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Agenda	
 
11:00-12:05  I. Case Study “Money Laundering, Marital Assets   
    & Divorce” 
    

II. Case Study “Secreting Assets Without A 
Border Trace” 
 

   III.  Asset Recovery Tools 
• MLAT Requests/Letters Rogatory 
• Asset Forfeiture 

  
12:05-12:15  Q & A 
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Investigating & Recovering Hidden Money & Other Assets

Published By: Fred L. Abrams, Attorney At Law

Money Laundering, Marital Assets &
Divorce
By Fred Abrams on September 14, 2007

POSTED IN ASSET SEARCH/FRAUD INVESTIGATION, DIVORCE & CHILD SUPPORT, FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS,
LAUNDERING MARITAL ASSETS, MONEY LAUNDERING, SWISS BANKS, TAX FRAUD

Money laundering circuits  sometimes operate in the U.S. through domestic bank
accounts used as “laundering links”.    It  is  also true that money laundering circuits
washing vast  sums of  money,  will  typically  do so through offshore bank accounts
located in tax havens like Switzerland, Luxembourg, the Cayman Islands, etc.  Such
was the case of one divorcing husband, (the depiction of whom is altered below for
privacy reasons), who laundered martial assets / U.S. money between Switzerland
and Germany.

Prior to the equitable distribution hearing in his divorce case, the husband alleged
that he had a liability of $29 million owed to a prime bank in Germany because of an
arm’s length business loan.  An investigation however, revealed that his loan was
back-to-back , (i.e. a fully collateralized loan in which the borrower and the lender are
one and the same).  The husband had first secretly deposited $30 million into a Swiss
bank  account  and next  used that  same $30 million  to  collateralize  a  Swiss  bank
guarantee  for  $29  million.    By  then  using  that  Swiss  bank  guarantee  as  full
collateral, the husband persuaded a German bank to issue a personal bank loan to
him for $29 million to be disbursed in Germany.
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After the loan principal was disbursed to him in Germany, the husband intentionally
failed  to  repay  his  $29  million  debt  due  and  owing  to  the  German  bank.    The
husband’s  loan  default  meant  that  the  German  bank  would   collect  $29  million
transferred from Switzerland pursuant to the Swiss bank guarantee which had served
as loan collateral.  As the link chart  below suggests, the   loan default in Germany
was  actually  the  very  means  used  to  wash  the  money   the  husband  had  earlier
deposited in Switzerland:

(Click On The Link Chart To Enlarge)

The husband’s financial transfers shown above had no economic benefit, as is usually
the case where a back-to-back loan is used to hide assets.  Back-to-back loans are
however not only sometimes used to conceal marital assets during a divorce. They
can also regrettably be used in a tax fraud to hide assets and income; by a debtor
hiding  assets  from  a  creditor;  or  as  a  means  to  disguise  monies  which  are  the
proceeds of a white-collar or other crime.

(Edited January 22, 2010)

Copyright 2007-2018 Fred L. Abrams
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Secreting Assets Without A Border Trace
By Fred Abrams on December 8, 2010

POSTED IN ASSET SEARCH/FRAUD INVESTIGATION, FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS, MONEY LAUNDERING,
SECRETING ASSETS WITHOUT A BORDER TRACE, SECURITIES FRAUD, SWISS BANKS

Asset Search Blog articles quoting “Roger” the former foreign intelligence officer are
“Following  The  Money  Trail  In  Zurich”  and  “Offshore  Bank  Accounts  In
Liechtenstein“. The end of this article also features “Roger”, although its facts have
been sanitized / changed for privacy reasons.

As a consequence of his U.S.-based Ponzi scheme, Bill the investment adviser was
indicted for alleged violations of 18 U.S.C. § 1956 (money laundering); 26 U.S.C. §
7201  (tax fraud);  18 U.S.C. §§ 1341  and 2  (mail  fraud);  15 U.S.C.  §§ 78j(b)  and
78ff(a)  (securities fraud); and 15 U.S.C. §§ 80b-6  and 80b-17  (investment  adviser
fraud).

The critical question now was: What had happened to the $35 million dollars lost by
the damaged investors in Bill’s Ponzi scheme? After Bill  insisted he dissipated this
$35 million by gambling and on cocaine, prostitutes, etc., federal agents interdicted $1
million U.S. dollars hidden in a bedroom wall at Bill’s California home.

Among the other items the agents seized during their search of Bill’s home, were Bill’s
passport, desktop computer, cell phone, bank statements and jewelry store receipts.
Some  of  these  items  revealed  that  Bill  laundered  $7.5  million  of  the  damaged
investors’ money through a nominee bank account opened in the name of a Nevada

Secreting Assets Without A Border Trace | Asset Search Blog | HI... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2010/12/08/secreting-assets-with...
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shell company.

Bill  had  eventually  withdrawn  this  $7.5  million  to  purchase  diamonds  and  other
portable valuable commodities  at Nevada jewelry stores He next traveled as an
airline passenger to Zurich, Switzerland, according to his passport. To date, the only
recovery from Bill’s Ponzi scheme has been the $1 million once hidden in his bedroom
wall.  Given  all  of  the  above,  “Roger”  explained  how  investigators  could  try  to
determine whether Bill had secreted any of the $35 million in a foreign bank account:

“Bill’s purchase of the diamonds in Nevada and his travel to Zurich are
money laundering red flags. Bill might have smuggled the diamonds into
Zurich flying across U.S.-Swiss borders. Assuming Bill had flown to Zurich
with the diamonds, he may have hired a driver with a car to pick him up at
the airport. They might have then driven together through Northern France
into Luxembourg.

In this possible scenario, Bill could have easily sold the diamonds in Zurich,
(which is a major diamond centre), using the illicit proceeds to open a
Luxembourg bank account. Alternatively, he may have opened an account at
a Swiss bank which provides a service of security boxes (safes). In a
security box he could leave the diamonds until such time as the pressure
from the authorities had lifted.

Whatever happens, today Bill needs to produce a credit card for car-hire or a
hotel stay. The credit card has to be issued by a bank, usually the bank
where he maintains his security box and/or account with funds. The credit
card expenses could also show the monthly debit for a security box and
direct debit details if Bill has bought or rented property abroad.

By driving or taking a train into Luxembourg to open the foreign bank
account, Bill could have traveled without leaving a border trace. Bill
however, would still have likely committed at least some detectable errors.
Bill for instance, may have left an electronic trace if he used a credit card to
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pay the driver and to buy gas for his car trip to Luxembourg.

If Bill stayed at hotels in Switzerland, France, or Luxembourg, he could have
also paid his hotel bills with a credit card connected to a Swiss or other
foreign bank account. If Bill used his hotel room telephone to communicate
with a foreign bank witness, there would similarly be a record. These kinds
of leads are reasons why money laundering investigations concentrate on
foreign hotels, payment information, telephone records and on credit card
expenses for details of physical movements and lifestyle.”

Copyright 2010-2018 Fred L. Abrams
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An Asset Search With Letters Rogatory
By Fred Abrams on August 12, 2008

POSTED IN ASSET SEARCH/FRAUD INVESTIGATION, FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS, HIDDEN MONEY

A litigant  demonstrating  that  an  adversary  has  hidden  assets  offshore,  bears  the
burden of proof in court under Federal Rule of Evidence 301 or other evidentiary 
rules.  Such a litigant may be able to satisfy this burden with admissible evidence
like authenticated copies of an adversary’s offshore bank account records.  Evidence
like admissible copies of offshore bank account records is however, often located out
of the U.S. or otherwise difficult to obtain.

My post “Money Laundering, Marital Assets & Divorce” for example, explained how
one divorcing spouse used cross-border elements and a sham loan to conceal his
assets.    In  this  kind  of  situation,  a  letter  rogatory,  (a.k.a  “a  request  for  legal
assistance” or “letter of request”), can play a vital role in a litigant’s offshore asset
search.  This is true because a letter rogatory may possibly be used to elicit legally
sufficient evidence from an offshore bank or other foreign witness.

A  letter  rogatory  can  sometimes  be  filed  as  mentioned  by  the  Hague  Evidence
Convention (20: Convention of 18 March 1970 on the Taking of Evidence Abroad in
Civil or Commercial Matters Hague Convention).  Examples of some letters rogatory
can be found at  my posts “An Asset Search In Israel”  &   “An Asset  Search In
Switzerland.”

A variety  of  factors  ordinarily  determine  how effective  a  letter  rogatory  will  be  in

An Asset Search With Letters Rogatory | Asset Search Blog | HIdd... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2008/08/12/an-asset-search-with-...
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eliciting evidence from a foreign bank or other foreign witness.  Some of these factors
may include:

Whether the letter rogatory is filed pursuant to any foreign law exceptions to bank
secrecy / professional secrecy laws;

Whether competent foreign counsel has been retained to help draft and then
further prosecute the letter rogatory;

And whether the Court perceives a letter rogatory to be a fishing expedition
because it is overly broad.

(Edited February 25, 2015)
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XXXXXXXXXXXXX is the defendant;

And plaintiff's counsel in Switzerland is XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX of Zurich,

Switzerland; and defendant's counsel in New York is: XXXXXXXXXX;

And defendant XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX

worth of' XXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXXX; and in an order dated XXXXXXXXXXXX, this

Court extended plaintiff's right to seek further discovery with respect to alleged assets in Zurich;

And justice can not be done between the parties without the testimony of and production of

documents by the witness within your jurisdiction: XXXX BANK OF SWITZERLAND.

----------------------------------------------------------------X

Index No. XXXXX

XXXXXXXXXXX, Plaintiff

SUPREME COURT OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK

COUNTY OF XXXXXXXXXXX

-------------------------------------------------------------------------X

- against LETTER ROGATORY

XXXXXXXXXXX, Defendant.

THE PEOPLE OF THE STATE OF NEW YORK, UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

To: Obergericht des Kantons Zurich, Rechtshilfe, 8023 Zurich, Switzerland

WHEREAS, a matrimonial action is now pending in our Supreme Court of the State of

New York, in and for the County of XXXXXX,_ in which XXXXXXXXX is the plaintiff and

alleges that he has a net
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It is requested that the interrogatories below be presented to the above-named witness

and its testimony taken.

ENTER

------------------------------
Justice Supreme Court

INTERROGATORIES TO XXXXXXXXX BANK OF SWITZERLAND

To: XXXXX BANK OF SWITZERLAND, a witness on behalf of plaintiff XXXXXXXXXXX:

1) Please state your name, job title, and office address.

2) Does XXX have any information relating to XXXXXXXXXXXXXXX, Account XXX

and sub-accounts in various currencies and for various purposes, such as

investments, savings or bank guarantees? If your answer is yes, please provide all

account information including but not limited to opening papers, names of all

beneficial owners (from the time the account was opened to date), the names of all

persons who were or are bank signatories at any time, and the dates they

registered or added each signatory to the account. Please furnish copies of all

documents to which you referred in obtaining the information in your answer.
2
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4) Please identify any collateral pledged to or for the benefit of XXX

All of the above interrogatories are for the period from January XXXX

3) Have anyone or more of the persons and entities identified in your answer to

interrogatory No. 2, or any persons or entities related to them, had directly or

indirectly, any type of banking or other contractual relationship with XXX, including

but not limited to relationships as account holder, owner, signatory, beneficial owner,

depositor, borrower, pledgor, beneficiaire economique? If so, please furnish copies of

all documents to which you referred in obtaining the information for your answer.

for loans provid e d

to anyone or more persons or entities identified in your answer to interrogatory No. 2,

or to any person or entity related to any of them. Please furnish copies of all

documents to which you referred in obtaining the information for your answer.

to date.

3
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Published By: Fred L. Abrams, Attorney At Law

Asset Searches Under § 1782
By Fred Abrams on January 11, 2018

POSTED IN ASSET SEARCH/FRAUD INVESTIGATION, DIVORCE & CHILD SUPPORT, HIDDEN MONEY, WHITE-
COLLAR CRIME GENERALLY

This post says you can sometimes pursue asset searches in the U.S. because of your foreign lawsuit.

You may be able to use 28 U.S.C. § 1782 to perform asset searches connected to
your foreign: divorce; dispute over a will; financial fraud claim; etc. This is true
because pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1782, the U.S. District Court can allow you to serve
subpoenas in the U.S. in furtherance of lawsuits in a foreign land.  You would serve
these subpoenas on U.S.-based witnesses with knowledge of the assets. One
subpoena based on 28 U.S.C. § 1782 is supplied at my October 18, 2017 post “Asset
Searches In the U.S. Because of Lawsuits Outside The U.S.”  Based on 28 U.S.C. §
1782, the U.S. District Court also allowed service of a subpoena upon J.P. Morgan
Chase Bank, N.A. in New York City.  On January 3, 2018 the U.S. District Court
issued its Order authorizing issuance of this subpoena in the case known as In Re

Asset Searches Under § 1782 | Asset Search Blog | HIdden Money... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2018/01/11/28-u-s-c-§-1782-asse...
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Application of Shanghai Xiaosheng Industrial Investment Co. LTD.

According to court filings, Shanghai Xiaosheng Industrial Investment Co. LTD.,
(“Shanghai”), needs evidence from J.P. Morgan Chase Bank, N.A. to frame a lawsuit it
will file in China against 9th Base Investment Limited (“9th Base”).  Shanghai was
reportedly defrauded out of more than $31 million US dollars by 9th Base.  On or
about October 12, 2015 Shanghai allegedly transferred yen valued at $31 million US
dollars out of China into 9th Base’s New York bank account at J.P. Morgan Chase
Bank, N.A.  Shanghai apparently transferred the $31 million as part of a deal in which
Shanghai was suppose to eventually acquire 28.57% of Kailai Oil & Gas Holdings,
Ltd., which develops oil & gas in Papua, Indonesia. Shanghai alleged that 9th Base
fraudulently induced Shanghai to transfer the $31 million &/or that 9th Base was
unjustly enriched by the $31 million dollars. To learn more about Shanghai’s
allegations against 9th Base, read the December 20, 2017 Declaration of Shen
Jinrong available below.

Asset Searches Under § 1782 | Asset Search Blog | HIdden Money... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2018/01/11/28-u-s-c-§-1782-asse...
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First Image: Mattz90/Shutterstock.com
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Published By: Fred L. Abrams, Attorney At Law

Asset Forfeiture Goes Global
By Fred Abrams on February 15, 2009

POSTED IN ASSET FORFEITURE, ASSET SEARCH/FRAUD INVESTIGATION, GLOBAL ASSET FORFEITURE,
MONEY LAUNDERING

Financial Intelligence Units or other government agencies throughout the world
have a keen interest in searching for illicit assets and then forfeiting them.  This global
interest in asset forfeiture is perhaps marked by the growth of  “goAML” software from
The United Nations Office on Drugs and Crime.  “GoAML” even includes “goATR”,
which is asset tracking software designed to help government agencies search for and
forfeit laundered assets.

The extent a given government agency may go to search for or forfeit illicit assets
however, can very much depend on the money laundering or other laws within its
jurisdiction.  A Swiss federal authorities webpage for instance, cites the following
criminal laws which are generally relevant to both Swiss money laundering and asset
forfeiture:

1. Art. 305bis, Swiss Criminal Code (Money Laundering).

2. Art. 305ter, Swiss Criminal Code (Insufficient Diligence in Financial
Transactions and Right to Report).

3. Art. 260ter,  Swiss Criminal Code (Criminal Organisations).

4. Art. 260quinquies, Swiss Criminal Code (Financing Terrorism).

Asset Forfeiture Goes Global | Asset Search Blog | HIdden Money... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2009/02/15/asset-forfeiture-goes...
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5. Art. 69 to 72, Swiss Criminal Code (Confiscation).

6. Art. 102 and 102a, Swiss Criminal Code (Corporate Criminal Responsibility).

U.S. government agencies like the Department of Justice can of course similarly
seize and / or forfeit illicit assets hidden through money laundering or otherwise. 
Furthermore, the U.S. Department of Justice reported that property deposited during
2008 into The Assets Forfeiture Fund repository of seized assets, was valued at
$1,327,604,903.

Some asset forfeiture laws used by the U.S. Department of Justice to interdict assets
are listed in my article,”Using Multiple Jurisdictions To Launder Money“.  Said
article describes the particular case of a judicial bribery scheme which originated in
Italy and concealed assets in the U.S., among other places.   As “Using Multiple
Jurisdictions To Launder Money” reveals, the U.S. Department of Justice sought asset
forfeiture regarding that judicial bribery scheme, because of both U.S. and Italian laws:

18 U.S.C. §981 (a) (1) (A), (B) & (C)— Asset forfeiture because of money
laundering;

18 U.S.C. §984— Asset forfeiture of identical property within one year of a
laundering offense, etc;

18 U.S.C. §1956— Money Laundering;

18 U.S.C. §1957— Money Laundering of property from specified unlawful
activity;

18 U.S.C. §2314— Interstate or foreign transfer of property obtained by fraud;

28 U.S.C. §1345— U.S. District Court jurisdiction where the Government is
plaintiff;

28 U.S.C. §1355 (a)— U.S. District Court jurisdiction over forfeiture proceedings;

Asset Forfeiture Goes Global | Asset Search Blog | HIdden Money... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2009/02/15/asset-forfeiture-goes...
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Italian Criminal Code Articles 319ter and 321, Bribery in judicial acts.
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Asset Search Blog
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Published By: Fred L. Abrams, Attorney At Law

Using Multiple Jurisdictions To Launder
Money
By Fred Abrams on December 21, 2007

POSTED IN ASSET FORFEITURE, ASSET SEARCH/FRAUD INVESTIGATION, FINANCIAL INSTITUTIONS, MONEY
LAUNDERING, PUBLIC CORRUPTION, SWISS BANKS

Parking  assets  offshore  in  one  jurisdiction  and  then  exercising  control  over  them
through  another,  sometimes  indicates  money  laundering.    One  example  of  how
multiple jurisdictions may have been used to facilitate money laundering, is the case
of    United States v.  Proceeds of  Crime Transferred to  Certain  Domestic  Financial
Accounts,  U.S.  District  Court  for  the  Southern  District  of  Florida,   Index  #  07-
CV-21791.    As  mentioned  by  a  July  16,  2007  press  release,  the  Government
commenced a forfeiture case in order to interdict $110 million thought to have been
part of a tainted $400 million court award in Italy.  According to both the foregoing
press release and Reuters, the $400 million was believed to be tainted because it
was awarded by the Italian court after an interested party, (Mr. Angelo “Nino” Rovelli),
had supposedly bribed judges.

A forfeiture complaint alleged that Mr. Rovelli’s wife Primarosa Battistella, had used
Swiss  bank  accounts  and  three  prominent  lawyers,  (Attilio  Pacifico,  Giovanni
Acampora and Cesare Previti), to pay the bribes.  After Mr. Rovelli died in 1990, Ms.
Battistella  finally  inherited  the  supposed  tainted  $400  million  in  January  1994.  
According  to  the  forfeiture  complaint,  Ms.  Battistella  then  had  accountant
Pierfrancesco Munari, launder a substantial amount of it.  Mr. Munari had allegedly

Using Multiple Jurisdictions To Launder Money | Asset Search Blog... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2007/12/21/using-multiple-jurisd...
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placed the tainted money in financial institutions and /or business entities which acted
as  laundering  links  in:  the  United  States;  the  British  Virgin  Islands;  the  Cayman
Islands; Guernsey; Jersey; Switzerland; Luxembourg; Liechtenstein; Singapore; the
Cook Islands and Costa Rica.

Some of the money thought to be laundered by Mr. Munari, had allegedly been hidden
in Florida via nineteen financial  accounts.  The government therefore asserted that
forfeiture was appropriate pursuant to the following:

18  U.S.C.  §981  (a)  (1)  (A),  (B)  &  (C)— Asset  forfeiture  because  of  money
laundering;

18  U.S.C.  §984— Asset  forfeiture  of  identical  property  within  one  year  of  a
laundering offense, etc;

18 U.S.C. §1956— Money Laundering;

18  U.S.C.  §1957—  Money  Laundering  of  property  from  specified  unlawful
activity;

18 U.S.C. §2314— Interstate or foreign transfer of property obtained by fraud;

28  U.S.C.  §1345—  U.S.  District  Court  jurisdiction  where  the  Government  is
plaintiff;

28 U.S.C. §1355 (a)— U.S. District Court jurisdiction over forfeiture proceedings;

Italian Criminal Code Articles 319ter and 321, Bribery in judicial acts.

After  the  court   froze  /  restrained  numerous  financial  accounts  in  July  2007,  Ms.
Battistella  and  other  Rovelli  family  members  executed  a  settlement  agreement
consenting to the forfeiture of thirteen accounts.  As Mr. Munari’s own settlement
agreement  demonstrates,  he too consented to forfeit  four  accounts.    Although on
November 21, 2007 the Court issued a Final Judgment of Forfeiture  regarding a
total  of  seventeen financial  accounts,  there may still  be some unresolved issues.  

Using Multiple Jurisdictions To Launder Money | Asset Search Blog... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2007/12/21/using-multiple-jurisd...
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According to Forbes.Com,  a grand jury has been convened in Florida to examine
whether  Mr.  Munari’s  suspected  money  laundering  scheme  criminally  involved:
Wachovia; Citigroup; Merrill Lynch; Morgan Stanley; Lazard and others.
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Suing Teodorin Nguema Obiang For His
Malibu Mansion, Gulfstream Jet, Etc.
By Fred Abrams on November 1, 2011

POSTED IN ASSET FORFEITURE, ASSET SEARCH/FRAUD INVESTIGATION, MONEY LAUNDERING, PUBLIC
CORRUPTION

An October 25th press release describes a forfeiture effort pursued by the U.S.
Government against Teodorin Nguema Obiang, Equatorial Guinea’s Minister of
Forestry and Agriculture and the first son of Equatorial Guinea’s head of state.  For
me, this press release raises another issue:  Could Equatorial Guinea nationals
commence a lawsuit in the U.S. against Nguema and Equatorial Guinea?

Such a lawsuit might claim that Nguema collected vast sums of monies during an
alleged public corruption scheme originating in Equatorial Guinea.  It could also allege
that Nguema had possibly used the supposed corruption proceeds to help fund his
lavish lifestyle which included the purchase of this palatial Malibu, California
mansion at 3620 Sweetwater Mesa Road:

Suing Teodorin Nguema Obiang For His Malibu Mansion, Gulfst... https://www.assetsearchblog.com/2011/11/01/suing-teodorin-ngue...
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Among the many questions this prospective lawsuit raises, are: Would the claimants
who are Equatorial Guinea nationals, possess a cognizable claim in a lawsuit filed in
the U.S.?;  and Could Equatorial Guineas’ immunity from lawsuits, (as contemplated
by the Foreign Sovereign Immunities Act), be avoided because of the “commercial
activity” or “takings” exceptions at 28 U.S.C. §§ 1605(a) (2) or (a) (3)?

Another cause for concern is that this lawsuit would be filed on the heels of the asset
forfeiture effort underway against Nguema, which is discussed by the October 25th
press release.  The lawsuit would end up putting its claimants in the untenable
position of competing with the Government’s forfeiture effort which too seeks to
recover Nguema’s assets.

The Government began its forfeiture effort after Nguema was mentioned at the U.S.
Senate Permanent Subcommittee On Investigations’ report “Keeping Foreign
Corruption Out Of The United States: Four Case Histories“.  The Government’s
April 26, 2011 forfeiture complaint had specifically targeted the Malibu mansion
pictured above; a Gulfstream G-V jet aircraft recently spotted in Equatorial New
Guinea; and other assets Nguema seemed to beneficially own.

The Government’s complaint was filed in federal court in California and claimed that
Nguema participated in corruption schemes in violation of Equatorial Guinea criminal
law / the Spanish Penal Code of 1968.  This complaint also alleged that Nguema had
laundered suspected corruption proceeds by using them to purchase the Malibu
mansion, the Gulfstream jet and other valuable assets.

Given all of the foregoing, on May 18, 2011, the Government applied to the federal
court in California for a restraining order and other relief.  The court’s grant of this
application would have helped the Government seize any of Nguema’s assets
maintained offshore, including the Gulfstream jet.  Ex-Parte Application For Post-
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Complaint Order To Seize, Secure And Maintain Defendant Assets Located
Outside The United States, filed May 18, 2011.

The California federal court meanwhile, ultimately denied the May 18th application, as
revealed by minutes from a May 20, 2011 oral argument.  After the Government’s
failed effort to restrain the Gulfstream jet, the Government filed an October 13, 2011
amended complaint in California federal court.  The October 13th complaint dropped
the Gulfstream jet from the Government’s California forfeiture effort.  By doing this
maneuver, the Government could conceivably proceed in a new forum with a new
complaint about the Gulfstream jet.

Stated differently, the Government might have a second bite at the apple and revisit
the issue of the Gulfstream jet in front of a brand new judge.  All of this appears to
have actually happened when the Government filed its October 24, 2011 forfeiture
complaint in D.C. federal court.  Immediately after this filing, the Government
procured a warrant of arrest in rem for the Gulfstream jet.  Foreign states might now
grant mutual legal assistance treaty relief and try to seize the Gulfstream jet
because of the warrant:

(CLICK HERE TO READ THE WARRANT)
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Aerial Photo 3620 Sweetwater Mesa Road: Google
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