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23-10270Opinion of the Court2

Before JORDAN, NEWSOM, and ANDERSON, Circuit Judges. 

PER CURIAM:

Thomas A. Burns, appointed counsel for Akohomen 

Ighedoise in this direct criminal appeal, has moved to withdraw 

from further representation of the appellant and filed a brief
OurCalifornia, 386 U.S. 738 (1967).pursuant to Anders v. 

independent review of the record reveals that counsel s assessment 
of the relative merit of the appeal is correct. Because independent
examination of the record reveals no arguable issues of merit, 
counsel's motion to withdraw is GRANTED, and Ighedoise’s
conviction and sentence are AFFIRMED.

1 Ighedoise’s motions for appointment of counsel and to proceed in forma 
pauperis are DENIED.
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Order of the Court 23-102702

Before Jordan, Newsom, and Anderson, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM:

The Petition for Rehearing En 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 also is DENIED. FRAP 40.
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1 (Call to Order of the Court at 9:25 a.m.)IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 2 Good morning. Perhaps counsel will stepTHE COURT:

3 forward to the clerk's table, along with the defendant, please. 
Good morning. We are together in Case

)
)UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

4)
Plaintiff, )

5 15-Criminal-320, United States of America vs. Akohomen)
) Case No.: 8:15-CR-320vs.

6 Ighedoise.:•
AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, )

Who speaks for the United States?7)
Defendant. )

8 MR. SCRUGGS: Good morning. Your Honor. Patrick

3- 9 Scruggs for the United States.
SENTENCING PROCEEDINGS 

BEFORE THE HONORABLE STEVEN D. MERRYDAY 10 THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Scruggs.

January 18, 2023 
9:25 a.m. to 10:40 a.m.

11 And who speaks for the defense?

12 MR. TROMBLEY: Good morning, Your Honor. Wes
APPEARANCES:

13 Trombley for Mr. Ighedoise.
PATRICK SCRUGGS, ESQUIRE
Office of the United States Attorney
400 North Tampa Street
Suite 3200
Tampa, Florida 33602

FOR THE PLAINTIFF:
14 THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Trombley.

15 You are Akohomen Ighedoise?

16 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
?.WESLEY E. TROMBLEY, ESQUIRE

Trombley S Hanes
707 North Franklin Street
Tenth Floor
Tampa, Florida 33602

FOR THE DEFENDANT:
17 THE COURT: Good morning.

18 Mr. Ighedoise, on September 13 of 2022, you pleaded

1 ? guilty to Count 1 of a superseding indictment. Count 1 charges
ALSO PRESENT: =5 AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, DEFENDANT

20 you with conspiracy, in particular, a conspiracy to commit mail

21 and wire fraud, in violation of parts of Sections 1341, 1343,

22 and 1349 of Title 18 of the United States Code. I earlier

23 entered an order that accepts your plea of guilty, and that
(Proceedings recorded by mechanical stenography, transcript 
produced by computer-aided transcription.) 24 adjudges you guilty of the conspiracy offense charged in

25 Count 1. So as of the entry of that order, your guilt was
REPORTED BY:

Rebekah M. Lockwood, RDR, CRR 
Official Court Reporter 

(813) 301-5380 I r.lockwoOduscr@gmail.com 
P.0. Box 173496, Tampa, Florida 33672
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1 determined, and it remains this morning to determine your 1 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
2 sentence. 2 THE COURT: First, Mr. Trombley, is there any 

objection the factual content of the presentence report?3 As I know Mr. Trombley has explained, I will 
determine your sentence by first determining an advisory

3

4 4 MR. TROMBLEY: No, there's not.
5 sentence in accord -with the United States Sentencing 5 THE COURT: Then the factual content is adopted 

without objection for the purpose of the advisory Guideline 
range, and, of course, before considering any other applicable 
factors, is there any objection to the offense level of 33 and 
a criminal history category I, as recommended by the probation 
office?

Guidelines. And by next inviting both the United States anda 6

7 the defense to direct my attention to any matter, including 
those at 18 U.S.C. 3553(a), that I should consider in arriving 
at a final and reasonable sentence in accord with applicable

7

8 8

3 9

10 law. 10

I'll begin by asking Mr. Scruggs if he's had an11 11 MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor. No objection.
12 opportunity on behalf of the United States to review and 12 THE COURT: All right. Then, preliminarily, that is
13 evaluate the presentence report, and if so, whether the United 13 adopted as the advisory Guideline calculation.

States objects either to the factual content of the presentence14 14 Mr. Scruggs, is there a motion on behalf of
15 report or to the application of the Sentencing Guidelines that 15 Mr. Ighedoise under 5K1 or otherwise?
3 6 is recommended by the United States Probation Office

MR. SCRUGGS:* Yes, Your Honor, I have. And the

16 MR. SCRUGGS: There is not, Your Honor.
i1717 THE COURT: Okay. In that case, Mr. Trombley,* I'11 

recognize you to advance any matter in mitigation, any matter 
under 3553, after which I'll recognize Mr. Ighedoise to speak

18 United States has no objections to either the factual portion 18

or the application of the Guidelines.19 19

20 THE COURT: Mr. Trombley, have you and Mr. Ighedoise 20 on his own behalf, if he chooses to do so.

21 had an opportunity together to review and evaluate the 21 I note that I did receive your sentencing memorandum
22 presentence report? 22 and the several attachments. I read the memorandum in which
23 MR. TROMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor. 23 you listed the several certificates. I think about 70 that — 

maybe that many — that the defendant has earned during his24 THE COURT: Mr. Ighedoise, have you seen the 24

25 presentence report and discussed it with your counsel? 25 detention in recent years.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT



5 e
And I read the other material, not all of it with the1 1 approximately six years in this Toronto South Detention Centre,

2 same precision, but I did review all the material that you 2 which I knew nothing about until this case.

3 That's not to discourage you from making a completeprovided. 3 Then we supplied the Court a series of articles,

statement, but just to let you and Mr. Ighedoise know that I4 4 investigative articles and so forth, as well as a investigative 
report or analysis by the Ontario Department of Health, Idid review all the material that was available to me.5 5

6 Understood, Your Honor. And I don'tMR. TROMBLEY: 6 believe it was.

intend to go through everything. I had hoped that Your Honor 7 THE COURT: Yes.

would have received the memo, as you did, and thank you for 8 That set forth a lot of very troubling 
issues within the Toronto South Detention facility, and we

MR. TROMBLEY:

9 going through that. 9

Just to restate, we did file on January 10th of this10 10 brought that to the Court's attention with the argument that is 
included in the memorandum that the time he spent there didyear a sentencing memorandum on Mr. Ighedoise's behalf, which11 11

12 we've both been through a good length, at least at two 12 appear to be convincingly more difficult and harsh than the

13 meetings, and we feel comfortable with the arguments obtained 13 time he would have spent either in a better run facility in

within the memorandum. So we will rely mostly on those — on14 Canada or here in the United States under our laws and our14

15 that filing for the request for variance. 15 facilities.

16 And, Judge, that, just very briefly is, as you 16 And, Judge, along those lines, sorry t}o back up, for 
his credit for the time while he was incarcerated, his good 
works, there was a letter from a sergeant at the facility.

i i
17 pointed out, is extraordinary educational and what I've called 17

18 rehabilitative efforts while incarcerated. I haven't been 18

doing this that long, but I've been doing it long enough, it 19 THE COURT: Yes.

seems, that he is one of the only — he is the only defendant 20 Which I thought was impressive.

Again, I've never seen someone in a prison facility write a 
letter for an inmate anticipating sentencing.

And then third. Your Honor, this is something I, 
again, have never experienced, kind of this little bit of 
difficulty determining how to apply credit for the time he has

MR. TROMBLEY:

where I've seen that, to the extent of certificates and ability 21

22 to kind of broaden his horizons and expand his mind in 22

3 I . 23 education while incarcerated, which I thought was impressive 23

24 and worthy of note. 24

25 The second. Your Honor, Mr. Ighedoise spent 25
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ■ UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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served in Canadian custody, which appears to be about 741 1 have for the Court.

2 months. Because the extradition paperwork, I think, came much Mr. Ighedoise did prepare a statement that 1 know he

3 later, and then his federal custody date and arrest over to the 3 ■would like to read.

United States reflects a much later date, November 17th of4 4 THE COURT: Let me just say one thing. The

2021, when in fact his arrest was O'-i.-'ber 7th, 2015.5 So 5 assignment of credit is initially within the domain of the

6 there's a very, very 6 Bureau of Prisons. So just so Mr. Ighedoise will know that

His arrest in Canada?7 THE COURT: 7 when he is sentenced and remanded to the custody of the United 
States Marshal, he'll remain in custody here for a brief time 
while the Bureau of Prisons designates him to a facility and at 
that time determines a date of release from that facility and 
from federal custody. So in determining the date of that

8 MR. TROMBLEY: Arrested in Canada, and as I outlined 8

in the memorandum, Your Honor —9 9

10 THE COURT: What triggered that arrest? 10

11 MR. TROMBLEY: So, Your Honor, my understanding and 11

12 I've spoken with Mr. Scruggs and also had some correspondence 12 release, they will consider the extent to which he is entitled

13 with the agent in this case, that in conjunction with US — 13 to credit in their view. And then they will adjust the release

14 with the US agent on this case, they, together, sharing 14 date that they convey to his designated facility, and it will 
include credit for that, and he has an internal Bureau of15 information and facts and information that was used in this 15

case later, used that to effect an arrest in Canada.16 Arrested 16 Prisons remedy available to contest that credit determination.
i tthim under Canadian purposes or reasons, but then later dropped'17 17 During my term on the bench, I've never had an

that case in favor of the US indictment.18 18 occasion to have someone come back here, which I think you have

So there is an acknowledgment, I think, by the19 19 the right to dc, ultimately, because it has to do with the

20 government, and Mr. Scruggs certainly can clarify that that 20 legality of the tail end of your sentence, I've never had

21 arrest was really this case, and that was October 2015. 21 anybody come back here and lodge a habeas writ or its
22 Your Honor, so for those reasons, and kind of that 22 equivalent based on that credit determination.

23 odd amount of time where we're requesting this large variance 23 How to say this, the Bureau of Prisons is not

24 in Canada, we've asked for a sentence of 34 months, which would 24 interested in unduly detaining people at their expense. So,

be an actual time of incarceration of 108 months.25 That's all I 25 generally, they're — what I'm saying is, it's a very

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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straightforward and fair process of determination. 11 care about others, not taking into consideration the suffering 
and heartaches my actions were causing the victims, and IHR. TROMBLEY: Understood, Your Honor. This just 22

3 struck me as one that perhaps was slightly different and 
concerning for when they may begin the time.

3 became a narcissistic human being.

Since my incarceration, I've taken a lot of time toWe hope —4 4

5 obviously hope that's not the case. To the extent we can make 5 reflect and understand the gravity of my offense and I'm very

6 it very clear, either in the PSR or on the record or both, 6 ashamed of the person I became, 
my actions, and I'm truly sorry.

T take full responsibility for

obviously, that's enormously important to Mr. Ighedoise. 7

I think the recommendation of the United 8THE COURT: I also realize that my involvement in the criminal

States with respect to that credit is probably of some 9 justice system has been a source of pain and embarrassment to9

significance as well. Anyway, so you had finished with your10 10 my family, and they have expressed their complete repugnance by

11 presentation. 11 refusing to have anything to do with me going forward. There's

not enough apologies I can offer that will be at wording for12 And, Mr. Ighedoise, you do have an opportunity to 12

13 speak on your own behalf this morning. 13 all that I have done, and I do not offer any excuse or defense

of any kind to minimize my responsibilities for the offenses toTHE DEFENDANT:14 Yes, Your Honor. 14

15 You're not required to say anything, butTHE COURT: 15 which I have pled guilty for.

16 if you'd like to say something, this is the time for you to do 16 During this several-plus years of my incarceration in
Li

17 Yes, you may go get your notes if you've made them. 17that. Canada, I cannot help but th:. b every day how my very seld-sh

18 THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, I would like to read 18 and destructive ways have negatively impacted the life of my 
daughter, who has to grow up without a father.something to the Court. 19

Your Honor, first I would like to thank you for the 20 I know my actions have caused irreparable harm and

opportunity to address this Court. I would like to say I 21 loss to the victims of my offense and to my family, 
promise this Court from this day forward, I will continuously 
find ways to fix all that I have done, and I wish there are

But I
22 apologize to the victims of my crime. I was — I am very sorry 

for the pain my actions have brought upon all of you and your 
No day passes by that I do not regret what I've

22

23 23

24 loved ones. 24 other means available to me that I wish I could show to this

25 done. I was thinking about myself only. Failing to think and 
■ - UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

25 Court how very regretful I am.
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Your Honor, I know you must be familiar with this1 pidgin?1

kind of voice in your courtroom.2 And most times, it probably 2 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

does not amount to anything, but throughout the several-plus3 3 THE COURT: Is that what you would call your second

years of my incarceration, all I have done is to find ways to4 4 language?

positively apply myself seeking out avenues where I cen make5 5 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

6 amends. e THE COURT: Okay. I'd like to amend — I noticed

In conclusion. Your Honor, I accept whatever sentence7. 7 this in the PSR. And with all due respect, it doesn't make

you would impose on me, but I pray for mercy, and I ask this8 8 sense the way it is. So in Paragraph 100, that should say the 
defendant's primary language is Nigerian pidgin.Court to be lenient as possible, taking into consideration my9 9 Pidgin is a

remorsefulness and my effort to better myself, please and10 10 term like Creole or dialect or vernacular that describes the

11 thank you. 11 state of a spoken or almost surely a spoken language.

THE COURT: All right. Thank you. Just an aside,12 12 And the other term is patois, p-a-t-o-i-s, that you

13 which has nothing to do with what you just said, it says in the 13 see occasionally. But you need some word in front of pidgin

presentence report, I just wanted to check, your primary 
language is what?

14 14 for it to make sense. That should be Nigerian pidgin which 
isn't certainly a widespread phenomenon in Nigerian, the15 15

Pidgin English, but I'm also fluent16 THE DEFENDANT: 16 official language of which is English.
> * iin regular English.17 17 I thought so. Thank you.

THE COURT: Well, English is the national language of18 18 Mr. Scruggs, what says the United States, should I

Nigeria. It's the official language of Nigeria.19 19 say in closing, with respect to a reasonable sentence? And I

20 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 20 think that Mr. Trombley draws a fair question is what to make

THE COURT:, Nigeria is, of course, remarkable because21 21 of this 108 months, I think it was, that he spent in Canada.

22 it has several hundred distinct dialects that are identifiable. 22 You don't think of Canada as a place that houses — or that

Some of them, like Hausa and Igbo, and those are more dominant.23 23 supports particularly onerous prison facilities. Then, again,

Sometimes the generic phrase Nigeria pidgin is mentioned by24 24 you don't like to think of the United States as that. Recent

English speakers. Is that 3 term that you recognize, Nigerian25 25 events suggests that there are some — confirms that there are

. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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some facilities in the United States, even maintained by the 1 Canada. That was something that originated in the northwest1

2 and oozed over into Canada. Is that correct?United States that are substandard, to say the least.2

3 I believe that's right, Your Honor.So what do you say with respect to a reasonable MR. SCRUGGS:3

4 Although the Canadians did identify, I believe, certainsentence here?4

I'll let me 5 Canadian victims.5 MR. SCRUGGS: Thank you, Your Honor. I want to say these were these romance-scam.

address, if I can, the second question first about the credit. 66 elderly victims from Canada. But I can't —

I agree with what Mr. Trombley raid, which is that 77 THE COURT: Oozed, ty the way. is a technical legal

Mr. Ighedoise was arrested in, I believe, October of 2015 on8 8 term.

99 the Canadian charges. MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. But, ultimately, I

1010 THE COURT: Yes. can'': say with a straight face to the Court that

Those are distinct charges.11 MR. SCRUGGS: 11 Mr. Ighedoise's arrest at that time was not brought about

12 THE COURT: Yes . 12 because of the United States' investigation.

In terms of a legal analysis, they're 1313 MR. SCRUGGS: In other words, we, along with the Toronto police

separate sovereigns. We did not bring that prosecution. It14 14 service and the FBI here, coordinated a joint takedown whe:e we

wasn't centered principally on our evidence. The Canadians had15 15 arrested a number of people in the United States, including 
Ms. Ellis, Mr. Cortese, and then we were able to arrest 
Mr. Ighedoise.

Canadians were effectively pursuing this charge to get him in

collected their own evidence.16 16
i(

17 THE COURT: of events in Canada? 17 And w-r understood at the time that che

18 That was in Canada.MR. SCRUGGS: 18

Excuse me, the evidence that the CanadianTHE COURT: 19 custody or to have some sort of release conditions if he was

authorities had collected was evidence of events in — that :o released in Canada in anticipation of him being extradited to

occurred in Canada? 21 the United States. Again, I think in all candor and being an 
officer of the Court, Your Honor, I think it's fair to say that 
the Canadians acted really at our request to push those 
charges. Even though they had a separate case arc separate 
evidence, that was really at the United States' request, and it

22 MR. SCRUGGS: Mostly events in Canada.Correct. 22

23 There was an international impact as well, but — 23

24 My recollection is there was only oneTHE COURT: 24

25 isolated event in the evidence in this case that occurred in 25

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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1 was in furtherance of our ultimate extradition. 1 . before when he was — when he was in detention, but before the
2 For reasons beyond our control, meaning the United 2 •filing of the extradition?

3 States Attorney's Office's control, the extradition process 3 MR. SCRUGGS: Correct, Your Honor. The United States
took several months just to get the paperwork completed.4 4 does not have an objection to noting that in the judgment and 

for Mr. Ighedoise to receive credit for that, 
time, we believe effectively under our process or our 
investigation, so we're not opposed to him getting credit for 

I don't know what the best mechanism of doing that, if 
it's noted in the judgment, if that is sufficient for BOP.

3 Canada, to my surprise, is a very, I think, onerous - • it's a 5 He's served that
6 very — there's a lot.of due process that's afforded to 6

7 defendants in Canada. So it took some time to get that package 7

8 completed. 8 that.

9 Ultimately, from the documentation I received from 9 But
10 the Bureau of Prisons, and from the Office of International 10 as you noted previously, Your Honor, this may be an issue where 

we just have to see how BOP calculates it, and if there's an11 Affairs at the Department of Justice, which I sent to 11

12 Mr. Trombley, they do not right now appear to give 12 error, then the parties can pursue some sort of correction or
13 Mr. Ighedoise credit from before when the ex — 13 remedy after that.

14 THE COURT: Too many pronouns. Hold on just one 14 THE COURT: I think that's right. But I think it's
15 second. Who is "they"? 15 also right that where there's a colorable basis to credit him

16 I'm sorry. The Canadians — not the 
Canadians. The. Department of Justice, based on their"

MR. SCRUGGS: 16 with something, they tend to do it.
e ■ . .

So I expect that that will
i• 17 17 come out well for him.

18 calculation, starts the calculation at the filing of the 18 What they won't do, and which I think maybe

19 extradition paperwork in Canada. So for the year, about 18 19 Mr. Trombley was gently suggesting, was that a day-for-day 
credit might not be quite equal to the conditions that he —20 months or so before that, he was — Mr. Ighedoise was in 20

21 custody, but there was no extradition paperwork filed, so as of 21 and they won't do that, 
but they're not going to say, well, this was unusually harsh 
and therefore we're going to give him 120 months or 130 months

They'll make a one-to-one deduction,
22 now, it doesn't appear that he is guaranteed to receive credit 22

23 for that time. We do not have the — the United States does 23

24 not — 24 credit for 108 months served. I've never — I say they won't
25 THE COURT: "Thv;; time" be^ng the 3 8 months or so 25 do that; I've never known them to do that.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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«y
MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. I agree. I think 1 intimately involved in the money laundering and some of the1

And I can't speak to the conditions. 2 fraud activity, but Mr. Ighedoise was the tie to the criminalI was2 that's right.

surprised. I'm not contesting them. But I was frankly 3 organization that was orchestrating all of this.3 He was the

ysurprised to see what Mr. Trombley pointed out about the affiliated, full-fledged member of that group.44
"\

conditions in Canada, because I think the general assumption is 5 Having said that, Your Honor, in terms of our5

that the Canadians, in some respects, have a different 6 evidence of what Mr. Ighedoise's involvement is, we didn't get6

incarceration system than the United States, and perhaps they 77 as much of a — I thin., a complete picture of exactly what his

And so I was surprised to see 8have more resources for that. role was in this investigation.8 We know he worked with Amadi.

the documentation of the conditions in Toronto. So the United We know he helped coordinate where the money was going to,99

States isn't disputing that. I just have nothing to add to 10 helped coordinate some of the fraud.10

that beyond what Mr. Trombley has already pointed out.11 11 But we don't have as many communications from

A12 In terms of a reasonable sentence, though, Your 12 Mr. Ighedoise that we did for — as we did for Mr. Amadi. Ne

Honor, I think it's fair just to note sort of the two sides of13 13 don't have a sense, I think, of the full scope of his

On the one hand, we have Mr. Ighedoise, who14 the balance here. 14 activities. And that's in a way to his benefit. He has this /
15 I think in some respects, and I don't say this in a derogatory 15 title. He was certainly part of the Black Axe. 

significant player in this scheme, and I think it's appropriate 
to hold him accountable for that.

He was a

16 term, but I think it's fitting, he was sort of the bogeyman of 16 ii
/this case for many years.17 17

Part of that was because he wasn't here.18 He was the 18 But he did ultimately come to the United States. He

last defendant who was extradited. Part of that was because 19 agreed to cooperate and plead guilty relatively quickly. He

Mr. Ighedoise was the one member, the actual member of this did not —20

transnational organized crime group, the Black Axe group. He 21 THE COURT: Stop just a second. He agreed to plead

22 was, from what we understand, the Ihaza, I-h-a-z-a, or 22 guilty. You say he agreed to cooperate?

23 treasurer of this North American chapter in Toronto, 
a fairly significant position within this group.

So he had 23 MR. SCRUGGS: Not cooperate. He agreed to — well, I

24 24 suppose he's been cooperative in a sense, but he hasn't

25 Mr. Amadi, who is his codefendant, was, I think, more 25 specifically agreed to —

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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/1 THE COURT: Well, he gets credit for that with the 1 information, because by the time he got here, the investigation / 
was really over.

/2 acceptance points. 2 There weren't any more targets that we were /
/3 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. 3 pursuing in the United States. So he didn't really have an //You didn't mean cooperation in the 5K1. /4 THE COURT: 4 opportunity. /

/You didn't meat .substantial assistance. 5 But he, I think, has shown remorse. He has not put

the government to its burden of proof at trial, and that's a
/

6 MR. SCRUGGS: Correct, Your Honor. In this case. / 6
/

7 it's so old now. ! 7 significant factor here. As I think the Court is aware, we had
3 Because that's why one of the defendants fTHE COURT: 8 some, I think, very convincing victims who testified, not only 

in this trial, in the trial of Ms. Ellis and Mr. Cortese and
/

has such a low sentence compared to some others is because of '9 9

his — I think he got a total of — maybe the United States10 10 Ms. Johnson, which was before Your Honor. Those are the
11 wound up asking for a total of seven levels for Naji, if I 11 codefendants here.

12 remember correctly. 12 But there was the separate trial of Okechukwu Amadi

13 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. 13 who is Ikechukwu Amadi's brother. He was also money launderer 
working with Ikechukwu Amadi in the United States to help move 

And we had a number of victims testify in that

14 THE COURT: Or his sentence would have been much 14

15worse. the funds.

16 MR. SCRUGGS: That's correct. It's probably — I
t .

think it's fair to say he was our most significant cooperating

16 trial as well, some different victims from Ellis, et al. trial. 
And I think, hands down, these victims, it was devastating for 
most of them. Some of them were fine. Some of them recovered.

i17 17

18 witness in the case, as well as our venue tie to Tampa, because 18

19 he was doing the activity here for the group. 19 But the vast majority of the victims suffered quite a bit.

And on the one hand, you can look at that and say, 
well, Mr. Ighedoise should be punished appropriately for the 
scale of the crime and the effect it had on the victims, and Ir20 THE COURT: There were some other factors in that 20

21 reduction that we don't need to repeat here this morning. And 21

22 just in addition to those — those what amounted to seven 22

23 formal levels. 123 don't deny that. But at the same time, we were faced — the
s24 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. Mr. Ighedoise didn't r 24 United States was faced with a dilemma of if we do not offer a

!/p " have really an cuoortunitv Co cooperate mush or provice 25 plea agreement, if we do not resolve this case, we're going to
$UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

I



i

21 22
) ">

have to being those victims back for a trial.

And I can tell you, I still speak to these victims

discussion about a trial. The United States recognizes that.1 1

2 So I think balancing it, the equation. Your Honor, if2

3 after seven years, some of them still contact me about the 3 you look at Mr. Ikechukwu Amadi, who received a slightly longer
irestitution process, which, unfortunately, has been delayed by 4 sentence than what the government would be recommending here,4

the codefendants’ appeals in this case.5 And X — they don't 5 which is the low end' of 135 months, Mr. Ighedoise and Ikeur.ukwu

That's the bottom line. 66 want to testify. Your Honor. were similarly situated, I think, in terms of their

Our evidence indicates, however, that Ike Amadi ’THE COURT: I understand. 7 culpability.7

They don't want to come back. I don't 8MR. SCRUGGS: had, I think, more c; a hands-un role i.u managing these money8

want to put them through that. I did not want to put them 9 mules who were opening the bank accounts, in terms of9

1010 through that. coordinating the fraud. We have just much more extensive

I understand. 11 evi ience of Mr. Amadi’s involvement.11 THE COURT:

Again, some of them have testified 12 And although Mr. Ighedoise has the title of treasurer12 MR. SCRUGGS:

13twice in federal court, and these are people, as Your Honor and he was part of the Black Axe, I don't know that we can say13

knows, some of the romance victims in particular never told 14 with confidence exactly what his role was throughout the14

their families, or until they were subpoenaed, had not told15 15 conspiracy. We know he was giving direction to Ike Amadi, but

them. They kept it as a secret. It was a big shame for a lot 1616 he doesn't seem to have been as directly involved in a lot ofi'i
And one of the victims passed away since the trial, 17 the activity.17 of them.

Ms. Sparks, who testified in the Ellis case. So we didn’t want 1818 I think it'*, appropriate if Mr. Ighedoise receive

1919 to bring the victims back if we didn't have to. something of a lesser sentence than what Mr. Amadi receive, Ike

To that extent, Your Honor, the government does 20 Amadi, and taking into account the conditions of his 
incarceration in Canada and the decision to — to plead guiltyappreciate we could resolve this case by plea agreement so we 

didn't have to relive that and have the victims relive it in/ 
court and bring them here.

21

22 22 and resolve his case short of trial.

23 23 THE COURT: When you say Ike Amadi, you mean

24 And Mr. Trombley was timely with reaching out to 24 Okechukwu?

25 resolve the case before we got to any advanced preparations or Ikechukwu Amadi.25 MR. SCRUGGS:
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1 THE COURT: Ah, yeah. All right. Anything further 1 the district co"rt, a judge must consider a number of factors.

2 from the United States? 2 including, for example, the policies and Guidelines of the

3 MR. SCRUGGS: No, thank you. Your Honor. 3 United States Sentencing Commission, the advisory Guideline

THE COURT: Any reason not to proceed with sentence?4 4 range, which was determined earlier, the applicable statutory 
I believe the applicable statutory penalty here is 

a maximum of 20 years, 240 months.

5 MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor. 5 penalties.

Mr. Trombley, anything further from the6 THE COURT: 6

7 defense? 7 I consider the written and oral submissions of

MR. TROMBLEY: Nothing further, other than certainly 8 counsel, including, of course, the sentencing memorandum and

9 take no issue with the facts. He has lived this, as Your Honor 9 exhibits that Mr. Trombley filed on your behalf. And I

has lived this case much longer than I have.10 10 consider your statement on your own behalf in allocution, as

11 THE COURT: Yes, sir. 11 the lawyers say, and also the factors at 18 U.S.C. 3553(a).

The only — again, I know you've12 MR. TROMBLEY: 12 Generally, none of us address them all, but we address the ones

13 explained the position with BOP is if the Department of 13 we think.are most salient in a particular case, as your counsel 
did ably in his sentencing memorandum on your behalf.Justice, we have documents that's giving him credit for 201714 14 And I

rather than 20:5, there is still mat concern there from our15 15 will discuss those in a bit.

16 end. I don't know if there's any more we can do to clarify it. 16 People tend to phrase these things differently, and I
t

can't quote the statute, but, generally, the first statutory
t

And I don't know if the other defendants in their — the DOJ17 17

reflection for the credit of their time was accurate, andIt- 18 factor is the nature and characteristics of the offense. And

19 that's the date that probation and BOP used. But if there is 19 this was — although, unfortunately, not a perfectly singular 
offense, it was in the upper echelon of the category of20 kind of that missing link, it's unique to his case, that does 20

21 cause me still some concern. I don't know what we can do about 21 offenses, which it is rightly described. It was unusual in its
22 it today. 22 diversity in the sense that there were a number of different

23 THE COURT: Any reason not to proceed to sentence? 23 concepts, fraudulent concepts that were deployed in a number of :

24 MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor. 24 different ways. ■ They’re described very ably, I thought, in the

Mr. Ighedoisa, in imposing a sentence in2 5 THE COURT: 25 presentence report. It’s difficult to summarize so much

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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evidence in so many cases with reasonable brevity. But the 1 people go flatline and die in front of them.1

2probation officer made a heroic effort.

But unlike you, Mr. Ighedoise, I had an opportunity

So in that same sense that an emergency room2

3 physician needs to maintain their balance, it's necessary for 
prosecutors and judges and defense lawyers to do the same, but

3
/■

to sit right here in this courtroom and listen to some- of your/ 
victims and some of your lieutenants, some operatives in this /

44
/

5 we still see and experience the pain and suffering that's seen5 /
/ 6organization, some with leadership roles, and some, the caused by the crimes that are tried in our courts.6 And we can/

ultimate end-of-the-line operatives, doing the dirty work, 7 reasonably conclude that something definitive needs to be done/
z'actually walking into the bank and opening the accounts that 8 in response lo those ugregiour nsrms if :ue opportunity in che/

would be used to funnel money and things like that. 99 law permits.

10 And I'll have to say that I'm a crusty, old veteran 10 And I think it's a fair statement to say that any

I've seen people testify about their broken dreams

But even that, 
Watching the jury^

11 of trials. il rea.'onable person who observed the consequences of the schemes

12 and their broken lives and their broken hearts. 12 that you and your colleagues deployed would come precisely to

some of these stories were painful to hear, 
respond in shock, occasionally, in — with the obvious emotion f

1313 that conclusion. People, for one reason another — one reason

14 14 or another who were vulnerable, having some person whose

controlled, witnesses crying on the witness stand, humiliated,15 15 expertise is spotting vulnerability and exploiting it for ..nair

16 embarrassed, broke, couple of street-level drug addicts that 
had been hired for little or nothing to open bank accounts as

16 own gain, well, that's a cold-blooded business. It'§ a

calculated business. It's probably not emotional. I don’t
i

17 17

18 if they had any money to put in them and such. It was sad. It 18 ha’-e any rear: .n to th k that v-.u hated any of those people 
Their agony is just, 

what do we say these days, collateral damage, to enrich you and

\ .

was pathetic. It was painful. 19 that were the victims of these scams.

And as professionals, as much as, I suppose, an 20

emergency room physician can't afford to scream in horror at 21 your friends.

22 some of the things that are brought before them in the 22 You know, if I had a jury sitting right there in that

23 emergency room, because they have work to do and need to it do 23 box right now, make it as big a jury as you want, make it a

24 well and need to do it under control, still, they see them, 24 hundred, make it a thousand, make it the members of Congress

25 they see the agony, and they sea the blood, and they see the 25 that enacted this law, and we put the facts of tils case t

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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them, say just go back there in that room and deliberate a1 inventors and propounders of the scheme made money.

So I've had a lot of people stand in front of me who 
have committed fraud.

i

2 while and come back and tell me what the sentence should be. 2

3 Do you have any doubt what the sentence would be that they 3 And I think it's fair to say people who 
have committed large-scale fraud are fraudsters.would arrive at?4 I don't think any of us does 4 Most or them

5 They would probably think that I should, with a 5 smart, like you. Most of them — many of them able to make
6 certain amount of detachment, assess these facts, call them 6 persuasive statements.
7 exactly as they are. no more and no less, and design a 

proportionate sentence, -which is what I'll do, to the best of (,t- 
my ability, without undue — without any sense of vengeance, 
because that has no place in the law, but also without any lack 
of determination or like to see to it that these types of scams 
are deterred, if possible, suppressed where possible, and

7 But because they are who they are, and because 
they've done what they've done, and because things have worked 
for them the way they have worked for them, it's difficult to

3 8

9 9

10 10 believe a thing they say.
11 11 I know that some of them probably are telling me the 

I'm certain that many of them aren't.

100-percent reliable way to tell one from the other, but I will 
I am much more suspicious of a statement from a 

polished fraudster, as any experienced jurist would be, as any 
experienced law enforcement officer or investigator would be,

i
as any experienced defense lawyer would be, "more suspicious of 
a polished and savvy fraudster who understands human emotions 
and vulnerabilities enough to exploit them successfully time 
after time after time.

12 12 truth. I have no
13 rightly punished where possible, because there's the tears and 13

14 heartbreak and misery all over between every <-.-ro lines in this 14 tell you this.

15 presentence report. It just oozes out to those of us who know 15

16 the facts. Again, oozing being a technical term. 
- ■ -And

16
'17 I want to say something else to you, 17

Mr. Jghedoise.: b I've been doing this a good, long time, and 18

19 I've sentenced a lot of cases that involved using the term in 
its broadest, most generic sense, fraud, some of it generated 
by organized crime, some of it generated by a couple people who 
think they have a bright idea, sometimes economically proves

19

20 20

21 21 Again, without making any finding with respect to 
this, I will say that I have seen — although I’ve seen 
examples of every, I think, form of conduct after arrest, I 
would say there's a discernible tendency for defendants who are/ 
crafty to understand exactly what they should do during their ,

22 22 /
23 successful for a while. I assume there are ones that prove 23

24 successful and I don't know about them. But I know about a lot 24
/25 that prove successful for a while, if success means chat the 25
,*
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incarceration to prepare not for a life, but for sentencing, 'y

Again, I can't tell — I know there are some who — I 'f 
know there are legitimate examples of persons who experienced rr 
remorse and a sort of self-actuated rehabilitation, and I know 'f

1 who are both criminals and drug addicts, certainly abusers,1

2 sometimes it's difficult to know whether the stress and strain2

3 of a criminal life created a need to medicate the stress with 
the drugs, or whether these drugs clouded the judgment and 
created a need for money and induced crime, 
very tight relationship, 
one, cases of the other, often very difficult to tell which is

3

44
s

It's certain!5there are people who are seemingly incorrigible fraudsters and f5 a

r 6 I'm sure there are, again, cases ofmanipulators. Again, I — even though I know there are6 // 7examples of both, I don't have any ironclad way to tell the

8 starling before you.difference between one and the other.

9 And difficult to know, even that, how much differenceAnd basing that decision on using the term, again, in9

it makes how an offender got to be an offender, if that10its sort of generalized sense, personality, is dangerous, 
especially with fraudsters, because they're very persuasive

10

offender is an offender and if released into the community is1111

12 likely to offend.It's how they came to be — how they came to be12 generally.

successful. They've been recruiting cohorts and targeting 13 Victims tend not to care about the details of why13

someone broke their life, broke their heart, stole their money.14victims.14

So I consider, as I was saying, the nature and 15 ended their dreams, for instance, devastated their child.15 They

16 Probably if I had 535 members of Congresscharacteristics of the offense and the nature 
characteristics of the offender, I'll just say summarily that

and tend not to care16 ii
17 sitting right there, none of them will care either. They want17

having a difficult childhood, upbringing, environment, as a 18 society to be placid, l:,»ful, an I safe. And lest anybody no18

19 to be told, we're not doing a very good job of accomplishingyouth, is certainly not uncommon among offenders. While it can

20be said that many offenders have difficult backgrounds and were that.

So, yes, I have considered the nature andhanded a difficult lot in life, by far, the most people who 21

22ware handed difficult lot in life are not offenders. characteristics of the offense, and I've read carefully your 
background that is before me in the writings and in the

22

And establishing an element of causation between a 2323

circumstance and a crime is not an easy thing to do at all. 2424 statements made this morning on your behalf.

25 For instance, just to take an obvious example, how many people 25 I also consider other matters, including the

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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imposition of a judgment that enhances respect for the law.1 1 deterrence might have a greater effect is where people plan, 
where people assess the means by which they will proceed, place 
that they will proceed, targets that they will approach, the 
type of personnel they need to recruit in order to effect their

2 Just a word about that. It means — that concept probably 2

3 means different things to different people. But one of the 3

things I thin'-, it rightly means '.s that the sentence should not4 4

5 be so great as to be viewed as unnecessarily punitive without 5 means, and in which it is possible to calculate a probable 
range of monetary return so that a reasonable person, such as 
yourself, who's literate and can assess risk and reward, and, 
of course, probability of apprehension, which is important, 
might decide, yes, given X, risk of apprehension, and Y, 
vulnerability to incarceration, and, Z, reward, that equation 
works for me and I'll commit the crime.

6 reason, nor should it be, as I said a few minutes ago, so 
lenient or indy ".gent as to sugges4- that the severity of the

6

7

8 crime has not been recognized, that the injury to the victims 8

has not been recognized, or that society is not sincere in9 9

enforcing its prohibitions.10 10

I also consider protection for the community. I11 11

think it — strike the I think part.12 Manifestly protection for 12 Well, you know, you can change that equation by 
changing one of those variables.the community is a principal consideration in every criminal13 13 And, of course, that 
incarceration variable is changeable right here, right now in a 
way that will make this equation not work for others.

That is especially so if the offense of conviction in a14 14case.

15 particular case is one that randomly targeted the community, 15

16 and in this case and in related cases, did so broadly 16 I also consider the unwarranted — the avoidance of /It I lthroughout the United States, and 1 think we know in Canada. unwarranted disparity, an the lawyers tend to say. 
fancy way of expressing the common-sense notion that people 
have committed about the same offense, have about the same 
criminal background, have caused about the same damage, should 
get about the same sentence.

17 It's "a
18 I also consider deterrence. That is a statutory 18 /
19 factor. There are always arguments about deterrence, whether 19 /m20 it is an effective aspect of sentencing. If so, to what 20

.. 21 extent, and if so, in which categories of cases, assuming that. 21 Yeah, I've simplified it a bit /
22 perhaps it is more effective. Deterrence is a more effective r22 and generalized it a little bit too much, but that's y

i 23 component of sentencing in some categories of cases than 23 essentially what it means. /
/others. 24 One need not look too far, whether it's the

25 I think it's fair to say that one area in which 25 Sentencing Commission's aggregated data or elsewhere in this
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case and in related cases to see that the range of sentences1 1 courtroom who is a victim and wants to be heard, I'll — if
2 that we are talking about here is not excessive. I actually 2 you'll make your presence known, I'll give you that opportunity

3 had occasion to review all the sentences and all the related 3 now.

4 cases before coming here this morning, and I think the judges 4 There's no response to that, so I just want to make

5 in the Middle District of Florida have together sentenced these 5 sure I dotted that I _nd crossed that T, as the were.

6 cases in an admirably consistent and moderate manner. 6 So anyway, Mr. Ighedoise, I've considered all of

7 Some of these sentences are lengthy. One is 7 that, which is not an easy thing to do, nor is it an exact/
8 tantamount to a life sentence. One might or might not prove to - 8 thing to do. I want to, in sentencing you, recognize the/
9 be a life sentence. Several others are lengthy. The person / 9 matters that have been brought to my attention. But on the

x10 who provided the earliest, most useful substantial assistance 
to the United States has a sentence, which if that fact were

10 other hand, I don't want to forget other matters that have — 
There are people who are not here who

x11 11 that I mentioned./
x

12 not known, would appear to be disparate. But whr.-. the sentence , 12 deserve to be thought of as we do what we do.
/13 is adjusted for a decision that the United States Congress and 

the Sentencing Commission made, which is to reward, as a matter * 
of United States policy, substantial assistance, that sentence / 
fits

13 So I have, pursuant to 18 — well, to the Sentencing 
Reform Act of 1984, to the extent applicable, after the United14 14

/15 15 States v. Booker and pursuant to 18 U.S.C 3553, determined
/16 perfectly 

factors out, and it all works.

in line with the others. Just adjust those 16 that Akohomen Ighedoise be committed to the Bureau of Prisons

I have varied upwards slightly because of the ^ 
The rampant injury caused by

this series of crimes, the startling breadth and reach of the 
crime, and the other factors that I discussed and need not

/17 17 for 210 months.r

/18 So, actually, not that it's my place to do this, but 1 3 reasons I have stated earlier. y
I was pleased with the results from a sentencing standpoint 19

of — in the matter of consistency and balance. 20

I should note that I did not ask if there were any 21 limit but summarized them now.

22 victims present in the courtroom. I believe that tne answer to 22 I am confident that that sentence is not greater than 
necessary to establish — to advance the statutory purpose of 
sentencing and in context of this offense is altogether

I have no objection, and I ttink justi'e would 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

23 that is self-evidently no. So I did not exercise in that — I 23

24 didn't make that invitation. But if I'm wrong about that and I 24

25 think that's not possible, if there's any person in the 25 reasonable.
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served, given the sentence that I have announced, that1 1 And just so you will not be surprised, Mr. Ighedoise, 
in the United States courts, people who violate the terras ofMr. Ighedoise receive full credit from the time of his initial2 2

3 detention in Canada on related charges. And if I'm correct, 3 supervision, it's not ignored. It's not considered trivial.

Mr. Trombley, that would be 108 months.4 4 They often are brought back into court and are subject to being 
returned to incarceration for a term, sometimes amounting toYour Honor, I don't think that's5 MR. TROMBLEY: 5

I — the date is October 7th, 2015.6 6correct. years.

THE COURT: All right.7 7 As a qualifying felon, the defendant must cooperate 
in the collection of his DNA as directed by the probation8 I'm not sure what —MR. TROMBLEY: 8

THE COURT: Anyway, the full measure, including the9 9 officer.

10 18 months that we discussed. I have no objection to his 10 Madam officer, has that been accomplished?

receiving credit for that. And my expectation is that he will11 11 THE PROBATION OFFICER: I have not verified, Your

receive credit for that as I calculated this sentence.12 12 Honor, but —

13 Upon release, the defendant must serve a three-year 13 THE COURT: With all due respect, you are directed to

term of supervision in which he must comply with the standard14 ■ 14 confirm that that DNA has been taken, and if not, to take it
conditions adopted in the Court — by the Court in the Middle15 15 yourself. I suggest you take it yourself anyway, but let's 

make sure that gets done. That's particularly important, as
. . t

you know, in cases involving persons from outside the United

16 District of Florida and as well the following special 16

1 cond'' irons: 17 ;
First, he must not incur new credit charges, open18 18 States.

19 lines of credit, or obligating himself for a major purchase 19 Mandatory drug testing requirements of the Violent

20 without advanced approval by the probation officer. 20 Crime Control Act are suspended.

.21 Second, he must provide the probation officer access 21 The defendant must pay restitution in the amount of ;
;to any requested financial information.22 22 $4,389,340.97 to the victims as provided — as delineated by 

the government, by the United States, 
payable to the clerk of the United States District Court for

. .. .’ 23 And, third, if he's deported, and I think that is a 23 This restitution is. i
■ Zi near eventuality, he must not reenter the United States without 24

!25 the express permission of the United States. 25 the Middle District of Florida for distribution to the victims.
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job.Restitution shall be paid jointly and severally with 11
N, Upon release from custody, the defendant must pay2ccdefendants, Ikechukwu — that's Amadi, isn’t it?2

3 restitution at the rate of $200 a month at any time after hisMR. SCRUGGS: Yes, sir.3

And in the event of a material change inrelease, of course.THE COURT: Derek Amadi? 44

his ability to pay, that monthly payment rate is changeable5MR. SCRUGGS: Yes.5
0^

Priscilla Ann Ellis/ Perry Don Cortese,n>°J 6 the Court. I find the defendant lacks the ability to pay6 THE COURT:

7 interest, and I will waive the interest payment for theStacey Merritt, and Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson.7

Further restitution is jointly and severally payable 8 restitution.8
A I'll also waive — well, does the United States wantwith coconspirators Muhammad Naji in Case 15-Criminal-126. 9Let9

In Case Number 8:15-Criminal-126 in the 10 to be heard on a fine?10 me restate that.

JDana Marie Jewesak in Case Number 11 MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor.Middle District of Florida.11

12 Seems superfluous.8:16-Criminal-149 in the Middle District of Florida, Michele THE COURT:12

13Ann Scalley in Case 8:16-Criminal-259 in the Middle District of MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor.13

And otherwise we probably go 250.All these are Tampa Division cases. 14 THE COURT:Florida, Tampa Division.14

MR. SCRUGGS: Correct, Your Honor. We're ,ot askingDean Morgan in Case 8:17-Criminal-254 in the Middle District of 1515

16 for the fine.8:18-Criminal-13 in theFlorida, Frederick Miscoe in Cas(e 
Middle District of Florida, and Okechukwu Desmond Amadi in case

16 l
17 Seems superfluous. There is aTHE COURT:17

18 preliminary order of forfeiture ar. Document 1141 of the docket.8:17-Criminal-447.18

19 Tnat preliminary order is made permanent and will beWhile in the Bureau of Prisons, the defendant must

20either pay at least $25 quarterly, if he has a UNICOR job or 
50 percent of his monthly earnings — I got that exactly

incorporated into the judgment and commitment.

I levied a special assessment of $100, which is due2121

22 immediately.I'll begin with whilebackwards. Sorry, Mr. [sic] Reporter.22

23in the Bureau of Prisons' custody, the defendant must pay For the reasons that I have already stated, I find23

24either, one, $25 quarterly if he has a nonUNICOR job, pay at the sentence to be entirely reasonable in the circumstances.24

least 50 percent of his monthly earnings if he has a UNICOR 25 Count 2 of the superseding indictment is dismissed \ .25

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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1 accord with the plea agreement and the underlying indictment. 1 MR. TROMBLEY: That, I think, is where he —
2 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, he was not included in the 2 THE COURT: All right. I'll recommend that he be
3 original indictment. 3 housed at Fort Dix, New Jersey or another facility where he can 

engage in gainful employment.4 THE COURT: That's correct. Doesn't make any 4

5 difference. All right. 5 In your plea agreement, you have largely waived your 
right to appeal from this judgment and sentence except in three 
circumstances, one of which has occurred here, which is I 
sentenced you above the applicable Guideline range, 
have a right of appeal.

6 ■ Does counsel for the United States or the defense 6

7 obje.t to.the sentence or the manner of its announcement? 7

8 Mr. Scruggs? 8 So you do
9 MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor. 9

10 THE COURT: Mr. Trombley? 10 So with respect to that appeal, there are two things
11 MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor. Nothing more, other 11 I need to tell you.

12 than what's in our memorandum and what's been said here today.

The defendant is remanded to the custody 
of the United States Marshal to await designation by the Bureau

12 Number one, you — in a direct appeal you always have 
If you can't afford counsel, I would13 THE COURT: 13 a right to counsel.

14 14 appoint one for you at public expense. As it stands now.
of Prisons.15 15 Mr. Trombley must preserve and pursue any appeal unless other 

counsel is substituted for him by an order of the Court.16 Was there a request with respect to his residence? 
The thing that occurs 4o me first,

16

17does he want to make sure Number two, to begin an appeal, you must file a"
18 he's either with or away from any of the codefendants? Is that 18 written notice of appeal that is filed within 14 days, and that 

is accompanied by a filing fee.19 a factor here? 19 If you cannot afford a filing 
fee, Mr. Trombley can ask the Court to waive the fee, and if. 20 MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor, it should not be at 20

21 this point from the government's perspective. 21 that’s granted, he can appeal without payment.
22 MR. TROMBLEY: Your Honor, we've — he's pretty open 22 Mr. Trombley, I think it would be advisable here for
23 to different facilities. I've suggested a lot of people have 

found success ’working at Fort Di.x in New Jersey.

23 you to file a notice of appeal and —
24 24 MR. TROMBLEY: Your Honor, with all due respect, 

we've — he's inquired about what would happen in the event of 
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

25 THE COURT: That's right. 25
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being outside and over the Guideline range. I think that's 1 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER1

probably likely that he is going to want to file an appeal. I 2 STATE OF FLORIDA2

3had planned on asking and moving the Court to appoint an COUNTY OF HILLSBOROUGH3

4 I, Rebekah M. Lockwood, RDR, CRR, do hereby certifyappellate —4

the COURT: Please do the same. Just make a motion5 5 that I was authorized to and did stenographically report thc

to waive the filing fee. I guess he can't pay it. Is that 6 foregoing proceedings; and that the foregoing pages constitute6

7 a true and complete computer-aided transcription of my originalright?

aMR. TROMBLEY: Correct. stenographic notes to the best of my knowledge, skill, and

So make a motion co waive the filing fee 9 ability.9 THE COURT:

10 I further certify that I am not a relative, employee,and to — for substitution of appellate counsel.10

11 attorney, or counsel of any of the parties, nor am I a relativeMR. TROMBLEY: Okay.11

And the magistrate judge will take care 12 or employee of any of the parties' attorneys or counselTHE COURT:12

13 connected with the action, nor am I financially interested in13 of that.

14 the action.MR. TROMBLEY: Understood, Your Honor.14

Anything further from the United States? IS IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto rat my hand at Tampr.15 THE COURT:

16MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor. Thank you. Hillsborough County, Florida, this 13th day of March 2023.If i
Anything further from the defense? 1717 THE COURT:

MR. TROMBLEY: Nothing, Your Honor. Thank you.18 18

We are in adjournment. 19THE COURT: !
20(Proceedings adjourned at 10:40 a.m.)

21 REBEKAH M. LOCKWOOD, RDR, CRR 
Official Court Reporter 
United States District Court 
Middle District of Florida

22 22

23 23

24 24

25 25
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UNITED STATES OF AMERIC A,
Plain tiff-Appellee,

versus

AKOi lOMEN IGHEDOISE,

D efendant-Appellant.

Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the Middle District of Florida 

D.C. Docket No. 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM-l

ON PETITION(S) FOR REHEARING AND PETITION(S) FOR 

REHEARING EN BANC
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23-10270Order of the Court

Before Jordan, Newsom, and Anderson, Circuit Judges.

PER CURIAM:
The Petition for Rehearing En 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 also is DENIED. FRAP 40.
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No. 23-10270

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff-Appellee,

versus

AKOHOMENIGHEDOISE,

Defendant-Appellant.

Appeal from the United States District Court 
for the Middle District of Florida 

D.C. Docket No. 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM-l

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

Court.

Entered: January 29, 2024 

For the Court: David J. Smith, Clerk of Court

ISSUED AS MANDATE: April 15, 2024
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE U.S. District Court 
Middle District of Florida (Tampa)

CRIMINAL DOCKET FOR CASE#: 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM-l
I HEREBY CERTIFY that I filed the original and lwo copies of this

appendix with the Clerk of Court via CM/ECF and regular mail on this

Case title: USA v. Ighedoise et al Date Filed: 08/20/20155th day of July, 2023, to:
Date Terminated: 01/20/2023

David J. Smith, Clerk of Court 
U.S. Court of Appeals for the 

Eleventh Circuit 
56 Forsyth Street N.W.
Atlanta, GA 30303

Assigned to: Judge Steven D. Merryday 
Referred to: Magistrate Judge Mac R. 
McCoy
Appeals court case number: 23-I0270-D 
11th Circuit

I FURTHER CERTIFY that I served a true and correct copy of the
Defendant CD

foregoing brief via CM/ECF on this 5th day of July, 2023, to:
Akohomen Ighedoise
TERMINATED: 01/20/2023

represented by Thomas A. Burns 
Burns, PA
301 W Platt St Ste 137
Tampa, FL 33606-2292
813/642-6350
Fax: 813/642-6350
Email: tburns@burnslawpa.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: CJA Appointment

United States

AUSA Holly Gershow

I FURTHER CERTIFY that I served a true and correct copy of the

foregoing brief via electronic mail on this 5th day of July, 2023, to:

Wesley E. Trombley
Trombley & Hanes
707 N. Franklin Street, 10th Floor
Tampa, FL 33602
813/229-7918
Fax: 813/223-5204
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Designation: CJA Appointment

Akohomen Ighedoise (74906-509) 
USP Atlanta
601 McDonough Boulevard, S.E. 
Atlanta, GA 30315

July 5, 2023 /s/ Thomas Burns
Thomas A. Burns
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407-898-5151
Fax: 407-S98-2468
Email; mark@markomaralaw.com
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ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Retained

Assessment: $100; 
Restitution^,389,340.97

FRAUD
(1)

Highest Offense Level (Opening) 
Felony

DispositionTerminated Counts
18:1956-7477.F LAUNDERING OF 
MONETARY INSTRUMENTS Dismissed on motion by the United States Movant
(2) represented by Preston Leonard Schofield

1703 South Roy Reynolds Drive
Killeen, TX 76543
PROSE

Preston Leonard Schofield

Hiphest Offense Level (Terminated! 
Felony

DispositionComplaints
None Plaintiff

USA represented by Matthew Jackson
US Attorney's Office - FLM
Suite 3200
400 N Tampa St
Tampa, FL 33602
813/301-3083
Fax: 813/274-6125
Email: matt.jackson@usdoj.gov
TERMINATED: 11/10/2015
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Retained

Claimant
represented by Victoria Ellis

3418 Castleton Drive 
Killeen, TX 76542 
PROSE

Victoria Ellis
TERMINATED: 0711712018

Claimant
represented by Harvey M. Allen

McCreary. Veselka, Bragg & Allen, P.C.
P.O.Box 1269
Round Rock, TX 78680
512-323-3200
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Retained

State of Texas County of Bell
Patrick Scruggs 
US Attorney's Office - FLM 
Suite 3200 
400 N Tampa St 
Tampa, FL 33602 
813-274-6034 
Email: patrick.scruggs@usdoj.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED 
Designation: Retained

Movant
Amanda C. Kaiser
US Attorney's Office - FLM 
Suite 3200 
400 N Tampa St

represented by Mark M. O'Mara 
O'Mara Law Group 
Ste 200
221 NE Ivanhoe Blvd

Mark M. O'Mara
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Tampa, FL 33602-4798
813/274-6000
Fax: 813/274-6103
Emai I: TPA DOCKET.Mai 1 box @ usdoj. aov 
TERMINATED: 09/2912016 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

813/274-6000
Emai I: suzanne .nebesky @ usdoj .gov 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Date F iled Docket TextIt-

09/24/2015 22 ♦♦♦UNSEALED PER ORDER 1016*** SEALED MOTION to Seal by USA as to 
Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don 
Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson. (AMD) Modified on 7/29/2021 
(CTR). (Entered: 09/28/2015)

♦♦♦UNSEALED PER ORDER 1016***ORDER SEALED granting 23 Sealed 
Motion as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1), Ikechukwu Derek Amadi (2), Priscilla 
Ann Ellis (3), Perry Don Cortese (4), Stacey Merritt (5), Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (6). Signed by Magistrate Judge Julie S. Sneed on 9/24/2015. (AMD) 
Modified on 7/29/2021 (CTR). (Entered: 09/28/2015)

SUPERSEDING INDICTMENT returned in open court as to Akohomen Ighedoise 
(1) count(s) 1,2, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi (2) count(s) 1,2. Priscilla Ann Ellis (3) 
count(s) Is. 2s, Perry Don Cortese (4) count(s) Is. 2s, Stacey Merritt (5) count(s) I, 
2, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson (6) count(s) 1,2. (AMD) (Entered: 09/28/2015)

Eric Gerard
US Attorney's Office - FLM 
Suite 3200 
400 N Tampa St'
Tampa, FL 33602-4798 
813-301-3083
Email: TPADOCKET.Mailbox@usdoj.gov 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

09/24/2015 24

Holly L. Gershow 
US Attorney's Office - FLM 
Suite 3200 
400 N Tampa St 
Tampa, FL 33602 
813/274-6000
Email: holly.gershow@usdoj.gov 
TERMINATED: 07/01/2016 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

09/24/2015 25

09/24/2015 26 ♦♦♦UNSEALED PER ORDER 1016*** Arrest Warrant Issued as to Akohomen 
Ighedoise. (AMD) Modified on 7/29/2021 (CTR). (Entered: 09/28/2015)

09/28/2015 Sealed Documents S-23 to S-28. (AMD) (Entered: 09/28/2015)
10/14/2015 44 BILL of particulars as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen 

Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Merritt. 
(Gershow, Holly) (Entered: 10/14/2015)

Jillian M. Jewell
US Attorney's Office - FLM 
Suite 3200 
400 N Tampa St 
Tampa, FL 33602-4798 
Email: jillian.jewell@usdoj.gov 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

10/15/2015 STATUS REPORT for October 2015 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu 
Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta 
Rayshawn Johnson (Jackson, Matthew) (Entered: 10/15/2015)

46

11/03/2015 NOTICE OF ATTORNEY APPEARANCE Patrick Scruggs appearing for USA. 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 11/03/2015)

22
Julie A. Simonsen
United States Attorney s Office 
400 N. Tampa Street., Suite 3200 
Tampa, FL 33602 
813-301-3067
Email: julie.simonsen@usdoj.gov 
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

11/10/2015 24 Notice of substitution of AUSA. Patrick Scruggs substituting for Matthew Jackson. 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 11/10/2015)

11/12/2015 77 STATUS REPORT November by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick! (Entered: 11/12/2015)

11/13/2015 ■ 19 US Marshal 285 form for Execution of SW/Check Deposit. Remarks: $130,692.08 
USC deposited on 10/9/15. (AMD) (Entered: 11/16/2015)

Suzanne C. Nebesky 
US Attorney's Office - FLM 
Suite 3200 
400 N Tampa St 
'I ampa.FL 33602-4798

11/13/2015 S2 US Marshal 285 form for Execution of SW/Check Deposit. Remarks: $64,584.25 
USC deposited on 10/9/15. (AMD) (Entered: 11/16/2015)

11/13/2015 Si US Marshal 285 form for Execution of SW/Check Deposit. Remarks: $7,083.08 USC
https:/,-4cl.Nmd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pi78l1833574770776-C_1_0-1 Page 4 of 17 https://ecf.flmd_.uscourt5.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpi.pl7611833574770776-L_1_0-l Page 5 of 17
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Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 04/08/2016)

deposited on 10/9/15. (AMD) (Entered: 11/16/2015)

US Marshal 285 form for Execution of SW/Check Deposit. Remarks: $21,837.89 
USC deposited on 10/9/15. (AMD) (Entered: 11/16/2015)

8211/13/2015
MOTION for immediate Monsanto Hearing by Victoria Ellis.(AMD) Motions 
referred to Magistrate Judge Thomas G. Wilson. (Entered: 04/29/2016)

04/29/2016 21.7.

US Marshal 285 form for Execution of SW/Check Deposit. Remarks: $207,583.45 
USC was deposited on 10/9/15. (AMD) (Entered: 11/16/2015)

11/13/2015 S3
STATUS REPORT May 2016 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 05/10/2016)

05/10/2016 234

US Marshal 285 form for Execution of SW/Check Deposit. Remarks: $19,985.00 
USC deposited on 10/9/15. (AMD) (Entered: 11/16/2015)

8411/13/2015

STATUS REPORT June 2016 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 06/09/2016)

06/09/2016 276
US Marshal 285 form for Execution of SW/Check Deposit. Remarks: $55,797.69 
USC deposited on 10/9/15. (AMD) (Entered: 11/16/2015)

8511/13/2015

STATUS REPORT December by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 12/11/2015)

9312/11/2015 SUPPLEMENT re 276 Status Report June by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoi. 
Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis. Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Me 
Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson (Attachments: # I Exhibit Monthly Update from 
Priscilla Ellis and Mailing envelope)(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 06/10/2016)

06/10/2016 277

NOTICE OF ATTORNEY APPEARANCE Eric Gerard appearing for USA. Co- 
Counsel (Gerard, Eric) (Entered: 01/04/2016)

01/04/2016 100
Notice of substitution of AUSA. Amanda C. Kaiser substituting for Holly L. 
Gershow. (Kaiser, Amanda) (Entered: 06/30/2016)

06/30/2016 295
Joint MOTION to continue trial by Perry Don Cortese as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry 
Don Cortese, Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson, Stacey Merritt. (Maddux, Michael) (Entered: 01/08/2016)

10101/08/2016
STATUS REPORT and Exhibit A by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu 
Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta 
Rayshawn Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 07/08/2016)

07/08/2016 300

STATUS REPORT by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, 
Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 01/08/2016)

01/08/2016 102
STATUS REPORT August 2016 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu 
Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta 
Rayshawn Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 08/09/2016)

33908/09/2016

ORDER granting J01 motion to continue trial as to Akohomen Ighedoise, 
Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey 
Merritt, and Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson. Jury Trial continued to the October 
2016 trial calendar in Tampa Courtroom 15A before Judge Steven D. Merryday. 
Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 1/14/2016. (LAM) (Entered: 01/14/2016)

10701/14/2016
NOTICE OF TRIAL as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen 
Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, and Stacey 
Merritt: Jury Trial set for 10/3/2016 at 01:30 PM in Tampa Courtroom 15A before 
Judge Steven D. Merryday. (LAM) (Entered: 08/18/2016)

08/18/2016 342

STATUS REPORT by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, 
Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 02/09/2016)

STATUS REPORT by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, 
Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 03/10/2016)

02/09/2016 123 373 STATUS REPORT Joint, September 2016 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, 
Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, 
Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson (Scrugg', Patrick) (Entered: 09/12/2016)

MOTION to allow electronic equipment, specifically iPad tablet computer 
comparable by USA as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen^^^P 
Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Me^^n 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 09/14/2016)

09/12/2016

03/10/2016 143 09/14/2016 377

NOTICE of Similar Cases by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 03/16/2016)

14603/16/2016
ENDORSED ORDER denying 343 the motion by Perry Don Cortese (4) to 
continue the trial. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 9/15/2016. (Entered: 
09/15/2016)

09/15/2016 390

161 ENDORSED ORDER denying 153 the motion to dismiss by Priscilla Ann Ellis 
(3) for, among other reasons, the several good and sufficient reasons explained in 
the response (Doc. 155) of the United States. Signed by Judge Steven D. 
Merryday on 3/28/2016. (Entered: 03/28/2016)

190 | STATUS REPORT April 2016 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek

03/28/2016
09/16/2016 394 NOTICE of Filing Declaration of Authentication of Business Records by USA as to 

Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don 
Cortese, Stacey Merritt. Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson (Attachments: #1 Exhibit 1) 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 09/16/2016)04/08/2016

https://ecf.flmd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/DktRpt.pl?8n83357il770776-L_l_0-1 Page 7 of 17Page 6 of 17hitps://ecf.flmd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bln/Dktftpt.pl?811833S74770776-L_1_0-1
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09/16/2016 ORDER granting 377-motion by the United States to allow Ms. Jennifer Brown 
to bring an iPad into the courthouse beginning 10/3/2016 until the final day of 
trial. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 9/16/2016. (BK) (Entered: 
09/16/2016)

NOTICE OF FILING DECLARATION OF AUTHENTICATION OF BUSINESS 
RECORDS by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla 
Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson 
(Attachments: #1 Exhibit l)(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 09/19/2016)

bUPPLEMF.N‘1 re 394 Nor, ce of Filing Declaration of Authentication of Business 
Records by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann 
Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson (Attachments: 
# 1 Exhibit l)(Scruggs, Patrick) Modified link & text on 9/22/2016 (AMD). (Entered: 
09/22/2016)

10/03/2016396 ORAL ORDER denying 4S1 motion to suppress as to Priscilla Ann Ellis. Signed 
by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 10/3/2016. (LAM) (Entered: 10/03/2016)

ORAL ORDER denying as moot 426 motion for miscellaneous relief, 
specifically to provide overhead projector to present trial exhibits" as to 

Priscilla Ann Ellis. Doc.426 is construed as compliance with the exhibit list 
requirement; to the extent that Doc. 426 requests the right to present trial' 
exhibits, Doc. 426 is GRANTED. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday 
10/3/2016. (LAM) (Entered: 10/03/2016)

ORAL ORDER denying 452 motion to for relief, specifically to "Include Witness 
List" as to Priscilla Ann Ellis as a motion; accepting 452 as a witness list. Signed 
by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 10/3/2016. (LAM) (Entered: 10/03/2016)

490

10/03/2016 491

09/192016 402

on

10/03/201609/22/20 !'j 419 492

-# 10/03/2016 493 ORAL ORDER denying without prejudice 412 motion in limine "to Suppress" 
as to Priscilla Ann Ellis. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 10/3/2016.
(LAM) (Entered: 10/03/2016)

“♦TERMED - incorrectly filed as defendant not movant & should only be filed 
under defendant Ellis.'hMOTION to adopt re 107 Order on motion to continue 
trial , First MOTION to Quash Trial Subpoena by Mark M. O'Mara. Esquire by 
Priscilla Ann Ellis as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen 
Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Merritt. 
tO'Mara, Mark) Modified on 10/12/2016 (AMD). (Entered: 10/12/2016)

Proof of Service of subpoena as to Michelle Williams on 10/5/16. (AMD) (Entered- 
10/17/2016)

450 Notice of substitution of AUSA. Suzanne C. Nebesky substituting for Amanda C. 
Kaiser. (Nebesky, Suzanne) (Entered: 09/29/2016) 10/12/2016 50/

10/02/2016 458 ENDORSED ORDER denying 429 the motion by Priscilla Ann Ellis (3) for 
severance and other relief from allegedly "prejudicial joinder." Signed by Judge 
Steven D. Merryday on 10/2/2016. (Entered: 10/02/2016)

10/03/2016 ♦“UNSEALED PER ORDER 1024*“F,XPARTE MOTION to Seal by USA as to 
Priscilla Anr Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi. Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Merritt. (AMD). Modified on 8/23/2021 
(CTRJ. (Entered: 10/03/2016)

471

10/17/2016 517

10/18/201610/03/2016 529472 “♦UNSEALED PER ORDER 1024*“ ORDER granting 471 Expartc motion 
for miscellaneous relief as to Akohomen Jghedoise (1), Ikechukwu Derek Amadi 
(-J, Priscilla Ann Ellis (?\ l-’erry Don Cortese (4), Stacey Merritt. (5), Kenietta 
Rayshawn Johnson (6). Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 10/2/2016. 
(AMD) Modified on 8/23/2021 (CTR). (Entered: 10/03/2016)

TRIAL BRIEF by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, 
Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 10/18/2016)

ENDORSED ORDER granting 579 the motion by the United States to continue 
the sentencing of Priscilla Ann Ellis (3), Perry Don Cortese (4), and Kenietta 
Rayshawn Johnson (6). A separate order will re-schedule each sentencing. 
Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 12/21/2016. (Entered: 12/21/2016)

ENDORSED ORDER denying 587 the motion by stand-by counsel to Priscilla 
Ann Ellis (3) for "calendar protection." Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 
12/21/2016. (Entered: 12/21/2016)

12/21/2016 590

10/03/2016 473 ♦“UNSEALED PER ORDER 1024“*EXPARTE MOTION to Compel Testimony 
by USA as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen Ighedoise, 
Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Merritt. (AMD) 
Modified on 8/23/2021 (CTR). (Entered: 10/03/2016) :

♦♦♦UNSEALED PER ORDER 1024“* ORDER granting 473 Exparte motion 
for miscellaneous relief as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1), Ikechukwu Derek Amadi 
(2), Priscilla Ann Ellis (3), Perry Don Cortese (4), Stacey Merritt (5), Kenietta 
Rayshawn Johnson (6). Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 10/2/2016.
(AMD) Modified on 8/23/2.021 (CTR). 'Filtered: 10'O3/2016)

Sealed Documents S-471 to S-474. (AMD) (Entered: 10/03/2U16)

12/21/2016 592

10/01 474

03/17/2017 625 ENDORSED ORDER: Because a diligent reading and a thorough analysis of the 
motion reveals no meritorious (or even plausible) argument for any of the 
requested relief, the 557 motion by Priscilla Ann Ellis (3) for a new trial, a 
directed verdict, or a judgment of acquittal is DENIED. Signed by Judge Steven 
D. Merryday on 3/17/2017. (Entered: 03/17/2017)10/03/2016

03/17/2017 626 ENDORSED ORDER: For the reasons, among others, stated by the United 
States in the response (Doc. 567), the 562 motion by Perry Don Cortese (4) for a 
new trial is DENIED. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 3/17/2017.
(Entered: 03/17/2017)

10/03/2016 485 ENDORSED ORDER: Priscilla Ann Ellis (3) moves to dismiss for improper 
venue and for lack of jurisdiction. The motion 475 is DENIED. Signed by Judge 
Steien D. Merryday on 10/3/2016. (Entered: 10/03/2016)
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ENDORSED ORDER: Cortese's objection (Doc. 628) to a loss hearing before 
the magistrate judge is construed as a motion to cancel the hearing. The United 
States responds (Doc. 629). The construed 628 motion is GRANTED, and the 
hearing is CANCELED. A separate order will schedule the hearing before the 
district judge. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 4/4/2017. (Entered: 
04/04/2017)

63404/04/2017
1056 ORAL MOTION to Appoint Counsel, ORAL MOTION for Discovery, ORAL

MOTION for Medical Order by Akohomen Ighedoise. (KR) (Entered: 11/18/2021)
11/18/2021

ORAL MOTION for Reciprocal Discovery, ORAL MOTION for Detention by USA 
as to Akohomen Ighedoise. (KR) (Entered: 11/18/2021)

105711/18/2021

ORAL ORDER as to Akohomen Ighedoise: Pursuant to the Due Process 
Protections Act, the Court confirms the United States' obligation to produce all 
exculpatory evidence to the defendant pursuant to Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 
83 (1963), and its progeny and orders the United States to do so. Failing to do so 
in a timely manner may result in consequences, including exclusion of evidence, 
adverse jury instructions, dismissal of charges, contempt proceedings, and 
sanctions. Signed by Magistrate Judge Elizabeth A. Jenkins on ll/18/20^flKR 
(Entered: 11/18/2021) ___________________ ~________________

Minute Entry for in-person proceedings held before Magistrate Judge ElizabetlfA. 
Jenkins: Oral Order granting 1056 Oral Motion to Appoint Counsel; Oral Order 
granting 1056 Oral Motion for Discovery; Oral Order granting 1056 Oral Motion for 
Medical Order; Oral Order granting 1057 Oral Motion for Reciprocal Discovery; 
Oral Order granting 1057 Oral Motion for Detention by USA. Arraignment, Initial 
Appearance, and Detention Hearing as to Akohomen Ighedoise held on 11/18/2021. 
Defendant pled not guilty to all counts. (DIGITAL) (KR) (Entered: 11/18/2021)

105811/18/2021NOTICE OF SIMILAR CASE by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn 
Johnson (Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 05/22/2017)

ENDORSED ORDER: Convicted on October 20,2016, Perry Don Cortese 717 
moves based on a possible conflict with a civil trial to continue his sentencing, 
scheduled for October 16,2017. The motion is DENIED. Signed by Judge Steven 
D. Merryday on 9/21/2017. (Entered: 09/21/2017)

NOTICE of pendency of related cases re order of compliance to Local Rule as to 
Akohomen Ighedoise. Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don 
Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson by USA. Related case(s): yes 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 10/19/2017)

66405/22/2017

72309/21/2017

)

11/18/2021 105976010/19/2017

ENDORSED ORDER: A 776 paper purportedly signed and filed pro se by 
Victoria Ellis (but remarkably similar in tone, content, and appearance to many 
frivolous and repetitive papers filed by the convicted defendant Priscilla Ellis) 
requests the release of certain property subject to forfeiture. The United States 
responds (Doc. 780) in a thorough and comprehensive opposition. For each 
reason cited by the United States in opposition, the motion (Doc. 776) is 
DENIED. (Entered: 11/18/2017)

78511/18/2017

11/18/2021 Medical Order as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1). Signed by Magistrate Judge 
Elizabeth A. Jenkins on 11/18/2021. (KR) (Entered:'! 1/18/2021)

1060

ORDER OF DETENTION PENDING TRIAL as to Akohomen Ighedoise. 
Signed by Magistrate Judge Elizabeth A. Jenkins on 11/19/2021. (KR) (Entered: 
11/19/2021)

11/19/2021 1062

NOTICE of pendency of related cases re order of compliance to Local Rule as to 
Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don 
Cortese, Stacey Merritt, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson by USA. Related case(s): yes 
(Scruggs, Patrick) (Entered: 01/05/2018)

80401/05/2018
ORAL ORDER of Appointment of CJA Counsel as to Akohomen Ighedoise: 
Appointment of Attorney Wesley Trombley. Signed by Magistrate Judge 
Elizabeth A. Jenkins on 11/18/2021. (KR) (Entered: 11/19/2021)

106311/19/2021

ORDER as to Akohomen Ighedoise: Pursuant to the Due Process Protections 
Act, the Court confirms the United States' obligation to produce all exculpatory 
evidence to the defendant pursuant to Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963), 
and its progeny and orders the United States to do so. Failing to do so in a 
timely manner may result in consequences, including exclusion of evidence, 
adverse jury instructions, dismissal of charges, contempt proceedings, and 
sanctions. Signed by Judge Timothy J. Corrigan on 12/1/2020. (TDC) (Entered: 
12/03/2020)

98912/03/2020 PRETRIAL discovery order and notice as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Jury Trial 
set for trial term commencing 1/3/2022 before Judge Steven D. Merryday. Joint 
status report due on or before the tenth of each month. Signed by Magisti^te 
Judge Thomas G. Wilson on 11/18/2021. (DMS) (Entered: 11/19/2021)

Arrest Warrant Returned Executed on 11/17/2021 as to Akohomen Ighedoise^^^R) 
(Entered: 11/19/2021)

11/19/2021 1064

11/19/2021 1065

Unopposed MOTION to Continue trial by Akohomen Ighedoise. (Trombley, Wesley) 
(Entered: 12/09/2021)

12/09/2021 1069
ORDER as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen Ighedoise, 
Ikechukwu Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Merritt; 
NOTICE: COMPLIANCE WITH NEW LOCAL RULE 1.08. Signed by Judge 
Steven D. Merryday on 1/11/2021. (BK) (Entered: 01/11/2021)

99101/11/2021

STATUS REPORT for December 2021 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs, 
Patrick) (Entered: 12/10/2021)

12/10/2021 1070

ORDER granting 1069 Motion to Continue as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1) Jury 
Trial set for February Trial Term before Judge Steven D. Merryday. Signed by

12/14/2021 1071Arrest of Akohomen Ighedoise on 11/17/2021. (KR) (Entered: 11/18/2021)11/17/2021

***CJA23 Financial Affidavit by Akohomen Ighedoise. (KR) (Entered: 11/18/2021)11/18/2021 1055
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Judge Steven D. Merryday on 12/10/2021. (DAY) (Entered: 12/14/2021) 06/10/2022 1110 STATUS REPORT for June 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs, 
Patrick) (Entered: 06/10/2022)01/10/2022 1078 STATUS REPORT for January 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs, 

Patrick) (Entered: 01/10/2022)

Second MC> 1TON to Continue trial b. Akohomen Ighedoise. (Trombley, Wcsiey) 
(Entered: 01/12/2022)

ORDER granting 1080 Motion to Continue as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1) Jury 
IVial set for April 2022 Trial Term before Judge Steven D. Merryday. Signed by 
Judge Steven D. Merryday nu 1/13/2072, iDAY) (Entered: 01/13/2022)

STATUS REPORT for February 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs 
Patrick) (Entered: 02/10/2022)

07/01/2022 1113 Case as to Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu 
Derek Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Merritt Reassigned to Magistrate 
Judge Mac R. McCoy. New case number: 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRM. Magistrate Judge 
Thomas G. Wilson no longer assigned to the case. (JNB) (Entered: 07/01/2022)

01/12/2(^2 1080

01/13/2022 1081
07/08/2022 STATUS REPORT for July 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs 

Patrick) (Entered: 07/08/2022)
1114

07/14/2022 JLLL5 Unopposed MOTION to Continue trial by Akohomen Ighedoise. (Trombley Wesley) 
(Entered: 07/14/2022)

02/10 'lull IOSli

07/18/2022 ORDER granting U15 Motion to Continue as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1) Jury 
Trial set September 2022 trial calendar.. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday 
on 7/18/2022. (DAY) (Entered: 07/18/2022)

STATUS REPORT for August 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs, 
Patrick) (Entered: 08/10/2022)

111703/1 12S2 Unopposed MOTION to Continue trial by Akohomen Ighedoise. (Trombley Wesley) 
(Entered: 03/10/2022)

03/10/2022 1Q2Q STATUS RF.PORTfor March 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs 
Patrick) (Entered: 03/10/2022)

STATUS REPORT/or March 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs, 
Patrick) (Entered: 03/10/2022)

08/10/2022 1119

03/10/2022 1091
08/24/2022 1120 TRIAL CALENDAR for trial term September 2022 Signed by Judge Steven D. 

Merryday on 8/24/2022. (DAY) (Entered: 08/24/2022)
03/14/2022 1095 ORDER granting 1089 Motion to Continue as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1) Jury 

Trial set for June 2022 Trial term before Judge Steven D. Merryday. Signed by 
Judge Sloven D. Merryday on 3/14/2022. (DAY) (Entered: 03/14/2022)

NOTICE OF ATTORNEY APPEARANCE Jillian M. Jewell appearing for USA. 
(Jewell, Ji11 ian) (Entered: 04/07/2022)

08/30/2022 1121 I'LEA AGREEMENT re: cuunl(s) One of due Superseding Indictment 
Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs. Patrick) (Entered: 08/30/2022)

as lo

08/30/2022 1122 NOTICE OF HEARING as to Akohomen Ighedoise: Change of Plea Hearing set for 
9/13/2022 at 01:30 PM in Tampa Courtroom 11 B before Magistrate Judge Mac R 
McCoy. (FN) (Entered: 08/30/2022)

Unopposed MOTION to Continue trial by Akohomen Ighedoise. (Trombley, Wesley) 
(Entered: 08/31/2022)

04/07/2022 im

04/07/2022 1100 MOTION for Miscellaneous Relief, specifically to Substitute the Victim by USA as 
to Priscilla ,\nn Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Akohomen Ighedoise, Ikechukwu Derek 
Amadi, Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson, Stacey Merritt. (Jewell, Jillian) (Entered- 
04/07/2022)

08/31/2022 1123

09/06/2022 ORDER granting 1123 Motion to Continue as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Jury 
Trial set for October 2022 trial term. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 
9/6/2022. (DAY) (Entered: 09/06/2022)

Minute Entry for In Person proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Mac R. 
McCoy: Change of Plea Hearing as to Akohomen Ighedoise held on 9/13/2022 
(Digital) (FN) (Entered: 09/13/2022)

CONSENT regarding entry of a plea of guilty as to Akohomen Ighedoise. (FN) 
(Entered: 09/13/2022)

CONSENT to institute presentence investigation report as to Akohomen Ighedoise 
(FN) (Entered: 09/13/2022)

1125
04/07/2022 ORDER granting 1100-motion to substitute victim; substituting B.S., N.L., and 

K.N for Lorene Mae Sparks. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 4/7/2022.
(DAS) (Entered: 04/07/2022)

STATUS REPORT/or April 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs, 
Patrick) (Entered: 04/11/2022)

1101

09/13/2022 1126
04/11

05/10/^M

1102

09/13/2022 11271107 STATUS REPORT/or May 2022 by USA as to Akohomen Ighedoise (Scruggs, 
Patrick) (Entered: 05/10/2022)

1108 Unopposed MOTION to Continue trial oy Akohomen Ighedoise. ( Trombley. Wesley) 
(Entered: 05/18/2022)

09/13/2022 112805/18/2022

09/13/2022 1129 REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION Concerning Plea of Guilty re: count 
One of the Superseding Indictment as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Signed by 
Magistrate Judge Mac R. McCoy on 9/13/2022. (FN) (Entered: 09/13/2022)

ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA of guilty and adjudication of guilt re: Count One of the

05/20/2022 ORDER granting 1108 Motion to Continue as to Akohomen Ighedoise (1) Jury 
Trial set August 2022 trial term before Judge Steven D. Merryday. Signed by 
Judge Steven D. Merryday nu 5/20/2022. (DAY) (Entered: 05/20/2022)

J1Q2

10/04/2022 1132I l
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Magistrate Judge Mac R. McCoy on 1/18/2023. (FN) (Entered: 01/18/2023)Superseding Indictment as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Signed by Judge Steven D. 
Merryday on 10/4/2022 .(DAY) (Entered: 10/04/2022) Minute Entry for In Person proceedings held before Judge Steven D. Merryday: 

SENTENCING held on 1/18/2023 for Akohomen Ighedoise, Count 1, Imprisonment: 
210 months; Supervised Release: 3 years; Fine: Waived; Special Assessment: $100; 
Restitution^,389,340.97; Count 2, Dismissed on motion by the United States. Court 
Reporter: Rebekah Lockwood (DAY) (Entered: 01/20/2023)

114901/18/2023
RULE 32(e)(2) INITIAL PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT as to 
Akohomen Ighedoise. E-copies made available to selected parties.(KT) (Entered: 
11/01/2022)

113411/01/2022

MOTION for Forfeiture of an Order of Forfeiture by USA as to Akohomen 
Ighedoise. (Nebesky, Suzanne) (Entered: 11/07/2022)

11/07/2022 1135
JUDGMENT as to Akohomen Ighedoise, Count 1, Imprisonment: 210 months; 
Supervised Release: 3 years; Fine: Waived; Special Assessment: $100; 
Restitution:$4,389,340.97; Count 2, Dismissed on motion by the United States 
Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 1/20/2023. (DAY) (Entered: 01/20/2023)

115001/20/2023

RULE 32(g) FINAL PRESENTENCE INVESTIGATION REPORT as to Akohomen 
Ighedoise. E-copies made available to selected parties.(SR) (Entered: 11/29/2022)

113611/29/2022

Unopposed MOTION to Continue Sentencing by Akohomen Ighedoise. (Trombley, 
Wesley) (Entered: 11/29/2022)

1138 STATEMENT OF REASONS as to Akohomen Ighedoise. E-copies made avad^le 
to selected parties. (DAY) (Entered: 01/20/2023)

11/29/2022 01/20/2023 1151

ENDORSED ORDER granting 1138 Motion to Continue as to Akohomen 
Ighedoise. A separate notice will reschedule the sentencing date. Signed by 
Judge Steven D. Merryday on 12/2/2022. (DAY) (Entered: 12/02/2022)

NOTICE OF APPEAL by Akohomen Ighedoise re J_L50 Judgment,. Filing fe 
paid (Bums. Thomas) (Entered: 01/25/2023)

TRANSMITTAL of initial appeal package as to Akohomen Ighedoise to USCA 
consisting of copies of notice of appeal, docket sheet, order/judgment being 
appealed, and motion, if applicable to USCA re 1153 Notice of Appeal. Eleventh 
Circuit Transcript information form forwarded to pro se litigants and available to 
counsel at www.flmd.uscourts.gov under Forms and Publications/General. (CTR) 
(Entered: 01/26/2023)

113912/02/2022 115301/25/2023

01/26/2023 1154
NOTICE OF RESCHEDULING HEARING: The sentencing hearing previously 
scheduled for 12/06/2022 is rescheduled as to Akohomen Ighedoise. New hearing 
date and time:sentencing set for 1/18/2023 at 09:00 AM in Tampa Courtroom 15 A 
before Judge Steven D. Merryday. (DAY) (Entered: 12/02/2022)

114012/02/2022

ORDER granting 1135-motion for order of forfeiture as to Akohomen 
Ighedoise. Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 12/2/2022. (KRM) Modified 
on 12/2/2022 (KRM). (Entered: 12/02/2022)

114112/02/2022
USCA Case Number as to Akohomen Ighedoise. USCA Number: 23-10270-D for 
1153 Notice of Appeal filed by Akohomen Ighedoise. (JNB) (Entered: 01/30/2023)

01/30/2023

ENDORSED ORDER: This is NOTICE, although not required by law, to the 
United States and to Ighedoise that at the sentencing the judge will consider 
imposing a sentence that varies upward from the applicable guidelines range. 
Signed by Judge Steven D. Merryday on 12/2/2022. (Entered: 12/02/2022)

114212/02/2022 TRANSCRIPT information form filed by Akohomen Ighedoise for proceedings held 
on 11/18/21 before Judge Jenkins re 1153 Notice of Appeal. USCA number: 23- 
10270. Electronic notification sent to Court Reporter Sharon Miller (Burns, Thomas) 
(Entered: 01/30/2023)

01/30/2023 1155

PRESENTENCE REPORT SUPPLEMENTAL MEMORANDUM/ATTACHMENTS 
as to Akohomen Ighedoise. E-copies made available to selected parties.(KT) 
(Entered: 01/05/2023)

114301/05/2023 TRANSCRIPT information form filed by Akohomen Ighedoise for proceedings held 
on 9/13/22 before Judge McCoy re 1153 Notice of Appeal. USCA number: 23- 
10270. Electronic notification sent to Court Reporter Sharon Miller (Burns, Thomas) 
(Entered: 01/30/2023)

TRANSCRIPT information form filed by Akohomen Ighedoise for proceedi 
on 1/18/23 before Judge Merryday re 1153 Notice of Appeal. USCA numbe 
10270. Electronic notification sent to Court Reporter Rebekah Lockwood (Burns) 
Thomas) (Entered: 01/30/2023)

115601/30/2023

SENTENCING MEMORANDUM by Akohomen Ighedoise (Attachments: # i 
Exhibit 1, # 2 Exhibit 2, # 3 Exhibit 3, # 4 Exhibit 4, # 5 Exhibit 5)(Trombley, 
Wesley) (Entered: 01/10/2023)

01/10/2023 I 144
01/30/2023 1157

MOTION to Appoint Counsel For Appeal by Akohomen Ighedoise. (Trombley, 
Wesley) Motions referred to Magistrate Judge Mac R. McCoy. (Entered: 01/18/2023)

114501/18/2023

COURT REPORTER ACKNOWLEDGMENT by SHARON A. MILLER re JJ53 
Notice of Appeal as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Estimated transcript filing date: 30 days 
from CJA-24 authorization. USCA number: 23-10270. (SAM) (Entered: 02/13/2023)

02/13/2023 JJ60ENDORSED ORDER granting 1145 Motion to Appoint Counsel For Appeal as 
to Akohomen Ighedoise (1). Attorney Wesley E. Trombley is withdraw n as 
counsel of record and has no further responsibility in the case. Signed by 
Magistrate Judge Mac R. McCoy on 1/18/2023. (FN) (Entered: 01/18/2023)

114601/18/2023

COURT REPORTER ACKNOWLEDGMENT by SHARON A. MILLER re 1153 
Notice of Appeal as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Estimated transcript filing date: 30 days 
from receipt of CJA authorization. USCA number: 23-10270. (SAM) (Entered:

02/13/2023 1161
ORDER of Appointment of CJA Counsel as to Akohomen Ighedoise: 
Appointment of Attorney Thomas A. Burns for Akohomen Ighedoise. Signed by

01/18/2023 1147
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02/13/2023)
02/21/2023 NOTICE TO THE PARTIES - The parties have seven (7) calendar days to file with 

the court a Notice of Intent to Request Redaction of this transcript. If no such notice 
is filed, the transcript may be made remotely available to the public without redaction 
after ninety (90) calendar days. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal 
or purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release 
of Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER or 
purchased through the Court Reporter. Redaction Request due 4/3/2023. Redacted 
Transcript Deadline set for 4/13/2023. Release ofTranscript Restriction set for 
6/J 2/2023. (RML) (Entered: 03/13/2023)

NOTIFICATION that transcript has been filed by Rebekah Lockwood re: 1133 
Notice of Appeal as to Akohomen Ighedoise. USCA number: 23-10270. (RML) 
(Entered: 03/13/2023)

COURT REPORTER ACKNOWLEDGMENT by Rebekah Lockwood re 1153 
Notice of Appeal as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Estimated transcript filing date: 
03/13/2023. USCA number: 23-10270. (RML) (Entered: 02/21/2023)

TRANSCRIPT of INITIAL APPRANCE/BOND/DETENTJON HEARING for dates 
of NOVEMBER 18,2021 held before Judge ELIZABETH A. JENKINS, re: 1153 
Notice of Appeal as to Akohomen Ighedoise. Court Reporter/Transcriber: SHARON 
A. MILLER. Email address: Sharon_miller@fimd.uscourts.gov. Telephone number 
813301504).

1162

03/07/2023 1163

03/13/2023 i 168NOTICE TO THE PARTIES - The parties have seven (7) calendar days to file with 
the court a Notice of Intent to Request Redaction of this transcript. If no such notice 
is filed, the transcript may be made remotely available to the public without redaction 
after ninety (90) calendar days. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal 
or purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release 
ofTranscript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER or 
purchased through the Court Reporter. Redaction Request due 3/28/2023. Redacted 
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5. Stacey MERRITT was a federal employee working for the U S.UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION Department of Veterans' Affairs in Alaska.

6. Kenietta Rayshawn JOHNSON was employed as a RelationshipUNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Banker by Capital One Bank and a resident of Alexandria, Virginia. JOHNSONCASE NO. 8:15-cr-320-T-23TGWv.

was also the daughter of ELLIS.

Muhammad Naji was a resident of Tampa, Florida, and is a
18 U.S.C. § 1349 
18 U.S.C. § 1956 
18 U.S.C. §§ 981(a)(1)(C) and 
982(a)(1)-Forfeiture

U.S.C. § 246.1(G)j£^|e^re

AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, 
IKECHUKWU DEREK AMADI, 
PRISCILLA ANN ELLIS,
PERRY DON CORTESE,
STACEY MERRITT, and 
KENIETTA RAYSHAWN JOHNSON

7.

convicted money launderer.28

The Conspiracy
SUPERSEDING TOaiSTOl

Beginning on an unknown date, but no later than in or about8.
The Grand Jury charges:

January 2012, and continuing through and including the date of this Superseding
COUNT ONE

(Wire and Mail Fraud Conspiracy) Indictment, in the Middle District of Florida and elsewhere,

Introduction AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, 
IKECHUKWU DEREK AMADI, 

PRISCILLA ANN ELLIS, 
PERRY DON CORTESE, 
STACEY MERRITT, and 

KENIETTA RAYSHAWN JOHNSON

At times relevant to this Superseding Indictment:

Akohomen IGHEDOISE was a citizen of Canada and a Nigerian1.

“1~1national. •. : r* 3
. .zr

Ikechukwu Derek AMADI was a citizen of Canada and a Nigerian £ the defendants, did knowingly and willfully combine, conspire, confederate, andn-2. a
agree with each other, Muhammad Naji, and other persons, both known and 

unknown to the Grand Jury, to commit offenses against the United States in
2~national.
no

. ■ >4 r -j
Priscilla Ann ELLIS was a resident of Hark'ePH,eights, Texas, and the

Chief Executive Officer of Vicken Interna'tio'narTraders.

Perry Don CORTESE was a resident of Little River, Texas, and an

3.
violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349, to wit:

(a) to commit wire fraud, that is, to knowingly, willfully, and with
4.

intent to defraud, devise, and Intend to devise a scheme and artifice to defraud.admitted member and practicing lawyer of the Texas Bar Association.

and for obtaining money and property by means of false and fraudulent pretenses,

2

!
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representations, and promises that related to material facts, and, for the purpose 

of executing such scheme and artifice, to transmit and cause to be transmitted by 
means of wire, radio, and television communication in interstate and foreign 
commerce, any writings, signs, signals, pictures, and sounds, in violation of Title 
18, United States Code, Section 1343; and

(b) to commit mail fraud, that is, to execute and attempt to 
execute a scheme and artifice to defraud, and to obtain money and property by 

means of false and fraudulent pretenses, representations, and promises, by 

utilizing the United States mail and private and commercial interstate carriers, for 

the purpose of executing such scheme and artifice, in violation of Title 18, United 
States Code, Section 1341.

cause to be opened, bank accounts in the names of said shell companies at 
various federally-insured financial institutions in the Middle District of Florida and

elsewhere;

It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 
and did contact victim lawyers and law firms, via email and telephone, for the 
purported purpose of seeking legal representation in transactional dealings and 
legal disputes. In truth and in fact, the purpose of the contacts with the victim 

lawyers and law firms was merely to gain access to their legal trust accounts;

d. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 
and did acquire cashier's checks from various financial institutions in low dollar

c,

amounts;

Manner and Means of the Conspiracy e. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 
and did use said cashier's checks to forge new ones made payable to the viclim 
lawyers and law firms they had contacted for tens, if not hundreds, of thousands of

9. The manner and means by which the conspirators sought to 

accomplish the objects of the conspiracy included, among others, the following:

It was a part of the conspiracy that the conspirators would and 
did utilize interstate wire communications to defraud lawyers and law firms across 

the United States, including in the Middle District of Florida, and obtain funds from 

them by means of materially false and fraudulent pretenses and representations;

b. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 
and did incorporate shell companies with fictitious names and then open, and

dollars;a.

f. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 

and did advise the victim lawyers and law firms, via email and telephone, that the 
purported purpose of the legal representation had been settled;

g. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 

and did send, and caused to be sent, via UPS, Federal Express, and / or the U.S. 
Postal Service, the aforementioned forged cashier's checks to the victim lawyers

3 4

A
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AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, 
IKECHUKWU DEREK AMADI, 

PRISCILLA ANN ELLIS, 
PERRY DON CORTESE, 
STACEY MERRITT, and 

KENIETTA RAYSHAWN JOHNSON,

and law firms as the supposed proceeds of the legal settlements and transactional

conclusions;

It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators wouldh.

and did instruct the victim lawyers and law firms to deposit the fraudulent cashier’s
the defendants, did knowingly and willfully combine, conspire, confederate, and

checks into their legal trust accounts, and then promptly wire all or part of said
agree with each other, Muhammad Naji, and other persons, both known and

funds across state lines into the accounts of the aforementioned shell companies
unknown to the Grand Jury, to commit offenses against the United States in

and other entities created and controlled by conspirators;
violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1956, to wit:

It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators wouldi.
(a) to transport, transmit, and transfer, and attempt to transport,

and did wire, and caused to be wired, the proceeds that they had fraudulently
transmit, and transfer, a monetary instrument and funds involving the proceeds of

obtained from the victim lawyers and law firms to multiple financial institutions,
specified unlawful activity, that is, wire fraud, in violation of Title 18, United States

including financial institutions overseas; and

It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would
Code, Section 1343, and/or mail fraud, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,

j.
Section 1341, from a place in the United States to and through a place outside the

and did perform acts and make statements to misrepresent, hide, and conceal,
United States, with the intent to promote the carrying on of specified unlawful

and cause to be misrepresented, hidden, and concealed, the purpose of the
activity, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1956(a)(2)(A); and

conspiracy and the acts committed in furtherance thereof.

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1349.
(b) to transport, transmit, and transfer, and attempt to transport,

transmit, and transfer, a monetary instrument and funds involving the proceeds of
COUNT TWO

specified unlawful activity, that is. wire fraud, in violation of Title 18, United States(International Money Laundering Conspiracy)

Code, Section 1343, and/or mail fraud, in violation of Title 18, United States Code,The Conspiracy

Section 1341, from a place in the United States to or through a place outside the 
United States, knowing that the funds involved in the transportation, transmission,

Beginning on an unknown date, but no later than in or about10.

January 2012, and continuing through and including the date of this Superseding

and transfer represented the proceeds of some form of unlawful activity andIndictment, in the Middle District of Florida and elsewhere,

65
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knowing that such transportation, transmission, and transfer was designed in individuals and businesses, fraudulently assumed the identities of those account

whole or in part to conceal and disguise the nature, location, source, ownership, holders, and authorized, and caused to be authorized, wire transfers of said

and control of the proceeds of specified unlawful activity, in violation of Title 18, account holders' funds to conspirators;

United States Code, Section 1956(a)(2)(B)(i). e. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 
and did fraudulently obtain, and attempt to obtain, proceeds from romance 
schemes wherein conspirators targeted users of internet dating and social 
networking sites, feigned romantic relationships with those users, and created 
fictitious scenarios in which said users needed to wire funds to conspirators in 
order to further advance and culminate these relationships;

f. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would 

and did fraudulently obtain, and attempt to obtain, proceeds by "spoofing" email 
accounts of legitimate businesses - that is, by creating and using email accounts 
that appeared to originate from authorized users within those businesses but were

Manner and Wlean3

Paragraphs 1 through 7 and 9 in Count One of this Superseding 
Indictment are hereby realleged and incorporated by this reference as though fully

11.

set forth herein.

12. The additional manner and means by which the conspirators sought 
to accomplish Ihe objects of this conspiracy included, among others, the following:

It was a part of the conspiracy that conspirators would and dida.

participate in a wide variety of fraud schemes, including, but not limited to, those

referenced herein, as part of a transnational criminal organization, operating in the

United States, Canada, Africa, Asia, and Europe, among other locations; wholly fraudulent - and, thereby, inserted themselves into business transactions

b. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would with and on behalf of those businesses to authorize, and caused to be authorized,

and did launder the fraudulently-obtained proceeds of these schemes; wire transfers of the businesses' funds to conspirators;

It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators wouldc. 9-

and did obtain, and attempt to obtain, proceeds from the law firm scheme and did open, and cause to be opened, bank accounts at different financial

described in Count One; institutions for the purpose of receiving, transmitting, or otherwise obtaining the 
proceeds of the aforementioned, and other, fraud schemes;d. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would

and did fraudulently obtain, and attempt to obtain, proceeds from email intrusion

schemes wherein conspirators unlawfully hacked into the email accounts of

7 8



Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 25 Filed 09/24/15 Page 10 of 13 PagelD 56Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 25 Filed 09/24/15 Page 9 of 13 PagelD 55

forfeitures pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Sections 982(a)(1) andIt was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators wouldh.

981(a)(1)(C), and Title 28, United States Code, Section 2461(c)

2. Upon conviction of a violation of Title 18, United States Code,

and did cause, and attempt to cause, victims of the aforementioned, and other,

fraud schemes, to wire fraudulently-obtained proceeds into said bank accounts;

Section 1341 or Section 1343, the defendants,It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators wouldi.

AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, 
IKECHUKWU DEREK AMADI, 

PRISCILLA ANN ELLIS, 
PERRY DON CORTESE, 
STACEY MERRITT, and 

KENIETTA RAYSHAWN JOHNSON,

and did share in the proceeds of the fraud schemes, usually receiving percentages

commensurate with their respective roles;

It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators wouldj.

and did send fraudulently-obtained proceeds to and from multiple financial
shall forfeit to the United States of America, pursuant to pursuant to Title 18, United

institutions, including financial institutions overseas, in order to conceal and
States Code, Section 981(a)(1)(C) and Title 28, United States Code, Section 
2461(c), any property constituting, or derived from, proceeds obtained, directly or

disguise the source of, and to hinder any efforts to locate, said proceeds;

It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators wouldk.
indirectly, as a result of such violation.

and did send fraudulently-obtained proceeds to and from multiple financial
3. Upon conviction of a violation of Title 18, United States Code,

institutions, including financial institutions overseas, in order to promote the
Section 1956, the defendants,

carrying on of the aforementioned fraud schemes; and
AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, 

IKECHUKWU DEREK AMADI, 
PRISCILLA ANN ELLIS, 

PERRY DON CORTESE, 
STACEY MERRITT, and 

KENIETTA RAYSHAWN JOHNSON,

I. It was further part of the conspiracy that conspirators would

and did perform acts and make statements to misrepresent, hide, and conceal,

and cause to be misrepresented, hidden, and concealed, the purpose of the

conspiracy and the acts committed in furtherance thereof. shall forfeit to the United States of America, pursuant to Title 18, United States

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1956(h). Code, Section 982(a)(1), any property, real or personal, involved in such offense

FORFEITURE and any property traceable to such property.

The allegations contained in Counts One and Two of this1. The property to be forfeited includes, but is not limited to, the4.

Superseding Indictment are incorporated by reference for the purpose of alleging following:

9 10

3
r
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S. The property to be forfeited as substitute assets includes, but is nota. a forfeiture money judgment in the amount of at least $8.8 million;

limited to, the following:b. the real property located at 110 W. Veterans Memorial Blvd.,

Harker Heights, Texas 76548; and a. the real property located at 1305 Springforest Circle, Killeen

c. the real property located at 14 and 16 S. Main Street, Temple, Texas 76548; and

b. the real property located at 1703 S. Roy Reynolds Drive, Killeen,Texas 76501 (Bell County, Texas).

5. If any of the property described above, as a result of any act or Texas 76543.

omission of the defendants:

a. cannot be located upon the exercise of due diligence; A TRUE BILL,

b. has been transferred or sold to, or deposited with, a third party;

c. has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the court;*
-W.fJJM \k)\JpD^
Foreperson

a. l^€entl2y, III 
United StateS^Xttorney,

s
d. has been substantially diminished in value; or

e. has been commingled with other property which cannot be

divided without difficulty;

the United States of America shall be entitled to forfeiture of substitute property 

under the provisions of Title 21, United States Code, Section 853(p), as
-Robert A. M'osakowski 
Assislant United States Attorney 
Chief, Economic Crimes Section

incorporated by Title 18, United States Code, Section 982(b)(1) and Title 28,

United States Codf, Section 2461(c).

1211 L:\~Crintinat Cases\E\ELLIS. Pricilla Ann_20l5R00892_MTJ\Supcr Indictment Pacl<agc\j)_Supersedintj 
Indictment- all.docx

&
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

CASE NO. 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRMv.
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AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE

PLEA AGREEMENT

Pursuant ro Fed. R. Crim. P. 11(c), the United Stares of America, by Roger B. 
Handberg, United States Attorney for the Middle District of Florida, and the
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5 5< co5 defendant, Akohomen Jghedoise, and the attorney for rhe defendant, Wesley E.LL.5 £*o*O 95CD s2CO
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A. Particularized Termsos cnin
<n
a.

o iop ■8UJ Count Pleading Tos 1.C£ IcUJ9 z .=S 33m 3UJ The defendant shall enter a plea of guilty to Count One of theco*g .£ Q.■2 0UJ

H
6d z ro iM Iso 3 Superseding Indictment. Count One charges the defendant with conspiracy to> •sir |Z f— CO

I commit mail and wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349.

Minimum and Maximum PenaltiesI 2.

a Z:=. Count One is punishable by a maximum term of imprisonment of twenty 
(20) years, a fine of up to $250,000, a term of supervised release of up to three (3) 
years, and a special assessment ofSIOC. With respect to certain offenses, the Court

r.i Opa.,72
I> I"

ro

S
s° § iI 5 S % 3 Defendant's Initials
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6. Mandatory Restitution to Victims of Offense of Convictionshall order the defendant to make restitution to any victim of the offense, and with

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3663A(a) and (b), defendant agrees to make fullrespect to other offenses, the Court may order the defendant to make restitution to any 
victim of the offense, or to the community, as set forth below. restitution to all victims of the offense who suffered pecuniary harm.

7. Adjusted Offense Level3. Elements of the Offense

Pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 11(c)(1)(B), the United States willThe defendant acknowledges understanding the nature and elements of

recommend to the Court that the defendant’s adjusted offense level be calculated atthe offense with which defendant has been charged and to which defendant is
level 33, as determined below:pleading guilty. The elements of the offense alleged in Count One are: i

First: • That two or more persons, in some way or manner, 
agreed to try to accomplish a common and 
unlawful plan to commit mail or wire fraud, as 
charged in the Superseding Indictment; and

Guideline Description Levelsi
§2Bl.l(aXl) Base Offense

Specific Offense Characteristic 
(loss more than $9,500,000, but 
not more than $25,000,000)

§2Bl.l(bXl)(K) +20
The defendant knew the unlawful purpose of the 
plan and willfully joined in it.

Second:

§2B1.1(b)(2)(B) Specific Offense Characteristic 
(substantial hardship to five or 
more victim)

+44. Counts Dismissed

iAt the time of sentencing, the remaining count against the defendant, 
Count Two, will be dismissed pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 1 l(c)(lXA).

5. No Further Charges

§2Bl.l(bX10)(B)
and(Q

Specific Offense Characteristic 
(committed from outside the 
United States and involved 
sophisticated means)

+2

If the Court accepts this plea agreement, the United States Attorney's 
Office for the Middle District of Florida agrees not to charge the defendant with 
committing any other federal criminal offenses known to the United States 
Attorney's Office at the time of the execution of this agreement, related to the 
conduct giving rise to this plea agreement.

| Role in Offense§3B 1.1(b) +3

Acceptance of Responsibility | -3§3E1.1

Total Adjusted Offense Level 33

I
! The defendant understands that this recommendation or request is not binding 

on the Court, and if not accepted by the Court, the defendant will not be allowed to 
withdraw from the plea.

Defendant's Initials 2 /VI.Defendant's Initials 3



Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1121 Filed 08/30/22 Page 5 of 18 PagelD 15278Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1121 Filed 08/30/22 Page 4 of 18 PagelD 15277

downward adjustment of a third level for acceptance of responsibility rests solely 
with the United Slates Attorney for the Middle District of Florida, and the defendant

8. Credit for Time Served in Canadian Custody Pending Extradition

Pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3585(b), at the time of sentencing, the United

agrees that the defendant cannot and will not challenge that determination, whetherStates will not oppose the defendant’s request that he be given credit toward the

by appeal, collateral attack, or otherwise.service of a term of imprisonment for any time that he has spent in official detention 

pending extradition to the United States from Canada in connection with the charges 

in the Superseding Indictment, which time has not already been credited against

10. Low End

At the time of sentencing, and in the event that no adverse information

is received suggesting such a recommendation to be unwarranted, the United Statesanother sentence.

will recommend to the Court that the defendant receive a sentence at the"low end ofAcceptance of Responsibility - Three Levels9.

the applicable guideline range, as calculated above in Section A.7 (“Adjusted OffenseAt the time of sentencing, and in the event that no adverse information

Level"). The defendant understands that this recommendation or request is notis received suggesting such a recommendation to be unwarranted, the United States

binding on the Court, and if not accepted by the Court, the defendant will not bewill recommend to the Court that the defendant receive a two-level downward

adjustment for acceptance of responsibility, pursuant to USSG §3El.l(a). The allowed to withdraw from the plea.

11. Forfeiture of Assetsdefendant understands that this recommendation or request is not binding on the 
Court, and if not accepted by the Court, the defendant will not be allowed to The defendant agrees to forfeit to the United States immediately and 

voluntarily any and all assets and property, or portions thereof, subject to forfeiture, 

pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(lXQ and 28 U.S.C. § 2461(c), whether in the 

possession or control of the United States, the defendant or defendant's nominees. 
The assets to be forfeited specifically include, but are not limited to, the 
$10,632,546.36 in proceeds the defendant admits were obtained as the result of the

withdraw from the plea.

Further, at the time of sentencing, if the defendant's offense level prior 
to operation of subsection (a) is level 16 or greater, and if the defendant complies

wilh the provisions ofUSSG §3El.l(b) and all terms of this Plea Agreement,

including but not limited to, the timely submission of the financial affidavit

referenced in Paragraph B.4., the United States agrees to file a motion pursuant to 

USSG §3E 1.1(b) for a downward adjustment of one additional level. The defendant

commission of the offense to which the defendant is pleading guilty. The defendant

acknov ledges and agreesthat: (’) the defendant obtained this amount as a result of

understands that the determination as to whether the defendant has qualified for the commission of the offense, and (2) as a result of the acts and omissions of thea

Mi-Defendant's Initials 4 Defendant’s Initials 5
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defendant, the proceeds have been transferred to third parties and cannot be located 
by the United States upon the exercise of due diligence. Therefore, the defendant 
agrees that, pursuant to 21 U.S.C. § 853(p), the United States is entitled to forfeit any

The defendant agrees to take all steps necessary to identify and locate

all substitute assets and to transfer custody of such assets to the United States before

the defendant's sentencing. To that end, the defendant agrees to make a full and

other property of the defendant (substitute assets), up to the amount of proceeds the complete disclosure of all assets over which defendant exercises control, including all

defendant obtained, as the result of the offense of conviction. The defendant further assets held by nominees, to execute any documents requested by the United States to
consents to, and agrees not to oppose, any motion for substitute assets filed by the obtain from any other parties by lawful means any records of assets owned by the

United States up to the amount of proceeds obtained from commission of the defendant, and to consent to the release of the defendant's tax returns for the

offense. The defendant agrees that forfeiture of substitute assets as authorized herein previous five years. The defendant agrees to be interviewed by the government, prior 
to and after sentencing, regarding such assets. The defendant further agrees to beshall not be deemed an alteration of the defendant’s sentence.

The defendant also agrees to waive all constitutional, statutory, and 
procedural challenges (including direct appeal, habeas corpus, or any other means) to 

any forfeiture carried out in accordance with this Plea Agreement on any grounds,

polygraphed on the issue of assets, if it is deemed necessary by the United States. The

defendant agrees that Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 11 andUSSG§ IB 1.8 will

not protect from forfeiture assets disclosed by the defendant as part of the defendant's

including that the forfeiture described herein constitutes an excessive fine, was not cooperation.

properly noticed in the charging instrument, addressed by the Court at the time of The defendant agrees to take all steps necessary to assist the

the guilty plea, announced at sentencing, or incorporated into the judgment. government in obtaining clear title to any substitute assets before the defendant’s 

sentencing. In addition to providing full and complete information about substitute 
assets, these steps include, but are not limited to, the surrender of title, the signing of 
a consent decree of forfeiture, and signing of any other documents necessary to

The defendant admits and agrees that the conduct described in the

Factual Basis below provides a sufficient factual and statutory basis for the forfeiture

of the property sought by the government. Pursuant to Rule 32.2(b)(4), the defendant

agrees that the preliminary order of forfeiture will satisfy the notice requirement and effectuate such transfers.

will be final as to the defendant at the time it is entered. In the event the forfeiture is Forfeiture of the defendant's assets shall not be treated as satisfaction of

omitted from the judgment, the defendant agrees that the forfeiture order may be any fine, restitution, cost of imprisonment, or any other penalty the Court may 
impose upon the defendant in addition to forfeiture.incorporated into the written judgment at any time pursuant to Rule 36.

Defendant’s Initials _/^ \Ll Defendant's Initials6 7



Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1121 Filed 08/30/22 Page 9 of 18 PagelD 15282Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1121 Filed 08/30/22 Page 8 of 18 PagelD 15281

imposed by the Court in no way precludes the United States from simultaneously 
pursuing other statutory remedies for collecting restitution (28 U.S.C. § 3003(b)(2)), 
including, but not limited to, garnishment and execution, pursuant to the Mandatory 
Victims Restitution Act, in order to ensure that the defendant's restitution obligation

The defendant agrees that, in the event the Court determines that the 
defendant has breached this section of the Plea Agreement, the defendant may be 
found ineligible for a reduction in the Guidelines calculation for acceptance of 
responsibility and substantial assistance, and may be eligible for an obstruction of 

justice enhancement.

The defendant agrees that the forfeiture provisions of this plea agreement are

is satisfied.

On each count to which a plea of guilty is entered, the Court shall 

impose a special assessment pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3013. The special assessment is 

due on the date of sentencing.

intended to, and will, survive the defendant, notwithstanding the abatement of any

underlying criminal conviction after the execution of this agreement. The 
forfeitability of any particular property pursuant to this agreement shall be 
determined as if the defendant had survived, and that determination shall be binding 
upon defendant’s heirs, successors and assigns until the agreed forfeiture, including 
the forfeiture of any substitute assets, is final.

The defendant understands that this agreement imposes no limitation as

to fine.

2. Supervised Release

The defendant understands that the offense to which the defendant is
pleading provides for imposition of a term of supervised release upon release from 

imprisonment, and that, if the defendant should violate the conditions of release, the 

defendant would be subject to a further term of imprisonment.

B. Standard Terms and Conditions

Restitution. Special Assessment and Fine1.

The defendant understands and agrees that the Court, in addition to or

in lieu of any other penalty, shall order the defendant to make restitution to any 3. Immigration Consequences of Pleading Guilty

victim of the offense, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3663A, for all offenses described in 18 The defendant has been advised and understands that, upon conviction,

U.S.C. § 3663A(c)(l); and the Court may order the defendant to make restitution to a defendant who is not a United States citizen may be removed from the United

any victim of the offense, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3663, including restitution as to all States, denied citizenship, and denied admission to the United States in the future.

counts charged, whether or not the defendant enters a plea of guilty to such counts, 4. Sentencing Information

and whether or not such counts are dismissed pursuant to this agreement. The The United States reserves its right and obligation to report to the Court

defendant further understands that compliance with any restitution payment plan and the United States Probation Office all information concerning the background, 

Defendant’s Initials /jlE.'Defendant’s Initials /\. . 8 9
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records and any other financial information concerning the defendant, for thecharacter, and conduct of the defendant, to provide relevant factual information,

including the totality of the defendant's criminal activities, if any, not limited to the purpose of making any recommendations to the Court and for collecting any

assessments, fines, restitution, or forfeiture ordered by the Court. The defendantcount to which defendant pleads, to respond to comments made by the defendant or

expressly authorizes the United States Attorney's Office to obtain current creditdefendant's counsel, and to correct any misstatements or inaccuracies. The United

reports in order to evaluate the defendant's ability to satisfy any financial obligationStates further reserves its right to make any recommendations it deems appropriate

imposed by the Court.regarding the disposition of this case, subject to any limitations set forth herein, if
6. Sentencing Recommendationsany.

It is understood by the parties that the Court is neither a party to nor5. Financial Disclosures

bound by this agreement. The Court may accept or reject the agreement, or defer aPursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3664(d)(3) and Fed. R. Cam. P. 32(d)(2)(A)(ii),

decision until it has had an opportunity to consider the presentence report prepared 
by the United States Probation Office. The defendant understands and acknowledges

the defendant agrees to complete and submit to the United States Attorney's Office

within 30 days of execution of this agreement an affidavit reflecting the defendant's

that, although the parties are permitted to make recommendations and presentfinancial condition. The defendant promises that his/her financial statement and

arguments to the Court, the sentence will be determined solely by the Court, with thedisclosures will be complete, accurate and truthful and will include all assets in
assistance of the United States Probation Office, The defendant further understandswhich he/she has any interest or over which the defendant exercises control, directly

and acknowledges that any discussions between defendant or defendant's attorneyor indirectly, including those held by a spouse, dependent, nominee or other third

and the attorney or other agents for the government regarding any recommendationsparty. The defendant further agrees to execute any documents requested by the 
United States needed to obtain from any third parties any records of assets owned by 

the defendant, directly or through a nominee, and, by the execution of this Plea

by the government are not binding on the Court and that, should any

recommendations be rejected, defendant will not be permitted to withdraw

defendant's plea pursuant to this plea agreement. The government expressly reserves 
the right to support and defend any decision that the Court may make with regard to

Agreement, consents to the release of the defendant's tax returns for the pr evious five

years. The defendant similarly agrees and authorizes the United States Attorney's

the defendant's sentence, whether or not such decision is consistent with theOffice to provide to, and obtain from, the United States Probation Office, the

government's recommendations contained herein.financial affidavit, any of the defendant's federal, state, and local tax returns, bank

A'L-Defendant’s Initials 11Defendant’s Initials 10
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9. Filina of Agreement7. Defendant's Waiver of Right to Appeal the Sentence

The defendant agrees that this Court has jurisdiction and authority to 
impose any sentence up to the statutory maximum and expressly waives the right to 
appeal defendant's sentence on any ground, including the ground that the Court 

erred in determining the applicable guidelines range pursuant to the United States 
Sentencing Guidelines, except (a) the ground that the sentence exceeds the 
defendant's applicable guidelines range as determined by the Court pursuant to the 
United States Sentencing Guidelines; (b) the ground that the sentence exceeds the 
statutory maximum penalty; or (c) the ground that the sentence violates the Eighth 
Amendment to the Constitution; provided, however, that if the government exercises 
its right to appeal the sentence imposed, as authorized by 18 U.S.C. § 3742(b), then

This agreement shall be presented to the Court, in open court or in
camera, in whole or in part, upon a showing of good cause, and filed in this cause, at

the time of defendant's entry of a plea of guilty pursuant hereto.

10. Voluntariness

The defendant acknowledges that defendant is entering into this

agreement and is pleading guilty freely and voluntarily without reliance upon any

discussions between the attorney for the government and the defendant and

defendant's attorney and without promise of benefit of any kind (other than the

concessions contained herein), and without threats, force, intimidation, or coercion

of any kind. The defendant further acknowledges defendant’s undemanding of the

nature of the offense or offenses to which defendant is pleading guilty and thethe defendant is released from his/her waiver and may appeal the sentence as

elements thereof, including the penalties provided by law', and defendant's completeauthorized by 18 U.S.C. § 3742(a).

satisfaction with the representation and advice received from defendant’s8. Middle District of Florida Agreement

undersigned counsel (if any). The defendant also understands that defendant has theIt is further understood that this agreement is limited to the Office of the

right to plead not guilty or to persist in that plea if it has already been made, and thatUnited States Attorney for the Middle District of Florida and cannot bind other

defendant has the right to be tried by a jury with the assistance of counsel, the right 
to confront and cross-examine the witnesses against defendant, the right against 
compulsory self-incrimination, and the right to compulsory process for the

federal, state, or local prosecuting authorities, although this office will bring 
defendant's cooperation, if any, to the attention of other prosecuting officers or

others, if requested.

attendance of witnesses to testify in defendant's defense; but, by pleading guilty,

defendant waives or gives up those rights and there will be no trial. The defendant

further understands that if defendant pleads guilty, the Court may ask defendant 

Defendant’s Initials b 13Defendant’s Initials 12
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questions about the offense or offenses to which defendant pleaded, and if defendant 
answers those questions under oath, on the record, and in the presence of counsel (if 
any), defendant's answers may later be used against defendant in a prosecution for

IGHEDOISE was a member of a large international fraud and money 
laundering organization that operated in the United States, Canada, Nigeria, and 
other countries throughout the globe. IGHEDOISE, who resided in Ontario,

peijury or false statement. The defendant also understands that defendant will be Canada, targeted—and helped other individuals target—victims in connection with 
fraud schemes. The fraud schemes took several forms. Many victims were lawyers 
who were solicited to perform fake legal work, unwittingly provided counterfeit

adjudicated guilty of the offenses to which defendant has pleaded and, if any of such 
offenses are felonies, may thereby be deprived of certain rights, such as the right to
vote, to hold public office, to serve on a jury, or to have possession of firearms. cashier’s checks for deposit into their firms’ trust accounts, and then were directed to

11. Factual Basis wire money to bank accounts in the name of shell companies that coconspirators

The defendant is pleading guilty because the defendant is in fact guilty. controlled. Other victims were title companies defrauded with counterfeit checks in
The defendant certifies that defendant does hereby admit that the facts set forth phony real estate transactions. Still other victims were widowed, divorced, or single 

women who were targeted and defrauded by fake suitors on dating websites offering 
sham investment opportunities. The conspiracy also employed hackers who 
compromised or "spoofed" email accounts, ordering or directing wire transfers from 

brokerage and business accounts to shell bank accounts controlled by coconspirators.

Victims were instructed to wire money interstate into funnel accounts 

held by coconspirators, colloquially known as "money mules,” in the names of shell 
companies. The coconspirators then quickly moved the victims' proceeds to other 
accounts in the United States and around the world before the victims could discover

below are true, and were this case to go to trial, the United States would be able to 

prove those specific facts and others beyond a reasonable doubt.

FACTS

From at least in or around January 2012, and continuing through and 
including October 2015, the defendant, AK.OHOMEN IGHEDOISE, conspired to

devise a scheme and artifice to defraud, and to obtain money and property by means

of false and fraudulent pretenses, representations, and promises that related to
material facts, and, for the purpose of executing such scheme and artifice, to transmit

and cause to be transmitted by means of wire, radio, and television communication the fraud. Coconspirators in Canada, Nigeria, South Africa, China, Senegal, and 
elsewhere helped coordinate the fraud and related money-laundering activity from 

abroad. Codefendant Ikechuwku Amadi was IGHEDOISE’s main point of contact 
for money-laundering activity that occurred in the United States.

in interstate and foreign commerce, any writings, signs, signals, pictures, and sounds, 
in violation of 18 U.S.C. §§ 1343 and 1349.

Defendant’s Initials fr-T-14 Defendant's Initials 15
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information to the coconspirators who defrauded the victims, and he directedIGHEDOISE used phone, email, and other means of communication

coconspirators, including Amadi, where to send the victims’ money once it had beenin interstate and foreign commerce to advance the goals of the conspiracy and to
received and laundered.coordinate the fraud activity that his fellow coconspirators, including individuals

12. Entire Agreementlocated in Nigeria and South Africa, carried out. IGHEDOISE's email and text 
message records contained extensive communications in which he exchanged 
information with Amadi about specific victims, including their personally

This plea agreement constitutes the entire agreement between the

government and the defendant with respect to the aforementioned guilty plea and no

identifiable information and bank accounts, and the manner in which the victims' other promises, agreements, or representations exist or have been made to the

defendant or defendant's attorney with regard to such guilty plea.funds were to be moved.

In total, during the period alleged in the Supeiseding Indictment,

IGHEDOISE and his coconspirators unlawfully obtained, and attempted or intended

to obtain, at least approximately $16,492,213.16 from victims of the various fraud

schemes. IGHEDOISE's specific conduct and objectives during the conspiracy

involved at least $16,492,213.16 in actual or intended fraud proceeds, and it was

reasonably foreseeable to IGHEDOISE that the conspiracy would involve a total

actual or intended loss in that amount. IGHEDOISE did not provide any legitimate 
services, or engage in any legitimate commercial activity, related to the obtainment,

receipt, or transfer of those funds.

During the period alleged in the Superseding Indictment, IGHEDOISE

had authority and control over at least $10,632,546.36 in proceeds obtained from

victims of the various fraud schemes. IGHEDOISE was aware that the victims were

sending these funds to bank accounts that his coconspirators oversaw and controlled.

Specifically, IGHEDOISE and his coconspirators provided the bank account

Defendant's InitialsDefendant's Initials 16 17
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION13. Certification

The defendant and defendant’s counsel certify that this plea agreement UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
has been read in its entirety by (or has been read to) the defendant and that defendant

CASE NO.: 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRMv.
fully understands its terms.

AKOHOMENIGHEDOISE
DATED this 25 day of ____2022.

Judge: Mac R. McCoy Counsel for 
Government:

Patrick Scruggs

ROGER B. HANDBERG 
United States Attorney

Deputy
Clerk:

Fabiana Nicastri Counsel for 
Defendant:

Wesley E. Trombley

Court
Reporter:

Digital Pretrial/Probation: No Officer Present

Date/Time: September 13, 2022' 
01:40 PM-02:31 PM

Interpreter: N/AAkohomen Ighedoise 
Defendant

Patrick D. Scrui 
Assistant Unitei ites Attorney

Bench Time: 51 minutes

/
Krigsman 

Assifetsrht United States Attorney 
Chief, National Security and 
Cybercrime Section

Change of Plea Hearingj^:Ch effe^.Wesley E. Tromblty, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant

Defendant present with Counsel. The Court ensures there have not been any 
handwritten modifications to the plea agreement.

Defendant sworn. Court advised defendant of rights, minimum/maximum penalties, 
elements of the offense and sentencing guidelines. The Court finds the Defendant to 
be competent to enter a guilty plea today if he chooses to do so. The Defendant, both 
on the record and in writing, consents to proceed with the plea before the Magistrate 
Judge. Court reads in detail from plea agreement. Proffer of facts by the Government. 
Factual basis established. Defendant entered a plea of guilty to Count One of the 
Superseding Indictment.

Court will recommend the plea to be accepted. Report and Recommendation to 
follow. Sentencing to be set by separate notice before the District Court Judge.

Defendant to be remanded to the custody of the United States Marshals pending future 
proceedings.

18

/



Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1127 Filed 09/13/22 Page 1 of 1 PagelD 15299
Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1128 Filed 09/13/22 Page 1 of 1 PagelD 15300

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION
United States District Court 
Middle District of Florida 

Tampa Division

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

V.
Case No.: 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRMCase No.: 8:l5-er-320-SDM-MRM v.

AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE
AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE

NOTICE RECARDING ENTRY OF A 
PLEA OF GUILTY Consent to Institute a Presentence Investigation and Disclose the 

Report Before Conviction or Plea of Guilty
In the event the Defendant decides at any lime before trial to enter a plea of guilty, the

I, AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, hereby consent to a presentence investigation by the
United States Magistrate Judge is authorized by Rule 1.02 Middle District of Florida Local Rules.

Probation Officers of the United States District Courts. I understand and agree that the report of
with the consent of the Defendant, to conduct the proceedings required by Rule 11. Fed. R. Crim.

the investigation will be disclosed to the Judge and (he attorney for the Government, as well as to
P. incident to the making of a plea. If. after conducting such proceedings, the Magistrate Judge 

^recommends that the plea of guilty be accepted, a presentence investigation and report will be me and my attorney, so that it may be considered by the Judge in deciding whether to accept a plea

< agreement that I may have reached with the Government.
X ordered pursuant to Rule 32, Fed. R. Crim. P. The assigned United States District Judge will

I have read, or had read to me. the foregoing consent and full)' understand it.
then act on the Magistrate Judge's Report and Recommendation and if the plea of guilty is 

accepted, will adjudicate guilty and schedule a sentencing hearing at which the District Judge will 

decide whether to accept or reject any associated plea agreement and will determine and impose
Dated: September 13,2022

Defendant

sentence.

jU,Dated: September 13, 2022

CONSENT Defense Counsel

I hereby declare my intention to enter a plea of.guilty in the above case and I request and consent to 
(he United States Magistrate Judge conducting the proceeding required by Rule 11, Fed. R. Criin. 
P. incident to l he making of such plea. I understand that if my plea of guilty is then accepted by 
the District .Judge, (tie District Judge will decide whether to accept or reject any plea agreement T 
may have with the United States and will adjudicate guilty and impose sentence.

Dale: September 13. 2022

A
Defendant Attorney for Defendant
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION

NOTICE TO PARTIES

A party has fourteen days from the date the party is served a copy of this Report 

and Recommendation to file written objections to the Report and Recommendation’s 

factual findings and legal conclusions. 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(C). A party’s failure to 

file written objections waives that party’s right to challenge on appeal any unobjected- 

to factual finding or legal conclusion the district judge adopts from the Report and 

Recommendation. See 11th Cir. R. 3-1.

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

CASE NO.: 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRMv.

AKOHOMENIGHEDOISE

REPORT AND RECOMMENDATION 
CONCERNING PLEA OF GUILTY

The Defendant, by consent, appeared before me pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 

11 andM.D. Fla. R. 1.02, and entered a plea of guilty to CountOne of the Superseding 

Indictment (Doc. 25) pursuant to the terms of a plea agreement. After cautioning and 

examining the Defendant under oath concerning each of the subjects mentioned in
Copies furnished to: 
Presiding District ludge 
Counsel of Record 
Unrepresented PartiesRule 11, I determined that the guilty plea was knowledgeable and voluntary as to 

Count One, and that the offense charged is supported by an independent basis in fact

containing each of the essential elements of such Count. I, therefore, RECOMMEND 

that the plea of guilty be accepted and that the Defendant be adjudged guilty and have

sentence imposed accordingly.

Respectfully RECOMMENDED in Tampa, Florida on September 13, 2022.

Mac R. McCoy
United States Magistrate ludge

2
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

CASE NO: 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRMv.

AKOHOMENIGHEDOISE

ACCEPTANCE OF PLEA OF GUILTY 
AND ADJUDICATION OF GUILT

IMPORTANT NOTICE

Based on the results of a hearing under Rule 11, Federal Rules of CriminalA continuance granted too near a scheduled sentencing results 
in waste of resources. Counsel’s obligation to the court 
includes due diligence in seeking a continuance. Except in the 
most acute circumstances, counsel must seek a continuance, 
including every continuance premised on a defendant’s 
cooperation with law enforcement, within thirty days after 
service of this order. Every motion for a continuance shall 
include a statement of the other party’s support or opposition 
to the proposed continuance.____________________________

Procedure, the United States Magistrate Judge’s report recommends acceptance of the

defendant’s plea of guilty. No timely objection appears. A review of the record confirms

that the requirements of Rule 11 are satisfied. The defendant’s plea of guilty to Count

One of the Superseding Indictment is ACCEPTED, and the defendant is adjudged

GUILTY.

The sentencing will occur on December 6, 2022, at 9:00 a.m. in Courtroom 15A

of the United States Courthouse, 801 N. Florida Avenue, Tampa, Florida 33602-3800.

ORDERED in Tampa, Florida, on October 4, 2022.

h\lAM^Uu^
STEVEN D. MERRYDAY 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

TO: Counsel of Record 
U.S. Probation Office 
U.S. Marshal Service 
U.S. Pretrial Service



Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1144 Filed 01/10/23 Page 1 of 14 PagelD 15514 Case 8:15-cr-00320-SDM-MRM Document 1144 Filed 01/10/23 Page 2 of 14 PagelD 15515

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION

2023. Mr. Ighedoise is not a citizen of the United States, he has a Homeland 

Security Detainer, and will be deported upon the completion of his sentence.

Mr. Ighedoise requests the Court vary downward two levels from a level 33 

to a level 31 (108-135 months) based on 1) Mr. extraordinary educational and 

rehabilitative efforts while incarcerated and, 2) Mr. Ighedoise’s six years of 

excessively punitive incarceration inside the Toronto South Detention Centre; 

Further, to avoid an outcome where Mr. Ighedoise does not received credit for time 

served in Canadian custody, undersigned counsel is requesting that the Court vary 

downward an additional 74 months (level 19 or 20) to account for Mr. Ighedoise 

incarceration in Canada from October 7, 2015, to November 17, 2021.1 Therefore 

the final sentence requested is 34 months (Actual time incarcerated would be 108 

months including Canadian custody).

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

CASE NO. 8:l5-cr-320-SDM-TGWv.

AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE

Defendant.

AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE’S SENTENCING MEMORANDUM

The Grand Jury in this matter Indicted Mr. Ighedoise and five co-defendants 

on September 24, 2015, alleging conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud in 

violation of 18 U.S.C. §1349 and conspiracy to commit international money 

laundering in violation of 18 U.S.C. §i956(h). (Doc.25). Mr. Ighedoise was arrested 

in Canada on October 7, 2015, and remained in custody in Canada during his 

extradition proceedings to the United States District Court, Tampa. On November 

18, 2021, approximately six years later, Mr. Ighedoise was brought before the 

United States District Court, Tampa, for his Initial Appearance, Arraignment and 

tention Hearing. (Doc. 1059). Mr. Ighedoise was detained and undersigned 

..A counsel was appointed to represent Mr. Ighedoise. At the time of Mr. 

Ighedoise’s Initial Appearance, all other co-defendants in this matter had either

I. 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) VARIANCE REQUEST

The Nature and Circumstances of the Offense. Section 3443/q)/'ij_ 

The nature and circumstances of Mr. Ighedoise’s offense are serious, and the 

seriousness is reflected in the offense guideline calculations. However, we ask that 

the court weigh the seriousness of the offense against other mitigating factors. “It 

has been uniform and constant in the federal judicial tradition for the sentencing 

judge to consider every convicted person as an individual and every case as a 

unique study in the human failings that sometimes mitigate, sometimes magnify,

1.

m
entered into plea agreements and been sentenced or had been sentenced after a 

trial. Mr. Ighedoise will have been in continuous custody for approximately 89 

months or approximately 7.5 years at the time of his sentencing on January 18,
Basis for this request set forth in Section II of this Memorandum. Pages 12 and 13.

1 2
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the crime and the punishment to ensue.” Pepper v. United States, 131 S.Ct. 1229, those who hated his Christian values. It was during this time that Mr. Ighedoise 

left Nigeria to escape the threats on his life and search for a new beginning.

Upon arrival in Canada, Mr. Ighedoise resided in a shelter until he was

1240 (2011) (citing Koon u. United States, 518 U.S. 81,113,116 (1996)).

The History and Characteristics of the Defendant. Section 3443(0 )(t)2.

As the Supreme Court recently reiterated, “the punishment should fit the 

offender and not merely the crime.” Pepper, 131 S.Ct. at 1240 (citations omitted).

placed on welfare and given monetary support for rent and basic life necessities. 

With assistance from the welfare staff Mr. Ighedoise found employment working a 

construction job. During this period of his life, he met and married his wife and^ 

on July 7, 2004, their daughter was born and welcomed into their family. After 10^ 

years of marriage, Mr. Ighedoise and his wife separated in 2012. After the 

separation, Mr. Ighedosie suffered from frequent bouts of depression making it 

difficult to maintain employment. Further aggravating his depression, Mr. 

Ighedoise’s cousin and close friend died, leaving Mr. Ighedoise with two voids in 

his life. These events caused Mr. Ighedoise to reach a low point in his life and soon 

thereafter he began his involvement in this conspiracy.

Mr. Ighedoise wants the Court to know that he can contribute to society and 

be a positive influence. He would like the Court to consider his extraordinary 

efforts at self-rehabilitation while in custody. Specifically, from 2015 through 2021 

Mr. Ighedoise completed no fewer than forty-three educational courses for which A 

he has certificates of completion, including but not limited to: ^

2016
The Birth of Jesus Christ
Jesus Prepares for Ministry
Jesus’ First Miracle and First Teaching
Jesus Gathers Followers
2037
Understanding Feelings

If a person's "immediate misconduct" should ever be "assessed in the context of 

his overall life hitherto, it should be at the moment of his sentencing, when his very 

future hangs in the balance." United States v. Adelson, 441 F.Supp.2d 506, 513- 

514 (S.D.N.Y. 2006). As the Presentence Report sets forth, Mr. Ighedoise lived an 

impoverished and difficult childhood often going without meals and sleeping on 

the floor. Electricity and water were scarce and obtaining basic life necessities was

a daily struggle. The hardship felt by his family was particularly hard on his

parents, and his father expressed his frustration and anger by physically abusing

Mr. Ighedoise and other family members. While Mr. Ighedoise would have likely

succeeded academically, his lack of finances cut his education short. After only

having completed two years of college and enduring the passing of his father, he 

returned to a low paying convenience store job to help support his family.

Shortly after leaving college and beginning to work, Mr. Ighedoise met a girl 

from a Muslim family and he had high hopes for their relationship. However, after 

several years of dating, the Northern part of Nigeria where Mr. Ighedosie lived, 

instituted Sharia Law. As Mr. Ighedosie was a practicing Christian, the 

relationship with his girlfriend was forbidden and soon his life was threatened by

3 4
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Thoughts to Action 
Managing Stress 
Use of Leisure Time
2018
Anger Management, Forgiveness, Restorative Justice
Financial Literacy Program
Supportive Relationships
Thoughts to Action
Boundaries
African Canadian Excellence Pilot Project 
Use of Leisure Time 
Looking for Work
Maintaining Employment -Keeping a Job
Discharge Planning
Changing Habits
It’s a Gamble
Substance Use
Anger Management
Setting Up a Budget
17 Life Skills
Recognizing Healthy Relationships 
Understanding Feelings 
Thoughts to Action 
The Way The Truth and The Life
2010
Setting Up a Budget
Planning For Discharge
Overdose Prevention and Response
MPC Live Music Production
Taming the Fires of Anger
The Emotionally Healthy Spirituality
Team Building
Being An Effective Father
2020
Changing Habits
The Black Speaker Series: Leaving the Lifestyle / Re-Integrated
2021
The Black Speaker Series: Healthy Relationships
Leaving The Lifestyle
Supportive Relationship
The Black Speaker Series: Leadership
The Prisoner’s Journey

See Certificates (Exhibit 1)

Also, Mr. Ighedoise used his motivation and intellect to make a positive 

impact on the Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services at the 

Toronto South Detention Centre where he was incarcerated. According to Sgt. 

Casciani, “Mr. Akohomen demonstrated the utmost professionalism and has 

influenced the direction of our Direct Supervision model. We are thankful for his 

initiative, leadership and saw him as a positive minded inmate through his 

incarceration here at TSDC.” See Letter from Sgt. Casciani, Toronto South 

Detention Centre, Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services 

(Exhibit 2); SeePepper v. United States, 131 S.Ct. 1229,1240 (2011) (citing Koon 

v. United States, 518 U.S. 81, 113, 116 (i996)(“Postsentencing rehabilitation 

evidence may support a downward variance from the advisory Guidelines range.”)

3. The Need for the Sentence Imposed to Reflect the Seriousness of the 
Offense, to Promote Resnect for the Law, and to Provide Just
Punishment for the Offense. Section vt^n(a)(2)(A)

The seriousness of this offense was immediately realized when Mr. 

Ighedoise was taken into custody in Canada, detained and kept without release in 

the Toronto South Detention Centre in Canada for over 6 years and the Pinellas 

County Jail for over 1 year. Although Mr. Ighedoise has little knowledge of the 

United States legal system nor any allegiance to this country, he has always been

respectful of the process, respectful and courteous to his attorney and has been a

model inmate.

5 6
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caregiving responsibilities.”, and 3) “There are public health concerns related to 

infrequent changes of bedding and clothing and outbreaks of scabies.”. See Report 

of Conditions of Confinement at Toronto South Detention Centre, Ontario Human

A just punishment in this situation must take into account that Mr. 

Ighedoise has also been punished in ways other than a traditional prison sentence. 

Specifically, from October 2015 to November 2021, Mr. Ighedoise was incarcerated 

in the Toronto South Detention Centre, Toronto, Canada which came under Rights Commission; see also, How Toronto South Detention Centre Became 

Ontario’s Most Violent Jail, Toronto, City News Everywhere, Nov. 21, 2018;extensive judicial and media scrutiny because of the conditions of confinement. 

An investigative journalist with the Toronto Star Newspaper in Toronto, Canada 

wrote in a January' 14, 2020, news article, “A judge has accused the Ontario 

government of ‘deliberate state misconduct’ for failing to improve the ‘inhumane’ 

conditions at a notorious Toronto jail.” See Toronto Star News and City News 

(Exhibit 3). The article quoted language from Ontario Superior Court Justice 

Andras Schreck who went on to say, “1 adopt the various descriptions my 

colleagues have used to describe the situation at the TSDC. It is, to use their words, 

unacceptable, shocking, deplorable, harsh, oppressive, degrading, disheartening, 

appalling, Dickensian, regressive, and inexcusable.’” Id.; also see R. v. Persad

‘Inhumane’ Conditions at Toronto South Detention Centre Amount to ‘Deliberate,

State Misconduct,’ Judge Says, Toronto Star, Jan. 13, 2020 (Exhibit 5).

As an inmate at the Toronto South Detention Centre, Mr. Ighedoise was

subject to overly harsh conditions from 2015 to early 2020. Most days Mr.

Ighedosie was not allowed out of his two-man cell. Every fourth day. for a period 

of three years, the inmates were allowed out of the cell for only a half hour for

showers and phone calls. Given the limited time allowed out of the cell, Mr. 

Ighedoise had to choose between a shower 01 phone calls with family or his lawyer.

The understaffed conditions meant the detention center could not accommodate

2020 ONSC188 (January 10, 2020) (Exhibit 4). family visitation and socialization became very limited, even with the guards. Lack 

of staff resulted in lack of hygiene items available in the units and Mr. Ighedoise 

suffered several skin infections while incarcerated. Garbage and meal trays were, 

left stacked up in the cell for days at a time, Mr. Ighedoise had no clean laundry, 

linens or bedding and had to wear the same underwear for days at a time.

As this Court is aware, prisoners who were incarcerated during COVID-19 

experienced increased lockdowns, isolation, heightened fear of infection, and 

decreased visitation from family and friends. When COVID-19 began in late 2019

The serious nature of the human rights complaints lead to an investigation

by the Ontario Human Rights Commission which made the following key findings 

of concern regarding the Toronto South Detention Centre: 1) “TSDC management

and front-line workers routinely use segregation, restrictive confinement,

lockdowns and ‘time in cell’ sanctions that raise serious human rights concerns.”, 

2) “Prisoners face several systemic challenges to maintaining family and

community contact, which has a disparate negative impact on prisoners with

7 8
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and early 2020, the conditions inside the Toronto South Detention Centre took a Pressley, 345 F.3d 1205 (2003) (“The district court was correct in holding that 

conditions of confinement could provide a basis for departure...); See e.g., United 

States v. Smith, 27 F.3d 649, 655-656 (D.C. Cir. 1994) (a downward departure may 

be appropriate where a defendant’s status causes a fortuitous increase in the 

severity of his sentence.). “[A] sentence of imprisonment may work to promote 

not respect, but derision, of the law if the law is viewed as merely a means to 

dispense harsh punishment without taking into account the real conduct and 

circumstances involved in sentencing.” Gall v. United States, 552 U.S. 38, 54 

(2007). Although the sentence he is requesting is less than the Sentencing 

Guidelines recommendation, it is no less just under the circumstances.

turn for the worse. The lockdowns became permanent, and the only human 

contact was during the twice daily temperature checks. During the period of time 

from March 2020 to September 2020, Mr. Ighedoise’s unit was on total lockdown 

with no in-person visitation allowed because of an outbreak. Mr. Ighedoise 

ntracted the COVID-19 virus several times during his incarceration. During this 

e, no laundry service was permitted and there was no access to books or reading 

material either. The extended lockdowns caused hostility among the inmates 

which lead to fighting and violence between inmates. If an inmate showed 

symptoms of COVID-19, that inmate would be threatened to keep quiet because 

the other inmates feared additional lockdowns if the staff was made aware of the The Need for the Sentence Imposed to Afford Adequate Deterrence to
Criminal Conduct. Section 4551(a)(2)(B) and the Need for the
Sentence Imposed to Protect the Public from Further Crimes of the

4-

illness. Mr. Ighedoise has been incarcerated during all phases of COVID-19 and 

remains in custody today.
Defendant, Section.15.4.1(a)(2)(C)

While it is impossible to divine at what threshold a particular sentence will 

have a deterrent effect on the community at large, a sentence of 34 months (108 

month equivalent) is a sufficiently severe sentence'for someone like Mr. Ighedoise 

who has never been to prison and has no criminal history. Also, an outsider 

looking at Mr. Ighedoise’s sentence will likely conclude that his conduct did not 

gain him financial wealth or security of any kind. Rather, his life after this offense 

is dramatically worse because of the certainty of incarceration. At no time in Mr. 

Ighedoise’s life, including during the instant offense, did he or his family live a life 

of excess or possess financial wealth. Mr. Ighedoise does not own a home, does not

Mr. Ighedoise’s incarceration and isolation in the Toronto South Detention 

Centre has taken a toll on his mental and physical health. Before incarceration Mr. 

Ighedoise managed his diabetes without medication but now, he takes 1000MG of 

^^^tformin daily. Also, during incarceration Mr. Ighedoise developed high blood 

^^^essure (prescribed amlodipine) and high cholesterol (prescribed simvastatin) 

and experienced an aggravation of his asthmatic condition causing him to use two 

different inhalers daily.

Mr. Ighedoise endured six years years of overly harsh incarceration in

Canada not experienced by a typical inmate in the United States. United States v.

9 10
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own a vehicle of any kind, and has approximately $50,000 in credit card debt. 

What hope he did have of maintaining an income was lost during his incarceration.

Certainty of punishment is a much better deterrent than severity. See Steven 

N. Durlauf & Daniel S. Nagin, Imprisonment and Crime: Can Both be Reduced?, 

10 Criminology & Pub. Pol‘y 13, 37 (2011) (deterrence is achieved with certainty of 

punishment, not its severity); see also Raymond Pasternoster, How Much Do We

think that this defendant's rehabilitation might be negatively impacted by an 

excessively long prison stay”). However, if the Court sentences Mr. Ighedoise to 

prison, he would benefit from continued counseling and medical treatment for 

asthma, diabetes, high blood pressure, and high cholesterol. Also, any opportunity 

to work through UNICOR or otherwise would allow Mr. Ighedosie to make efforts

toward restitution.

Really Know About Criminal Deterrence, 100 J. Crim. L. & Criminology 765, 817 

(20io)([I]in virtually every deterrence study to date, the perceived certainty of

II. REQUEST FOR FURTHER VARIANCE BASED ON TIME 
ALREADY SERVED IN CANADIAN CUSTODY

The arrest of Mr. Ighedoise in Canada on October 7, 2015, was the result of 

a joint effort by Canadian and United States Authorities involving Mr. Ighedoise’s 

conspiratorial conduct that ultimately was used as the basis for the currently 

charged Indictment. The arrest and charges in Canada were withdrawn in favor of

punishment was more important than the perceived severity).

Mr. Ighedoise has not displayed any characteristics evincing a threat to the 

public outside of his conduct in this case or shown that he is beyond rehabilitation.

In fact, his efforts while inside the Toronto South Detention facility demonstrate
the United States Indictment and extradition. The United States Probation Office,

his ability to be rehabilitated. See, e.g., United States v. Sayad, 589 F.3d 1110, 

1118-1119 (10th Cir. 2009) (finding downward variance reasonable where
the United States Attorney’s Office, and undersigned counsel agree that Mr. 

Ighedoise should receive credit for the time he served in Canada beginning with 

his arrest on October 7,2015. However, based on the date of extradition and arrest
defendant was “good candidate for rehabilitation”). Also, Mr. Ighedoise is not a

citizen of the United States and he will likely be removed to either Canada or
by federal authorities on November 17, 2021, it is more likely than not that the 

Bureau of Prisons will use the start date of November 17, 2021, for determinin 

credit. This would result in Mr. Ighedoise not receiving credit for 2233 days or 

approximately 74 months of incarceration. Accordingly, undersigned counsel 

suggests that the only way to avoid this unjust result is for the court to vary

Nigeria upon his release from U.S. custody.

The Need for the Sentence Imposed to Provide the Defendant with
Needed Educational or Vocational Training. Medical Care, or Other
Correctional Treatment in the Most Effective Manner. Section

5-

?RWfa)(2)(D)

Additional time locked up will not provide aid in Mr. Ighedoise’s eventual 

return to society. See, e.g., Stern, 590 F.Supp.2d at 959 (“there is great reason to

11 12
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downward an additional 74 months after considering Mr. Ighedoise’s other 

arguments for a downward variance and determining his guidelines range.

III. CONCLUSION

Mr. Ighedoise respectfully requests that the Court vary downward from a 

level 33 to a level 31 based on 1) Mr. extraordinary educational and rehabilitative 

orts while incarcerated and, 2) Mr. Ighedoise’s six years of excessively punitive 

carceration inside the Toronto South Detention Centre; Further, to avoid an

outcome where Mr. Ighedoise does not. received credit for time served in Canadian 

custody, undersigned counsel is requesting that the Court vary downward an 

additional 74 months Qevel 19 or 20) to account for Mr. Ighedoise incarceration in 

Canada from October 7, 2015, to November 17, 2021. Therefore the final sentence 

requested is 34 months (108 month eqivalent).

Respectfully submitted,

By:/S/ Wes Trombley__________
Trombley & Hanes, P.A.
707 North Franklin Street, xoth Floor 
Tampa, Florida 33602 
Telephone: (813) 229-7918 
Facsimile: (813) 223-5204 
wtrombl ey @trombleyhaneslaw. com

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 10th day of January 2023 I electronically 
filed the foregoing with the clerk of the Court by using the CM/ECF system which 
will send a notice of electronic filing to the following:

All counsel of Record
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CROSSROADS
PRISON MINISTRIES \

CROSSROADS PRISON MINISTRIES CANADA 
PO Box 5037 
Burlington ON L7R 3Y8 TRANSCRIPT

Name: AKOHOMEN AGHEDOISE 
Institution; Toronto South Detention Centre 

160 Horner Ave 
Toronto ON M8Z 0C2

Manga Messiah Notebook Course EXHIBIT 2

Manga Messiah Notebook The Birth of Jesus ChristMMN 1 01/02/2016

Jesus Prepares for MinistryManga Messiah'NotebookMMN 2 12/02/20.16

Manga Messiah Notebook Jesus' First Miracle and First TeachingMMN 3 12/02/2016

Manga Messiah Notebook Jesus Gathers Followers 12/02/2016MMN 4

Manga Messiah Notebook The Sermon on the Mount5MMN to be completed

The.Parables of JesusManga Messiah NotebookMMN. 6 to be completed

Jesus and the Pharisees7 Manga Messiah NotebookMMN to be completed

Manga Messiah Notebook The End of Jesus' Ministry8MMN to be completed

The Last Week of Jesus’ LifeMMN Manga Messiah Notebook9 to be completed

Manga Messiah Notebook Jesus1 Crucifixion, Resurrection and 
Ascension

MMN 1Q to .be completed
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OntarioMinistry of Community Safety 
and Correctional Services
Toronto South Detention Centre
160 Horner Ave 
Etobicoke ON, 
M8Z0C2

Tclephone:416-354-4030

November 7, 2018

_ To Whom It May Concern:

This is to acknowledge the work that Mr. Akohomen Ighedoise has done during 
is incarceration at the Toronto South Detention Centre. Mr. Akohomen took the 

initiative upon himself to advocate in great detail how the Direct Housing unit (DS Unit) 
atT.S.D.C. could be structured and better implemented.

EXHIBIT 3Mr. Akohomen consulted with social workers and administrative staff to lay out a more 
extensive vision for the DS units which included changes to the current housing model, 
merit based housing and educational program unit. Along with a peer, Mr. Akohomen 
developed a strict curriculum, criteria and recommendations for the introduction of a 
new housing unit; Mind Body and Soul Unit. This unit would establish routines, 
mandatory therapy and instill social expectation to inmates allowing a smoother 
integration to a customary way of life upon release to the community reducing their 
recidivism.

I am very appreciative of Mr. Akohomen contribution along with the social workers and 
administrative staff in helping advance our DS units here at TSDC. Mr. Akohomen 
demonstrated the utmost professionalism and has influenced the direction of our Direct 
Supervision model. We are thankful for his initiative, leadership and saw him as a 
positive minded inmate throughout his incarceration here at TSDC.

)
St^T. CASctANt trnnv.
B/recf Supervision Champion 
pronto South Detention Centre 
Ministry of Community Solely and Correctional Services 
160 Horner Ave. I Toronto | ON | MBZ0C2 
416-354-4030 ext. 1214 
Chrisline.coscioni@ontnrio.cn

m i

wvs

CSD 0B9-100 (rev. 05/05)

mailto:ni@ontnrio.cn
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She sale .hntslnce 20 is, the government hu trained 900 new correctional officers for employment in jab across the province, tw tufting 
200 who have been hired at the Toronto South.

Staff at the jail current consists of about 800 to1.000people, according to Sdneck’s ruling. A sergeant responsible far oversedngjeenrfty at 
thejall Leon Watson, testified that there is a significant emountof turnover. If it were up to him, Leon testified bo would hire soonuire 
people. v

The Crows and da£e nee lawyer Richard Mwangi jointly submitted that Posad should receive a nine-yen sentence, along with the usual 
credit given to offenders who have sp tat time in cuitodyprtoT to being sentenced— which works ont to L£ days of credit far every day spent 
in custody.

Both sides also agreed that Parsed should be given further credit forthe "hanh conditions” attha Toronto South, hot distgreed on the extent 
of the credit Schreck wrote. The Crown said Pen ad should getbatweenhalftoone hill day of credit for each day, while the dafeace signed 
for Xfi days nf credit for each day.

The judge ruled Parsed should in additional L6 days of credit foe each of the 4?£ day* he spent on lockdown. With the various aredits
taken into acwmnt. Persad stfllhsa Sflmonth* left to serve onhlsnme-yesr sentence.

“Tm in support ofUisHonour’i dedslonln this case and believe that H* j:at It right,' told the Star. "VI d* one cue highlit
syvtanriclssueaittiETSDCamsedbyunderTUfflag."

The Toronto Sooth has been plagued with problems since It opened In January 2014. It has a maximum capacity of about L600 all-male 
inmates, but since opening  baa generally operated at about half-capedty.

PTCvindaljaile tike It wr need to bouse people who an awaiting trial but have not received bail, and any person who has been convicted and 
sentenced to o | nU tom of less than two yww.

Given the length <rfhlssentence,Pei»ad will serve his remaining time In federal prison.

This Is very strong language but until cases are stayed because ofthls treatment, or individuals arc hold personally responsible, it appears 
nothing wiD change,1' John Strothers, president of the Criminal lawyers* Association, said of Schreck't ruling. "Inflicting tranma on troubled 
humans is not a recipe for aodetal well-being.”

Th» jniig* liogvn KU ruling by quoting from Nelson Mandela's autebiographyt “No one truly knows a nation until one has been inrideitl jails. 
A nation should not be judged by how it treats Its highest citizens. hot ha lowest ones."

He listed 14 rulings from his judicial coUeogoee going back to 2016 that have bean critical of the coaditimu attha Toronto South.

T heard no evidence that any significant steps are being taken to remedy the loogatandingproblems at the TSDC. While apporon tly aware of 
therepeated judicial concerns abort the inhumane treatment of offenders, the ministry has seen fit to Ignore diem," Schrcck wrote.

“] ad«pt rh*. mmiMfripflnni my mllvagufla have used to deapfoe the situation at the TSDC. It la. to use their
.lusAmj, deplorable, harsh, opprerrive,  degrading, disheartening appalling Dickensian. regressive, and huaceusoble.*

Just Is** iny^sl1, aivflthfff TnTBntofitipariftr Court judg^ John McMahon, lambasted the government for “absclutaly onacceptable* 
lockdowns at the jail. Asa result, h« reduced the sentence of a man convicted of drug end firearm offences.

And s third Toronto judge, Anne Malloy, ssid Ust Jane she was tokirg the 'extreme* tntfcjure ofiedudng 8 drug trafficking and gun 
possession sentence because of his treatment at the jaiL

Oameetion - Jhn. S4> tOMOs Tfiit artielt was edtadjlwn aprevious ve/vton that misstated the amount qfcredit the Crown argued JtflteyPtrtad 
should receive ft>r ’harsh conditions'at Toronto South Detention Centre
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‘Inhumane’ conditions at Toronto South Detention Centre 
amount to ‘deliberate state misconduct,* judge says
“While apparently aware of the repeated judicial concerns about the inhumane treatment of offenders, the 
ministry has seen fit to ignore them,” Justice Andras Schreck wrote in a sentencing decision fora man who 
had spent nearly three years In the troubled Toronto jail.

By Jacques Gallant Legal Affairs Reporter 
A Mon., Jan. U, 2020 (Tj 5 mte.resd

© Anlckwesupdatedjan.14,2020

JOIN THE CONVERSATION

«*u«altiw Ontario ggrernmant erf 'deliberate state misconduct* tor falling to Improve the Tnh'tm nuT conditions et a 
Doterlona Taranto Jill

In a ruling Minted last week. Superior Court Justice Andras Sefaredi joined a chorus of Judge* who for yean have been ealllnf out foe 
treatment of Inmates at the Toronto South Detention Ceotre.AeSchreck found in hie Judgment, the Ministry oftheSolldtorGenenl. which 
is responsible far operating the jail. 'has choaao to Ignore that judicial condemnation.'

“Put simply, the ministry has dearly chosen to save money rather than heed judicial concerns about the ladt of humans treatment cf 
inmates," Sdueck wrote hi a Friday ruling.

“In myview, we have reached foe point wham the inhumane conditions at the TSDC go beyond being an unfortunate circumstance and can 
more properlybe described is essentially a form of deliberate state misconduct."

was dffl^di^gtT»*l»*ntt"<,*‘"rT»ffri>rp*riiad;*mimtt,fao had plead edfufltyte fan and drus trafficking offen cm. PrioTtnhia 
sentencing, Perzad had apent 1,010 day* at the Toronto South, and nearly half were on lockdown, according to the ruling 
During the frequent lockdowns—most of which were dna to stall shortages — PemdwouJd be confined to hia cell, sometimes going days 
wi theut being eble to use a telephone, shower or go outdoors, according to the nihag,

In an affidavit filed with the court, Peread. 43. aaid he developed mahee after being provided with clothing and towels steined with blood, 
urine and feces.

There were often bedbug infestations," the judge wrote summaririog the affidavit "The nail dippers that were provided were shared and 
not cleaned, causing Mr. Parsed to develop an unfereatBblefbngaltefoctien on his toenails.

The experiences In presenteece custody hive caused Mr. Penad’s tn ental health to deteriorate He now tuffnt (ram depression, anxiety 
end feelings of low eelf-esteem."
A ipekerpersonfor the Ministry of the Solicitor General raid the government's priority U to ensure safety and security in jails. Tor the 
protection of inmates and ■*■** institution* may have to implement lockdowns," eaid Kristy Donctte

CS- Jacques Gal lant Isa Toronto 'based reporter covering legal affairs. Follow him on Twitter @)acquetGollant

SHARE:
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According to documents obtained by CftyNewv both inmates were dtsdpOrred vrfth ■ short Stay in si-urr^ai • 
Oifl wofl-ptscafl sources say there was no internal bivasilgrtcn into flow the (nmoles got (he contraband.How Toronto South Detention Centre became 

Ontario’s most violent Jail
ggffV-

t : ■1
OriwlumOitlBu

On Monday SyMi Jones. Minister erf Community Safety and Correct tonal Services said Toronto Polite were 
bitesflgatlna.

■As soon as we learned about It In July. tha TPS did the right (htng and started the Investigation; Jones said.
>

However, a Toronto Police spokesperson toW Otytfews the Issue Is not • police matter and that the ministry 
sl-ouid be Investigating. When qutslloned about the discrepancy on Tuesday, Jo.tes prorahed to respond by 
end or day but failed to db so.

On Wednesday, Jones refused ta say wtws leddner TPS was Investtgadny end why st>s would be mtstrtformad, 
bis instead said aha was euemhlty guessing.

*Thal was mo wtiapoteffng from (the fact that) TPS works ccStcdvely with corrections lo deal with contraband 
In a general way, specifically to deal with this Incident, corrections b Investigating; she seW.

However, high level toiaoes cay tirere wis no tnvesdgsHsn unit fast Friday night, ofter the Ministry learned of 
csyNaws’rtwv- Ihe sources added that reviewing footage from Use Jail is unuxeiy to raveet the source cl the 
contraband esfootage H only retained far 30 days.

tt would be Inappropriate to comment iurther about mb specific incMenl.* wrties Richard Oorke, a 
spokesperson fot the Mlrtster.

OPSEU local 5tQ Vice President. end veteran corrections officer Gordon Cobb soys this kind oflrJlui 
contraband Is the main reason Ihe facility hat gained Its vtoteni reputitloru

That’s what's making this Jsll so unsafe - the amour* ol contraband we have coming In. or the c mount of 
weapons that ore being made {by inmates}* he say.

The Issue is nwdB doubly problematic because el Toronto South's dlieet supervision model - wtdehpuu 
officers wtthln touching distance at morimum-securtiy Inmates by eliminating lha ban thai used to separata 
them.

DUect supervision is supposed to lead to last violence in jal. but data obtained by CltyHews through a varlely 
of freedom of Information requests and other sources show that the illuatton b quite Ihe opposite it Toronto 
South.

By Crhtdna Howorwn
Posted Nov 21201A 6330PM ESI US Updlled NoV 21,200, tfMJPM EST.

The Toronto South Dcteraion Centre Is said ten be Ontario's mast Wul»nj;4tl -built wis daslgned to be one or 
the safest.

The $600 rrdSon feed tty was supposed to usher In * new model of corrections — wtlit Inmates getting mote 
freedoms, mote opportunities for refeiro and a more humane epproadt.

iratoad, Canada's second-largest detention centre has bacon Ontario's most dangerous, where anil and 
Inmainr - o ragulaiTy ossauttot' t even IdBed.

‘In Ontario, moet cerroctivnel centres are overcrowded, noi vrell supervised, h becomes (he law of the lungla, 
•v.th the meanest, toughesi inmates running the ran go. setting the nC»n end mforaang Iheot.’ seye sodn 
Egon, e lawyer with Machtrttle Lake who hat filed aeveret lawsuits against the govemmeni on hehetf of 
trmatas about their living condition*.

'I thWt there’s no real supervision. They’ve gone end installed cameras In Ihese fadfBe*. but nobody Is 
watching them in raat-Uma.’ Egan adds.

The apparent lack of constant supervlsfon co*Jd aspirin limn en accused murderer 
end lobster lefts from a fine dining restaurant it weflei onlphonc without anybody noiiclng.

in other new6
Lastyeer. there were 337 asscuia, a tteinplad assaults snd threats made egelrtrt suit. In comparison, theitcllty 
withiht second Ngliest number Is Central East Correctional Centra in Undsoy.wSh l99lnehfeK».Th« numbers 
OWy railed the tnctdontx reported to BOrrSntSiratton — coriecUonalefiteets often don’t report alt#eta.

■Admlntsrrellon doesn't do anything. &o It you’re hot Injured tea hadly, sometimes ft* not worth the paperwork 
and the headache,* says one vcleren coneeUonet officer, who asked lo romain anonym mis.

■The rotntBtry can confirm that there has been an Increase in Molenee towards staff In 2017.* writes 9i««
Rou, Ministry of Coirecnorui Services tpdkaspeison. Inaautameni Violence wtthln ora fadDDas is 
unacceptable end Che mmistnrnes soro telaranet when 1 mmes to assaults arthrpau egrfitustaff.*

•inmates who engage m vroumt behavior towards u-rfi oho lace mlseendvct penaldea such ei bo al privileges 
end forfeiture of earned remteden,*

frynamlc pricing by Tldievr^sier 
1, to trio me tor higher concert ticket 
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2 One person Injured <* apartment 
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hespttil
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root ban. which war found on anothar kvoaie* call shone during a routine search.
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*t»r*i»l«ilfe»d!itjOr»tSi»t»«ll«i*»«i.etl«nwa/  ca*Tena*,«tbaabcibnCpewliU>aVI<weatpluic■liatdlr.lVoriKpfWicopyktorj^nipavaLiLjoifcnhres «ru) the only tray to detect thb It through the (Conner. We're being denied use of that It doe* gel used, 
but tt b very sporadic." *ays CoPb.

8edy scanners Introduced In 2016 an now In 
when Inmates cmw mo facility but are iar«ly uted thereeher. evw H wvspons ore found on |ellhouse floor*.

*Whon vra And weapons in a wilt and we ash so scan the rest ofttaunttto make sure If* clean, we’re beUig 
denied by manaacmem hore, but alto regional director** explain* Cobb about (he troubled Toronto Jofl.

Egon points out ttal there U good leaser to scan any person emertng a fall.

’Wove tad an example where guards am actually ceirgM daflvertng contraband tu e range. In that case they 
coJdnl convici the guard beccute they found so many drugs In tho tubtoquoni search Ihil they couldn't 
daiocmlna what drugs die guard had OtHvored. so she was acquitted.’ sey* Egan. *tn Mamikon. wa recertify dd 
an Inquest where the fury recommended ihol the guards bs subjedte random searches when theyanhre at 
work everyday.'

The ministry says may era stfll reviewing those ratanunendiOons. bid when CBycaews asked tho Minister about 
their use. she ruled R out.

*0w regulations do not allow that.* Jones told Indian addressing media a! Queen's Park.

•dearly contraband getting Imo our InrtiuUom has to be (tapped. We need to protect Rio tndlvMuiis who are 
v. our correctional facilities, out visitors end oDcors. We flood to gel to the sernom of H. Weneed to uop the 
cortrobind from o citing In. hi hurting people.' aha added.

ewt KesVt Yeida, the HOP'S co/recooru cridc. ttys vuiion, volunteer* and non-etafi should ba searched before 
meeting with Inmates.

at almost overy conect/onoi f»duty in Ontario. They aro used

f OPIHlON |ITAlt COLUMNISTS

Why Toronto South Detention Centre is known as 
Guantanamo South, a $l-billion Hellhole, and the Plea
Prisoners are having their custodial sentences cut due to time given as credit In recognition of the jail's 
Intolerable conditions, writes Rosie DlManno.

Byftesle DIM»nno Star Columnist 
A Fri., r.tc_ 13,2019 07 min.read

0 Article wu updated Dec, 14,2019

contraband could ba going In.
Orugs. weapons, all of that has to be stopped kom going In.*

Sagrigntif1!!. IwWm QysrcfiMdiBj. Ha shower*. No £re*h air. No family vtoit*. No lawyer meeting*, Seething  anger that cube baton out 
cm anybody.

And, ultimata)?, reduced prUim aentc&ees.

The Toronto South De tendon Centre It broken.

Which, down the list*, manna convicted individuals have their autodial wntuniw lopped due to credit time given for the intolerable 
condition*.

recovered contraband on 80 seporal* occasions — Including weapon*, can Phene* end a variety of drugs.

Egan claims frequent lock'd owns and e lack or rehabilitative programs cr&aio an emfranmoni tor mlSOtlal and 
vtolsrwe to flourish.

• tack of‘The m<4» Uiein# (stock ol supervision, (hails what ts leading to vtoionea end rothe drug

’ImittliM VIV iLXVwd 111 llivli twill lui 24, 46 vurrietlliitt 72 Iwurv «l a Utnv tU4l Itwy ere m* trtsng tmiaHl In 
there alone. They are being locked In (hore with 2 or 3 othei Individual* who many not be the mosl piowram 
tra pLartoL'

H« (*y* that the lack of reheblllalivs programs only niskasihcouUltlB world more danQwcvu 
Inmates — particularly In pioutndsl Institution* — will be released and beck on she sheets.

■■ to rehabTtiaie them. The Knee Ifrfkr.-

Earliw this went, Justice John McMahan ~ end not for the firrt time — blajtffd the provincial government for "•b*ohiteJynaacceptable‘’ 
^BygHviTilTiginn^flumaaeO-gTiari p’c we^nd-IPTg^ correction* detention 'Vdiity, wWch ann^-lcd the judge bt rtt’uce the sentence fr; a 
ocx»tae-de&Un<,firoara-pu±inc offender.

t> X

Top Stories

pTIf#"
L" vti twtvi niwStT'
I 't - I

v' ? r‘\

I 7^ S' k\x .
Police concerned (or safety of 
woman forced Into vehicle in 
Scarborough

Man dead, woman seriously hurl In 
Oakville double shooting

Tbrorrtn police identity woman found 
Shells death In underground garage 
'b og«

Niagara officer previously shot by 
detective now charged In mad rage 
Inddenl tb “Thia court he* and continue* to am, on a dally basla, lockdown reports, because they have insufficient staff to itnffthe location,* l\u 

respected veteran judge wrote in hie eentendnf decision. "Itnuulta in prisoners being locked down for an tnnntintte amount of time."
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ut 87 per cent jump ta inmote-oo-etaff violence, the most for toy jail In Ontario. A survey of employees revealed three-quarters didnt fad 
,t£e atwork and 58 par cent awd they feared being assaulted by an inmate otleartoncea day.

An admtnlstretire shambles—at aferiHty, opened ta201*Maaiodfli institution, heraldlngaprogreasivB era nf incarceration, and
emphosb

At its core ii what's celled 'direct supervisi an," e practice that pieces officers la the unit alonpide inmates, without physical barrier*, rethtr 
thanstattonlnsi lh*m to observe Inmates from an enclosed glass room. That was supposed to promote mutual respect and friendly 
In+rnffipn The opposite has transpired, pledcg guards at tocreesed risk.

At Toronto South, corrections officers ere practically begging for transfer or seeking other employment, farther reducing staffing levels. 
"Thebtant answer is the government to date hasn't done anything to fbc Toronto South,* says Chris Jadod, himself a cocnctlona officer and 
now saving as Ontario chair of the corrections dMilon of the Ontario PnhUcServfca Employees Union, which represents Toronto South 
correction* shaft

Toronto South has a max inmate capacity of 1,650, according to the government website. But Ithosn't been operating at capacity race 8018, 
with reant news reports pegging the Inmate population at around BOO. Under previous government guideline*, the ratio of staff to inraatea 
was L16. But the problem h there aren’t enough rtaffoo my given day to meet these guidelines, aeeordlng to the union 
He points to the Southwest Detention Centre In Windsor as a facility where properly mena^d direct supervision has lowered assaults 
against guards and generally Improved morale.

There'S a dedicated supervisor takmi off-line—that etelf member fa dedicated foUtime to the undertaking - who -champions* the system,
documenting hew theJaC Is frinntionlng end Uituactlosshorween inmates and officers, says JoakeL

Toronto South, st one point, ww on the same track — assigning three dedicated supervisors, one tor each of the jail's to wen.

But the program was canceled shortly after the aewDoug Ford government took office «t Queen’s Perk.

*A cost-saving measure, they said,* snorts JackeL

OPSSU has repeatedly called tor expanding staff atToronto Sooth. ^Replace body foe body tire staff thet has been tost," soys JackeJ. *Theo 
bouse the staffing level to the complement that’s needed.”

As well. Jackal argues the government ihould appoint an oversight body to investigate problems at Toronto Booth, particularly with direct 
supervision, which ”hasalot of moving pitem."

Everybody, it mams, Is dismayed and exasperated.

Says Stnrtberr'WehavearesponaiWitytoeurftllowbnmanbelngatodohettar than this.*

CtoredfcaDen H WUfc TWj article hat been corrected flam aprevioui rtnion that misstated Andrew fames'surname as Andrews

McMahon sentenced Andrew Barnes, who pleaded guilty, to tour and a half yean — main 1BO days for 300 of405 days spent In fuD or partial 
lockdewiv and 28 months deducted for time already served pending trial. As a result, Barnes receives two times credit for time served, 
instead of the 1H times-creditfor time served. This due to lockdowns caused by staff shortage.

According to material filed with the court, 285 days Barnes spent in pre-trial custody were the result of insufficient staff at the institution, 
which routinely triggers lockdowns, for the safety of employees and inmates.

*What is absolutnlyunacccptable, shocking and deplorable it ofthose3O0d»7s only IS have been fur rafety Issue*, marches and various 
items that are appropriate."

McMahon added: "Itwill be noted because of the lack of resources sod staff shortage, this accused will serve five months lees of a sentence 
hectare Corrections, tour years later, still cannot provide sufficient staff to make sure tha institutionworks as It should.*

In a pre-sentencing affidavit filed with the court. Banes, who was denied ball In the toll of 20LB, related his experience at Toronto South 
(known Fnllonr^V *' fomntewamn Smith, the ll-billioo Hellhole end the Plea Factory, the latter because so many inmates plead guilty just 
to got out of tor. pi ;ico.

"When there is s fuD lockdowt, f junlctoutof c«U for approximately 30 minutest day to take a shower and/or try to use the telephone 
and/or by to have yard time. Two cells are let out at the same time, to that is four inmates „,* Barnes sold in the affidavit 
"lu order to have a shower, sometimes the inmates hold on to the tnya our food is served on. tod refuse to give them back to the guards. This 
Is our form of protest so that we can get a shower —
*When I don't get to use the telephone, I cannot contact my lawyer. I have received messages from ray lawyer whan she hu caDed numerous 
times and I am unable to epeakwith bar.*

It Is a recurring Issue that cascade t through the corrections and justice systems. Routinely, defendants are not available on time for 
appearances bemuse they haven't been delivered to court which further jams the crowded docket Juries are loft to twiddle their thumbs. 
Defence lawyers spend counties* hours cooling their heels atTonmto South waiting to tee clients, often on the Legal Aid dock and dime. 
Toronto South is a remand facility: Inmates are itQl before the courts and presumed innocent

'The oew giant factory that U the Toronto South Detention Centra, while gaining an increasingly and well-deserved reputation at • white 
elephant. is turning into a giant black hole tor those who disappear there while presumed to be Innocent of any crime who an iwaiting trial," 
ssye John S truth ers, president of the criminal lawyers’ association.

"It's an extremely unpleasant place to be and a lot of guards are having a lot of trouble with the ways it's working Many of them ore calling in 
aick. or disinterested. I guess. As a result they're very short-staffed ill --b* time. 1 hesiUta to say that it almost seems to be by design. There's 
no other excuse for iL It's a toxic place, not just for the accused, but also for the guards who are very having t very hard time with it
•It’s a failure from top to bottom.**

Lockdown basically Is solitary confinement, to a large extent, because, in the podsystexn, there are fewer guards to watch over more inmates. 
Wheat guard wlb in sick, they lose tie ability to nipervtit sntire tegmenta of cells, so everybody Is locked down.

So far thii teat, Toronto South has had 220 lockdowns, 170 of them partial lockdowns, according to data provided to the Star on Friday by the 
Ministry of the Solicitor General.

Ministry spokesperson Kristy Denette told the Star, by email, that, state 2018, the government has trained "about900 now correctional 
officers" for employment across the province, with more than 100 hired at Toronto South.

The outcome, st the other end of the pipeline, is sentences reduced on time credit An attempt by the former Stephen Harper government to 
limit credit to s hi ratio was anunbnously quaebedby the Supreme Court of Canada ta 2014,

Early rel&aso on time outfit InAiriaia* victims and their fturuliet.

Lest month, Christopher Husbands, convicted of manslaughter and aggravated assault in the 2012 Eaton Centre food court shooting that 
killed two end wounded half a doom, received 10 years credit for 6.76 yeers pre-trial time served, including 669 days in administrative 
segregation, and taking Into account the horrific conditions at the itaee-shuttered Don JaO.

Last cummer, in but another example, specifically related to Toronto South, the judge eited "oppressive* conditions to spiring farther Jail 
time for a drug dealer busied after selling hero In Co an undercover cup. That defendant had served jujt more than 200 days ofpntrial 
custody at Toronto Sooth and was on lockdown 8B times, each time due to staff shortages.

Again and again, lockdowns result primarily from InrifCdcnt staffing, not trouble on the unit*, nl though there'* plsotyofthat, end chronic 
absenteeism.

Guards will apparently aelse on any excuse not to report to work at a facility they loathe ae much u the inmates.

A report from the province's corrections reform advisor, Issued a year ago, presented a disturbing picture of the Jti In 2017. there ware 187 
partial lockdowns at Toronto South and 47 full lockdowns - 60 per cent due to staff shortage*-Between 2016 and 2017, the Institution saw

ualxment

Rosie DIManno h a columnist bojed in Toronto covering sports and curreniaffafrs. Follow her on Twitter (Srdlmanno
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R. v. Persad
Ontario Judgments

Ontario Superior Court of Justice 
P.A. Schreck J.

Heard: August 21 and December 12, 2019. 
Judgment: January 10, 2020.

Court File No.: CR-18-90000177-0000

[2020] O J. No. 95 2020 ONSC 188

Between Her Majesiy the Queen, and Jeffrey Persad

(41 paras.)

Case Summary
EXHIBIT 4

Criminal law — Sentencing — Criminal Code offences — Weapons offences — Possession of prohibited or restricted 
weapon or ammunition — Non-Criminal Code and regulatory offences — Controlled drugs and substances — 
Possession for the purpose of trafficking— Particular sanctions — Imprisonment — Sentencing considerations — 
Deterrence — Denunciation — Time already served — Submissions — Joint submissions — Previous record — 
Accused, 42, sentenced to nine years' imprisonment less credit of 50 and one-balf months for time served and 712 and 
one-half days' credit for time spent in lockdown for firearms and drug trafficking offences — Court accepted joint 
submissions for nine-year sentence — Accused locked down for 47 per cent of time at detention centre — During 
lockdowns, he was confined to cell and was without access to telephone, shower or fresh air — Inhumane conditions at 
detention centre went beyond unfortunate circumstance and but were a form of deliberate state misconduct.

Sentencing of the accused for firearms and drug trafficking offences. The parties jointly submitted that he should be sentenced 
to nine years' imprisonment. Police seized a loaded handgun, a loaded over-capacity magazine, over three kilograms of cocaine, 
32 grams of fentanyl, various cutting agents and a quantity of currency from the accused's residence. At the time, the accused 
was bound by an order prohibiting him from possessing firearms. The accused pleaded guilty. The parties also aereed that the 
accused was entitled to enhanced credit for the harsh conditions of his presc-Dtence custody v here he was subject to numerous 
lockdowns but could not agree on the extend of that ercuit. The accused was locked down for 47 per cent _>l the time he u.: at 
the detention centre. During those periods, he -.as confined to ; .s cell and son.c-i.imes went for days without access to a 
telephone, shower or fresh air. Many of the lockdowns lasted tor 72 hours and some for as long as seven days. The experiences 
in presentence custody had caused the accused's mental health to deteriorate. He now suffered from depression, anxie 
feelings of low self-esteem. The reason for the vast majority of the lockdowns was staffing shortages. The accused, 42, 
significant criminal record dating back to 2001 that included convictions for firearms and drug trafficking offences.
HELD: The accused vis sentenced to nine years' imprisonment less credit of 50 and one-half months for time served and 712 
a.id onc-half day-: credit for time spent in lockdown.

The usual enhanced credit of one half to one day per day in lockdown was insufficient to promote the community's respect for 
the law. The nature of the firearms involved, the nature and quantity of the drugs and the accused's prior related record dictated 
that a significant penitentiary sentence was required. The objectives of general deterrence and denunciation were paramount. 
Having considered the conditions of the presentence custody and the Ministry's persistent refusal to heed the repeated 
admonitions of this court that those conditions were intolerable, the accused was entitled to a further one and a half days of 
credit for each day spent in lockdown. The increase in credit was intended to communicate this court's affirmation of ‘v 
community's most basic values that had been shamefully ignored in this case. The inhumane conditions at the detention »eutre 
went beyond being an unfortunate circumstance and could more properly be described as essentially a form of deliberate slate 
misconduct. Sentence: 33 months' imprisonment.
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Statutes, Regulations and Rules Cited: significant criminal record dating back to 2001 that includes convictions for firearms and drug trafficking offences. The longest 
sentence he received was three years in the penitentiary for firearm possession offences in 2005.

C. The Toronto South Detention Centre

(i) The Evidence of Mr. Persad
Criminal Code, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-46, s. 109, s. 718, s. 718(a), s. 718(0, s. 718.1

Counsel
7 Mr. Persad has been in custody at the TSDC since his arrest. While in custody, he kept track of the dates on which the range 
he was housed in was subject to a full or partial lockdown. The Crown accepts that his recordkeeping is accurate. The parties 
agree that Mr. Persad was subject to a lockdown for approximately 47% of the time that he has been in presentence custody. 
The majority of the lockdowns were due to staff shortages. There is no suggestion that Mr. Persad was responsible for any of 
the lockdowns.

S. Oakey, for the Crown.

R. Mwangi, for Mr. Persad.

REASONS FOR SENTENCE 8 Mr. Persad swore an affidavit outlining his experiences in presentence custody. His evidence was not meaningfully 
challenged.SCHRECK J.

9 Mr. Persad deposed that while subject to a lockdown, he would be confined to his cell. He would have to use the toilet in his 
cell in full view' of his cellmate. He was unable to walk around and stretch because of the small size of the cell, which was 
difficult for him as he is of targe stature. Many of the lockdowns lasted for 72 hours and some for as long as seven days. While 
inmates were supposed to have access to showers, telephones and fresh air during the lockdowos, this access was not provided.

... [NJo one truly knows a nation until one has been inside its jails. A nation should not be judged by how it treats its 
highest citizens, but its lowest ones.'

1 Jeffrey Persad has pleaded guilty to a number of firearms and drug trafficking offences. The parties jointly submit that he 
should be sentenced to imprisonment for nine years and given the usual credit of one and a half to one for time spent in 
presentence custody. The parties also agree that Mr. Persad is entitled to further enhanced credit for the harsh conditions of his 
prcscnlcncc custody at the Toronto South Detention Centre ("TSDC"), where he was subject to numerous lockdowns. They 
differ, however, with respect to (he extent of that credit. The Crown submits that he is entitled to an additional one half to one 
day for each day spent in lockdown. Mr. Persad submits that he is entitled to an additional two md a half days.

10 The inability to access a telephone prevented Mr. Persad from having contact with his grandmother, with whom he is close 
and who he relies on for emotional support, as well as other family members.

11 According to Mr. Persad, the lockdowns created a tense atmosphere among the inmates. He frequently witnessed violence 
among the inmates, some of which resulted in injuries requiring transportation to a hospital. This caused Mr. Persad stress as he 
feared becoming the victim of such violence. He describes living in a state of hyper-vigilance.

2 Mr. Persad was locked down for 47% of the time he was at the TSDC. During those periods, he was confined to his cell and 
sometimes went for days without access to a telephone, shower or fresh air. The reason for the vast majority of the lockdowns 
was staffing shortages. The problem of frequent lockdowns due to staff shortages has been the subject of repeated expressions 
of concern by the judiciary over the past four years to the effect that the conditions at the TSDC are inhumane and fail to 
comport with basic standards of human decency. It has become clear that the Ministry of the Solicitor General, which is 
resprr.sible for the operation of the TSDC, has chosen to ;aiorc that judicial condemnation.

12 Mr. Persad described being provided with clothing, bedding and towels that were often stained with urine, faeces or blood, 
the use of which caused him to develop rashes. Because of his large size, he had difficulty obtaining clothing that fit him and 
would sometimes have to go months without a clothing change. There were often bedbug infestations. The nail clippers that 
were provided were shared and not cleaned, causing Mr. Persad to develop an uotreatablc fungal infection on his toenails.

13 The experiences in presentence custody have caused Mr. Persad’s mental health to deteriorate. He now suffers from 
depression, anxiety and feelings of low self-esteem. He went from being a social person to someone who avoids interactions 
with others.

3 The following reasons explain why I have concluded that the usual enhanced credit of one half to one day per day in 
lockdown is insufficient to promote the community's respect for the law and our shared values in the face of the Ministry's 
refusal to act. More is required to give effect to those values. (ii) The Evidence of Sgt. Watson

I. FACTS 14 The court heard evidence from Leon Watson, a security sergeant at the TSDC. His role is to oversee the security of the 
institution. Sgt. Wntsm-. has been employed by the Ministry for 18 years and has been in his current position fa; two and a half 
years. Sgt. Watson does not work on the ranges in the institution and had no direct involvement with Mr. Persad. For the most 
part, he testified as to the procedures that are supposed to be implemented at the TSDC. He acknowledged that these 
procedures are not always followed.

A. The Offences

Persad pleaded guilty to possession of cocaine for the purpose of trafficking, possession of fentanyl for the purpose of 
^^ffafficking, possession of a loaded restricted firearm, possession of a prohibited device and possession of a firearm while 

prohibited.
15 Sgt. Watson described a typical day at the institution when there is no lockdown. The cells would be unlocked at 8:00 a.m. 
and remain unlocked throughout the day. The inmates would have breakfast at 8:30 and then clean the tables and their cells. 
Throughout the day, they would have access to showers, telephones and the outdoor yard whenever they wished. Lunch is 
provided at noon. At 1:00 p.m., the inmates return to their cells for one hour during which there is an institutional head count. 
They are provided with razors with which to shave during this period. The inmates are free to leave their cells at 2:00 p.m. 
Dinner is provided at 5:00 p.m. and the inmates return to their cells at 9:30 p.m.

5 On April 6, 2017, the police executed a search warrant on Mr. Persad's residence. They seized a loaded handgun, a loaded 
ovcr-capacily magazine, 3.8 kilograms of cocaine, 32 grams of fentanyl. as well as various cutting agents and a quantity of 
cur cncy. At the time, Mr. Persad was bound by an ordei made pursuit t io s. 109 of the Criminal Code, R.S.C. 1985, c. C-45, 
prohibiting him from possessing fucarms. Mr. Persad admits that he nad knowledge and control of the firearms and the drugs 
and that he possessed the latter for the purpose of trafficking.

B. The Offender
16 Sgt. Watson testified that when there is a lockdown for 24 hours or more, inmates are supposed to be allowed to leave their 
cells for 30 minutes in order to shower and use the telephone. He acknowledged, however, that this docs not always occur.6 Mr. Persad is 42 years old. He has four children and two grandchildren. He has a history of employment in construction and 

at c"': time owned and .-perated a coffer, shop. While in prescntcncc custody, he completed his high school diploma. He has a
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credit for presenicnce custody: R. v. Duncan, 2016 ONCA 754, at para. 6. This follows from the principles of individualization, 
parity and proportionality. Where an offender has been subject to particularly harsh presentence custody, he has been subject to 
consequences resulting from the offence that have a more significant impact on him. Like collateral consequences such as 
immigration consequences, this additional impact must be considered to ensure that the sentence is proportionate and tailored 
to the individual circumstances of the offender: R. v. Suter, 2018 SCC 34, [2018] 2 S.C.R. 496, at paras. 46-50; R. v. 
Nasogaluak, 2010 SCC 6, [2010] 1 S.C.R. 206, at paras. 40-43; R. v. Doyle, 2015 ONCJ 492,23 C.R. (7th 325, at paras. 33-48.

17 According to Sgt. Watson, the majority of lockdowns arc due to staff shortages, although some are due to security concerns. 
The staff at the TSDC consists of approximately 800 to 1000 people. There is a significant amount of turnover. I asked Sgt. 
Persad how many more people would be hired if he had the power and the budget to do so. His answer was 500.

18 Sgt. Watson is aware that there has been a significant amount of judicial criticism of the conditions at the TSDC and that 
the regional office of the Ministry has been made aware of this.

28 I accept Mr. Persad's evidence as to the circumstances of his presentence custody. His evidence was not contradicted by 
Sgt. Watson, who was able to testify only about what ought to happen and not wh;H actually docs happen. In my view, Mr. 
Persad was subject to conditions that were harsh, unacceptable and unjustified. As a result, he is entitled to some additional 
credit. What must be determined is the extent of that credit.

(ii) Prior Decisions Involving lhe TSDC

II. POSITIONS OF THE PARTIES

19 The parties jointly submit that the appropriate sentence in this case is imprisonment for four and a half years for the firearm 
possession, one year concurrent for possession of the magazine, one year consecutive for violation of the prohibition order, and 
five and a half years for each of the drug possession offences, to be served concurrently with each other but consecutively to 
the other sentences. The resulting sentence of 11 years should then be reduced by two years, having regard to the principle of 
totality, leaving an overall sentence of nine years.

29 This is not the first case to consider the conditions at the TSDC. Many of my judicial colleagues have commented o 
in cases dating back to 2015:

...[T]he accused has b-en in custody fo • approximately 405 days. Of that 505 days, 300 of those days he has been in 
full or partial lockdown. What is absolutely unacceptable, shocking and deplorable is that of those 300 days, on the 
records filed as an exhibit here, only 15 have been for safety issues, searches and various items that are appropriate. 
285 days are yet again staff shortages.

R. v. Barnes, unreported, December 9, 2019, Ont. S.C.J., at p. 9
The reasons given for the lockdowns is also very troubling. All but 10 of the 133 lockdowns experienced by Mr, 
Okseni were caused by staff shortages at the institution. Mr. Oksem also spent the 16 of his last 18 days in the Special 
Handling Unit because of staff shortage. This is completely unacceptable. The persistent problem of staff shortages at 
the TSDC reflects an astounding level of indifference on the part of the institution, or the government, to the rights of 
individuals detained in pre-trial custody. If we are going to continue to keep people in pre-trial detention, adequate 
resources must be allocated to ensure that inmates arc not routinely locked-down. Occasional lockdowns are to be 
expected in large correctional facilities. However, the government and the institution must address the staffing issues 
that are causing a shocking number of lockdowns at the TSDC.

R. v. Oksem, 2019 ONSC 6283, at para. 28

The TSDC provided information about the reason for the lockdowns. Virtually every lockdown was caused by "staff 
shortage." It is unacceptable for people in pre-sentence custody to be subject 25 lockdowns in a single month because 
of inadequate staffing. This suggests that resources are not be properly allocated or managed to ensure individuals in 
prc-sentence custody, who are presumed innocent, arc housed in humane condition* The pattern of inadequate 
staffing over an extended period of time is particularly conceiu.i.g and seems 13 reflect a level of indifference on th<, 
pnri of the institution v the government to the rights of inoviduals detaine.i :n pre-trial custody.

R, v. Sanchez, 2019 ONSC 5272, at para. 53

Mr. Fennah was housed in completely unacceptable conditions. There were frequent lockdowns resulting in an u 
deprivation of his liberty, privacy and well-being. Those days of lockdown amounted to something approaching 4 
of his time in custody, or close to a year. That kind of treatment is not in keeping with the humane system of 
corrections to which we aspire. It is not to be tolerated or simply treated as what we now expect from Toronto South.

R. v. Fermah, 2019 ONSC 3597, at para. 68

We should have real concerns about conditions at the Toronto South. We should also have real concerns on behalf of a 
very young man incarcerated for a lengthy period of time who chooses to remain in Toronto to be closer to his family. 
Furthermore, wc should not simply normalize unacceptable conditions in a jail. It must be remembered that people 
like Mr. Jama enjoy the presumption of innocence -- or at least he did until he pleaded guilty. But even after pleading 
guilty he remains a human being who retains every single right that other human beings in our society retain, except 
the right to be at liberty outside the institution. Lockdowns arising from staff shortages, and ev n inose arising from 
security reasons, should not be seen as just the price to be paid by those in custody.

20 The parties agree that Mr. Persad is entitled to credit of one and half days for each of the 1010 days spent in presentence 
custody. This amounts to 1515 days, or approximately 50.5 months.

21 The parties also agree that Mr. Persad is entitled to further enhanced credit because of the conditions of his prcseotence 
custody, but disagree as to the extent of that credit. Crown counsel submits that there should be a credit of one-half to one day 
for each day spent in lockdown. Counsel for Mr. Persad submits that there should be a credit of two and a half days for each 
day spent in lockdown. The parties agree that Mr. Persad spent 47% or the time in lockdown, which amounts to approximately 
475 days

III. ANALYSIS
A. The Joint Submission

22 Section 718 of the Criminal Code provides that the "fundamental purpose of sentencing is to protect society and to 
contribute ... to respect for the law and the maintenance of a just, peaceful and safe society..." This is to be accomplished 
through the imposition of just sanctions that have one or more of several objectives enumerated in s. 718(a) to (/), including 
denunciation, general and specific deterrence and rehabilitation. Section 718.1 provides that the sentence imposed "must be 
proportionate to the gravity of the offence and the degree of responsibility of the offender."

23 Mr. Persad has been convicted of very serious offences that significantly threatened the safety of the public. In such cases, 
the objectives of general deterrence and denunciation are paramount. The nature of the firearms involved, the nature and 
quantity of the drugs and Mr. Persad's prior related record dictate that a significant penitentiary sentence is required.

24 At the same time, Mr. Persad has accepted responsibility for his conduct by pleading guilty. I am told that he did so despite 
there being significantly triable issues with respect to the legality of the search of his home. This is a clear demonstration of 
remorse and signifies a potential for rehabilitation which must be taken into account.

25 In my view, the sentence that is being jointly submitted appropriately balances the competing considerations in this case. 
The joint submission certainly would not bring the administration of justice into disrepute and I should therefore accede to i:: R. 
v. Anlhony-Cook, 2016 SCC 43, [2016] 2 S.C.R. 204, at paras. 32-44.

26 I also agree with counsel with respect to the credit Mr. Persad is entitled to for time spent in presentence custody: R. v. 
Summers, 2014 SCC 26, [2014] 1 S.C.R. 575.

B. Enhanced Credit for Harsh Conditions

(i) Overview

27 It is now well established that particularly harsh presentence incarceration conditions can justify credit beyond the ordinary
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R. v. Jama, 2018ONSC 1252, at para. 20

Lockdowns arc perhaps the easiest to identify and most prevalent variety of oppressive detention conditions, but they 
are not in a special category. Rather, they are emblematic of the kind of treatment tbnt no one in Canadian society, 
including remand inmates, should have to enduie. Lockdowns arc one kind of degradation; but they are not the only 
kind of degradation lha: count under the Duncan principle.

R. v. Charley, 2019 ONSC 6490, at para. 67

While security concerns, accidents and incidents of inter-prisoner violence may well explain the occurrence of 
occasional lockdowns in any remand centre, no such justifications were advanced in this instance. Nor was the 
offender's corf ncincnt a produc. of misconduct that led to a disciplinary response. The explanation was simple, 
systemic and, frankly, close to unconscionable: the offender was confined to his cell for days on end solely because of 
chronic understaffing. Put otherwise, his disheartening, if not appalling, living conditions (like those of many other 
prisoners) were solely attributable to the neglect or indifference of the state.

R. v. Nguyen, 2017 ONCJ 442, 40 C.R. (7th) 474, at para. 39

...[T]he lockdowns represent a modem form of the harsh Dickensian conditions that motivated the Victorian 
movement towards prison reform. The lockdowns are a regressive form of punishment that represents the opposite of 
an enlightened penal regime. On an individual level, it is notable that many of the people in the Toronto South -- a 
remand centre -- arc charged with an offence but presumed innocent.

R. v. Nsiah, 2017 ONSC 769, at para. 19

The fact that there are lockdowns for 25 percent of the time at the Toronto South, for Mr. Lall over the last two years 
is completely unacceptable. The reason for most of these lockdowns was the lack of staff. The same staffing issues the 
Court of Appeal addressed in 2016. This Court has repeatedly indicated that the staff resources problem should have 
been remedied years ago.

R. v. Lall, unreported, July 4, 2019 Gm. S.C.J., at p.7

1 note that the United Nations Standard Minimum Rules for the Treatment of Prisoners2 provides that every prisoner 
should have at least one hour of suitable exercise in the open air daily. Mr. Inniss was denied access to fresh air for 
over one-third of the lime he was in custody (159 days at the Toronto East Detention Centre and 214 days at the 
Toronto South ,''etcntion Centre h :scd on the number of full day lockdowns.) It is shocking that detention centres in 
Toronto in TUI 7 are consistently failing to meet minimum standards established by the United Nations in the 1950’s.

R. v. Inniss, 2017 ONSC 2779, at para, 38

Virtually all of the lockdowns Mr. Borsi experienced were due to staffing shortages — that fact alone speaks volumes. 
No inmate should have to undergo a lockdown, full or partial, because of staffing challenges faced by the correctional 
authorities.

R. v. Borsi, 2019 ONCJ 443, at para. 41

Mr. Hussain-Marca has provided me with an affidavit outlining the impact upon him of the conditions at Toronto 
South Detention Centre. His evidence is depressingly similar to accounts that 1 (and my fellow judges) have been 
required to review in other cases recently. I write "depressingly” because the situation is both well-known and highly 
preventable. In almost every case, the reason for the lock-down is shortage of staff. This is not a question of a 
snowstorm or train delay causing some staff unexpectedly to have problems in getting to work. The problem is 
persistent and quite inexcusable.

R. V. Elmi, 2017 ONCJ 830, at para. 38

The complete lock-down of the offender on at least a quarter of his days in remand custody is an oppressive and here 
unexplained form of pre-sentence punishment.

Doyle, at para. 53

30 I heard no evidence that any significant steps are being taken to remedy the longstanding problems at the TSDC. While 
apparently aware of the repeated judicial concerns about the inhumane treatment of offenders, the Ministry has seen fit to 
ignore them.

(iii) The Proper Characterization of the Ministry's Refusal to Remedy the Situation

31 I adopt the various descriptions my colleagues have used to describe the situation at the TSDC. It is, to use their words, 
unacceptable, shocking, deplorable, harsh, oppressive, degrading, disheartening, appalling, Dickensian, regressive and 
inexcusable.

32 As outlined earlier, the principles of individualization, parity and proportionality will in some cases require that extra credit 
be given to inmates who have endured harsh conditions in presentence custody. This is not an optimal solution and one that 
does not come without costs. Ideally, offenders should serve as much of their sentences as possible in correctional institutions 
where they have the benefit of rehabilitative programs tailored to their individual needs rather than be warehoused in detention 
centres. This maximizes the rehabilitative potential of the offender, which benefits not only the offender, but society as a 
whole, as an offender who is rehabilitated is less likely to reoffend once released. It follows that where the application of 
sentencing principles requires a court to attribute a greater proportion of the sentence to the period spent in prcscntcncc 
custody, the offender's potential for rehabilitation is compromised and the risk of harm to the community increases.

33 While the harm the current situation does to the overall penal objectives of the sentencing process is obvious, it appears to 
be a price the Ministry is willing to pay to avoid having to dedicate the resources necessary to ensuring that detention centres 
such as the TSDC are run properly. The fact that nothing has changed despite repeated criticisms by the courts over the course 
of several years shows the current situation can no longer be excused as a temporary problem. Rather, it appears to be a 
deliberate policy choice to treat offenders in an inhumane fashion at the cost of harm to the sentencing process rather than 
devote appropriate resources to the operation of the institution. Put simply, the Ministry has clearly chosen to save money 
rather than heed judicial concerns about the lack of humane treatment of inmates.

34 In my view, we have reached the point where the inhumane conditions at the TSDC go beyond beiog an unfortunate 
circumstance and can more properly be described as essentially a form of deliberate state misconduct. As such, it becomes 
relevant not only to the principles of individualization and parity, but also to the communicative function of sentencing and the 
overarching sentencing goal of contributing to respect for the law.

(iv) The Communicative Function of Sentencing

35 Mr. Persad has not alleged a breach of his Charter rights. However, as was noted in Nasogaiuak, at para. 53, "a sentence 
can be reduced in light of state misconduct even when the incidents complained of do not rise to the level of a Charier breach". 
The reason for this is that state misconduct can be relevant to the sentencing process without resort to a constitutional remedy, 
as was explained in Nasogaiuak, at paras. 48-49:

Indeed, the sentencing regime under Canadian law must be implemented within, and not apart from, the framework of 
the Charter. Sentencing decisions are always subject to constitutional scrutiny. A sentence cannot be "fit" if it does not 
respect the fundamental values enshrined in the Charter. Thus, incidents alleged to constitute a Charter violation can 
be considered in sentencing, provided that they bear the necessary connection to the sentencing exercise. As mitigating 
factors, the circumstances of the breach would have to align with the circumstances of the offence or the offender, as 
required by s. 718.2 of the Code. Naturally, the more egregious the breach, the more attention the court will likely pay 
to it in determining a fit sentence.

This is consistent with the communicative function of sentencing. A proportionate sentence is one that expresses, to 
some extent, society's legitimate shared values and concerns. As Lamer C.J. stated in M. (C A.) [[1996] 1 S.C.R. 500):

This is a perfectly preventable problem that has been persisting for far longer than it ought. We collectively have a 
right to expect better from the system.

R. v. Hussain-Marca, 2017 ONSC 4033, at paras. 43-52

The more difficult conditions imposed on inmates and reduction of their minimal privileges, due mostly to staff 
shortages, i i.vitably increases the prisoner's stress in a manner that is both unnecessary' and unacceptable.
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Our criminal law is also a system of values. A. sentence which expresses denunciation is simply the means by 
which these values arc communicated. In short, in addition to attaching negative consequences to undesirable 
behaviour, judicial sentences should also be imposed in a manner which positively instills the basic set of 
communal values shared by all Canadians as expressed by the Criminal Code. [para. 81]

A sentence that takes account of a Charier violation is therefore able to communicate respect for the shared set of 
values expressed in the Charier. In the words of Professor Allan Manson:

The communicative function of sentencing is all about conveying messages. The messages are directed to the 
community. They arc about the values which ought to be important to the community.

("Charter Violations in Mitigation of Sentence" (1995), 41 C.R. (4th) 318, at p. 323)

Indeed, s. 718 of the Criminal Code describes the fundamental purpose of sentencing as that of contributing to 
"respect for the law and the maintenance of a just, peaceful and safe society". This function must be understood as 
providing scope for sentencing  judges to consider not only the actions of the offender, but also those of state actors. 
Provided that the impugned conduct relates to the individual offender and the circumstances of his or her offence, the 
sentencing process includes consideration of society's collective interest in ensuring that law enforcement agents 
respect the rule of law and the shared values of our society. (Emphasis added].

(v) Conclusion Respecting Enhanced Credit

P.A. SCHRPC'K J.

N. Mandela. Long Walk to Freedom- The Autobiography o/'S'eistm Mandela (New York: Lillie. Brown and Company. 1495) at p.I

23.

2 Adopted by the First United Nations: Congress on the Prevention ol'Crimc and the Treatment of Offenders, held at Geneva in 1955. 
and approved by the Economic and Social Council by its resolutions 663 C (XXIV) of 51 July 1457 rod 2076 (LX1I) of I' 'lay 
1977.

End of Document

36 The Crown is correct that enhanced credit given because of the conditions at the TSDC has tended to be between one half 
and one day for each day spent in lockdown in addition to the usual credit for prescntcnce custody: Oksem, at para. 31; 
Sanchez, at paras. 56-57; Lail, at p. 9; Jama, at paras. 17-22; Inniss, at para. 39; R. v. Ward-Jackson, 2018 ONSC 178, at pants. 
50-52; R. v. Lit, 2019 ONSC 5933, at para. 96; R. v. Kabanga-Muama, 2019 ONSC 1161, at para. 113: R. v. Selvaratnom. 2018 
ONSC 3135, at paras. 39-40: R. v. Dibben, unreported, September 8, 2017, Ont. S.C.J., at pp. 10-11. However, in those cases 
the courts considered only the effect of the harsh conditions on the offender as they related to the principles of parity and 
individualization. They did not consider society's collective interest in ensuring that state agents "respect the rule of law and the 
shared values of our society". As explained earlier, in my view the time has come for that interest to be considered in the 
sentencing calculus, at least in cases involving the TSDC. In my view, judicial communication of those values requires credit in 
excess of what has been granted in the past.

37 There is of course no mathematical formula for determining the appropriate credit. Having considered the conditions of Mr. 
Persad's presentence custody as well as the Ministry’s persistent refusal to heed the repeated admonitions of this court that those 
conditions are intolerable, I have decided that Mr. Persad is entitled to a further one and a half days of credit for each day spent 
in lockdown. The increase in credit is intended to communicate this court's affirmation of our community’s most basic values 
that have been shamefully ignored in this case.

IV. DISPOSITION

38 Mr. Persad will be sentenced to imprisonment for three and a half years for the firearm possession charge, one year 
concurrent for possession of the magazine, one year consecutive for violation of the prohibition order, and four and a half years 
for each of the drug possession offences, to be served concurrently with each other but consecutively to the other sentences. 
The total sentence is therefore nine years.

39 Mr. Persad will receive the usual credit of one and a half days for each of the 1010 days spent in presentence curtody, 
which equals i 515 days, or approximately 50.5 months. This brings the total sentence to 57.5 months.

40 In addition to this, Mr. Persad will receive a further credit of one and a half days for each of the 475 days he spent in 
lockdown, which amounts to 712.5 days, or approximately 24 months. The time left to serve is therefore 33 and a half months, 
which I will round down to 33 months.

41 There will be an order made pursuant to s. 109 of the Criminal Code for life. The seized items will be forfeited in 
accordance with the draft order submitted by counsel.
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This report summarizes the Ontario Human Rights Commission's (OHRC) findings and human rights concerns about the 
conditions of confinement at Toronto South Detention Centre (TSDC).

The OHRC has toured jails and correcb'onal centres across Ontario since 2016, as part of Its monitoring of the settlements 
and an Order in Jahr v Ministry of Community Safety and Correctional Services ([Jahn). Under section 29 of the Ontario 
Human Rights Code (Code), the OHRC can also Initiate reviews and inquiries and make recommendations related to 
Incidents of tension or conflict in a community and report to the people of Ontario on the state of human rights.

This report is based on:

• Tours of the facility on January 27 and February 13, 2020
« Engagement with TSDC's Superintendent and senior command
• Engagement with Ministry of the Solicitor General (SOLGEN) leadership including Deputy Solicitor General 

(Correctional Services), Assistant Deputy Minister (Institutional Services) and Director (Toronto Regional Institutional 
Services)

• Review of primary source documents and information received from SOLGEN including segregation documentation, 
log books, handbooks, etc.

• Private Interviews and correspondence with approximately 75 prisoners
• Engagement with current members of the TSDC Community Advisory Board (CAB)
• Relevant decisions from courts and tribunals.

The OHRC is aware that there has been extensive judicial and media scrutiny of the conditions of confinement at TSDC. It 
acknowledges that management and staff are making good faith efforts to address some of the concerns highlighted. The 
OHRC's intention is not to negatively affect staff morale or otherwise undermine these efforts. Instead, the OHRC hopes 
that this report will bring into focus the systemic legal, policy and operational issues that SOLGEN must address to 
adequately support the Institutional leadership's efforts to meet the human rights of prisoners.

Note that given the timing and initial focus of the OHRC's Investigation, this report does not address SOLGEN's response to 
the COVID-19 pandemic. It does, however, shed some light on the systemic challenges that exist in terms of addressing 
the pandemic in TSDC. Notably, in some respects TSDC is better positioned than many other Ontario correctional 
instituHons to adopt public health measures like social distancing and social isolation because It is not at capacity. This sets 
It apart from most other provincial jails the OHRC has visited which are double- and triple-bunked.
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5. SOLGEN should continue to work collaboratively with the TSDC's Community Advisory Board, 
which has a statutory mandate to enhance oversight, monitoring and accountability.
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Key findings
1. TSDC management and front-line workers routinely use segregation, restrictive confinement, 

lockdowns and "time in cell" sanctions that raise serious human rights concerns.

According to the data received by the OHRC, TSDC management and front-line staff routinely use segregation, restrictive 
confinement, lockdowns and 'time In cell" sanctions to manage the prison population, which raises serious human rights 
concerns.

First, given the high proportion of Indigenous and Black prisoners at TSDC, and the high prevalence of mental health 
disabilities and addictions among the provincial remand population, the OHRC Is concerned that groups protected the Code 
are disproportionately negatively impacted by TSDC's routine use of lockdowns, segregation, restrictive confinement and 
"sanctions."

Second, the OHRC is concerned that segregation, which is currently subject to strict limits and oversight, is being replaced 
by correctional practices that result in substantially similar conditions of confinement without associated legal and policy 
protections. These practices include lockdowns, restrictive confinement and Imposition of "time In cell' as a sanction. This 
Is highly problematic because there is no evidence to suggest that the serious harms associated with solitary confinement 
are mitigated based on how the placement Is labelled, dassified or justified.

Third, extensive use of lockdowns, segregation and restrictive confinement, as well as the Imposition of arbitrary sanctions 
that result in significant deprivations of liberty, raise serious human rights concerns under the Charter of Rights and 
Freedoms. These could have an impact on a range of protections including the right to liberty and security of the person (s. 
7), the right to be free from arbitrary detention or Imprisonment (s. 9), the right not to be subjected to cruel and unusual 
treatment or punishment (s. 12) and the right to equality (s. IS).

SOLGEN has been aware of the human rights issues associated with its over-reliance on segregation, restrictive 
confinement and lockdowns for many years. The OHRC has raised these concerns In litigation before courts and tribunals, 
as well as in letters highlighting findings from tours of other Ontario correctional institutions. These concerns have also 
been noted by Ontario's previous Independent Reviewer of Ontario Corrections, the Ombudsman, the Auditor General, 
Courts and tribunals, and by the media. The OHRC and many others have made several recommendations over the years 
to help SOLGEN address these human rights concerns, but progress has been negligible.

2. Prisoners face several systemic challenges to maintaining family and community contact, which 
has a disparate negative impact on prisoners with caregiving responsibilities.

Prisoners at TSDC face systemic challenges to maintaining family and community contact because the institution:

• Prioritizes video visits over In-person visits
• Uses In-person visits as a reward for good behavior and revokes visits as a sanction for behaviour that falls short of 

misconduct
• Cancels visits during frequent lockdowns
• Requires prisoners to place collect telephone calls and limits their ability to call cellular phones.

These systemic challenges affect all prisoners, but have a disparate negative Impact on prisoners who have caiegiving 
responsibilities protected under the Code.

3. There are public health concerns related to infrequent changes of bedding and clothing and 
outbreaks of scabies.

4. SOLGEN has taken positive steps to meet the creed-related needs of Indigenous prisoners by 
piloting an "Indigenous Healing Unit" and committing to procure the services of an Indigenous 
Elder. The OHRC encourages SOLGEN to also ensure that prisoners at TSDC have regular access 
to a Muslim Imam.

About Toronto South Detention Centre
Toronto South Detention Centre (TSDC) houses men, and a small number of trans people, who are on remand or are 
appearing before Toronto courts. TSDC is a maximum-security institution that uses several security measures, induding 
dosed-circuit television, metal detection and full body x-ray scanner systems. The prisoners at TSDC are not detained 
pursuant to a criminal conviction and remain legally innocent.

The institution has a capacity of 1,698 operational beds. As of January 15, 2020, TSDC was under capacity with a count of 
1,138 prisoners. This sets TSDC apart from other Ontario Institutions the OHRC has visited, which often use double- or 
triple-bunking. The OHRC was told that TSDC remains under-utilized due to chronic staff shortages.

Black and Indigenous peoples are over-represented at TSDC, consistent with their over-representation througfi^^p 
criminal justice system. Despite only making up eight and one per cent of Toronto's population respectively, BlacK people 
made up approximately 24.3 per cent of total admissions to TSDC in 2019, anu Indigenous people made up 4.7 per cent.

TSDC has three towers (A, B, C) which each have three floors (1,2,3) and which include a number of cells or "living 
units:"

• Intake (seven units)
• Direct supervision (24 units)
• Medical direct supervision
• Behavioral care
• Mental health
• Special care (two units)
• Special handling
• Segregation (two units)
• Infirmary.

TSDC adopts a direct supervision model in some of its general population tiousing units. According to SOLGEN, direct 
supervision places correctional officers In the inmate housing areas to interact closely with prisoners. SOLGEN notes that 
extensive research has determined that when properly implemented, direct supervision allows correctional officers to 
recognize conflicts before they escalate [emphasis added].

Direct supervision consistently:

• Lowers inmate-on-inmate and Inmate-on-staff assaults
• Decreases the incidence of suicide
• Reduces serious Incidents, such as disturbances and vandalism
• Reduoes the need for prisoners to manufacture and carry weapons
• Creates an improved and more normalized social environment
• Provides a setting where rehabilitative programs have a better chance to work
• Makes inmates more responsible and accountable for day-to-day living.

TSDC correctional officers lead a range of programming induding: "Life Skills," "Change is a Choice," "African Canadian 
Excellence" and "Program Eastern Door" geared to Indigenous prisoners. A Cognitive Behavioral Therapy program is 
delivered on the spedalized units. A large number of volunteer-led programs and creed-related services are also available 
at TSDC.

Segregation and restrictive confinement
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"Segregation" (also known as solitary confinement) describes the physical and social isolation of a prisoner, with high 
surveillance and minimal stimulation, for up to 22 hours per day. The federal Office of the Correctional Investigator has 
described segregation as the "most austere and depriving form of incarceration that the state can legally administer In 
Canada."

Some prisoners are officially placed In disciplinary or administrative segregation, while others are pin; in units with 
alternative labels such as "special needs unit" or under conditions substantially similar to those In segregation f lestrictive 
confinement”).

In the recent Superior Court of Justice decision R v Capay, 2019 ONSC 535, Justice Fregeau relied on uncontroverted 
evidence establishing that "segregation exacerbates prior mental health problems and can lead to the development of 
previously undetected mental health problems." Dr. John Bradford, the psychiatrist who testified in the matter, gave further 
uncontroverted evidence that prisoners placed in segregation "become anxious, depressed or both. They undergo cognitive 
disf j'-bances...so the cognitive effects can be quite profound."

findings are consistent with those of the Superior Court of Justice in Canadian CM Liberties Association (CCLA) v 
2019 ONCA 243 (currently on appeal to the Supreme Court of Canada). In that case, Associate Chief Justice 
accepted expert evidence that "prisoners experience the isolated conditions of solitary confinement, sensory 

deprivation, and constant 'lock down' status very negatively and stressfulty," that "segregation appears to be a significant 
risk factor for the development of psychiatric symptoms including depression and suicidal Ideation, as well as psychiatric 
symptoms generally," and that "long-term segregation may lead to the development of previously undetected psychiatric 
symptoms." Associate Chief Justice Marrocco also found that the negative psychological effects of segregation "can 
wlthln'days."

The British Columbia Supreme Court also recently found that administrative segregation subjects prisoners to a "significant 
risk of serious psychological harm, including mental pain and suffering, and Increased Incidence of self-harm and suicide." 
Based on the significant evidence before It, the court in BCCLA v Camda, 2018 BCSC 62, concluded that "rather than 
prepare inmates for their return to the general population, prolonged placements in segregation have the opposite effect of 
making them more dangerous both within the institution's walls and in the community outside.”

In recent years, as a result of litigation, settlements and an Order arising out of the Jahn matter, Ontario's use of 
segregation Is now subject to some limits. For example, Ontario is legally bound not to place prisoners with mental health 
disabilities in segregation "absent undue hardship" and is also required to track and publicly report on Its use of 
segregation.
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Close confinement (i.e. disciplinary segregation) 288

Inmate needs protection 195

Security of institution/safety of others (medical) 115

"Note: there may be multiple reasons for a single segregation placement

When asked about the high number of prisoners placed in segregation for the reason of "inmate needs protection 
(medical),” TSDC management said that most of these individuals had complex mental health disabilities that could not be 
effectively managed in the general population. They noted that there were very few treatment-based alternatives for 
people with severe mental health disabilities.

On our tour, TSDC leadership stated that more recently, they have nearly "eliminated" the use of segregation by scheduling 
each prisoner or a small group of prisoners to leave their cells for at least two hours plus one minute per day. Where a 
prisoner comes out of their cell by themselves, they are provided with "meaningful opportunities" to engage with 
correctional officers and staff. TSDC leadership noted that on the day of our first visit, there was only one individual in 
conditions of confinement constituting segregation. Notably, taken at Its highest, it would appear that TSDC has replaced 
some segregation placements with restrictive confinement.

Prisoners we spoke to were genuinely perplexed by management's daim that segregation was no longer routinely being 
used at TSDC. Several prisoners told us that they had been held In segregation within the last month and that they were 
not provided with an opportunity to shower or use the yard on a daily basis, let alone be afforded more than two hours 
outside of their cell. One prisoner who was segregated in October 2019 told us he was denied food for six or seven days 
and was hospitalized as a result. We did not verify this information.

We asked for primary source documentation to better understand and assess the use of segregation at TSDC in the short 
term. The documents provided clearly establish that from October 1 to December 31, 2019, prisoners continued to be 
segregated at TSDC on a near-daily basis.

We also heard from prisoners that TSDC management was locking down general population units to allow correctional 
officers to prioritize releasing prisoners from conditions that would otherwise constitute segregation. The data we obtained 
from TSDC on the use of lockdowns (discussed below) seems to support this suggestion (I.e. there are fewer lockdowns In 
specialized units versus general population units). Any approach that replaces segregation - which is subject to strict 
oversight and legal limitations - with lockdowns, is problematic as it may result In serious harm without any legal 
protections.

While we recognize and encourage TSDC staff to continue their efforts to eliminate the use of segregation, we are 
concerned that the current approach that replaces segregation with restrictive confinement and lockdowns is marginal, 
technical and legally questionable.

occur

Use of segregation
Between July 1, 2018, and June 30, 2019, there were at total of 2,564 segregation placements at TSDC. This was the 
second highest number of segregation placements of any Ontario correctional institution. During this time period, the 

s for segregation placement at TSDC were:

Table B: Segregation placements and reasons (My 2018 -June 2019)

■ Reasons for segregation placement* LockdownsNumber of segregation placements

The term "lockdown" Is generally used to describe conditions of confinement where prisoners are locked in their cells, 
usually for reasons of health and safety, with extremely limited movement within the Institution for a period ranging from 
hours to weeks.

Ijockdowns deprive prisoners of their residual liberty. Lockdowns also have a negative impact on physical and mental 
health, hygiene and wellness. Lockdowns are stressful for prisoners and staff alike, and can raise tensions that sometimes 
erupt in violence. In R v Nguyen> 2017 ONO 442, the Ontario Court of Justice found that lockdowns "inevitably led to 
range-wide tension with the guards and the constant risk of more intimate conflict with a random cellmate enduring a 
similar sense of indefinite confinement and ancillary anxieties."

835Inmate needs protection (medical)

830Alleged misconduct

449Security of institution/safety of others

i
401Inmate request
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Earlier this year, In R v Persad, 2020 ONSC 188, the Ontario Superior Court of Justice noted that lockdowns have a 
negative impact on human dignity. In another case, the Court found that: "lockdowns represent a modern form of the 
harsh Dickensian conditions that motivated the Victorian movement towards prison reform. The lockdowns are a regressive 
farm of punishment that represents the opposite of an enlightened penal regime" [R v Nsiah, 2017 ONSC 769],
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on institutional needs and security concerns" and they also "have unrestricted access to medical care." There is no mention 
in the tracking sheet of access to the yard, professional visits, public visits or chaplain services during a lockdown.

From our interviews with prisoners and discussions with TSDC staff, we understand that in practice, lockdowns result in 
prisoners being locked in their cells without regular access to the yard, showers, medical care, phone calls, programs, 
religious and creed-related services, and/or professional or public visits.

In R v Tewolde, 2020 ONSC 532, the Superior Court of Justice found that lockdowns at TSDC: "have a very significant 
impact on the conditions of detention. Access to fresh air, showers, exercise, telephone calls to family - all of these can be 
cut back from the normal 13.5 hours per day to as little as 30 minutes (or less) per day at unpredictable times when a full 
lockdown is in effect." Similarly, in R v Jama, 2018 ONSC 1252, the Superior Court found that during a lockdown, prisoners 
sometimes did not receive a shower, that there were no family visits or telephones, no access to fresh air and no 
opportunity to exercise creed-related observances.

Legal authority
There is no specific legal authority for lockdowns and the term Is not defined in the Ministry of Correctional Services Act 
SOLGEN's Policy and Procedures Manual (2004) discusses lockdowns in the section entitled "Crisis Management'’ (Crisis 
Management Policy).

The Crisis Management Policy defines a lockdown as:

A strict limitation on the movement of inmates, non-correctional staff and other persons in all or part of an Institution 
In response to a serious security concern or medical quarantine. The limitations may include disruptions to Inmate 
programs, cancelling visits, suspending access to lawyers and other professional visitors, terminating admissions 
and/or transfers or any others limits the Superintendent feels appropriate to address the situation.

While the policy does not define a "partial lockdown/' SOLGEN leadership told us that a partial lockdown is "a lockdown of 
one or more areas within the institution; however, not a lockdown of all units. This partial lockdown could range from a 
portion of the day (minutes to hours) to a full day "
The Crisis Management Policy states that the authority for a lockdown arises through the Superintendent's legal obligation 
to "ensure the safety of inmates, staff and the public while ensuring the security of the institution." SOLGEN leadership 
further clarified that lockdowns can be imposed due to "staffing levels, security-related Incidents or maintenance issues." 
However, SOLGEN was not able to point to any specific policies to support the use of lockdowns in non-crisis situations or 
for these other specific reasons.

The Crisis Management Policy further states that when the Superintendent determines that a serious security concern or 
medical quarantine necessitates a lockdown, they will prepare a report indicating relevant details including the "reason for 
lockdown" and "all actions that are being taken the address the situation." The report must be sent to the Regional Director 
(In the case of TSDC, the Director of Toronto Region Institutional Services) and SOLGEN's Information Management Unit. 
TSDC management confirmed that such reports are regularly prepared and sent to the Regional Director, though we did 
not seek or review them.

Use of lockdowns
The OHRC requested and received data from SOLGEN on the use of lockdowns at TSDC. This data shows that^^e 
lockdowns are Intended to be exceptional and limited to "crisis" situations, they have become a routine management too! 
at TSDC.

Over a 92-day period from November 1, 2019, to January 31, 2020, the data showed that there were over 200 lockdowns 
(Table A: TSDC Lockdowns November 2019 - January 2020). In the general population units, there was a maximum of 23 
consecutive days of either full or partial lockdown; this number dropped to nine consecutive days for "specialized units."

Table A: TSDC Lockdowns November 2019 -January 2020

Type of lockdowns Number of lockdowns

General population units "Specialized" units

8 4Full

Partial 134* 59

Conditions of confinement during lockdowns at TSDC
Tbe extent that lockdowns interfere with standard operations is an area of dispute. SOLGEN leadership maintains that 
during both partial and full lockdowns, prisoners have access to all of:

• Shower, yard and phone calls on a controlled approach (two cells at a time)
• Healthcare, hygiene products and clothing changes
• Mail and newspapers
• Canteen
• Professional visits (only cancelled as an absolute last resort)
. Public visits (unless operationally required to cancel)
. Chaplain.

However, SOLGEN provided a caveat: "There may be some limited occasions when the facilitation of showers, phones, yard 
and possibly visits are restricted due to unusually low staffing levels, if the circumstances pose a safety risk to officers and 
offenders."

* 24 lockdowns affecting all general population units except one

Courts have commented on the frequency of lockdowns at TSDC. Earlier this year, in R v Tewolde, supra, Justi^j^hy 

stated:

Full or partial lockdowns due to staff shortages are being inflicted upon Inmates of Toronto South on a distressingly 
regular basis. How regular? Mr. Tewolde has been in custody for 533 days. The centre had a record 192 lockdown 
days affecting his range in the institution as of ten days ago....This means that normal operations of the detention 
facility where he was held have been materially restricted 36% of the time. That's considerably more than one 
week in every month. There is nothing temporary, exceptional or particulariy excusable about this deplorable state 
of affairs.

Other recent cases have found that prisoners are locked down between 30 to 40 per cent of their entire time in pre trial 
detention (R v Oskem, 2019 ONSC 6283; R v Fermah, 2019 ONSC 3S97).

The OHRC sought and received the lockdown tracking sheet that TSDC provides to courts for the purposes of criminal 
sentencing. It states that "during lockdowns inmates are given 30 minutes to complete phone and shower program based
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“Staff shortage” lockdowns
TSDC leadership identified staff shortages as the key "driver" for extensive use of lockdowns. They suggest that insufficient 
staffing resources make it unsafe to manage prisoners In their living units and justify the use of lockdowns.

TSDC management told the OHRC that the Institution requires 650 full-time correctional officers and 200 fixed-term 
correctional officers to operate safety and securely. As of the OHRC's tour on January 27, it had 450 permanent, full-time 
correctional officers and 450 fixed-term correctional officers. The fixed term officers are contracted to provide between 
zero and 40 hours of service per week. There are dear short-term cost-savings associated with hiring precarious, fixed- 
term workers rather than full-time, unionized correctional officers.

TSDC told the OHRC that insufficient staffing is the result of:

• SOLGEN's failure to recruit and retain an addibonal 200 full-time, permanent correctional officers 
■ Extensive use of fixed-term correctional officers who do not have on-the-job experience and whose precarious 

^^^mployment status means that they often find more stable and desirable employment outside of SOLGEN 
^^^krrectional officers' extensive use of "side days" due to occupational stress-related Injuries 
^^^Bll-time correctional officers being on long-term leaves due to disability.
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reasons, such as an isolated search or security incident, they are not recorded as lockdowns. In R v Fermah, supra, the 
Court also noted issues with TSDC's tracking of lockdowns, and specifically the under-reporting of lockdowns.

As far back as 2017, courts expressed concerns with accuracy and reliability of TSDCs reporting of lockdowns. In R v 
Nguyen, supra, the Ontario Court of Justice noted Inconsistendes between the prisoner's records and those of the 
Institution and found that there was a "lack of recording rigour" and "inconsistent reporting."

SOLGEN told the OHRC that "on January 7, 2020, TSDC Implemented enhanced data collection through the Offender 
Tracking Information System (OTIS) for lockdowns In all units that Indudes time, date and duration." This means that 
lockdowns should now be accurately tracked for each individual prisoner.

Given long-standing judidal concerns about tracking lockdowns at TSDC, and despite recent changes to the backing 
system, the OHRC remains alarmed that there is a lack of system-wide tracking of lockdowns.

Systemic concerns
While the OHRC's findings related to lockdowns are limited to TSDC, the issues canvassed appear to be systemic In nature. 
For example, the OHRC raised concerns about lockdowns In letters to SOLGEN following tours of Hamilton Wentworth 
Detention Centre, Kenora District Jail and Elgln-Middlesex Detention Centre.

In his 2018-2019 Annual Report, Ontario's Ombudsman noted that his office "routinely receives complaints from groups of 
inmates when they experience a lockdown." The report states:

We received 483 complaints about lockdowns In 2018- 2019 (up from 437 the previous year), the bulk of which 
related to Inmates lacking access to phones, showers, day rooms or activities. These included 138 complaints from 
inmates at a facility where a staff work slowdown resulted In several lockdowns, and 60 from the same facility during 
another period, when staff summer vacations prompted lockdowns.

Many inmates complained that tong periods of lockdown were harmful to their mental health, as they were deprived 
of many basic necessities and the ability to contact loved ones or lawyers. Sailor correctional officials confirmed to 
us that they are forced to place inmates on lockdown when there is a staff shortage. Some facilities work to redeploy 
staff and rotate lockdowns from unit to unit, to ensure inmates have a chance to leave their cells.

The OHRC also notes that in 2017, the Ontario Superior Court of Justice certified a class action lawsuit challenging the 
extensive use of lockdowns In Ontario detention centres as unconstitutional, since it deprives prisoners of their rights to 
liberty and security of the person, is arbitrary, and constitutes cruel and inhuman treatment. The dass members are 
seeking monetary damages.

Correctional officers noted that high levels of occupational stress, including violence and abuse from prisoners, contributes 
to use of sick days and long-term disability leaves. They also noted that fixed-term correctional officers do not have 
sufficient on-the-job training and experience to meet the unique needs of prisoners housed at TSDC.

Howard Sapers, the then-independent Advisor on Ontario Corrections, explored staffing issues at length in his report 
Institutional Violence in Ontario: A Case Study of Toronto South Detention Centre (2018). Sapers focused on TSDC because 
it had the highest number and greatest rate of increase in reported incidents of inmate-staff violence in Ontario corrections 
in 2017.

Earlier this year, in R v Persad, supra, Justice Schreck of the Ontario Superior Court of Justice canvassed the post-2015 
case law on lockdowns at TSDC and noted a number of judicial findings that TSDC lockdowns are related to "staff 
shortages." Justice Schreck found:

The fact that nothing has changed despite repeated criticisms by the courts over the course of several years shows 
the current situation can no longer be excused as a temporary problem. Rather, it appears to be a deliberate policy 
choice to treat offenders in an inhumane fashion at the cost of harm to the sentencing process rather than devote 
appropriate resources to the operation of the institution. Put simply, the Ministry has clearly chosen to save money 
rather than heed judicial concerns about the lack of humane treatment of inmates. In my view, we have reached the 
point where the inhumane conditions at the TSDC go beyond being an unfortunate circumstance and can more 
properly be described as essentially a form of deliberate state misconduct

TSDC leadership told us that they were hopeful that SOLGEN would address staffing Issues In the short term, but could not 
^j^a concrete time frame for when the institution would have adequate and stable staffing resources.

"Sanctions"
Through interviews with prisoners in general population direct supervision units, the OHRC learned that correctional 
officers are using "sanctions" to reinforce unit expectations and discipline prisoners for transgressions. Prisoners said that 
the most common sanction imposed was being locked in their cell for between 24 and 72 hours (with the cellmate's access 
to the cell also restricted by being locked out) and loss of visiting privileges. Another less common sanction was loss of 
canteen.

Monitoring and accountability
The OHRC is also concerned that SOLGEN does not appear to track or monitor the use of lockdowns to provide accurate 
reporting to courts, to Identify systemic trends or patterns, or to promote accountability. Instead, the information the OHRC 
received was compiled based on our request.

Prisoners stated that the Information about lockdowns that TSDC provided to the courts for sentencing was often 
inconsistent with the prisoners' own records. This concern is supported In the case law, and Is of particular concern as it 
could bring the administration of justice into disrepute.

In R v Tewolde, supra, the Court noted that the accused raised issues about the accuracy and under-reporting of 
lockdowns at TSDC. In R v Sanchez, 2019 ONSC 5272, the Court relied on the prisoner's record of lockdowns over the 
evidence of TSDC leadership, since the latter testified that when there are lockdowns for something other than operational

Prisoners complained that the transgressions for which they could be sanctioned were arbitrary because they changed 
depending on the officers on duty at any given time. Prisoners reported being punished because of the behaviour of other 
prisoners on the unit. As one person noted: "every guard has their own rules."

Legal authority
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• Possible placement on an Indirect Supervision Unit 

and then have to reapply to be considered for 
placement on a Direct Supervision Unit
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The Ministry of Correctional Services Act does not provide any legal authority for the use of sanctions and they are not 
referred to in any SOLGEN policies.

There is also no specific reference to the use of sanctions or similar punishments in the "Inmate Information Guide for 
Adult Institutions" (Inmate Information Guide) dated September 2015. The guide simply states that "if you do not follow 
the rules, you may be placed on misconduct" Under the heading "Misconducts," the guide outlines specific types of 
misconduct, potential disciplinary measures and relevant due process protections.

Under the heading "Direct Supervision," the guide outlines the relevant direct supervision rules and states: "if you break a 
rule, the Unit Officer will determine the consequences." No potential consequences or due process protections are outlined.

When the OHRC inquired about the legal authority for the use of sanctions, SOLGEN directed the OHRC to an inmate 
"Direct Supervision Handbook" (DS Handbook). The DS Handbook lists three classes of rules along with potential 
"sanctions" for breach of these rules. For Class 2 and 3 violations, the imposition of an appropriate "sanction" Is left to the 
sole discretion of the Unit Officer. For Class 1 violations, the Unit Officer, Sergeant and Administration determine the 
sanction. The rules and possible sanctions are:

TSDC direct supervision rules and sanctions.

Stay in authorized areas only; do not enter marked 
unauthorized areas.
Going into another inmate's cell is not permitted. 
Unless the unit officer directs you, lower tier inmates 
are not allowed to go to the upper tier.
Do not interfere with staff conducting a count. 
Tattooing yourself or another person is not 
permitted.
Sexual acts are not permitted.
Do not offer to protect someone in order to receive 
something of value from them in return.
Intimidating or bullying other inmates is not 
permitted.
Staff will be moving throughout the unit on a regular 
basis; do not hinder, oppose, or interfere with any 
staff member.
Do not interfere with a staff member during a count. 
Do not block or prop an open door.
Gang activity including emblems, tags, colours and 
gestures will not be tolerated.
Follow alt visit rules.
Follow all meal time rules.
Do not run a "store" in the living unit.
Multiple and ongoing breaches of Class 3 rules will 
result in a Class 2 sanction.

CLASS 3 SANCTIONSCLASS 3 RULES

If you violate a CLASS 3 Rule, the Unit Officer will 
determine the Sanction which may include:

Cells and the living unit area are to be 
kept clean.
There are to be no extra clothing, towels or bedding 
in the cell and nothing hanging in the cell except on 
cell hooks.
There is to be no extra institution food in 
your cell without health care approval.
No part of the light, window, door is to be 
covered in the cell.
When coming out of the cell, you are to 
be wearing your full inmate uniform.
No linen or towels are to t>e worn except 
after showering.
Speak quietly, no shouting or acting in a 
disruptive manner, no horseplay.
No borrowing or trading any items.
Trash is to be placed in garbage bins.
Gambling is not allowed.
Air vents are to be kept clear In your cell.
Follow all rules and the direction of the unit officer at 
all times.

Verbal reprimand 
Extra work assignments 
Game restrictions 
Loss of yard time
continue to receive 20 min daily allotment
Loss of television
Loss of access to recreation
Time in cell -up to 1 days
Possible misconduct
Possible lower amount of canteen able to be 
purchased

CLASS 1 SANCTIONSCLASS 1 RULES

The Unit Officer, Sergeant and Administration will 
determine the Sanction will may include:

No misuse of the phone, including no annoying, 
harassing or obscene calls.
Follow Court orders if not permitted to use the 
phone.
Threatening or assaulting other inmates or staff is 
not permitted.
Attempting to escape is not permitted.
Lying or providing false statements to any staff 
person is not allowed.
Proceed to your cell in an emergency or as directed. 
Follow all directions provided to you by staff 
When given a razor, do not tamper with it or fall to 
turn it in.
Do not organize disruptive behaviour or engage in 
disruptive behaviour.
Go directly to your ceil if a fight or disturbance 
happens on the unit.
Go directly to your cell in the event of a Code Blue or 
medical alert.
Do not set a fire.
Do not flood your cell or the dayroom area. 
Contraband of any kind is not permitted; contraband 
includes any item that does not belong to you, any 
weapons, extra clothing etc.
Do not possess or make a sharpened object or 
anything else that can be used as a weapon.

Placement in segregation 
Misconduct
Possible loss of earned remission or the right to earn 
remission
If Class 1 is a violation of the Criminal Code of 
Canada, police are contacted and possible charges
laid
Classification leview
Mandatoiy placement on an Indirect Sup 
If a Class 1 violation resulted in damage 
institution property, you may be responsi 
replacement/repair costs to put the damaged 
property back to its original state

CLASS 2 SANCTIONSCLASS 2 RULES

If you violate a CLASS 2 Rule, the unit officer will 
determine the Sanction which may include:

• Time in ceil - up to two days
• Possible loss of right to purchase canteen
• Misconduct
• Placement in segregation
• Review of unit placement

• Do not own or attempt to own anything that is 
considered contraband.

• Changing cells without the permission of the unit 
officer is prohibited.

• Use appropriate language; no vulgar or obscene 
language or gestures.

• Indecently exposing any part of your body is not 
permitted.

• Leave your cell only when allowed to do so.
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• Do not behave in a manner that may cause injury to 

yourself or others.
• Inmates will not tamper with any locking device, 

security equipment or safety equipment.
• Damage to the unit and writing on cell walls is not 

permitted.
• Do not purposely plug any plumbing fixtures.
• Do not attempt to manipulate housing assignment 

by using a threat of personal harm.
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Direct
supervision

78 50 1118 286 49

3893 47 029 38Intake

8 0 014Behavioural 0 0

3 9 2 0Mental health 7 2

The OHRC was also directed to a dorument entitled “Other Direct Supervision Resources" (Other DS Resources) which 
appears to be geared to correctional officers and states:

Ail officers must treat clients with justice and fairness. The unit office must be consistent In their treatment of 
^^^clients and not appear to have favourites.

^^^PrWhen determining what sanction to give a client it is important to individualize a sanction. Some clients may find 
certain sanctions more deterring than others. Make sure the sanction warrants the infraction.

The document sets out possible sanctions and encourages officers to "Be creative" [emphasis original].

The Other DS Resources document notes that all clients who receive a unit sanction other than a warning will have 
"incentive face-to-face visits revoked for 30 days and will be unable to attend recreation for 14 days." It also states that 
officers are expected to "document all Sanctions given on the Behaviour Tracking document found in the Direct Supervision 
folder" and to "notify the floor Sergeant of all sanctions."

In relation to lockdowns, the Other DS Resources document states that when imposing 24* or 4«-hour lockups/lockdowns 
as a sanction, officers must complete the "manual segregation tracker." This seems Inconsistent with other Information 
provided by SOLGEN which states that "if a lockdown is imposed as a sanction, and an Inmate Is out of his cell for a 
minimum of two hours per day" the sanction will not be considered or tracked as segregation.

SOLGEN did not provide sny other documentation that purports to justify the use of sanctions In living units that are not 
direct supervision units, even though the data from ISDC outlined below shows that sanctions were used in many 
specialized units.

Medical (direct 
supervision)

3 10 01 17 10

2 0SCUB 72 11 2

0I 0 14 3 4SHU 4

155 106 1Subtotal 157 438 105

Table D: Other sanctions (November 1,2019 -January 31,2020)

Other sanctionsUnits

Other
Locked out 

of cell
Secured in; Segregation Warningi (loss of 

privileges)
cell

Direct
supervision

235195 4 90

4 77 13Intake 20
Use of sanctions
We asked SOLGEN for data tracking how sanctions are being used, including a list of all sanctions imposed over a three- 

period. SOLGEN compiled this information from unit logbooks and provided the following data on the use of 
is at TSDC from November 1, 2019, to January 31, 2020.

. shows that during a three-month period, prisoners were sanctioned through lockdowns of varying durations up to 
72 hours, whether Individually or as an entire unit, on 962 occasions. Warnings were used 494 times, while other sanctions 
were only used 274 times. These lockdowns were In addition to lockdowns of entire units that were tracked and noted 
above.

20 0 19Behavioural 5
Inufi^p

TotIR i

0 330 8Mental health 26

Medical
(direct
supervision)

1 140 0 6

0 110 7SCUB 0

Table C: Lockdown sanctions by duration (November 1,2019 - January 31,2020) 105lo 3 6SHU

Lockdown sanctions by durationUnit 9 49435 13595Subtotal

24 hours 48 hours More than 72 hours 
48 hours

Unknown
duration

Less
than 24 
hours Family and community contact
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According to SOLGEN, visits generally take place using video technology wherein the visitor attends the public area of 
TSDC and videoconferences with the prisoner who remains on their unit. Video visits are available up to four times per 
week but are cancelled during lockdowns.

Many prisoners said that they find the video visits Impersonal and only marginally preferable to phone calls. Since visitors 
must still attend TSDC to participate in video visits, and are turned away If there is a lockdown, some prisoners said that 
their family and friends have stopped visiting. Prisoners with children noted that the video visits are not conducive to 
maintaining parent-child Interactions and relationships. One TSDC staff member candidly acknowledged that video visits 
"suck."

Face-to-faoe visits through a glass partition can be arranged. However, staff noted that these were only available as a 
"reward" for good behaviour. The "Face to Face Visit Incentive" form notes that to be eligible for a face-to-face visit the 
prisoner must have:

• Been in a direct supervision housing unit for at least 30 days
• A positive history of following staff direction and unit rules
• A history of above-satisfactory cell Inspections
• Completed their cleaning duties to expected standards and without staff direction
• Gone at least 30 days without a sanction or misconduct

Given these pre-conditions. Including the high rate of lockdowns and sanctions at TSDC, It is not surprising that face-to- 
face visits are relatively Infrequent. Between November 2019 and January 2020, there were 10,970 video visits and only 
333 face-to-face visits. After our tour, SOLGEN told us that "face-to-face visits are In the process of being expanded to 
provide more opportunities for inmates In the Direct Supervision Units to be rewarded for positive behaviour."

Prisoners also noted several difficulties In terms of staying in touch with family and friends by telephone. Prisoners can only 
make collect calls to land lines and cannot use calling cards. This effectively means that many people cannot afford or 
access their families by phone on any regular basis. Moreover, there are only two phones on each living unit and we were 
told that there is a prison hierarchy In terms of who is allowed to access the phones and for how long.

Given the Importance of family and community connection to rehabilitation and reintegration, as well as the legal duty to 
accommodate family status to the point of undue hardship, we are concerned about the significant obstacles that prisoners 
face when trying to maintain pro-social relationships with their families and children.

Finally, it Is worth noting that the relative absence of opportunities to meaningfully engage with people outside of the jail is 
reinforced by ttie physical structure of TSDC. All external windows are frosted, which makes It impossible for prisoners to 
see outside. The "yards" on each unit are artificially-lit rooms with concrete floors, walls and ceilings and panels that allow 
fresh air into the space but do not permit prisoners to see outside.
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Public health
We also heard about scabies in the institution. One prisoner wrote to tell us that after his unit was initially quarantined for 
scabies, he was screened, tested negative and then returned to the same unit where he eventually contracted scabies. 
Over the next 13 months he was treated for scabies on eight occasions. The prisoner claimed that he did not receive 
adequate changes of bedding or clothing as per SOLGEN's "Scabies Management Policy." There are likely some lessons to 
be learned here in relation to the management of COVID-19 within TSDC.

Medical care
Staff gave us extensive information about the medical services available at TSDC, Including mental health, health, dental 
and nursing services. We also toured the medical unit and infirmary, which appeared dean and well-equlpped^^^

That said, prisoners uniformly complained both about the accessibility and quality of medical care at TSDC. It^^^o 
assess these claims since we did not access individual health files. Based on information provided by TSDC, thewalt times 
for 20 "randomly selected' inmate medical files showed that wait times were 10 days or less, and significantly shorter for 
newly admitted prisoners.

Accommodating creed-related needs
We were able to visit the pilot "Indigenous Healing Unit" which SOLGEN states is "a dedicated unit that provides a safe 
place to practice Indigenous cultural ceremonies and teachings" facilitated by a Native Inmate Liaison Officer (NILO). We 
understand that this pilot project Is unique to TSDC and is not offered in any other Ontario correctional facility.

Overall, we were Impressed with this holistic approach to accommodating the creed and cultural needs of Indigenous 
prisoners. During our visit, OHRC staff took part In a sharing drde with prisoners, the NILO and correctional officers.
During the drde, prisoners connected their experience of incarceration with colonization and inter-generational trauma. We 
were able to dose the drde with a smudge led by one of the prisoners.

While appreciative of the opportunities provided on the Indigenous Healing Unit, many of tire prisoners, as well as the 
NILO, noted the need for the guidance and teachings of an Indigenous Elder. We understand that TSDC has issued a 
"request for Elder services" and been approved for the same. We hope that these services will be put in place as soon as 
possible to farther deepen the opportunities available to Indigenous prisoners.

In our interviews with other prisoners, we were told about unequal and Inconsistent access to smudging kits. TSDC notes 
that "smudge kits are currently provided to five units” and that while additions, supplies have been received, tb^Me in 
the process of reviewing their ability to provide kits for all other units.

Finally, some prisoners noted that there was no regular access to an Imam for Muslim prisoners. Given the highproportion 
of Muslim prisoners at TSDC, we encourage SOLGEN to make arrangements for regular visits by an Imam.

Health and safety
Hygiene and sanitation
For the most part, TSDC appeared clean and well-maintained. A notable exception was the shower areas which had visible 
black mold, a foul smell and were infested with sewer or drain flies. Because TSDC was built as a pubHc-private 
partnership, maintenance is contracted to a private third party and we heard that there are significant delays In rectifying 
maintenance-related concerns.

Beyond die building itself, nearly all the prisoners we spoke to expressed concerns about infrequent changes of bedding 
and clothing, especially socks and underwear. Several prisoners also complained about tack of access to adequate blankets 
to keep warm. One prisoner wrote us after our visit to outline these concerns In extensive detail.

Documents received from TSDC confirm that several items, including underwear and socks, are on back-order from the 
supplier. However, SOLGEN maintained that while there may be “unique circumstances" where there is Insufficient supply 
to provide a change of dothing, "there are no circumstances that management can identify where the same indlvldual/unlt 
would miss being provided with changes of items such as socks multiple times in the same month

Community oversight
Community Advisory Boards (CABs) established under s. 14.1 of the Ministry of Correctional Services Act play an important 
role in increasing transparency and accountability through submitting an annual report to the Minister.

We note that the terms of the two members of the TSDC CAB who accompanied us on our tour were not renewed and that 
only two members remain (with their terms expWng on March 16, 2020). As a result, we were told that the TSCJ CAB did 
not have the required quorum to submit a report for the 2018 - 2019 year. V.-e sought, received and reviewed the 2015 - 
2017 CAB reports submitted to SOLGEN.
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We encourage SOLGEN to work collaboradvely with its CABs and to draw on their unique insights to improve conditions of 
confinement for prisoners and working conditions for front-line staff.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
TAMPA DIVISION

CLERK'S MINUTES - GENERAL
Conclusion

CASE NO.: 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRM DATE: January 18, 2023The OHRC thanks SOLGEN for facilitating its tours and access to information about TSDC. As always, we welcome the 
opportunity to discuss our findings and concerns with SOLGEN leadership. HONORABLE STEVEN D. MERRYDAY . INTERPRETER:

LANGUAGE:
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA GOVERNMENT COUNSEL 

PATRICK SCRUGGS, AUSAv.
DEFENSE COUNSEL 
WESLEY E. TROMBLEY, CJAAKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE

COURT REPORTER: Rebekah Lockwood DEPUTY CLERK: I Derek Young------------------- 1------------------
I Wilmarisa MartinezTIME: 9:25 AM-10:40 AM TOTAL: lhr 15 mins PROBATION:About the Commission 

Business Plans 
Annual Reports 
Ntwt Centro 
Contect us 
Experts: Disclosure 

' Accessibility 
Feedback 
Privacy Statement 

' <g> Queen's Printer for Ontario 
Open Oeta

COURTROOM: j 15A

PROCEEDINGS: SENTENCING

All parties present and identified for the record.

The defendant previously pled guilty to Count One of the Superseding Indictment and is adjudged guilty of this 
offense.

Imprisonment: 210 MONTHS
The court has no objections to the defendant receiving full credit from the time of h is initial detention in 
Canada on related charges.

Supervised Release: 3 YEARS

The defendant is prohibited from incurring new credit charges, opening additional lines of credit, or obligating 
himself for any major purchases without approval of the probation officer

The defendant must provide the probation officer access to any requested financial information

If the defendant is deported, he must not re-enter the United States without the express permission of the 
appropriate governmental authority.

The defendant is to cooperate in the collection of his DNA.

The mandatory drug testing requirements of the Violent Crime Control Act are suspended. However, the 
defendant must submit to random drug testing not to exceed 104 tests per year

Restitution: $4,389,340.97 - This restitution obligation shall be payable to the Clerk, U.S. District Court, for 
distribution to the victim(s). Restitution shall be paid jointly and severally with codefendants Ikechukwu Derek, 
Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese, Stacey Merritt, and Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson. Further restitution 
shall be jointly and severally with coconspirators Muhammad Naji, in docket no.: 8:15-cr-126- SDM-JSS; Dana 
Marie Jewesak, in docket no.: 8:16-cr-149-CEH-AEP; Michelle Ann Scalley in docket no.: 8:16-cr-259-VMC- 
JSS; Dean Morgan in docket no: 8:17-cr-254-CEH-AEP;
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Frederic Miscoe in docket no.: 8:18-cr-13-SDM-TGW; and Okechukwu Desmond Amadi in docket no.: 8:17- 
cr-447-JSM-AEP

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION

While in Bureau of Prisons custody, the defendant must either (1) pay at least $25 quarterly if he has a non- 
Unicor job or (2) pay at least 50% of his monthly earnings if he has a Unicor job. Upon release from custody, 
you shall pay restitution at the rate of $200 per month. At any time during the course of post-release 
supervision, the victim, the government, or the defendant, may notify the Court of a material change in the 
defendant's ability to pay, and the Court may adjust the payment schedule accordingly. The Court finds that the 
defendant does not have the ability to.pay interest and the Court waives the interest requirement for the 
restitution. JUDGMENT IN A CRIMINAL CASE

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Case Number: 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRM 
USM Number: 74906-509Fine: WAIVED v.

The forfeiture order (Doc. 1141) is finalized. AKOHOMENIGHEDOISE Wesley E. Trombley, CJA

The defendant, who pleaded guilty to Count One of the Superseding Indictment, is adjudicated guilty of 
this offense:

Special Assessment: $100 due immediately

Count Two of the Superseding Indictment is dismissed in accord with the plea agreement.

TITLE & SECTIONThe defendant is hereby remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal to await designation by the 
Bureau of Prisons.

NATURE OF OFFENSE OFFENSE ENDED COUNT
18U.S.C. §§ 1341, 1343, Conspiracy to Commit Mail and 

Wire Fraud
October 7, 2015 One

1349The court recommends housing the defendant at Fort Dix or any facility where the defendant can have gainful 
employment.

As provided in this judgment, the defendant is sentenced in accord with 18 U.S.C. § 3553(a) and the 
Sentencing Reform Act of 1984, to the extent applicable after United States, v. Booker, 543 U.S. 220 (2005).

Count Two of the Superseding Indictment is dismissed in accord with the plea agreement.

Until all fines, restitution, costs, and special assessments imposed by this judgment are fully paid, the 
defendant must notify the United States Attorney for this district within thirty days after any change of 
name, residence, or mailing address. If ordered to pay restitution, the defendant must notify the Court and 
United States Attorney of any material change in the defendant’s economic circumstances.

Sentence imposed on January 18, 2023

The defendant is advised of his right to appeal and of his right to counsel.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE
January 2X&1 2023

AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case
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IMPRISONMENT

The defendant is hereby commuted to the custody of the United States Bu 
imprisonment for 210 MONTHS.

LmnhoTrnCaZdfof reTrte0d^aregemdam the dme °f his ^1

The Court recommends to the Bureau of Prisons:

^kployment defe"dant at Fort Dix’ New Jcrsey> or any facility where he 

:^Kiant is remanded to the custody of the United States Marshal to await designation by the Bu

SUPERVISED RELEASE

Upon release from imprisonment, the defendant must serve THREE YEARS on supervised release.reau of Prisons for

MANDATORY CONDITIONS

!' I!je ^en^ant must not commit another federal, state, or local crime 
t tw dcr?ant mUSt not uniawfuI1y possess a controlled substance.

. The defendant must refrain from any unlawful use of a controlled substance The defendant
“mit t0.0ne.drug test Wlthin 15 days a^r release from imprisonment and submit to at 
least two periodic drug tests thereafter, as determined by the court
H^wev^ri tCSting reqi!iremenrs of ft16 Violent Crime Control Act are suspended

5 nTr H defendant must submit to random drug testing not to exceed 104 teste per year 
5' Offidf mUSt C00perate m the col]ection of:his DNA as directed by the Probation

6 mUSt make rest!tution in accord with 18 U.S.C. §§ 3663 and 3663A and with 
other applicable statute authorizing a sentence of restitution

7. The defendant must 
Florida.

8. Also, the defendant must comply with the additional conditions on the attached page.

can receive gainful

The 
of Prisons. reau

any

comply with the standard conditions adopted by the Middle District of
RETURN

I have executed this judgment as follows:

The defendant was delivered to.

on and was given a certified copy of this judgment.

UNITED STATES MARSHAL

By:__
Deputy U.S. Marshal

AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal CaseAO 245B (Rev, 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case
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ADDITIONAL CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISED RELEASE

1. The defendant is prohibited from incurring new credit charges, opening additional lines of credit, 
or obligating himself for a major purchase without approval in advance by the probation officer '

2. The defendant must provide the probation officer access to any requested financial information

3. If the defendant is deported, he must not re-enter the United States without the express permission 
of the Attorney General of the United States or the Attorney General’s delegate.

STANDARD CONDITIONS OF SUPERVISION

y .on Officers lo keep informed, report lo the court about, and bring about improvements in your conduct and condition.

I. The defendant
hni,_. T' repon,'° ,he Proba"°" lhc federal judicial district where you are authorized io reside wilhin 72
wlh? In fr?n’,mpn”Pment- “«'«» ">« p™ba.ion Officer instrucis you io report io a different Probalioa Office or
court 0?ihe Praha iToffi"1'' Ah l"l"a"y r'P°rtinj; .o Ihe Probation Office, the defendant will receive inslruciions from the 
report ,o toESSmUS'Pr°ba,i0" °m“r’ ”"d ,he d'ft"d»“

After initially reporting to the Probation Office, you will receive instructions from the court or the Probation Offic 
and when the defendant must report to the Probation Officer, and the defendant 
instructed.

must
2.

er about how 
must report to tlie Probation Officer as

authorized to reside without first gening
3. The defendant must not knowingly leave the federal judicial district where yo 

permission from the court or the Probation Officer.
‘I. The defendant must answer truthfully the questions asked by your Probation Officer

Hie defendant must live at a place approved by the Probation Officer. If you plan to change where you live or anything about
tefore Vh^e^Tw “'h'p'0pl.e y0“''vt wi,h)’ll,c dtfc"da"' must nolily Ihe Probation Officer al Li Po days
5*?” h,e chanS‘- If "ol'fy,"8 'he Probation Officer m advance is not possible due to unanticipated circumstances the 
defendant must nobly ihe Probation Officer wilhin 72 hours of becoming aware of a change or expected change

6' vlt r rkT ,h' P™b!“'0" 0mctr 10 visil you 01 ‘'me at your home or elsewhere, and thedefendant must 
pemrit the Probation Officer to take any items prohibited by the conditions of your supeivision lhal he or she observes in plain

The defendant must work foil lime (al least 30 hours per week) al a lawful type of employment, unless the Probation Officer 
un?eS ?he°p d°niS°' fy°U d° n°Lh0V' rul|-|l,nt employment the defendant must try to find full-time employment, 
unless the Probation Officer excuses you from doing so. If you plan lo change where you work or anything about your work 
(such as your position or your job responsibililies), Ihe defendant must notify ihe Probation Officer at least 10 days before the 
change. If notifying the: Probation Officer at least 10 days in advance is not possible due to unanticipated eireumstances, the 
defendant must notify Ihe Probation Officer within 72 hours of becoming aware of a change or expected change 
The defendant must not communicate or interact with someone you know is engaged in criminal activity. If you know someone

^ili, O mUS‘"°' kn°WinSly C°mmUni"" °r i""™' "'i"’«■“ pa"°" »!">»• ending

u are

7.

8.

?. n°H arrcs,ed °r Oues,|oned by a law enforcemenl officer, Ihe defendant musl notify ilic Probation Officer wilhin 72 hours 
10. rhe defendant must not own, possess, or have access to a firearm, ammunition, destruclive device, or dangerous weapon (i e

as nunchakus OMarere)"'"1' m°dined f°r’the sp'cinc purpose °rcausinB bodily injury or death (o another person such

The defendant must not act or make any agreement with a law enforcement agency lo act as a confidential human source or 
informant without first getting the permission of the court.

12. If the Probation Officer•determines that you pose a risk to another person (including an organization), the Probation Officer 
may require you to notify the person about the risk and the defendant must comply with that instruction. The Probation Officer 
may contact the person and confirm that you have notified the person about the risk.

13. The defendant must follow the instructions of Ihe Probation Officer related to the conditions of supervision.

II.

U.S. Probation Office Use Only

A U.S. Probation Officer has instructed me on the conditions specified by the court and has provided me with a written copy of this 
judgment containing these conditions. I understand that I can find further information about these conditions at Overview of Probation 
and Supervised Reieuse Conditions, available at: www.uscourts.oov.

Defendant’s Signature:. Date:.

AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Care AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case

http://www.uscourts.oov
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P.T. $60,000 $60,000

C.F.CRIMINAL MONETARY PENALTIES

The defendant must pay the following total criminal monetary penalties in accord with the schedule of 
payments.

Assessment

$20,000 $20,000
F.C. $175,000 $175,000
L.T. $132,000 $132,000Restitution Fins AVAA Assessment JVTA Assessment
P.C.H$100.00 $96,250$4,389,340.97 $96,250WAIVED N/A N/A
C.H. $112,000 $112,000

The defendant must make restitution (including community restitution) to the following payees in the 
amu^^kted below.

If tHK
Green & Gold Dot, Inc. $314,000 $314,000
L.F.oiendant makes a partial payment, each payee must receive an approximately proportionate 

Palm,e0ntt’TUcn^S specifieci 0therwise in thc priority order or percentage payment column below. However 
with 18 U.S.C. § 3664(0, all non-federal victims must be paid in full before the United States receives 
payment.

$85,000 $85,000
Radford and Wandrei $97,000 $97,000any
D.S. $50,000 $50,000
JM Lowe & Co $75,000 $75,000Name of Payee Total Loss Restitution Orrferprf

$4,389,340.97 B.S., N.L. and 
K.N. forL.S.

Clerk U.S. District Court
ATTN:DCU
401 W Central Bvld
Suite 12000
Orlando, Florida 32801

$225,000$4,389,340.97 $225,000

SunTitle Agency $180,000 $180,000
D.L. $143,000 $143,000

FOR THE BENEFIT OF: J.A. $97,150 $97,150
M.B.Avenue Bank $112,500 $112,500$200,000$200,000
United Escrow Co.F.S. $261,500 $261,500$38,000$38,000
E.B.m $227,500L.A. $227,500$83,000$83,600
K.C. $53,600NexTi $53,600$255,000$255,000
M.T. $144,000Capital Title & Closing 

Service
$144,000$97,000$97,000

U.S. Bank $183,286 $183,286
Ferguson, Braswell & Fraser 
Kubasta

$200,000$200,000 E.F.N. $28,600 $28,600
K.G. $40,000 $40,000

L.M. & E.M. $3U,460 $30,460 M.J. $101,700 $101,700

AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal CaseAO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case
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ol'V

USM number: 66988-018

M.U. 8:17-cr-254-CEH-AEP
Dean Morgan
USM number 68936-018

$94,944.97 $94,944.97 $4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97
EUyson Abstract & Title $190,000 $190,000

K.M. 8:18-cr-13-SDM-TGW 
Frederic Miscoe 
USM number: 69984-018

$90,000 $4,389,340.97$90,000 $4,389,340.97
M.M. $96,250 $96,250

8:17-cr-447-JSM-AEP 
Okechukwu Desmond Amadi 
USM number: 81378-053

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97
Joint and Several

Restitution is joint and several with the following co-defendants and cases.
SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS

In accord with his ability, the defendant must pay the total criminal monetary penalty as follows:

Special Assessment must be paid in lull and is due immediately.

While in Bureau of Prisons’ custody, the defendant must either (1) pay at least $25 quarterly if he has a 
non-Umcor job or (2) pay at least 50% of his monthly earnings if he has a Unicor job. Upon release from 
custody, the defendant must pay restitution at the rate of $200 per month. At any time during the course of 
post-release supervision, the victim, the government, or the defendant, may notify the Court of a material 
change in the defendant's ability to pay, and the Court may adjust the payment schedule accordingly. The 
Court finds that the defendant does not have the ability to pay interest and the Court waives the interest 
requirement for the restitution.

Unless expressly ordered otherwise in the special instructions above and if this judgment imposes 
imprisonment, the defendant must pay a criminal monetary penalty and during the time of imprisonment. 
A criminal monetary penalty, except a payment through the Federal Bureau of Prisons’ Inmate Financial 
Responsibility Program, is payable to the Clerk of the Court, unless otherwise directed by the Court the 
Probation Officer, or the United States Attorney.

The defendant must receive credit for any previous payment toward any criminal monetary pe 
imposed.

Co-Defendant Names Total Amorim Joint and Several Amount

8:15-cr-320-SDM-TGW 
Ikechukwu Derek 
USM number: 72249-018

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97

8:15-cr-320- SDM-TGW 
Priscilla Ann Ellis 
USM number: 03260-180

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97

8:15-cr-320- SDM-TGW 
Perry Don Cortese 
USM number: 57791-380

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97

8:15-cr-320-SDM-TGW
Stacey Merritt
USM number: 18022-006

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97

8:15-cr-320- SDM-TGW 
Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson 
USM number: 25488-031

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97 ie^^v

f™s must apply in the following order: (1) assessment, (2) restitution principal, (3) restitution 
(4) AVAA assessment, (5) fine principal, (6) fine interest, (7) community restitution, (8) JVTA assessment, 
and (9) penalties, and (10) costs, including cost of prosecution and court costs.

8:15-cr-126- SDM-JSS 
Muhammad Naji 
USM number: 61872-018

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97

8:16-cr-149-CEH-AEP 
Dana Marie Jewesak 
USM number: 66849-018

$4,389,340.97 FORFEITURE

The defendant must forfeit to the United States those assets previously identified in the Order of Forfeiture 
that are subject to forfeiture.

$4,389,340.97

8:16-cr-259-VMC-JSS 
Michelle Ann Scalley

$4,389,340.97 $4,389,340.97

AO 245B (Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case AO 243B(Rev. 09/19) Judgment in a Criminal Case
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION
UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 
TAMPA DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,

Plaintiff,
Plaintiff,

v. CASE NO. 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRM
Case No. 8:15-cr-320-SDM-MRM(W vs.

KOHOMENIGHEDOISE,
AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE,Defendant.

Defendant.

FINAL ORDER OF FORFEIT! re F NOTICE OF APPEAL

Ighedoise pleaded guilty to a conspiracy to commit mail and wire fraud and in 

the plea agreement admitted to collecting $10,632,546.36 from the conspiracy.

(Doc. 1121 at 5) The United States moves (Doc. 1135) for an order forfeiting the ad­

mitted proceeds from the conspiracy.

The motion (Doc. 1135) is GRANTED. Ighedoise forfeits to the United 

States $10,632,546.36. Because the money was transferred to third parties, under 21 

U.S.C. § 853(p) the United States may pursue — as a substitute asset in satisfaction 

|f this judgment — forfeiture of $10,632,546.36 of Ighedoise's property.

ORDERED in Tampa, Florida, on December 2, 2022.

NOTICE IS HEREBY GIVEN that Defendant, Akohomen Ighedoise, ap­

peals to the United States Court of Appeals for the Eleventh Circuit from the

judgment (Doc. 1150) and all other orders in this case.

Respectfully submitted,

/s/ Thomas Burns
Thomas A. Burns (FBN 12535) 
BURNS, P.A.
301 West Platt Street, Suite 137 
Tampa, FL 33606 
(813) 642-6350 T 
(813) 642-6350 F 
tburns@burnslawpa.com

JtUuCl Court-appointed, appellate counsel for 
Akohomen Ighedoise

STEVEN D. MERRYDAY 
UNTIED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

1

mailto:tburns@burnslawpa.com
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

2I HEREBY CERTIFY that on January 25, 2023, I electronically filed the 
foregoing with the Clerk of the Court by using the CM/ECF system, which will 
send a notice of electronic filing to all counsel of record. 3

4 HONORABLE MAC R. McOOY 
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE PRESIDINGIs/ Thomas Burns

Thomas A. Burns 5

6 UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )
)

7 )PLAINTIFF,
)

8 )8:15-cr-320VS.
)

9 AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, ')
)
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11
12
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REPORTER'S TRANSCRIPT OF DIGITAL PROCEEDINGS 
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TAMPA, FLORIDA

13
14
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IL CSR 084-2617 
FEDERAL OFFICIAL COURT 
801 N. FLORIDA AVENUE, 
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21 REPORTER 

SUITE 13A
22

23 Proceeding recorded by stenography,
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1 1 (Court in session at 1:40 p.m.)APPEARANCES OF COUNSEL:

2 2 8:15-cr-320-SEM-MRM.ON BEHALF OF PLAINTIFF: COURTROOM DEPUTY CLERK:
3 3 United States of America versus Akohcmen llghedoise.

THE COURT: Good afternoon. Counsel, please state

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE 
BY: MR. PATRICK SCRUGGS, ESQ.
400 tt. Tampa Street
Tampa, FL 33602 
(813)274-6000

1 4
5 5 your appearances.

6 Patrick Scruggs for the United States 
and also present at counsel table is Special Agent Kevin 
William with the FBI.

MR. SCRUGGS:
7ON BEHALF OF DEFENDANT:

8TROMBLEY S HANES 
MR. WES E. TROMBLEY 
707 N. Franklin Street 
Tampa, Florida 33603 
(813) 229-7918

9 9 THE COURT: Good afternoon to you both. ■

MR. TRCMBLEY: Wes Trombley for Mr. Akohcmen

10th Floor

10 10
■ 11 11 Ighedoise.

12 12 THE COURT: Good afternoon.
13 13 THE DEFENDANT: Good afternoon.
3 4 14 THE COURT: Good afternoon Mr. — excuse me, I'm 

going to make mistakes with this. Ighedoise? I'm sorry, 
how do you pronounce your name, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: Ighedoise.

THE COURT: Ighedoise. I- apologize. Good

15 15

16 16
17 17

18 18
19 afternoon, sir.

20 THE .DEFENDANT: Good afternoon.
21 21 Counsel, as I understand it, we're here 

because Mr. Ighedoise wishes to plead guilty to Count One of 
the Superseding Indictment pursuant to the Plea Agreement 
filed with the court at docket entry 1121. ■

Do I have the posture correct from the Government's

THE COURT:
22 22

23 23

:.4 24

25 25
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it's inportant that you understand the consequences of . 
taking the oath this afternoon. If in responding to any of 
my questions today you should provide any false or 
misleading information or answers, you could be charged with 
additional crimes such as perjury or obstruction of justice. 
Those crimes would carry additional penalties beyond any of _ 
the penalties you are facing in this case.

Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: At this time, sir, please stand.

Madam Deputy, please administer the oath.
■COURTROOM DEPUTY CLERK: Yes, Your Honor. Please 

raise your right hand.'

(Defendant sworn under oath.)

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, I swear.

COURTROOM DEPUTY CLERK: Thank you.

THE COURT: You may have a seat, sir. Sir, if you 
need to reposition that microphone for any reason including 
your physical ccmfort, feel free to do so. Everything we 
say today is being electronically recorded, so whenever yo. 
speak to the Court, I have to ask you to speak loudly and 
clearly into that microphone. Thank you in advance for your 
cooperation.

1perspective?1
2MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. And, Mr. Trombley, frcm the 
Defense's perspective?

MR. TROMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I understand you do not have a copy of 
the original Plea Agreement; is that correct?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. I apologize. I 
didn't bring the original to court, and in addition 
Mr. Trombley and I believe Mr. Ighedoise had signed it mid 
scanned it, and then we printed it frcm that version and 
then I signed it along with my supervisor as well, so we 
don't have one wet signature copy of the document. It 
was — ultimately it was scanned and then re-signed.

THE COURT: I assume there's no objection to 
proceeding with the plea hearing today on the basis of the 
version of the Plea Agreement filed with the Court at docket 
entry 1121. Mr. Scruggs?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. And I don't believe 
there will be any corrections or additions or annotations to 
the Plea Agreement.

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Trcmbley?

MR. TRCMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor. No objection.

THE COURT: Sir, in a moment, my Courtroom Deputy is 
going to place you under oath. I'm telling you that because

2
33
44
55
66
77
88
99

1010
1111
1212
1313
14: 14
1515
1616
1717

1818
!>1919

2020
2121
2222
2323
24 Let's start with this. Would you please state your 

full and complete name for the record.

24
2525
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1 THE DEFENDANT: Akohcrren Ighedoise.

THE COURT: Sir, it's my understanding that you wish 
to plead guilty to Count One of the Superseding Indictment 
against you pursuant to the terms of the Plea Agreement 
filed with the Court; is that correct?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sir, the purpose of this hearing this 
afternoon is to allow me to ask you questions about your 
decision to plead guilty so that I can ensure that your 
decision is being made knowingly and voluntarily and that 
there's a factual basis for your plea. So I'm going to have 
a number of questions for you but also seme questions for 
your attorney and for the Government's attorney. It's very 
important that you understand everything we're going to 
discuss this afternoon. If you do not understand something, 
please feel free to interrupt me and let me know so that 
either I or your lawyer can explain it to you.

Additionally, sir, you can talk to your attorney 
about any matter we discuss today. If necessary, I'll take 
a break in these proceedings and give you as much time as 
you may need to speak privately with your attorney to have 
all of your questions answered.

Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEFENDANT': Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Scruggs, does the current Victim

1 Rights Act apply, and, if so, has the Government complied 
with it?2 2

3 3 THE DEFENDANT: It does, and we have, Your Honor.
4 4 THE COURT: Thank you.

Mr. Ighedoise, before we go any further, I need to 
explain to you that if at the end of this hearing you do 
decide to enter a plea of guilty and your plea is accepted 
by the Court, it will become very difficult, if not 
impossible, for you to later change your mind.

Do you understand that, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, at this time, I need to ask you 
sane questions that you may consider to be personal in 
nature. I'd like you to understand the reason I'm asking 
you these questions is to ensure for the record that you are 
competent to enter a plea of guilty today.

Do you understand what I mean by that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE CCURT: Let's start with this, sir. How old are

5 5

6

7

8
9 9

10 10
11 11
12 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18

19

20 you?
21 21 THE DEFENDANT: I'm 49.
22 22 THE CCURT: How far did you go in school?

THE DEFENDANT: Second year in college.

THE COURT: I'm sorry. Second year of college? 
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

23 23
24 24

25 25
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THE COURT: Sir , i can you read, write and- understand 
the English language? ' ,

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

drugs, alcohol, medication or other Intoxicant?

THE DEFFJJDANT:'- 'No. '

THE COURT: In the past 24 hours, have you taken any 
drugs or any medication of any kind? '

THE DEFENDANT: Just my diabetic medication. It' 
does not impede my understanding of what's-happening.

"THE COURT: For the record, what is that medicati 
THE DEFENDANT: Metformin. - 

- '■- THE COURT: You' re taking that'for-diabetes?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Is it prescribed to you by a licensed 
medical-practitioner?

THE DEFENDANT: - Required. ’

THE COURT: When did you last take it?
THE DEFENDANT: This morning at 3:30 in the morning. 
THE COURT:'- I believe you've answered this question 

already,-’sir, but'T'm obligated to. ask'it directly. ' Is : 
there anything about that .medication 'or your underlying . 
condition for which' you' re' taking ‘it that would prevent yq‘ 
fron thinking clearly or concentrating or understanding 
these-proceedings today?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Other than the medication you just 
mentioned, -have you taken any other drugs or -medication in 
the past 24 hours? - -

1! l
2 2t-

t
i 3 3

4 . THE'COURT:' Is English’-your native language?

, . -THE DEFENDANT: English is my second language.

■ THE COURT: What is your native language?

*. THE .DEFENDANT : - - My native language is Pidgin, like 
■ Kaduna, like'creole: ' > .-'ci

-THE COURT:- Would it assist you - to have an1:' 
interpreter today or.are you comfortable moving toward with 
this hearing:without'the assistance of an interpreter? *

THE DEFENDANT: I'm comfortable without: the need of
■ f.

4:
i5 5

16 : 6
#7 7

8 8
i <9 9 ► ,

I

10 10
11 > ' 11
12 12f

13 an interpreter.1 -

THE OOURT: Sir, if at any point you- feel that ah ■
13

I
14 14
15 • interpreter would be helpful.to you, please let me know.. We 

would then pause the-hearing and1 likely schedule it.'over to 
another day and make arrangements for an interpreter, an' 
appropriate interpreter-to be here to assist you, but let me 
know if-that becomes the case, otherwise we’ll move forward 
without an -interpreter. Do you understand?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. : ;

’ THE COURT: Sir; -did you understand-your Plea
Agreement? -

15
16 '• 16

t 17 17
I 18 i 18

19 A19ft 20 ' 20t-

21 21
22 22t
23 23t

:• 24 THE DEFBDANT: .Yes, Your Honor. ' .

THE COURT: Are you under the influence of any ’’
24

25 ' ; 25
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1 You have the right to plead not guilty and to 
maintain that plea.

1 Sir, you have a right to testify at your trial, but 
you also have the right not to testify; that is, you have a 
right to remain silent.

2 If you maintain a plea of not guilty, 
you would have the following rights under the Constitution

2
3 3 No one can force you to incriminate 

yourself. The choice to testify would be entirely up to4 and the laws of the United States. You would have the right 
to a speedy and public trial, and to be tried by a jury of 
12 persons or by the District Judge if you waive a jury 
trial.

4
5 5 you.
6 6 Sir, do you understand your rights as the Court just 

explained them to you?

THE DEFENDANT:

THE COURT:
I've explained so far?

THE DEFENDANT:

7
8 If you are tried by a jury, sir, all 12 of the 

jurors would have to unanimously agree on your guilt before 
you could be convicted.

Sir, you are presumed innocent, and before you could 
be found guilty, the burden of proof is on the United States 
to prove your guilt by ccnpetent and sufficient evidence 
beyond a reasonable doubt. You do not have to prove that 
you are innocent.

At your trial, the witnesses for the United States 
have to come to Court and testify in front of you. 
the right to confront those witnesses against you. That 
means you have the right to see, hear, question and 
cross-examine them.

Sir, you have the right to present witnesses and 
evidence of your own. If any witnesses were to refuse to 
appear voluntarily, the Court could enter orders to make 
than appear. That means the Court could carpel their 
attendance.

8 Yes, sir, I do.

Do you have any questions about anything9 9
10 10
11 11 No, Your Honor.

Now, sir, if you plead guilty to Count 
One of the Superseding Indictment, pursuant to your Plea 
Agreement, you will waive and give up those rights I just 
told you about.

12 12 THE COURT:
13 13
14 14
15 15 There will not be a trial, and after your 

guilty plea, the District Judge will find you guilty of the16 16
17 You have 17 offense charged in Count One and will convict you of that 

offense.18 18

19 Sir, a plea of guilty admits the truth of the charge 
against you, but a plea of not guilty denies the charge.

Has your attorney explained that difference to you and do' 
you understand the difference between a plea of guilty and 
not guilty?

20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

Sir, if you choose to plead guilty, you25 25 THE COURT:

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ~ HMD ~ TAMPA DIVISION UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ~ FLMD ~ TAMPA DIVISION
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must give up the right not to incriminate yourself because I 
have to ask you questions about the crime to which you're 
pleading guilty to satisfy myself that there's a factual 
basis for your plea. By pleading guilty, you also waive and 
give up your right to trial, to confrontation and 
cross-examination of Government witnesses and the compulsory 
process for attendance of defense witnesses at trial.

Because there would be no trial in your case, sir, 
the next proceeding would be the sentencing hearing in front 
of the District Judge. Sir, you may have defenses to the 
charge against you, but if you plead guilty, you will waive 
and give up your right to assert any defenses.

Has your attorney explained to you the defenses you 
might have in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: By pleading guilty, sir, you also waive 
and give up your right to challenge the way in which the 
Government obtained any evidence, statement or confession in 
your case. In addition, by pleading guilty, you may lose 
the right to challenge on appeal any rulings that this Court 
has made in your case.

Sir, do you fully understand all of the rights that 
you have and the rights that you waive by pleading guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir.

THE COURT: Do you have any questions about anything

1 1 I've explained so far?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.
THE WITNESS: Now, sir, by pleading guilty to this 

felony, you may lose certain civil rights such as the right 
to vote, to hold public office, to serve on juries and to 
own and possess firearms. A felony conviction may also 
prevent you frcm obtaining or keeping certain occupational^ 

licenses.

22

33

4 4

5 5

6 6

7 7

8 8

9 If convicted, a Defendant who is not a United States 
citizen may be removed frcm the United States, denied 
citizenship and denied admission into the United States in 
the future.

9

10 10
11 11
12 12

13 13 Sir, do you fully understand these consequences of
14 14 pleading guilty?
15 15 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir, I do.

THE COURT: And, sir, did you receive a copy of the 
Superseding Indictment, that' ■■ the operative document 
setting forth the charge against you in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. ,

THE GOURT: Has your attorney explained the charge 
or charges to you?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Have you discussed the charge or charges 
and the case in general with your attorney? '

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
20 20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25
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1 Did your attorney answer all of yourTHE COURT: 1 MR. TROMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor. We've filed a copy
2 questions, sir? 2 of the Plea Agreement.

THE COURT: Thank you. Again, Mr. Ighedoise, I'm 
reading frcm page two, paragraph three under the heading 
Elements of the Offense, if you want to follow along.

The elements of the offense alleged in Count One 
are, first, that two or more persons in seme way or manner 
agreed to try to accomplish a cartnon and unlawful plan to 
commit mail or wire fraud as charged in the Superseding 
Indictment; and, second, the Defendant knew the unlawful 
purpose of the plan and willfully joined in it.

Mr. Ighedoise, sir, do you understand the elements 
of the charge that the United States would have to prove 
beyond a reasonable doubt for you to be convicted?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you have any questions about them?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, sir, the crime with which you've 
been charged in Count One and to which you intend to plead 
guilty is punishable as follows: And at this time I'm going 
to read again frcm your Plea Agreement, but this time, sir, 
I'm reading from page one, paragraph A.2 under the heading 
of Minimum and Maximum Penalties, if you want to follow 
along.

3 THE DEFENDANT: xes, Your Honor.- 
THE COURT: Did you explain everything you know 

about your case to your lawyer?

3
4 4
5 5

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

Sir, the charge against you in Count One 
of the Superseding Indictment to which you intend to plead 
guilty charges you with conspiracy to carmit mail and wire 
fraud in violation of Title 18 United States Code Section

6
THE COURT: 7

8
9 9

10 10
1349.■ 11 11

12 Sir, do you fully understand the charge to which you 
intend to p]emi guilty?

THE-DEFENDANT: - Yes, Your Honor.

THE WITNESS: Do you have any questions about it?
THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, sir, the necessary elements the 
Government would have to prove beyond a reasonable doubt for 
you to be convicted of that offense are as follows. And at 
this time I'm going to read directly in your Plea Agreement 
frcm page two, paragraph three under the heading Elements of 
the Offense, if you want to follow along with me.

Mr. Trombley, cm I correct in understanding that you 
have a copy of the Plea Agreement in front of your client at 
this time?

12
] 3 13
14 14
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18

19

20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25 Count One is punishable by a maximum term of
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imprisonment of 20 years, a fine of up to $250,000, a terra 
of supervised release of up to three years and a special 
assessment of $100.

With respect to certain offenses, the Court shall 
order the Defendant to make restitution to any victim of the 
offense, and with respect to other offenses, the Court may 
order the Defendant to make restitution to any victim of the 
offense or to the cannunity as set forth in the Plea 
Agreement.

intentionally deceptive practices, the District Judge may 
order you to provide notice of your conviction to the 
victims of the crime.

11

22

3 3

4 Mr. Scruggs, have I accurately stated the maximum 
penalties associated with Count One?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Trombley, same

4

5 5

66
questi^Hp7 7

8 8 sir?

9 9 MR. TRCMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Thank you.

Mr. Ighedoise, sir, do you understand the maximum 
penalties applying to the count to which you intend to plead 
guilty?

. 10. In addition, Mr. Ighedoise, the Court may assess and 
require that you pay the cost of your imprisonment, the cost 
of your supervised release and the cost of your probation if

10

11 11

12 12

13 13any.

Sir, the Court is obligated to impose that $100 
special assessment that I just mentioned. If you violated 
any supervised release condition, you would face additional 
prison time and supervised release.

If applicable, the District Judge may order you to 
pay restitution to any victim of the crime, and if 
applicable, the District Judge may require you to forfeit 
certain property to the United States. And, in fact, your 
Plea Agreement does contain both restitution and forfeiture 
provisions which we'll address a little bit more in detail 
later in the hearing.

If the crime involved fraud, deceit or other

14 14 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you understand that these penalties 
are the logical consequences of your guilty plea?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you have any questions about anything 
I've explained so far, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Now, sir, the United States Sentencing 
Guidelines apply in your case. Have you discussed the 
guidelines with your attorney and how they might apply?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I want to make sure that you understand

15 15

16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
20 20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25
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1 certain things about how the sentencing process works. To 
begin with, as I mentioned earlier, I'm not the judge who 
will preside over your sentencing hearing. The judge who 
will preside over your sentencing hearing is District Judge 
Stephen D. Merryday. Judge Merryday will not be able to 
determine your guideline sentence, sir, until after the 
United States Probation Office has finished preparing a 
Presentence Investigation Report for your case.

After the District Judge determines what guidelines 
apply to your case, he has the authority to impose any — a 
sentence that is more severe or less severe than the 
sentence that the guidelines recommend.

In fact, he has the authority to impose any sentence 
up to the maximum allowed by law. In other words, sir, the 
District Judge is not bound by the sentencing guidelines 
because those guidelines are only advisory.

And, sir, has your attorney explained to you the 
various factors that the Court can consider in determining a 
guidelines range in your case which would include your 
criminal history, whether there were victims, the role you 
played in the offenses, the amount of any monetary loss and 
whether you've accepted responsibility for your acts?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT:■ Sir, the United States may appeal the 
sentence the District Judge imposes in your case. That

1 means the United States may ask the Court of Appeals to 
reverse your sentence as being too low or as being based on 
a guidelines miscalculation.

Parole has been abolished, and if the District Judge 
sentences you to prison, you will not be released on parole.

Sir, the sentence that the District Judge imposes in 
your case may be different than any estimated sentence that 
your attorney or anyone else has given you. In fact, it 
might be higher than you expect. If that happens, you will 
still be bound by your guilty plea and you will not have the 
right to withdraw it.

Sir, do you understand all these things that I just 
explained to you about the sentencing process?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. ■

THE COURT: Do you have any questions at all?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And, sir, do you understand that there 
were discussions 'and negotiations between your attorney and 
the United States Attorney's Office that resulted in a 
written Plea Agreement in your case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Trombley, so that I am clear, you 
have the as-filed version of the-Plea Agreement as it 
appears at docket entry 1121 in this case?

MR. TROMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

2 2

3
4 4
5 5
6 6

7
8 8
9 9

10 10
11 11
12 12
13 13
14 14
15 15

16
17 17
18 18

19

20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25
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1 THE COURT: Thank you.

Mr. Ighedoise, I need to ask you to take a look at 
that document that your Counsel has put in front of you and 
confirm for me on'the record that that is, in fact, your 
Plea Agreement.

1 Agreement at document entry 1121?
MR. TRCMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Scruggs, is that also your signature 
appearing on the last page of the Plea Agreement at docket 
1121, as well as the signature of one of your colleagues on 
behalf of Cherie I. Krigsman?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. It's a signature 
AUSA Jim Preston on behalf of Ms. Krigsman.

THE COURT: I haven't been here long enough to 
decipher sane of these signatures, so I appreciate the 
clarification.

2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5
6 THE DEFENDANT: The whole thing? Your Honor, the 

Plea Agreement was given to me?

THE COURT: I'm sorry, sir.

6
#7 7

8 8
9 THE DEFENDANT: The Plea Agreement that's in front 9

10 of me? 10
11 THE COURT: Your attorney has given you the Plea 

Agreement that's been filed with the Court, and I am asking 
you to take a look at it now and just tell me for the record 
that that is your Plea Agreement.

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, sir. It is my Plea Agreement.

THE COURT: Is that your signature appearing on the 
last page of the document?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. It is my

11
12 12 So, Mr. Ighedoise, did you read the entire Plea 

Agreement before you signed it?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Did you read every page?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: E’-ery word?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Did your attorney go over the Plea 
Agreement with you and answer any questions you may have ha^g 
before you signed it?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Did you understand every part of your 
Plea Agreement before you signed it?

Yes, your Honor.

13 13
14 14
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18
19 signature. 19
20 THE COURT: Are those your initials appearing in the 

lower left-hand comer of each and every page of the 
document?

20
21 21
22 22
23 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

Mr. Trcmbley, for the record, is that 
also your signature appearing on the last page of the Plea

23
24 THE COURT: 24
25 25 THE DEFENDANT:
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1 THE COURT: Do you have any questions about your 1 time of the execution of this Agreement related to the 
conduct giving rise to this Plea Agreement.

Sir, do you understand these things?

Yes, Your Honor.

Please turn with me now to page three, 
paragraph six which is titled, "Mandatory Restitution to

Sir, this section of the 
Plea Agreement states that pursuant Title 18 United States 
Code Sections 3663A(a) said (b), you agree to make full 
restitution to all victims of the offense who suffered

2 Plea Agreement at this time?

THE DEFENDANT: No, You;. Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Trombley, were there any other 
formal offers made to your client .in this case?

MR. 1ECMBLEY: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Scruggs, do you agree with the

2
3 3
4 4 THE DEFENDANT:
5 5 THE COURT:

i

6

7 Victims of Offense of Conviction."
representation? 8

9 MR. SCRUGGS: That's correct, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Ighedoise, at this time I'm going to 
review certain provisions of your Plea Agreement with you 
just to ensure that you understand them and that you are 
willing to be bound by them. But it's important, sir, that 
you understand that you will be bound by all of the terms of 
your Plea Agreement whether or not we discussed seme of than 
today.

9
10 10
11 11 pecuniary harm.
12 12 Sir, do you understand these things?

Yes, Your Honor.

Do you agree to them?

Yes, Your Honor.

Please look with me now on page three, 
paragraph seven which is titled "Adjusted Offense Level." 
Sir, this paragraph states that pursuant to Federal Rule of 
Criminal Procedure 11 (c.) (1) (B), the United States will 
recoimend to the Court that your adjusted offense level be 
calculated at level 33 as determined by the calculations 
appearing on the chart on this page of the Plea Agreement.

The paragraph at the bottom of this page, sir, 
states that you understand that this recommendation or 
request is not binding on the Court, and if it's not

13 13 THE DEFENDANT:
14 14 THE COURT:

; is15 THE DEFENDANT:
16 16 THE COURT:
17 Co you understand that, sir?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Okay. Sir, if you'll please tum now to 
page two, paragraph five which is titled, "No Further 
Charges." Sir, this paragraph states that if the Court 
accepts this Plea Agreement, the United States Attorney's 
Office for the Middle District of Florida agrees not to 
charge you with ccnmitting any other federal criminal 
offenses known to the United States Attorney's Office at the

■ 17
18 • 18

19

20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25
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THE COURT: Remaining on page four but this time 
looking at paragraph nine, Mr. Ighedoise, this paragraph is 
titled, "Acceptance of Responsibility Three Levels." In 
this section of the Plea Agreement, sir, the United States 
agrees to reccrrmend to the Court that you received a 
two-level downward adjustment to your guidelines offense 
level if the Government doesn't later receive any adverse 
information indicating that that recommendation would be- 
unwarranted. Moreover, provided certain conditions are met, 
this section of the Plea Agreement states that the United

i

States also agrees to consider filing a motion for another 
one-level downward adjustment to your guidelines offense 
level, but, sir, the Plea Agreement explains here that the 
decision to file such a motion will rest solely with the 
United States Attorney and you agree that you will not 
challenge that decision.

Sir, do you understand all these things?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you agree to them?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE OOURT: Please turn with me now to page five', 
paragraph ten which is titled, "Low End."

Sir, in this section of the Plea Agreement, it 
states that at the time of sentencing and in the event that 
no adverse information is received suggesting such a

accepted by the Court, you will not be allowed to withdraw 
frcm your plea.

11
22
3Sir, do you understand these things? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

3
44
5THE COURT: Do you agree to then?5
66 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE CCURT: Please look with me now on page four, 
paragraph eight which is titled, "Credit for Time Served in 
Canadian Custody Pending Extradition."

Mr. Ighedoise, sir, this section of the Plea 
Agreement states that pursuant to Title 18 United States 
Code Section 3585 (b), at the time of sentencing, the United 
States will not oppose your request that you be given credit 
toward the service of a term of imprisonment for any time 
that you have spent in official detention pending 
extradition to the United States frcm Canada in connection 
with the charges in the Superseding Indictment which time 
has already not been credited against another sentence.

Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sir, do you also understand this 
particular request is not binding on the Court. If it's not 
accepted by the Court, you will not be allowed to withdraw 
frcm your plea of guilty or your plea agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

77
88
99

in- 10
lili
1212
1313
1414

1515

1616
17' 17

1818
1919

20 20
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1 recarmendation to be unwarranted, the United States will 
reccnmend to the Court that you receive a sentence at the 
low end of the applicable guideline range as calculated • 
above in section A.7, adjusted offense level of the Plea 
Agreement.

1 pleading guilty.
2 2 The section goes on to state that you acknowledge 

and agree that, one, you obtained this amount as a result of 
the ccnmission of the offenses; and, two, as a result of the 
acts and emissions of you, the proceeds have been 
transferred to third parties and cannot be located by the 
United States upon the exercise of due diligence.

This section goes on to state, sir, on page eight at 
the top of that page in the first full paragraph that you 
agree that in the event the Court determines that you have 
reached this section of the Plea Agreement, you may be found 
ineligible for a reduction in the guideline calculation for 
acceptance of responsibility and substantial assistance,. and 
you may be eligible for an obstruction of justice 
enhancement.

3 3
4 4
5 5

The section goes on to state that you understand 
that this recarmendation or request is not binding on the 
Court, and if it's not accepted by the Court, you will not 
be allowed to withdraw fran the plea.

Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEPENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you agree to them?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Remaining on page five, but this time 
looking at paragraph 11, sir. This paragraph or this 
section of the Plea Agreement, rather, is titled,

"Forfeiture■of Assets."

In this section of the Plea Agreement, you agree to 
forfeit to the United States immediately and voluntarily any 
and all assets and property or portions thereof that are 

. subject to forfeiture pursuant to federal statute. This 
section goes on to state on page five that the assets to be 
forfeited specifically include, but are not limited to, the 
10,632,446.36 in proceeds that you admit were obtained as a 
result of the commission of the offense to which you are

6

7

8
9 9

10 10
11 11
12 12
13 13
14 14
15 15
16 16 Sir, do you ’understand these things? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. '17 17
18 18 Do you agree to them?

Yes, Your Honor.

Please turn with me now to page Eight, 
Paragraph B.l which addresses among other things 
restitution.

THE COURT:
19 THE DEFENDANT:

20 THE COURT:
21 21
22 22

23 23 Sir, restitution is normally limited to the conduct

Here, however, you 
are waiving that limitation and you are agreeing to make

24 24 in the count to which you plead guilty.
25 25
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Here, Mr. Ighedoise, I want to enphasize 
to you that the District Judge is not bound by any of the 
sentencing reccmnendations that your attorney or the United 
States may make, and if the District Judge does not accept 
any particular recarrnendation, you will still be bound by 
your guilty plea, and you will not have the right to 
withdraw it.

Recommendations."1restitution to all victims.1
2Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you agree to that?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Please turn with me now to page nine, 
paragraph two which is titled, Supervised Release. Sir, 
this paragraph states that you understand that the offense 
to which you are pleading guilty provides for imposition of 
a term of supervised release upon release frcm imprisonment, 
and that if you should violate the conditions of release, 
you would be subject to a further term of imprisonment.

Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Remaining on page nine but looking at 

paragraph three which is titled, "Immigration Consequences 
of Pleading Guilty," sir, this paragraph states that you 
have been advised and understand that upon conviction, a 
Defendant who's not a United States citizen may be removed 
from the United States, denied citizenship and denied 
admission to the United States in the future.

2
33
44
55
66
77

8 Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
THE COURT: Please turn with me to page twelve, 

paragraph seven which is titled, Defendant's Waiver of Right 
to Appeal the Sentence." Here, Mr. Ighedoise, you agree 
that the Court has jurisdiction in your case and can 
sentence you up to the statutory maximum. You also waive 
your right to appeal your sentence on any ground, including 
the ground that the District Judge made a mistake in 
calculating your sentencing guidelines range.

Normally, sir, a defendant can appeal his sentence 
on any ground. Here, however, you are waiving your right 
appeal your sentence except on very narrow grounds. 
Specifically, your Plea Agreement states here that you 
expressly waive the right to appeal your sentence on any 
ground, including the ground that the Court erred in 
determining the applicable guidelines range pursuant to the 
sentencing guidelines except, A, the ground that the

8

99

10 10

11 11

1212
1313

14 14
15 15

16 16
17 17

18 18

19 19
20 20

21 21
22 Sir, do you understand these things?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Please turn with me now to page eleven, 
paragraph six, which is titled, "Sentencing

22
23 23
24 24
25 25
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1 sentence exceeds your applicable guidelines range as 
determined by the Court pursuant to the sentencing 
guidelines; B, the ground that the sentence exceeds the 
statutory maximum penalty, or, C, the ground that the 
sentence violates the Eighth Amendment to the Constitution.

Provided, however, that if the Government exercises 
its right to appeal the sentence imposed as authorized by 
statute, then you are released from your waiver and may also 
appeal your.sentence also as authorized by statute.

Mr. Ighedoise, sir, do you understand what you're

1 you.
2 2 It's important that you understand that the District 

Judge can only accept a plea agreement that involves the 
dismissal of seme charges and an agreement not to pursue 
other charges if the District Judge finds that the plea and 
the agreement will not undermine the statutory purposes of 
sentencing and that the count to which you are pleading 
guilty adequately reflects the seriousness of your actual 
offense behavior.

3 3
4 4
5 5

6
7

8
9 9

10 10 Sir, if charges are to be dismissed pursuant to your 
Plea Agreement, you still may be held accountable under the 
sentencing guidelines for that conduct even though the 
charges have been dismissed.

Sir, do you understand these things?

Yes, Your Honor.

Mr. Scruggs, are there any other 
provisions of the Plea Agreement the Government would like 
to review with the Defendant?

giving up here?11 11
12 THE DEEENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 12
13 THE COURT: Have you discussed your sentence and 13
14 appeal waiver with your attorney?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
14

15 15 THE DEFENDANT:
16 THE COURT: Do you make that waiver freely and 16 THE COURT:
17 voluntarily? 17
18 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 18

THE COURT: Do you have any questions about your 19 MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you. Mr. Trombley, are there any 
other provisions of the Plea Agreement that you'd like me to 
review with your client? ■ ■

MR. TRCMBLEY: No, Your Honor.

sentence appeal waiver? 20
21 THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

Now, sir, your Plea Agreement involves 
the dismissal of the charge against you in Count Two of the 
Superseding Indictment, and also as we discussed earlier, it 
involves an agreement not to pursue other charges against

21
22 THE COURT: 22
23 23
24 24 THE COURT: Thank you.
25 25 Mr. Ighedoise, sir, do you understand all of the
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provisions in your Plea Agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Are you willing to be bound by all of 
the provisions of your Plea Agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Have any premises or assurances been 
made to you by anyone that are not otherwise reflected in 
your Plea Agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: To sunmarize, sir, do you understand 
everything we've discussed up to this point including your 
rights, the rights that you give up by pleading guilty, the 
charge against you, the potential penalties, the potential 
consequences, the sentencing guidelines and your Plea 
Agreement?

everything the prosecutor is about to say, because when he's 
done speaking, I'll turn to you and ask you whether you 
admit those facts are true and whether you admit to doing 
the things he says you've done.

Now, sir, I anticipate that the prosecutor will be 
reading directly fron the factual basis section of your Plea 
Agreement beginning on page 14 under the heading "facts," 
you want to follow along as tie's reading, but please do 
listen very carefully to everything he says because he may 
add to or amplify the facts in his presentation to the Court 
today. I want to make sure that you are also hearing 
everything he says. Thank you.

Mr. Scruggs, when you're ready.

MR. SCRUGGS: Thank you, Your Honor. Were this case 
to go to trial, the United States would prove these facts 
and others beyond a reasonable doubt.

From at least in or around January of 2012 and 
continuing through and including October 2015, the Defendant 
Akohcmen Ighedoise conspired to devise a scheme and artif: 
to defraud and to obtain money and property by means of 
false and fraudulent pretenses, representations, and 
premises that related to material facts and for the purpose 
of executing such scheme and artifice to transmit and cause 
to be transmitted by means of wire, radio and television 
coimunication in interstate or foreign ccnmerce and any

1 1

22

33

44 :
5 5

66

7 7

8 8

9 9

10 10

11 11
12 12

13 ■ 13
14 14

15 15

16 16THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Let me ask you directly then, sir, how 
do you plead, guilty or not guilty to Count One of the 
Superseding Indictment?

THE DEFENDANT: Guilty, Your Honor.

THE COURT: At this time, sir, the Court will hear 
fron the prosecutor a proffer of facts that the United 
States would have to prove beyond a reasonable doubt for you 
to be convicted in this case as to Count One of the 
Superseding Indictment. Please listen very carefully to

17 •17
18 18

■ 19 19
20 20

21 21
22 22
23 23
24 24
25 25
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1 writing, signs, pictures, signals and sounds in violation of 
Title 18 United States Cede Sections 1343 and 1349.

Ighedoise was a member of a large international 
fraud and money laundering organization that operated in the 
United States, Canada, Nigeria and other countries 
throughout the club.

Ighedoise, who resided in Ontario, Canada targeted 
and helped other individuals target victims in connection 
with fraud schemes. The fraud schemes took several forms. 
Many victims were lawyers who were solicited to perform fake 
legal work, unwittingly provided counterfeit cashiers' 
checks for deposit into their firms' trust accounts, and 
then were directed to wire money to bank accounts in the 
name of shell companies that co-conspirators controlled.

Other victims were title companies defrauded with 
counterfeit checks and phony real estate transactions.

Still other victims were widowed, divorced or single 
women who were targeted and defrauded by fake suitors on 
dating websites offering sham investment opportunities.

■The conspiracy also employed hackers who compromised 
or skewed email accounts ordering or directing wire 
transfers from brokerage and business accounts to shell bank 
accounts controlled by co-conspirators. .

Victims were instructed to wire money interstate 
into funnel accounts held by co-conspirators, colloquially

1 known as money mules in the names of shell companies.

The co-conspirators then .quickly moved the victims' 
proceeds to other accounts in the United States and around 
the world before the victims could discover their fraud.

The co-conspirators in Canada, Nigeria, South Africa, China, 
Senegal and elsewhere helped coordinate the fraud and money 
laundering activity from abroad.

Co-defendant Ikechuwku Amadi was Ighedoise's main 
point of contact for money laundering activity that occurred 
in the United States. Ighedoise used phone, email and other 
forms of interstate and foreign comterce to advance the 
goals of the conspiracy and to coordinate the fraud activity 
that his fellow conspirators, including individuals located 
in Nigeria and South Africa carried out.

Ighedoise's email and text message records contained 
extensive communication in which he exchanged information 
with Amadi about specific victims, including their 
personally identifiable information and bank accounts, and 
the manner in which tire victim's funds were to be moved.

In total, during the period alleged in the 
Superseding Indictment, Ighedoise and his co-conspirators 
unlawfully obtained and attempted or intended to obtain at 
least approximately 16,492,213.16 from victims of the 
various fraud schares. Ighedoise's specific conduct and 
objectives during the conspiracy involved at least

2 2
3 3
4 4

' 5 5
6 6
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Agreement at docket entry No. 1121?

MR. TRCMBLEY: No objection, judge.

THE CCURT: Mr. Ighedoise, sir, did you hear 
everything the prosecutor just said?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sir, do you admit that those facts are

116,492,213 — 16,492,213.16 in actual or intended fraud 
proceeds and it was reasonably foreseeable to Ighedoise that 
the conspiracy would involve a total actual or intended loss 
in that amount.

1
22
33
44
5Ighedoise did not provide any legitimate services or 

enter into any legitimate cantercial activity relating to 
the attainment or receipt or transfer of those funds.

During the period alleged in the Superseding 
Indictment, Ighedoise had authority and control over at 
least $10,632,546.36 in proceeds attained from victims of 
the various fraud schemes. Ighedoise was aware that the 
victims were sending these funds to bank accounts that his 
co-conspirators oversaw and controlled. Specifically, 
Ighedoise and his co-conspirators provided the bank account 
information to the co-conspirators who defrauded the victims 
and he directed co-conspirators, including Amadi, where to 
send victim's money once it had been received and routed.

Thank you, Your Honor.

THE CCURT: Mr. Scruggs, for the record, you are 
reading fran the factual basis section of the Plea 
Agreement; is that correct?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor, beginning on page 14.

THE CCURT: Mr. Trcmbley, are there any objections 
to the facts summarized by the prosecutor here today or as 
jet forth in the factual basis sections of the Plea

5
66
7 true?7
8 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.8

Do you admit to doing the things he says9 THE COURT:9
10 you've done?10
11 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Did you read the factual base section of 
your plea agreement before you initialed each page and 
signed the last page of the agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE CCURT: Did you discuss the factual basis 
section of your Plea Agreement with your attorney before you 
initialed ^ach page and signed the last page?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sir, do you admit the truth of the 
factual basis of your Plea Agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And do you admit that the factual basis 
satisfies all of the essential elements of the offense to 
which you are pleading guilty in Count One of the

11
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1 Superseding Indictment?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: As I mentioned earlier, sir, in order 
for the Court to accept your guilty plea, I do have to ask 
you questions about the crime to which you're pleading 
guilty to satisfy myself that there's a factual basis for 
your plea. And I do have seme more specific questions for 
you now.

seeing it. I don't see a fact in the factual basis section 
that alleges the connection to the Middle District of 
Florida. Is that part of the Government's proffer as to the 
facts?

1
2 2
3 3
4 4
5 5 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. And I'll proffer 

specifically that there were at least three co-defendants, 
co-conspirators I should say located in the Middle District 
of Florida who were engaged in money laundering activity, 
including Muhammad Naji who's mentioned in paragraph 8, page 
two of the Superseding Indictment who was convicted and 
operated in the Middle District of Florida to carry out 
financial activity.

THE COURT: Mr. Trombley, any objection to that.

6

7

8
9 Sir, do you admit that from at least January 2012 

and continuing through and including October 2015, you and 
one or more other persons in sate way or manner agreed to 
try to accomplish a cannon and ujtlawful plan to commit trail 
or wire fraud as-charged in Count One of the Superseding 
Indictment and described in the factual basis section of 
your Plea Agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE CCURT: Sir, do you also admit that you knew the 
unlawful purpose of the plan and you willfully joined in it 
as charged in the Superseding Indictment and described in 
the factual basis section of your Plea Agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sir, do you admit you do these tilings in 
the Middle District of Florida and elsewhere?

9
10 10
11 11
12 12
13 13
14 14 further proffer?
15 15 MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor.
16 16 THE COURT: Mr. Ighedoise has already admitted to 

the Court that the conduct alleged occurred in the Middle 
District Of Florida and elsewhere. I-think that's

17 17
18 18

19 sufficient in terms of the Court's inquiry on the issue of 
venue. Counsel, do you agree, Mr. Scruggs?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: ■ Mr. Trombley?

MR. TROMBLEY: Yes,'Your Honor. ’

THE COURT: Based on the unobjected to facts 
summarized by the prosecutor today and the unobjected to

20
21 21
22 22
23 23
24 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 24
25 Mr. Scruggs, if it's there, I'm notTHE COURT: 25
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imposed if you plead guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE 03URT: As you sit here today, sir, do you 
believe you know what sentence you will receive?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Has anyone premised you that you will 
receive a light sentence or otherwise be rewarded for u 
pleading guilty other than the representations in your Plea 
Agreement?

facts set forth in the factual basis section of the Plea 
Agreement at docket entry 1121, as well as Mr. Ighedoise's 
responses to the Court's direct questions on the record 
under oath today, I find that there's an independent factual 
basis for a finding of guilty to enter the plea as to Count 
One of the Superseding Indictment.

Mr. Ighedoise, sir are you pleading guilty freely 
and voluntarily and because you believe it is in your best 
interest to do so?

11
22
33
44

55
66
77

88

99

1010 THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE OOURT: Counsel, do you each assure the Court 
that as far as you know, no assurances, premises or 
understandings have been given to Mr. Ighedoise as to the 
disposition of his case that are different frem or contrary 
to what's in his Plea Agreement, Mr. Scruggs?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. There are no other 
premises or representations that I'm aware.

THE COURT: Mr. Trcmbley?

MR. TRCMBIEY: No, no other premises or

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Sir, are you pleading guilty because you 1111
12 are guilty? 12

1313 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE CCURT: Has anyone threatened you, forced you, 
coerced you or intimidated you in any way regarding your 
decision to plead guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.
THE CCURT: Other than what's in your Plea 

Agreement, has anyone made any premises or assurances to you 
of any kind to induce you to plead guilty?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Other than what's in your Plea Agreement 
and understanding the maximum penalties that apply, are you 
relying on any agreement, discussion, premise or 
understanding with .anyone about what sentence will be

1414

15 15

16 16
17 17
18 18
19 19
20 20 representations.
21 21 Mr. Ighedoise, sir, you are represented 

Have you discussed your case

THE COURT:
22 22 by Mr. Trcmbley in this case, 

fully with him and explained everything you know about your 
case to him?

23 23
24 24
25 25 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
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1 Have you had enough time to talk with 
your attorney before entering a guilty plea?

THE DEFENDANT:

THE COURT: 1 THE COURT: Sir, do you fully understand all the. 
rights and procedures that you waive and give up by pleading 
guilty?

2 2
3 Yes, Your Honor.

Is there anyone else you want to talk to 
about your case before you enter a guilty plea today?

No, Your Honor.

Has your attorney done everything you've 
asked him to do for your case before your decision to enter 
a guilty plea?

3
4 THE COURT: 4 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Having heard everything I've said, sir, 
is it your final desire to plead guilty to Count One of the 
Superseding Indictment pursuant to your Plea Agreement?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Now is your last chance to speak up or 
to ask any questions you may have, sir, before I make my 
reccranendation.

5 5
THE DEFENDANT: 6
THE COURT: 7

8
9 9

10 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Are you satisfied with your attorney and 
the way he has represented you in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you have any complaints about the way 
the ;_tomey has represented you in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Do you have any complaints about the way 
you've been treated by the Court or anyone else?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Has anyone coached you or suggested that 
you answer untruthfully to any of the questions I've asked 
you today?

10
11 11
12 12 Is there anything you'd like to say or anything 

you'd like to ask?

THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Scruggs, is the United States 
satisfied with the colloquy?

MR. SCRUGGS: Yes. Thank you, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Trombley, is the defense satisfied 
with the colloquy?

MR. TRCMBIEY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: And, sir, are you satisfied that your 
client knows what he's charged with, that you have had 
sufficient time to counsel with your client, and that he is 
pleading guilty freely and voluntarily with full knowledge 
of the consequences of his plea?

13 13
14 14
15 15
16 16
17 17
18 18

19

20
21 21
22 22
23 THE DEFENDANT: No, Your Honor. 23
24 THE COURT: Have you told the truth today? 

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
24

25 25
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1 MR. TRCMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Mr. Ighedoise, sir, please listen very 
carefully to my findings because when I'm done speaking I'll 
turn to you and ask whether you agree with everything I've 
said.

1 District Judge reconmending that he accept your guilty plea. 
Sir, you have 14 days to object to'that reccnmendation. 
United States has the same 14-day period to object to the 
reccnmendation.

2 2 The
3 3
4 4

5 5 If you do not object to my reccnmendation, in all 
likelihood the District Judge will accept it and will find 
you guilty of the offense charged in Count One and convic 
you of that offense. Your case at that point would proceed 
to the sentencing hearing in front of the District Judge.

As I indicated earlier, sir, the United States • 
Probation Office will prepare a Presentence Investigation 
Report to help the District Judge determine a reasonable 
sentence in your case. You will be reguired to provide 
information for that report.

Your attorney may be present during your Presentenre 
Investigation Report interview by the United States 
Probation Office and your attorney will represent you in the 
preparation of that report at sentencing.

Sir, you and your attorney will be permitted to 
speak on your behalf at the sentencing hearing, and you an. 
your attorney will be allowed to read the Presentence 
Investigation Report before the sentencing hearing and to 
make objections to it if you have any objections.

Your sentencing will be set in approximately 75 to 
90 days and will be set by separate notice frcm the District

6 I find that you, Akohcmen Ighedoise, are alert and 
intelligent, that you understand the nature of the charge 
against you and the possible penalties, and that you 
appreciate the consequences of pleading guilty. I also find 
that the facts that the United States is prepared to prove, 
which by your guilty plea you admit based on the unobjected 
to facts summarized by the prosecutor here today, and the 
unobjected facts set forth in the factual basis section of 
your Plea Agreement at docket entry No. 1121, as well as 
your responses to the Court's direct questions on the record 
under oath today all state the essential elements of the 
offense to which you have pled guilty in Count One of the 
Superseding Indictment.

I further find, sir, that your decision to plead 
guilty is freely, voluntarily, knowingly and intelligently 
made and that you have had the advice and counsel of a 
competent attorney with whom you say you are satisfied.

Sir, do you agree with all those findings?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

THE COURT: I will make a written report to the

6
#7 7

8 8
9 9

10 10
11 11
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13 13
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15 15
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1 Judge. 1 UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT )
2 Unless there's anything further in this natter, I 

remand Mr. Ighedoise to the custody of the United States 
Marshals pending further proceedings in this case, and I'll 
ask the Clerk of the Court to scan and docket the notice and 
consent form provided to the Court today as well as the 
consent to institute a Presentence Investigation Report that 
was signed by the Defendant and his Counsel as well before 
we started the hearing today.

Anything further from the United States?

MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor. Thank you.

THE COURT: Thank you. Anything further from the

2 )
3 3 MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA )
4 4
5 5 I, SHARON A. MILLER, Official Court Reporter for the 

United States District Court, Middle District of Florida, do 
hereby certify that pursuant to Section 753, Title 28,

United States Code that the foregoing is a true and correct 
transcript of the stenographic notes taken by canputer-aided 
transcription taken in the above-entitled cause by the 
undersigned and that the transcript format is in conformance 
with the regulations of the Judicial conference of the 
United States.

6
7

8
9 9

10 10
11 11
12 12
13 defense? 13

MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor. Thank you. 
THE COURT: Thank you. We're in recess. 

(Proceedings adjourned at 2:31 p.m.)

14 14 /S/Sharon A. Miller, CSR, RPR, CRR, RMR 
Official Court Reporter3 5 15
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
FOR THE MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION

1 (Call to Order of the Court at 9:25 a.m.)

2 THE COURT: Good morning. Perhaps counsel will step

) 3 forward to the clerk's table, along with the defendant, please.
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Good morning. We are together in Case) 4
Plaintiff, )

) 5 15-Criminal-320, United States of America vs. Akohomen
8:15-CR-320Case No.:vs.

} 6 Ighedoise.
AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, )

) 7 Who speaks for the United States?
Defendant. )

8 MR. SCRUGGS: Good morning, Your Honor.

9 Scruggs for the United States.
SENTENCING PROCEEDINGS 

BEFORE THE HONORABLE STEVEN D. MERRYDAY 10 THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Scruggs.

January 18, 2023 
9:25 a.m. to 10:40 a.m.

11 And who speaks for the defense?

12 MR. TROMBLEY: Good morning, Your Honor. Wes
APPEARANCES:

13 Trombley for Mr. Ighedoise.
FOR THE PLAINTIFF: PATRICK SCRUGGS, ESQUIRE

Office of the United States Attorney
400 North Tampa Street
Suite 3200
Tampa, Florida 33602

14 THE COURT: Good morning, Mr. Trombley.

15 You are Akohomen Ighedoise?

16 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.
FOR THE DEFENDANT: WESLEY E. TROMBLEY, ESQUIRE 

Trombley & Hanes 
707 North Franklin Street 
Tenth Floor 
Tampa

17 THE COURT: Good morning.

18 Mr. Ighedoise, on September 13 of 2022, you pleaded
Florida 33602

1? guilty to Count 1 of a superseding indictment. Count 1 charges
ALSO PRESENT: AKOHOMEN IGHEDOISE, DEFENDANT

20 you with conspiracy, in particular, a conspiracy to commit

21 and wire fraud, in violation of parts of Sections 1341, 1343

22 and 1349 of Title 18 of the United States Code. I earlier

23 entered an order that accepts your plea of guilty, and that 
adjudges you guilty of the conspiracy offense charged in

So as of the entry of that order, your guilt was

{Proceedings recorded by mechanical stenography, transcript 
produced by computer-aided transcription.) 24

25 Count 1.
REPORTED BY:

Rebekah M. Lockwood, RDR, CRR 
Official Court Reporter 

(813) 301-5380 | r.lockwooduscr@gmail.com 
P.0. Box 173496, Tampa, Florida 33672
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1 determined, and it remains this morning to determine your 1 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

2 sentence. 2 THE COURT: First, Mr. Trombley, is there any

3 As I know Mr. Trombley has explained, I will 3 objection the factual content of the presentence report?

4 determine your sentence by first determining an advisory 4 MR. TROMBLEY: No, there's not.

5 sentence in accord with the United States Sentencing 5 THE COURT: Then the factual content is adopted 
without objection for the purpose of the advisory GuidelineGuidelines. And by nexc inviting both the United States and 60

the defense to direct my attention to any matter, including 7 range, and, of course, before considering any other applicable

those at 18 U.S.C. 3553(a), that I should consider in arriving 8 factors, is there any objection to the offense level of 33 and

at a final and reasonable sentence in accord with applicable 9 a criminal history category I, as recommended by the probation

10 law. 10 office?

11 I'll begin by asking Mr. Scruggs if he's had an 11 MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor. No objection.

12 opportunity on behalf of the United States to review and 12 THE COURT: All right. Then, preliminarily, that is

13 evaluate the presentence report, and if so, whether the United 13 adopted as the advisory Guideline calculation.

14 States objects either to the factual content of the presentence 14 Mr. Scruggs, is there a motion on behalf of

15 report or to the application of the Sentencing Guidelines that 15 Mr. Ighedoise under 5K1 or otherwise?

16 is recommended by the United States Probation Office? 16 MR. SCRUGGS: There is not, Your Honor.

17 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor, I have. And the 17 THE COURT: Okay. In that case, Mr. Trombley, I'll
18 United States has no objections to either the factual portion 18 recognize you to advance any matter in mitigation, any matter

19 or the application of the Guidelines. 19 under 3553, after which I’ll recognize Mr. Ighedoise to speak

THE COURT: Mr. Trombley, have you and Mr. Ighedoise 20 on his own behalf, if he chooses to do so.

had an opportunity together to review and evaluate the 21 I note that I did receive your sentencing memorandum

22 presentence report? 22 and the several attachments. I read the memorandum in which

23 MR. TROMBLEY: Yes, Your Honor. 23 you listed the several certificates. I think about 70 that

24 THE COURT: Mr. Ighedoise, have you seen the 24 maybe that many — that the defendant has earned during his

25 presentence report and discussed it with your counsel? 25 detention in recent years.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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1 And I read the other material, not all of it with the 1 approximately six years in this Toronto South Detention Centre,

2 same precision, but I did review all the material that you 2 which I knew nothing about until this case.

3 provided. That's not to discourage you from making a complete 3 Then we supplied the Court a series of articles,

statement, but just to let you and Mr. Ighedoise know that I4 4 investigative articles and so forth, as well as a investigative

did review all the material that was available to me.5 5 report or analysis by the Ontario Department of Health, I

6 MR. TROMBLEY: Understood, Your Honor. And I don't 6 believe it was.

7 intend to go through everything. I had hoped that Your Honor 7 THE COURT: Yes.

would have received the memo, as you did, and thank you for8 8 MR. TROMBLEY: That set forth a lot of very troub

9 going through that. 9 issues within the Toronto South Detention facility, and we 
brought that to the Court's attention with the argument that is10 Just to restate, we did file on January 10th of this 10

11 year a sentencing memorandum on Mr. Ighedoise's behalf, which 11 included in the memorandum that the time he spent there did

12 we've both been through a good length, at least at two 12 appear to be convincingly more difficult and harsh than the

13 meetings, and we feel comfortable with the arguments obtained 13 time he would have spent either in a better run facility in

within the memorandum. So we will rely mostly on those -- on14 14 Canada or here in the United States under our laws and our

15 that filing for the request for variance-. 15 facilities.

16 And, Judge, that, just very briefly is, as you 16 And, Judge, along those lines, sorry to ba-~k up for

17 pointed out, is extraordinary educational and what I've called 17 his credit for the time whil^ he was incarcerated, his good 
works, there was a letter from a sergeant at the facility.18 rehabilitative efforts while incarcerated. I haven't been 18

19 doing this that long but I've been doing it long enough, it 19 THE COURT: Yes.

20 seems, that he is one of the only — he is the only defendant 20 MR. TROMBLEY: Which I thought was impressive.

21 where I've seen that, to the extent of certificates and ability 21 Again, I've never seen someone in a prison facility write a

22 to kind of broaden his horizons and expand his mind in 22 letter for an inmate anticipating sentencing.

23 education while incarcerated, which I thought was impressive 23 And then third, Your Honor, this is something I,

24 and worthy of note. 24 again, have never experienced, kind of this little bit of

25 The second, Your Honor, Mr. Ighedoise spent 25 difficulty determining how to apply credit for the time he has

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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served in Canadian custody, which appears to be about 741 1 have for the Court.

2 months. Because the extradition paperwork, I think, came much Mr. Ighedoise did prepare a statement that I know he

later, and then his federal custody date and arrest over to the3 3 would like to read.

United States reflects a much later date, November 17th of4 4 THE COURT: Let me just say one thing. The

2021, when in fact his arrest was October 7th, 2015.5 So 5 assignment of credit is initially within the domain of the

6 there's a very, very 6 Bureau of Prisons. So just so Mr. Ighedoise will know that

THE COURT: His arrest in Canada? 7 when he is sentenced and remanded to the custody of the- United

MR. TROMBLEY: Arrested in Canada, and as I outlined 8 States Marshal, he'll remain in custody here for a brief time

in the memorandum, Your Honor — 9 while the Bureau of Prisons designates him to a facility and at

10 THE COURT: What triggered that arrest? 10 that time determines a date of release from that facility and

11 MR. TROMBLEY: So, Your Honor, my understanding and from federal custody. So in determining the date of that11

12 I've spoken with Mr. Scruggs and also had some correspondence 12 release, they will consider the extent to which he is entitled

13 with the agent in this case, that in conjunction with US — 13 to credit in their view. And then they will adjust the release

14 with the US agent on this case, they, together, sharing 14 date that they convey to his designated facility, and it will

information and facts and information that was used in this15 15 include credit for that, and he has an internal Bureau of

16 case later, used that to effect an arrest in Canada. Arrested 16 Prisons remedy available to contest that credit determination.

17 him under Canadian purposes or reasons, but then later dropped 17 During my term on the bench I’ve never had an

18 that case in favor of the US indictment. 18 occasion to have someone come back here, which I think you have

19 So there is an acknowledgment, I think, by the 19 the right to do, ultimately, because it has to do with the

government, and Mr. Scruggs certainly can clarify that that 20 legality of the tail end of your sentence I've never had

arrest was really this case, and that was October 2015. 21 anybody come back here and lodge a habeas writ or its
22 Your Honor, so for those reasons, and kind of that 22 equivalent based on that credit determination.

23 odd amount of time where we're requesting this large variance 23 How to say this, the Bureau of Prisons is not

24 in Canada, we've asked for a sentence of 34 months, which would 24 interested in unduly detaining people at their expense. So,

25 be an actual time of incarceration of 108 months. That's all I 25 generally, they're what I'm saying is, it's a very

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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straightforward and fair process of determination.1 1 care about others, not taking into consideration the suffering

and heartaches my actions were causing the victims, and I2 MR. TROMBLEY: Understood, Your Honor. This just 2

3 struck me as one that perhaps was slightly different and 3 became a narcissistic human being.

concerning for when they may begin the time.4 We hope — 4 Since my incarceration, I’ve taken a lot of time to

obviously hope that's not the case.5 To the extent we can make 5 reflect and understand the gravity of my offense and I'm very

6 it very clear, either in the PSR or on the record or both, 6 ashamed of the person I became. 7 take full responsibility for

7 obviously, that's enormously important to Mr. Ighedoise. 7 my actions, and I'm truly sorry.

8 THE COURT: I think the recommendation of the United 8 I also realize that my involvement in the crimina

9 States with respect to that credit is probably of some 9 justice system has been a source of pain and embarrassment to

10 significance as well. Anyway, so you had finished with your 10 my family, and they have expressed their complete repugnance by

11 presentation. 11 refusing to have anything to do with me going forward. There's

And, Mr. Ighedoise, you do have an opportunity to12 12 not enough apologies I can offer that will be at wording for

13 speak on your own behalf this morning. 13 all that I have done, and I do not offer any excuse or defense 
of any kind to minimize my responsibilities for the offenses to14 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 14

15 THE COURT: You're not required to say anything, but which I have pled guilty for.15

16 if you'd like to say something, this is the time for you to do 16 During this several-plus years of my incarceration in

17 that. Yes, you may go get your notes if you've made them. 17 Canada, I cannot he]p but thi: !: every day how my very sel'T^sh

18 THE DEFENDANT: Your Honor, I would like to read 18 and destructive ways have negatively impacted the life of my

19 something to the Court. 19 daughter, who has to grow up without a father.

20 Your Honor, first I would like' to thank you for the 20 I know my actions have caused irreparable harm an

21 opportunity to address this Court. I would like to say I 21 loss to the victims of my offense and to my family. But I

22 apologize to the victims of my crime. I was -- I am very sorry 22 promise this Court from this day forward, I will continuously

23 for the pain my actions have brought upon all of you and your 23 find ways to fix all that I have done, and I wish there are

24 loved ones. No day passes by that I do not regret what I've 24 other means available to me that I wish I could show to this

25 done. I was thinking about myself only. Failing to think and 25 Court how very regretful I am.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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1 I know you must be familiar with thisYour Honor 1 pidgin?

2 kind of voice in your courtroom. And most times, it probably 2 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

3 does not amount to anything, but throughout the several-plus 3 THE COURT: Is that what you would call your second

4 years of my incarceration, all I have done is to find ways to 4 language?

5 positively apply myself serving out avenues where I can make 5 THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor.

6 amends. 6 THE COURT: Okay. I'd like to amend I noticed

In conclusion, Your Honor, I accept whatever sentence 7 this in the PSR. And with all due respect, it doesn't make

you would impose on me, but I pray for mercy, and I ask this 8 sense the way it is. So in Paragraph 100, that should say the

Court to be lenient as possible, taking into consideration my 9 defendant's primary language is Nigerian pidgin. Pidgin is a

10 remorsefulness and my effort to better myself, please and 10 term like Creole or dialect or vernacular that describes the

11 thank you. 11 state of a spoken or almost surely a spoken language.

12 THE COURT: All right. Thank you. Just an aside, 12 And the other term is patois, p-a-t-o-i-s, that you

13 which has nothing to do with what you just said, it says in the 13 see occasionally. But you need some word in front of pidgin

14 presentence report, I just wanted to check, your primary 14 for it to make sense. That should be Nigerian pidgin which 
isn't certainly a widespread phenomenon in Nigerian, the15 language is what? 15

16 THE DEFENDANT: Pidgin English, but I'm also fluent 16 official language of which is English.

17 in regular English. 17 I thought so. Thank you.

18 THE COURT: Well, English is the national language of 18 Mr. Scruggs, what says the United States, should I

i9 Nigeria. It's the official language of Nigeria. 19 say in closing, with respect to a reasonable sentence? And I

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, Your Honor. 20 think that Mr. Trombley draws a fair question is what to make

THE COURT:. Nigeria is, of course, remarkable because 21 of this 108 months, I think it was, that he spent in Canada.

22 it has several hundred distinct dialects that are identifiable. 22 You don't think of Canada as a place that houses — or that

23 Some of them, like Hausa and Igbo, and those are more dominant. 23 supports particularly onerous prison facilities. Then, again,

24 Sometimes the generic phrase Nigeria pidgin is mentioned by 24 you don't like to think of the United States as that. Recent

25 English speakers. Is that a term that you recognize, Nigerian 25 events suggests that there are some — confirms that there are

UNITEJ STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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some facilities in the United States, even maintained by the1 1 Canada. That was something that originated in the northwest

2 United States that are substandard, to say the least. 2 and oozed over into Canada. Is that correct?

3 So what do you say with respect to a reasonable 3 MR. SCRUGGS: I-believe that's right, Your Honor.

sentence here?4 4 Although the Canadians did identify, I believe, certain

5 MR. SCRUGGS: Thank you, Your Honor. I'll -- let me 5 Canadian victims. I want to say these were these romance-scam,

6 address, if I can the second question first about the credit. 6 elderly victims from Canada. But I can't —

7 I agree with what Mr. Trombley jaid, which is that 7 THE COURT:

8 Mr. Ighedoise was arrested in, I believe, October of 2015 on 8 term.

9 the Canadian charges. 9 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. But, ultimately,' I

10 THE COURT: Yes . 10 can’t say with a straight face to the Court that

MR. SCRUGGS: Those are distinct charges.11 11 Mr. Ighedoise's arrest at that time was not brought about

12 THE COURT: Yes. 12 because of the United States' investigation.

13 MR. SCRUGGS: In terms of a legal analysis, they're 13 In other words, we, along with the Toronto police

14 separate sovereigns. We did not bring that prosecution. It 14 service and the FBI here, coordinated a joint takedown where we

15 wasn't centered principally on our evidence. The Canadians had 15 arrested a number of people in the United States, including

16 collected their own evidence. 16 Ms. Ellis, Mr. Cortese, and then we were able to arrest

17 THE COURT: Of events in Canada? 17 Mr. Ighedoise. And wr understood at the time that the

18 MR. SCRUGGS: That was in Canada. 18 Canadians were effectively pursuing this charge to get him in

19 THE COURT: Excuse me, the evidence that the Canadian 19 custody or to have some sort of release conditions if he was

20 authorities had collected was evidence of events in that Z0 released in Canada in anticipation of him being extradited

21 occurred in Canada? 21 the United States. Again, I think in all candor and being a

22 MR. SCRUGGS: Mostly events in Canada.Correct. 22 officer of the Court, Your Honor, I think it's fair to say that

23 There was an international impact as well, but — 23 the Canadians acted really at our request to push those

24 THE COURT: My recollection is there was only one 24 charges. Even though they had a separate case and separate 
evidence, that was really at the United States' request, and it25 isolated event in the evidence in this case that occurred in 25

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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was in furtherance of our ultimate extradition.1 1 before when he was — when he was in detention, but before the

2 For reasons beyond our control, meaning the United 2 .filing of the extradition?

3 States Attorney’s Office's control, the extradition process 3 MR. SCRUGGS: Correct, Your Honor. The United States

4 took several months just to get the paperwork completed. 4 does not have an objection to noting that in the judgment and

5 Canada to my surprise, iv a very, I think, jnerous - it's a 5 for Mr. Ighedoise to receive credit for that. He’s served that

6 very — there’s a lot,of due process that's afforded to 6 time, we believe effectively under our process or our 
investigation, so we're not opposed to him getting credit fordefendants in Canada. So it took some time to get that package 7

completed. 8 that. I don't know what the best mechanism of doing that, if
Ultimately, from the documentation I received from 9 it's noted in the judgment, if that is sufficient for BOP But

10 the Bureau of Prisons, and from the Office of International 10 as you noted previously, Your Honor, this may be an issue where

11 Affairs at the Department of Justice, which I sent to 11 we just have to see how BOP calculates it, and if there's an

12 12Mr. Trombley, they do not right now appear to give then the parties can pursue some sort of correction orerror

13 Mr. Ighedoise credit from before when the ex — 13 remedy after that.

14 THE COURT: Too many pronouns. Hold on just one 14 THE COURT: I think that's right. But I think it's
15 second. Who is "they"? 15 also right that where there's a colorable basis to credit him

16 MR. SCRUGGS: I'm sorry. The Canadians — not the 16 with something, they tend to do it. So I expect that that will

17 Canadians. The. Department of Justice, based on their 17 come out well for him.

18 calculation, starts the calculation at the filing of the 18 What they won't do, and which I think maybe

19 extradition paperwork in Canada. So for the year, about 18 19 Mr. Trombley was gently suggesting, was that a day-for-day

months or so before that, he was — Mr. Ighedoise was in 20 credit might not be quite equal to the conditions that he --
custody, but there was no extradition paperwork filed, so as of 21 and they won't do that. They’ll make a one-to-one deduction,

22 now, it doesn't appear that he is guaranteed to receive credit 22 but they're not going to say, well, this was unusually harsh

23 for that time. We do not have the the United States does 23 and therefore we're going to give him 120 months or 130 months

24 not 24 credit for 108 months served. I've never -- I say they won't

25 THE COURT: "That time" being the 18 months or so 25 do that; I've never known them to do that.
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1 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. I agree. I think 1 intimately involved in the money laundering and some of the

2 that1s right. And I can’t speak to the conditions. 2I was fraud activity, but Mr. Ighedoise was the tie to the criminal

3 surprised. I'm not contesting them. But I was frankly 3 organization'that was orchestrating all of this. He was the

4 surprised to see what Mr. Trombley pointed out about the 4 affiliated, full-fledged member of that group.

5 conditions in Canada, because I think the general assumption is 5 Having said that, Your Honor, in terms of our

\6 that the Canadians, in some respects, have a different 6 evidence of what Mr. Ighedoise's involvement is, we didn't get 
as much of a — I thin!, a complete picture of exactly what 
role was in this investigation. We know he worked with Amal^^^V

7 incarceration system than the United States, and perhaps they 7

8 have more resources for that. And so I was surprised to see 8

9 the documentation of the conditions in Toronto. So the United 9 We know he helped coordinate where the money was going to‘,’

. 10 States isn't disputing that. I just have nothing to add to 10 helped coordinate some of the fraud.

11 that beyond what Mr. Trombley has already pointed out. 11 But we don't have as many communications from

A12 In terms of a reasonable sentence, though, Your 12 Mr. Ighedoise that we did for — as we did for Mr. Amadi. We

13 I think it's fair just to note sort of the two sides ofHonor 13 don't have a sense, I think, of the full scope of his

14 the balance here. On the one hand, we have Mr. Ighedoise, who 14 activities. And that's in a way to his benefit. He has this f
15 I think in some respects, and I don't say this in a derogatory 15 title. He was certainly part of the Black Axe. He was a

16 term, but I think it's fitting, he was sort of the bogeyman of 16 significant player in this scheme, and I think it's appropriate

17 this case for many years. 17 to hold him accountable for that.

18 Part of that was because he wasn't here. He was the 18 But he did ultimately come to the United States. He

19 last defendant who was extradited. Part of that was because 19 agreed to cooperate and plead guilty relatively quickly. He

20 Mr. Ighedoise was the one member, the actual member of this 20 did not —

21 transnational organized crime group, the Black Axe group. He 21 THE COURT: Stop just a second. He agreed to

22 was, from what we understand, the Ihaza, I-h-a-z-a 22 guilty. You say he agreed to cooperate?or

23 treasurer of this North American chapter in Toronto. So he had 23 MR. SCRUGGS: Not cooperate. He agreed to — well, I

24 a fairly significant position within this group. 24 suppose he's been cooperative in a sense, but he hasn't

25 Mr. Amadi, who is his codefendant, was, I think, more 25 specifically agreed to —
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/1 THE COURT: Well, he gets credit for that with the 1 information, because by the time he got here, the investigation /i
/2 acceptance points. 2 was really over. There weren't any more targets that we were /

/3 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. 3 pursuing in the United States. So he didn't really have an // /You didn't mean cooperation in the 5K1. /4 THE COURT: 4 opportunity. /
/You didn't mean substantial assistance. 5 But he, I think has shown remorse. He has not put/

6 MR. SCRUGGS: Correct, Your Honor. In this case / 6 the government to its burden of proof at trial, and that's a 
significant factor here.

/
it's so old now. / 7 As I think the Court is aware, we had

THE COURT: Because that's why one of the defendants ^ 8 some, I think, very convincing victims who testified, not only/
has such a low sentence compared to some others is because of / 9 in this trial in the trial of Ms. Ellis and Mr. Cortese and

10 his — I think he got a total of -- maybe the United States 10 Ms. Johnson, which was before Your Honor. Those are the

11 wound up asking for a total of seven levels for Naji, if I 11 codefendants here./
12 remember correctly. 12 But there was the separate trial of Okechukwu Amadi

13 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor. 13 who is Ikechukwu Amadi's brother. He was also money laundereri

14 THE COURT: Or.his sentence would have been much 14 working with Ikechukwu Amadi in the United States to help move

15 the funds. And we had a number of victims testify in thatworse.

16 MR. SCRUGGS: That's correct. It's probably — I 16 trial as well, some different victims from Ellis, et al. trial.

17 think it's fair to say he was our most significant cooperating 17 And I think, hands down, these victims, it was devastating for
I18 witness in the case, as well as our venue tie to Tampa, because 18 most of them. Some of them were fine. Some of them recovered.

19 he was doing the activity here for the group. 19 But the vast majority of the victims suffered quite a bit.

THE COURT: There were some other factors in that 20 And on the one hand, you can look at that and say,

reduction that we don't need to repeat here this morning. And 21 well, Mr. Ighedoise should be punished appropriately for the

■22 just in addition to those -- those what amounted to seven 22 scale of the crime and the effect it had on the victims and I

But at the same time, we were faced -- the ”\23 formal levels. 23 don't deny that.
r24 MR. SCRUGGS: Mr. Ighedoise didn't rYes, Your Honor. 24 United States was faced with a dilemma of if we do not offer a
/

2? have really an opportunity to cooperate much or provide 25 plea agreement, if we do not resolve this case, we're going to
$. UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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71 have to bring those victims back for a trial. discussion about a trial.1 The United States recognizes that.

2 And I can tell you, I still speak to these victims 2 So I think balancing it, the equation, Your Honor, if
3 after seven years, some of them still contact me about the 3 you look at Mr. Ikechukwu Amadi, who received a slightly longer

restitution process, which, unfortunately, has been delayed by4 4 sentence than what the government would be recommending here,

5 the codefendants' appeals in this case. And I — they don't 5 which is the low end' of 135 months, Mr. Ighedoise and Ikechukwu

6 want to testify, Your Honor. That's the bottom line. 6 were similarly situated, I think, in terms of their

7 THE COURT: I understand. 7 culpability. Our evidence indicates, however, that Ike Amad^^^

8 MR. SCRUGGS: They don't want to come back. I don't 8 had, I think, more n' a hands-..m role in managing these mon

9 want to put them through that. I did not want to put them 9 mules who were opening the bank accounts, in terms of

10 through that. 10 coordinating the fraud. We have just much more extensive.

11 THE COURT: I understand. 11 evi .ience of Mr. Amadi ’ s involvement.

12 MR. SCRUGGS: Again, some of them have testified 12 And although Mr. Ighedoise has the title of treasurer

13 twice in federal court, and these are people, as Your Honor 13 and he was part of the Black Axe, I don't know that we can say 
with confidence exactly what his role was throughout the14 knows, some of the romance victims in particular never told 14

15 their families, or until they were subpoenaed, had not told 15 conspiracy. We know he was giving direction to Ike Amadi,. but

16 them. They kept it as a secret. It was a big shame for a lot 16 he doesn't seem to have been as directly involved in a lot of

17 of them. And one of the victims passed away since the trial, 17 the activity.

18 Ms. Sparks, who testified in the Ellis case. So we didn't want 18 I think it'c. appropriate if Mr. Ighedoise receive

19 to bring the victims back if we didn’t have to. 19 something of a lesser sentence than what Mr. Amadi receive, Ike

incarceration in Canada and the decision to — to plead gui^^^^20 To that extent, Your Honor, the government does 20 Amadi, and taking into account the conditions of his

21 appreciate we could resolve this case by plea agreement so we 21

22 didn't have to relive that and have the victims relive it in. 22 and resolve his case short of trial.

23 court and bring them here. 23 THE COURT: When you say Ike Amadi, you mean

24 And Mr. Trombley was timely with reaching out to 
resolve the case before we got to any advanced preparations or

24 Okechukwu?

25 25 MR. SCRUGGS: Ikechukwu Amadi.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTi
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THE COURT: Ah, yeah. All right. Anything further1 the district court, a judge must consider a number of factors,1

2 from the United States? 2 including, for example, the policies and Guidelines of the

3 MR. SCRUGGS: No, thank you, Your Honor. 3 United States Sentencing Commission, the advisory Guideline

THE COURT: Any reason not to proceed with sentence?4 4 range, which was determined earlier, the applicable statutory

5 MR. SCRUGGS: 5 penalties. I believe the applicable statutory penalty here isNo, Your Honor.

6 THE COURT: Mr. Trombley, anything further from the 6 a maximum of 20 years, 240 months.

defense? 7 I consider the written and oral submissions of

MR. TROMBLEY: Nothing further, other than certainly 8 counsel, including, of course, the sentencing memorandum and

take no issue with the facts. He has lived this, as Your Honor 9 exhibits that Mr. Trombley filed on your behalf. And I

has lived this case much longer than I have.10 10 consider your statement on your own behalf in allocution, as

THE COURT: Yes, sir.11 11 the lawyers say, and also the factors at 18 U.S.C. 3553(a).

The only — again, I know you've12 MR. TROMBLEY: 12 Generally, none of us address them all, but we address the ones

13 explained the position with BOP is if the Department of 13 we think.are most salient in a particular case, as your counsel

Justice, we have documents that's giving him credit for 201714 14 did ably in his sentencing memorandum on your behalf. And I

rather than 2015, there is still that concern there from our15 will discuss those in a bit.15

16 end. I don’t know if there's any more we can do to clarify it. 16 People tend to phrase these things differently, and I

17 And I don’t know if the other defendants in their the DOJ 17 can’t quote the statute, but, generally, the first statutory

reflection for the credit of their time was accurate, and2 8 18 factor is the nature and characteristics of the offense. And

19 that's the date that probation and BOP used. But if there is 19 this was — although, unfortunately, not a perfectly singular

kind of that missing link, it’s unique to his case that does 20 offense, it was in the upper echelon of the category of

cause me still some concern. offenses, which it is rightly described. It was unusual in itsI don't know what we can do about 21

diversity in the sense that there were a number of different22 22it today.

concepts, fraudulent concepts that were deployed in a number of2323 THE COURT: Any reason not to proceed to sentence?

They’re described very ably, I thought, in the24 different ways.24 MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor.

Mr. Ighedoi.se, in in,posing a sentence in 25 It’s difficult to summarize so much2 3 THE COURT: presentence report.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURTUNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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But theevidence in so many cases with reasonable brevity1 1 people go flatline and die in front of them.

2 probation officer made a heroic effort. 2 So in that same sense that an emergency room
//3 But unlike you, Mr. Ighedoise, I had an opportunity 3 physician needs to maintain their balance, it's necessary for

4 to sit right here in this courtroom and listen to some of your/ 4 prosecutors and judges and defense lawyers to do the same, but
/

operatives in this /5 victims and some of your lieutenants 5 we still see and experience the pain and suffering that's ceensome //6 organization, some with leadership roles, and some, the 6 caused by the crimes that are tried in our courts. And we can
/

7 ultimate end-of-the-line operatives, doing the dirty work, / 7 reasonably conclude that something definitive needs to be do/
/8 actually walking into the bank and opening the accounts that 8 in response !. o those egregious harms if ;ue opportunity in
/9 would be used to funnel money and things like that. 9 law permits./

10 And I'll have to say that I'm a crusty, old veteran 10 And I think it's a fair statement to say that any'

11 of trials. I've seen people testify about their broken dreams il reasonable person who observed the consequences of the schemes

12 and their broken lives and their broken hearts. But even that, 12 that you and your colleagues deployed would come precisely to

13 some of these stories were painful to hear, 
respond in shock, occasionally, in -- with the obvious emotion ^

Watching the jury / 13 that conclusion. People, for one reason another — one reason

14 14 or another who were vulnerable, having some person whose

15 controlled, witnesses crying on the witness stand, humiliated, 15 expertise is spotting vulnerability and exploiting it for tneir

16 embarrassed, broke, couple of street-level drug addicts that 16 own gain, well, that's a cold-blooded business. It's a

17 had been hired for little or nothing to open bank accounts as 17 calculated business. It's probably not emotional. I don't

18 if they had any money to put in them and such. It was sad. It 18 have any reason to think that \ou hated any of those people

19 was pathetic. It was painful. 19 that were the victims of these scams. Their agony is just, 
what do we say these days, collateral damage, to enrich you20 And as professionals, as much as I suppose,'an 20

21 emergency room physician can't afford to scream in horror at 21 your friends.

22 some of the things that are brought before them in the 22 You know, if I had a jury sitting right there in that

23 emergency room, because they have work to do and need to it do 23 box right now, make it as big a jury as you want make it a

24 well and need to do it under control, still, they see them, 24 hundred make it a thousand, make it the members of Congress 
that enacted this law, and we put the 'facts of this case t<-25 they see the agony, and they see the blood, and they see the 25
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!
1 them, say just go back there in that room and deliberate a 1 inventors and propounders of the scheme made money.

2 while and come back and tell me what the sentence should be. 2 So I’ve had a lot of people stand in front of me who

3 Do you have any doubt what the sentence would be that they 3 have committed fraud. And I think it’s fair to say people who

4 would arrive at? I don't think any of us does. 4 have committed large-scale fraud are fraudsters- Most of them

5 They would'probably think that I should, with a 
certain amount of detachment, assess these facts, call them

5 smart, like you. Most of them -- many of them able to make

6 6 persuasive statements.

exactly as they are, no more and no less, and design a 
proportionate sentence, which is what I'll do, to the best of (* 
my ability, without undue -- without any sense of vengeance,

7 But because they are who they are, and because

8 they've done what they've done, and because things have worked
VO

9 for them the way they have worked for them, it’s difficult to

10 because that has no place in the law, but also without any lack 10 believe a thing they say.

11 of determination or like to see to it that these types of scams 11 I know that some of them probably are telling me the

12 are deterred, if possible, suppressed where possible, and 12 truth. I’m certain that many of them aren't. I have no

13 rightly punished where possible, because there's the tears and 13 100-percent reliable way to tell one from the other, but I will

14 heartbreak and misery all over between every two lines in this 14 tell you this. I am much more suspicious of a statement from a

15 It just oozes out to those of us who knowpresentence report. 15 polished fraudster, as any experienced jurist would be, as any

16 the facts. Again, oozing being a technical term. 16 experienced law enforcement officer or investigator would be

17 And I want to say something else to you, 17 as any experienced defense lawyer would be, more suspicious of

Mr. Ighedoise..1 S I've been doing thrs a good, long time, and 18 a polished and savvy fraudster who understands human emotions

19 I've sentenced a lot of cases that involved using the term in 19 and vulnerabilities enough to exploit them successfully time

its broadest, most generic sense, fraud, some of it generated 20 after time after time.

by organized crime, some of it generated by a couple people who 21 Again, without making any finding with respect to

22 think they have a bright idea, sometimes economically proves 22 this, I will say that I have seen although I've seen /
23 successful for a while. I assume there are ones that prove 23 examples of every, I think, form of conduct after arrest, I

/-•
24 successful and I don’t know about them. But I know about a lot 24 would say there's a discernible tendency for defendants who are k/
15 that prove sue :essful for a while, if success means that the 25 crafty to understand exactly what they should do during their ,
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S'incarceration to prepare not for a life, but for sentencing. 1 who are both criminals and drug addicts, certainly abusers,1 /
i;2 Again, I can’t tell — I know there are some who — 2 sometimes it's difficult to know whether the stress and strain

know there are legitimate examples of persons who experienced r

and I know ^

33 of a criminal life created a need to medicate the stress with

the drugs, or whether these drugs clouded the judgment andremorse and a sort of self-actuated rehabilitation, 44

there are people who are seemingly incorrigible fraudsters and /5 5 created a need for money and induced crime. It' s certain] '• a/
rAgain, 1 -- even though I know there are 6 very tight relationship.6 manipulators. I'm sure there are, again, cases of//examples of both, I don't have any ironclad way to tell the 77 one, cases of the other, often very difficult to tell which/

/
8difference between one and the other. standing before you.8

And basing that decision on using the term, again, in9 9 And difficult to know, even that, how much difference

10 its sort of generalized sense, personality, is dangerous, 10 it makes how an offender got to be an offender, if that

11 especially with fraudsters, because they're very persuasive 11 offender is an offender and if released into the community is
It's how they came to be — how they came to be 1212 generally. likely to offend.

They've been recruiting cohorts and targeting13 successful. 13 Victims tend not to care about the details of why

14 victims. 14 someone broke their life broke their heart, stole their money,

15 So I consider, as I was saying, the nature and 15 ended their dreams, for instance, devastated their child. Ir.ey

16 characteristics of the offense and the nature and 16 tend not to care. Probably if I had 535 members of Congress

17 characteristics of the offender, I'll just say summarily that 17 sitting right there, none of them will care either. They want

18 having a difficult childhood, upbringing, environment, as a 18 society to be placid, ireful, arri safe. .’Uid lest anybody ne:-:;

19 youth, is certainly not uncommon among offenders. While it can 19 to be told, we're not doing a very good job of accomplishing

20 be said that many offenders have difficult backgrounds and were 20 that.

21 handed a difficult lot in life, by far the most people who 21 So, yes, I have considered the nature and

22 were handed difficult lot in life are net offenders. 22 characteristics of the offense, and I've read carefully your

23 And establishing an element of causation between a 23 background that is before me in the writings and in the

24 circumstance and a crime is not an easy thing to do at all. 24 statements made this morning on your behalf.

25 For instance, just to take an obvious example, how many people 25 I also consider other matters, including the
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imposition of a judgment that enhances respect for the law.1 1 deterrence might have a greater effect is where people plan,

2 Just a word about that. It means — that concept probably 2 where people assess the means by which they will proceed, place

3 means different things to different people. But one of the 3 that they will proceed, targets that they will approach, the

things I think it rightly means .s that the sentence should not4 4 type of personnel they need to recruit in order to effect their

5 be so great as to be viewed as unnecessarily punitive without 5 means, and in which it is possible to calculate a probable

6 nor should it be, as I said a few minutes ago 6 range of monetary return so that a reasonable person, such asreason so

lenient or indulgent as to suggest that the severity of the 7 yourself, who's literate and can assess risk and reward, and

crime has not been recognized, that the injury to the victims 8 of course, probability of apprehension, which is important, 
might decide, yes, given X, risk of apprehension, and Y,has not been recognized, or that society is not sincere in 9

10 enforcing its prohibitions. 10 vulnerability to incarceration, and, 2, reward, that equation

11 I also consider protection for the community. I 11 works for me and I'll commit the crime.

12 think it — strike the I think part. Manifestly protection for 12 Well, you know, you can change that equation by

13 the community is a principal consideration in every criminal 13 changing one of those variables. And, of course, that

14 That is especial];/ so if the offense of conviction in a incaxceration variable is changeable right here, right now in a14case.

particular case is one that randomly targeted the community,15 15 way that will make this equation not work for others.

16 and in this case and in related cases, did so broadly 16 I also consider the unwarranted — the avoidance of

throughout the United Stakes, and I think we know in Canada. 17 unwarranted disparity, as the lawyers tend to say. It's a

18 I also consider deterrence. That is a statutory 18 fancy way of expressing the common-sense notion that people //19 factor. There are always arguments about deterrence, whether 19 have committed about the same offense, have about the same /
it is an effective aspect of sentencing. If so, to what 20 criminal background, have caused about the same damage, should //
extent, and if so, in which categories of cases, assuming that 21 get about the same sentence. Yeah, I've simplified it a bit /

/22 perhaps it is more effective. Deterrence is a more effective 22 and generalized it a little bit too much, but that's

23 component of sentencing in some categories of cases than 23 essentially what it means.

others. 24 One need not look too far, whether it’s the

25 i think it's fair to say that one area in which 25 Sentencing Commission's aggregated data or elsewhere in this
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case and in related cases to see that the range of sentences1 1 courtroom who is a victim and wants to be heard, I'll — if
2 that we are talking about here is not excessive. I actually 2 you'll make your presence known, I'll give you that opportunity

3 had occasion to review all the sentences and all the related 3 now.

cases before coming here this morning, and I think the judges4 4 There's no response to that, so I just want to make

5 in the Middle District of Florida have together sentenced these 5 sure I dotted that I and crossed that T, as the case were.

6 cases in an admirably consistent and moderate manner. 6 So anyway, Mr. Ighedoise, I've considered all of

7 Some of these sentences are lengthy. One is 7 that, which is not an easy thing to do, nor is it an exact
/

8 tantamount to a life sentence. One might or might not prove to <• 8 thing to do. I want to, in sentencing you, recognize the
/

9 /be a life sentence. Several others are lengthy. The person 9 matters that have been brought to my attention. But on the
/10 who provided the earliest, most useful substantial assistance 10 other hand, I don’t want to forget other matters that have

r11 to the United States has a sentence, which if that fact were / 11 that I mentioned. There are people who are not here who
/12 not known, would appear to be disparate. But when the sentence ,
/

is adjusted for a decision that the United States Congress and 
the Sentencing Commission made, which is to reward, as a matter /

12 deserve to be thought of as we do what we do.

13 13 So I have, pursuant to 18 — well, to the Sentencing

14 14 Reform Act of 1984, to the extent applicable, after the United/
15 of United States policy, substantial assistance, that sentence / 

fits perfectly in line with the others.

15 States v. Booker and pursuant to 18 U.S.C 3553, determined
/16 Just adjust those 16 that Akohomen Ighedoise be committed to the Bureau of Prisons

/17 factors out, and it all works. 17 for 210 months. I have varied upwards slightly because of the *
/18 So, actually, not that it's my place to do this, but 18 reasons I have stated earlier. The rampant injury caused by y

19 I was pleased with the results from a sentencing standpoint 19 this series of crimes, the startling breadth and reach of the

20 of -- in the matter of consistency and balance. 20 crime, and the other factors that I discussed and need not

21 I should note that I did not ask if there were any 21 limit but summarized them now.

22 victims present in the courtroom. I believe that the answer to 22 I am confident that that sentence is not greater chan

23 that is self-evidently no. So I did not exercise in that -- I 23 necessary to establish to advance the statutory purpose of 
sentencing and in context of this offense is altogether24 didn't make that invitation. But if I'm wrong about that and I 24

25 think that’s not possible, if there's any person in the 25 reasonable. I have no objectior, and I think just! would
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served, given the sentence that I have announced, that1 1 And just so you will not be surprised, Mr. Ighedoise

2 Mr. Ighedoise receive full credit from the time of his initial 2 in the United States courts, people who violate the terms of

3 detention in Canada on related charges. And if I'm correct, 3 supervision, it's not ignored. It's not considered trivial.

4 Mr. Trombley, that would be 108 months. 4 They often are brought back into court and are subject to being

5 MR. TROMBLEY: Your Honor, I don't think that's 5 returned to incarceration for a term, sometimes amounting to

6 I — the date is October 7th, 2015.correct. 6 years.

THE COURT: All right. 7 As a qualifying felon, the defendant must cooperate

MR. TROMBLEY: I'm not sure what — 8 in the collection of his DNA as directed by the probation

THE COURT: Anyway, the full measure, including the 9 officer.

10 18 months that we discussed. I have no objection to his 10 Madam officer, has that been accomplished?

11 receiving credit for that. And my expectation is that he will 11 THE PROBATION OFFICER: I have not verified, Your

12 receive credit for that as I calculated this sentence. 12 Honor, but —

13 Upon release, the defendant must serve a three-year 13 With all due respect, you are directed toTHE COURT:

term of supervision in which he must comply with the standard14 14 confirm that that DNA has been taken, and if not, to take it
conditions adopted in the Court15 by the Court in the Middle 15 yourself. I suggest you take it yourself anyway, but let's

16 District of Florida and as well the following special 16 make sure that gets done. That's particularly important, as

17 condJ tions: 17 you know, in cases involving persons from outside the United

18 First, he must not incur new credit charges, open 18 States.

19 lines of credit, or obligating himself for a major purchase 19 Mandatory drug testing requirements of the Violent

without advanced approval by the probation officer. 20 Crime Control Act are suspended.

Second, he must provide the probation officer access 21 The defendant must pay restitution in the amount of

22 to any requested financial information. 22 $4,389,340.97 to the victims as provided — as delineated by

23 And, third, if he's deported, and I think that is a 23 the government, by the United States. This restitution is

.M near eventuality, he must not reenter the United States without- 24 payable to the clerk of the United States District Court for

25 the express permission of the United States. 25 the Middle District of Florida for distribution to the victims.
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1 job.Restitution shall be paid jointly and severally with1

Upon release from custody, the defendant must pay2ccdefendants, Ikechukwu — that’s Amadi, isn't it?2

restitution at the rate of $200 a month at any time after his33 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, sir.

release, of course. And in the event of a material change in4THE COURT: Derek Amadi?4

5 his ability to pay, that monthly payment rate is changeableMR. SCRUGGS: Yes.5 J

Priscilla Ann Ellis, Perry Don Cortese,V>* 6 the Court. I find the defendant lacks the ability to pay6 THE COURT:

interest, and I will waive the interest payment for theStacey Merritt, and Kenietta Rayshawn Johnson. 77

8Further restitution is jointly and severally payable restitution.8

Awith coconspirators Muhammad Naji in Case 15-Criminal-126. Let 9 I' 11 also waive - well, does the United States want9

In Case Number 8:15-Criminal-126 in the 10 to be heard on a fine?me restate that.10

jMiddle District of Florida. Dana Marie Jewesak in Case Number 11 MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor.11

8:16-Criminal-149 in the Middle District of Florida, Michele 12 Seems superfluous.THE COURT:12

13Ann Scalley in Case 8:16-Criminal-259 in the Middle District of MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, Your Honor.13

All these are Tampa Division cases. 14 THE COURT: And otherwise we probably go 250.Florida, Tampa Division.14

15Dean Morgan in Case 8:17-Criminal-254 in the Middle District of MR. SCRUGGS: Correct, Your Honor. We're iOt asking15

Florida, Frederick Miscoe in Case 8:18-Criminal-13 in the 16 for the fine.16

Middle District of Florida, and Okechukwu Desmond Amadi in case 17 THE COURT: Seems superfluous. There is a17

8:17-Criminal-447. 18 preliminary order of forfeiture at Document 1141 of the docket.18

1919 While in the Bureau of Prisons, the defendant must That preliminary order is made permanent and will be

2020 either pay at least $25 quarterly, if he has a UNICOR job or incorporated into the judgment and commitment.

I levied a special assessment of $100, which is d50 percent of his monthly earnings — I got that exactly 2121

22 backwards. Sorry, Mr. [sic] Reporter. I'll begin with while 22 immediately.

in the Bureau of Prisons' custody, the defendant must pay 2323 For the reasons that I have already stated, I find

either, one, $25 quarterly if he has a nonUNICOR job, pay at 2424 the sentence to be entirely reasonable in the circumstances.

25 least 50 percent of his monthly earnings if he has a UNICOR 25 Count 2 of the superseding indictment is dismissed :. ,
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1 accord with the plea agreement and the underlying indictment. 1 MR. TROMBLEY: That I think, is where he

2 MR. SCRUGGS: Yes, he was not included in the 2 THE COURT: All right. I'll recommend that he be

3 original indictment. 3 housed at Fort Dix, New Jersey or another facility where he can

4 THE COURT: That's correct. Doesn't make any 4 engage in gainful employment.

5 difference. All right. 5 In your plea agreement, you have largely waived your 
right to appeal from this judgment and sentence except in three6 Does counsel for the United States or the defense 6

object to the sentence or the manner of its announcement? 7 circumstances, one of which has occurred here, which is I

Mr. Scruggs? 8 sentenced you above the applicable Guideline range. So you do

MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor. 9 have a right of appeal.

10 THE COURT: Mr. Trombley? 10 So with respect to that appeal, there are two things

11 MR. TROMBLEY: No, Your Honor. Nothing more, other 11 I need to tell you.

12 than what's in our memorandum and what's been said here today. 12 Number one, you — in a direct appeal you always have

13 THE COURT: The defendant is remanded to the custody 13 a right to counsel. If you can't afford counsel, I would

14 of the United States Marshal to await designation by the Bureau 14 appoint one for you at public expense. As it stands now,

15 of Prisons. 15 Mr. Trombley must preserve and pursue any appeal unless other

16 Was there a request with respect to his residence? 16 counsel is substituted for him by an order of the Court.

The thing that occurs to me first, does he want to make sure 17 Number two, to begin an appeal, you must file a

18 he's either with or away from any of the codefendants? Is that 18 written notice of appeal that is filed within 14 days, and that

19 a factor here? 19 is accompanied by a filing fee. If you cannot afford a filing

MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor, it should not be at 20 fee, Me. Trombley can ask the Court to waive the fee and if
this point from the government's perspective. 21 that's granted, he can appeal without payment.

22 MR. TROMBLEY: we've -- he's pretty openYour Honor, 22 Mr. Trombley, I think it would be advisable here for

23 to different facilities. I've suggested a lot of people have 23 you to file a notice of appeal and

24 found success working at Fort Dix in New Jersey. 24 MR. TROMBLEY: Your Honor, with all due respect,

25 THE COURT: That's right. 25 we've — he's inquired about what would happen in the event of

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

6*Cro JkS/5- nxt 5
V ■ -fv; =~

14

'j/
v 0"^'

■i ?/
/
t
r



41 42

being outside and over the Guideline range. I think that's1 1 CERTIFICATE OF REPORTER

2 probably likely that he is going to want to file an appeal. I 2 STATE OF FLORIDA

3 had planned on asking and moving the Court to appoint an 3 COUNTY OF HILLSBOROUGH

4 appellate -- 4 I, Rebekah M. Lockwood, RDR, CRR, do hereby certify

5 THE COURT: Please do the same. Just make a motion 5 that I was authorized to and did stenographically report thc

6 to waive the filing fee. I guess he can't pay it. Is that 6 foregoing proceedings; and that the foregoing pages constitute

7 right? 7 a true and complete computer-aided transcription of my origiw8 MR. TROMBLEY: Correct. 8 stenographic notes to the best of my knowledge, skill, and

9 So make a motion to waive the filing feeTHE COURT: 9 ability.

and to — for substitution of appellate counsel.10 10 I further certify that I am not a relative, employee,

Okay.11 MR. TROMBLEY: 11 attorney, or counsel of any of the parties, nor am I a relative

12 And the magistrate judge will take careTHE COURT: 12 or employee of any of the parties' attorneys or counsel

13 of that. 13 connected with the action, nor am I financially interested in

14 Understood, Your Honor.MR. TROMBLEY: 14 the action.

15 THE COURT: Anything further from the United States? 15 IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I have hereunto set my hand at Tampa,

16 MR. SCRUGGS: No, Your Honor. Thank you. 16 Hillsborough County, Florida, this 13th day of March 2023.

17 THE COURT: Anything further from the defense? 17

18 Nothing, Your Honor. Thank you.MR. TROMBLEY: 18

REBEKAH M. 'KjCKWOOD, RDrT"^^ 
Official Court Reporter 
United States District Court 
Middle District of Florida

19 THE COURT: We are in adjournment. 19

20 (Proceedings adjourned at 10:40 a.m.) 20
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