UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 001SEP -5 PH 2: 04

) CLARENCE HALDL
$.0. OF FL.-HIAH]
SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION, )
) 808302
Plaintiff, ) O 7 = 2 .
V ) CIV-MARRA
' ) MAGISTRATE JUDGE
HOMELAND COMMUNICATIONS ) JOHNSON
CORPORATION, FRANCES M. LABARRE, )
AND JOSEPH YURKIN, )
Defendants, ).
. )
- OAK TREE ESCROW CORPORATION, )
LUNA PAZZA,INC., SMR ACQUISITIONS, INC., )
SMRDEVELOPMENT.COM, INC., AND )
GLOBAL SURVEY CORPORORATION, )
e e e e )
Relief Defendants. )
)
COMPLAINT FOR INJUNCTIVE AND OTHER RELIEF
Plantiff Securities and Exchange Commission alleges:
I. INTRODUCTION
1. The Commission brings this action to enjoin Homeland Communications

Corporation, Frances M. LaBarre and Joseph Yurkin from continuing to defraud investors
through the ongoing sale of unregistered securities in violation of the antifraud and registration
provisions of the federal securities laws.

2. From at least May 2005 to thev present, Homeland, a purported wireless
communications company; LaBarre, the Company’s sole officer and director; and Yurkin, the
Company’s vice-president of investor relations, have raised at least $1.13 million from
approximately 93 investors nationwide$ by offering and selling unregistered securities in the form of

units consisting of at least one share of Homeland’s common stock and one warrant.



3. In connection with the offer and sale of Homeland’s securities, the Defendants are
making numerous material misrepresentations and omissions to investors 'through.the Homeland
website, telemarketers, and a private placement memorandum (“PPM), including bogus promises
of an initial public offering (“IPO™).

4. The Défendants also falsely represent they will spend investor proceeds on
marketing, obtaining additional Federal Communications Commission (“FCC”) licenses, and
acquiring a privately-held New Hampshire telecommunications company.

5. All of these claims are patently false. Homeland has never filed a registration
statement with the Commission or made any other attempt to ge public. Homeland has no FCC .
licenses or pending FCC license applications, and has not acquired the New Hampshire company.
Additionally, the-Defendants have failed to disclose Lhat-contemper&qeous with the Defendants’
offering of Homeland securities, Pennsylvania and Texas issued cease-and-desist orders against
Homeland to stop selling its unregistered securities in those states.

6. Contrary to the Defendants’ representations to investors about how they will spend
the money, Labarre is misappropriating investors’ funds, and has funneled hearly $2 million to her
family members and the Relief Defendants, which are companies LaBarre and her family control.

7. Through their conduct, the Defendants each are violating Sections 5(a), 5(c), and
17(a) of the Seéurities Act of 1933 (“Securities Act”), 15 U.S.C. 8§ 77e(a), 77¢(c), and 77q(a);

and Section 10(b) and Rule 10b-5 of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (“Exchange Act), 15

U.S.C. § 78j(b) and 17 C.F.R. § 240.10b-5. Based on the ongoing nature of their violations and

the scienter the Defendants have demonstrated through their willful and wanton disregard for the
federal securities laws, the Defendants have shown they will continue to violate the law unless

the Court grants the injunctive and other relief the Commission seeks.






