
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

case &o. .
18 U.S.C. j 1349
18 U.S.C. j 982(a)(7)

UM TED STATES OF AG RICA

VS.

M LLU  AULOV,

Defendant.

N QRIWATION

The Acting United States A'ttorney charges:

GENER AT, ALLEGATIONS

At a11 tim es m aterial to this Tnformation:

The M edicare Prozram

The Medicare Progrnnn (GtMedicare'') was a federal healthcare progrnm that1.

provided free or below-cost health care benefits to individuals who were sixty-/ve years of age or

older, or disabled. The benetks available under M edicare were governed by federal statutes and

regulations. The United States Depnrtment of Health and Hllman Services C:T1HS''), through its

agency the Centers for M edièare and Medicaid Services (<çCMS''), oversaw and aflministered

M edicare. lndividuals who received benefits tmder M edicare were commonly referred to as

M edicare Gçbeneliciaries.''

Medicre was subdivided into multiple projram tGparts.'' Medicare PM  D

subsidized the costs of prescription dnzgs for M edicare beneficiaries in the Urlited Sutes.

Medicare PM  D was enacted as part of the M edicare Prescription Drug, Improvement, and
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M odernization Act of 2003, and went into effect on January 1, 2006.

3. ln order to receive Pal't D benefits, a beneficiary enrolled in a M edicare dzug plan.

M edicare drug plans were operated by private companies approved by M edicare. Those

companies were often referred to as dt'ug plan ç'sponsors.'' A beneficiaty in a M edicaze drug plan

could fill a prescription at a phnrmacy and use his or her plan to pay for some or al1 of the

prescription.

4.

directly with a plml or with one or more Phnrmacy Benefit Managers CTBMs''). A PBM acted on

behalf of one or more M edicam dnzg plans. Through a plan's PBM, a phnrmacy cotlld join the

plan's network. W hen a PM  D beneficiary presented a prescription to a pharmacy, the pharmacy

A phnrmacy could pm icipate in PM  D by entering a retail network agreement

submitted a claim either directly to the plan or to the PBM  that represented the beneficiary's

M edicare drug plan. The plan or PBM  determined whether the pharmacy was entitled to payment

for each claim and periodically paid the phnrmacy for outstanding claims. The drug plan's sponsor

reimbursed the PBM  for its payments to the phnrmacy.

5. A pharmacy cotlld also submit claims to a M edicare dt'ug plan whose network the

phnrmacy did not belong. Submission of such out-of-network claims was not common and often

resulted in smaller paymepts to the pharmacy by the dnzg plan sponsor.

6. M edicare, through CM S, compensated the M edicare drug plan sponsors. M edicare

paid the sponsors a monthly fee for each M edicare benetkiary of the sponsors' plans. Such

payments were called capitation fees. The capitation fees were adjusted periodically based on

vatious factors, including the beneficiaty's medical condition. In addition, in some cases where a

sponsor's expenses for a beneliciary's prescription dnzgs exceeded that beneficiary's capitation
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fee, M edicare reimbursed the sponsor for a poztion of those additional expenses.

7. Medicare and Medicare drug plarl sponsors were tGhealth care benefit progrnmlsl,''

as defmed by Title 18, United States Code, Section 24(b).

The befendant and Related Entities

8. Bravo Drugs, Inc. (G%ravo'') was a Florida corporation that did business ila Broward

County, purportedly providing presczi/tion chnzgs to Medicaze beneficiazies. Bravo Dnzgs'

principâl place of business was 3009 Johnson Street, Hollywood, Florida 33021.

9. Bravo Dnzgs Two, Inc. (GGBravo Two'' or, collectively with Bravo, GGBravo Drugs''l

was a Florida corporation that did business in Broward Cotmty, purportedly providing prescription

drugs to M edicare beneficiaries. Bravo Two's principal place of business was 5920 Johnson

Streety Suite 2015, Hollywood, Florida 33021.

1.0 . Defendant AH ,LYN AULOV was a resident of Broward Cotmty and an owner of

Bravo Drugs.

CON SPM CY TO COM M IT H EALTH CARE FIu UD
(18 U.S.C. j 1349)

From in or arotmd Jtme 2013, and continuing through in or around August 2019, in

Broward Cotmty, in the Southez'n District of Florida, and elsewhere, the defendant,

AH ,LYN AULOV ,

did knowingly atld willfully, that is, with the intent to farther the object of the conspiracy, combine,

conspire, confederate and agree with others lcnown and llnknown to the Acting United States

yktorney to execute a schenle and

commerce, as defined in Title 18, United StatesCode, Secdon 244$, that is, M edicare and

artifice to defraué a health care benefit program affecting

3
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M edicare drtlg plan sponsors, and to obtain, by means of matezially false and fraudulent pretenses,

representations, and promises, money and propeo  owned by, and under tie custody and control

of, said health care benefit progrnms, in connection with the delivery of and payment for health

care benefits; items, and services, ln violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1347.
v

' 

'

Purpose of the Conspiracv

It was atpurposexof 'the conspiracy'.for the deféndant, M LLYN AULOV, and her

co-conspiraloTs ?to rniaw'ftll' ly ' ehrich themselvej, by, among other tlzings: (a) submitting and

causing thevsubmi. ssion ,nf false and fraudulent: claim s to M edicare and M edicare drug plan

sponsors; .(b) concenling.th. e.subniission.of falqe ahd fraudulent claims to Medicare and Medicare

drug plan Lsponsorsv tand 'thelTeceipt and,.lranqfer'iof fraud proceeds; and (c) diverting the âaud

ds forxhekpersonalœsesca'ndob. enofta thmuse.and benefit o/others, and to further the fraud.procee

M nnnerandM eans of the Conspiracv

Tke mrmner .êand'' meaùs 'by which 'the defendant and her co-conspirators sought to

accompliOiGe.'.bbjeGt=ë.- ose,r.of 'itlteœn'n q,yiracy included, nmong other things, the following:

12. A H ztzYN AULOV 'and her.co-conspirators signed retail network agreements with

M edicare drtlg plml sponsors on.behalf of Bravo Dnzgs. By entering into these agreements,

AULOV agreedïhatB' ravo 'Drugs.wlllkldkanmcslg..qother things, comply with federal laws regarding

the dispensing of w escfi, ptionvdnl' gs.

13. A'TI,LYN AULOV mld her co-conspirators developed a ççbuy to return'' scheme in

which they (i) plzrchased prescription medication from wholesale phnnnaceutical distributors, (ii)

submitted clainis to M eclicare and M edicare drug. plan sponsors falsely representing that these

prescription .,medications had been provided to Medica're benetkiaries, and (iii) reolrned the
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prescription medication to the wholesale phnrmaceutical distributors.

14. AH,LYN AULOV and her co-conspirators caused the submission of

approximately $1,163,178 in cfaims for prescription drugs that were medically Imnecessary, were

not provided to benelciaries, a'n.d thai 'were retumed to wholesale distlibutors.

AHULYN AULOV and her co-conspirators used the proceeds âom the false and

âaudulent claims foT their own use and the use of others, and to further the âaud.

Al1 in'violation of Title 18, United Stated Code, Section 1349.

FORFEITURE
(18 U.S.C. j 982(a)(7))

:;. t:'. . . -. .

The allegations of this Ilzformation are hereby re-alleged and by this reference

incorporated hewin for purposes of alleging forfeiture to the United States of certain property in
. . ,t'1'.' . . ; 2

wllich the defendant, AILLYN AULOV, has atl interest.

Upon conviction of the violation of Title 18, Ullited States Code, Section 1349, as

alleged irl tlzis Imformation, the defendant shall forfeit to the United States any property, real or
. . è .. ' ': '. '5z :.3-.

jersonal, that.constit-utes or.is derived, directly or indirectly, from gross proceeds traceable to the

commission of the offense, pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section 982(a)(7). The

property subject to.forfeiture includes: a forfeiture money judgment in the nmotmt of $743,909,
.?. qyz . , - . :;.' %. . u, '

which sllm represents the value of the property subject to forfeiture.

If any of the property subject to forfeiture, as a result of any ad or omission of the

defendant:

cnnnot be located upon the exercise of due diligence',

b. has been 'transferred or sold to, or deposited with, a third party;
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has been placed beyond thejtuisdiction of the coult

d. has been substantially diminished in value; or

has been commingled with other property which cnnnot be divided without

difficulty.

the United States shall be entitled to forfeiture of substitm e property under the provisions of Title

21, United States Code, Section 853û9, which substi'tute property includys but is not limited to,

the following'.

i. real property located at1901 North Sm'f Road, #17 Hollywood, Florida

33019 (the çlNorth Slzrf Road Propertf); and

ii. real property located at 1110 Lidflower Street Hollywood, Florida 330139

(the Gtidflower Property'') (collectively, the Gtsubject Propertf').

6
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Allpursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section 982(a)(7), and the procedttres set forth

in Title 21, United States Code, Section 853, as incorporated by Title 18, United States Code

Section 982(b)(1). .
. )

JU ANTONI G ZM EZ
ACTFNG UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

JOSBPH BEEM STERBO .BR Acl'm G c> y'
cltlMrxA.ta olvlslox, FRXUD sEcrrlox
u.s. DBPARTMENT ok Jusrrlcs

ALLAN M EDINA
DEPUTY CHIEF
CRJMINAL DIVISION, FM UD SBCTION
U .s. DEPART= NT OF JUSTICE

By: :
EH LY G RS S
TRIAL ATTORNEY
CILIM INAL DIVISION , FRAUD SECTION
U .s. DEPART> NT OF JUSTICE

7
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UM TED STATESDISTRIG  COURT
SOUTHERNDISTRIG  OFFLORTDA

W TED STATESOFW W CA CASE NO.

CERTIFICATE OF TRIAL ATTORNEY*
Superseding Case Iuformation: 'AILLYN AULOV,

Defendant. /

CourtDivision:tselectone) New defendantts) I--I Yes I-.I No
HMiami Z Key West I'Z FTL Numberof new defendants
N WPB N F'I'P Totalnumberofcotmts

1. 1 have carefully corksidered the allegations of the indictment, the number of defendants, the number of prouble
witnesses and the legal complexities of the Indictment/lrlformation attachedhereto.

2. 1 am aware that the information supplied on this statement will be relied upon by the Judges of this Cotrt in
setting their calendars arld scheduling criminal trials under the mandate of the Speedy Trial Act,

Title 28 U.S.C. Section 3161.

3. Interpreter: (Yes or No) NO
List language and/or dialect

4. This case will take 0 days for the parties to try.

5. Please check apprôpriate category and type of offense listedbelow:

(Check only one) (Check only one)
I 0 to 5 d ay s Hz P etty E7I
11 6 to 10 days ED Minor (7I
III 11 to 20 days I'-I Misdemeanor E1
IV 21 to 60 days (71 Felony Uz
V 61 days and over (71
6. H&s this case previously been filed in this District Court? (Yes or No) No .
, If yes: Judge Case No.

(Attach copy of dispositive Prder)
Has a complaint been filed in tllis matter? (Yes or No) No
If yes: M agistrate Case No.

Related miscellaneous numbers:

Defendantts) in federal custody as of
Defendantts) in state custody as of
Rule 20 from the District of

Is tllis a potential death penalty case? (Yes or No) NO
7. Does this case originate from amatterpending in the Central Region of the U.S. Attorney's Office priorto
August 9, 2013 (Mag. Judge Alicia 0. Valle)? (Yes orNo) No

8. Does this case originate from a matter pending in the Northern Region of the U.S. Attorney's Office priorto
August 8, 2014.(Mag. Judge Shaniek Maynard? (Yes or No) No

9. Does this cmse originate from a matter pending in the Central Region of the U.S. Atlorney's Office prior to
October 3, 2019 (Mag. Judge Jared Strauss)? (Yes or No) No

*penalty Sheetts) attached

1

EM ILY G R KlS
DOJ Trial Attorney
Court ID No. A5502499

REV 3/19/21
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

PENALTY SH EET

Defendant's Nam e: AH ,LYN AULOV

Case No:

Copmt #:

Title 18e United States Codes Section 1349

Conspiracv to Commit Health Care Fraud

*M ax Penalty: Ten (10) vears' impdsonment

*Refers only to possible term  of incarceration, does not include possible fines, restiG tion,
special assessm ents, parole term s, or forfeitures that m ay be applicable.
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AO 455 (Rev. 01/09) Waiver of an Indictment

UNITED STATES D ISTRICT COURT
for the

Southern District of Florida

United States of America
V. Case No.

Aillyn Aulov,

Depndant

W AW ER OF AN INDICTM ENT

I understand that 1 have been accused of one or more offenses punishable by imprisonment for more than one
year. 1 was advised in open court of my rights and the nature of the proposed charges against me.

After receiving this advice, I waive my right to prosecution by indictment and consent to prosecution by
information.

Date :
Defendant 's signatttre

Signattlre ofde#ndant 's attorney

JONATHAN MELTZ, ESQ.
Printed name ofdefendant 's attorney '

Judge 's printed name and title
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