IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF TENNESSEE
NASHVILLE DIVISION

FEDERAL TRADE COMMISSION,

Plaintiff,
v.

INTERNET MARKETING GROUP, INC,,
a Tennessee corporation;

ONESETPRICE, INC., a Florida corporation;
FIRST CHOICE TERMINAL, INC.,
a Louisiana corporation;
FIRST CHOICE TERMINAL, INC,,
an Arizona corporation;
B & C VENTURES, INC.,,
a Nevada corporation;
RPM MARKETING GROUP, INC.,
a Florida corporation;
NATIONAL EVENT COORDINATORS, INC.,
a Florida corporation;
DAVID G. CUTLER;
CINDY GANNON;
PAUL D. BONNALLIE;
TISA CHRISTIANA SPRAUL; and
MICHAEL J. HATCH,

CIVIL ACTION No.

3-04 0568

JUDGE TRAUGER
United States District Judge

JUDGE KNOWLES
United States Magistrate

Defendants.

N T N T i i i R e i T N e

STIPULATED FINAL JUDGMENT AND ORDER FOR PERMANENT INJUNCTION
AGAINST CINDY GANNON

Plaintiff, the Federal Trade Commission (“Commission™), filed its complaint for a

permanent injunction and other equitable relief in this matter pursuant to Sections 5(a), 13(b) and
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19 of the Federal Trade Commission Act (“FTC ACT”), 15 U.S.C. §§ 45(a), 53(b) and 57b, and
the Telemarketing and Consumer Fraud and Abuse Prevention Act (“Telemarketing Act”), 15
U.S.C. § 6101 et seq., charging the Defendants Internet Marketing Group, Inc., OneSetPrice, Inc.,
First Choice Terminal, Inc. (a Louisiana corporation), First Choice Terminal, Inc. (an Arizona
corporation), B & C Ventures, Inc., RPM Marketing Group, Inc., National Event Coordinators,
Inc., David G. Cutler, Cindy Gannon, Paul D. Bonnallie, Tisa Christiana Spraul, and Michael J.
Hatch with deceptive acts and practices in violation of Section 5 of the FTC Act, 15 U.S.C. § 45,
the Commission’s Trade Regulation Rules entitled “Telemarketing Sales Rule,” 16 C.F.R. Part
310, and “Disclosure Requirements and Prohibitions Concerning Franchising and Business
Opportunity Ventures” (the “Franchise Rule”), 16 C.F.R. Part 436.

Plaintiff Commission and Defendant Cindy Gannon, by and through their attorneys, have
agreed to entry of this Final Judgment and Order by this Court in order to resolve all claims
against Defendant Cindy Gannon in this action. The Commission and Defendant Cindy Gannon
have consented to entry of this Final Judgment and Order without trial or adjudication of any
issue of law or fact herein and without Defendant Cindy Gannon admitting liability for any of the
violations alleged in the complaint or for any wrongdoing whatsoever.

Being fully advised in the premises and acting upon the joint motion of the parties, the
Commission and Defendant Cindy Gannon, to enter this Final Judgment and Order,

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, ADJUDGED, AND DECREED as follows:
1. This Court has jurisdiction over the subject matter of this case and personal

jurisdiction over Defendant Cindy Gannon;
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