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Gary W. Zinn
9638 Elmwood Drive
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DEC 1 & 2009

NANCY MAYER WHITTINGTON, CLERK
U.S. DISTRICT COURT

Misc. No.

APPLICATION OF THE SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION
FOR ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND
FOR ORDER REQUIRING OBEDIENCE TO SUBPOENAS

1. The Securities and Exchange Commission (“Commission”) hereby applies to this

Court for an Order requiring Respondents Gary W. Zinn (“Zinn”), Tanika Consulting Group, Inc.

(“Tanika”), and Dynamic Marketing Services EOOD (*“Dynamic”) (collectively referred to as



“Respondents™) to show cause why they should not be ordered to produce documents and appear
for testimony pursuant to subpoenas properly issued by the Commission and served upon them in
connection with an ongoing Commission law enforcement investigation. The Commission
further requests that, after considering any response to this Application, the Court enter an Order
requiring the Respondents to comply with the subpoenas.

2. Jurisdiction is conferred upon this Court by Section 22(b) of the Securities Act of
1933 (*Securities Act”), 15 U.S.C. § 77v(b). and by Section 21(c) of the Securities Exchange Act
of 1934 (“Exchange Act™), 15 U.S.C. § 78u(c). Venue properly lies within the District of
Columbia pursuant to Section 21(c) of the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. § 78u(c).

3. In support of this Application, the Commission submits the accompanying
declaration of staff attorney Kevin Muhlendorf, sworn to on December 14, 2005, the Exhibits
thereto, and a Memorandum of Points and Authorities. The Commission also attaches a
proposed Order requiring the Respondents to comply with the subpoenas.

4. On December 14, 2004, pursuant to Section 20(a) of the Securities Act, 15 U.S.C.
§ 77t(a), and Section 21(a) of the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. § 78u(a), the Commission issued an
Order Directing Private Investigation and Designating Officers to Take Testimony in an

investigation captioned, In the Matter of Artec, Inc. (the “Formal Order”). Declaration of Kevin

Mubhlendorf, (“Muhlendorf Decl.”) at § 3 (filed simultaneously herewith); see Exhibit 1 thereto.
5. On June 1, 2005 the Commission issued an Amended Formal Order in the case,

changing the name to In the Matter of ArTec Inc. and Certain Entities Organized by a Shell

Creation Group (the “Amended Formal Order”). The Amended Formal Order further authorizes

members of the SEC Staff to investigate whether certain attorneys, law firms, accountants,

accounting firms, broker-dealers, transfer agents, consultants, and other associated individuals



and entities manipulated or attempted to manipulate the share price of shell companies and
companies that merged into or with them by making false or misleading statements to the public
concerning the company and/or by employing manipulative trading devices (hereinafter referred to
as the “Shell Creation Group™). Id. at Y 5-10, Exhibit 2.

6. In the course of its investigation, the Staff learned that certain members of the
Shell Creation Group assisted in the financing and promotion of several companies, including
National Storm Management (“NLST”) and Deep Rock Oil & Gas (“DPRK™). Id. at §§ 11-12.
These companies, which trade on the over-the-counter market, have been the recent subjects of
widespread fax blasts and spam emails touting the value of their securities in the wake of Hurricane
Katrina. Id. at 21-24, 28. The investigation revealed that Respondent Zinn was involved in setting
up the brokerage account for Putnam International Consulting (“Putnam”), which is the entity
that paid to have the faxes disseminated. Other evidence indicates that Zinn set up a website for
Putnam and that Putnam profited from the sale of its NLST and DPRK holdings. Id. at 16. In
addition, evidence suggests that Tanika, an entity controlled by Zinn, traded in NLST as well as
other stocks involved in this investigation. Id. at 14. In addition, evidence that Zinn controlled
Dynamic and that Dynamic had received payments from an entity associated with the Shell
Creation Group. Id. at 15.

7. The Staff wishes to question Zinn and representatives of Tanika and Dynamic
about these transactions, about certain of the statements about NLST’s and DPRK ’s stock
contained in the faxes disseminated to members of the investing public, as well as about the
securities of other issuers related to the Shell Creation Group. To that end, the Staff has issued

subpoenas to the Respondents requiring their testimony and the production of documents.



8. The Commission’s Subpoenas were properly issued and validly served on
September 12, 2005. Id. at § 32. The subpoenas required Zinn, Dynamic, and Tanika to produce
documents by September 23, 2005, and to testify, personally or through a representative, on
October 20, 2005. Id. at § 33. In the approximately three months since the service of these
Subpoenas, however, the Respondents have failed to comply with the subpoena in any respect.
Id. at 99 33-46. In fact, the Commissions repeated attempts to resolve these issues with counsel
for Respondents have been wholly unsuccessful. 1d. at Y 34-47.

9. Respondents’ documents and testimony are relevant to matters under investigation
in which the Respondents were participants, and may provide evidence, or lead to relevant
evidence, as to whether the Respondents or others violated the federal securities laws. The
documents and testimony sought by the Commission’s staff therefore are relevant and important
to the Commission’s investigation and within the scope of the Formal Order.

WHEREFORE, the Commission respectfully requests:

L

That the Court enter an Order to Show Cause directing the Respondents to show cause
why this Court should not enter the proposed Order requiring their production of documents and
appearance for testimony;

L
That the Court enter an Order requiring the Respondents to comply fully with the

outstanding Subpoenas; and



II.
That the Court order such other and further relief as may be necessary and appropriate to

achieve compliance with the Subpoenas.

Dated: December 15, 2005
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DECLARATION OF KEVIN MUHLENDORF
IN SUPPORT OF APPLICATION OF THE SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE
COMMISSION FOR AN ORDER TO SHOW CAUSE AND FOR AN
ORDER REQUIRING OBEDIENCE WITH SUBPOENAS ISSUED TO RESPONDENTS




I, Kevin Muhlendorf, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, do hereby declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney admitted to the Bar of the District of Columbia and admitted
to practice before this Court. I am employed as Senior Counsel by the United States
Securities and Exchange Commission (“Commission”) in the Division of Enforcement, at
the Commission’s headquarters office in Washington, D.C.

2. This Declaration is submitted in support of the Commission’s Application for
an Order to Show Cause and for an Order Requiring Obedience to Subpoenas issued to Gary
W. Zinn, Tanika Consulting Group, Inc., and Dynamic Marketing Solutions EOOD
(collectively referred to as ““the Respondents™), and is based on my direct participation in the

investigation captioned In the Matter of ArTec, Inc. and Certain Entities Organized by a

Shell Creation Group. I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

3. The statements of others set forth herein are described in substance and in
part, and not verbatim. To the extent that there are assertions herein concerning dates and
numbers, they are approximate, based upon information and evidence gathered to date.
Because the Commission submits this Declaration for the limited purpose of supporting its
Application, I have not set forth each and every fact that I know about the investigation.

THE COMMISSION’S INVESTIGATION

4, On December 14, 2004, pursuant to Section 20(a) of the Securities Act of
1933 (“Securities Act™), 15 U.S.C. § 77t(a), and Section 21(a) of the Securities Exchange
Act 0f 1934 (“Exchange Act”), 15 U.S.C. § 78u(a), the Commission issued an Order
Directing Private Investigation and Designating Officers to Take Testimony in an

investigation captioned: In the Matter of ArTec, Inc. (the “Formal Order”). A true and




complete copy of the Commission’s Formal Order is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. The
Formal Order designates certain members of the Commission Staff, including myself and
Samuel J. Draddy, Branch Chief for the Division of Enforcement, as officers of the
Commission. As an officer of the Commission, I am authorized, among other things, to
subpoena witnesses, compel their attendance, take evidence, and require the production of
records deemed by the Commission or its designated officers to be material to its inquiry.
5. On June 1, 2005 the Commission issued an Amended Formal Order in the

case, changing the name to In the Matter of ArTec Inc. and Certain Entities Organized by a

Shell Creation Group (the “Amended Formal Order”). A true and complete copy of the

Commission’s Amended Formal Order is attached hereto as Exhibit 2.

6. The investigation authorized by the Amended Formal Order is being
conducted by members of the Commission’s Enforcement Staff (the “Staff”) based in
Washington, D.C. from its Washington, D.C. headquarters.

7. By the Amended Formal Order, the Commission directed that a private
investigation be conducted to determine, among other things, whether any persons have
engaged, are engaging, or are about to engage in violations of Sections 5(a), 5(c), 17(a) and
17(b) of the Securities Act, 15 U.S.C. §§ 77¢(a), 77e(c), 77q(a) and 77q(b); Section 10(b) of
the Exchange Act, 15 U.S.C. 78j(b); and Rule 10b-5 promulgated thereunder, 17 C.F.R.
240.10b-5, by various acts and practices reported in the Formal Order, or by any act or
practice of similar object.

8. As described in the Amended Formal Order, certain individuals and entities,

including, but not limited to, certain attorneys, law firms, accountants, accounting firms,



broker-dealers, transfer agents, consultants, and other associated individuals and entities
comprise a shell creation group based in or around Dallas, Texas (the “Shell Creation
Group”). The Shell Creation Group also provides consulting services, stock transfer
services, escrow and other services for ArTec and other entities.

9. The Shell Creation Group and others may have violated the anti-fraud
provisions of the federal securities laws in that they may have manipulated or attempted to
manipulate the share price of certain companies by making false or misleading statements to
the public concerning the company and/or by employing manipulative trading devices.

10. In addition, the Shell Creation Group and others may have violated the anti-
touting provisions of the federal securities laws in that they may have published, given
publicity to, or circulated a notice, circular, advertisement, newspaper, article, letter,
investment service, or communication that, though not purporting to offer a security for sale,
describes such security for a consideration received or to be received, directly or indirectly,
from an issuer, underwriter, or dealer, without fully disclosing the receipt, whether past or
prospective, of such consideration and the amount thereof.

THE SHELL CREATION GROUP AND ZINN
ASSIST NATIONAL STORM AND DEEP ROCK

11 National Storm Management, Inc. (“NLST”), a company that trades on the
over-the-counter market, is a Nevada corporation. A review of corporate and other records
indicates that certain members of the Shell Creation Group assisted in the financing and
promotion of NLST. For example, NLST utilized the same corporate lawyer, transfer agent,

and broker dealer as other entities created by the Shell Creation Group.



12. Deep Rock Oil & Gas, Inc. (“DPRK?”), a company that trades on the over-the-
counter market, 1s a Nevada corporation. A review of corporate and other records indicates
that certain members of the Shell Creation Group assisted in the financing and promotion of
DPRK. For example, DPRK used the same corporate lawyer and transfer agent as other
entities created by the Shell Creation Group. In addition, suspicious trading in DPRK
securities took place through the same broker dealer that NLST used.

13. Gary W. Zinn (“Zinn”), is a United States citizen who maintains an address
in Rancho Cucamonga, California.

14.  Tanika Consulting Group Inc. (“Tanika™) is a Nevada corporation. Nevada
records reflect that Zinn is its President, Secretary, and Treasurer. Brokerage records
indicate that Zinn had trading authority over Tanika’s brokerage account and that Tanika
traded in the securities of certain issuers that are the subject of this investigation, including
NLST.

15. Dynamic Marketing Solutions EOOD (“Dynamic”) is a Bulganan single
person limited liability company owned by another Bulgarian entity called MediaOne
EOOD. MediaOne EOOD is managed by Zinn. Dynamic also received payments from an
entity associated with the Shell Creation Group.

16. On the same day in November 2004, an attorney from the United Kingdom,
acting on behalf of an offshore entity, opened two securities brokerage accounts at a Dallas,
Texas broker dealer used by the Shell Creation Group. The accounts were opened in the
name of Putnam International Consulting (“Putnam’) and High Charm Limited (‘“High

Charm”). Email records suggest that Zinn instructed that attorney to open the Putnam
























