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united states court of appeals
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No. 19-3694
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Bragg - Direct 99

1 is "he"?

2 A Mr. Rad.

3 Q Mr. Rad was using Breg prior to you?

4 A Yes .

5 Q Did you also at times work with Breg?

6 A Yes, I did.

7 Q And what does that mean, a deal?

8 A A spam campaign for a stock.

9 Q What is RSUV?

10 A It's a stock.

11 Q Did you ever meet Breg?

12 A In person, no, just through Skype.

13 Q How did you interact?

14 A Skype and ICQ.

15 Q You've now said Skype and ICQ.

16 Why would there be two different things of 

17 communicating in chats?

18 A On Skype is where you say what you're supposed to say, 

19 legitimate things. When you don't want people to see or know 

what you're saying, that's when you switch to ICQ and you chat20

21 there.

22 Q Why is that?

23 A Well, you, obviously, if you're doing something you don't 

feel that's correct or legal, you don't want to say it and 

it's common belief by most spammers in the world that Skype is

24

25

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



Bragg - Direct 115

1 Q When you sent -- did you send out an e-mail based on

2 this?

3 A Yes, I did.

4 Q When you sent it out, was it truthful?

5 A No, it was not.

6 Q When the defendant sent you this Skype chat with the

7 amount of shares, was it truthful?

8 A No, it was not.

9 Q Mr. Bragg, I want to go back to the percentages for one

10 second.

11 You said that sometimes the percentages was 15. Was it

12 also standard for it to be 30 percent?

13 A On the doubles?

14 Q On the doubles.

15 A Yes .

16 Q I'd like to hand you what's been marked or turn to

exhibit number 15 and offer this into evidence, your Honor.17

18 What is this, Mr. Bragg?

19 A This is a Skype chat log, again between me and Mr. Rad.

20 Q And what is the date of this?

12/20, 2007.21 A

22 Q How does it compare to the date of the prior exhibit we

23 just reviewed?

24 A It's the same date, roughly four hours later.

25 Q Four hours later.

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



Bragg - Direct 138

1 Q Did you do any cooperation where you were given credit

2 for cooperation as part of the Ralsky case?

3 A No.

4 Q You were sentenced to a year and a day.

5 Did you have to serve a sentence as part of that case?

6 A Yes, I did.

7 Q When was the sentence, if you remember, the exact dates

8 or approximate dates, did you serve with respect to Alan

9 Ralsky?

10 A From the end of 2008, roughly end of 2008 until toward

11 the end of 2009, I believe.

12 I'm sorry, that's incorrect. 2009, I was released in

13 2010, in May of 2010.

14 Q 2009 to 2010 was the date of your sentence?

15 A Yes .

16 Q Before that sentence, were you working with the

17 Government?

18 A No, I was not.

19 Q I'm handing you what's been marked as Government exhibit

20 number 49.

21 As we turn to discuss exhibit number 49, I want to ask 

you, without the defendant approaching you about your case 

with Alan Ralsky, did you volunteer to him, hey, I was 

involved in this investigation of pump-and-dump stock spam? 

No, I didn't.

22

23

24

25 A

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



Bragg - Direct 144

1 want to say things incriminating that could be, prime example,

2 put into logs.

3 To run ICQ, by default it isn't logging in, most people

4 use it when they don't want anything recorded.

5 Q I want to turn you now to Government exhibit number three

6 and take a look at some of these statements.

7 What is Government exhibit number three?

8 A Again, a Skype chat between myself and Mr. Rad.

9 MR. LIEBERMANN: Your Honor, I move to admit.

10 MR. MONTENEGRO: What number is that?

11 MR. LIEBERMANN: Three.

12 (G-3 is marked into evidence.)

13 THE COURT: All right.

14 Q Mr. Bragg, I want to turn you to 12:26:54. Right here.

15 Could you tell us what you said, 12:26:54 seconds?

16 A I use 100 percent stock e-mails.

17 Q What does that mean?

18 A They're all people that are interested in stock.

19 Q That's what you told the defendant?

20 A Yes .

21 Q And if we scroll down a little further to 12:27:23?

22 A I am 100 percent legit.

23 Q What does that mean?

24 A It means I do things correctly.

25 Q Was this true?

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



Bragg - Direct 146

1 lists.

2 Q What's a coreg investment list?

3 A It's a list you purchase that people have agreed to

4 accept third-party offers from.

5 Q What were all these conversations we just read?

6 A Kind of in code. You know, he understands what you're

7 saying, but you say it in a way not to incriminate yourself.

8 Q Were there more such conversations?

9 A Yes .

10 Q Let's move away from that and go back to some Skype and

e-mails.11 I want to turn to Government exhibit number 298.

12 What is this we're looking at?

13 A This is Mr. Rad pasting a copy of Asiana Corporation

e-mail message to be sent out to me.14

15 Q I said that we're not going to go through particular

16 details through all this, but I want to take this through the

Asiana Corporation deal.17

18 MR. LIEBERMANN: I move to admit exhibit 298.

19 THE COURT: All right.

20 (G-298 is marked in evidence.)

21 Q What's happening in this particular Skype chat?

22 A The only thing occurring is him pasting me the message to

23 be sent out.

24 Q What's the date of this e-mail?

6/28, 2008.25 A

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



193Bragg - Cross

1 billybob, doesn't it?

2 A That's the way it's displayed.

3 Objection, your Honor.MR. LIEBERMANN: If he wants

4 to ask how it comes across on that, he should show it to him.

5 He hasn't seen this exhibit.

6 THE COURT: Hold it.

7 Is whatever you're using there in evidence?

8 MR. MONTENEGRO: No, your Honor.

9 Well, are you going to offer it intoTHE COURT:

10 evidence?

11 MR. MONTENEGRO: I am.

12 Is there an objection?THE COURT:

13 MR. LIEBERMANN: No, your Honor.

14 Let's publish it to the jury and show itTHE COURT:

15 to the witness.

16 MR. MONTENEGRO: Yes, your Honor.

17 (G-260 is in evidence.)

18 May I ask a question? I'm confused aboutTHE COURT:

19 something.

20 When did you become aware, Mr. Bragg, when did you

21 become aware of the Government's investigation into this case?

22 When I was already serving jail timeTHE WITNESS:

23 for the previous case.

24 And that was when, you said in 2009?THE COURT:

25 THE WITNESS: Yes.

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



Bragg Cross 205

1 Q Okay.

2 What do you say after that?

3 A So I do nothing wrong.

4 Q And then Mr. Rad says, yeah, our lawyers say we have a

5 great thing going. That is great. We got no probs.

6 So what do you say at that point?

7 A I say, the problem with people like Ralsky is they're so 

8 greedy, they just break the rules and do not think how it will

9 affect those around them.

10 Q And then you say?

11 A Now I have to deal with this crap, I never made a cent.

12 Q Mr. Rad says, yeah, stupid, do you think tomorrow will be

13 okay?

14 You say?

15 A Yes, I did nothing.

16 Q And what did you mean by, "yes, I did nothing"? 

To saying I did nothing wrong at this point.17 A I assumed

18 I'm not being watched.

19 Q So you represented to Mr. Rad that all your lists were 

20 opt-in, that you were 100 percent legitimate, no fraud in your 

letters and that you didn't even do anything wrong in the21

22 Ralsky case?

23 A Yes, on Skype that's what I said.

24 Q And you also represented that you didn't even make a

25 cent?

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J. '



207Bragg - Cross

1 information.

Did you get on the phone or onSo let me ask you this:2 Q

3 ICQ and tell him, I was just kidding about those opt-in lists,

4 I really do things illegally?

I never had a phone conversation with Mr. Rad, no.5 A

6 Q Okay.

7 How about an ICQ chat with him in that respect?

I can't state whether I had one at this time of not.8 A We

9 did have ICQ chats.

So you did not represent to Mr. Rad that what you said in10 Q

11 that chat, those chats was false, did you?

12 A To the specific chat, I can't say either way. I don't

13 recall exactly when our ICQ chats took place.

14 Q Okay.

So at this point, we can15 you can are ypu

16 testifying to the jury that you had told Mr. Rad that you were

100 percent legit.and you did everything legally with opt-in17

18 lists?

19 A I can testify to what I said in this chat, that I did say

20 that on Skype, yes.

And you can't testify otherwise, can you?21 Q

22 A No, I cannot.

23 Q Okay.

Let's move to Government exhibit number 194.24 I'm not

certain if that has been admitted already.25

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



Bragg - Cross 253

1 information?

2 A Yes .

3 Q Okay.

In the case of stock opt-ins, would the recipient be4

5 requesting information regarding stocks?

6 A Due to the fact I bought the list, I can't say whether

7 that was true or not. They were a very small majority was

opted in through my website.8

9 Q Okay.

10 How about the opt-ins that you developed, can you be

11 certain about that?

12 A Yes .

13 Q Okay.

14 So when you told Christopher Rad that you were 100

percent legit, did you mean that the recipients had requested15

16 that information?

I was speaking on Skype and on Skype —17 A

18 Q Just answer the question.

19 A On Skype, yes, I said that.

20 Q Okay.

Now, you had an opportunity to go through your chats?21

Only the exhibits presented here today.22 A

23 Q Okay.

Did you, in any of those chats, exchange an ICQ handle24

or number with Christopher Rad?25

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR,



282Bragg - Cross

It would have been six percent the volume of shares1 A

2 traded, minus 30 percent for duplicates. That was the

3 original agreement.

How much were you paid?4, Q

5 A I do not recall.

6 Q Okay.

7 Do you recall receiving money into your e-gold account?

8 A Yes, I do.

9 Q Okay.

And do you recall your contract being -- well, do you10

11 recall that Mr. Rad sent you $10,000?

12 A Yes, I recall that.

13 Q Okay.

14 And do you recall that somehow the account got, your

account got credited $20,000?15

16 Do you recall that?

That is correct.17 A

18 Q And do you recall Mr. Rad asking you for the 10,000 extra

19, dollars that were deposited into your account to be returned

20 to him?

21 A I don't recall that.

22 Q Okay.

23 But you do recall being overpaid $10,000?

24 A Yes, I do.

And do you recall telling Mr. Rad that that money went25 Q

JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR, OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.



283CrossBragg

1 directly to the Russians and you didn't have any control over

2 that?

I don't recall that conversation.3 A

Okay.4 Q

But, in fact, that money went to your account at5

6 billybob68, didn't it?

That account was frozen and the assets were taken by7 A

8 e-gold.

9 Q I'm sorry?

That account was -- e-gold took that account, they froze10 A

the account, they took the assets.11

12 Q I see.

The e-goldI believe I withdrawed roughly 7,000 of that.13 A

14 held the rest.

But that's not what you told Mr. Rad, did you?15 Q

I don't recall what I told Mr. Rad.16 A

Do you recall Mr. Rad doubting whether you sent e-mails17 Q

18 on his behalf at all?

I don't recall the conversation. If you have a Skype19 A

chat I can look at to refresh, I don't recall that.20

Well, we saw some e-mails where you discussed another21 Q

22 stock with Mr. Rad, which was LGYH.

You remember that, don't you?23

Yes, I remember that.24 A

Okay.25 Q

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR,



286Bragg - Cross

1 Q Okay.

Did you read the content of the letters?2

On occasion.3 A

Okay.4 . Q

But nothing stuck out at you as being materially false,5

6 did it?

There was an e-mail where he had a projected price and I7 A

8 questioned on that, but then I was told at that time that an

9 analyst had made that prediction.

10 Q Okay. Very good.

11 Now, you claimed that the disclaimer was false,

12 correct?

13 A Yes .

14 Q Why -- well, let me rephrase that.

Why did you not discuss that falsehood through another15

16 type of communication instead of Skype?

17 A I mean, when you're spamming, that's expected. You

understand that you're always going to be sending things that18

19 you don't know whether they're correct or not.

20 Q Okay.

But last week you testified that on Skype, you want to21

say things that are legal and discuss illegal things through22

23 other means.

24 Do you recall that?

That is correct.25 A

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR,



287Bragg - Cross

But now you're saying that the disclaimer was false.1 Q

2 Isn't that inconsistent?

I mean, shouldn't that be something you would normally3

discuss outside of Skype?4

That's part of what you do, you understand that the5 A No.

6 content of the e-mail is what they give you. It's not

7 something you discuss. Using botnets or things like that,

8 that is something you would discuss on Skype -- ICQ, sorry.

9 You're not there to question what they give you to send.

You're there to send it for them.10

11 Q Okay.

So your conversations regarding the disclaimer were not12

a discussion regarding any illegality, was it?13

I don't recall ever discussing the disclaimer with him.14 A

But there was a disclaimer, wasn't there?15 Q

There was a disclaimer provided, yes.16 A

And did you ever have a telephone conversation with Mr.17 Q

18 Rad?

19 A No, I have not.

20 Q Okay.

And you do not recall having an ICQ conversation with21

him either, do you?22

Not about the disclaimer, no.23 A

You don't recall having an ICQ conversation with Mr. Rad24 Q

25 at all, do you?

OFFICIAL COURT REPORTER, TRENTON, N.J.JOANNE M. CARUSO, CSR, CRR,



288Bragg - Cross

1 A That's not true.

When did you have an ICQ conversation with Mr. Rad?2 Q

3 A We had discussed tcb, myself and Mr. Rad had discussed my

4 mailing when I was introduced to Mr. Rad and I explained to

5 him at that time I don't use botnets, I send through large

6 e-mail providers and it was basically a discussion about how

my mailer is different than his current mailer Breg.7

8 Q If ICQ is so private, why not just stick to ICQ?

9 A That wasn't my preferred; all my contacts were on my

10 Skype.

11 Q How long does it take to add a contact on ICQ?

12 A You have to request information from the person and add

13 them. It's a preference, it's not a -- I prefer Skype. Skype

14 allows you to do voice and text, ICQ does not.

15 Q Okay.

16 But last week you testified that the preferred method

17 for persons doing something illegal is to chat about legal

18 things on Skype and illegal things on something else, like

19 ICQ.

20 Do you remember that?

21 A That is correct.

22 Q Okay.

23 So you basically prefer to use Skype all the time,

24 don't you, then?

25 A Yes, majority of my conversations are not about illegal
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believe that I had stated those specific facts, that's true.1

2 Q Okay.

3 And by explaining how your mailer works, you're talking

4 about those Rolex watch e-mails, aren't you?

5 A I'm talking about how my mailer worked in general.No,

6 Q But you never explained that you would use different from

7 names during that explanation, did you?

8 A My explanation was my software created fictitious -- I

9 don't know that I used the word "fictitious." They created

10 e-mail addresses as I needed them to send the e-mails through.

11 Q And when did you say that?

12 A That was when we were discussing the difference between

13 my mailer and Breg's mailer and that was on ICQ.

14 Q Oh, I see.

15 That was on ICQ, not in any of the chats that we've

16 seen?

17 A That is correct, unless you have ICQ chat logs.

18 Q Okay.

19 Now, I thought you said that ICQ didn't keep logs of

20 chats ?

21 A No, I said by default, logging is not turned on. You can

22 enable logging, but it's not by default turned on. That's

23 what I had stated.

24 Q I see.

25 Now, did any of those names that you used, did they
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1 Q Well, why don't you define that for us?

2 A What I agreed to is to provide any conversations that I

3 had acquired after that point online as those presence.

4 Q And would you please tell the jury what the date is on

5 that document?

8/6/09.6 A

7 Q Okay.

8 And where were you at that time?

9 A In prison.

10 I move to admit Government exhibitMR. MONTENEGRO:

11 J-JB-28.

12 No objection.MR. LIEBERMANN:

13 Move to publish to the jury.MR. MONTENEGRO:

14 (Exhibit J-JB-28 is marked in evidence.)

15 May I approach the witness, yourMR. MONTENEGRO:

16 Honor?

17 THE COURT: Yes.

18 Q Mr. Bragg, I'm handing you what is marked as Government

19 exhibit J-JB-3.

20 Would you identify what kind of document that is?

21 A It's a Skype chat log, June of 2010.

22 Q June what?

2010.23 A

24 Q What date in June?

25 A The 24th.
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So in this case, you were suggesting using illegal1 Q

2 proxies?

3 A Yes .

Even though you had just been to prison for that?4 Q

I wasn't in prison for using proxies. I was in prison5 A

6 for spamming and security fraud.

Basically you were lying about wanting to use illegal7 Q

8 proxies?

9 A No, if I was to go forward with this, I would need

10 proxies to use them. I had no intention of moving forward,

but with the current software that was available for spamming,11

it was a requirement to use it.12

13 Q Okay.

Now, if you were at this time working with the14

15 Government, isn't it, in fact, true that you were

communicating the intent to use illegal proxies?16

17 A I don't understand the question.

18 Q Well, weren't you trying to set up Mr. Rad to use illegal

19 proxies?

No, I was going along with what would be expected for me20 A

21 to say to be able to currently use the software that was

available.22

23 Q Expected from you to say by the Government?

No, by anyone that would hire me to do a spam promotion.24 A

And you think that anyone would expect you to do illegal25 Q
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1 Q Yeah.

2 It has just been a few days before?

3 A I'm not aware exactly. I was out of the country. I 'm

4 not aware what day the indictment was issued.

5 Q Okay.

6 And at 1:45:26, when Mr. Rad says wtf, you recognize

7 those initials to mean what the heck, right?

8 A Yes .

9 Q Not using the F word.

10 A Yes .

11 Q Okay.

12 Your response is, I'm wanted for questioning about

13 Ralsky, correct?

14 A That is correct.

15 Q And what do you say at 1:45:39?

16 A I cannot see that on my screen.

17 I said, I was not part.

18 Q And then?

19 A But I know him.

20 Q And then?

21 A Found e-mails from me on his son-in-law's PC.

22 Q So there you're lying to Mr. Rad because you were, in

23 fact, involved, weren't you?

24 A Yes, I was not wanting to incriminate myself on Skype.

25 Q let's go to the second page of that.Now,
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1 doing direct IP, just another way of saying it.

2 Q So you weren't hijacking anyone else's computers?

3 A No, I was not.

4 Q However, at 4:55:40, you say that you didn't go to trial

5 because even though you would have won. Is that correct?

6 A Yes, my attorney assured me I would have won.

And is that because your attorney is so good or because7 Q

8 you were doing nothing wrong?

9 A I don't know why. I'm not a lawyer, I don't know what

his grounds were.10

11 Which case was it that you settled?THE COURT:

12 America Online, a civil lawsuit fromTHE WITNESS:

13 America Online. I accepted responsibility for it.

14 Q Let's turn to exhibit number three.

In exhibit number three, you again state that you do15

16 100 percent stock e-mails, correct?

17 A Yes, that's what I state on Skype.

And that you're 100 percent legit?18 Q

19 A ■ that's again what I stated on Skype.Yes,

20 Q And that is what you told Mr. Rad, correct?

21 A Yes, on Skype.

22 Q And you can't testify to this jury that you talked to Mr.

Rad in any other form, did you, could you?23

I can testify that I talked to him on ICQ.24 A I have no

25 physical proof for the reasons of ICQ being that particular
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Now, you testified last week that the disclaimer in1

2 that case was false.

3 At what point did Mr. Rad confide in you that the

4 disclaimer was false?

5 A I would need to see the chat, but I believe he stated we

6 had four million shares to trade on that, but I would need to

7 see the actual chat logs to make sure that's the correct

8 number.

9 Q But that was in Skype, correct?

10 A That's correct.

11 Q Where you say legal things, correct?

12 A That's correct.

13 Q Now, when you were interviewed by the FBI in prison in

14 August of 2008, do you remember that?

15 A Yes, I do.

16 Q Do you remember explaining —

17 Can we clarify the date of theMR. LIEBERMANN:

18 interview?

19 Q On August 5, 2009?

20 A I remember August, I can't say the exact date.

21 Q Okay.

Do you remember explaining to the FBI why you thought22

that the disclaimer was false?23

24 A No, I don't remember.

25 Q Well, do you remember explaining to the FBI at the time
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1 Q So you're assuming that Mr. Rad didn't mean this is the

2 customer's expectation, but rather, I'm committing a complete

3 fraud and I'm telling you about it on Skype? That was your

4 assumption, wasn't it?

5 A That wasn't my assumption. I'm not a stock promoter, I

6 don't actually know.

7 I just know how to deduce or add together what people

8 tell me.

9 Q So you were basing it on your experience with Mr. Ralsky,

10 who did plead guilty to securities fraud?

11 A I'm basing it on common sense.

12 Q Okay.

13 But that was not the common sense that you explained to

14 the FBI when you talked to them, though, was it?

15 A I explained to the FBI what my understanding was and it

still to this day is the same understanding.16

17 Q Now, part of your plea agreement with the Government was

18 to be honest at all times, wasn't it?

19 A Yes.

20 Q But to you that was -- there was an exception when

21 speaking to Mr. Rad, though, wasn't it?

22 A I don't understand the question.

23 Q Well, you just admitted that you were being dishonest

24 with Mr. Rad?

25 A Yes, on Skype.
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1 attached to that.

2 Yes, I spammed; yes, it's securities fraud. I didn't

3 do some of the other things that was done in the spam stock

4 promotion world, I stayed away from that, did not want to be

5 associated to it.

6 Q Since your experience had been with Ralsky and you

7 thought you were doing something wrong with Ralsky, right?

8 A Yes .

9 Q Did you expect that anybody that you mailed stock for was

10 going to be asking you to do something illegal?

11 A No.

12 Q But you, nonetheless, were,going to do something illegal?

13 A In the spam world, that's what's expected.

14 Q And is it also expected that you lie?

No, it's expected when you talk on chat, you try not to15 A

incriminate yourself.16

17 Q But is it expected that you lie to the person who's

18 paying you to send out the e-mails?

19 A It's not expected.

20 Q Okay.

21 I pass the witness.MR. MONTENEGRO:

22 THE COURT: Okay.

23 Redirect?

24 MR. LIEBERMANN: None, your Honor.

25 THE COURT: All right.
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1 fourth line of exhibit 1140, for example. You recall that

2 these are seeds. Seeds are when you send something to make

3 sure that the spam is going through. You can also do it, John

4 Levine said, for legitimate mailings but that's, generally

5 speaking, very early on, you only do it a couple of times. We

saw chats that the defendant requested it and received it

7 every 10,000 or 15,000 e-mails.

6

8 Here, ladies and gentlemen, you see that he receives

9 it from Kathryn Zirbel. Remember how James Bragg testified 

about those names and how he puts them together, with the one10

11 case, upper case, and all caps? Well, here it is, Kathyrn

Z-i-r-b-e-1, in all caps. And she's not James Bragg, 

she's not Mr. Rad or Mr. Elliott, she is a made-up name.

14 Maybe there is a Kathyrn Zirbel, we don't know, but she is a

12 Zirbel,

13

15 made-up name for this purpose.

16 It's a falsely-registered e-mail address and the

17 defendant is getting it. You see the different subject lines. 

This subject says recently been commissioned, second largest18

19 retailer. Another subject talks about a 58 percent increase

20 in revenues. This is page four of exhibit 1140. Page five

21 talks about major news just out. These are all from Kathryn

22 Zirbel.

23 Another subject, 12-month target at .77. This an

24 important subject, ladies and gentlemen, and we're going to

25 get to this whole concept in a second because these are, as -
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1 False names, falsely-registered e-mail addresses coming to the

2 defendant. When you go, you'll see 1140, 41, 42, 43. These

3 are four different names. It's not just one e-mail for each

4 of those names, it's a number of different e-mails from those

5 names. These are four different falsely-registered e-mail

6 addresses sent by James Bragg right into the defendant's

7 inbox.

8 He comments on them in exhibit 43. We know he

9 received them, right? Says, that letter is wrong, it's all

10 about watches. Yeah, it was a test, says James Bragg, just

11 like he testified. He says, I wanted to make sure it was

12 working. If you see at the bottom of his last clause, he

13 says, this is how we test.

14 James Bragg is explaining that that was a test, but

15 the way he's sending the rest of it out is precisely the way

16 he sends out his mail. The defendant received it from

17 falsely-registered e-mail addresses.

18 James Bragg also testified about ICQ discussions,

19 discussions that didn't occur in the Skype chats. He was

20 cross-examined about this extensively, what do you mean it's

not in the Skype chats? Why would you talk on ICQ, it doesn't21

make any sense, you're already talking on Skype? Why would 

you switch to another program to talk?

22

23

24 James Bragg said, look, in the spam industry, in the

25 spam community, Skype chats are known to be logged, the
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1 default is that they're logged and you see what it is, it

2 means here we have them, they're kept, they're preserved. And

3 ICQ chats, not so much. They can be, he said, but they're not

4 by default.

5 Ladies and gentlemen, the evidence has borne that

6 out, right? You see Skype chats again and again and again and

7 again. Yet, we saw a list of contact buddies for the

8 defendant for his ICQ. There is no treasure trove of ICQ

9 chats despite those four pages of ICQ contents. There's not

10 even one page of ICQ chats, despite the four pages of ICQ

11 contacts. Bragg's theory is borne out, right? The Skype

12 chats have been logged and we haven't been able to use ICQ

13 chats. Special Agent Allen said there aren't these long lists

14 of ICQ chats for us to be able to use. So that corroborates

15 Bragg's testimony about that.

16 Let's look also at exhibit 268. In exhibit 268,

17 becommerce, we didn't focus on this too much during trial, but

18 it's in evidence. Becommerce says, dude, let me ask you a

19 question. How well do you know the stock game in general?

20 Note the word "game." He's not talking about the stock

21 business, legitimate business, he's talking about that stock

22 game and we know what the stock game means. This is the stock

23 game, this case is the stock game. It's the pump and dump

24 stock game. How well do you know it in general? Now, they're

25 starting to talk about something not so go, and becommerce
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realizes that, so when billy_sack says verity, becommerce says1

2 says, are you on MSN and AOL? Response, no, I'm on ICQ.

3 Ladies and gentlemen, why, why? You're talking on

4 Skype. Why would you have a discussion about whether you're

5 also on some other messages service? You're talking on Skype.

6 Why would you need to even consider going to another messaging

7 service when you're going to talk about that stock game?

8 You need to consider it because maybe James Bragg

9 testimony is exactly right, maybe the fact that we have the

10 Skype chats but no ICQ chats is exactly right, ladies and

11 gentlemen. This chat is another demonstration of that from

12 the defendant's own Skype chats. They thought about skipping

13 to ICQ and they didn't in this. The record doesn't show that

14 they did in this, but the fact they discussed that

15 demonstrates the exact thought that James Bragg was testifying

16 That for some reason, people in the spam underworld,to.

17 thought that the Government can get your Skype chats maybe and

18 these are logged and maybe found but the ICQ, not so much.

19 They considered switching to it.

20 What else corroborates Bragg's testimony that when

21 they talk on Skype, not so much real? Ladies and gentlemen,

22 you don't always get to actually literately hear the

23 expression "wink and a nod." You just don't always have that

24 because you can't catch people in the middle of a conspiracy 

winking and then bring that into the courtroom.25 But if you
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six to twelve months, and then there's the other aspect which 

confident will result in a government motion at 

So the guidelines are significantly

1

I'mwill, may,2

the end of that process.3

lower than they are here.4

THE COURT: Okay.5
I had one other thought, youMR. MORGAN: I guess 

know, as far as multiple districts.

THE COURT: Yes.

MR- MORGAN: I'm

•mail in this conspiracy, or with any

6

7

8
assuming that when somebody sent9

other group, that went to10 I e
„• So probably infederal districts> including Guam probably

end to the number of times a person
11 94 :• •

theory there's maybe no

find himself given, you know, it seems to be this

, changing relationships and one

12

13 could be,

■mail community an evolving14 : e
another and so forth

have signed the plea agreement and there
15 person or

But we16
plea in the district of New Jersey.

trying to understand, .though, how : it 

Was the time frame the

17 will be a

the court I’m18 :
fits in with this, what happened here19

same? Was it before? What was it?20
I assumed it was the same group ofTHE DEFENDANT:21

people I was working for.22
What is that? I would like to hear whatTHE COURT:23

you said.24
I assumed it was the same groupTHE DEFENDANT: Yes.25

United States of America vs James Bragg
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I didn't knowof people because they all interact together.

interacting directly with another organization.

Your Honor, it's the government's

in terms of time line, the

1i

that I was2
MR. DUKES:3

understanding that, well, I guess4
and the agencies investigating Mr. Bragg in 

the Detroit case, were not aware until really around
prosecution team5

relatipn to6
the time I guess of the, well after the indictment had been

Jersey and the Federal Bureau
7

:
8 returned, that the district of New

of investigation were conducting an investigation into a
, 9 ■

10 [ completely separate stock pump

individual s that. —:
THE COURT: Was that different than the one that —

and dump scheme . The only

11:

12
MR. DUKES: Yes, Your Honor.... 13 ;

referenced today, and there was |; THE COURT: — was14
;15 some other one.: :

There actually, we;'re awareWell, yeah:MR. DUKES: :16
as time has progressed, we’ve become awareof having, you know, as

umerous additional conspiracies to having stock pump and
17

18 I of, of ni

19 dump,

20 I sentenced here. You've

21 them there.
I 'I government is
I administrative agencies are investigating.

looking at defendants in, connected with this

some of which are connected to defendants that have been

actually heard references to a couple of

There are some others beyond that that the 

of that various agencies or criminalaware22
There are other

23

districts that are24

case.25

United States of America vs James Bragg
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as far as I am aware,But the New Jersey case is, 

unconnected with the conduct that Mr. Bragg was

And in that, I'm

1

completely 

indicted for and has pled guilty to.

2

3
confident from speaking with the prosecutors in New Jersey,

that they have
4

that he is the only defendant in this case 

identified as being involved in essentially a related type of 

I'm not even sure what stocks or really the facts are

5

6

7 case.

behind that case.

THE COURT:

8
What time frame are we talking about,9

. i••though? Mr. Bragg.10
I talked to them up until 2008, but I ITHE DEFENDANT11 :

didn't do work. I technically never sent spam e-mail for horn, , |12
, in my chat logs I actually told himbut he did talk to me and I

' ■ . ‘ ' . . '

ltiple times that I didn't want to work with him, his group,
13

14 mu
breaking the law; he was 

That's said multiple times in the
because the guy he was using was15

hacking and things like thatj-16

17 J logs.
He did send me $20,000

■ ' • V/;
but $10,000 of it was taken back, $10,000 

But other than that, I really actually never 

never proceeded to send e-mail for him.

MR. DUKES:

But he did send me money.18

19 that I can recall f

, I '■ ■:-V :20 I did keep.

21
we're not aware of the exactYour Honor,22 :

Again, we made atimeline when this other case took place. 

decision when we heard about it, 

effort to try to, you know, in any way

23
, consciously not to make any 

sort of coordinate or tie

um24

25

United States of America vs James Bragg
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in the cases.1
And as I mentioned a minute ago, beyond New Jersey,

Attorney's office that is

to include

2
at least one other U.S.there's3

of the defendants in this case,

other further unrelated
looking at some4

It's possible for

possible there may be additional charges that

even5 Mr. Bragg.

6 conduct; it's

are brought in this case.
But what we have tried to do is essentially focus

in the indictment. And, you know, Ve've

;7

8

I on just what's9 ;
10 | learned of additional conduct in other points m time,

We did not include any

or

during and after our charged conduct11
with jfa: Bragg because he didsort of cooperation agreement12 1

substantial assistance in relation to 

the charges that he's being sentenced for here today.

not provide us with any13

14 ;
• 1 THE COURT: Okay.

MR. MORGAN

part of the problem is, at least my impression within the, uh, 

call it the criminal spamming community, there are not 

19 | names as such that identify, that are these other names that are j ;

constantly used for purposes of these Internet chats and all of 

this communication, you know, and X think that’s one of the

15:
:

Judge, not to belabor the subject, but
16

. 17;
:18 L let's

20

21
an e-mailer or one groupdrives the possibility that

herself as an e-mailer for somebody
things that22

. i

could easily find him or23

else.24
these constantly evolving orAnd I think there are25

United States of America vs James Bragg
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that there will be a fineagreement does state the parties agree 

imposed in the amount of $50,000.

MR. MORGAN:

I guess the reality is, obviously the reality was $120,000

1

2
I suppose that's the terms of the Rule3

11.4
Bragg's situation.

I have no assets. I have no assets for 

Is that correct, Charmarie?

Yes, Your Honor

judgment in Mr.5

THE COURT:6

7 I him, and 1 have debt.

PROBATION OFFICER:8
THE COURT: Page 13. 

PROBATION OFFICER:
9

Mr. Bragg,

according to the Probation Department, had a negative net worth 

of $12,032.

Yes, Your Honor.10

11 1 :

■-}12
The Court, Mr. Bragg, has toAll right.

sufficient but not greater,than 

comply with the purposes of our law, and it has to

We.'ye discussed this now for

THE COURT:

14 impose a sentence that is
. I ■

15 necessary to

16 look at the nature of the

17 I two.days but you weren't here, but
■ 1 •.....I''

18 I saying the crime is very 

that it impacted. And I see 

counsel's presentation that you don't

13

crime

, but let me just summaxlze it by 

serious because of the number of people

in your presentation and your19
you agree with that;

20

21 I you don't contest that.
'I.'

THE DEFENDANT:

y

Yes, ma'am.

sentence of the Court has to show the 

um, and it does that by obviously what 

length of time that you are given, in order

22

THE COURT: The23

seriousness of the crime,24

the sentence is, the25

United States of America vs James Bragg
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA

§CHRISTOPHER RAD 
'Plaintiff, Case No. CV-15-01078-PHX-DJH83

§
ITERROGATORIES
(Fed. R. Civ. P. 33(a))

■ §v. §
83JAMES BRAGG

Defendant. §

TO: James Bragg 
FROM: Christopher Rad

Christopher Rad requests that you, James Bfa'gg, answer all 
of the following interrogatories, in writing and under oat.., as 
required by Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 
According to Rule 33, a copy of your written response to these 
interrogatories must be served on the Plaintiff Christopner Ra 
at the following address:

Chris' Rad 
#73484-280
Allenwood Low Security 
Correctional Institution 
p.O. Box 1000 
Whitedeer, PA 1788/

INTERROGATORY NO. 1: t
What is the address of your mother Shirley Bragg, that is 

usual place of abode to receive service.her dwelling or
AcUrss5 f Bu)- X Km

V> / j/vq trj

X do J- fC rsQ aj KI fANSWER:

* > 5 > ft of) )#i fees f 5 k c
CO>) I L5> h? ^ X c udfj -4-c> k. r
INTERROGATORY NO. 2: ffree* nf

What is the chat ID hame/user name and cnat platform or
chat that the Plaintiff used to chat wii/h you?

J.J fl
floX C \o *£

every

ANSWER: hdh bOQ(

0 •5,a*
be s' 

]pok>
fist) ft or*I o O ^ /j

INTERROGATORY NO. 3: t>^ 1 ^ '''tti'J If
What is the chat ID name/user name and chat_platform 01 

chat that you used to chat with the Plaintiif.every

ANSWER: \0 , 1 I ^ C /<
P? flo'X fe sri/y/\ \j£/ 2T c a

1



/

INTERROGATORY.NO.^4: the Plaintiff agree for you to send email
did not have a relationship with, it yes

that youuboth used and the chat platiorm.to people that you 
give the date and chat ID

I fa f 'J- iAjrd v ^< r' ^ ‘ ^cANSWER:

UJ$ 5 / £> (J D

INTERROGATORY NO. 5: , , . „„„
At the Plaintiff’s trial you claimed that you bought your

did you ever tell the Plaintiff that you were using a: bought lis 
rather than a list that you had a relationship with, xi yes 
give the date and chat ID that you both used, and me chat plaLionu.

4 & f< fr'*# Pe /*■/ !r

lists

AN SWER: ( f , b z. r ■ I $

\M 0 t fC

- e ;

4i t-f SiVjo J- Cu( Us <>& )* tj Or\(L.
/v?4^

INTERROGATORY NO. 6: „
Were the lists that you bought represented _c yon_-.o op., i-

coregistration., that is that the user/subscriber had
specific permission for a 3rd party to send them stock An..oxmati«n,

the signup terms represented toi. f n o wha t' w e r e
p € h JX )rC /-rJ

& b‘!,
\&i J ^ Ut

( rbii

CO CrCANSWER: 1
a/lfA

INTERROGATORY NO. 7:
What were the Iocation(s 

used to chat with the Plaintiff?
of the computor/computors that you

f bn ^fc#KANSWER:

c Ycn. ”<i-Co ^a*tr, fi ^sj CL S\

\X> t f cINTERROGATORY'.'NO - 78 : * * ' ^ ^ , . „ . ^ ^ riHnt^f
When you claimed that you were 100.,, legitimate to ,,he_pl-in .

did you mean that vou would send email to people ^at j
requested stock, information, from, you using legal means, ~nu. ^ n,t
what did you mean? /4.0 O H ic I to *fr\C*J ( US f ^ANSWER: 'I"f yJ

ffry/*. Ps fI f£\ # /4 Cf j k } r\ , Afd ves'VU8 Y

INTERROGATORY NO. 9: & ,.A b it
•As for the list that you claim you bought. W„o diu t..y it

have including chat. -lDs, email

A O *

from (all ID information that, you
----

2



addresses and payment information), on what date did you buy i -, 
how much did. you pay for it, hew did you pay for it. and how wa<> 
the list delivered?

ANSWER:
O S'4-Util-f) &X rtf*) r /t) & (>a

S’ VV<u> ago
INTERROGATORY NO,110:

At the Plaintiff's trial you testified:
Q.. In none, of your chats with Christopher Rad

I’m going to register false names, did you? 
A. Not that I recall.

did you tell
Vi. j. m *,

and
Q. At no point did. you tc.1.1 Rad that for his stock campaign, 

that you were going to use fal.se information, did yoa.
•\A« If I car. answer that with- 
0;. Well, answer yes or no question. You can answer it yes o>.

A- It's not a. yes or no question. That question-that
would be no then. _

Did this mean that at no point in time did you ever tell tne 
plaintiff that >/ou were going to register or use falsley registered

send the emails that the Plaintiff hxre^. l0-1

answer

toemail accounts to 
send, if not what did it mean?

J ;i f i 4 k *4 $ etc)
C j € ex. f ) oj $ ^

4~Pg if r71 A n

: iANSWER: j4 C (f p/\ 0

fuck € tn cl t f

’ / a /f&ijw t'

ftcieo (c
r a (’ Coon X 4 U C-|

CChr—L -Prosa
INTERROGATORY NO. 11: , . . ..

At the Plaintiff's trial you claimed that the price in t«e
newsletters and the disclaimers were false. You later admitted 
that the price was correct in each newsletter, and you did no. 
know if the disclaimers were false. Did the government in.s,ruct you 
to testify falsley on these issues, and if not why diu you 
testify falsley?

Q fc fc<

* eX t

k B-d ) > J i o CjlctJcX ^ o ^Tv^ANSWER:

on , J tf 4"K<’c> 

t'f -lo/X | -4 /uX u /lu/
INTERROGATORY NO, 12: Q. $ c)&t-^e<rf K * m. T «*«/ .

Were, you working with or cooperating with. t,...e gc\ erntnen,. ii.
any way or in any case before you

LU e/C.
S J /nc A J 3: & h

sentenced, in. your Michiga..,were
case?

a\» f'l4-« 11c 10P ACt/t/ 

i , / X USA d5

ANSWER: o*A (
f,TvwV C(>£>( > AU\A

3



INTERROGATORY NO- 13:
Did you receive any sort of deal, 

reduction in points or sentence in vcur Michigan case ,or any 
and if so state the reason.

downward v a r i e n c e. oror

reason

noANSWER:

14:INTERROGATORY NO.
At the Plaintiff's trial you claimed that your .

the government was that you be truthful at all times . a^ ew eryi-ng 
that vou told the government and testified to at trial -.00/o 1 ’
and if not please state every false statment that you made to toe
government or at trial■ ■

deal with

ANSWER:

INTERROGATORY NO. 15: _
At any time did you claim to anyone that during .-he ..i..,e 

that the Plaintiff hired you that you did "clean mailings , t,.at
lists of people that wa.ris.ed i.ois that you were using you 

receive stock information?
own

/Jo A O i'-KANSWER: -} i.4

Tea
INTERROGATOR SO.  ̂ u
sn unsolicited list, that is a list o£ people teat diu uot reque...
stock information from you?

ANSWER: J■’! -/ OMe / &

17:INTERROGATORY NO.
What were the. domain names 

that you claimed to have?
of the investment advisor websites

lLi) 8ANSWER: AO o.... .
Thf$

/j-/\ ft*"- T'Cf/r'f/n h **/ ocr

4



INTERROGATORY NO. 18:
Did the plaintiff ever give you ar^. 

yes when did he do so and how did he deliver it?
i femail list t.o mail

ANSWER: AO / M/ ^ ■■

c) t 4~- uJ&y ^y f'C cCc ut {fa* 5 a(j &

INTERROGATORY NO 19:
At any time'did you make a.ny incriminating statments on any 

chats that were logged?

£*JC P o J A* ^ X * £ I / £ °
Cc- S C 'X- K O I& y 5 £ ^

ANSWER:
•■^Vsyr'VN £!> b’j- A rK; m x 0i* ^

INTERROGATORY NO 20: „
What is every address that you have resroeu in lag last. T-j

years, including any addresses in Thailand:

ANSWER : !7?r
7 f©2> € p y ;^rr4'/ ^ /- g teJ- 5
/ j?/ u> bot-hr ChnJn/ pt~-
"}£ tt> A f? f <£> :f h n C /7 5 5 <? % i?

jU->
INTERROGATORY NO 21:

List: every payment made by YOU or 
to the plaintiff, and the purpose of each payment.

7
/C>rx 50/ 5s t| ^ Kir j<_ J ^ 6 , / 0 ry ^

any person acting for you

: j/) *? l/ 2Ao±ANSWER

•ho
t/KC ", A 4

& *? ferb<>t T fl fr\i fm 'liT fi/yCO/\
tystJ f^Q tiU +o kt.f flo/--f<a.c /*
INTERROGATORY NO 22:

How menv different companies did: you send email for ins 
' and date that you did.

<*4%o - i Ay

plaintiff, please list the. company name 
the mailings.

ANSWER: <Tl /p( r*\( f * of •’ o <i* ?

ft u t r L&J 4-o *4^5 u^y *y-'"

accent fo +4"W r p ^ of $ /. , , JL 
A o ca5

I,- James Bragg, declare under the penalty of per j try that the 
answ ers to the above in terrogatories a re 11:ut: and cori. -•• ct..

I'KCA <Jf

- / V5 (da te)Executed on:

V-'

>5 (s i gn a t ure)
JJoames Brag^"^

5"



IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONA-

ICHRISTOPHER RAD 
Plaintiff, Case No. CV-15-01078-PHX-DJH

§
8 INTERROGATORIES

(.Fed. R. Civ. P. 33(a))
Sv. §
§JAMES BRAGG

Defendant. §
/

TO: James Bragg 
FROM: Christopher Rad

Christopher Rad requests that you, James Bragg, answer all 
of the following interrogotories, in writting_and under oath, as 
required by Rule 33 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure. 
According to Rule 33, a copy of your written_response to these 
interrogatories must be served on the Plaintiff Christopher Rad 
at the following address:

Christ Rad 
#73484-280
Al-lenwood Low Security 
Correctional Institution 
P.0. Box 1000 
Whitedeer, Pa 17887

INTERROGATORY NO. 23:

What was the location of the computer that you used to register 
the email accounts that you used, and sendethelemails if or:-the RSUV 
news Tetters that you sent out for the plaintiff. Statd the city 
state and country that the computer was located, and if the above 
was done by more than one computer give the location of each 
computer, city state and country. _ .
ANSWER: 0* VW* ^ ^^ ^ ^

that theI,7James Bragg, declare under the penalty of perjury 
to the above interrogatories are true and correct.answers

//' J' / c& (date)Executed on:

‘"Jajrfes Bragg-*"'
(Signature)

6



THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE DISTRICT OF ARIZONAIN

§ Case No. CV-15-01078-PHX-DJH
INTERROGATORIES
(Fed. R. Civ. P. 33(a))

CHRISTOPHER.RAD 
Plaintiff §

§
§v. §
§JAMES BRAGG, et al. 

Defendants.

To: James Bragg 
From: Christopher Rad

November 15, 2015
Via Certified mail No. 7009 1580. COCO 5298 7940

Mr Erase. I received the answeres to interrogatories tooay 
that vou sent dated November 1, 2016, however these answers

not complete. and I am now requesting that vou answer the
below questions clarifying your answers as j?®1*a a ‘
33. If vou fail to answer the below questions in 30 day 
I will file a motion with, the the court to compel.

INTE ĜUA"-that the "mailing servers" vou used^ere-'out 
of the country", did you mean that they were out ot the United
StateS? „ ...

'if he ■ I / O M
ANSWER:

la f a L/rJ Ucr< x to*

Did you use the same "mailing servers" to register the 
email accounts and send the emails, and were all of tnese 

outside the United States?

f\ o J- R f m (hi •" ,

)C fn 1
bu’t- At? A

(' O

Jpm?•t & ~j~ K C

servers

ANSWER: ©

INTERROGATORY NO. 10
You answered that

account that clearly showed each email came 
email address and no one."
The question that you 
plaintiff that you 
registered email accounts to 
hired you to send ?"

"He received emails to his seed email
from a different

were asked was "did you ever tell the 
going to register or use falsley >

send the emails that the plaintiffwere

toid the plaintiffDid your above answer mean that you never

7



about the false registrations, but he should have known about 
them based on the test emails that you sent him?

<, fneJt’ntj

ffo of ^(’r a C ( o u n J- ?
ft ; l c / <■ # < "P . uj<> 5ANSWER: %

-f ^ <1 ouy (\ p @4 f\n to .

/K 0 C.

INTERROGATORY NO. 12.
You answered that you "never talk to anyone about this case 

until.I was in prison".
By prison do you mean the prison that you served your sentence in, 
and NOT the pre-trial holding center in Michigan?

\f) ( f €’/<{>( J-$ (j kf ^ y 

' "J- LO 0 f

P « /\ 0 A- mANSWER:

fie-l m i) o

0 >'(9 iAc? 4 /i\ c I j( y e O 

that you served your

/ ^tSi.i 'A\sJ o-ff ;

i C k id ffto'X,
6 4 Ki. y qu ( 

Please stare the 
sentence in.

#v\eL 4 hf/ e 47 ks>
y({ p i* yxt r 3^0

location.of theprison

AjANSWER: im . c k CK S' 0 r q' J

Do you understand that your Michigan sentence did not begin 
until after you/were sentenced on 11724/2009 
you were retroactively credited the time that you spent 
in the pre-trial holding/detention center?

((

, and that

J4
a/ JP

4 o 4 K i
f x o t-fr t)°- 

{W coSc) o £ 4 ^>7

LI aANSWER £

1 9/ipJ- CO v1
h e /10

INTERROGATORY NO. 20
You did not give me your complete Thailand address. I need 

the compelte address including the:

Building or house number and suite number, if any. 
The full street name
The district •
The postal code

e\rfj ho\^ (P f m f b-f s'

■ r't-( 4

HoANSWER: Qo f\ol

4~o -4• ^(J
Pv\ 4
INTERROGATORY NO. 21

What was the name of the partner that you sent a wire to? 

ANSWER: fL( fa '.ri $ OJ ( f<t 4 c *

(o ( So u J~

f o foij

h( he If
y

f f0<j < a J'f

0 cP

d rcj Cc<f 9~r^c /•cy&u/ fo e f0 f

Qy\



Did you ever send, have your mother send, or have anyone else 
send the plaintiff a hank wire or any payment directly to him?

/m £>J' j- & $ i ^ c -eIce JANSWER: KoJ a f

IP o ^4-
4'*'' t

/wtj

(Oyjrt y J /1) f\6 J

Co rtr 4^ (r?e>to^ uJ iTtrs) u/
INTERROGATORY NO. 23

Who did you buy the computers/servers trom?
s) j t b^y a tj e> i-&d sPffANSWER:

/V/?VA^

/ C c

tr~

INTERROGATORY NO. 15
When you use the term ''clean mailings" do you mean mailings 

to the list of subscribers of your websites that you had a 
relationship with?

f && ft ( I Wv ^j/i / c ^ £ y VJ Cr<t\* H.ANSWER:
‘phoo/J ViOlf*' t 

P bo^kj- Lv $ b
INTERROGATORY NO. 24 _ ,

In your Michigan case (Case No. 2:0?-cr-2062/-MQB“RSW) did 
you go to prison for using "proxies" that is "bulk emailing 
using proxy .computers'' (see attached Pages 1-2 or your Michigan 
plea agreement dated 8-20-2009).

f p(
^ J' r f 5 4 ,' .n ALU(ft /y o u

Jo(>c ib (?£ &ANSWER: J~ ^>/ pt'

T brl.-iof /M t'oj, suvt'f eei<
a);C hi** RdtCy'j Oo*-*-

I declare under the penalty of perjury that the above answers 
to interrogatories are true and correct.

I s'-

(date)Executed on : /2 - j? o - (

(signature)
Ja^fes Bragg

You must serve a copy of the above answers within 30 days 
to the plaintiff located at the below address as per Fed. R. C 

' P. 33.
Civ.

Chris Rad 
#73484-280
Allenwood Low Security Correctional Institution
P.O. box 1000 Whitedeer, Pa 1733/

?



Exhibit “G”
Relevant pages of Bragg’s Michigan indictment.

P.3, 13-20
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
EASTERN DISTRICT OF MICHIGAN 

SOUTHERN DIVISION

Case: 2:07-cr-20627 
Judge: Battani, Marianne O 
Referral MJ: Whalen, R. Steven 
Filed: 12-14-2007 At 10:04 AM 
INDI USA V. SEALED MATTER (DA)

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,

v. VIOLATIONS:

D-l ALAN M. RALSKY,
D-2 SCOTT K. BRADLEY,
D-3 JUDY M. DEVENOW,
D-4 JOHN S. BOWN,
D-5 WILLIAM C. NEIL,
D-6 ANKIK. NEIL,
D-7 JAMES E. BRAGG,
D-8 JAMES E. FITE,
D-9 PETER SEVERA,
D-10 HOW WAI JOHN HUI, and
D-l 1 FRANCIS A. (“FRANKIE”) TRIBBLE,

18 U.S.C. § 371 
18 U.S.C. § 1030 
18 U.S.C. §§ 1037(a)(l)-(4) 
18 U.S.C. § 1341 
18 U.S.C. § 1343 
18 U.S.C. § 1001 
18 U.S.C. § 1957 
18 U.S.C. § 1956(h) 
FORFEITURE SECTIONS

Defendants.

INDICTMENT

THE GRAND JURY CHARGES:

GENERAL ALLEGATIONS

At all times relevant to this Indictment:

Relevant Terms

In 2003 Congress passed the CAN-SPAM (Controlling the Assault of Non- 

Solicited Pornography and Marketing) Act, making fraud in connection with electronic mail 

(hereafter “e-mail”) a federal crime. The Act became effective January 1, 2004.

l.

I
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impair the ability of a recipient of the message, an Internet access service processing the message

on behalf of a recipient, a person alleging a violation of the CAN-SPAM Act, or a law

enforcement agency to identify, locate, or respond to a person who initiated the electronic mail

message or to investigate the alleged violation.

An “IP address” or “Internet Protocol address” is a unique number assigned to a6.

specific computer that is connected to the Internet or another network. It is a set of four numbers, 

each between 0-255, separated by dots, such as 37.2.99.123. Normally, an IP address can be

associated with a particular computer or set of computers connected to the Internet.

A “proxy computer” or “open proxy computer,” is a computer that will accept7.

incoming connections from any computer and then make outgoing connections to other

computers. Proxy computers can be used by spammers to camouflage the originating IP address 

of a spammer’s e-mail communication, because the real IP address of the spammer will be 

replaced in the header with the IP address of the proxy computer, making it difficult for 

recipients, Internet providers, or law enforcement to trace the spam e-mail back to its original 

source. Spammers often send their spam e-mails through proxy computers to hide their identity, 

avoid being detected, and evade anti-spam filters and other spam blocking techniques.

A “botnet” (derived from “robot network”) is a network of computers infected8.

with malicious software that allows a third party to control the entire computer network without

the knowledge or consent of the computer owners. Each of the infected computers is referred to 

as a “bot.” A botnet can be used by spammers to send spam through the network of infected bot 

computers, using each of the infected computers to transmit the spam e-mail, in order to hide the

3
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5/28/2005 = 3,472 
5/29/2005 = 1,514 
5/31/2005 = 677 
6/17/2005 = 115 
6/25/2005 = 113 
7/6/2005 = 104 
7/23/2005 = 153

farmokombe.com,
pertletyou.com,
amostade.com,
vercane.com,
wescombilia.com, '
wudkneit.com,
lemalotto.com,
nomargene.com,
carpomoza.com,
clemontuz.com,
farbemove.com,
lestormun.com,
alunpoke.com,
ezstockwatch.com,
keepsea.info

RALSKY (D-l) 
BRADLEY (D-2 
DEVENOW (D-3). 
BOWN (D-4)
W. NEIL (D-5)
A. NEIL (D-6)

5/28/2005
through
7/23/2005

4
Total = 6,148

44. All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1037(a)(4), (b)(2)(B),

(b)(2)(C), and Title 18, United States Code, Section 2.

COUNT 5
(18 U.S.C. §§ 371,1037(a)(2)-(a)(3), 1037(b)(2)(C), 1341,1343- 

CONSPIRACY: FRAUD IN CONNECTION WITH ELECTRONIC MAIL, 
MAIL FRAUD, WIRE FRAUD)

D-l ALAN M. RALSKY
D-2 SCOTT K. BRADLEY
D-3 JUDY M. DEVENOW
D-4 JOHNS. BOWN
D-5 WILLIAM C. NEIL
D-7 JAMES E. BRAGG
D-8 JAMES E. FITE
D-9 PETER SEVERA
D-10 HOW WAI JOHN HUI
D-11 FRANCIS A. (“FRANKIE”) TRIBBLE

45. The General Allegations and paragraphs 1 through 27 of this Indictment are re­

alleged as if stated fully here.

13
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Beginning on or about January 1, 2004, and continuing until at least September 1,46.

2005, the exact dates being unknown to the Grand Jury, in the Eastern District of Michigan,

Southern Division, and elsewhere, defendants ALAN M. RALSKY, SCOTT K. BRADLEY,

.JUDY M. DEVENOW, JOHN S. BOWN, WILLIAM C. NEIL, JAMES E. BRAGG, JAMES E.

FITE, PETER SEVERA, HOW WAI JOHN HUT, FRANCIS A. (“FRANKIE”) TRIBBLE, and

others known and unknown to the Grand Jury, did knowingly and unlawfully combine, conspire,

and agree with one another to:

Knowingly use a protected computer to relay or retransmit multiplea.

commercial electronic mail messages, with the intent to deceive or mislead recipients, or any

Internet access service, as to the origin of such messages, in violation of Title 18, United States

Code, Section 1037(a)(2), 1037(b)(2)(C);

b. Knowingly materially falsify header information in multiple commercial 

electronic mail messages and intentionally initiate the transmission of such messages, in

violation of Title 1.8, United States Code, Section 1037(a)(3), 1037(b)(2)(C);

Having devised and intending to devise any scheme or artifice to defraud,c.

and for obtaining money and property by means of false and fraudulent pretenses, 

representations, and promises, cause to be delivered by the U.S. mail or by private or commercial 

interstate courier matters or items for the purpose of executing such scheme or artifice, in

violation of 18 United States Code, Section 1341;

Having devised and intending to devise any scheme or artifice to defraud,d.

and for obtaining money and property by means of false and fraudulent pretenses, 

representations, and promises, transmit and cause to be transmitted by means of wire
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communication in interstate and foreign commerce, any writings, signs, signals, pictures, and

sounds for the purpose of executing such scheme or artifice, in violation of 18 United States

Code, Section 1343.

OBJECT OF THE CONSPIRACY

The object of the unlawful spam e-mail conspiracy was personal financial gain to47.

the co-conspirators, who received money and other things of value as a result of their illegal

activities, by receiving payments and proceeds from the sale of stocks whose prices were inflated

as a result of being advertised and promoted through false and fraudulent pretenses, promises

and representations.

MANNER AND MEANS OF THE CONSPIRACY

48. The conspirators accomplished the objects of the conspiracy through several

manners and means, including but not limited to the following:

Committing the acts alleged in paragraphs 31(a) through 31(f) of Count 1,a.

which are realleged herein;

Paying for and obtaining lists of “proxy computers” or “proxies” to relayb.

or retransmit multiple commercial e-mail messages in order to deceive or mislead recipients, or

any Internet access service, as to the origin of the spam;

Selling, causing others to sell, and receiving profits from the sales of, 

stock that had been advertised by the unlawful spam e-mail;

d. Causing items and matters to be delivered by U.S. Mail or by private or

c.

commercial courier in relation to the sale of stock promoted through unlawful spam e-mail;

15
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Causing the transmission of wire communications in interstate and foreigne.

commerce in relation to the sale of stock promoted through unlawful spam e-mails.

OVERT ACTS

49. hi furtherance of the conspiracy, and to accomplish the objects of the conspiracy,

one or more of the defendants committed various overt acts, within the Eastern District of

Michigan and elsewhere, including but not limited to the following:

Relaying or Retransmitting Spam from Protected Computers

50. In or about January 2004 defendant RALSKY communicated with MAILER 1

about using MAILER 1 and his business partner, MAILER 2, to send millions of spam e-mail 

messages per day using “proxy” computers, which they referred to as “p’s,” “peas,” and “p s.”

From on or about June 1, 2005, through on or about August 1, 2005, defendants51.

RALSKY and BRADLEY directed and paid MAILER 1 and MAILER 2 to conduct several

unlawful spam e-mail campaigns using proxy computers to send the spam. The unlawful spam 

e-mail campaigns advertised a number of stocks, including those having the ticker symbols of

CHMS, ITEC, CYAD, HMNS, EDEX, and MXPR.

From on or about June 1, 2005, through on or about August 1, 2005, defendants52.

RALSKY and BRADLEY directed and paid defendants JUDY M. DEVENOW and JAMES E.

BRAGG to conduct several unlawful spam e-mail campaigns using proxy computers to send the

spam. The unlawful spam e-mail campaigns advertised a number of stocks, including those

having the ticker symbols of CWTD, PGCN, and CDGT.

On numerous occasions from on or about March 1, 2005, through on or about53.

August 1,2005, defendants RALSKY, BRADLEY, DEVENOW, BOWN, and BRAGG
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communicated with one another repeatedly via electronic mail, instant message, and other 

methods of communication about their use of proxies, which they also referred to as “p’s,” “p s,”

“proximate,” and “peas,” as well as their need to find sources for more proxies to use in

connection with their spamming operation.

54. On or about June 30, 2005, defendant RALSKY communicated with defendant

DEVENOW via e-mail about their daily use of proxies in connection with their sending stock-

related spam regarding the following ticker symbols: CDGT, CWTD and PGCN.

On or about July 11, 2005, defendant BRADLEY and defendant BRAGG55.

communicated via e-mail about their purchase of proxies from a source in the Ukraine..

56. From on or about July 11, 2005, through on or about July 13, 2005, the 

defendants purchased daily proxy supplies for use in their stock-spamming operation.

57. On or about June 28, 2005, defendant BRADLEY communicated with defendant

BRAGG via e-mail about purchasing a bulk e-mail software program that allowed the defendants

to locate open proxy computers on the Internet and send spam through proxies. The defendants 

purchased this proxy mailing software program and used it to send spam through proxies.

58. The defendants relayed or retransmitted unlawful spam e-mail through protected

computers in order to deceive or mislead recipients, as set out in Count 6, which is alleged as an

overt act in furtherance of this conspiracy.

Spamming with Materially False E-mail Headers

In or about June 2004, defendants RALSKY, DEVENOW, and BRADLEY59.

directed NETWORK ADMINISTRATOR 1 to set up a facility that would allow the defendants

to send a high volume of unlawful spam e-mail using various bulk e-mail software programs.
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60. Defendants RALSKY, BRADLEY, and DEVENOW acquired a software program

for sending unlawful spam e-mails in furtherance of the conspiracy. The defendants used this 

program to falsify and randomize the “header” information that appeared in the spam.

In using bulk e-mail software programs to transmit unlawful spam e-mails,61.

defendant DEVENOW typically used common names as aliases to appear in the “from” line in

the headers of the e-mails that were sent in furtherance of the conspiracy.

From on or about June 1, 2004, through on or about August 31,2004, and also62.

from on or about May 1,2005, through on or about July 31, 2005, acting on behalf of, and in

conjunction with, the defendants, NETWORK ADMINISTRATOR 1 utilized spamming

software to send millions of spam e-mails each day.

In or about June and July 2005, MAILER 1 and MAILER 2, acting on behalf of63.

the defendants, utilized another spam software program to send stock-related spam on behalf of

the defendants. This program allowed the conspirators to insert falsified information into the

headers of spam e-mails sent in furtherance of the conspiracy.

64. On or about June 27, 2005, defendant BRADLEY communicated with SEVERA

by online chat, and defendant SEVERA stated he could get 20 million e-mails a day into “AOL” 

or “hotmail.” Defendant SEVERA agreed to send spam on behalf of the defendants touting

stock ticker symbols <4TWB.and PGCN. When defendant BRADLEY told defendant SEVERA
C VNi \ P)

to contact his “business partner,” ALAN RALSKY, defendant SEVERA responded: “King of

Spam want to rent me. Cool.”

18
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On or about July 11, 2005, defendant BRADLEY communicated with defendant65.

SEVERA by online chat and told him to send spam e-mail messages regarding PGCN that

contained a stock alert referencing “Internet IPO!!!!!Monday 7/12/05”.

66. On or about July 21, 2005, defendant BRADLEY communicated with defendant

SEVERA by online chat and sent defendant SEVERA sample text of stock advertisements.

Defendant BRADLEY told SEVERA to make up and add advertising content to the

advertisements contained in the spam.

On or about August 26, 2005, defendant BRADLEY communicated with .67.

defendant SEVERA by online chat, and defendant SEVERA stated that he would like to send the

stock spam e-mail messages without any disclaimers.

68. On or about August 29, 2005, defendant SEVERA told defendant BRADLEY, “I

' mail both htrnl, with hide randomization ...” In the context of unlawful spamming, the term

“randomization” often means the creation of randomly generated false names and e-mail

addresses diat are inserted in spam e-mail messages.

From beginning on or about June 29, 2005, through on or about August 22,2005,69.

defendant SEVERA received hundreds of thousands of dollars from defendant RALKSY as

payments for his regular spamming activities, primarily spamming messages that touted stocks

with the following ticker symbols: PGCN, CWTD, CDGT, as well as SWIS, VAIG, MIDX,

. WWBP, MWIS, CGKY, MIDX, CHMS, PPKI, AXCP.

70. The defendants sent unlawful spam e-mail with materially false headers, as set out

in Count 7, which is alleged as an overt act in furtherance of this conspiracy.
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Exhibit “H”
Bragg’s Cooperation Agreement in the Petitioner’s case.
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Exhibit “I”
Bragg’s Michigan plea conference. 

P. 8, 9,10,11,12
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a

about what it is that 

guilty and you will have

I will ask you questionsyourself because

did to satisfy myself that you're
1

2 you

to acknowledge your guilt.3
I'm here to be aYour Honor.Yes,THE DEFENDANT: 

hundred percent honest with you.

Okay, and you're

4

5
willing to give up all ofTHE COURT:6

these rights and to proceed?

THE DEFENDANT:
7

Your Honor.Yes,8
I'm going to ask the government to 

the defendant will be pleading
THE COURT: Okay.9

the record the charge thatput on10

11 to.
Mr. Bragg isThank you, Your Honor, 

to two counts, Count Five and Count Six xn the
MS. SPIVACK:12

pleading guilty13

indictment.14
Count Five charges Mr. Bragg with violating 18

to violate the CAN-SPAM

to commit mail fraud

15
371, committing a conspiracyU.S.C.16

18 U.S.C. 1037, conspiracy

1341, and conspiracy to commit wire
Act, which is 

in violation of 18 U.S.C.
17

18
1343.fraud in violation of 18 U.S.C.

The maximum punishment

imprisonment, $250,000 fine, and no less than three

19
for Count Five is five

20

years'

years supervised release. 

He's

21

22
to Count Six, whichalso here to plead guilty

violation of the CAN-SPAM Act, specifically
23

is a substantive24
1037(a)(2) and (b)(2)(c), ^hich deals with sending18 U.S.C25
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spam in, ah, using relays and proxiesfL— "
The maximum

1
punishment associated with Count Five2

a $250,000 fine, no less thanis three years' imprisonment, 

two years supervised release.

3

4
set out on pages 2The elements of the offense are 

through 5 of his Rule 11, and I’m happy to read that into the 

if the Court would like or we can just

5

6

record7
It's not necessary.THE COURT:8

Okay, and the factual basis, if the

read the factual basis into the 

5 through 7 of his Rule 11.

MS. SPIVACK:9

Court would indulge, I'd like to10
That's set forth on pagesrecord.11

Let me, before you do those 

Bragg if you understand
THE COURT: You may.12

things, though, let me just ask Mr.13

those charges?14
I do.Yes, Your Honor,

Okay, and you understand that there is

it here and counsel's referred 

that Rule 11 with Mr. Morgan?

THE DEFENDANT:15

THE COURT:16

this Rule 11, obviously we have17

Did you go overto it.18
Yes, Your Honor, thoroughly.

Okay, and I see your signature is on it.

THE DEFENDANT:19

THE COURT:20

So you signed that?21
Yes, Your Honor.

the factual basis which counsel

the record is the basis of this plea, 

later that, do you adopt this, do you agree

THE DEFENDANT:22
NowTHE COURT: Okay.23

Sois going to read into 

I'm going to ask you

24

25
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listen carefully as theSo pleaseto everything that1 s said.. 

facts are read, okay?

1

2
Your Honor.THE DEFENDANT: Yes,3

You may proceed.THE COURT:4
The partiesThank you, Your Honor.

true and are a sufficient and
MS. SPIVACK:5

stipulate the following facts are

basis for the Defendant's guilty plea.
6

accurate7
From on or about January, 2004 through on or about

herein after
8

September, 2005, Defendant James E. Bragg,

Defendant Seven, conspired and agreed with Allen Ralsky and 

unsolicited bulk commercial electronic mail,

-mails himself and directed 

behalf of the conspiracy, 

the Defendant transmitted

9

10

others to send11

also known as spam, sent spam e 

others to send spam e-mails on

During this time frame

12

13

14
millions of spam e-mails that used false headers and were

in order to disguise the true origin
15

sent via proxy mailing 

of the spam e-mails and prevent recipients and Internet

from detecting and blocking them.

16

17

Service Providers18
mailing means knowingly using

re-transmit the messages with
The term proxy19

protected computers to relay or 

the intent to disguise their origin.
20

21
about March 1st,On numerous occasions from on or 

2005 through on or about August 1st, 2005 Bragg communicated
22

23
with Defendants Ralsky, Bradley, Devenow and Brown via

and other methods of
24

electronic mail, instant messages25
i
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communication about their use of proxies, which they also1

referred to as p's, proximate and peas, P-E-A-S, as well as2

their need to find sources for more proxies to use in3

connection with their spamming operation.4

On or about June 28th, 2005, Defendant Bragg and5

Defendant Bradley communicated via electronic mail about6

purchasing the bulk electronic mail software program Nexus.7

It allowed the defendants to locate open proxy computers on8

the Internet. The defendants thereafter purchased the Nexus9

software program and Defendant Bragg used it to send spam10

11 e-mails through proxies.

In addition, on or about July 11th, 2005, Bragg and12

Defendant Bradley communicated via electronic mail about13

their purchase of proxies from a source in Ukraine.14

The term false headers, as used in the statute,15

means knowingly and materially falsifying header information16

and intentionally initiating the transmission of multiple17

commercial e-mail messages.18

Many of the spam e-mails promoted thinly traded19

stocks for Chinese companies, including those with the ticker20

symbols CDGT, WWBP, CWDT and PGCN, and contained materially21
•r

false and misleading information or omissions.22

The Defendant was aware that interstate wire23

communications, the U.S. mail and common carriers were used24

to further the fraudulent scheme, which resulted in the25
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Defendant and others receiving payments and proceeds from the1

2 sale of stocks whose prices were inflated after being

3 promoted by spam e-mails sent in furtherance of the

4 conspiracy.

5 THE COURT: All right. Okay. Let me ask you, sir,

6 whether or not those are the facts?

7 THE DEFENDANT: Those are accurate, ma'am, yes, Your

8 Honor.

9 THE COURT: And you adopt those facts?

10 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

11 THE COURT: In their totality?

12 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

13 This is what you did in this case?THE COURT:

14 This is exactly what I did, YourTHE DEFENDANT:

15 Honor.

16 THE COURT: Okay. Do you have any questions you would

17 like to ask him about the facts before we get into the Rule 11?

18 MS. SPIVACK: No, I don't, Your Honor.

19 THE COURT: Okay. All right. Would you put the terms

20 of the Rule 11 on the record, please.

21 MS. SPIVACK: Sure. The Rule 11 is a non-cooperation

22 plea agreement; so there's no 5K involved. The agreed

23 guidelines range is 24 to 30 months' imprisonment.

24 The supervised release, as set forth on page 8, is

no less than three years.25
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GOVERNMENT 
EXHIBIT 

EX. 1140
Subject: Recently been commissioned, by the second largest retailer in the United States 
From: "Kathryn ZIRBEL" <shauna5868@gmail.com>
Date: 1/7/2008 11:24 AM
To. nkroberts@sbcglobal.net, bragg68@gmail.com, marketingnow@gmail.com 
Delivered-To: marketingnow@gmail.com
Received: by 10.142.135.17 with SMTP id i17cs34430wfd; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:24:48 
Received: by 10.142.185.13 with SMTP id i13mr2259603wff.213.1199723088525; Mon,
Received: by 10.142.245.15 with HTTP; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:24:48 -0800 (PST)
Message-ID: <c6ef94120801070824m4347a909q4269768a0fb6bd94@mail.qmail
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/aiternative; boundary="-—=_Part_6159_28934748.1199723088513"

Get the Finest Rolex Watch RepiicalWe only sell premium watches. There's no battery in these replicas just like the real ones 
since they charge themselves as you move. The second hand moves JUST like the real ones, too. These original watches sell 

st°res f°r thousands of dollars. We sell them for much less. - Replicated to the Smallest Detail- 98% Perfectly Accurate 
Markings - Signature Green Sticker w/ Serial Number on Watch Back- Magnified Quickset Date- Includes all Proper 
Markingsvisit us: sppoiiee.comChristmas discount this week only! Make your order before the prices go up.

t

-0800 (PST)
07 Jan 2008 08:24:48 -0800 (PST)

.com>
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I GOVERNMENT 1 
|| EXHIBIT I
II EX.1141 ISubject: Posts 58% Increase in Revenues 

From: "Pamela EZEKIEL" <imelda9832@gmail.com>
Date: 1/7/2008 11:24 AM
To: nkotsopoulos@lawrencetech.net, nkotta@yahoo.com, bragg68@gmail.com, marketingnow@gmail.com 
Deiivered-To: marketingnow@gmail.com
Received: by 10.142.135.17 with SMTP id i17cs34416wfd; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:24:42 -0800 (PST)
Received: by 10.151.11.17 with SMTP id o17mr5475562ybi.98.1199723081707; Mon, 07 Jan 2008 08:24:41 -0800 (PST) 
Received: by 10.151.15.8 with HTTP; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:24:41 -0800 (PST)
Message-ID: <1e9332b70801070824w43d71983led02e0877fdd586b@mail.gmail.com>
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary-'—=_Part_20186_13448650.1199723081713"

Get the Finest Rolex Watch Replica! We only sell premium watches. There's no battery in these replicas just like the real ones 
since they charge themselves as you move. The second hand moves JUST like the real ones, too. These original watches sell 
in stores for thousands of dollars. We sell them for much less. - Replicated to the Smallest Detail- 98% Perfectly Accurate 
Markings - Signature Green Sticker w/ Serial Number on Watch Back- Magnified Quickset Date- Includes all Proper 
MarkingsVisit us: sodikeke.comChristmas discount this week only! Make your order before the prices go up.

1 of!

mailto:imelda9832@gmail.com
mailto:nkotsopoulos@lawrencetech.net
mailto:nkotta@yahoo.com
mailto:bragg68@gmail.com
mailto:marketingnow@gmail.com
mailto:marketingnow@gmail.com
mailto:1e9332b70801070824w43d71983led02e0877fdd586b@mail.gmail.com
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■ government 1 
11 exhibit I
If EX. 1142 I

Subject: Big News Just Out
From: "Joni WESTER" <autumn1219@gmail.com>
Date: 1/7/2008 11:24 AM
To: nkp0401@yahoo.com, nkp2780@aol.com, bragg68@gmail.com, marketingnow@gmaii 
Delivered-To: marketingnow@gmail.com
Received: by 10.142.135.17 with SMTP id i17cs34428wfd; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:24:47 
Received:

.com

u -0800 (PST)
by 10.82.174.20 with SMTP id w20mr35661813bue.28.1199723085704; Mon, 07 Jan 2008 08:24:45 -0800 (PST) 

Received: by 10.82.155.13 with HTTP; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:24:45 -0800 (PST)
Message-ID: <847ef2500801070824mb7214d8pcca64a7adc3ca3a7@mail.gmail.com>
MIM E-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: multipart/alternative; boundary="—=_Part_3625_20598064.1199723085699"

Get the Finest Rolex Watch ReplicalWe only sell premium watches. There's no battery in these replicas just like the real ones 
since they charge themselves as you move. The second hand moves JUST like the real ones, too. These original watches sell 
in stores for thousands of dollars. We sell them for much less. - Replicated to the Smallest Detail- 98% Perfectly Accurate 
Markings - Signature Green Sticker w/Serial Number on Watch Back- Magnified Quickset Date- Includes all Proper 
MarkingsVisit us: sodikeke.comChristmas discount this week only! Make your order before the prices go up.

I of i

mailto:autumn1219@gmail.com
mailto:nkp0401@yahoo.com
mailto:nkp2780@aol.com
mailto:bragg68@gmail.com
mailto:marketingnow@gmail.com
mailto:847ef2500801070824mb7214d8pcca64a7adc3ca3a7@mail.gmail.com
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I GOVERNMENT 1
II exhibit I
P EX. 1143 I

Subject: Major Contract Just Signed 
From: "Jean RISS" <deidre9991@gmail.com>
Date: 1/7/2008 11:25 AM
To: nkudari@yahoo.com, bragg68@gmail.com, marketingnow@gmail.com 
Delivered-To: marketingnow@gmaii.com
Received: by 10.142.135.17 with SMTP id i17cs34482wfd; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:25:45 
Received: by 10.100.105.15 with SMTP id d15mr19586803anc.65.1199723145198- Mon 
Received: by 10.100.8.14 with HTTP; Mon, 7 Jan 2008 08:25:45-0800 (PST)
Message-ID: <fd3f8c780801070825q2e76ef0aje1546def3f92b2fa@mail.gmail 
MIME-Version: 1.0
Content-Type: muitipart/altemative; boundary-1—=_Part_9234_5814937.1199723145189"

-0800 (PST)
07 Jan 2008 08:25:45 -0800 (PST)

.com>

Get the Finest Rolex Watch ReplicaiWe only sell premium watches. There's no battery in these replicas just like the real ones
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Filed 05/14/13 Page 1 of 7 PagelD: 2271
Case 3:ll-cr-00161-AET Document 98

AO ?45B (Mod. n/NJ 12/06) Sheet 1 - Judgment in a Criminal Case

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
District of New Jersey

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Case Number 3:11CR161(/^PP01

v. c.£CHRISTOPHER RAD / V £Defendant. o1* ii
JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE 

(For Offenses Committed On or After November 1 , 1987)

ro, Esquire (Retained).The defendant, CHRISTOPHER RAD, was represented by Francis Williams Monteneg
issed the Indictment. The defendant has been found not guilty on count(s)

, . ...<nn rniml(,l1s 5s - 9s of the Superseding Indictment by a jury verdict on 11-30-2012 after

Count
Number(s)Pate of Offense

FROM AT LEAST 
AS EARLY AS IN 
OR ABOUT 11-2007, 
THROUGH IN OR 
ABOUT 02-2009

FROM AT LEAST 
AS EARLY AS IN 
OR ABOUT 05-2007 
THROUGH IN OR 
ABUT 02-2009

UNAUTHORIZED ACCESS SPAMMING - AIDING 05-13-2008 
& ABETTING

UNAUTHORIZED ACCESS SPAMMING -AIDING 05-M-2008 
& ABETTING

UNAUTHORIZED ACCESS SPAMMING - AIDING 06-02-2008 
& ABETTING 2008

UNAUTHORIZED ACCESS SPAMMING - AIDING 06^-03-20^08 ^ ^

Nature of Offense i-Title & Section . ONE

registration spamming

18U.S.C. SECTION 371 [18 
U.S.C. SECTIONS 
1037(a)(3), (b)(1)(A), 
(b)(2)(C),&(b)(2)(E)]

;!

[
FIVE

CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT UNAUTHORIZED 
ACCESS SPAMMING

18 U.S.C. SECTION 371 [18 
U.S.C. SECTIONS 
1037(a)(1)&(b)(2)(A)]

SIX
18 U.S.C. SECTIONS 
1037(a)(1), (b)(1)(A), 
&(b)(2)(A)

18 U.S.C. SECTIONS 
1037(a)((1), (b)(1)(A), & 
(b)(2)(A)

18 U.S.C. SECTIONS 
1037(a)(1), (b)(1)(A), & 
(b)(2)(A)

18 U.S.C. SECTIONS 
1037(a)(1), (b)(1)(A), & 
(b)(2)(A)

!
Ii2008

SEVEN

2008
EIGHT

;

!
NINE

Ii
& 2008

TheAs pronounced on 05-13-2013, the defendantis senJenced as provided ,n Pag6S 2 thf°U9h ? °f ^ Judgment' 
sentence is Enposed pursuant to the Sentencing Reform Act of 1984.

I!07728 !

i
■■



Case 3:ll-cr-00161-AET Document 98 Filed 05/14/13 Page 2 of 7 PagelD: 2272

It is ordered that the defendant shall pay to the United States a special assessment of $100.00 as to each count; total: 
$600.00, for count(s) 1s, 5s through.9s, which shall be due immediately. Said special assessment shall be made payable to the 
Clerk, U.S. District Court.

It is further ordered that the defendant shall notify the United States Attorney for this district within 30 days of any change 
of name; residence, or mailing address until all fines, restitution, costs, and special assessments imposed by this Judgment are fully 
paid. If ordered to pay restitution, the defendant shall notify the court and United States Attorney of any material change in the 
defendant’s economic circumstances.

Signed this the 14th day of May, 2013.

JOEL A. P^§ANO
United States District Judge

f

07728

)
)



Case 3:ll-cr-00161-AET Document 98 Filed 05/14/13 Page 4 of 7 PagelD: 2274

AO 245B (Mod. D/NJ 12/06) Sheet 3 - Supervised Release

Judgment - Page 4 of 7
Defendant: CHRISTOPHER RAD
Case Number: 3:11CR161(JAP)-01

SUPERVISED RELEASE

Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be placed on supervised release for a term of 5 years on each count 
to run concurrently.

Within 72 hours of release from custody of the Bureau of Prisons, the defendant shall report in person to the Probation 
Office in the district to which the defendant is released.

While on supervised release, the defendant shall comply with the standard conditions that have been adopted by this court 
as set forth below.

Based on information presented, the defendant is excused from the mandatory drug testing provision, however, may be
requested to submit to drug testing during the period of supervision if the probation officer determines a risk of substance
abuse.

If this judgment imposes a fine, special assessment, costs, or restitution obligation, it shall be a condition of supervised 
release that the defendant pay any such fine, assessments, costs, and restitution that remains unpaid at the commencement of the 
term of supervised release and shall comply with the following special conditions.

COMPUTER MONITORING

You shall submit to an initial inspection by the U.S. Probation Office, and to any unannounced examinations during 
supervision, of your computer equipment. This includes, but is not limited to, personal computer, personal digital assistants, 
entertainment consoles, cellular telephones, and/or any electronic media device which is owned or accessed by you. You 
shall allow the installation on your computer of any hardware or software systems which monitor computer use. You shall 
pay the costs of the computer monitoring program. You shall abide by the standard conditions of computer monitoring. 
Any dispute as to the applicability of this condition shall be decided by the Court.

COOPERATION WITH IMMIGRATION AND CUSTOMS ENFORCEMENT

You shall cooperate with Immigration and Customs Enforcement to resolve any problems with your status in the United 
States. You shall provide truthful information and abide by the rules and regulations of Immigration and Customs 
Enforcement. If deported, you shall not re-enter the United States without the written permission of the Attorney General. 
If you re-enter the United States, you shall report in person to the nearest U.S. Probation Office within 48 hours.



Document 98 Filed 05/14/13 Page 7 of 7 PageiD: 2277Case 3:ll-cr-00161-AET

AO 245B (Mod. D/NJ 12/06) Sheet 5 - Fine

Judgment - Page 7 of 7
CHRISTOPHER RADDefendant:

Case Number: 3:11CR161 (JAP)-01

FINE

The defendant shall pay a fine of $30,000.00.

This fine, plus any interest pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3612(f)(1), is due immediately and shall be paid in full within 30 days of 
sentencing .immediately. It is recommended that the defendant participate in the Bureau of Prisons Inmate Financial Responsibility 
Program (IFRP). If the defendant participates in the IFRP, the fine shall be paid from those funds at a rate equivalent to $25 every 
3 months In the event the fine is not paid prior to the commencement of supervision, the defendant shall satisfy the amount due 
in monthly installments of no less than $500.00, to commence 30 days after release from confinement.

This amount is the total of the fines imposed on individual counts, as follows: 5,000.00 as to each of counts 1 s, 5s through 9s.

■I

5

1

If the fine is not paid, the court may sentence the defendant to any sentence which might have been originally imposed. 
See 18 U.S.C. §3614.

Unless the court has expressly ordered otherwise, if this judgment imposes imprisonment, payment of criminal monetary 
penalties is due during imprisonment. All criminal monetary penalties, except those payments made through the Federal Bureau 
of Prisons' Inmate Financial Responsibility Program, are made to the clerk of the court.

Payments shall be applied in the following order: (1) assessment, (2) restitution principal, (3) restitution interest, (4) fine 
principal, (5) community restitution, (6) fine interest, (7) penalties, and (8) costs, including cost of prosecution and court

costs.
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AO 245B (Mod. D/NJ 12/06) Sheet 3a - Supervised Release

Judgment - Page 6 of 7
CHRISTOPHER RADDefendant:

Case Number: 3:11CR161(JAP)-01

SSSSSSSissSKiSSSSSS
You shall not operate any motor vehicle without a valid driver's license issued by the State of New Jersey or in the> state in 
which you are supervised. You shall comply with all motor vehicle laws and ordinances and must report all motor vehicle 
infractions (including any court appearances) within 72 hours to the U.S. Probation Office;

(20)

------------------- For OfficjalJJse On/y_- — U_S._ProbationOffice_

Upon a finding of a violation of probation or supervised release, I understand that the Court may (1) revoke 
supervision or (2) extend the term of supervision and/or modify the conditions of supervision.

These conditions have been read to me. I fully understand the conditions, and have been provided a copy of 
them.

You shall carry out all rules, in addition to the above, as prescribed by the Chief U.S. Probation Officer, or any 
of his associate Probation Officers.

____ I

(Signed) DateDefendant

DateU.S! Probation Officer/Designated Witness
____ l
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AO 245B (Mod. D/NJ 12/06) Sheet 3a - Supervised Release

Judgment - Page 5 of 7
CHRISTOPHER RADDefendant:

Case Number: 3:11CR161(JAP)-01

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISED RELEASE

While the defendant is on supervised release pursuant to this Judgment:

1) The defendant shall not commit another federal, state, or local crime during the term of supervision.

2) The defendant shall not illegally possess a controlled substance.

3) If convicted of a felony offense, the defendant shall not possess a firearm or destructive device.

4) The defendant shall not.leave the judicial district without the permission of the court or probation officer.

5) The defendant shall report to the probation officer in a manner and frequency directed by the Court or probation officer.

6) The defendant shall answer truthfully all inquiries by the probation officer and follow the instructions of the probation officer.

7) The defendant shall support his or her dependents and meet other family responsibilities.

The defendant shall work regularly at a lawful occupation unless excused by the probation officer for schooling, training, or 
other acceptable reasons.

9) The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of any change in residence or employment.

10) The defendant shall refrain from excessive use of alcohol and shall not purchase, possess, use, distribute or administer any 
narcotic or other controlled substance, or any paraphernalia related to such substances.

11) The defendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances are illegally sold, used, distributed, or administered.

12) The defendant shall not associate with any persons engaged in criminal activity, and shall not associate with any person 
convicted of a felony unless granted permission to do so by the probation officer.

13) The defendant shall permit a probation officer to visit him or her at any time at home or elsewhere and shall permit confiscation 
of any contraband observed in plain view by the probation officer.

14) The defendant shall notify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of being arrested.or questioned by a law enforcement 
officer.

15) The defendant shall not enter into any agreement to act as an informer or a special agent of a law enforcement agency without 
the permission of the court.

16) As directed by the probation officer, the defendant shall notify third parties of risks that may be occasioned by the defendant s 
criminal record or personal history or characteristics, and shall permit the probation officer to make such notifications and to 
confirm the defendant’s compliance with such notification requirement.

(17) You shall cooperate in the collection of DNA as directed by the Probation Officer.

(This standard condition would apply when the current offense or a prior federal offense is either a felony, any offense under 
Chapter 109A of Title 18(i.e., §§2241-2248, any crime of violence [as defined in 18U.S.C. § 16], any attempt or conspiracy 
to commit the above, an offense under the Uniform Code of Military Justice for which a sentence of confinement of more than 
one year may be imposed, or any other offense under the Uniform Code that is comparable to a qualifying federal offense),

(18) Upon request you shall provide the U.S. Probation Office with full disclosure of your financial records, including co-mingled 
income, expenses, assets and liabilities, to include yearly income tax returns. With the exception of the financial accounts 
reported and noted within the presentence report, you are prohibited from maintaining and/or opening any additional individual 
and/or joint checking, savings, or other financial accounts, for either personal or business purposes, without the knowledge

8)


