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UNI TED STATES DI STRI CT COURT
DI STRI CT OF NEW JERSEY

UNI TED STATES OF AMERI CA

Crim No.
V.

LAVRENCE DENTI CO,

al so known as “Little Quy”

and “Little Larry,” :
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH, : 18 U.S.C. 88 1962(c) and(d),

al so known as “Big Joe,” : 1955, 1952, 1951, 1001,
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI, : 894, 892, 659, and 2.

GREGORY RI CHARDSON,
JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPQOLI TANG
al so known as “Billy Nap,”
RUSSELL FALLACARA,
JOHN YESW TA,
JOSEPH BRUNO
JOHN DENNI S,
JOHN GRECCO,
M CHAEL BORELLI ,
al so known as “Tona,”
PETER GRECCO
LUDW G BRUSCHI ,
al so known as “Ni nny”
ALEX CON GLI ARO
STEVE PASTORE, and
NI CHOLAS LADAGONA,
al so known as
“Ni cky the Snake”,

Def endant s.

The Grand Jury, in and for the District of New Jersey,

sitting at Newark, charges:

COUNT 1
(Racket eering Conspiracy)
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The Enterprise

1. At all tinmes material to the allegations contained
in this Indictnent:

a. The CGenovese Crine Fanmily of La Cosa Nostra (the
“Cenovese Crine Famly” or “the Famly”) was a wholly illega
organi zation, operating in the District of New Jersey, and
el sewhere in the United States, which constituted an "enterprise"”
as that termis defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section
1961(4), that is, a group of individuals associated in fact as an
enterprise, which was engaged in, and the activities of which
affected, interstate conmerce.

b. *“La Cosa Nostra,” also know as the “mafia” or “this
thing of ours”, was a nationw de crim nal organization which
operated through entities, including the Genovese Crine Famly, as
wel |l as four other New York-based famlies, to wit, the Bonanno,
Col onbo, Ganbi no, and Luchese organized crine famlies. La Cosa
Nostra al so included other crine famlies based in geographic
areas, including the DeCal vacante organi zed crinme famly, which
principally operated in New Jersey and the Bruno/ Scarfo or
Phi | adel phia organi zed crine famly, which principally operated in
t he Phil adel phia area of Pennsyl vani a and Sout hern New Jersey.

c. The CGenovese Crine Fam|ly was a structured crimna
enterprise with a well-defined chain of command. At the top of
the Fam |y hierarchy was the “boss.” Below the “boss” was an
“under boss” who acted as the second in conmand, and a

“consigliere,” or advisor.



d. Beneath these three highest-ranking nenbers of the
Genovese Crinme Famly were the “captains,” known as “caporegi nes,
“capos,” or “skippers.” Each captain supervised and controlled
the activities of one or nore groups or “crews” of individua
“sol diers” or nmenbers of the Fam |y who had been formally
initiated or “nade” as nenbers of the enterprise. The soldiers in
turn recruited and controlled the activities of various
associ ates, each of whom functioned in a subordi nate capacity and
sought the protection and econom c benefits to be derived from
such an associ ation and, in sonme instances, ultimte el evation
into the ranks of “made” nenbers. Fromtine to tinme, nmenbers of
the Genovese Fam |y were tenporarily appointed to the positions of
boss, underboss, consigliere or captain, and functioned in an
“acting” capacity for incarcerated or tenporarily incapacitated
menbers of the Genovese Crinme Famly.

e. Fromthe 1980's through the date of the filing of
this Indictnment, the boss of the Genovese Crine Fam |y was Vi ncent
G gante, also known as “Chin.” In 1997, G gante was convi cted of
racketeering and rel ated of fenses and began serving a prison term
| ater that sanme year. Although G gante renained the boss of the
Genovese Crine Family, responsibility for the day-to-day
| eadership of the Genovese Crinme Fam |y passed to a comm ttee of
menbers of the Genovese Crine Family, also known as the
“Adm ni stration.”

f. Wth the approval of Genovese Crinme Fam |y boss

Vi ncent G gante, the Adm nistration was responsible for setting



policy for the Genovese Crine Fam |y, resolving di sputes between
menbers of the Fam |y and nenbers of other crimnal organizations,
and approving all significant actions by nenbers of the Genovese
Crinme Fam|ly. The Adm nistration supervised, supported,
protected, and disciplined the captains, soldiers and associ ates
and reqgularly received reports regarding the crimnal activities
of menbers and associ ates of the Genovese Crinme Famly.

g. The Cenovese Crine Fam |y constituted an ongoi ng
or gani zati on, whose nenbers functioned as a continuing unit for a
common pur pose of achieving the objectives of the enterprise. The
princi pal purpose of the Genovese Famly was to generate
noney for its nenbers and associates. This purpose was
i npl enment ed by nmenbers and associ ates of the Genovese Crine Fam |y
t hrough various crimnal activities, including, but not limted
to, loansharking, illegal ganbling, extortion, and the collection
of unlawful debt. Anong the nethods and neans by which the
menbers and associ ates of the enterprise furthered its crimna
activities were the threatened and actual use of violence.

h. The Genovese Crine Family asserted its control over
menbers and associ ates through a systemof |oyalty, protocol, and
internal discipline. Each level of the Famly was responsible for
advi sing the next higher |evel of proposed crimnal activity.
Those higher levels in turn decided whether to sanction the
crimnal activity of those below them Those higher |evels also
resol ved di sputes arising anong | ower |evel nenbers and their

associ ates and assisted in resolving disputes with nenbers of



other crime famlies. Violation of this duty of loyalty, or a
failure to abide by the chain of command, or rules of protocol, or
a failure to share profits when required, or interference with the
operation of the enterprise could result in serious disciplinary
action, including bodily harm

The Def endants

2. At various tinmes material to the charges in this
I ndi ct ment :

a. Defendant LAWRENCE DENTI CO, al so known as the
“Little Guy” and “Little Larry,” was a captain or soldier within
the Genovese Crinme Fam |y and a nenber of the Genovese Crine
Fam |y Adm nistration. |In that capacity, LAWRENCE DENTI CO shared
ultimate authority concerning the managenent and supervi sion of
the Genovese Crinme Famly's crimnal activities, including illega
ganbl i ng, | oansharking, and extortion.

b. Defendant JOSEPH SCARBROUGH, al so known as “Big
Joe,” was a high-level associate in the Genovese Crine Famly.
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH was in charge of and directed the various
crimnal activities of a group of associates or crew of the
Fam |y, which activities were conducted from anong ot her
| ocations, a social club |ocated at 404 Madi son Avenue, Hoboken,
New Jersey. Those crimnal activities included | oansharking,
i1l egal ganmbling (sports bookmeki ng, nunbers, and f oot bal
tickets), and extortion. JOSEPH SCARBROUGH reported to LAWRENCE
DENTI CO.



c. Defendant M CHAEL CRI NCOLI was a nade nenber of the
Genovese Crine Family and was in charge of and directed the
| oansharking activities of a group of associates or crew of the
Fam |y, which activities were conducted from anong ot her
| ocations, M CHAEL CRINCOLI's store |ocated at 944 \Westside
Avenue, Jersey City, New Jersey. M CHAEL CRINCOLI reported to
LAVWRENCE DENTI CO.

d. Defendant GREGORY RI CHARDSON was an associ ate of the
Genovese Crine Family and part of the crew headed by M CHAEL
CRINCOLI. GREGCORY RI CHARDSON was involved in the collection of
extortionate extensions of credit and the collection of unlawful
debt. GREGORY RI CHARDSON al so acted as a conduit for relaying
messages to LAWRENCE DENTI CO.

e. Def endant JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPCLI TANO, al so known as
“Billy Nap,” was an associate of the Genovese Crinme Famly and
part of the crew headed by JOSEPH SCARBROUGH. JOSEPH W LLI AM
NAPCLI TANO was i nvolved in the sports bookmaki ng operation, the
football ticket operation, the making of extortionate extensions
of credit, and the collection of unlaw ul debt.

f. Defendant RUSSELL FALLACARA was an associ ate of the
Genovese Crine Family and part of the crew headed by JOSEPH
SCARBROUGH.  RUSSELL FALLACARA was involved in the sports
bookmaki ng operation, football ticket operation, and the
coll ection of unlawful debt. RUSSELL FALLACARA was al so invol ved

in extortion on behalf of the enterprise, which crimnal activity



was facilitated by his position as an inspector with the Jersey
Gty Incinerator Authority.

g. Defendant JOHN YESW TA was an associ ate of the
Genovese Crine Family and part of the crew headed by JOSEPH
SCARBROUGH.  JOHN YESW TA was responsi bl e for overseeing the
operation of the crew s sports bookmaki ng operation. JOHN YESW TA
was al so involved in the illegal nunbers operation, footbal
ticket operation, and the collection of unlawful debt.

h. Defendant JOSEPH BRUNO was an associ ate of the
Genovese Crine Family and part of the crew headed by JOSEPH
SCARBROUGH. JOSEPH BRUNO was involved with JOHN YESWTA in the
crew s sports booknmaki ng operation and nunbers operation and the
col l ection of unlawful debt.

I. Defendant JOHN DENNI'S was an associ ate of the
Genovese Crine Family and part of the crew headed by M CHAEL
CRINCOLI. JOHN DENNI'S was involved in the collection of
extortionate extensions of credit and the collection of unlawf ul
debt .

j. Defendant JOHN GRECCO was an associ ate of the
Genovese Crime Famly. JOHN GRECCO was involved in the illega
nunbers operation concerning which he reported to his brother
PETER GRECCO and M CHAEL BORELLI, who are not charged in Count One
but are charged el sewhere in this Indictnent and were associ at ed
with the Genovese Crine Family. JOHN GRECCO was al so involved in

the football ticket operation.



k. The enterprise also utilized the services of the
foll owi ng individuals, who are not charged in Count One but are
charged el sewhere in this Indictnent, to facilitate its crimna
activities:

i. Defendant LUDW G BRUSCHI, al so known as “N NNY,"”
was associated with the Genovese Crine Fam |y and was involved in
the operation of the illegal nunbers operation.

ii. Defendant ALEX CONI GLI ARO was associated wth the
Genovese Crinme Famly and was involved in the illegal nunbers
operation concerning which he reported to LUDW G BRUSCHI

iii. Defendant STEVE PASTORE was associated with the
Genovese Crinme Famly and was involved in the illegal nunbers
operation concerning which he reported to his cousin ALEX
CONI GLI ARO and LUDW G BRUSCHI

I V. Def endant NI CHOLAS LADAGONA was associated with
the Genovese Crine Family and was involved in the nmaking of
extortionate extensions of credit.

3. Fromat |east as early as 1997 through in or about
the date of this Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey and
el sewhere, the defendants

LAVRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little Quy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCCLI,
GREGORY RI CHARDSON,
JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPOLI TANG,
al so known as “Billy Nap,”
RUSSELL FALLACARA,
JOHN YESW TA,
JOSEPH BRUNQG,
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JOHN DENN S,
JOHN GRECCO

and ot hers, being persons enployed by and associated with an
enterprise, that is, the Genovese Crinme Fam |y, which was engaged
in, and the activities of which affected, interstate commerce, did
know ngly and willfully conspire with each other and with others
to conduct and to participate, directly and indirectly, in the
conduct of the affairs of the Genovese Crinme Famly, through a
pattern of racketeering activity as defined in Title 18, United

St ates Code, Sections 1961(1) and (5), as set forth nore
particularly in Paragraphs 7 and 8 bel ow, and through the

coll ection of unlawful debts as defined in Title 18, United States
Code, Section 1961(6), as set forth nore particularly in

Par agraphs 9 and 10 bel ow.

Manner and Means

Anong the manner and neans by which the defendants and
ot hers conducted and participated in the conduct of the affairs of
the Genovese Crine Family enterprise were the foll ow ng:

4. To generate incone for the enterprise, the
def endants and ot hers woul d and did engage i n noney-nmaki ng
crimnal activities, including the follow ng:

Il egal Ganbling

a. The defendants and others operated an illega
ganbl i ng busi ness invol ving sports bookmaki ng and engaged in the
coll ection of ganbling debts incurred in connection therewith. As
part of the sports bookmaki ng operation, the defendants worked as,
and enpl oyed others to work as, sitters at various |locations in

9



New York City, New York and Phil adel phia, Pennsylvania at which

t el ephone lines had been installed for the purpose of accepting
bets placed by individual bettors and agents, who handl ed and were
responsi ble for a group of bettors. The defendants routinely kept
records of the individual bets to insure their accuracy and to
mnimze any disputes with bettors/agents concerning w ns and

| osses. The defendants woul d personally neet with, and direct
others to neet with, bettors/agents for the purpose of settling up
ganbl i ng debts.

b. The defendants and others operated an ill ega
nunbers operation and engaged in the collection of unlawful debts
in connection therewith. As part of the nunbers operation, the
def endants mai ntained | ocations in Jersey Cty, New Jersey where
the nunbers bets woul d be placed, betting forns reviewed, and a
cal culation of the prior day' s ganbling wins and | osses, al so
referred to as a “ribbon,” would be generated. In addition, the
def endants mai ntained | ocations in Staten Island, New York, and
Phi | adel phi a, Pennsyl vani a where they woul d, anong ot her things,
store records of the nunbers operation and cal cul ate ri bbons.

c. The defendants and others operated an illega
football ticket operation and engaged in the collection of
unl awful debts in connection therewith. During the college and
prof essional football season, thousands of football tickets would
be delivered each week to the Downtown Pub, in Jersey City, New

Jersey. The defendants and others would pick up the tickets from

10



t he Downtown Pub and distribute themto agents and i ndivi dua
bettors in New Jersey.

Loanshar ki ng

d. The defendants and ot hers nmade unl awful |oans and
extensions of credit and collected those | oans and extensions of
credit using the enterprise’s violent reputation, threats of
vi ol ence, and actual violence, to force victins, many of whom were
busi ness owners in the G eek community, to repay |oans and
extensions of credit and to pay interest at usurious rates.
Extortion

e. The defendants and others used threats, including
the threat of economic harm in their efforts to obtain noney from
a business engaged in a site cleanup in Jersey Cty, New Jersey.

5. To perpetuate the enterprise the defendants and
others would and did attenpt to conceal from | aw enforcenent
authorities the existence of the enterprise, the identity of its
menbers and associ ates, the ways in which it conducted its
affairs, and the decisions and orders given by the |eaders to
ot hers working for the enterprise. The nethods used to concea
crimnal activities fromlaw enforcenent included the use of coded
| anguage, aliases, and counter surveillance techniques, and the
restriction of crimnal conversations to |ocal es the defendants
bel i eved were safe from | aw enforcenent scrutiny.

6. To conpensate the | eadership of the enterprise, the

def endants and others would and did distribute part of the incone
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fromillegal activities to the |eadership of the enterprise,

sonmetines referred to as tribute paynents.

Pattern of Racketeering

7. 1t was part of the racketeering conspiracy that each
def endant agreed that at |east two acts of racketeering activity
woul d be committed by a conspirator in the conduct of the affairs
of the enterprise.

8. The pattern of racketeering activity, as defined in
Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1961(1) and 1961(5),
consi sted of the foll ow ng Racketeering Acts:

Racket eeri ng Act One:
[ same as Count 4]

Il egal Ganbling Busi ness-Sports Bookmaki ng Operati on

Fromat l|east as early as 1997 through the date of this
Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endants LAWRENCE DENTI CO, al so known as “Little Guy” and
“Little Larry,” JOSEPH SCARBROUGH, al so known as “Big Joe,” JOSEPH
W LLI AM NAPOLI TANO, al so known as “Billy Nap,” RUSSELL FALLACARA,
JOHN YESW TA, JOSEPH BRUNO, and others did knowngly and willfully
conduct, finance, nanage, supervise, direct all and part of an
i1l egal ganmbling business, that is, a sports bookmaki ng operation,
which (i) was a violation of the |laws of the States of New Jersey,
New Yor k, and Pennsylvania, and (ii) involved five or nore persons
who conduct ed, financed, managed, supervised, directed, and owned
all and part of such business, and (iii) was in substantially

12



conti nuous operation for a period in excess of thirty days and had
gross revenue of nore than $2,000 in any single day, contrary to

Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1955 and 2.

Racket eeri ng Act Two:
[ same as Count 5]

Il egal Ganbli ng Busi ness- Nunbers perati on

Fromat l|east as early as 1997 through the date of this
Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endants LAWRENCE DENTI CO, al so known as “Little Guy” and
“Little Larry,” JOSEPH SCARBROUGH, al so known as “Big Joe,” JOHN
YESW TA, JOHN GRECCO, JOSEPH BRUNO, and others did know ngly and
willfully conduct, finance, nanage, supervise, direct and own al
and part of an illegal ganbling business, that is, a nunbers
operation, which (i) was a violation of the aws of the States of
New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania, and (ii) involved five or
nore persons who conducted, financed, managed, supervised,
directed, and owned all and part of such business, and (iii) was
i n substantially continuous operation for a period in excess of
thirty days and had gross revenue of nore than $2,000 in any
single day, contrary to Title 18, United States Code, Sections
1955 and 2.

Racket eeri ng Act Three:
[ sanme as Count 6]

Il egal Ganbli ng Busi ness-Football Ticket Operation

From at | east as early as Septenber 2002 through
Novenber 2003, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the

13



def endants JOSEPH SCARBROUGH, al so known as “Big Joe,” JOHN

YESW TA, RUSSELL FALLACARA, JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPCLI TANO, al so known
as “Billy Nap,” JOHN GRECCO and others did know ngly and
willfully conduct, finance, nanage, supervise, direct and own al
and part of an illegal ganbling business, that is, a footbal
ticket operation, which (i) was a violation of the |laws of the
State of New Jersey, and (ii) involved five or nore persons who
conducted, financed, managed, supervised, directed, and owned al
and part of such business, and (iii) was in substantially

conti nuous operation for a period in excess of thirty days and had
gross revenue of nore than $2,000 in any single day, contrary to
Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1955 and 2.

Racket eeri ng Act Four:

Loan Shar ki ng Conspiracy

Each defendant nanmed bel ow commtted the follow ng acts,
ei ther one of which alone constitutes the comm ssion of
Racketeering Act Four as to that defendant:

(a) Conspiracy to Make Extortionate Loans
[ same as Count 7 ]

From at | east as early as 2001 through the date of this
Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endants LAWRENCE DENTI CO, al so known as “Little Guy” and
“Little Larry,” JOSEPH SCARBROUGH, al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI, and JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPCLI TANO, al so known as
“Billy Nap,” did knowingly and willfully conspire with each other
and with others to make extortionate extensions of credit, as
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 891, to various

14



i ndividuals, contrary to Title 18, United States Code, Section
892.

(b) Conspiracy to Collect Extortionate Loans
[ same as Count 8]

From at | east as early as 2001 through the date of this
Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endants LAWRENCE DENTI CO, al so known as “Little Guy” and
“Little Larry,” JOSEPH SCARBROUGH, al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI, GREGORY RI CHARDSON, and JOHN DENNI S did
know ngly and willfully conspire with each other and with others
to participate in the use of extortionate neans, that is, nmeans
i nvol ving the use of express and inplicit threats of violence, to
collect and attenpt to collect fromvarious individuals extensions
of credit, as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section
891, and to punish such individuals for the non-repaynent thereof,
contrary to Title 18, United States Code, Section 894.

Racket eeri ng Acts Five through N ne:

Loanshar ki ng Transacti ons

On or about the dates indicated below, in the D strict
of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants indicated bel ow
knowi ngly and willfully nmade extortionate extensions of credit,
contrary to Title 18, United States Code, Sections 892 and 2, as
speci fied below, or know ngly participated in the use of
extortionate nmeans to collect and attenpt to coll ect extensions of
credit, and to punish the non-repaynent thereof, contrary to Title

18, United States Code, Sections 894 and 2, as specified bel ow,
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i nvol ving the individual victins indicated bel ow whose identities

are known to the grand jury:

Racket eeri ng Title
Act Dat e Def endant s Victim usS.C
5
[ Count 9] 2002- L. DENTI CO G V. 892
2003 J. SCARBROUGH

M CRI NCOLI
6
[ Count 10] 2002- L. DENTI CO T. D 892

2003 J. SCARBROUGH

M CRI NCOLI
7 2003- L. DENTI CO G V. 894
[ Count 11] | nd. J. SCARBROUGH

M CRI NCOLI

G Rl CHARDSON

J. DENN S
8 2003- L. DENTI CO T. D. 894
[ Count 12] | nd. J. SCARBROUGH

M CRI NCOLI

G Rl CHARDSON

J. DENN S
9 2003 L. DENTI CO T.T. 894
[ Count 13] J. SCARBROUGH

M CRI NCOLI

Racket eeri ng Act Ten

The defendants JOSEPH SCARBROUGH and RUSSELL FALLACARA
commtted the followi ng acts, either one of which al one
constitutes the conm ssion of Racketeering Act Ten as to that
def endant :

(a) Extortion Conspiracy
[ same as Count 14]

Fromin or about June 2002 through Decenber 2004, in the
District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants JOSEPH
SCARBROUGH, RUSSELL FALLACARA, and others, knowingly and willfully
conspired to obstruct, delay, and affect comrerce and the novenent
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of an article and commobdity in commerce by extortion, by agreeing
to obtain the property of a business whose identity is known to
the grand jury, with the consent of its principal, induced by the
wrongful use of actual and threatened force, violence, and fear,
including the fear of economc harm contrary to Title 18, United
St ates Code, Section 1951.

(b) Attenpted Extortion
[ same as Count 15]

Fromin or about June 2002 through Decenber 2004, in the
District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants JOSEPH
SCARBROUGH, RUSSELL FALLACARA, and others, knowingly and willfully
attenpted to obstruct, delay, and affect comrerce and the novenent
of an article and comodity in commerce by extortion, by obtaining
and attenpting to obtain the property of a business whose identity
is knowmn to the grand jury, with the consent of its principal,
i nduced by the wongful use of actual and threatened force,
viol ence and fear, including the fear of economc harm contrary

to Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1951 and 2.

Col | ection of Unl awful Debt

9. It was further part of the racketeering conspiracy
that each defendant agreed to the collection of an unlawful debt
in the conduct of the affairs of the enterprise, that is a debt
that was (a) incurred and contracted in ganbling activity which
was in violation of the laws of the United States, New Jersey, New
Yor k, and Pennsyl vani a, and which was incurred in connection wth
t he business of ganbling in violation of the |laws of the United
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States, New Jersey, New York, and Pennsylvania; and (b) that was
unenf orceabl e under the | aws of New Jersey, in whole, and in part,
as to principal and interest because of the laws relating to
usury, and which was incurred in connection with the business of
| endi ng noney and anyt hing of value at rates that were usurious,
in that they were greater than permtted under the | aws of New
Jersey, and where the usurious rates were at |east tw ce the
enforceabl e rate.

10. In particular, in conducting the affairs of the
enterprise, the defendants naned herein, and others, agreed to the

collection of the unlawful debts |isted bel ow

Unl awf ul
Debt No. Dat e Def endant s Victim Type
1 2002- L. DENTI CO G V. Usuri ous
| nd. J. SCARBROUGH Loan
M CRI NCOLI
G Rl CHARDSON
J. DENN S
Unl awf ul
Debt No. Dat e Def endant s Victim Type
2 2002- L. DENTI CO T. D. Usuri ous
| nd. J. SCARBROUGH Loan
G Rl CHARDSON
J. DENN S
3 2003 L. DENTI CO T.T. Usuri ous
J. SCARBROUGH Loan
M CRI NCOLI
4 2002- J. YESW TA M R Usuri ous
2004 Loan
5 3/ 03- J. SCARBROUGH S. S Usuri ous
6/ 03 Loan
6 10/ 02- J. YESW TA D. L. Ganbl i ng
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6/ 03
7 1997- R FALLACARA A. S. Ganbl i ng
1999 J. NAPOLI TANO
In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section

1962(d).

COUNT 2
(Racketeering - Pattern of Racketeering Activity)

11. Paragraphs 1, 2, 4-6, and 8 of this Indictnent are
real | eged and incorporated as though set forth in full herein.

12. Continuously fromat |east as early as 1997 through
in or about the date of this Indictnent, in the District of New
Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants

LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH

al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI

19



GREGORY RI CHARDSON,

JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPOLI TANO

al so known as “Billy Nap,”

RUSSELL FALLACARA,

JOHN YESW TA,

JOSEPH BRUNO,

JOHN DENNI S,

JOHN GRECCO,
and ot hers, being persons enployed by and associated with the
enterprise herein, that is, the Genovese Crine Fam |y, which was
engaged in, and the activities of which affected, interstate
commerce, did knowingly and willfully conduct and parti ci pate,
directly and indirectly, in the conduct of the affairs of the
enterprise through a pattern of racketeering activity, as defined
in Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1961(1) and (5), and as
set forth in Racketeering Acts One through Ten of Count One of
this Indictnent.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1962(c).

COUNT 3
(Racketeering - Collection of Unlawful Debt)

13. Paragraphs 1, 2, 4-6, 9, and 10 of this Indictnent
are reall eged and incorporated as though fully set forth herein.
14. Fromin or about 2002 through the date of this
Indictnent, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endant s
LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little Quy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”

M CHAEL CRI NCCLI
GREGORY RI CHARDSON,
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JOHN DENN S,
JOHN YESW TA

and ot hers, being persons enployed by and associated with the
enterprise herein, that is, the Genovese Crine Fam |y, which
enterprise was engaged in, and the activities of which affected,
interstate commerce, did know ngly and willfully conduct and
participate, directly and indirectly, in the conduct of the
affairs of the enterprise through the collection of an unl awf ul
debt, as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 1961(6),
and as set forth as unlawful debts nunbered 1 through 6 in
Paragraph 10 in Count One of this Indictnent.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
1962(c).

COUNT 4
(I'l'legal Ganbling Business - Sports Booknmaki ng)
[ same as Racketeering Act One]

15. Fromat least as early as 1997 through the date of
this Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endant s

LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPOLI TANO,
al so known as “Billy Nap,”
RUSSELL FALLACARA,
JOHN YESW TA,
JOSEPH BRUNQG,
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and others did knowingly and willfully conduct, finance, manage,
supervise, direct and own all and part of an illegal ganbling
busi ness, that is, a sports bookmaki ng operation, which (i) was a
violation of the |laws of the States of New Jersey, New York, and
Pennsyl vania and (ii) involved five or nore persons who conduct ed,
fi nanced, nmanaged, supervised, directed, and owned all and part of
such business, and (iii) was in substantially continuous operation
for a period in excess of thirty days and had gross revenue of
nore than $2,000 in any single day.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
1955 and 2.

COUNT 5
(I'l'legal Ganbling Business - Nunbers Qperation)
[ same as Racketeering Act Two]

16. Fromat least as early as 1997 through the date of
this Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endant s

LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
JOHN YESW TA,
JOSEPH BRUNQG,
JOHN GRECCO,
M CHAEL BORELLI,
al so known as “Tona,”
PETER GRECCO,
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LUDW G BRUSCHI

al so known as “N nny,”

ALEX CONI GLI ARG,

STEVE PASTORE
and others did knowingly and willfully conduct, finance, manage,
supervise, direct and own all and part of an illegal ganbling
busi ness, that is, a nunbers operation, which (i) was a violation
of the laws of the States of New Jersey, New York, and
Pennsyl vania, and (ii) involved five or nore persons who
conducted, financed, managed, supervised, directed, and owned al
and part of such business, and (iii) was in substantially
conti nuous operation for a period in excess of thirty days and had
gross revenue of nore than $2,000 in any single day.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
1955 and 2.

COUNT 6
(I'l'legal Ganbling Business - Football Ticket Operation)
[ same as Racketeering Act Three]

17. Fromat least as early as the fall of 2002 through

Novenber 2003, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endant s

JOSEPH SCARBROUGH

al so known as “Big Joe,”

JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPOLI TANO,

al so known as “Billy Nap,”

RUSSELL FALLACARA,

JOHN YESW TA,
JOHN GRECCO,

and others did knowingly and willfully conduct, finance, manage,

supervise, direct and own all and part of an illegal ganbling
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business, that is, a football ticket operation, which (i) was a
violation of the laws of the State of New Jersey, and (ii)
i nvolved five or nore persons who conducted, financed, nmanaged,
supervi sed, directed, and owned all and part of such business, and
(ii1) was in substantially continuous operation for a period in
excess of thirty days and had gross revenue of nore than $2,000 in
any singl e day.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

1955 and 2.

COUNT 7
(Conspiracy to Make Extortionate Extensions of Credit)
[ same as Racketeering Act Four(a)]

18. Fromat least as early as 2001 through the date of
this Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the

def endant s

LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI
JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPOLI TANO,
al so known as “Billy Nap,” and
NI CHOLAS LADAGONA,
al so known as “N cky the Snake”
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did knowngly and willfully conspire with each other and wth
others to make extorti onate extensions of credit, as defined in
Title 18, United States Code, Section 891, to various individuals.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section

892.

COUNT 8
(Conspiracy to Collect by Extortionate Means)
[ same as Racketeering Act Four(b)]

19. Fromat least as early as 2001 through the date of
this Indictnment, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the

def endant s

LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI
GREGORY RI CHARDSON, and
JOHN DENNI S

did knowingly and willfully conspire with each other and with

others to participate in the use of extortionate neans, that is,
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means i nvolving the use of express and inplicit threats of
viol ence, to collect fromvarious individuals extensions of
credit, as defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 891,
and to punish such individuals for the non-repaynent thereof.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
894.

COUNT 9
(Maki ng an Extortionate Extension of Credit to G V.)
[ same as Racketeering Act Five]
20. Fromin or about 2002 through in or about 2003, in
the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants
LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCCOLI
and others did knowingly and willfully nmake an extortionate
extension of credit, in an anount of approxi nately $40, 000, as
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 891, to G V.
In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

892 and 2.
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COUNT 10
(Maki ng an Extortionate Extension of Credit to T.D.)
[ same as Racketeering Act Six]
21. In or about February, 2003, in the D strict of New
Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants
LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Litte Quy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Bi g Joe,
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI
and others did knowingly and willfully nmake an extortionate
extension of credit, in an anount of approxi nately $50, 000, as
defined in Title 18, United States Code, Section 891, to T.D.
In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

892 and 2.
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COUNT 11
(Col l ection by Extortionate Means from G V.)
[ same as Racketeering Act Seven]

22. Fromin or about 2003 through in or about the date
of this Indictnent, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere,
t he defendants

LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCCOLI
GREGORY RI CHARDSON,
JOHN DENNI S
and others, did knowingly and willfully participate in the use of
extortionate nmeans, that is, neans involving the use of express
and inplicit threats of violence, to collect and attenpt to

collect fromG V. an extension of credit, as defined in Title 18,
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United States Code, Section 891, and to punish G V. for the non-
repaynent thereof.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
894 and 2.

COUNT 12
(Col l ection by Extortionate Means from T. D.
[ same as Racketeering Act Eight]

23. In or about 2002 through the date of this
Indictnent, in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the
def endant s

LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCCOLI
GREGORY RI CHARDSON,
JOHN DENNI' S,
and others, did knowingly and willfully participate in the use of
extortionate nmeans, that is, neans involving the use of express
and inplicit threats of violence, to collect and attenpt to

collect fromT.D. an extension of credit, as defined in Title 18,
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United States Code, Section 891, and to punish T.D. for the non-
repaynent thereof.
In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

894 and 2.

COUNT 13
(Col l ection by Extortionate Means fromT.T.)
[ same as Racketeering Act N ne]
24. In or about Septenber 2003, in the District of New
Jersey and the Southern District of New York, and el sewhere, the
def endant s
LAWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little GQuy”
and “Little Larry,”
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
M CHAEL CRI NCOLI
and others, did knowingly and willfully participate in the use of
extortionate nmeans, that is, neans involving the use of express
and inplicit threats of violence, to collect and attenpt to

collect fromT.T. an extension of credit, as defined in Title 18,
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United States Code, Section 891, and to punish T.T. for the non-
repaynent therof.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
894 and 2.

COUNT 14
(Conspiracy to Cormit Extortion)
[ same as Racketeering Act Ten(a)]
25. Fromin or about June 2002 through Decenber 2004,

in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants

JOSEPH SCARBROUGH

al so known as “Big Joe,”

RUSSELL FALLACARA,
and ot hers, knowi ngly and willfully conspired to obstruct, delay,
and affect commerce and the novenent of an article and commodity
in comrerce by extortion, by agreeing to obtain the property of a
busi ness whose identity is known to the grand jury, with the
consent of its principal, induced by the wongful use of actua

and threatened force, violence and fear, including the fear of

econoni ¢ harm
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In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections

1951 and 2.

COUNT 15
(Attenpted Extortion)
[ same as Racketeering Act Ten(b)]
26. Fromin or about June 2002 through Decenber 2004,
in the District of New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants
JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
RUSSELL FALLACARA,
and ot hers, knowingly and willfully attenpted to obstruct, delay,
and affect commerce and the novenent of an article and commodity
in comrerce by extortion, by obtaining and attenpting to obtain
the property of a business whose identity is known to the grand
jury, with the consent of its principal, induced by the w ongful

use of actual and threatened force, violence and fear, including

the fear of econonm c harm
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In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
1951 and 2.

COUNT 16
(Recei pt and Possession of Goods Stolen From I nterstate Shipnent)

27. On or about February 16, 2004, in the District of
New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendant

NI CHOLAS LADAGONA,
al so known as “N cky the Snake”

did knowingly and willfully have in his possession, goods and
chattels having a value in excess of $1,000, that is 162 Bil

Bl ass suits, which had been enbezzl ed, stolen, carried away,
conceal ed, and obtained by fraud and deception from Florida Direct
Express, which goods and chattels were noving in interstate
commerce from Secaucus, New Jersey to Phil adel phia, Pennsyl vani a,
knowi ng the said goods and chattels to have been enbezzl ed and

st ol en.
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In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
659 and 2.

COUNT 17
(Interstate Travel in Aid of Racketeering)

28. On or about Decenber 20, 2002, in the District of

New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendant
JOHN YESW TA

did knowngly and willfully travel from New Jersey to Pennsyl vani a
with the intent to pronote, nanage, establish, and carry on and
facilitate the pronotion, nmanagenent, establishment and carrying
on of an unlawful activity that is, a business enterprise
i nvolving ganbling, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1955 and the | aws of New Jersey, New York, and
Pennsyl vani a, and thereafter did perform attenpt to perform and
cause the perfornmance of an act to pronote, manage, establish,
carry on and facilitate the pronoti on, managenent, establishnent

and carrying on of the above stated unlawful activity, that is a
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busi ness enterprise involving ganbling, in that the defendant
travel ed to neet a high-ranking nmenber of the Philadel phia Crine
Fam |y of La Cosa Nostra for the purpose of naking a tribute
payment .

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
1952 and 2.

COUNT 18
(Interstate Travel in Aid of Racketeering)

29. On or about Septenber 9, 2003, in the District of

New Jersey, and el sewhere, the defendants

JOSEPH SCARBROUGH

al so known as “Big Joe,” and

M CHAEL CRI NCOLI
did knowingly and willfully travel from New Jersey to New York
with the intent to pronote, nanage, establish, and carry on and
facilitate the pronotion, nmanagenent, establishment and carrying
on of an unlawful activity that is, the obtaining of property from
T.T. by extortion, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1951, and thereafter did perform attenpt to perform and
cause the perfornmance of an act to pronote, manage, establish,

carry on and facilitate the pronoti on, managenent, establishnent

and carrying on of the above stated unlawful activity, that is the
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obtai ning of property fromT.T. by extortion, including the use of
physi cal force.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections
1952 and 2.

COUNT 19
(Fal se or Fraudul ent Statenent)

30. On or about January 20, 2004, in the District of
New Jersey, and el sewhere, in a matter within the jurisdiction of
the Federal Bureau of Investigation within the Departnent of
Justice, an agency of the United States, the defendant

JOHN YESW TA,

knowi ngly and willfully nade and caused to be nade a fal se,
fictitious, and fraudulent material statenent and representation,
in that the defendant submitted a notarized letter in connection
with an adm nistrative forfeiture proceeding in which he asserted
that $35,000 of the $56, 780 seized fromhis residence during the
execution of a search warrant was not subject to adm nistrative
forfeiture because it belonged to his aunt, when in fact this

noney bel onged to defendant JOHN YESW TA.
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In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
1001(a)(2).

FI RST FORFEI TURE ALLEGATI ON

31l. The allegations in Counts One, Two, and Three are
her eby repeated, reall eged, and incorporated by reference herein
as though fully set forth for the purpose of alleging forfeiture,
pursuant to the provisions of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1963. Pursuant to Rule 32.2, Fed. R Cim P., notice is
hereby given to each defendant |isted in Paragraph 32 bel ow t hat
the United States will seek forfeiture as part of any sentence in
accordance with Title 18, United States Code, Section 1962 in the
event of that defendant’s conviction under Counts One, Two, or
Three of this Indictnment.

32. The defendants

LAVWRENCE DENTI CO,
al so known as “Little Quy,”
and “Little Larry,”

JOSEPH SCARBROUGH
al so known as “Big Joe,”
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M CHAEL CRI NCOLI,
JOSEPH W LLI AM NAPOLI TANG,

al so known as “Billy Nap,” and
JOHN YESW TA

I.  have acquired and maintained interests in violation
of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1962, which interests are
subject to forfeiture to the United States, pursuant to Title 18,
United States Code, Section 1963(a)(1); and

ii. have property constituting and derived from
proceeds which they obtained, directly and indirectly, from
racketeering activity in violation of Title 18, United States
Code, Section 1962, which property is subject to forfeiture to the
United States of Anerica pursuant to Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1963(a)(3).

33. The interests of the defendants subject to
forfeiture to the United States, pursuant to Title 18, United
States Code, Section 1963(a)(1l) and (3) include but are not
limted to at least five mllion dollars ($5,000, 000).

34. If any of the property described in paragraphs 32
and 33 above, as a result of any act of om ssion of a defendant:

(1) cannot be | ocated upon the exercise of due

di | i gence;

(2) has been transferred or sold to, or deposited wth,

athird party;

(3) has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the

court; or

(4) has been comm ngled with other property which cannot

be divided without difficulty;
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the Court shall order the forfeiture of any other property of the
def endants up to the value of any property set forth in paragraphs
32 and 33 above pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section
1963(m .

35. The above-naned defendants, and each of them are
jointly and severally liable for the forfeiture obligations as

al | eged above.

Al'l pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section
1963.
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SECOND FORFEI TURE ALLEGATI ON

36. The allegations in Count Five are hereby repeated,
real | eged, and incorporated by reference herein as though fully
set forth for the purpose of alleging forfeiture, pursuant to the
provisions of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 981(a)(1)(CO
and 1955(d) and Title 28, United States Code, Section 2461(c).

37. Fromtheir engagenent in the violation alleged in
Count Five of this Indictnent, punishable by inprisonnment for nore
t han one year, the defendants

M CHAEL BORELLI ,

al so known as “Tona, ”and

PETER GRECCO,
shall forfeit to the United States of Anerica, pursuant to Title
18, United States Code, Section 981(a)(1)(C) and Title 28, United
St at es Code, Section 2461(c), all of their right, title, and
interest in any property, real or personal, which constitutes or
is derived from proceeds traceable to the said violation and
pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section 1955(d) and
Title 28, United States Code, Section 2461(c) any property,
i ncl udi ng noney, used in violation of the provisions of this

section, including but not Iimted to the follow ng:
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A sum of noney equal to $550,000 in United States
currency, representing the anmount of proceeds obtained as a result
of the offense, for which the defendants are jointly and severally
| i abl e.

38. If any of the property described in Paragraph 37
above, as a result of any act of om ssion of a defendant:

(1) cannot be | ocated upon the exercise of due

di | i gence;

(2) has been transferred or sold to, or deposited wth,

athird party;

(3) has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the

court; or

(4) has been comm ngled with other property which cannot

be divided wi thout difficulty;
the United States of Anerica shall be entitled to forfeiture of
substitute property under the provisions of Title 21, United
St ates Code, Section 853(p), as incorporated by Title 28, United
St ates Code, Section 2461(c).

A TRUE BI LL

FOREPERSON

CHRI STOPHER J. CHRI STI E
UNI TED STATES ATTORNEY
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