UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

DISTRICT OF NEW JERSEY
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA : CRIMINAL COMPLAINT
V.
SANG-HYUN PARK, et al. : Mag No. 10-4147 (CCC)

I, the undersigned complainant, being duly sworn, state the
following is true and correct to the best of my knowledge and
belief.

SEE ATTACHMENT A

I further state that I am a Special Agent, and that this
complaint is based on the following facts:

SEE ATTACHMENT B
continued on the attached page and made a part eof.

AN

There/sa M. Finelli, Special Agent
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Sworn to before me and subscribed in my presence,
on September 15, 2010, at Newark, New Jersey

HONORABLE CLAIRE C. CECCHI d k““"JC:::ff””“‘_'“‘

UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE Signature of Judicial Officer




ATTACHVENT A

Count One (Conspiracy)

Fromin or about June 2006 through on or about the date of
this Crimnal Conplaint, in Bergen County, in the D strict of New
Jersey and el sewhere, defendants

Known Nane Ali as(es)

Sang- Hyun Par k “Jimy,”
“Jianfang Jiang,” and
“Zhen Li”~

Hyun-Jin LNU [l ast nane “Hai Hua Xu”

unknown]

Dong-11 Kim “Cai Juan Zhang,” and
“Zhankun Liu”

Sung-Si| Joh “Jenny,” and

“Zhanhong Fan”

Joong- Hyun Jung

Gsung Kwon “Xi aol i ng Zhang”

Jin LNU “Jin,”
“Zhaof ang Chen,” and
“Jianxin Ji ang”

M n- Soo Son “Chris”

Young- Hee Ju “St ephani e,” and
“Mngji Piao,”

Hyo-11 Song “Dani el ,”
“Yan Hua Wi ,”
“Hai zhe Pei,”

“M nghao Li,” and
“Dongyun Zhou”

Dong- Wn Ki m “Andy Kim”
“Q@uangyi ng Zhang,
“Huaying Lu,” and
“Wei Yun Zhong”




Known Nane

Al i as(es)

Seung- Ho Noh “Peter,”
“M. Park,”
“Zhong Z. Yin,”
“Chae Yoon Lim” and
“Zhi qui ng Zhang”

Mat t hew J. Kang “Jun- Yong Kang”

Rita S. Kim “Rita Han”

Hyon- Suk Chung “Clara”

Young- Wo Ji “Fei Chen”

Sang- Kyu Seo

Hyun- Yop Sung “Shanji Li”~

FNU [first name unknown] LNU#1 |“M . Choi,” and
“Xijun @

Hyeon-U Ki m “Deshang Zhang,” and
“Xi urong Xu”

Edward M Ha

Jong- Hoon Kim “John,”
“Zhengshu An,”
“Rui pi ng Chen,” and
“Chun Shi Huang”

Chi - Wn Jeon “Xi anzi Luo,” and

“Fengling Jin”

Jung- Hyuck Seo

“Xi aoqgi n Zhang”

Jong- Kwan Hong “Dongshu Li”

| n- Sook Lee “Susan, " and
“Pi ng Fang”

Sung- Rok Joh “Zhang Li”

Jung- Bong Lee “Hong Guo Cui,” and
“Wei Xiang Lu”

Hye- Wn Jung “Mei hong He”

Son- Hee Chong “M ngshun Yuan”

I n- Suk Joo “Danhua Wang”




Known Nane

Al i as(es)

Byung Jang “Pyung- Hak Jang,” and
“Xue Hui Shi”
Ay Yang “Sung- Cha Yang,”

“Yulan Q an” and

“Any Pitts”

Song-Ja Park

“Run Hong Liu”

M n-Jun Kwon

“Kwon Yi”

Jung- Sook Ko

“Gace S. Lim” and
“Hai shun Jin”

Myung- Kyun Ko

“Longnan Cui”

Yoon- Hee Par k

“Yun- Hee Park,”
“Zhangqi Zhang,” and
“Xi aof ang Zhu”

Alex S. Lee “Yi cun Zhu,” and
“Yun Hu”
Kyung- Ki Ki m “Yuting Zhao”

knowi ngly and intentionally conspired and agreed with each ot her
and others to conmt offenses against the United States by:

(1)

(2)

produci ng wi thout |awful authority identification
docunents and false identification docunents, in
and affecting interstate and forei gn comer ce,
contrary to Title 18, United States Code, Section
1028(a) (1) and (c)(3)(A;

knowi ngly transferring, possessing, and using,

w t hout |awful authority, a nmeans of
identification of another person with intent to
commt and in connection with unlawful activity
that constitutes a violation of federal |aw,
including credit card fraud (18 U . S.C. § 1029),
mail fraud (18 U.S.C. 8§ 1341), wire fraud (18
US. C 8§ 1343), bank fraud (18 U S.C. § 1344), and
buyi ng and selling social security cards and
nunbers (42 U.S.C. § 408), in and affecting
interstate and foreign comrerce, contrary to Title
18, United States Code, Section 1028(a)(7);



(3) buying and selling social security cards for the
pur pose of obtaining things of value, contrary to
Title 42, United States Code, Section
408(a)(7) (O ; and

(4) wthintent to defraud, trafficking in and using
one or nore unauthorized access devices during any
one-year period, and by such conduct obtaining
t hi ngs of val ue aggregating $1, 000 or nore during
that period, contrary to Title 18, United States
Code, Section 1029(a)(2).

In furtherance of the conspiracy and to effect its unlawful

obj ects, the above-listed defendants and their co-conspirators
commtted and caused to be commtted the overt acts, anong
others, in the District of New Jersey and el sewhere, as set forth
i n Paragraphs 50 through 114 bel ow of Attachnment B.

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 371



Count Two (Aggravated ldentity Theft)

Fromin or about January 2009 through in or about October
2009, in Bergen County, in the District of New Jersey and
el sewhere, defendants

Sang- Hyun Park,
al k/ a
“Jimmy,”
“Jianfang Ji ang,” and
“Zhen Li,” and

Hyun-Ji n LNU
al k/ a
“Hai Hua Xu,”

during and in relation to violations of federal |aw, nanely,
credit card fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1029), mail fraud (18 U S.C. §
1341), wire fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1343), bank fraud (18 U S.C. 8§
1344), and fraud relating to social security cards and nunbers
(42 U.S.C. 8§ 408), knowi ngly transferred, possessed, and used,
wi thout |awful authority, the means of identification of another
person, nanely, Y.L., as described belowin Attachnment B, in
violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1028A and
Section 2.



Count Three (Aggravated ldentity Theft)

Fromin or about January 2009 through in or about July 2009,
in Bergen County, in the District of New Jersey and el sewhere,
def endant

Young- Hee Ju,

al kla
“ St ephani e” and
“Mngji Piao,”

during and in relation to violations of federal |aw, nanely,
credit card fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1029), mail fraud (18 U S.C. 8§
1341), wire fraud (18 U . S.C. 8 1343), and fraud relating to
soci al security cards and nunbers (42 U.S.C. 8 408), know ngly
transferred, possessed, and used, without |lawful authority, the
means of identification of another person, nanely, Mngji Piao,
as described belowin Attachnment B, in violation of Title 18,
United States Code, Section 1028A and Section 2.



Count Four (Aggravated ldentity Theft)

In or about February 2009, in Bergen County, in the D strict
of New Jersey and el sewhere, defendant

Hyo-11 Song,
al kl a
Dani el ,”

“Yan Hua Wi ,”
“Hai zhe Pei,”
“M nghao Li,” and
“Dongyun Zhou,”

during and in relation to violations of federal |aw, nanely,
credit card fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1029), nmmil fraud (18 U S.C. 8§
1341), wire fraud (18 U . S.C. 8 1343), and fraud relating to
soci al security cards and nunbers (42 U. S.C. 8 408), know ngly
transferred, possessed, and used, without |lawful authority, the
means of identification of another person, nanely, Mnghao Li, as
described below in Attachnent B, in violation of Title 18, United
St ates Code, Section 1028A and Section 2.

Count Five (Aggravated ldentity Theft)

Fromin or about August 2009 through in or about Cctober
2009, in Bergen County, in the District of New Jersey and
el sewher e, defendant

Dong- Wn Kim
al k/ a
Andy Kim”
“@uangyi ng Zhang,”
“Huaying Lu,” and
“Wei Yun Zhong”

during and in relation to violations of federal |aw, nanely,
credit card fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1029), mail fraud (18 U S.C. §
1341), wire fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1343), and fraud relating to
soci al security cards and nunbers (42 U. S.C. 8 408), know ngly
transferred, possessed, and used, without |lawful authority, the
means of identification of another person, nanely, Guangying
Zhang, as described below in Attachnment B, in violation of Title
18, United States Code, Section 1028A and Section 2.



Count Six (Conspiracy to Commit Wre Fraud)

Fromin or about October 2009 through in or about Decenber
2009, in Bergen County, in the District of New Jersey and
el sewhere, defendants

Sang- Hyun Park,
al k/ a
“Jimmy,”
“Jianfang Ji ang,” and
“Zhen Li,”

Hyun-Ji n LNU,
al k/ a
“Hai Hua Xu,”

M n- Soo Son,
alkia “Chris,” and

Sang- Kyu Seo

knowi ngly and willfully conspired and agreed with each other and
others to devise a schene and artifice to defraud the credit card
conpanies referred to in Paragraph 72 bel ow of Attachment B, and
to obtain noney and property by neans of materially fal se and
fraudul ent pretenses, representations, and prom ses, and to do so
by neans of interstate wire comruni cations, as described in

Par agraph 72 bel ow of Attachment B, contrary to Title 18, United
States Code, Section 1343, in violation of Title 18, United

St ates Code, Section 1349.



Count Seven (Conspiracy to Commit Wre Fraud)

In or about January 2010, in Bergen County, in the District
of New Jersey and el sewhere, defendants

Sang- Hyun Park,
al kl a
HJi rm.y, ”
“Jianfang Ji ang,”
“Zhen Li,”

Hyun-Ji n LNU
al k/ a
“Hai Hua Xu,”

Jong- Hoon Ki m
al k/ a
“John,”
“Zhengshu An,”
“Rui pi ng Chen,”
“Chun Shi Huang,” and

Hag- Sang Jang

knowi ngly and willfully conspired and agreed with each other and
others to devise a schene and artifice to defraud the credit card
conpanies referred to in Paragraph 89 bel ow of Attachnment B, and
to obtain noney and property by neans of materially fal se and
fraudul ent pretenses, representations, and prom ses, and to do so
by nmeans of interstate wire communi cati ons, as described in

Par agraph 89 bel ow of Attachment B, contrary to Title 18, United
States Code, Section 1343, in violation of Title 18, United

St at es Code, Section 1349.



Count Eight (Conspiracy to Commit Wre Fraud)

Fromin or about April 2010 through in or about May 2010, in
Bergen County, in the District of New Jersey and el sewhere,
def endant s

Sang- Hyun Park,
al k/ a
“Jimmy,”
“Jianfang Ji ang,” and
“Zhen Li,”

Hyun-Ji n LNU,
al k/ a
“Hai Hua Xu,”

Gsung Kwon,
a/ k/a “Xi aoling Zhang,”

Yong Kim Lee, and
H - Joo Yang

knowi ngly and willfully conspired and agreed with each other and
others to devise a schene and artifice to defraud the credit card
conpanies referred to in Paragraph 94 bel ow of Attachnent B, and
to obtain noney and property by neans of materially fal se and
fraudul ent pretenses, representations, and prom ses, and to do so
by neans of interstate wire comrunications, as described in

Par agraph 94 bel ow of Attachnment B, contrary to Title 18, United
States Code, Section 1343, in violation of Title 18, United
States Code, Section 1349.
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Count Ni ne (Mney Launderi ng)

From on or about June 2009 through on or about July 2010, in
Bergen County, in the District of New Jersey and el sewhere,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park, a/k/a “Jimy,” “Jianfang Jiang,” and
“Zhen Li,” know ngly conducted and attenpted to conduct fi nanci al
transactions affecting interstate commerce and foreign, as nore
fully set forth in Paragraph 105 bel ow of Attachnent B, involving
t he proceeds of specified unlawful activity, namely, credit card
fraud (18 U. S.C. 8§ 1029), mail fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1341), wire
fraud (18 U.S.C. 8§ 1343), and bank fraud (18 U S.C. 8§ 1344),
knowi ng that the financial transactions were designed in whole
and in part to conceal and disguise the nature, |ocation, source,
owner ship, and control of the proceeds of such specified unlawf ul
activity, and knowi ng that the property involved in the financial
transactions represented proceeds of sonme form of unlawful
activity, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section
1956(a)(1)(B)(i) and Section 2.

Count Ten (Fraudul ent Use of Identity Docunents and
Aut henti cati on Features to Defraud the United States)

Fromin or about January 2010 through Cctober 2010, in
Bergen County, in the District of New Jersey and el sewhere,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park, a/k/a “Jimy,” “Jianfang Jiang,” and
“Zhen Li,” know ngly possessed identifications docunents, false
identification docunents, and authentication features, including
social security nunbers, to electrically file and transmt, cause
to be electrically filed and transmtted, and to obtain
fraudul ent tax refunds fromthe United States to which he was not
entitled, as described in Paragraphs 110 through 113 bel ow of
Attachnent B, to defraud the United States, nanely, the Internal
Revenue Service, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,
Section 1028(a)(4) and Section 2.

11



ATTACHVENT B

|, Theresa M Fanelli, ama Special Agent with the Federa
Bureau of Investigation. | have know edge of the facts set forth
herei n through nmy personal participation in this investigation
and through oral and witten reports fromother federal agents or
other law enforcenent officers. Were statenments of others are
set forth herein, including statenments that were intercepted or
consensual ly recorded, these statenents are related in substance
and in part. Furthernore, these conversations, unless otherw se
i ndi cated, occurred in the Korean | anguage, and Your Affiant has
reviewed and relied on the transl ations of these conversations.
Since this Crimnal Conplaint is being submtted for a limted
purpose, | have not set forth every fact that I know or other |aw
enforcenment officers know concerning this investigation. | have
only set forth those facts that | believe are sufficient to show
probabl e cause exists to believe that the defendants have
conmmitted the offenses set forth in Attachment A. \Were | assert
that an event took place on a particular date, | amasserting
that it took place on or about the date all eged.

The Defendants and Gt her Parties

At all tinmes relevant to this Crimnal Conplaint:

1. Def endant Sang- Hyun Park, a/k/a “Jinmmy,” “Jianfang
Jiang,” and “Zhen Li,” a resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey,
was the | eader of a crimnal enterprise that operated in northern
New Jersey and el sewhere

a. Def endant Sang- Hyun Park operated out of several
offices at the follow ng |ocations: Brinkeroff Avenue, Palisades
Par k, New Jersey (hereinafter the “Brinkeroff O fice”), Broad
Avenue, Palisades Park, New Jersey (hereinafter the “Broad
O fice”), Bergen Boul evard, Palisades Park, New Jersey
(hereinafter the “Bergen Boul evard O fice”), and Bergen Turnpike,
Ri dgefield Park, New Jersey (hereinafter the “Bergen Turnpike
O fice”). Defendant Sang-Hyun Park and his co-conspirators often
noved offices to avoid detection by | aw enforcenent. Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park was al so the principal or owner/operator of
several fictitious shell conpanies, including Sansung
Consul ti ng/ Top Consulting (hereinafter “Sansung Consulting”),
Moja Trading Inc. (hereinafter “Myja”), Cocoxu Corporation
(hereinafter “Cocoxu”), Li Nail Plus, Inc., d/b/a “Li Nails” and
“Nails Plus” (hereinafter “Li Nail”), Areth Thread Tradi ng, Inc.
(hereinafter “Areth Thread”), and Mono Corporation (hereinafter
“Mono Corp.”). Defendant Sang-Hyun Park regi stered his conpany,
Li Nail, in the nane of Zhen Li, a fraudulently obtained



identity bel onging to another person, as described bel ow
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park established and used t hese conpanies for
t he sol e purpose of commtting fraud.

b. To further the goals and ains of the crimnal
enterprise, defendant Sang-Hyun Park conspired with: (i)
i ndi vi dual s enpl oyed by or associated with himwho engaged in
acts in furtherance of the crimnal enterprise; (ii) “custonmers”
who pai d defendant Sang-Hyun Park and his co-conspirators for
identity docunments and who enriched thensel ves by engaging in
identity fraud, credit card fraud, bank fraud, and tax fraud,
anong other crines; (iii) brokers, suppliers, and manufacturers
of identity docunents, such as social security cards, inmmgration
docunents, and genuine and counterfeit driver’s |licenses;
(1v) individuals who fraudulently increased the credit scores
associated with fraudulently obtained identities that Sang-Hyun
Park’ s sold and provided to his “custoners”; and (v) collusive
mer chants who charged or “sw ped” fraudul ently acquired credit
cards for the purpose of defrauding banks and credit card
conpani es or who “fenced” or purchased nerchandi se, know ng the
sanme to have been purchased through the fraud (hereinafter
collectively the “Park Crimnal Enterprise”).

Enpl oyees and Associ ates of Def endant Sang- Hyun Park

2. Def endant Hyun-Jin LNU, a/k/a “Hai Hua Xu,” was a
resident of Ridgefield, New Jersey and was “second in command” of
the crimnal enterprise. Defendant Hyun-Jin LNU, a/k/a “Hai Hua
Xu,” is the registered agent of Cocoxu. In addition, defendant
Hyun-Jun LNU, using the Chinese nane Hai Hua Xu, obtained a
Certificate of Trade Nanme from Bergen County, New Jersey for Citi
Apparel Distributor and opened two business accounts at Wachovi a
Bank in the name of Citi Apparel Distributor and Cti Fashion
Whol esal e, all of which were fictitious shell conpanies used to
commt fraud. (See Attachnent C for photographs of Hyun-Jin LNU)

3. Def endant Dong-11 Kim a/k/a “Cai Juan Zhang” and
“Zhankun Liu,” was a resident of Ridgefield Park, New Jersey and
an enpl oyee of defendant Sang-Hyun ParKk.

4. Def endant Sung-Sil Joh, a/k/a “Jenny” and *Zhanhong
Fan,” was a resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey. Defendant
Sung-Sil Joh was the owner/operator and regi stered agent of Cello
Hair, Inc., d/b/a Cello Hair Design, a hair salon business
| ocated in Palisades Park, New Jersey (hereinafter “Cello Hair”).

5. Def endant Joong- Hyun Jung, was a resident of



Pal i sades Park, New Jersey and an enpl oyee of defendant Sang- Hyun
Par k.

6. Def endant Osung Kwon, a/k/a “Xi aoling Zhang,”
was a resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey and an enpl oyee of
def endant Sang- Hyun Park. Osung Kwon, using the name “Xi aoling
Zhang,” was the registered agent of USA Apparel, Inc.
(hereinafter “USA Apparel”), a fictitious shell conpany.

7. Def endant Jin LNU, a/k/a “Jin,” “Zhaofang Chen,” and
“Jianxin Jiang,” was a resident of Flushing, New York. (See
Attachnment D for photographs of defendant Jin LNU).

8. Def endant M n-Soo Son, a/k/a “Chris,” was a resident of
Ri dgefield, New Jersey.

The Docunent Brokers

9. Def endant Young-Hee Ju, al/k/a “Stephanie” and
“Mngji Piao,” was a resident of Closter, New Jersey and the
owner/operator of My Fair Lady, a nail salon |ocated in Mntval e,
New Jersey, and Bloomng Nails 7, a nail salon located in
Chest nut Ri dge, New York.

10. Defendant Hyo-1l Song, a/k/a “Daniel,” *Yan Hua
Wei,” “Haizhe Pei,” “Mnghao Li,” and “Dongyun Zhou,” was a
resident of Fort Lee, New Jersey. Defendant Hyo-Il Song was the
princi pal of 153 Samsung DC, Inc. (hereinafter “153 Sansung DC’)
and 90 You & Me Corporation (hereinafter “90 You and Me”).

11. Defendant Dong-Wn Kim a/k/a “Andy Kim” *“Guangyi ng
Zhang,” “Huaying Lu,” and “Wei Yun Zhong,” was a resident of
Fl ushi ng, New YorKk.

12. Defendant Seung-Ho Noh, a/k/a “Peter” “M. Park,”
“Zhong Z. Yin,” “Chae Yoon Lim” and “Zhiquing Zhang,”
was a resident Cakland Gardens, New York.

The Credit Build Up Teans

13. Defendant Matthew J. Kang, a/k/a “Jun-Yong Kang,” was a
resi dent of Englewood Cliffs, New Jersey and the principal of
Summit Advi sors G oup, LLP, a purported financial advisory
busi ness | ocated in Englewod Ciffs, New Jersey.

14. Defendant Rita S. Kim a/k/a “Rta Han,” was a resident

of Fort Lee, New Jersey and the owner/operator of Shin Yong
Consul ting, LLC, d/b/a Shin Hwa Consulting (hereinafter “Shin

3



Hwa”), a purported financial consulting business |located in
Pal i sades Park, New Jersey.

15. Defendant Hyon- Suk Chung, a/k/a “Clara,” was a resident
of North Bergen, New Jersey and the owner/operator of Shin Hwa.

16. Defendant Young-Wo Ji, a/k/a “Fei Chen,” is a resident
of Baysi de, New YorKk.

The Col | usi ve Merchants

17. Defendant Sang-Kyu Seo was a resident of Palisades
Par k, New Jersey and the principal and owner/operator of Hang Jin
Yi, Inc., d/b/a Hwangini, a roomsalon |ocated in North Bergen,
New Jersey. At this room salon, custoners, primarily nmen, paid
nmoney for al cohol and the conpany of fenales.

18. Defendant Hyun-Yop Sung, a/k/a “Shanji Li,” was a
resident of Carlstadt, New Jersey.

19. Defendant FNU LNU#1, a/k/a “M. Choi” and “Xijun
@Qu” was a resident of Little Ferry, New Jersey and the
owner/ operator of For Your Joy, LLC (hereinafter “For Your Joy”),
a purported whol esal e busi ness | ocated in Palisades Park, New
Jersey. (See Attachnent E for a photograph of defendant FNU
LNU#1) .

20. Defendant Hyeon-U Kim a/k/a “Deshang Zhang” and
“Xiurong Xu,” was a resident of Flushing, New York and the
owner/ operator of Sunny Enterprise, a store front located in
Fl ushi ng, New Yor k.

21. Defendant Edward M Ha was a resident of River Edge,
New Jersey and a certified public accountant with an office
| ocated in Ridgefield, New Jersey.

22. Defendant Jong-Hoon Kim a/k/a “John,” “Zhengshu An,”
“Rui pi ng Chen,” and “Chun Shi Huang,” was a resident of
Ri dgefi el d, New Jersey and the owner/operator and principal of
Red Coco International, Inc. (hereinafter “Red Coco Int’1”), a
pur ported whol esal e seaf ood and grocery supply business | ocated
in Ridgefield, New Jersey.



The Custoners

23. Defendant Chi -Won Jeon, a/k/a “Xi anzi Luo” and
“Fengling Jin,” was a resident of Leonia, New Jersey.

24. Defendant Jung-Hyuck Seo, a/k/a “Xi aogin Zhang,” was a
resi dent of Palisades Park, New Jersey and the regi stered agent
of Erin's Skin Supply, Inc. (hereinafter “Erin’s Skin Supply”), a
purported beauty supply business |ocated in Palisades Park, New
Jersey.

25. Defendant Jong- Kwan Hong, a/k/a “Dongshu Li,” was a
resi dent of Westbury, New Jersey.

26. Defendant |n-Sook Lee, al/k/a "“Susan” and “Ping
Fang,” was a resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey and enpl oyed
at defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s business, Li Nail, d/b/a
“Nai |l s Plus,” in Hopatcong, New Jersey.

27. Defendant Sung- Rok Joh, a/k/a “Zhang Li,” was a
resi dent of Palisades Park, New Jersey and the brother of
def endant Sung-Sil Joh (see Paragraph 4 above).

28. Defendant Jung-Bong Lee, a/k/a “Hong Guo Cui” and “Wei
Xiang Lu,” was a resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey and the
principal of Star 72 Jewelry Incorporated and Lu 72 Fashion, Inc.

29. Defendant Hye-Wn Jung, a/k/a “Meihong He,” was a
resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey and enpl oyed at defendant
Sang- Hyun Park’s business, Li Nail, d/b/a “Nails Plus,” in
Hopat cong, New Jer sey.

30. Defendant Son-Hee Chong, a/k/a “M ngshun Yuan,” was a
resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey.

31. Defendant In-Suk Joo, a/k/a “Danhua Wang,” was a
resident of Cark, New Jersey.

32. Defendant Byung Jang, al/k/a “Pyung-Hak Jang” and “ Xue
Hui Shi,” was a resident of Fort Lee, New Jersey and the reported
owner/ operator of Yuri Beauty Sal on.

33. Defendant Any Yang, a/k/a “Sung-Cha Yang,” “Yul an
Qan” and “Any Pitts,” was a resident of Palisades Park, New
Jersey and the wife of defendant Sang-Kyu Seo (see Paragraph 17
above).



34. Defendant Song-Ja Park, a/k/a “Run Hong Liu,” was a
resident of Ridgefield, New Jersey.

35. Defendant M n-Jun Kwon, a/k/a “Kwon Yi,” was a resident
of Ridgefield, New Jersey and the son of defendant Song-Ja Park.

36. Defendant Hag- Sang Jang was a resident of Palisades
Par k, New Jersey and the owner and operator of H and S
Construction Conpany (hereinafter “H and S Construction”), in
Pal i sades Park, New Jersey.

37. Defendant Jung- Sook Ko, a/k/a “Grace S. Lint and
“Hai shun Jin,” was a resident of Ri dgefield, New Jersey.

38. Defendant Myung- Kyun Ko, a/k/a “Longnan Cui,” was a
resident of Leonia, New Jersey. New M&K d obal, Inc., a business
i ncorporated in New Jersey, was formed by an individual using the
name Longnan Cui, a fraudulently obtained identity belonging to
anot her person, and purportedly operated out of a residence in
Ri dgefi el d, New Jersey bel onging to defendant Myung- Kyun Ko’s
sister, defendant Jung- Sook Ko (see Paragraph 37 above).

39. Defendant Yoon-Hee Park, a/k/a "“Yun-Hee Park,” *Zhangqi
Zhang,” and “Xi aofang Zhu,” was a resident of Flushing, New YorKk.

40. Defendant Alex S. Lee, a/k/a “Yicun Zhu” and “Yun Hu,”
was a resident of Palisades Park, New Jersey.

41. Defendant Yong Kim Lee, a/k/a “Yong Kim” was a
resi dent of Linden, New Jersey.

42. Defendant Hi -Joo Yang was a resident of Forest Hills,
New Yor K.

43. Defendant Kyung-Ki Kim a/k/a “Yuting Zhao,” was a
resi dent of Edi son, New Jersey.



44. (O her Parties

a. An i ndividual was cooperating with | aw enforcenent
(hereinafter “Cooperating Wtness One”).

b. An i ndividual was cooperating with | aw enforcenent
(hereinafter “Cooperating Wtness Two").

C. An i ndividual was cooperating with | aw enforcenent
(hereinafter “Cooperating Wtness Three”).

d. An i ndividual was cooperating with | aw enforcenent
(hereinafter “Cooperating Wtness Four”).

e. A co-conspirator, not naned as a defendant herein,
was a resident of Bergen County, New Jersey (hereinafter *Co-
Conspi rator One”).

f. An individual was a federal agent acting in an
under cover capacity (hereinafter “Undercover Agent”).

I nterception of Wre Communi cati ons—The Wre Taps

45. During this investigation, at various tines, federal
agents applied for and obtained Court ordered authorization to
i ntercept wire comuni cations occurring over the follow ng
tel ephone facilities:

a. a cellular tel ephone used by defendant Sang H
Park wi th phone nunber ending 4629 (hereinafter “First Park
Target Facility”);

b. a cellular tel ephone used by defendant Sang H
Park wi th phone nunber ending 2579 (hereinafter “Second Park
Target Facility”):; and

C. a cellular tel ephone used by defendant Young- Hee
Ju with phone nunber ending 7792 (hereinafter “Ju Target
Facility”).



Overview of the Crininal Enterprise

46. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park advertised in |ocal Korean
newspapers and represented that he and his co-conspirators could
obtain driver’s licenses, credit cards, and noney for their
custoners, virtually all of whom were of Korean descent.

47 . Identity Theft and Use of ldentity Docunents

a. The Park Crimnal Enterprise fraudulently
obt ai ned, brokered, and sold social security cards, social
security nunmbers, and other identity docunents to custonmers for a
fee of between approxi mately $5,000 and $7,000. Cenerally, these
soci al security cards began with the prefix “586.” These soci al
security cards were issued by the United States to individuals,
usual ly from Chi na, who were enployed in Anerican territories,
such as American Sanpa, Guam the Phillippines, and Saipan. As
part of the fee, the Park Crim nal Enterprise used these “586”
soci al security cards and nunbers (correspondi ng to Chi nese
nanmes) to either: (a) obtain and produce genuinely issued
driver’s licenses, identification cards, and other identity
docunents fromvarious states; or (b) manufacture counterfeit
driver’s licenses and other counterfeit identity docunents.

These genuinely issued or counterfeit docunents were obtained

t hrough ot her brokers. The Park Crim nal Enterprise obtained
out-of-state driver’s licenses and identification cards to
exploit perceived weaknesses in those states’ issuing procedures
and to make it nmore difficult for bank enpl oyees in New Jersey to
detect fraud and counterfeit docunents.

48. The Credit Build Up

a. After brokering, obtaining, selling, and providing
these identity packages (i.e., social security card or nunber and
genui ne or counterfeit driver’s license) to the customers, the
Park Crim nal Enterprise engaged in the fraudulent build up of
the credit scores associated with the 586 identities.

b. This “credit build up” was acconplished by taking
t he Chi nese nanme and the correspondi ng 586 social security (i.e.,
the Chinese identity) and attaching that identity, as an
aut hori zed user, to various individual’s credit card accounts.
The individuals involved in “credit build up” were nenbers of or
co-conspirators with the Park Crimnal Enterprise, and they
received a fee for their “service,” know ng that the credit build
up was for the purpose of conmmtting fraud.



C. By attaching the Chinese identity to their credit
card accounts, these credit build up teans artificially increased
the credit score associated with the Chinese identities to
between 700 and 800. 1In reality, the individuals who provided
this “credit build up” service for the Park Crimnal Enterprise’s
custoners neither knew the actual person in whose nanme the build
up was being conducted (i.e., the Chinese identity) nor, in
virtually every instance, the custoner (i.e., the Korean
i ndi vidual using the identity). Furthernore, to deceive credit
reporting agencies, credit card conpani es, banks, and | enders,
the credit build up teans know ngly made fal se statenents
concerning the residency of these fraudul ently obtained Chinese
identities.

d. The credit scores were relied on by banks, credit
card conpani es, finance conpani es, and | enders, anong others,
when deci di ng whether or not to issue credit or grant loans to
consuners. The main purpose of building these credit scores was
to profit by commtting identity theft and financial fraud, as
further described bel ow

49. The Various Schenes to Defraud

a. After the custoner’s credit build up was
conpleted, the Park Crimnal Enterprise instructed, coached, and
conspired with its custonmers to use the fraudulent identities
with perfect or near perfect credit scores to open and obtain
bank accounts, check books, credit cards (including store credit
cards fromnmerchants), debit cards, lines of credit, and | oans,

i ncludi ng | oans guaranteed by the United States Small Business
Adm ni stration. The Park Crimnal Enterprise often dispatched
its enpl oyees and associates to acconpany its custoners into
banks and retail stores for the purpose of opening accounts,
applying for credit cards, and using these fraudul ently obtained
credit cards to purchase nerchandi se.

b. Thereafter, the Park Crimnal Enterprise and its
co-conspirators, including its custoners, enriched thensel ves
t hrough the foll owi ng schenes:

“Bust Qut” Schenes

C. “The First Round”:
i “Kkang.” The Park Crimnal Enterprise

obt ai ned cash fromthe fraudulently obtained credit cards through
the practice of “kkang,” a slang Korean phrase referring to the
use of collusive nmerchants to obtain cash by charging or
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“swi ping” fraudulently obtained credit cards. The Park Cri m nal
Enterprise charged or “swi ped’” the credit cards on credit card
machi nes possessed by wholly fictitious shell conpanies or other
merchants (hereinafter “Collusive Merchants”). After the noney
fromthese charges was transmtted i nto bank accounts
corresponding to these credit card machi nes and/ or coll usive

mer chants, the cash was withdrawn by the Park Crimnal Enterprise
and its co-conspirators. For processing these credit card
transactions—i.e., “kkang,” the Collusive Merchants received a

fee (i.e., a “kkang fee”).

ii. Purchase of Merchandi se. The Park Crim nal

Enterprise also used, and directed its custoners to use, the
fraudul ently obtained credit cards and retail credit (i.e., store
credit) to purchase at retail stores various goods, including
liquor, clothes, jewelry, sunglasses, handbags, and makeup, anong
ot her things, which nmerchandi se was sold to “fences” (i.e.,

i ndi vi dual engage in the business of buying and selling stolen or
fraudul ently obtained goods) or retained for personal use.

d. “Second Round Bust Qut.” After making these
“first round” charges, the Park Crimnal Enterprise then nmade
paynments, either by tel ephone or by check, toward the charges
made during the “first round.” These paynents were al nost al ways
drawn agai nst bank accounts opened with Chinese identities with
correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers, and, in virtually
every instance, the paynents were made with insufficient funds,
resulting in the paynents being returned. After the credit card
conpani es recei ved these paynents, but before the paynents were
determ ned to be fraudulent, the credit card conpanies credited
the accounts, thereby allow ng additional charges to be nade on
these fraudulently obtained credit cards. Thereafter, the Park
Crimnal Enterprise and its co-conspirators nmade additiona
charges on these credit cards, in nuch the sane manner as
described during the “first round.” The Park Crimnal Enterprise
referred to this part of the fraud as the “second round.”
Utimately, the charges fromthe first round and second round
were not paid, resulting in significant losses to the victim
credit card conpani es.
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e. “Personal Bust Qut.” At tinmes and for a fee, the
Park Crimnal Enterprise “busted out” credit cards and |ines of
credit belonging to custoners in their own nane.

Bank, Loan, and Tax Fraud

f. Check-Kiti ng/” Check Jobs.” The Park Cri m nal
Enterpri se defrauded banks by engaging in check-kiting. Menbers
of the Park Crimnal Enterprise deposited checks with
insufficient funds into bank accounts opened w th Chinese
identities and corresponding 586 social security nunbers. After
depositing these checks, they withdrew and attenpted to w t hdraw
nmoney fromthese accounts before the banks discovered the fraud.

g. Cars. The Park Crimnal Enterprise and its co-
conspirators used the fraudul ently obtained Chinese identities
and correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers to obtain | oans and
| eases for high-end cars. After obtaining these cars, they used
these cars for their personal use and enjoynent and/or sold and
attenpted to sell these cars.

h. Tax Fraud. The Park Crimnal Enterprise used the
fraudul ently obtained Chinese identities and correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunbers to defraud the United States by, anong
ot her ways, electronically filing false and fictitious tax
returns with the Internal Revenue Service and claimng and
receiving tax refunds based on these false and fictitious
returns.

The I nvestigation of the Park Crininal Enterprise

The Brokers: Trafficking in Social Security Cards

50. In furtherance of the schene, the Park Crim nal
Enterpri se obtained, brokered, and sold to its custonmers genui ne
soci al security cards or nunbers issued to actual persons. For
exanpl e:

a. On or about Septenber 17, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Dong-Wn Ki m asked if any
person wanted to “do a New York license.” Defendant Sang-Hyun
Par k asked, “Under what kind of conditions,” and defendant Dong-
Wn Kimreplied, “No, wthout any conditions. For exanple, any
kid who has 586 [social security nunber], or soneone who had an
old New York license but died, or ‘I have nothing, but want to
get alicense. . . .’" Defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked, “It’s
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possi ble with people who had old Iicense and di ed?” Defendant
Dong-Wn Kimreplied, “Yes, it’s possible.” Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park then stated, “l see. Let’s neet in person to tal k about
that.”

b. On or about Septenber 17, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Young-Hee Ju. During this call,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park asked, “How is your business these
days?,” and defendant Young-Hee Ju replied, “W have the nai
shop and are busy doing visas and driver’s licenses.” Later
during the conversation, defendant Young-Hee Ju asked, “[W hat
are you doi ng these days?,” and defendant Sang-Hyun Park replled,
“l do everything, this and that, driver’s licenses .

C. On or about Septenber 24, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
tel ephone call froma yet to be identified Korean-speaking nmal e
and prospective custonmer (“Custoner”). The follow ng discussion
ensued, in substance and in part:

Par k: Yes, yes. Do you know [Dong-1l Kim?

Custoner: Yes, I'mcalling with big brother [defendant
Dong-11 Kims] introduction.

Par k: Yes, yes. Okay. | called you after | got a
call.

Custoner: Yes, yes. | called with [defendant Dong-|
Kim s] reference because | wanted to ask you
sonet hi ng.

Par k: Yes, yes. But you want to buy a social and
do a buil d-up?

Custoner: Yes, | wanted to do sonething as big brother
[ def endant Dong-I1l Kim did.

Par k: Ah, okay. . . . you are naking it, this,
because of noney, right?

Custoner: Right, I"'mnmaking it to make noney.

Par k: kay. Then do a social first, make an I D and

do a build-up and do those.
Custoner: Then, how | ong does it take?
Par k: About three nonths.

* * * *

Par k: Yes. It costs $7,000 each every tinme you do
it.

Customer: Well, if it works each tinme it cones, it’l
be worth investing, as | see it. (enphasis
added) .
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* * * %

Par k: First of all, if you want to do it, [you]
have to make a social and then take a picture
and give it to us, we nmake you either an ID
or a passport.

Custonmer: Yes.

Par k: And then, start a build-up and when
finished, later, apply for a card and a | oan
as you open an account at the bank.

Custoner: Ah, really? . . . . [How nmch do | need to
gi ve you in the begi nni ng?

Par k: | get it all at once because all the fees go
to. . . [do the] build up

Custonmer: Ah, | have to give you all $7,000 at once?

Par k: Yes, and later we help you and the comm ssion

we get is 8% of the noney comi ng out.
Custoner: Ah, there’s another 8% on the noney com ng

out .
Par k: Yes, yes.
Custoner: Ah, really?
Par k: And we don’t take any of the fees in the

beginning up to a build up because we buy a
social and nmake an ID as well as a build up,
we request it [through] build up business

peopl e.
Custoner: Yes, yes.
Par k: So, the noney we get later is a fee since [we

do] the work.
Custoner: Ah, yes. The fee, do | give you or do you
take it out of [the nobney] com ng out?

Par k: VWhat? No, | get it out of the noney com ng
out .

Custoner: Right? Yes, yes.

Par k: You have to give it to ne [Laughs].

d. On or about Septenber 30, 2009, at approximately
2:37 p.m, over the First Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park
made an outgoi ng tel ephone call to defendant Matthew J. Kang.
During this intercepted conversation, they discussed neeting
| ater that day. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “All the social
nunmber [sic], | brought all the social card [sic].” Defendant
Matthew J. Kang replied, “Yes, yes, yes. GCkay.” They agreed to
meet at 4:30 p.m that day.

e. On or about Septenber 30, 2009, at approximately

4:46 p.m, a |law enforcenent officer was conducting surveill ance
near the Bergen Boul evard Ofice. During this surveillance, the
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| aw enforcenment officer observed and vi deo recorded defendant
Matthew J. Kang exit his black, BMNSUV with a brief case and
enter the building in which the Bergen Boulevard Ofice is

| ocat ed.

f. On or about Septenber 30, 2009, at 5:25 p.m, over
the First Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an
i ncom ng tel ephone call from defendant Matthew J. Kang. During
this intercepted conversation, defendant Matthew J. Kang asked,
“So, for checking accounts, | can open Bank of Anerica and Giti,
right?” Sang-Hyun Park responded, “No, and if all of their
[ social security numbers] start with 5 [586], and TD, PNC are
okay. Qpen about six or seven accounts.”

: On or about October 16, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Dong-Wn Kim During the
conversation, defendant Dong-Wn Ki m asked, “You need a card,

don’t you. . . . social?" Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied that
he needed three, and defendant Dong-Wn Kimresponded that “they
cane in today.” Defendant Dong-Wn Kimstated that he purchased
the social security cards for $800 each “so you can give nme $800
or $900. . . .” Defendant Dong-Wn Kimstated he woul d send the

social security cards to Los Angeles if defendant Sang-Hyun Park
could not confirmhis need for them Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
stated, “I will give you a call right after I confirm?”

h. On or about October 16, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Matthew J. Kang. During the conversation,

def endant Sang- Hyun Park said, “M. Matthew . . . [the person
said] the social [security cards] cane. . . . . That’'s why |
called to confirmto do it accurately.” Defendant Matthew J.

Kang asked, “So, three, three of them cane then?” Sang-Hyun Park
confirmed that three social security cards had arrived.

Def endant Sang- Hyun Park stated, “l have to pay for the social][s]
first. . . .” Defendant Matthew J. Kang replied, “Wll, | got

St ephani e’ s [ def endant Young-Hee Ju] thing and brought it with
me.” Defendant Matthew J. Kang stated, “l have the noney now,”
and defendant Sang-Hyun Park responded, “You don’'t have to give
it [the noney] to ne today. You can give it tonorrow. . . . oOr
Monday. ”

i On or about Cctober 16, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Dong-Wn Kim During the conversation, Sang-
Hyun Park ordered three social security cards from defendant
Dong-Wn Kim Defendant Sang- Hyun Park stated, “Yes, three has
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been [sic] confirnmed. [Born 19]705 males . . . . Doesn’t matter
if [bornin] 75, 76, 72.

J - On or about Cctober 19, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Matthew J. Kang stated, “One person .
two people will start inmmediately and | was supposed to receive
it today but | haven't received it yet.” Defendant Sang-Hyun
Par k asked, “Social?” Defendant Matthew J. Kang stated, “I
received it along with ID.”

k. On or about Decenber 19, 2009, over the First Park

Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this i ntercepted
conversation, defendant Dong-Wn Ki m asked, “[Y]ou know t he guy .
. . who goes to Chicago from Flushing [New York], right? . . .
[ YJou know [the individual] who did the soci al and |icense for ID
jobs in the past. A Korean-Anerican. . . . Yeah. He got caught.

the FBI cane and arrested him” Defendant Dong-Wn Kim
stated that this individual was the nmain supplier of social
security cards. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park sighed and replied, “I
guess it’ Il be hard to get the social [sic] fromnow on.”
Def endant Dong- Wn Ki mthen asked, “From whom do you get the
California ones [driver’s licenses]? | used to get California
ones fromthese guys, you know, nmaking license and ID.”
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park replied, “1I ask Daniel for that now
[ def endant Hyo-11 Song]. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park further
advi sed, “So Daniel, as a mddl eman, does it for ne for $500 plus

sonme express charge. . . . Since he’'s close by, | ask himto nmake
it when he does his.” 1In addition, defendant Sang-Hyun Park
stated, “I used to do it with [a] passport and Nevada |ID

[bJut | think you d better nake passport these days because one
of ny clients in Flushing had probl em opening Citibank using
Nevada ID.” [As described bel ow, defendant Sang-Hyun Park and
his co-conspirators obtain and sell counterfeit Nevada driver’s
licenses]. Later during the conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun
Park stated the follow ng:

[We went to the bank with the California ID [provided
by defendant Hyo-1l Song] to test it. W had no
problem . . . No problemat all. . . . . Ones from
Nevada [driver’s licenses] there is no problemwth
ones from Nevada too, but the price is expensive

[ meani ng counterfeit Nevada driver’s |licenses could be
used to open bank accounts but were expensive to obtain
fromthe counterfeiter]. Yeah, and M. Noh [defendant
Seung-Ho Noh] is not known exactly for keeping
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promses. You're told it’ll be a week . . . .
[g]ranted he’s not the one who does it, but [ M. Noh]
takes too nuch tinme and makes us worried. . . . [A]nd
he doesn’t do a clean job.

l. On or about Decenber 23, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked, “That Sai pan, from
where the driver’s license was issued? Was it from Sai pan?”
Def endant Dong-Wn Kimreplied, “Yes, yes, yes. No Chicago.”
“Ch, fromlllinois. . . . | guess it’s not a good idea to carry
around Illinois driver’'s license[s] these days, huh?” defendant
Sang- Hyun Park asked. Defendant Dong-Wn Kimreplied, “No good,
no good at all.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park noted, “whether it’s
real or fake,” and defendant Dong-Wn Kimreplied, “right, right.
: [n]o good. But that person got the original [social
security card] by working in Saipan, in order to be able to apply
for the social, the permanent residency here.” Later in the
conversation, defendant Dong-Wn Kimremarked that he was “going
back and forth to Chicago.” [see Paragraph 67 bel ow wherein
def endant Dong-Wn Kim using 586 social security nunbers,
obt ai ned approximately four driver’s |licenses/identification
docunents fromlllinois].

m On or about April 26, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked defendant Dong-Wn
Kimfor two social security cards for custonmers born in the
1960s. Defendant Dong-Wn Kimreplied, “Yes, | wll ask [hinm].”
Def endant Dong-Wn Ki mthen asked, “[Clan you do Gti. . . . bust
[it]?" Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied that such credit cards
were the nost difficult to defraud. Defendant Dong-Wn Ki m
asked, “[H ow about Chase, how do you do it after busting it?,”
and defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “Purchase itens and then
sell them”

n. On or about April 29, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an out goi ng tel ephone
call to defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Dong-Wn Kimstated that he purchased a
soci al security card for $1,000 corresponding to a birth year of
1968. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park instructed defendant Dong-Wn Ki m
to bring the social security card to defendant Sang-Hyun Park,
addi ng that he woul d pass on the cost of the social security card
to the custoner.
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Fraudul ently Cbtained Driver’s Licenses and ldentity Cards

51. On or about the dates set forth below, in furtherance
of its crimnal ains and goals, the Park Crim nal Enterprise,
usi ng fraudul ently obtained 586 social security cards and ot her
fal se docunents, obtained and produced the follow ng genuinely
i ssued but fraudulently obtained identity docunments fromthe
[1linois Departnent of Motor Vehicles (“IDW’), the Pennsylvania
Department of Transportation (hereinafter “PennDOT”), the
Tennessee Departnent of Mtor Vehicles (hereinafter “TDW’), and
the California Departnent of Mdtor Vehicles (“CDW’), as follows:

Appr oxi mat e | Def endant | Chi nese Type | ssui ng
Dat e Nane/ SSN Aut hority
June 22, Seung- Ho Zhong Z. driver’s | DW
2006 Noh Yin license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
Sept enber Hyeon- U Deshang identification |IDW
7, 2006 Ki m Zhang card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
March 22, Young-Hee [Mngji Piao |driver’s | DW
2007 Ju license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
May 21, Yoon- Hee Zhangqi identification |IDW
2007 Par k Zhang card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
June 26, Hyun- Yop Shanji Li driver’s | DW
2007 Sung license (wth
586 phot ogr aph)
July 10, Hyo- I | Yan Hua Wi |driver’s | DW
2007 Song license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
Sept enber Chi - Wn Xi anzi Luo driver’s | DW
25, 2007 Jeon license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
February 8, | Seung-Ho Chae Yoon driver’s | DW
2008 Noh Lim license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
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Appr oxi mat e | Def endant | Chi nese Type | ssui ng
Dat e Name/ SSN Aut hority
February Sang H. Ji anf ang identification |[|IDW
25, 2008 Par k Ji ang card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
February Dong- | | Zhankun Liu |[driver’s | DW
25, 2008 Ki m license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
February Young- Wo | Fei Chen driver’s | DW
25, 2008 Ji license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
February I n- Sook Pi ng Fang identification |IDW
25, 2008 Lee card (with
586 phot ogr aph)
April 9, Hyeon- U Xi urong Xu driver’s PennDOT
2008 Ki m license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
April 21, Myung- Longnan Cui |identification ||DW
2008 Kyun Ko card (with
586 phot ogr aph)
April 24, Seung- Ho Zhi qui ng identification |IDW
2008 Noh Zhang card (wth
phot ogr aph)
April 28, Jong- Hoon | Zhengshu An |identification |[IDW
2008 Ki m card (with
586 phot ogr aph)
April 28, Jong- Hoon | Rui pi ng identification |IDW
2008 Ki m Chen card (wth
phot ogr aph)
586
May 12, Sang- Hyun | Zhen Li identification |IDW
2008 Par k card (with
586 phot ogr aph)
June 9, Dong- Wn Guangyi ng identification |IDW
2008 Ki m Zhang card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
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Appr oxi mat e | Def endant | Chi nese Type | ssui ng
Dat e Nane/ SSN Aut hority
June 17, Hyo- | | Hai zhe Pei identification |[|IDW
2008 Song card (with
586 phot ogr aph)
June 19, Dong- Wn Guangyi ng driver’s | DW
2008 Ki m Zhang license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
June 30, Dong- Wn Huayi ng Lu driver’s | DW
2008 Ki m license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
July 21, Jin LNU Zhaof ang identification |IDW
2008 Chen card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
July 21, Jin LNU Ji anxin identification |IDW
2008 Ji ang card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
July 22, Jin LNU Zhaof ang driver’s | DW
2008 Chen license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
Sept enber Al ex S. Yun Hu driver’s PennDot
4, 2008 Lee license (wth
586 phot ogr aph)
Sept enber Chi - Vn Fengl i ng driver’s PennDOT
19, 2008 Jeon Jin license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
Cct ober 7, Jong- Hoon | Zhengshu An |driver’s | DW
2008 Ki m license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
Cct ober 20, |Yoon-Hee Xi aof ang identification |IDW
2008 Par k Zhu card (with

phot ogr aph)
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Appr oxi mat e | Def endant | Chi nese Type | ssui ng
Dat e Name/ SSN Aut hority
Cct ober 27, |Sung-Sil Zhanhong identification |IDW
2008 Joh Fan card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
Cct ober 27, | Sung- Rok Li Zhang identification |IDW
2008 Joh card (with
586 phot ogr aph)
Cct ober 27, |Jung- Xi aoqi n identification |IDW
2008 Hyuck Seo |Zhang card (wth
phot ogr aph)
586
Novenber Jong- Hoon | Chun Shi identification |IDW
11, 2008 Ki m Huang card (wth
phot ogr aph)
586
Novenber Jung- Bong | Hong Guo identification |IDW
17, 2008 Lee Cui card (with
phot ogr aph)
586
Novenber Jung- Bong | Hong Guo driver’s | DW
17, 2008 Lee Cui license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
Decenber Hyo- I | M nghao Li driver’s TDW
30, 2008 Song license (with
586 phot ogr aph)
January 12, | Hyun-Jin Hai Hua Xu identification |[|IDW
2009 LNU card (with
LNU 586 phot ogr aph)
January 12, | Dong-Won Wei  Yun driver’s | DW
2009 Ki m Zhong license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
January 12, |[FNU LNU#1 | Xijun Gu driver’s | DW
2009 license (with
598 phot ogr aph)
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Appr oxi mat e | Def endant | Chi nese Type | ssui ng
Dat e Nane/ SSN Aut hority
January 20, |Jung-Sook |Haishun Jin [identification ||DW
2009 Ko, al/k/a card (with
“Gace 586 phot ogr aph)
Li ni
January 20, |Jung-Sook |Haishun Jin [driver’s | DW
2009 Ko, al/k/a license (wth
“G ace 586 phot ogr aph)
Li ni
January 20, |Jung-Bong |Wi X ang driver’s PennDOT
2009 Lee Lu license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
March 6, Hyo- I | Dongyun driver’s PennDOT
2009 Song Zhou license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
January 26, |Dong-II Cai Juan driver’s CDW
2010 Ki m Zhang license (with
phot ogr aph)
586
a. Each social security nunber referred to above was
not issued by the United States to the referenced defendant.

b.

According to Cooperating Wtness Four,

drove defendant Hyo-|I
coul d obtain a Tennessee driver’s |icense using a Chinese ali as.

Song to Tennessee so defendant Hyo-|I
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Trafficking and Use of Counterfeit ldentity Docunents

52. As described below, the Park Crimnal Enterprise
obtains and sells counterfeit driver’s licenses, including
counterfeit driver’s license purporting to be issued by Nevada,
California, New York, and other states.

a. Def endant Sang- Hyun Park stated, over the First
Park Facility, that defendant Seung-Ho Noh provi des counterfeit
Nevada driver’s |licenses (see Paragraph 50k above).

b. On or about Septenber 30, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Seung-Ho Noh. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “A
custoner cane and | thought ID came [for this customer] but it
hasn’t. Wen did you say it’'s comng this week? Wich day?”
Def endant Seung-Ho Noh replied, “It will come this weekend or
next Monday, | think. . . . It’s because it takes two weeks, and
| took it last Saturday.”

C. On or about Septenber 30, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nmade an out goi ng
t el ephone call to defendant Seung-Ho Noh. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “And
anot her problemis that the name on one of the three |IDs you gave
me last time was wong. . . . so | told [the custonmer] to bring
the picture again, and | nmake a copy of the thing | gave you,
presi dent, and nmade copies of the things | gave these people .

it’s the sanme but the nane is different . . . . got the date of
birth, social all the same but got the name wong.” Defendant
Seung- Ho Noh replied “Ah,” and defendant Sang-Hyun Park st ated,
“Yes, so when you come, you can re-do just that.” Based on this

conversation and other information set forth in this Crim nal
Conpl ai nt, Your Affiant believes that defendant Seung-Ho Noh
produces, transfers, and provi des defendant Sang-Hyun Park wth
identity docunments, including counterfeit driver’s |icenses,
anong ot her things, which fraudul ently obtai ned and counterfeit
docunents the Park Crimnal Enterprise and its co-conspirators
use for the purpose of commtting fraud.

d. On or about Novenber 4, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Seung-Ho Noh. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “There’s another
person who needs an ID. . . . [but] if it keeps getting del ayed,
it’s too difficult for a mddleman |ike ne.” Defendant Seung-Ho
Noh asked, “How many people?,” and defendant Sang- Hyun Park
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replied, “There are two people getting ready rlght now .

[bJut I think there will be nore in the future.” Wen defendant
Sang- Hyun Park asked why it took so long to obtain the

i dentifications, defendant Seung-Ho Noh replied, “They say it’s
because it’s connected to a plane sonehow but . . . . | heard it
t akes | ong because [they] cross over |like that and it’s nade over
t here and brought back.”

e. On or about Novenber 10, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Seung-Ho Noh. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Seung-Ho Noh stated that he was en route
to def endant Sang-Hyun Park’s office and would arrive in
approximately twenty m nutes. Defendant Sang- Hyun Park
i nstructed def endant Seung-Ho Noh to hurry because defendant
Sang- Hyun Park had a “client waiting for ID.”

f. On or about Novenber 12, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from def endant Seung-Ho Noh. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Seung-Ho Noh asked, “Do you have any |Ds
to do or not?” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “[I] do but I
couldn’t give it to you because people [sic] didn't bring ne the
nmoney.” \Wen def endant Seung- Ho Noh asked how many
identifications were needed, defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied,
“Two. | have to do two.”

On or about April 21, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang- Hyun Park received an i ncom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this intercepted
conversation, the follow ng discussion ensued, in substance and
in part:

Par k: In my opinion, we have so nmany probl ens here
: we are having such a hard tinme because
me are doing it with the out of state I|Ds.
That’ s why the departnent stores and
banks are requesting suppl enental docunents.
| don’t think there will be as many probl ens
as what we now have if we do it with locally
i ssued I Ds, New York or New Jersey. At |east
they won’t tell us to send them sonething to
verify the address. . . . Because we are
doing it with IDs issued in Las Vegas,
Il'linois, or California the banks seemto be
concerned about the authenticity of the IDs.
Kang: Ri ght, right, the fakes.
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h. On or about May 5, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoi ng tel ephone
call to defendant Hyun-Yop Sung. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Hyun-Yop Sung stated that he net “Daniel”
[ def endant Hyo-I1 Song], and they [defendants Hyun-Yop Sung and
Hyo-11 Song] discussed the quality of counterfeit California and
New Jersey driver’'s |licenses. Defendant Hyun-Yop Sung stated:
“The quality and everything el se on the inside were exactly sane
but . . . the one made in California . . . . It was made much
better than that. . . . They nade the picture exactly sanme and
good but the color tone for this has a little bit of a fake | ook.
The tone of the color of the one | nmade is a little darker,
darker than the actual New Jersey license. So, | will get the
pi cture from Presi dent Daniel [defendant Hyo-Il Song] . . . . And
tell himto give ne tinme, then | will nmake better one even though
it takes tinme, about three weeks. | amgoing to get the picture
and make anot her one again that has a good col or tone, though
amnot sure | will make [a] New York one and [a] New Jersey one.”
Later during the conversation, defendant Hyun-Yop Sung told
def endant Sang- Hyun Park, “And, about the credit card and check

job [check-kiting] . . . . | amexpecting to get them around
Friday this week . . . . It is one for nore than $50, 000, so
when | get themthis week, | will put themtogether and give them

to you this Saturday or Sunday.”

Use of Fraudulently Obtained ldentities to Comm t
Fraud—€ustoners of the Park Crinmnal Enterprise

53. Cooperating Wtness One—First Chinese ldentity

a. On or about January 20, 2009, Cooperating Wtness
One pl aced a consensual ly recorded tel ephone call to defendant
Sang- Hyun Park. Cooperating Wtness One obtai ned def endant Sang-
Hyun Park’s phone nunmber from an adverti senent in a Korean
newspaper. During this conversation, Cooperating Wtness One
asked defendant Sang- Hyun Park about obtaining a driver’s
I i cense, and defendant Sang- Hyun Park responded that “we get |ike
ten custonmers per day.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that in
exchange for $3,500, he would arrange a trip for Cooperating
Wtness One to acquire a driver’s license. Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park stated that the noney was needed to “buy the soci al
[ security card] here.” During this conversation, defendant Sang-
Hyun Park stated that Cooperating Wtness One would travel to
Chicago, Illinois with a “team”
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b. On or about January 21, 2009, a | aw enforcenent
of fi cer observed and phot ographed def endants Sang-Hyun Park, Hyo-
Il Song, and FNU LNU#1, a/k/a “M. Choi” and “Xijun Gu,” wal ki ng
into the Brinkerhoff Ofice.

C. On or about January 26, 2009, Cooperating Wtness
One net Sang- Hyun Park at the Brinkerhoff O fice. During this
consensual |y recorded neeting (audi o and vi deo), Cooperating
Wtness One handed $3,500 in cash to defendant Sang-Hyun Park,
who handed the cash to defendant Hyun-Jin LNU to count. Later
during the neeting, defendant Sang-Hyun Park expl ained that
Cooperating Wtness One would travel to Chicago with a “teanf and
woul d thereafter return to New Jersey with a driver’s |icense and
photo identification. During this neeting, defendant Hyun-Jin
LNU acknow edged that she had al so traveled to Chicago, Illinois
to obtain a driver’s |icense (see Paragraph 51 above and
Par agraph 58 below). Cooperating Wtness One then advised
def endant Sang- Hyun Park that he/she wanted the driver’s license
to make noney. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied that it would
take approxinmately two nonths to build the credit score before
Cooperating Wtness One could use the driver’s license to obtain
credit cards. |In addition, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that
he woul d charge Cooperating Wtness One approxi mately $2,500 up
front to build up the credit score related to the identity and
the remai nder of the fee would be paid after the credit build up
was conpleted. During this neeting, defendant Hyo-I| Song was
present and inside the office.

d. On or about February 1, 2009, |aw enforcenent
officers in New Jersey observed Cooperating Wtness One neet
def endant Sang- Hyun Park outside the Brinkerhoff Ofice.
Cooperating Wtness One then departed in a car with an unknown
co-conspirator. Thereafter, the next day, in Illinois, |aw
enforcenment officers observed Cooperating Wtness One neet with
various, unknown co-conspirators. Thereafter, Cooperating
Wtness One was observed entering an IDW facility. According to
Cooperating Wtness One, when he/she arrived in Illinois, an
unknown i ndi vi dual gave hinl her a social security card begi nning
with the prefix 586 in another person’s name with the initials
“Y.L.”, a correspondi ng Chi nese passport in the sane nanme, and a
letter falsely representing that Y.L. was a resident of Illinois.
Cooperating Wtness One, an individual of Korean descent, then
used these docunents in the nane of Y.L., a Chinese nanme, to
procure an Illinois driver’s license and an Illinois picture
identity card in the nane Y.L. (hereinafter collectively the
“Y.L. lIdentity”). After traveling back to New Jersey,
Cooperating Wtness One gave the 586 social security card in the
name of Y.L. and the corresponding driver’s |license and picture
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identity card to federal agents. The Chi nese passport, according
to Cooperating Wtness One, was retained by an unknown co-
conspi rator

e. Your Affiant and other agents have reviewed the
soci al security card that Cooperating Wtness One obtained in
II'linois, the purchase of which social security card was brokered
by defendants Sang-Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU. This social
security card begins with the prefix 586.

f. On or about February 23, 2009, at the Broad
O fice, during a consensually recorded neeting (audi o and vi deo),
Cooperating Wtness One paid def endant Sang- Hyun Park $2,500 as a
partial paynment for the build up of the credit score related to
the Y.L. lIdentity. During this neeting, Cooperating Wtness One
agreed to pay $1,500 to defendant Sang-Hyun Park, the renaining
bal ance for the credit build up, in about one and a half nonths.

g. After Cooperating Wtness One obtained the Y.L
| dentity docunents through defendant Sang-Hyun Park and his co-
conspirators, defendant Sang-Hyun Park directed Cooperating
Wtness One to open a G tibank checking account and obtain a
cel lul ar phone using the Y.L. Identity. On or about February 25,
2009, Cooperating Wtness One tel ephonically called defendant
Sang- Hyun Park. During this consensually recorded call,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park asked if Cooperating Wtness One had
opened the Citibank account and obtai ned the phone. During this
call, defendant Sang-Hyun Park told Cooperating Wtness One to
not apply for a credit card at Citibank because the Y.L. ldentity
had no credit. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that Cooperating
Wtness One would obtain a credit card “after build up . oo
[and we] want to get a loan from[the bank] l|ater on.” Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park stated that it would take approximtely two nonths
to conplete the build up of the credit score associated with the
Y.L. ldentity. Later during the conversation, Cooperating
Wtness One stated that he wanted to “get the nobst noney out,”
and defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “If we get the maxi num
anount out, that’s good for nme too, for the both of us. So let’s
do that.”

h. On or about April 27, 2009, at the Bergen
Boul evard O fice, Cooperating Wtness One net defendants Sang-
Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU. During this consensually recorded
neeti ng (audi o and vi deo), defendant Sang-Hyun Park told
Cooperating Wtness One that the credit build related to the Y.L
Identity had been conpleted with a near perfect credit score.
Thereafter, defendant Sang- Hyun Park expl ai ned how the build up
of credit scores worked. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park expl ai ned that
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the individuals who do “build up” attach or “plant” his
custoner’s identity to other individuals’ credit, as an

aut hori zed user, thereby making the custoner’s credit score the
sanme as the primary account holder. As part of this process,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park expl ai ned that the custonmer woul d then
assunme the address of the primary account hol der [thereby
establishing an address history for the custoners, |ending
validity to the individual’s bogus identity]. Later during the
nmeeti ng, Cooperating Wtness One paid defendant Sang-Hyun Park
approxi mately $1,500 in cash for the conpletion of the build of
credit related to the Y.L. ldentity.

i Cooperating Wtness Three, who was arrested and is
bei ng prosecuted in another district, was interviewed by |aw
enforcement officers and admtted that he/she increased the
credit score of the Y.L. ldentity by attaching the Y.L. Ildentity,
as an authorized user, to his/her Ctibank and Bank of Anerica
credit cards. Furthernore, Cooperating Wtness Three stated that
he/ she received a |ist of approximately ten to fifteen nanes,
whi ch included the Y.L. Identity, from defendant Hyun-Yop Sung,
and Cooperating Wtness Three added each nane to his/her credit
cards as authorized users. Cooperating Wtness Three further
stated that he/she was doing “credit build up” on the side to
make extra noney. According to Cooperating Wtness Three, hel/she
nei ther knew nor nmet any of the individuals on the list and that
he/ she knew that it was illegal and was fraud for individuals of
Korean ancestry to use identity docunents belonging to
i ndi vi dual s of Chi nese descent.

J - According to records froma credit reporting
agency, the Y.L. ldentity (i.e., social security nunber and nane)
was attached to the G tibank and Bank of Anmerica credit card
accounts of Cooperating Wtness Three. By attaching the Y.L
Identity to his/her credit cards as an authorized user,
Cooperating Wtness Three caused the credit score related to the
Y.L. ldentity to be increased.

K. On or about May 5, 2009, at the Broad Ofice,
Cooperating Wtness One net defendant Sang-Hyun Park. During
this consensually recorded neeting (audi o and vi deo), defendant
Sang- Hyun Park directed Cooperating Wtness One to go to G tibank
to apply for a line of credit; PNC Bank to open a checking
account and apply for a credit card, Chase Bank to apply for a
credit card; and TD Bank to apply for a credit card. Thereafter,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park expl ained to Cooperating Wtness One how
t he schene operated. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that cash
could be withdrawn fromlines of credit and that noney coul d be
obtained fromcredit cards through the practice of “kkang” [a
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Korean sl ang describing the use of collusive nmerchants to “bust
out” credit cards, for a fee, to obtain cash].

l. On or about May 29, 2009, Cooperating Wtness One
entered the Broad Ofice. During this consensually recorded
nmeeti ng (audi o and vi deo), Cooperating Wtness One provided
def endant Sang- Hyun Park with a PNC credit card in the nanme of
the Y.L. lIdentity. Thereafter, defendant Sang-Hyun Park used
this credit card to make a $100 charge through Cocoxu, a shel
conpany used and control |l ed by defendant Sang- Hyun Park. Your
Affiant believes that this charge was made to test whether or not
this credit card had been activated. According to Cooperating
Wtness One, he/she purchased neither goods nor services fromor
t hrough this conpany. Defendant Sang- Hyun Park provi ded
Cooperating Wtness One with a Cocoxu receipt, dated May 29,
2009, in the amount of $100, which receipt Cooperating Wtness
One imedi ately provided to | aw enforcenent.

m On or about June 4, 2009, at the Bergen Boul evard
O fice, Cooperating Wtness One net defendant Sang- Hyun Park.
During this consensually recorded neeting (audio and vi deo),
def endant Sang- Hyun Par k expl ai ned how t he “kkang” or “bust out”
schenme worked. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park expl ai ned t hat
Cooperating Wtness One would charge up to the credit limt on
each credit card. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that
Cooperating Wtness One woul d keep the noney obt ai ned through
busting out the credit cards this first tine, i.e., the “first
round.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park further explained that
def endant Sang- Hyun Park woul d then nake sone paynents on the
maxed out credit cards [for the purpose of keeping the account in
good standing] and then attenpt to take out extra noney for a
second time, i.e., “the second round.” Defendant Sang- Hyun Park
further explained that the credit cards would be “busted out” by
charging (or “swi ping”) the cards through credit card machi nes.
Your Affiant knows that, as part of this “bust out scheme,” the
Park Crimnal Enterprise nmakes charges on credit cards, usually
at or near the credit limt on the credit card, and thereafter
submts a paynent (check or tel ephone paynent) for those charges
with insufficient funds. After the credit card conpany receives
t he paynment but before the paynent is determined to be fraudul ent
(i.e., the “float” period), the credit card conpany credits the
paynent agai nst the account, thereby permtting the possessor of
the credit card or credit card nunber to nake additional charges
agai nst the account. Thereafter, the individual nakes additional
charges against the credit card with no intention of paying for
any of these charges.

28



n. At defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s direction,
Cooperating Wtness One used the fraudulently acquired driver’s
license in the name of Y.L. with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security card, to open checking accounts at TD Bank, PNC Bank,
C ti bank, and Chase Bank; to obtain a line of credit from
Citibank; and to apply for and obtain credit cards from Macy’s,
Bl oom ngdal es, Saks Fifth Avenue, Nordstrom and Hone Depot.

0. On or about June 4, 2009, defendant Sung-Sil Joh
acconpani ed Cooperating Wtness One to a TD Bank in Fairview, New
Jersey for the purpose of opening a checking account using the
Y.L. ldentity. After entering the bank, Cooperating Wtness One
and defendant Sung-Sil Joh spoke with a bank enpl oyee concerni ng
openi ng the account. The neeting at the bank w th Cooperating
Wt ness One, defendant Sung-Sil Joh, and the bank enpl oyee was
recorded (audio and video). During the neeting and in defendant
Sung-Sil Joh’s presence, Cooperating Wtness One provided the
fraudul ently obtained driver’s license in the name of Y.L. to the
bank enpl oyee for the purpose of applying for a credit card.

When t he bank enpl oyee asked Cooperating Wtness One where he/she
was from he replied, consistent with his false identity, that

he/ she was from China. Thereafter, defendant Sung-Sil Joh, in

t he Korean | anguage, told Cooperating Wtness One that he/she was
“answering well” and that if he was in doubt about any of the
answers, that he/she should consult with her. Wile the bank
enpl oyee was conpleting the on-line credit card application,

def endant Sung-Sil Joh, again in the Korean | anguage, advised
Cooperating Wtness One that he/she could use the credit card at
the market where he worked. Wen Cooperating Wtness One replied
t hat he/ she woul d be unable to use the credit card at that market
because they knew his true identity, defendant Sung-Sil Joh
replied that he/she could falsely state that the identity

bel onged to a friend. Defendant Sung-Sil Joh then advised
Cooperating Wtness One that he/she should not be nervous and
that if he had a problem at the bank, that he/she shoul d request
a |lawer and not say “needless things” to the police or to police
interpreters because the police could use the statenents agai nst
himher in court. Through this TD Bank account, approxi mately
five bad checks, totaling approxi mtely $24, 000 were deposited
and later returned for insufficient funds, and approxi mately
$4,200 in cash was withdrawn in furtherance of a check-kiting
schene.

p. On or about June 4, 2009, after defendant Sung-Si
Joh and Cooperating Wtness One returned from TD Bank, they went
to the Bergen Boul evard Ofice. Thereafter, fromthe Bergen
Boul evard O fice, defendant Jung-Bong Lee drove defendant Hyun-
Jin LNU, and Cooperating Wtness One, and a yet to be identified
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Korean female to Citibank in Totowa, New Jersey. After arriving
at the bank, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU escorted the unknown female

into the bank whil e Cooperating Wtness One remained in the car

wi t h defendant Jung- Bong Lee.

: On or about June 8, 2009, a conveni ence check, in
t he amount of $4,500 and drawn agai nst a PNC credit card account
in the nane of Y.L., was deposited into an account at Citibank in
the name of Limn Sun, a Chinese nane with a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber and a residential address previously used
by def endant Sang-Hyun Park.

r. On or about June 15, 2009, Cooperating Wtness One
nmet defendants Sang- Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU at the Bergen
Boul evard O fice. During this consensually recorded neeting
(audi o and vi deo), defendant Sang-Hyun Park gave Cooperating
Wtness One approximately $3,825 in cash and stated that the cash
represented Cooperating Wtness One’s 85% profit fromthe schene.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park referred to the remaining 15% as his
commi ssion. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park told Cooperating Wtness
One that to “nake the big noney” he/she needed to continue to
make smal | purchases on the credit cards. |Inmmediately after this
neeting, Cooperating Wtness One gave the $3,825 in cash to
federal agents.

S. On or about July 22, 2009, Cooperating Wtness One
met defendants Sang- Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU at the Bergen
Boul evard O fice. Defendant Byung Jang was present in the Bergen
Boul evard O fice. During this consensually recorded neeting
(audi o and vi deo), defendant Sang-Hyun Park told Cooperating
Wtness One that to nmake noney on a Chase credit card, they had
to purchase nerchandi se and then resell it. Therefore, defendant
Sang- Hyun Park stated that Cooperating Wtness One needed to nmake
time to shop. Defendant Byung Jang added that retail stores were
becom ng increasingly cautious about certain charges. Later
during the conversation, defendant Byung Jang stated that he
intended to establish a new busi ness once he received a |lunp sum
froma bust out schene. Defendants Sang-Hyun Park, Hyun-Jin LNU
and Byung Jang suggested that Cooperating Wtness One go to
retail stores, like Nordstrom Best Buy, and Hone Depot, to apply
for credit cards. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park then gave Cooperating
Wtness One approximately $4,300. In addition, defendants Sang-
Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU gave Cooperating Wtness One
handwitten docunents, reflecting the accounts opened using the
Y.L. ldentity, the corresponding maximumcredit limts for each
credit card, and the breakdown of the cash due to Cooperating
Wtness One resulting from defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s busting out
of credit cards. Imrediately after this neeting, Cooperating
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Wtness One gave the $4,300 in cash and docunents to federal
agents.

t. On or about August 31, 2009, a tel ephone paynent
was made for the Y.L. Macy’'s Visa account in the anmount of
$2,914.95. On or about Septenber 3, 2009, this payment was
returned because of insufficient funds. |In addition, on or about
August 31, 2009, a tel ephone paynent was nade for the Y.L.

Bl oom ngdal e’ s Vi sa account in the amount of $2,900. On or about
Sept enber 8, 2009, this paynent was returned because of
insufficient funds. Your Affiant believes that these facts are
consistent wth “busting out” credit cards, as defendant Sang-
Hyun Park had expl ained to Cooperating Wtness One.

u. At various tinmes after Cooperating Wtness One
received credit cards obtained with the Y.L. lIdentity, he/she
provided the credit cards to defendant Sang-Hyun Park. The
following table sets forth some of the fraudul ent charges made or

caused to be nade by defendant Sang- Hyun Park and his co-

conspirators with the fraudulently acquired Y.L.

ldentity credit

cards, anong ot hers:
Dat e Type of Credit | Anmount Descri ption
Card

June 8, PNC Vi sa $4, 500 Conveni ence check cashed

2009 at PNC Bank

June 22, PNC Vi sa $850 Charge t hrough Cocoxu

2009

June 26, Macy’' s Vi sa $1, 790 Charge through Erins

2009 Suppl y.

June 26, Bl oom ngdal es $1, 350 Char ge t hrough Cocoxu

2009 Vi sa

June 29, Macy’ s Vi sa $300 Char ge t hrough Cocoxu

2009

July 6, Bl oomi ngdal es $780 Charge through Li Nails

2009 Vi sa Pl us.

July 31, Chase Vi sa $7,053.52 | Charge through a Iiquor

2009 store in Palisades Park,
New Jer sey.

August 1, | Chase Visa $1, 500 Charge through “Hang Jin

2009 Yi ” [defendant Sang- Kyu
Seo’ s room sal on]
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Dat e Type of Credit | Anmount Descri ption
Card

August PNC Vi sa $1, 000 Charge through “Hwangi ni”

20, 2009 [ def endant Sang- Kyu Seo’ s
room sal on]

Sept enber | Macy’' s Vi sa $2,896.81 | Charge through Li Nails

2, 2009 Pl us.

Sept enber | Bl oom ngdal e’ s | $2,815. 79 |[Charge through Erins

2, 2009 Vi sa Suppl vy.

Sept enber | Macy’ s Vi sa $100 Charge t hrough New M and

3, 2009 K d oba

Sept enber | Bl oomi ngdal e’ s | $50 Charge t hrough New M and

3, 2009 Vi sa K d oba

The above charges were not made for the purchase of goods or

servi ces but

Park’s direction,
Fur t her nor e,
referred to in the above table,

rather to “bust out”
cards obtai ned by Cooperating Wtness One,
using the fraudulently obtained Y.L

(i.e.

, “kkang”) the credit
at def endant Sang- Hyun
| dentity.

according to records fromeach credit card conpany

resulting in a loss to each conpany.

t he charges were not paid,

V. On or about Septenber 5, 2009, defendants Hyun-Jin
LNU and Dong-Il Kimentered a Iiquor store in Hackensack, New
Jersey and purchased fives cases of Johnnie Wal ker Bl ack and one
case of Johnni e Wal ker Bl ue, costing approxi mately $3,170.77.
Law enforcenent officers obtained and reviewed a security video
fromthis liquor store that shows defendant Dong-1l Ki mhanding a
credit card to the nerchant and signing a receipt. Records
obtained during this investigation have revealed that this
pur chase was made using a Chase credit card in the nanme of Y.L.
the identity purchased by Cooperating Wtness One from def endant
Sang- Hyun Park and his co-conspirators, as described above.
Furthernore, the recei pt contains a nunber and date of birth
corresponding to the nunber and date of birth on the Illinois
identification card obtai ned by Cooperating Wtness One in the
nanme of Y. L.
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W. Def endant Sang-Kyu Seo is the owner and operator
of Hang Jin Yi, Inc., d/b/a Hwvangini. On or about Septenber 8,
2009, over the First Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade
an out goi ng tel ephone call to defendant Sang-Kyu Seo. During
this intercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated,
“l bought the liquor.” Defendant Sang-Kyu Seo replied, *How
much? Ckay, | got it.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied,
“Bl ack, one, two, three, four, about five. Five or four boxes.
And one box of blue, blue.” (see Paragraph 53v above, wherein
def endants Hyun-Jin LNU and Dong-1l Kimused a fraudulently
acquired credit card, obtained using the fictitious identity of
Cooperating Wtness One, to purchase fives cases of Johnnie
Wal ker Bl ack and one case of Johnni e Wal ker Bl ue).

X. On or about Septenber 8, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Sang-Kyu Seo. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Kyu Seo stated, “Bring the liquor to
the store later, five [boxes] of black and one box of blue.”

Later during the conversation, defendant Sang-Kyu Seo asked, “Is
the work for ny little one going well?” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
replied, “IDwll arrive tonorrow or not later than the day
after. ?

y. On or about Septenber 8, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoi ng tel ephone
call to defendant Sang-Kyu Seo. During this intercepted
conversation, the follow ng discussion ensued, in substance and
in part:

Par k: Big brother, | can’t go. 1’Il send Dong II
[ def endant Dong-11 Kim.

Seo: Oh.

Par k: Bl ack five box[es] and bl ue one box.

Seo: Yeah, | know.

Par k: So, it’s $1, 980.

Seo: Wiy is it $1,980, man?

* * * %

Par k: | got $2,500 for twelve bottles last tine.
. . | got $2,160 for three boxes of Johnny
Bl ue. You gave ne $4, 660, big brother.

Seo: Ah.

Par k: That’s true. It’s still 40% cheaper,
according to ny cal cul ati on.
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z. On or about Septenber 25, 2009, Cooperating
Wtness One net defendants Sang- Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU at the
Broad Ofice. During this consensually recorded neeting (audio
and vi deo), defendant Sang-Hyun Park told defendant Hyun-Jin LNU
to pay Cooperating Wtness One approximately $7,283. Def endant
Sang- Hyun Park stated that this cash represented Cooperating
Wtness One’s share fromthe bust out schenme. Thereafter,
def endant Hyun-Jin LNU gave Cooperating Wtness One approxi mately
$7,283 in cash. Imediately after the neeting, Cooperating
Wtness One provided the $7,283 in cash to federal agents.

aa. On or about Cctober 23, 2009, a federal incone tax
refund in the anmount of $6,987 was electronically transmtted
into the Y.L. Identity's G tibank Account. This account was
opened by Cooperating Wtness One at defendant Sang- Hyun Park’s
di rection, and defendants Sang- Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU
controlled and had access to this account because, anong ot her
ways, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU establish on-line banking for this
account. The 2008 federal income tax return associated with this
refund was electronically filed on or about October 14, 2009 in
t he nanme of “Shunyu Li” with a correspondi ng 586 social security
nunber and with reported address in Palisades Park, New Jersey.
A FormW2 in the nane of Shunyu Li was electronically submtted
in support of the tax return. The Form W2 clainmed that Shunyu
Li was enployed by a casino in Atlantic Cty, New Jersey,;
however, according to this casino, no individual by that nanme
with that social security nunber was enpl oyed by the casino.
Accordingly, Your Affiant believes that both the tax return and
FormW2 in the nane of Shunyu Li are fraudulent. Approximtely
three days after the $6,987 return was credited into the account,
a check in the amount of $7,000, drawn on this account, was made
payable in the name of “Li Zhang” a Chinese identity used by
def endant Sung- Rok Joh.

54. Cooperating Wtness One-Second Chi nese ldentity

a. On or about January 23, 2010, Cooperating Wtness
One net defendants Sang- Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU at the Bergen
Turnpi ke Ofice. During this consensually recorded neeting
(audi o and vi deo), Cooperating Wtness One stated that he/she
want ed to make nore noney, and defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied,
“You want to do it again?” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that
t hey coul d nake approxi mately $50,000. Wen Cooperating Wtness
One asked how nuch he/she would be required to pay up front,
def endant Sang-Hyun Park said it would cost approxi mately $7, 000.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park explained that it was nore difficult to
carry out the schenme because it was becom ng nore difficult to
obtain social security cards, especially 586 social security
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cards. Wien Sang- Hyun Park asked Cooperating Wtness One if

he/ she still had the Chinese 586 social security card [referring
to the Y.L. ldentity], Cooperating Wtness One stated that he/she
had discarded it. Sang-Hyun Park replied, “No big deal, it’'s

finished anyway. It’s very difficult to get a new one.”
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park expl ai ned that he could no | onger send
his custoners to Illinois to obtain driver’s |licenses because the

| DW had revoked nunerous driver’s |icenses after |earning that
t he addresses used to obtain those |licenses were false.

Def endant Sang- Hyun Park then expl ai ned that they coul d make
nmoney using a United States identification “so we go forge the

| D.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that the banks woul d accept
counterfeit driver’'s licenses. Wen the Cooperating Wtness One
expressed concern about getting caught, defendant Sang- Hyun Park
stated, “It has very lowrisk. Sinply put, with a picture, this
is howwe do it.” At this point in the conversation, defendant
Sang- Hyun Par k showed Cooperating Wtness One a sanple of a
previ ous custoner’s docunments (which docunents were captured on
the video recording): a social security card [nunber not

recogni zable on the video recording], a California driver’s
license, and a green card. Cooperating Wtness One asked for a
di scount ($6,000 instead of $7,000), but defendant Sang-Hyun Park
replied that he could not give a discount because he woul d not
make any noney. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park advi sed Cooperating
Wtness One it would take approximately one week to make the
identification, and the credit build up would take approxi mately
one nonth. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park expl ai ned that Cooperating
Wtness One needed to provide two phot ographs, and that
Cooperating Wtness One would receive a California driver’s
l'icense.

b. On or about April 10, 2010, Cooperating Wtness
One net defendants Sang- Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU at the Bergen
Turnpi ke Ofice. During this consensually recorded neeting
(audi o and vi deo), defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that
Cooperating Wtness One would receive a fake California driver’s
license and a social security card. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
acknow edged that the social security card was real. Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park then directed defendant Hyun-Jin LNU to take
Cooperating Wtness One’s pictures and hi s/ her noney.
Thereafter, Hyun-Jin LNU took $7,000 in cash from Cooperating
Wtness One and counted it.

C. On or about May 8, 2010, Cooperating Wtness One
met defendants Sang- Hyun Park and Hyun-Jin LNU at the Bergen
Turnpi ke Ofice. During this consensually recorded neeting
(audi o and vi deo), Cooperating Wtness One received a counterfeit
California driver’s |icense and a 586 social security card in the
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name of an individual with the initials “J.Z." (hereinafter the
“J.Z. ldentity”). Defendant Sang-Hyun Park advi sed Cooperating
Wtness One that the counterfeit driver’s |license could only be
used to open bank accounts (i.e., that Cooperating Wtness One
should not use it to drive). Later during the neeting, defendant
Hyun-Jin LNU gave Cooperating Wtness One a “post it” note with a
phone nunber and instructed Cooperating Wtness One to call her

i f Cooperating Wtness One had any questi ons.

d. On or about August 3, 2010, Cooperating Wtness
One returned a tel ephone call to defendant Hyun-Jin LNU that she
made to Cooperating Wtness One several days before. During this
consensual |y recorded conversation, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU said
that the credit build up was conpleted and t hat Cooperating
Wtness One needed to start going to the banks with themto open
accounts.

e. On or about August 19, 2010, defendant Hyun-Jin
LNU cal | ed Cooperating Wtness One. During this consensually
recorded phone call, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU stated that the build
up of credit related to the J.Z. Ildentity had been conpl eted, and
that it was time to open bank accounts.

55. Cooperating Wtness Two

a. On or about March 17, 2009, Cooperating Wtness
Two cal | ed def endant Sang-Hyun Park. During this consensually
recorded tel ephone call, Cooperating Wtness Two told Sang- Hyun
Park that he/she was an illegal alien, having remained in the
United States after his/her tourist visa had expired. Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park stated that he woul d have a person specializing in
obtaining driver’s |icenses return Cooperating Wtness Two’ s
call. Cooperating Wtness Two asked if defendant Sang- Hyun Park
was in charge, and he stated he was “in charge of |oans.”

b. On or about March 18, 2009, Cooperating Wtness
Two cal | ed def endant Sang-Hyun Park and agai n asked hi m about
obtaining a driver’s license. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked
Cooperating Wtness Two if he/she had a social security nunber.
Cooperating Wtness Two replied that he/she did not have a soci al
security nunmber. During a subsequent call on the sane day,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park stated that he woul d have anot her
person contact Cooperating Wtness Two to assist hinmlher obtain a
driver’s license.
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C. Later that day, over the Ju Facility, defendant
Young- Hee Ju cal |l ed Cooperating Wtness Two. During this
consensual |y recorded conversation, defendant Young-Hee Ju stated
t hat she had contacted Cooperating Wtness Two at defendant Sang-
Hyun Park’s request. After Cooperating Wtness Two i nquired
about obtaining a driver’s |icense, defendant Young-Hee Ju stated
it would cost Cooperating Wtness Two approxi mately $3,500 pl us
air fare.

d. On or about March 25, 2009, Cooperating Wtness
Two, under the supervision and direction of |aw enforcenent
of ficers, net defendant Young-Hee Ju at a location in Palisades
Park, New Jersey. During this consensually recorded neeting
(audi o and vi deo), defendant Young-Hee Ju stated, anong ot her
things, that it would cost Cooperating Wtness Two approxi mately
$4,000 for a driver’s license and social security card and
anot her $2,500 to establish and build credit using these
fraudul ently acquired identity docunents.

e. On or about April 8, 2009, Cooperating Wtness Two
met defendant Young-Hee Ju at a location in Palisades Park, New
Jersey. During this consensually recorded neeting (audio and
vi deo), defendant Young-Hee Ju stated that Cooperating Wtness
Two would be required to pay approxi mately $2,000 as a deposit
for a social security card. Cooperating Wtness Two then handed
def endant Young- Hee Ju approxi mately $2,000 in cash, and
def endant Young- Hee Ju gave Cooperating Wtness Two a soci al
security card beginning with the prefix 586 corresponding to a
Chinese nane with the initials Y.F.Z. (hereinafter the “Y.F. Z
Identity”). In addition, defendant Young-Hee Ju expl ai ned t hat
Cooperating Wtness Two needed to provide two passport
phot ographs. Defendant Young-Hee Ju al so told Cooperating
Wtness Two that he/she would be required to pay an additi onal
$2,500 to build the credit score related to the Y.F.Z |Identity,
whi ch process woul d take approximately two nont hs. Def endant
Young- Hee Ju then expl ained how the credit build up would worKk:

Think of it like this. You have [your] own [real]
social [security]. Think of it [the Y.F.Z ldentity]
like it’s [your] social. Wth [your] social, it has
been built up with tinme [referring to credit score],
but with this, it needs to be built up quickly. So, it
needs to be paired as joint account holder with others
of 800 [credit] scores. Then they will set up joint
accounts with three accounts and charge $2,500, $800

[ per] account. And if [the Y.F.Z ldentity is] paired
with three [accounts], then the [credit] score becones
790. Then once you apply for credit cards, they wll
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pull out all [the noney]. [They will] w thdraw
ever yt hi ng.

* * * *

Have to raise the [credit] score. |It’'s $2,500, but
this place [the credit build up team is cheap and
[they] definitely raise [your credit] score. . . . Then
once the score is about to be rel eased, then [you can]
go get an ID and right into the bank. Understand now?

f. On or about May 14, 2009, defendant Young-Hee Ju
and Cooperating Wtness Two net in Palisades Park, New Jersey.
During this consensually recorded neeting (audio and vi deo)
Cooperating Wtness Two gave defendant Young-Hee Ju approxi mately
$2,500 in cash to pay for the first phase of the credit build up.
During this neeting, defendant Young-Hee Ju stated that she was
just a “gofer” for the credit build up process, and that the
i ndi vi dual s who provide the credit build up service always charge
“our” customers $2,500. As described bel ow, defendant Matthew J.
Kang did the credit build up for Cooperating Wtness Two’' s
Chi nese identity.

: On or about July 21, 2009, Cooperating Wtness Two
met def endant Young-Hee Ju at a location in Bergen County, New
Jersey. During this consensually recorded neeting (audi o and
vi deo), Cooperating Wtness Two gave defendant Young-Hee Ju
approxi mately $1,500 in cash and two passport photographs for the
pur chase of a Chi nese passport.

h. On or about July 21, 2009, over the Ju Facility,
def endant Young- Hee Ju nmade an outgoing tel ephone call to
def endant Sang-Hyun Park. During this intercepted conversation,
def endant Young-Hee Ju stated, “Yes. Yes. |It’'s ne.” Sang-Hyun
Park responded, “Onh, yes. How are you?” Young-Hee Ju then
stated, “I received the photos and things from soneone who w shes
to get a passport.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked, “A Chinese
passport?,” and defendant Young-Hee Ju said “Yes.” Sang-Hyun
Park then told Young-Hee Ju to bring it to himin the evening.
During a subsequent intercepted conversation |ater that day, they
di scussed an individual arrested in another district. Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park stated “[t] he problem started when he [arrestee]
was involved with people who make driver |icenses in [another
state]” but the arrest was “conpletely unrelated to this side

here.” Defendant Young-Hee Ju then remarked that “people were
concerned. That's why | wanted to talk.” Defendant Sang-Hyun
Par k responded, “People over there got caught. . . . [n]ot here.

.7 Defendant Sang-Hyun Park and defendant Young-Hee Ju then
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di scussed “the person who applied for the passport [referring to
Cooperating Wtness Two].” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated he
needed an address to send the passport to [ Cooperating Wtness
Two] via federal express. Defendant Young-Hee Ju stated that she
received $1,500 from “the person [ Cooperating Wtness Two]."”

Def endant Sang- Hyun Park said that $1,000 is what he pays to “the
person who does it [creates the passport].” Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park told defendant Young-Hee Ju to get a photograph and asked
for $100 on top of the $1, 000 fee.

i On or about Septenber 17, 2009, Cooperating
Wtness Two nmet defendant Sang-Hyun Park at the Broad Ofice.
During this consensually recorded neeting (audio and vi deo),
def endant Sang- Hyun Park gave Cooperating Wtness Two a
counterfeit Nevada driver’s license in the nane of Y.F.Z., which
name corresponds to a 586 social security nunber issued to an
i ndi vidual with the nane Y.F. Z

] - On or about Septenber 17, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang- Hyun Park made an out goi ng
t el ephone call to defendant Young-Hee Ju. During this
i nt ercepted conversation, Cooperating Wtness Two was present in
def endant Sang-Hyun Park’s Broad O fice. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “l gave
[ Cooperating Wtness Two] the ID and [he/she] made it sound |ike
the build up is conpleted. So | wanted to open it and discuss

it. . . . [but] [wWhen | opened it [checked the credit history],
there is nothing.” Defendant Young-Hee Ju replied, “I will talk
to [ Cooperating Wtness Two].” Thereafter, defendant Sang-Hyun
Par k pl aced Cooperating Wtness Two on the phone, and defendant
Young-Hee Ju stated, “IDis finished. One thing is mssing from
the build up. Ask M. Park [defendant Sang-Hyun Park]. The
build up is becomng difficult.” Cooperating Wtness Two asked,

“Who is going to do mne [the build up associated with the
fraudul ently purchased identity]?” Defendant Young-Hee Ju
replied, “There is someone who can do it here. There is sonmeone

who sells it. It's selling ny credit.” Cooperating Wtness Two
t hen asked, “l asked for noney and maki ng card because | need
money qui ckly.” Defendant Young-Hee Ju stated, “W'll explain
that after this comes out. But the score isn't ready.” Later

during the conversation, defendant Young-Hee Ju inforned

def endant Sang-Hyun Park that the build up of credit related to
the identity purchased by Cooperating Wtness Two was bei ng

conpl eted by Shin-hwa [a conpany owned and operated by defendants
Rita S. Kimand Hyon-Suk Chung; see Paragraph 103 bel ow], and
that the build up was not successful and had to be re-done.

Def endant Young-Hee Ju stated, “We only work with them
[defendants Rita S. Kimand Hyon-Suk Chung]. But it didn’t work.
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They have work backed up. So they said to wait.” Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park replied that he would explain the situation to
Cooperating Wtness Two. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park then stated,
“And let’s neet. | have a loan that works.” Based on this
conversation (as intercepted over the First Park Facility and as
consensual ly recorded (audi o and vi deo) by Cooperating Wtness
Two, Your Affiant believes that defendants Sang-Hyun Park and
Young- Hee Ju agreed to provide a fraudul ently obtained
identification to Cooperating Wtness Two but that defendant
Young- Hee Ju woul d use a separate team[defendants Rita S. Kim
and Hyon- Suk Chung] to build the credit related to this

fraudul ently obtained identity.

K. On or about Cctober 22, 2009, Cooperating Wtness
Two net defendant Sang- Hyun Park at the Bergen Turnpi ke Ofice.
During this consensually recorded neeting (audi o and vi deo),
def endant Sang- Hyun Park stated that the build up of the credit
score associated with the Y.F.Z ldentity was not correctly
conpl eted because the address on the credit report had not been
verified and therefore the build up needed to be re-done.

l. On Novenber 5, 2009, Cooperating Wtness Two net
def endant Sang-Hyun Park at the Bergen Turnpi ke O fice. During
this consensually recorded neeting (audi o and vi deo), defendant
Sang- Hyun Park gave Cooperating Wtness Two a fictitious PSE&G
utility bill with a fictitious address, which fraudul ent docunent
was created by Hyun-Jin LNU on a conputer. Thereafter, defendant
Sang- Hyun Park advi sed Cooperating Wtness Two to open a Citibank
Gol d Plus account, using the Y.F.Z ldentity, and to pl ace
approxi mately $500 in the account. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
provi ded Cooperating Wtness Two with the information he/she
woul d need to open this account, including fictitious enploynent
i nformation and inconme ($55,000). This fictitious information
was provided to Cooperating Wtness Two on a piece of paper that
was witten by Hyun-Jin LNU and then provided to | aw enforcnent
by Cooperating Wtness Two.
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56. The Undercover Operation

a. On or about May 7, 2010, the Undercover Agent,
posing as a potential custonmer, nmet with defendants Sang-Hyun
Park, Hyun-Jin LNU, and Dong-Il Kimat the Bergen Turnpike
Ofice. During this consensually recorded neeting (audio), the
Under cover Agent stated that he/she had heard that he/she could
make noney through defendant Sang-Hyun Park. Defendant Sang- Hyun
Park then expl ai ned how t he schene wor ked:

What we do here is, there are those who cone here
legally but don’t live here and go back . . . . W
nostly do this with Chinese people s [sic].
[ Undercover Agent: “So it’s not going to be a Korean
name?”] Right, so if | can show you a sanple
[ def endant Sang- Hyun Park then showed hi m her nunerous
driver’s licenses, as sanples, from other custoners].
This social is not fake. It’s real. . . . It’s
real but this person isn’'t here. . . . That’s inportant
: | f we use soneone else’'s [social] here, it
beconmes stealing, right?. . . . But this one, the
person went back to his country. . . . (enphasis
added) .

Later in the conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that
the price for a real driver’'s |license was approxi mately $3, 000
and this price was not negotiabl e because he did not make the
driver’s license hinself. Defendant Sang H Park advi sed the
Under cover Agent not to drive with the counterfeit driver’s

i cense because the counterfeit driver’s license could not be
given to the police. Rather, defendant Sang H Park expl ai ned
that the purpose of the counterfeit driver’s |icense was to open
bank accounts. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park recounted that in the
past an average customer who invested $7,000 to $10, 000 got back
approxi mately $100, 000; however, currently, his custoners are
havi ng troubl e obtaining $50, 000 because of the econony and
because the banks are unpredictable. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
further stated he uses kkang to obtain noney, whereby he requests
others to swipe credit cards and pays them a kkang fee.

Later during this conversation with the Undercover Agent,

def endant Sang- Hyun Park directed defendant Dong-1l1 Kimto show
his driver’s licenses to the Undercover Agent. According to the
Under cover Agent, defendant Dong-I1 Ki mopened his wallet and
took out two California driver’s licenses. Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park told the Undercover Agent that one driver’s |license was rea
and one was fake. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park then asked the
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Under cover Agent for two passport photographs (to nmake a
counterfeit driver’'s license) and $7,000 in cash.

b. Thereafter, defendant Sang-Hyun Park directed the
Under cover Agent to sit down wi th defendant Hyun-Jin LNU
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park said to Hyun-Jin LNU. “Make a file, get
[the Undercover Agent’s] real nanme, contact nunber, and take
$7,000 cash.” The Undercover Agent then handed defendant Hyun-
Jin LNU approxi mately $7,000 in cash. |In exchange, defendant
Hyun-Jin LNU provi ded the Undercover Agent with a receipt for
$7,000 that stated: “This is a confirmation that [Undercover
Agent’ s assunmed nane] gave $7,000 paynent, dated 5/7/10” and
signed “Jay” [defendant Hyun Jin LNU].

C. In or about July 14, 2010, the Undercover Agent
met defendant Hyun-Jin LNU at a location in Bergen County, New
Jersey. During this consensually recorded neeting (audio),
def endant Hyun-Jin LNU showed the Undercover Agent a counterfeit
New York driver’s license in the nane of “D.ML.,” in a Chinese
name (that was |later determned to correspond to a 586 soci al
security nunber). Defendant Hyun-Jin LNU gave the Undercover
Agent a business card to a phone conpany and instructed the
Under cover Agent to obtain a cellular phone in the nane of D. M L.
I n addition, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU stated that they started the
build up of credit related to this name, and she expected the
build up of credit to be conpleted by m d- August 2010.
Thereafter, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU advi sed the Undercover Agent
t hat he/she woul d need to open bank accounts with the fal se
identity, telling the Undercover Agent that he/she “needed to
forget your [real] nane.” Defendant Hyun-Jin LNU stated that
“these people [referring to past custoners] have done it before
so [defendant Hyun-Jin LNU and co-conspirators] have a sense
about which places they will be able to pull noney out of.”

Def endant Hyun-Jin LNU further advised the Undercover Agent after
he/ she obtai ned noney through the schene that defendant Hyun-Jin
LNU woul d take back the identity docunents fromthe Undercover
Agent and destroy them Defendant Hyun-Jin LNU then told the

Under cover Agent: “Listen, you gave ne $7,000 . . . . for that,
build up, social, and driver’s license are all included. . . . If
you get unlucky and get caught sonewhere, the easiest thing to do
at that timeis . . . . [to] just say that a Chinese person in
[] Chinatowmn . . . . say you went to visit Chinatown and net

soneone and that person gave it to you.”

57. Paragraphs 58 through 113 set forth each defendant’s
participation with or in the Park Crimnal Enterprise to use
fraudul ently obtained identity docunents or counterfeit identity
docunents to commt fraud.
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58. Defendant Hyun-Jin LNU

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Hyun
Jin LNU, using the Chinese nanme Hai Hua Xu and a correspondi ng
586 social security nunber, obtained an identification card in
that name fromthe | DW.

b. Fromin or about April 2009 through Cctober 2009,
def endant Hyun-Jin LNU, using the Chinese identity Hai Hua Xu, a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, the fraudulently
obtained Illinois identification card, and her prior actual
address, applied for and received credit cards from Bank of
America, Chase, Citibank, Bloom ngdale s, Macy’'s, and Saks Fifth
Avenue (HSBC). Thereafter, these fraudulently obtained credit
cards were used to make sone the follow ng charges (“kkang”),
anong ot hers:

Dat e of Credit Card Amount Description

Char ge

April 28, Macy’ s $2, 756. 83 Li Nails Plus (a

2009 conpany control |l ed by
def endant Sang- Hyun
Par k)

April 30, Bl oom ngdal e’ s | $3, 250. 63 Li Nails Plus (a

2009 conpany control |l ed by
def endant Sang- Hyun
Par k)

May 12, Macy’ s $4, 789 Mono Corp. (a conpany

2009 controll ed by
def endant Sang- Hyun
Par k)

C. The charges on the Macy's credit card were not

paid, resulting in a |loss of approximtely $8,000. The charges
on the Bloom ngdale’s credit card were not paid, resulting in a

| oss of approximately $5,600. The charges on the HSBC Saks Fifth
Avenue credit card were not paid, resulting in a |oss of

approxi mately $12, 000.
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59. Def endant Dong-Il Kim

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Dong
il Kim using the Chinese nanme Zhankun Liu and a correspondi ng

586 social security nunber,

fraudul ently obtained a driver’s

license in that nane fromthe |IDW. Defendant Dong-1l Kim using
t he Chi nese name Cai Juan Zhang and a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, fraudulently obtained a driver’s license in that

name fromthe CDW.

b. Begi nning in or about Novenber 2009, defendant
Dong-11 Kim wusing the Chinese nane Zhankun Liu, a corresponding

586 social security nunber,

and the fraudul ently obtained

I[llinois driver’s license that he had obtained, applied for and

obtained credit cards issued by TD Bank,
Ctibank in the nane of Zhankun Li u.

Bl oom ngdal e’ s and

Thereafter, these

fraudulently acquired credit card were used to nmake the foll ow ng

fraudul ent charges (“kkang”),

anong ot hers:

Dat e of Credit Amount Descri ption

Char ge Card

Novenber Ci ti bank $5, 000 cash advance

24, 2009

Novemrber G ti bank $700 Hwangi ni (a conpany

25, 2009 owned and control |l ed
by Sang- Kyu Seo)

Decenber G ti bank $2, 685 Erins Supply

2, 2009

Decenber Ci ti bank $1, 890 New M and K d oba

5, 2009

Decenber Ci ti bank $1, 000 Hwangi ni (a conpany

6, 2009 owned and control |l ed
by Sang- Kyu Seo)

Decenber TD Bank $1, 520 New M and K d oba

9, 2009

Decenber TD Bank $1, 310 Sunny Enterprise

10, 2009 (a conpany owned and
control |l ed by
Def endant Hyeon-U Ki m

January 6, TD Bank $500 Hwangi ni (a conpany

2010 owned and control |l ed
by Sang- Kyu Seo)
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Dat e of Credit Amount Descri ption
Char ge Card

January TD Bank $1, 896. 97 Li Nails Plus (a

22, 2010 conmpany control |l ed by
def endant Sang- Hyun
Par k)

60. Def endant Sung-Sil| Joh

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Sung-Si| Joh, using the Chinese nane Zhanhong Fan and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudul ently obtained
an identification card in that name fromthe | DW.

b. In or about April 10, 2009, an individual using
t he Chi nese nane Zhanhong Fan and a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber applied for and obtained Visa credit cards issued
by Bl oom ngdal e’s and Macy’'s. Based on this investigation, Your
Affiant believes that defendant Sung-Sil Joh is the individual
who obt ai ned these credit cards using the Chinese nanme Zhanhong
Fan with the correspondi ng 586 social security nunber.
Thereafter, these fraudulently acquired credit cards were used to
make the followi ng fraudul ent credit card charges (both *“kkang”
and purchases at retail stores):

Dat e of Charge/ Amount Descri ption

Credit Card

April 10, 2009 $3, 909. 59 Li Nails Plus (a conpany

Bl oom ngdal e’ s control |l ed by defendant
Sang- Hyun Par k)

April 17, 2009 $3, 520. 67 Li Nails Plus (a conpany

Macy’ s control | ed by defendant
Sang- Hyun Par k)

May 1, 2009 $6, 800 di anond jewel ry

Bl oom ngdal e’ s
(store credit)

June 19, 2009 $5, 625 For Your Joy

Bl oom ngdal e’ s (a conmpany owned and
controll ed by FNU LNU#1,
alk/a “FNU Choi ,” “Xijun
Q")

June 19, 2009 $500 New M and K d oba

Bl oom ngdal e’ s
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Dat e of Charge/ Amount Descri ption
Credit Card

June 20, 2009 $3, 250. 79 Erins Supply

Macy’ s (a conpany owned and
control | ed by defendant
Jung- Hyuck Seo and an
enpl oyee of defendant
Sung- Si | Joh)

June 20, 2009 $2, 500 Cocoxu Cor p.
(def endant Sang- Hyun
Macy’ s Par k’ s conpany)
C. According to Macy's, the above charges and ot hers

were not paid, resulting in a |loss of approximately $12, 500.
According to Bl oom ngdal e’s, the above charges and others were
not paid, resulting in a loss of approxi mately $25, 000.

d. On or about June 17, 2009, a tel ephone paynent, in
t he anpbunt of $2,760.62, was nmade agai nst the Bl oom ngdal e’s
store credit card issued in the nane of defendant Sung-Sil Joh’s
Chi nese identity Zhanhong Fan with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber. On or about June 19, 2009, this credit card was
used to purchase a Louis Vuitton itemin the anount $1,670 and a
Ferragano item for $452 at a Bl ooningdale’ s store in New York.
On or about June 24, 2009, the $2,760.62 tel ephone paynment was
returned for insufficient funds.

61. Joong-Hyun Jung (see Paragraphs 72m 84e, and 96).

62. Osung Kwon (see Paragraphs 81li, 84d, 85q, 94q, 95a, and
96) .

63. Def endant Jin LNU

Use of Fraudulently Obtained Identity Docunent

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Jin
LNU, using the Chi nese nanme Zhaofang Chen and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, fraudulently obtained an identification
card and a driver’s license in that nane fromthe | DW.
Def endant Jin LNU Lee, using the Chinese nane Jianxin Jiang and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudul ently obtained
an identification card in that name fromthe | DW.
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b. I n or about Decenber 2008, according to records
from Chase Manhattan Bank, TD Bank, Target and National Bank,
def endant Jin LNU, using the Chinese nanme of Zhaofang Chen, a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, and the fraudulently
obtained Illinois driver’s license that he had obtained, applied
for and received credit cards fromthese credit card conpani es.
Nuner ous charges were nade on each credit card but were not paid,
resulting in a |loss of approxi mately $5, 000.

The Check-Kiting Schene

C. On or about Novenber 4, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Seung-Ho Noh. During this intercepted
conversation, they discussed check-kiting:

Noh: | was going to do a few bank[s] for soneone
.o PNC is asking for a passport to open an
account .

Par k: Yes.

Noh: You said to open |like five, right?

Par k: Wi ch banks did you open so far?

Noh: agti .. . . T . . . Chase. . . BOA

. Then, that’s four. The other place can be
any place |i ke maybe HSBC?

Par k: Yes. HSBC is okay, big brother. . . . \Wen
tried recently, my custonmer just started one
. . . . [the custoner] was able to take out
$20, 000 from BQA.

Noh: Oh, really?

Par k: Yes. It looks like [we] can get about
$15, 000 to $20, 000 per bank.

Noh: Oh, [I] just need to do checking and savi ngs,
right?

Par k: Yes, and the corporate [account] too.

* * * *

Par k: If [I] take out $20,000, | give $10,000 to
t he custonmer and take $10, 000 as a processing
f ee.

* * * %

Noh: How nuch do you usually get from one bank?
|f you open it like . . . . about $20,000?
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Par k: In my opinion, there shouldn’'t be a problem
t aki ng out about $20,000 from one bank.
[f]rom each account.

Noh: Then . . . if one person can take . . . about
$50, 000.

Par k: Qur nmethod is a little different from other
br okers.

Noh: Oh, really?

Par k: Yes, that’s why [we] are able to take out a

lot. The others [brokers] can take out about
$8,000 , but that’s about it.

d. On or about August 4, 2009, according to records
from Capital One Bank and phot ographs fromthe bank’s
surveillance video, defendant Jin LNU entered a bank branch in
Fl ushi ng, New York and opened a checki ng account in the nanme of
Zhaof ang Chen, a Chinese nane, using a genuine but fraudulently
obtained Illinois driver’s license in that nane, and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber. |In addition, according
to bank records, defendant Jin LNU al so opened a checki ng account
at the Bank of Anerica in the nane of Zhaofang Chen.

e. On or about Septenber 10, 2009, in furtherance of
a check-kiting schenme, a $500 check, drawn on the Bank of Anerica
checki ng account of Zhaofang Chen (an identity obtained and used
by defendant Jin LNU), was deposited into a bank account, in the
name of Deshang Zhang (an identity obtained and used by def endant
Hyeon-U Kim, at Flushing Savings Bank, Flushing, New York. (see
Par agraph 63f bel ow for transactions between the Desang Zhang and
an account in the Y.L. Identity).

f. On or about Septenber 22, 2009, in furtherance of
a check-kiting schene, defendant Jin LNU caused three checks,
each in the amount of $1,000, payable to Y.L. [the Chinese
identity purchased by Cooperating Wtness One from def endant
Sang- Hyun Park], and drawn on the Flushing Savi ngs Account of
Deshang Zhang [ defendant Hyeon-U Kim, to be deposited into three
di fferent bank accounts opened in the nanme of Y.L.

: On or about Septenber 24, 2009, in furtherance of
a check-kiting schene, a check, drawn on the Capital One Bank
account of Zhaofang Chen and in the amount of $4,200, was
deposited into a bank account in the nanme of Y.L. [Cooperating
Wtness One]. This check was returned for insufficient funds.

h. On or about Septenber 25, 2009, a check, drawn on

the Capital One Bank account of Zhaofang Chen [a Chinese identity
used by defendant Jin LNU and in the anpbunt of $5,200, was
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deposited into a bank account in the nanme of Y.L. [Cooperating
Wtness One]. This check was returned for insufficient funds.

i On or about Septenber 25, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received in incomng
t el ephone call fromdefendant Jin LNU. During this intercepted
conversation, they discussed kiting checks through accounts
opened in the nane of Y.L. [Cooperating Wtness One]. The
foll ow ng di scussion ensued, in substance and in part:

Jin LNU:. There is sone sort of a problemwth [Y.L

account]. . . . There is sone problemwth
[Y.L.].

Par k: Wy ?

Jin LNU.  Well, it keeps getting pendi ng [ meani ng noney
cannot be withdrawn fromthe account].

Par k: Oh, what does internet banking show?

Jin LNU: On, it says $900 is available. And $4,200 is
in pending. $4,300 is in pending.

Par k: Is that so? Then since tonorrow i s Saturday.
Does it change on a Saturday?

Jin LNU. Yes. The problemis how many days the check
stays alive [i.e., a reference to the
“float”]. So later, big brother, [deposit]
one nore check. (enphasis added).

Par k: Um

Jin LNU.  There is one for $5,200 and $5200.

* * * *

Par k: It is $5,600 for the 26th.

Jin LNU. Yes. . . . Yes, yes. It doesn't matter if
you switch them before depositing. Deposit
it today, big brother. Once the noney is
collected, they will go around anyways. And
| have to nmeet this guy and go to the bank.

It worked for this guy. . . . . And this guy
[ Cooperating Wtness One], | will call him
and neet him

Par k: kay.

J - On or about Septenber 25, 2009, over the First

Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng

t el ephone call fromdefendant Jin LNU. During this intercepted
conversation, the follow ng di scussion ensued, in substance and
in part:
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Jin LNU:. Let me ask you sonething. . . . [Cooperating
Wtness One’s Chinese identity, Y.L.’s] PNC

Bank.

Par k: Who, which?

Jin LNU:. [Y.L.’s] PNC Bank.

Par k: Yes.

Jin LNU:. The noney should be avail able as cash in one
or two days . . . . [b]Jut when | checked at

t he bank, the person who did the deposit .
. . | think a woman did it. [She] didn't
sign the [deposit slip]. And the noney is
tied, now W have to unlock it.

* * * *

Jin LNU:. Yes, yes, so, now | can't check up, big
brother. [Cooperating Wtness One] :
has to go and confirmit or phone in and

unlock it. . . .

Par k: Then, who deposited it? Ws it [defendant
Dong-11 Kim?

Jin LNU. Is there a wonan? The hand witing was a
woman’ s.

Par k: The hand witing, Hyun-Jin LNU [ def endant

Hyun-Jin LNU wote it on the deposit slip.

64. Mn-Soo Son (see Paragraphs 72c and 95b).

65. Def endant Young- Hee Ju

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Young- Hee Ju, using the Chinese nane Mngji Piao and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudulently obtained a
driver’s license in that nane fromthe | DW.

b. Begi nning in or about Decenber 2007, defendant
Young- Hee Ju, using the Chinese nane M ngji Piao, a correspondi ng
586 social nunber, and the fraudulently obtained Illinois
driver’s license that she had obtained, applied for and obtai ned
credit cards from Bl oom ngdal e's, GE Money Bank/ The Gap, Lexus
Fi nanci al Savi ngs, and Washi ngton Miutual, anong ot hers.

C. Fromin or about Decenber 2007 through in or about
August 2009, defendant Young-Hee Ju, using a Bloom ngdal e’s
credit card in the nane of Mngji Piao, nade nunerous purchases
with this card, including clothes, jewelry, nake up, sungl asses,
and gift cards. These charges, anmong others, were not paid,
resulting in a total |oss of approximtely $1, 600.
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d. In total, Washington Mutual reported a total |oss
of approximately $36, 000, resulting fromunpaid charges on the
credit card obtained by defendant Young-Hee Ju in the nane of
M ngji Piao.

e. On or about January 20, 2009, according to records
from Toyota Motor Credit Corporation, defendant Young-Hee Ju
applied for and received a car | oan in Bergen County, New Jersey,
in the approxi mate anount of $40,593, from Toyota Mdtor Credit
Corporation to purchase a bl ack, 2009 Lexus SUW. On the
application, defendant Young-Hee Ju represented that her nanme was
Mngji Piao with a corresponding 586 social security nunber. She
listed her enployer as Jung Skin Productions. Furthernore, on
this application, defendant Young-Hee Ju used her actual Fort
Lee, New Jersey address and her actual phone nunber (which nunber
was the Ju Target Facility). This loan went into default within
two nonths on the purchase of the car. According to records from
Toyota Mdtor Credit Corporation, the conpany repossessed the car.

f. On or about March 25, 2009, in Palisades Park,
New Jersey, federal agents observed defendant Young-Hee Ju neet
wi th Cooperating Wtness Two. During this neeting, defendant
Young-Hee Ju arrived in a black, 2009 Lexus SUV.

g. On or about July 27, 2009, over the Ju Target
Facility, a representative from Toyota Motor Credit Corporation
cal | ed defendant Young-Hee Ju concerning the black, 2009 Lexus
SW. During this intercepted conversation, the follow ng
di scussion (in English) ensued, in substance and in part:

Company: Hello, I’"’mlooking for Mng Pia [Mngji

Pi ao] .
Ju: No, you got a wong nunber now.
Conmpany: Is this Mng Piao?
Ju: No.

* * * %

Conmpany: COkay, this is not Mng Piao?
No

Ju: :

Conmpany: |Is this Jung Skin Productions?

Ju: Yes, Jung Productions, yes.

Conmpany: Yeah?

Ju: Yes.

Conmpany: (Okay, so, you drive a Lexus, right?

Ju: No, Ch, no, no, no. She’s not honme now.

* * * %
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66. Defendant Hyo-I| Song

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Hyo
Il Song, using the Chinese nanmes Yan Hua Wi (IDW), M nghao Li
(TDW), and Dongyun Zhou (PennDOT) and correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunbers, fraudulently obtained driver’s licenses in
those nanes. In addition, defendant Hyo-I1l Song, using the
Chi nese nanme Hai zhe Pei and a correspondi ng 586 social security
nunber, fraudulently obtained an identification card in that nane
fromthe | DW.

b. In or about July 2007, defendant Hyo-Il Song,
usi ng the Chinese nane identity Yan Hua Wi, a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunmber, and the fraudulently obtained Illinois

driver’s license that he had obtai ned, applied for and received
credit cards from Bank of Anmerica (three credit cards), Chase
Bank, HSBC, PNC Bank, and Target National Bank.

C. On or about Septenber 6, 2007, defendant Hyo I
Song, using the identity Yan Hua Wi and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, obtained a cash advance, in the
appr oxi mat e anount of $10, 000, by issuing hinself a Bank of
Ameri ca conveni ence check charged to the Yan Hua Wi Bank of
Anerica credit card. This charge and ot her charges were not
paid, resulting in a | oss of approximtely $25, 000.

d. On or about July 22, 2008, defendant Hyo I
Song, using the identity Yan Hua Wi and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, nmade and caused to be made a check
paynent, in the approximte anount of $3,900, to the Target
Nat i onal Bank credit card. On or about July 23, 2008, defendants
Hyo-11 Song and Sang- Hyun Park, fraudul ently charged
approxi mately $3,685 to the Target National Bank credit card in
the name of Yan Hua Wei through Ameth Thread. On or about July
29, 2008, defendants Hyo-Il Song and Sang- Hyun Park, fraudulently
charged approxi mately $3,590 to the Target National Bank credit
card in the nane of Yan Hua Wi through Mono Corp. These charges
and ot her charges were not paid, resulting in a |l oss of
approxi mately $11,500 on this credit card.

e. On or about February 4, 2009, according to records
from Toyota Motor Credit Corporation, defendant Hyo-I| Song,
applied for and received a car | oan in Westchester County, New
York, in the approxi mate anmount of $55,285 from Toyota Mt or
Credit Corporation to purchase a grey, 2008 Lexus sedan. In or
about early March 2009, a | aw enforcenent officer observed and
vi deo recorded defendant Hyo-1l Song driving the same 2008 gray
Lexus sedan, bearing a New York license plate. Furthernore,
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according to records fromthe New York Departnent of Motor
Vehicles, this car was registered in the nane of M nghao Li

This sanme 2008 gray Lexus sedan was observed parked in the

dri veway of defendant Hyo-1|l Song’ s residence in Palisades Park,
New Jersey. According to records fromthe finance conpany, the

| oan defaulted. Before this |oan defaulted, according to records
fromthe finance conpany, two paynents were received: (1) a
check, drawn on the account of 90 You & Me, in the anount of
$948.94; and (2) a check, drawn on the account of 90 You & Me, in
t he anpbunt of $948.94. Defendant Hyo-11 Song controlled the bank
account of 90 You and Me. This car was repossessed.

f. Begi nning in or about early May 2009, defendant
Hyo-11 Song, using the Chinese nane Hai zhe Pei and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, applied for and
received credit cards from HSBC Saks Fifth Avenue, HSBC Nei man
Mar cus, Nordstrom Macy’s, and Bl oom ngdal e’ s.

g. In or about early March 2009, a | aw enforcenent
of fi cer observed and vi deo recorded defendant Hyo-1|l Song driving
a 2005 Lexus SUV with a New Jersey license plate. According to
records fromthe New Jersey Departnment of Mdtor Vehicles, this
car was registered in the nane of Haizhe Pei. Furthernore, this
sanme car was observed parked in the driveway of defendant Hyo-1I|
Song’ s residence in Palisades Park, New Jersey.

h. On or about Cctober 1, 2009, the HSBC Saks Fifth
Avenue credit card defendant Hyo-I|l Song obtai ned using the
Hai zhe Pei identity was used to purchase a $12, 350.48 watch from
a Saks Fifth Avenue retail store, in Bergen County, New Jersey.
HSBC Saks Fifth Avenue never received paynent for this purchase
and, in total, sustained approximtely $16,000 in loss on this
credit card.

i On or about March 9, 2010, defendant Hyo-I| Song,
usi ng the Chinese nane Dongyun Zhou and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, nmade a check, payable to Bl oom ngdal e’s
Visa, in the approxi mate anount of $4,390. On or about March 10,
2010, a charge in the anobunt of approximtely $4, 650 was nade at
90 You and Me, defendant Hyo-1l Song’s conpany. The check
paynment in the anount of $4,390 was later returned for
i nsufficient funds.

J - As described in Paragraph 107 bel ow, defendant
Hyo-11 Song was a col | usive nerchant.
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67. Def endant Dong-Wn Ki m

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Dong
W Kim using the Chinese nanmes Guangyi ng Zhang, Huaying Lu, and
Wei Yun Zhong and correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers,
fraudul ently obtai ned one identification card and three driver’s
licenses in those nanes fromthe | DW.

b. On or about August 29, 2008, according to records
from Toyota Motor Credit Corporation, defendant Dong-Wn Kim
applied for and received a car | ease in Wstchester County, New
York, in the approxi mate anmount of $46,000 (the value of the car)
from Toyota Motor Credit Corporation to | ease a black, 2008 Lexus
SW. On the application, defendant Dong-Wn Kimrepresented that
hi s name was Guangyi ng Zhang with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber. Furthernore, on this application, defendant
Dong-Wn Ki mused his actual New York address and provi de an HSBC
credit card in the nane of Guangyi ng Zhang and a Chase bank
statenment in the sanme nanme. This |ease went into default in or
about January 2009. According to records from Toyota Mot or
Credit Corporation, it has been unable to repossess this vehicle
because it cannot be | ocated.

C. On or about Septenber 8, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an out goi ng tel ephone
call to defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this intercepted
conversation, the follow ng discussion ensued, in substance and
in part:

Par k: Did you sell the car. The Lexus?

Kim No, not yet.

Par k: Wiy? Did you decide not to give it to that
guy?

Ki m It’s not that. They were going to give only
$1, 500.

Par k: .« . . They will give you up to 15% of the
vehicl e’ s market val ue.

Ki m Wthout anything? . . . . There is nothing, |
amtelling you. . . . Expired registration
no insurance, no title.

Par k: Needs to go to China, China. . . . The

bastard in Dallas. The dude coll ects whol e
bunch of cars and sends them to China.

* * * *

Par k: He went around Georgia, Dallas, Texas and now
he is in LA [Los Angeles]. He is the one who
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could get a driver’s license without the test
at $5,000. | did that once in the past. He
does a lot of stuff going all over the
country. He knows a |ot of sources. . . .
There are a ton of people who can’'t nake car
paynents in LA, right?

Ki m Ri ght .

Par k: There are lots cars [sic] like that in New
York and [he] asked to collect them WII
give up to 15%. . . .[f]or $40,000, it’'s a
good amount. It’'s better than giving [the
car] away at $1, 500-$2, 000.

Ki m Ri ght .

Par k: W will get together when he cones.

d. I n or about August 2008, defendant Dong-Wn Ki m

usi ng the Chi nese name Guangyi ng Zhang and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, applied for and obtained credit cards
from Aneri can Express, Chase Bank (three credit cards), Ctibank,
Bl oom ngdal e’ s, Macy’s, and HSBC Bank.

e. On or about Septenber 25, 2008, defendant Dong W
Kim using a Bloom ndale’s credit card in the nane of Guangyi ng
Zhang, purchased, and caused to be purchased, Louis Vuitton
mer chandi se in the approxi mate anount of $750. On or about
Cct ober 7, 2008, defendant Dong-Wn Kim using a Macy’s credit
card in the nane of Guangying Zhang, purchased, and caused to be
pur chased, Ferragano nerchandi se in the approxi mate anount of
$1,430. These charge were not paid.

f. On or about Cctober 22, 2008, a check, in the
amount of $10,400, was transmtted to HSBC credit card for
paynment of charges on the credit account of Guangying Zhang. On
or about October 27, 2008, this paynent was returned for
insufficient funds. Before this paynent was returned for
insufficient funds, the follow ng fraudul ent charges were made on
this credit card:

g. On or about Cctober 24, 2008, defendants Dong
W Kimand Sang-Hyun Park fraudul ently charged approxi mately
$5,325 to an HSBC credit card in the nane of Guangyi ng Zhang
t hrough Mono Corp. (a conpany controll ed by defendant Sang-Hyun
Par k) .
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h. On or about Cctober 25, 2008, defendants Dong
W Kimand Sang-Hyun Park fraudul ently charged approxi mately
$2,920 to an HSBC credit card in the nane of Guangyi ng Zhang
t hrough Ameth Thread a conpany control |l ed by defendant Sang- Hyun
Par k) .

i In addition, as described in Paragraph 50 above,
def endant Dong-Wn Ki mwas a broker of 586 social security cards
and driver’s licenses.

68. Defendant Seung-Ho Noh (defendant Seung-Ho Noh was a
broker of 586 social security cards, counterfeit driver’s
i censes, and used these 586 social security nunbers to conmt a
variety of frauds, including “check jobs” (check-kiting) and “tax
wor k” (tax fraud).

69. Defendant Matthew J. Kang (as described in Paragraphs
13 above and 102 bel ow, defendant Matthew J. Kang conspired with
the Park Crimnal Enterprise and others to fraudulently build
credit scores for the purpose of commtting fraud).

70. Defendants Rita S. Kim and Hyon- Suk Chung (as descri bed
i n Paragraph 103 bel ow, defendants Rita S. Kimand Hyon- Suk Chung
conspired with the Park Crimnal Enterprise and others to
fraudulently build credit scores for the purpose of conmtting
fraud),

71. Defendant Young-Wo Ji (as described in Paragraphs 81
and 104 bel ow, defendant Young-Wo Ji conspired with the Park
Crimnal Enterprise and others to fraudulently build credit
scores for the purpose of commtting fraud).

72. Defendants Sang- Kyu Seo and Any Yang

a. On or about Septenber 21, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park made an out goi ng
t el ephone call to defendant Sang-Kyu Seo (the husband of
def endant Amy Yang). During this intercepted conversation, the
foll ow ng di scussi on ensued, in substance and in part:

Par k: Why did you call, big brother?
Seo: What is the status?
Par k: First, your wife's, what is it, BOA was

opened? [defendant Sang-Kyu Seo’s wife is
def endant Any Yang, a/k/a “Yulan Q an” and

“Amy Pitts”]
Seo: Um um
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Par k:

Seo:
Par k:

Seo:

b.

So we have to wait until build up is done.
Build up was started so [we] just need to
wait until it’s done.

MM nm

And then, when the debit card arrives, the
debit card becones a second ID, so you take
that to the [bank] and open an account.

The reason for that is [that bank] doesn’'t
approve cards or loans right after you open a
bank account. You need transaction history.
. . . That’s why, since it takes a nonth or
two for the build up, so during that period
[we] are opening the account and getting it
ready.

MM mm

On or about Cctober 3, 2009, over the First Park

Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Sang-Kyu Seo. During this intercepted
conversation, they discussed “busting out” defendant Sang-Kyu

Seo’ s personal

Par k:
Seo:

Par k:

Seo:
Par k:

Seo:
Par k:

Seo:

and busi ness credit cards:

What about busi ness cards?
In the case of business cards, they al so
al nost full [charged to the nmaxi mum credit

amount]. | have three $12,000 one[s]. At
first, they gave ne $20,000 but reduced to
$12,000. . . . Corporate ones are also full.

* * * *

Then, if you are considering doing it, we can
do it only once for Chase. Wat it neans.
we can take out up to the limt.

Yes, yes.

Yes. In the case of Chase, to nmake cash, we
have to purchase nerchandi se and resell them
[ sic].

Uh, it neans | have to buy sonething with it?
Yes. You have to buy sonething because if we
swpe [i.e., charge] the card with nerchant,
to be frank, to make cash, or after | check
[the] statenent and if it is okay, you can
take cash out fromthe casino.

Yes, yes.

* * * %
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Seo: Is it legitimte?

Par k: Yes, there is no problem Yes, | amdoing it
because there is no problem But, you have
to expect your credit score will be dropped.

Seo: O course. oo

Par k: You know it. If you don't pay for the debt,
t he score becones bad.

Seo: That’s right. Anyhow, it was already
dr opped.

* * * %

Par k: And then, you don’t have to worry about if
sonmeone will cone from a bank
Seo: Yes, yes. Anyway, later . . bowil

decl are Chapter 7 or Chapter i3 bankr upt cy.

C. In furtherance of the schene to “bust out”
def endant Sang- Kyu Seo’s personal credit cards, on or about
Decenber 18, 2009, defendant M n-Soo Son entered a Bank of
America branch in Fort Lee, New Jersey and nmade a paynent, in the
formof a check drawn on the account of Erins Skin Care, Inc., in
t he anpbunt of $18,462, toward defendant Sang-Kyu Seo’s Bank of
Anerica credit card. On or about Decenber 21, 2009, this check
was returned for insufficient funds. On or about Decenber 18,
2009, the Bank of Anerica received a tel ephone inquiry, froma
phone nunber used by defendant Sang-Hyun Park, checking on the
status of defendant Sang-Kyu Seo’s Bank of Anerica credit card.

d. The Bank of America reported a | oss of
approxi mately $75,000 on this credit card. Furthernore,
according to Bank of Anerica, a second credit card issued to
def endant Sang-Kyu Seo resulted in a | oss of approximately
$11,500. Before the credit card was “busted out,” a fraudul ent
charge, in the approxi mate anpunt of $4,899, was made on this
credit card to Li Nails Plus.

e. On or about Decenber 22, 2009, according to
records from HSBC Bank, defendant Sang-Kyu Seo naintained a
business line of credit in the nane of Pier 7 Corporation. On or
about Decenber 22, 2009, this line of credit had been drawn down
to a $0 avail able balance. On that day, in Los Angel es,
California, a $47,000 check was deposited into the Pier 7
Corporation line of credit account bel onging to defendant Sang-
Kyu Seo thereby increasing the available credit to approxi mately
$47,000. This check was | ater returned for insufficient funds.
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f. On or about Decenber 24, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Sang-Kyu Seo. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Kyu Seo stated that he took out
approxi mately $20,000 in cash from an HSBC checki ng account.
Def endant Sang- Kyu Seo then advi sed that the bal ance, of
approxi mately $27,000, was transferred to a checking account.

: On or about Decenber 24, 2009, defendant Sang Kyu
Seo issued a check, drawn on this Pier 7 Corporation |line of
credit, in the anount of $27,000 and deposited it into a HSBC
busi ness checki ng account in his nane.

h. On or about Decenber 24, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from def endant Sang-Kyu Seo. The follow ng conversation
ensured, in substance and in part:

Par k: Well, now the problemis you took out the
nmoney fromthe bank because you deposited a
check you received from sonebody and the
check [funds] has becone avail abl e.

Seo: Yes, yes.

Par k: The bank enpl oyee was not stupid to give you
t he noney when there was no noney avail abl e
in the account, was he/she?

Seo: Uh, uh, uh.

Par k: Therefore, what you should do is this: You
are the party that received the noney, big
bro. Right?

Seo: That is right.

Par k: Yes, you received the noney and because the
nmoney was cleared at the bank, and “1” [sic]
confirmed with the bank in the norning and
took out the nmoney. . . . [s]o, frankly

speaki ng between us, when we speak openly
between us, it is not that we deposited a
check that wi Il bounce.

i On or about Decenber 29, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Sang-Kyu Seo. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked if defendant Sang-
Kyu Seo if he was com ng to defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s office to
give himhis fee. Defendant Sang-Kyu Seo stated, “I told you to
wait two, three days for that.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
responded, “What’'s there to wait? Those [co-conspirators] in LA
are going crazy over it [their fee].”
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] - On or about Decenber 31, 2009 and on or about
January 5, 2010, defendant Sang-Kyu Seo issued two checks, to
Citi Apparel, in the approxi mate anounts of $4,950 and $4, 800,
respectively. These two checks were endorsed by defendant Hyun-
Jin LNU (using the nane Hai Hua Xu) and deposited into the Gti
Appar el account.

k. In total, defendants Sang-Kyu Seo and his co-
conspirators fraudul ently obtained in excess of $100, 000 by
“busting out” business and personal credits cards and |ines of
credit.

| . Fromin or about February 2010 through in or about
April 2010, defendant Amy Yang, using the identity Yulan Q an and
a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, obtained
approximately two credit cards from Target National Bank and
Chase Bank, resulting in a loss of approximately $3,000. 1In
addi ti on, defendant Any Yang “busted out” credit cards in her
name through defendant Sang- Hyun Park and his co-conspirators,
resulting in |losses totaling approximately $120,000 to several
credit card conpani es.

m On or about June 30, 2010, according to records
from Val |l ey National Bank and photographs fromthe bank’s
surveil |l ance vi deo, defendant Any Yang [ defendant Sang-Kyu Seo’ s
wife] entered a Valley National Bank in Bergen County and opened
an account in the nanme of Yulan Q an, a Chinese nane, a
counterfeit Nevada driver’s license, and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber (which social security nunber was not
i ssued to defendant Any Yang by the United States). Furthernore,
phot ographs fromthe bank’s surveillance video reveal s that
def endant Joong- Hyun Jung acconpani ed defendant Any Yang into the
bank. On the application to open the account, defendant Any
Yang, using the name Yulan Q an, listed her actual hone address
in Palisades Park, New Jersey (where a | aw enforcenent officer,
whi | e conducting surveill ance, observed defendant Amy Yang enter
and exit).

n. As described in Paragraph 53u above, defendant
Sang- Kyu Seo was a col | usi ve nerchant.
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73. Def endant Hyun- Yop Sung

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Hyun- Yop Sung, using the Chinese nane Shanji Li and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudulently obtained a
driver’s license in that nane fromthe | DW.

b. Begi nning in or about March 2009, according to
records from PNC, Chase Bank, Capital One, and credit reporting
agency, defendant Hyun-Yop Sung, using the Chinese nanme Shanji
Li, a corresponding 586 social security nunber, the fraudulently
obtained Illinois driver’s license he had obtained, and an
address bel ongi ng to defendant Hyun-Yop Sung in Carlstadt, New
Jersey, applied for and received several credit cards in the nanme
of Shanji Li.

C. Nuner ous charges were nade on the credit cards
issued in the nane of Shanji Li that were not paid, resulting in
a loss of approximately $30, 000.

74. Defendant FNU LNU#1, a/k/a “M. Choi” and “Xijun Q"

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant FNU
LNU#1, using the Chinese nanme Xijun Gu and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, fraudulently obtained a driver’s |icense
in that name fromthe | DW.

b. In or about March 2009, according to
records fromvarious credit card conpanies and a credit reporting
agency, defendant FNU LNU#1, using the Chinese nane Xijun GQu, a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, the fraudulently
obtained Illinois driver’s |license that he had obtained, and an
address bel ongi ng to defendant FNU LUN#1, applied for and
recei ved approximately 9 credit cards from Bank of Ameri ca,
Macy’ s, Bl oom ngdal e’'s, Saks Fifth Avenue, Nordstrom Target
Nat i onal Bank, and GE Money Bank. Nunerous charges were nade on
each credit card but were not paid, resulting in a | oss of
approxi mat el y $30, 000.

C. On or about Septenber 8, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant FNU LNU#1, a/k/a “M. Choi” and “Xijun Qu.”
During this intercepted conversation, defendant FNU LNU#1
conpl ai ned about extensive del ays concerning another custoner’s
credit build up. Defendant Sang- Hyun Park responded that the
credit build ups being done by Shin Hva [defendants Rita S. Kim
and Hyon- Suk Chung] are being delayed “not just yours, but mne
al so.” Furthernore during this conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun
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Park stated, “l also after giving it to President Daniel [Hyo-I

Song] before, in the mddle . . . so you and | are in the sane
situation. . . . In Cheng Yu Ma’'s case [see Paragraphs 84e, 89h
and 96 below], the address is not verified so we cannot do any
work.” Later during that conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park

stated that he verified the address for Cheng Yu Ma through a
credit report agency, and he planned to make two credit cards
with this information. Defendant FNU LNU#1 stated, “Exactly.”

d. On or about Septenber 11, 2009, a Target Nati onal
Bank credit card issued in the nane of Xijun GQu was charged by
Star 72 Jewelry in the anmount of approximtely $2, 739.

e. On or about Septenber 14, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park made an out goi ng
tel ephone call to defendant FNU LNU#1, a/k/a “M. Choi” and
“Xijun GQu.” During this intercepted conversation, defendant FNU
LNU#1 stated that a representative of G tibank told himthat the
mer chant “was a bad nerchant,” to which defendant Sang- Hyun Park
replied, “Wth Cti you can never use our [credit card] machine.
. . . the reason is they have the old record of our second work
[the second round of “bust outs”], you see? So, you need to wait

at | east six nonths before you do the swpe. . . . You should
remenber, with Cti, when you do the swi pe one after another the
cardhol der as well as the nmerchant get in trouble.” Defendant

FNU LNU#1 replied, “And the conmpany gets on the black list.”
Later in the conversation, defendant FNU LNU#1 stated that after
building credit that one could take approximately $30,000 from
the bank and added: “It never failed. W always got noney from
t he bank.”

f. On or about Septenber 23, 2009, a Bloom ngdal e’s
credit card issued in the name of Xijun Gu was charged by Star 72
Jewelry in the amount of approxinmately $3,865. On or about
Cct ober 10, 2009, this sane credit card was charged by Lu 72
Fashion, Inc. in the amount of approximately $4,190. On or about
Cct ober 14, 2009, this sane card was charged by Cocoxu in the
amount of approximately $200. On or about Cctober 8, 2009, a
t el ephone paynent in the anmount of approxinmately $4,214 was nade
toward this credit card. On or about October 16, 2009, this
paynent was returned for insufficient funds.

g. On or about Cctober 13, 2009, according to records
from Nordstrom and phone records, a tel ephone inquiry (not on
either the First Park Facility or the Second Park Facility) from
a tel ephone used by defendant Sang- Hyun Park was nade to
Nordstrom checking on available credit related to the credit
card account of Xijun Gu.
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h. On or about April 14, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant FNU LNU#1, a/k/a “M. Choi” and “Xijun Gu.”
During this intercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park
asked, “Wre you nmaking passports with a local [driver’s
license]?,” and defendant FNU LNU#1 replied, “lI have been
[ maki ng] any one of the fifty-one [sic] states, whatever they
ordered.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park then asked, “Wre you
replicating a passport book?,” and defendant FNU LNU#1 replied,
“Yes, | even replicate the bar code on the back so when you sw pe
it the nunber would show up.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked,
“Also I D?” Defendant FNU LNU#1 replied, “Yes, yes . . . . New
Jersey ID, it |looks so real not even a cop can tell.” Defendant
FNU LNU#1 stated he was no | onger making identifications. Later
during the conversation, defendant FNU LNU#1 stated that he has
“many Korean social [security cards].” Wen defendant Sang-Hyun
Park asked if these social security cards were for sale,
def endant FNU LNU#1 replied, “I have quite a few Koreans [socia
security cards]. M successors will sell and nanage them
just want to keep one or two to do the build up once a year for
my own.”

i As described in Paragraph 109 bel ow, defendant
FNU LNU#1 was a col | usive nerchant.

75. Defendant Hyeon-U Kim

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Hyeon-U Kim using the Chinese nane Deshang Zhang and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudul ently obtained
an identification card in that name fromthe | DW. Defendant
Hyeon-U Kim wusing the Chinese nane Xiurong Xu and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudulently obtained a
driver’s license in that nanme from PennDOT.

b. Begi nning in or about April 2007, defendant Hyeon-
U Kim using the Chinese nanme Deshang Zhang, a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunmber, and the fraudulently obtained Illinois
driver’s license that he obtained, applied for and received
several credit cards from Chase Bank and HSBC Bank.

C. Numer ous charges were made on these credit cards
and others. For exanple, fromon or about January 9, 2008 though
January 10, 2008, a Chase credit card was used to obtain
approxi mately $15,000 in gift cards fromvarious stores in New
Jersey. The charges and others on these credit cards were not
paid, resulting in a | oss of approximtely $50, 000.
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d. Begi nning in or about April 2008 , defendant Hyeon-
U Kim using the Chinese nanme Xiurong Xu, a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, and the fraudul ently obtained
Pennsyl vania driver’s |icense that he obtained, applied for and
recei ved several credit cards from Chase Bank, Capital One, HSBC
Bank/ Best Buy, and Macy’'s. Based on this investigation, Your
Affiant believes that defendant Hyeon-U Kimis the individual who
obtai ned these credit cards using the Chinese nanme X urong Xu
wi th the correspondi ng 586 social security nunber.

e. Numer ous charges were made on each credit card.
The charges on these credit cards were not paid, resulting in a
| oss of approximtely $8, 000.

f. As described in Paragraph 106 bel ow, defendant
Hyeon-U Ki m was a col | usi ve nerchant.

76. Defendant Edward M Ha (as descri bed bel ow i n Paragraph
108, defendant Edward M Ha was a col |l usive nerchant).

77. Defendant Jong- Hoon Kim

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Jong- Hoon Kim wusing the Chinese name Zhengshu An and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudul ently obtained
an identification card and a driver’s license in that nane from
the IDW. In addition, defendant Defendant Jong-Hoon Kim using
t he Chi nese names Rui pi ng Chen and Chun Shi Huang and
correspondi ng soci al security nunbers, fraudul ently obtained
identification cards in those name fromthe | DW.

b. On or about May 19, 2009, defendant Jong-Hoon Ki m
using the Chinese identity Zhengshu An and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, applied for and received a credit card
machi ne under the business name Red Coco Int’'l from a mnerchant
bank. On this application, defendant Jong-Hoon Kimreported that
this conpany was engaged on the business of whol esal e seaf ood and
grocery distribution; he listed the business’ credit card sal es
as $30, 000 per nonth; and he used his actual address, an
apartnent in R dgefield Park, New Jersey. During this
investigation, a |law enforcenent officer conducting surveillance
near this prem ses, observed and video recorded defendant Jong-
Hoon Kimexiting this apartnment. Furthernore, on this
appl i cation, defendant Jong-Hoon Ki m provi ded checki ng account
i nformation, nanely, a TD Bank account in the name Red Coco
Int’l, so the proceeds of credit card transactions could be
deposited into this account.
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C. During this investigation, it was determ ned that
def endant Jong- Hoon Ki m applied for and received additional
credit card machines from ot her nerchant banks.

d. On or about Septenber 28, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Jong-Hoon Kim During this intercepted
conversation, the follow ng di scussion ensued, in substance and
in part:

Ki m Soneone wants to do a card. How should | do
this? What itens do you need?
Par k: Sane as before. . . . Wite down all the

information. And |license copy and social and
the rest, card and statenent.

* * * *

Ki m How many percent?

Par k: It is 50. 50 to the custoner.

Ki m So after discount, the cash given is 50,
right?

Par k: Yes, yes. 50. Yes.

Ki m . . . . Inthe half and half, you and I wll
share, right?

Par k: Yes, yes. |It’s the sane. Nothing changed,

big brother. Ckay?

e. On or about Novenber 6, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant Jong-Hoon Kim During this intercepted
conversation, the follow ng discussion ensued, in substance and
in part:

Kim Anyway, | heard that you are doing sone of
the 586 work these days.

Par k: Oh. [Laughs]. 5867

Ki m Well, you change the license[s], there was a
such thing since a long tinme ago. Can you do
it fine?

Par k: What thing, what thing?

Ki m You know there is a thing |li ke opening a 586
account and pull out. .

Par k: [cutting off Kin] Oh, you nean t he check

work? [a reference to kiting checks to conmt
bank fraud].

Ki m Yeah

Par k: Oh.  That, | amdoing that steadily.
| amstill doing that.
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Ki m

Par k:

Ki m

Par k:

Ki m

Par k
Ki m

Par k:

Ki m

Par k:

Par k:

Ki m

Par k:

Ki m

Par k:

* * * %

: | sure, sure you have a | ot of [5]86s
you have al ready done.
Wth that, | pulled $20,000 out per account.
Ww, you did wel |!
Yes, | amdoing that . . . quietly. | don't
| et others know.

* * * %

| f you get $20,000, how nuch do you take?
You probably take half off [of] $20,000, do
you?

Yes, we charge 50%

That’ s not bad. Hey, can | use [the] 586
that I have? You know | have sone too.

| can’t do yours because we have too nany.
Why ?

You think about it? How many do you think we
opened al t oget her per each social nunber
[sic] for people who have 5867 W opened at
| east three to four [accounts]. . . . The
time it takes for us to open is not just one
or two days, but it takes one nonth. oo
[T]o do the work and pull noney. . . . So, if
several tens of people, not just one or two,
bring it, it amount[s] to 30 [accounts] of
them when we do three for each person even

for 10 people. . . . Besides, you have to

open so many bank books too. . . . Then, when
we have to manage them one nonth on our side,
we need so many people. . . . One person can

manage only three to four accounts. . . . |
have to have tens of enployees to do that.

* * * %

[BJut if you have 586 custoner, give themto
me for social or sonething.

| can give you the social nunber
[SIC] and bank account that is opened then.
. . How nuch does that get paid? Does it get
pai d about $10, 0007
For that too, | get about $7,000 and
customers can take about $3,000 per one
soci al nunber [sic].
Oh, for each one?
Yes.
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e. In addition, as described in Paragraph 89 bel ow,
def endant Jong-Hoon Ki m conspired with defendants Sang-Hyun ParKk,
Hag- Sang Jang, and others to “bust out” Hag-Sang Jang’s personal
and business credit cards.

78. Def endant Chi - Wn Jeon

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Chi
Wbn Jeon, using the Chinese nane Xianzi Luo and a correspondi ng
586 social security nunber, fraudulently obtained a driver’s
license in that nane fromthe | DW. Defendant Chi-Wn Jeon
usi ng the Chinese nanme Fengling Jin and a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, fraudulently obtained a driver’s license
in that name fromthe | DW.

b. Begi nning in or about Cctober 2007, defendant Chi

Wbn Jeon, using the Chinese nane Xianzi Luo, a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunmber, and the fraudulently obtained Illinois
driver’s license that she had obtained, applied for and received
lines of credit fromGtibank (three lines of credit) and credit
cards from Macy’s, Bl oom ngdale’s, Ctibank, Chase Bank, HSBC
Bank, Nei man Marcus, Saks Fifth Avenue, and Target National Bank.
Nuner ous charges were nade on these credit cards that were not
paid, resulting in a |loss of approximtely $65, 000.

C. I n or about Novenber 2008, defendant Chi-Wn Jeon,
usi ng the Chinese nane Fengling Jin, a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, the fraudulently obtained Pennsylvania driver’s
Iicense that she had obtained, and her actual address (as
refl ected on her New Jersey driver’s |license issued in her real
nanme), applied for and received credit cards issued by Chase
Bank, PNC Bank, G tibank, Macy’'s (Visa credit card and store
credit), and Bl oom ngdal e’ s.

d. According to records from Macy’'s, a Macy' s store
credit card account, in the name of Fengling Jin, was used to
purchase the followi ng itens:

Dat e of Transaction | Anount | t em Pur chased
January 3, 2009 $870 di anmond earrings
January 3, 2009 $730 Louis Vutton item
January 8, 2009 $9, 077 di anonds

February 20, 2009 $400 electronic gift cards
February 20, 2009 $200 Chanel nake up

67



e. According to records from Macy’s, on or about on
or about February 18, 2009, a check paynent in the anount of
$1, 319. 21 was nmade against this account. On or about March 4,
2009, this paynent was returned because of insufficient funds.
The charges on this credit card were not paid, resulting in a
| oss of approximately $15, 000.

f. According to records from Macy’s, on or about
February 23, 2009, a charge, in the amount of approximtely $20,
was nade on the Macy's Visa credit card in the nanme of Fengling
Jin. The listed nerchant for this charge is 90 You & Me
Corporation, a collusive nerchant controlled by defendant Hyo-I
Song. This charge was a “test charge” to determ ne whether or
not the credit card was still active so additional charges (i.e.,
“bust outs”) could be nade.

g. According to bank and credit card conpany records,
mul ti pl e charges were nmade on the credit cards in the nane of
Fengling Jin. According to these records, these charges were not
paid, resulting in a | oss of approximtely $31, 000.

h. On or about Septenber 22, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Chi-Wn Jeon. During this

i ntercepted conversation, defendant Chi-Wn Jeon stated, “I was
referred by Stephani e [defendant Young-Hee Ju] so | call ed.
think I saw you once before. . . . Wll, | wanted to go visit you

t oday about doing a |oan.”

79. Defendant Jung- Hyuck Seo

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Jung- Hyuck Seo, using the Chinese nane Xi aoqgin Zhang and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers, fraudulently obtained
an identification card in that nane fromthe | DW.

b. Begi nning in or about January 2009, defendant
Jung- Hyuck Seo, using the Chinese name Xi aogi n Zhang, a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, and the fraudulently
obtained Illinois identification card that he had obtai ned,
applied for and received credit cards from Chase Bank,
Bl oom ngdal e’ s, Macy’s, HSBC Bank/Best Buy, HSBC Bank, and PNC
Bank.
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C. Thereafter, these fraudulently obtained credit
cards were used to make the foll ow ng charges, anong ot hers:

Dat e of Credit Card Amount Description

Char ge

Febr uary PNC $7, 000 conveni ence check
20, 2009

April 29, PNC $2, 000 conveni ence check
2009

May 24, Bl oomi ngdal e’ s | $274 cl ot hes

2009

July 23, Macy’ s $896 cl ot hes

2009

These charge were not paid and others were not paid, resulting on
a loss of approximtely $22,000.

d. Begi nning in or about early 2008, an individual
usi ng the Chinese nane Xiaoqin Zhang, an Illinois identification,
and a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, opened a personal
checki ng account and a busi ness checki ng account in the nane of
Erin’s Skin Supply at Washi ngton Mutual (now Chase Bank).
According to records fromthe Erin’s Skin Supply account, in
Decenber of 2009, the account had a bal ance of |ess than $100.
Thereafter, approxi mately nine checks, totaling approximtely
$84, 000 were drawn on this account to others. The bank did not
rel ease the funds. On the Xi aoqin Zhang personal account,
approxi mately six checks, totaling approximately $46, 500 were
drawn on this account. The bank did not rel ease the funds.
During this investigation, a | aw enforcenent officer conducted
surveillance near Cello Hair, located in Palisades Park, New
Jersey and observed and video-recorded: (i) a sign for “Erin’s
Meri di an Skincare” above the rear entrance of Cello Hair (which
address was used on the bank records to open the Erin’s Skim
Supply business account); and (ii) defendant Jung-Hyuck Seo
inside Cello Hair on nunmerous occasions, where he is enployed as
a hair stylist. |In addition, defendant Sung-Sil Joh was al so
observed and vi deo-recorded inside Cello Hair.

69



80. Def endant Jong- Kwan Hong

a. On or about Septenber 9, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Jong- Kwan Hong. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Jong- Kwan Hong asked, “Do you have any
good news”,” and defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “lI gave you
both ID and social nunber [sic].” “Yes, | have both. . . . And
then I opened at both banks,” replied defendant Jong- Kwan Hong.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park then directed defendant Jong- Kwan Hong
to deposit noney into the accounts and use the noney [to create a
transaction history to give the illusion that the account is
legitimate].

b. On or about Septenber 14, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Jong- Kwan Hong. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Jong- Kwan Hong asked about
applying for and obtaining credit cards. Defendant Sang- Hyun

Park replied, “I amworking on the build up. Build up should be
conplete. . . . | will be the first one to get the conformation.
Just wait, please.” Defendant Jong- Kwan Hong conpl ai ned, “It’s

been over two nonths,” and defendant Sang-Hyun Park repli ed,
“Lately, it takes about three nonths.”

C. On or about Septenber 18, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Jong- Kwan Hong. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Jong- Kwan Hong stated, “I got
[the] Bank of America’ s check book.” “Bring all of themtogether
| ater when you cone to see ne,” replied defendant Sang- Hyun Park.
Def endant Jong- Kwan Hong then stated, “For now, | got the check
books fromboth. And I got all the debit cards.”

d. On or about October 23, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Jong-Kwan Hong. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “They say yours
[sic] will be finally finished by Novenber 15.” [a reference to
the build up followng credit associated with the Chinese alias
he obt ai ned from def endant Sang-Hyun Park]. Later during the
conversation, defendant Jong- Kwan Hong asked, “And, have you
started that about which President Na [a co-conspirator] talked,
when | went to have a haircut.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
replied, “Now, |’ve begun the build up” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
stated that he just received a Nevada identification for [a co-
conspirator].
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e. On or about Novenmber 11, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Jong-Kwan Hong. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Jong-Kwan Hong stated that he received
papers fromtwo credit reporting agencies. Defendant Sang- Hyun
Par k expl ai ned that the papers related to the address
verification [necessary for the credit build up to establish the
veracity of the individual’s credit history]. Defendant Sang-
Hyun Park instructed defendant Jong-Kwan Hong to bring the
docunents to defendant Sang-Hyun Park. Later during the
conversation, they agreed that defendant Jong- Kwan Hong woul d go
to defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s office on or about Novenber 16,
20009.

f. On or about Novenber 16, 2009, a | aw enforcenent
of fi cer conducting surveillance near defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s
Bergen Turnpi ke O fice observed and video recorded a silver
Lexus, registered to female with the | ast sane | ast nane and
address as defendant Jong- Kwan Hong, entering and exiting a
par ki ng adj acent to the Bergen Turnpi ke Ofice.

g. Begi nning in or about Decenber 2009, defendant
Jong- Kwan Hong, using the Chinese nanme Dongshu Li and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, applied for and
obtai ned six credit cards in the nanme of Dongshu Li. Nunerous
charges were made on each credit card but were not paid,
resulting in a total |oss of approximtely $9, 600.

h. On or about Decenber 21, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Jong-Kwan Hong. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park instructed defendant Jong-
Kwan Hong to go to defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s office to begin
applying for credit cards.

i Later that day, according to records from
Target National Bank, an application for a credit card was nmade
in the nane of Dongshu Li with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, a counterfeit Nevada driver’s |license, and a
reported address in Westbury, New York bel onging to defendant
Jong- Kwan Hong. In addition, the phone nunber supplied on the
application is the sane tel ephone nunber that defendant Jong- Kwan
Hong used to communi cate with defendant Sang- Hyun Park over the
First Park Facility. According to the Nevada Departnent of WMbtor
Vehi cl es, the Nevada driver’s |icense nunber |listed on the
appl i cation does not exist.
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] - According to records from Macy’ s/ Bl oom ngdal e
Fraud Departnent, on or about April 7, 2010, a charge of $60 was
attenpted but declined on a credit card issued in the nanme of
Dongshu Li with a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber.

l. On or about April 8, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Jong-Kwan Hong. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Jong- Kwan Hong conpl ai ned that he
attenpted to use a Blooningdale's credit card to make a $60
purchase, but the transacti on was deni ed.

81. Def endant | n- Sook Lee

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant In
Sook Lee, using the Chinese nane Ping Fang and a correspondi ng
586 social security nunber, fraudul ently obtained an
identification card in that name fromthe | DW.

b. On or about February 23, 2009, while at the Broad
O fice, during a consensually recorded neeting (audi o and vi deo)
wi th Cooperating Wtness One, defendant Sang- Hyun Park was on the

phone with a person referred to as “Young Wo.” Based on records
froma tel ephone conpany, this phone nunber is used by defendant
Young-Wo Ji. During the conversation, in which only defendant

Sang- Hyun Park’s portion of the call is recorded (by Cooperating
Wtness One), defendant Park asked, “If [defendant Young-Wo Ji]
had received a call fromIn-Sook [defendant |n-Sook Lee] . . . .
| told [her] to send all of themto you. Wen you receive them.
. . . S0l amtelling you to help that kid [defendant |n-Sook
Lee] for that . . . . If the man calls you, nake an effort to
help with that kid s thing?”

C. According to records fromthe United States Postal
Service, on or about Septenber 15, 2009, an individual, using the
name Ping Fang, a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, and a
genuinely issued Illinois driver’s license in that nane,
established a post office box at a mail drop facility in
Pal i sades Park, New Jersey. The tel ephone nunber |isted on the
application for the mail drop is the sane tel ephone nunber
def endant In-Sook Lee used to communi cate with defendant Sang-
Hyun Park over the First Park Facility, as described bel ow

d. On or about Cctober 20, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an out goi ng tel ephone
call to defendant In-Sook Lee. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that he had spoken
w th defendant Young-Wo Ji, and they di scussed novi ng her
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address froma post office box to another address in anticipation
of the conpletion of her credit build up. Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park further stated, “And, also there was one | nade before [for
you], right? . . . . Have to do that quickly too, open the bank
account.”

e. On or about January 6, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant In-Sook Lee. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant |n-Sook Lee asked defendant Sang- Hyun
Park for the nane of the owner of Li Nails. Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park replied Zhen Li, a nale. [As described in Paragraph 51
above, defendant Sang-Hyun Park obtained a Illinois
identification card using the Chinese nane of Zhen Li and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber. Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park incorporated or caused to be incorporated Li Nails using the
fraudul ently obtained identity Zhen Li].

f. On or about January 6, 2010, over the Second Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Young-Wo Ji. During this intercepted phone

call, defendant Young-Wo Ji stated, “Please have Hyun-Jin LNU
[ def endant Hyun-Jin LNU make a deposit of $500 into ny account
[later that day, during a subsequent conversation, defendant
Young-Wo Ji identified this account as ZZ Entertainnent].”
Later during the conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked,
“How is In Sook’s thing going [defendant |n-Sook Lee]?”

Def endant Young-Wo Ji replied, “In Sook’s?. . . . | have not run
In Sook’s, but her’s [sic] will be done well. . . . It wll be
done . . . soon. . . . So please don’t give nme stress with In
Sook’s.”

On or about April 24, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang- Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant In-Sook Lee. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant |n-Sook Lee stated, “Big Sister Hyun-Jin

LNU i s not answering the phone . . . | have to work on Mnday of
next week. Can | cone over next Tuesday [April 27, 2010].”
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park replied, “I will talk to them”

h. According to records from GE Money Bank/Wal - Mart,
on or about or about April 27, 2010, an individual using the
Chi nese nane Ping Fang, the fraudulently obtained Illinois
identification, and a corresponding 586 social security nunber,
applied for and received a credit card from GE Money Bank/ Wl -
Mart. On or about May 11, 2010, this credit card was charged by
Cocoxu in the anmount of approximately $710.62. This charge,
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together wth other charges, was not paid, resulting in a tota
| oss of approximtely $1, 000.

i On or about May 25, 2010, according to records
from TD Bank and phot ographs fromthe bank’ s surveillance video,
def endant I n-Sook Lee entered a bank branch in Bergen County, New
Jersey and opened a checking account in the nanme of Ping Fang, a
Chi nese nane, using an Illinois driver’s license in that nane,
and a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber (which social
security nunmber was not issued to defendant |n-Sook Lee by the
United States). Furthernore, photographs fromthe bank’s
surveillance video reveal s that defendant Osung Kwon acconpani ed
def endant In-Sook Lee into the bank. After opening this account,
def endant I n-Sook Lee applied for and received a TD Bank credit
card in the nane of Ping Fang with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber.

82. Defendant Sung- Rok Joh

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Sung- Rok Joh, using the Chinese nane Zhang Li and a correspondi ng
586 social security nunber, fraudulently obtained an
identification card in that name fromthe | DW.

b. Begi nning in or about April 2009, according to
records from Macy’' s, GE Money Bank/ Brooks Brothers, GE Mney
Bank/ PC Ri chard, Sears, Hone Depot, and HSBC/ Saks Fifth Avenue,
an individual using the Chinese nane Zhang Li, a correspondi ng

586 social security nunmber, and a fraudulently obtained Illinois
identification card that he had obtained, applied for and
received several credit cards in the nanme of Zhang Li. Based on

this investigation, Your Affiant believes that defendant Sung- Rok
Joh is the individual who obtained this credit card using the

Chi nese nanme Zhang Li with the correspondi ng 586 social security
nunmber. Nunmerous charges were nade on these credit cards that
were not paid, resulting in a |loss of approxi mately $24, 000.

83. Defendant Jung-Bong Lee

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Jung
Bong Lee, using the Chinese name Hong Guo Cui and a correspondi ng
586 social security nunber, fraudulently obtained an
identification card and a driver’s license in that nane fromthe
| DW. Defendant Jung Bong Lee, using the Chinese nane Wi Xi ang
Lu and a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudulently
obtained a driver’s license in that nane fromthe PennDOT.
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b. On or about Septenber 17, 2009, over the First

Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park made an out goi ng
t el ephone call to defendant Jung-Bong Lee. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Jung-Bong Lee stated, “There
was no call about the build up.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
responded, “It seens that the build up isn’t done yet.”
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park asked if defendant Jung-Bong Lee had
opened bank accounts, and defendant Jung-Bong Lee replied that he
opened a Bank of Anmerica account. Later during this
conversation, defendant Jung-Bong Lee stated, “That's why |’ m now

the reason for applying for a BOA security card is that
there s the matter with doing the second round . . ”
Def endant Jung-Bong Lee stated that he woul d be satlsfled if he
coul d obtain approximately $30,000 from the bank.

C. According to records fromvarious credit card
conpani es and a credit reporting agency, in or about July 2009,
def endant Jung-Bong Lee, using the Chinese nane Wi Xiang Lu, a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, the fraudulently
obt ai ned Pennsylvania driver’s license (with photograph) that he
obtained, a Citibank credit card in the name of Wi Xi ang Lu, and
an addressed used by him applied for and obtained a Capital One
credit card. In addition, during this period, defendant Jung-
Bong Lee, using the sane fraudul ently obtained Chinese identity,
applied for and obtai ned approxi mately el even other credit cards
from Citi bank, Bloom ngdale’ s, Macy's, HSBC Bank, HSBC
Bank/ Ni eman Marcus, and PNC Bank, anong others. The follow ng
tabl e sets forth sone of the fraudul ent charges nade on credit
cards obtained in the nanme of Wei Xiang Lu, anong ot hers:

Dat e Type of Credit | Anmount Descri ption
Card
May 21, Citi bank $940 Charge through a co-
2009 conspi rator-financi al
consul ting service (i.e.
“kkang”)
August 7, | HSBC $990 GQucci handbag
2009 Bank/ Ni eman
Mar cus
August 7, | HSBC $420 Cristalle Eau Verte
2009 Bank/ Ni eman Per form
Mar cus
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d. These charges and other were nade on these credit
cards obtained in the name of Wei Xiang Lu. These charges were
not paid, resulting in | oss of approximtely $44, 000.

e. According to records fromvarious credit card
conpanies and a credit reporting agency, beginning in or about
February 2009, defendant Jung-Bong Lee, using the Chinese nane
Hong Guo Cui, a corresponding 586 social security nunber, and the
fraudulently obtained Illinois driver’s license that he had
obt ai ned, applied for and obtained credit cards from Chase Bank,
Macy’ s, and HSBC Bank/ Saks Fifth Avenue and other credit card
conpani es. Based on this investigation, Your Affiant believes
t hat defendant Jung-Bong Lee is the individual who obtained these
credit cards using the Chinese nane Hong Guo Cui with a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber.

f. The follow ng table sets forth sone of the
fraudul ent charges nade on credit cards obtained in the nanme of
Hong Guo Cui, anobng ot hers:

Dat e Type of Credit | Anmount Descri ption
Card

April 22, | Chase Bank $1, 250 Woden Furs
2009
May 18, HSBC Bank/ Saks | $4, 000 Pol o Ral ph Lauren
2009 Fifth Avenue
May 26, HSBC Bank/ Saks | $11, 122 Cartier Watch
2009 Fifth Avenue
May 27, HSBC Bank/ Saks | $716 Louis Vuitton | eather
2009 Fifth Avenue goods
May 27, HSBC Bank/ Saks | $835 GQucci fashion shoes
2009 Fifth Avenue

g. These charges and ot her were nmade on these credit
cards obtained in the name of Hong Guo Cui. These charges were

not paid, resulting in | oss of approximtely $55, 000.
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84. Def endant Hye-\Wn Jung

a. On or about Septenber 8, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Hye-Wn Jung. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Hye-Wn Jung asked about a passport that
arrived. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park responded, “Your passport?
[I/we] need to get it ready. Build up isn’'t conplete yet.
First, need to open bank account and then do it. . . . Let nme do
the work here [first] and [we] can do it one at a tine, okay?”
Def endant Hye-Won Jung then asked, “[We’'re not doing the car?”
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park replied, “Wat about the car? Need to
buy a car but [you] can’t buy it in your nanme because your credit
fell to 500. . . . You can’t do anything with your credit.” They
agreed to neet later that night.

b. On or about Septenber 15, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Hye-Whn Jung. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked, “Did
you hear from Hyun-Jin LNU [defendant Hyun-Jin LNU ? The card is
mssing. . . . | instructed Hyun-Jin LNU to put up the Chinese
name on the mail box on her way honme.” Defendant Hye-Wn Jung
replied, “Well, all the mail did come.” Later during the
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park instructed defendant Hye-
Wn Jung to “go to the bank tonmorrow . . . . You need to re-apply
for the debit card tonorrow. Wait, Hyun-Jin LNU al ready applied
so you only have to pick [it] up. Also, one nore. Bring all the
noney, stock and cash.”

C. On or about Septenber 24, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Hye-Wn Jung using a phone nunber
fromLi Nail, d/b/a “Nails Plus,” in Hopatcong, New Jersey.
During this intercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park
asked if a call from Ctibank was received at the store | ooking
for Mngyu Jin [A Chinese nane with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunmber]. According to a credit reporting agency, M ngyu
Jin was reportedly enployed by Nail Plus. Moreover, numerous
credit cards were obtained in this nanme and correspondi ng soci al
security nunber. In total, approximately $16,000 in loss is
associated wth these credit cards]. Defendant Hye-Wn Jung
replied that no such call was received. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
stated, “[When [the call] cones say [Mngyu Jin is] out
regardl ess and give ne a call and get the nunmber. You know what

| am saying?. . . . You know the nane [Mngyu Jin], if they ask
[if that person] works, tell themcorrect [i.e., yes] that person
works [at the store] and . . . ask themto | eave a nessage.
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[d]on’t make a m stake.” Defendant Hye-Wn Jung replied, “I got
it.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park again rem nded defendant Hye-Wn
Jung “[s]o [if] a call for [Mngyu Jin] cones, answer it well. .
. . Got it?” Defendant Hye-Wn Jung replied, “It’s a third tine
[sic] telling me the sanme thing.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
continued: “So, tell [the] enployee[s] [at the salon], you don’t
have to say who [Mngyu Jin] is but if they | ook for that person,
educate the [enployees] to say [Mngyu Jin is] not there. 7
Later during the conversation, the follow ng discussion ensued:

Par k: Yeah, your passport you, did with?
Jung: Is that all prepared?
Par k: No, a build up is still being done but open

an account in advance and have to use the
nmoney com ng and goi ng.

d. On or about June 2, 2010, according to records
from Val |l ey National Bank and photographs fromthe bank’s
surveill ance video, defendant Hye-Wn Jung entered a bank branch
in Bergen County, New Jersey and opened an account in the nane of
Mei hong He, a Chinese nane, using a counterfeit California
driver’s license and a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber
(which social security nunber was not issued to defendant Hye-Wn
Jung by the United States). Furthernore, photographs fromthe
bank’ s surveill ance video reveals that defendant Gsung Kwon
acconpani ed def endant Hye-Wn Jung into the bank. On the
application to open the account, defendant Hye-Wn Jung, using
t he nane Mei hong He, |isted her enploynment as Myja Trading, a
conpany controll ed by defendant Sang-Hyun Park.

e. On or about June 23, 2010, according to records
from Val |l ey National Bank and photographs fromthe bank’s
surveil |l ance vi deo, defendant Joong-Hyun Jung entered a Vall ey
Nat i onal Bank in Bergen County, New Jersey and deposited a check
in the amount of $3,500, drawn on the account of “Cheng Yu Ma” [a
Chinese identity with a corresponding 586 social security
nunber], into the account in the nanme of Mei hong He [the Chinese
identity used by defendant Hye-Wn Jung]. This check was
returned for insufficient funds.

f. Fromin or about March 2010 through in or about
July 2010, defendant Hye-Won Jung, using the identity Meihong He
and a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, obtained
approximately ten credit cards and lines of credit fromvarious
credit card conpanies and retail stores. These charges were not
paid, resulting in a total |oss of approxi mately $8, 000.
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85. Def endants Son- Hee Chong and | n-Suk Joo

a. On or about Septenber 14, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant In-Suk Joo. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant In-Suk Joo stated that she
had previously gone to his office and asked about “the Chinese
credit.” Defendant |In-Suk Joo further asked, “I told ny friend
that I needed noney. How nmuch is it?” Defendant Sang- Hyun Park
replied, “Which one exactly? Did you call about the driver’s
i cense?” Defendant In-Suk Joo stated that she wanted the
driver’s license and “the Chinese credit.” Defendant Sang-Hyun
Par k advi sed defendant In-Suk Joo that “[t]otally, it costs
$7,000.”

b. On or about Septenber 15, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant In-Suk Joo. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant In-Suk Joo stated, “l cane
over yesterday, do you renenber? Three ladies?. . . . Can we
nmeet at 8:00 this evening.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park agreed to
meet her and asked if everything was prepared. Defendant I|n-Suk
Joo stated, “Yes, | will doit.”

C. After the call referred to in Paragraph 29b above,
on or about Septenber 15, 2009, over the First Park Facility,
def endant Sang- Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone call from
def endant Son-Hee Chong. During this intercepted conversation,
def endant Son- Hee Chong stated, “You net two others earlier and
you nmet me yesterday for the first time, right?” Defendant Sang-
Hyun Park acknow edged neeting her. Defendant Son-Hee Chong then
confirmed that she and the two others woul d neet defendant Sang-
Hyun Park | ater that night.

d. On or about Septenber 15, 2009, a | aw enforcenent
of ficer was conducting surveillance near the Broad Ofice.
During this surveillance, the | aw enforcenment officer observed
three ol der Korean femal es exit defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s
bui l di ng and enter a bl ack Lexus.

e. On or about Septenber 15, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked if
def endant Dong-Wn Kimfound “out about the social.” Defendant
Dong-Wn Kimreplied that he was waiting for a phone call.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park then stated that he needed four social
security cards. Defendant Dong-Wn Kimasked, “[w] hat birth
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year?,” and defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that it should be for
a femal e of about 50 years of age. Sang- Hyun Park asked
def endant Dong-Wn Kimto rush the request.

f. On or about Septenber 16, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Dong-Wn Kim stated that he
had no social security cards for birth years in the 1960s.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park stated, “These people are too old to

pass as the 7s [individuals born in the 1970s]. . . . [T]hese are
m ddl e aged woman, alnost in their late 50s. . . . It’s a nai
shop |l ady through an introduction fromsoneone. . . . | got all
t he noney yesterday.” Defendant Son-Hee Chong was observed by a

| aw enforcenent officer operating a nail sal oon.

: On or about Septenber 17, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant In-Suk Joo. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant In-Suk Joo identified herself
as “Ms. Joo who went there before.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
asked, “Why are you not bringing the picture, picture, picture?”
Def endant |1 n-Suk Joo said that she had to take the picture.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park stressed that she needed to bring him
the picture imedi ately so that he “could work on the ID.”
Def endant |1 n-Suk Joo asked if he was able to obtain a social
security nunber corresponding to her age. Defendant Sang-Hyun
Park replied, “I can’t give the exact one . . . . the only way is
to make it younger, born in the 60s.” [see Paragraphs 85n, 850,
and 85p below relating to a 586 social security nunber used by
def endant I n-Suk Joo].

h. On or about Septenber 23, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant In-Suk Joo. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant In-Suk Joo stated, “Qur ID

case . . . did it get filed? Don't you need the address?”
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park replied, “The address is not included .
The IDis fromanother state. Another state. . . . Wen it

cones, there is a lot to prepare.”

i On or about Septenber 30, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant In-Suk Joo. During this
i ntercepted conversation, they discussed a renaini ng paynment of
approxi mately $9, 000.
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] - On or about Septenber 30, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Son-Hee Chong. During this
i nt ercepted conversation, defendant Son-Hee Chong confirned
gi ving a photograph to defendant Sang-Hyun Park. Defendant Sang-
Hyun Park stated, “The ID should cone this weekend. . . . Wen
will you pay the balance.” *“l| already gave you for the two. . .

Gave you $14,000,” defendant Son-Hee Chong replied. Defendant

Sang- Hyun Park stated, “You gave nme sone out of $21, 000 that
time. And you said you didn’t have the rest and ask for ny
understanding. . . .” She replied, “I gave you $12,000 t hat
time,” and defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “Yes, you gave ne
$12,000.” Later during the conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun
Park stated, “l requested [the] ID on [Septenber 22, 2009] for
Chong Son- Hee [defendant Son-Hee Chong].” Defendant Sang- Hyun
Park advised her that it would take approximately two to three
months to conplete the build up, and he woul d “nmake Nevada
driver’s license.”

k. On or about Cctober 16, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nmade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Dong-Wn Kim During the conversation, Sang-
Hyun Park ordered three social security cards from defendant
Dong-Wn Kim Def endant Sang- Hyun Park stated, “Yes, three has
been [sic] confirnmed. [Born 19]70s, males . . . . Doesn’'t matter
if [bornin] 75, 76, 72. ”

l. On or about October 19, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant In-Suk Joo. During this intercepted

conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “ | called you
because . . . . | was trying to do build up but the address .

| realized | hadn’t received your address. . . . You can use your
home address. | doesn’'t matter.” Thereafter, defendant | n-Suk

Joo provided her actual hone address in Cark, New Jersey to

def endant Sang- Hyun Park over the phone. The address she

provi ded to defendant Sang-Hyun Park correspondi ng the address on
her genuinely issued New Jersey driver’s license.

m On or about Novenber 9, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant In-Suk Joo. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant |In-Suk Joo asked for a status, and
def endant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “Build up is in process so you

need to wait . . . . Which person were you anong the three?” She
replied, “In-Suk Joo, Joo! . . . . Chong [defendant Son-Hee
Chong] [cane before ne].” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park advi sed her

to be prepared to open bank accounts in the foll ow ng weeks.
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n. In or about April 2010, according to records from
Chase Bank, CGCitibank, and a credit reporting agency, an
i ndi vi dual using the Chinese nane Danhua WAng, a correspondi ng
586 social security card (related to a 1961 birth year), a
counterfeit Nevada driver’s license, and defendant |n-Suk Joo’ s
address in Cark, New Jersey, applied for and received credit
cards from Chase Bank, Citibank, Bl oom ngdale’ s, and GE Mney
Bank/Wal mart. Based on this investigation, Your Affiant believes
t hat defendant In-Suk Joo is the individual who obtained these
credit cards using the Chinese nanme Danhua Wang with the
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber.

0. The follow ng table sets forth sone of the
fraudul ent charges nade on credit cards obtained in the nane of
Danhua Wang (“kkang”):

Dat e Type of Credit | Anmount Descri ption
Card
May 4, Chase $520 Charge through Li Nails
2010 Pl us
May 6, Chase $3, 659 Charge t hrough Cocoxu
2010
p. Nuner ous charges were nade on credit cards issued

in the nanme of Danhua Wang that were not paid, resulting in a
| oss of approximately $10, 000.

: On or about June 28, 2010, according to records
from Val |l ey National Bank and photographs fromthe bank’s
surveill ance video, defendant Son-Hee Chong entered a Valley
Nat i onal Bank in Bergen County and opened an account in the nane
of M ngshun Yuan, a Chinese nane, a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber (which social security nunber was not issued to
def endant Son- Hee Chong by the United States), a counterfeit
Nevada driver’s license, (a copy of which was retained by the
bank and bears a phot ograph of defendant Son-Hee Chong), and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber. Furthernore,
phot ographs fromthe bank’s surveillance video reveal s that
def endant Osung Kwon acconpani ed def endant Son-Hee Chong into the
bank. On the application to open the account, defendant Son-Hee
Chong, using the nanme M ngshun Yuan, |isted her actual hone
address in Palisades Park, New Jersey (where a | aw enforcenent
of ficer, while conducting surveillance, observed defendant Son-
Hee Chong enter and exit). The bank, however, immedi ately closed
t he account.
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86. Def endant Byung Jang

a.

On or about Septenber 21, 2009, over the First

Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng

t el ephone call

from def endant Byung Jang. During this

i ntercepted conversation, the follow ng di scussi on ensued:

Par k:
Jang:
Par k:
Jang:
Par k:

Jang:
Par k:

Jang:
Par k:
Jang:

Par k:
Jang:

Par k:

Jang:

Par k:

Jang:
Par k:

Jang:
Par k:
Jang:

Hel | 0?

Hel | 0?

Yes, big brother, it’'s ne.

Yes, you call ed.

Didn’t [you] have a 586 [social security
card] in the past?

586? | did.

But that is now, is it still alive in the
bank?

That, | don’t knowif it’s still alive in the

bank or not. There’s no ID, no ID

No | D?

Yes. No ID for 586.

So, you did it without ID or any?

There wasn’t any, at the tinme, [I] nade a
passport and gave it to [a co-conspirator]
and finished. . . . [Co-conspirator] and I
went there to nmake a license. . . . | had it
and then [I] [threw it away].

What was it that [you] made |icenses at that
tinme?

At that time, when we went, [I] passed the
[driver] license but when [I] had to go for a
driving test, [I] didn’t go but instead

[1] just got $30,000 or sonething at the bank
and quit. Extracted a credit card. And then
[1] withdrew without doing anything. It’s
probably still alive in Wachovi a and such but
the problemis the passport, because there’'s
no passport, there’s no ID

You didn’t have a copy of ID, anything at
that tinme?

Right, | gave themall w thout making copies.
And, you made a license or sonething with ne
| ast tinme, |ousy one [counterfeit].

That, that was a TD Bank.

VWhat was it?

TD Bank, no that, that’s my original, that

is. That's of course a [fake?], we nade it
to bust out on a Citibank. . . . . There's no
I D for that, either.
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Par k:
Jang:

Par k:
Jang:

Par k:

Par k:
Jang:

Par k:

Jang:
Par k:
Jang:
Par k:
Jang:

Par k:

Jang:
Par k:
Jang:

Par k:
Jang:

Par k:
Jang:
Par k:

There’s no I D, you said?

Yes, how can a | ousy one go around? That |
made it through [Co-conspirator] for $800,

. . didit but didn't work out at the end
Ah, so0?

Yeah. So, leave it or use it with a bil

| ater, you have to think about it l|ater.
After sone tine passes. There's a |loan | got
fromCitibank but it failed while trying to
do.

So, the problemis that there are no IDs at
all, right?

* * * *

586.

Yes, same with 586 and other things are the
sane and | didn't request |ots of checks,
that sort of things do exist.

* * * *

Did you have that lousy ID [counterfeit] that
you nade?

Wi ch one?

The | ousy one you nmade at that tinme?

The | ousy one, | cut it off.

You cut it off.

Yeah, if | keep it, that’s anyway, it’s too

| ousy and why would | keep it when it’s too

i nadequate. It’s conpletely inadequate.

* * * %

What was it about, that passport was nade
for?

Ctibank, G tibank.

The nane, the nanme. Wat was the name?

An that’s P, Byung Jang but it’s P, Pyung
Jang.

Ah, the one with a Korean nane?

Yeah, it’s Pyung Jang. It starts with 137
because it’s mne. Ah, that cane from Los
Angel es, too.

What canme from LA?

That TD Bank t hi ng.

There was only TD Bank one with that nane,
and not any ot her account?
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Jang: Right, | didn't even nake ot her accounts.
had a few cards, Capitol, Bank of America and
a few

b. Begi nning in or about Novenber 2008, defendant
Byung Jang, using the Chinese name Xue Hui Shi and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, applied for and
received credit cards issued by Bank of Anmerica, Chase Bank, HSBC
Saks Fifth Avenue, PNC Bank, and Ctibank. According to records
Bank of Anerica, HSBC Saks Fifth Avenue, and PNC Bank, defendant
Byung Jang applied for these credit cards and |isted his actual
Fort Lee, New Jersey address. Furthernore, according to records
from Toyota Motor Credit Corporation, on or about Septenber 8,
2009, defendant Byung Jang applied for and received a car loan in
Bergen County, New Jersey, in the approximte anount of $22, 500,
from Toyota Motor Credit Corporation to purchase a bl ack, 2010
Toyota Camry. On the application, defendant Byung Jang
represented he was the owner of Yuri Beauty Sal on, C oster, New
Jersey with a reported i ncone of $5,000 per nonth.

C. According to records from PNC Bank, a PNC Bank
Visa credit card, in the nanme of Xue Hui Shi, was charged through
“Yuri Hair Salon.” These charges, anong others, were not paid,
resulting in a |loss of approxi mately $9, 400.

87. Defendant Any Yang (see Paragraphs 51 and 72 above).

88. Def endants Song-Ja Park and M n-Jun Kwon

a. On or about January 23, 2010, over the Second Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant M n-Jun Kwon. During the intercepted
conversation, th follow ng discussion ensued, in substance and in
part:

Kwon: Yes, president.

Par k: | heard everything went well.

Kwon: Yes. | just picked up the mails.

Par k: Yes.

Kwon: The Target card [with] the same address.

Par k: It came?

Kwon: Yes. The address and.

Par k: It came with the card, right?

Kwon: Yes, yes. It came with the card.

Par k: : . . Then please bring us the Macy [card]

and the tenporary card, so we could find out
how much it/they worth over the phone on
Monday.
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Kwon: Brot her Dong-il [defendant Dong-1l Kin] has
it.

Par k: Huh?
Kwon: Brot her Dong-il has it.
Par k: Dong-il? He said he doesn’'t have it.
Kwon: Huh?
Par k: Ask your nother [defendant Song-Ja Park].
The tenporary card, one that got approved.
Kwon: VWhich card? [My nother] told me she gave it
to brother Dong-il [defendant Dong-II Kimn.
Par k: Macy's. . . . . Dong-il says he never got it.

. . . Ckay, see if you have it. Ask your
nmot her [ Song-Ja ParKk].

b. On or about January 23, 2010, over the Second Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an out goi ng tel ephone
call to defendant M n-Jun Kwon. During the intercepted
conversation, the follow ng discussion ensued, in substance and
in part:

Par k: Yes, Kwon.

Kwon: Yes, but we don’t have it here.

Par k: What do nean? Just a nonent, | will let you
talk to Dong-il [defendant Dong-Il Kimnm.

Kwon: Yes.

Par k: [ To defendant Dong-1l Kin]. He said he
doesn’t have it.

Ki m Hel | 0?

Kwon: Yes, big brother.

Ki m Ask [defendant Song-Ja Park] to | ook inside
t he shopping bag, again |, the mailing.

Kwon: Yes, yes.

Ki m | just brought [the mail] with ne. . . . Two

| Ds and address for verification...

C. In or about January 2010, Target Nati onal Bank
issued a credit card in the nanme of Run Hong Liu.

d. In or about January 2010, Macy’'s issued a credit
card in the nane of Run Hong Liu, resulting in a | oss of
approxi mat el y $3, 000.

e. I n or about January 2010, Bl oom ngdale’s issued a

credit card in the nane of Run Hong Liu, resulting in a | oss of
approxi mat el y $3, 000.
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f. On or about February 4, 2010, according to records
from Chase Manhattan Bank and photographs fromthe bank’s
surveillance video and | aw enforcenent surveillance, defendant
Song-Ja Park entered a bank branch in Bergen County, New Jersey
and opened a checking account in the name of Run Hong Liu, a
Chi nese nane, using a counterfeit California driver’s license,
and a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber (which social
security nunmber was not issued to defendant Song-Ja Park by the
United States). |In addition to opening this account, defendant
Song-Ja Park al so obtained a debit card in the nanme of Run Hong
Liu fromthis bank. Photographs fromthe bank’s surveillance
vi deo reveal s that defendant Dong-1l Ki m acconpani ed def endant
Song-Ja Park into the bank.

: On or about February 4, 2010, federal agents were
conducting surveillance near defendant Sang- Hyun Park’s Bergen
Turnpi ke O fice. These federal agents observed a car registered
to defendant M n-Jun Kwon depart the Bergen Turnpi ke Ofice. The
federal agents followed this car to the Chase Manhattan Bank.
Thereafter, this surveillance teamtook a series of photographs
show ng defendants Dong-1l Kimand Song-Ja Park departing the
bank and entering defendant M n-Jun Kwon’s car.

h. In or about March 2010, G tibank issued a credit
card in the nane of Run Hong Liu, resulting in a | oss of
approxi mately $2, 000.

i On or about April 2, 2010, a charge, in the
approxi mat e anount of $20, was made on a debit card issued to the
Run Hong Liu at Cello Hair, a conpany owned and operated by
def endant Sung-Sil Joh.

] . In or about April 2010, Chase Bank issued a credit
card in the nane of Run Hong Liu. On or about April 20, 2010, a
charge, in the approxi mate amount of $3,735, was nade on this
credit card at a liquor store in Bergen County, New Jersey. The
charges on this card were not paid, resulting in a | oss of
approxi mately $4, 000.
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89. Def endant Hag- Sang Jang

a. On or about January 13, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Jong-Hoon Kim During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that he received a
call froma prospective custonmer who wanted to bust out his
credit cards. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park provided the prospective
custoner’s |l ast name, tel ephone nunber, and | ocation of residence
t o defendant Jong- Hoon Kim and asked himto “give [the
prospective customer] a consultation?” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
stated that the custoner had at |east six credit cards and “it
seens like his remaining limt is nore than enough[,] [and] [h]e
wants ne to get the readjustnent, and he wants ne to take out the

cash fromthem . . . If he wants to get the readjustnent, that
means, he said he can’t make paynents at all. . . . So he called
me to take the cash out.” Based on this information, together

with other information, Your Affiant believes that defendant
Sang- Hyun Park was referring to defendant Hag- Sang Jang.

b. On or about January 14, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant Jong-Hoon Kim During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked if he had spoken
with the “old man” [defendant Hag- Sang Jang]. Defendant Jong-
Hoon Kimreplied, “I just did. Gosh. | had to talk to himfor
two hours.” Defendant Jong-Hoon Ki m added, “There is a good
anmount” [of credit remaining on the credit cards]. Defendant
Jong- Hoon Kim al so advi sed defendant Sang-Hyun Park t hat
def endant Hag- Sang Jang sought a consultation from another | ocal
broker in the area.

C. On or about January 16, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant Jong-Hoon Kim During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Jong-Hoon Kim stated, “The gentlenen
[ def endant Hag- Sang Jang] came by ny office here. It |ooks |like
avai l abl e cash for the first round anounts anywhere from $20, 000

to $23,000. . . . If you are okay with ne bringing himhere, we
can go do the first round now. And the remaining job can be done
inny office. . . . Def endant Sang- Hyun Park replied, “Ckay.”

d. On or about January 16, 2010, a | aw enforcenent

of ficer was conducting surveillance near defendant Jong- Hoon
Kimis office in Ridgefield, New Jersey. During this
surveillance, the | aw enforcenent officer observed and vi deo
recorded a car, registered to defendant Hag- Sang Jang, in a
parking | ot adjacent to Jong-Hoon Kinis office building.
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Thereafter, a car,

registered to a conpany affiliated with

def endant Jong-Hoon Kim was observed | eaving the building, and
def endant s Jong- Hoon Ki m and Hag- Sang Jang were observed in this

car.

the two af orenenti oned def endants,

The | aw enforcenent officer followed this car,
to the Bergen Turnpi ke Ofice.

cont ai ni ng

e. On or about January 16, 2010, at approximately

11: 12 a. m,

Ki m
Ki m st at ed,

over the First Park Facility,
Park received an inconm ng tel ephone cal

During this intercepted conversation,
“Qpen the door,

pl ease.”

f. On or about January 16, 2010,

Facility,
cal |
conversati on
did you buy?”

from def endant Jong- Hoon Ki m
def endant Sang- Hyun Par k asked,
Def endant Jong-Hoon Kimreplied that he purchased

$2,500 worth of an unidentified product.

g. On or about January 16, 2010,
card charges were made on credit cards issued to defendant Hag-

Sang Jang or

hi s busi ness,

def endant Sang- Hyun
from def endant Jong- Hoon
def endant Jong- Hoon

over the First Park
def endant Sang- Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
During this intercepted

“So how nmuch worth

the follow ng credit

H and S Construction:

Hackensack, New
Jer sey

Credit Card Mer chant Appr oxi mat e
Anmount

Vi sa (conpany) Red Coco Int’| $3, 000

Vi sa (conpany) New M and K @ obal $3, 210

Vi sa (conpany) 153 Sanmsung DC $1, 500

Bank of America Li Nails Plus $3, 389

(personal)

US Bank#1 (personal) Li ai son Inc. $3, 450
[a conpany all egedly
headquartered i n New
Yor k]

US Bank#2 (personal) The Shop at $3, 017
Ri ver si de,

Hackensack, New
Jersey
US Bank#2 (personal) |Saks Fifth Avenue, $1, 100
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h. On or about January 28, 2010, according to records
from Bank of America and photographs fromthe bank’s surveillance
vi deo, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU entered a bank branch in Bergen
County, New Jersey and made a paynent in the formof a check to
the Bank of America credit card (personal) belonging to defendant
Hag S. Jang in the anmpbunt of $8,700. This check was drawn on the
G ti bank account of Cheng Yu Ma [a Chinese name with a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber]. This check was
returned for insufficient funds.

i According to PNC Bank, the charges on credit cards
i ssued to defendant were not paid, resulting in a | oss of
approxi mately $23, 000.

] - According to U S. Bank, the charges on credit
cards issued to defendant were not paid, resulting in a | oss of
approxi mately $23, 000.

90. Def endant Jung- Sook Ko

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant Jung
Sook Ko, using the Chinese name Hai shun Jin and a corresponding
586 social security nunber, fraudul ently obtained an
identification card and a driver’s license in that nane fromthe
| DIW.

b. On or about January 8, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from def endant Jung- Sook Ko. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Jung- Sook Ko asked, “Isn’'t time to do
m ne now?” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, Yes, | should.
amtoo busy these days.” Defendant Jung- Sook Ko replied, “Now it
has been nore than one year. . . . Please bear that in mnd. And
there are lots of mail [sic] for Big Brother [defendant Myung-
Kyun Ko, al/k/a “Longnan Cui,” is defendant Jung- Sook Ko’s
brother] so give ne acall. | wll [give the mail to you].”

C. Begi nning in about February 2010, according to
records from Macy’s, Bl oom ngdale’s, Saks Fifth Avenue,
Nordstrom Citibank, Chase, Bank of Anerica, and HSBC Bank,
def endant Jung- Sook Ko, using the Chinese nanme Hai shun Jin, a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, and the fraudul ently
obtained Illinois driver’s license that she had obtained, applied
for and received approximately eight credit cards. Nunerous
charges were made on these credit cards that were not paid,
resulting in a | oss of approximtely $18, 000.
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d. On or about March 17, 2010, according to records
from Vall ey National Bank and a photograph fromthe bank’s
surveil l ance video, defendants Hyun-Jin LNU and Jung- Sook Ko
entered a branch in Fort Lee, New Jersey, and opened an account
in the nanme of Haishun Jin with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber.

91. Defendant Myung- Kyun Ko

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Myung- Kyun Ko, using the Chinese nane Longnan Cui and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudul ently obtained
an identification card in that name fromthe | DW.

b. Begi nning in or about Septenber 2008, Myung- Kyun
Ko, using the Chinese nane Longnan Cui, a correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunber, the fraudulently obtained Illinois
identification card that he obtained, and an address belonging to
def endant Myung- Kyun Ko, applied for and obtained credit cards
from Chase Bank, and Macy’'s and other credit card conpani es.

C. The follow ng table sets forth sone of the
fraudul ent charges nade on credit cards obtained in the nane of
Longnan Cui, anong ot hers:

Dat e Type of Credit | Anmount Descri ption

Card
Cct ober Chase $2, 780 Charge through Aneth
16, 2008 Thread (a conpany

control | ed by defendant
Sang- Hyun Par k)

May 14, Bank of $4, 780 Charge through ZI Int’

2009 Aeri ca (a conpany controlled a
co-conspirator)

May 16, Chase $3, 693 Saks Fifth Avenue for

2009 mer chandi se

May 16, Chase $1, 000 Abercronbie and Fitch

2009

May 18, Bank of $4, 810 Charge through For Your

2009 Anerica Joy (a conpany control | ed

by FNU LNU#1, a/k/a “M.
Choi ” and “Xijun
Qu”)
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d. The above charges and ot hers were nmade on these
credit cards but were not paid, resulting in a | oss of
appr oxi mat el y $90, 000.

92. Def endant Yoon- Hee Par k

a. As described in Paragraph 51 above, defendant
Yoon- Hee Park, using the Chinese nane Zhangqi Zhang and a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, fraudulently obtained
an identification card in that nanme fromthe IDW. He also
fraudul ently obtained an identification card in the nane of
Xi aof ang Zhu from | DW.

b. Begi nning in or about June 2007, defendant Yoon-
Hee Park, using the Chinese name Zhangqi Zhang, a correspondi ng
586 social security nunber, and the fraudul ently obtai ned
II'linois identification card that he had obtai ned, applied for
and obtain a credit card fromBest Buy. In addition, defendant
Yoon- Hee Park, using the same Chi nese nanme and 586 soci al
security nunber, applied for and obtained credit cards from Chase
(three), Citibank (five lines of credit), and Macy’s. Numerous
charges were made on these credit cards that were not paid,
resulting in a total |oss of approxinmtely $86, 000.

C On or about February 24, 2010, New York,
def endant s Seung-Ho Noh and Yoon-Hee Park entered a Citibank
branch in Nassau County, New York. After they entered the bank,
def endant Yoon- Hee Par k, acconpani ed by defendant Seung-Ho Noh,
attenpted to open a busi ness checking account in the nanme of
“Yunny Enterprise” with an address correspondi ng to Sunny
Enterprise, a store front |ocated in Flushing, New York which
business is used as a front to bust out credit cards. To open
t hi s busi ness account, defendant Yoon-Hee Park provided the bank
with a counterfeit New York State driver’s |license and socia
security card. Wile defendant Yoon-Hee Park was conpleting the
forms to open the account, the bank contacted | aw enforcenent.

d Def endant Yoon- Hee Park, after being advised of
his Mranda rights, told the police officers, in substance and in
part, he purchased a driver’s license froma “Chinese guy” for
approxi mat el y $500.

e After obtaining defendant Seung-Ho Noh’s consent,
police officers his searched his car and seized to foll ow ng
itenms: (1) two checkbooks in the name of C.S.H wth an address
in Ridgefield, New Jersey; (2) a fraudulently obtained Illinois
driver’s license in the nane CMS., which nane corresponds to a
586 social security nunber; (3) a MasterCard credit card in the
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name of CMS.; (4) a genuinely issued New Jersey driver’s

I i cense bel onging to defendant Hag- Sang Jang; (5) an application
form cont ai ni ng def endant Hag- Sang Jang’ s personal information,

i ncluding his address in Palisades Park, New Jersey, date of
birth, and business information, specifically, KNC Trading, Inc.
with an address in Qakland Gardens, New York, and a tax
identification nunber with the last four digits 4064; (6) a
genui nely issued New York driver’s license in the nane of B.H. L.
wi th a correspondi ng genui nely issued social security card in the
sanme nanme; (7) an Illinois driver’'s license in the name of Y. W;
and (8) a notebook containing nunerous handwitten entries
pertaining to nanes with correspondi ng 586 social security
nunbers, addresses, bank account nunbers, enmil address and
passwor ds.

f. In addition to the itens seized above, defendant
Seung- Ho Noh, after being advised of his Mranda rights, made the
foll ow ng statenents, in substance and in part, to the police
officers: (1) the notebook [see Paragraph 37e above] bel onged to
him and (2) he used checks fromthe checkbooks in the nanme of
C.S.H to issue checks to hinself, and he knew that the account
did not belong to him

: On or about April 27, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from def endant Seung-Ho Noh. During this intercepted
conversation, they discussed defendant Seung-Ho Noh's arrest.
The foll owi ng ensued, in substance and in part:

Par k: Yes.

Noh: Hel | 0?

Par k: Yes.

Noh: Yes, eh. How are you? This is M. Noh.

It’s M. Noh. Ha ha, you forgot, forgot'ny
| ast nane. Ha ha ha ha.

* * * *

Par k: At that time, | heard the runor, sonething
bad happened to you.

Noh: Ah. | just went together to open a bank
account .

Par k: What happened actual ly?

Noh: Ah. Sonmeone | knew. | wasn't really close

with himbut | wanted to open and do sone
[sic] check job. (enphasis added). So we
went to open sone bank accounts.

Par k: Yeah.
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Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

Par k:

Noh:

It was no problemw th Chase since | knew the
bank.

Yeah.

Then we decided to go to Citi, but when we
were going to go to the Citibank, to the
Korea, the area, the Korean, he has

done sonme job in that area with 586 already

[ Your Affiant believes that defendant Seung-
Ho Noh and def endant Yoon-Hee Park deci ded
agai nst opening the account at a Citibank
because defendant Yoon-Hee Park had al ready
defrauded that bank using a fraudulently
obt ai ned 586 identity].

Ah.

So we went to . . . [Nassau County].

Yeah, yeah.

But that man [defendant Yoon-Hee Park], |
knew he had an original licence. . . . [f]rom
Pennsyl vani a.

Yeah.

But when he popped out a license, he pulled
out a New York one that |ooked Iike a obvious
fake one. (enphasis added).

The New Yor k one?

Yeah, yeah. The New York one that was made,

| mean.

Aha, the New York one that was nmade here, you
mean? (enphasi s added).

Yeah, yeah. He pulled out the fake one. Not
t he Pennsyl vani a one but the fake one.

Umm

And then the bank teller was asking the
soci al nunmber, why the social card | ooked
like a blue print, [a] blue print [a
reference to being counterfeit].

Yeah, yeah.

He pulled that one out. At that nonent, |
knew | was screwed. (enphasis added). |
asked hi mwhy he pulled that one out and why
he even carried that. | asked himif he had
a legitimte one. He said that he just used
it.

Yeah.

At that nonent, the police caught up on us.
Umm

So we were all arrested.

* * * %
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Noh: You know t hat man [ def endant Yoon- Hee Par K]
has made nuch noney with the 586 going
t hrough Citi bank.

Par k: Going through Citi?

Noh: Yeah, yeah, going through G tibank.

Par k: Ah.

Noh: So we went to the Citibank. But . . . that
areais . . . . well known for its very

strong police force in New York

* * * *

Noh: So that, |, at that tine, had sone documents
inny car. Wat it was that | had sone
docunents to do sone tax work.

Par k: Yeah.

* * * *

Noh: From ny docunents, they found his docunents
about taxes and the 586 social nunbers. Al
those were in ny briefcase. That was the
problem | had a chance to get out but when
t hey search ny car, they found themin ny
briefcase. So | was arrested together [sic]
because they asked nme what those [docunents]
wer e.

h. Law enf orcenent have revi ewed def endant Seung-Ho
Noh’ s not ebook. The not ebook contai ned approxi mately 60
handwitten entries of Chinese nanes with correspondi ng 586
soci al security nunbers. In furtherance of the Park Crim nal
Enterprise, defendant Seung-Ho Noh and his co-conspirators used
t hese fraudul ently obtained 586 social security nunbers to file
fraudul ent tax returns and obtain tax refunds fromthe |Internal
Revenue Service in 2008 and 2009, seeking approxi mtely $500, 000
in refunds.

i On or about Decenber 30, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Seung-Ho Noh. During this intercepted
conversation, the follow ng discussion ensued, in substance and
in part:

Noh: Can | buy gift cards from Abercronbie [a

reference to Abercronbie and Fitch, retai
clothing store]?
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Par k: Yes, you can.
Noh: Ah, then can | use it although the card was
i ssued not too | ong ago?

* * * *

Par k: But, it’s hard for me to do if you nake
$1, 000 or $2,000, you should do nore than
$5, 000.

Noh: Man, | can only do up to $2, 000.

Par k: Then, why are you trying to shop at
Aber cronbi e?

* * * %

Par k: You can do kkang.

Noh: Wer e?

Par k: Bring it over here, | will do it for you.

Noh: Ah, then can it be done for 20%

Par k: Yes, that’s better, if you are not doing the
bi g anount.

Noh: Ch, | got it.

Par k: Bring in over. | will doit for you.

] . Later that day, during a subsequent tel ephone cal
over the First Target Facility, defendant Seung-Ho Noh asked,
“[1]f I bring it tonorrow, can you get nme sonme noney? | am
rat her desperate for noney.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied,
“Qooh. That won’t work. W©Money should cone in before | give you
the cut.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that it would take
approxi mately three days for the noney to cone in [fromthe
mer chant bank associ ated with defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s credit
card machi nes].

k. On or about Decenber 31, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Seung-Ho Noh. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Seung-Ho Noh stated, “[I] sw ped the
Di scover card earlier . . . . | got the bill already. . . it was
$80 something, can | bust it now or not yet?” Defendant Sang-
Hyun Park replied, “Yes, you can. . . .7
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93. Def endant Alex S. Lee

a. On or about February 27, 2010, defendant Al ex S.
Lee entered a Saks Fifth Avenue store in Bergen County, New
Jersey and opened a line of credit account with that store using
a counterfeit California driver’s license in the nanme of Yicun
Zhu, a correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, and Macy’'s Visa
credit card in the nane of Yicun Zhu. After opening this |ine of
credit in the nane of Yican Zhu, defendant Al ex S. Lee purchased
approximately $2,875.50 in nerchandi se fromthe store, including
a Louis Vuitton bag (%$1,410), Louis Vuitton belt ($575), and a
Louis Vuitton wallet ($740). After placing this nerchandise in
his car, defendant Alex S. Lee returned to the store and
attenpted to open a second line of credit in the name of Yun Hu,
using a Pennsylvania driver’s |license (see Paragraph 51 above), a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, and a Ctibank credit
card in the nane of Yun Hu. Thereafter, store personnel
approached defendant Alex S. Lee, he fled the store, and was
detained. After local police arrested defendant Alex S. Lee, the
followng itens were found on his person: (a) docunents rel ated
to two TD Bank accounts opened in the name of Yicun Zhu and Yun
Hu; (b) docunents related to a G tibank account opened in the
name of Yicun Zhu; (c) docunents related to a checki ng account at
Wachovi a opened in the nanme of Yun Hu; (d) docunents related to a
checki ng account at Chase opened in the nanme of Yun Hu; (e) a
genui nely issued but fraudul ently obtained Pennsylvania driver’s
license in the name of Yun Hu; (f) a counterfeit California
driver’s license in the nanme of Yicun Zhu; (g) a Macy’'s credit
card in the nane of Yicun Zhu; (h) a G tibank credit card in the
name of Yun Hu; and (i) a receipt fromPC R chard and Son
| ocated in Bergen County, New Jersey, for the purchase of a
$2,049.97 flat screen television purchased using the nanme Yicun
Zhu (defendant Alex S. Lee used the Yican Zhu identity to obtain
a charge account at PC Richard and Son, which charge account was
used to purchase the flat screen tel evision).

b. On or about February 27, 2010, defendant Al ex S.
Lee, in a witten statenent to police, admtted that he used
false information to fraudulently open an account at Saks Fifth
Avenue and thereafter purchased nmerchandi se using this
fraudul ently opened account.

C. In total, defendant Alex S. Lee caused in excess
of $40,000 in losses to credit card conpanies and retail stores
through his use of the fraudulent identities and the “bust out”
of the credit cards obtained with those fraudul ently obtained
identities.
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d. As described in Paragraph 102 bel ow, defendant
Matthew J. Kang did the credit build up for both Chinese
identities possessed and used by defendant Alex S. Lee.

94. Defendants Yong Kim Lee and H -Joo Yang

a. On or about Cctober 3, 2009, at approxi mtely
12:17 p.m, a law enforcenent officer conducting surveillance
near the Bergen Turnpi ke Ofice observed and video recorded
def endants Seung-Ho Noh and Yong Kim Lee exit a car, driven by
anot her person, and enter a driveway |eading to the Bergen
Tur npi ke O fice.

b. On or about Cctober 3, 2009, at approximtely
11: 28 a.m, over the First Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun
Park received an incom ng tel ephone call from defendant Seung- Ho
Noh. During this intercepted conversation, defendant Seung-Ho
Noh asked for directions to defendant Sang- Hyun Park’s Bergen
Turnpi ke O fice. Defendant Hyun-Jin LNU tol d def endant Seung-Ho
Noh that the “woman [the custoner acconpanyi ng def endant Seung- Ho
Noh] has the address.”

C. On or about April 15, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant Yong KimLee. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Yong Kim Lee stated she wanted to
i ntroduce a custoner to defendant Sang- Hyun Park. They agreed to
meet on April 22, 2010. During this conversation, defendant Yong
Kim Lee stated the custoner is filing for bankruptcy and “[the
custoner] has been naki ng paynents on the cards but they are al
maxed out.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “Bring themto ne.

Bring the cards, | will help [the custoner].”

d. On or about April 22, 2010, |aw enforcenent
of ficers were conducting surveillance near the Bergen Turnpi ke
O fice. The officers observed a car registered to defendant Hi-
Joo Yang pull into the Bergen Turnpi ke Ofice’s adjacent parking
lot with two occupants in the car (one nale and one fenale).
After approximately 50 m nutes, the car departed, was followed to
Li nden, New Jersey, and defendant Yong Kim Lee was phot ographed
exiting the car.

e. On or about April 27, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant H -Joo Yang. During this conversation,
def endant Hi -Joo Yang rem nded defendant Sang- Hyun Park that they
had met on April 22, 2010 with defendant Yong Kim Lee.
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f. On or about April 28, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Yong KimLee. During this conversation,
def endant Yong Kim Lee stated, “You know Deacon Yang [ def endant
H -Joo Yang] . . . . about doing the bank, he is concerned about
sonmeone knocking [on] his door, nothing |ike that woul d happen,
right?” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park replied, “Nothing |ike that
woul d ever happen.” Defendant Yong Kim Lee then stated, “I
recommended to himthat it would be better to just do it pronptly
t han borrow ng noney just to make paynents. Anyway, he is going
to cone see ne tonorrow to open anot her bank account.” Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park stated that he [defendant Hi -Joo Yang] called
yest er day.

On or about April 30, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang- Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Yong Kim Lee. Defendant Yong Kim Lee stated
t hat defendant Hi -Joo Yang “is w thdrawi ng cash from whatever is
left over fromthe credit . . . . so |l told himthat M. Jimy
Park is honest because unlike other [schemers] who woul d take out
[ roney] wi thout keeping him[H -Joo Yang] in the |loop. By the
way, the Deacon [Hi-Joo Yang] is not hinself at the novenent
. . [chuckl es] because he is concerned about conmtting sins
before God [chuckles].”

h. According to records from Bank of Anerica, on or
about May 1, 2010, a Bank of Anmerica credit card issued on the
nane of defendant Hi -Joo Yang was used to obtain a $3,000 cash
advance.

i According to records from Chase Bank, on or about
May 1, 2010, in Wiitestone, New York, a Chase Bank credit card
i ssued on the nane of defendant Hi -Joo Yang was used to obtain a
$1, 300 cash advance.

According to records from Chase Bank, on or about
May 1, 2010, a Chase Bank credit card issued on the nane of
def endant Hi -Joo Yang was used to obtain $500 t hrough a cash
advance (ATM on a second Chase Bank credit card.

k. On or about May 1, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Yong KimLee. During this conversation,
def endant Yong Kim Lee stated that she had received all of the
docunents and the card from defendant Hi -Joo Yang, and she agreed
to mail these itens to defendant Sang-Hyun Park at the Bergen
Turnpi ke Ofice. On or about May 4, 2010, over the First Park

99



Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Yong Kim Lee and confirmed his receipt of the
docunents.

l. On or about May 4, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoi ng tel ephone
call to defendant Hi -Joo Yang. During this conversation,

def endant Hyun-Jin LNU stated, “I have sone question for you .
.anong your Chase cards . . . . Crcuit Gty Reward . . . . the
card . . . . what’s the limt on that card?” Defendant Hi -Jo

Yang replied, “It has $6,900."

m On or about May 4, 2010, according to records from
Bank of Anerica, a check paynent was made in the anount of $6, 800
toward defendant Hi-Joo Yang’'s Bank of America account. On or
about May 6, 2010, a check paynent was made in the anount of
$2, 000 toward defendant Hi -Joo Yang' s Bank of Anmerica account.
These paynent were returned for insufficient funds.

n. From on or about May 7 through May 10, 2010,
according to records from Chase Bank, nultiple tel ephone and
online paynents were nade toward defendant Hi -Joo Yang' s Chase
Bank credit card accounts, including paynments in the approxinate
amount s of $4,200, $2,300, $2,000, $1,000, and $5,400. Al of
t hese paynent were returned for insufficient funds.

0. On or about May 8, 2010, the follow ng credit
card charges were nade agai nst several Chase credit cards issued
to defendant Hi -Joo Yang:

Mer chant Appr oxi mat e Anount
Cocoxu $782
A liquor store in Palisades Park , New $2, 246

Jersey (see Paragraph 41q bel ow)

Charge nade on or about May 8, 2010

A liquor store in Fort Lee, New Jersey $3, 735

p. In total, in or about May 2010, numerous charges
wer e made agai nst several credit cards issued to defendant Hi-Joo
Yang. These charges were not paid, resulting in a total |oss of
approxi mat el y $50, 000.
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qg. On or about May 8, 2010, a | aw enforcenent officer
was conducting surveillance near a |iquor store in Palisades
Park, New Jersey. During this surveillance, the |aw enforcenent
of fi cer observed and vi deo recorded defendant Hyun-Jin LNU exit
the liquor store with six cases of Johnny Wl ker whi skey (being
carried by a store enployee). Thereafter, defendant Osung Kwon
was observed and video recorded | oading the six cases of |iquor
into a black Mercedes-Benz SUV. The |aw enforcenent officer then
fol |l oned defendants Hyun-Jin LNU and Osung Kwon drive back to the
Bergen Turnpi ke Ofice.

95. Defendant Kyung-Ki Kim

a. On or about July 8, 2010, defendant Kyung-Ki Kim
entered Vall ey National Bank, in Fort Lee, New Jersey, and
attenpted to open a checking account using a counterfeit
California driver’s license in the name of Yuting Zhao with a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber. The bank contacted the
| ocal police, who questioned defendant Kyung-Ki Kimand told him
that the driver’s license was counterfeit. Thereafter, he
admtted that his real nane was Kyung K. Kimand that he paid
$1,500 for the counterfeit California driver’s |license.

Def endant Kyung-Ki Kimfurther admtted that he drove to the
bank, and his car was parked nearby. Thereafter, police officers
approached the car and observed an individual, later identified
as defendant Osung Kwon, sleeping in the car. Wen police asked
def endant Osung Kwon for his identification, he provided the
officers with defendant Kyung-Ki Kims New Jersey driver’s
license and then falsely clained that the driver’s |icense

bel onged to him Thereafter, police searched defendant Osung
Kwon’s wal l et and found a New Jersey driver’s |icense and a Chase
Visa debit card, both in the nanme of another person . Later,
during a video taped interview of defendant Kyung-Ki Kim by |aw
enforcenent, he admtted that he purchased the counterfeit
driver’s license from defendant Sang-Hyun Par k.

b. In addition, the investigation has reveal ed that
def endant Kyung-Ki Kim “busted out” credit cards in his own nane,
t hrough the assi stance of defendants Sang-Hyun Park and M n- Soo
Son, and ot her co-conspirators. Defendant Kyung-Ki Ki m applied
for and received credit cards fromvarious banks, credit card
conpani es, and retail stores, including Bank of Anerica, Capital
One Bank, Chase, Macy’'s, Kohls, Hone Depot, and Nordstrom anong
others. After obtaining these credit cards, defendant Kyung-K
Ki m made charges on credit card. On or about Decenber 18, 2009,
according to bank records and a photograph from Bank of Anerica’s
surveill ance video, defendant M n-Soo Son entered a Bank of
America branch in Engl ewood, New Jersey and made a paynent, in
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the formof a check drawn on the account of Erins Skin Care,

Inc., in the anpbunt of $7,825, toward defendant Kyung-Ki Kinis
Bank of Anerica credit card. On or about Decenber 24, 2009, this
check was returned for insufficient funds. After the bank
credited this paynment but before it was returned because of

i nsufficient funds, defendant Kyung-Ki Kims Bank of Anerica
credit card was used to make nunerous charges, including charges
Li Nails Plus (on or about Decenber 19, 2009 in the anount of
approxi mately $5,121.94) and New M&K d obal (Decenber 21, 2009 in
t he anpbunt of $2,520.24). |In total, defendant Kyung-Ki Ki m and
hi s co-conspirators obtai ned approxi mately $45,000 fromthe
credit cards referred to above by “busting out” these credit
cards.

96. Bank Fraud—€heck-Kiting (i.e., “Check Jobs”)

a. In addition to conmtting credit card fraud, as
descri bed above, the Park Crimnal Enterprise and its co-
conspirators use the fraudulently obtained identities and
identity docunents, including counterfeited identities, to conmt
bank fraud to enrich thensel ves and their co-conspirators. In
furtherance of this schenme, the Park Crimnal Enterprise opened
checki ng accounts and to obtai ned checkbooks in Chinese nanes
W th correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers (hereinafter “586
Accounts”). Thereafter, the Park Crimnal Enterprise and its co-
conspirators deposited and attenpted to deposit checks, drawn on
586 Accounts, into other 586 Accounts. These checks were drawn
agai nst accounts with non-existent funds. After depositing these
fraudul ent checks, the Park Crimnal Enterprise and its co-
conspirators wthdrew and attenpted to withdraw cash fromthese
586 Accounts before the bank discovered the checks to be
fraudulent. The foll ow ng paragraphs provi de exanpl e where the
Park Crimnal Enterprise and its co-conspirators conmtted and
attenpted to commt bank fraud through kiting checks:

Approxi mate Date | Descri ption

July 24, 2009 Def endant Hyun-Jin LNU opened and caused to
be opened a busi ness checki ng account at
Wachovi a Bank, Rutherford, New Jersey, in the
name Citi Apparel D stributor, using the nane
“Hai Hua Xu,” a correspondi ng 586 socia
security nunber, the identification card she
obt ai ned through the IDW, a tax

i dentification nunber (the sanme 586 soci al
security number corresponding to Hai Hua Xu),
and her previous address.
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Appr oxi mat e Date

Descri ption

January 4, 2010

Accordi ng to bank records and a phot ograph
fromthe bank’s surveillance video, defendant
Hyun-Jin LNU deposited a check, drawn on a
account belonging to Limn Sun (a nane
corresponding to a 586 social security
nunber), in the amount of approxi mately
$4,920 and payable to Citi Fashi on, which
check was deposited into the Gti Fashion
Whol esal e Account. This $4,920 was returned
for insufficient funds.

January 4, 2010

Accordi ng to bank records and a phot ograph
fromthe bank’s surveillance video, defendant
Hyun-Jin LNU cashed a check, drawn on the
Cti Fashion Wol esal e Account, in the anount
of $2,400 and nmade payable to “cash.”

January 5, 2010

Accordi ng to bank records and a photograph
fromthe bank’s surveillance video, defendant
Hyun-Jin LNU deposited a check, drawn on a
account belonging to Limn Sun (a nane
corresponding to a 586 social security
nunber), in the anmobunt of approxinately

$3, 000 and payable to Citi Fashion, which
check was deposited into the Cti Fashion
Whol esal e Account. This $3,000 check was
returned for insufficient funds.

January 5, 2010

Accordi ng to bank records and a photograph
fromthe bank’s surveillance video, defendant
Hyun-Jin LNU cashed two check, both drawn on
the Citi Fashi on Wol esal e Account, in the
amounts of $3,000 and $1, 500 and both nade
payable to “cash.” In total, through this
check-kiting schene, defendant Hyun-Jin LNU
defrauded Wachovi a Bank, causing a | oss of
approxi mately $6, 900.
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Appr oxi mat e Date

Descri ption

March 8, 2010

Accordi ng to bank records and phot ographs
from Chase Bank, Ridgefield, New Jersey,

def endant Osung Kwon opened a busi ness
checki ng account in the nane of USA Appar el
usi ng the nanme “Xi aoling Zhang,” a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, a
counterfeit Nevada driver’s license, and
def endant Osung Kwon’ s hone address.
According to records fromInmm gration and
Custons Enforcenent (hereinafter “ICE"),

def endant Osung Kwon is an illegal alien who
entered the United States fromthe Republic
of Korea and was never issued a socia
security nunber.

April 29, 2010

According to records from Bank of Anerica and
a photograph fromthe bank’ s surveillance

vi deo, defendant Joong-Hyun Jung entered a
Bank of Anerica branch in Leonia, New Jersey
and, deposited a check from USA Apparel (see
Par agraph directly above, dated March 8,
2010, regarding this account), in the anount
of $6,291.55, into a business account

bel onging to a co-conspirator in Los Angel es,
California. According to records fromthe
Bank of Anmerica, this account, at the tine of
the transaction, was overdrawn by

approxi mately $5, 100.

May 6, 2010

Def endant Joong- Hyun Jung entered a Chase
Bank branch in Ridgefield, New Jersey and,
according to bank records and a phot ograph
fromthe bank’s surveillance video, deposited
a check drawn on a conpany registered to a
Chi nese nane with a correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, in the anobunt of $7,690. 70,
into a business account bel onging to USA

Apparel Inc.
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Approxi mate Date | Descri ption

June 25, 2010 According to records from Vall ey Nationa
Bank and a photograph fromthe bank’s
surveill ance video, defendant Gsung Kwon
entered a Valley National Bank in Bergen
County, New Jersey and deposited a check in

t he anount of $6,000, drawn on the account of
“Cheng Yu Ma,” into the account in the nane
of Mei hong He [defendant Hye-Wn Jun’s

Chi nese alias]. This check was returned for
i nsufficient funds.

The Credit Build Up Teans

97. Your Affiant’s investigation has reveal ed that the
ability of the Park Crimnal Enterprise to conmmt credit card
fraud, bank fraud, and other financial frauds is directly tied to
the individuals and entities who build the credit scores of the
fraudul ently acquired Chinese identities (see Paragraph 48 for an
expl ai ning of how the build up was acconplish). As part of this
process and to ensure its success, the individuals who build
credit scores nake fal se statenents and representations to credit
reporting agencies and others. For exanple, to establish an
address history for the fraudul ently obtained Chinese identities
and correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, an essenti al
el enent of the credit build up, the individuals involved in
credit build up know ngly made fal se statenments concerning the
resi dency of these identities.

98. After the Chinese identity is attached to the prinmary
account (i.e., the individual’ s credit card account who is
engaged in the credit build up), the credit card conpany issued a
credit card, in the nane of the Chinese identity, to the address
provi ded by the primary account holder. These credit cards,
however, are not used.

99. After the credit score related to the Chinese identity
had been increased, the individual involved in the build up
removed these identities fromtheir primary account to prevent
the primary account from being negatively effected by the
i npendi ng “bust out” activity.

100. By attaching these identities to their credit card
accounts, the individuals involved in the credit build up caused
the credit scores associated wth these fraudul ently obtained
Chinese identities to be artificially and fraudul ently increased
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for the purpose of commtting financial fraud, including bank and
credit card fraud.

101. On or about Septenber 16, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from an unknown co-conspirator. During this
i ntercepted conversation, the unknown co-conspirator asked,
“Then, president, can’t you rush the build up guys?” Defendant
Sang- Hyun Park replied that the build up was finished but pending
an address verification. The unknown co-conspirator asked,
“IDlon’t the build up people do changing of the address as
wel | ?,” and Sang- Hyun Park stated that he was using a different
build up person “because those [last build up] guys took too
long.” Later, the unknown co-conspirator acknow edged that Saks
Fifth Avenue approved the card but Nordstrom denied the
application. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park advi sed the unknown co-
conspirator that the “reason was that Saks took Equifax, so the
address was correct and that’s why they gave you a card but in
the case of Nordstrom [the store] accepts [uses] Experian and
when [the store] | ooked at Experian, the address didn’t match.”
The unknown co-conspirator asked Sang-Hyun Park if he could
“rush” the build up of the credit score by offering nore noney.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park replied, “Of course, we have to do it
qui ckly [bJut I have to get that done, too, so | can get nmy 50%"”

102. Defendant Matthew J. Kang

a. On or about Septenber 14, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked
def endant Matthew J. Kang “[c]an you take any 586 custoners?”
Def endant Matthew J. Kang replied, “Well, | think, should we wait
until [the custoner] gets through?,” and defendant Sang- Hyun Park
agreed. Defendant Matthew J. Kang then asked defendant Sang-Hyun
Park i f “they prepare[d] the IDs at that end, yet?,” and Sang-
Hyun Park replied, “[1 was told] the IDs will come this Friday.”

b. On or about Septenber 23, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i ncom ng
t el ephone call from defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this
i ntercepted conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “I
have to go to Macy’'s and a few other places. Aren’'t you gonna do
t he banks?” Defendant Matthew J. Kang replied, “l did one at
Cti . . . .[t]he others didn’t look so good so | intentionally
didn’t do them” Defendant Sang- Hyun Park then asked for the
password and identification for a custonmer’s credit report.
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C.

On or about Novenber 4, 2009, over the First Park

Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an out goi ng tel ephone
call to defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this intercepted phone

conversation
in part:

Kang:
Par k:
Kang:

Par k:

Kang:
Par k:
Kang:
Par k:
Kang:

Par k:

Kang:
Par k:

Kang:
Par k:

Kang:
Par k:
Kang:

Par k:

d.

the foll ow ng di scussion ensued, in substance and

Yes, President Park. How are you?

Yes, M. Kang.

You' ve been busy. Yes, yes. I'mcalling to
see if you got the IDs and stuff.

| just talked to [the person] and [the
person] said it’s com ng on Saturday.
Sat ur day?

Yes.

| see . . . . Call ne.

Yes.

And, you, you said it’s hard to bust out the
Chase cards, right?

No, it doesn’'t matter. . . . [I]t doesn't
matter but [they do] chargeback so [you] need
to buy a nerchandise and resell it.

Ah!

It’s hard to get it out from Chase. O
course cash advance, it wouldn't matter if
the limt for cash and purchase are the

sane.

Yes, yes.

However, if the limt is $5,000 . . . . cash,
cash is like $1,500, then the rest has to be
done t hrough buyi ng nmerchandi se.

MM nm

[1]" msaying you can’t sw pe on our machine.
Ah, to buy nerchandi se the person needs to go
around hi m herself and nake the purchase.

Ri ght, right.

On or about April 14, 2010, over the First Park

Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone

call from Matt hew J.

Kang. During this intercepted conversation,

the foll ow ng di scussion ensued, in substance and in part:

Par k:

Kang:
Par k:
Kang:

| have sonmething that | have to build up
(enmphasi s added).

Oh. | see.

| told you about it |ast week.

Yes.

* * * %
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Par k: Al so, 3 or 4 custoners of ours got theirs
[ accounts] closed. They don’t own cards.
| ooked at their files and they had probl ens
with their accounts wi th another major bank,
Ctibank, or they didn't nmake paynments for
their cards.

Kang: It seens that way.

Par k: So | think the conputer networks of Citi and
BoA may be collaborating. O as you said BoA
reviews their owmn files of the custoners and
if they are deeply in debt or-

Kang: As | understand it, banks don’'t share
detailed information of custoners but the
credit report is opento all. It seens that
they reviewit . . . . They collaborate with
credit report conpani es and exchange
information rapidly. | don’t understand it

but it seenms that’s what they do. Anyway,
that’s it. Hahaha.

Par k: Then I will later today-
Kang: Pl ease call ne |ater.
Par k: | sold all the liquor for the lady and I’ |

sumari ze the task for you. Wen should I
give you the build up tasks for 4 people?
(enphasi s added).

Kang: The earlier the better.

Par k: kay. This week.

* * * *

Kang: You took al nmost $14,000 out for the |ady .
. . that she can take hone?

Par k: What | bought the liquor wth?

Kang: Yes. You took a lot out. [a reference to
fraudul ently obtai ned noney] (enphasi s added).

Par k: We took a | ot out.

Kang: Yes.

Par k: | will give you a clean account for that.

Kang: kay. Do what you have to do.

Par k: | will call you back

Kang: kay. Thank you.

Par k: Ckay.

e. On or about April 14, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an out goi ng tel ephone
call to defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, “1 got them al
ready. | finished putting together the ladies. . . . [They] have
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charged about $26,000 at that tine.” Defendant Matthew J. Kang
replied, “lI thought so.” [Based on this conversation, Your
Affiant believes that defendant Sang-Hyun Park was referring to
noney, specifically $26,000, that had been obtained through
“busting out” credit cards]. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park then
stated, “So, | owe you $13, 000 sonething,” and defendant Matthew
J. Kang replied, “Yes.” They agreed to neet later that day at a
cof fee shop next to Cello Hair.

f. On or about April 14, 2010, a | aw enforcenent
of ficer was conducting surveillance near Cello Hair, in Palisades
Park, New Jersey. During this surveillance, the | aw enforcenent
of fi cer observed and video recorded defendant Matthew J. Kang
nmeeting with defendant Hyun-Jin LNU in a coffee shop next to
Cello Hair.

g. During this investigation, federal agents obtained
records from Aneri can Express, Citibank, and credit reporting
agencies pertaining to credit card accounts belonging to
def endant Matthew J. Kang (using the nanme “Matthew J. Kang”).
These records reveal that beginning in or about July 2007
def endant Matthew J. Kang has attached at |east 70 individuals to
his credit card accounts as authorized users. The vast majority
of the names attached to defendant Matthew J. Kang s accounts are
Chi nese nanes with correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers.
These Chi nese nanmes were renmoved fromhis credit card accounts
before the credit cards were used to commit fraud, as foll ows:

Chi nese Nane/ Real ldentity Remar ks

SSN

“J.Z.7 Cooper ati ng Cooperating Wtness One
Wt ness One pur chased a 586 socia

586 security card and

counterfeit California
driver’s license in the
nane of “J.Z.” from

def endant s Sang- Hyun Park
and Hyun-Jin LNU on or
about May 8, 2010.
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Chi nese Nane/
SSN

Real ldentity

Renmar ks

‘DDML.”

586

Under cover Agent

The Undercover Agent

pur chased a 586 soci al
security card and
counterfeit California
driver’s licenses in the
nane of “D.ML.” from

def endant s Sang- Hyun Park
and Hyun-Jin LNU.

Yul an Q an

586

Def endant Any
Yang

Def endant Any Yang used
this fraudul ent identity
(Yulan Q an), together with
a counterfeit Nevada
driver’s |license and
correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, to open an
account at Vall ey National
Bank. She al so used this
fraudul ently obtai ned
identity to obtain
approximately two credit
cards.

Yuting Zhao
586

Def endant Kyung-
Ki Kim

Def endant Kyung K. Kimtold
police officers that he
pai d def endant Sang- Hyun
Park $1,500 for a
counterfeit California
driver’s license with a
correspondi ng 586 soci al
security numnber in the nane
of Yuting Zhao. Defendant
Kyung K. Kimwas arrested
as he attenpted to open a
bank account using this
fraudul ently obtai ned
identity.

Fei Chen

586

Def endant Young-
Who Ji

Def endant Young Who Ji
obtained a driver’s license
fromthe | DW using a 586
soci al security nunber not

I ssued to him
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Chi nese Nane/
SSN

Real ldentity

Renmar ks

Yi cun Zhu

586

Alex S. Lee

Def endant Alex S. Lee used
this fraudul ent identity
(Yican Zhu), a
correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, and a
counterfeit California
driver’s license, to open a
line of credit at Saks
Fifth Avenue, in Bergen
County, New Jersey. In
addi tion, defendant Al ex S
Lee used this fraudul ent
identity to obtain a charge
account at PC Richard and
Son, which credit card was
used to purchase a fl at
screen tel evision.

Yun Hu

586

Alex S. Lee

Def endant Alex S. Lee
attenpted used this
fraudulent identity (Yun
Hu), together with a
fraudul ently obtai ned
Pennsyl vani a driver’s

| i cense and correspondi ng
586 social security nunber,
to open a line of credit at
Saks Fifth Avenue, in
Bergen County, New Jersey.

Mei hong He
586

Def endant Hye-Won

Jung

Def endant Hye-Won Jung used
this fraudul ent identity
(Mei hong He) and a
correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, to obtain
approximately ten credit
cards and lines of credit
fromvarious credit card
conpani es and ret ai

stores. These charges were
not paid, resulting in a
total |oss of approximately
$8, 000.
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Chi nese Nane/
SSN

Real ldentity

Renmar ks

Run Hong Liu

586

Def endant Song-Ja
Par k

Def endant Song-Ja Park,
used this fraudul ent
identity (Run Hong Liu), a
correspondi ng 586 soci al
security nunber, and a
counterfeit Nevada driver’s
license, to open an account
at Chase Manhattan Bank, in
Bergen County, New Jersey.

103. Defendant Rita S. Kimand Hyon- Suk Chung

a.

During this investigation,
records from Aneri can Express,

Citibank, and credit

federal agents obtained

reporting

agencies pertaining to credit card accounts belonging to

defendants Rita S. Kimand Hyon- Suk Chung,
Shin Yong Consul ting,
These records reveal

owner/ oper ators of

LLC, d/b/a Shin Hwa Consul ting.
t hat beginning in or about July 2008,
defendants Rita S. Kimand Hyon- Suk Chung have attached at

| east

65 individuals to their credit card accounts as authorized users.
The vast majority of the names attached to their accounts are

Chi nese nanes with correspondi ng 586 soci al

security nunbers.

These Chi nese nanes were renoved fromtheir credit card accounts
before the credit cards were used to commt fraud, as follows

Chi nese Nane/
SSN

Real ldentity

Renar ks

“Y.L.” Cooper ati ng Cooperating Wtness One
Wtness One pur chased a 586 socia
security card then use it
to obtain an Illinois
driver’s license.
“Y.F. Z.” Cooper ati ng Cooperating Wtness Two
Wt ness Two purchased a 586 socia
586 security card and

counterfeit Nevada driver’s
license in the nane of
“Y.F.Z.” from defendants
Sang- Hyun Park, Hyun-Jin
LNU, and Young- Hee Ju.
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Chi nese Nane/
SSN

Real ldentity

Renmar ks

Zhankun Liu Dong-11 Kim Def endant Dong-I11 Kim
obtained a driver’s license

586 fromthe | DW using a 586
soci al security nunber not
issued to himin the nane
of Zhankun Li u.

Q ng Yun Wang unknown In or about July 2009, the

586

Q ng Yun Wng identity was
attached to defendant Hyon-
Suk Chung’s G tibank credit
card as an authorized user.

Dongshu Li

586

Jong- Kwan Hong

Def endant Jong- Kwan Hong
used the Chi nese nane
Dongshu Li, a correspondi ng
586 social security nunber
not issued to him and a
counterfeit Nevada driver’s
| icense to open accounts
and obtain credit cards.

Dongshu Li

586

Jong- Kwan Hong

In or about m d-2009, the
Dongshu Li identity was
attached to defendant Rita
S. Kinis Citibank credit
card as an authori zed user.

Wei Yun Zhong

586

Dong- Wn Kim

Def endant Dong- Wn Ki m
obtained a driver’s |icense
fromthe | DW using a 586
soci al security nunber not
issued to himin the nane
of Wei Yun Zhong.

In or about m d-2009, the
Wi Yun Zhong identity was
attached to defendant Rita
S. Kinis Ctibank credit
card as an authori zed user.
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Chi nese Nane/ Real ldentity Remar ks

SSN

Cheng Yu Ma unknown This Chinese identity was
used to commt a variety of

586 frauds (see Paragraphs 84e,

89h, and 96 above).

In or about m d-2009, the
Cheng Yu Ma identity was
attached to defendant Rita
S. Kinis Citibank credit
card as an aut hori zed user.

104. Def endant Young- Wo Ji

a. As descri bed above in Paragraphs 8, defendant
Young-Wo Ji conspired with defendant Sang-Hyun Park to do the
credit build up for defendant |In-Sook Lee’s Chinese identity,
Pi ng Fang.

b. On or about COctober 3, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park spoke w th defendant Hyun-Jin
LNU (using another co-conspirator’s cellular telephone). During
this intercepted conversation, defendants Sang-Hyun Park and
Hyun-Jin LNU di scussed the status of credit build ups/address
verifications being worked on by defendant Young-Wo Ji.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park instructed her to not inquire into a
custoner’s credit history because it |lowers the credit score.
Def endant Sang- Hyun Park stated, “The rest should be done like
you said. He [defendant Young-Wo Ji] treated the noney that was
given like this: [defendant Yong Kim Lee and anot her custoner]
. . are $500 and $500, so it’s $1,00 total, but he [defendant
Young-Wbo Ji] settled with $800 sent that time. . . .” Later
during the conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated, *“I
heard [ def endant Young-Wo Ji] asked you to send sone docunent
over . . . . bill and . . . in order to put the address of
hi msel f, he needs [the] bill and a bank paynent. . . . . Once he
[ def endant Young-Wo Ji] can verify the address and finish the
build up, that address will show up [on the custoner credit
report]. . . . About the two build up [sic] that went into
[ def endant Young-Wbo Ji] in order for those to [appear on the
custoner’s credit report] he needs two proof[s] of residence.”
Def endant Hyun-Jin LNU acknow edged that she under st ood.
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The Col | usi ve Merchant s—" Kkang”

a. In furtherance of the schene, the Park Crimna
Enterprise and its co-conspirators use credit card machines to
obt ai n noney by charging or “sw ping” the fraudul ently obtained
credit cards. To carry out the schene, the collusive nerchant
enters into a contract with a Merchant Bank (often referred to as
Acqui ring Bank) and sets up an account with the Merchant/

Acqui ring Bank. This account allows all approved credit card
transacti ons conducted by the collusive nmerchant to be processed
and deposited into the collusive nmerchant’s bank account, and
then, transferred into the collusive nerchant’s busi ness banking
account. On a daily basis, the Merchant/ Acquiring Bank w ||
receive all authorized credit card transactions fromthe
col l usive nerchant and settle (obtain paynent) fromthe
respective credit cards entities. Thereafter, the Merchant/
Acqui ring Bank deposits the proceeds into the collusive

mer chant’ s bank account.

b. As part of the schene, the Coll usive Merchants
of ten change nmerchants and routinely change the nanmes of their
entities to avoid detection and scrutiny by | aw enforcenent.

105. Def endant Sang- Hyun Park

a. On or about Septenber 9, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an out goi ng tel ephone
call to a co-conspirator (a Korean-speaking male). During this
i ntercepted conversation, the unknown nale stated “you know t he
card you worked on for “round two” [a reference to busting out
credit cards], to swipe it, how nuch processing fee do you take .
. . . [r]lound two, that the nerchant sw pes?” Defendant Sang-
Hyun Park responded: “I charge 20% kkang fee. . . . It is 20% no
matter what, if it’s swping the card.” The unknown nmal e then
stated to call him®“if there is anything good” because he wanted
to make sone noney. Defendant Sang-Hyun Park questioned the
unknown mnal e about how he uses credit cards, and the unknown nal e
stated, “I don’t do it on the [credit card] machine. | spin
[sic] it . . . . | take out the cash that I can take out. And
buy [gift cards].”

b. During this investigation, federal agents have
revi ewed t he bank accounts of Cocoxu and Li Nails. Defendant
Sang- Hyun Par k opened these accounts and is the authorized
signatory on these accounts. These records reveal that the vast
majority of deposits into these accounts originates fromcredit
card transactions—+.e., credit card charges or “sw pes” nade
through credit card machines. |In total, fromin or about June
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2009 through in or about July 2010, approximately $880, 000 was
collectively deposited into these two accounts. After this noney
was deposited into these accounts, the vast majority of the noney
was either wi thdrawn by checks (payable to cash) or transferred
through wire transactions. The followi ng chart sets forth sone
of these wire transactions, anong others:

Date of Wre From To Ampount | Remar ks

Transacti on

June 16, 2009 | Cocoxu bank in Seoul, $6, 000 | Paynent
Sout h Kor ea

July 22, 2009 | Cocoxu bank in Seoul, $1,300 |G ft
Sout h Kor ea

July 22, 2009 | Cocoxu bank in Seoul, $2,000 |G ft
Sout h Kor ea

August 19, Cocoxu bank in Seoul, $2,500 |G ft

2009 Sout h Kor ea

August 24, Cocoxu bank in Seoul, $1,700 |G ft

2009 Sout h Kor ea

Sept enber 8, Cocoxu bank in Seoul, $4,000 |G ft

2009 Sout h Kor ea

November 9, Cocoxu bank i n Seoul , $9, 000 | Paynent

2009 Sout h Kor ea

Decenber 10, Cocoxu bank in Seoul, $5,500 |G ft

2009 Sout h Kor ea

March 3, 2010 | Cocoxu bank i n Seoul , $7, 000 | Purchase of
Sout h Kor ea Mer chandi se

July 1, 2010 Li Nails bank i n Seoul , $1, 000 | None
Sout h Kor ea

106. Def endant Hyeon-U Ki m and Sunny Enterprises

a. On or about Septenber 14, 2009, over the First
Park Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park made an out goi ng phone
call to defendant Hyeon-U Kim During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park asked how nuch of a credit
card charge “Sunny Enterprises swi pe at one tinme?” Defendant

Hyeon-U Kim stated, “1 don't think it’'s good to sw pe too nuch,
maybe $2,000,” and they agreed to sw pe $2,300. Defendant Sang-
Hyun Park said “we will send the invoice when we are told. It
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will be nice to get the noney.” Defendant Sang-Hyun Park
concluded the call by stating he would call back defendant Hyeon-
U Kimafter he sw ped the card.

b. As described above, a fraudulently obtained credit
card in the Y.L. Identity [Cooperating Wtness One] was charged
to Sunny Enterprises.

107. Defendant Hyo-11 Song—53 Sansung DC and 90 You and Me

a. 153 Sanmsung DC, Inc. was incorporated in New
Jersey under the nane Haizhe Pei, an identity used by defendant
Hyo-11 Song.

b. On or about Decenber 21, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an inconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant Hyo-1|l Song. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that he needed to
“swi pe the card one nore tine for about $5,000. . . . That's the
remai ni ng avail abl e bal ance.” Defendant Hyo-1l Song stated that
he woul d go to defendant Sang-Hyun Park’s | ocation, and defendant
Sang- Hyun Park stated, “If possible, I want to swipe it on your
equipnent. . . . W don’t need to nake other people nake noney.”

C. On or about Decenber 23, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Dong-Wn Kim During this intercepted

conversation, defendant Dong-Wn Kimstated, “I amon ny way. |
amjust . . . crossing the George Washington Bridge.” After

def endant Dong-Wn Kim stated that the anobunt on the card was in
excess of $11, 000, defendant Sang- Hyun Park suggested, “I am
short of equi pnent and have to use President Daniel’s equi pnment
to swi pe [defendant Hyo-Il Song]. . . . Shall | tell Daniel to
bring the equi pnment here?” Defendant Dong-Wn Kimreplied, *“Yes,
do that. And, if you need equi pnent, take one of mne. | have
one that can swipe up to $2,000.” During a subsequent

i nt ercepted phone call between defendants Sang-Hyun Park and
Dong-Wn Kim |l ater that day, defendant Sang-Hyun Park stated that
he swi ped “$5,012,” and “l swiped it on Daniel’s equipnent.”
During yet another intercepted phone call between defendants
Sang- Hyun Park and Dong-Wn Kim | ater that day, defendant Sang-
Hyun Park stated, “$4,897 was swiped at Li Nail shop. . . . [Alnd
$5, 012 was swiped at You and Me. . . . [and $1,210 was swi ped at
Erins Skin Supply].”

d. On or about Decenber 24, 2009, over the First Park

Facility, while off the hook and placing a call to defendant
Dong-Wn Kim defendant Sang- Hyun Park was intercepted making the
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foll ow ng statenents to unknown individuals: “You need to be on

t he nove, too. From $40, 000, $50,000, about $27,000 is left. So
both of you go and since it’s about $14, 000, okay? Just ID.
take 586 one, not the personal one.”

e. On or about April 12, 2010, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an i nconm ng tel ephone
call from defendant Hyo-1|l Song, a/k/a “Daniel.” The follow ng
i ntercepted conversation ensued, in substance and in part:

Par k: Hel | o.

Song: How are you, M. President? This is Daniel.

Par k: Yes, M. President, yes.

Song: The Amex card, can we run it for $5, 000?

Par k: Anmex, $5, 000.

Song: What ?

Par k: M. President, no machine can run an Amex
card for $5,000 wi th one sw pe.

Song: Haha. |s that so?

Par k: Yes.

Song: Can it be done in two sw pes?

Par k: In two swipes? Gve nme a mnute. Just a
m nute. Please wait a m nute.

Song: Ckay.

Par k: Yes, sir. It is possible to do it in two
SW pes.

Song: s that right? Wen can | bring it over?
Now?

Par k: That’ s fine. Ckay.

Song: |’ m com ng over now.

Par k: kay

Song: kay.

Your Affiant believes that during this conversation, defendants
Sang- Hyun Park and Hyo-I1 Song were discussing “busting out”
(i.e., “swiping”) an Anerican Express credit card. During the
investigation, it was determ ned that defendant Sang-Hyun Park
mai ntains credit card machines at his offices for the purpose of
fraudul ently charging fraudulently acquired credit cards.

e. According to financial records related to “90 You

and Me,” approximately $78,000 in deposits were made into this
entity’ s account.
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108. Defendant Edward M Ha

a. On or about Cctober 2, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park received an incom ng tel ephone
call from defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Matthew J. Kang stated that a card was
swi ped for $1,700 at an “accountant’s office . . . . 730 Grand
Ave., it’'s Ridgefield, R dgefield. . . . the [custoner] is saying
in way that it was a tax paynent, for a paynent.”

b. On or about March 28, 2010, a | aw enforcenent
of ficer conducted surveillance at 730 Gand Avenue, Ridgefield,
New Jersey. This surveillance reveal ed that defendant Edward M
Ha, a certified public accountant, nmaintains a suite at this
| ocati on.

C. On or about Novenber 11, 2009, over the First Park
Facility, defendant Sang-Hyun Park nade an outgoing tel ephone
call to defendant Matthew J. Kang. During this intercepted
conversation, defendant Sang-Hyun Park placed defendant Hyun-Jin
LNU on the phone, and she spoke w th defendant Matthew J. Kang.
Def endant Hyun-Jin LNU stated, “Earlier, you included one
additional person . . . . Chunyu An . . . . You didn’'t give this
person’s credit card information.” Defendant Matthew J. Kang
t hen provided the information.

d. According to records from Macy’ s/ Bl oom ngdal e’ s,
at least two credit cards were issued to an individual using the
name Chunyu An, a 586 social security nunber, an Nevada driver’s
license [later determned to be counterfeit], and an address
bel ongi ng to defendant Matthew J. Kang. According to these
records, these two credit card were used to conduct the
foll owi ng transacti ons:

Dat e Armount Transaction I nformation
January 5, 2010 $2, 000 Edward M Ha, CPA
January 20, 2010 [$7,000 Edward M Ha, CPA
January 20, 2010 | $5,500 Edward M Ha, CPA
e. According to records from Macy’ s/ Bl oom ngdal e’ s,

the foll owi ng charges were nmade on other credit cards associ ated
wi t h Chi nese nanes, correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers,
and counterfeit Nevada driver’s |icenses, through defendant
Edward M Ha’' s busi ness:
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Dat e Amount Transaction | nformation
Oct ober 30, 2009 $6, 000 Edward M Ha, CPA
January 11, 2010 $3, 000 Edward M Ha, CPA
January 11, 2010 $2, 500 Edward M Ha, CPA
January 11, 2010 $3, 500 Edward M Ha, CPA
January 21, 2010 $7, 300 Edward M Ha, CPA
f. According to records from Citibank, the foll ow ng

charges were made on other credit cards associated with Chinese
names, correspondi ng 586 social security nunbers, and counterfeit
Nevada driver’s licenses, through defendant Edward M Ha’'s

busi ness (except as descri bed bel ow):

Dat e Anmount Transaction I nformation
Sept enber 25, $20, 000 Edward M Ha, CPA

2009

Cct ober 5, 2009 $4, 800 Edward M Ha, CPA

Cct ober 16, 2009 $8, 500 Edward M Ha, CPA

(corresponding to a credit card
i ssued to defendant Hyo-|

Song, which credit card was
“busted out”)

g. According to records from TD Bank, the foll ow ng
charges were made TD Bank credit cards issued to Chi nese nanes
and correspondi ng 586 social security nunber, as foll ows:

Dat e Anmount Transaction |Information
February 9, 2010 $2, 500 Edward M Ha, CPA
February 17, 2010 | $8, 500 Edward M Ha, CPA
March 3, 2010 $5, 000 Edward M Ha, CPA

120



h. Al of the credit cards used to conduct the
transacti ons descri bed above at defendant Edward H Ha's busi ness
were “busted out.”

i, Based on the above, Your Affiant submits that
defendant Edward M Ha is a collusive nerchant who used his
accounting business’ credit card nmachine to engage in “kkang.”

109. ENU LNU#1 (a/k/ia “Xijun Gu")

a. According to records froma nerchant bank,
def endant FNU LNU#1, using the Chinese nane Xijun CGu, a
correspondi ng 586 soci al nunber, and a busi ness address (i.e.,
t he Bergen Boulevard Ofice) fornmerly used by defendant FNU LNU#1
and defendant Sang Hyun-Park (as determ ned by surveill ance),
applied for and obtained a nerchant bank account in the nane of
“For Your Joy.” On this application, defendant FNU LNU#1
represented that his business was a cl ot hi ng whol esal e busi ness
| ocated at the Bergen Boul evard Ofice. Cooperating Wtness One
entered this office on several occasions and never observed any
evi dence of a clothing business. Furthernore, according to these
records, defendant FNU LNU#1 used Cocoxu (defendant Sang—Hyun
Park’s shell conpany) as a reference.

b. According to financial records related to “For
Your Joy,” fromin or about April 2009 though in or about March
2010, approximately $363,000 in deposits were made into this
entity’ s account.
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The Schene to Defraud the United States—Internal Revenue Service

110. On or about April 8, 2010, a Form 1040 EZ, | ndi vi dual
| ncome Tax Return, was electronically filed with the Internal
Revenue Service in the nanme of Jian F. Jiang, with a
correspondi ng 586 social security nunber. This nanme and soci al
security nunmber were used by defendant Sang- Hyun Park to obtain
an Illinois identification card, as described in Paragraph 51
above. This return clainmed a tax refund of approxi mately $3, 258.
The electronically filed return was acconpani ed by a Form W 2,
claimng that Jian F Jiang was enployed by Areth Thread, |ocated
in Palisades Park, New Jersey, a conpany incorporated by
def endant Sang-Hyun Park. Furthernore, federal agents traced the
I nternet Provider address (hereinafter “1P address”) related to
this return, and, according to the Service Provider, the
subscri ber of that |IP address was defendant Sang-Hyun Park, using
an address of an apartnent in Flushing, New York (hereinafter the
“Flushing Address”). The Internal Revenue Service determ ned
that the return was filed fromthe Flushing Address. The
I nt ernal Revenue Service did not pay this refund. Furthernore,
According to the Internal Revenue Service, in 2010, several other
Forms 1040 EZ were electronically filed or transmtted fromthe
Fl ushi ng Address, using sane | P address traceable to defendant
Sang- Hyun Park. Each return clainmed a refund and was filed with
a name corresponding to a 586 social security nunber, as foll ows:

Appr oxi mat e | Nane and SSN | Def endant Amount Pur port ed
Date Return [on Return Associ at ed d ai ned/ Enpl oyer
Filed W th Recei ved
I dentity
Mar ch 6, Zhanhong Fan | Sung-Si| Joh | $1, 904 Bi g Buy
2010 $1,829.19 |Enterprise,
586 SSN | nc.,
Little
Ferry, NJ
April 8, Pi ng Fang | n- Sook Lee |$2,996 | mage Nai
2010 $2, 996 Spa, Inc.,
586 SSN Ciffside
Par k, NJ
April 8, Hong Y. Xu unknown $3, 258 500 Joker
2010 $0 Billiard
586 SSN LLC,
Pal i sades
Par k, NJ
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Appr oxi mate | Nane and SSN | Def endant Amount Pur ported
Date Return |on Return Associ at ed d ai med/ Enpl oyer
Filed W th Recei ved
I dentity
April 13, Qui zhen Guo | unknown $3, 616 Bl ue Star
2010 $0 Meat Cor p.,
586 SSN Bronx, NY
April 13, Shan J. Jin |unknown $3, 473 Bl ue Star
2010 $0 Meat Corp.,
586 SSN Bronx, NY

111. According to financial

above-referenced electronically filed tax returns,
tax payer elected to have the refunds el ectronically deposited
whi ch accounts are simlar to gift

into prepaid card accounts,
These prepaid card accounts were mailed to addresses

cards.

records pertaining to the
t he purported

| ocated in New York different that the address reported on the

tax return.

112. According to the Internal Revenue Service, in 2010,
several other Fornms 1040 EZ were electronically filed or
transmtted to the Internal Revenue Service. Each return clainmed
a refund and was filed with a nane corresponding to a 586 soci al
security nunber, as foll ows:

Appr oxi mat e | Nanme and SSN | Def endant Ampount Pur port ed
Date Return [on Return Associ at ed d ai ned/ Enpl oyer
Filed W th Recei ved
I dentity
January 21, |Longnan Cui Myung- Kyun $9, 404 Jasper
2010 Ko $0 Ent erpri ses,
586 SSN Long I sl and
Cty, NY
January 22, |[Zhen S. An Jong- Hoon $8, 300 Har r ahs
2010 (Zhengshu Ki m $0 Ent ert ai n-
An) ment, Inc.
586 SSN
January 27, |[Mngyu Jin Sang- Hyun $9, 625 MGM M r age,
2010 Par k and $0 Las Vegas,
586 SSN Hye- Wn Jung NV
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Appr oxi mate | Nane and SSN | Def endant Amount Pur port ed
Date Return |on Return Associ at ed d ai med/ Enpl oyer
Filed W th Recei ved
I dentity
February 2, | Zhaofang Jin LNUY, $8, 931 Dover Downs
2010 Chen a/k/a “Jin” |$0 Gani ng
Entertain-
586 SSN ment, Dover,
DE
February 3, |Wi Xi ang Lu |Jung-Bong $8, 985 East nan
2010 586 SSN Lee $8, 985 Kodak,
Rochest er,
NY
Febr uary Zhankun Liu |Dong-Il Kim [$6,040 Hone Depot,
11, 2010 $0 Atl anta, GE
586 SSN
February Shanj i Hyun- Yop $8, 944 Mbohegan
18, 2010 Li Sung $0 Tri bal
Gam ng
Aut hori ty,
Uncasvi l | e,
CT
February Mng H Li Hyo-1l Song |$9, 916 Si gna
19, 2010 $0 Enterprise
586 SSN Cor p.
Val | ey
Stream New
Yor k
March 26, Cheng Y. unknown $3, 303 Anet h
2010 Va $3, 303 Thr ead,
(Tax return Pal i sades
e-filed Par k, NJ
froman IP
addr ess
| ocat ed at
an address
i n Baysi de,
New Yor k
used by
def endant
Young Wbo
Jo, alkla
“Fei Chen”)
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Appr oxi mate | Nane and SSN | Def endant Amount Pur port ed
Date Return |on Return Associ at ed d ai med/ Enpl oyer
Filed W th Recei ved
I dentity
April 10, Hai shun Jin |[Jung- Sook $3, 303 Anet h
2010 Ko, al/k/a $0 Thr ead,
586 SSN “Grace S. Pal i sades
(Tax return Li ni Par k, NJ
e-filed
froman IP
addr ess
| ocat ed at
an address
i n Baysi de,
New Yor k
used by
def endant
Young Wo
Jo, alkla
“Fei Chen”)
April 23, Xi anzi Luo Chi -Won Jeon | $8, 331 n/ a
2010 $0
113. According to the Internal Revenue Service, in

2008,

sever al
transmtted to the | nternal

Forms 1040 EZ were electronically filed or

Revenue Servi ce.

Each return cl ai ned

a refund and was filed with a nane corresponding to a 586 soci al

security nunber,

as foll ows:

Appr oxi mat e | Nanme and Def endant Amount Pur port ed
Date Return [ SSN on Associ at ed Cl ai med/ | Enpl oyer
Filed Ret urn with Recei ved
ldentity
Cct ober 7, Zhanhong Sung- Si | Joh | $6, 937 Trunp
2009 Fan $6, 937 Ent ert ai nnment
Resort,
586 SSN Atlantic
Cty, NJ
Cct ober 11, | Guizhen Guo |unknown $9, 314 New Si nmbal
2009 $9, 314 Cor p., Bronx,
586 SSN NY
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Appr oxi mate | Nane and Def endant Amount Pur ported
Date Return | SSN on Associ at ed d ai med/ | Enpl oyer
Filed Ret urn Wi th Recei ved
ldentity
Cct ober 15, | Shanji Hyun- Yop $8, 967 Mbhegan
2009 Li Sung $8, 967 Tri bal Gami ng
Aut hori ty,
586 SSN Uncasvil | e,

CT

Concl usi on

114. In total,

ot her s.

the Park Crim nal
conspirators caused mllions of dollars in financial
the United States and banks,
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credit card conpani es,

Enterprise and its co-

| osses to
| enders, and




