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(The follow ng proceedings were held in open court
bef ore the Honorabl e Douglas P. Wodl ock, United States
District Judge, United States District Court, District of
Massachusetts, at the John J. Makley United States Courthouse,
One Courthouse Way, Courtroom 1, Boston, Massachusetts, on
Tuesday, January 27, 2011):

THE CLERK: Al rise.

(The Honorable Court entered the courtroomat 10:35 a.m)

THE CLERK: This is the matter of United States versus

M chael Anderson, Crim nal Action 10-10280.

THE COURT: Well, | have M. Sheketoff's appearance,
and | have the revised Pl ea Agreenent, which seens to address
the issue that | was concerned about the last tine. Are there
any other nodifications in the Plea Agreenent that | m ght not
have noted than the deletion of the references to right of
appeal and collateral attack?

MR. DeSANTIS: No, your Honor, other than just sone
general changes to reflect the fact this is not the initial
appear ance, etc.

THE COURT: Yes. All right.

Wl |, based on that, then, what | amgoing to do is
ask M. Lovett to swear M. Anderson, and I wll ask himsone
guesti ons.

DEFENDANT M CHAEL ANDERSON, DULY SWORN BY THE CLERK

THE COURT: M. Anderson, you may be seated.
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The purpose of this hearing is |ike the |last one; that
is, | want to be sure that you know what you are doi ng, and

what you are doing is voluntary in your intention to plead
guilty to sonme very serious charges. |In order for ne to do
that, | have to ask you sone questions. Sone of the questions
are personal in nature. You will understand | amnot trying to
delve into your personal life, except as it helps nme to decide
whet her or not you know what you are doing and what you are
doing is voluntary.

Do you under st and?

THE DEFENDANT: | do, your Honor.

THE COURT: Can you tell nme how old a man you are?

THE DEFENDANT: Forty-one.

THE COURT: How far did you get in school?

THE DEFENDANT: A juris doctorate.

THE COURT: Were you practicing |law for the past 15
years?

THE DEFENDANT: Ten, your Honor.

THE COURT: But up until today have you been
practicing | aw?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: In private practice, is what | am asking.
Maybe | shoul d have stated it nore broadly.

How have you been enpl oyed for the |last ten years or

so0?
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THE DEFENDANT: As an attorney, your Honor.

THE COURT: In private practice?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, for the |last eight years.

THE COURT: And before that?

THE DEFENDANT: | was in the public sector, your
Honor .

THE COURT: Doi ng what ?

THE DEFENDANT: Wbirking for the District Attorney's
Ofice.

THE COURT: \Were?

THE DEFENDANT: M ddl esex County.

THE COURT: Now, have you ever had any problemwth
subst ance abuse, either drugs or al cohol ?

THE DEFENDANT: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Have you ever had occasion to consult with
a nmental -health professional, like a psychiatrist, or a
psychol ogi st, or a psychiatric social worker or anyone |ike
t hat ?

THE DEFENDANT: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Are you under the care of a physician for
any kind of physical problens?

THE DEFENDANT: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Are you taking any prescription drugs?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: \What are they?
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THE DEFENDANT: Pravastatin, which is a generic brand
of Lipitor.

THE COURT: So, an antichol esterol drug.

THE DEFENDANT: Correct.

THE COURT: Anything el se?

THE DEFENDANT: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, there was a change in your
representation here fromM. Mirphy to M. Sheketoff. Have you
had an adequate opportunity to discuss this case and your
agreenment to plead guilty with M. Sheketoff now?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: And are you satisfied you received from
hi mthe kind of |egal advice that you need to make your own
deci si on about whether or not to plead guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, | nade reference to the Plea
Agreement in its revised form which is a letter dated Decenber
6, 2010. But in the Plea Agreenent -- | want to go through it
alittle bit.

The Pl ea Agreenent has you pleading guilty to three
sets of charges. One is so-called Mail (sic) Fraud, one is
Bank Fraud -- not Mail Fraud -- Wre Fraud, one set of charges
is Bank Fraud, and one is Mney Laundering. For the Ml (sic)
Fraud counts, and there are 16 of them the maxi num penalty for

each of the counts is 20 years in prison, a fine of $250, 000.
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| said "Mail Fraud," again, | guess. Wre Fraud is
what | neant.

| saw you poised, M. DeSantis, to get up to correct
me. | assune that was the correction

MR. DeSANTIS: That was, your Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: | have not done sonething nore that needs
correction?

MR. DeSANTIS: No, no. Absolutely not.

THE COURT: But back to the Wre Fraud, we are talking
about serious tinme, 20 years in prison for each of those
counts, a fine of $250,000 or twi ce the gross pecuniary benefit
or loss, restitution, forfeiture in the anount of the | oss, and
three years of supervised rel ease and a speci al assessnent on
each of those counts of $100.

In connection with the Bank Fraud, it is 30 years in
prison for the Counts Seventeen through Twenty-Five, which
suppose is eight counts, a fine of $1,000,000 or twi ce the
gross pecuniary gain or twice the gross lost, restitution in
t he anount of the loss, and forfeiture in the anount of the
| oss, and five years of supervised rel ease, again speci al
assessnents of $100.

And then for the Money Laundering, it is up to 10
years in prison, a fine of $250,000 or twi ce the anobunt of the
crimnally derived property, restitution in the anount of the

| oss, forfeiture in the anount of the |oss, three years of




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

supervi sed rel ease, and a special assessnment of $100. | think
there are two counts of Money Laundering charged here. So, it
adds up.

Do you understand that these are serious offenses with
serious potential penalties that can be inposed?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, what the parties have done is tried
to understand the case fromthe perspective of the Sentencing
Gui delines, and the Sentencing Cuidelines are a series of
directives to nme that tell ne what the range of sentence ought
to be for soneone with your background who has conmtted these
kinds of crinmes. There are various kinds of factors that are
taken into consideration, and the parties have cal cul ated those
factors, including the |arger concern about grouping of
multiple types of charges, like Mail (sic) Fraud -- Wre Fraud,
excuse ne -- and Bank Fraud. That tells you how old I am that
| refer to "Mail Fraud" rather than "Wre Fraud."

But Wre Fraud and Bank Fraud together are grouped in
one category and Money Laundering in another category, and that
produces sone consequences in terns of the Cuidelines, and the
parties have identified what their respective positions are on
t hese various factors, and there are di sputes about sone and
agreenment about ot hers.

But have you had an adequate opportunity to di scuss

with M. Sheketoff how those cal cul ati ons of the Qui deli nes




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

m ght work in this case --

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: -- and the inpact that it m ght have on ny

j udgnment about what the proper sentence will be?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you think you know enough about it to
be able to plead guilty in the face of uncertainty about what
amgoing to do in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, the parties have also indicated what
potential recommendati ons m ght be nade, and anong those
potential reconmmendations the Governnent says that if you do
not cooperate with them that they are going to recommend
sonething in the guideline range, and they also say if you do,

then they will consider making a notion to me to reduce the

sent ence.
Do you understand that that is what is in play here?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.
THE COURT: Now, | want to enphasi ze sonet hi ng agai n.
| am not bound by what the Governnent says; | will make ny own

determ nation about it, whether or not they recommend a

gui del i ne sentence or ask nme to reduce the sentence. You are
in a position of pleading guilty w thout know ng what | am
going to do.

Do you understand that?
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THE DEFENDANT: | do, your Honor.

THE COURT: And the inplication of that is, if you do
not |like what | do in inposing the sentence, you do not get to
wi t hdraw t he sentence; you are stuck with it.

Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, there are particular provisions here
for what the Governnment says is a protection of assets that
m ght be avail able for purposes of restitution, or forfeiture
or fine, and they have indicated, basically, a position that
you are not supposed to transfer any assets or anything of
interest without their express approval except for superior
secured interests in which you have an equity interest of |ess
t han $5, 000, in which the defendant has an equity interest of
| ess than $5,000, the ordinary living expenses, which they say
shoul d not exceed $5, 000, your attorney's fees in this case.
And, at least as | understand it, that agreenent has been
effective as of Decenber 6th here.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE COURT: You understand you are bound now by
controls and constraints by the Governnent over how you can use
your assets?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: And that is part of the Plea Agreenent.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.
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THE COURT: And the Plea Agreenent will be vacated if
you do not conply with that.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, there are further discussions of
vari ous aspects of the case, including the questions of
forfeiture and your obligation to provide information for the
Presentence Report. But one thing that this, apparently, does
not do is, it does not resolve any civil liability that you
m ght have or any tax liability that you m ght have.

Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you have any other questions or any
guestions at all of me regarding this Plea Agreenent?

THE DEFENDANT: No, your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you understand you do not have to plead
guilty at all; that under our systemof justice a person who is
accused of a crinme is presuned innocent unless and until the
Gover nnment proves beyond a reasonabl e doubt each essenti al
el ement of the offense charged agai nst that individual? You do
not have to do anything at all. You can | ook the Governnent
straight in the eye and say, "Prove it," and unless and until
t hey do, you cannot be found guilty, unless, of course, you
pl ead guilty.

So, by pleading guilty, you are giving up very

val uabl e Constitutional rights. Do you understand that?
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THE DEFENDANT: | do, your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you understand you do not have to sit

12

back; you can chall enge the Governnent's case? That is to say,

M. Sheketoff could cross-examne the Governnent's w tnesses,
he could bring in witnesses on your own behalf. |If the

w t nesses would not cone in here voluntarily, | would give hi
Court process to force themto cone in here.

And you coul d take the witness stand yourself, or yo
coul d choose not to, and if you chose not to, | would tell th
jury, and of course | would observe this principle nyself if
were the finder of fact, we cannot hold that against you. Th
i s anot her valuable Constitutional right that serves to
enphasi ze that the burden always rests with the Governnent.
The Governnment cannot force sonmeone, directly or indirectly,
testify or offer evidence hinself in response to a crimnal
accusati on.

You are giving up all of those rights. Do you
under st and t hat ?

THE DEFENDANT: | do, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, this is a very lengthy indictnent,
| recited, or | should say "Information," because you pled to
an Information the last time we were here. But this
I nformation charges a fairly conpl ex schene of what we woul d
call Mrtgage Fraud and Money Laundering in connection with

But the basic charges, as | indicated, are Wre Frau

m

u

e

at

to

as

t.

d,
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Bank Fraud and Money Laundering, and in connection wth those

charges, do you understand that for Wre Fraud, for exanple,

13

the Counts One through Sixteen, the Governnent has to show that

you, together with persons who are known and apparently unknown

to the Governnent or to the United States Attorney, devised a

schene to defraud and obtain noney by neans of material false

and fraudul ent pretenses and did cause sone witings or signals

or sonething to be wired for the purpose of executing the
schene, al though those wires do not have to be thensel ves
fraudulent. And then they list for each of those sixteen
counts a nunber of wires of what appears to be noney from
various accounts here.

Now, Wre Fraud can be a sonewhat conpl ex kind of
charge. Have you had an adequate opportunity to discuss with
M. Sheketoff the el enents the Governnent has to prove, what
t hey have to develop in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you understand the Governnent has to
show that you did this willfully and know ngly; this was not
sonme m stake or you were not paying attention at your |aw
of fice? You knew what you were doing, and you got yourself
involved in this fraud schene.

Do you understand that?

THE DEFENDANT: | do, your Honor.

THE COURT: Then they have charged you with Bank
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Fraud, and those are the Counts Seventeen through Twenty-Fi ve.
Here they say you knowingly and willfully executed the schene
to defraud the Sal em Five Cents Savings Bank by neans of false
and fraudul ent pretenses and representations, and they cite a
series of nortgage | oans that are a part of that process here.

Again, Bank Fraud is a conplex charge, or can be a
conpl ex charge, and I want to be sure that you have had a ful
opportunity to have discussed it with M. Sheketoff to
determ ne what the Governnent has to prove and what initiatives
you m ght have to defend against that. Have you done that?

THE DEFENDANT: | have, your Honor.

THE COURT: And, finally, you have got the charge of
what we call Mney Laundering. Here what the Governnent has to
show i s that you know ngly engaged or attenpted to engage in a
nmonetary transaction by or through a financial institution in
or affecting interstate comrerce involving crimnally derived
property of a value greater than $5,000. Here they are
referring back, | gather, to certain of the charges that relate
to the Wre Fraud. They are tal king about wire transfers: One
of $161,115.94, that is Count Twenty-Six, and in Count
Twenty- Seven one for $105, 000 involving transfers from your
account to sonme other account.

Now, have you had an adequate opportunity to discuss
this di nension of the charges against you with M. Sheketoff?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.
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THE COURT: And all of this, | want to be sure you
understand, leads to the potential for forfeiture of the nonies
that are involved here, the proceeds that can be traceable to
the comm ssion of the several offenses in this case.

Do you understand that you are going to be subject to
forfeiture and potentially restitution in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, one of the things | have to do is
satisfy nyself that there is sufficient evidence fromwhich a
finder of fact could find you guilty of the offenses that have
been charged here, and, in order to do that, | am going to ask
M. DeSantis, | guess who will be telling us briefly what the
Governnent's evidence would be if this case went to trial.

| want you to listen very carefully to what he has to
say, because when he is through I amgoing to turn to you and
say, "lIs that what happened?" Al right?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, your Honor.

THE COURT: M. DeSantis.

MR. DeSANTIS: Thank you very much, your Honor. Your
Honor, if this case were to go to trial, the Governnent would
prove beyond a reasonabl e doubt that the defendant, M chael
Anderson, participated in a |l arge-scale nortgage fraud schene
fromin or about Septenber of 2006 to in or about April of 2008
wi th others.

I n essence, the defendant and ot hers defrauded
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nort gage | enders and obtai ned nonies, funds, credits, assets
and ot her property --

THE COURT: M. DeSantis, you are doing what | do,
which is, when | read, | read fast, and it is hard for the
court reporter. So, if you can try to pace yourself a little
bi t.

MR. DeSANTIS: Thank you, your Honor. | apol ogize for
that. | didn't recognize that.

I n essence, the defendant and ot hers defrauded
nort gage | enders and obtai ned noney, funds, credits, assets and
ot her property owned by and under the custody and control of
nortgage | enders by nmeans of material fal se and fraudul ent
pretenses, representations and prom ses in connection with the
financing of residential real estate purchases in Massachusetts
by straw buyers recruited by the defendant and/ or others.

The general description of the fraud schene here is
found at paragraphs 15 through 17 of the Infornation.

Basi cal |l y what happened was, a devel oper, M chael David Scott,
and others identified nulti-famly buildings for purchase and
resale. M. Anderson, a devel oper and others, recruited straw
buyers to purchase units in buildings as so-called investnents.

The straw buyers in nmany cases were paid for their
participation, and the straw buyers were al so prom sed in nmany
cases several things. They were promsed that loans to

purchase properties would be obtained in their nanes; they were
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prom sed that no down paynents or the paying of funds in
connection wth closings woul d be necessary by them they were
prom sed that properties would be maintained on behalf of the
straw buyers; they were prom sed that tenants woul d be found
for the straw buyers and nortgage paynents woul d be nade from
rents; they were also promsed that nortgage paynents woul d be
covered for in sone cases up to a year; and they were prom sed
that they would share in the proceeds when the properties were
sol d.

M. Scott and ot hers engaged nortgage brokers and | oan
originators to prepare fraudul ent | oan applications to secure
nortgage |l oan financing. M. Scott and others al so arranged
for the preparation of fraudul ent |oan applications that
falsely reflected information such as that relating to purchase
price, the intent of straw buyers to occupy properties as
primary or secondary residences, and that straw buyers owned
substanti al bank account assets in their nanes.

M . Anderson conducted the closings in many of these
transactions and with others arranged to prepare | oan cl osing
docunents, specifically HUD-1 settlenent statenents, that
fal sely represented straw buyers nade down paynents and paid
ot her funds in connection with the closings in these property
transacti ons.

M. Anderson and others caused |lenders to wire | oan

proceeds to M. Anderson's bank account through the use of the
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interstate wires. M. Anderson and others then caused | oan
proceeds to be disbursed to M. Scott, the devel oper and
ot hers.

Foll owi ng the cl osings of these property transactions
and the di sbursenent of |oan proceeds, M. Scott woul d tender
to M. Anderson funds in anounts falsely represented on HUD- 1
settlement statenments as having been paid by the straw
borrowers (ph) in these cases. Moyst of the properties here,
your Honor, went into default, and sone of themwent into
forecl osure.

There are specific property transactions that are
described in the Information in this case, and they are set
forth in detail at pages 6 through 19 of the Information, and
the charged property transactions are identified again at Pages
20 and 25 in the counts set forth in the Information. In
essence --

THE COURT: 20 through 25 you nean?

MR. DeSANTIS: Yes.

THE COURT: You said "20 and 25."

MR. DeSANTIS: Oh, I'msorry. 20 through 25.

THE COURT: Just so | amclear, sorry to interrupt
you, but are the counts in Bank Fraud and Wre Fraud
over | appi ng, or are they independent, separate charges?

MR. DeSANTIS: They are independent, separate charges

relating to the unique property transactions, and the Money
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Laundering charges relate to unique wire frauds that were not
charged as specific counts in the Wre Fraud section of this
| nf or mat i on.

Your Honor, with regard to the property specifics, M.
Ander son was the closing attorney on each of the transactions
that are charged as counts in this information, and sone of
t hese properties, obviously, had nultiple |oans.

M. Anderson signed certifications on HUD-1 settl enent
statenents, stating that they accurately reflected transactions
when, in fact, they contained material false representations
regarding in nearly every case cash collected fromstraw buyers
at the closing and/or in sone cases fal se down paynents, down
paynents that had not been made by straw borrowers (ph).

M. Anderson then collected the | oan cl osi ng docunents
and caused themto be submtted to | enders. After nortgage
| enders had wired funds into M. Anderson's |IOLTA account, he
di sbursed the proceeds to the devel oper and ot hers, know ng
that they were obtained by fraud, and the devel oper, M. Scott,
woul d tender funds after closing that had been falsely
represented on these HUD-1 settl enent statenents as having been
paid by the straw borrowers (ph) in this case.

Your Honor, with regard to the Wre Fraud counts,
Counts One through Sixteen, the schene perpetrated by
M. Anderson and others caused these interstate wires, which

are described again in detail on pages 20, 21 and 22 of the
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| nf or mat i on.

Wth regard to the Bank Fraud counts, again,

M. Anderson and others perpetrated the schene that caused the
federally insured institution, Salem Five Cents Savings Bank
referenced in the Counts Seventeen through Twenty-Five, the
nine counts there of the Information, to approve and issue

t hese | oan proceeds.

And, finally, your Honor, with regard to the Money
Laundering counts, M. Anderson engaged in the nonetary
transactions described in these two counts as set forth. Both
of the transactions were for anounts well over $10,000, and the
proceeds, as M. Anderson knew at the tine, were obtained
t hrough the Wre Frauds that are described in the Specified
Unl awf ul Activities section of page 25, Counts Twenty-Six
t hrough Twenty- Seven.

Your Honor, these are the facts that the Governnent
woul d prove beyond a reasonable doubt if this case were to go
to trial. Thank you

THE COURT: Al right. Thank you.

So, you have heard what M. DeSantis tells ne the
evidence would be if this case went to trial. Do you dispute
any of that?

THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, | agree with the facts
that were stated by M. DeSantis. | understand the facts -- as

they mght differ slightly, | understand that they woul d neet
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the el enents that were required under the charges.

THE COURT: Well, is there anything that you
understand to be significant in the facts as stated by
M. DeSantis that you disagree wth?

THE DEFENDANT: For the nost part, no, your Honor.

THE COURT: Well, which causes ne to say what about
the other part?

(Atty. Sheketoff conferring with defendant off the record)

MR. SHEKETOFF: There are portions of the statenent
read by the prosecutor that involve what other people knew, so
he is not exactly sure what other people knew. For instance,
he wasn't involved in creating the fal se | oans, those
applications and things like that. | nean, he believes that
that is what occurred, but he didn't --

THE COURT: Well, and he knew at the tine that they
were false loans. |Is that right or wong?

MR. SHEKETOFF: He knew there were straw buyers. He
knew t hat down paynents hadn't been nmade. He knew that noney
was going to conme back fromthe person he disbursed the noney
to, the devel oper, back to him So, he knew enough that al
the elenents are net, but that the devel oper was creating fal se
| oan application docunents was not sonething that -- that's not
a part of the conspiracy he was involved in.

Does that nake sense, your Honor?

THE COURT: Well, it does. It is arefinenment, and it
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does not nmean that there are not sufficient facts here.

But | want to understand, and | will hear fromthe
Governnment too, precisely what M. Anderson is saying. That
is, he knew there was a schene in play to defraud either as
Wre Fraud or Bank Fraud in connection with this but did not
understand all of the particulars of the docunentation that was
being submtted. |Is that a fair way of sunmmarizing it?

MR. SHEKETOFF:  Yes.

THE COURT: |Is the Governnent asking ne to do anything
further at this point?

MR. DeSANTIS: No, your Honor. | believe that inquiry
is sufficient.

THE COURT: So, M. Anderson, based on what | have
heard today, | find that there is sufficient facts for a finder
of fact to find you guilty of the offenses charged.

M. DeSantis, do you know of any reason why | shoul d
not accept the plea of quilty?

MR. DeSANTIS: | do not, your Honor?

THE COURT: M. Sheketoff, do you know of any reason?

MR. SHEKETOFF: | do not.

THE COURT: So, | will ask M. Lovett to inquire of
M. Anderson.

THE CLERK: M. Anderson, on Crimnal No. 10-10280,
Counts One through Sixteen of the Information charge you with

Wre Fraud in violation of Title 18 United States Code 1343;




10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24

25

23

counts Seventeen through Twenty-Five of the Information charge
you with Bank Fraud in violation of Title 18 United States Code
1344; and Counts Twenty-Si x through Twenty- Seven of the

I nformation charge you with Unl awful Mnetary Transactions in
violation of Title 18 United States Code 1957.

What say you as to Counts One through Sixteen, guilty
or not guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Cuilty.

THE CLERK: What say you as to Counts Seventeen
t hrough Twenty-Five, guilty or not guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Cuilty.

THE CLERK: And what say you as to Counts Twenty-Si x
and Twenty-Seven, guilty or not guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Cuilty.

THE COURT: You may be seat ed.

Based on the di scussion we have had this norning, |
find that your decision to plead guilty is a know ng and
voluntary one, and, as | have said, is supported by substanti al
evi dence fromwhich a finder of fact could find you guilty of
t he several offenses charged. Accordingly, you are now
adj udged guilty of those offenses.

The next formal event in this case is sentencing.
amgoing to set the sentencing on April 21st at 2:00 p.m |
understand that there nmay be reasons to continue the sentencing

at sone point, but it has been ny practice to get the Probation
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Ofice of the Court at work at preparing a Presentence Report,
which may or may not have to be anended at a later point. But
the purpose is to get things in place so that when sentencing
actually takes place we can nove forward on it.

Now, we do have the question, | think, of release
her e.

Does the CGovernnment have a recommendation with respect
to that?

MR. DeSANTIS: Your Honor, the CGovernnent woul d
reconmend that the current conditions be kept in place.

THE COURT: Now, is there anything else that we need
to take up at this point?

MR. DeSANTIS:  Your Honor, just one other m nor
matter. The Governnent has filed --

THE COURT: A Mdtion to Seal ?

MR. DeSANTIS: Yes.

THE COURT: Yes. That will be all owed.

MR. DeSANTIS: Thank you, your Honor.

THE COURT: If there is nothing further, then we wll
be in recess.

THE CLERK: Al ri se.
(The Honorable Court exited the courtroomat 11:05 a.m)

(WHEREUPQN, the proceedings adjourned at 11:05 a. m)
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