federal and state repulations and
regitirements ..."

330. On 5/31/02, in a report by American Banker, Household spokeperson Hayden
characterized the WA Report as a "draft” with "factual errors” that Household wanted to cortect and
tried to downplay the situation, stating:

"It iz our regulators' and the attomey general's job to investigate any complaints

brought forth by consumers in their state, and we don't find anything unique or

surprising that they are doing their job .... [W]e take proper steps to work wiath the
department to uncover the facts and if necessary formulate an appropriate resolution

for theborrower.” [] Hayden also admitted that some "customers in Bellingham may

have indeed been justified in their confusion about the rate of their loans" and

¢laimed Household "took full and prompt responsibility” and is "satisfied that this

situation was localized to the Bellingham branch,”

331. Thestatementsin1§329-330 above were materially false and misleading when made.
As set forth tn §Y51-101, the true facts, which were then known to or recklessly disregarded by
defendants, based on their review of Houschold's internal operating data, including information
provided to them by Household's Vision system, were that defendants were engaged in a widespread
and consistent pattern of improper and illegal predatory lending practices. These practices included,
among other things:

(3}  Misrepresenting the interest rates and savings associated with loans by
providing deceptive and nonconforming loan documents to borrowers that were designed to obscure
actual Joan amounts and interest rates (§55-60);

- (b)  Failingto disclose "discount points” that were nothing more than stacked fees
and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (1§61-67);

{c}  Concealing the existence of prepayinent penalties (§§68-70);

{(d)  Uszing such practices as fraud and forgery to sell ancillary products, such as
life, disability and other types of credit insurance (§71-74); and

{e) Ilegally "up-gelling” second loans with exorbitant interest rates (§§75-82).

332, As set forth in §51-106, defendants’ frandulent predatery lending scheme persisted

throughout the entire Class Period and eventually resulted in a $525 million charge against
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Household's eamings, $484 million of which was for a nationwide settlement with state atiorney

generals.

333

On 7/17/02, Houschold announced 2Q02 results in a press release entitled,

"Household Reports Record Second Quarter Results on Strong Receivables Growth,” which stated,

in part:

Household International today reported second guarter earnings per share increased
16 percent to $1.08, from $.93 the prior year. These results mark Household's
sixteenth consecutive record quarter. Second quarter net income increased 17
percent, to a record $514 million.

“Our results this quarter were fueled by ongeing strong demand for cur loan
products,” said William F. Aldinger, Household's chairman and chief executive
officer. "Growfh this quarter was strong, while we have maintained our conservative
underwriting criteria....

Aldinger concluded, "The company's operating performance has been very strong in
the first half of 2002, and, although the economic environment i5 likely to remain
uncertain, we believe our businesses are well-positioned for the remainder of the

year.
334,

The same day, on 7/17/02, Household also hosted a conference call with analysts and

investors, during which defendants reiterated the same false and migl=ading financial information

published in Household's release. During this call, defendants also hosted a question-and-answer

session, during which Aldinger said the following about the predatory lending issue:

The impact on us of those changed laws has been virtually nil or minimal, That is
because we already have in place our best practices. In many cases, our best
practices exceed what these states have been asking or are in line with what these
states are asking.... Now let's talk about the lawsuits. We think straight out that the
class action suits brought by Acom {phonetic) in particular are just baseless, and we
don't 2e¢ any long-term impact there. We think they are wrong.... On the AGS,
obviously again, it is a political issue. There has been lots of talk. We will like we
do on everything else focus op resolving that issue over the next gix months or so, but
Icannot go into any details except to say that I am confident that our best practices
and our current model ultimately will {:rmil, and we will do what we do because

we do not do predatory lending.... [T]

e final message is lots of moving parts, lots

of headline issues, but economically, we min a very strict model and a very good
madel for our custorners, and we don’t think when we are sitting here talking to you
next year there will be anything substontially different in the returns or practices.
1 am sotty for such a long answer. '

335,

Following the release of Houschold's purported "record”-setting 202 results, and

following this conference call, Deutsche Banc Alex. Brown analyst Alpert issued a report on 7/18/02

- reiterating a "Strong Buy" rating and a $74 price tarpet on Household shares. The Deutsche Banc
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Alex. Brown report further stated that asset quality remained stable and delinquencies came in better
than expected. It further stated: "While the issue of subprime loans, the hotbed for predatory lending
debates, will continug to receive regulatory scrutiny, Household's diverse business model gives the
coinpany an edge, in our opinien.... [Tlhe fundamentals at the company remain solid. Company
guidance remains the same even in the tough economic environment." .

336. On 8/14/02, Household issued a press release entitled, "Household International
Certifies Accnracy of SEC Filings in 2002 — Reaffirms Business Outlook for Balance of the Year;
Restates Certain Prior Period Accounts." The press release stated that defendants Aldinger and
Schoenholz certified to the accuracy of their most recent SEC filings, which stated, in part:

Commenting on the company’s recent results, Aldinger said, "Household's results for

the year-to-date have been fueled by strong demand for our loan products throughout

our businesses, Our loan underwriting approach continues to be conservative in

these times of economic unceniainty, and we remain committed to strong reserve and

capital levels. The company's operating performance in the first half of the year has
been very strong, and our businesses are well-positioned for the remainder of the

yum,-ll

Aldinger continued, "Household has undergone a thorough review of our financial
statements and related accounting policies in conjunction with our new anditors,
KPMG LLP, As part of this review, we have determined to adopt certain revisions
to the accounting treatment of our Maslercard/Visa co-branding and affinity credit
card relationships, and a credit card marketing agreement with a third party. We are
restating earnings to refiect the cumulative impact of the adjusted items over the
period in which the adjustments are applicable as determined in consoltation with our
new auditors at KPMG. The restatement assooiated with these matters has the effect
of reducing second quarter earings per share by $.01, or approximately 1 percent,
and EPS for the six months ended June 30, 2002 by $.06, or 2.8 percent, versus what
was reported in the company’s earnings release of July 17, 2002. These changes are
not expected to have any significant impact on our future results of operations.”

Household announced that it was restating eamings from 1994 to 2Q02, lowering net income (and
equity) by $386 million.

337.  On the same day, defendants Aldinger and Schoenholz held a conference call to
discuss the restatement. During the call, they made the same false i-epraséntations to the analysts that
were then repeated to the market through reports issued by them. Based upon representations made
by defendants, these analysts issued reports stating that the restatement would not have a material

impact:
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M. Alpert/G. Swanberg (Deutsche Banc — North America) Report of 8/14/02

. More importantly, the company said that its businesses remain very strong,
that it is confident in its pending litigation with consumer advocacy groups,
and that KPMG has done a full scrubbing of the books without any other
CONCETNA.

[W]e maintain our STRONG BUY rating as the fundamentals remain very strong
with a talented and recently reorganized management team at the helm. -

Todd A. Pitsinger (Friedman Billings Ramsey & Co.) Report of 8/15/02

Eamings Restatement Is a Dissppointment ~ Not a Disaster

REITERATE OUR BUY RATING AND $73 PRICE TARGET. While the

restaiements are extremely disappointing in the current skittish environment, HI's

business fundamentals and eamnings model remain intact. Desrite substantial
headline nsk associated with curremt lawsnits and predatory lending issues,
management does not believe that heightened regulatory scrutiny (FFIEC guidelines,

regulatory agreements, etc.) affecting the subprime credit card issuers will impact H,

nor does the company believe that the current lawsuits will ultimately impact the

company's operating strategy.... '

338.  On 8/28/02, Household issued a press release stating that KPMG had completed its
audits of the Company for FY99-FY01 and had rendered unqualified opinions for both entities, As
a result, Household could again issue debt and/or equity securities under their respective, effective
registration stajements.

339,  On 9/02/02, Company spokesperson Hayden stated that she was not aware of any
pending enforcement actions or settlement talks.

340. During the week of 9/12/02, defendant Aldinger and other senior management,
including Tom Detelich, Group Executive for Consumer Lending, met with Deutsche Banc Alex.
Brown analysts. Based on information provided at these in-depth, face-to-face meetings, analyst
Mark Alpert stated that Deutsche Banc Alex. Brown "came away feeling more comfortable with the
likely resolution than [they] had anticipated” and issued a very positive report reiterating a "buy”
rating, which stated in part:

Household doss not agree with most of the allegations, and when ¥ finds a prablem,

it has quickly made changes (iucludinlﬁ Jiring people) when necessary.

Nonetheless, in the words of CEQ Aldinger, the issue is solely one of being "right or

wrong." Household wants to get out of the spotlight, out of the ?ress, and beyond

reproach, not just in Washington, but throughout the country. It will do what is
necessary without sacrificing the business model.
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Mr. Aldinger reiterated a 13%-15% eamings growth target and a double digit
increase in 2003,

In the long-run, even if 15% carnings growth is not sustainable, we believe
10% is the minimum achievable....

341. On 9/16/02, Forbes magazine published a 9/02/02 letter written by Detelich, the
newly-appointed Group Executive for Consumer Lending, which stated: .

"Home Wrecker” (Sept. 2, p. 62) disregarded facts and instead crafted an inaccurate

portrayal of William Aldinger's Household International and its consumer lending

business. While one complaint is one too many, you neglected to menition that

99.99% of our consumer-lending customers do not have a complaint regarding

thelr loan. FORBES neplected to say that our branches undergo three quality

assurance audits a year and that more than 56,000 customer audit calls are made to

ensure we meet the highest standards of responsible lending. FORBES did not give

any credit to our industry-leading disclosiires, such as our one-page, simple-language

Ioan surmmary — in which customers are clearly communicated with about the terms

of their contracts. We regret that FORBES dldﬂ't find these facts relevant. But at

‘Household, our satizfied customers know the difference.

342, The statements made by defendants in 7310-316, 320-328 and 333-341 above were
each materially false and misleading when made. As set forth in §§1-135, the true facts, which were
then known to or recklessly disregarded by defendants, based on their review of Household's internal
operating data, including information provided to them by Household's Vision system, were:

(a)  Defendants were engaged in a widespread and consistent pattern of improper
and illegal predatory lending practices, which included, among other things:

0} Misrepresenting the interest rates and savings associated with loans
by providing deceptive and nonconforming foan documents to borrowers that were designed to
obscure actual loan amounts and interest rates (T§55-60);

(ii) Failing to disclose "discount points” that were nothing more than

 stacked fees and had no bearing on the ultimate interest rate charged on loans (Y{61-67);
(i) Concealing the existence of prepayment penalties (168-70);
{iv) Using such practices as fraud and forgery to sell ancillary products,
such as life, disahility and other types of credit insurance (§§71-74); and
{v) Megally* up;selling" second loans with exorbitant interesi rates (Y§75- |

82).
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(b)  As set forth in 115 1-166, defendants’ frandulent predatory lending scheme
persisted throughout the entire Class Period and eventually resulted in a $525 million charge against
Household'’s earnings, $484 million of which was for a nationwide settlement with state attorney
generals.

(c)  Asset forth in $§107-133, defendants improperly engaged in the practice of -
"reaging” or "restructuring” delinquent loans to make them current if the customer made one
minimum monthly payment, such that the missed payments were added to the back end of the loan.

Although defendants characterized "reaging” as a customer scrvice, in fact, the Company used it to:

(i) Ma_:ﬁpulate itsreported delinquency ratios and delay or prevent charge-
offs (ﬂi07-133);
(i) Cross-sell or up-sell additional loans or lines of credit (1§107-116);
and
(iii) Convert customers' unsecured loans into loans secured by their homes

or cars without disclosing this information to them (§116). In addition, as detailed in]§111-114 and
121, defendants designed the Vision system to automatically reage delinquent accounts when the
computer received only a partial payment without any evidence that the delinquency had been cured.

(d)  TheOfficer Defendants designed the predatory lending practices and reaging
of delinquent accounts, ﬂloﬁg the Company to:

Y] Understate its true levels of delinquencies, such that any financial
metrics that were dependent upon délinqnencies or defaults and important to investors as a measure
of Household's health, including credit loss reserves, were also materially false and misleading
(§7125-133);

(ii) Under-report non-performing assets and misreport credit quality
(TH125-133);

(iii) Consistently report tower loan loss reserves by improperly lowering
defaults and prepayments (§§102-106 and 125-133); |
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{iv) Recognize interest income that should not have been accrued in
accordance with the Company’s own lending practices and policies (§§102-106, 125-133 and 154-
155); and

) Arificially inflate reported revenues and EPS througl_mout the Class
Period (§§102-106 and 125-153). .

(&)  As set forth in §§134-155, throughout the Class Period, defendants engaged
in improper accounting for Household's credit card co-branding, affinity and third-party marketing
agreements, causing Household to overstate its finance income, securitization income and fee income
‘and misstate certain of its éxpenses, resulting in an overstatement of net income. Due to defendants’
improper accounting, the Company was forced to restate earnings for an eight-year period from 1994
through 2Q02. As set forth in §Y134-153, the Officer Defendants have admitted that Household's
results for 4Q01, FY01, 1Q02 and 2Q02 were materially false and misleading and haverestated these

results as follows:

DILUTED EPS

As Reported Restated _ Difference
4001 $1.17 $1.13 <$0,04>
FY(l $4.08 $3.91 <$0.16>
1Q02 $1.09 $1.04 <$0.05>
2Q02 $1.08 $1.07 <$0.01>

(N In addition to the false and matenally misleading financial data, the
‘Company's SEC filings also contained inadequate risk disclosures that did not disclose the true risks
of investing in Household — specifically, the n'sk of investing in a company that was not reporting
its financial results in conformity with GAAP; .In addition, and a result thereof, the purported risk
disclosures were wholly ineffective and inappropriste and did not alert investors to the true risks of
investing in Household securities.
343, By %02, the Gﬁiccr Defendants had been forced to take a $600 million charge and
eliminate $386 million of previously reported earnings. They realized that they could no longer
conceal the magnitude and pervasiveness of their scherne and wrongful course ofbusiness, Knowing

that Household would be forced to suspend many of its iliegal activities and incur a substantial
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charge as part of any settlement with the state attomey generals, the Officer Defendants attempted
to effect a soft landing and were somewhat successful in doing so. As defendant Aldinger began to
rnanipulaie down expectations for Household performance, stating that, evenif 15% camings growth
was not sustainzble, "10% was the minimum achievable," Household stock declined to
approximately $28 per share in late 9/02. .
344. Inearly 10/02, rumors began to circulate in the market of a pending settlement that
would terminate Household's ability to continue the illegal practices detailed herein and require a
$500+ million payment. In response, the price of Household stock dropped from as high as $29 on
9/30/02 to less than 321 during carly 10/02. On 10/14/02, Household disclosed that it had agreed
to settle with the state attorney generals regarding the claims related to its predatory lending practices
and would pay $484 million in connection therewith. The deterioration in Household's business
during 2002 was a direct result of the increasing scrutiny it was subjected to for the illegal tactics
detailed herein, which tactics have ultimately resulted in well over §1 billion worth of charges and
writeoffs, and the elimination of over $20 billion of market capitalization. Defendants' misconduct
ultimately forced the Household Board to appi'ove Houschold's acquisition by HSBC in 11/02
because of the market's suspicions concerning the integrity of the Companjr and its operations.
X. BASIS OF ALLEGATIONS
345.  Plaintiffs allege the following based upon an investigation of counsel, including a
- review of SEC filings issued by Houschald and HFC, as well as regulatory filings and reports, news
articles, securities arnalyst reports, advisories about the Company, press releases and other public
statements issued by the Company or its representatives, media reports about the Company, and
interviews of, among others, former Household employees and other persons with knowledge of
defendants. Bxcept as alleged herein, the underlying information conceming defendants' misconduct
and the particulars thereof is not available to plaintiffs and the public and lies within the possession
and control of defendanis and other Household insiders. Based upon the sﬁbstantial facts alrcady
uncovered, plaintiffs believe that substantial additional evidentiary support will exist for the

allegations set forth herein after a reasonable opportunity for discovery.
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XL FIRST CLAIM FOR RELIEF

For Violation of Section 10(h) of the 1934 Act and Rule 10b-5
(Against Household, the Officer Defendants and Andersen)

346. Plaintiffs incorporate T§1-345 by reference,

347. During the Class Period, defendants Household, the Officer Defendants and Andersen
disseminated the false statements specified above, which they knew or recklessly disrcgarde& were
matcrially false and misleading in that they contained material misrepresentations and failed to
disclose material facts necessary in order to make the statements made, in light of the circumstances
under which they were made, not misleading.

348.  Defendants Household, Andersen and the Officer Defendants violated §10(b) of the
1934 Act and Rule 10b-5 in that they:

(a)  Employed devices, schemes, and artifices to defraud;

. {(b)  Made untrue statements of material facts or omitted to state material facts
necessary in order to make statements made, in light of the circumstances under which they were
made, not misleading; or

| () Engaged in acts, practices and a course of business that operated as a fraund
or deceit upon plaintiffs and others similarly situated in connection with their purchases of
Household securities during the Class Period,

349.  Plaintiffs and the class have suffered damages in that, in reliance on the integrity of
the market, they paid artificially inflated prices for Household securities. Plaintiffs and the class
would not have purchased Household securities at the prices they paid, or at all, if they had been
aware that the market prices had been artificially and falsely inflated by defendants' misleading
statements.

350.  Asadirect and proximate result of these defendants' wrongfil conduct, plaintiffs and
the other members of the class suffered damages in connection with their burchasos of Houschold

secunties during the Class Period.
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Xli. SECOND CLAIM FOR RELIEF

For Violation of Section 20(a) of the 1934 Act
{Against Howsebold and the Officer Defendants)

351. Plaintiffs incorporate §11-350 by reference.

352. The Officer Defendants prepared, or were responsible for preparing, the Company's
press releases and SEC filings. The Officer Defendants controlled other employees of Household.
Household controlied the Officer Defendants and each of its officers, executives and all of its
employees,

353. In addition to the duties of full disclosure imposed on defendants by their status as
controlling persons of the Company, as a result of their affirmative statements and reports or
participation in the making of affirmative staternents and reporis to ti'u: investing public, defendantg
imd a duty to promptly disseminate truthful information that would be matetial {o investors in
oompiianm with the integrated disclosure provisions of the SEC, as embodied in SEC Regulations
8-X, 17 CF.R. §§210.01 ef seq., and 8-K, 17 C.F.R, §§225.10 et seq., and other SEC regulations,
including accurate and truthful information with respect to Household's stock, operations, financial
condition and eamings, so that the market price of Household's securities wouid be based on truthful,
complete and accurate information. By reason of such conduct, defendants are liable pursuant to
§20(a) of the 1934 Act.

XIII. THIRD CLAIM FOR RELIEF
. For Violations of Sections 11, 12{a)(2) and 15 of the 1933 Act
(Against Household, the Officer Defendants, the Director Defendants,
Andersen, Goldman Sachs and Merrill Lynch) '

354.  Plaintiffs incorporate all paragraphs asif sct forth hercin, Plaintiffs expressly exclude
any allegation complained of herein that could be construed to allege intentional or reckless conduct. .

355. Plaintiff West Virginia Fund asserts this claim for violations of §§11, 12(a){2) and
15 of the Securities Act, 15 U.S.C. §§77k, 77i(a)2) and 770, on behalf of itself and all other
members of the Beneficial subclass.

356. This claim is brought- against Household, the Officer Defendants, the Director
Defendants, Andersen, Goldman Sé.chs and Merrill Lynch.
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357. Plaintiff West Virginia Fund and the members of the Beneficial subclass acquired
Household's shares pursuant to Houschold's 6/01/98 Form S-4 Registration Statement and Joint
Proxy Statement-Prospectus (the "Beneficial Registration Statement™), which shares were issued in
connection with the Household/Beneficial merger.

Household .

358. Houschold was the issuer of shares registered via the Beneficial Registration
Statement. As such, Household is strictly Hable for the false statements contained in the Beneficial
Registration Statement.

Director Defendants

359.  Each of the Officer Defendants and Director Defendants named in this Claim for
Relief signed the Beneficial Registration Statement and/or was a Director of Household at the time
the Beneficial Registration Statement was declared effective and Household issued approximately
168 million shares pursuant thereto.

360. The Officer Defendants were involved in the preparation, filing and dissemination
of the Beneficial Registration Statement. None of them made a reasonable investigation of or
possessed reasonable grounds for the belief that the statements contained in the Beneficial
Registration Statement were true and that it did not omit any material fact necessary to make the
statements made therein not misleading. In the exercise of reasonable care, these defmdﬁnts would
have known of the misstatements and omissions complained of herein.

361,  The Officer Defendants solicited the exchange of Beneficial shares pursuant to the
Beneficial Registration Statement. The actions taken by them included participation in the
preparation and dissemination of the false and misleading statements pled herein.

The False and Misleading
Repeficial Registration Statement

362. Thec Beneficial Registration Statement included Household's FY94-FY97 and interim
FY98 financial results, including Household'’s reported EPS for these periods. The Beneficial
Repistration Statement stated:
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COMPARATIVE PER SHARE

The comparative per share data presented below are based on and derived from, and
should be read in conjunction with, the historical consolidated financial statements
and the related notes thereto of Household ... all of which are incorporated by
reference herein, and the unaudited pro forma condensed combined financial
information of Houschold and the related notes thereto included elsewhere in this
Joim Proxy Statement-Prospectus ...

SUMMARY SELECTED HISTORICAL FINANCIAL DATA OF HOUSEHOLD
(IN MILLIONS, EXCEPT FER-SHARE DATA)

Three Months
Year Epded December 31, Ended March 31,
1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1997 1998
Net income 298.7 367.6 453.2 538.6 686.6 1315 170.3
Barnings per share:
Diluted 25 1.17 1.44 1.77 217 A3 g1

363. The Beneficial Registration Statement aiso incorporated by reference the financial
statemnents contained in Household's FY97 Report on Form 10-K (filed an 3/30/98) and 1Q98 Report
on Form 10-Q (filed on 5/12/98), which documents had been previously filed by Household with the
SEC. -

364. The financial results for FY97 and 1Q98 contained in the Beneficial Registration
Statement were false. The true facts are:

DILUTED EPS

As Reported Regtiated Difference
Cumiilative FY94-FY96 $4.38 $4.10 <$0.28>
FY97 $2.17 $2.07 <$0.10>
1Q98 $0.511 $0.48 <§0.03>

NET INCOME (IN MILLIONS)

As Reported Restated  Difference
Cumulative FY94-FY96 $1,359.4 $1,277.3 <$82.1>
FY97 _ $ 686.6 $ 6552 <§31.4>
1098 $1,359.4 $1,277.3 <$82.1>

1 Houschold did not provide quarterly details for the 1998 restatement. The restated net income and

diluted EPS for 1Q98 assumes the impact of the FY98 restatement was spreed equally over the quarters.
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365. The Beneficial Registration Statement also included false representations about the
accuracy of Household's SEC filings, stating that Household's "SEC Reports complied in all material
respects with the requirements of the Securities Act or the Exchange Act, as the case may be, and
the applicable rules and repulations promulgaied thereunder" and that "none of the [Household's]
SEC Reports, when filed, contained any untrue statement of a material fact or omitted to state any
material fact required to be stated therein or necessary to make the statements therein, in light of the
circumstances under which they were made, not misleading.”

366. The Beneficial Registration Statement also represented that:

[t]he consolidated financia) statements of [Household] included in {its] SEC Reports

filed and publiciy available prior to the date of this Agreement (as amended to the

date of thus Agreement, the “Filed Acquirer SEC Reports™) complied as to form in

all material respects with the a;g:lmahle accounting requirements and the published

rules and regulations of the SEC with respect therto, have been prepared in

accordance with GAAP (except, in the case of the unadited statements, as permitted

by Form 10-Q} of the SEC) applied on a consistent basis during the Feriods invelved

(except as may be indicated therein or in the notes thereto) and fairly present the

consolidated financial position of [Household] and its consolidated subsidiaries as

of the dates thereof and the consolidated results of their operations and their

conselidated cash flows for the periods then ended....

367. AstoHousehold's outstanding liabilities, the Beneficial Registration Statement stated
that neither Household "nor any of its subsidiaries has any material liabilities or obligations of any
nature (whether accrued, absolute, contingent or. otherwise) required by GAAP to be recognized or
disclosed on a consolidated balance sheet of {(Household) and its consolidated subsidiaries or in the
notes thereto." |

368. Each of the statements made in 1§362-367 above were false and misleading when
made. The true facts were that Household's SEC filings did nof comply with the regulations of the
Securities Act, as the Beneficial Registration Statement included Household's consolidated financial

‘statements for FY94-FY97, as well as Household'’s interim financial staternents for 1Q98, all of
which were false, did not fairly or accurately present Household's financial position or its results of
operations and had not been prepared in comp lianée with GAAP, as detailed in §102-106 and 125-
155.

369. Inadditionto the false statements concerning Household's financial performance that

were included in the Beneficial Registration Statement, defendants falsely represented in the
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Beneficial Registration Statement that Household was operating in "compliance with applicable
aws." Specifically addressing the propriety of its business practices and the veracity of its SEC
filings, the Beneficial Registration Statement stated:

None of the information to be supplied by [Household] for inclusion or
incorporation by reference in the Registration Stalement or the Merger Proxy
Statement will, in the case of the Registration Statement, af the time it becomes -
effective and at the Effective Time, contain any untrue statement of a materlal fact
or omit to state ary material fact required to be stated therein or necessary to make
the statements therein not misleading, or, in the case of the Merger Proxy
Statement or any amendments thereof or supplements thereto, at the time of the
mailing of the Merger Proxy Statement and any amendments or supplements thereto
and at the time of the Company Stockholders Meeting and the Acquiror Stockhelders
Meeting, contain any untrue siatement of o material fuct or omlt to state any
material foct required to be stated therein or necessary in order 1o make the
statements therein, in light of the circamstances under which they are made, not
misleading. The Merger Proxy Statement {except for such portions thereof that
relate only to the Company or its subsidiaries or Affiliates) and the Registration
Statement will comply as to form in all material respects with the provisions of the
Exchange Act and the Securities Act, respectively, and the rules and regulations
promuigated thereunder.

L] l - [

[Household] and its subsidiaries are in compliance with all Judgments, orders,

decrees, statutes, Laws, ordinances, rules and regulations of any Governmental

Entity applicable te them, excep! for such noncompliance which, individually or in

the aggregate, would not, individually or in the aggregate have a Material Adverse

. Effect on [Household].

Andersen

370. Andersen is an accounting firm that consented to being named as preparing and
certifying Household's false FY94-FY97 financial statements, which were included in the Beneficial
Registration Statement. Andersen is liable for the false financials it certified and its statement that
these financial statements were correct and prepared in accordance with GAAP because it failed to
conduct a reasonable investigation and did not have reasonable grounds fo believe Household's
financial statements that its opinion or Household's FY94-FYS7 financial statemnents, including
Household's reported EPS as detailed in §Y171-191 herein, were not false.
Goldman Sa&hs and Merrill Lynch

371.  Goldman Sachs and Merrill Lynch acted as financial experts in connection with the
preparation and filing of the Beneficial Registration Statement and the consummation of the

Household/Beneficial Merger. Both Goldman Sachs and Merrill Lynch acted as financial advisors
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and experts within the meaning of §11, concerning the fairness "from a financial point of view" of
the consideration to be received by Beneficial shareholders in connection with the
Household/Beneficial merger.

372.  Goldman Sachs and Merrill Lynch each consented to being named as having prepared
and/or certified that part of the Beneficial Registration Statement addressing the valuation-of the
consideration received by Beneficial shareholders. Both Goldman Sachs and Merrill Lynch prepared
opinion letters and consented to the inclusion of those opittion letters in the Beneficial Registration
Statement. Bach of the opinion letters falsely stated that the Exchange Ratio (that is, the ratio of
Household shares received by each Beneficial shareholder in exchange for their Beneficial shares)
was "fair from a financial point of view to the holders" of Beneficial stock, as detailed below:

(a) Goldman Sachs' opinion letter of 4/07/98 included in the Beneficial
Registration Statement provided: |
Board of Directors Beneficial Corporation 100 Beneficial Ceﬁtm‘ Peapﬂck, NIO7977
Ladies and Gentlemen:

You have requested our opinion as to the faimess from a financial point of view to
the holders of the outstanding shares of Common Stock, par value $.01 per share (the
"Shares"), of Beneficial Corporation (the “Cmnpan;f’g of the¢ exchange ratio of
10222 shares of common stock, par value $1.00 per share ("Household Common
Stock™), of Household International, Inc. ("Household") to be received for each Share
(the "Exchange Ratio") pursuant to the Agreement and Plan of Merger dated as of
April 7, 1998 by and among Houschold, Household Acquisition Corp., a wholly
owned subsidiary of Household, and the Company (the "Agreement"),

Goldman, Sachs & Co., as part of its investment banking business, is ‘continually
engaged in the valuation of businesses and their securities in connection with mergers
and acquisitions, negotiated underwritings, competitive biddings, secondary
distributions of listed and unlisted securities, private placements and valuations for
estate, corporate and other purposes. We are familiar with the Company having
provided certain invesiment banking services to the Company from time to time,
including advisory services to the Company in connection with the sale of its
Canadian subsidiary and the proposed sale of its German subsidiary ("BNL
Germany"), having participated ag a co-manager on the Company's September 1997
asset securitization and having acted as its financial advisor in cormection with, and
having participated in certain of the negotiations leading to, the Agreement. We have
also acted as principal in the purchase of certain assets owned by BNL Germany. We
also have provided certain investment banking services to Household from time to
time including acting as a lead or co-manager on various asset securitizations and
various debt financings and as a co-tnanager of the June 1997 secondary offering of
Household common stock, and may provide investment banking services to
Household in the future. Goldman, Sachs & Co. provides a full range of financial
advisory and security services and, in the course of its normal trading activities, may
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from time to time effect transactions and hold securities, including derivative
securities of the Company or Household, for its own account and for the accounts of
customers,

In connection with this opinion, we have reviewed, among other things, the
Agreement; Annual Reports to Stockholders and Annual Reports on Form 10-K. of
the Company and Household for the five years ended December 31, 1997; certain
interim reports to stockholders and Quarterly Reporis on Form 10-Q of the Company
and Houschold; certain other communications from the Company and Houschold to . .
their respective stockholders; certain intemal financial analyses and forecasts for the
Company and Household prepared by their respective managements including
forecasts of certain cost savings and revenue enhancements (the "Synergies")
resulting from the Merger prepared by the management of Household and reviewed
by the management of the Company. We also have held discussions with members
of the senior management of the Company and Household regarding the strategic
rationale for, and the potential benefits of, the transaction contemplated by the
Agreement and the past and current business operations, financial condition and
future prospects of their respective companics. In addition, we have reviewed the
reporied price and trading activity for the Shares and the Household Common Stock,
compared certain financial and stock market information for the Company and
Household with similar information for certain other companies the securities of
which are publicly traded, reviewed the financial terms of certain recent business
combinations including certain transactions in the consumer finance industry and
performed such other studies and analyses as we considered appropriate.

We have relied upon the accuracy and completeness of all of the financial and other
information reviewed by us and have assumed such accuracy and completeness for
purposes of rendering this opinion. In that regard, we have assumed, with your

 consent, that the financial forecasts of Household, including, without limitation, the
Synergies, have been reasonably prepared on a basis reflecting the best currently
available judgments and estimates of Houschold and that such forecasts will be
realized in the amounts and at the times contemplated thereby. We are not experts
in the evaluation of loan portfolios for purposes of assessing the adequacy of
allowances for losses with respect thereto and have assumed, with your consent, that
such allowances for each of the Company and Household are in the aggregate
adequate to cover such losses. In addition, we have not reviewed individual credit
files nor have we made an independent evaluation ot appraisal of the assets and
liabilities of the Company or Household or any of their subsidiaries and we have not
been furnished with any such evaluation or appraisal. We have assumed that the
transaction contemplated by the A ent will be accounted for as a pooling of
interests for accounting purposes. Our advisory services and the opinion expressed
herein are provided for the information and sssistance of the Board of Directors of
the Company in connection with its consideration of the transaction contemplated by
the Agreement and such opinion does not constitute a recommendation as to how any
holder of Sharez should vote with respect to such transaction.

Based upon and subject to the foregoing and based upon such other matters as we

consider relevant, it is our apinion that as of the date hereof the Exchange Ratio

g;:rsmmt to the Agreement is fair from a financlal point of view to the holders of
ares.

Very truly yours,
/8! Goldman, Sachs & Co.
Goldman, Sachs & Co.
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()  TheBeneficial Registration Statement also contained Merrill Lynch's opinion
letter dated as of 4/16/98, which stated:

Investment Banking Group

Merrill Lynch & Co., Inc.

Woerld Financial Center

North Tower

New York, New Yark .
10281-1325

212 449 1000

April 16, 1998

Board of Directors
Beneficial Corporation
100 Beneficial Center
Peapack, NJ Q7977

Members of the Board of Directors:

Beneficial Corporation (the "Company”), Household International, Inc. (the
"Acquiror") arkl Household Acquisition Corporation I, a newly formed, wholly-
owned subsidiary of the Acquiror (the "Acquisition Sub"), have entered info an
Agreement and Plan of Merger, dated as of April 7, 1998 (the "Agreement"),
pursuant to which the Acquisition Sub will be merged with and into the Company in
a transaction (the "Merger") in which (i) each outstending share of the Company's
common stock (including each attached right issued pursuant to the Company Rights
Agreement (as defined in the Agreement)), par value $.01 per share (the "Company
Shares"), will be converted into the right to receive 1.0222 shares {the "Exchange
Ratio") of the common stock of the Acquiror, par value $1.00 per share {the
"Acquiror Shares"), (ii)} each share of the Company's $5.50 Dividend Cumulative
Convertible Preferred Stock, without par value (the "Company Convertible Preferred
Stock™), will be converted into the right to receive the number of Acquiror Shares
that a holder of the number of Company Shares into which such share of Company
Convertible Preferred Stock could have been converted immaediately prior to the
Merper would have the right to receive pursuant to clause (i) of this par:fmph, and
(iii) each ghare of the Company's 5% Cumulative Preferred Stock, par value §50.00
per share, $4.50 Dividend Cumulative Preferred Stock, par value $100.00 per share,
and $4.30 Dividend Cumulative Preferred Stock, without par value {collectively, the
"Company Preferred Stock™), will be converted into the right to receive one share of
newly created preferred stock of the Acquiror with terms substentially identical to
those of the Company Preferred Stock. In connection with the Merger, the parties
also have entered into agreements pursuant to which the Company granted to the
Acquiror and the Acquiror granted to the Company raciprocnr options to acquire
19.9% of their respective common stock.

You have asked us whether, in our opinion, the Exchanée Ratio is fair from a
fm;ncial int of view to the holders of the Company Shares, other than the Acquiror
and its affiliates.

In arriving at the opinion set forth below, we have, amung other things:

(1)  Reviewed certain publicly available business and financial information
relating to the Company and the Acquiror that we deemed to be relevant;

- 143 -




Case: 1:02-cv-05893 Document #: 54 Filed: 03/13/03 Page 148 of 158 PagelD #:617

(2)  Reviewed certain information, including certain intemnal financial analyses
and forecasts for the Company and the Acquiror prepared by their respective
managements, including forecasts of certain cost savings and revenue enhancements
(the "Expected Synergies") resulting from the Merger ﬂ]:r%arcd by the managerment
of the Acquiror and reviewed by the management of the Company,

(3)  Conducted discussions with members of senior management of the Compan

and the Acquiror conceming the matters described in clauses 1 and 2 above, as well

as their respective businesses and prospects before and after giving effect to the .
Merger and the Expected Synergies;

(4)  Reviewed the market prices and valuation multiples for the Company Shares
and the Acquiror Shares and compared them with those of certain publicly traded
companies that we deemed to be relevant;

(5)  Reviewed the results of operations of the Company and the Acquiror and
compared them with those of certain publicly traded companies that we deemed to
be-relevant;

(6;  Co ed the proposed financial terms of the Merger with the financial terms
of certain other transactions that we deemed io be relevant;

(7)  Participated in certain discussions and negotiations among representatives of
the Company and the Acquiror and their financial and legal advisors;

(8) Reviowed the‘potential pro forma impact of the Merger;
)] Reviewed the Apreement; and

(10) Reviewed such other financial studies and analyses and took into account
such other matters as we deemed necessary, including our assessment of general
economic, market and monetary conditions,

In- preparing our opinion, we have assumed and relied on the accuracy and
completeness of all information supplied or otherwise made available to us,
discussed with or reviewed by or for us, or publicly available, and we have not
assumed any responsibility for independently verifying such information or
undertaken ann {sic] independent evaluation or appraisal of any of the assets or
liabilities of the Company or the Acquiror. In addition, we have not assumed any
obligation to conduct any physical inspection of the properties or facilities of the
Company or the Acquiror. With respect to the financial forecast information and the
Expected Synergies furnished to or discussed with us by the Company or the
Acquiror, we have assumed that they have been reasonably prepared and reflect the
best currently available estimates and judgment of the Company's or the Acquiror's
management as to (i) the expected future financial performance of the Company or
the Acquirot, as the case may be, and (ii) the Expected Synergies. We have further
assumed that the Merger will be accounted for as a pooling of interests under
‘generally accepied accounting principles and that it will qualify as a tax-free
reorganization for 1.8, federul income tax purposes.

Our opinion is necessarily based upon market, cconomic and other conditions as they
exist and can be evaluated on, and on the information made available to us as of, the
date hersof. We have assummed that in the course of obtaining the neceszary
regulatory or other consents or approvals (contractual or otherwise) for the Merger,
no restrictions, including any divestiture requirements or amendments or
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madifications, will be imposed that will have a material adverse effect on the
contemplated benefits of the Merger.

We are acting as financial advisor to the Company in connection with the Merger and
will receive a fee from the Company for our services, a significant portion of which
is contingent upon the consummation of the Merger, In addition, the Company has
agreed to indemnify us for certain liabilities arising out of our engagement. We are
cutrently, and have in the past, pravided financial advisory and financing services to
the Company and the Acquirar and/or its or their affiliates and may continue to do -
so and have received, and may receive, fees for the rendering of such services. In
addition, in the ordinary course of our business, we may actively frade the Company
Shares and other securities of the Company, as well as the Acquiror Shares and other
securities of the Acquiror, for our own account and for the accounts of customers
and, accordingly, may at any time hold a long or short position in such securities.

This opinion is for the use and benefit of the Board of Directors of the Company.
Our opinion does not address the merits of the underlying decision by the Company
to engage in the Merger and does not constitute a recommendation to any shareholder
as to how such shareholder should vote on the proposed Merger or atty matter related
thereto,

We are not expressing any opinion herein as to the prices at which the Company
Shares or the Acquiror Shares will trade following the announcement or
consummation of the Merger.

On the basis of and subject to the foregoing, we are of the opinion that, as of April

7, 1998, the Exchange Ratio Is fair from a financial point of view to the holders of
the Company Shares, other than the Acquiror and its affiliates.

Very truly yours,

/sf Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith Incorporated
Merrill Lynch, Pierce, Fenner & Smith Incorporated

373. Theopinion letters issued by Merrill Lynch and Goldman Sachs were each false and
misleading when igsued, as the Exchange Ratio was not "fair" to Beneficial sharsholders. Rather,
the failure of Merrill Lynch and Goldman Sachs to conduct a reasonable investigation in connection
with the issuance of these opinions resulted in each of them failing to uncover and consider the frue
facts as detailed herein. Thus, Memil Lynch and Goldman Sachs falsely opined that the
Household/Beneficial merger was "fair from a financial point of view" to the Beneficial subclass,
notwithstanding the fact that the strength of Household's historical performance, its prospects and
its financial statements were overstated based upon the improper practices detailed in the Complaint
and/or the accounting improprieties detailed in 74102-106 and 125-155.

374. In fact, Houschold was not in compliance with applicable law, was engaged in

predatory lending practices and was improperly reaging delinquent accounts, which practices were
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designed to skew the ratios of delinquencies, charge-offs and credit loss reserves in the Company's
financial statements and the strength of its operating performance. Moreover, Household's failure
to comply with applicable laws subjected the Company to huge contingent liability which was not
properly reflected on Household's balance sheet. Defendants also failed to disclose that they
improperly ﬁmmtized expenses associated with their credit card co-branding and affinity
relationships and marketing initiatives agreement with a third party.

375. The West Virginia Fund and the Beneficial subclass aoqmred their Household shares
in connection with the merger in exchange for their Beneficial shares without knowledge of the
untruths or ornissions alleged herein. As a direct and proximate result, the West Virginia Fund and
the Beneficial subclass have suffered substantial damage.

376. Each of the defendants actively participated in drafting, revising or approving the
Beneficial Registration Statement by which the Household shares were issued and e;cchnnged for
Beneficial shares held by the West Virginia Fund and all other members of the Beneficial subclass.
The Beneficial Registration Statement was a "document” which was designed to sell and offered to
sell Household shares and was calculated by defendants to be relied upon by the Beneficial subclass
in appmving the Houschold/Beneficial merger. The Beneficial Ragistratior‘l Statemeﬁt was widely
distributed by defendants for that purpose.

377.  The members of the Beneficial subclass scquired their Household shares under the
materially false and misleading statements alleged in §§362-367. The members of the Beneficial
subclass did not know, nor in the exercise of reasonable diligence could they have known, of the
untruths and omissions about Household, including its true business condition and its overstated and
projected eamings, which defendants made in the Beneficial Registration Statement disseminated
" in connection with the Household/Beneficial merger.

378. Eachof the defendants named hersin had an affirmative duty to conduct a reasonable
investigation of the statements contained in the Beneficial Registration Statement to ensure that said
statements were true and that there was no omission to state any matetial fact required to be stafed
in order to make (he statements contained therein not misleading, Inthe exercise of reasonable care,

each of the defendants named herein should have known of the material misstatements and
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omissions contained in the Beneficial Registration Statement as set forth herein. Nere of the
defendanis named herein made a reasonable investigation or possessed reasonable grounds for
the belicf that statemenis contained in the Beneficial Registration Statement were true or that
there was not any omission of material fact necessary to make the statements made therein not
misleading. As such, each of these defendants is liable to the members of the Beneficial subclass.

379.  Eachofthe defendants named in this Claim for Reliefissued, caused to be issued and
participated in the issuance of the Beneficial Registration Statement, which misrepresented or failed
to disclose, inter alia, the facts set forth above. By reasons of the conduct herein alleged, each
defendant violated, and/or controlled a person who violated §511 and 12(a)(2) of the Securities Act.

380. As adirect and proximate result of defendants' wrongful conduct, the Household
stock received by the Beneficial subclass was artificially inflated, and plaintiffs and the Beneficial
subclass suffered substantial damages in connection with this acquisition of Household stock.

38).  This action was brought within two years after the discovery of the untrue statements
and omissions (and within two years after such discovery should have been made in the exercise of
reasonable diligence) and within five years after the merger between Household and Beneficial was
consummated.

382.  Byreason of the foregoing, defendants named in this Claim for Relief violated §§11,
12{a}2) and 15 of the Securities Act and am liable to plaintiffs and the members of the Beneficial
subclass who acquired Household stock in exchange for their Beneficial shares pursuant to the
Beneficial Registration Statement, each of whom has been damaged by reason of such violations.

X1V. FOURTH CLAIM FOR RELIEF

For Yiolation of Sections 1 and 15 of the 1933 Act
(Against Household/HFC, the HFC Director Defendants and Andersen)

383.  Plaintiffs AMS Fund and West Virginia Fund incorporate all paragraphs asif set forth
here¢in. For purposes of thils Claim for Relief, plaintiffs expressly exclude and disclaim any
allegations that could be construed as alleging frand or intentional or reckless misconduct, as this
Claim for Relief is based solely on claims of strict liability and/or negligence under the Securities

Act.
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384. This Claim for Relief is brought against Household/HFC, the HFC Diréctor
Defendants and Andersen. During the Class Period, HFC and/or Houschold filed registration
statements in connection with the registration for sale and/or the sale of debt securities, including
Form $-3 registration statements filed with the SEC on or about 2/16/99, 7/01/99, 3/24/00, 9/13/00,
2/23/01, 5/03/01, 11/20/01, 12/18/01 and 4/09/02 (collectively, the "Debt Registration Statements”),
which Debt Registration Staternents were vsed to sell more than $75 billion of debt securitics dunng
the Class Period (collectively, the "Debt Securities").

385, Plaintiffs AMS Fund and West Virginia Fund each purchased Debt Sccurities that
were issued pursuant to and are traceable to the Debt Registration Statements. The Debt Registration
Statements were false and misleading, as they omitted to state facts necessary to make the stalements
contained therein not misleading and failed to adequately disclose Iﬁaterial Facts as described below.
Household/HFC

386. Household and/or HFC is either the registrant, issuer or owner of the wholly owned
subsidiary that acted as the registrant of the securities sold via the Debt Registration Staternents and
thus are strictly liable for the falss statements therein.

HFC Director Defendants

387. Aldinger, Schoenholz, Gilmer and Vozar were each responsible for the contents and
dissemination of the Debt Registration Statements, as they were directors of HFC and/or Household,
signed the Debt Registration Staterents and participated in the preparation and dissemination of the
Debt Registration Statements by preparing, reviewing and/or signing the Debt Regi_stration
Statements and thereby caused them to be filed with the SEC.

Accountants

388, Andersen consented to the incorporation of its report on the Company’s false financial
statements in the Debt Registration Statements.

389. As a provider of morigage and credit card lending services, Household depended on
its ability to raise huge amounts of cash to fund its lending operaﬁuns. During the Class Period, the

Companyraised well over $75 billion through a series of debt offerings conducted through its wholly
| owned subsidiary, HFC. During the Class Period, HFC acted as the lending arm of the Company,
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and in addition to raising enormous amounts of debt to fund the Company's lending operations, HFC
offered real estate secured loans, auto finance loans, MasterCard and Visa credit cards, prvate label
credit cards, tax refund anticipation loans, retail installment sales finance loans and other {ypes of
unsecured loans to consumers. Despite the dominance and ¢control over HFC by Household, HFC
was and is a reporting company that files with the SEC its own financial statements. .

390. = Unbeknownst to shareholders, however, during the Class Period, the Debt
Registration Statements were false and materially misleading and omitted to disclose facts necessary
tomake the statements contained therein not materially false and misleading. For example, investors
only jearmned on 8/14/02 - the same day the Company CEO and COO (as the Company’s principal
financial officers) were required to certify the veracity of their financial statements - that Household
had improperly booked about $600 million (pre-tax), or $3 86 million (post-tax) in revenue during
the period from 1994 through the second half of 2002. In addition to the Household restatement,
HFC also restated its financial results by taking a charge of $264.8 million (post-tax) and $415.8
million (pre-tax). The massive restatement at HFC accounted for a significant portion of the

Household restatement, as is indicated below:

FY%4-
[Post-Tax Effects) 1002 AN 1802 Fyoi FYig FY9 Fyos Jotal
Household
Restateinent
Amount* 6. 1M $200M 526.1M $759M  $70.0M 55BIM $1558M  3386.0M
HFC Restatement
Ammmt* $179M  $59M $23RM $567M 3598M 5543M $70.2M $264 8M
HFC Restaiement as
2 % of Total 293.4% 29 5% 91.1% T4. 7% 85.3% 93 4% 45.0% 6E.6%
. Soures: Househald 2001 Repeit on Form 10-K/AQ0, dated 8/27/02

hahd Souree: HFC 2002 Report on Form 10-Q/A00, dated 8/27/02

391. Eachofthe Dabt Regiétratinn Statements used to sell the Debt Securities was signed
by the HFC Director Defendants and was matenally false and misleading, in that it contained
material misstatements of fact or omitted to include facts necessary to make the statements contained

therein not materially misleading, for the following reasons, among others:
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()  TheDebt Registration Statemenis filed by HFC and/or Household contained
a statement of the purported ratio of eamings to fixed charges for Household and/or its subsidiaries
for the period from 1992 to current. For purposes of calculating these ratios, the earnings detailed
in the Debt Registration Statements purportedly consisted of income from continuing operations, to
which was added income taxes and fixed charges. In fact, however, the Debt Registration
Statements were materially false because the fixed earning figure presented by Household and/or
HFC was artificially inflated and did not reflect the true earnings of either HFC or the Company, as
has now been admitted; |

{b)  TheDebt Registration Statements wer-e also materially false and misleading,
as they included the false financial statements of HFC and/or Household for the periads from FY94-
FY97 and incorporated Reports on Form 10-K and/or the interim financial statements filed with the
SEC on Form 10-Q for FY98, FY99, FY00 and/or FY0I, which financial statements defendants
representad had been prepared in accordance with GAAP and which interim financial information .
purportedly was prepared in accordance with the instructions for Form 10-Q and Article 10 of
Regulation S-X. In fact these financial statements had artificially inflated and over-reported earnings
for the Company and HFC and, as a result, were not prepared in nccordxﬁcs with GAAP or other
SEC rules;

(¢}  Despite the falsity of HFC and/or Houschold's financial statements, which
were incorporated into the Debt Registration Statements and which failed to properly account for
HFC and/or Household's actual income, defendant Andersen consented to the inclusion of the faise
financial statements in the Debt Registration Statements and its report to the Board Directors of HFC
in each incorporated Report on Form 10-K, which report stated that, "In our opinioﬁ,; the financial
statements referred to above present fairly, in afl material respects, the consolidated financial
position of Household Financial Corporation and its subsidiaries" at that time and that these financial |
statements wers prepared "in conformity with generally accepted accounting principles.” In fact, this
was not true — HFC and Household's financial statements were not prepared in conformity with

GAAP, and Household and HFC were required to restate their false financial statements in 2002,
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302, Plaintiffs AMS Fund and West Virginia Fund and the tnembers of the Securitieg Act
subclass purchased the Debt Securities traceable to the false and misleading Debt Registration
Statements. As a direct and proximate result of defendants' acts and omissions in violation of §§11
and/or 15 of the Securities Act, plaintiffs AMS Fund and West Virginia Fund and the members of
the Securities Act subclass suffered substantial damages in connection with their purchases of the
Debt Securities. By reason of the conduct herein alleged, each defendant violated and/or, in
violation of §15 of the; Securities Act, controfled a person who violated §15 of the 1933 Act.

393, At the time they purchased the Debt Securities traceable fo the defective Debt
Registration Statements, plaintiffs AMS Fund and West Virginia Fund -md members of the
Securities Act subclass were without knowledge of the facts concerning the false or misleading
statements or omissions alleged herein. _

394. Less than two years has elapsed from the time plaintiffs discovered or reasonably
could have discovered the facts upon which this Complaint is based to the time this action was
commenced. Less than five years have elapsed from the time the securities upon which this Claim
for Relief is brought were bona fide offered to the time this action was commenced.

XV. STATUTORY SAFE HAI-{BOR

395. The statutory safe harbor provided for forward-looking statements (“FLS") does not
apply to the false FLS pled. None of the particular writien FLS in Household's allegedly false
financial statements or oral FLS in Household's conference calls and meetings with analysts was so
identified as required. Defendants are liable for the false FLS pled because, at the time each FLS
was made, the speaker knew the FLS was false, and the FLS was authorized and/or approved by an
executive officer or management of Household who knew the FLS was false. None of the historic
or present-tense statemenfs made by defendants was an assumption underlying or relating to any
plan, projection or statement of future economic performance, as they were not stated to be such
assumptions underlying or relating to any projection or statement of future economic performance
when made, nor were any of the projections or forecasts made by defendants expressly related to or

stated 1o be dependent on those historic or present-tense statements when made. -
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XVIL. CLASS ACTION ALLEGATIONS
396. Plaintiffs bring this lawsuit pursuant to Rule 23(2) and (b)(3) of the Federal Rules of
Civil Procedure on behalf of themselves and a class of persons who purchased Household securities
during the Class Period. Excluded from the class are defendants herein, members of defendants'
immediate families, anyperson, firm, trust, corporation, officer, director or other individual or entity
in which any defendant has a controlting interest or which is related to or affiliated with any
defendant, and the legal representatives, agents, affiliates, heirs, successors-in-interest or assigns of
any such excluded party. |
397, This action is properly maintainable as a class action for the following reasons:
(2}  The class is so pumerous that joinder of all class members is impracticable.
As of 10/11/02, Household had billions of dollars of securities outstanding, including over 454
million shares of common stock. Members of the class are scattered ﬂuoughoﬁt the United States.
(b}  There are questions of law and fact common to members of the class that
predominate over any questions affecting only individual members. The common questions include,
inter ¢dia, the following;
(D Whether defendants’ acts as alleged harcin violated the federal

securitics laws;

(i) Whether defendants participated in and purzued the course of conduct
complained of herein;
(iii) Wheiher documents, SBC filings, press releases and other statements

disseminated to the investing public and Household's shareholders during the Class Period
misrepresented material facts about the operations, financial condition and earnings of the Company;
(iv) _%eﬁcr the market prices of Household securities during the Class
Period were artificially inflated due to material misrepressntations and the failure to correct the
material misrepresentations complained of herein; and
(v) To what extent the members of the class have sustained damages and

the proper measure of damages;
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(c)  Plaintiffs' claims are typical of the claims of other members of the class, and
plaintiffs have no interests adverse or antagonistic to the interests of the class.

(d}  Plaintiffs are committed 1o the vigorous prosecution of this action and have
retained competent counsel experienced in litigation of this nature. Accordingly, plaintiffs are
adequate representatives of the class and will fairly and adequately protect the interests of the class.

(¢)  Plaintiffs anticipate that there will be no difficulty in the management of this

litigation as a class action.

398. Forthe reasons stated herein, a class action is superior to other available methods for
the fair and efficient adjudication of this action and the claims asserted herein. Because of the size
ofthe individual class members’ claims, few, if any, class members could afford to seek legal redress
individually for the wrongs complained of herein.

XVIL. PRAYER FOR RELIEF

WHEREFORE, plaintiffs, on behalf of themselves and the class, pray for judgment as
follows:

A Declaring this action to be a ¢lass action properly maintained pursuant to Rule 23(a)
and (b)(3) of the Federa! Rules of Civil Procedure;

B. Awarding compensatory damages in favor of plaintiffs and the other class members
against all defendants, jointly and severally, for all damages sustained as a result of defendants'
wrongdoing, in an amount to be proven at trial, including interest thereon;

C. As to the §511, 12(a)(2) and/or 15 claims, awarding rescission or a recessionary
measure of damages; '

D. Awarding plaintiffs and other members of the class costs and expenses of this
litigation, including reasonable atlorneys' fees, accountants' fees and experts' fees, and other costs
ahd disbursements; and

E. Awarding plaintiffs and other members of the class such equitable/injunctive or other

and further relief as may be just and proper under the circumstances.
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XVIIL. JURY DEMAND
Plaintiffs demand a trial by jury.

DATED; March 7, 2003
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MARVIN A. MILLER
MILLER FAUCHER AND CAFFERTY LLP .
N 30 North LaSalle Street, Suite 3200
Chicago, IL 60602
Telephone: 312/782-4880
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