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CORPORATE DISCLOSURE STATEMENT

T S TRADE SHOWS is the business name used by RUSSELL and
SALLIE NORDYKE to conduct business as gun show promoters

throughout Northern and Central California. The business is wholly
owned by the Nordykes.

VIRGIL McVICKER is president of the MADISON SOCIETY, a
not-for-profit Nevada Corporation with its registered place of business
in Carson City, Nevada. The Madison Society has chapters throughout
California. The society is a membership organization whose purpose is
preserving and protecting the legal and constitutional right to keep and
bear arms for its members and all responsible law-abiding citizens. It
is not a publicly traded corporation.

Dated: October 6, 2008
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Donald E. J. Kilmer, Jr. [SBN: 179986]
LAW OFFICES OF DONALD KILMER
1645 Willow Street, Suite 150

San Jose, California 95125

Voice: (408) 264-8489

Fax: (408) 264-8487

E-Mail: Don@DKLawOffice.com
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