


cease is not known and in fact the cçany dropped out of the bidding process The
court adopted the 52000-5000 figure which seems appropriate under either calculation
The prosecution and the defense had agreed to figure of less than $2000 arguing that
the consultant fee was for services provided no net benefit and the bonus figure
speculative

61316
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF tEll SOCs CRIM HIS SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant is asked by friend to contact public official to what defendant previously
sold cocaine and marijuana who is demanding kickbacks on contracts Defendant may
have thought the contract was legally secured -- it wasnt Defendant brings $1400 to

official after negotiating the kickback fee 15% on the $28000 deal
payment

Defendant gets -3 for minor role Defendants motivation was to help friend who
might later steer business his way Defendant cooperated in investigation that nailed

higher ups

70031
GDLINEHI 2C1.1 OFF tEll SOCs CRIX HIS SENTENCE 10

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant oversaw the administration of government grants awarded to non-profit
coatunity-based groups to fund coamiunity health centers He was paid by executives of

private corporation to favorably influence the decision to award an approximately
$2000000 grant to their dusty non-profit caçany The defendant attended meetings
in which the whole scam was planned and offered suggestions and advice as to the best
tactics in getting the grant awarded to the dusty non-profit going so far as to leak
internal government documents coftcerning the poor administration of programs by current
grant-holders The amount of payments to him were to be based on the amount of the

grant awarded the defendant was arrested before the grant review process was complete

The 20 did not give the enhancement for high-level official because it did not appear
that the defendant had the power to actually award the grant Also they did not
enhance for value of the payment because no specific amount of money was offered
accepted or discussed Further the benefit to be received is t.mimovn since there is

no indication of how much profit the private coaçany would have wade from the grant
would they have actually used the grant legitimately or pocketed it somehow

Government loss is also unknown for basically the same reasons No SOft in file

70040 Same as 70031
GDLINEHI 2C1.I OFF LXV SOCs CRIN HIS SENTENCE 10

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 10 Cat YRSENl 91

N/A

The defendant was the middleman for the corporate executives and the public official
that they were bribing in exchange for being awarded government grant He was co
defendant in case 70031 described above payment
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70538
GDLINmII 2Cl.l OFF isv SOCs CR131 HIS S-rCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR 16 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant conspired with two federal officials to grant the defendant $120000
contract which would be inflated to $150000 Of the extra $30000 $24000 would then
go to the director of the government office who had the power of final approval of the

contract and $6000 was to go to subdivision chief who also reviewed the contract as
well the projected budget sukinitted by the defendant for the $150000 contract
Single payment

71339
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCS CR131 HIS SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K

Final SOR 12 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant responsible for selecting vendors fran GAS freight-rate quotations select
the lowest bid to freight certain goods Defendant permitted another forwarder to

select vendors for total of $35000 given overtime in amount of $500-bOO Co
defendant then set freight business to foreign not American freighters

79824
CDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF LEV SOCs CR131 HIS SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE SR
Final SOR 10 Cat YR.SENT 91

N/A

The defendant and co-defendants were charged with conspiracy to obtain property fran
electrical contractors and others by wrongful use of actual or threatened fear of

econanic harm The defendants were cceinercial service representatives CSR in ConEd
an agency charged with providing temporary or permanent electrical service to newly
constructed remodeled or renovated residential cnercial and industrial buildings
in As CSRs defendants were responsible for conducting on-site inspections
of contractor work One co-defendant was the district manager for the branch The
defendants used their positions in ConEd to extort money ran electrical contractors
building contractors and others In sane cases the defendants obtained money by
threatening to delay electrical services until their extortionate demands were mat in

other cases they obtained money by pranising to expedite provision of electrical
service In couple of cases the defendant and co-defendants received $6000 in

cash then demanded an additional $2000 payoff third of $1000 and fourth of $50

total of $9050 in payoffs This figure almost certainly underrepresents the amount
extorted The defeadant shared the payoffs with the district manager who was directing
much of the raticn basis for minor role Defendant told other inspectors which
contractors likely to pay and which ones should not be dealt with Multiple
payments
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79857

GDLINBHI 2Cl.l OFF LXV SOCs CRIM MIST SBNTUCB
Base PSR 10 Pts DXPaamn 5K

Final 5CR Cat YRSENT 91
N/A

The defendant and co-defendants were charged with conspiracy to obtain property from
electrical contractors and others by wrongful use of actual or threatened fear of
economic harm The defendants were connercial service representatives CSR in ConEd
an agency charged with providing temporary or permanent electrical service to newly
constructed remodeled or renovated residential coartercial and industrial buildings
in As CSRs defendants were responsible for conducting on-site inspections
of contractor work One co-defendant was the district manager for the branch The
defendants used their positions in ConEd to extort money from electrical contractors
building contractors and others In some cases the defendants obtained money by
threatening to delay electrical services until their extortionate demands were met in

other cases they obtained money by promising to expedite provision of electrical
service The defendant shared at least one $6000 payoff with the district manager who

was directing much of the extortion The defendant said he initially refused to

cly but was threatened with the loss of his job and other veiled threats by the

Mafia

85081
ODLINERI 2Cl.l OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 30

Base PSR 10 Pts DEP.ATURE No
Final SO Miss Cat Miss YRSE1C 91

N/A

Defendant and co-defendant were executive directors of non-profit corporation that
received federal grants The directors required substantial kickbacks from contractors
to whom they sent their business 10-80% off top and procured payment from benefits
coaany by retroactively signing an agreement for one of the defendants to receive
$150000 compensation on retiring from the organization Defendant ended up with
$33000 in kickbacks co-defendant with $243200

Cotent Not clear if rigorous 5IB1.3 analysis was done on the latter figure although
the $150000 was clearly attributable to the defendant as his own conduct Defendant

paid another person to ensure the scheme would not be revealed High-level official
enhancement even though the defendant was only high-level official in private
organization may be problem with this

93588
ODLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LXV SOCs CPDt MIST SzcrxNCE

Base PS 10 Pts DEPARTORE Down
Final 50 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The larger critl scheme involved series of falsified equipment orders rigged
bids and cash kidcb.CkS which were coordinated by an employee of school board who
worked in the n4rtsna.nce department The defendant requested to be involved in the

scheme with respect to contract to be awarded to replace doors in some of the schools
operated by the district The school board employee related the amount of competing
bids to the defendant who then submitted the lowest bid The employee devised
scheme whereby the school board would pay for the necessary equipment the price of

which had been included in the bid provided the defendant kicked back part of his

profits
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The district court departed downward front the guidelines under its discretion and gave
no further detailed elanation

99577
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEI SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 27

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 18 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was an elected public official Treasurer of the Unit School
District Board of Education He had position of public trust he also had ability to

influence the awarding of contractual construction work to be performed for the school
district The defendant accepted payment of $16700.78 from construction company
owner The award of this contract to the construction cceçany owner was arranged by
the defendant with the understanding that the owner would split the profits with the

defendant The defendant received other payments from the owner and from one other
individual under the same type of arrangement for total of $60939.54 Further
the defendant formed his own construction business and arranged for certain contractual
construction work to be awarded to this company as result he received contract
payments from the school district totaling $28464 to which he was not entitled The
defendant had concealed from the rest of the school board members his ties to this
company The benefit received is unknown as the profit cleared from these various
contracts is unknown As for loss to the government it is also unknown whether the

defendants conçany actually performed any of the work for which they were paid and
if not whether the government recovered they payments made to the defendant

Offense Level Computation BOL-lO plus increase of for more than one payment plus
for being an elected official holding high level or sensitive position minus two

for of Offense LevelalB

102956
GULINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 24

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOft 18 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

On April 1991 the defendant was charged with multiple crimes stering from his
official conduct as Executive Director of the Redevelopment Agency funded by
MUD at almost $1000000 each year in 1986-1989 The defendant accepted payments
from four contractors but the government is unable to determine with certainty the
total amount of payments received by the defendant The defendant received $3300-3500
in return for contract worth $133780 in the demolition program and in kickbacks

through other schemes by awarding contracts under favorable conditions through the
Rehabilitation and Homestead Programs to individuals who would ensure that such

payments were .aAs altiple payments

BOL.10 plus fe sore than one payment one payment was made but 11 appointments were
received plus for being an elected official holding high level or sensitive

position minuS for of ft Offense level 18
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104509 Same case as 102956
GDLINENI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CPa MIST SEtrrxNCE

Bass PSR 10 Pta Miss DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR 18 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant paid the manager of the City of Redevelopment Authority CRA in
return for the award of contracts for demolition work The CRA along with the

Department of Public Safety DPS developed an annual list of buildings to be
demolished an awarded the contract to the lowest bidder là addition the Director of
DPS authorized the manager of the CRA have some buildings demolished on an emergency
basis Defendants caçany was not bonded and thus was not authorized to bid on the
annual contract although he could do the emergency work In return for the

defendants payments the manager of the CRA without authorization designated
demolition projects as emergencies and awarded the contracts to the defendant Few

of the buildings so designated were actual emergencies taltiple payments

There is no information in the PSR as to the total amount of the payments although one

payment was in the amount of $3300 nor is there any information as to the defendants
net gain rat the award of the work

111153
GOLINEHI 2Cl.2 OFF LIV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR 13 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was contractor who provided janitorial services through 100-employee
caipany Defendant sought renewal of his contract $772000 annually and it was

granted by the contract administrator Defendant also received $415000 disputed
contract through the aid of the administrator Finally the administrator delayed
number of deductions rat the original contract that were to be taken because of

failure to comply with certain terms of the contract The administrator then sought
$100000 investment in sports complex the administrator hoped to build $7000 for

trip to and $5300 for sports equipment When rumors started regarding the

$100000 investment defendant was repaid that money and signed receipt for it
Defendant was acquitted on all charges but $1500 down payment on the sports
equipment

Reason for Departure The $122000 amount used in the guideline calculations
overstates the seriousness of the defendants offense conduct and departure is

appropriate P0 had recacended the departure in light of the acquittals

124014
GDLINEHI 2C1.3 OFF ISV SOCS CRIM MIST SMXlTNCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOP 10 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was the owner of painting and packing business which did contracting
work for the Department of Defense Quality Assurance Representative QAR for the

DOD solicited payments from defendant in return for ensuring that the defendants
products passed inspection regardless of whether they conformed to specifications
The QAR was displeased with the amount of the payments insisting on 20% of the gross
value of the contracts awarded to the defendant The defendants failure to pay this

amount resulted in the QAR threatening to make it rough for the defendant The

defendant and the QAR both made statements that the defendant had made three payments
to the QAR although the amounts differed The defendant stated the payments totaled
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$1050 the QAR said the total was $1400 Neither of these amounts were large enough
to trigger an enhancement This offense was part of larger set of offenses involving
the same QAR and several defense contractors who would knowingly suthtit nonconforming
products for inspection and would pay the QAR in cash and gifts for approving the

products Multiple payments

The court departed pursuant to 512.12 Coercion or Duress because the defendant
believed his business would be shut down if he failed to pay the QAR 2-level
enhancement for multiple payments was given

79814
GDLINEHI 2Cl .3 OFF ISV SOC CRIX MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 50k N/A Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant was consultant to various contractors seeking to do business or doing
business with DOD Co-defendant was Quality Assurance Representative QAR for DOD
who ensured the quality of materials provided to DOD by certain contractors The co
defendants met two women who were in the process of setting up fabric manufacturing
business with the hope of obtaining government contracts The defendant was introduced
to the two women because he had expertise in setting up new businesses The purpose
of the discussions was to set up sham business with no overhead and receive

government contracts that would then be farmed out to others who actually provided the

materials through the sham business Defendant and the OAR official produced-the
Quality Assurance Manual for the two women In return the QAR official was to rscsive
$1500 in cash This is the same type of manual he is supposed to inspect as OAR
representative In order to cover up the scheme the defendant agreed to place his
name on the manual as the author The co-defendants also helped set up fake
warehouse for government inspectors and dissemble it when they left

The QAR representative attended meetings even though he knew his presence would be
conflict of interest and provided future assistance L.g. drafting quality manuals
to the women in hopes he would make some money for himself The OAR representative
intended to solicit money from the two women in the event that they did receive

government contracts The defeddant knew the OAR participation was conflict of

interest yet he encouraged the two women to hire the QAR at future date The QAR
later advised the two women that he would perform part-time adainistrative work on
secret basis for reasonable fee

124423
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIX MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final 3CR 19 Miss Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant loyee of blueprint cosçany that did work for the army corps
of engineers ccany had worked out scheme in which it paid corps esçloyees to
suthtit faleifisavoicee showing that the coaçany had done blueprint reproductions
which it did not in fact do In another scheme the cosçany owners lied on
application forms to obtain contracting work from School Constriction public
authority of the State of In third scheme the blueprint secretly owned
another printing cpany that was falsely represented as minority owned business
allowing it to obtain benefits and contracts because of this statue
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125288 Same case as 124423
GOLINEHI 2Cl.1 OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR 19 Miss Cat YR.SENT 92

N/A

Clerks working with major provider of blueprint reproduction and photocopying
services to the 13.5 Army Corps of Engineers which oversees building and construction
projects for themilitary along with the coaçany president became involved in
scheme to forge work orders and supporting documents that would result in overbilling
for the Corps of engineers Eased on an audit the corps1 had been overbilled by
$780000 for services never performed The defendant in this case received payments
for falsification of the documents between $10000 and $15000 The number of payments
is unknown

130217
GDLINEHI 2C1.3 OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 4$

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 23 11 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was the president of blueprint reproduction/photocopying contractor Me

paid clerks in governt agency $60000 to defraud the agency by submitting false
bills on behalf of the contractor The bills totaled $1.6 million for services not

rendered Defendant also submitted false statements in applications for state

government work that no one in his cvpany had been convicted of criminal offenses
when in fact defendants brother/co-conspirator had been $120000 was awarded based
on the representations in the false statements Defendant non-minority person also
caused minority persons to indicate they owned cçany As result this cçany
received contracts it would not otherwise have received

2-level enhancement given for multiple payments
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FEDERAL COnRAcrs

Small Business Ainistration

58011
GDLINEHI 2C1.2 OFF ISV SOCs CR114 HIST SENTENCE 24

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE Miss
Final SOR Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant was loss verifier for SEA In course of duties he solicited various payments
from loan applicants to facilitate applications Total of $1240 from individuals
Defendant had drug problem

74196
GDLINEHI 2C1.2 OFF LEV SOCs CR111 HIST SENTENCE 24

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 17 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant worked for the Small Business Administration SEA as the
for the Minority Small Business and Capitol Ownership Development

Program the 8a program As such the defendant supervised and directed program
activities which involved the award of contracts to minority-owned businesses The
defendant solicited payments from various 8a businesses either requesting that
check be made out to her or that payment be made on her mortgage The defendant pl.d
guilty to two counts of pattern of related conduct involving total payments of

$40000 NOTE as the PSR is missing page the facts are inclete
Fr the worksh.st
The defendant was assigned BOL of 2C1.2a to which an level enhancement was
added for being in sensitive position She also received two level enhancement for
her role in the offense and two level enhancement for obstruction of justice for
total offense level of l9 The defendant received two level reduction for acceptance
of responsibility for final offense level of 17

140018
GDLXNEHI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CR111 HIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 10 Miss Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

contract specialist working with the Small Business Administration provided cost
estimates to ths co-defendant to help win bid on contract The co-defendant

appears to have made the first move by giving the defendant $500 in card for his 25th

anniversary whick occurred during contract negotiations Later when the contract
specialist awar contract to the defendant he was given $10000 for his efforts
Later after absr award the contract specialist requested $13500 and received
$13000
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Army Corns of Encineers

63826
GDLINEEI 20.2 OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SKrgaCz

Base PER Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 10 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant supplied goods to the Army Corps of Engineers He gave kick-backs of 10

percent for each legitimate invoice and 50 percent for each illegitimate invoice to the

Army Corp Chief of Supplies who initiated the offense Investigative agents estimated
loss to government of $50000 in light of seizure of more than $10000 fr one

defendant and acknowledgement of equivalent sum of other defendant tiltiple
payments

Presentence report gave for influencing high public officials but court did not

apply it probably because the defendant had authority to approve invoices only up to

$1000 at time up to $25000 per year The Presentsnce report also gave an abuse
of position enhancement This appears to have been added Not clear why this is

gratuity case and not bribery case in light of its genesis as contract award
situation where the conditioned receipt of business on receiving $10000
kickback

63827
GDLINEHI 2Cl.2 OFF ISV SOCs CR114 MIST SEtrraztCfl

Base PSR Pts DEPARTUREr No
Final SOft Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant was supply officer with the Army Corps of Engineers He received kick
backs of 10 percent for each legitimate invoice and 50 percent for each illegitimate
invoice provided by the contractor co-defendant Defendant had initiated the offense
as condition of the contractor receiving agency business Italtiple payments

P0 suggested defendant receive enhancement as high government official but it

was not given probably becausCthe defendant had authority to approve invoices only
up to $1000 at time up to $25000 per year level for abuse of position was

given Not clear why this is gratuity case and not bribery case in light of its

genesis as contract award situation where the Chief conditioned receipt of business
on receiving $10000 kickback

Maritime Adaiinistration

63849
GDLINEHI 20.1 01 ISV SOCs CR114 MIST SurndCE 18

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final Soft Miss Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant and co-conspirators sought to pay Maritime Atinistration official
to purchase ship for scrap Ship sold for $3 million ship worth $5 million payment
was $400000 with half going to defendant and half to the official Defendant appeared
to be facilitator of the offense who established contact with the official delivered

part of the payment was sent to the bank for additional funds and then was cut out

of the loop by the primary conspirator in the offense Single payment

Cmtent The payment of $400000 was used to peg the loss although the $2 million
value of benefit might have been more appropriate
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32 09

GDLINEHI 2C1.1 OFF LXV SOCs CR.tM MIST SENTENCE 30
Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Miss 13 Cat Miss YRSENT 91

N/A

Ccanent This was case involving the Maritime Administration Issue beccnes the

value of the benefit The court assessed it at $700000 rather than $3-S million

Veterans Administration

88859
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LXV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR 23 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant and co-defendant were payroll clerks for Hospital They would inflate
paychecks of clerk/typists in their agency without these employees requesting this be

done and then demand 50% kickback frr the employee The defendants also inflated
their own paychecks The employees would initially request that the overpayments stop
but later continued to receive the checks without reporting the overpayments As
result charges were brought against most of them for theft of government property
The defendants also destroyed pay adjustment forms to hide the conduct and instructed
employees not to cooperate with federal authorities Total of $87145 overpaid with
defendants taking $45485 in kickbacks and 52000 in overpayments to themselves
Government estimates $154483 in pre-ta.x overpayments 100 overpayments involved

over period of year

Reason for departure Sentence under guidelines would inquire sic undul sic
hardship on month old child year old child -2 six year old children sic since
defendant is single parent and grandparent solely responsible for their
upbringing

Cnient P0 miscalculated payments by using payment amount and not benefit or

depending on how government estimate is treated

88860
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF LXV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 27

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR 18 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

See defendant $M5 above she co- defendant named in that stmrary

Reason for Dtptiae The guideline range is too severe penalty for the crime of

this defendant had no prior record and where crime is more akin to theft of

government moneys than bribery
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Social Security Adeinistration

131850
GDLINEHI 2Cl.7 OFF ISV SOCs CR114 MIST SzcadCE

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR 12 N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant worked -at SSA as data review technician/service rep and had access to
various confidential social security information which she provided to someone working
for credit collection bureau She first provided information on or persons for
free Over one year period she was paid $10 for each printout provided that resulted
in find for the bureau Of 4000 printouts provided by defendant 320 resulted in

collections of $43000 and $15000 profit to the bureau

P0 assessed $43000 as benefit over objections of defense which sought use of $15000
net figure

131289
GDLINEIII 2C1.4 OFF ISV SOCs CR114 MIST SaimNCE

Base PSR N/A Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOft N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant and co-defendant owned couter software cany in that received
special waiver from an AID deputy director in order to secure an AID contract As

the cocçany developed cash flow problems the deputy flew to to meet with the

owners and stated to them that he controlled payments to them and if they wanted their
cash they should pay him $72000 The deputy with co-conspirator set up phony
corporation to handle the payments and took the first $32000 payment He later
pressured them for the remaining $40000 and set up complex money laundering schema
to transfer the payments using his nieces boyfriends name on an account in exchange
for $2200 The deputy later dniarded from defendant $10000 for an injured nephew but
settled for $1000 charitable contribution to pay an associate for translation
services The deputy also had $20000 loan canceled in return for -assistance in

securing an AID contract

131290
GDLINEHI 2Cl.4 OFF LIV SOCs CR114 MIST SnraCE

Base PSR N/A Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was co-defendant in 131289 both owned couçuter software coany

93892
GDLIN1I 2C1.l OFF LIV SOCs CR114 MIST SENTENCE 54

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 24 Cat YR.SENT 92

N/A

The defendant was the manager of MUD for and was in charge of financing
and development of housing for the elderly and handicapped in that state The
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defendant repeatedly solicited payments from the contractor on project subsidized by
MUD The payments Consisted of purchased ant equipment and vehicles renovation work
done to the defendant home and some cash payments concealed as purchases of corn
from defendants farm During the course of the investigation the defendant
repeatedly encouraged others involved in the offense to lie to the grand jury

United States Embassy

114764
GDLINEHI 2C1.2 OFF ISV SOCs CRIK MIST SENTENCE 27

Base PSR Pta DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR 21 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was convicted at trial of violating 18 U.S.C 201c --Gratuity
to Public Official 52C1.2 and 22 U.S.C 2778 22 CFR 123 127--Violations of the

Ants Export Control Act The defendant was the security officer in charge at the U.S
Embassy at the As such he was the adainistrator for the Embassys
contract with the organization which supplied guards and equipment for the Embassy
Guard Force The defendant pressured to purchase more
guard vehicles and initiated paperwork to have the Embassy arrange for the exoneration
of Customs Fees for total of eight vehicles- -that is permit vehicles into

the country without the 200% import duty Exoneration of Embassy vehicles
is legitimate procedure Not following normal procedure however the defandant
insisted on buying the vehicles himself stating to that he had the

Ambassador approval therefore gave the defendant $50 000 for the purchase
of four additional patrol vehicles The defendant went to the states and purchased
four vehicles for $39000 and pocketed the extra $11000 The defendant irediately
pressured to by additional vehicles but the organization said it couldnt
afford them The defendant eventually proposed that he get vehicles Zor the CEOs
friends and obtain exoneration on them- again the defendant represented that he had

gotten approval from the Ambassador and other officials the CEO four friends gave
the defendant total of $55000 for the purchase of four vehicles which the defendant
obtained for $35000 pocketing the extra $20000 Further the defendant urged

to purchase more and batter guns and insisted on obtaining them himself The
defendant obtained money from to purchase weapons and using the same modus
operandi as with the vehicles pocketed $2000

Caimtent Section 2C1.2 enhances for the value of the gratuity not value of payment
benefit received or loss to the government The P0 used the $31000 the defendant

pocketed from cars as the amount of the gratuity but not the $2000 from the guns
Those amounts seem more akin to embezzlement or theft than gratuity the statute of

conviction describes conduct where public official directly or indirectly demands
seeks receives accepts or agrees to receive or accept anything of value for or

because of any official act performed by that person This case does not seem to

involve gratuity in the usual sense

13 6609
GDLINENI 2C1.1 OFF LEV SOCs CRIX MIST SENTENCE 46

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No

Final SOR 23 Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

Defendant was supervisor of FmHA office and had an arrangement with loan packager
to receive kickback of $250-500 for each home sold and loan prepared by the packager
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with the defendant eediting the loan package Defendant received total of $52075
of the total $22720 in kickbacks given to members of his office To cover up the

scheme after the FBI had discovered it the defendant altered credit reports to make
it appear as if the borrowers qualified for the purchases

Cocrent Not clear if P0 identified benefit received

Resolution Trust Corooration

142775
GDLINEMI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CflM MIST SENTENCE 10

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOft 16 Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

The defendant offered payment of $80500 $500 cash $80000 in the form of

promissory note to an employee of the Resolution Trust Corporation In return for the

payment the employee was to guarantee that the defendant bid on property being
sold by the RTC would be accepted

MILITARY CONTRACTS

74191
GDLINEMI 2Cl.1 OFF ISV SOCs CRIB MIST SENTENCE 18

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOft Miss 11 Cat Miss YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant CEO of cany and co-defendant consultant conspired to pay public
official within an Air Force Assistant Secretarys Office to assist
defendants company to secure government contracts The Ill-Winds investigation led

to the discovery of defendant Defendant hired co-defendant at $4000 per month to gain
access over period of at least four years to key public official with whom the co
defendant was very friendly For four years the co-defendant developed positive
image of the defendants cceçany until defendant suitted bid on project that was

subject to approval by general who had negative images of the cany At this

point the co-defendant sought an increase over his $4000 per month arrangement in

order to ensure the contract was awarded to the company The co-defendant also agreed
to provide confidential information on competitors Defendant claims to have operated
on his own within the cçany never to have mat the public official and claims the

co-defendant initiated the arrangement putting pressure on the defendant Apparently
conspiracies involved different contracts italtiple payments

Contract involved $9.8 million contract awarded sole source to the cipany after
the public official compelled change in the original plans to bid the contract

cczrtpetitively

Contract inwoind $51 million contract that was to be awarded sole source to the

company after tM public official cçel1ed change in the original plans to bid the

contract cceçetitinly The contract was later cancelled

Contract involved several hundred million dollar contract which was not awarded to

the canpany but for which the company was low bidder and kept in the running for
considerable time by the efforts of the public official

Defense challenged increases of 11 levels and 13 levels for $45.8 million profit on

ATMS bribery conspiracy and $46.8 million profit on government property conversion

conspiracy respectively

Carmient No multiple payments adjustment given
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97281 Same investigation as 74191
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 33

Base PSR 10 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 20 N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

In this Ill Windt- case defendant was for Tactical Warfare Systems
in the Air Forces Office for Acquisitions He helped to develop the Us acquisition
strategy for proposed major tactical warfare systems and participated in the evaluation

process in those instances in which coaçetition was initiated As result he had
the ability to influence award decisions on Al contracts and apparently did use that

influence Defendant was also charged with assessing funding for proposed tactical

systems and was liaison to the Hill and other military services

Defendant helped push one contractor as sole source contractor in the face of

opposition within his agency opposition that preferred to see the bid cçeted
Defendant received payments from consultant to the contractor and turned down
$150000 annual salary in the private market having been promised to be set up as

president and majority stockholder of another defense cçany Defendant supplied
documents on the contractors primary cçetitor

With another contractor defendant agreed to push their product while $270000 was
funnelled through the consultant over three-year period Defendant received free

meals and lodging from the contractor sold his car for $14000 over market value to

the contractor and received money deposited in foreign bank accounts All told
almost $1.5 million was spent on this project with the contractor getting $500
million contract and promise to be permitted to write the RPP for the next $9

million contract

75047
GDLINEHI 2C2..2 OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SE1rrsNCE

Base PSR Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 10 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant housing referral specialist for the navy requested $100 wreferral
fee for each lease executed by Navy personnel at an apartment cosqlex The defendant
asked for payments in cash Estimated payments totalled $7900 Upon learning of co
defendant subpoena the defendant suggested that the co-defendant lie to the grand
jury payments
crent The PSR estimated total payment of $7900 The PSR recosmended total
offense level of 13 base of plus for multiple gratuities plus two for the
amount plus for obstruction of justice The court substituted finding that only
$200-5000 was involved and used base offense level of 2.0 without e1anation

79258
GDLINEHI 2C1 Sr OFF ISV SOC CR111 MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 11 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant had access to estimates prepared by the Navy on the cost of property and
services it wished to procure The defendant met with potential government
contractor and agred to provide this inf nation in exchange for 5% kickback on any
jobs awarded to the contractor by the Ne The defendant also provided information
to the contractor on other bids that had en subsitted for the services/property the
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Navy was seeking to procure The defendant received total of $5200 in kickbacks fri
unidentified mdsrcover government agents as payment for two contracts totalling
$99000 $5200 included loan that was to be deducted fr his next payment
Multiple payments

Conunent Since there is no information regarding the profit that the contractor would
have made from the8e contracts and no way of knowing what loss the government
suffered were left with the payment received which is what the P0 used He also gave
the two level enhancement for multiple payments

863 63

GDLINEHI 2C1.2 OFF ISV SOCs CRIN HIST SENTENCE 40

Base .PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Fina SOR 21 Cat YRSEIIT 91

N/A

Defendant is in Navy at and is Public Works Officer the highest-
level decision-making position in his Public Works Department Officer in Ciarge the

highest-level decision-making position in the office responsible for procurement of

locally-funded construction and Contracting Officer He headed office of 450 people
contractor paid $1087 for washer and dryer for the captain at the time the captain

put the contractor on preferred bidder list from which the contractors name was

pulled $2.5 million contract At the defendants request the contractor later paid
$1529 for air conditioners and $2087 for two mowers At the same time the

contractor was the sole bidder on contract the $1 million bid was 55% more than
the government estimate but the defendant ordered subordinate to justify and let the

bid after the contractor indicated he would forgive the sums owed for the personal
eenses noted above Contractor then purchased an air conditioner trash caçactor
and dishwasher for defendant and later spent $6800 on Amway products bought from
defendant but never received Soon after $1.69 million contract was awarded to

contractor Contractor also bought an additional $10000 in Amway products Defendant
entered similar arrangements with at least two other contractors
Content Question whether this is gratuity bribery or extortion Old version of

guideline used so no multiple payment adjustment imposed Defense challenged 8-level
adj-ustment and P0 relied on agency adeinistrator language

91010
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CR111 HIST SzITEz4CE 48

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Miss 11 Cat Miss YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was the of the Navy for Research Engineering and Systems
and was the chief for the procurement of research and development of military
systems DefsnAant was paid large sums of money and percentage of contracts he

steered toward -stain cçanies Defendant also provided confidential documents to

unauthorized pc.s in number of contract bid situations and in return in one case
had his condratn4wa purchased at price other than could be received on the market
Funds were provided through Swiss and other foreign bank accounts Multiple
payments

Defendant raised concerns with respect to calculation of value of benefits Defense

questioned use of anticipated profits figure at least $23 million where no actual
benefit was derived claiming it was not true measure of the value of action received
in exchange for the payment Defense sought use of the value of the condominium

Defense also challenged use of contract options in determining value received
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11629

GDLINEHI 2C3 .1 0FF Zn SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE
Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR 22 12 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was an Army clerk who assisted his father co-defendant and friend in

fraudulent scheme

Cccent In sre ways this resembles more fraud scheme than bribery or extortion
Perhaps S2Pl.l guideline more appropriate

137668
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEST SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 24

Bass PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Miss N/A Cat Miss YR5ENT 93

N/A

Defendant was shop planner and materials controller for the Navy and was involved with
two other persons in writing purchase orders for non-existent material and receiving
kickbacks in exchange The total loss to the government was $777739 Kickbacks
involved cash transformers VCR5 cameras and similar he items Defendant received
50% of face amount of false invoices

139096
GDLINEEI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 24

Base P5k 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 30k Miss N/A Cat Miss YRSENT 93

N/A

Extensive fraud/bribery scheme with contractors and the U.S Navy clerk The amount
of payment
resulted in enhancement The payments were for falsifying invoices and orders

143600
GDLINEMI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 30

Base P5k 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 50k 18 Cat YR.SENT 93

N/A

Defendant owned carpet installation coaçany that did business with the military He
made payments narous occasions to the USMC staff sergeant responsible for

supervision ant anstration of carpeting contracts In exchange for the payments
the staff serget ignored nterous invoices subnitted by the defendant which over-
billed and fraeSfltly billed the government for work performed The staff sergeant
also received CÔWecks based on the amount of carpet installed Estimates were that
the defendant n6a-$4$000 in payments and caused loss to the government of $210000
Multiple paynts

The P0 used the loss amount and gave 2-level increase for multiple payments The loss
amount corresponded to an 8-level increase not involvement of high-level official
No 30k on file
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POSTAL SERVICE

64767

GDLINEHI 2Cl.I OFF LEV SOCs CR114 HIST SENTENCE
Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No

Final SOR 10 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant and co-defendants were charged with bribery of US official
fraudulent possession of credit cards and conspiracy to bribe an employee of the U.S
postal service to induce said employee to embezzle mail The defendant and co
defendant approached postal employee and told him that for every credit card that he

could steal he would get $100 They sought 15 cards which were brought by the

undercover employee Defendant however only brought couple of hundred dollars and

indicated he would get the additional money by using the cards

65323

GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CRIM HIST SENTENCE
Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No

Final SOR Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant and co-defendants were charged with bribery of US official
fraudulent possession of credit cards and conspiracy to bribe an employee of the U.S
postal service to induce said employee to embezzle mail The defendant and co
defendant approached postal employee and told him that for every credit card that he

could steal he would get $100 They sought 15 cards which were brought by the

undercover employee Co-defendant however only brought couple of hundred dollars
and indicated he would get the additional money by using the cards Defendant was only
seen in car at this point paying for the credit cards He indicates he had only
minimal role in the offense

68562
GDLINEHI 2C1.2 OFF LEV SOCs CR114 HIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant operated maintenance supply business and was interest in doing
business with the Postal Service The defendant offered Postal Inspector posing as

purchasing agent 10%- kickback for any order place by the purchasing agent The

agent placed an $11000 order with the defendant for which the defendant returned
$1100 in cash payment

69 655

GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CR114 HIST SENTENCE 15

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant was involved with group of people who stole approximately 55 credit
cards from the U.S mail -- one of the group members was postal carrier who stole and
distributed the cards to others in the group and who also stole and distributed to the

others arrow keys used to open mail box panels in apartment complexes throughout the

area There was total loss of $126837 resulting from the credit card scam
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Cent me defindant and her co-defendants were all convicted of 1$ U.S.C 201
Bribery of Public Official but there is absolutely no mention this

conduct in the fjjs the Offense Level Computation section describes it only to the

extent that thebunefit received as result of the bribery was $126000 Perhaps
the postal carri -was paid.. No 50k in the file

70622

GDLINEMI 2Cl.2 OFF LIV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE
Base P5k Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 50k 10 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant made payments to postal employees to accept falsified forms which

underreported the postage due on number of bulk mailings The employees received
total of $8500 in payments the total amount of underpayment benefit received/loss to
the government was $17355 Multiple payments

70955

GDLINEMI 2Cl.2 OFF LIV SOCs CR111 MIST 5EfrrxCE
Base P5k Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 30k 10 Cat YRSWr 91

N/A

Defendant owned bulk mailing business Defendant paid postal uçloyee at the bulk
mail facility $3000 to process mail for which $8760 was due for postage month later
defendant paid to co-defendant $4000 where $8277 was due Postage due $17000 paid
as restitution

71330
GDLINEMI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SUNTKNCE 33

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Miss
Final SOft Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 91

N/A

Co-defendant is post office carrier who steals credit cards from boxes to which he has

keys and gives cards to or co-defendants including defendant Co-dafendants buy
goods with the cards including goods to pay off the mailman Defendants had advance
card authorization equipment cuter tied into credit report service and defendants
warehouse to store the goods 55 cards and $126800 lost Defendant helped steal
using the mail box key Defendant was leader one of two Drugs also bought

74194

GDLINEMI 2C1.1 077 LIV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE
Base P5k 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Pinal 5CR Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant supervisor for the U.S Postal System recinended to his supervisor
that particular cçany perform regularly scheduled maintenance of post office
vehicles The defendants recatendation was accepted The defendant then requestsd
that he cany provide free service to his personal vehicles in exchange for his
actiens in steering business toward the company The defendants requests included

suggestion that the caçany falsely charge the service to the Postal Service The

defendant also proposed false billing scheme which would allow the caipany to
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recover the amount of any cash payments to the defendant from the Postal Service The

defendant accepted one $200 cash payment in transaction which was monitored by U.S
Postal Inspectors

5029
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 33

-- Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 16 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant was involved in scheme to steal credit cards from the mail co
defendant who was mail carrier would steal the cards and provide them to the

defendant and others The mail carrier was paid in merchandise for his activities
The defendant used the stolen credit cards to provide narcotics other members of the

group and provided fraudulent teaçorary licenses in the names of the legitimate
cardholders to members of the group

88519
GDLINEHI 2F1.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIX MIST SENTENCE 30

Base PSR 14 Pts DEPARTURE 5K

Final SOft 22 Cat YRSENT 91

Defendant and co-defendants worked as post office bulk mail clerks and permitted over
$7.8 million in fees not to be paid by different mailers In exchange the

defendants split $l00-500 week in payments totaling $l20000-$200000 for each
defendant over the 7-year period of the conspiracy The bulk of the unpaid fees were
to the benefit of single mailer $7.5 million Other mailers benefited by
underpaying $17000 $200000

Cnent P0 miscalculated adjustment for benefit received used amount of payments
resulting in 7-level benefit for defendant This would have made the PC guideline the

guideline high level 26 caçared with level 22 for fraud guideline or level 19 for
miscalculated PC guideline 9-level enhancement was on fraud guideline not the PC

guideline

126966
GDLINRHI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 105

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 25 13 Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

The defendant was in the business of stealing credit cards checks from the mail
offered U.S Poetal Inspector money to help him steal credit cards and checks from
the mail There ware two payments $100 and $50 The actual loss to the financial
institution was $31694.64 with potential loss of approx $3056694.60
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DEPAn1NT OF BUILDINGS/OS

60390
GDLINEMI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIN MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR Cat YR5ENp 91

N/A

Defendant supervised inspectors of whom Defendant ordered to extort $300 from
owners of one house in exchange for no report on code violations Two other extortions
netted $600 and $500 payments

Plea only to $500 count -- no R.C used for payment or benefit or multiple payments
Stipulation to $500 payment no minimal planning no chapter 3/4 adjustments probation
off icer gave payment of $15000 S3B1.l

105728
GDLINEMI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was an inspector for the City Department of Buildings DOE
construction division Inspectors are responsible for inspecting completed
construction or alteration work and issuing certificates of occupancy CO5 The PSR
noted that there are significant financial pressures on builders and building oers
to ensure that CO is issued after the first inspection This was ensured by
pattern of payoffs which in the words of the PSR had evolved into an accepted
practice and course of doing business Supervisory inspectors would assign inspectors
to sites and would expect kickbacks from any payment received by an inspector
coded system was used to determine the amount of payment without explicitly referring
to it in conversation Failure to pay payment resulted in the delay or loss of

paperwork and citations for hyper-technical violations of the building code The
defendant was involTved in this scheme Multiple payments

The PSR determined that the was aware of $4380 in payments and personally received
$2490 The government contested the amount of payment arguing that it was at least
$5880 There is no resolution of this matter in the record

141196
QDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 30

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 93

N/A

The corruption ia this case involved extortion by Building Inspectors from building
owners contrecs engineers and architects The extorted money was shared with
other DOB persteel who controlled building inspection assignments Since 1988 over
100 payments h-teken place totalling $350000 ranging from $50 $24000 To keep
the operation secret the defendant also conspired to kill government witness who
was willing to testify payments
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142043
GDLINEHI 20..l OFF LIV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Miss
Final SOR Miss Cat Miss YR.SENT 93

N/A

The defendant was Chief Inspector for the City Department of BuildingsDOB construction division Inspectors are responsible for inspecting coc1eted
construction or alteration work and issuing certificates of occupancy COs The PSR
noted that there are significant financial pressures on builders and building owners
to ensure that CO is issued after the first inspection This was ensured by
pattern of payoffs which in the words of the PSR had evolved into an accepted
practice and course of doing business Supervisory inspectors would assign inspectors
to sites and would expect kickbacks from any payment received by an inspector
coded system was used to determine the amount of payment without explicitly referring
to it in conversation Failure to pay payment resulted in the delay or loss of

paperwork and citations for hyper-technical violations of the building code The

defendant was involved in this scheme The PSR did not make determination as to the

amount of money received by the defendant but the figures provided by the PSR amount
to at least $8100

The government filed motion for departure under S5Kl.l

142961
GDLINEMI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEP.ARXURE 5K

Final SOft Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 93

N/A

Defendant was one of many corrupt building inspectors for the City of Joint
investigation by FBI Department of Investigation uncovered long-standing
systematic pattern of corruption within the Department of Buildings Construction
Division Inspectors routinely exhorted money from building owners contractors
engineers and trchitects in exchange for expedited issuance of Certificate of

Occupancy without which the building could not be inhabited or used The Construction
Division has the sole authority to issue or deny dO The defendant joined into this

systematic extortion almost from the beginning of his eloyment as an inspector in

1964 and continued through his promotions to supervising inspector and then assistant
chief inspector Btiltiple payments

Although this figure underestimates defendants relevant conduct the amount the

government could prove by preponderance was $224300 this is the amount the P0 used
P0 gave 2-level increase for multiple payments Defendant received downward departure
upon motion of the goverent to years probation No SOft level enhancement
corresponds to amount of payments in table not high-level official

58457
GDLINEHI 2Ca OFF LIV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No

Final SOft Cat YR.SENT 91

N/A

The defendant offered $1000 payment to an OSMA Caçliance Officer CO who declined
the payment and informed his supervisor In sting operation an FBI special agent

posed as CO and negotiated $500 payment in return for finding no violations of OSHA
at the defendants job site
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58458
GDLINENI 2C1.1 OFF ISV SOCS CRIM MIST SENTCE

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR Miss Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendants brother offered OSHA inspector $1000 to stay away rat job site osia
returns with undercover agent Defendant and co-defendant tried to avoid $4000 fine

by giving undercover agent $500 Safety violations included lack of safety railing and
ladder for scaffolding on apartment caiplex chiniey construction

63889
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base P5k 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final 50k 10 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant was Construction Inspector for the Farmers Hate Ainistration He

solicited payments rat contractor saying hed help him

Camient Two payments with same victim This was counted as separate groups
Should have been joined under 53D1.lb and an adjustment added under 52C1.lb
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STATS AGENCY Dcartment of Motor Vehicln

70851
ODLINEBI 20..1 OFF ISV SOCS CRIX MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 10 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant wasT -involved in scheme to sell fraudulent drivers licenses to illegal
aliens through Dept of Motor Vehicles office The illegal aliens would pay
individuals to transport them to from out-of-state enroll them in driving
school and get them license which they could then trade in for their home
states license doesnt require proof of legal residence in the U.S. Driving
school instructors such as the defendant would provide the students with false
addresses and in some cases would pay DXV employees to issue licenses to students who
had jailed all or part of the licensing exam This defendant paid $300 to two DM11

agents in exchange for the transfer of copy of the written portion of the licensing
exam The P0 used the value of the payment in his calculations but the government
contended and the court found that the value of such transfer was in excess of

$5000 due to the fact that the DXV received over $10000 in federal funding each

year

70852
GDLINEMI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CalM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No

Final SOR 10 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant was involved in scheme to sell fraudulent drivers licenses to illegal
aliens through Dept of Motor Vehicles office The illegal aliens would pay
individuals to transport them to frost out-of-state enroll them in driving
school and get them Virginia license which they could then trade in for their home
states license doesnt require proof of legal residence in the U.S. Driving
school instructors such as the defendant would provide the students with false
addresses and in some cases would pay DXV employees to issue licenses to students who
had failed all or part of the licensing exam This defendant paid $300 to DXV

employee in exchange for copy of the written portion of the licensing exam
Multiple payments

The P0 used the value of the payment in his calculations but the government contended
and the court found that the value of such transfer was in excess of $5000 due

to the fact that the DXV received over $10000 in federal funding each year

72677
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CalM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 10 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant is tester at DXV of office Co-defendart would find irigrant
applicants who would pay to get license from defendant without having to take any of

three required tests vision road written Defendant and co-defendant split
profits Defendant had worked for DXV for months when she started taking
payments from 17CM Three 17CM on separate occasions paid $400 $450 $450 for
licenses This DXV branch was cccmtonly told by izemigrants around the country to get

licenses through drivers ed instructors for 5300-800 apiece Licenses easily gotten
because residency but not citizenship has to be shown Multiple payments
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75555
GDLINEMI 2C1.1 OF LZV SOCs CRIM MIST- SENTENCE 13

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOP 12 Cat YP.SENT 91

N/A

The defendant accepted payments in return for obtaining fraudulent d.rivers licenses
and green cards for illegal aliens For drivers license the defendant charged
$400 which he apparently shared with DMV employees who issued the false licenses The
defendant charged $3500 for false green card sane of the money went to farmer who

supplied false seasonal worker documentation and sane went to an attorney

101383
GDLINEMI 2Cl.1 OFF LEV SOCs CR.tM MIST SENTENCE 12

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Up
Final SOP N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant paid an employee of the Bureau of Motor Vehicles of the
no more than $2000 in cash and/or jewelry for issuing fake permit

identification permits The defendant realized that he could earn money fran the

scheme he charged individuals on the street $l00-$200 and would give the DMV employee
$25 per permit who admits she may have issued over 100 fraudulent permits The
defendant states that he told the Dliv employee that the individuals were using this
identification for illegal activities

BOLa1O minus for of Upward departure 32C1.3 application notes and
55X2 .7 in view of the nature and scope of this offense han/loss was caused and the

disruption of government effect on the operation of the Bureau of Motor vehicles
Involves continuing investigation Permits were used for identification law
enforcement agencies have had to exonerate the victims in this case of traffic
violations and arrests that they did not incur Additionally the extent to which the

public sector has been harmed creditors banks etc is unknown Offense levela8

124373
GDLINEMI 2Cl.7 OFF ISV SOCs IM MIST SRhrrz4CE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOP N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was part of wide-ranging scheme to provide false drivers licenses
and vehicle registration in return for payments Although the sentencing report is

not entirely clear it appears that the defendant served as runner bringing money
and application to Department of Motor Vehicles employees who would in turn

process the cation without requiring proper identification or the standard
written eye roed tests The PU notes that approximately 50 individuals and DMV

employees were olnd in the scheme The defendant was sentenced under S2Cl .7 fraud
involving the intangible right to the honest services of public officials The PU
also stated that it was not possible to determine either the amount of the payment
involved or the benefit received
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141364

GDLINERI 2C1.2 OFF LIV SOCs CR111 MIST Sfl
Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR 12 Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

The defendant at DXV office took payments for falsifying documents such as drivers
permit applications eye test forms etc The scheme was undertaken to insure that
certain people would receive identification that would be valid in all 50 states
These false IDs would also allow people to conceal their true identity as well Seven
hundred false andunauthorised documents were issued and cash payments of $28000 were
made The defendant received approx $10000 in payments

142867
GDLINEHI 2C1.7 OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SRZrrsNCB

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SORj 10 N/A Cat YR.SENT 93

N/A

The defendant was middlemah in an ongoing scheme involving Dept of Motor Vehicle
employees who processed variety of fraudulent documents in exchange for cash

payments The defendants specialty0 was in obtaining vehicle registration cards
without the proper identification through his connections at the DXV The parties both
stipulated that the defendant paid between $5000 $10000 in payments to DXV employees
during the course of the conspiracy
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flSURANCE

67629
GDLINEHI 2Fl.l OFF LEV SOCS CRIM HIST SENTENCE 41

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 20 Cat YRSEIIT 91

The defendant ownS several small off-shore insurance ccmçanies specializing in high-
risk insurance With encouragement from Insurance Cnissioner IC
defendant applied for license to do business in The defendants U.S
ctpany Ccectercial General Insurance Company CG was accepted for license without
complying with requirements Many of the assets listed in support of the

defendants application were over-valued illicit or bogus The IC took what the
PSR described as very solicitous attitude toward CG discouraging his staff from
scrutinizing CGs activities too carefully The ICs actions included encouraging
United States Senator to write letter on the defendants behalf to help him out of

some bankruptcy problems he was experiencing The defendant and the IC negotiated
purchase of land by the defendant from the IC which was concealed by convoluted
series of transactions Ultimately the IC was pressured into conducting an audit of

CG which revealed its financial instability The defendant reported to investigators
that the IC had solicited several loans from the defendant who felt that he had no
choice but to pay them because he did not wish to risk losing his relationship with the
IC

74035
GDLINEXI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CflM HIST Sri-rCE 15

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 13 Cat YRSEIQT 91

N/A

Defendant was appointed by the Governor as for
Defendant aggressively sought to lure new insurance cçanies to the state and ended

up certifying some marginal businesses of persons with histories of fraud and
bankruptcy Three different casqs were involved tiltiple paymentsl

Case Defendant certified cçany that was fairly clearly not certifiable headed
off audits of the company and weighed in with U.S Senator to have letters written
on behalf of co-defendant In return the defendant received $8250 cash for

property with $10000 debt on it total benefit to defendant $18250 net return on
property $16250 Defendant hid the receipt of the money and the sale of the property
through convoluted series of transactions through family members and CDs Loss to the
public ran at $2.6 million Co-defendant also claimed defendant strongarmed him into
purchasing other property and loaning additional money to family members
Case Another similarly situated cçany purchased defendants home at $36860
greater than its value

Case Defent accepted $1700 in travel expenses from another company apparently
as gratuity

Ctent No adjusrt given for multiple payments 8-level high level official

adjustment made All cases treated as relevant conduct even though only the first
resulted in conviction Court declined recannended 3-level departure under 5K1.l as

requested by government P0 suggested three departures -- note mentions 3Bl.3
not to be applied but this case is extreme exançle of its application note low
value of payment relative to loss to victims and loss of government function
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81743

GDLINEHI 2Cl1 OFF ISV SOCS CR111 MIST SENTENCE 27

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 18 Cat YRSEZTr 91

N/A

The defendant was in trouble with insurance regulators in number of states since

1986 Count charges that from March 1987 through May 1990 the defendant involved
himself in coaepiracy to violate the Travel Act bit bribing an unindicted co
conspirator the Insurance Catmissioner for the State of who accouwtodated the
defendant with licensing and favorable regulation of the risk purchasing group The
conspiracy involved the purchase of the Conuissioners home at an inflated price
through nominal purchaser and shortly thereafter taking possession of the property
which was sold at loss of $37000 These actions resulted in an attempt to have
legislation introduced in so that defendants firm nuld be licensed in

The goal was to transter the firms activity to The defendant
suritted false statements to Insurance Department in order to continue his risk
purchasing groups in the state Firm eventually went into receivership

COUNTY LEGISLATIVE OFFICIALS Zoning and Contracts

57757
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF LEV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 41

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Miss Cat Miss R.SENT 91

Defendant solicited payment on behalf of county sherift who would support victim
developers resoning request Defendant acted as go-between Resoning would be done

by Planning Ccmmission and City Council Single payment

Defendant received an 8-level increase for involving sheriff and Council

77615
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 41

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 20 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant and co-defendant solicited payment from another owner of real estate
development company to be paid to county ccaxmtissioner to effectuate favorable
ruling on resoning application filed by the individual from whom the defendant
solicited the payment The amount of the proposed payment was $5000 Single
payment

77618
GDLINEMI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 41

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 20 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant and her boss the owner of the development cany attempted to obtain
$5000 payment from the owner of another development cçany under order of official

right and the use of fear of economic loss This $5000 payment was to go to certain
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county cnissioner to effectuate favorable ruling on rezoning application filed
by the individual who was being solicited

85152
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST Sdzmr4CE 40

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 21 Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant was former city councilman who resigned to n.m for Congress but lost He
then formed consulting business as private citizen and set up an arrangement with

city Councilman and his Chief of Staff As developers sought legislation changing
zoning restrictions or the like the public officials would direct the developer to pay
the defendant consulting fee through his consulting business to ensure passage of the

legislation This occurred in numerous cases with defendant generally receiving half
of the proceeds of the payments Some cases involved extortion under color of official
right Payments ranged in size from $50 to several thousands of dollars Eventually
defendant was reelected to city council and he selected successor in the consulting
business who handled arrangements as defendant had previously done This woman
eventually was turned by law enforcement and taped number of discussions with
defendant including one where he pressured her to destroy records lie about their
relationship before the grand jury and otherwise obstruct justice Offense occurred
over number of years Defendant also pled to additional tax fraud and RICO
convictions

104627
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE 21

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 16 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

confidential informant told the FBI that the defendant had told him that he the
defendant would accept money in return for the exercise of his authority as an elected
County Conctissioner The FBI set up sting in which the defendant was to receive
payment in return for which he would exercise his influence with city council
Although the total payment was to be $20000 the defendant was arrested after payment
of $5000 advance and his sentence and restitution were calculated based on that
amount Single payment

The defendant received an eight level enhancement for being an official in high level
or sensitive position

121548
GOLINEHI 231.1 0FF LBV SOCs CMIX MIST SENTENCE 41

Base PSR 20 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft 22 Cat YR.SENT 92

N/A

Defendant was one of th alderman in the scheme in 121703 and took payment to attend
the NAACP conference He referred one potential contractor to the political consultant
in 121703 for assistance $23000 was extorted in these and zoning cases Multiple
payments

2-level enhancement given for multiple extortions
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121703
GDLINEHI 2Cl.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIM MIST SKNIKHCE 70

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 26 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

An undercover investigation was initiated when the president of construction cçany
cctplained to the FBI that local city officials were tryina to extort money frr him
in exchange for favorable treatment before the Board of Defendant is

political consultant with ties to city Defendant agreed to take payments
frt an undercover contractor and pass them on to his own charities which would in turn
pass them on to local officials in exchange for favorable treatment to the contractor
Defendant also sought payments to send himself and defendant in 121548 to an NAACP
convention Similar arrangements were made for zoning issues taltip1e payments

2-level enhancement given for multiple extortions

124536
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF ISV SOCs CRIN MIST SEfltfl 28

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTVRE No
Final SOR 18 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was an elected member of county board of supervisors The attorney for

the board working undercover with the FBI and the State Attorney Generals office met
with the defendant At the meeting the defendant solicited $1000 payment fron the

attorney in return for which the attorney would be able to keep his job

132181
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CRIM HIS SENTENCE 46

Base PU 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 22 Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

Defendant was the county executive and was having personal finance difficulties
Accordingly he took gift of $30000 in exchange for his coertitted support of

contractor in bidding for contract to build civic arena and for modifications to
that contract that would increase the contractor profit The $4 .25 million contract
was awarded the contractor When the arrangement came to light defendant had
fraudulent dncuments prepared to treat the transaction as loan In addition
defendant was involved in manipulating bidding for the contract to purchase the

county cars notices printed only in two religious newspapers The contract was

awarded to ceny that then bought back the county used cars and gave one of them
value $5000 to the executive second such contract was also fraudulently
awarded In reWrn defendant sought $5000 budget item for the car dealers diving
team

Coerient P0 ln1t.4 only to value of payments not benefit involved
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LOCAL AGENCY/G0VEPnNT

106364
GDLINEHI 2C1.1 OFF LEV SOCs CR114 MIST SENTENCE 12

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR 17 Cat YR.SENT 92

N/A

The defendant wa Transit Authority clerk who used his position to shield
other clerks who were pocketing or stealing monies Me solicited payments for his
silence and for transferring them to positions where they could steal more Me

cooperated in the investigation

The court found 3B1.3 on its terms not 52C1.l n.3 kept it fr applying

115 17

GDLINEMI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 36
Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final SOR 24 12 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was part of an ongoing systematic scheme to obtain welfare benefits by
fraudulent means Defendant is euloyed by the city of as an Eligibility
Specialist for the disbursement of benefits subsidized by city state and federal
funds The overall scheme involved approximately 12 recruiters/counterfeit document
suppliers who would seek out welfare mothers with the opportunity to open extra
welfare case and thus receive extra monthly benefits The recruiters would demand up-
front payment or demand portion of the extra benefits It is not clear whether the

defendant was one of these recruiters or whether she was paid by the recruiters
Nonetheless she processed approximately 200 fraudulent welfare cases for total loss
to the government of approximately $1.4 million Defendant received payments amounting
to $64453 Multiple payments

Crent P0 mistakenly added the loss to the government and the payment amount instead
of taking the greater amount Soatehow he got the figure up to in excess of

1500000 It is not at all cLear how the P0 arrived at this amount There is no
detailed SOR Unknown what court determined P0 did give 2-level enhancement for
multiple payments

118972
GDLINEHI 2El.l OFF LEV SOCs CR114 MIST SELwrsNCE

Base PSR 23 N/A Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR 21 N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was sultant who secured two contracts valued at $90 000 fr newly
elected tribal thairman in exchange for prrising to pay $20000 to the chairmans
son even thou the son did no work to justify the fee Defendant and the chairman
then agreed to bacae shareholders of corporation and share in its profits including
an outstanding flQO000 loan request before the tribe To gain control the defendant
informed the corporation that it would receive $2.25 million loan if defendant was
appointed president and given controlling interest in the corporation and if the
chairman received 3.15 million shares in the cany The loan was approved
Defendant set up other arrangements whereby coaçanies were provided funds so they could

pay the chairmans son without his working so the son could give the money to the

chairman
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GRATUITIES

77537
ODLINE 2Cl.Za OFF ISV SOCs CRIN MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pta DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOR Miss Cat YR5ENT 91

N/A

This is gratuity case It stems frr two related cases The defendant acted as

go-between between others As result he received illegal gratuities

87146
GDLINEHI 2Fl.l OFF IEV SOCs CP.IX MIST SENTENCE 87

Base PSR 11 Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR 24 Cat YR.SENT 91

Defendant was foreman for company with large contract at to maintain

housing/rental units there According to the psa defendant was second level of

culpability in scheme to save on costs to the employer at the eense of the

government and to pay inspectors so the fraud was not uncovered One method of saving
costs was by not maintaining the properties as required under the contract For

instance defendant ordered his employees not to perform twice-yearly maintenance on

heating and cooling units Defendant was also involved in processing gratuities paid
by his employer CEO to government inspectors by directing employees to provide
services and arranging for products billed to the government to be installed in the

inspectors hre Loss to government was over $5 million due to theft excessive

billings and cost due to nonperformance Not clear how much of this is truly
defendant relevant conduct Defendant was convicted on 186 counts Defendant had

authority to hire and fire most of the workers Defendant solicited his son to beat

up are witnesses in the case

No specific offense characteristics were given in application of 52C1.2
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CONFLICT OF INTEREST

59111
GDLINEHI 2C1.3 OFF LEV SOCS CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR N/A Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant was computer specialist who represented business interests for clients
including company in which he and his mother had 100% interest Defendant roped
company in proceeding before his agency while seeking agency grant Defendant lied
about his employment and ownership but insisted that he had legal office okay to seek
Ga status for company

60666
GDLINEHI 2C1.2 OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

Defendant asked discharge nurse at air force base to refer patients to his facility for
35% of first month fee for each patient referred Nurse referred an FBI agent and
received $200 advance

66607
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant was clerk in the Federal District Court Probation Office who because
of personal relationship with woman to whom he was providing support informed
defendant in case that he would withhold certain information from the sentencing
judge

76536
GDLINEMI 2C1.3 OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR N/A Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

This is rare conflict of interest charge S2C1.3 Defendant was quality assurance
representative who oversaw contractors Me than clandestinely wrote manual for
contractor Me also consulted with them
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90620
GDLINEHI 20.3 OFF LIV SOCs CRIM MIST SENflNE

Base PSR Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR N/A Cat flSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was staff assistant to Congressman constituent sought assistance in

getting federal grant to start company in the Congressmans district The

defendant agreed -to help convince the Congressman to get the grant but wanted to do
so on his own time so that he could be paid for consulting Me signed an agreement
with the constituent to be paid $300 plus percentage of the size of the grant
Defendant put some time into getting the contract and arranged two brief encounters
with the Congressman but nothing substantive occurred before the defendant was
terminated due to an arrest for passing bad checks

91301
ODLINEMI 2Cl.3 OFF LIV SOCs CRIM MIST SlizcrxNCE

Base P5 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 50 Miss N/A Cat Miss TRSEXFr 92

N/A

Defendant was the acting supervisory deputy United States Marshal and was responsible
for reviewing and approving billings and requests for payments suthtitted by security
company that protected USMS seizures Defendant apparently knew the security cçsny
was permitting its guards to live in the building against US$5 regulations The

company president later gave defendant an $8900 loan which was not repaid by defendant
other than defendant working on company boats Later defendant accepted $3650 from
the company Later defendant alerted the company to sting set up by local officials
to nab cçany employees selling the seized property Multiple payments

98441
GDLINERI 251.1 OFF LIV SOCs CRIM MIST SzlTRr4CE 60

Base PSR 23 Pts DEPARTURE No

Final S0 Miss Cat Miss YRSEZfl 92

N/A

Defendant was an attorney who raised funds for another attorney who sought and won
election as Surrogate in Surrogate Court oversees atinistration of wills and
appoints guardians for those not comçetent to represent themselves As result of

his position in the Surrogates campaign the defendant received substantially more
appointments as guardian than court rules permitted he received 110 appointments over

years comipared with the general rule of per year Such appointments were
lucrative in light of the high fees earned for relatively limited work In addition
defendant had gling problem and failed to pay taxes over this period of time
Multiple paynantli

103072

GDLINEHI 2c1j OFF LIV SOCs CR111 MIST SEIIT2zCI
Base P5 10 Pts DEPARTURE Down
Final 50 Miss Cat Miss YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was involved with two companies one of which he was the president of and
with his daughter being the president and owner of the other caçany The co-defendant
had the authority to award maintenance contracts The defendant would quote price
for work his cany c1eted The co-defendant would in turn say Why dont you add
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number of dollars to that bill The defendant contended that he did the work to

make up for what he was overcharging for because of feelings of guilt

108784
GDLINEHI 2C1.3 OFF tRy SOCs CRIM HIST SENTENCE

Base P5k Pta DEPARTURE No
-- Final 50k N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was purchaser of horses for the Forest Service Though retiring after more
than 30 years with the Service he agreed to continue to purchase horses once or twice

year Defendant also purchased horses for himself which he then transferred to

friend few of these horses he then sold back to the Forest Service for $500-Gao
more than he purchased them for frr $500-2000 Defendant claimed he supplied the
horses only in emergencies and no equal quality horses could be purchased elsewhere
He claimed the $500 -600 markup accounted for his eenses in transporting and caring
for the animals

P0 sought to apply harm to government adjustment but court declined Defense had

argued he merely recouped his costs and had provided letters fran Forest Service
personnel indicating the animals were high quality

114200
GDLINEHI 2Cl.3 OFF tEll SOCs CR131 HIS SENTENCE

Base P5k Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 50k N/A CAt YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant accepted money frr an airplane repair shop in exchange for writing its

operations manual for certain engines One of the defendante job duties was to review
and approve or deny the operations manuals of the repair shops applying for FAA

certification This particular repair shop wanted to ensure receipt of FAA
certification to overhaul certajn types of engines payment

2C1.3 which doesnt conteuçlate any monetary amounts defendant was paid $7800 in

separate installments

117596
GDLINEHI 2C1.3 OFF LEV SOCs CR131 MIST SENTENCE

Base P8k Pts DEPARTURE No
Final 80k N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was traS specialist for the Department of Caterce When two individuals

approached his separate occasions seeking assistance in selling products oversees
defendant refmId-the persons to his wifes firm
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128712
GDLINENI 20.4 OFF LIV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR N/A Pta DEPARTURE No
Final SOR N/A Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

Citicorp Diners Club CC provided government-wide credit cards to qualifying federal
employees to be used for work related expenses The defendant was prroted to

Comptroller of GSA which award the contract to Citicorp As comptroller the defendant
was responsible for agency wide budget and accounting functions financial management
programs and had aôninistrative control of agency resources The ctrol1ers office
wrote policy and guidelines regrading the use of the charge cards by GSA employees

Two members of CC government credit card division met for lunch with the defendant
On most of these occasions they paid by credit cards for which they suitted false
names to their caipany for.reimbursement In addition trip was also part of this
scheme total of $582.77 was paid for the defendant as part of the scheme on this

trip The total for all lunches dinners trips paid by CC for the defendant was
about $2664.20

137464
GDLINEHI 2C1.4 OFF LIV SOCs CR111 MIST SrrrUCE

Base PSR N/A Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOR Miss N/A Cat Miss YRS1 93

N/A

The defendant was FAA aviation flight inspector who on the side was receiving pay
for conducting flight tests This was conflict of interest Pled to misdatneenor

receipt of unauthorized cçensation

Sentenced under S2Cl .4 No enhancement for amount

137562
GDLINEMI 2Cl.7 OFF LIV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOft 13 N/A Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

Defendant ran an auto sales operation in which he entered into conspiracy with the

county tax collector to overcharge vehicles and then kickback In this way the

countys loss was around $80000

Defendant received enhancement because he was dealing with an elected official

141004
GDLINEHI 20.3 Ofl LIV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE

Base P$R Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft N/A Cat YRSENT 93

N/A

Section 2Cl.3 Conflict of interest The defendant the Sergeant of Arms of the U.S
Senate became involved in the offense when he went on trip to to attend
building opening for new ATT Headquarters It is unclear whether he invited himself

or was invited by the cceçany VP This occurred during contract negotiations ATT
paid for the defendants first-class plane ticket but because they refused to pay for

his hotel he submitted voucher to the Senate for reimbursement
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PAYMENTS TO OBTAIN PUBLIC OFFICE

82950
GDLINENI 2Cl.5 OFF LEV SOCs CRIM HIST SRnNCE

Base PSR N/A Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOP N/A Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

This is campaign contribution case 52C1 .5 Defendant sought contributions through
shell corporation and phony invoices He acted for others and was minor participant

123518
GDLINEHI 2C1.l OFF LEV SOCs CR111 HIST SANTENCE 15

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE 5X

Final SOP 18 N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

The defendant was businessman who had over period of se 30 years served in

various positions an elective as public employee He was not public employee
at the time the instant offense was critted but in fact became public employee
as result of the payment Due to his public service the defendant was eligible to

participate in the states retirement fund but needed two more years plic
employment to qualify for pension The defendant offered $10000 payment to

local judge who was known political boss The payment was to assist in the election
of particular person to the position of Sheriff in return the defendant was to

receive position in the sheriffs office so that he could obtain eligibility for the

retirement fund

When the investigation of the matter began the defendant agreed to cooperate with the

FBI but in fact provided them with false information The defendant also lied to the

grand jury and encouraged his co-defendant to do so However upon entering his plea
agreement the defendant was completely cooperative Ultimately the government filed

motion for departure under SSKl .1 which the sentencing court granted
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LOAN OR GRATUITY TO BAJflC EXANINER

116936
GDLINEHI 2Cl.6 OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No

.Final SOft N/A Cat YR.SENT 92

N/A

loan was made by an officer of the bank to loan examiner The guideline is S2Cl.6
The loans were for $10000 each to two bank examiners one pre-guideline one post-

guideline There was specific offense characteristic that was not followed that

enhances for the value of the gravity or in this case the two loans These nrc
misdemeanors

117210
GDLINENI 2Cl.6 OFF LEV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No

Final SOft N/A Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was bank examiner for the state of She sought loan from the

President of bank she examined The President arranged $7000 loan to be made by
bank customer The loan was paid in full three months early but the bank eventually

became insolvent

132357
GDLINEMI 2C1.6 OFF LEV SOCs CR111 MIST SAZCrEI4CE

Base PSR Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft N/A Cat YRSEIfl 93

N/A

Defendant and his girlfriend took five loans from aIC loan officer in order to

purchase consumer items cars boats Some of the loans nrc unsecured none of them
had payments made on them beyond the first couple of months The loan officer had
known the defendant previously through business contacts and likely fudged the

paperwork to get the loans through Me than prepared consolidation loan to refinance
the earlier debt and sought $5500 check from the defendant for unspecified purposes
The check memorandum indicated for friend and there was some sense that it was

gratuity although defendant also notes it was to repair ons of the boats for resale
Defendant fled with his girlfriend to where they were later arrested
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MISC

94310
GDLINEHI 2C1.4 OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SENTENCE

Base PSR N/A Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft N/A Cat YRSENT 91

N/A

The defendant an employee of the U.S Geological Survey was asked to give
deposition in civil suit The Geological Survey specified in letter that the
defendant was testifying in an official capacity and that no cosçensation other than
travel and subsistence was required The defendant nonetheless accepted payment of

$4680 The PSR stated that the defendant took advantage of the ambiguity of the

Survey use of the words not required regarding personal compensation and received
the money without informing his superiors Single payment

111910
GDLINEMI 2C1.1 OFF LEV SOCs CRIM MIST SArrKmCE

Base PSR 10 Pta DEPARTURE 5K
Final SOft 22 12 Cat YRSENT 92

N/A

Defendant was clerk in government agency and worked with other defendants to

defraud the agency by suthtitting false bills on behalf of blueprint
reproduction/photocopying contractor The bills totaled $1.6 million for services not

rendered Multiple payments

140236
GELINEHI 2C1.1 OFF ISV SOCs CR111 MIST SENTENCE 24

Base PSR 10 Pts DEPARTURE No
Final SOft Miss N/A Cat Miss YRSENT 93

N/A

The defendant owned and operated several supply caiçanies whose principle business of

some of these companies involved supplying industrial merchandise to cainercial
entities some of which received benefits The defendant would upon receiving order
form for merchandise provide the cany with fraudulent invoices The cçany
oriMriicig the merchandise would then remit payment by placing U.S Treasury checks in

the mail The csny providing the fraudulent invoices would pay 50% of the face
value of the false invoices and retain the remaining 50%

An level enhcent was given for the amount for which the P0 felt the defendant was
responsible flit amount ws $593282.05
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QQicial Corrupdon

Rooting out corruption by officials in whom the public trust is vested and other government-
related corruption continues to be top priority During Fiscal Year 1992 federal charges were

lodged in 425 cases against 604 defendants related to federal procurement federal programs
federal law enforcement other federal official corruption and state local or other officials During

the same period of time 505 defendants either were found guilty of or pleaded guilty to official

corruption charges in United States District Court

Over the years federal and state legislators Governors Judges and many other federal

state and local public officials have been prosecuted for violating their oaths of office Some United

States Attorneys have found that public corruption task forces are an effective technique for

investigating these cases Training for federal prosecutors handling public corruption cases was

presented by the Office of Legal Education during Fiscal Year 1992

The unique nature of the federal criminal justice system provides maximum support in

prosecuting these difficult and often complex cases For example multi-agency investigation of

the Los Angeles Sheriffs Office narcotics unit began in 1989 The investigation involved more than

60 Federal Bureau of Investigation Internal Revenue Service and local law enforcement agents

and eleven federal prosecutors Twenty-one defendants have been convicted and several other

multi-defendant cases are pending as result of the investigation

In other notable police corruption cases the former Chief of Police for the Detroit Police
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Department was sentenced to ten years in prison in the Eastern District of Michigan for embezzling
$2.6 million from the City of Detroit and filing false income tax returns He was also ordered to

pay $2.3 million in restitution to the city Also the Chief of Police in Rochester New York was

convicted of conspiracy and embezzlement of more than $200000 from the Departments
undercover drug buy money He was sentenced to four years incarceration and $150000 fine

The Federal Bureau of Investigation and the Internal Revenue Service in conjunction with

the United States Attorneys office in the Eastern District of California are reaping the results of

two year undercover investigation of the California Legislature During Fiscal Year 1992 former

state senator plead guilty to using his office for state law bribery federal extortion obstruction of

justice and subscribing to false tax return

Major investigations and prosecutions involving the South Carolina Legislature Operation

Lost Trust and the Kentucky Legislature Operation Bop Trot were conducted during Fiscal Year

1992 Also the Assistant Majority Leader of the illinois State Senate who accepted bribe to help

pass legislation was convicted after seven week trial and sentenced to three years in jail

Each public corruption case is unique For example Federal Bureau of Investigation

translator was convicted in the Southern District of Texas of providing classified information to

foreign government and was sentenced to the maximum of ten years

Other public corruption cases involving bribery that were prosecuted by United States

Attorneys offices are listed below

An Albany County Executive who held that position for 15 years was convicted in the

Northern District of New York on charges of bribery mail fraud and extortion The County

Executive received payments from personal friend who had previously been convicted of

the same charges in exchange for diverting $70 million architectural contract for the

Knickerbocker Arena construction project He was also convicted of receiving an

automobile from an Albany County car dealer who had benefited from rigged bid to

supply automobiles to the county

Two former United States Customs Inspectors were convicted in the District of Arizona of

500 kilogram cocaine conspiracy possession of an unregistered automatic weapon and

possession of the firearm in relation to drug trafficking activity One defendant received

Life sentence and the other received 365 month sentence

An Interal Revenue Service agent and wealthy farmer who bribed the agent to ensure that

the farmers federal tax returns would not be examined by honest Internal Revenue Service

employees plead guilty to charges in the Southern District of California The farmer was

ordered to pay the largest settlement of an individual criminal tax case in history more

than $21.8 million In addition the taxpayer-farmer has agreed to pay the United States

$1.25 million in criminal fines and will serve six and half years in prison The Internal

Revenue Service agent who received $600000 in bribes was sentenced to twelve years

imprisonment for violating the publics trust
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In another bribery case the Presiding Judgç of the Chancery Division of theCircuit Court

of Cook County Illinois and an.asorney.were convicted 4tçs a-five week trial of accepting

and providing bribe to fix civil çasŁ The judgç-as sentenced rtO 37 months and the

attorney to 33 months




