
Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 1 of 22 PageID #: 1 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 2 of 22 PageID #: 2 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 3 of 22 PageID #: 3 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 4 of 22 PageID #: 4 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 5 of 22 PageID #: 5 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 6 of 22 PageID #: 6 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 7 of 22 PageID #: 7 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 8 of 22 PageID #: 8 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 9 of 22 PageID #: 9 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 10 of 22 PageID #: 10 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 11 of 22 PageID #: 11 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 12 of 22 PageID #: 12 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 13 of 22 PageID #: 13 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 14 of 22 PageID #: 14 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 15 of 22 PageID #: 15 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 16 of 22 PageID #: 16 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 17 of 22 PageID #: 17 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 18 of 22 PageID #: 18 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 19 of 22 PageID #: 19 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 20 of 22 PageID #: 20 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 21 of 22 PageID #: 21 



Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 22 of 22 PageID #: 22 



,s„ (R«v.*m CIVIL COVER SHEET

I. (a) PLAINTIFFS

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

(b) County ofResidence ofFirst Listed Plaintiff
(EXCEPTINU.S. PLAINTIFF CASES)

(c) Attorneys (Finn Name. Address, and Telephone Number)
Dara Olds, Bonni Perlin
US. Attorney's Office, Eastern District ofNew York
271-A CadmanPlaza East, 7th Fl., Brooklyn, NY 11201; (718) 254-7000

II. BASIS OF JURISDICTION (Placean "X" in One Box Only)

££ 1 U.S.Government
Plaintiff

O 2 U.S. Government
Defendant

O 3 Federal Question

(US. fasmsxtCJ.
O 4 Diversity

(Indicate Citizenship of Parties inItem III)

NICHOLAS PALUMBO, NATASHA PALUMBO, ECOMMERCE
NATIONAL, LLC d/b/a Tollfreedeals.com, and SIP RETAIL d/b/a
sipretail.com

County ofResidence of First Listed Defendant Maricopa
(IN U.S. PU1NTIFF CASES ONLY)

NOTE- IN LAND CONDEMNATION CASES, USE THE LOCATION OF
THE TRACT OF LAND INVOLVED.

Attorneys (IfKnown)

IN CLERK'S OFFICE
U.S. DISTRICT COURT E.D.N.Y.

III. CITIZENSHIP OF PRINCIPAL PARjAQfc (t^o'H^ One Skfor Plaintiff
(For Diversity Cases Only) and One BoxforDefendant)

PTF DEF PTF »EF
Citizen ofThis State O I O 1 IijcnmnBaeAor*riiiciaakWa«Ori/TaC4 O 4

Citizen ofAnother State

Citizen or Subject of a
Foreign Country

� 2 0 2 Incorporated andPrincipal Place
ofBusiness In Another State

O 3 O 3 Foreign Nation

0 5 0 5

O 6 O 6

IV. NATURE OF SUIT (Place an "X" inOne Box Only)
| � j-e- jeONTRAGT- "-. '"--~ ::._•_-� ���_-:: .:J: ..,-".TOUTS:' �� FORFEITURE/PENALTY BANKRUPTCY :--"J -", 4OTHERSTATUTKS 1

OHO Insurance PERSONAL INJURY PERSONAL INJURY O 625 Drag Related Seizure O 422 Appeal 28 USC 158 O 375 False Claims Act

O 120 Marine O 310 Airplane O 365 Personal Injury - ofProperty21USC88l O 423 Withdrawal O 376 Qui Tarn (31 USC

O 130 Miller Act O 315 Airplane Product Product Liability O 690 Odier 28 USC 157 3729(a))

O 140 Negotiable Instrument
O 150 Recovery ofOverpayment

& Enforcement ofJudgment

Liability
O 320 Assault Libel &

O 367 Health Care/ O 400 State Reapportionment
PROPERTY RIGHTS O 410 Antitrust

Slander Personal Injury O 820 Copyrights O 430 Banks and Banking

•O 151 Medicare Act O 330 Federal Employers* Product Liability O 830 Patent O 450 Commerce

•O 152Recoveryof Defaulted Liability
O 340 Marine

O 345 Marine Product

Liability

O 368 Asbestos Personal
Injury Product
Liability

PERSONAL PROPERTY

O 840 Trademark O 460 Deportation
O 470 Racketeer Influenced and

(Excludes Veterans)
O 153 Recovery ofOverpayment

LABOR .. SOCIAL SECURITY — Corrupt Organizations
O 710 Fair Labor Standards O 861HIA(l395ff) O 480 Consumer Credit

ofVeteran's Benefits O 350 Motor Vehicle O 370 Other Fraud Act O 862 Black Lung (923) O 490 Cable/Sat TV

O 160 Stockholders' Suits O 355 Motor Vehicle O 371 Truth in Lending O 720 Labor/Management O 863 DIWC/D1WW (405(g)) O 850 Securities/Commodities/

O 190 Other Contract Product Liability O 380 Other Personal Relations O 864 SSID Title XVI Exchange

O 195 Contract Product Liability O 360 Other Personal Property Damage O 740 Railway Labor Act O 865 RSI (405(g)) OH 890 Other Statutory Actions

O 196 Franchise Injury O 385 Property Damage O 751 Family and Medical O 891 AgriculturalActs

O 362 Personal Injury - Product Liability Leave Act O 893 Environmental Matters

Medical Malpractice O 790 Other Labor Litigation
O 791 EmployeeRetirement

Income Security Act

O 895 Freedom of Information

|X""". 'REAL'PROPERTY dVILRIGHTS PRISONER PETITIONS ' FEDERAL taxsuits: Act

O 210 Land Condemnation O 440 Other Civil Rights Habeas Corpus: O 870 Taxes (U.S. Plaintiff O 896 Arbitration

O 220 Foreclosure O 441 Voting O 463 Alien Detainee or Defendant) O 899 Administrative Procedure

O 230 Rent Lease & Ejectment O 442 Employment O 510 Motions to Vacate O 871 IRS—Third Party Act/Review or Appeal of

O 240 Torts to Land O 443 Housing/ Sentence 26 USC 7609 Agency Decision

O 245 Tort Product Liability Accommodations

O 445 Amer. w/Disabilities -

Employment

O 530 General

O 535 Death Penalty

Other:

O 950 Constitutionality of

O 290 All Other Real Property IMMIGRATION State Statutes

O 462 Naturalization Application
O 446 Amer. w/Disabilities - O 540 Mandamus & Other O 465 Other Immigration

Other O 550 Civil Rights Actions

O 448 Education O 555 Prison Condition

O 560 Civil Detainee -
Conditions of

Confinement

V. ORIGIN (Place an"X" inOne Box Only)
&1 Original O 2 Removed from O 3

Proceeding State Court
Remanded from O 4 Reinstated or � 5 Transferred from O 6 Multidistrict
Appellate Court Reopened Another District Litigation

(specify)
tejurisdictional statutes unless diversity):Cite the U.S, Civil Statute under which you are filing (Dpnotch

Request for relief pursuant to 18U.S.C§t345
VI. CAUSE OF ACTION Brief description of cause: „„.,„«

Violations of wire fraud statutes, 18 U.S.C. 1343,1349

VII. REQUESTED IN
COMPLAINT:

D CHECK IF THIS IS A CLASS ACTION
UNDER RULE 23, F.R.Cv.P.

DEMAND S

VI11. RELATED CASE(S)
IF ANY

(See instructions):
JUDGE

CHECK YES only if demanded in complaint:

JURY DEMAND: O Yes &No

DOCKET NUMBER

DATE

"SkntiQdi -Zt, 20 XUMr*FOR OFFICE USE ONLY

RECEIPT* AMOUNT

SIGNATURE OF ATTORNEY OF RECORDIfOFJ&ECORD sfZ ^

APPLYING IFP JUDGE MAG. JUDGE

Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1-1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 1 of 2 PageID #: 23 



CERTIFICATION OFARBITRATION ELIGIBILITY

certificationto the contrary is filed.

Case is Eligible for Arbitration | J
counsel for united states of America do hereby certify that the above captioned civil action is ineligible for

compulsory arbitration for the following reason(s):

monetary damages sought are in excess of $150,000, exclusive of interest and costs,

the complaint seeks injunctive relief.

the matter is otherwise ineligiblefor the following reason

DISCLOSURE STATEMENT - FEDERAL RULES CIVIL PROCEDURE 7.1

Identify any parent corporation and any publicly held corporation that owns 10% or more or its stocks:

/

RELATED CASE STATEMENT (Section VIII on the Front of this Form)

Please list all cases that are arguably related pursuant to Division of Business Rule 50.3.1 in Section VIII on the front of this form. Rule 50.3.1 (a) provides that "A civil case is "related"
to another civil case for purposes of this guideline when, because of the similarity of facts and legal issues orbecause the cases arise from the same transactions orevents, a
substantial saving of judicial resources islikely to result from assigning both cases to the same judge and magistrate judge." Rule 50.3.1 (b) provides that *Acivil case shall not be
deemed "related" toanother civil casemerely because the civil case: (A) involves identical legal issues, or(B) involves the same parties." Rule 50.3.1 (c) further provides that
•Presumptively, and subject to the power of a judge to determine otherwise pursuant to paragraph (d). civil cases shall not be deemed to be "related" unless both cases are still
pending before the court."

NY-E DIVISION OF BUSINESS RULE 50.1(d)(2)

1.) Isthe civil action being filed in the Eastern District removed from a New York StateCourt located in Nassau orSuffolk
County? n Yes EI No

2.) Ifyou answered "no" above:
a) Did the events or omissions giving rise to the claim or claims, or a substantial part thereof, occur in Nassau or Suffolk
County? 00 g| Yes [JJ No
b) Did the eventsor omissions giving rise to the claim or claims, or a substantial part thereof, occur in the Eastern
District? 0 Yes Q No

c) If this is a Fair Debt Collection Practice Act case, specify the County in which the offending communication was
received:

Ifyour answer to question 2 (b) is "No," does the defendant (or a majority of the defendants, if there is more than one) reside in Nassau or
Suffolk County, or, in an interpleader action, does the claimant (or a majority of the claimants, if there is more than one) reside in Nassau or
Suffolk County? D Yes D No

(Note: A corporation shall be considered a resident of the County in which it has the most significant contacts).

BAR ADMISSION

I am currently admitted in the Eastern District of New York and currently a member in good standing of the bar of this court.

El Yes D No

Are you currently the subject of any disciplinary action (s) in this or any other state or federal court?

Q Yes (If yes, please explain IZl No

I certify the accuracy of all information provided above.

Signature:

LastModiried.il/27/20l7

Case 1:20-cv-00473-ERK-RLM Document 1-1 Filed 01/28/20 Page 2 of 2 PageID #: 24 



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

v.

NICHOLAS PALUMBO, NATASHA
PALUMBO, ECOMMERCE NATIONAL, LLC
d/b/a Tollfreedeals.com, and SIP RETAIL d/b/a
sipretail.com,

Defendants.

FILED
IN CLERK'S OFFICE

U.S. DISTRICT COURT E.D.N.Y.

* JAN 28 2020 *

BROOKLYN OFFICE

Civil Action No.

KQRMAN, J.

MANN. M.J.

DECLARATION OF SAMUEL BRACKEN

I, Samuel Bracken, have personal knowledge ofthe facts set forth below, and if called as

a witness I would testify as follows:

1. I have beena Postal Inspector with theUnited States Postal Inspection Service

("USPIS") since February 2004. I am currently assigned to the ElderFraud Task Force at the

Department ofJustice, Consumer Protection Branch. I amassigned to investigate violations of

federal law, including mail fraud and wire fraud, inviolation of Title 18, United States Code,

Sections 1341 and 1343, respectively. I have received training in investigating elder fraud,

social security fraud, IRS fraud, identitytheft, credit card fraud, counterfeit check fraud,

counterfeit identification card fraud, mail, and wire fraud offenses, including attending seminars

and conferences hostedby the Inspection Service, theUnited States Department ofJustice, the

International Association ofFinancial Crimes Investigators, andvarious other law enforcement

entities. During my employmentasan Inspector, I have participated in hundreds of
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investigations involving identity fraud, aggravated identity theft, mail fraud and wire fraud. In

addition, I havebeen the Inspection Service's caseagenton numerous investigations involving

these offenses.

2. The facts set forth in this affidavit are based on my personalknowledge,

knowledge obtained during my participation in this investigation, information from other

individuals includingother law enforcement officers, complainants, and other parties, witness

interviews, and my review ofdocuments, public records, USPIS records, and other sources.

Becausethis declaration is submittedfor the limitedpurpose of establishingprobable cause in

supportof the applicationfor a temporary restraining order, it does not set forth each and every

fact that I learned during the course of this investigation.

SUSPICIOUS PAYMENTS TO TOLLFREEDEALS

3. In the course of this investigation, recordswere obtainedfrom Wells Fargo Bank

regarding an account held in the name of Ecommerce National LLC with a signer ofNicholas

Palumbo. For the time period of May 28,2019 through September 11,2019, the account

received nineteen cash deposits totaling $130,250.00. These deposits occurred in locations

across the United States, including in Minnesota, South Carolina, Florida, Alabama, and New

Jersey. None of these cash deposits occurred in Arizona, the principle location ofbusiness for

Ecommerce National.

4. Within days of receiving these cash deposits, Nicholas Palumbo would transfer

the funds from the Wells Fargo Account, via wire transfers or checks maybe payable to

Ecommerce National LLC, to two accounts held in the name of Ecommerce National LLC at JP

Morgan Chase. The sixteen transactions totaled $131,584.00.
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5. Through my training and experience, I know that accounts known as "interstate

funnel accounts" are one of the most efficient means for criminal orgnanizations to rapidly move

illicit proceeds within the U.S. and abroad. Based on my training as a federal law enforcement

officer and fraud investigator, I know that funnel accounts offer the rapid movement ofmoney

across great distances with minimal fees and the anonymity of the depositors, since the deposits

are usually under the reporting thresholds. AnalysisofBank Secrecy Act (BSA) reporting has

identified that the following account activity is often associated with funnel accounts:

• out-of-state, anonymous cash deposits in multiple states;

• rapid cash withdrawals for amounts similar to cash deposits;

• use ofcounter deposit slips;

• individual deposits and withdrawals intentionally under $10,000 (structuring);

• limited account credits besides cash deposits (i.e., no payroll, wire transfers);

• no legitimate business purpose evident;

• and deposit activity greater than expected income.

Based on my training and experience, it appears that TollFreeDeals is utilizing the Wells Fargo

bank account as a funnel account to receive fraudproceeds from co-conspirators.

NEW YORK VICTIMS OF DEFENDANTS* FRAUDULENT ROBOCALLING

CONSPIRACIES

6. On January 16,2020,1 interviewed victim J.K., an 84-year-old man who is a

former member ofthe United States Marine Corps and who resides in Belle Harbor, New York.

J.K. was the victim of a social security imposter scam. J.K. received a message on his cellular

telephone on May 23,2019, concerning his social security number. J.K. called back the phone

number left in the message, 512-XXX-XXXX, and spoke with an individual who stated that he
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was from the U.S. Marshals Service and that a warrant had been issued for J.K.'s arrest. He then

transferred J.K. to a man named who claimed his name was "David" and that he was an

employee with the Social Security Administration ("SSA"). David told him that a car had been

rented in Houston, Texas using J.K.'s personal information, including his social security number,

and that the car was found by local police with evidence of drugs and money laundering. J.K.

was told there was a warrant for his arrest based on this activity.

7. David told J.K. he would help J.K. to straighten this situation out, and that J.K.

needed to protect his bank accounts from forfeiture and that the government was going to seize

his funds due to the criminal activity. David asked J.K. about his bank accounts, and directed

J.K. to wire transfer all of the money out of his account to an account number David provided.

David informed J.K. that his money was being wired to the U.S. Marshals Service, who would

provide his money back to him at a later date after the situation with the warrant was cleared up.

J.K. proceeded to transfer $9,800.00 from his bank account to the account provided by David.

J.K. spent several hours on the phone during this interaction. J.K. became suspicious after he

wired the money, told David he would not be sending any more, and ended the phone call.

8. J.K. then received a call from an individual claiming to be with the warrant squad

of the New York City Police Department (NYPD). The individual claiming to be from the

NYPD told J.K. that in order to get the warrant lifted, J.K. needed to call David back. J.K.

received several more calls, but he did not answer them. J.K. contacted his bank in an attempt to

stop thewire transfer, andwas toldthatthemoney had already been removed from theaccount

to which it was sent.

9. I reviewed call detail records obtained from TollFreeDeals, and confirmed that

multiple calls were made to J.K.'s cell phone onMay 23,2019. Allof thecalls spoofed themain
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SSAtoll-free customer service number, andwere all sent to TollFreeDeals by the sameIndia-

based VoIP carrier.

10. On January 16,2020,1 spoke with C.E., who was a victim of an SSA

impersonation scam. C.E. is a 36-year-old man who recently received U.S. citizenship and

resides in Brooklyn, New York. C.E. received a telephone call on June 6, 2019, from a man who

claimed his name was "George" and that he was from SSA. George told C.E. that SSA was

investigating his name and social security number being used in connection with money

laundering. George told C.E. that there was a warrant out for his arrest, and George already

knew C.E.'s social security number. George told C.E. that the next step he needed to take to

protect himself was to file a report with a police officer. George then connected C.E.'s phone

call with a man claiming to be a police officer. j
i

11. The police officer told C.E. that he had to secure his bank accounts by moving the

money out ofhis accounts, so the money wouldn't be seized. The police officer instructed C.E.

to go to Best Buy and purchase gift cars using his debit card to remove the money from his bank

account. C.E., who was working as a driver for Uber, then drove to a 3est Buy in Queens, New

York,where he purchased two Hotels.comgift cards with a combined value of$700.00. He then

provided the gift card numbers to the man on the phone. The man on the phone then requested

moremoney, but C.E. didn't have any more money in his bankaccounts. After he got off the

phone, C.E. realized he had been scammed, andhe filed a policerepor:and a complaint with the

Federal Trade Commission ("FTC"). C.E. stated that he received anotier call from the same

people later that day, and the caller told himthatthey wouldbe comingto his apartment to

provide him with his new social security number.
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12. I reviewed call detail records obtained from TollFreeDeals

callto C.E.'s phone lasting almosttwohours was sent through TollFreeDeals

from India-based VoIP carrier Company A.

13. I have also reviewed a complaintfiled with the Federal

L.U., a man in his forties who resides in Roosevelt, New York, in Nassau

to the FTC that he received a call on June 55 2019, from 877-382-4357

number ofthe FTC's Consumer Response Center. On the FTC's website

they receive inbound calls at that number, FTC does not make outbouhd

L.U. reported that the person who called him posed as the SSA, and

security number was going to be suspended due to criminal activity if

personal information. L.U. reported that he lost $2,200.00 as a result

14. I have reviewed call detail records obtained from TollFlreeDeals

that two calls were sent from Company A through TollFreeDeals to L

June 5,2019. Both calls spoofed FTC's Consumer Response Center as

Pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746,1 hereby declare under penalty o|f p

is true and correct to the best ofmy knowledge and belief. Executed

\v\Ci(Uts.\kf ,Arizona.

, and confirmed that a

on June 6, 2019,

Trade Commission by

County. L.U. reported

. That is the phone

ite, FTC states that while

calls from that number,

informed L.U. that his social

he did not provide his

of this SSA imposter scam.

, and confirmed

U.'s phone number on

the source number.

erjury that the foregoing

January 27,2020, inen

<Z£/ai5l—
Samuel Brack sn, Postal Inspector
United States 5ostal Inspection Service
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

NICHOLAS PALUMBO, NATASHA
PALUMBO, ECOMMERCE NATIONAL,
LLC d/b/a Tollfreedeals.com, and SIP
RETAIL d/b/a sipretail.com,

Defendants.

Civil Action No.

KORMAN, X

MANN. M.J.

FILED
IN CLERK'S OFFICE

U.S. DISTRICT COURT E.D.N.Y.

* JAN 28 2020 *

BROOKLYN OFFICE

CERTIFICATION PURSUANT TO FED. R. CIV. P. 65(b)(1)(B)

1. I am an Assistant United States Attorney in the Civil Division at the U.S. Attorney's

Office for the Eastern District of New York. I make this certification pursuant to Fed. R. Civ. P.

65(b)(1)(B) in support of the United States' application for a temporary restraining order pursuant

to 18 U.S.C. § 1345, whereby defendants Nicholas Palumbo, Natasha Palumbo, Ecommerce

National, LLC d/b/a Tollfreedeals.com, and SIP Retail d/b/a sipretail.com (collectively,

"Defendants") would be enjoined from engagingin an ongoing wire fraud scheme in violation of

18 U.S.C. §§1341 and 1349.

2. As set forth in detail in the accompanying Complaint and the Declarations of

Special Agent Marcy Ralston of the Social Security Administration's Office of the Inspector

General, and Postal Inspector Samuel Bracken of the United States Postal Inspection Service, the

Defendants are utilizingthe U.S. telecommunications networkto participatein an ongoing scheme

to defraud throughfacilitating the delivery ofvastnumbers of fraudulent telephone callsto victims,
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among other fraudulent conduct, resulting in harm to victims throughout the United States,

including elderly and vulnerable victims.

3. The Ralston and Bracken Declarations, together with the Complaint and

accompanyingexhibits, specifically set forth facts showing that the Defendants' conduct subjects

thousands of victims to immediate and irreparable financial loss or other harm. The Declarations

and Complaint further establish that the frauds are ongoing, and will continue to cause harm to

victims during the interval between Defendants being given further notice and the Court's ruling

on the United States' application for temporary relief. The Declarationsand Complaintsestablish

that Defendants continue to transmit large volumes offraudulent telephone calls on a regular basis.

4. The temporary restraining order sought by the United States would enjoin

Defendants from: (1) committing wire fraud, as defined by 18 U.S.C. §§ 1343 and 1349; (2)

providing,or causing others to provide,call termination servicesfor calls terminating in the United

States or carrying any VoIP calls terminatingin the United States; (3) providingtoll-free telephone

services for calls originating in the United States, includingproviding toll-free phone numbers to

other individuals or entities; and (4) destroying, deleting, removing, or transferring any and all

business, financial, accounting, and other records concerning Defendants' operations and the

operations of any other corporate entity owned or controlled, in whole or in part, by Defendants.

The requested relief would therefore immediately prevent harm to new victims.

5. The Court should not require the United States to provide notice to the Defendants

prior to the entry of the requested relief, because notice potentially could allow the Defendants to

destroy relevant business records before the parties are heard by the Court. In addition, during the

time it would take to give Defendants notice, additional persons could be victimized through

Defendants' regular delivery of fraudulent telephone calls through U.S. telecommunications
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network, Defendants' provision oftoll-free calling services used to further the wire fraud schemes,

and through other conduct by Defendants in furtherance of the scheme such as through

Defendants' receipt of funds from defrauded victims.

6. Therefore, the United States respectfully requests that the Court issue the proposed

temporary restraining order without notice to Defendants.

Dated: January 28, 2020
Brooklyn, New York

O
DARA A. OLDS

Assistant United States Attorney
Tel. (718) 254-6148
dara.olds@usdoj .gov
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