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The Ulnited States Altorney charges that

COUNT 1
| Conspirdcy o Commil Wire Frawl)

A, ATALL TIMES MATERIAL HERETN:

. Law Firm A wis 4 Texas-bused law Ian that established an office i Wew Orleons,
| ouwtaiana, an or around Oetober 26, 2020, located o 1820 S5 Chatles Avenue; Suite 110, New
Edeleans, Loulsiana 70130,

2 Detendant RICHARD WILLIAM HUYE, TIT (*HUYE™) was an allommes
Tieemaed wpractice low o Loulsiang who was given the ttle of Managing Partoer for Law Firm A
and previously resided 1o Lownsiana,

w

3 Co-Comspirater | owas o founding partner of Law Firm A and resded i Teaas,
|;'.
Ve USH
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4. Koofing Compuny | was an oul ¢l site company that performed rocfing, sheet
metal,and siding repair.

5. Hurricone lda was a Category 4 burricane that made landfall m Southeast
Lowdsiama on August 28, 221,

&, Befisre |urricane Ida, Reofing Company | utilized o business model based upon
“door knockers™ 1o canvas neighborhoods after storms in ether stules where It did business. Onee
y homeowner agreed to a ool iospection by the Roofing Company | represcentative, the
homenwner would often be asked (@ enter inte an Assignment of Benefits (“AUBR™) contravl,

g At the time Hurmvane Ly struck | ouistana, Louisiana law did not prohibil the use
of AUHEE i connection with storm relaed litigation, but mest Louisiana homeowners” insurance
policies contained certain confragiual Hmitations or restrictions agamnst their use,

g, Roofing Company 1 was miroduced (o Law Firm A at several storm Litipation
canferencestseminurs in approximately 2019 through 2021 and enered into discussions about
working together in 2021

qQ, The Clerk of Cowt's Office Tor the Dastern District of Lowmsiany nismtained s
Electrome Case Files server in-a state other than Lowissana,

0. WVieims B0, LB, LB, 5B, SR, TM, ME. and B.M. all resided within (he
Eastorn District of Louisiana

B. THE CONSPIRACY:

Boginming on ur alwut Nevember of 2021, and continuing through at least Muarch 6. 2023,
i the Fastern Distmiet ol Louisiana and-elsewhere; the delendant HUYE, Law Firm A, Co-
Conspiratot |, umd ofhers known and unknown w the United States Attommey, willlully and

knowingly did combine. censpire, conliederate and agree to transmit and cause @ be ransmitted

{ ]
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by means vl wire communications in [nterstate commercee wrilings, s1gns, signals, piclures and
sands lor the purpose of executing a scheme and artifice to delfraud amd lor oblaining money and
property by means of materiallv false and fravdulen) pretenses, representations, and promises. in
viskation of Litle 18, United States Code, Section 1345,

. PURPOSE OF THE CONSPIRACY:

It was the purpose ol the consprrcy for defendant HUYE, Law Fim A, Co-Lonspinitor 1.
and others, to devise o scheme o obtan money and property fTem insuranee companies and
|omisiana homeowners; by [mudulently stating to Msurmes companies, morkgage companies, and
comrts that they represented homeswniers whose homes were damaged by | larricane lda and other
similar stormss whien in (et the homisowners had not hired HUYE, Law Fim A, or Co-Conspiralor
1. and had no atemey client relatonship with them:  Through this consplracy and scheme,
defendant HUYE, Law FFirm A, and Co-Conspirnlor | planned w bypass corfwn igsuranes
livmi taticids amd ablain ot least $40 million, which meluded atrornesy s foes. penalties, dumages, and
estimating gosts, (rom hundreds of homeowners and their insarers within the Fastern istrict of
Lowrisiame, including but not lnited (o 8.8, TML S0 LP, B.CTEB MR Cand BUM.

D. MANNER AND MEANS OF THE CONSPIRACY:

The manner and means by which the ehjectives of the conspiracy were accomplished
included., bul was not Hmited to, the Talkvwing:

L. I ollowing Hurricane Iia in Angust of 2021, Law Firm A and Co-Conspualor |
devised o scheme W capture as clienls o laree number of Louisiina homenwners who had sullered
property damage through an aggressive sovtal media marketing and advertising campaign that

Blanketed soulhern [Lowmsiana,
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2. Law Firm A and Co-Conspirator | also endeavored 1o talie advantage of Rooting
Company | s door-lo-deor solicitation and encouraged Roofing Company | o consider entering
the Lourstang market, sath Law Fiom A taking on the role of its legal representutive.

3, Strting on o about November of 2021, Law Firm A way adked by Boofing
Company | w review the lepalities of AOBz in Louisinny, and HUYE and Co-Consplirator 1 talsely
assured Reofing Company 1 that i could use ils AOR business model 0 Louisiana without any
1a41EE.

4 At the time. most Lovisiana homeowner insurance policies had anli-sssignment
lanpunge regarding post-loss benelits 1o a third pargy like Rootmg Company | or the gesignments
needed approval trom the insurer,

F HLYE. Law Firm A, and Co-Conspirator | led Rooling Compuny 1 10 believe
thit they would be ahle 1o wilize the Roofing Company | AQR bosiness model in Lousiana.
Bused on their advice, Roofing Company 1 decided o enter the Louisiana market on or aboul
January 2022 with the understanding thal Law Firm A would disclose the existence of the AOB,
and handle all of the contie! and negotialions with the homeowner’s insurande company,

1. A per Hy business model, Roofing Company | reprosentatives wenl door<g-danr
and affered homeowners free rool inspechions in areas affeeted by Humcune Tda and ather recem
storms, If the ool was damaged, Roofing Company 1 fhen offered 1o hundle needed repairs and
the claim with the homeswner s insurance company. I acceptable, the homeowners signed a work
order and & Roolimg Company 1 AOB, which they were generally told allowed Roofing Comipeony

| o apeak directly with thoir insurmes company,
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T At ng time did the Roofing Compuny | ADB or work erder disclose (o the
Lomsiang homeowner (bt Boofng Compeny | inlended o bime atiormess Tor the Turther handling
of the property damsage clum.,

8. As per their agreement, all Roofing Campany | ADHs were forwarded to Law
Frrm A lor the makiog ola demaond Tor pavment and the possible colleetion of penaltics.

L. [ senme instances; homeowners retuscd to retam Roofing Company |, canveled
the AU agreement, or were confused about the meaning of an AOR. Nonetheless, Rooling
Company | would, at times, still process (he AODR and lorward i wo Law Fiem A for handling.

141, After obtaiming an AQB, Law Firm A and Roofing Company 1 wiould then sign an
attomey engagemen controat, Low Finm A instrocted Rooling Company 1 té sign the contract an
behalf of the Lomstang homeowner and on many eccaslons filled in the howeowner's email and
phone mumber with Rooling Company 17 information.

| 1. As part of the scheme to defrand, Law Firm A and Rooling Company 1 ereated an
attorney engapement letter which allowed Law Firm A fo rétain o conlingency percentage of the
amount recovered from the Louisiana homeowner™s damaces, despite no authorized aftorncy
contract between Law Firm A and the Lewiaana homeswner.

12 Aficr teeviving the Rooling Company 1 AUMBs Law Firm A, under HUYE's
electranic sipnature-and with Co-Conspirator 1 listed as a “Founding Partner,” frasdulently senl
lerters of representation (v msursnee companies on behalf of at least 836 homeswners i the
Fastern Distriet of Louisions, which oll mentioned the potential gollection of penulties under

L Law

L
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13, The letiers of representation falsely stated thal Law Firm A represented the
homeowner, intentionally faifed to disclose the exislence ol the Rooling Company 1 AR, anld
intentionally faled to disclose that Law Firm A's ullomey-chien] relationshap was actually with
Roaling Company | and nol the himeowner

14, Subsequent letlers senl by Law Firm A, under HUYE's electronic sipnature and
with Co-Conspizator | lsted as a “Vounding Partner.” to a number of Loulsiana msurers also cited
the polential lor penallies wiler LA RS, 221892,

R The letters of reprezentation also msrocled the msurance company oo longer
contact the Insured homeowner and to list Law Form A as paves an any payment or draft made on
behalf at homeowner.

1 After the frandulent fetters of representation had been sent. Law Firm A hired a
third-party estimator to mspect the Lowsiang homesswner™s property

17. Drespite only representing Roofing Company 1 by way of un AQB, Law T 4
would in some instances oblon an estimate for damages of a Lomsiang homeowner™s property thal
went beyond the seope of the Roofing Company | AOB, which was enly Lor roof damage.

18. Diespite being aware of the fraudulent letters ol representation, HUYE, Law Firm
A and Law Firm A sliomevs vnder their supervision and control did nut diselose 1o any insumnce
compuny ol the existence of the Roofing Company | AOBs and continoed with pretending Lo
represent anky the Lowsiana homeowners nowdditional comespondence. emails. settlement
correspondence, and pleadings filed in cour! i lurtherance of the scheme and adifice to defmd

the Lowistang wsarers and homeowners.
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14, Drespite only represenung Rooling Company T by way of an ACH; Low Flem A
wioniled T somme inslamees seek o settle clams Tor the enteety o a Louisiana bomenwner's damages,
including interior dumages beyvond the scope of the Roofing Company 1 ACOB.

20, [n some mstances, HUYE andfor Law Fim A attomeys under HUYE's
gupervision sertled or atempted o sertle undiselosed Rooling Company 1 AOB ¢laims with 1he
Lonisiana homeoswner's insurance company withoul the knowlelge or consent of the Louisiana
homenwner.

21 In the instanees where a Roaling Company- 1 AOB clam was settled without the
Louisiang homeowner s koowledge or consent, Law Firm A would attempt to rofroastively oblnn
eonsent by sending (he homeowner a “disbursement statement,” detniling the wial selllement
figure along with deductions for Law Firm A's attormey’'s fees (ranging fram 10% 0 33%) and
estimiting costs {(usually a percentage of the settlement) from the amount needed o repair or
replace ool

2 | he settlement statement contaimed a limited power of attorney seeking permission
for Law Firm A to endorse any setilement checks it received on hehalf of the homeowner,

23 If 3@ Louisiana homeowner’'s property was encumbered by o morgags, the
settlement checlk for the Reoling Company 1 AOHB claim would often reguire the morlgaye
company s consent to the settlement by way ol an additional signature on the check,

g As part of the scheme 10 defrand, when mortgage companies did not endorse
encumbered checks sent W Law Firm A from insurance companies, Taw Firm A electonically
filed Complaints For Declaratory Judpment with the Clerk of Count for the Eastom Disinel ol

[ .ouisiana (ffice against the morizage compunies, which were electronically signed by HUYE,
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IS Ity an effort to foree the morgage company 1o endorse the check Issoed by the
ingurance company. the Law Finm A complaints lalsely soated in part:

Separalely, and at various difforent limes
vver the past two years, [Law Firm A| was hired on
a contingeney-Tee hasis to provide legal services Lo
and represent each of the several above-listed
homeawnerssmortgagers m conncciion wilth their
property nsurance claims against their especlive
priperty insurance carmiers for the damages o their
propertivs coused by Horrcanes Lawr, Delia, and
fda.

Pursyanl to the retainer agreements signed by
cach ol the Homeowners, each homeowner agreed
to pay [Law Firm Aj an amount equal to 33% of
all maonies recoversd by [Law Firm A] in
connection with their respective insuraoce claims,
plus reimbursement of expenses (emphasis added).
The complaints alse falsely alleged that
[Law Firm A prepared for the Homeowners,
and the | lomeowners, signed, wrillen disbursement
statements (" Breakdowns™ detailing the spegilic
purtionis) of all such proceeds due to [Law Firm A]
pursuant to the contingency-fee contracts signed
by the homenwners (cmphasis added),
2, The Louisiana homeewners who signed Roofing Company 1 A00s did net hire
Law Firm A s lewal counsel, they did nol sign contingency-feé contruels with Law FlrmeA, and
miany times never received or signed dishursement statements us Law Viem A elaimed In it
Dreclaratory idgment pleadings.
g In §onie instances, such-as with 5.8 T.ML and P, the homeowners” claams were
non negotiated or medialed by Law Firm A hoswever, because Law Fimi A sent Traudulent lerters

af representaion o their Insuranee companies, funds paid refated W theirelaims were senf o Baw

Firm A [rom thelr insurance compames.
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28, [i other mstances, Co-Consaralor | negotialed and deposited cheeks senl 1o Law
Virm & on behalfof the homeewners i Lasw Fiom A's'lexas rust account sithoul the koowledge
il consent of the said homeessaners.,

30, Adter Law Firm A% seheme was discovered and made public through coun filings
i approximately Februsry of 2023, an attarmey representing Law Firm & acknowledged 1o & court
that Law Firm A sctually represented only Roofing Compuny | in gl least 856 instances, and net
the [ouisiana homeowners, Law Fiem A, under HUYEs electronic signatuie., further confirmad
the falsity of (he Jeters by sending two cormective leliers of representation to all of the tasurance
vompanies whi had been unknowingly dealing with Roafing Company 1 ADB ¢lams.

W), Clo-Conspiratar | later held v meeting with the Law Fim A employees in the New
Oirlenns oflice on or about March 6, 2022, which was surreptitiously recorded by Law Fiem A
employees, Co-Conspirator | staled:

[Resiafimg Company 1] was a loophole for us, 11 was
mv decision to do this, I0s my fault 7'M ke full
responaibility lor thul. Whit happened with [Roofing
Compuny 1] #s In states like Flonda, Texas.
Colorudo, where they have a lot of hurricuns or hail
damage claims, the law is very delined. Ht's been
through the courts. They've been doing the law lor
30, 40 vears. You know exactly what vou eun do and
what vou can't do wilh AOI s So. what's an AGHE?
It's an assignment ol benefits, that's when a rooler
comes amd Knocks oo ovour door and you sign a
contrac! with them. the roofer now takes the place of
the homeswner when negotinling the insurance
cluim,  with  an insurance compony.  Well  in
| puisiana there's no low on the books about what vo
can or gan’| do withan AU,
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It we tell the insurance company we represen! the
reofing company. they are going to el us o fuck off
and They re not going o ever negotiate with us: But,
since we have the rights of the homeowner, let's 1ell
the insaranes company: we are the homeawner, then
that's gonnu W be. they will negotiate with us
guicker. hey will pav us Bastcr

E. OVERTACTS:

In furtherance of the conspraey bnd 1o achieve the objects thercotf. HUYE. Law Finm A,
and Co-Conspirator | committed and caused o be commitied the following overt acts, among
others, in the Bastern District of Louisiana and elsewhere:

. Between Jamuary 2022 through spprosimately Febroary of 2023, Law Firm A,
under HL Y E™ elecuanic signature and with Co-Conspirator | listed as a “Foonding Partner,”
emmgiled by wire communications froudulent Jellers of tepresentation [ MSUTANCE COMPATTILEes 1)
behalf of at least 56 homeowners in the Bastern Distriet of Lowsiany, meluding harmeowiness
SR, EMOSE,IPCRC, TR, MR and 3.6, which all failed (o diselose the Roofing Company
1 AOB. intentionully mispresented who Law Furm A was representing, instructed the nsurers 1o
direet all communications w Law Firm A, instrucled the insurers w add Law Fim A o all
pavmenls, and mentioned the potential colleetion of pepalties under Lowsiana law.

2 L | irme A and Roofing Company | executed an attomey fee contract tor ¢ach ol
the B36 homeowners in the Eastem Districl of Lowisiana with the fntention thist Law Firm A weuald
colleet a portion of the amount pard by msurers for ronfing damage.,

3 Oy at least nine occasions, Law Firm A's atlomeys, including HUYE, sertled
Roofing Company 1 AOR claims be way of mediation without disclosing the exstence ol the
Rooling Company 1 AOB or who Law Firm A was actuallv representing (o either the mediators or

the insurance company atlormeys.

10
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4, Ot Jeast one occasion. Law Fionn A, under HUYE™s electromc signature,
elecironicallv filed a suit for damapes clmming (o represent # Louisiana homeowner who ooly
signed o Roofing Company 1 AOB and who had demed lformally retaming Law Firm A
3. Oy oat least three oveasions, Law Fiem Ac under HUYE'S electronie aignuture
electronlcally filed Compluints for Declaratory Judement in the Eastern District of Loulsiany
apainst the morteage companies 0f Loalsiana homeowners in an eflor w oblain monies wherein
the co-conspiraters lalsely stated thar Law Firm A had been retuined by Louisiana homeowmers,

VICTIM R.C.

fa. Adier BLC, signed a Roofing Comipany | AOB on or shout January 14, 2022, Law
Firm A, under HUVEs elecoonic sipnature und with Co-Conspirator 1 listed as & “Founding
Tartner,” crmailed o fravdulent letter of ropresentation on or abour February 22, 2022, 1o RS
insurer, Progressive [nsummance {“Progressive™), thal aled 1o disclose the Roofing Company 1 AU
umd repedtedly referred to BT, us Luw Firm A's client. The Law Firm A cormespondence entitled
“LETHER OF REPRESENTATION ANID FIRST NOTICE OF LOSST also cited additional
penalties potentially due under Louisiana law at the time,

7. Om or shout April 22, 2022, Law Finn A, under HUYF*s electronic signature and
with Co-Conspirator | listed a5 0 “Founding Partner.” senl snother letter to R.Cs insurimee
company falsely stating thal RO, was *forced to retum” Law Tfrm A 1o ensore that isther clanm
weas properly evalusted und again mentioned penalties and atorney's fees as potentially beng patt
of the demand,

A, [ oiknown to B.C., Law Firm A submitted an cstimate o R.3 insurance company.

[espite the fact there was no interier inspection of B.C.'s home 1o assess the imenor dumage, Law

Ll
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Firm A seltled all alleged damage 1o RS home, without histher knowledes or comsent, lor
approsimialely $26,00HL 00,

i, When 1aw Firm A recerved the Progressive chegk, Co-Conspirator 1 fraudulently
endorsed the check using a “Power of Attormey™ Lor RO, without RO knowledge or consent,
und (he check was deposited into a Law Fum A Iradt accoun at OQakwood Bank.

110, I.C mever received the insurunve proceeds sent to Law Firm A by her/his insurance
CLITIPRILY,

VICTIM LE

|1 MAer TP stened o Rowfing Company 1 ADB onor aboyt Vebrpary 18, 2022, Low
Firm A, under HUYEs elecironic signature. and with Co-Consprrator 1 listed: as a “Founding
Partner,” emaited a fraudulent letter of representation on or about Muarch 8, 2022 to LIU's insurer,
american National Properly and Casualty Company (CAmerican™), that failed to disclose the
Ruoafing Campany 1 AOD and repeatedly reterred wo 1P s Law Firm A's client, The Law Fom A
corresprndence entitlad “LITTHR OF REPRESENTATION ANIY FIRST NOTICL (M [LOSS™

alsg cited additional penaliies potentially duc under Louisiana law at the time,

13

Oy or wbou! May 24, 2022, Law Firm 4. ander HUYE"s electronic signature and
with Co-Conspirator | listed as a “Founding Partner,” sent LIUs insurance company angther letler
falsely stating 1P was “lorced to retain™ Law Firm A wensure that herhis elaim was properly
evaluated and agam mentioned penaltics amd attorney’s fees as polentially heing part of the
deimand.

k3 I Cetober of 2022, 110 began reeciving emails from Lasw Pirm A advising herhim
L contact them coneermipg herfhis imsurance claim. LI helicved the gmails were spam beeause

shiehie never hired an attarmey to assist with o claim. P received v call from Law Fum-& and 1IL

12
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infermed them shedhe did not hire an attomey, A Law Finn A representative old 1P Rooling
Company 1 b hived Law Flem A on 11%'s behalf.

14, I [3ecember of 2022 TP reecived o nobies o withdrawal from Law Fiom AL LR
contacted herhis insuranee company and learned they had issued payments w Low Fiom AL on
L1275 behalf) totaling approsmmualely 52269857

15, Law Firm A regeived two American checks, payvable w Law Firm A and JF, which
Co-Conspirator | frandulently endorsed using a "Power of Alomey™ for L without 11%s
knowledee vr vonsent, and the checks were depestted nto-a Law Fiem A trost account at Oakwood
Bank.

16, Law Firm & did not dishorse any of the insurance proceeds to 1% and m or aboul
June of 2023, 1P, liles] suit against HUYE, Law Firm A, and Co-Clonspirator L. among others, Jor
dmages relaied w LE ot receiving any seftlement funds from Law Firm A

17. 1" thereaftor sertled with Law irme A but received less than the total cost o tepair
busther ol

VICTIM T.B.

| 5. After T.B. sirned v Roofing Company | AOB on ur about February 24, 2022, Law
Firm A, under HUYE®s ¢lectronic signature and with Co-Conspirator 1 listed as a “Founding
Parlner " emailed a fraudulent Tetier of representation on or showt March %, 2022, 1o T.B. s insurer,
Allied ‘Trost Insurance (“Allied™). thar failed o disclose the Roofing Company 1 AGDH and
repeatedly referred to TB. a5 Law Firin A's client, The Law Firm A correspondence entitled
“LETTER OF RUPRIESENTATION AND VIRST NOTICE OF LOSS™ also cited additional

penabties potentially due under Louisiana law at the timg.
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19, Asa resullof the talse letter of representation, on or about March 17, 2022, Allied
senl Law Firm A o chéek Tor a partial andispured pavment via emanl and maal. The check was in
thes wrneunt of approcimately §14:400.32 and pavable 1w TB. < morgage company, |H. and Law
Firm A,

), Onoor about April 6, 2022, T.B. reachéd out o Allied about the status of histher
claim. 'I.H. was informed Law Fimm A had sent a letter of representation to Allied, and payment
had heen sent to Law Firm A

11, T.B. mformed Allied thar beshe did not e Law Fmm A and the Allied
representative emailed HUYE and requested confirmation of fheir representation.

22 Another Luw Firm A attorney responded to the email smd offéred to endorse: the
chieck and send it to T.B. T.1. relused and requested the cheek be voided.

23 Omoor gbout June 26, 2022, Law Firm A, onder TIUYE's glecteonic signature md
with Co-Conspirator 1 listed a8 o “Founding Pariner.” sent another lotter to T s msurance
vornpany [alsely stating that T.B. wus “lorced o retain” Law Firm A e ensure his'her claim was
priperly evaluated and dpain mentioned penalties and attomey’s lees us putentially being part of
[he dermumnd.

24, i Oetober 26, 2022, Law Firm A sent a netice of withdrowal e Allied for TB.'s
property damage claim.

25, Ui or nboul Roversber 292022 Law Firm A, under HUYE s electronie signslure,
and far the benefit of Co-Conspirator | electronieally filed o Complaint for Declaratory Judgment
in thi Euslern [disteict of Lomsiang spaost 173 morgage company, 0 an efforr o get the

mirpase company to cndorse the $14.460.32 check issued by Allied.



Case 2:26-cr-00198-WJC-KWR  Document 1l Filed 08/28/26 Page 15 of 23

20, The Complaint Tor Declumstory Judement filed by HUYE falsely stated that Law
Firm A had boen retamed by TR,

27 Allied ultimately voided The wetlement check sent w Law Firm A after T.B,
reported that hedshe hud never hired Law Firm AL

VICTIM 5.B.

28. Aller s 3, signed a Roofing Company | AOB on or ubout Apnl 18, 200222, Law Firm
A. under HUYEs electronic signatare and with Co-Conspirator | Hsted as o Founding Partoner,™
emailed o raudulent letter of represéntation on or about May 2. 20220 w0 5.1 insurer: Adlied
Trust surunce (“Allied ™. that failed 1o dizelose the Roofing Company 1 AGB and repealedly
referved 0 S 1 a8 Law Firm &% ¢lienl, The Law Firm A correspondence entitled “LETTER OF
REPRISERTATION AND FIRST NOTICE €1 105" alsa cited additional penalties potentially
due under Louisiana law at the tme,

20, When snother roofer whiy .13, hired completed 8B, roofl the roofersent his final
hill w Allicd. As imstructed in the frandulent letrer of representgtion, Alled sent a check for
approximately 51900000 w Law Firm A

30, When Low Fiem A received the Alled check, Co-Conspirater | frauduolently
endorsed the check using a “Prower of Attorney™ Tor 5,8, wathout 5.8 ' knowledge or consent,
and the check wis Jeposited inw a Law Firm A trust secount at Cakwend Bank.

3, 8.0, peverrecerved the msurance proveeds sent o Law Firm A by hisher insuranoe

company and had w pay Tor the roof repairs from his‘her pecsonal savings.
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VICTIM S5.R.

k28 After 5.1 signed a Rooting Company | AOBR an or shout May 2. 2022 Law Firm
AL under HUYE s electronie signature and with Co-Clomspirator 1 listed as a “Founding Parmer.”
emailed a fraudulent letter ol represeniation on or ol June 27, 2023, to 8. K.s insurer, Oecan
Harbor (*Ogcean™), that faled (o disclose the Roofing Company' 1| AOB and repeatedly relerred o
SR as Law Firm A's client, The law Fam A corespondence entitled “LETTER OF
REPRESENTATION AND LIRS NOTICE OF LOSS™ also cited additional penalties potentially
due umder Lovisisma low at the time.

33, Cmooraboot el 15, 2022, Law Fiom A, onder HUY 'S glectronic signature and
with Co-Conspirtor 1 listed a5 o “Founding Partner,” sent another letter o 5.K."s insurance
company fulsely stauing S8 was “forced to retwin” Law Fiem A 10 ensure that histher claim was
properly evaluated and again mentioned penuliics and atomey’s fees as potentially being parl of
the demand.

34, In August of 2022, Luw Firm & negotiated and sertled 8.R.s elaim with Ocean for
approximately $15,000,00. As mstructed [n the leter of representation, Ocean issued the check
payable 1o Law Firm A amd 5.R, and sent the check to Law Firm A.

15, When Law Fim A received the Ceean check, Co-Conspirator 1 fraudulently
enddirsed the cheek using o “Power of Artomey” for 8.1, withoul SR s knowledge or consent,
and the check was deposited mile a Law Firm A trust aceount af Oakwond Bank.

36, S00 never received the insurmnce proceeds funds set o Law Fom A by histher

insurmnes company and had to pay for the rool repairs out of his/hor own savings.

16
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VICTIM T.M.

a7 After T A signed & Rooting Company | ACH onor ahaut June 22, 2022, Law Iiem
A under HUYE's electronic signaure smd wath Co-Clonspirater | Hsted as a “Founding Parter,”
emailed a frandulent Jetter of representation on or about July T8, 2002w '|.M."5 insurer, Sage
SuredlAl Insurance CGroup (“Sage’™), that Giled fo disclose the Roofing Company 1 AOB and
repeatedly telerred o TM, a8 Law Fiem A's client. The Law Finm A correspomdence eniitled
“LETTER OF REPRESENTAION AND FIRST NOTICE OF LOSE” aldo ciled additional
pemallics polentially due under Louisiana law at the tme.

3, Unoor about Juby 192022, Law Fum A, under HUYE s electronic signature and
with Co-Conspirstor 1 listed as a *Fouding Parmen™ senl another teter o LS insurance
vompany lilsely stating 'I.M. was “foreed o retain”™ Law Firm A o ensure that her'hus claim was
properly eviluated and again mentioned penaltics and attormey s fees s potentially being par of
the demuml.

390 OnJanuary 19 2023, Soge issued a check for approcamately 5348827, payable o
Luw Firm A, LM, and T.M. s morleuge company. ‘| he check was sent o Law Firm A and was
never negotiated.

44, Cin or about December 24, 2022, 18, spoke to herhis insurunce company and
Lesrried Tor the first time that Law Firm A senta leder of representation o Sage: IM. called HUYE
Lwive and left messages. but HUYE did net retuen the calls,

41, A representative of Taw Firm A called TM., infismed herhio they had an
encumbered check and indicated someone would call her/bim back to get herhis information.

arder for Law Firm A o withdraw [rom the case. No one from Law Fiem A contacted T.M,

17
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42 In Febroary of 2023, 4 representative of T8 mortgage company called and
reported on November 30, 2022, that Law Firm A electronically filed o Complamt for Declalory
Tudgment in the Eastern Dhstoet ol | oeaisiana against the mortzage company, in an ellorl e gel the
morigapy company (o endorse the cheek issued by the msuranee compuny.

43;  The Complaine for Declaratery Judgment bled by HUYE, on beball ol Law Form
A dulsely stated that Law Firm A had been retamed by TV

44, I.M, never received the imsurmmes proceeds sent e Law FirmeA by herdhis Insurance
COTIpNY.

VICTINY ALK,

45, Afeer MU signed o Rooling Company 1T AGB on or about Apnil 210 2024, Law
Firm A. under HU YE s electrome signature and with Co-Conspitator | listed as g “Tounding
Purtner,” emailed a frandulent leter of representation on or about May 11, 2022, o MRS insarer,
Progresaive Insurance (“Progressive ), that failed to diselose the Rooling Company | ACE and
repeatedly teferred w MR s Law Firm A's client, The Luw Firm A correspondance enfitled
“LLETTER OF REPRESENTATION AN} FIRST NOTICL OF L0NST also cited addional
penaltics potenmally dug under Lowisiana law st the nme,

&4, O or whoul May 17, 2022, Law Frm A, under HUYE’s clectronic sigmylure arnel
with Co-Conspiirater | listed as a "Founding Partner,” sent another letter to ME s msurunce
company fabsely stating that MR was “forced fo retain™ Lasw Firme A to ensure that herhis elaim
was properly evaluated and again mentioned penalties and attorney 's fees as potentiully being part

of the dernand.

13
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47 Unknown o M.E., oo or aboul August 15, 2022, Progressive ssued a check,
pavable to Law Firm A, MR, und herhis mortgage company, in the amount of apgroximately
S4.187.53 and sent 1 o Baw Tirm AL

48, Months lnter. MUK began receiving calls from Law Firm A, which sheshe bulieyved
were spim, hecause shefhe had never retamed counsel. Eventuully MR, enlled Law Firm Al
mlormed themn shethe never hired an attorney,

49, Onorabout November 30, 2022, Lave Firm A, uoder HUYE's electronic sighature,
electronically filed a Complnt for Declaratory Judgment in the Eastern Distaet of Lowstama
apainst M.K's morgage company. 10 an elfort w get the mortgage company to coderse the
F4 187,32 check issucd by Progressive,

30, The Compluint for Declarmrory Jodgment filed by HUYE falsely stated that Law
Filrm A had been retamed by MR,

5. MR neverreceived the insurance proceeds senl to Law Firm A by ber/lis inswance
COTPALY,

VICTIM B.M.

52, Aller M. signed a oofing Company | AOD on or about August 5. 2022, Low
Firm A, under HUYEs electronic signature and wath Co-Congpreator 1 listed as a “Founding
Purtner,” emmiled o lredulent letter of representulion on or about Aogust 12,0 20220 (o BMs
msurer, USAA Insorance ("LISAA™), that failed o disclose the Roofing Company | AOI und
repettedly referred o BV as Law Firm A% chient The Law Firm A cormespondence entitled
“LETTER OF REPRESENTATION AN FIRST NOTICE OF LOSST also cited additional

penaltics potentially due under Lowisiana law af the time,

|
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51 On or gbout Seprember 9. 2022, |aw Firm A, under HUYE's clectrome stgnature
anel with Co-Clonspirator | liseed as a “Foanding Partner.” sent another letier w BA's msuranve
company falselv sating thar B.M. was “foreed to retain” Law Firm A o ensure (hat herhis claim
was-properly evaluated and again mentioned penaliies and sflormey s Tees us potentiallx being parl
ol the demand.

54, Shortly thercatter, nod unknown o B, Law Firm A settled with LisAA for the
surt of approximately $16,957.55, Az instructed in the letter of representation, USAA issucd the
check pavable o Law Firm &, BN, BMUs spouse.and sent the cheek to Law Fom AL

55, Onoor abewt Octeber & and again on October 31, 2022, Loaw Firm A senl TRM, @
dishursément statement with a power of attomey refleeting that Law Firm A had sentled the
property dumuge clamm agamst USAA for approxmatcly 516.257,.55,

36, B rejected the settlement and did not gign the power of aitormey, which would
teve allowed Lasw Firm A to sign the USAA sertlement cheek on histher behalf along with us‘her
SpOuse,

57, When lLaw Firm A received (he USAA check, Co-Conspirator | Faudulently
erliorsed the check using o Power of Atormey™ slamp for B.Mand BM. s spouse wathou! ther
knowledge or consent, and the cheek was deposited into g Law Firm A trist seeount g Oakweod
[Farik.,

5% Onor about November 9, 2022, Law Firm A sent a lettzr o 136, stating that “[w]e
wanld like to take this opporiunity W thank you once sgain or allowing us o represent you in

conneelion with sour property darnage clam.”

an
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a4, Onor uboul December 19, 2022, Law Firm A, under HUYE s elecirome stenatune
i with Co-Clonspirater | hsteal s o “Founding Pariner.™ senl 1S3 A another letter Galsely stating
(hat they B, was therr “client™ but that Law Firm A was oo longeer representing himdher golng
luracard,

60,  Months aller the settiernent, B.M, received calls and emalls from Law Firm A,
which sheshe belivved were spam, because sheshe had never retained counsel.

Gl BPM. pever receved the dnsurance proceeds sent to Law Fom A by ber'his
TTSHTATINS CUTITPE Y.

Al in vielation of Title 18, United States Code, Sechion 371,

NOTICE OF FORFEITURE

. I'he ollegation of Count 1 of this Bill of Inlommetion 15 meorpored by reference
a5 though set forth fully herein for the purpose ol alleging furfeiture o the United Suates.

2 A g result of the offense alleged tn Coum |, the defendant, HUYE, shall forteir to
the Ulmile] States pursuant to Tide (8, United Slates Code, Section 98 1¢ai 1) and Tite Z8
Ulmited Sraves Code, Section 2461(¢), any property constifuting or derived from proceeds obtamed
directly vr indirectly, and any personal property psed or intended o be used to commuit the ollense,
ineluding but not Himited 1o any of the Lellowing:

3. It any of the above-deseribed property; as a resalt of any get or omission of the

lelerdant;

n cannot be locuted upon the exercise of due diligenee:

b has been transferred or seid to, ot deposited with, a third person;
e, has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the Court;

d. has been substanfially diminished in value: or
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£. has been commungled with other property which cannot be subdivided
withoot difficully;

the United States shall seek a money judgment and, pursuant o Title 21, United Staes Code,

sectinn $34p), forfeloure of any other properts. ol the defendant up to the value of said property,

DAVID 1, COURUCELLE
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

e Ly
EDWARD J RFVERA

TRACEY N, ENIGHT

Assistant Uniled States Attorneys
Mew Orleans; Lowsiana
Agust 28, 2026
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__MAGISTRATE CASE NUMBER
OR
X _NO MAGISTRATE PAPERS WERE FOUND

FOR

NAME: RICHARD WILLIAM HUYE, 111

Initials: nch






