IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT MRve o,
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF PENNSYLVANIA ——— "

U.S. SECURITIES AND i CIVIL ACTION NO. 1:09-CV-1330
EXCHANGE COMMISSION, =
(Judge Conner)
Plaintiff

SEAN NATHAN HEALY, :
Defendant E-ITELL' —_—
and .
SHALESE RANIA HEALY and
SAND DOLLAR INVESTING
PARTNERS, LLC,
Relief Defendants
STIPULATION AND ORDER GRANTING

PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION, FREEZING ASSETS
AND OTHER RELIEF

This matter is before the Court on the motion of the Securities and
Exchange Commission (Commission™ or “SEC"), pursuant to Rule 65(b) of
the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, for an Order extending the temporary
restraining order and asset freeze entered by the Court on J uly 13, 2009 (“the
July 13, 2008 TRO”) (DE #12), and converting the July 13, 2009 TRO into a

preliminary injunction, with certain modifications described below, pending
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resolution of this case on the merits, The Court, having considered all papers
filed earlier by the SEC, as well as the stipulation of the parties, makes the
following findings:

WHEREAS, the Court entered the July 13, 2009 TRO as to Defendant
and Relief Defendants, freezing assets, enjoining them from destroying
evidence, ordering an accounting and providing other emergency relief
including the appointment of a Receiver:

WHEREAS, the SEC fiied a motion for preliminary injunction, asset
freeze, and other relief (the “Motion"™), seeking preliminary injunctive relief
under the same terms set forth in the July 13, 2009 TRO, in order to preserve
the status quo of assets and evidence until the entry of a final judgment in
this action, and enjoining Defendant from violating the federal securities
laws;

WHEREAS, counsel for Defendant and Relief Defendant Shalese
Healy has reviewed this Stipulation and [PJroposed Order granting a
preliminary injunction (“Order™), and the Defendant and Relief Defendant
Shalese Healy have consented to immediate entry of the Order without
admitting or denying the allegations in the Complaint;

WHEREAS, the Court has considered the Complaint and all

documents supporting the Commission’s Motion and this Order:
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WHEREAS, the Court finds that (1) the Commission has made 2
sufficient and proper showing that Defendant has engaged in securities law
violations as alleged in the complaint; (2) there is a reasonable likelihood
that these violations will continue; (3) the Relief Defendants may be in
possession or control of assets related to or flowing from the fraudulent
scheme alleged in the Complaint; ahd (4) unless restrained and enjoined by
order of this Court, Defendant and Relief Defendants may dissipate, conceal
or transfer assets from the jurisdiction of the Court;

WHEREAS, the Motion and this Order are designed to effectuate two
primary goals: (1) to locate, preserve and protect investor money; and (2)to
maximize returns available to investors, as appropriate;

WHEREAS, the Court finds that the relief requested in the Motion is
necessary and appropriate for the benefit of investors who may have been
injured as a result of the conduet alleged in this lawsuit;

WHEREAS, the Court is authorized to grant the relief requested in the
Motion pursuant to the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, its general
cquitable authority and Section 21{d)}(5) of the Seuuri;cies Exchange Act of
1934 [15 U.K.C. § 78u(d)(5)].

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND

DECREED that, the Motion and the relief granted in the July 13, 2009 TRO



