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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE ‘HORTHERN DISTRICT oF GEORGIA
ATLANTA DIVISON

UNITED STATES oF AMERICA

Plaintisf,
v, . " . . No.l_:13-cr-437-TCB-CMS
Annamalai Annamalai, et aj . . : )

Defendant(s).

Jo. Byung J.pak
U.S.Attorney o .
Northern District of. Georgia .
75 Ted Turner Drive S.W. Suite _
Atlanta Georgia-30303

COMES Nou, Parvathi’ Sivanadiyan ( herelanfter Interested party/Aggrieved party/Sivanadiyan)
T thp 1ing her'first request for adm{ssions® concern‘lng “th

pending "forfeiture’ proceddings, pursuant t

(1v}.YOU have 30 days time

e
0 Fed.R.C1v.P.36, 26(a)(1)(B){{{) ang
%0 admit or otherwise, from the date of mailing -of this
- document.Any -of your failures in 'properly! responding to the
. adnissions, ‘w111 be consider

following request for

ed later, as ='deemed admission(s)* andvwill be - tetal
appropriately used b ! St ’ this on and also in any and all Judicial,
non-judiefal , .exu-azju':!a t:iaaf’!h .1 an'é'%"aﬂd‘%ac% » and af-gﬂration proceedings against .

Jou and your ‘privies' and or party in privity, 1f 1t deems appr :

" Parvathy’ Sivanadiyan. o

opriate to
Adnission No.1
M

Admit that, your name is, - Byung J.Pak '
U.S.Attorney Pak T .

and you are also lknown as
* Response:

icl_;r;ission No.2
-\—_

Admit that, the forfeiture

_ ' proceeding was initfated. by you and or by your privies
1nclusive of Unfted States Attorney for the Northern district of Georgla, in a
malicious manner to unlawfully forfeit the, properties as enumearted per the
inittal order of forfelture (° poF " . -
Responsé:

1. . EXHIBIT-

Evidence no-1



Admission No.3

Parvathi S]vanadiyan ‘and Aéhok.Annama]ai are the true owners of the following presarts

"{a) Real property located at 7g0q Bayway Urive Baytéwn, Texas 77520, ( Deed in tha
name of Mavles Yoga & Spiritual Healing Center, also known as Shiva Vishnu Temple
of Texas and or Texas Krishna mandir,

(b). The rea) property located at 7522 Bayway Drive Baytown Texas 77520, deecd
deeded dn the nae of Ashof Spiritual~Hea11ng-center. a Texas non profit carporation.

(c). Any and alj real properties as per preliminary order of forfeiture CDoF_),
- Which were shonvas existing at the. state:of ohio and at the ¢ty of cleveland, (o
Response: - : .

Admission-Mo, 4

Admit that, Ashok Annamalai is the sole owner of a land tract of approximateiy 10
acres located at Apple valley california as shown in the' POF, and the defendant
Annamalai Annamalai do not have any interest whatsoever in this property.

. Resposnse:-

"Admission Wo.5 .

Admit that Parvathi Sivanadiyan 1s_the sole owner of the }gpl p?operty located at
3220 Highvay 27 North, Carolltton, Georgoa 30117, &ino ‘one has any rights of
Mhatsoever in any and by all means. ' . '
Response:~ ' '

Adwission N¢ .5:

Admit that, the defendant Annamalai Annamalaj wa%-ma]fcious]y prosectitad by the
U.S.Attorney's offite of northern district of Georyia, which has caused- the forfeituro

action on the hand now.
Response:

Admission No.7

Admit that, defendant: Annanialat. Annamalaf is an innocent Hindu High priest, man or
honor, and he did not commit any of the crimes as shown in the indictment(s) in the
criminal action no 1:13-cr-#37-TCO~CMS, and his conviction was secured with false
pretences and in violation of suppressing several‘exculpatqry materfals favorable to
Mr.Annamalaf Annamalai ( defendant ). .

Respanse: -



Admission No.g

> Annamalaj Annamalai
Hillaim True ( Warden

18 Ut C pog, | Hard f)Por BOP-MARION at tllinoff.)and a1so in violation of
.5.C, €/, Bureau of Prisons progran statement(s

5800.12, Section 203, 5U.S 1 g ) 01 n

Response:

Admission No,9

Admit that, as faip and just ‘.non monetary * compensation, YOU will take
legal steps to immed{ately 'rej

ease’ Anmamalai Annamalaj ( ANNAMALAI ANNAMALAT ) from
any and a1l custody by any of the fedear] government agencies and or by 1ts contractors,
nclusive of United States Government's privies,

Response:-

necessary

Adnission No.10

Admit that, you " CONSENT & AGREE™ that, Annamalal Anhamalai wi1l not be prosecuted
again for any and all of his alleged commissionnangd op omissions of any and all of his
known and or unknown acts, which have Occured on or before March, 10th 2018 at all.
Response:

Admission No.11:-

Admit that, YOU. gave 'deemed admissions ° to
acts 1in an allfed criminal case pro

Response:

admft various-of your unlawful/i11egal
ceedings no.1:14-cr-391~TC8-1 per se,

Admission No.12:-

Admit that, the truth of the matters.ais requested and or shown in this document are
with relates to the application of Jaw to fact

(s) or opinions about either genuiness
of certain documents as ashown herein, or the facts as asserted herein.

Respoﬁse:

Admission No.13:-

Admit that, the following individualslcorporations/business,do not have any i{nterests
in the properties as shown in the POF. }

dohn A.Moon Sy

MOON CREDIT CORPORATION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

THOMPSON, 0'BRIEN, KENMP & NASUTI pC
Albert M.Nasuti (- Attorney at law )

Patrick 0'Brien ( Attorney at Law )
UNITED STATES

United States



Response:

Admissior ﬂ6.14.

Admit that, the document attached heretg as
right material facts, and YOU 00 NOT disagree wit any of the items as stated

. In the EVIDENCE PSA = 002 now and ever at 311,

Resparise:

. Adwission No.15

* EVIDENCE PSA - 002 ' states the

Admit thdt, the U.S.Attorney of Northern District of-Georgia and or fts prosecutors

Mr.Samir Kaushal, and or Steven .G
the N.D.Ga Leoal Ruje 12.1( E) (1

' the properties belo
of properties located at 7600 bayway
CarroITton.~GA-30117. and caused an 1§

thereby caused to 'release

Response:

Respectfully Subﬁitted on 10th ?ebrua;y 2018.

Parvathi Sivanadiyan

. VERIFICATION

States that, the foregoing are True and Correct.

10th February, 2018, -

rimberg, knowingly and wilfully caused to violate

). 21 U.s.C.853(n), Fed.R.Crim.P.32.2(d), and
nging to Parvathi.Sivanadiyan. irclusive
Texas-77520 and 3220 Hwy 27 North
r Parvathi Sivanadiyan..

Parvathi g‘i vanaﬁ;yﬁ

01d no.48; New No.61
sathyameorth{ Road
Coimbatore~621009: INDIA
E-}af1: sparu32@gqmail.com

verifies under penalty of perjury ander the laws of the United

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
—=RIAPILAE UF SERVICE

Sivanadiyan cert{fies that, this document is caused to be mafled to the party as
f this document, with the request for admigsions

shown in the first page q
“to the court, to‘get file

10th February 201e

via‘first ¢lass maf]
d in this action, vi

L4

» posta
a first

ge prepaid.A copy also mafled
class maf]._postage bgfng prepaid.



Tha foflovilng ara the Short list of the properliea which woallagally Mw sl satzad by the Gavernment wilh the help of lta.
perty ( 0) In nrivitlos.(All the Gods are Granite madd, Handerafiad, and rellgieusiv fnltiated for veam: !
+ ioreln beléw, Ths weighls ara only approximate welghls, s fnllated fr yaern; tnings olherwiss nolad

Mo, NAME OF THE PRORERTY ( S) WEIGHT/SERZE/ Q1Y VALUEIN V. 8, DOLLARS
.- SHIVA LINGAM 2TONSLBS . £0,00000
2. SHIVANANDHE- . .. . . 250LB8 ) 10,000.00
3. SHIVA NANDHI : 2TONSL88 50,000.00
4 LORD BALAJIVISHNU © 2TONS AND 6 FEIT HEIGHT 1,00,000.00
5, LORD GANESHA,. * 350183 36,000.00
6, LORD MAHARAJA, LORDGURUAND:  -°, |
- LORD'SANI : 50LBS EACH (560003 PC3) 18,000.00
7. GODDESSES PRATYANKARA, SCOLINE, AND - ’
- SARABESWARA - SET- .400L83AS SET . 45,000.00 .
8. GODS MADE OUT. OF 24 CT. GOLDWITH -
- “0.997PURESILVER - "* ° " 110 FCS'@ 36,000.00 EACH 3,360,000.00 -
9. . ART.EFFECTS-WOOD INLAYED GODS - .
- HANGINGS: N 6'X4'SREEOPCS @ 10,000 BACH  ° £600,000.00
10. . CASH HELD IN THE TEMPLE'S HUNDI : .
- (Hund] (CASH DOMATION BOX (s itrefers aliout the cash offerings mads by it liousands of tamplo -
devoleaa. . ) 3, 11, 697.40
- . from July 2015 lo August 2016, which were counted unill, THE PROPERTY
- was [llegally taken )’ .. . §
M. TVSETS ' ' 20:PCS @ 300.00 EACH - 8,000.00
2. . TRADE SECRETS AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTIES KEPT IN THE FORMAT OF .
. PAPER FILERS, FOLDERS, CD-ROMS AND OVDS, ( WHICH ALSG CONTAINED OVER THREE MILLION -
-Conlact Infa,~ FOLDERS NAMES, ADDRESTES E-MAILS, FINANGIAL DAYES, AND OTHER PRIEST-PENITENT
PRIVILEGED~ .. INFORMATION'S AND'INCLUSIVE OF 7392 BUNDLES QF ANGIENT OLD HINDU
ATHARVA VEDA SECRET - - . - PRAOTICES, HERDAL MEDICINES, AND FORMULAS, DIAGRAMS,
TECHNIQUES TO HEAL ALL KINDS . . 4
. OF CANCER, SEXUAL PROBLEMS, AUTISMS, SKIN RELATED PROBLEMS ETC. Yalue US 7 87)1ion.
13. AIR CURTAINS, MOBILE AIR CONDITIONERS  TOTAL OF 20 PCS @ £00 EACH 10,000.00
RN CCTV CAMEARS - UNITS WITH 32 NIGHT VISION CAMERAS AND TWO RECORDERS WITH TWO

< 3 - )32 Tve . . 16,000.00
16.SEVERAL BOXES OF OFFICE SUPPLIES, TWO NAME SIGNAGE BOARDS QF THE TEMPLES AND 40° SEA
CONTAINER 24 OFFICE COMPUTERS AND 20 COPIERAND PRINTERS AND 24, OFFICE LEATHER CHAIRS, DINING
TABLES, IITCHEN UTENSILS, THREE SOPAS, , COUCHES ( LEATHER ) AND THREE BED ROOM SETS OF 5 PCS SET

PLACED IN THE TEMPLE'S GUEST- QUARTERS FOR THE PRIESTS,
75.000,00 - ) .

. Evidence PSA -0g02

" 1/4
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UNITED STATES DiSTRICT COURT
FOR THE ‘NORTHERN OISTRICT OF GEORGIA
' ATLANTA DIVISON

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Plaintiff,

v, . .

Annamatai Anpamalai, et a)
Defendant(s).

No.1:13~cr-437-TCB-CMS

INTERESTEQ PARTY PARVATHI SIVANADIYAN!S REQUEST

To.
samir Kaushal . -
_ iggzstant U.S.Attorney ; : ) )
Northern District of Georg 200 :
75 Ted Turner Drive S.W. # .
Atlanta Georgia-30303

. Parvaihi Sivan&di'an ( hereianftér Interestad party/Aggrieved party/Sivanadiyan)
EOMES oty respectfully serqf%g - her'first request for agmissions' concernjng the

pending -forfelture' ‘proceddings, pursuant to Fed.R.Cfv.P.36, 26(a)(1)(B){ii aﬂg
{1v).YOU have 30 days time .to admit or otherwise, from the date of mailing of this

dacument.Any of your faijures fn ‘properly. responding to fthe following request fbr

. admissions, will be considered Tater, as *'deemed admissfon(s)' andwill be

r Yy used b vanadiyan o this action and also 1n ang and a1l Judicial,
:’Jlggmfﬂy,"ixtrafs.ﬁfl‘c‘?aﬁ".’ qstfavsa*lnaﬁxrm:qlal. and arbitratiom proceedings against o

You and your ‘privies' and or party in privity, 1f it deems approprigte to

Parvathi”Sivanadiyan.

Adnission Ne.1

' Adnit that, your name 1s, - Samir Kaushal

Response; -

Adﬁfssion No.2
—-\—*_.._

Admit that, the forfeiture proceeding was Initiated. by you and or by your privies
Inclusive of United States Attorney for the Northern district of Georgia, in a
malicious manner to unlawfully Torfeft the properties as enumearted per gpe
initial order of forfefture {°_PaF "), :

Response:

1 _  EXHIBIT-

Evidence no~2



Admission No.q

Marvathi S?vanadiyan ‘and. Aéhok.Annamalai are’ the true' owmers of the follawing prupertﬁ

{a) Real property focated at 760p Bayway Drive aytown, Texas 77520, ( Deed fn tho

name of Mavles Yoga & Spiritual Healing Centar, also-known as Shiva Yishnu Temple
of Texas and or Texas Krishna mandir,

(b). The real property Jocated at 7522 layway Drive Baytown Texas 77520, decod

Response: -

"Admission Mo, 4 .

acres located at Apple valley california as shoun in the POF, and the defendatit
Annamalai Annamalai do not have any Interest whatsoever in this property.

. Resposnse:-

" Mdnission Ho.5 .

3220 Highway 27 North, Carolitton, Georgoa 30117, &ino 'one "has any rights of
Mhatsgever in any and by a1} means. _ o

Respopse:~

Admission Ne.5:

Admit that, the defendant Anpamalaf Aﬁnamalni waé-mnliciously ﬁrosecdted by the
U.S.Attorney's offite of northern district of Georgla, which has ‘caused. the forfei ture
action on the hand now, . :

Response-:

Admission No.7

Admit that, defendant Annamalai. Annamalai is an innocent hindu’ﬂidh priest, man of
honor, and he did not commit any of the crimes as shown in the Indictment(s) in the
criminal action no 1:13-cr-u37-rca~cns, and his conviction was secured with false

pretences and in violation of suppressing severa1'excu1putqry materials favorable to .
Mr.Annamalat Annamalai { defendant ): _ . .

Response: -

Th
deeded ¢n the nae of Ashok Spiritual-ﬂea?ing center, a Texas non profit corporatioy.

{(c). Any and a1l rea) properties as per preliminary order of forfeiture CPoF ), '
which were shopias existing at the state.of ohio and at the clity of cTeveland, Ghio

[



. «9:C.3621(c), Bureau of Prisons program statement(c) capn Sectizn 202;
5800.12, Section 0%, 5 U.s.C.301, 18 U.S.c.4001.
Response:

* Admission Ne,9

Admit.that, as falr and just d.mon monetary * combénsatzon, YOU will take necessary
ate } ANNAMALAT ANNAMALAT ') from
’////;1 any and all custddy by any of the fedear) government -agéncies and or by 1ts contractors,

Response;-

Adnisston No.10

Adnit that, you * CONSENT & Agrpps that, Annamalai Annamalal will not pe Prosecuted
again for any and all of his alleged commissionnand op omissions of any and all of his
known and op unknoun acts, which haqe'occured on or before March, 10th 2018 at a11,

Response: i e e e e

- ~---ﬂ2!uﬁssi¢;n751;.-1-i:; LT

Admit that, YOU. gaye 'deemed adnissions to admit various:of your. unlawful/111egal -
acts in an alljed criminal case proceedings no.1:14~cr-391~TC8-1 per se. .. -

. Response:
Adnission No,12:-

Adnit that, the trut of the matters:ds raquested and or shawn {n this document ape
with relates to the applicatfon of Taw .to fact(s) or opinions about’ elther genuiness
of certain documents as ashown herefn, or the facts as asserted herein,

Responég:

Admission No.13:- .

M . . .

" Admit that, the follouwin fndividuals/corporat1ons/busfness,do not have any {nterests
n the properties as shown gn the BOF. : . : -

.JOhn A.¥oon §p

MOON cREDIT CORPORATION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

THOMPSON; O'BRIEN, KEWP & NASUTI pe
ATbert M.Nasuti (- Attorney at law )
Patrick 0'Brien ( Attorney at law )
UNITED STATES . :
United States



\

"
C

v
Response: :

Admission ﬂ&.m.

Admit that, the documen: attached hereto as " EVIDENCE RSA - 002 ' states the
right material facts, and YoU D0 NOT disagree with any of the jtems as statsq
in the EYIDENCE PSA - 002 now and ever at ajj.

Respanse:

Admission No.15

ety

Admit thdt, the U.S.Attorney of Northern District of: Geor
Mr.Samir Kaushal, and or Steven D.Grimberg,

S.C.853(n), Fed.R.Crim.P.32.2(d), and
thereby caused to 'release' the properties belonging to Parvathi. Sivanadfyan,
of propertfes located at 7600 baywa,

gla and or 1ts prosecutors
knowingly and wilfully caused to violate
the N.D.Ga teaal Rule 12.1( E ) (1), 2170,

27 North

Inclusive
y drive, baytown, Texas-77520 and 3220 Hwy
Carroliton, GA-30117, and caused an

Injury in fact for Parvathi $1 vanadiyan.
Respanses

Respectfully Submitted on 1oth ?ebruar"y 2018. ! 4 gz %
- e arva vanadiyan

01d no.48; New No.61
sathyamoortht? Road
Cotmbatore-641009: INDIA
E-Mail: sparu32@gmail.conm

o St o

- . VERIFICATION

" Parvathi Stvanadiyan verifies under p'ena'lty of f)er:lury gnder the laws of the United
States that, the foregaing are True and Correct.

10th February, 2013,

Eaxvathi yen,

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

Sivanadiyan certifies that, this document is caused to ba mailed to the party as
shown 1n the first page of this document, with the request for admissions i
v e via-first ¢lass mail, postage prepaid.A copy also mailed i
to the court, to’get filed in this action, via first class mafl, postage be’ing prepaid,

February 2012 farvathi § diyen
10th y 013 Mo.43, Hew'No.61
Sathyemcored Road
Colmbatora-641009
e o INDIA

c/3



Tha following ara tha Short list of the préparllaa which wee illagally searched and seized by the Gnvemmentwill; the halp of Ih.
ezrty ( 9) In privitles.(All (o Goda are Granile mada, Handerafted, and refiglausty fnltiatad f ; '
hereln below, The wg(gh!s ara only epproximate we;ghls. . oty okt T yesta udoon ofersisanaled

Mo. NAME OF THE PROPERTY ( S) " WEIGHT/SERZE/ QT VALUEIN U, 8, DOLLARS

1.° SHIVA LINGAM 2TONSLBS . §0,000.00
2, SHIVANANDHE. . .. . . 250183 10,000.00
3. SHIVA NANDHI ‘ 2TONSLBS §0,000.00
i " LORD BALAJVISHNY. 2 TONS AND 6 FEET HEIGHT 1,00,000.00
5, LORD GANESHA . JE0LBS 39,000.00
8. LORD MAMARAJA, LORD GURUAND" .,
- LORD SANI- © G0LBSEACH ($5000X3 PC3) {8,000.00
A GODDESSES PRATYANIKARA, SOOLINI, AND - : ‘
- SARABESWARA - SET: - 400LB9 ASSET ’ 46,000.00 .
s GODSY MADE OUT. OF 24 GT. GEBLOWITH ° N
- . “O08TPURBSILVER " ' ° 110 FOS @ 95,000.00 EACH 3,360,000.00 -
9. ART EFFECTS-WOOD INLAYED GODS .
- HANGINGS . 6'X4'SIZEEOFOS @ 10,000 BACH  * 600,00000
{a. CASH HELD IN THE TEMPLE'S HUND! . ) ~
- (Hundl ( CASH DOMATION BOX {: It refars about the cash offerinige made by the lhousanda of lamplo -
devaleea. - . . ) 3, 11, 697.40
- from July 2015 to Auguat 20486, which were counted unill, THE FROPERTY
- was dlegally iaken )- ' o,
. TV SETS T 20;PCS @ 300.00 EACH . 8,000.00
2. TRADE SECRETS AND INTELLECTUAL PROPERTIES KEPT IN THE FORMAT OF ’
- PAPER FILERS, FOLDERS, CD-ROMS AND DVDS, { WHICH ALSO GONTAINED OVER THREE MILLION -
«conjact Info,~ FOLDERS NAMES, ADDRESOES E-MAILS,.FINANC ,DATRS, AND OTHER PRIEST-PENITENT
PRIVILEGED- .. INFORMATION'S AND INCLUSIVE OF 7352 BUNDLES OF ANCIENT QLD HINDU
ATHARVA VEDA SECRET - - - - PRAGTICES, HERBAL MEDICINES, AND FORMULAS, DIAGRAMS,
TECHNIQUES TO HEAL ALL KINDS . . L o
. OF CANCER, SEXUAL PROBLEMS, AUTISMS, SKIN RELATED PROBLEMS ETC. Val ue US 7 Biltion.
13, AIR CURTAING, MOBILE AIR CONDITIONERS _ TOTAL OF 20 PCS @ 800 EACH . 10,000,060
14, . CCTV CAMEARS UNITS WITH 32 MIGHT VISION CAMERAS AND TWO RECORDE%?M T™WO
' 32°Tvs - ' S

- ] . ( .

15.SEVERAL BOXES OF OFFICE SUPPLIES, TWO NAME SIGNAGE BOARDS OF THE TEMPLES ANO 40' SEA
CONTAINER 24 QFFICE COMPUTERS AND 20 COPIERAND PRINYERS AND 24, OFFICE LEATHER CHAIRS, DINING
TAGLES, KITCHEN UTENSILS, THREE SOPAS, , COUCHES ( LEATHER ) AND THREE BED ROOM SETS OF 5 PCS SET
FLAGED IN THE TEMPLE'S QUEST QUARTERS FOR THE PRIESTS, - . .
75,000.00 : . :

Evidence PSA -002

1/4
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15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22
23
24
25

. 14‘:EE;Eh forms the basis for the bank fraudj)

P
13

MR. GRIMBERG: Let me just first address the bank

fraud Toss. And just so we are clear, what the government
intended to do to demonstrate loss would take 1ess_than an

hour. It would be calling a case agent who haS'reviewed(;¥Tﬁ

of qbe credit card dispute files thatvwe have, and they total

approximately 90 complete dispute files, and they would
testify as to the similar markings that those files have with

the exhibits and the evidence that were admitted at trial.

N If you recall, Your Honor, we heard from aboutle1ghti

\__...-S
v1ct1qL_) And each of them told remarkably similar stories

———

a\bgt_:};what had happened to them, either interactions with the

—

defendant, with the Hindu Temple, and then with the

——

documentation that was submitted to their credit card company,

If you recall, there were documents including, there |
was sort of a form letter, as well as a certified mail
reéeipt, and a fake invoice that were all submitted over and
over and over again. And we saw more certified mail receipts
than we ever cared to see during the trial.

what we have now are, again, a total of approximately
90 complete dispute files. And what I will proffer to you,
Your Honor, is what the agent will testify to, is that each of

those files on the paper alone have those same hearings of
o=,
fraud.

They have that form Tetter that was submitted by the

Gig7 Simcox, RMR, CRR

Evidence no.NN4

- - -



- EXProsEVE TEsTrMaNY

Case: 1813071 Date Flled: 10/24/2018 Pagiem%g o0,

2

.
i1 o Y

United States V.Annamalai ( 1:130cr-437-TCB-CMS ) Tes Stephen,y
langamandel ( IRS Special Agent ) given at sentencing of Annamalai .
abouyxhe_mmum.&mmwummmnm )a -
1 AMAZON WOULD SHOW, IOOK, a8 PRODUCT ﬂas sum, HERR I8,
2 THE SHIPPING nam )
3.| a comc'r.\ g c . ' L
4 Q. mzovnssmmzvmsmmmammmm
5 msmmvo:-,amnmcznr oaammmamnum
6 | mvErz onm. .
7 { a. m'rmm mmzmmmmor
8. | wmar m FROVEN DURING TRIAL, '
9 é.'sozwmmummmowmmmss,
.10 | nzsmmmmommnxmsmmmn
11 mcmmmmmmm:mmmnm
12 mwommmmnzsm CORRECT?
* 13 14 m. Lo o ‘ . .- ' )
14 | Q. ' wELL, mrtmmmm"m os-mnsmmmm:-.
15 mmmm&amhmmcw'mmmnosnss
‘16 |’ PEOPLE AS BEUING REFRAUDED?
171 Aa. m'{m: ) . .
18 | @. nﬁ'ﬁ,m‘mm’smmwmmhom 55 UP TO TER
19 wckmm,nazorv:cm,nﬂmorm!,mcnzs-
20 | THm 536 000; CORRECT?
21 | A. commmcr. ,
22 | Q. SO AGAIN, WE STARTED WITE EIGHT, THE HIGHT FEOPLE WHO
23 | TmsrIFIED ~- sA “yEs" ar TNO® PLEASE,
24 | a.—gms. .
25 Q. mmhmnmmoss szomwxommcm:snc

[} .

FRAVUD CorxwyTTED BY

Annariajai

e J

U.3. DISTRICT COURT
IORT BURGHSS, RMR
-18~

o
vy .  —————

‘Exhibit -6

Eviden ce# sasg

NO

A n amrasced



- ¥ 303 San’ g s,
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Facaral Danosit [asuiiac Carzacatien

429 IR St IV WaTegi, OC 29655550 tegn Sinpon

March 25, 2019

Aacamaly Anseazial , ,

Reg. ID 7 $6820-379 .

USP - MARION . . ..
~P.0.Box-1000 . ’ -

Mazian, IL 62959 : ’ o

K - POIA Lo Numeer 19-0143
Dear-Anearmalai Aceamaial: . i

This will respond o your letter dated Murch 7, 2012, which we are processing prreant to the
[provisions of the Freedom of Information Act ("FOIA™), 5 U.S.C. §552. [n your leter, you ask
the [ollowing:

. Reguest yau o provids me with the “siates” of tie following
Tre e e s e se=bpgieasgentitios akowt whetker they ere FRIC insured” - -
financial instinitions or nor? [ have given the "exit
pem=y * of thoss ealities o3 follovrs:

Memchan: WasshouseiMerskant Wershouse I, —

Discoves Finaacl] Secviees fzc.
Capital Ope Finasclol Semizes Lo
American Express Merzhant Servizes:

SPiscover ,
/D rican Express : . -
/a.f;gl Ore . .
/ Micamp Merchant Sexvices Inc:, "Micamp Merchaat Sevicas

Merchamt ServicesMerehast Servicss Ine,

Banizard Merchont Sarviees Ioc/Bancard Meschant Serviees

Elaven Merchant Services Inc., Elavon

The FOLA does oot requize thet an agency conduct researcd, answer questions, of provide
informarion that b2 alraady bean made publicly-availsble on our wehsite: As 2 oge-time
courtesy, however, Eprovids the following irformation. :

e FDIC is 2 regulztor and an insurer of éeposits at the nation’s financial instinmions, Mone of
the entities you li;l 2re FDIC-insurad finazeial institutions. Therefore, the FDIC would not have
egeacy recorids under its custedy or conwol relating to these entitics,
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Since your requast does aot sesk accass o FDIC 2gency records, it cannot be processed
axd we 2r¢ admipisratively closiag our file an your request. 1 trust you vill ficd this

informaton helptal.
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Sizcerely,

Clis Y Gl -

Lisa M. Snider .

Governmeut Informarion Sgecialist
FOlA/Privacy Act Grovp, Legal Divisien
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August 6, 2019

Annamalai Anramalai
Rag. ID # 56320-37
"USP - MARION
P.O. Bex-1000
Murion. 1L 52959

Dear Annamnatai Aanamali: .

This will respand to your letier dated July 21, 2019, which we are procassing purswant to the
pravislons of th: Frecdom of Informatlon Acc (“FOIA™), § US.C. §552." In your letter, you asl
the following:

Accarding 10-vour comesgundsnce, [ wauld ke you
12 “clarisy” if’ from the year Januscy 2008 and

One,” the evedit card, “Capital One Finaneial Cerporation,” 2 financial haolding ¢ and
“Capital Oae Financial Serviees, LLC," aflnancial services campany. Ifthe :C:lpll;l Oln:’c“ you
are reterencing In your list is any one of these three entities. please be advised ihor these emtitles
are ot FDIC-insured banks, B
Thess ore 2lso two “Capital Ore™ national benks which ars open sad o rating, an C.
insured, Our records show tha: FDIC sertificate #4297, C:Apixl: One, \\f:mnzlg.-mi:[x:!;?
headquanered ia Fairtax. Vicginia, bezame insursd by the FDIC on Januiry 1, 1934, aud h:::
continued W ba FDIC-insured through the present. Our records further show that FDIC
Genliicars 235924, Cagital Gne Bank (USA), Narionat Association, headguanered in Glen Alten
¥irginia, becam insured by the FDIC on November 22, 1994, and has coitinued wbe FDIC-
2 o 1h al Ihc :

¥

Enclosed please find printouts for the two, FDIC-insured banics. The remainder of' the entities

you have listed! are eat FINC-insured financial instinutions,

T}u:s.compl.:::s the processing of your request. You may contict me at (703)- 362-2761, or
sider@fdic.zov, or our FOLA Putlic Liaison, FDIC Ombudsman M Anthony Lowe at

MLowe@FRIC 2ov or by tolephone 2t (312) 382-7552, for any turther assistoncs and o

until Masch 25, 2019, which is the date of your discuss any aspect of your reguest.

rzsponse, are any of the following eatltics which

are listed as fallowy, wheze they ever under FDIC ~ ) Sinesrcly,

insused, “Financiat Instietions?” ) ¢ s

Morchant Warchauseiberchant Worchouse fne. . . Ehia G Chiden
Discover Financiat Services Inc. ) . Lis2 M. Snider

Cupital One Flnancial Seevices LLC . Go Infi joa Sueciali

American Express Merchant Services : .-

Discover -
%Amm‘cm EXpruss : Enclosires
/ Cagitai One | . .
Micamp Marchent Services Inc., AMicamnp Merehang Servics:
/7 Messhant Servicss/Mezchant Services Ine.
Baskcard Mercham Serviess Inc/Bancard Mershant Services
Elaven Merchent Services Inc., Elavon

FOfA/Privacy Act Group, i.egal"Di'iisica

The FOLA does ot require that 20 agency conduct rescarch, ansiver questions, or provide
infermation that has already been made publicly-available on gur website. Asa one-tine -
courtesy, however, we provided you with federal deposit iusurance information o this senre list .

of eaticics., That information was provided to you in our March 25, 2019 rzsponse (o your g . s

previous FOIA Requcat #19-01435. /

As you have requested clerification of our last respanse, | affer the followi g with regacd o
“Capirxl Onc,™ which you haveagain included on your list. As wrinzn, “Capital Onc” coutd
reler to any orc of several different eatitles which are not FDIC-insured, including “Cagitat

£00-0u 3duapra3




UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Plaintiff-Appelles, versus ANNAMALA! ANNAMALAL, a.k.a. Dr.
Commander Selvam, a.k.a. Swamiji Srl Selvam Slddhar, Defendant-Appellant. UNITED STATES .
OF AMERICA, Plaintiff-Appallee, versus ANNAMALAI ANNAMALAI, a.k.a. Dr. Commander Selvam,
a.k.a. Swamiji Srl Selvam Siddhar, Defendant-Appeliant, PARVATH! SIVANADIYAN, Interested
Party-Appellant. UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, Plaintiff-Appellae, versus ANNAMALAI
ANNAMALAI, a.k.a. Dr. Commander Selvam, a.k.a, Swamiji Sri Selvam Siddhar,
Defendant-Appellant.
UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT
2019 U.S. App. LEXIS 7087 g
No. 18-13071-DD, No. 18-14115.DD, No. 18-14282-DD
March 8, 2019, Decided

Editorial information: Prior History

{2019 U.S. App. LEXIS 1)}Appeals from the United States District Court for the Northern District of

Georgia.United States v. Annamalal, 2018 U.S. App. LEXIS 30440 (11th Cir. Ga., Oct. 26, 2018)
Counsel

For United States of America, Piaintiff - Appelles (18-13071): Samir
Kaushal, Christopher Conrad Bly, Jane Elizabeth McBath

, U.S. Attomey Service - Northern
District of Georgia, U.S. Attomey’s Office, Atlanta, GA.

Annamalsi Annemalai, a.k.a.. Commander Selvam, a.k.a.:
Swamiji Sri Selvam Siddhar, Defendant - Appaliant (18-13071), Pro se, Marion, IL.

For United States of America (18-14292, 18-14115), Plaintiff -
Appellee: Christopher Conrad Bly, Samir Kaushal, Jane Elizabeth McBath, Erin N. Spritzer,

Jenny R. Tumer, U.S. Altomey Service - Northem District of Georgla, U.S. Attomey’s Office,
Atlanta, GA, ‘
Annamalai Annamalai, a.k.a.: Or. Commander Selvam, a.k.a.:
Swamili Srl Selvam Siddhar, Defendant - Appeliant (18-14292), Pra se, Marion, IL.
Annamalal Annamalal, Defendant - Appellant (18-14115), Pro
se, Marlon, IL.

Parvathl Sivanadiyan, interested Party - Appellant (18-14115),
Pro s, Ram Nagar, Coimbatore.
Judges: Before JORDAN, BRANCH, and GRANT, Circult Judges.

Opinion

BY THE COURT:

The government's motion to dismiss appeal Nos. 18-13071 and 18-14115 for lack of Jurisdiction Is

DENIED. The government's altemnative request{2019 U.S. App. LEXIS 2} to consolidate these
appeals is DENIED as moot in light of our January 8, 2019 order.

In No. 18-13071, Annamalai Annamalai challenges a June 1, 2018 omnibus order disposing of 16
post-judgment motions. We have already dismissed a portion of this appeal for lack of jurisdiction. In

No. 18-14115, Mr. Annamalal and Parvath! Slvanadivan challenge a September 11, 2018 omnibus
order disposing of ten post-judgment mations, and their opening brlef in that appeal largely attacks
Mr. Annamalai's criminal indictment. The govemment contends that these two appeals should be

CIRHOT 1
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dismlissed because the district court lacked jurisdiction to entertain the bosljudgment motions that are
the subject of the omnibus orders, and because they are duplicative of Mr. Annamalal's direct

appeal, which remains pending.

We express no opinlon whether the district court retalned jurisdiction to entertain or deny any of the
26 postjudgment motions that ware disposed of In the omnibus orders, Howaver, even if the district
court lacked such jurisdiction, as the government contends, we would nevertheless retain jurisdiction
over these appeals to review the issue of the district court's jurisdiction. See Boyd v. Homies of
Legend, inc., 188 F.3d 1294, 1298 (11th Clr. 1999). To the extent the{2019 U.S. App. LEXIS 3)
government contends that the district court lacked jurisdiction to enter the amnibus orders, in whole
or In part, nothing shall preciude the government from ralsing such arguments In its response brief.
in addition, although the two appeals at Issue attack ths Indictment, they are not duplicative of Mr.
Annamalai's direct appeal because they involve free-standing postjudgment motions. See Mayer v,
Wall St. Equity Gp., Inc., 672 F.3d 1222, 1224 (11th Clr. 2012). We therefore decline to exercise our
inherent administrative power to dismiss these appeals as duplicative,

CIRHOT 2
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— — -Case: 18-13071 = Date Filed: 01/21/2020 Page: 1 of 1

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

No. 18-13071-DD

.UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
' Plaintiff - Appellee,

versus

ANNAMALAI ANNAMALALI,
a.k.a. Dr. Commander Selvam,
a.k.a. Swamiji Sri Selvam Siddhar,

Defendant - Appellant.

Appeal from the United States District Court
for the 'Northern District of Georgia

| HON PETITION(S) FOR REHEARING AND PET. ITION(S) FOR REHEARING EN BANC

BEFORE: JORDAN, BRANCH, and TJOFLAT, Circuit Judges.
PER CURIAM:

The Petition for Rehearing Bn Banc is DENIED, no judge in regular active service on the Court
having requested that the Court be polled on rehearing en banc. (FRAP 35) The Petition for
Panel Rehearing is also denied. (FRAP 40) L

ORD-46
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[DO NOT PUBLISH]

IN THE UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

Nos. 18-13071, 18-14115, & 18-14292
Non-Argument Calendar

D.C. Docket No. 1:13-cr-00437-TCB-CMS-1

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff-Appellee,
Versus

ANNAMALAI ANNAMALAI
PARVATHI SIVANADIY AN,

Defendants-Appellants.

Appeals from the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Georgia

(November 18, 2019)

Before TJOFLAT, JORDAN, and BRANCH, Circuit Judges.
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PER CURIAM:

In United States v. Annamalai, No. 15-11854, 2019 WL 4621970 (11th Cir.
Sept. 24, 2019), we resolved Annamalai Annamalai’s direct criminal appeal. We set
aside a number of his convictions, as well as his sentence, and remanded for
resentencing. In this appeal, Mr. Annamalai and one of his co-defendants, Parvathi
Sivanadiyan, challenge the denial of their post-trial motions.

For the reasons which follow, we affirm. We assume the parties’ farﬁiliarity
with the record, and set out only what is necessary to resolve these appeals.'

1. The appellants contend that the district court couid not rule on their post-
trial motions without first referring them to a magistrate judge under Local Criminal
Rule 12.1(E)(1) for the Northern District of Georgia. This argument fails because
Rule 12.1(E)(1) applies to “pleadings and motions before trial.”

2. The appellants argue that they were entitled to certain documents under the
Jencks Act, 18 U.S.C. § 3500. But they do not explain how these documents would
help them, and as a result they are not entitled to relief on appeal. See, e.g., United
States v. Hameker, 455 F.3d 1316, 1327 (11th Cir. 2006) (affirming denial of post-
~trial motion under the Jencks Act in part because the “non-disclosure of thfe]

material[s] did not prejudice Appellants in any way™).

' We deny Mr. Annamalai’s motion to supplement the record in Nos. 18-14115 and 18-14292.
We also deny Mr. Annamalai’s motion to expedite.

2
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3. Mr. Annamalai challenges the district court’s denial of his motion to strike
the criminal judgment from the record. This claim is moot givenb our decision in
Annamalai, 2019 WL 4621970, at *16, which requires that Mr. Annamalai be
resentenced and that a new judgment be entered.

4. Mr. Annamalai says that the district court should have referred Agent
Langmendel for investigation. We disagree. In fact, the | portion of Agent
Langmendel’s testimony that Mr. Annamalai relies on is consistent with our
explanation in Annamalai, 2019 WL 4621970, at *15-*16, that not all of the
followers of the Hindu Temple were necessarily defrauded.

5. Mr. Annamalai asserts that the district court violated the Speedy Trial Act.
We are not persuaded. First, a claim under the Act had to be asserted before trial,
and then on appeal. See,e.g., 18 U.S.C. § 3162(a)(2). Second, even if the argument
was not waived, the trial took place within 70 non-excludable days of the indictment,
so the Act was not violated.

6. Mr. Annamalai contends that there was insufficient evidence to support his
convictions for bank fraud and filing a false federal tax return. He also asserts that
venue was improper for the false tax return charge. But he did not challenge those
convictions on direct appeal, and therefore cannot attack them after trial absent a

showing of cause and prejudice or a fundamental miscarriage of justice. See
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generally United States v. Frady, 456 U.S. 152, 167-68 (1982); Mills v. Unitedr
States, 36 F.3d 1052, 1055-56 (11th Cir. 1994)

7.  Mr. Annamalai argues that his convictions for bankruptcy ffaud,
conspiracy to commit bankruptcy fraud, money laundering, and conspiring to harbor
a fugitive should be reversed for a number of reasons. These arguments are moot
given our decision in Annamalai, 2019 WL 4621970, at *5-*14, in which we set
aside these convictions.

8. Mr. Annamalai makes a number of claims relating to ineffective assistance
of counsel. The record is not properly developed as to these claims, so we decline
to address them at this time. See United States v. Andrews, 953 F.2d 1312, 1327
(11th Cir. 1992).

AFFIRMED.?

2 As to any arguments not specifically addressed in this opinion, we summarily affirm.

4
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UNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS
For the Eleventh Circuit

Nos. 18-13071 ; 18-14115 ; 18-14292

District Court Docket No.
1:13-cr-00437-TCB-CMS-1

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
Plaintiff - Appellee,

VErsus

ANNAMALAI ANNAMALAIL
PARVATHI SIVANADIY AN,

Defendant - Appellant.

Appeals from the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Georgia

JUDGMENT

It is hereby ordered, adjudged, and decreed that the opinion issued on this date in this appeal is
entered as the judgment of this Court.

Entered: November 18, 2019
For the Court: DAVID J. SMITH, Clerk of Court
By: Jeff R. Patch
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N THE UUNITED STATES COURT OF APPEALS

FOR THE ELEVENTH CIRCUIT

Nos. 18-13071, 18-14115, & 18-14292
Non-Argument Calendar

D.C. Docket No: 1:13-cr-00437-TCB-CMS-1

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff-Appellee,
versus
ANNAMALAI ANNAMALAI,
PARVATHI SIVANADIYAN,
Defendants-Appellants.

Appeals from the United States District Court
for the Northern District of Georgia

(November 18, 2019)

Before TYOFLAT, JORDAN, and BRANCH, Circuit Judges.

ADDENDUM -1
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PER CURIAM:

In United States v. Annamblai, No. 15-11854, 2019 WL 4621970 (11th Cir.
Sept. 24, 2019), we resolved Annamalai Annamalai’s direct criminal appeal. We set
vaside a number of his convictions, as .well as his sentence, and remanded for
resentencing. In this appeal, Mr. Annamalai and one of his co-defendants, Parvathi
Sivanadiyan, challenge the denial of their post-trial motions.

. For the reasons which follow, we affirm. We assume the parties’ familiarity
with the record, and set out only what is necessary to resolve these appeals.

1. The appellants <':ontend that the district court could not rule (;n their post-
trial motions without first referring them to a magistrate judge under Local Criminal
Rule 12.1(E)(1) for the Northem District of Georgia. This argument fails because
Rule 12.1(E)(1) applies to “pleadmgs and motions before trial.”

2. The appellants argue that they were entitled to certain documents under the
Jencks Act, 18 U.S.C. § 3500. Butthey do ﬁot explain how these documents would
help them, and as a result they are not entitled to relief on appeal. See, e.g., United
States v. Hameker, 455 F.3d 1316, 1327 (11th Cir. 2006) (affirming denial of post-
trial motion under the Jencks Act in part because the “non-disclosure of th[e]'

material[é] did not prejudice Appellants in any way”).

{ We deny Mr. Annamalai’s motion to supplement the record in Nos. 18-141135 and 18-14292.
We also deny Mr. Annamalai’s motion to expedite.

2
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3.. Mr. Annamalai challenges the district court’s denial of his motion to strike
the criminal judgment from the record. This claim is moot given our decision in

Annamaiai, 2019 WL 4621970, at ¥16, which requires that Mr. Aanamatar oe

resentenced and that a new judgment be entered

4. Mr. Annamalai says that the district court should have referred Agent

Langmende! for investigation. We disagree. In fact, the portion of Agent

Langmendel’s testimony that Mr. Annamalai relies on is consistent with our ﬁ/

explanation in Annamalai, 2019 WL 4621970, at *15-*16, that not all of the JE
followers of the Hindu Temgh/vvﬁwg_sgmm

. c

%‘3\ 5. Mr. Annamalai asserts that the district court violated the Speedy Trial Act. 37/

was not waived, the trial took place within 70 non-excludable days of the mdxctmentL[
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¥ so the Act was not violated. :
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6. Mr. Annamalai contends that there was insufficient evidence to support his

convictions for bank fraud and filing a false federal tax return. He also asserts that

L % venue was improper for the false tax return charge. But he did not challenge those
3
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generally United States v. Frady, 456 U.S. 152, 167-68 (1982); Mills v. United

—— e,
States, 36 F.3d 1052. 1055-56 (L 1th Gir-1994) —

7. Mr. Annamaiai argues that his convictions for ,vankuupicy fiaud,
- conspiracy to- commit bankruptcy fraud, money laundering, and conspiring to harbor
a fugitive should be reversed for a number of reasons. These arguments are moot
given our decision in Annamalai, 2019 WL 4621970, at *5-*14, in which we set
aside these convictions.

8. Mr. Annamalai makes a number of claims relating to ineffective assistance
of counsel. The record is not properly developed as to these claims, so we decline
to address them at this time. See United States v. Andrews, 953 F.2d 1312, 1327
(11th Cir. 1992).

AFFIRMED.?

2 As to any arguments not specifically addressed in this opinion, we summarily affirm,
4



