COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
COURT OF JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE

IN RE:

Michael Lowry

Former Judge :

Philadelphia Traffic Court : 61D 2015
Philadelphia County :

JOINT STIPULATIONS OF FACT IN LIEU OF TRIAL AND WAIVER OF
TRIAL PURSUANT TO COURT OF JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE RULE OF
PROCEDURE 502(D)(1)

AND NOW, this _27th day of May, 2020, comes the Judicial Conduct

Board of the Commonweaith of Pennsylvania (the Board), and former Judge
Michael Lowry (Respondent), by and through their undersigned counsel, and file
these Joint Stipulations of Fact in lieu of Trial and Waiver of Trial pursuant to
C.J.D.R.P. No. 502(D)(1), as follows:

JOINT STIPULATIONS OF FACT IN LIEU OF TRIAL

1. Article V, §18 of the Constitution of the Commonweaith of
Pennsylvania grants the Board authority to determine whether
there is probable cause to file formal charges, and, when it
concludes that probable cause exists, to file formal charges
against a justice, judge, or justice of the peace for proscribed
conduct and to present the case in support of such charges

before the Court of Judicial Discipline.



From January 2008 until he was suspended without pay by the
Supreme Court of Pennsylvania on February 1, 2013,
Respondent served actively as a duly elected judge on the
Philadelphia Traffic Court, First Judicial District, Philadelphia
County, Pennsylvania.

As a duly elected Judge of the Philadelphia Traffic Court,
Respondent is, and was at all times relevant hereto, subject to
all the duties and responsibilities imposed on him by the
Constitution of the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the
Rules Governing Standards of Conduct of Magisterial District
Judges adopted by the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania.
Respondent was initially suspended from his judicial duties
without pay by Order of the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania
issued February 1, 2013, and thereafter suspended with pay by
Order of the Court of Judicial Discipline dated October 25, 2013.
Respondent’s term as a Judge of the Philadelphia Traffic Court
ended in January 2014,

Respondent was a subject of a federal grand jury investigation
regarding the practice of giving favorable treatment in traffic
court cases to certain defendants based upon ex parte requests,

which practice became known as “consideration.”



10.

11.

As a result of the federal investigation, on January 29, 2013,
Respondent was indicted by the federal grand jury at United
States of America v. Sullivan, et al., Criminal No. 2:13-CR-
000039, in the United States District Court for the Eastern
District of Pennsylvania.

The indictment charged Respondent with one count of conspiracy
to commit wire and mail fraud, 18 U.S.C. §1349; nine counts of
wire fraud, 18 U.S.C. §1343; and one count of making a false

declaration, 18 U.S.C. §1623.

Following a federal trial ending July 23, 2014, a jury found
Respondent guilty of making a faise declaration in violation of 18
U.S.C. §1623, which is a felony offense.

On January 14, 2015, United States District Judge Lawrence F.
Stengel sentenced Respondent to 20 months of imprisonment
followed by one year of supervised release with 100 hours of
community service.

On February 3, 2015, Respondent filed a Notice of Appeal in the
United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit at United

States of America v. Michael Lowry, No. 15-1344.



12.

13.

14,

15.

By Opinion of Richard L. Nygaard, Circuit Judge, filed August 21,

2018, the United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit

affirmed the judgment of the District Court.

On June 17, 2019, Respondent filed a Petition for Writ of

Certiorari in the United States Supreme Court at Michael Lowry

et al. v. United States, No.18-1581.

On December 9, 2019, the United States Supreme Court denied

the Petition for Writ of Certiorari.

The parties stipulate to the authenticity and admissibility of all

trial exhibits, attached to these Joint Stipulations of Fact in Lieu

of Trial, as set forth below:

Trial Exhibits:

A. A true and correct copy of the grand jury indictment at

United States of America v. Sullivan, et al., Criminal No.
2:13-CR-000039, in the United States District Court for the

Eastern District of Pennsylvania.

B. A true and correct copy of the docket for United States
of America v. Michael Lowry, Criminal No. 2:13-CR-

000039-002.



A true and correct copy of the verdict slip for United
States of America v. Michael Lowry, Criminal No. 2:13-CR-
000039-002.

A true and correct copy of the Judgment and
Sentencing Order for United States of America v. Michael
Lowry, Criminal No. 2:13-CR-000039-002.

A true and correct copy of the docket for United States
of America v. Michael Lowry, No. 15-1344,

A true and correct copy of the Opinion of Richard L.
Nygaard, Circuit Judge, filed August 21, 2018, at United
States of America v. Michael Lowry, No. 15-1344, affirming
the judgment of the District Court.

A true and correct copy of the docket for Michael Lowry
et al. v. United States of America, No. 18-1581.

A true and correct copy of the order denying
Respondent’s Petition for Writ of Certiorari filed at Michae!

Lowry et al. v. United States of America, No. 18-1581.



WAIVER OF RIGHT TO TRIAL

By submitting these Stipulations of Fact in lieu of Trial, the Board and the
Respondent agree they shali be bound by them and the Court of Judicial Discipline shall
adopt them as the facts of the case upon which a decision shall be rendered. The
Board and the Respondent expressly waive any right to trial under Article V, §18(b)(5)
of the Pennsylvania Constitution and the Rules of the Court of Judicial Discipline as per
C.J.D.R.P. No. 502(D)(1).

WHEREFORE, the parties, through their respective counsel, intending to be

legally bound by this document, do hereby set their hand and seal.

DATE: 05 /27/2020

Deputy Chef Counsé/
Pennsylvania Judicial Conduct Board

e .
DATE: 5/5’:%?0 M%@czcﬂ\f ,-'—,r"f e g
C Meredith A. Lowry, Esquire {_~ —

Klehr Harrison Harvey Branzburg LLP
Counsel for the Respondent



COMMONWEALTH OF PENNSYLVANIA
COURT OF JUDICIAL DISCIPLINE

IN RE:

Michael Lowry

Former Judge :

Philadelphia Traffic Court : 61D 2015
Philadelphia County :

PROOF OF SERVICE

In compliance with Rule 122 of the Court of Judicial Discipline Rules of Procedure,
on May _27 , 2020, a copy of the Joint Stipulation of Fact in Lieu of Trial and Waiver
of Trial was provided via mail and email to Meredith A. Lowry, Esquire, counsel for

Respondent, at the following address:

Meredith A. Lowry, Esquire
Klehr Harrison Harvey Branzburg LLP
1835 Market Street, Suite 1400
Philadelphia, PA 19103
mlowry@kiehr.com

Respectfully submitted, \
. >

DATE: May 2 7, 2020 N ﬂ;wm .
Frandis J, Puskas\l |
Deputy Chief Co
Pa. Supreme Court ID No. 76540

Judicial Conduct Board

Pennsylvania Judicial Center

601 Commonwealth Avenue, Suite 3500
P.O. Box 62525

Harrisburg, PA 17106

(717) 234-7911
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A

BOARD EXHIBIT
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INTHE UNITED STATLS DIS1RICT COURT

FORTHE EASTERN DISTRICT O PENNSY LYANIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

Y.

MICHAEL ). SULLIVAN
MICHAEL LOWRY
ROBERT MULGREW
WILLIE SINGLETARY
TIHOMASINE YYNES
MARK A, DRUND
WIH HIAM HIRD
ITNRY P AL ANO

alfa " or “Lddie™
ROBERI MOY

CRIMINAL NO. 13-

DATE FILED:;  Janvary 29, 2013

VIOLATIONS:
18 .S C. § 1349 (conspiracy to commit wire
and mail fraud - 1 count)

INDICTMENTY

COUNT ONE

18 U.S.C. § 1343 (wire frand - 49 counts)
TR US € § 1340 (il frand - 18 cotts)
FBL S C § 1623 (perjury - 4 counts)

TR USO8 100t (Talse statements tn IRI-5

USC 42 auling and alicthing)

CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT WIRE AND MAIL FRAUD

THL GRAND JURY CHARGLES TIIAT:

At all times relevant ta dus Indictmont

I. The con-pirators u-ed the Philadelphia Traffic Coun ("Tralfic Coun®) to

give preferential treatinent to certain tichethalders, most commonly by “fixing" tickets for those

wih whom they were politically and socially connected. By doing so,

the conspirators defrauded

the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the City of Philadelphia of funds 1o which the

Commonwealth and the City were cntitled.



| Hackuroun g

2 The Traffic Courl wos part of the First Judicial District of Pennsylvania
Traffic Count was compnsed of judges efected by the papulace of the City of Philadelphia, as
well as Senior Judges Senior Magisterial District Judges, and Magisterial District Sudges
assigned 10 i1 by th: Administrative Office of Pennsylvania Counts of the Supeeme Coud af
I'ennsyisania.

3 Upon comnrissim as a judge of Traffic Coust, cach judge taak o
ton thatmat adl ol efice and swone ur alian ed 1o thseliarpe the dnties oF b o her offize
with Liddny. Dialiie Court hedges were sequured 1 attend yeanly judical gih s traaniny, 1
Hurst buag, Pennsy lvania provided by the S spreme Coun of Penasylvania, Adninistiative Office
of Pennsyb ama Courts, Miror Judiciary Cducation Board. This training mchulzd instrections
() notto caes e e penie communicions with peraens interested in a peading ca ¢, (i) nut 16
allow another judge o contucl the judge aosipnad G a pending ease to intlucnce its disposition,
{18) 10 dequalily lumnselt or hersedf5Fh judge’s impartality might reasonably be questioned
because the judge has personal bias or prejudice concuming a party or personat knowledge of
disputed fact, or knuws the parti=s, (iv) to refrain from manifesting bias or prejudice in the
performance of official dhe (V) to not lend the pre tige of the court 1o advance the private
interests of others or convey or pennit others w convey the impression that such other persons
are in a special position (o influenee the Judge (vi) 10 uphold the integrity and independence of
the judiciary, (vii) to avoid impropriety and the appearance of inpropricty; (viii) o perform the
duties of office imparually: (ix) prohibning voluntary appearances as a character witness; (x) ta

be free of personal bias when making decisions and to decide cases based on the pruper



appheation of law ; and (xi) to not atlow famtly, social, or ather relationships to influence the
judge’s judicial conduct ar judgment.

4. The full-time, elecied Traffic Court judges camed approximately $85 006
coch in annual salary,

5. The TrafTic Cowt judpes presided over and adjudicaled mos ing vialations,
commonly referred to as traffic tickets or citations, veowring within Philadelphia, issued by the
Phitad -Iphia Police Depanment and the Pennsylvania State Police and other pulice eatlies
Trafit Courtwa re-pansible fin the colleetion of lines and court casts re wlting fron puliy
P and finding - of muilt far viokations of ihe | et ybvani Mo ar Vehiele Code

6 O o dhaily basis, tichethe ey app-aced before Tralfic Court juidp, | Tor
their widds. Tt was not uaconsnon for o TraMc Coutt judge 1o preside ov. r dozens of trial. in o

ton. The trial - avolved an appearance 1y the tt ketholder ¢ mt ting his or hes Luh and
cither an olficer from the Philad. Iplia Pl Deparinen, a Stale Trooper, vr anather law
ciforcement olficer. who prosceut. d the ket Th- tegals w ere conducted in a cowttroom op.n
to the public At th. hearing, a ticketholder could present documeznts mul advocale for lepict.y
or a faverable dispa tion, all of whech took place in open court.

7 Truffic Court jusiges had overal ophions when disposing of citanons,
including findiny the ticketholder gutlty of o different offense, guilty, nut guilly, not puilty in
absentia, puilty in afr . ntia, guilly with reduction i speed, and dismissal In addition, the
ticketholder could engape ina plea bargain with the police afficer ar stale troaper or atiier law

enfurcement officer



& Guilty adjudications subjecied a violatar to stattonly doternuncd fines
and costs of cowt, as well as possible statutarily mandaled “points” an a driving record 1 e
Pennsylyania Depariment of Transportation (PennDOT) maintamed a peint system to help
improve driving habits and to ensure safe driving in Pennsylvania Upeon a guilty adjudication of
certain traffic offen-es, such as impraper passing, failing 1o yicld or stap, excceding maximann
speed, and leaving the scene of an aceident, PennDOT assipned “points” 1o the ticketholder's
driving recard. PennDOT also tmpnsed sanctions, such as a license sispension, when a
tickethalder accusm fat Lo cena’n mm. of peants o his o b dris ing recond

Y The moneys e ied frons the fing porion of a palty Colindicatin e
conahty dnvi el booweon the City of 'Hildelphia snd the Comn snwealth af Pomisybvanin Te
moneys recewved from the costs portion of ¢ guilty adjudication were distributed 1o the following:
funds « £the City of Phifadelplia: (1) Caty Cost (or the City of Philadelphia®s ;- perad fun ),
(2) Cuy Cost 2 and 3 (fog the Cuy ol Plulad:Iplua s gewcral fund), and (3) Live Stop (for the
Phitadeiphis Parkie Authority as well as the Tirst Judisial Lustee 1 - procwemen departm:nt)
Additionally the muncys were distributed to the following furd, of th+ Conmmomyealth of
Pennsylvama (1)1 M S (Fmergency Medical Services fund, which provided truning and
ensured adequate covergency medical servees throughout Pennsylvania, as wel a- provided
maoney to the eatastrophic heagd injury fund ) (2) MCARE {Medical Care Availabitity and
Reducuon of Crrar fund, which helped comnpensate prople injured by medical neghigence),
(3)1.CP (Judicw! Computer Project, whicl funded the enhancement of computer technology in
Pennsylvania courts); and {4) ATJ (Access lu Justice fund, which provided money (or legal aid

for tow income people and victims of domestic violence in Pennsyivania) For gutlty



adjudications of eitations i syed by the Pennsylvania State Polce, the moncys reccived were
distributed exclusively to the Commony calth of Pennsyly ania

i Upon an adjudication of nut guilty ar distnissal, the tcketholder dd 1ot
pay any fines or costs

11 Every adjudicalion was entered into o database maintained by the Traftic
Court computer sysiein Therealier, the tic ketholder's file was electrumeally sent o XERO'\
{formerly ACS), an information teehniology contractor located in Tanylowe, New York  Witlin
coversbdag s al every s de atios ol ati kot M OROX (Dmierly ACS) lorvard -0 the dipoa
hic elecionically (o Pep ubOH 0 Harisbing
I hverview of Lt e Comt Cition Pr e Ison 1 v shrows i Ad udcation

12 When issued by an officer, all traffic citations listed a date and time for 5

oy rwal, which wa approcinit -y eiht week s from the daie of the Isxuance of the tichen

The ucket Twither imformed the ticketholder that b or e may plead guilty or not guilty witlen
ten days of reecipt of the eitation. A gurlty plea ineant that the sutmary tread dare veas concelled
and the ticketholder woull pay the applicable fines and costs, as well o5 be assessed pny
applicable points against his or her driver™. record 1T the ticketholder did not nutifly Traffic
Court of haw or her dusire (o plead guilty or to procecd to trial within ten tlays, Traffic Coum
mailed a Notoe of Impending Suspension of Diiving Privilepes to the ticketholder,

13 I the tickcthalder pled not guilty within ten days of recciving the Litation
Traffic Court masied the ticketholder a Notice of Trial, which included the seheduled tnial date,
time, and assigned courtroom, and informed the tichetholdzr that any request for continuance,

must be made in wnung accompanied by supporting ducumentation



4. Cittions were randomly assigned by the Traffic Court computer system tu
be tried in various courtrooms  Tralfic Court sudges regutarly rotated couttrooms. Each week,
e cdministrative judge assigned the judges 1o specific courtronms for, and limited tu, the
coming week. Traffic Court employees were able to aceess the Traflic Court computer system to
determine which judges were presiding over speeific cases for that particular week
It The Consvirators

15 Befendant MICHAE! 1. SULLIVAN was elected a judge of “[rafli- Coun
o ahont Novembor 2005, andwok U bon honoral st S 1y S 20060 O or ahow
Apnl 27, 2001, defendant SULLTV AN wa appoimied th a lannetrative judg for Traffi Count
by the Pennsylvania Supreme Cowt SULLIN AN hised D.C s Bis personal a-sistant, cananenly
ceferred to as a “paisonal,” at Traffic Court SULL IVAN was alsa the owner of The Fire: ke
Tavern, a bar loeated a1 7703 South Marsh 11 Street, Phifawd Iphia, Punsylvaria

16 Delendant MICHAT L LOWRY waus electud a swelge ol [ratfic Court in or
ithoat November 2007, and 1ok th+1ench oo o about J inuary 3 2008 Defendang 1 OWRY
ired K.Q. as his personal assistant ot Traftic Court

17 Defendant ROBERT MULGREW was clected ® judge of Trafie Coud in
ur ahout November 2007, amd 1ok the beneh on or ab MU anuary 3, 2008 Defendant
MULGREW hired G M. 05 lis personal assistant at Traffic Court

I8 Defendant WILLIE SINGLLTARY was clected a Judge of Traffic Court in
or about November 2007, and 100k the bench on or about danuary 3, 2008 SINGLETARY hired
TH a-his personal assistant at Traffic Court. In or about December 2008, the Communwealth

of Pennsylvania Court of Judicial Discipline held that defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY's



conduct duning his campaign for Traffic Court judge brought the judicial office into disrepute in
vivtation of the Article V, § 18(d)(1) of the Pennsytvania Constitntion and that he violated Rules
Guverning Standards of Conduct of Magisterial District Justices. Specifically, the Court of
Judicial Discipline found that defendant SINGLETA RY, during a meeting with a motorcycle
club cailed the Ihiladelphia First State Raad Ratilers solicited campaign donations and
encouraged peopte to support him at the polls. The Court of Judicial Discipline funther found
Ut SINGLETARY?s words and actions canveyed an impression that he woutd be partial o his
bovters Spoecthi ally, SINGLETARY sand atth - 1n oting

You seall going w help e ont? . Ihee's Boing to bie a baskel going asaund becayse

Fonuaning for TrafMe Cout Judge, tight, and Ineed svme money 1 gat some stef¥ that |

Lot todo, but if you all can give me twemy (320 dotlars you're gaing 1o need me in

Tralfic Court, am I right aboul that? . N w you all want me to get there, you'se ali

going 1o need my hook-up, righ?
[ Covrt o Judicil Discipline cancluded that SINGLETARY  was promiusing: it anyone wl oy
gave hinmoney would get favorable consideration fiom hnn ifhe was clecrod jutge ‘Phis
canduct is the pure antithesis of the cancept of ‘judge.”” Asaieull ol the e vielaton: the Courl
of Judicial Discipline ultimately nnposed upon SINGLETARY o sanction of pubhe reprimand’
followed by probatian for a period of twa years, The nlings of the Coun of Judicial Disciplin
were available o the public and were widely reparied by the media

19 Dcfendant THOMASINE TYNES was a Traffic Court yudge from 1989

utiil her retirement in 2012, She was the President Judge of Traffie Count, which was considered
a ceremanial pusition, with no administrative powcrs, from 2005 to 20)2

20.  Fortunato N. Permi, S, charged elsewhere, was appointed ta fill a judicial

vacancy on Traffic Court in 1997, From 2000 until 2002, Ferri served as the administrative



jadge Perri bired defendact WILLIAM HIRD 1n 1997 a5 bis personal assistant at TrafGe Coun
Peri Lecame a Seuior Judge in 2007, As a Scnior Judge, Perri was eligible 10 accept
assigiunents on Traffic Coun when requested  In 2001, as administrative judye, Perni approved
defendant HENRY I' ALFANO's business, Century Motors, Inc., for a no-bid towing and
starage conteact reganding vehicles dusignated by Philadelphia faw caftrcement agencics.
Through this coniract Cemsury Motars. Inc deriyed sigmficant incoine fiom vehicle owners for

the towing and sturage of their vehicl-s,

[l H Waren Hogeland charped dsevh e v S M ol Iy s
wdy di Trallie Coune Hogeland ok the bensly v or b Farary 7 2000 alir
perngas o Magistertal Distict Judge in Bucks County, Pennsyliania As Seosor Aagisienal
Dsiriet Judoe, Hogeland veas ehigble b e epl, and socepted, assivinents st Traltic Cours

Iogelind, 25 a Sening Maysteiad Disnict Judge, did eathave apersonat a sistant Hoegelana
waorhed sepabarly wartls Caner Offtees M1

L Delndopt MARK A BRUNO was o Magisterial Disirict Judge frum
Chester Cowyy Penisyluama, who oecasionally presided oves Traffi: Court case-.

23 Kenneth Milter charged clsewhere. was a Deliware County District Judge
from Jaauary 1970 until January 2006 He was pranted Seosor Judge statu - anid worked in
Traffie Court for approximalcly one year, leaving i 2008

24 Defendant WILLIAM THRD was the Dircctar of Reconds lor Traflic
Court Defendant HIRIY served as Judge Fonunaio N Pemn, Sr's per.onal assistant a1 Traftic
Court from approximately 1997 to 2001 In 2001 Perri reconunended that HIRD be pramoted 10

the position of Coun Admimsteator and given the title of Director of Records which resulted in a



salary increase of more tLun $20 000 for HIRD At the e of HIRDs re.ignation from Traffic
Court in or shout November 20| 1, he was caming an annual salary of approximalcly $80 000,
Prior to his employment at Traffic Caurt, HIRD operated a fluor covering business  HIRD alao
owned the Carponball Tavem, a bar located at 2268 Kennedy Strcet, Ihiladelphia, Pennsyivania

s Delendant HIENRY P ALFANO, afiva T or |ddie,” owned an
awomohile salvage company called Century Motors, Inc, focated a1 3101 § 61t Street,
Phitadelphia, Pennsylvania In 001, Century Motors In: ablained o no bid lowing and storage
eottrif fiem Traflic Comet, whide Fotunoo I Fome 5 was s ninstriive fudpe g oardo
vehecios dosiguated by Pl ad tpie b cobinscment apens s 0 be towe ] an I'stored ol tach
awncr's exponse Defundant ALFAND ves e bandlond far two renteny oy dabe Hi
Phitadclphia  The Oasis Gentllemen's ¢ fub ( Oais™), located atl 5800 Essingron Avenur,
Phitactelphe:. Penvsylvania, and Chostine '«  ghs el Chretin:'s™), located at 6130 Pazsyignl
Avenue, Plulatipiia Peansylvani:. ALFANO liad a hustness refationship with R A Lwho
owned and aperatid two Gwing companie: ALFANO al<o had a business relation.hip with
another towisg company called Gianna Satvage, ne | focated at 6800 Essington Avenue,
Pluladelphin, Pennsyhyama, located near the Oasts

26 Deladant ROBERT MOY operuted “Nuemher One Tran dation. " ln.ated

a1 Y26 Winier Street, Suite 2 Phitadelphia, Pennsylvania



dhe Conspiracy
27 From in or ahout July 2008 o m or about September 2011, in
Phitadelphia, in \hic Easteen District of Peansylvania and clsewhere, defendants
MICHALL J. SULLIVAN
MICHAEL LONYRY
ROBERT MULGREW
WILLIE SINGLETARY
THOMASINE TYNES
MARK A, BRUNO
WILLIAM RIRD
HENRY I ALFANO
ROBL T MOA
and I1. Wanen Hogeland, Kenseth Miller, and Tortunato N Les, Sr, all clurged elsewhere,
conspired and agreed, 1ogether and with others keown and wnbnown b the grand jury, to connt
affenses against ihe United States, that is,

{n) to devise and intend to devis  a  Lem  and antifee 1o defrd, and 10
ublain wmoney and property by means of false and fraudulent protenses, iepresentations, and
promises, and, for the pumoze of ex ceuting the schume and amsli e andd attempling to do so, place
ina post olfice or authorized depository for mail malter, matier to be seat or delivered by the
Pastal Service, and 1ake and receive mail natter, and knowingly cause 10 be delivered by mail
according to the tirection thercon, such mail matter, in violation of Title 18, Uniled States Code,
Section 1341 (Mail Fraud), and

(h} to devise ond intend 10 devise a seheme and artifice 1o dafraud, and o

nbtain moncy and property by means of ffse and f) raudulent pretenses, representations, and

proanises, and, for the purpose of cxe. uting the scheme and urtifice, transmit or cause to be

I



transtitted by means of wire conimunication 1 interstate commeice, writings, sign. signals, and
sounds, in violation of Title 18, United Stales Code, Scction 1343 (Wire Fraud).

Manuer and Means

h was pant of the conspiracy that:

kY Local paolitician ., including ward lcaders pulitically connect -d
individuals, and uthers who, becanse of their influential position. in business, labor or indu ATy,
or because af their soctal connections. asked Traffic Courl judge . or administrators foc
preforastial rostment on Cdations veeed G cuosliteent . vehitne | fnomds, anla. e

29 Dufendanis MICHAEL L SUITTIVAN, ABCHALL LOWRY RO T
MULGREW, WILLIE SUCGLETARY , FHOMASIND TYNIS .nd MARK A GRUING a v
as N Warmen Hovekind, Keancih Mill=: and Fortunata N Peni Sr contrary to rules of judi:sa)
citues for whicivthey reccived aupcd tainitg, ws vella . defend it WILLIAM HHRD, furthered
and aceopted thoss requests for preferential tteatment b -oan .« ol palitical support (past, present,
el furire), business, socal, of cther telationship wath th -4 ‘hetholder, or uppurtamity to obtain
some [ of per onal benefhit.

30 In ord.r to provide the requested preferential treatment, defendants
MICHAET J SULLIVAN MICHALL [ OWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGIETARY, THOMASINE TYNLS. MARK A BRUNO and WILLIAM HIRD, as well as
H Warren Hogeland, Kenncth Miller, and Fortunato N Ferri St used their positions at Tralfic
Court ts manipulaie Traffic Court cases outside the judicial process, thereby achicving favorable
tuicomes on traflic citations for politicatly conneeted indiiduals, fricnds, family members,

associntes, and others with influential positions  This mantpulation, or “tickel fixing,” consisted



ol (1) disty simy tichels vuiright; {2) finding the ticketholder not gurliy afier a * shoyw™ hearing
(3) adjudi-atung the ticket 1n a manner to reduce fines and s vid the assignment of points to a
diivor's record; and (4) ubtaining continvances of tnal dates 1o * Judge-shop,” that is find a
Tratfic Court judge who would accede 10 a request for preferential treatment,

Il Defendants ercaled and participated in un extra-judicial system, nat
sanclioned by the Pennsylvania court system, where they felt free to approach ane another and
exchane: requests (on preferenual treatment of “tickel-fixing ' without being rebuked or
coticred by et judie s Upun ang nae exe i ke ths comaon pratiee, d 0 ke
WL SINGLETARY ehidl - anothey Judge for ipnoning Bs seguest and Fatling, o e
fromatdoration *on e enation o3 SINGEETARY requosted on bbbl of SINGLETARY s fanuly
member whe was daving without a leense

3 Trffte Cowt judges and the admemstrany o stalf who patticipat-d i
extrajudi al * tickel-fixing commonly wefned w 1equests for preferentinl ucatment as egu s 1
{or *cona deration * Traffie Comt judy. s used thei personal assistants and comtroom :1afT 1
commnunt. ae these “consideration ” reyuests 1o uther judges, as well as o receive * consideratiun
requests front other judges, coun administrators, and stafl Personals and uther Tralfie Cournt
employee., fmniliar with the “Consideration™ process, also made preferential treatment requests
on behalf of their friends or family. [n working outside the judicial process, “consideration”
enabled judges to “fix" tickets for, and w provide benefits to well connected individuals that
were not available 1o the vest of the citizenry

33, Forycars, even beyond the dates of the conzpiracy charged, there existed a

culture of “ticket fixing™ at Traffic Court Both judges and high level administrators at TrafTic



Coant pempetuated end furthered thns culture uf "t ket fixing " throurh reccivic g, amanging, and
honoring requests for “ticket-fixing ™ The * tickel fixing” was pen asive and Frequent

34 When Traffi - Count judges engaged in “ticket fixing " they nevertheless
1eporied the final adjudication 1o (he varinus authorites, including PeanD)OT. as if there had
heen a faic and opzo review of the circumstances

35 Traffic Court yudges and staff hepl this pragtice cavert Traffic Court
judgees and employees undertank sieps ta conceal the 51 em of “consideration,” by shredding
P kospeabing o one anoth 1 oae eode ad s goudy cortan m v Jaalks and notethes,
bocor ootk schome s syston was not di Lojonly, and a we . wkterstoad
ceospie oy of sileace fell over the sy Setn and 1s il ipanis

R1{ 18 cause judge . were sssipned U presids over coitain eases in a specific
curronntasly several days before o v ning ajud  was sceking prefuential treatment fn g
speaiic chianon, and that ca ¢ was assigned to another judge the yudge communicated o
"consideration” sequic,t through ln- or her persinal or staff to the jeesonal or tafl o the judge
Liearing tha eitation

37 Personals and courtroom staff sep darly ace...d the TrafTic Con
camputer system to determine which pidge was ussigned to a pans_ular teal inoord o1 o
conununicaie the * consideratian” request ta that judge’s persanal ar stalT

iR b aceeding 1o requests for “consideration,” defendants were depfiving the
City of Philadelphia and the Cunmonwealth of Pennsybvama of money which would hive been

prapedly due as fincs and costs as well ag depriving the Commoawealth ol propeity in the form
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of the Commonwealth's ability o reg.tate safe deivers on 11 roudways through licensing
suspensicns and revocations

39, Deleadamt HENRY P ALFANO a buanessman in towing, scrap melal,
and other businesses, used his clout with the Traffic Court to* lix" raffic citations issued o
defondamt ALFANO's friends, ephoyees, and associates To do so, ALFANO used his
connection with Judge Fortunato N Pemi, St ALFANO provid.d Perri with trafTic citation
sumbers, the names of the offend:r on the citations, o1 the a_tual citations thenselves, Perri w as
e respoust e o ATEANGO saequests for pretorentiol e anen: on Tiaflie Cournt mattess tn
A tebephoge comversaon, aficr ALFANO maded o citaty. ni o Veri, Peni said, * 1 see Cunury
an 10,00 gold "

a0 Fortunato N Purei, Sr,in lurn cons eyed the infurmation he received from
defendant HENRY P AL FANO rega: g wralfi citations 15510 d 10 defandant ALFANO
fricinds, ciployees, und assoviates, 1o delead it WILLIAM HIRD to arnge preferential
treatment, of “consideration,” on the desipnated citahogs,

41 Defendant W EEAM HIRD canveyed these “consideration” TCLuLsts,
through parsanals and court stalf, to the Jwilge assigned ta each case. At times, Fartunato N
Perri Sr through defendant HIRD, attempted (o amange for a spcific judge 1o hear the case

42, Typically, alter a citation was adjudicated, defendant WILLIAM HIRD
provided a computer printout from the Traffi- Court compuler system of the case dispositivn ta
Fortunato N Perrd, 8, which Perri referred 1o as a “receipt,” Peri, in tumn, mailed these

receipts ' to defendant HENRY P ALFANO or directly 10 the ti. ketholder as conflimaltion that



the citatinn had been disnissed or pthenwise dispnsed of. These “receipts'” were not provided
the regutar course of husiness by Traffic Court to ticketholders.

43, Intetum for Formato N. Femi, 1 's assistance with Traffie Count matter it
defendant HENRY P. ALFANO provided Peei, free of eharge, with a stream ol benefits,
including free cor repares, car inainlenance, and car lowing, as well as free videos ind frec
senflood.

44.  Defendant JIENRY P, ALFANO vegularly armanged (ar the repair woik on
Forun o N Peni, Ses vehi fes to b done by inech mes cormpany, Cesuey Mutors In
el erechanees ot sasthee owing company, vhich wa onned ! R A »albwithom Jeuge
ALFANG araned for tow teueks from Towing Uilimited and Gianna Salvage, Inc Lo transpor
Pernt’s vehicles hetween Peni's residence and Century Nuors, Inc Repair work included
1 huitde g an encine and insialling a new twransirission, as well a . casmetic and detail work

45 b addition ta the cor repairs, defendant HENRY ' ALFANO an: need o
detiver videos to Foriumato N. Perri, §r. On approximately one dozen occasions, defendagt
ALFANO either mailed or hand detivered these videos to Persi free of charge ALFANO
obtained the videos thruugh his associate, 1 €, who vwned a videe store Plnlad iphia
Penusybvania. ALFANO owned the property which hovsed the store 3 € had borrow il Meac,
from ALEANQ 10 1enuvate the store, presently owed money to ALTANO, and pad monthly renl
1o ALFANO.

46 In December 2009 and during 2010, defendant HHIENRY P ALTANO

provided seafood, free of charge, to Fortunato N Peri, Sr.

]



47 Forunato N Perri, Sroasatsted defendan: HENRY P ALTANO wiih
Traffic Lount cases in exchonge for the-e grawsitics A tclephone conversalion, on orf about
Drecember 21, 2010, illustrated this cxclunge Al that sty e, Yemi updated defendant ALTANO
about a Traffic Court natice that was (o he mailed. Perri and ALFAND showed their mutual
appreciation of cach other by 1efernoe to cach other as “the best ™ Perm saitl, ' when you coll |
move, brather Lelieve me  Limove everybody * appreciation. ALEFAND offered (o majl
videos o Perny

! Portunate 1 ey 5ol ouos sed et nadis sl sor ol T dh
Coaerer o Forexanpie o domdant SR A TH2O 8O 200 ed Des Fo oot
a4 bt suanl o J M

14 Fudumato N Persk Sroalso a sisted MY a lucad busmessman, with
Fraffic Covrtmmatters Peronrecenad Lasd caping services trom b 1 s fand capipg buoan
aftza fize of charge or at redueed ries. Sinee 2001, Perrealso as dsted MDs Wiather, A D
v he owned and uperated @ matennd and deliveny coipany and a coastruction company with
dorens of Tralfic Count ciintions. AL installed a patio for Perni at no ¢harpe

00 Drefeadant WILLIAM HIRE tuntliered Fortunaie N, Peri Sr's requests
fur prefeiential treatment m pan because defendant THRIY v.as ungmally hired by Pem o work
at Traflic Court, and because Perri was instrumental in assisting HIRI to obiain varivus
pramotians, with salary increases, within Traffic Count. As aresult HHRD was cxtremely loyal
to Pert fnone phone call oo or about March 21, 2010, FHRD exprossed gratiude w Pem *I'm
s thankful for what you did to me. For g, it's unbelievable, .. | gut a penasion because of

ywr” In anather call on or about Jasuary 19, 2011, HIRD told Perri that without Perri he would
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still be i talling carpet and *moving fumiture  around.” Perrj tesponded “"don't forget,
whenever | call you, it's really important " Duning the period of the conspiracy, and even aficr
P'erri was tetired front uctive senvice on Traffic Cour, HIRD regularly addres. ed Pern as
“Chicf," as a form of endeanment and respect.

5t. Defendant WILLIAM THRD, as a ltigh level administrator at Traffic
Caurt, used Ins wnique postlion in Traffic Court to fucilitate the numerous 1equests for
" consideration ' presented te hin by Fartunato N, Perri, St local politicians, and athers
Defendwt HIRDYs chae robnion s p with oy of the Traftlt ¢ et juches enabled bim to <penl,
chirecily W uju b s or throwd the padee’s peronal w sistant and Courtioom stalf abo specific

consid etion roquests BIRD oo direeted Ins undedings t 1 onvey thes - “consid-ration”
requests to the judges.

SN Do rdant WHTAM TIRD also facilitated segquests fin preferential
neatment from lacat politicians, including mwo Phaladelplia wand leaders Defendant HIRD al
received sequests for “consideration” from a reticed Traffic Coun Judge, Kenneth Milter

53 Defendant MICHAFT J, SULLIVAN used s position to “fix’ traffic
citations on behall of family, Fricids, Fireside Taver customers, a fonner politician, and a
Philadelphia ward leader

34, In facilitaling this prefesential realment, defendant MICH AL, )
SULLIVAN dirceted individuals to leave their traffic citations vr related doctiments at the
Fireside Tavem for him, where einployecs of the Fireside Tavern placed the Tratlic Court
dacuments in a box behind the bar In or about February 2010, there was one handwritten note n

the box that stated:



it
267 372 (3(xxj
Ticket
Friend of [ward leader]
The citation for R 1 invelved a prohibited tum
55 Dof:ndant MICHACL ) SULLIVAN both recened requests for
“consideration” from ath.r judgy personals and made requests Fir * consideration * 1o athier
Judges, as communicated through the personals and court staff
56 Defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY parts e in s - extrajudicial
i [ ST
Pt pkdue
3 D fend it WILLIF SINGLCTARY [ roquests for peefeiennal
et enh aalf [ leend | as ociates, and lo - at poatiabs wciding a sl percan Fr g Cay
Councilperson, a o tadTpoason on tl ¢ Plulal i Democratic Ciy € ammitie o, Pelendar t
SINGLETARY b er adjudicat o th eitation: hin s Ifor hie requesicd ather judies to * fix *
them
58 Defendamt WILLIE SINGLETARY also * fixed” traffic cifations on behalf
of defeadant ROBERT MOY, a local busines .man who provided Traffic Court cervices to i
custamers  Defendant MOY, who a imes guarunteed his paying customers favorable results
on their TrafTic Count cilations, used his close relati mship with defendant SINGLETARY 1o

arrange his custoaners” tickets (o be a signed to SINGLETARY and fr SINGLE TARY to “fix

those tickets
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59 Defendant MICHALL LOWRY regalarly ' fived " and fasibtated the
“fixing" of raffic tickets for family and local politicians, mncluding wo Philadelphia ward
leaders

60 Defendant MICHAEL LOWRY directed his staff 1o approach other
Judges, through their respective personals, (0 “fix" citations

6} Defendamt MICHAE L LOWRY “fixed” traffic citations for other judges
when they approached his personal and ashed for * consideration ™

62 Defendan ROBER T MULGREAY vepobily “fixed " and facitivated the
“lixing” of tratlic tichels | o« loesnl poliicians, st Ladive a Pluladelplig ward Jeader

01 Defndamt ROBERT MULGREW dirccted his staff o approacl other
imdges, through their respective personals, to *fix” citation.

61 Detendam RORERT MUTGREW * fixed traffi. citation. far oth~r judge
when they approached s persotal and asked for * consideration

65 Defendant THOMASINE I YNES who alio had a clr.e relationship with
defendant ROBFRT MOY, facilitated defendant MOY 's requests for ' conderation  I'rior to
trials, defendant MOY corresponded with TYNES about which nf MOY s cutomers were
scheduled 1o appear before TYNES, and ‘1 YNES provided * consideration 10 1he e mdividuals

66.  Defendant THOMASINE TYNES both recery ed feque-1s for
“consideration” from other judges’ personals and made requests for ' consideration’ to other
Judges, as communicated through the persanals and court stall

67 Defendant ROBERT MOY regularly received prelerential treatment un

behalf of his paying customers from both defendamt THOMASINE TYNES, whom defendant
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MOY referred to as "Mom,” and defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY Guea his clo e connecctivn
to defendants TYNES and SINGLETARY, MOY, at tmes, vis able to promise his customers
that they wonld not reeeive any * poinis” on their driving records a5 a 1esult of the adjudicalion of

citations. {n fact, MOY advertised in a local new spaper caled China News Weekend as follows,

inpan;

Numbzr One Translation/Profes iona) license
Telephone: 215-592.7930

FFax. 215 R53-8698

926 Whinter Strevt, 251 ,Sue 2 Plida lelphis A 1910

Frovides all Linds of tran<d o, <o i IO | fict Loamdpe sthe
17 he o7 S ! | 1
Fackles e waflic tickel aed guerantee BO pumts or tower pots elp you quichly
tegain your vehicle hat is ww i aw iy o i pound Fhila 1
MOY anipudated tie - cheduding, of hiv customers trial witl Ry far Contmuance anil
il Fed dis cuitom: s tals tow std TYNES and SIMGLLTARY ¢ ure iy rable

outcomes . MOY regularly mfimed TYNES and SINGLETARY whichi of his customers were 1o
appeas before them This advance noti ¢ furth-r crabl d s, “fixing" af tickets for MOY’s
customers

| lo or about September 2009 d, fendamt HENRY T Al FANQ armanged for
tepair work and maintenance ta be eonducicd, free of charge, on Pari’s Cadillac and Taurus s
well as Pemi's family meraber's Ford Fxpediion and Chrysler 300 Also at ihis time, defendant
ALFANO amunged for Perri's vehicles 1o be towed from Pei’s residence 10 the inechamcs and

back again.
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2 On or about September 29, 2009, defendan: HENRY P ALFANO
itforied & ticketholder, B 1D, that * they had to* re enlist that case” “because they did not hke
whu it was in fiont of " refermng to the practice of defendant WILLIAM HIRD and ortunato N
Perri, St to arrange for certnin cases to be a stgned tu specific judges 10 maximize the likelihood
ef a fivorable outcome. The case was vltinuately heard by defendant ROBERT MULGRI Y,
whe found ticketholder B 1) not puilly

3 In or abows Junuary 2010 defendant HENRY P ALFANQ arranged for
repair otk and maintenanc: o b condsoed ool virgs e P'erme s Cadellac an | Toum g
well as Pona s Landy aiemtier < Logd | Apadigonand Chey 40 300 Also at the . ume defundant
ALFANG snaneed T Pern's vebicls 1 b 1oy wd from Peni < esidence 16 the me b s anl
hack apan

i1 Onorabew hnwany 22 2000, def ndaet HLNRY P AFFANO had o
telephions conversation with Fortunato N. Feni &1 in whick Perri expresscd concem that all the
repains being done by defendant ALIANO for Pern) was * beconmg Like & one way stieel un my
eud, .. [likea two way sucet  Defondant ALFANO re ponded that " if | [ALFANO] need
somcihing you're [Pern) going 11 do it ™

b Onar about Fehneary 2 2000 defendant HENRY P Al FANO spake wih
Foriunaio N Perri, Sroabout repairs on Perrt’'s Cadiflac and Perri requested that defondant
ALFANO send some pictures in an envelape in the car when the car is sen back to e

6 On ur aboul February S, 2010, defendant HENRY P. ALFANO (u1d
Forunato N, Pemi, Sr that he forgot “ta prut the package of films an the trunk” but that he would

“gel'emto you
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7 On or abuwt February 19, 2010, Tortuaato N Perm, Sroacknowledged to
defendant HENRY $ ALFANO that defendant ALFANO had saved Perri's daughter $10 000 in
repairs

B On or aboul February 23, 2010, defendang HENRY . ALFANO had o
conversalion with J C mwlich J C advised defendant ALFANO that he had received a parking
tlickel. ALFANO stated that Pern ' can't fix them” bes ause parking tickets go 1o the Patking
Authonty and not Traftic Court Nonells. Jes  ALFANG 0 ) € 10 give him the (icket and
VMFARO would ¢ (] mdo IR Fdonvkhiow ificis pussible, bt ' pive
oposdiuy

o Phe noxt day defendam HI NRY T ALFANO asked Torunato N penj,
St forlelpwith .C s patking ticket and Perrt told defendagt ALVANO to niail him the noheo
Perri sl msimectod ALFARO pack [the videos] seal i e tapc ‘e and ol

1) i or ibout May 7, 2000, Fortunate N Perry, Sround delendam WILL 1AM
THRD bad a telephone conver ation discussing ctations which defendant TH NRY I ALFANO
wanted “fived ™ Pern saad, " 1 got a moatter for the 12t di's one of Eddic's {defendant
ALFANO]. . . There i another one hicre he just imailed Itis atwo u ket thing " Perri said
he woulil give tlie ti_ket, th d-fendant HIRD the next day  HIRD also explaned that he had
another onc of “Lddic '™ {ALIANO's}" on the 1th * HIRD explained that he did not “know
who [which Traific Caurn judge] is in there, butwe'llsee  but we'll figure 1t oyl Vil work
itow’

H On or about May 18, 2010, Perni had a telephone conver<atior, viath

defendant FIENRY P Al TANO, explaining to him that he asked for @ continuance o Lertain
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tichets beeause “the district justices were sitting™ because * all the judpes were an ay la-tweck”
and “maybe | [Peri] could not get it through you knaw what T mean?” Defondant ALFANO
respanded, “I gatcha. T got the picture.’

(2 In or about July 2010, defendant HLNRY I'. ALFANG arrang.d for icpair
work and mainlenance 10 be conducted free of charge on Pern’s Cadillac and Taurus, as well as
Perri's family member's Ford Expedition and Chrysler 300 Also at this e, defendant
ALFANO amanged for Peri’s vehicles to be towed from Perri's residence to the mechancs and
back again.

13 lnerabow Ocaboy 010, defendant T NRY 1 ALFANO airanped Ty
repaie work aud mamtenane o be conde el free of chatge on Permi’s Cadiltlac oed Tearus
well as 'erri’s family member's Fopd Expedision and Chrysles 300 Also at this time. e frnd it
ALEANQ armanged for Perr's velu Lot b o ved from Pern - pesidence 1o the mechanics and
bat: & i,

14 On or ubowt Decembor 9 1010, defendant 1HENRY P ALFANO and
Forunato N Pern, Sr disews ed Perri's - ~afood reqs. st incluhing dozens of shrimp and
craboahes. Permi sugpested that he would pay Lecause “thisis a ) of moncy,” but defendant
ALFANO refused.

15, On or about December 21, 2010, ALIFANO tokd Perti that his business
associate would deliver the seafoud 1o Perri the next day

16. On or about Deeember 9, 2010, Fontunato N, Perr, St and M.D. had a
ielephone conversation in which Perri offered to help M D wilh construction cquipment that had

been impaunded by Philadelphia police on Route 1
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| Onor abaut December 10, 2000, defendant WILLIAM HIRD spoke with
a Philadelphia ward leader, about the impotmdment of the ward feader's son's truck. The ward
lead ¢ sand he alecady called defendant MICITAEL LOWIY abo.l this.

18.  Inatelephone conversation un or about January 14, 2011, defensdam
MARK A BRUNO and Fortumato N Perni Sr discu ed “fixing™ 1 citation received by 3 M
Perri ofered 1o “look into it stating that he stilt* gor a litthe conn- ctions » Drring the calt Perri
ok credit for * puttin” defendant BRUNO in Traffic Coun to prezids over cases

It o cal's adicr on op ab out Jay g L2000 Fammato N Permr, N1

Prnsed delindsat MARK A BIUNO srequ 1t £ J M ticket with delendant
WHLEAM HIRD. Botl defendant HIRDY ; nd Pern du. 1ssed measures (o remove any pom
sssened on the neket,

‘0 O ot abont Marcli 1S, 2001 o fenda 1 A ILLIAN HIRD ) dutdeptl o
conversatiun with snother Maladelphina ward lewder abow fixing - peerfic tieket. The wand
feader 1 1d defendant WILLIAN 1R that he wantedd 1o shde an it ueder defendant HIRD'
dour, referriag to a waffic ditation HIRD instrvcted th witrd fead. r (o put 11 on b so that
HIRD kney wway from the ward teader. The next day, tHRD and the ward leader fonth -t
discussed the citation The ward feader said that the ticketholder wani.d Lo avoid pomt- HIRD
said that the ucket would ikely e reduced to 10 mphor 5 mpl ever the <pred limit and that w il
1 mph there would still be pots assigned. THRD sand, 'l ask for S vver but T don't know
that’tl happen because it's 90 . they don’t normally go downto S . and its State Palice

they gol the cquipment they got radar, they got tracker ™ In another call that day, the ward

24



luader asked whether the ticketholder even had to show up for the wial, and 1HRD agreed that the
ticketholder should plead not guilty

21 On ar about May 12, 204, defendant MICHAEL J SULLIVAN had o
telephone conversation with an individual known as “Pop™ about “fixing" Pop’s san's citation
for going through a red tight. “Pop™ told defendant SULLIVAN that he *need {ed] [SULTIVAN]
to take care of [it] for me.”” SULLIVAN said he'd “look mto it ™ Iy & subsequent call,
SULLIVAN told “P'ap™ to Ieave the neket at the bar apd SULL IVAN smtl he would “tell you
what you got o do © and 1 Hhandie n”

Acts Rebited to Cilation No. SU2459903, Lssued on 10 31 9
(Ticket #1 1 - R.C C)

il On o wbout Januay 4, 2000, Fortmate N Perri 8¢ aud det ndant
HENRY ' ALFANO chiscussed R C C s citatinn wineh 2. ¢ C reeesved on Octol ) V], 2009
fiom a Philadelphia police officer for hay g an expared 1 pe. ton sticker and which camed a
fine ol $25 anel cosis 0f $126 S0 In this eall, Fern requested that defendant ALFANQ
give eiri the nuember for & C € s cilation Defendant ALFANO said he would ask R ¢ ¢ 5
father for that information

23 On or about Junuary §, 2000, 11 Warren Hogeland adjudicated R C C s
ticket us not guilty.

24. On or about January 15 2010, defendant HENRY P, ALFANO updated
Fortunate N Perri, St about the repairs on Perri’s car During the course of the comersalion,
Perri stated that he mailed a “receipt” 10 R C ¢ 's father  Pemi inquired whether R € C s father

received the “receipt.”
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Acts Relxted to Citation No. LIOPKS68LA, Issued on 12/15/10
(Ficket No. 2~ A.5.)

25. Onorabowt February 17,2010, A $ vi-ated defendant HENRY P
ALFANO at Century Motors, Inc. to discuss a citation .l A S received two days carfier fromn a
Pennsylvania State Trooper for driving a tractor trailer that was dropping ice and snow only
travel anes, sinking vehicles on Interstate 93, and wlucl carried a fine of $300 and co dsof
3142

26. On or abowt March 8, 2010 A'S conta t2d d+fendant HENRY P

EEANO abow Bis nener i Tralfic O 0 1 ter

Ll Connt that his driving privileges were boan g o pend d Lo ce he Cbd e a1
Calfe vition, A'S suid he will Udrop {the TrafT o Cowtir forn e njall o d §ond
ALTARO, ALFANO stated, “we'lb take care of 1t e worhiog on it

27 Oun o about March 15, 2040, i anter -t te teleplione call bty en
Fortunato N Perri, Sr | in Pennsylvanta, and defendant | ENRY I Al FANO m New Jorey,
defendant ALFANO told Perri that be was working on deodon mg Permi’s car ALVAND
confirmed that Pemi received A § 's “thing” that ALFARQ sent Perri in the 1ail Pern tated
that "t will be alright, don't worry about it

28. On or about March 26, 2010, A 5. wld defendant TH NRY B ALTANO
iliat he received a Notice of License Suspension because he did not plead guily or nst puilty
Pefendam ALFANO told him that “he [Perri] already did that for you ™ AIFTANOld A § 1o
bring him the Notice and ALFANO will send it to I'artunato N Perri, St again - ALFANO said

that hie already spoke (o Perri abuut A §.°s citation and that Pern said cverything was okay and



thiat Peri vould send a reccipt when the case was over ALFANO assured A S that lus hicense
would not be suspended  ALFANO speculated that the notice is Just computer pencrated heeatsy
A S’s case was already “set up for April the 20th.”

24y On or about Maich 26, 2010, defendant HENRY 1. ALFAND told
Fortunato N Perri Sr.that A S. recerved another Notice of Licen. Suspension and was
concemed because he was a truck driver and cannot have a su ipended leense  Pern todd
defendamt ALFANO that Perri was “'on top of that .. [ don't want you worry about that © Pery
it Cd ALLANO 0 it ihe notice £ Perri ATFANG 1l | rinthot he was veortane o
Pene L ord Fawens fo cortect the oil Teck aud clean tf o o ar

30 I sebsequent call oo this sam - cate def it ITIENRY T Al FANO
assured A S that Fornmto N Perri St had “it taeles cantro) D fendant AT FANO further 1ol
A S thothe did not hove 1o appear st th valli - Court 1conns b cause Perd s g Bl g

it s just ponna be hoocked out

3t Onorabout Mareh 27,2010, Fortunato N Perri, St and deferdam
WITTIAM HIRD diccusscd A S s citation Penni smd that * (he tuy keeps getnng letters” from
Traffic Court that his hicensc may he suzpended. Defendant THRD said he would Yook into it and
“stop all that action * and that the ticketholder should “ignore

32 On or abowt April 20, 2010, delendant MICHAEL J SULLIVAN
adjudicated A S s citution as not guiby, even though A 8§ never appeared in court

33 On or about May 12. 2010, defendant HI NRY P. AL FANO told A5 that

he should have his “receipt in a couple of days ™



34 On or abont May 12, 2010, Fartunato N Permi, Sr. and defendants
WILLIAM HIRD and MICHAL L.} SULLIVAN caused 2 *receipt” to be mailed 0 A S which
documeznted that s citation was adpudicated not guilly
Acts Itelated {u Citallon Nos. VOO311146, V03 1] 150, VOD3E1t61, and VID311172,

Issued un 03/06/10
(Tickets #3 through #6 - 1.R, and the Oasis)

35 Onorabout March 6, 2010, defendant 1HIENRY 1P, ALFANO callcd
Fortunato N Perri, S to discuss an Oasis bus, dnven by L R, that was impounded by the police
o thatdine (A Platadelplin police officer i sued 1o Hahns b LR o nat Eaving a C 1Y
(commercad dines s lieense), which camed a fue ¢ CE560 amd on 1 ul $101.50, o d fon 1
basing & medieal certificale which camed a fine 08 S25 amd wo s ol $107 50 AL e saue i -
the Oasis, the company that ewned the bus, al o received two citations from a Phaladelphia poli- -
ulficer for nothaving a fre extin wisher and o waming devi,e where each citation carsied a fing
of 351 and custs of $100 50 ) Perrs adviscd defendant AL ANO that he would * make it easy 10
get the bus released

16 On or about March 7, JO8), defendant HENRY P ALEANO provaded
Fortunato N Perri, St with information related to the cstutions  Specifically, defendant
ALFANO told Peeri that the bus was registered to the Ousis Genilemen's Club, 6880 block «f
Essington Avenue, and the date it was imponnded  ALFANO explained that thie side of the bus
advertised an cstablishment eaied Choistine's.

37 On orabout M uch 8, 2010 1n an mterstate telephone call between
Fartunato N Perri, St | in Pennsyfvania, and defendant HENRY ' ALFANO, in New lerscy,

Perri told defendamt ALFANO that there were four tickets and * you'll take care of that with me "
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Perri instructed ALFANO that tic owner and the driver should go to the Boot and Tow window
al Traffic Coun, ask for D I, and state that "they re there to pick up the bus {and) to get the bus
released.” Pemi further instructed ALFANO that defendant MICHALL J SULL IVAN would
“waive the collateral on the four tickets [and] they don’t have post that imoney.” Lastly, Pem
satd, *and then you'H give me those Jour maticrs refesting {o the citations.

3R On or abaul March 9, 2010 defendant HCNRY P ALFANO advised
A A ahusiness sssaciate with supen isory authority nver the hus impountled by the palice, that
he di not trave 1 pay the dour ket and astend Tale oo Defendant AL FANO said uo
whet you get fihe notices 1 the monl) you pivethermt m

19 Onor abow May 10 010 d feodat MICHATL 1 SULLIVAN
continued the hearing for the two Qasi= tickets

40 O olisat May 12,3010 deloydan MARK BRUNO adjudical 1 R
cilalions as not guilty

41 On on abow May 14, 2010, Fortunato N Perri, St and defendant HE NRY
I'" ALFANQ discusad the continnance on the Oasis ckels Pern explained that the distnct
Justi-c. were sitting the previous week and all the judges vere away mnd therefore maybe Perri
“eouldn’t get it through you know what 1 mean”' Defendant Al FANO responded, * Fpot.ha |
vatthe piclure * Perm mstrueted ALFANO to nail Per) any notices,

42 In & subsequent call un or abaut May 18 2010, Fortupaio N Yern Sr
confiried with defendant WILLIAM 1RD that the Oass matter was continued. Defendant
HIRD explained that defendant MICHACL J SULLIVAN continued the matter because

defendant SULLIVAN did not realize it was fur “him ' refemring 1o Perri. Defendant 1IIRD
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explasned that he gave itto D (., SULLIVAN s personal assitant but that she [~ up” and
that HIRD should go dircetly 1o SULLIVAN instead  Pern said that he only pave SULLIVAN
“fve ayear’ inreference (o requets for consideration

43, Onorabaut NMay 21, 2010, Fortunato N Perri, Sr. told defendant HHENRY
P ALFANO that he was mailing defendant ALFANO 1w, re Lipts, and “you got a couple more
coming "

44 Onor about June 9, 7010, defendant MICHALEL L SULLIVAN apain
comtime d the hoaing for th - twa Oasis i hets Onor sboat Jue | 2000, Trailic Court mailed
a Nohice ol Trial for the Qasis tekets wil o trial e of Septender B, 2010

15 Onorabout June 29, 2000 Foriunado N Perd, Sr tokd TIENRY K
ALFANO th i defendant ATFANO will receive another continuance nolice on onz of e
pending citate e Pern fwthier wld A1 TANO tha et by will Uneed” o show up”at e
hearing Perntcontnued that * when [the ek etholdsr} geis)a notice, you'll call me with Wi
notice and ma ot and dow’t worry il be taker carcof L2 Later in the eall,
ALFANOQ offured to inspect Pernis car whenever Perri was ready.

46 Ina fatzr call on that same date, defendant HENRY 1. Al FANO old A A
that une ol the Ousis tiheis will Lo eontimued and that A A wauld receive a nolice and should
tell ALFANO accurdmgly

47 On or about Scptember 8 2010, defendant ROBERT MULGREW

adjudicaled the Qasis cilation VOG31 1161 goilty and the Oasis citation V60311172 pot ewlty
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Acts Related to Citation No. V00322394, Issued on 04714710
{Tlcket No. 7-C. W)

48 O orabout Apnl 14, 2010, defendant HENRY P ALFANOand C W a
tow truck driver for Ghanna Salvage, In. discussed a citation 1ssucd la Gianna Salvage, in- on
this datc (C W rcceived a citation for driv ing a towing vehicle withowt a current towing hicense
which carricd a fine of $540 and costs of $61.50.)

44 Onor abuut April 14, 7010, defendant HENRY ' ALFANOmd C W
discussed this oatation and ALFANO told C.W that the tow tru K would nat be impounded
ALTAR Bl ¢ v 5Py .00 “anon

) Oi o shoat Aprd 19 10, Vot N I'eni, St caused th ponon of
W s enmtion, sohich widy ased o plew ef nat gutlty 10 be nanted to Traffic Coun

51 Ovorabout Apnl 70, 2000, defendast HENRY P AT PANO updated
Fortunate N, Perri, Sr.egarding the proguess of repars for Perr s Taures, When Pemi told
defendant ALFANO to tell him “the damage,” ieanmg the cost for the car repairs, ALFANG
responded by asking whether Penri teceis ed in the mad the Ginnna cuation. Perm said he
received it

52 Onor about June 9, 2010 defendant MICHAEL ). SULLIVAN conlinucd
the hearing fur this citation

53 On or about Scptenber 8, 2010, defundant ROBERT MULGRIEwW

adjudicaled this citation as not guilty.
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Acts Related to Citatlen No, PIKRIVWS66MI, isstied on 082610
(licket No. 8- 118}

54 Oa or about Novemler 23, 2000, defendant HENRY P ALFANOQ spoke
withihe father of DS about 1D S 's tralMic citation (O or about August 26, 2010, 12'S recend
a citatien lor traveling af a speed of 85 mph in a 55 mph zone on Interstate 95, which carried a
finc of $85 and costs of $162, and snbjected 1D 8. 16 a possible peialty vader the Pennsyliama
Vehicle Code of five points 10 her driving record,)

55 B it subsequent call on that date, defendant HHIFNRY 1* AITANO 1 01

ot N Pog Sty ; “le FANGY
D-lesdant ALUANO remaihed that [y preferstonohethet heth 10,0 I oormo
it rkes itheter " Penesaid i e alnght though.”

50 Ou ot about levonbior 24, 2000, dcfen Lt HHENEY P ALY ANO a Led
Fortunato N Perri, S whether “that gitl s ok * and I'ern sesponded that she was “fine
Delendam ALFANO agaon inforned Perri that “they’se ponna be there ™ ALFANO and Pern
confirmed that the hearing was on the “3ith* a9 am. T'ewri responded, “You aie in good hands
with Allstate.”

57 On or about Navember 24, 2010, Fortunata N, Perri, Sr. informed
defendant WILLIAM HIRD, in reference to D S ' citation, that * [Perri’s] got a ginl coming
down™ on November 30th and defendant HIRTY stated tha! Perri should calt ITIRD 10 give him
the infonnation.

58 On ur about November 29, 2010, Fortunato N. Perri, Sr. told defendant

WILLIAM THRD the citation number on D.S s ticket and that “she”il be in.” HIRD

Lk
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acknowledged that this was a Siate Police ti het and promised (o “look atit” and * we'll go from
there.*”

59 On or abivul November 30,2010, tn an inlcrstale tetephone call between
Fortnuato N, Pemni, 8t , in Penusylvania, and defendant HENRY P ALFANQ, in New Jersey,
defendant ALFANG asked about the ticket, Perri said that it was a state polie ticket and that he
was “on tap of i1” and told ALFANO thiat "“when you give me something it's important brother

00, Qn or about November 30, 2010, Fortunato N Perri, Sr. asked defendant
WILLIANM HRD “how [did] we do?* Defendant HHIRD stwded that he did netdelfimie’'y Lno
the resuli beeause the cottroon was busy, but he was “going 1o ssstnz oh Eocan  the
assigned judge was defendant MICHIAEL LOWRY

61 Onvor ubout November 30, 2010, delendant MICHAFL, LOWIY
adjuedicated the citation us guilty of a difiereat o Ionse, which win a lower offense and wiich
teduted the fine and costs.

62 On ar about Noveniber 3¢ 2040, defendant WL LIAM THRDY imfunned
Forunato N Perr, $r that the charge was amended to five miles over the speed limit, despite the
ohjection of the state police trooper, who winted the offender ta reccive two points on her
ficense

63 Later, onor about November 30, 2010, Fortunato N Peri, St informed
defendant HENRY ' ALFANO af the result that the tickel was amended and “there’s no points”

and opined that * she sull pot a good break *
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Acts Retated to Citatlop No. 501839412, issued an (17:27:09
{Tichet#9Y  B.D)

64, Onorabout July 27, 1009 defendant HENRY P AT FANO leamed abow
a citation issued (w B.1)., a tow teuck driver for Gianna Salvage, In: . for towing a vehicle without
the propcr rotation lights activated, which camied a finc of $25 and costs ol $126 50

G5 On or about Septenber 28, 1009, a Traffic C ourt judge continued the

hearing.

(6 On ar abow September 29, 2000 iy discussing the citation, defendant
HENRY FATEANOL PR D I i : U Tomte 1o
ezanse they bad to re-endist Uit cose taday They ha b re cohst it because they did ke

who i vz i drostof - Sotheyie pomnd to e endist it When you gl the new oae, bring o to
e’

67 Onor about December 2, 2000 d-Tendant ROBERT MULGREW
wdjudicated the citation as not guilty

Acis Related to Citatiun No, NO3704481 Issued on §3/25711
(Tickel #10 Ri1L)

68 Onor about May Y 2011, Ri H spoke with defendant MICIHTAEL J
SULLIVAN about a ctation Re M recenved fur aving the scene of an accident where there vas
property damage to another vehicle, subjecting him to a possible penatly under the Pennsylvania
Vehicte Code of four points to s driving record a fine ol $300, and costs 0l $143 50 (Traffic
Count issued notices dated April 14,2011, and May 5. 2011, advising Ri I that his driving
privileges were being suspended and the fine ‘costs were increased (o $415 for his faifure to

respond o the citation ) Ri H informed defendant SULLIVAN that he had recetved another
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notice of suspension  (rom Traffic Covnt. SULLIVAN sated “distegard it don’t warry
sboutie  fgorne”
Gy On or about May 26, 2011, Ri 1l reminded defendant NICHAEL J
SULLIVAN ubout his hearing the rext day and defendam SULLIVAN responded Ml got >
SULLIVAN satd that he was *oil tomarrow, but he pot 1 and # “don't matter vhich judg-
will be keante R # s case eI told SULLIVAN that Lz “ain’t £61 nu monzy, you hnow wha
Imean?  SULLIVAN sozd, * T know you're broke” and assured hin that * you're ool "

T thvar b May 27 2011 defendant MICHAT E LOWRY tisg i

Acts Related tn Citagion Nos. XO4074103 and XO4074114, tssued on 0512111
(Tickols #11 and 12 DAY

74 Onurabout May 12,000 WA (e ovperola con Intn o company,
called defendan: MICHAEL T SUEYIVAN about one of the company’s drivers peting hus toge
stuch under a bidyge Clhe dever, M A |, was drving @ treel and traiter CATTYING AR excanlar
vwnzd by a construction cotspany vohon it struck the overhead of o bridge  The velicle was
impounded and a Philadelplaa police officer issned two citations 1 M A fur excesding height of
vehiele, which camied a finc of S300 and costs ol $102 50, and fir vielation al vehicle
equipieal, whicli carned a fine of $100 and co:ls ol $102 S0) WA told defendont SULLIVAN
said that the treck was to be impounded  SULLIVAN told W A that he necded has restration,
insurance, and identifi -ation to release the truck from the Boot and Tow al TrafMic Count
SULLIVAN also told \WW A 10 text him when W A amved at Traffic Count SULLIVAN sand he

would discuss the exttions that M A received Tater SULLIVAN wamed W A don’t say
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nathing 1w nobody out there  Later that day, defendant W A sont an interstate texl tessage lo
SULLIVAN.

72 The next day o erabout May 13, 2001, W A called defendnt
MICIHIAEL J. SULEIVAN to get together for hunch

13 O or abaut July 8, 2011, eight days before the tnal date. in an interstate
call between WA in Pennsylvania and defendant MICITATE T SULLIVAN in New Jer 2y,
WA asked defendant SUL LIVAN 1o et wogether far lunely

7 Onorabiout Indy 83, 200, defor lant AUICTTATT 3 SULLEN AN
adjudicsted both ol A A s catations as not pully

Acts Related to Citatlun Nos. NDITLERU and XCVTIGRI2 Issued on 05 18/§1
{lichuts #13 and #1d W)

15 Onorat out Moy 19 2000 RO callod o ondant MICHATL
SULLIVAN abow his citations (The day befors B € recvived o citations for carcle: s divan
of his intorcyele, which carried o fine of $25 and cot. of $102 50, and for being an unlicen cd
dover, wiich carricd a fine of $200 and cots of $102 56, after he drove his motorcycle through .
stop sige without stopping and did not have a proper license ) Defundant SUTLIVAN advised
R C. ubout geting his motorcyele released fromn Traffic Court SULLIVAN further instructed
R €. 10 com- 1o Traflic Court on the cout date listed on the citations. SULLIVAN said he
would 12tk to R.C laier about the ciations. SULEIVAN said get your bike oul now " and ' we'll
deal with the rest of the stulT later

h On vr about June 20, 2011, Il Warren Hogeland adjudicated both of

R.C.’s citations as not guilty.
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Acts Related 1o Cltation Nus. X05080176, X05080180, anl XNi5080191, Lssued on 04/87/1¢
{Tickets #15 through #17  K.S.)

77. On or abowt June 20, 2001, M S, the brother of K.S., texted defendant
MICHAEGL J. SULLIVAN about K S 's traffic citations {K.S received three citations, on or
about April 17, 2011, for driving his car while disregarding two conscowtive red signals, dnving
his car with a frandulent inspection certificale, and driving his car with a fraudulent emissions
certificate. According ta the Pennsylvania Viehicle Code, K 8 faced a penalty that included an
assignment of three points to K 8§ °s driving record of found guil y ef the aftease of failure 1o stop
f er stk Fachol 108 s aiams oo tosts 01 512
b necn M8 and defendant SULLIVAN was as follow,

A5 Judge uboul [R5 ] has o appaaiance womorow hie pood or iis all
good??

SUTLIVANS {Us all posd b have 1o show up
MS O Tpm he 1 be there

MS Fe putin the in box at office forgot wha duy 20st o0 3rd th
schimueh let e know please whal day show

SULTIVAN  Tomoniow D court 11'M

MS I'said it one Tsaid it twice you da man 110

SULLIVAN  Hahaha ixs

T On or abuut June 21, 2011, a Traffic Coun Judge adjudicaled K 8 's
citation a- not guilty fur disregarding red signals but found himn guitty of the fraudulent

inspection and emissions centificales,



Acts Related to Clintion Na, P1PMSST43L, Issaed an 04720011
{Vicket #18 - G.C)

9. On or about June 21, 2011, Ji. T. discussed with delendan: MICHAEL |
SULLIVAN the upcoming trial date for G.C *s citation. (G €' ap associale of JLT, reccived a
citation from a Pennsyivania State Trooper for uperating his vehicle with an expired inspeetion,
which carried a finz of $25 and costs 0f $127 50, G.C initially mailed a check to Tralfic Count
in the amount o $152.50 in response fu a Notice hom Traffic Court that his driving privileges
would be suspended because he faited o respond (o the citation Fherealicr, G C.nailed o

. it e 1ol b ) 1 ne |
pavided defendamt SN AN with the speliing of G C *s last name Ji 0 also capressed an
iterestin wClng a newspaper astisde about SULIVAN s new role as Administrative Judpe w
Tealfic Covn.

BO On orabout June 23, 2000, G Raled te appear in Traftic Count hecayse
he had received a nolwe from Traffic Count advisimg him that fus hearing had been continued
until huly 26, 201!

K1, G or about Keme 23, 200, 1] Warren Hogeland adjudicated G C s
citation a5 not guilty despite the fack that (3.0, was not in court heeause a new teiald date had been
scheduied.

R2 On or about July 15, 2001, 1i T, not know ing that the ticke had already
been adjudicated, called defendant MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN again aboul G.C.'s ciiation. 1T,
mentinned a leiter from Traffic Court that stated that G C 's heaning date was on July 26, in “a

week from now " Defendant SULLIVAN said that hie was aware of the citation and 4rial date,
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and said, * L gotthat* J1 T said that hie would * catt (SUI LIVANJonit * ) T again expre ud on
interest in doing a “story’ and taking o “photo™ of SULLIVAN

83 On or about July *3 2011 G C received a cheek in the niail for $157 50
from Traffic Court, refunding the collateral preyiously posted for G C *s citation which was
adjudicatcd not guilyy

Acts Related (o Cliution No, V02490762, Issued an 10/14710
{Ticket #19 K.M)

g4 Hotween on or shout Octolt 14, 2010 and wn or ahont December 14,
nHy i " ALl uf maad g i f Tin .t

defendant WHTIANM BHRDY (K M wa 1 sucd 2 citation for pas e UfG e a approaunatldy 60
mphi i a 45 wph cone wlich comed o fine of $25 and casts 0F $126 0)

HS Onenabiont Decemtor 13 1O, Keoneth Biller contasted defendan
WIH T TAN THRTY about this citation and suid “tlar thing, fu: [K M ] is totnamow " 1o which
defeudant HIRD responded * ¥ inow ™ Speaking 1 cods 1o one znother to sipnal that K M did
nat need o uttend the tnal, HIREY stated that *F don’t think anybody is poing to that party " To
clarity, Milter stated, "'l tetl Lim [K M ] that the meeting s cancelled ™

86 On or about December 15, 2000, H Warren Hogeland adjudicated K M s
cstation a, not guilty, despie the fact that K M did not appear in cour.

Acts Relateed to Citation No. VO2803861, Issued on 12/11/10
(Ticket #20 - J.B)

87 Bletv.cen un or about December 11, 2610, 2nd on or about February 2,

2011, Kenneth Miller iarted information pertaining to J 13, s citation to defendant WILLIAM
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HIRD (J.B received a traffic citation for making an improper felt tum, which caused an
accident, and which carncd a fine of $25 and costs of $126 50)

] On ur about February 2, 2011, Kennedy Miller leflt a voice mail mnessage
for defendant WILLIAM HIRD regarding J.B.'s citation  In this message, Milier said that )13
teceived a notice and ashed defendant HIRD to check on his citation. Miller referenced “the
meeling.” again speaking i code for the upcoming trial date on Felieary 14, 2011, that hiller
s THRD Dk discus-ed previously.

By Ounorabout Februay 14, 2000 b WILTHE SINGEETARY
adjuchiczied J 1 s citaton a . not g uhy

Acts Relatud to Citalion Nos, V2504043 and \ 2509054, Isyued on 12/03/10
(Tickels 21 and #2230

yin. Betw eeit on or abiout December 3, 2006 ard on o about Febroary 3, 2011,
TR awner of a tswing company, spoke with defendant WIELTAM HIRD about citations issucd
ta 1J atre b deiver for the towing company (The citations weee for towing a vehicle without
rear lighung and withowt atwwing agreement, which carrizd a fine of $125 and costs ol $142 50
fur the first offen:e and a fine of $500 aud costs 0f $142 50 fur the sccond oifense )

91.  Onorabout Febary 3, 2011, defendant WILLIAM HIRD wld 1R 10
give certain paperwork to his driver.

9. Onorabout Februury 8, 2010, )18 cowmplained to defendant WILLIAM

HIRD abouwt taking care of lus trucks, such as tow licenses and inspections, yet he still had

problems with *'you guys,” meaning Traffic Court. Defendant HIRE said that it was “no big
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deal ” but J R said th ¢ he dd not * want to u-- all my Lvors with you  THRD said he wou'd 5.0
JR's " guy" tomormrow at Traffic Court and that he should plead not guilty

v3 On or abowt Februury Y, 2011, J R called defendant WILLIAM HIRD ¢
tell defendant HERD that b was in Courtroom 1) and HIRD said, * [ hnow where you're at
You'rein D"

94 On or aliout February 9, 2011, defendant MICHAEL ) SULLIVAN
adjrdicated 3 ) s entations as not guilly

Aets Related tn Citalion No. VO26T7065. Fssued 1 n H1/28 11
1hicked 223 31 D)

95 Onorabont Jantsey 28, 2000 MDY called Fosivnao N, Pend Seoabout o
ittt he qeeenved fiy kg s prodibited v, which caed o Gie of $25 and c0sis of
10250

o6 Onorabowt Felimeary 9, 2001, Fatunyo N Perri, St coused a portion of
M D."s traffic citation which stated a plea of not guilty acd inchded M D s forped signatwre o
he maited to Trattic Count

u7 On orabout Marcl 14, 261, Jefendant AWILLIAM THRD t.d Fortunato
N Peri, St that he * got the dale on (MDD ) everything's okay that didn 't go yet, so we got
that ™ Perti ulso mention.d another Traffi: Court matier for * the cyegla - guy to which
defendant HIRD sespondad, * that « comung up. | got thines under control © Perri offered 1o
HIRD, i you nced eyeglasses, let me know ™

98.  Onorahout Apn! 1, 2011, defeadant THOMASINE TYNES adjudicated

M D 'scitation as not guilty
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Acts Nelated 1o Citation Nos, VO1711511 and V1711522, Essued on 10/02/10
(Tickets #24 ond #25 - A K))

Y9. On or about November 1, 2010, A 1. told Forunato N Terri Sr that e
had a *guy"” who had “a couple tickets,” and Perri tald A D 1o stup” over (A D) was
referencing two citations reccived by his ciployee, A K., an or about Qctober 2. 2016, for
driving at an unsafe speed and for failing to wear a scatbelt, which carried a finc of $25 and casts
ol 126 50, and a fine of S10 and costs 0f $92, respectively. According to the Pennsylvania
Vehicle Code, AKX faced a penalty that inchided an assigniment of (wo paints o A K 's driving
rerasdaf fomnd puiliv ol the offur -« Foning s ey

100, Chror abawt Necember 160, 2010, defendant FHOMASING TYNEY
adjudicated both of these cotations as not puilly

Auls Related to Citation Nus. VOLYBRES 1, VOI9K8862, VOI988K73, ol \ I19RKBR,

Issued on 141310
(Tichels #26 through #29 1)

100 Between on or abuw Octsber 13, 7010, and on or about Novemnber 20
O, VE uan cmpleyee at an inclu-trial cumpany scfurred to here as C.LL, infonmed defendant
WILTIAM FURD about four citations the vompany and onc of its wruck drivers, M 1L, received
(These utatons were for hauling an impeemissibl- widih of lowd. which carmied o finc ol S300
and costs ol $101.50, for not having a pennit (o carry o load with a blade of such length, which
carried a fing of $500 and costs of $ 101 50, fur an unregistered vehicle, which carried a fine of
£75 and costs of $101.50, and for lack of permnil which carried a fine of S500 and costs of

5101.50)
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102 Onorabout November 29, 2010, V 8. reminded defundant \y ILLIAM
HIRD that “we'll be in there Wedacsday moming at 9 o’clock™ for the Tour tickets for the € |
trucks that were impounded and were released “about a month agi” VI reminded defendant
HIRD ihat HIRD had instructed him to call 1HRD a “couple days ahead” of the hearing  HIRD
said that he did nat know yel to which courtrnam the case was assigned and BIRD told V B thal
itshauld he on the Natice. HIRD said that he needed 1o know * where itsal” atherwie “ you're
going to be llytng an a wing and a prayer, you know what I mean?™ VH told HIRD tf ¢ citatien
munber VOIYEEES ) inonder for IRD 1w * track 0 down,™

103, Qnorabout November 30, 2000, in an interstale telephony calf batween
VIR, i New Jersey, and defendant WIE LIAM THRD, m Peansybvanic, V' B asked dofndant
HIRD “how we make out for tomarraw?" HIRI, speaking in codle, said, " 1'mi ponna see yalor
coffee, ain' 17 V.. said, "1 just want to make swie” and HIRD responded, 1 m gosna be
avatlable fon colfee.” V.13 asked, *We're i good shape, thea? T sespumled, * Yeah, 111
tatk 10 you tomatiow for coffee.” V. B. suggested that they mectat 8 30 2 m to which 111R])
respongded, “closer to 9.

104 Onur about Decomber 1, 2010, V 1 tokd defendant WILLIAM HIRD that
he parked in the back of Traffic Court and asked whether he shoutd come upstairs. IRD smd he
would mect V.13

105, On or shout December 1, 2010, defendant MICHAEL LOWRY dismisscd
each of the cilations.

106.  On or sbout December 2, 2016, Fortunata N P'ern, St 1old defendant

WILLIAM HIRD that he knew that V.B. went in the “back pate yesterday ™ Perti said, “1
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wouldn'teven parkanthe [} back . . You don't wan peopie G see what ] you're doing. . . .
You d . things quicily, diplomatically, like we do ™

Acts Related to Citalion No. VO2705021, Issued on 01718711
{Ticket #30 H.M)

107 Onorabout May 3, 2011, 1 ¥, a staff porson for g City of Phitadelphia
Councitperson, contacted defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY s porsonal assistant, T.H , Tor the
purpose of gelting a citaton 15 ucd to 1AV, dismissed (By wa; ol background, on or about

January 18 20011, H W had re eived a catation for improper bacKing, which castied a fins ol 525

i Coesshlen s ot T8 ) IR AN [T TN
Fovali- MW v b sothion, TV the citation ¢ 1 canwhile on or wbout Apni 20
Lod Pondam WILLIE SINGLETARY adjuclizzated 1 W tion puilty in abreria, and

poadpntisandat 6. 0Gee, alter B W Buled o pp oo for tee hearting desprie

receiving twonott ¢ fion Il Cowt Or or about May 3, 001, WY received a letter from
PennDOT informaiy g ham that e * conviction . . . mandales a 3 point assessment (o [ his] driviap
record.” )

108, Sometime after May 3, 2017, H W, again fold his brather, } W | aboul the
tetter from PeanDOT. Arcund that times, JAY contacted §§ 1o assist with the eitation

199, On orabout May 6 20t 1, LAV, faxed, ar caused to he faxed, 10 Traffic
Court the letter from PennDOT about (he as cssment of thiee points (o HAY s driving record

110 Delendant WILLIE SINGLETARY instructed his personal, T 10

complete a Request for Continuance form and backdate it for March 1L, 2011, thereby allowing
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the canviction of 1L.W. to be scopencd. The Ruquest for Continvance was signed hy defendant
SINGLETARY

LI Detween on or about May 1t, 201 1, and on or about May 17, 2011,
defendant MICITAEL ). SULLIVAN agreed thal the case against H.W. should Lie reupened.

112 Onorabout Junc 8, 2011, defendant WILLIE SINGLE'TARY adjudicated
H.W *s citation a. not guilty,

H2 Onorabaut June 16, 2011, defendant MICHAIL ) SULTIVAN mailed a
< e PaanDOT weqaesting that FemnbDOT “rescind the poLts in conneetion with this Qlation

Agds Related 1y Citation No. VHO194165, Issucd on o410
{Ticket #31 N0

11t Somctime shondy alter Junc 4 2010 N M ealled defendant \WILLIE
SIRGEITARY v the telephane w diseuss ber citahon and their mutual licnd, MU (Onor
abaut June 4, 2000, NM 1ooeneda citatiom for fatling tu stap or slow dewn at a red signal wlule
drivine her car, which carzied a fines o1 $25 and costs of $101.50 and po . sbly ~ubjected her o
the astignment of thiee points on her driving record under the 'ennsylvania Vehicle Code )

E15.  Onorabout August 6,2010 defendant MICIIAEL ) SULLIVAN
adjudi.ated N M 's citation as not guihy

Acts Related 1o Citation No. V0056084 and VE0Ga56098, Issucd on 06/26/10
(Tickets #32 and #33 - N.M. )

116 Sometime afier June 26, 2010, N.M. ealled defendant WILLIE
SINGLETARY yet again and provided bim information about additional citations that she

reccived on or about June 26, 2010, for doving the wrong way down a one way street, which
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carned a fine of $25 and costs of $126 50, und for fibwe to use o child resiraint which camed a
fine 07325 and costs of $126 50

17 Onorabout August 30 2010 delendant MICHAE1 { OWRY dismissed
both of N M.*s citations.

Acts Related to Citation Nos. Vi1892836, VOiRG2940, and VOIRY2951, fssued DRAGHY
{Fickets #34 throngh #36 - A1)

I8 Sharily afler August 6, 2014, defendam WILLIE SINGLETARY directed
R g cesomal assistant, E 1, o signate the citations sssued to A 1 fus comsideration " {{m or
Aot Angust 6, 2000, AL cecuved thice citations (or oparating an ATV on the highway, which
canvta fine of S100 and co 15 of S101.50, for an unregustered vehicle, which camed a fine of
$75 and cosis of $181 50, and for an unlicensed diiver which carricd o fine of §200 and costs of
5101.50)

H9. Onor about Outober 7, 2010, a Request for Continuance, approved hy
defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY, was received in TrafTic Court, purportedly made by A H

I20. Oun or ahout Nevember 10, 2010, defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY
adpudicated all three citations as not guiliy.

Acts Related to Chtation Nos. V997485 and V0997496, tssued un 87720410
(Tickets #37 and #38 - Gi.G)

12} Sometime afier July 30, 2010, Ga.G  th hu band of Gi G, contacted
dzfendant WILLIE SINGLETARY sbow Gi G s citations for driving at an unsafe speed, which
carmed a finc of $25 and costs of $101.50, and for an unregistered vohicle which carried a fine of

$75 and casts of $101 SO (According to the Pennsylvama Vehicle Code, G1 G faced a penalty
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that inclided an assignment o two points to her dris ing recard if found guilly of the un:af-
speed offense.) Ga.G. pave the citations 1o defendant SINGLETARY

122, Defendant WILLIF SINGLETARY dirccted his personal assistant, TH 1
designate this case for “consideration

123, Onorabout September 21, 2010 defendant WILL I SINGLETARY told
Ga G that Gi.G. did not need to appear at TrafTic Count for her trial the next day

124, Onor about September 22, 2010, defindant WILLIE SINGLLETARY
adpadicated botb citations as not gualty

Acts Belated to Citatinn Nos, ES5442102 and £459421 13, Issued an 14529 uY
(lichds #39 and #40 T1.1.)

125 Shoutly after Moy 79 2008, D € intormed defendant MICTIAT )
SULLIVAN of Les "consideration requ. tfa o atet s issued to 1 8 for cored celivi
and for Loy an unlicensed driver. (These citations carried a fine of $25 and co.l< of $140 and
of $200 and $140 respectively, and pos ably subjected T3 10 an a- signment of throe pomis on
his drisin, recard if found guilty of carcless driving). Defendant SULLIVAN approved of D ¢
funthering this ' consideration” request to deferdant THOMASING TYNFS, whih D.C did

126 Onorabout July 31, 2008, defendam THOMASINE 1YNES adiudicated
buth citations a. not guilty

Acts Related to Citation Nos, k07371910, ssued vn 10/12/08
{Ticket #41 - Ju.T.)

127 Somectine afier October 12, 2008, NL.T | u coun officer at I'raffic Counrt,
asked for * consideranon’ for Ja.T."s citation. {On or about Octuher 12,2008 JaT reccived a

citation from a Pennsylvania State Trooper for taileatin , which carried a fine of $25 and costs of
¥ p gating
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$100  According 1o the Pennsylvania Vehicle Code, Ja T fuced a penalty that included an
assiignm.nt of tliree puints to her driving record if found guilty of the offense )

128 Onorabout December 16, 2008 defendant ROBERT MULGREW
adjudicated the citation as not guilly

Acts Related to Citation No, S02544835. Issuedl on SO/ 1809
(Ticket #42 - F.L)

129 Shorly aflor October 18, 2009, defendant MICHAFL LOWRY directed

his purstmal assistant, K O o d- gnate the citation recomed by T B for “eonsidoration {Onor
N 1S5 2 R T Favuitai m i . | d o Ay

ancl co B af SIS0 Accordmg i the Pennsybeann, W ohicie Code T L Lieed ponelty tha
inchuled s asstpoment of e peenis ta hea driving record 1 foued guky of the offense )

130 Sometime aftee Ociobizy 15, 2000, K O cheshed the T talfic C o
compier sysiem to deteniine which judge was assimed to F L s 0! B O then com cyed
ilefendant MICHAEL LOWRY's “cunsideration” request for F L s enation o the personal
assistant for defendant MICHALL J. SULLIVAN

131, On orabeut December 22, 2009 defendant MIC HAEL) SULHIVAN
adydicated the citation a- ant guihty.

Acts Redated te Cliatlon No. VO1868613, [ssned on 06/18) 1)
(Ticket #43 AT

132, Soon after on or about June 10 2010, A T brought s entation tp
defendant ROBERT MOY ‘s company, Number One Translations and paid Number One
Translations approximatcly $200 in cash to handle Ius ucket (AT received a cuation for

driving his car onto a sidewalk, which camed a fine of $25 and co 1. of $101 50)
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133 Afer Jure 10, 2000, Number One Translations infortned A T that he did
nit have to appear at Traffic Count

134 Onorabout June 18, 2010, defendant ROBERT MOY, through Number
One Translations, mailed the portion of A T *s citation, which stated a plea of not guilty, o
Traffic Court,

135 Onoerabout Augu 16, 2010, defendant ROBERT MOY sent defendant
THOMASINE TYN1 S & note that informed her of the trial dare, couttroom, and presiding jintpe
tur AT 's eitation

136 Onon abowt A 110010, defendam MICTTALL ) SUL IV AN

Puse wed this citalean 2 not gl

Acts Related (o Citation No. X03634955, Issued on oy

{Tichar 844 G L)

137, Soonaflier Mareh 7, 20011, G L s parents ought G 1 's citation to
defendant ROBERT MOY's campany, Number Oae Translations and paid Numnber One
Trauslations between $100 and $200 in cash. (Qu or about March 7, 200), G L. reeeived a
citation frosn a Philadelphia police officer for drifling lanes while tooking down at a phone wlile
driving, which carried a fine 0f $25 and cosls af $102 50 According to the Permsylvamia
Vehicle Cade, G L. faced a penalty that inctuded an assigntnent of thiee points to his driving
record if found guilty of the offense )

I38.  Afler March 7, 2011, Number One Translations informed G L that he

did not have to appear at Traffic Court.
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139, Onor about Mareh 15, 211, deflendant ROBERT MOY, thruugh Nwnber
One Tranulations, mailad the poruon of G.L.'s citalion, which staled 2 plea of not guilly, to
Traffic Court,

t40.  Onor about May 6, 2011, a Request for Continuance was made containing
(i 1.7s forged signature. The Request for Continuance fmudulently staied that G 1. had * a do tor
appaintment * This Request for Comtinnanee was approved by defendant THOMASINE
TYNLS

L Onoraboas Jaby 22, 200 Ioa Reguest Tor C o lmuanee was mad
contaie e GLs fged signatige. The Request fie Continmance . wduleatly stated 4h.t G
neededa oot ance bueawse e coald not “take ofT from worle ' This Roquest for Contiprrm
was approved by defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY

M2 Onaral oo August 19, 2011, o Reque 10 Comtintance was maude
contirining G L 's fnged symatwe. Tl lequest for Contumrance stated that G L."s * tansiator
will be available on September 14 at pight connt ™ Tlus Reque st for Continuance was approved
by defeadant WILLIE SINGLETARY.

3 Onorabow September 16, 201 1, defendant ROBERT MOY sent
defendant THOMASINE TYNES @ note that infurmed fier of the trial date, caurtromn, ind
presiding judge for G L.'s citation

144. Onar about September 21, 2011, defendant THOMASINE TYNES

adjudicatcd this citation as nnt guilty.
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Acts Related fo Citation No. VOGRS, Issuced on 04/22/10
(Ticket #45 - 0.5.)

145 Soon after April 22, 2010, 0 S braught L citation to defendant ROBERT
MOY 's company, Number Gne Transtations, and patd Number One Translations appraximaels
$200 to handle thus ticket (On or about Apsit 22,2000, O S received a citation issucd bya
Philad.Iphia police officer for speeding at 70 mph in a 30 mpl zone, which carried a fine of §25
and co.1sof $101 50 According to the Pennsylvania Vehicle Code, O S faced a penalty of wo
points 1o his driving record if found guilty of the offense )

e Danrabe iay 2000 0t 3
One Tomstatton wibed C1e purtion of 0.8 's citation whieh <10 od ] i
Tralfi. € ourt

1} On ar sbout Jun 19, 2010, defen Lagt ROUFIUE MOY e lenadent
THOMASINE TYNI S unote that wfoomed het of the tial dwie, conrtroon, and presiding judge
for (L5 's cuation

1dh Onor ubout June 25, 2010, defendant TTOMASINE YNES adjudicaied
this citation a. not guilly

Acts Reloted to Citation No. X053947K2, Tssned un 06/27/11
(Ticket #46 S.C)

149 Soon afler June 27,2011, S C read defendant ROBERT MOY's
advertisement in the new spaper, and brought his ctation to defandant MOY's cempany, Numbicr
One Translations  He paid approvimately $250 0 $300 1n 1a.h to have MOY's company handle
his citation  (On or about Junc 27, 201 1,8 C received a citation for a stop sigm violation, which

carried a finc of $25 and costs of $102 50 )
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150 Onor abowi July 6, 2011, defendant ROBERT MOY, through Number
Onc Translations wmailed the portion of § € s citation, which stated a plea of not guilty, 1o
Trallie Court,

I51. Onorabout August 24, 2011, a Request for Continuance was made
contaiting § C.'s forged signature. The Request for Continuance stated that S C s < tanslator
will be available on 9 14 11 in the aReroon ™ 4 he Request for Comtinuance was approved by
defendant THOMASINE TYNES

152 Ouo abowt September 13, 2001, delfundant ROBE R MOY semt
defendant WILLHT SINGEL LARY o nete that informed ham uf the tial date, nme cowrtioon
and pac i bng judge for SO catation

153 Onorabout September 14, 2011, defendant WIE I IE SINGLETARN
adjudicated thes ciiation as nn gty

Acts Related (o Citation No. NO£793782, lssued an 83712/ 1
{Ticket #47  L1L)

154 Soon afier March 12 2011 Fil after reading defendant ROBERT
MOY's advertisement in the newspaper, brought ker cstation to defendant MOY's company,
Number One Translations, ard paid Number One Transtahians approximately $356 in cash to
handle her ticket {(On or about March 12, 201 LI received a citation by a Philadeiphia police
afficer for disregarding a stop sign, which carried a fine of $25 and costs of §143.50. According
ta the Pennsylvania Vehicle Code, J 1 faced a penalty thut tcluded three points to her driving

record if found guilty of the offcase )
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155, Inresponse to Notices of Impending Suspension of Driy ing Privijepes on
March 30 2011 and a Notive of ) icense Suspension on April 20, 2011, defendant ROBERT
MOY mailed the Notice of Impending Suspension of Driving Privileges back to TraiTic Court
and stated a plea of not guilty on that document.

156 Onorabouwt May 13 2011, a Request for Continuance was made
contatning LEL'y sipnamre. The Request for Contimance falscly stated that J 11 * wil] be in
New Yok City. The Request for Cantinuance was approved by defendant THOMASING,
FYNES

T Qoocalont A st 10, 200 L anoth 1 Request for Comtinuance was jnads
contirvts LI Cgnatne. The R st for Costinean stated that Iy 1ranstator won't be
avadabl untd 9 1473001 a1 3:00 pin?

158 0. o1 ubout Septamber 11, 701 I, dofer dint ROBERT MOY seng
delendant WILLIE SINGLETARY & note that informed lm of tie tral dale, ime, couttiou,
and presiding judge Tos ) 1 s citation

139 Onorabout September 14, 011 dfendant WILLIL SINGLETARY
adjudicated this citation as not puilly

Acts Related o Citation No. NO4104962, Issued on 04/22/11
(Ticket #44 - W.R)

160 Soon after April 22, 2011, W It brought his citation to defendany
ROBI RT MOY aad paid defendant MOY to handle the citation (O or about Apsil 22, 2011,

W.R recened a citation fur disrcgarding a steady sed signal whi.h carricd a fine of $50 and

51



costs of 5107 50 According to the Penn:ylvania Vehicle Code W R faced o panalty that
included three points 1o his driving record if foand guilty of the offense )

161, Onorabout Jun= 17, 2011 . o Request for Continuance was made
containing W R 's furged signature The Requent for Continuance falscly stated tha W R
“ean’t take ofl”" The Request for Continaaner w s approved by defendant ROBCRT
MULGREW

162 Onorabout August 12, 2001, another Request for Continuance was made
Lontvmg W R Drged signature The Request Jor Continuanes stated that * hin)y translator
vwon the avnlable untd 971472017 40 3:00 pn™ Thie Reguest tor Continuanee was appoved by
defendant THOMASING TYNUS

163 Onorabout S ptemb 1 13201 1, d-fendant ROBIRT MOY sent
defendant WILLIE SINGEETARY & hote thal informcd b ol b tyad o o 2 e, courtrpa,
and pressling judge fise W.R s catatian

163 Onorabout Septemlicr 14, 2011, defendant WILLIF SINGLETARY
adjidicated this citalion as not puitty

Acts Related {o Cliation No. XU4ERS090, Issuvd on 3510311
(Ticket #49  3.Ji.)

165 Somctme afer May 3 2011, and after reading defendant ROBERT
MOY’s advertisement in the new puper, JJ1 brought his citation (o defendant MGY’s cotnpuny,
Nuniber One Translations, and paid st approxsmatcly S200 in cash to handle his ucker (On or
about May 3, 2011, LI, receved a citats i for falling to yield to oncanung 1raffic, which camed

a fine 0f $25 and costs o $127 50. According to the Pennsylvania Vehicle Code J.J) faced o



penalty that meluded an assignment ol three points 10 s driving recordl if found guilty ol the
offense }

166.  On or about May 19, 2011, defendant RODERT MOY, through Number
Onc Translations, mailed the portion of J.Ji 's citavon, which stated a pica of not guilty,
Traffic Count

167 Onorabouw July 1, 2011, 8 Request for Continvance was made containing
3 3i*s forged sipnature The Requea £ Continuance fal ely starcd that 1 )i will b ot of
stale o Bogaest for Comtnn e, v s approved by defon b THORMASES TYNT S

W8 Oaorabout Anpast 24 2041, Request i Combimuance wa: mad:
camaimme J s forped signow ¢TI eque 1 T Continuance: [ Isely stetvd dim J Jy 0w
aut ol sateon U6/11." The Requet T Continuanee wa approsed by defindant THHOMASING
TYNLS

169 Onorabout September 27, 201 1, defendant ROBERT MOY sent
defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY a note that infonned him of the trial date Wine, courtronrn,
and presiding judge for J.0)*s citation

F70.  Qnorabmu September 27, 2011, defendant WHLLIT SINGLLTARY
adjudicated this citation as not puilty

Acts Related to Cltation Na., XNO43101R0, Issued on 07/24/1
(Ticket #50 - 1.17.)

171 Soon afier July 24, 2011, 1.1i., brought another citation to defendant
ROBERT AMOY's company, Number One Translations, and paid it approximately $200 in cash

to handle his fatest ticket. (On or abow July 24, 2011, 1.33. veceived a citation from a Philadetphia
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peli_e officer for making an improper right tum, which carried a fine of §25 and cu.ts of
S102.50.)

172, uor about August 4, 2011, delendant ROBERT MOY mailed the postion
of J.Ji.’s citation, which stated a plea ol not guilty, to Traffic Cour.

173, Ogorabout Septemnber 27, 2011, defendant ROBERT MOY sem
defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY a note that informed om of the izl date, time, courtroom,
and presiding judg» for 3.31.'s cilation,

Fd O abont Se aeimbr OV cden b WILLIE SINGLEFARY

il nlientud this coation as not ety

At violation of itle 18, Umited Stages Cude, Seciian 1349



COUNTSTWO TOTFIFIY

WIRE FRAUD

THL GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGERS 1HAT:

1. Puaragraphs | through 26 of Count On: arnd th * Overt Acts” of Cotut On.:

arc realleged hiore.

and elsewhiere, the defemlens listed helow, lasang devised
Phitacdelphia and Commenweahh of Pennsyhvama,
of false and fraudulent pretenses, represent

sehente to defeaued, Erovr gly ciused o be transmiticd, and aided

THE SCHEME
2 Paragraphs 28 tirough 67 of Count One are realleged here
3 Uit or abioml the following dates, i the | a wern Mstrict of Pennsyluinia

of, by means of wite communic

below, each transinission constiinting a separate count

i suhiene to defrad the € Hy of

and to obtain money and property by means
ations, and promises, for the purpose el execuung the
and abatted the ransmission

alion momderstate comnieree, (e signals end sounds deseriled

COUNT | DEFENDANTS | TICKET # and DATE WIRE
CITATION N(). TRANSMISSION
2 ALFANO Ticket #1 Between onor { fnterstate computes
(RCCH about 10:3169 | check of citution
502459903 and o or
ahout 145 10
3 ALFANO Ticket #2 IS0 Intersiale telephune
HIRD {AS) call
SULLIVAN PHOPRS6EL4
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4 AlFANO Tickets #3 - H 31810 Interstate relephone
HIRD (LR /Qasis) call
BRUNO YOM11a6
MULGREW Voniliiso
Vo031 16l
VOgi72
5 ALFANO Ticket #8 11130410 Interstate lelephone
HIRD (D.5) call
LOWRY PIKEBIWSaGMI
O ALFANO Ticket #38 11729710 Intcistate compuler
HIRD {ns) check of citation
tOWwRY PIR Y IWEAANT
MEARG Tileli . ) EE
MULGREAW (1) ageess to st
S0y caniinuance ol ¢
) SUILIVAN Ticket #10 57130 1 Inteestaie computer
LOAWRY (il transmission of
XO03704481 adjudication batch
4 SULLIVAN Trckels #51 and #7112 | $1211] luteestate 1ex)
(MAL message
X04074103
X03074114
1 SULLIVAN Tickets #17 and #12 | 75711 hiserstate telephune
(M.A) call
X04074103
KMHOM1 14
I SULLIVAN Tickets #11 and #12 | 7218/11 Interstale computer
{(M.A) transsutssion nf
X04074103 adjudication hai
X04074114
12 SULLIVAN Tickets 13 and #14 | 6/22/11 Interstate computer
(R.C} transmission of
X(371680) adjudication Laich
X031716R12
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13 SULLIVAN Tickets #13 and #14 | Beiween onor | Interstate computer
{(R.C) abuut 3 1871) | check of citation
X0371680] and on or
X01716812 about 6 20411
i4 SULLIVAN Tickets #15 through | 6/20 11 Interstate 1ext
#17 message
(K.5)
NOSOE01 70
15 SULLIVAN Tickel #£18 Detween onor | Interstate computer
(G.C) about 6 2071} | eheck af citation
PITOIR4T43 ) and an or
abowt 7 1571
16 Hilkn Tichet #1y 1220 |0 Iterstale comput ¢
th M) LEISHI 81 ¢
V0149762 adjudication bach
17 IR Ticket #19 Betwern oo o | merstae cumpnler
(K. M) aboul check of citatinn
V2490762 1 1O al
on or about
1210510
I8 SUILIVAN Tickels #2F and 22 { Between on or | Interstaie compuice
THRD {11) about 123710 | cheek of citation
V02509043 and on or
VO2509054 about 29/] 1
19 SULLIVAN Tickets #2Fand #22 | 214 1} Inteistate computer
TR {J1) transmission of
V02509043 adjudication baich
V02509054
20 TYNES Ticket #23 Beiween on or | Interstate comyputer
HIRD (M.D) about 1728111 | check of eitation
V2677005 amd on or
ahout 3/14/1 4
24 TYNES Tickets #24 and #25 | Between onor | Interstate compuier

(AK.)
V1711511
V01711522

ahout {1 17140
and on or
about 12/16/10

cheek of citation
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22 HIRD Tickets #26 - #29 Between on ur | Interstate compilr
1L.OWRY (L) about 11/29/10 { chieck of citation
VU198885] and on or
VOI19B8862 about 12/1/10
VOI98887)
V{HYEEBBY
23 HIRD Tickets #26 - 2y IRFENTITY intersiate telephone
LOWRY (cn call
VDIYREBS |
VOI98BRG2
V(1988873
VO1938RY4
24 SINGLETARY [ Ticket #30 Beiween an o | Iaterstate comute
HIR\E about $16 ([ e e
VRZihsn21 and on o comintang - ol ¢
show 68711
25 SINGLITTARY [ Tickot #31 Between en or | lnterstate conpul
SULLIVAN {N.&) about 64710 clieck of citanon
VOOTO41GS and on or
about 8/6/10
26 SINGLETARY | Ticket #31 89 10 Interstate computer
SULLIVAN (N M) ransmission of
Yoo94165 adjudication batch
27 SINGLETARY | Tickets #32 and #33 | Retween on or Interslate cumputer
LOAVRY {N M) about 6 160 | chek of citstion
VOOG56084 and unt or
V00656095 ahout 8 30/10)
28 SINGIETARY | Tickeis £32 and #33 | 9 110 Inturstale camputer
LOWRY (N M) transmassion of
V00656084 adjudication batch
V00656095
29 SINGLETARY | Vickets #34 - #36 07 Interstate computer
(A1) access o list
V1892936 continuance of case
V01892940
Vi 1892951
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30 SINGLETARY | Tickets #34  £36 1115 10 Intcrstate compuler
(All) transmission of
V(15929346 adjudication baich
V(11892940
V01892951
31 SINGLETARY | Tickets #37 and #38 | Between on or | Interstate computer
{(GiG) about 730710 | check of citalion
VODYY 7485 and vn or
Vanoy 7494 abow 9 22/10
ga SINGLETARY | Tickets #37 and #38 | v 2710 Imerstate eomputer
(G G lransmission of
VOD9Y 7485 adjudication bat h
LO0U) T oG
31 SUTTIV Y I oo i st
TYNES {(TD) aboul 29708 | check of citate n
Fos4y 10 and on
F(1d47713 about 3H08
34 SINFIVAN Tickets ¥39 and £40 | 8 4 08 Interstate eomputyg
TYNIS {11y trunsmission of
10442102 adjudication Laich
E054421 13
35 MULGREW Tickel #41 Between onar | Interstate comper
(J2.T) ahoul 10712418 { check of citation
LO7371910 and on or
about 12/16/08
3o MULGREW Ticket #41 12718408 Intersiate computer
(Ja.T) lransmissiun of
EOT371910 adjudication baich
37 LOWRY Ticket #42 Between on or | Interstate computer
SULLIVAN (F LY about 10/18/09 | check of citation
S00623000 and on or
about 12122409
IR LOWRY Tickel #d2 12/24/09 Inicrstate compuler
SULLIVAN (FL) transmission of
500623000 adjudication batch
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3 SULLIVAN Ticket 743 & 16 10 Interstate cumputer
MOY (A1) transmiissivn af
V01568613 adjudication bateh
44 TYNES Ticket #44 5611 Interstate computer
MOY {GL) access o Hist
X03644955 continuance of case
41 TYNFS Ticket #44 729101 Inierstate compuier
MOY (GL) access to lst
X01644055 conlinuance of case
42 TYNES Tickeo #45 6 28 10) Interstute campurer
MOY (08 transtission of
V604844 adjudication fatel)
41 SINGEERARY 1ok g ! Intzisiate compurer
MOY {50) #CCess Lo st
X0539578 contbtance of case
4 SINGELTARY | Ticket? LI B Inferstate computer
nOY (Jil) uccess to |ist
X0474378 continuanee vl case
5 SINGLE TARY | Tucket #1 Bl lderstate compuics
MOY (1) acecess to list
AU4743752 continuance of case
A0 SINGLETARY | Ticket 48 6171 Interstate computer
MOY (WR) aceess to lisy
X04104962 comlinuance of case
47 SINGLETARY | Ticket #48 B121) Interstaic compuicr
MOY (W.R) aceess (o fist
X04104962 continuance of casg
48 SINGLETARY | Tickel #4Y T Interstate computer
MOY (1.Ji) aceess 1o s
X04885090 continuance of case
4y SINGLETARY | Ticket #49 #2411 Interstate computer
MOY (J.Ji) access to list
X04885094) continuance of case
50 SINGLETARY | Ticket #50 y291) Interstate computer
MOY (J.h) transmission of
X04310180 adjudication hatch
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Allin violation of Tile 18, United States Cadle, Sections 1343 and 2
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(1] SULLIVAN Ticket 843 618710 Citation infartmation
MOY (AT) mailed
V01868613
63 TYNES Ticket #:44 M3 Citation infonmatwn
MOY {G.L) mailed
X03644955
f:1 TYNLES Ticket #4145 573416 Chation information
MOY (0.5) matled
V0604844
5 SINGLETARY Ticket #4646 il Citation information
MOY (5C) mailed
XD3395782
U S Ay ol g RIS A | 1
hOY (tH inata]
RO4743782
6O SINGLETARY Ticket i1 St Citgtion informat
MOY (Jh) Nuisileed
AHRRSU0
05 SINGLEYARY Ticket on K11l Ciralion infonmation
MOY () tmniled
XU310180

Albia violatioo of Tide 18, United States Cade, Seetions 1341 and 2

i




COUNTS FIETY-ONE TO SIXNTV-FIGHT

MAIL FRAUD
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGES THA'E:

t Paragraphs 1 through 26 of Count One and the “Ovent Acts" of Ceunt Qe

are realleged here

THE SCHEME
e Paragraphs 28 through 67 of Count One are reatleped here
3 Ouorabout the [llowing dates, in the Fasier iy tul Peonsylvig

uhel whoe th o defendams I -ted bebow, laving devised a seheimne 1o d=traud : Ciy ol
Philad phisan ) Conmanwvealth of Pennsylvania, and o obtain ey and propaty by mean
of false and fraudulent pretenses, representations, and prounses, for the purposc ol execating th
socheme to defiamd, and atiempting to do se, knowingly taok, secenved, and aided and abrted il
taking and recerving, frum an authorized depository for mai) nadter, and caused to be delivered,
and aided and abetted the delivery of, by the United States mail, accarding to divections therean

the matil described below, cucli transimission consliluling a separate coumt

COUNT | DEFENDANTS | TICKET # and DATE MAILING
CITATION NO.

51 ALFANO Ticket #1 Betweenonor | “Receipt” mailed
(RC.C) about }/5 10
502459903 and on o about

1715010

52 ALFANO Ticket #2 315710 Cration information
(AS) mailed
P1JOPK 56814

(]



51 ALTANO Tichet #2 51210 *Reeeipt” mailed
(AS)
PLIOPKS6RLY
54 AITANO Ticket #Yand B4 | 52010 "Receipt mailed
HRUNO (LR)
Von3illd 6
VOu3iisao
55 ALFANO Twket #7 41910 Citation information
MU GREW (Gianna Salvage, mailed
Inc)
V00322104
56 ALFARG Ticke #£7 Rt oo anar Cuation mfarmation
RS toamn Salvan e by pal |
inc) and un or ahout
VIOOI2E304 P
57 SULLIVAN Ticke! #18 7731 Relund of moncy
(4.0 matted
P IT4
L1 HIRD Ticket #19 Between onor | Ciation infoimation
{(K.M ) about J0/14710 | matled
V2490762 aned 00 or about
12/14110)
59 SINGLETARY Ticket #20) Betweenonor | Ciiation wnformation
HIRD {1.D) about 12/1 110 | inailed
V0280346) and on ur abowm
21311
60 TYNES Ticket 423 20911t Citation infonmation
HIRD {M.D) mnailed
Vi2677065
6l SINGLETARY Ticket #30 Betweenon or | Letter mailed to
SULLIVAN {1H.W) about 5/6/11 PennDOT requesting
V(270502] and on or about | that puinis be

6/R/1

rescinded
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COUNT SIXTY-NINE

PERJURY - MICHAEL LOWRY

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CIHARGERS THA'T:

1. Parsgraphs | through 26 and 28 through 67 of Count Onc, and the ¥Oven
Act<"of Count One are incomporaicd here.

2 On ur about Octoher 25, 2011, in the Eastern District of Pennsylvania,
tlefendant

MICHAEL LOMRY,

whio underoatamd t stilying ina proceeding before a grand jury of the Ene 4 States i the
Ua U oo Diswi ol Pennsytvania, lnowingly made o fal e matenal declaration

X Vhe grand jury cropaneled on ar abou Febriary 4, 2011, was conducting
aninvestigation 1 detenning, in pae, whether individuals ot and sssociated w | Traftic Count
engaped i the menpulateon of ekl ontanle the Judaal prace ., conunonly known as “tic ket
fixing and refored woas * consudration.” 1t wos matenal 1o thi hivestigation 1o determing
whichindiiduals and specificatly which judges, participated in this practice.

4 With respoct Lo this material matter refeming to requests for considesation,
defendant MICHAYL 1 OWRY restificd a- follows, at pape 49 of the transcript:

Q Your testimony is you don't give out special favors; is that right?
A No, T treat everyhedy in that couriroom the sasne

5 The te:umony of defendant MICHATL LOWRY, as he then and there

well knew and believed, was false, in that LOWRY did give out special favars, in that he

accepied and was influenced by consideration” requests from other judges and individuals
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In viclation of Title (8, United Staics Cade, Scetion 1623
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COUNT SEVENTY

PERFURY .- ROBERT MULGREW
THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGERS THAT:
] Parugraphs | through 26 and 28 thiough 67 of Count One, and the “Overt
Aty of Count One are incorporated hre
2 O or about Novembor 8, 2001 inihc Ex e District of Pennsylvania,
defendan
ROBENRT MULGRELW
whate under oath an L tesufying mea grovecding bel ue a trund pury of the United States in the
Fastern Districtol Ponasylvania knowingety made a false materia! deelaration.
3 The grand pury empancled on or abowt Febimmary 4, 2001, was condueting
nreesipation o detznning, wpat whethe indivibiad ot aod associated with Tralfic Coml
engaged in the vangpuliton of bekets outside the udicial prowess, commonly known a: “licket
fixing” and refomed to o' constderation 1 was materia 10 this suvestigation 10 delerming
which tndidals, and «pe afically which judpcs, participated in this practice
4. With ro-puctto this matenal matier, referming (o requests for considzrano,
delendant ROBLRT MU GREW testificd as follow =, al page: 17 18 und 22 23 of the transcript
Q How about your persenal, has your persunal received any calls ke that from othes
fadges, other ward teaders that she = conveyed to you aying that =0 and so his
called about this case?

A If shic did, she didn’t convey them 1o me.
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Q. I etme make sure as well that il £ot your testimony comeet, You're saying tha if
other people whether they be political leaders, friends and family, anybody is
appreaching your personal and ashing her specifically to ook out for o ca-e, sce
what she can do ina cass, give preferential treatment, however you want to phrase
it, that she is nol redaying any of that infonnation on to yiu; is that correct?

A. No, she isn't
5 Th: testmony of defndant ROBERT MULGREW, as he thea and therg

well knew and behieyved. was false, in that MULGREW's personal assistant did coninunicate to

him “consideration” requst from other judies : nd individuals
!

Ivicdaison of Tide 15 Uriicd Staes { ode Secea 1623



COUNT SEN FNTY-ONE

PERJURY - THOMASINE TYNES

THE GRAND JURY FURTHIER CHARGERS 1HAT:

| Paragraphs | through 26 and 28 through 67 of Count One, and the* Overt
Acts” of Count One, are incorporated here

2 On or about October 4, 2001, in the Eastem District of Pennsyly i
defendant

THONASING LY NS,

e mder oatl and b st ying 1 o procecding b fore a gran | ey of the Unit=d Stat s i (!
[ctern Disteset of Penn yhoania, kn wingly made a fal ¢ matoaial declaration

3 The grand jury enipancled on or ahout tebruary 4, 2001 was conducting
anctavestigation tod termine, m put, whether tnehs i s an and associated withy Tralfi Court
engaged in the nanipulation of tekhets vuside the judicial proeess, commonly hnown as “ticket
fixing™ and sefered to as "consideration ™ 1t was material to this investigation 1o detennine
wlich individuals, and specifically which judges, participated in 1his practice

4, With respect 10 this material maner, defendant THOMASING- TYNI'S
lestifted as follows, at page 27 of the transcript,

Q. Inatlthe years you've been {ar TrafTic Coun] have you ever been asked (o BV
favorable treaiment on a case to anybody?

A No, not favorable treatment. People basically know me. The lawyers know me

The court officers know me. 1have been called a no nonsense person becavsc ['m
Just not that way. [ take my pesition scriously and the cards fall where they may

!



5 The testimony of defendant TYNI' S as she then and there well knew and
believed, was (alse, in that TYNES was asked to give favorable treatment on vases,

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Scction 1623



COUNT SFVENIY-TWQ

PERJURY - THOMASINE T\ NES

THE GIAND JURY 1 URTHER CHARGERS THAT:

1 Paragraphs 1 through 26 ond 28 through 67 of Count One, and the “Oyert
Acts” of Count One, are incomporated here

2 On or about October 4 2001, mthe | astem District of Pennsylvania,
defendany

HITOMASENT, AN S,

winbe vnadee oath and testdying 1 g proccedmg before @ gt pay af the Unded SMate. . 1
Uastern Disinet of Iennsyly ania, hnowangdy wnd e a fal ¢ sotenat dectaraton

] the grand jury empaneled vn or abow | ebruary 4, 2011, was conducting
s estipation wod tormine, inpart whether indesido b ot and asso e {vath Traffic Coun
caaged iy the mar ipudation of 1 bets outside the judicial provess, commonly known as * tichet
fixing” and refermed 1o as consideration ™ 1 was materal 10 thr. investigation to determine
which individuals, and speeafically which judges pasticipated n this practice.

4. With rc-pect (o this material mutier, defendant THOMASINE TYNLE:S

testificd as follows, at pag. 29 of th. transcnipt:

Q. You've nuver tahen action on a reqstest?
A Nu.
5 The tesimony of defendant TYNES, as she then and (here well knew and

believed, was false, in that TYNLS did 1ake 2ction on requests for fas orable treatment vn cares

In violation of Title 18 United States Code, Section 1623

1



COUNI SPVENTY -THREF

FA1SE STATEMENT TO | BI - WH LIE SINGLET AR\
THE GRAND JURY N'URTHER CHARGLHRS THAT:
l. Paragraplis | through 26 and 28 trough 67 of Couut One, and the "Overt
Act,"of Coumt One are incorporated here
& On or about Septeriber 21 '011, in the Bastern Di- trict of Pennsylvania,
defendant
WH I SINGY ELLARY,
tenntee s b the pursdiction of the Fodesal Hicas o] Tnves et (FHY), an cgeney ot
Uniiedd Staies Deparonent of Justis hoawingy aied willfelly seade 2 Gdse wiaterial si et
3 Agents of the FBI were investipning the existzace uf a wire and nait
frasd conspitacy charged in Coant One of the it A aenal questivg in s mguiry
was whether defendant WILLIE SINGIETARY a-51-ted i the raupulation of or provid -d
preferenial treatment in any Traflic Court matter outsid » the julicial process
o With aespuct b these materal mateos d fendant WILLIL SINGLETARY
tuted that he had never amanpeid or (cilitated preferential tretment (o anyone with a muatier in
Traflic € ount
5 These statements were false, as defend nt WILLIE SINGLETARY then
knew, as explained in the incorporated peragraphis of Count One of this indiciment

In violaton uf Trile 18, United States Cod» Sechum 1004



COUNT SEVENTY-TOLIR

FALSE STATEMENT TO FBI - WHLLIE SINGLETARY

TIHE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGERS THA'T:

1 Parymaphs 1 through 26 and 28 through 67 of Count One, and the “Oven
Acts " of Count One, are incorporated here.

2 On or about September 21, 2011, inthe Eastern District of Pennsylvania,
defendant

WL LIE SINGLLTARY,

ewaatier vt the joisdicion of the Fedzral Borcaa of ime agation (F By, a1 ageney ol the
Uit b Statey Departiment of Justice knowingly and willfisly ma fe a False matenal statesent

3 Agents of the FIIF were investipating the existenee of o wire and mail
Grnb conspinaey charged in Couet Ong of this indictment A material puesiion o this inguiey
was whether delfendant WAL SINGLLTARY assisted in the nuimpulation of ot provided
preferential treatiment in any Traftic Count matier outside the judicial process

4 With res peet to these material mattess, delendant SINGLETARY stated
th 4 he never waived any fine -, reduced fines, reduced any points or climinated any tirkets at the
request ofanoth.r judge or cployee ol the City of Philadel shin, nor through a previcus
armapgement prior to a court hearing

5. These statements were fulse, as delfondant WILUE SINGLETARY then
knew, as explained in the incorporated paragraphs of Coum One of this indictment

In violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1001

Th



COUNT SEVENTY-FIVE

FA1SE STATEMENT TO 1 Bt - WILLIAM HIRD

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CIIARGERS I11AT:

I Paragraphs 1 through 26 and 28 through 67 of Count One, and the “Overt
Acts” of Count One, arc incorporated here

2 On or about September 21, 2011, in the Gastern District of Pennsylvaata
defendan

VI LAM KD,

ot s the gk diction sl the §ederal Boreas of e agation (FBY, anasoncs 0! th
Usitted States Deparanent of Justce knowinply and willfully i de s fadee menal stden o

3 Agents of the | BEwere ivestigating the exisience of a wire and il
bawd conspiruey charged in Coum O of this indi_ts.nt A terrd g tion e gy
was whethor WILLIAM HIRD assisted i the mampukation o preferenial treatunent of any
Fraffic Court matter vuiside the pudivial process

4 With respect to this material mateor, ¢ ferdant WILLIAM HIRD old the
agents that he never manipulated or “fixed * tickets for d-fend im HENRY P ALFANO

5 These statements were false, as FHRD then b s, o cxplained 1o the
incarporated paragraphs of Count One of this indictinent

In violation of Title 18, United States Code Section 1001

[



COUNT SEVEN IV -SIX

FALSE STATEMENT T0 FBI - WILLIAM HIRD

THE GRAND JURY FURTIIER CHARGERS THAL:

1 Paragraphs 1 through 26 und /8 through 67 of Count One, and the *Oven
At oI Count Ong, are incorporated here

2 On a7 about Septemtbior 21 2011, i the 1y (orm District of Pennsydvaiia,
defendam

WL LIAM IR,

e At widiin the: jorisdiction of te Federal Burcas ol In cstrgation (FUI), an agency of the
Unzied Stases Depacimens of Justice, ko cly ank wilbtully minde a false material statcment

kR Agcenis of the FBIweee investigating the custence uf o wire and mai
Pk con phacy eharged in Coant One of tes pibictnien: A m variab question in this inguiry
was whether WILLIAM HIRD assisted e mampulation or peferential treatment of any
Fraflic Comtmatter outside the judicial Jroce: s

4. With respect to this wateral maticr, defendant W T1AM HIRD stated
that he never arranged to manipwate any Traffic Coun hearings

b] These statcments were false, as HERD then knew, as explained i the
ncorporaled paragraphs of Comnt Gae of this indictment

I violation of Title 18, United States € ade, Scction 1001
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COUNT SEVENTY-SLVEN
FAISE STAYEMENT 1O FBI - WILLIAM HIRD

THE GRAND JURY FURTHER CHARGERS THAT:

L Paragraphs 1 through 26 and 28 through 67 of Count Ore, and the “Oven
Acts of Count One, are incorporated here

2 On or abo st Septentber 21, 2011, in (he Eastern District of Pennsyivania
delenilan |

WIECTAN HIRD,

et e widin the gatschicnen ol the Dederal Bureau af Wi cuti stion (Y B1), am epeney of the
Huted States Depatnznt of Justize hnow ingiy and vallfully vied s a fadse pnatenad sincment

3 Agents of the B were investigating the existence of o wire and mail
Faud con piracy charged i Count One of this imbetnent A mesal question in this inguiry
wasaheder WHLLIAM HIRD seuasted wthe manipid Wion o prelerentral veasent of any
Traffic Court matier outside the judial pocess

4 With e pe-C1o this material matter delfendant WILLIAM 1IRD state:l
that Fortunato N Perri, Sr did not discuss * fixing” bickets or manipulating traffic coun hearings
with hun,

5 These statements were false, as FIRI then knew 1y explain.d i the

incorporaicd paragrap) , of Count One of this indictinent

)]



In violaiion of Title 18, United States Cude, Section 1001

ATRUE BILL.

GRAND JURY IOREPERSON

ZANE DANTIOME ] 1
UNTII D STALES ATIORN Y
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CLOSED

United States District Court
Eastern District of Pennsylvania (Philadelphia)
CRIMINAL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 2:13-cr-00039-TJS-2

Case title: USA v. SULLIVAN et al

Assigned to: HONORABLE TIMOTHY J.
SAVAGE

Appeals court case number: 15-1344
U.S.C.A. for the Third Circuit

Defendant (2)

Date Filed: 01/29:2013
Date Terminated: 01/29/2015

MICHAEL LOWRY represented by TERRI A. PAWELSKI

TERMINATED: 01/29/2015

hHng-Hark naad iermnre aaviral hiniDERnt nI?5AA170R64R74090%1 1 N4

STEVENS & LEE

1818 MARKET ST 29TH FL
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
215-751-1961

Email: tap@stevenslee.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Retained

WILLIAM A. DESTEFANO
STEVENS & LEE

1818 MARKET ST 29TH FL
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
215-751-1941

Email: wad@stevenslee.com
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Retained

CHRISTOPHER G. FURLONG

LAW OFFICES OF CHRISTOPHER G.

FURLONG

22 EAST THIRD ST

MEDIA, PA 19063
484-621-0050

Email: cgfurlaw@comecast.net
TERMINATED: 02/26/2014
Designation: CJA Appointment

LISA A. MATHEWSON

THE LAW OFFICES OF LISA A
MATHEWSON LLC

123 S BROAD ST STE 810
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Pending Counts

18:1623 - PERJURY
(69)

Highest Offense Level (Opening)
Felony

Terminated Counts

18:1349 - CONSPIRACY TO COMMIT
WIRE AND MAIL FRAUD

1)

18:1343 - WIRE FRAUD; 18:2 - AIDING
AND ABETTING

(5-6)

18:1343 - WIRE FRAUD,; 18:2 - AIDING
AND ABETTING

(8)

18:1343 - WIRE FRAUD; 18:2 - AIDING
AND ABETTING

(22-23)

18:1343 - WIRE FRAUD; 18:2 - AIDING

AND ABETTING
(27-28)

h#tne-tlorf naad neranne nrvdenibinMikIRnt RI785A41TARRARTAONR.L 41 N1

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19109
215-399-9592

Fax: 215-399-5783

Email: lam@mathewson-law.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

MICHAEL J, ENGLE

BUCHANAN INGERSOLL ROONEY
TWO LIBERTY PLACE

50 S. 16TH STREET, SUITE 3200
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102
215-665-5308

Email: michael.engle@bipc.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

MICHAEL A. SCHWARTZ
PEPPER HAMILTON LLP

3000 TWO LOGAN SQUARE
18TH AND ARCH STREETS
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19103
215-981-4494

Email: schwartzmaia pepperlaw.com
TERMINATED: 02262014
Designation: Retained

Dispositi
IMPRISONMENT: 20 MONTHS;

SUPERVISED RELEASE: 1 YEAR,;
SPECIAL ASSESSMENT: $100.00

Disposition

NOT GUILTY

NOT GUILTY

NOT GUILTY

NOT GUILTY

NOT GUILTY
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18:1343 - WIRE FRAUD; 18:2 - AIDING NOT GUILTY
AND ABETTING
(37-38)

Highest Offense Level (Terminated)

Felony

Complaints Disposition

None

ova

THE MINOR JUDICIARY represented by MICHAEL DALEY

EDUCATION BOARD OF SUPREME COURT OF PA

PENNSYLVANIA ADMINISTRATIVE OFFICE OF PA
COURTS
1515 MARKET ST, STE 1414
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19102
215-560-6300
Email: legaldepartmentia pacourts.us
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Plaintiff

USA represented by DENISE S. WOLF

U.S. ATTORNEY'S OFFICE

615 CHESTNUT STREET

SUITE 1250

PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106-4476
215-861-8662

Fax: 215-861-8498

Email: denise. wolf@usdoj.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Assistant US Attorney

ANTHONY WZOREK

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
615 CHESTNUT STREET
PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106
215-861-8469

Email: anthony.wzorek@usdoj.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Assistant US Attorney

M. TAYLOR ASPINWALL

UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE
615 CHESTNUT ST

SUITE 1250
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DA LVLY

Date Filed
04/10/2020

12/17/12018

12/04/2018

11/14/2018

03/30/2017
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PHILADELPHIA, PA 19106
215-861-8264

Fax: 215-861-8609

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Assistant US Attorney

Docket Text

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT THE ABOVE-
CAPTIONED CASE IS REASSIGNED AT RANDOM FROM THE CALENDAR OF
THE HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY TO THE CALENDAR OF THE
HONORABLE TIMOTHY J. SAVAGE. Signed by CHIEF JUDGE JUAN R. SANCHEZ
on 4/10/20.4/10/20 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 04/10/2020)

MANDATE of USCA (certified copy) as to MICHAEL LOWRY re 511 Clerks Notice to
USCA, >10 Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment, 623 USCA Mandate,,,,,, USCA Notice of
Docketing Record on Appeal. IT IS ORDERED AND ADJUDGED BY THIS COURT
THAT THE JUDGMENT OF SAID DISTRICT COURT ENTERED ON 1/29/15 BE
AND THE SAME ARE HEREBY AFFIRMED, ETC (ke) (Entered: 12/17/2018)

ORDER REASSIGNING CASE. CASE REASSIGNED TO JUDGE HONQRABLE
ROBERT F. KELLY as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY FOR ALL FURTHER PROCEEDINGS. JUDGE
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL NO LONGER ASSIGNED TO CASE.
Signed by CHIEF JUDGE JUAN R. SANCHEZ on 12/1/18.12/4/18 Entered and Copies
E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 12/04/2018)

MANDATE of USCA (certified copy) as to MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P.
ALFANO re 526 USCA Mandate, 511 Clerks Notice to USCA, 578 Notice of Appeal -
Final Judgment, 476 Clerks Notice to USCA, 525 Clerks Notice to USCA, 480 Clerks
Notice to USCA, 475 Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment, USCA Notice of Docketing
Record on Appeal, 531 Copy of TPO Form, 481 Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment, 52|
USCA Order, 479 Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment, USCA Notice of Docketing
Record on Appeal, 482 Clerks Notice to USCA, 524 Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment,
310 Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment, USCA Notice of Docketing Record on Appeal,
Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment, 512 USCA Order, 579 Clerks Notice to USCA,
USCA Notice of Docketing Record on Appeal, USCA Naotice of Docketing Record on
Appeal, USCA Notice of Docketing Record on Appeal. IT IS ORDERED BY THIS
COURT THAT THE JUDGMENTS OF SAID DISTRICT COURT ENTERED ON
12/10/14 (TYNES )(MULGREW), 12/17/14 (HIRD), 1/29/15 (LOWRY), AND 11/2/15
(ALFANO) BE AND THE ARE HERE AFFIRMED. IT IS ORDERED BY THIS
COURT THAT THE JUDGMENT OF SENTENCE OF SAID DISTRICT COURT
ENTERED 3/31/15 (SINGLETARY) BE AND THE SAME IS HEREBY REVERSED
AND REMANDED FOR RESENTENCING, CONSISTENT WITH THE OPINION,
ETC. **(FILED IN ERROR AS TO HIRD, TYNES, MULGREW, LOWRY,
ALFANQ)** (ke) Modified on 11/15/2018 (ke, ). (Main Document 623 replaced on
11/15/2018) (ke, ). (Additional attachment(s) added on 11/19/2018: # | PDF) (ke, ).
(Entered: 11/15/2018)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY THAT THE PASSPORT SURRENDERED BY
THE ABOVE-NAMED DEFENDANT BE FORWARDED TO THE UNITED STATES

hitne:Harf naad nernirte navleraihinfNEIRAE RI?7RAA1 TARKAG74022.0 1 04 4i1R
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DEPARTMENT OF STATE, ETC. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL
on 3/29/17.3/30/17 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 03/30/201 7

NOTICE Regarding United States Passport for Criminal Defendant as to MICHAEL
LOWRY (mac, ) (Entered: 03/30 2017)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, THOMASINE TYNES
THAT APPELLANTS' MOTION TO CORRECT AND COMPLETE THE APPELLATE
RECORD PURSUANT TO FEDERAL RULE OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 10(c) IS
GRANTED TO THE EXTENT THE RECORDINGS OF SIDEBAR CONFERENCES
OF MAY 29, 2014, JUNE 2, 2014, JUNE 19, 2014, AND JUNE 26, 2014 HAVE BEEN
TRANSCRIBED AND THE TRANSCRIPTS HAVE BEEN ADE PART OF THE
RECORD OF THIS CASE, ETC. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL
on 11/28/16.11/28/16 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 11/28/201 6)

MEMORANDUM AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, THOMASINE
TYNES RE: MOTION TO CORRECT AND COMPLETE THE APPELLATE RECORD
PURSUANT TO FEDERAL RULE OF APPELLATE PROCEDURE 10(c). Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 11/28/16.1128/16 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. {mac, } (Entered: 11/28/2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/26/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Transcribers Unlimited. (mac, ) (Entered: 10/20/2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/19/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Transcribers Unlimited. (mac, ) (Entered: 10/20/201 6)

Supplemental Submission in Support of Motion to Correct and Complete Appellate
Record, and Motion for Status Conference by MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, THOMASINE TYNES, CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. (ATTY, LINKED
TO ALL DEFTS). (Attachments: # | Exhibit AMATHEWSON, LISA) Modified on
9/15/2016 (ke, ). (Entered: 09/15/2016)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY THAT DEFENDANT'S TERM OF SUPERVISED
RELEASE SHALL BE MODIFIED AS OUTLINED HEREIN. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. on 8/29/16.8/230/16 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 08/30/2016)

MOTION to Modify Conditions of Release by MICHAEL LOWRY, CERTIFICATE OF
SERVICE. (ENGLE, MICHAEL) Modified on 8/29/2016 (ap, ). (Entered: 08/26/2016)

MOTION to Correct and Complete the Appellate Record Pursuant to Fed. R. App. P.
10(c) by MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, THOMASINE TYNES .
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. (Atty linked motion to all defendants.) (Attachments: # |
Text of Proposed Order, # 2 Exhibit)(MATHEWSON, LISA) Modified on 8/10/2016 (ap,
)- Modified on 8/10/2016 (ap, ). (Entered: 08/09:2016)

ORDER as to MICHAEL LOWRY (2); as to ROBERT MULGREW (3), THOMASINE
TYNES (5), ET AL. THAT THE DEFENDANTS' JOINT MOTION 584 TO CORRECT
THE APPELLATE RECORD IS DENIED AS MOOT; THE DEFENDANT'S MOTION
TO JOIN IN CO-DEFENDANT'S MOTION 5385 TO CORRECT THE APPELLATE
RECORD IS DENIED AS MOOT. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F.
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STENGEL on 6/10/2016.6/10/2016 ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED.(ap, )
(Entered: 06/10/2016)

05/31/2016 605 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/8/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 604 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/2/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 603 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J, SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/1/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.,
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 602 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MQOY, Sidebar held on 6/30/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F,
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 601 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOQY, Sidebar held on 6/25/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F,
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 600 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 6/24/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman. (mac, ) {(Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 599 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebars held on 6/18/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman. (mac, } (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 598 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 6/5/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Doman, (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 597 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/23/14, before Judge LAWRENCEF.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Transcribers Unlimited. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 596 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/17/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Transcribers Unlimited. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

05/31/2016 595 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/16/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber; Transcribers Unlimited. (mac, ) {Entered: 05/31/2016)
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TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J, SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/4/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Transcribers Unlimited. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6:2/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Transcribers Unlimited, (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A,
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar Discussions held on 5/29/14, before Judge
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. Transcriber: Transcribers Unlimited. (mac, ) (Entered:
05/31/2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/21/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 05:31:2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/18/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 05:31:2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/15/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31:2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/10/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F,
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31:2016)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Sidebar held on 7/9/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/31/2016)

RESPONSE to Motion by USA as to MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
THOMASINE TYNES re 584 Joint MOTION Correct the Record for Appeal (FRAP
10(e)) filed by USA, CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. (WOLF, DENISE) Modified on
2/29/2016 (ke, ). (Entered; 02/26/2016)

MOTION for Joinder Co-Defendants’ Motion to Correct the Appellate Record by
MICHAEL LOWRY. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. (ENGLE, MICHAEL) Modified on
1/14/2016 (ap, ). (Entered: 01/13/2016)

Notice of Filing of Official Transcript with Certificate of Service re 581 Transcript -
PDF,, 11/30/15 Entered and Copies Emailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 11/30/2015)

TRANSCRIPT: Jury Trial held on 6/19/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 12/21/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12:31/2015. Release of
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Transcript Restriction set for 2/29/2016. Transcriber: Transcribers LTD.(mac, ) (Entered:
11/30/2015)

Notice of Filing of Officia! Transcript with Certificate of Service re 576 Transcript -
PDF,, 575 Transcript - PDF,, 566 Transcript - PDF,, 570 Transcript - PDF,, 56x Transcript
- PDF,, 57! Transcript - PDF,, 573 Transcript - PDF,, 567 Transcript - PDF,, 569
Transcript - PDF,, 572 Transcript - PDF,, 574 Transcript - PDF,, 11/9/2015 Entered and
Copies E-mailed. (tomg, } (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/21/2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12:102015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/17/2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10'2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/14:2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30°2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10'2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 11:092015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/26/2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter' Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10:2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/23/2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/ Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, } (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
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BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/17/2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10:2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, } (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/16:2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/4:2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction, After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/3:2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction, After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10:2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY hetd on 6/2/2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F, STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, } (Entered: 11/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT OF JURY TRIAL AS TO MICHAEL SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 5/29/2014, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction, After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 11/30/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 12/10/2015, Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 2/8/2016. (tomg, ) (Entered: 1 1/09/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Hearing held on 12/414, before J udge LAWRENCEF.
STENGEL. Transeriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29/201 S)
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TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 7/8/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F,
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 7/2/15, before Judge LAWRENCEF.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29 2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 7/1/15, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/30/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MQY, Jury Trial held on 6/25/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29:2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/24/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, } (Entered: 07/29:2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/18/14, before Tudge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29:2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6/5/14, before Judge LAWRENCEF,
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29 2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 5/28/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29/201 5)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Volume 3 held on 5/27/14, before Judge
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC, (mac, )
(Entered: 07/29/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Volume 2 held on 5/27/14, before Judge
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, )
(Entered: 07/29/2015)
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07/29/2015 547 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J, SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 5/27/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. Transcriber: Diana Doman Transcribing, LLC. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/29/2015)

07/10/2015 543 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A,
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 7/21/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/10/2015)

06/24/2015 541 Notice of Filing of Official Transcript with Certificate of Service re 540 Transcript - PDF,
6/25/15 Entered and Copies Emailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/25/2015)

06/24/2015 540 TRANSCRIPT: Criminal Jury Trial held on 7/10/14, before Judge LAWRENCEF.
STENGEL. Court Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court
public terminal or purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline
for Release of Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER.
Redaction Request due 7/15/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 7/27/2015.
Release of Transcript Restriction set for 9/22/2015. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/25/2015)

06/22/2015 339 Notice of Filing of Official Transcript with Certificate of Service re 534 Transcript - PDF,
537 Transcript - PDF, 535 Transcript - PDF, 538 Transcript - PDF, 536 Transcript - PDF,,
6/22/15 Entered and Copies Emailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/22/2015)

06/22/2015 538 TRANSCRIPT: Trial held on 7/23/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. Court

Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court pubtic terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 7/13/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 7:23/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 9/21/2015. Transcription Service: Veritext. (mac, ) (Entered:
06/22/2015)

06/22/2015 337 TRANSCRIPT: Trial held on 7/22/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. Court
Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 7/13/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 7:.23/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 9/21/2015. Transcription Service: Veritext.(mac, ) (Entered:
06/22/2015)

TRANSCRIPT: Jury Trial held on 7/18/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.
Court Reporter Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 7/13/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 7/23/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 9/21/2015. Transcription Service: Veritext {mac, ) (Entered:
06/22/2015)

06/22/20t5 535 TRANSCRIPT: Trial held on 7/15/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. Court
Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 7/13/2015, Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 7/23/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 9/21/2015. Transcription Service: Veritext (mac, ) (Entered:
06/22/2015)

06/22/2015 534 TRANSCRIPT: Trial held on 7/9/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F, STENGEL. Court

06/22/2015
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Reporter/Transcriber ESR. Transcript may be viewed at the court public terminal or
purchased through the Court Reporter/Transcriber before the deadline for Release of
Transcript Restriction. After that date it may be obtained through PACER. Redaction
Request due 7/13/2015. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 7/23/2015. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 9/21/2015. Transcription Service: Veritext (mac, ) (Entered:
06/22/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6:23/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/11/2015)

ORDER of USCA (certified copy) as to MICHAEL LOWRY re 5]¢ Notice of Appeal -
Final fJudgment that the foregoing motion by appellant for bail pending appeal is denied.
(mac, ) (Entered: 03/16/2015)

ORDER denying 515 MOTION FOR RELEASE PENDING APPEAL as to MICHAEL
LOWRY (2). Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
3/4/2015.3/4/2015 ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED.(tomg, ) (Entered: 03/04/2015)

RESPONSE to Motion by USA as to MICHAEL LOWRY re 15 MOTION for Bail
Pending Appeal filed by USA. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. (WOLF, DENISE)
Modified on 3/4/2015 (ap, ). (Entered: 03/03/2015)

MOTION FOR RELEASE PENDING APPEAL PURSUANT TO 18 US.C. SEC
3143(B) by MICHAEL LOWRY. CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. (Attachments: # | Text
of Proposed Order)(DESTEFANO, WILLTAM) Modified on 2/26/2015 (ap, ). (Entered:
02/25/2015)

NOTICE of Docketing Record on Appeal from USCA as to MICHAEL LOWRY re 510
Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment filed by MICHAEL LOWRY. USCA Case Number
15-1344. (mac, ) Modified on 11/15:2018 (ke, ). (Entered: 02/10/2015)

Clerk's Notice to USCA re 510 Notice of Appeal - Final Judgment : {mac, ) Modified on
11/15/2018 (ke, ). (Entered: 02/04/2015)

NOTICE OF APPEAL filed by Deputy Clerk as to MICHAEL LOWRY re 508 Judgment
(mac, } Modified on 11/15/2018 (ke, ). (Entered: 02/04/2015)

JUDGMENT AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY (2), Count 69, IMPRISONMENT: 20
MONTHS; SUPERVISED RELEASE: | YEAR; SPECIAL ASSESSMENT: $100.00.
Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 1/29/15.1/29/15 Entered. (mac,
) (Entered: 01/29/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Closing Argument of Mr.
Hockheimer held on 7/17/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered:
01/23/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Robert Delario held on
6/17/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/23/2015)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.

1R
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BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Bernard Lindline held on
6/26/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 61,23 i2015)

01/23/2015 303 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, HENRY P.
ALFANO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Bernard Lindline held
on 6/26/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) Modified on 1/23/2015
(mac, ).(FILED IN ERROR AS TO HENRY P. ALFANO, DOCUMENT WILL BE RE-
FILED) (Entered: 01/23/2015)

01/23/2015 502 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL 1. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Richard Capozzoli, Sr.
held on 6/23/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01 123/2015)

01/23/2015 501 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of David Callsen held on
6/23/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) {Entered: 01/23/20 15)

01/23/2015 500 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Kenneth Miller held on
6/19/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/23:2015)

01/23/2015 499 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, HENRY P.
ALFANO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Robert Delario held on
6/17/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) Modified on 1/23/2015 {mac,
).(FILED IN ERROR AS TO HENRY P. ALFANO, DOCUMENT WILL BE RE-
FILED) {Entered: 01/23/2015)

01/23/2015 498 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Exerpt of Testimony of Robert DeEmilio held on
6/17/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, } (Entered: 01/23/201 5)

01/23/2015 497 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Except of Testimony of Robert T. DeEmilio held
on 6/16/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/23/2015)

01/23/2015 496 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J, SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Walt Smaczylo held on
6/4/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/23/2015)

01/23/2015 495 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt Testimony of Kevin O'Donnell held on
6/4/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/23/201 5)

01/23/2015 494 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNG, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt of Testimony of Kevin O'Donnell held on
6/3/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/23/2015) '

01/23/2015 493 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
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ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 6:2 14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/23:2015)

01/23/2015 492 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial held on 5:29/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 01/232015)

01/14/2015 4%  ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY THAT THE EXECUTION OF PRISON
SENTENCE IS SUSPENDED UNTIL MONDAY, MARCH 16, 2015, AT WHICH
TIME DEFENDANT IS DIRECTED TO REPORT TO AN INSTITUTION
DESIGNATED BY THE USM AND BOP NO LATER THAN 2:00 PM. TO
COMMENCE SERVING SAID SENTENCE. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL on 1/14/15.1/14/15 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered:
01/14/2015)

01/14/2015 487 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Sentencing held on 1/14/15 for MICHAEL LOWRY (2), Count(s) 69,
IMPRISONMENT: 20 MONTHS; SUPERVISED RELEASE: 1 YEAR; SPECIAL
ASSESSMENT: $100.00. THE DEFENDANT IS ADVISED OF HIS APPEAL
RIGHTS. THE COURT ORDERS THAT THE DEFENDANT SHALL SELF-
SURRENDER TO AN INSTITUTION DESIGNATED BY THE USM AND BOP NO
LATER THAN 2:00 PM. ON MONDAY, MARCH 16, 2015Court Reporter ESR (mac, )
(Entered: 01/14/2015)

SENTENCING MEMORANDUM Certificate of Service by MICHAEL LOWRY
(Attachments; # | Exhibit)(DESTEFANO, WILLIAM) (Entered: 01/07/2015)

NOTICE OF HEARING as to MICHAEL LOWRY Rescheduled Sentencing set for
Wednesday, 1/14:2015 at 10:00 AM in COURTROOM 3B, 3rd floor before THE
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (llb) (Entered: 01/02/2015)

SENTENCING DOCUMENT as to MICHAEL LOWRY (WOLF, DENISE) (Entered:
11/26/2014)

ORDER THAT THE GOVERNMENT'S MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME
TO FILE SENTENCING MEMORANDA 455 IS GRANTED. THE GOVERNMENT
SHALL FILE ITS SENTENCING MEMORANDA BY TUESDAY, NOVEMBER 25,
2014 AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY (2), ROBERT MULGREW (3), WILLIE
SINGLETARY (4), THOMASINE TYNES (5). Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE
F. STENGEL on 11/19/14.11/20/14 ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED.(mac, )
(Entered: 11/20/2014)

MOTION FOR AN EXTENSION OF TIME TQ FILE SENTENCING MEMORANDA
by USA as to MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
THOMASINE TYNES. (WOLF, DENISE) (Entered: 11/19/2014)

ORDER THAT THE GOVERNMENT'S MOTIONS TO ADMIT RECORDINGS (DOC.
NOS. 151 AND 57 ) ARE GRANTED; THE GOVERNMENT'S MOTION TO
COMPEL TESTIMONY (DOC. NO. 15% ) IS DENIED AS MOOT; MR.
SINGLETARY'S MOTION TO EXCLUDE EXHIBITS (DOC. NO. 247 ) IS DENIED:
MR. LOWRY'S MOTION TO PRECLUDE TESTIMONY (DOC. NO. 367 ) IS
DENIED,; DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS TO JOIN IN MR. SULLIVAN'S MOTION FOR
JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL (DOC. NOS. 385, 356, 387 , AND 388 ) ARE DENIED
AS MOOT; DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL (DOC.
NOS. 384, 389 AND 393 ) ARE DENIED. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F.
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STENGEL on 11/6/2014.11/7°2014 ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED (kk, )
(Entered: 11/07/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
THOMASINE TYNES THAT THE DEFENDANTS' MOTIONS FOR JUDGMENT OF
ACQUITTAL (DOC. NOS. 424, 425, 420 AND 427 ) ARE DENIED. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 11/6/2014.11 7/2014 Entered and Copies
E-Mailed. (kk, ) (Entered: 11/07:2014)

MEMORANDUM AND/OR OPINION AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES RE: DEFENDANTS
MOTIONS FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL OR FOR A NEW TRIAL. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 11/6/2014.11:7/2014 Entered and Copies
E-Mailed. (kk, ) (Entered: 11/07-:2014)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/14/2014,
before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (kk, ) (Entered: 11/03/2014)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY held on 6:17/2014,
before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (Kk, ) (Entered: 11/03/2014)

RESCHEDULED NOTICE OF HEARING as to MICHAEL LOWRY Sentencing set for
Wednesday, 12/3/2014 at 10:30 AM in COURTROOM 3B, 3rd floor before THE
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (llb) (Entered: 10:242014)

NOTICE OF HEARING as to MICHAEL LOWRY Sentencing set for Wednesday,
11/19/2014 at 10:30 AM in COURTROOM 3B, 3rd floor before THE HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (llb) (Entered: 10:03/2014)

REPLY Memorandum in Support to Motion by MICHAEL LOWRY re 426 MOTION
for ACQUITTAL, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR A NEW TRIAL, AS TO COUNT
69 OF THE INDICTMENT, PURSUANT TO RULES 29 AND 33 OF FR.CR.P.
(Attachments: # | Exhibit)}(DESTEFANO, WILLIAM) (Entered: 09/26/2014)

Response IN OPPOSITION by USA as to MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES TO DEFENDANTS 424 , 425 , 426 ,
427 MOTIONS FOR ACQUITTAL AND NEW TRIAL, PROPOSED ORDER AND
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE] (WOLF, DENISE) (Entered: 09/11/2014)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Charge of the Court held on 7/21/14, before Judge
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 08/21/2014)

ORDER THAT THE CLERK OF COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA BE AND HE IS HEREBY DIRECTED TO FURNISH LUNCH FOR
FIFTEEN(15) JURORS ENGAGED IN THE ABOVE ENTITLED CASE IN THE
ABOVE-CAPTIONED MATTER FOR JULY 22, 2014 AND JULY 23, 2014. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 8/13/14.8/14/14 Entered. (mac, )
(Entered: 08/14/2014)

ORDER THAT THE CLERK OF COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA BE AND HE IS HEREBY DIRECTED TO FURNISH MORNING
REFRESHMENTS AND AFTERNOON SNACKS FOR FIFTEEN(15) JURORS
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ENGAGED IN TRIAL IN THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED MATTER FOR THE WEEK
COMMENCING MONDAY, JULY 14, 2014 (MONDAY THROUGH THURSDAY
AND THE WEEK COMMENCING MONDAY, JULY 21, 2014 (MONDAY THROUGH
WEDNESDAY.). THIS SERVICE SHOULD BE PROVIDED IN THE JURY ROOM OF
COURTROOM 3B. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
8/13/14.8/14/14 Entered. {mac, ) (Entered: 08/14:2014)

MOTION FOR JUDGMENT OF ACQUITTAL, OR IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR A
NEW TRIAL, AS TO COUNT 69 OF THE INDICTMENT, PURSUANT TO RULES 29
AND 33 OF THE F.R.CR.P. by MICHAEL LOWRY. (Attachments: # | Exhibit Exhibit
A - Part 1, # 2 Exhibit Exhibit A - Part I[, # 3 Text of Proposed Order}( DESTEFANO,
WILLIAM) (Entered: 08/06/2014)

Jury Verdict Form as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY.(tjd) (Entered: 67/24 2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
JURY Trial - Day Twenty-Eight (28) held on July 23, 2014. Jury continues deliberations
in the custody of CSO. Counsel address the Court. The Jury returns with a verdict. The
Court records the verdict. The Jury finds the following: MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN (1)
Not Guilty on Counts 1,3,8-15,25-26,33-34,37-39,57,61-62; MICHAEL LOWRY (2)
Guilty on Count 69 and Not Guilty on Counts 1,5-6,8,22-23,27-28,37-38; ROBERT
MULGREW (3) Guilty on Count 70 and Not Guilty on Counts 1,4,7,35-36,55-56;
WILLIE SINGLETARY (4) Guilty on Count 73-74 and Not Guilty on Counts 1,24-
32,43-50,59,61,65-68; THOMASINE TYNES (5) Guilty on Count 71,72 and Not Guilty
on Counts 1,20-21,33-34,40-42,60,63-64; MARK A. BRUNO (6) Not Guilty on Counts
1,4,54 and ROBERT MOY (9) Not Guilty on Counts 1,39-50,62-68. Jury dismissed.
PSR's ordered for defendants Lowry, Mulgrew, Singletary, and Tynes. Sentencing dates to
be approximately 90 days from today. No change in bail status. Court Reporter ESR.(4jd)
Modified on 7/24/2014 (ke, ). (Entered: 07/24/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Twenty-Seven(27) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/22/14. Jury deliberations continue. The
court addressed a question from the jury. Counsel addressed the court.Court Reporter
ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/23/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Twenty-Six(26) as to MICHAEL J, SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/21/14. Trial resumes. Closing arguments. AUSA
presented rebuttal arguments. The court charged the jury. CSO swom. The jurors retire to
deliberate,Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/23/2014)

! Audio File 7/23/2014, 10:00 a.m., regarding Jury Trial Day 28 held on 7/23/2014,
before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 07/23/2014)

i Audio File 7/22/2014, 9:40 a.m., regarding Jury Trial Day 27 AM Session held on
7/22/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered:
07/22/2014)

! Audio File 7/21/2014, 1:30 p.m., regarding Jury Trial Day 26 P.M. Session held on
7/21/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered:
07/21/2014) .
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07/21/2014 116 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F, STENGEL:
Criminal Jury Trial - Day 25 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/18/14. Closing arguments of defense counsel.Court
Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/21/2014)

+ Audio File 7/21/14, 9:30 a.m., regarding Jury Trial Day 26 held on 7/21/14, before
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 07.21/2014)

" Audio File 7/18/2014, 9:00 a.m., regarding Jury Trial Day 25 held on 7/18/2014,
before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 07/18/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Twenty-Four(24) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/17/14. Trial resumes. Closing arguments.Court
Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/17/2014)

12 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Twenty-Three(23) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/15/14. Witnesses called and swomn. Defense rests.
Exhibits moved and offered into evidence. Charging conference. Court takes charging
conference objections under advisement. Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered:
07/17/2014)

07/17/2014 411 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Twenty-Two(22) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/14/14. Trial resumes. Witnesses called and swom.
Interpreter sworn. Counsel presents a grouping of character witnesses to the court and
jury on behalf of Robert Moy.Court Reporter ESR {mac, ) (Entered: 07/17/2014)

! Audio File 7/17/14 12:59 PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 24 PM
SESSION held on 7/17/14, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/17/2014)

07/17/2014 109 ORDER THAT THE CLERK OF COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA BE AND HE IS HEREBY DIRECTED TO PROVIDE MORNING
REFRESHMENTS AND AFTERNOON SNACKS FOR FIFTEEN(15) JURORS
ENGAGED IN TRIAL IN THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED MATTER FOR THE WEEK
COMMENCING MONDAY, JUNE 30, 2014 AND THE WEEK COMMENDING
TUESDAY JULY 7, 2014, Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
7/16/14.7/17/14 Entered. (mac, ) (Entered: 07/17/2014)

07/17/2014 408 7 Audio File 7/17/14 9:28AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 24 AM
SESSION held on 7/17/14, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/17/2014)

07/1572014 407 ? Audio File 7/15/2014 1:30 p.m., regarding Jury Trial Day 23 P.M. Session held on
7/15/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered:
07/15/2014)

07/15/2014 406 " Audio File 7/15/14 9:28 AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 23 AM
SESSION held on 7/15/14, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
{Entered: 07/15/2014)

07/15/2014 405 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
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ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt Testimony of Ms. Warren held on 6 26.14,
before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 07 152014)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY, Jury Trial - Excerpt Testimony of Jason Blake held on
5/29/14, before Judge LAWRENCE F. STENGEL. (mac, ) (Entered: 07:15:2014)

' Audio File 7/15/2014 9:29 AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 22 FULL
DAY held on 7/15/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/15/2014)

SUPPLEMENTAL Proposed Jury Instructions by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN,
MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE
TYNES, MARK A, BRUNO, ROBERT MOY . (WOLF, DENISE) (Entered: 07/15/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.:
Jury Trial - Day Twenty-One (21) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNQO, ROBERT MQY held on 7 10'14. Witnesses called and sworn. Exhibits offered
and moved into evidence.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/11/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Twenty(20) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/914. Trial resumes. Witnesses called and swom.
Jurors dismissed for the day. Defense counsel presented Rule 29 Motions for Acquittal
arguments. The government presented arguments in response. The court denied motions
for acquittal. Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/112014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL;
Jury Trial -Day Nineteen(19) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/8/14. Witnesses called and sworn. Exhibits offered
and moved into evidence.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/11,2014)

' Audio File 7/10/2014 9:31 AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 21 FULL
DAY held on 7/10/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/11/2014)

' Audio File 7/9/2014 1:07PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 20 PM
SESSION held on 7/9/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/09/2014)

' Audio File 7/09/2014 9:33AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 20 AM
SESSION held on 7/09/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/09/2014)

' Audio File 7/08/2014 1:129 PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 19 PM
SESSION held on 7/08/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/08/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Eighteen(18) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 7/2/14. Trial resumes. Witnesses called and
sworn.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 07/08/2014)
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Audio File 7/8/2014 9:37 AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 19 AM
SESSION held on 7/8/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/08/2014)

MOTION for Joinder in Co-Defendant Michael J. Sullivan's Motion for Judgment of
Acquittal Pursuant to Fed.R.Crim.P. 29(a) by MICHAEL LOWRY. (Attachments: # |
Text of Proposed Order)(DESTEFANO, WILLIAM) (Entered: 07/07/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF NATISHA MATHIS AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 7/2/14; 7/3/2014 Entered and Copies E-mailed. (tjd)
{Entered: 07/03/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF COLIN WILLIAMS AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL 1. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 7/2/14; 7/3/2014 Entered and Copies E-mailed. (tjd)
{Entered: 07/03/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF ANGELO HARMON AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 7/2/14; 7/3/2014 Entered and Copies E-mailed.(tjd)
(Entered: 07/03/2014)

! Audio File 7/2/2014 1:21PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 18 PM
SESSION held on 7/2/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/02/2014)

) Audio File 7/2/2014 09:15 AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 18 AM
SESSION held on 7/2/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/02/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - DAY SEVENTEEN as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNQ, ROBERT MOY held on 7/1/14. Witnesses called and sworn and testified. Court
Reporter ESR.(tjd} (Entered: 07/02/2014)

} Audio File 7/1/2014, 1:30 P.M,, regarding Jury Trial Day 17 P.M. held on 7/1/2014,
before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 07/02/2014)

Minute Entryfor proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F, STENGELJury
Trial - DAY SIXTEEN as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 6/30/14. Witnesses called and sworn and testified.Court Reporter
ESR.(ke) (Entered: 07/01/2014)

Minute Entryfor proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL Jury
Trial - DAY FOURTEEN as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/25/14, Witnesses called and sworn and testified.
Court Reporter ESR.(ke) (Entered: 07/01/2014)
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07/01:2014 Y MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF STEPHEN CAO AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/30/14; 7/1/2014 Entered and Copies E-mailed. (tjd)
(Entered: 07/01/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF VINCENT BORELLI AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/30/14; 7/1/2014 Entered and Copies E-maited. (tjd)
(Entered: 07/01/2014)

07/01/2014 368 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL RIENZI AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P, ALFANQ, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/30/14; 7:1/2014 Entered and Copies E-mailed. (tjd)
(Entered: 07/01/2014)

07/01:2014 367 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JIN JIANG AS OUTLINED
HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F.,
STENGEL on 6/30/14; 7/1/2014 Entered and Copies E-mailed. (tjd) (Entered:
07/01/2014)

07:01/2014 366 7 Audio File 7/1/2014, 9:30 A.M., regarding Jury Trial Day 17 AM held on 7/1/2014,
before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 07/01/2014)

07/01/2014 365 Y Audio File 6/30/2014 1:53 PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 16 PM
SESSION held on 6/30/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 07/01/2014)

06/30/2014 364 Y Audio File 6/30/2014 9:20AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 16 AM
SESSION held on 6/30/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F, STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 06/30/2014)

06/30/2014 303 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF GEORGE CHAVANNE AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/26/2014.6/30/2014 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06/30/2014)

06/30/2014 362 MOTION to Preclude Any Proffered Testimony of Philadelphia Police Officer Slade
(Badge No. 6920) by MICHAEL LOWRY. (Attachments: # ! Text of Proposed Order)
(DESTEFANO, WILLIAM) (Entered: 06/30/2014)

06/27/2014 361 Minute Entryfor proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGELJury
Trial: Day Fifteen as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 6/26/14. Witnesses called and sworn by Gov't. Exhibits offered
and moved into evidence.Court Reporter ESR.(ke) (Entered: 06/27/2014)

06/27/2014 360 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF FRANK BRANCO AS TO
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE

07/01/2014

[\
(=)
N

bttna Hinrf nasd 11800 ide nnvdenihiniNeBInt NI78A4170RS4A57403%) 1 1.1 A



A NELY

06/26/2014

06:26/2014

06:26/2014

0626/2014

06:26:2014

06/26/2014

06/26/2014

06/26:2014

06/26/2014

]
&
jlel

348

47

uniteqa States LUSTNCE LOUrt tasiom Lisifct of »ennsyivania

SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/26/2014.6/27/2014 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06/27/2014)

' Audio File 6/26/2014 1:33 PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 15 PM
SESSION held on 6/26/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf,)
(Entered: 06/26/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JOHN FENTON AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/26/14.6/26/14 Entered. (mac, ) (Entered: 06:26/2014)

WAIVER of Presence of Court Stenographer or Electronic Sound Recording Operator
and Defendant at Drawing of Jury Panel Members in Criminal Trials as to MICHAEL
LOWRY (mac, ) (Entered: 06/262014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF ALLEN TSENG AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/25/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26/2014)

MQOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF OSAMA SIAM AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/25/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26:2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF WEI ZHONG RONG AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/25/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
Modified on 6/27/2014 (ke, ). Modified on 6/27/2014 (ke, ). (Entered: 06/26/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JOANNE HU AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY, Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/25/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26:2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF GORDON LI AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/25/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26/2014)

¥ Audio File 6/26/2014 9:27 AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 15 AM
SESSION held on 6/26/2014, beforr HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 06/26/2014)
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06/26/2014 343 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH WILCOX AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/25/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26/2014)

06/26/2014 112 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF HERBERT WILCOX AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/25/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26/2014)

06/26/2014 341 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF CHRISTOPHER WATERS
AS OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY, Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/24/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF KENNETH
SARKIOUGLU AS OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN,
MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE
TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/24/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/26/2014)

06/26/2014 339 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF MIGDALIA WARREN AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A,
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/26/14.626/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26:2014)

06/26/2014 333 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF BERNARD LINDLINE AS
QUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/26/14.6/26/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/26/2014)

06/25/2014 337 ' 7 Audio File 6/25/2014 01:32 PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 14 PM
SESSION held on 6/25/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf,)
(Entered: 06/25/2014)

06/25/2014 336 " Audio File 6/25/2014 9:25 AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 14 AM
SESSION held on 6/25/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 06/25/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Criminal Jury Trial - Day 13 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/24/14. Witnesses called and sworn. Exhibits offered
and moved into evidence.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06/25/2014)

06/24/2014 334 " Audio File 6/24/2014 01:32:53, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 13 PM
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SESSION held on 6/24:2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 06/24/2014)

* Audio File 6/24/2014 09:20:40, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 13 AM
SESSION held on 6/24/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 06/24/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day 12 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 6/23/14. Trial resumes. Witnesses called and sworn.Court
Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06:24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF ANTONIO DINARDO AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/19/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF MICHAEL DINARDO AS
TO MICHAEL 1. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNQ, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/19/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/ 24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JOHN LYNCH AS TO
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/19/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered; 06/24 2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH BELLESORTE
AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A, BRUNO, HENRY P.
ALFANG, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/19/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. {mac, ) (Entered: 06/24 2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF MAGDALENA
BELLESORTE AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A, BRUNO,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F.
STENGEL on 6/19/ 14 .6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered:
06/24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JANINE ROCCATA AS TO
MICHAEL I. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/23/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF RICHARD CAPOZZOLI
AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P.
ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/23/ |4.6!24l 14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF RICHARD DELARIO AS
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TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/17/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF MARY ADAMS AS TO
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
618/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24:2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF TIMOTHY BLONG AS TO
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A, BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/18/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF KORAN HOOD AS TO
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/23/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY DANIELLE
CZERNIAKOWSKI AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F,
STENGEL on 6/23/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered:
06/24/2014)

06/24/2014 319 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF RICHARD HOLMES AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/24/14.6/24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/24/2014)

Y Audio File 6/23/2014 12:05:00PM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 12 PM
SESSION held on 6/23/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, )
(Entered: 06/23/2014)

' Audio File 6/23/2014 09:32:12AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 12
held on 6/23/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, ) (Entered:
06/23/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Criminal Jury Trial - Day Eleven(11) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/19/14. Witnesses called and swom.Court
Reporter ESR.(mac, )} (Entered: 06/23/2014)

' Audio File 6/19/14, 9:30 A.M., regarding Jury Trial Day 11 held on 6:19/14, before
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 06/19/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings heid before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Ten(10) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
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ROBERT MOY held on 6/18/14. Trial resumes. Witnesses called and sworn.Court
Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06/19/2014)

ORDER THAT THE CLERK OF COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA BE AND HE IS HEREBY DIRECTED TO FURNISH MORNING
REFRESHMENTS AND AFTERNOON SNACKS FOR FIFTEEN (15) JURORS
ENGAGED IN TRIAL IN THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED MATTER FOR THE WEEKS
COMMENCING MONDAY, JUNE 16 AND MONDAY, JUNE 23, 2014 ON MONDAY
THOUGH THURSDAY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
6/19/14.6/19/14 Entered. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/19/2014)

' Audio File 6/18/2014, 9:30 A M., regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 10 - Full Day
held on 6/18/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered:
06/18/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF WILLIAM ARNOLD AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/17/14.6/18/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/18/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF ROBERT DEEMILIQ AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/16/14.6/18/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/18/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Nine(9) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 6:17/14.Trial resumes. Witnesses called and sworn.Court
Reporter ESR.{mac, ) (Entered: 06/17/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Eight(8) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNQO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/16/14. Trial resumes. Witnesses called and
sworn.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06/17/2014)

Y Audio File 6/17/14 2:00 pm, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 9 PM Session held on
6/17/14, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 06/17/2014)

} Audio File 6/17/2014, 9:30 AM, regarding Criminal Trial Day 9 held on 6/17/14,
before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered: 06/17/2014)

) Audio File 6/16/14 12:47 PM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 8 PM Session held
on 6/16/14, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, ) (Entered:
06/16/2014)

) Audio File 6/16/2014 9:21:49 AM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day - 8 held on
6/16/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, ) (Entered:
06/16/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
JURY TRIAL - DAY 7 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
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ROBERT MOY held on 6'5 2014, Government witnesses. Exhibits offered and moved
into evidence. Court Reporter ESR.(tomg, ) (Entered: 06 06:2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
JURY TRIAL - DAY 6 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 6'4/2014. All counsel, parties, jurors present - TRIAL
RESUMES. Witnesses called and swom. Court Reporter ESR.(tomg, ) (Entered:
06/06/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF ANTHONY SCARLATA
AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY.
Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/3'2014.6/3/2014 Entered and
Copies E-Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06:06/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF KEVIN O'DONNELL AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 63/2014.6/6 2014 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06/06:2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF WALT SMACZYLO AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/4/2014.6:6 2014 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06:06'2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF FRANCIS LOWRY, JR. AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6'4/2014.6/6°2014 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06'062014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JOSEPH MAURO AS TO
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/4/2014.6'62014 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06,06 2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF ANTHONY ALBERTO AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A, BRUNO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/5/2014.6/6/2014 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06/06/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF DOMINICK SALVATORE
AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY.
Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/5/2014.6/6/2014 Entered and
Copies E-Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 06/06/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY THAT DEFT ROBERT MOY'S ORAL MOTION FOR THE
CONTINUED AUTHORIZATION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE ACT FUNDS TO PAY
CORNERSTONE LEGAL CONSULTANTS, LLC IS GRANTED. ALL DEFT'S
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SHALL CONTRIBUTE TO THE PAYMENT. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE
F. STENGEL on 6/5/2014.6/6/2014 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered:
06/06/2014)

06/05/2014 292 ' Audio File 6/5/2014, 9:34, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 7 - Full Day held on
6/5/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered:
06/05/2014)

06/04/2014 291 ) Audio File 6-4-14 1:33 PM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 6-PM Session held on
6-4-14, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kf, ) (Entered: 06'04/2014)

06/04/2014 290 Y Audio File 6-4-2014 9:33 AM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 6 - AM Session held

on 6-4-2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (emo, ) (Entered:
06/04/2014)

06/04/2014 288 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL
Jury Trial - Day 5 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 6/3/14. Witnesses called and swomn. Exhibits offered and moved
into evidence.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, } (Entered: 06/04/2014)

06/04/2014 287 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F,
STENGEL:Jury Trial - Day Four(4) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 6/2/14. Trial resumes. Witnesses called and
sworn.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Main Document 287 reptaced on 6/4/2014) (mac, ).
(Entered: 06/04/2014)

06/04/2014 280 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial - Day Three(3) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, ROBERT MOY held on 5/29/14, Trial resumes. Witnesses called and
swom.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06/04/2014)

06/04/2014 285  Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Trial- Day 2 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 5/28/14.Government raises motion of immunity for potetntial
witnesses. Witnesses called and sworn. Exhibits offered and moved into evidence. Court
Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06/04/2014)

06/04/2014 284 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F, STENGEL:
Jury Trial -Day One(1) as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 5/27/14. Trial resumes. Jurors are sworn. Preliminary
instructions to jury. Opening statements. Witnesses called and sworn.Court Reporter
ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06/04/2014)

06/03/2014 283 " Audio File 6/3/2014 1:28 PM, regarding Crinimal Jury Trial Day 5 - PM Session held
on 6/3/14, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (kah, ) (Entered:
06/03/2014)

06/03/2014 282 MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF GLORIA MCNASBY AS
TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE
SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 6/2/14.6/3/14
Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/03/2014)
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MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF MARYANN TROMBETTA
AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P.
ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F, STENGEL on
6/2/14.6/3/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/03/2014)

' Audio File 6-3-2014 9:31 AM, regarding Crinimal Jury Trial Day 5 - AM session held
on 6-3-2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL {emo, } {Entered:
06/03/2014)

' Audio File 6-2-2014 1:32 PM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 4 - PM Session held
on 6-2-2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (emo, ) (Entered:
06/02/2014)

' Audio File 6-2-2014 9:47 AM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 4 AM Session held
on 6-2-2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (emo, ) (Entered:
06/02/2014)

TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY, Hearing held on
5/8114, before Judge ROBERT F. KELLY. (mac, ) (Entered: 06/02/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL.:
Jury Selection - Day 2 as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
ROBERT MOY held on 5/22/14. Vair Dire process continues. Jury panel is sefected.
Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered: 06/02/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Jury Selection - Day One as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANC, ROBERT MOY held on 5:21/14. Jury pane! sworn.
Court addressed parties and begins voir dire process.Court Reporter ESR.(mnac, )
(Entered: 06/02/2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF GARTH GITTENS AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 5/28/14.6/2/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. {mac, )
(Entered: 06/02:2014)

MOTION AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF JADE TROMBETTA AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 5/29/14.6/2/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06702/2014)

MOTICN AND ORDER COMPELLING TESTIMONY OF TONYA HILTON AS
OUTLINED HEREIN AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 5/29/14.6/2/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, )
(Entered: 06/02/2014)
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05/29/2014 271 ) Audio File 5/29/2014 9:30AM, regarding CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL DAY 3 held on
5/29/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (uh, } (Entered:
05/29/2014)

05/28/2014 270 ) Audio File 5-28-2014 1:47 PM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 2 PM Session held
on 5-28-2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (emo, ) (Entered:
05/28/2014)

05/28/2014 269 YAudio File 5/28/2014 9:27 AM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day 2 AM Session held
on 5/28/2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL (uh, ) (Entered:
05/28/2014)

05/27/2014 205 Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL:
Status Conference as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY held on 5:19/14. Court addressed counsel and
parties. Court addressed outstanding motions. Court addressed conflicts of interest. Jury
Selection will begin on Wednesday, May 21, 2014 in ceremonial courtroom. Trial will
begin on Tuesday, May 27, 2014 in 3B at 9:00 a.m.Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered:
05/28/2014)

05/27/2014 264 ' Audio File 5-27-2014 9:37 AM, regarding Criminal Jury Trial Day t held on 5-27-
2014, before HONORABLE LAWRENCE F, STENGEL (emo, ) {(Entered: 05 27:2014)

05/22/2014 261 ORDER THAT ROBERT MOY'S MOTION FOR AUTHORIZATION OF FUNDS FOR
INFORMATION TECHNOLOGY SERVICES AND COURTROOM TECHNICAL
ASSISTANCE 249 IS GRANTED AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed
by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 5/22/14.5/22/14 ENTERED AND
COPIES E-MAILED (mac, ) (Entered: 05/22/2014)

05/22/2014 260 ORDER THAT MR. ALFANQ'S MOTION IN LIMINE TO EXCLUDE THE CHART
MARKED AS EXHIBIT C IN THE GOVERNMENT'S PRE-TRIAL MEMORANDUM
253 IS DENIED. ALL JOINDER MOTIONS (DOCS. N0.254,255,256, AND 257) ARE
DENIED AS MOOT AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 5/22/14.5/22/14 ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED.
{mac, ) (Entered: 05/22/2014)

05/22/2014 259 ORDER THAT THE CLERK OF COURT FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF
PENNSYLVANIA BE AND HE IS HEREBY DIRECTED TO FURNISH MORNING
REFRESHMENTS AND AFTERNOON SNACKS FOR SIXTEEN(16) JURORS
ENGAGED IN THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED MATTER COMMENCING TUESDAY,
MAY 27, 2014 AND CONTINUING FOR THE NEXT THREE WEEKS, MONDAYS
THROUGH FRIDAYS. THE SERVICE SHOULD BE PROVIDED IN THE JURY
ROOM OF COURTROOM 3B.Signed by HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on
5/21/14,5/22/14 Entered. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/22/2014)

05/20/2014 252 TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY, Hearing held on
4/28/14, before Judge ROBERT F. KELLY. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/20/2014)

05/19/2014 251 ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
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WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P, ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT PURSUANT TO
18:3161(h)(7)(A)} AND (B)(i), TRIAL IN THIS MATTER, SCHEDULED TO
COMMENCE ON MONDAY, MAY 19, 2014, BEFORE THE HONORABLE ROBERT
F. KELLY IS CONTINUED ON THE COURT'S OWN MOTION. Signed by
HONORABLE LAWRENCE F. STENGEL on 5/19/14.5/19/14 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/19/2014)

05/19/2014 250 ORDER REASSIGNING CASE. CASE REASSIGNED TO HONORABLE
LAWRENCE F. STENGEL AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY FOR ALL
FURTHER PROCEEDINGS. HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY NO LONGER
ASSIGNED TO CASE. Signed by CHIEF JUDGE PETRESE B. TUCKER on
5/19/14.5/19/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (ke) (Entered: 05/19/2014)

05/15/2014 246 TRIAL MEMORANDUM by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY
CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE (Attachments: # | Exhibit, # 2 Exhibit)( WOLF, DENISE)
(Entered: 05/152014)

245 ORDER THAT DEFENDANT MICHAEL LOWRY'S MOTION IN LIMINE TO
REDACT INFLAMMATORY AND UNDULY PREJUDICIAL PORTIONS OF
ELECTRONIC RECORDINGS, IN THE ALTERNATIVE, FOR A NEW TRIAL (06 IS
GRANTED IN PART AND DENIED IN PART AS TOMICHAEL LOWRY (2),
ROBERT MULGREW (3) THOMASINE TYNES (5). Signed by HONORABLE
ROBERT F. KELLY on 5/15/14.5/15/14 ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED.(mac, )
(Entered: 05/15:2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT ALL COUNSEL AND PARTIES IN THE
ABOVE-CAPTIONED CASE ARE TO REPORT TO COURTOOM 11B AT 9:00 A.M,
ON MONDAY, 5/19/2014. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on
5/14/2014.5/142014 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (tomg, ) (Entered: 05:14:2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, THOMASINE TYNES THAT THE MOTION FOR A KASTIGAR
HEARING i67 IS GRANTED IN SO FAR AS THE COURT HAS HELD A
KASTIGAR HEARING. HOWEVER, IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT ANY
REQUEST THAT EVIDENCE BE SUPPRESSED IS DENIED BECAUSE THE
COURT FINDS THAT LOWRY'S FIFTH AMENDMENT RIGHTS WERE NOT
VIOLATED WHEN HE CHOSE TO ANSWER THE CHADWICK INVESTIGATOR'S
QUESTIONS, ETC.. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on
5/14/2014.5/14:2014 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (ap, ) (Entered: 05/14/2014)

05/142014 241 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AS TO MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, THOMASINE TYNES.
Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 5/14/2014.5/14/2014 Entered and
Copies E-Mailed. (ap, ) (Entered: 05/14/2014)

05/14:2014 240  Supplemental Memorandum in Support by MICHAEL LOWRY re 166 MOTION in
Limine to Redact Inflammatory and Unduly Prejudicial Portions of Electronic
Recordings and Transcripts or, in the Alternative, For a Separate Trial (DESTEFANO,
WILLIAM) (Entered: 05/14/2014)
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05/13/2014 23% ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, THOMASINE TYNES
THAT UPON CONSIDERATION OF THE MAY 12, 2014 LETTER FROM AUSA
ANTHONY J. WZOREK REQUESTING EXPEDITED REVIEW OF THE
TRANSCRIPTS OBJECTED TO BY MICHAEL LOWRY IN HIS MOTION IN
LIMINE, IT 1S HEREBY ORDERED THAT COUNSEL FOR DEFENDANTS SHALL
SUBMIT ANY SUGGESTED REDACTIONS TO THE COURT BY NOON ON
WEDNESDAY, MAY 14, 2014. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on
5/13/14.5/13/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/13/2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY: Kastigar
Hearing as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P.
ALFANO held on 5/8/2014. Witnesses called and sworn. Government exhibits called into
evidence. Government rests, Defense counsel called witnesses. Defense moved exhibits
into evidence. Stipulated to joint exhibit. Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) (Entered:
05/09/2014)

Jury Verdict Sheet as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. Certificate of
Service(WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 05°02/2014)

Proposed Voir Dire by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY Certificate of
Service(WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 05/02/2014)

05/02/2014 221 Proposed Jury Instructions by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P, ALFANO, ROBERT MOY
Certificate of Service(WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 0502/2014)

05/02/2014 220 ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. (FILED UNDER SEAL).
Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 5/2/14.5/2/14 Entered and Copies
Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/02/2014)

05/02/2014 219 FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AS TO MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. (FILED UDER SEAL). Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY
on 5/2/14.5/2/14 Entered and Copies Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 05/02.2014)

04/29/2014 215 ORDER THAT DEFENDANT MICHAEL SULLIVAN'S MOTION TO DISMISS
COUNTS 8,11,12,19,26,34,38, AND 39 OF THE INDICTMENT FOR LACK OF
SUBJECT MATTER JURISDICTION 159 IS DENIED AS TO MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 4/29/14.4/29'14
ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED.(mac, ) (Entered: 04:29:2014)

Minute Entry for proceedings held before HONORABLE ROBERT F.
KELLY:Outstanding Motions Hearing as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A, BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY held on
4/28/2014. Evidentiary Hearing purusant to Franks v. Delaware. Witnesses called and
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sworn. Government moved exhibits into evidence. Government rests. Defense counsel
called witness. Witness calied and swomn. Exhibits moved into evidence. Hearing on
Government's Motion to Admit Recordings and the Government's Supplemental Motion
to Admit Recordings. Arguments regarding all other outstanding motions. Kastigar
hearing based upon Michael Lowry's Motion for a Kastigar Hearing has been continued
until Thursday, May 8, 2014 at 11:00 a.m. Court Reporter ESR.(mac, ) Modified on
4/29/2014 (ke, ). (Entered: 04/29/2014)

NOTICE OF HEARING ON MOTION in case as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN,
MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE
TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY
167 MOTION for Hearing : KASTIGAR HEARING IS SET FOR 5/8/2014 AT 11:00
AM IN COURTROOM 11-B BEFORE HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY. (mr, )
(Entered: 04/29/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY, THOMASINE TYNES. (FILED UNDER SEAL).
Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 4/29/14.4/29/14 ENTERED AND
COPIES MAILED.(mac, ) (Entered: 04/29/2014)

SEALED MOTION FILED BY USA AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY, THOMASINE
TYNES. (mac, ) (Entered: 04/29/2014)

Sealed Response filed by USA as to MICHAEL LOWRY, THOMASINE TYNES,
certificate of service. (mac, ) (Entered: 04/29/2014)

ORDER THAT UPON CONSIDERATION OF THE STATEMENTS MADE BY
COUNSEL DURING THE HEARING CONDUCTED ON MONDAY, APRIL 28, 2014,
THE FOLLOWING MOTIONS ARE DENIED AS MOOT: THE MOTION TO
PRODUCE JENCKS ACT MATERIAL BY DEFENDANT ROBERT MOY 47 ; THE
MOTION TO RETAIN ROUGH NOTES BY DEFENDANT ROBERT MOY 48 ; THE
MOTION FOR DISCLOSURE OF EXCULPATORY EVIDENCE BY DEFENDANT
ROBERT MOY 49 ; THE MOTION FOR RELEASE BRADY MATERIALS BY
DEFENDANT HENRY P. ALFANO 60 ; THE MOTION FOR DISCOVERY BY
DEFENDANT HENRY P. ALFANO 61 ; THE FIRST MOTION TO COMPEL
DISCOVERY BY DEFENDANT MICHAEL J, SULLIVAN 63 AS TO MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANOQ,
ROBERT MOY. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 4/29/14.4/29/14
ENTERED AND COPIES E-MAILED.(mac, ) (Entered: 04/29/2014)

RESPONSE in Opposition re |67 MOTION for Hearing , £80 First MOTION for Joinder
Jor Motion of Kastigar filed by USA (ASPINWALL, M.) (Entered: 04'22/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW
THAT THE GOVERNMENT SHALL FILE A SUR-REPLY BRIEF IN RESPONSE TO
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN'S REPLY BRIEF IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF HIS
MOTIONS TO DISMISS BY MONDAY, APRIL 21, 2014, ETC. Signed by
HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 4/16/14.4/16/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed.
(mac, ) (Entered: 04/16/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT THE HEARING
SCHEDULED FOR MONDAY, APRIL 28, 2014, AT 9:00 A.M., IN COURTROOM
11B, WILL PROCEED AS OUTLINED HEREIN. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT
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F. KELLY on 4'14/14.4/14/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered:
04/14/2014)

RESPONSE to Motion by USA as to MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW re |6
MOTION in Limine to Redact Inflammatory and Unduly Prejudicial Portions of
Electronic Recordings and Transcripts or, in the Alternative, For a Separate Trial, 170
MOTION for Joinder in Defendant Lowry's Motion in Limine filed by USA (WZOREK,
ANTHONY) (Entered: 04/09/2014)

RESPONSE to Motion by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW re 163 MOTION to Dismiss Count 61 of the Indictiment, 159
MOTION to Dismiss for Lack of Jurisdiction , 161 MOTION for Joinder in Co-
Defendant Michael J. Sullivan's Motion for Dismissal of Certain Wire Fraud Counts of
the Indictment, 168 MOTION for Joinder in Defendant Sullivan's Motion to Dismiss
Certain Wire Fraud Counts for Lack of Subject Matter Jurisdiction filed by USA
(WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 04/08/2014)

MOTION for A KASTIGAR HEARING by MICHAEL LOWRY. (Attachments: # | Text
of Proposed Order)(DESTEFANO, WILLIAM) (Entered: 04/07/2014)

MOTION in Limine to Redact Inflammatory and Unduly Prejudicial Portions of
Electronic Recordings and Transcripts ov, in the Alternative, For a Separate Trial by
MICHAEL LOWRY. (Attachments: # | Text of Proposed Order)(DESTEFANO,
WILLIAM) (Entered: 04/07/2014)

ORDER THAT DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR JOINDER IN CO-DEFENDANT
MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN'S MOTION TO DISMISS CERTAIN WIRE FRAUD
COUNTS OF THE INDICTMENT FOR LACK OF SUBJECT MATTER
JURISDICTION ] 61 IS GRANTED AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY (2). Signed by
HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 4/4/14.4/4'14 ENTERED AND COPIES E-
MAILED.(mac, ) (Entered: 04/04:2014)

MOTION for Joinder in Co-Defendant Michael J. Sullivan’s Motion for Dismissal of
Certain Wire Fraud Counts of the Indictment by MICHAEL LOWRY. (Attachments: # |
Text of Proposed Order)(DESTEFANO, WILLIAM) (Entered: 04/03/2014)

MOTION to Compel Testimony by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANQ, ROBERT MOY.
(Attachments: # | Exhibit)( WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 03/31:2014)

Supplemental MOTION to Admit Recordings by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN,
MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE
TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY.
(WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 03/25/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT ALL MOTIONS WILL
BE HEARD ON 4/28/2014 09:00 AM IN COURTROOM 11B. Signed by
HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 3/25/14.3/25/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed.
(ke, ) (Entered: 03/25/2014)

MOTION TO ADMIT RECORDINGS, MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN SUPPORT
PROPOSED ORDER AND CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE by USA as to MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
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THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY .
(WOLF, DENISE) (Entered: 03/07/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY THAT CHRISTOPHER G. FURLONG, ESQUIRE
AND MICHAEL A. SCWARTZ, ESQUIRE MOTION TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL
IS GRANTED AND CHRISTOPHER G. FURLONG, ESQUIRE AND MICHAEL A.
SCHWARTZ, ESQUIRE IS HEREBY PERMITTED TO WITHDRAW AS COUNSEL
FOR DEFENDANT. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 2:24/14.2/26/14
Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 02/26/2014)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT THE ABOVE-CAPTIONED CASE IS
SPECIALLY LISTED FOR TRIAL TO COMMENCE 5/19:2014 AT 9:00 AM IN
COURTROOM 11B BEFORE HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY. Signed by
HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 2/24/14.2:24/14 Entered and Copies E-Mailed.
(mac, ) (Entered: 02/24/2014)

NOTICE OF HEARING as to MICHAEL LOWRY CRIMINAL JURY TRIAL IS SET
FOR 5/19/2014 AT 9:00 AM IN COURTROOM 11-B BEFORE HONORABLE
ROBERT F. KELLY. (mr, ) (Entered: 02/24/2014)

SCHEDULING ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILL!AM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT 108 MOTION
TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE FILED BY ROBERT MULGREW IS GRANTED. IT IS
FURTHER ORDERED THAT, PURSUANT TO 18 U.S.C. SECS. 3161{h)(7){(A)(B)
AND (C), THE ENDS OF JUSTICE ARE SERVED BY GRANTING DEFTS'.
CONTINUANCE REQUEST AND OUTWEIGH THE PUBLIC'S INTERESTIN A
SPEEDY TRIAL. IT IS ORDERED THAT ANT PRETRIAL MOTIONS MUST BE
FILED BY 4/7/2014 AND RESPONDED TO BY 4/21/14; THAT ALL MOTIONS
WILL BE HEARD ON 4/28/14; THAT ALL JURY INSTRUCTIONS, SUGGESTED
VOIR DIRE QUESTIONS AND PROPOSED VERDICT SLIPS MUST BE FILED BY
5/5'14; THAT TRIAL IS SCHEDULED TO BEGIN 5/19/14. Signed by HONORABLE
ROBERT F. KELLY on 9/3/13.9/3/13 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (ke) (Entered:
09/03/2013)

Letter as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD,
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY BY USA re: Requests for continuance of trial.
(ap, ) {Entered: 08/28/2013)

ORDER GRANTING MOTION OF DEFT. MICHAEL LOWRY (2) TO JOIN THE
MOTION TO CONTINUE TRIAL DATE AND FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME TO
FILE PRETRIAL MOTIONS OF DEFT. ROBERT MULGREW(DOC. # 111). Signed by
HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 8/19/13.8/19/13 ENTERED AND COPIES E-
MAILED.(jh, ) (Entered: 08/19/2013)

MOTION for Joinder to Join Co-Defendants’ Motions to Continue Trial Date and For
Enlargement of Time to File Pretrial Motions by MICHAEL LOWRY. (Attachments: # |
Text of Proposed Order)(PAWELSKI, TERRI) (Entered: 08/14/2013)

NOTICE OF ATTORNEY APPEARANCE WILLIAM A. DESTEFANO appearing for
MICHAEL LOWRY (DESTEFANO, WILLIAM) (Entered: 07/25/2013)

ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
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WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANQ, ROBERT MOY THAT 69 MOTION TO
DISMISS INDICTMENT FILED BY MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN IS DENIED. Signed by
HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 7/1/13.7/1/13 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (ke)
(Entered: 07/01:2013)

MEMORANDUM AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY RE: MOTION TO DISMISS.
Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 7/1/13,7/1'13 Entered and Copies E-
Mailed. (ke) (Entered: 07/01/2013)

RESPONSE in Opposition re 99 MOTION to Expedite Briefing of Motion to Dismiss
Filed by Mark A. Bruno filed by USA (WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 06/26/2013)

REPLY TO RESPONSE to Motion by MICHAEL LOWRY re 76 MOTION for Joinder
Defendant Michael Sullivan's Motion to Dismiss (FURLONG, CHRISTOPHER)
{Entered: 06/19/2013)

06/12/2013 &9 RESPONSE to Motion by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY re 69 MOTION to
Dismiss Indictment, 73 MOTION for Joinder and Motion to Dismiss, 78 MOTION for
Joinder in Co-Defendant's Motion fo Dismiss the Indictment, 77 MOTION for Joinder
Defendant Michael Sullivan’s Motion to Dismiss, 76 MOTION for Joinder Defendant
Michael Sullivan's Motion to Dismiss filed by USA (WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered:
06/12/2013)

05/08/2013 79 ORDER AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY THAT THE 76 MOTION TO JOIN IN MICHAEL
SULLIVAN'S MOTION TO DISMISS FILED BY MICHAEL LOWRY 1S GRANTED
AND IT IS HEREBY ACKNOWLEDGED THAT DEFENDANT LOWRY HAS
JOINED IN THE AFOREMENTIONED MOTION, ETC. Signed by HONORABLE
ROBERT F. KELLY on 5/8/13.5/9/13 Entered and Copies E-Mailed, (ke, ) (Entered:
05/09/2013)

05/02/2013 16 MOTION for joinder Defendant Michael Sullivan's Motion to Dismiss by MICHAEL
LOWRY. (FURLONG, CHRISTOPHER) (Entered: 05/02/2013)

04/30/2013 75 ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT 7} MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER FILED BY THE MINOR JUDICIARY EDUCATION BOARD
OF PENNSYLVANIA IS GRANTED. IT IS FURTHER ORDERED THAT PURSUANT
TO FED. R. CRIM. P. 16(d)}(1), MOVANT'S DOCUMENTS, INCLUDING THE
INFORMATION THEY CONTAIN, PRODUCED IN RESPONSE TO THE GOVT'S.
SUBPOENA DATED 3/6/13, SHALL NOT BE DISCLOSED BY THE GOV'T.
UNLESS THE GOV'T. INTENDS TO USE THEM AT TRIAL, THEY CONSTITUTE
EXCULPATORY MATERIAL UNDER BRADY v. MARYLAND, 373 U.S. 83(1963),
OR THE COURT ORDERS OTHERWISE, ETC. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F.
KELLY on 4/301/3.4/30/13 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (ke) (Entered: 04/30/2013)

04/30/2013 74 ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MQY RE: 70 MOTION TO
EXPEDITE BRIEFING OF MOTION TO DISMISS THE INDICTMENT AND FOR
ORAL ARGUMENT FILED BY MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN THAT THE GOV'T. MUST
FILE A RESPONSE TO THE MOTION TO DISMISS NO LATER THAN 6/13/2013;
DEFT. MAY FILE A REPLY TO THE GOVT'S. RESPONSE WITHIN 5 DAYS OF

07/01/2013

=

06/26/2013 10

=]

06/19/2013

k3
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THE FILING OF THE GOVT'S. RESPONSE; ORAL ARGUMENT ON THE MOTION
TO DISMISS IS SCHEDULED FOR 6.24/2013 AT 09:30 AM IN COURTROOM 11-B.
Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 4/30/13.4/30 13 Entered and Copies
E-Mailed. (ke) (Entered: 04/30/2013)

04/26/2013 12 RESPONSE in Opposition re 70 MOTION to Expedite Briefing of Motion to Disntiss
filed by USA (WOLF, DENISE) (Entered: 04/26/2013)
04/25/2013 71 MOTION for Protective Order with Brief in Support and Certificate of Service by THE

MINOR JUDICIARY EDUCATION BOARD OF PENNSYLVANIA as to MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. (Attachments: # | Text of Proposed Order, # 2 Exhibit A, # 3 Exhibit B)
(DALEY, MICHAEL) (Entered: 04/25/2013)

04/11/2013 67 CJA 20 AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY: APPOINTMENT OF CHRISTOPHER G.
FURLONG, ESQUIRE for MICHAEL LOWRY. Signed by MAGISTRATE JUDGE
TIMOTHY R. RICE on 4/5/13.4/11/13 Entered. (mac, ) (Entered: 04/11/2013)

04/05/2013 66 Minute Entryfor proceedings held before MAGISTRATE JUDGE TIMOTHY R.
RICEAttorney Appointment Hearing as to MICHAEL LOWRY held on 4/5/13.
CHRISTOPHER G. FURLONG, ESQ., appointed for MICHAEL LOWRY.Court
Reporter ESR.(ke) (Entered: 04/08/2013)

03/28/2013 ¢S SCHEDULING ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT DISCOVERY
WILL BE PROVIDED BY THE GOVERNMENT ON 4/15/2013 AND 5/15/2013;
THAT AFTER THE PRODUCTION OF DISCOVERY, DEFENSE COUNSEL WILL
HAVE UNTIL 9/15/213 TO FILE ANY TRIAL CONTINUANCE; THAT ANY
PRETRIAL MOTIONS MUST BE FILED BY 10/11/2013 AND RESPONDED TO BY
10/21/213; THAT ALL MOTIONS WILL BE HEARD ON 10/28/2013 AT 9:30 A.M.;
THAT ALL JURY INSTRUCTIONS, SUGGESTED VIOR DIRE QUESTIONS, AND
PROPOSED VERDICT SLIPS MUST BE FILED BY 11/1/2013; THAT TRIAL IS
SCHEDULED TO BEGIN ON 11/12/2013 AT 9:30 A.M.. Signed by HONORABLE
ROBERT F. KELLY on 3/28/2013.3/28/2013 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (ke, )
(Entered: 03/28/2013)

4 PROTECTIVE ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT THE
GOVERNMENT'S MOTION FOR A PROTECTIVE ORDER IS GRANTED, ETC.
Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on 3/15/13.3/15/13 Entered and Copies
E-Mailed. (mac, ) (Entered: 03/15/2013)

03/08/2013 63  First MOTION to Compel Discovery by MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN as to MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. (FILED IN ERROR BY ATTY. MOTION ONLY RELATES TO DEFT.
#1). (Attachments: # | Exhibit Exhibit A, # 2 Exhibit Exhibit B, # 3 Text of Proposed
Order, # 4 Certificate of Service)(GRUGAN, TERENCE) Modified on 3/8/2013 (ke, )
(Entered: 03/08/2013)

02/25/2013 62 MOTION for Protective Order by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY,

03/15/2013

=
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE. (WOLF, DENISE) Modified on 2/26:2013 (ke, ).
(Entered: 02/25/2013)

02/12/2013 55 ORDER AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY RE: 34 MOTION FOR
COMPLEX CASE DECLARATION AND SPECIAL LISTING FILED BY USA THAT
THE CASE IS CONTINUED BEYOND THE TIME LIMITS ESTABLISHED BY THE
SPEEDY TRIAL ACT, ETC. Signed by HONORABLE ROBERT F. KELLY on
2/12/13.2/12/13 Entered and Copies E-Mailed. (ke) (Entered: 02/12/2013)

02/11/2013 54 MOTION for Complex Case Declaration and Special Listing by USA as to MICHAEL J.
SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY,
THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO,
ROBERT MOY. (WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 02/11/2013)

02/05/2013 37 NOTICE, ENTRY OF APPEARANCE by USA as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN,
MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE
TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P, ALFANO, ROBERT MOY
(WZOREK, ANTHONY) (Entered: 02/05/2013)

02/01/2013 O/R Bond Entered as to MICHAEL LOWRY in amount of $ 20,000.00 (ke) (Entered:
02/04/2013)
02/01/2013 16 ORDER SETTING CONDITIONS OF RELEASE AS TO MICHAEL LOWRY (2)

THAT THE DEFT. MAY BE RELEASED PENDING DISPOSITION OF THIS
MATTER, SUBJECT TO THE CONDITIONS SET FORTH BELOW: DEFT. IS
RELEASED ON O/R BAIL IN THE AMOUNT OF $20,000.00, ETC. Signed by
MAGISTRATE JUDGE L. FELIPE RESTREPO on 1/31/13.2/4/13 Entered and Copies
E-Mailed. (ke) (Entered: 02/04/2013)

02/01/2013 i3 Minute Entryfor proceedings held before MAGISTRATE JUDGE L. FELIPE
RESTREPOArraignment as to MICHAEL LOWRY (2) Counts 1-50, 69 held on 1/31/13.
Plea entered by MICHAEL LOWRY Not Guilty on counts 1-50, 69, Counsel have 14
days to file pretrial motions. Gov't. and Defense have agreed to conditions of
release.Court Reporter ESR.(ke) (Entered: 02/04/2013)

02/01/2013 8 NOTICE Regarding United States Passport for Criminal Defendant as to MICHAEL
LOWRY (ke) (Entered: 02/012013)
01/31/2013 1 'Audio File 1-31-13 1:47PM, regarding Initial Appearances and Arraignments for Deft

Sullivan et al held on 1-31-13, before MAGISTRATE JUDGE L. FELIPE RESTREPO
(jlr, } (Entered: 01/31/2013)

01/31/2013 ***INDICTMENT UNSEALED as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY,
ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A.
BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY (temgs!, ) (Entered:
01/31/2013)

01/31/2013 ¢ Letter from AUSA Unsealing Indictment as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL
LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES,
MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY (tomgsl, )
(Entered: 01/31/2013)

01/30/2013 > ORDER AS TO MICHAEL 1. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT
MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO,
WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY THAT 4 MOTION TO
SUBMIT CORRECTED INDICTMENT REFLECTING CHANGES MADE BY
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GRAND JURY PRIOR TO RETURNING A TRUE BILL FILED BY USA IS
GRANTED. IT IS ORDERED THAT THE ATTACHED CORRECTED INDICTMENT,
PAGES 1-78, BE FILED WITH THE CLERK, AND BE AFFIXED TO THE
SIGNATURES ON PAGE 79. Signed by MAGISTRATE JUDGE L. FELIPE
RESTREPO on 1/30/13.1/31/13 Entered. (kesl) (tomg, ). (Entered: 01/31:2013)

01302013 4 MOTION TO SUBMIT CORRECTED INDICTMENT REFLECTING CHANGES
MADE BY GRAND JURY PRIOR TO RETURNING A TRUE BILL FILED BY USA
AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN, MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW,
WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD
HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY. (kesl) (tomg, ). (Entered: 01/31/2013)

01:29/2013 2 MOTION AND ORDER TO SEAL INDICTMENT AS TO MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN,
MICHAEL LOWRY, ROBERT MULGREW, WILLIE SINGLETARY, THOMASINE
TYNES, MARK A. BRUNO, WILLIAM HIRD, HENRY P. ALFANO, ROBERT MOY..
Signed by MAGISTRATE JUDGE ELIZABETH T. HEY on 1/29:13.1/30/13 Entered
and Copies Mailed. (jmvsl, ) (tomg, ). (Entered: 01/30:2013)

SEALED INDICTMENT as to MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN (1) count(s) I, 2-50, 51-68,
MICHAEL LOWRY (2) count(s) !, 2-50, 69, ROBERT MULGREW (3) couni(s) 1, 2-
50, 51-68, 70, WILLIE SINGLETARY (4) count(s) 1, 2-50, 51-68, 73-74, THOMASINE
TYNES (5) count(s) 1, 2-50, 51-68, 71, 72, MARK A. BRUNO (6) count(s) 1, 2-50, 51-
68, WILLIAM HIRD (7) count(s) 1, 2-50, 51-68, 75-77, HENRY P. ALFANO (8)
count(s) 1, 2-50, 51-68, ROBERT MOY (9) count(s) 1, 2-50, 51-68. (jmvsl, ) (tomg, ).
(Additional attachment(s) added on 2/12/2013: # | Designation Form) (jef, ). (Entered:
01/30/2013)

01:29:2013

PACER Service Center
Transaction Receipt

05152020 10:21:33
PACER Login: |pj0187:2690532:0!Client Code:
Description: | Docket Report Search Criteria:| 2:13.¢r-00039 TIS
Billable Pages: | 2y Cost: 290
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Case 2 13 cr-00039 LS Docum 4423 Filed 07/123/14 Page 1 of 20

IN THE UNITED STAES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF I'ENNSYLVANIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
v, g CRIMINAL NO. 1339

MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN :
MICHAEL LOWRY

ROBERT MULGREW !
WILLIE SINGLETARY

THOMASINE TYNES

MARK A. BRUNO

ROBERT MOY

JURY AN PRINCT FORM

As to cdelendant NUCIIATL, 1. §1 LIAVAN

Count 1- Cunspiracy to commit wire and mail fra udy from in or about July 2008 to in or
ubrout September 2011,

We unanimously find MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN
Guilty Not Guilty v

Please proceed 1o the wire frand and aiding and abetting cownts ag sinst Michas [ 1 Sullivan on
the vext page
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Wire I'roud anl Aiding ond Abetting Counts against Michaet J, Sullivan

COUNT TICKET NO. and DATE WIRE WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION N, TRANSAMISSION FIND
MICHAEL I, SULLIVAN

3 Ticket #2 3115710 Interstate telephone call Guilty
(A. Scarlata) Not Guilyy -
PLIOPKS568L4

B Ticket #10 5/30/11 Interstate computer Guily
(R. Holmes) transmission of Not Guilty 1
X03704481 adjudication batch

9 Tickets #1] and #12 5142/t Tuterstate text mes g Guilny
(M. Amibran) Boad o't
XO1074103
KOH0741 14

1} Fickets #11 mul #12 f3/11 Interstate telephone call Guiit,
(M. Ambron) Not Gty
X01074103
X(40741 14

il Tickets #11 and #12 T8N Interstate computer (uilty
(8. Ambron) transmission of Nut Guilty -
X04074103 adjudication baich
X040741 14

12 Tickets H13 and #14 622711 Interstate computer Guilty
{(R. Capazzoli) transmission ol Not Chuilty .
X0371680] adjudication hatch
X03716812

13 Tickets #13 and #14 Between onor | Intersiate computer cheek Guilty
(R. Capazzoli) about 5/18/11 of citation Not Guilty '
X03716801 and on ur sbout
X03716812 6/20/11

14 Tickets #15 through #17 [ 6720711 Interstate text message Guilty
(K. Sarkioglu) Not Guilty v
X05080176

15 Ticket #18 Betweenonor | Interstate computer check Guilty
(G. Chavannc) about 6/20/1 1 of citation Not Guilty o
P1P0)B4T43) and on or about

511
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COUNT TICKET NO, apd DATE WIRE WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO. TRANSMISSION FIND
MICHAFL J. SULLIVAN

23 Tickei1 #3) Between onor | Interstate computer check | Guilty
{(IN. NMalhis) about 6£4/10 of citation Not Guilty o
V00194165 anid on or about

8/6/10

20 Ticke! #3) BANG Intecstate computer Guilty
(N. Mathis) transmission of Not Guihy v
VOo194165 adjudication batch

33 Tickets #39 and 40 Betweenonar | Interstate compater cheek | Guilty
(7. Blong) about 35,2908 of citation Not Guilty v
0341210 2 andl oner ot
1.05343.113 7 3008

KB Tickeis #39 and £40 ke O Inlerstete computor Guilty
{T Blong) trun=nission of Not Guilly
E05442102 adyudication bateh
LU5442113

37 Treket #42 Betweencnes | Intersiate computer cheek | Guily
(F Lowty) about 10 180% | of eit1ton Not Guilty Ve
S006Z3000 and on or abouy

12/22/09

38 Ticket #42 12724109 Inlerstate computes Guiliy _
(F Lowry) {transmission of Not Guilty v
500623000 adjudication batch

39 Ticket #43 8/16/10 Interstate computer Guilty
{A Tseng) transmission of Not Guihy e
V01868613 adjudication barcly

That concludes your deltheration of the wire frawd and alding
Michael J. Sullivan Please proceed to the nail frand and aidi

Michael J Sullivan on the next page.

and ahetting counts against
ny and abetting counts against
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Mail Fraud and Aiding and Abelting Counts ngainst Michael J. Sullivan

FOUNT TICKET NO, and DATE MAILING WE UNANINMOUSLY
CITATION NO. FIND
) MICHAEL J. SULLIVAN

57 Ticket #18 7/23411 Refund of money mailed | Guilty
(G. Chavannc) Not Guilty v
P1P0JBAT43}

6l Tickel #30 Betweenonor | Letter mailed to Guilty
(H. Wilzox) about 5/'6/11 PennDOT requesting that | Not Guilty v
V(Q270502] and on or ahout | points be rescind=d

68/

t bt E4Y 6 RN Cietion infoanatiny Gty
(A Tsong) tiailud Not Guilty .
VO1BOE6!D

Thet concludes your detibesotion of the counts aprainst Michacl J Sullivan Please praceed 1o th.
conms et defendant Mickacf Lowry on the n o e
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As to defendant MICHAEL LOWRY

Count 1 - Conspiracy to eommit wire and moti fraud, from in or about July 2008 toin nr
about Seplember 2011,

We unanimousty find MICHALL LOWRY
Guitty Not Guilty v

Please proceed ta the wire frand and aiding and abetting cownts ageinst Michael Lowry below

Wire Froud aud Afding and Abetling Counts as tu Michael Low Ty

CCOUNT TICKET NO. and BATE WIRE WE UNANIMOLSL Y
CITATION NO. TRANSMISSTON TIND
MICHALL 1 OW Iy

5 Ticket #8 AT Irterstate telephone call Guilty
(1) Salvatore) Not Gty
PIKRIWSGGMI

' Ticket #% H9 10 diterstate computer chech Guilty
(D. Salvatore) of citation Not Guily v
PIKBIWS66M1

B Ticket #10 5130410 Inlersiate computer Guily
(R. Holines) transmission of Not Guilty v
X03704483 adjudication baich

2 Tickets #26 - 429 Uetweenonor | Interstate computer check Guilty
{Camnden Iron) aboul 11729/10 | of citation Not Goilty v
V01988851 and on o1 about
VOio8K862 12/1710
VDI2H8873
V01988884
23 Tickets #26 - #29 11/30/10 Interstate telephons call Guilty

(Camd:n lron) Not Guilty
VO1988851
VOI98R862
VO]988873
V01984584
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COUNT TICKET NO. and DATE WIRE WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO, TRANSMISSION FIND
NMICHAEL 1,OVWRY
by Tickets #32 and #33 Between onor | Interstate computer check Gilty
(Y. Mathis) about 6/26/10 | of citation Nol Guilty Ve
V00656084 and on or about
V00656095 R730/10
28 Tickets #32 and #33 9/1410 Interstate computer Guilty
(N Mathis) transmission of Not Guilty v
V00656084 adjudication hatch
V00636095
a7 Ticker 242 Between onor | Interstate computer check, Guilty
(" Powny) ahom I0V1B00 | ol eitation Noi
SDOG2300 and un or zhout
12122409
3k Tocket 42 12/24/9 lntersiate compuier Guiity
(F. Lowry) transmuission of Nat Gulty 0
SO0623000 adjudication batch

That concludes your deliheration of
Aichacl Lowry. Please procced o €

Count 69 -

We unanimously find MICIHAEL LOWRY

Guilty

Y

Not Guilty

the wire fraud and aiding and abettig counts ayaimsi
‘ount §9 below.

Perjury before o graud jury, on or about October 25,2011,

That concludes your deliberation aof the counts ugainst Michae! Lowry Please proceed 1 the

counts against defendant Robers A

fulgrew on the next page.
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As to defendant ROBERT MULGREW

Count 1 -

Cuonspiracy to commit wire angd mail fraud,

about Scptember 2011,

We unanimously find ROBERT MULGRIW

Guilty

Not Guilty

from in or about July 2008 {0 in or

v

Please proceed 10 the wire fraud ond aiding and abeiting connts against Robert Mulgrew befow

Wire Fraund and Afding and Abeiting Counts against Robert Mulprew

] COUNT TICKET NO. and ’— DATE WIRE WE UNANIAMOUSLY
CITATIONNO TRANSYHSSION FIND
ROUBERT ML GREW
4 Tickets #3 - 46 ENo Interstate telephane cai) Guilty
(.. Robinson / Oasis) Not Guilty
V00311146
VOO3i11so
Vop3tliel
V0031172
7 Ticker ity 9/28/00 Inturstate coinpiter aceess | Guilly
(B Lxavis) to list conitnuance of case | Nal Guilry 1
SO1839%412
35 Tichet £41 Betweenonor | Interstate computer check Guilty
(J Trambetta) about 10712/08 | of citation Not Guilty v
LB7371910 and on or about
12/16/08
j6 Ticket #41 12/18/08 Interstate computer Guilty
{J. Trombetia) tranzwission of Not Guilly v’
LO7371910 adjedication hatch

That concludzs your detiberation of the

Robert Mulgrew Please
Robert Mulgrew below.

wire frand and aiding and ubetting
proceed (o the mail fraud and aiding

connts against

and abetting counts againss
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Mail Fraud ang Aidinp and Abetting Counts as to Roberi Mulgrew

COIUNT TICKET NO. and DATE MAILING WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO, FIND
ROBERT MULGRLEW
55 Ticket #7 4/4910 Citation information Guilty 5
(Gianna Salvage, Inc ) mailed Not Guilty v
V(00322394
56 Ticket #7 Between onor | Citalion information Guilty
(Gianna Salvage, Inc) | abowt 41410 matiled Not Guilty v
VOD332394 and o or ehout
4149140

that concldes yore d-livaaation o the mail ravd and aicing aned abietiing couwnts against obery
Mulgren iease procecd to Connt ) below.

Count 0 Perjury before a grand jury, an or about November #,2011,

Weunasimansly find RODERT MULGREW
v

Guily Not Guily
That canchiudes your delibe: ation of the cavmis aoaing Robert Me'grew Please proceed 1o th
counts against defencant Witle Stngltary on ihe next page
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As to defendant WILLIE SINGLETARY

Count 1 - Conspiracy to commit wire and mail fraud, from in ar about July 2008 to tn or
ahout Sepletuber 2011,

We unanimously find WILLIE SINGLETARY
Gulliy NotGuily v

Please praceed to the wire fraud and aiding and abetting cownts agatnst Willic Singletary below

Wire Fraud and Aiding and Abetting Counts ns to Willle Sinpletary

COUNT TICKET NO. and DATL WIRE WE UNANIMOYV ST Y
CITATION NO THRANSMISSION FIND
WILL IE SINGLETARY
24 Ticket #30 Heaween unor | Interstaie computer access | Guilty
(H Wilcox) about 5/6/11 to list continuanee of case | Not Guilyy '
V0270502 and on ot about
6I8/ 11
25 Ticket #34 Betweenonor | Interstale computer check | G ihy
(N Maiiis) about (/4410 of citation Not Guilty
VaoIv41a6s and on or about
RI6/10
26 Ticket 1134 RIVLD Interstale conyputer Guilty
(N. Mathis) transmission of Not Guilty L
Va0194165 adjudication batch
27 Tickets #32 and #33 Between onor | Interstate computer check Guilly
{N. Mathis) about 6/26/10 of citalion Not Guilty i
VO0656084 and on or about
V00656095 8/30/10
28 Tickets #32 and #33 971410 Interstate computer Guilty
(N. Mathis) fransmission of Not Guilty 1%
V00656024 adjudication batch
V00656095
29 Tickets #34 - #36 10/9/10 Interstate computer access | Guilty
(A. Harmon) to list confinuance of case | Not Guiliy v
V01892936
V01892940
V0189295)
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COUNT TICKET NO, and DATE WIRE WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO, TRANSMISSION FiND
WILLIE SINGLETARY

30 Tickels £34 - #36 131510 Interstate computer Guilty
(A. Harmon) transmission of Not Guilly v
V01892936 adjudication batch
V01892940
V01892951

3 Tickets #37 and #38 Betweenonor | Interstate computer check Guilty
{G. Gittens) about 7/30/10 of citation Not CGuilty .
VONg97485 ard on or about
V00997496 w30

e Tichels 537 11 38 : b Irter 1ose compent i
(6 Grivters) trensmission of f0t Gy
V00997485 adjudication Eaich
V0997496

43 Ticket #46 8124711 Interstale computer access Guilyy
(S Cao) to list eontinuance of case | N Ciuilty
X(5395782

44 Ticket #47 SETE Interstnie computer access | Guilty
(. Hu) to list continvance of case | Not Giuilty
X04743782

45 Ticket #47 81001 Interstate computer access Guilty
{4 Hu) tn list continance of case | Not Gui ty
A04743782

16 Ticker #48 6171 Interstate computer zeieus Guilty
(W. Rong} to list continuance of case | Noi Guilty
X04104962

47 Ticket #48 B2 Interstate computer aceess Guilty
{W. tong) to list continuance of ca:= | Not Gui'ty
X04104962

48 Ticket #49 71411 Interstale computer access | Guilty
{J. Jiang) to lisl continuance of case | Not Guilty 4
X04885090

49 Ticket #49 Bi24/11 Interstate computer access | Guilty
(J. Jiang) to list continuance of case | Not Guiliy .
X04885090
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COUNT TICKET NO, and DATE
CITATION NO.
S0 Ticket #50 /29711
{J. Jiang)
X04310180

WIRE
THANSMISSION

WE UNANIMOUSLY
FIND
WILLIE SINGLETARY

Interstate computer
transmission of
adjudicalion baleh

Guilty
Not Guilty Vv

That conclinles your deliberation of the wire frand and aiding and abetting cornts against Willie

Stugletary. I'lease proceed to the mail froud and aiding ond abeiting

Singletary below.

counts against Willie

Dajl Fraud and Aiding and Abetting Counts as 1o Willie Slapgletary

COUNT THWREFENO. and RN EE ML ING WEUNANINOUSES
CITATION NO. FIND
WILLIE SINGLL1ARY

B Mioket i Hetweenonor | Cition infotnati Guilly
(I Bel.cione) abowt 12100 | manded Nol Guilty '
V2803861 and on or abowt

202111

0l Ticket #130 Between onor | Letier mailed to Ciuilty
([T Wilcox) about 5/6/1) PeanDOT requesting thut | Not Guilty v
V02705021 and on or about | pnints be rescinded

G811

63 Ticket #4a 64110 Citation information Guilty
(8. Cuo) mailed Not Guilty v
X053957%2

66 Tickel #47 4/20/11 Citation information Guilty
(1. Hu) mailed Not Giuilty -
X04743782

67 Tickel #49 519/} Citation infarmation Guilty
(4. liang) mailed Noi Guilty Lo
X0D4885090

08 Ticket #50 B/ Citation informatien Guilty
(1. Jiang) mailed Not Guilty
X04310180

That cancludes your deliberation of the mail
Singletary. Please proceed to Count 73 belo

Sraud and aiding and ubetting counts against Willie
W
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Count 73 -

Count 71 -

False statement to federal iny estigators, in that Singletary stated that he had
never urranged or facilitated preferentinl treatment {0 anyone with o matier
in Traffic Court, on ar about September 21,2011,

We unanimously find WILLIF SINGLETARY

/

Guilty Not Guilty

False statement to federal imy estigators, in that Singletary stated that he never
walved any fines, reduced fines, reduced any points, or eliminated any tickets
at the request of unother judge or employ ce uf the Clty of Philadelphia, nor
through a previous arrangement prior 10 & court hearing, on or nbout
Septembier 21,2011,

We un nbio usly in b WILTIF SINGLE JARY

G tlry I Goaley

Cheat concludes your o fibev.tims of the <oz agai st Wallie Sinsdetary Floase pracced o the
ot agiinsg defendart Thomasine Tynes on b next JLige
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As to defendant TIIOMASINE 1 YNES

Count | -

about Seplember 2011,

We unanimou ly find THOMASINL TYNES

Guily

FPlease proceed ta the wire fraud and audmg and abaiting

el

Not Guilty v

Conspiracy ta commli wire and mail fraud, from in nr phout July 2008 toin ar

counts agalnst Thomasing Tynes

Wire Fraud and Aiding and Abetting Counts against Thomusine Tynes
e =

I'TCKE ¥ NO, apa Dyl Wiy W UNANIMOL S1.3
CH Y HONND TRANSVISSHON TIND
THOMASINE Ty NI'S

i Miker #23 Hetween onor | Tuterstate eompuier check | G ilty
(& Dinardn) about 1 78 11 of ¢itation ot Guilty L
V02677065 and on or abowt

371411

21 Tickeis #24 and #25 Betweenonor | Interstate compuler cheek | Guilty
(A Kodra) about 1171710 ol citilion Not Guilty e
VOI711511 and on or shout
V01711522 12/16/10

33 Tickets #39 and 540 Beiweenonor | Interstate computer check Guilty
(T. Biong) about §/79/08 of citation Not Guilty e
E05442102 and on or about
05442113 T3HOR

19 Tickets #39 and #40 B/4/08 Interstate computer Guilty . e
{T. Blong) transenission of Not Guilty .~
LE05442102 adjudication batch
E£05442113

40 Ticket #44 5/6/11 Interstate computer aceess | Guilty o
(G. Li) to list continuance of case | Not Guilty
X03644955

11 Ticket Ha4 7/29/11 Interstate computer access | Guilty
{G. Li) to list continuance of case | Not Guilty v’
X03644955

I3
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Page 14 of 20

COUNT TICKET NO. and DATE WIHLE WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO. TRANSMISSION FIND
TIHOMASINE TYNES
42 Ticket #45 6/28/10 Imerstaie compuier Guiity
(O. Siam) transinission of Not Guily w7
V00604844 adjudicafion batch

That conclwdes your deliberation afthe wire
Thomasine Tynes Please praceed to the

Thomasine Tynes below

Sraud and auding and abetting counts aguins

14

muil fraud and aiding ond abetting counts against
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Mail Feaud and Aifllng und Abettinpg Counis apatnst Thentasine Tynes

That concludes your del:heration of the

Thomasin: Tynes Please pro-eed 1 Comnt 71 Letow,

Count 71 -

COUNT TICKET NO. and DATE MAILING WL UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO. FIND
_ THOMASINE TYNLS
60 Ticket #23 2911 Citation informalion Guilly
(M. Dinardu) mailed NotGQuihy o~
V02677065
63 Ticket ##44 35101 Citation infonmation Guilly =
{G Li) mailed Not Guilty v
X036349s85
G Ticket 45 573710 Citation infonmat Guilty
(0 Siwm) bl Wal €5 ity
VOO 1849

et froud a:vd aiding and aletting couns avalusi

Perjury before w grand jury, in that Tynes testificd that she was never asked

to give favorable trentment on a case to anyone, on ar about October 4, 2011,

We unanimously find THOMASINE TYNLS

Guilty

Count 71 -

v/ Not Guilty

Perjury hefore n prand jury, in that Tynes testified 1hat she tever tank action

on arequest for favorahle treatment, on or shout Qctober 4,2011.

We unanimously find THOMASINE TYNES
Guilty

That concludes your detiberation

counts against defendant Mark A Bruno on the next page

5

Naot Guilty

of the counts against Thomastne Tynes. Please proceed 1o the
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As to defendant MARK A, BRUNO

Count1-  Conspiracy to commit wire and mail fraud, from in or about July 2008 o i or
about Scptember 2011,

We unanimously find MARK A BRUNO
Guilly Not Guilty v

Please proceed to the viire fraud and aiding and abeiting coxnis against Mark A Brino beloy

Wire Fraud and Aiding and Abetiing Count apainst Mark A. Hruno

o ; P
COUNT l TH'RETNQ. and DATE Winp WL UNANIMOL SLY
; CIFATION N0, THRANSMISNION TIND
AARLL A BILLING
I
Twketsi vty 3t Fatersbon Cdopime Lol iy
{0 Rehieeom Nut Cuilty .

Vienil)id o
VNS0

{hat conctud < your o, liberation vf the wire frowd and adomg, and abeitirg cownt agoisg Ak
A Brino Pleas. proceed 1o th. ma,t Jraud connt aguinst Mark A Hruno ox the nest pape

16
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Mail Frand and Aiding and Abetting Count apainst Mark A. Bruno
COUNT TICKET NO. anil DATE MAILING WL UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO, FIND
MARK A BRUNO

54 Ticket #3 and 14 521710 “Receipt” mailed Guilty B

(L.. Robinson) Net Guilly v

V00311146

V003311150

That concludes your deliberation of the conis against Mark A Bruno ]

cotmts against defendant Robart Moy on the next page

17

Mease proceed to the
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As to defendant ROBERT MOY

Count | -

Conspiracy (o commit wire and mail fraud, from in
about September 2011,

We unanimously find ROBLRT MOY

Guilty _

Not Guilty v

ar about July 2008 to in or

Please procecd to th wire froud and aiding and abetting counts against Robers AMay helow

3 ——

COUNT

43

14

Wire Fraud and Alding and Abetting Counls as to Robert 13 T

TICRFTNO amid
CHATHON N

Ticker i
(A Tseng)
V01868613

Ticket £44
(G. 1i)
X03644955

Ticket p44
{G. Ly)
X03044955

Tickel 445
(0. Siam)
VO604844

Ticket 44
{5. Cao)
X03395782

Ticket #47
(J. Hu)
X04743782

LT

56/

129111

073810

B24/11

574311

45

Ticket #47
(1. Hu)

BN

X04743782

R ———— T §

NATE

winr
FRANSMISSION

Interstale compuoter
trinsmission of
adjudication batch |

tnter tate compuler w1 css
tolist continuance of case

Interstole compuier aceess
to ltst continuance of case

Interstale compuier
transmission of
adjudication bateh

Interstale computer access
to list continuance of casc

Interstate computer access
to list continuance of case

SE—

[nterstate compuler access
to list continuance of case

18

WF UNANINIOL STy
)
ROBERT MOY

(inlty

| Not Guilty

e

Guilty

Not Guilyy

Guilty

Not Guiliy

Guilty

Not Guilty

Guilty
Not Guilty

Guilty
Mot Guilty

Guilty

Not Guilty

v




Case 2 13 ¢r 00039 LS Document 423 Filed 07/23/14 Page 19 af 20

COUNT TICKET NO. and DATE WIRE WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO. TRANSMISSION FIND
ROBERT MOY

46 Ticketl #48 /17 Interstate computer eccess | Guilty o
{W. Rony) 1o list continuance of case | Not Guj Ity v
X04104962

47 Ticket #48 8/12/1 Interstate computer access | Guilty
(W. Rony) lo bist continuance of case | Nol Guilty
X04104962

48 Tickel #49 WL Interstaie compuier access | Guilty
(J. Jiang) to list continuanee of case | Not Gty -
X04885000

! ] Vi It 7 e e g ate agcess whiy

{1 hanp) to list continuance vl case | Not Guilty
XOI8K5090

50 Ticket #30 9129 11 Jnlerstate computer Guily
(4 Jiang) lransmission of Not Guilly
N(O13101RO adjudication hawch

That concludes your delibicration of the wire fraud and gidg and whetting counts agennt
Rabert Moy Please proceed w the mail fraud counts against Robery Aoy belaw.

Mail Feaud and Aidinp and Abctting Counts ns (o Robiert Moy

COUNI TICKET NO. and DBATE MAILING WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO. FIND
ROBCRT MOY

a2 Ticket #43 0/18/10 Citation infammation Guilty
{A. Tseng) maited Not Guilty v
VOIRARG13

63 Tickel Fd4 3715441 Citation information Guilty
(G. Li) mailed Not Guily v
X03644955

64 Ticket #45 51310 Citation information Guilty
(0. Siam) mailed Not Guilty v
V00604844

19
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COUNT TICKET NO, and BATE MAILING WE UNANIMOUSLY
CITATION NO, FIND
ROBERT MOY
05 Ticket ¥46 76111 Citation information Guilty
(8. Cao) mailed Not Guilty
X03345782
64 Ticket 447 4720/ 1 Ciwtion information Guilty
(). Hy) maited Not Guiliy v
X04743782
67 Ticker #49 59 Citation infurmaticn Gunlyy
(1. Jiang) mailed Not Guilty
NOJABRSDON
Tichet 450 H401 ol ietfoe anatiog Gl s
(. hang) inailed Not Guiliy .
A04310180

Thut canctudes yaur dliberation o e conunts ugaingt Bobert Aoy
3 & g

s
o

JURY TOREFERSON

Date "g(/ a3 |21y

20
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Sheet §

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

EASTERN : District of ~ PENNSYLVANIA
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA JUDGMENT IN A CREMINAL CASE
V.
MICHAEL LOWRY Case Number DPAE2, 13CRO0003S (X)2
USM Number: 689220686

William A. DeStefano, Esq. & Terri A. Pawelski, Fsq.

Defeadant s Ancemey

TIIE DEFENDANT:
O pleaded guilty to cuunt(s)

Clpleaded nofo contendese 10 caunt(s)
which was accepted by the count.

X wo found guilly oncaunt(s) (Y
Ty Crang oty

The defendant i4 adjudicatsd gu iy of thess affensze:

Title & Sectlon Nature gl Qlfense Offgnse Fndedd Lounl
181623 Peyury 10725472011 t9
Tive defendant is sentenced as provided in pages 2 through i} of this judgment. The sentence is imposed pursuant (u

the Sentencing Refurm Act of 1984,
X The def2ndant has bren fourd rot guilly an counl(s) 1,5,6,8,22,23,27,2837 & 3R

1 Connifs) Dis [ are dismissed on the mation af the United States

., His ordered that the delendant ust natily the United States attoeney for this disliict wathin 30 days of any change of name, resudence,
01 malling addeess until all fincs, reshiution, costs, and special assessments impased by this judgment age fully paid. H ordered to pay restitution,
the defendant must potify the court and United States ottorney of material charges in ecoaomic circumstances.

January 14, 2018

Date of Imposition of Jpdpment
W
4

hsture of Judge M

Lawrence F. Steagel, LS. Distnet Judge
Name and Tille of Judge

Dﬂl!clﬂ! 4




Al 2450 (R v, i Q5) Am aded Jodgmentin Crimigal Case
Steet 2 — Lmgrigemgens 5 92.00.00020.

] Ju.’gmen Fage __2 . ¢l
DEFENDANT: MICHAEL LOWRY

CASE NUMBER: DPAE2:13CROOMIIY-002

IMPRISONMENT

The defendani 1s hereby commitied 0 the custody of the United Stales Burcau of Prisons to be imprisoned for a
tolal term of:

200 moaths as to count 69,

X The court makes the fullowing recummendastivos tu the Bureaw of Prisons;
The Courl recummends that the defendaet be placed in an instinntion as close 10 Fhiladelphia, P'A as possible

£ The defendant i5 renand -4 1o the custoly of the United States Marshal.

Tl defendant shatl surrender to the Un ted States Mar Lal for this cestnc
O Cam [Jpm n

as notilied by the United States Marshal

X The d-feadant shall sunender for service of sentence atthe in tution designated by the Durcau vf Prion.,

X bhyifdpm on M nday, March 16, 20018

85 n4ificd by the United States Marshal

"1 as notified by the Probation or Picteast Servives Office

RETURN
I have exccuted this judgment as {.llows:
refendanl dehvered v
at . with a ecelified copy of this judgment.
- UNTTED STATRS MARSHAL
Uy

DEPUTY UKHEL STATES MARSHAL
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Sheet ] SepeytiprdBel : 5 i 5 30fH
Judgmeat Pagr 3 ot L]
DEFENDANT: MICHAEL LOWRY
('ASEF NUMBER. DPAE2:13CR0O0039-002
SUPERVISED RELEASE

U'p: n release from imprisonment, the defendant shall be on supervised release for a termof

One {1) year as 1o count G9.

The defendant must report ta the probation office in the disttict 1o which the defendant Is refeased within 72 houss of release {rom the
custody of ithe Bureau of Prisons.

The defendant shall aot comemit anather federa), state of local crime
The defendant shatl rat unlawfully possess 8 conteolled substance. The delendan shall refratn from any unlawful use of a conteolted
substance  The defepdant shali submit to one drug test within 15 days of retease from imprisonment and at Jeast two period.c drug tests
\herealice, as determined by the coun
X The ahove drug testing condition is suspended, based on the court's determination that the defeadant poses o low risk of

future substance abuse. (Check, if apphicable )

The defendant shall ol pos-ess a firearm, sammunition, destructive device, or any ather diangerous weapon. (Check, if

-l

The defzadwat shall coeperat- ie the col'cetion  f DNA as dirceted by the probanan officer (Check, #F 2pplicsble )

The delzndaat shall register with the state sex offender registration agency in the state where the defendant residss, works, o isa
student, 85 directed by the prokation officer  (Check, if applicable )

T1 The defendant shall patticipate in an approved pragram I 1 domestic violence. (Cheek, if applicable )

If Ihis'judgmcnl imposcs a fing of restitution, it is a condition of supervised release that the defendant pay i accotdance with the
Schcdule of Paymuects sheet of this judgment.

Th defendant mus' comply with the standaed conditions that have been mdopted by this cuurl as well as wit a-y additi nal conditinns
an the attached page.

STANDARID CONINTIONS OF SUPERVISION

1} the defendant shall oot 1«ave the judictat district without the permis.ian of the court or prohation officer,

) thc}r;lcfcndl::m shall ceport lu the pr.bati -0 officer and shall submi a tcathful and complete written report wiitin the furst five days uf
cach wmonth,

3)  the defendan; shall anwet 1ruthfully all inquiries by the probatinn officer and fotlow the insiructions of th: probatien officer
4) the defendant shall suppart his or her dependents and ineet othct family repansibulihes;

5)  the defendant shall work regularly a1 a fawful occupation, unles excused by the probetion ufficer for schooling, training, or aiket
soceplable easons;

6}  the defendant shali notify the picbation officer at least ten days prlo; 1a nny change in residence of emplayment;

7)  the defendan shatl refrain Irom cxcessive use of alcohal and shall not purchase, pssess, use. distribute, or adminisier any
controlled substance or say paraphemalia re.ated to any cortrolled substances, excepl as presctibed by a physician,

8)  the delendant shall not frequent places where controlled substances are illegally sold, used, disttibuted, or administered,

9)  the defendant shall nat essaciate with any persons engaaed in criminat activity ond shall not associate with any person convicled of a
felony, unless granted permissian ta da so by the probafion officer;

10)  the defendant shall peemit a prubation offices to visit him or her at any time al home or elsewhere and shall petmit confiscation of any
caniraband observed in plain view cf the prabation officer;

i1} thz defendani shall netify the probation officer within seventy-two hours of heiag arrested or questioned by a law enforcement officer.

12)  the defendani shall not enter into any agreement o act as en informer or a special agent of a Jaw enforcement agency without the
permission of the court; and

13)  asdirected by the probation officer, the defendant shal] nolify third parties of risks that moy be occasioned by the defendant s criminal
record or pertonal history o characteristics snd shall permil the probation officer ta make such notificativns #nd to confirm the
defendant’s compliance with such notification reyuitement
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DEFENDANT: MICHAEL LOWRY
CASE NUMBER:  DPAE2:13CR00039-002

ADDITIONAL SUPERVISED RELEASE TERMS

The defendant is excused from the mandatory drug testing provision; however, the defendant may be requested 1o submil to
drug testing during the period af supervision if the probation officer determines a risk of substance abuse,

The defendant shall conuribule 100 hours of community services work as directed by the probation office.
The Courl linds that the defendtant does not have the ahility to pay & fine. The Count will waive the fine in this case.

The defendant shall pay 1o the United States a total special assessmen? of $100.00; the catice amount shalt be due by the end
af the defendant’s term of supervision,

h is further ordered that the dzfendant shat) nolify the United States Attorncy for this district within 30 days ol any change of
mailing address or residence that occurs while any portion of the special pssessment remains unpaid.
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DEFENDANT: MICHAEL LOWRY

CASE NUMBER DIAE2: 13CRO0039-002

CRIMINAL MONETARY PENALTIES

Th: defendant must pay ke tofs criaunal seonetary penaliies under the schedule of paymeats on Sheet 6

Assessmeni Hne Hestltution
TOTALS $ 100.0 $ 0.00 $ .0
(3 The determination n? 1= stitution is defecred ynls) __ An Amended Judgment in @ Criminal Case (A0 2450) will be entered

1

sfter such determinathing,
The defendant must make restitution (including community restilution} to the following payees in the amount

[f the defendant makes a partial payment, each payee shall receive an approximately proportioned payment, unless
specified otherwise in the priority arder or percentage payment column below. However, pursuantto IBUSC §
3664(i), al) nonfedera) victims niust be paid before the United States is paid.

e ol Py ee Totad 1 ows® fostication O dered Privrity oor Percentigy

TOTALS 5 ] s 0

0
O

0

Restituticn arn. unt wrdered pursyant to plea agiecment §

The defendant must pay interest on restitution and a fine of more than $2 501 ', unless the restitutioa or fine 15 paid 10 full belore the
filteenth day after the date of the judgment, pursvant to 18 U.S.C. § 36 12(f) All of th- payrent uptions on Sheet 6 may be subject
ta penalties for delinquency and default, pussuant 10 18 U.S.C. § 3612g)

The court determined that the defendant does not have the ability to pay inteccsi and {t is ordered tha::
3 the interest reyuirement is waived [or the [ fine (J restirubon
03 theintecestrequirement forthe (O fine 0 restitution is madified as f:Hows:

* Findings for the 1otal amount of lusses are required under Chapters 109A, 110, 1 10A, and 113A of Title 18 for offenses commitied
on or afiet Sepiziaber 13, 1994, but before April 23, 1996,
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Lidpment Page § ol ]
DEFCNDANT. MICHAEL LOWRY
CASE NUMBER: DYARZ: 130 ROG00U39-002

SCHEDULE OF PAYMENTS
tHaving assessed the defendant s abiliny 1o pay, payment of th: tots] criminal monstary penalties are due as follows
A [0 Lumpsum payment of § duc immzdately, halance due

{J notiasterthan ,ar
1 insccordance OC OO0 O Enoa (] Fbelowor

H [ Payment to begin immediately (may he combined with [ C, AD,ur  [JFbelow); nt

C [ [Paymenlincqual (eg weekly, monthly, quarieriy}insisliments of § overapen.od af
(¢ g, months ns y-ars), to commerce (.0, 30 o1 60 days) afiee the dale of s judgment, ur

B[] Payment in equal {c.g  weekly, monthly, quatiedly) installments of § over a penad of
{e g, monthy or years), lo commence _£e.g.. 30 or 60 days) alter release from imprisonment 1o a
term af supeniision; or

Foo L) Paymenedur ngthe t=rm of supen vied rodoase will commence within (e o, X o 6 days) aligs seloase fiom
neprsosment fhe court will set tke payrreat plan Tased on an assessinent of e defendant s ability to pay a0 that hme, o

P X Spronlinsituciions regarding the payment of crin’nal monctary peaaltics.

The defendant shall pay to the United Siates 3 tntz! special assessment of $100 00, which shatl e due by the vod of
the defendant’s term of supervision

{laless the court has etxacssl_y ardcecd ntherwise, if this judygment imposes imprisanment payment of crimiral monetary penaltic s 13 du.
duting imprisonment. Al ceiminal munctary pepalties, €xcent those gayments mads thrat | the Tederal Bursau of Prio A3 bnmte
binanctal Respunsitiliy Progeam, are mads 1o the clerk of the court

The defendant shall secesve ereddit for all payments previously made toward any criminal manetary peoalties imposed

1 Joint and Several

Defendant and Co-Defendant Nam: s and Case Numbers (including d=fendant number), Total Amount, Joint and
and corresponding payee, if appropriate.

{0 The defendant shall pay the cust of prasecuts n.

a

The defendant shall pay the following court cosi{(s)

O Thedefendant shall farfeit the= defendant’s interest in the following property to the United States:

Paymenis shall be applicd in the following crder: (l? asscssment, {2] resthiution principal, (3) restitution interest, (4) fine principal,
(3) finz interest, (6) cammunity restilution (7) penaltics, and (B) costs, tncluding cost of pr-secution and court Costs
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General Docket
Third Circult Court of Appeals

Court of Appeals Docket #:; 15-1344 Docketed: 02/09/2015 !
USA v. Michael Lowry Termad: 08/21/2018
Appeal From: United States Oistrict Court for the Eastern District of Pennsylvana

Feoe Status: ACJA

' Case Type Information:
1) criminal

2) Conviction appeal
! 3) null

Originating Court Information: !
District: 0313-2 : 2-123-¢-02039-002 Lead: 144754 |
Court Reportar: Joan Carr

Trial Judge: Lawrence F Stengel Retired Distnct Judge
Date Filed: 01/29/2013

Date Order/Judgment: Date Order/Judgment EQD: Date NOA Filed:

01/29/2015 01/28/2015 02/03/2015
_Pﬁo'r Case§:

None

Currant Cases:

Lead Member Start End
Consolidated
14-4754 14-4804 0412012015
14-4754 14-481 0472072015
14-4754 15-1344 04/20/2015
14-4754 153164 11/19/2015
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA M. Taylor Aspinwall, Esq.
Plaintiff - Appellee Direct: 215-861-8264

Email: Taylor.Aspinwall@usdoj.gov
Fax: 215-861-8618

[Federal government)

Office of United States Attorney
615 Chestnut Street

Suite 1250

Philadelphia, PA 19106

Denlse S. Wolf, Esq.

Direct: 215-861-8662

Email: denise.wolf@usdoj.gov
Fax: 215-861-8618

[COR NTC Federal government]
Office of United States Attorney
615 Chestnut Street

Suite 1250

Philadelphia, PA 19106

Anthony J. Wzorek, Esq.

Direct: 215-861-8469

Email: Anthony.Wzorek@usdoj.gov
Fax: 215-861-8618

{COR NTC Federal government)
Office of United Stales Attorney
615 Chestnut Street

Suite 1250

Philadelphia, PA 19106

Robert A. Zauzmer, Esq.

Direct: 215-861-8568

Email: bob.zauzmer@usdoj.gov
Fax: 215-861-8618

{COR NTC Federal government]
Office of United States Attorney
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615 Chestnut Street
Suite 1250
Philadelphia, PA 19106
V.
MICHAEL LOWRY (#68922-066) Michael J. Engle, Esq.

Defendant - Appeliant Direct: 215-665-3843
Email: michael.engle@bipc.com
[COR NTC Retained)
Buchanan Ingersoll & Roonay
50 South 16th Street
Two Liberty Place, Suite 3200
Philadelphia, PA 19102

Meredith A. Lowry, Esq.

Direct: 215-569-1639

Email: mlowry@klehr.com

Fax: 215-568-6603

[COR NTC Rstained)

Klehr Harmrison Harvey Branzburg
1835 Market Strest

Suite 1400

Philadelphia, PA 19103
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UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
V.

MICHAEL LOWRY,
Appeliant
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; 02/09/2015 CRIMINAL CASE DOCKETED. Notice filed by Michael [Lowry in District Court No. 2-13-cr-00039-002.
| spg. 1896ske  (OM){Entered: 02/09/2015 03:21 PM]
| 02/08/2015 RECORD available on District Court CM/ECF. (OM) [Entered: 02/09/2015 03:50 PM]
]
| 021212015 @ CJA Form 23 Financial Affidavit from Appellant Michael Lowry, treated as a Motion for Appointment of
0pg, O KB Counsel Under the Provisions of the Criminal Justice Act, filed. (CLW) [Entered: 02/12/2015 12:45 PM]
02/24/2015 ORDER (NYGAARD, Circuit Judges) granting CJA Form 23 Voucher for appoiniment of counsel under the

1 pg_'s_s'f K8 provisions of the Criminal Justice Act filed by Appellant Michael Lowry, filed. Panel No.: FCO-019.
Nygaard, Authoring Judge. {PDB) [Entered: 02/24/2015 02:06 PM]

02/24/2015 [@ ORDER appointing William A. DeStefano as CJA counsel to represent Appellant Michae! Lowry, filed.
0pg. 0 KB {PDB) [Entered: 02/24/2015 02:08 PM)

02/24/2015 D ClerK's letter regarding information and deadlines for appointed counsel, (PDB) [Entered: 02/24/2015
3pg. 79,_88 KB 02'11 PM]

02/24/2015 [___] FOLLOW UP LETTER to M. Taylor Aspinwalt, Esq. for USA, Denise S. Wolf, Esq. for USA and Anthony J.

2pg, 23.4KB Wzorek, Esq. for USA requesting the following document(s): Appearance Form on or before 03/10/2015.
{PDB) [Entered: 02/24/2015 02:23 PM]

02/24/2015 [:] ECF FILER: ENTRY OF APPEARANCE from Denise S. Wolf on behalf of Appaslles(s) USA.-[Edited
1 pg. 28.48 KB 02/24/2015 by MLR] (DSW) [Entered: 02/24/2015 03.05 PM]

03/03/2015 [:] ECF FILER: ENTRY OF APPEARANCE from William A. DeStefano on behalf of Appeliant(s) Michael
1pg. 7105 K8 Lowry. [15-1344—[Edited 03/04/2015 by CLW]) (WAD) [Entered: 03/03/2015 04:03 PM)

03/03/2015 |:| ECF FILER: CJA Form 24 Request for Authorization for Transcript filed on behalf of Appellant Michael
1 pg, B9.19 KB Lowry in 15-1344.--[Edited 03/04/2015 by CLW] (WAD) [Entered: 03/03/2015 04:06 PM]

03/03/2015 D ECF FILER: CRIMINAL INFORMATION STATEMENT on behalf of Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344,
2pg 08s52ke  filed.] (WAD) [Entered: 03/03/2015 04:07 PM)

03/04/2015 |:| ECF FILER: Transcript Purchase Order Form (Part 1) filed by Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344

1pg. 73.16 KB advising this courl that transcripts are neaded—[Edited 03/04/2015 by CLW). Requasted date(s) are:
5/27/2014 through 7/23/2014, to be filed by.--[Edited 03/04/2015 by CLW] (WAD) [Entered: 03/04/2015

10:19 AM]
03/06/2015 |:| ECF FILER: Motion filed by Appeilant Michael Lowry for bail pending appeal. Cerlificate of Service dated
10pg. 44275k 03/06/2015. (WAD) [Entered: 03/06/2015 01:06 PM)
| 03/06/2015 TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk): In light of Appellant's scheduled report date of March 6, 2015, the

| Government's response to the Motion for Release Pending Appeal must be filed and served on or before
| March 11, 2015 at 2:00pm. (KGL) [Entered: 03/06/2015 02:53 PM)]

[
03/06/2015 [:] ECF FILER: ENTRY OF APPEARANCE from AUSA Anthony J. Wzorek on behalf of Appellee(s) UNITED
[ 1pg. 2811 KB STATES OF AMERICA. (AJW) [Entered: 03/06/2015 03:28 PM]
I 03/11/2015 D ECF FILER: RESPONSE by Appellee USA to Mation for Ball or Releass, filed. Certificate of Service dated
10pg.4830Ks  03/11/2015.—[Edited 03/11/2015 by CLW) (DSW} [Entered: 03/11/2015 09:17 AM]
03/16/2015 D ORDER (AMBRO and JORDAN, Circuit Judges) The Motion by Appellant for Bail pending appeal is
1pg. 17523xa  denied, filed. Panel No.: BCO-047-E. Ambro, Authoring Judge. (CLW) [Entered: 03/16/2015 01:11 PM)
| 03/30/2015 D ECF FILER: UNOPPOSED Motion filed by Appellant William Hird in 14-4754 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812,

! 5 pg. 84.08 KB 15-1344, 15-1738. Cerlificate of Service dated 03/30/2015. [14-4754, 144804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-
! 1739] (AH) [Entered: 03/30/2015 11:07 AM)

04/20/2015 D CLERK ORDER Unopossed Joint Moiton to Consclidate Appeals for Scheduling, Appendix, Appellea’s
2pg. 78.03 KB Brief and Disposition. The motion is granted. The appeals are hersby consclidated for purposes of

scheduling, joint appendix, Appsllse's brief, and disposition. Appellants are encouraged to consult with
one another regarding the contents of their briefs as the Court disfavors repetitive briefs. Appellants may
file a consolidated brief of join inor adopt portions by reference.. Sea Fed. R. App.P, 28 {i). The briefing
and scheduling order issued on February 26, 2015 in No. 14.4754 is hereby VACATED. A consolidated
briefing and scheduling oreder will be issued once ali case apening forms and transcripts have been filed
in all five cases. il is noted that Appellee’s brief must be filed and served within twenty-ona (21) days of
the date of service fo the last Appeliant's brief, filed. SEE DOCKET FOR FULL TEXT OF ORDER. [14-
4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739) (CLW) [Entered: 04/20/2015 11:40 AM]

. 05/06/2015 [:l ORDER to Court Reporter Ms, Joan Carr directing transcripts, ordered on 05/06/2015, lo be filed by
2pg. 95.0aks  06/08/2015. (CLW) [Entered: 05/06/2015 03:29 PM)
| 05/06/2015 D CJA Form 24 sent to Court Reporter Ms. Joan Carr. (CLW) [Entered: 05/06/2015 03:31 PM])
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2pg, 17797 KB

]

2pg. 166.42 K8

(]

2pg. 16443 K8

1 pg. 70.39 KB
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1pg. 75.89 KB

]

1pg.9.75KB
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L}
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O

2pg 3406 KB
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1pg, 18587 K8

O

209,76 21 KB

(]
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L]

1pg, 7504 KB

L

2 pg. 40.75 KB
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ECF FILER: TRANSCRIPT PURCHASE ORDER (Part !} filed by TRANSCRIBERS LTD., for date(s) of
§/29/14; 6/2/14; 6/3/14; 6/4/14, 6/16/14; 6/17/14; 6/19/14; 6/23114; 6/26/14; 714114, THT/14; 7121114, (JC)
[Entered: 05/12/2015 11:52 AM] :

ECF FILER: TRANSCRIPT PURCHASE ORDER (Part Il) filad by DIANA DOMAN TRANSCRIPTION for
date(s) of 5/27/14 (TESTIMONY ONLY) 528/14; 6/5/14; 6/18/14; 6/24/14; 6/25/14; 6/30/14; 7/1114;
712/14;7/8114. (JC} [Entered: 05/12/2015 12:21 PM] ;

ECF FILER: TRANSCRIPT PURCHASE ORDER (Part I} filed by VERITEXT TRANSCRIPTION for i
date(s) of 7/9/14; 7/10/14; 7/15/14; 7/18/14; 8/22/14; 7/23114. (JC) |Entered: 05/12/2015 12:41 PM}

ECF FILER: TRANSCRIPT PURCHASE ORDER (Part 1) filed by VERITEXT TRANSCRIPTION for the
date{s) of 7/9/14; 7110114, 7/15/14; 7/18114; 7/22/14; 7/23/14. Transcripts were filed in the District Court on
06/16/2015. (JC) [Entered: 06/19/2015 04:45 PM]

BRIEFING NOTICE ISSUED. Brief on behalf of Appeltant Michael Lowry due on or before 07/27/2015.
Appendix due on or before 07/27/2015. Presentence Report due on or before 07/27/2015. (CLW)
[Entered: 06/25/2015 11:08 AM)

ECF FILER: TRANSCRIPT PURCHASE ORDER {Part lIf} filed by DIANA DOMAN TRANSCRIPTION for
the date(s) of MAY 23, 2014; MAY 28, 2014; JUNE 5, 2014; JUNE 18, 2014; JUNE 24, 2014; JUNE 25,
2014; JUNE 30, 2014; JULY 1, 2014; JULY 2, 2014 & JULY 8, 2014. Transcripts were filed in the District
Court on 07/16/2015. (JC) [Entered: 07/17/2015 03:28 PMj

ORDER (Clerk) vacating briefing notice issued on 06/25/2015, filed. (CLW) (Entered: 07/20/2015 11:25
AM]

ECF FILER: Motion filed by Ms. Joan Carr for Extension of Time to file TRANSCRIPTS untilffor AUGUST
11, 2015. Certificate of Service dated 08/11/2015. (JC) {[Entered: 08/11/2015 12:24 PM|)

ECF FiLER: TRANSCRIPT PURCHASE ORDER (Part H1) filed by TRANSCRIBERS LTD., for the date(s)
of 5/129/14; 6/2114 THRU 6/4/14, 6/16/14 & 6/17/14; 6/19/14; 6/23/14; 6/26/14, TN4NM4; THTM4; & TI21/14.
Transcripts were filed in the District Court on 08/18/2015. (JC) [Entered: 08/18/2015 03:31 PM]

ORDER (Clerk) Motion by Court Reporter for Extension of Time to File Transcripls until August 11, 2015,
The motion is construed as a motion for leave to file transcripts oul of time. So conslrued, the motion is
granted with filing of transcripts in the District Court as of August 18, 2015, filed. {CLW) [Entered:;
08/19/2015 12:17 PM)

ECF FILER: LETTER from Attorney Peter Goldberger, Esq. for Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14.4812
Reporting {hat franscripts appear to contain 5 gaps, and reporting effort to correct these.. Cedificate of
Service dated 08/26/2015. [14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-1344, 15-1739] (PG) [Entered: 08/26/2015
02:16 PM]

ECF FILER: ENTRY OF APPEARANCE from Michael J. Engle, Esq. on behalf of Appellant{s) Michael
Lowry. (MJE) [Entered: 11/09/2015 02:16 PM]

ORDER {Clerk) The appeals at Nos. 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739 & 15-3765 are heraby
consolidated for purposes of scheduling, joint appendix, Appellee's brief, and disposition. A consolidated
briefing and scheduling order will be Issued once all case opening forms and transcripts have been filed in
No. 15-3765, filed. [15-3765, 14-4754, 14.4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739] (CLW) [Entered: 11/19/2015
02:4% PM]

ECF FILER: LETTER on behaif of Appellant Michael Lowry. Appellant Michael Lowry will adopl the on |
behalf of Appeliant Michael Lowry. Certificate of Service dated 01/14/2016. This document will be SENT
TO THE MERITS PANEL if:when apphcable. (MJE) [Entered: 01/14/2016 08:40 AM)

CLERK ORDER Status Report by Appellants in Nos. 14-4804 and 14-4812 regarding transcript. The
Reports are hereby considered. It is noted that a motion to correct the record under Fed. R. App.P. 10{g)
(2)(B) was filed In the District Court on December 15, 2015 and remains pending. Given this, the above-
docketed appeals are hereby STAYED pending disposition of the motion in the District Court. A
consoldated briefing and scheduling order will be issued once any Issues regarding the transcripts for
these cases has been resolved. The parties are directed to file written reports addressing the status of the
pending District Court proceedings on February 26, 2016 and every thirty (30) days thereafter, The parties
must immediately advise the Clerk's Office in writing upon disposition of the proceedings. In the event a i
further stay is necessary after the transcripts ara complete, a subsequent motion requesting such must be
filed. filed. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (CLW) [Entered: 01/26/2016 09:49
AM]

ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appetlee USA in 14-4754., Certificate of Service dated
02/26/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] {DSW) [Entered: 02/26/2016 12:39
PM]
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I
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06/15/2016
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| 07/25/2016
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1pg, 1983 KB

L

2 py, 224.20KB
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[
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ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Willlam
Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appeliant
Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3785.. Certificate of Service dated
02/26/2016. [14-4804, 14-4764, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1738, 15-3765) (LAM) [Entered: 02/26/2016 04:49
PM]

ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine
Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant
Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P, Alfano in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service dated
03/28/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (LAM) [Entered: 03/28/2016 12:17
PM]

ECF FILER: LETTER from Attorney Denise S. Wolf, Esq. for Appellee USA in 14-4754 Status reports.
Certificate of Service dated 04/26/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (DSW)
[Entered: 04/26/2016 09:21 AM]

ECF FILER: STATUS REPCRT received from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine
Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appeltant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant
Willie Singletary In 15-1739, Appellant Henry P, Alfano in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service daled
04/26/2016. [14-4754, 144804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (LAM) [Enterad: 04/26/2016 05:56
PM]

ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant William
Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant
Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765.. Cerlificate of Service dated
05/26/2016. [14-4804, 14-4754, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM) (Entered: 05/26/2016 08:58
AM]

ECF FILER: ENTRY OF APPEARANCE from Meredith A. Lowry, Esq. on behalf of Appellant(s) Michael
Lowry. (MAL} [Entered: 06/15/2016 04:53 PM]

ECF FILER: STATUS REPCRT recsived from Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant William
Hird in 14-4754, Appallant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellat Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant
Willle Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P, Alfano in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service dated
06/27/12016. [14-4804, 14-4754, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (LAM) [Entered: 06/27/2016 11:13
AM]

ORDER {Clerk) The stalus report filed 6/27/16 is considered. Appellanls report that additional franscripts
have been fled and the District Court has denied their meiton under Fed.R. App.P.10. Appellant's report
that there are still problems with the transcripts and that they"are evaluating whether [they) have any
additional options available . under Fed.R. App.P.10 or have exhaused the possiblity of completing the
record.” The parties’ attention is directed to Rule 10(c){statement of the evidence when the proceadings
were nol recorded or when transcripts is unvailable), Rulet0{e}{1)(submission to the district courl to settle
questions about whether the record truly discloses what occurred), and Rule 10{e){2)(ommissions from
the record). See e.g. U.S. v. Sussman, 709 F.3d 155 (3d Cir. 2013), Appellant's must file any motions
regarding the record within 21 days of the date of this order. If 2 motion is filed in the District Court,
appellants must provide a copy of the motion to this court. If no mations are filed, the briefing schedule wil
issue n all cases after 21 days, filed. (14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (CLW)
[Entered: 07/05/2016 03:13 PM]

ECF FILER. UNOPPOSED Motion filed by Appeilant Thomasine Tynes for Extension of Time fo file
motion in district court for relef pursuant to Fed. R. App. P. 10, filed by Appellant Tynes in 14-4804,
Appeilant Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Singletary in 15-1739 until/for 14
days. Certificate of Service dated 07/25/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765)
(LAM) [Entered: 07/25/2016 03:27 PM]

ORDER (Clerk) granting Unopposed Motion by Appellants Thomasine Tynes, Robert Mulgrew, Michael
Lowry and Willie Singletary lo Extend Time to Move District Court for Relief Pursuant to Fed. R .App. P.10
unti! August. Appellants must file any motions regarding the record on or befora August 9, 2016. If a
motion is filed in the District Court, Appetiants must provide a copy of the motion to this court. If no
motions are filed, the briefing schedule will issue in all cases after August 9, 2016, filed. [14-4754, 14-
4804, 144812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (MLR) [Entered: 07/27/2016 02:51 PM)

ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT recsived from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine
Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew In 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant
Willie Singletary in 15.1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service dated
07/27/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] {LAM) (Entered: 07/27/2016 03:48
PMj)

ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appellant Willlam Hird in 14-4754, Appeliant Thomasine
Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry In 16-1344, Appellant
Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appeliant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765.. Cerlificate of Service dated
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08/24/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM) [Entered: 08/24/2016 11:03
AM)

08/26/2016 D ECF FILER. LETTER from Attorney Lisa A. Mathewson, Esq. for Appeliant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804
1pg 6532 KB (correction to status report filed 6/24/16). Certficate of Service dated 08/26/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-
: 4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM) (Entered: 08/26/2016 02:25 PM]

! 09/23/2016 D ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine

! Bpg 20676Kk8  Tynesin 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appeliant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appallant
| Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service daled

; 09/2312016. (14-4754. 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM) [Entered: 09/23/2016 09:53
|

|

AM]

| 10/24/2016 [ ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine

! 2pg 25463Kk8  Tynes n 14-4804, Appeliant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant
| Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfanc in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service dated
10/24/2016. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM) [Entered: 10/24/2016 01:04
PM)

11/22/2016 [_ ECF FILER: STATUS REPORT received from Appeliant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine
3pp 2352¢K8  Tynesin 14-4804, Appeliant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michasl Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant
Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appeliant Henry P. AHano in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service dated
117222016. (14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM) [Entered: 11/22/2016 02:02
PM]

12/121/2016 | ECF FILER: FINAL STATUS REPORT received from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant
2pg 22981k Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appeliant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appeltant Michasl Lowry in 15-1344,
Appellant Willle Singletary in 15.1739, Appeliant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765.. Certificate of Service dated
12/121/2016. Service made by ECF. (14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM)
[Entered: 12/121/12016 12:23 PM]

12i23/2016 TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk) Based on the December 21, 2016 Status report filed by Appellant's, the Stay
entered on January 26, 2016 is hereby hfted. A briefing and scheduleing order will be issued forthwith,
filed [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739 15-3765) (CLW) {Entered: 12/23/2016 12:30 PM]

12/23/2016 D BRIEFING NOTICE ISSUED. Brief on behalf of Appellants William Hird, Thomasine Tynes, Robert
3pg HOo06Kke  Mulgrew, Michael Lowry, Willie Singletary and Henry P. Alfano due on or before (1/23/2017. Appendix due
an or before 01/23/2017. Presentence Report due on or before 01/23/2017, [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812,
15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765][Edited 12/28/2016 by CLW] (CLW) [Entered: 12/23/2016 12:39 PM)

01/1312017 D ECF FILER: UNOPPOSED Motion filed by Appellant Michael Lowry for Extension of Time to file Briefs
spg.21.92k8  untilffor 40 days from January 23, 2017 - would be due March 6, 2017. Cerlificate of Service dated
01/13/2017. Service made by ECF, [15-1344, 14-4804, 14-4812] (MJE) [Enlered: 01/13/2017 11:07 AM]

012372017 {j ORDER (Clerk) Unopposed Joint Motion by Appellants for Extension of Time to File Briefs and
11y, 73.57 KB Appendices until March 6, 2017. The motion is granted, Appellants' brief, appendix and presentence
report, if applicable, must be filed and served on or before March 6, 2017. To the extent the Appellants
who did not move for an extension of ime in which to file their briefs later than the original deadline, their
briefs, appendices and presentence reports, if applicable, must also be fied and served on or before
March 6, 2017, filed. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (CLW) [Entered:
01/23/2017 01:06 PM)

02/28/2017 [ JOINT MOTION filed by Appellants Hird, Tynes, Mulgrew, Lowry, Singletary, Alfano to include the
4pg, 14.68KB complete transcript of trial as part of the appendix but to have that portion of the appendix containing the
transcript in electronic format only. The Appellee has consented to the motion. Cedtificate of Service dated
02/28/2017. Service made by ECF. {14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (PD)
[Entered: 02/28/2017 04:45 PM)

|

| 03/01/2017 |:] ECF FILER: UNOPPOSED Motlon filed by Appellant Robert Mulgrew for Extension of Time to file

' Ipg. 14.39 KB appellants' briefs and the joint appendix untilffor 14 days (to 3/20/17). Certificate of Service dated

l 03/01/2017. Service made by ECF. [14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (PG)
[Entered: 03/01/2017 02:11 PM)

| 03/09/2017 |:| ORDER (Clerk) Joint Motion by Appellants to Dispense, In part, With Printing of Joint Appendix and Joint
2pg, 7.82KB Molion by Appellants for an Extension of Tme to File Brief and Joint Appendix. The motions are

considerad. The motion for an extension of time is granted. The brief and appendix must be filed and
served on or before March 20, 2017, The request to dispense, in part, with prinling of a joint appendix is
granted. At the time of filing their brief, Appellants may file an electronic form, a single electronic volume

| containing the complete trial transcript. In the event the Court requires paper coples of the lrial transcripts,

| Appellants will be notified to provide such paper copies, filed. {14-4754, 14.4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-

I 1739, 15-3765] (CLW) [Entered: 03/09/2017 04:30 PM]

031772017 [ i ECF FILER: JOINT Motion filed by Appellant Thomasine Tynes for Extension of Time to file brief and
4pg, 14.5KB appendix untilifor 03/23/2017, Cetificate of Service daled 03/17/2017. Service made by ECF. [14-4804,
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14-4754, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (LAM) [Entered: 03/17/2017 03:54 PM)

TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk) granting Joint Consent Molion for Extension of Time to File Brief and
Appendix filed by Appeliants William Hird, Thomasine Tynes, Robert Mulgrew, Michael Lowry, Willle
Singletary, Hanry P, Alfano. Appsllants’ brief, appendix and presenlence repor, If applicable, must be filed
and served on or before March 23, 2017., filed. [14-4754, 14-4604, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765)
(DW) [Entered: 03/22/2017 10:43 AM]

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC JOINT APPENDIX on behalf of Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765,
Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in
14-4812, Appeliant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellani Willie Singletary in 15-1738, filed. Certificate of
Service dated 03/23/2017 by ECF. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765)[Changed
docket text}--[Edited 03/30/2017 by MCW] (PG} [Entered: 03/23/2017 02:36 PM]

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC JOINT APPENDIX on behalf of Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765,
Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in
14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Willie Singletary in 15-1739, filed. Certificate of
Service dated D3/23/2017 by ECF. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765][Changed
dockel text]--[Edited 03/30/2017 by MCW)] (PG) [Entered: 03/23/2017 02:54 PM]

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC VOLUME ] of JOINT APPENDIX on behalf of Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-
3765, Appeliant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appallant Robert
Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michae! Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Willie Singletary in 15-1739, filed.
Certificate of Service dated 03/23/2017 by US mall, ECF. (15-3765, 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344,
15-1738] (MEC) [Entered: 03/23/2017 03:40 PM)

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC BRIEF on behalf of Appellant Michael Lawry in 15-1344, filed. Cerificate of
Service dated 03/23/2017 by US mail, ECF, [Altachment removed by Clerk's Oifice; Briel re-filed on
03/23/2017}~[Edited 03/30/2017 by MCW] (MJE) (Entered: 03/23/2017 04:28 PM)

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC BRIEF on behalf of Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, filed. Certificate of |
Service dated 03/23/2017 by US mail, ECF. [Changed docket)-|Edited 03/30/2017 by MCW] (MJE) |
[Entered: 03/23/2017 04:41 PMj |

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344 - Brief. Coples: 7.--[Edited 03/30/2017
by MCW] (SJB) [Entered: 03/24/2017 01:51 PM) |

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appallant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804,
Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Willie Singletary in

15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765 - Joint Appendix Volume | ONLY. Copies: 4. [14-4754, 14- |
4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (EAF) [Entered: 03/27/2017 04:26 PM)

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804,
Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Willie Singletary in
15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765 - Appendix Volume il. Volume | was received on 03/24/17.
Volume [l is submitted in electronic format only per Clerk's Order of 03/08/17. Copies: 4. {14-4754, 14-
4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765} (MS) [Entered: 03/30/2017 04:14 PM]

NON COMPLIANCE Order issued to Appellant Michael Lowry regarding the brief filed on 03/23/2017.
Please open the attachment for the full text of the Order. Compliance due by 04/03/2017. This Order does
not change the deadline for filing the next brief. (MCW) {Entered: 03/30/2017 11:59 AM}

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC ADDENDUM to BRIEF on behalf of Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, filed,
Ceriificale of Service dated 03/31/2017 by ECF. [Changed docket text]—{Edited 04/03/2017 by MCW]
(MJE) [Entered: 03/31/2017 11:52 AM|

COMPLIANCE RECEIVED. Electronic Addendum to Brief received from Appellant Michae! Lowry in 15-
1344, (MCW) [Entered: 04/03/2017 11:31 AM]

NON COMPLIANCE Order issued to Appellant Michaal Lowry regarding the presentence investigation
report in 15-1344. Pleasa open the attachment for the full text of the Qrder. Compliance due by
04/06/2017. This Order does not change the deadline for filing the next brief, (MCW) [Entered: 04/03/2017
12:37 PM)

Appellee USA verbally granted an extension of time to file brief until 04/27/2017 pursuant to Third Cir. LAR |
31.4. [14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (TMM) [Entered: 04/04/2017 09:22 AM| |

ECF FILER: LETTER from Michael J. Engle, Esq. for Appellant Michael Lowry and Meredith A. Lowry,
Esq. far Appellant Michael Lowry in response to the Court’s Order issued on 4/3/17. Cerlificate of Service
dated 04/05/2017. SEND TO MERITS PANEL-[Edited 04/05/2017 by CLW] (MAL} [Entered: 04/05/2017
12;39 PM)

COMPLIANCE RECEIVED. Letter regarding presentence investigation report received from Appellant
Michae! Lowry. (MCW) [Entered: 04/10/2017 05:21 PM]
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ECF FILER: Motion filed by Appellee USA in 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765 for
Extension of Time to file Brief untilffor 21 days. Certificate of Service dated 04/26/2017. Service made by
ECF. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1738, 15-3785] (DSW) [Entered: 04/26/2017 09:06 AM]

TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk) granting Motion for Extension of Time to File Brief filed by Appeltes USA .
Appellee's brief must be filed and served within twenty-one (21} days of the date of this order, filed. {14-
4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (DW) [Entered: 05/01/2017 04:41 PM)

ECF FILER: Motion fited by Appellee USA in 14-4754, 14-4804, 144812, 15-1344, 15-173%, 15-3765 for
Extension of Time fo file Brief uniilffor 21 days. Certificate of Service dated 05/19/2017. Service made by
ECF. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (DSW) [Entered: 05/19/2017 02:42 PM)

TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk) granting Unopposed Motion for Extension of Time to File Brief filed by
Appellee USA. Appellee's brief must be filed and served on or bafore June 12, 2017., filed, [14-4754, 14-
4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (DW) [Entered: 05/23/2017 05:33 PM]

ECF FILER: Motion filed by Appellee USA in 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765 1o
accept noncompliant filing of Brief. Certificate of Service dated 06/09/2017. Service made by ECF. [14-
4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (DSW) [Enterad: 06/09/2017 08:26 AM)

ECF FILER: LETTER on behalf of Appellant Robert Mulgrew In 14-4812, Appellant William Hird in 14-
4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Michae! Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Willie
Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in 15-3765. Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812,
Appellant William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-
1344, Appellant Wiliie Singletary in 15-1739, Appeliant Henry P. Alfano In 15-3765 will adopt the Motion to
File Brief in Excess of the Word Limit on behalf of Appellee USA in 14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-1344,
15-1739, 15-3765. Certificate of Service dated 06/09/2017.Service made by ECF. This document will be
SENT TO THE MERITS PANEL iffwhen applicable. {14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-
3765} (PG} [Enterad: 06/09/2017 12:24 PM)

TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk) Appellee's request to stay the briefing schedule pending disposition of the
motion to fite a brief in excess of the word limit is granted. Briefing is hereby stayed pending disposition of
the moticn. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1738, 15-3765] (HAG) [Entered: 06/12/2017 10:52
AM]

ORDER (CHAGARES, JORDAN and VANASKIE, Circuit Judges) Motion by Appellee to File Overlength
Brief of 25,000 words. The molion to file brief in excess of Ihe word limit is granted. Appellee's briaf
containing no more than 25,000 words must be filed and served wilhin fourteen (14) days of the date of
this order, filed. Panel No.: XCQ-023. Chagares, Authoring Judge. [14-4764, 14-4804, 144812, 15-1344,
15-1739, 15-3765) (CLW) [Entered: 06/21/2017 12:53 PM]

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC BRIEF con behalf of Appellee USA In 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344,
15-1739, 15-3765, filed. Certificate of Service dated 07/05/2017 by ECF. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-
1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (DSW) [Entered: 07/05/2017 04:18 PM)

ECF FILER: SUPPLEMENTAL ELECTRONIC APPENDIX on behalf of Appellee USA in 14-4754, 14-
4804, 144812, 15-1344, 15-1738, 15.3765, filed. Cerlificate of Service dated 07/05/2017 by ECF. [14-
4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) - [Entry edited by the Clerk’s Office 1o reflect the
correct eventj—[Edited 07/06/2017 by MS] (DSW) [Entered: 07/05/2017 04:29 PM]

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appellee USA in 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765 -
Brief. Copies: 7. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (SJB) [Entered: 07/06/2017
04:46 PM]

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appellee USA in 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765- |
Supplemental Appendix. Copies: 4. Volumes: 1 [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765]
{MCW) [Entered: 07/07/20%7 04:22 PM)

ECF FILER: LETTER from Attorney Meredith A. Lowry, Esq. for Appeliant Michael Lowry. Counsel is
unavailable for the following dates: 09/19/2017, 09/20/2017, 09/27/2017, 09/28/2017, {MJE) [Entered:
07/12/2017 04:35 PM)

ECF FILER: LETTER from Attorney Michae! J. Engle, Esq. for Appellant Michael Lowry. Counsel is
unavailable for the following dates: 09/19/2017, 09/20/2017, 09/27/2017, 09/28/2017, (MJE) [Entered:
07/13/2017 09:42 AM)

ECF FILER: JOINT Motion filed by Appeilant Robert Mulgrew for Extension of Time to file Appeilants'
reply briefs untilffor 30 days, to 8/18/2017 (unopposed). Certificate of Service datad 07/13/2017. Service
made by ECF. [14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-1344, 15-1738, 15-3765] (PG) {Entered: 07/13/2017 06:57
PM]

TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk) As it is noted that Michael J. Engle, Esq. and Meredith A, Lowry, Esq. have
entered heir appearances as relained counsel on behalf of Appellant, William A. DeStefano, Esq, is
hereby relieved of his appointment under the CJA, (KAG) [Entered: 07/14/2017 06:05 PM}
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TEXT ONLY ORDER (Clerk) granting Motion for extension of time filed by Appellants. Appellants’ reply
breif must be filed and served on or before August 18, 2017. Pursuant to 3d Cir. L.A.R. 31.4, only one
motion for extension of time to file a reply brief may be granted, filed, [14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-
1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (MB) [Entered: 07/17/2017 02-24 PM)

ECF FILER: LETTER from Attorney Peter Goldberger, Esq. for Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812,
Counsel is unavaliable for the following dates: 10/24/2017, [14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-1344, 15-
1739, 15-3765) (PG) [Entered: 08/08/2017 02:54 PM]

ECF FILER: ELECTRONIC REPLY BRIEF on behalf of Appallant Michael Lowry, filed. Certificate of
Service dated 08/17/2017 by ECF. (MJE) [Entered: 08/17/2017 01:09 PM)

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appeliant Michael Lowry - Reply Brief. Copies: 7. (SJB) [Entered:
08/18/2017 03:37 PM)

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804 - Reply Brief. Copies: 7. {14-4804,
14-4754, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (KEL) |Entered: 08/21/2017 02:38 PM)

HARD COPY RECEIVED from Appellant William Hird in 14-4754 - Reply Brief. Copies: 7. [14-4754, 14-
4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (KEL) (Entered: 08/25/2017 03:12 PM)

Calendared for Monday, 10/23/2017. Calendar Clerk: T.G. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4842, 15-1344, 15.
1739, 15-3765] {TLG) [Entered: 08/28/2017 03:27 PM]

ECF FILER: ARGUMENT ACKNOWLEDGMENT filed by Attorney Meredith A. Lowry, Esq. for Appellant
Michael Lowry. Certificate of Service dated 09/11/2017. Service made by ECF. (MAL) [Entered:
09/11:2017 04:21 PM)

TEXT ONLY ORDER (Ciark} directing Angela Halim, Esq. for Appellant William Hird and Gregory J.
Pagano, Esq. for Appellant Witliam Hird in 14-4754, Louis R. Busico, Esq. for Appellant Thomasine Tynes,
Charles L. Leane, Esq. for Appellant Thomasine Tynes and Lisa A. Mathewson, Esq. for Appeliant
Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Peter Goldberger, Esqg. for Appeltant Robert Mulgrew and Angela Halim,
Esq. for Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812, Michael J. Engle, Esq. for Appellant Michael Lowry and
Meredith A. Lowry, Esq. for Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Attorney William J. Brennan, Esq. for
Appellant Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Attorney Mark E. Cedrone, Esqg. for Appeliant Henry P. Alfano in
15-3765 to submit 2 hard copies in white covers for tha joint appendix volurme Il e-filed on 03/23/2017, |
filed, Due on or befare 10/10/2017. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1738, 15-3765] (MCW) i
|

([Entered. 10/02/2017 03:57 PM]

Oral Argument Nokficalion for Monday, 10/23/2017, Courtroom & Time: Maris Courlroom/9:30am. 1
Location: Philadelphia, PA. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (TLG) [Entered: ?
10/06/2017 08:30 AM] '

Oral Argument Notfication for Monday, 10123/2017. Courtroom & Time: Maris Courtroom/9:30am.
Location- Philadelphia, PA. [14-4754. 14-4804. 14-4812 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (TLG) [Entered:
10/06/2017 08:36 AM]

COMPLIANCE RECEIVED. Two (2) hard copies of joint appendix volume il received from Appeliant
William Hird in 14-4754, Appeliant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812,
Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Wikie Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in l
15-3765. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (MCW) [Entered: 10/10/2017 02:09 i
PM)

COMPLIANCE RECEIVED. Two (2) hard copies of joint appendix volume Ilf received from Appellant
William Hird in 14-4754, Appellant Thomasine Tynes in 14-4804, Appellant Robert Mulgrew in 14-4812,
Appellant Michael Lowry in 15-1344, Appellant Willie Singletary in 15-1739, Appellant Henry P. Alfano in
15-3765. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (MCW) [Entered: 10/11/2017 03:13
PM)

ECF FILER: SUMMARY OF ORAL ARGUMENT submitted by Attorney Peter Goldberger, Esq. for
Appellant Robert Mulgrew. Case Summary: Does city or state's interest in potential fines constitute
property of which it is defrauded by scheme to fix traffic tickets? Were acquitied defendants prejudiced?
Can ambiguous question or iiterally true answer to il-framed query establish perjury?. Post Video: YES,
[14-4812, 14-4754, 144804, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765] (PG) [Entered: 10/11/2017 10:34 AM)

ECF FILER. JOINT Motion filed by Appeltant Thomasine Tynes requesting additional time lo argue.
Certificate of Service dated 10/11/2017. Service made by ECF. [14-4804, 14-4754, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-
1739, 15-3765] (LAM) [Enlered: 10/11/2017 10:58 AM)

ECF FILER. ENTRY OF APPEARANCE from Robert A. Zauzmer on behalf of Appeliaa(s) United States |
of America. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (RAZ) [Entered: 10/112/2017 03:44 |
PM]

ORDER (GREENAWAY Jr., NYGAARD and FISHER, Circuit Judges) granting Joint Consent Motion of
Appellants for Guidance Pursuant to LAR 34.1(c) and or increase the time allotted for oral argument, filed.
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Joseph A. Greenaway, Jr., Authoring Judge. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765)
(TLG) [Entered: 10/12/2017 04:18 PM]

ECF FILER: ARGUMENT ACKNOWLEDGMENT filed by Attorney Robert A. Zauzmer, Esq. for Appellee
USA in 14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765. Certificate of Service dated 10/16/2017.
Service made by ECF. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739, 15-3765) (RAZ) [Entered:
10116/2017 09.55 AM]

ECF FILER: DIVISION OF TIME FORM filed by Attorney Peter Goldberger, Esq. for Appellant Robert
Mulgrew. Cerlificate of Service dated 10/18/2017. Service made by ECF. [14-4812, 14-4754, 14-4804, 15-
1344, 15-1739, 16-3765] (PG) [Entered: 10/18/2017 01:3¢ PM]

COURT MINUTES OF ARGUED/SUBMITTED CASES. [14-4754, 14-4804, 14-4812, 15-1344, 15-1739,
15-3765, 17-1576, 17-1161, 16-3588, 16-4301, 16-3585, 17-1884) (TLG) [Entered: 10/23/2017 09:45 AM)

ARGUED on Monday, October 23, 2017. Panel: GREENAWAY Jr., *NYGAARD, and FISHER, Circuit
Judges. Mark E. Cedrone arguing for Appellants Henry P. Alfano; Michael J. Engle arguing for Appellant
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OPINION OF THE COURT

NYGAARD, Circuit Judge.
L

In the run-up to a joint trial on a 77-count indictment
that charged Appellants with operating a ticket-fixing scheme
in the Philadelphia Traffic Court, the District Court denied a
motion, under Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure
12(b)(3)(B)(v), to dismiss charges of conspiracy (18 U.S.C. §
1349), mail fraud (18 U.S.C. § 1341), and wire fraud (18
US.C. § 1343). Appellants Henry Alfano (private citizen)
and William Hird (Traffic Court administrator) subseqguently
pleaded guilty to all counts against them. But now they
appeal the District Court’s decision on this motion,



questioning whether the indictment properly alleged offenses
of mail fraud and wire fraud.

Appellants Michael Lowry, Robert Mulgrew, and
Thomasine Tynes (Traffic Court judges) proceeded to a joint
trial and were acquitted on the fraud and conspiracy counts,
but they were convicted of perjury for statements they made
before the Grand Jury. Lowry, Mulgrew, and Tynes dispute
the sufficiency of the evidence on which they were convicted
by arguing that the prosecutor’s questions were vague, and
that their answers were literally true. Lowry and Mulgrew
contend alternatively that the jury was prejudiced by evidence
presented at trial on the fraud and conspiracy counts.
Mulgrew also complains that the District Court erred by
ruling that certain evidence was inadmissible.

At the same trial, the jury convicted Willie Singletary
(Traffic Court judge) of making false statements during the
investigation. He claims the District Court made errors when
it sentenced him.” The Government concurs with Singletary’s
challenge to his sentence.

We have consolidated these appeals for efficiency and
have grouped the arguments to the extent that it is
possible-—by common issues. We agree with Singletary and
the Government that he should be resentenced. We will

' Alfano and Hird preserved their right to appeal. See infra
subsection L.C.

2 Singletary also attempted to join additional arguments raised
by other appellants, but for reasons we explain later, see infra
note 33, we focus only on his challenge to his sentence.



reverse the judgment and remand his cause to the District
Court for this purpose. We are not persuaded by the rest of
Appellants’ arguments and will affirm their judgments of
conviction.?

IL.
Appellants Alfano* and Hird®
A,

We begin with a bref look at the indictment’s
description of the Traffic Court and its operations to
contextualize the arguments made by Alfano and Hird. The
Philadelphia Traffic Court was part of the First Judicial
District of Pennsylvania. App. 186 (Indictment § 2).5 It

? The District Court had jurisdiction pursuant to 18 U.S.C. §
3231. We have jurisdiction to review these claims under 28
U.S.C.§ 1291 and 18 U.S.C. § 3742(a).

7 Appellant Alfano pleaded guilty to Conspiracy (Count 1),
Wire Fraud (Counts 2, 3, 4, 5, 6, 7) and Mail Fraud (Counts
51,52, 53, 54, 55, 56).

* Appellant Hird pleaded guilty to Conspiracy {(Count 1),
Wire Fraud (Counts 3, 4, 5, 6, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 22, 23) and
Mail Fraud (Counts 58, 59, 60).

* Philadelphia Traffic Court was abolished and its jurisdiction
was transferred to the Municipal Court in 2013 by an Act of
the Pennsylvania General Assembly. 42 Pa.Con.Stat.



adjudicated violations of the Pennsylvania Motor Vehicle
Code occurring in the City of Philadelphia, no matter whether
the Philadelphia Police or the Pennsylvania State Police
issued the tickets. App. 187 (Indictment §5). When a person
was cited for a violation he or she was required—within ten
days—to enter a plea of guilty or not guilty. If the person
failed to plead, the Traffic Court issued a notice that his or her
license was being suspended. App. 189 (Indictment § 12). A
person who pleaded not guiity proceeded to a hearing with a
Traffic Court judge presiding. App. 187 (Indictment § 6).

A guilty plea, or a determination of guilt by a Traffic
Court judge after a hearing, resulted in a judgment ordering
payment of statutory fines and court costs. App. 188
(Indictment q 8).7 The Traffic Court was responsible for
collecting these fines (sending them to the City and
Commonwealth) and costs (which it distributed to several
pre-designated funds). App. 188-89 (Indictment 9§ 9).
Finally, it reported the disposition of each adjudication to the
Pennsylvania Department of Transportation (PennDOT).
App. 189 (Indictment § 11).

B.

The indictment charged that, at the behest of Alfano
(App. 193 (Indictment § 25)) and others, the Traffic Court

§1121(a)(2) (2013). The court is now known as the Traffic
Division of the Municipal Court.

! Although other penalties are prescribed by the Pennsylvania
Motor Vehicle Code (App. 188), this appeal is limited to the
monetary fines and costs. App. 355.



administrator and judges operated an “extra-judicial system,
not sanctioned by the Pennsylvania court system” that
ignored court procedure and gave preferential treatment
(“consideration”) to select individuals with connections to the
court who had been cited for motor vehicle violations. App.
196 (Indictment § 31). The special treatment included:

(1) dismissing tickets outright; (2)
finding the ticketholder not guilty
after a “show” hearing; (3)
adjudicating the ticket in a
manner to reduce fines and avoid
assignment of points to a driver’s
record; and (4) obtaining
continuances of trial dates to
“judge-shop,” that is find a Traffic
Court judge who would accede to
a request for preferential
treatment.

App. 195-196 (Indictment % 30). All of this was *“not
available to the rest of the citizenry.” App. 196 (Indictment 4
32). It also alleged that Appellants cooperated with each
other to fulfill requests they and their staffs received. App.
194-95 (Indictment § 27). Finally, it charged that “[i]n
acceding to requests for ‘consideration,” defendants were
depriving the City of Philadelphia and the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania of money which would have been properly due
as fines and costs.” App. 197 (Indictment § 38).8

8 An example of the many allegations involving Alfano and
Hird is: A.S. requested assistance from Appellant Alfano and
Appellant Hird on Citation Number P1JOPK568L4 on or



After extending consideration to favored individuals,
Traffic Court judges would report the final adjudication to
“various authorities, including PennDOT, as if there had been
a fair and open review of the circumstances.” App. 197
(Indictment § 34). Appellant Hird provided a printout to
Appellant Alfano showing citations that had been “dismissed
or otherwise disposed of.” App. 198-99 (Indictment § 42).
Such “receipts” were not routinely issued in cases.

C.

Hird and Alfano pleaded guilty to all the charges
against them in the indictment. But, in their plea agreement
they reserved the right to appeal “whether the Indictment
sufficiently alleged that the defendants engaged in a scheme
to defraud the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania and the City
of Philadelphia of money in costs and fees.” App. 355 (Plea
Agreement § 9(b)(4)). So they now appeal the District
Court’s order denying the motion to dismiss, asserting that
the indictment failed to allege violations of mail fraud and
wire fraud.

around February 17, 2010. The citation charged A.S. with
driving a tractor-trailer from which snow and ice fell, striking
vehicles on Interstate 95. The violation carried a $300 fine
and costs of $142. Appellant Hird promised that he would
“stop all action” on the citation and instructed A.S. to ignore
the ticket. Although A.S. did not appear at the hearing, the
Traffic Court judge (who is not an appeliant here) ruled A.S.
not guilty. App. 210-12 (Indictment %9 25-34).

10



“To be sufficient, an indictment must allege that the
defendant performed acts which, if proven, constitute a
violation of the law that he is charged with viclating.” United
States v. Small, 793 F.3d 350, 352 (3d Cir. 2015). We
assume in our review that the allegations in the indictment are
true. United States v. Hedaithy, 392 F.3d 580, 583 (3d Cir.
2004). “The question of whether the . . . indictments alleged
facts that are within the ambit of the mail fraud statute is a
question of statutory interpretation subject to plenary review.”
Id. at 590 n.10.

To indict on mail or wire fraud, the Government must
ailege that defendants “devised or intend[ed] to devise any
scheme or artifice to defraud, or for obtaining money or
property by means of false or fraudulent pretenses,
representations, or promises” and used mail or wire to effect
the scheme. 18 U.S.C. §§ 1341, 1343. Alfano and Hird claim
the Government failed to allege that the scheme to commit
wire and mail fraud had an objective of “obtaining money or
property.”?

The District Court ruled that the indictment
sufficiently alleged that the scheme “involved defrauding the
Commonwealth and the City of money.” App. 20. It noted,
among others, allegations that:

The conspirators wused the
Philadelphia  Traffic = Court

% In the context of mail fraud (§ 1341) and wire fraud (§1343)
the term “money” has the same meaning. The same is true
for the term “property.” Carpenter v. United States, 484 U.S,
19, 25 n. 6 (1987).

11



(“Traffic Court™ to give
preferential treatment to certain
ticketholders, most commonly by
“fixing” tickets for those with
whom they were politically and
socially connected. By doing so,
the conspirators defrauded the
Commonwealth of Pennsylvania
and the City of Philadelphia of
funds to which the
Comtonwealth and the City were
entitled.

Id. at 18; see also id. at 185 (Indictment § 1). Similarly, it
referred to the following.

In acceding to requests for
“consideration,” defendants were
depriving the City of Philadelphia
and the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania of money which
would have been properly due as
fines and costs.

Id at 9; see also id. at 197 (quoting Indictment | 38).
Highlighting the references to “funds” and “money,” and that
the monetary amounts of the fines are specifically pleaded,
the District Court cited to a case from the Court of Appeals
for the Eighth Circuit which concluded succinctly that
“[m]oney is money.” United States v. Sullivan, No. 2:13-cr-
00039, 2013 WL 3305217, at *7 (E.D. Pa. July 1, 2013)
(quoting United States v. Granberry, 908 F.2d 278, 280 (8th



Cir. 1990)). The District Court was satisfied that the
indictment alleged enough.

“Money, of course, is a form of property.” Reiter v.
Sonolone Corp., 442 U.S. 330, 338 (1979). But Alfano and
Hird argue that the mere mention of money in an indictment
is not enough. They point to a string of Supreme Court and
Court of Appeals decisions analyzing Section 1341 and
Section 1343 which reinforce the point that crimes of mail
fraud and wire fraud are “limited in scope to the protection of
property rights.” McNally v. United States, 483 U.S. 350, 360
(1987)."° The Supreme Court said that “[a]ny benefit which
the govermment derives from the [mail fraud] statute must be
limited to the Governiment’s interests as a property holder.”
Id. at 359 n.8 (emphasis added). Appellants are convinced
that money in the form of traffic fines and costs cannot be
regarded as the Government’s “property” for purposes of mail
or wire fraud, and they identify two decisions as particularly
supportive of their position: Cleveland v. United States, 531
U.S. 12 (2000); and United States v. Henry, 29 F.3d 112 (3d
Cir. 1994).

The Court in Cleveland examined the mail fraud
convictions of individuals who received a state video poker
license by submitting a license application that withheld

1% The District Court cited to a number of cases that came
after McNally: Carpenter v. United States, 484 U.S. 19
(1987); Cleveland v. United States, 531 U.S. 12 (2000);
Pasquantino v. United States, 544 U.S. 349 (2005).

13



important information. Cleveland, 531 U.S. 12."' The Court
noted that the video poker licenses were part of a state
program that was “purely regulatory.” Id at 22 (citation
omitted).'> It ruled that licenses are a “paradigmatic
exercise[] of the States’ traditional police powers.” Id. at 23.
The Court went on to say that the state’s regulatory powers
involving “intangible rights of allocation, exclusion, and
control” (which are embodied in a license) are not interests
that traditionally have been recognized as property. Id.
Therefore, even though appellants may have obtained the
license through deception, this was not mail fraud because the
license—at least while still in the hands of the state—was not
property. Id. at 26-27. It was a purely administrative tool
used to achieve regulatory objectives. /d. at 21,

The state responded to the Court’s concerns by
agreeing that the licenses served a regulatory purpose, but it
directed attention to the revenue it received from fees
collected for license applications and renewals, as well as

' The licenses were part of a regulatory scheme that had as
its purpose to increase public confidence in the honesty of
gaming activities that are free of criminal involvement.
Cleveland, 531 U.S. at 20-21 {quoting La. Rev. Stat. Ann. §
27:306(A)(1) (2000) (repealed 2012)).

2 The Court rebuffed the Government’s attempts to analogize
licenses to other forms of property like patents and franchise
rights. As for likening licenses to franchise rights, the Court
observed that the Government did not enter the video poker
business, but rather decided to “permit, regulate, and tax
private operators of the games.” Id. at 24,

14



device fees. Id at 21-22. It argued that this revenue is a
property interest. /d. The Court was not convinced:

Tellingly, as to the character of
Louisiana’s stake in its video
poker licenses, the Government
nowhere alleges that Cleveland
defrauded the State of any money
to which the State was entitled by
law. Indeed, there is no dispute
that TSG paid the State of
Louisiana its proper share of
revenue, which totaled more than
$1.2 million, between 1993 and
1995. If Cleveland defrauded the
State of “property,” the nature of
that property cannot be economic.

Id. at 22 (emphasis added). It concluded that “[e]ven when
tied to an expected stream of revenue, the State’s right of
control does not create a property interest any more than a
law licensing liquor sales in a State that levies a sales tax on
liquor.” Id. at 23." The money collected from application
and processing fees was an integral part of the state
regulatory program and it did not create any property interest.
See id.

13 Cleveland also held that Government-issued licenses have
no intrinsic economic worth before they are given to
applicants. /d. at 23.

I5



The purpose of the Pennsylvania Motor Vehicle Code
is to “promote the safety of persons and property within the
state.” Mauer v. Boardman, 7 A.2d 466, 472 (Pa. 1939).
Moreover, issuing traffic tickets is a crucial element in the
enforcement of the Motor Vehicle Code: it is a quintessential
exercise of state police power. Alfano and Hird conclude,
much like Cleveland, that no property interest could arise
from revenue generated from the state’s exercise of its police
power in the form of a traffic-ticket fine. They see nothing
but a regulatory program here. But this ignores crucial
aspects of the case before us that make it different.

Simply stated, fees charged to obtain a license cannot
be equated with fines and costs that result from a traffic
ticket. The license fee was imposed, adjusted, and collected
solely by the state’s exercise of its regulatory authority. In
contrast, here the state’s police power is exercised when a
citation is issued, but this ticket merely establishes the
summary violation with which the person is charged. Once a
person has been charged, it is judicial power (not the state’s
police power) that is exercised to determine whether the
person is guilty and, if guilty, to impose the fine and costs.!
These fines and costs, although specified by the Motor
Vehicle Code, cannot be cabined as a product of the state’s
regulatory authority. They are part and parcel of the
judgment of the court. With this in mind, it is significant that
the indictment does not focus on how the citations were

4 The Traffic Court was not an administrative tribunal.
Rather, it was part of the First Judicial District of
Pennsylvania. App. 186 (Indictment § 2). See also supra
note 6 and accompanying text.
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issued (which would implicate police power), but rather
alleges that the judicial process was rigged to produce onty
Judgments that imposed lower fines—or most often—no fines
and costs at all,'?

But this raises a further question: can a criminal
judgment held by the government ever be “property?” The
Court in Cleveland offered a critique in its analysis of a
different issue {(whether licenses were analogous to patents)
that is apropos to answering this question,

[Wihile a patent holder may sell
her patent, see 35 U.S.C. § 261 . .
. “patents shall have the attributes
of personal property” . . . the State
may not sell its licensing
authority. Instead of a patent
holder’s interest in an unlicensed
patent, the better analogy is to the

'* On this point, it is noteworthy that the Supreme Court also
said the following: “We resist . . . [any invitation] to approve
a sweeping expansion of federal criminal jurisdiction in the
absence of a clear statement by Congress. . . . ‘[U]nless
Congress conveys its purpose clearly, it will not be deemed to
have significantly changed the federal-state balance’ in the
prosecution of crimes.” Cleveland, 531 U.S. at 24-25
(quoting Jones v. United States, 529 U.S. 848, 858 (2000)).
As we discuss later, the legal tradition of understanding
judgments as property is long-established. Consequently, the
concern about expanding the reach of federal fraud statutes to
new classes of property that was present in the deliberation of
state licenses in Cleveland is not at issue here.
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Federal Government’s interest in
an unissued patent. That interest,
like the State’s interest in
licensing video poker operations,

surely implicates the
Government’s role as sovereign,
not as property holder.

Cleveland, 531 U.S. at 23-24. Fines imposed by judges are
criminal penalties that “implicate[] the Government’s role as
sovereign.” Id. ar 24. Judgments ordering traffic fines and
costs cannot be sold and, in the logic of Cleveland, would
seem then to have no intrinsic economic value. Indeed, the
penal (non-economic) nature of the fine is undeniable because
the failure to pay a fine can result in the imposition of
sentences of greater consequence, including imprisonment.
See Pa. R. Crim. P. 706 cmt. But Cleveland is not the last
word. As we will discuss below, a Supreme Court opinion
issued five years later, Pasguantino v. United States, 544 U.S.
349 (2005), forecloses the defendants’ argument.

Finally, we note a dissimilarity between this case and
Cleveland, highlighted by the District Court, on the
significance of the monetary interest that the Government
associates with the fraud. The Cleveland Court regarded the
licensing fees as integral to the regulatory effort and collateral
to the matter at hand. The indictment there centered on the
scheme to obtain liceneses, and did not even raise the
licensing fees. See Cleveland, 531 U.S, at 22. Indeed, those
charged with the fraud paid all the appropriate fees; there was
no evidence that the government suffered any economic
detriment. /d.
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In contrast, the indictment here explicitly states that
the scheme deprived the City and the Commonwealth of
money, and it describes the abject of the scheme as obviating
judgments of guilt that imposed the fines and costs. Unlike
Cleveland, the fines and costs play a central role in the
scheme as alleged.

Alfano and Hird next focus on our decision in Henry
to argue that the Government cannot claim to have a property
right because the Government never had a legal claim to the
fines and costs at any point in the scheme. In Henry, we
examined convictions for wire fraud arising from a
competitive bidding process among banks to receive deposits
of a public agency's bridge tolls. Henry v. United States, 29
F.3d 112 (3d Cir. 1994). Appellants—public employees- -
were convicted of mail fraud for giving one bank confidential
information about bids from other banks. /d. at 113. We
identified several problems,'® but Alfano and Hird highlight
our observation in Henry that the object of the mail and wire
fraud must be something to which the victim could claim a
right of entitlement. Id at 115 (“a grant of a right of
exclusion”) (citing Carpenter, 484 U.S. at 26-27))."" Indeed,

' The Supreme Court had already made clear that “a
government official’s breach of his or her obligations to the
public or an employee’s breach of his or her obligations to an
employer” did not fall within the scope of Section 1343,
Henry, 29 F.3d at 114 (citing Carpenter, 484 U.S. at 25).

'” To assess whether a particular claim is a legal entitlement,
“we look to whether the law traditionally has recognized and
enforced [the entitlement] as a property right,” Henry, 29
F.3dat 115.
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we noted that a bank’s property right to the tolls would attach
only after the funds were deposited. /d. at 114. So the banks
that lost the bidding process never had a basis to claim any
legally recognized entitlement to the toll deposits.'® Jd. at
115. A fraud claim cannot rest on the bidders being cheated
out of an epportunity to receive the deposits. For these
reasons, we concluded that the indictment did not allege a
scheme to obtain fraudulently someone’s “property.” Id. at
116.

Here, the Government alleged that the defendants
“were depriving . . . Philadelphia and . . . Pennsylvania of
money which would have been properly due as fines and
costs” by making it possible for certain well-connected
individuals to avoid a judgment of guilt that imposed an
obligation to pay appropriate statutory fines. App. 197
(Indictment 9 38). But Appellants stress that, like the
deposits in Henry, the indictment here alleged an entitlement
that does not yet exist because a person must be adjudicated
{or plead) guilty before they must pay any fines or costs,
None of the cases directly associated with Alfano and Hird
resulted in a guilty judgment. As a result, they argue, the
Government cannot claim here that it was cheated of an
entitlement, because they were only fines and costs that the
people might have owed if they had been found guilty.

The District Court said it well.  Accepting this
argument “would permit the alleged conspirators” to take

18 They were, no doubt, robbed of a fair process, but we could
not identify any legal tradition that recognized this
deprivation as a property right. Jd. at 115.
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advantage of their “unique position” in this case “to enter into
a scheme to commit fraud and then hide behind the argument
that the success of their fraud precludes prosecution under the
‘money or property interest’ requirement of the mail and wire
fraud statutes.”  Sullivan, 2013 WL 3305217, at *7.
Appellants cannot rest on the very object of their scheme (to
work on behalf of favored individuals to obviate judgments of
guilt and the imposition of fines and costs) as the basis to
claim that there is no fraud. Indeed, the not-guilty judgments
that Alfano and Hird worked to obtain through the
extrajudicial system were alleged in the indictment as
evidence of the scheme itself.

Even if some of the cases in the extra-judicial system
would have been judged not guilty in a real adjudication it is
(as the District Court correctly noted) the intent of the
scheme, not the successful execution of it, that is the basis for
criminal liability. See Neder v. United States, 527 U.S. 1, 25
(1999) (In the criminal context, the court focuses on the
objective of the scheme rather than its actual outcome; what
operatives intended to do, not whether they were successful in
doing it.); United States v. Rowe, 56 F.2d 747, 749 (2d Cir.)
(“Civilly of course the [mail fraud statute]would fail without
proof of damage, but that has no application to criminal
liability.”), cert. denied 286 U.S. 554 (1932). The indictment
generally alleges not just that Appellants operated a system
that operated outside the bounds of Traffic Court procedures,
but that it did so for the purpose of obviating judgments of
guilt imposing fines and costs in those selected cases. See,
e.g., supra note 8. Moreover, we note that in one case not
directly involving either Alfano or Hird, the indictment
alleged that fines and costs were not just obviated, but were
actually erased by an alleged co-conspirator traffic court
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judge who ignored the conviction, backdated a continuance,
and “adjudicated” the person not-guilty. App. 228-29
(Indictment qf 108-113). This episode serves to highlight
that the entire scheme was centered on keeping (or taking)
judgments out of the hands of the Government to prevent the
imposition of fines and costs. As a result, Appellants’
reliance on our justice system’s presumption of innocence as
a basis to argue against the existence of a govemmental
property interest is a red hemring that is properly disregarded
here.

Accordingly, we conclude that the indictment’s
allegation that the scheme had an objective of depriving
“Philadelphia and . . . Pennsylvania of money which would
have been properly due as fines and costs” is not undermined
by the lack of guilty verdicts. App. 197 (Indictment 938
(emphasis added)).

Alfano and Hird next highlight that, in Henry, our
property interest analysis centered on “whether the law
traditionally has recognized and enforced [the entitlement in
question] as a property right.™ 29 F.3d at 115. Appellants
assert that traffic fines and costs typically have not been
considered economic property and are unsupported by any
legal tradition sufficient to ground charges of wire and mail
fraud. As we have already noted we disagree with any
conclusion that the fines and costs at issue have no intrinsic
economic value. But we tum to another decision of the
Supreme Court that came after Cleveland to address squarely
whether jurisprudence supports our conclusion.

In 2005 the Supreme Court reviewed convictions
arising from a scheme to smuggle large quantities of liquor
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from the United States into Canada, evading Canadian taxes.
See Pasquantino v. United States, 544 U.S. 349, 353 (2005).
The Court noted that the right to be paid has been routinely
recognized as property, id. at 355-56,'® observing that there is
an equivalence between “money in hand and money legally
due,” id at 356. Affirming the conviction, the Court said:
“Had petitioners complied with this legal obligation, they
would have paid money to Canada. Petitioners’ tax evasion
deprived Canada of that money, inflicting an economic injury
no less than had they embezzled funds from the Canadian
treasury.” Id. It concluded that: “[t]he object of petitioners’
scheme was to deprive Canada of money legally due, and
their scheme thereby had as its object the deprivation of
Canada’s ‘property.’” Id. Under Pasquantino, then, traffic
tickets (or more precisely, judgments arising from them) are
considered an “entitlement to collect money from individuals,
the possession of which is ‘something of value.” 544 U.S. at
355 (quoting McNally, 483 U.S. at 358).2° We conclude that

» The Court cited 3 W. Blackstone, Commentaries on the
Laws of England 153-155 (1768), which classified the right
to sue on a debt as personal property.

20 We also note that Pennsylvania law permits the government
to remedy the nonpayment of fines and costs as an unpaid
debt through civil process, enabling the government to
become a judgment creditor. Pa. R. Crim. P. 706 cmt.
(“Nothing in this rule [conceming criminal fines] is intended
to abridge any rights the Commonwealth may have in a civil
proceeding to collect a fine or costs.”). Because of this, a
separate lepal tradition is implicated that recognizes the
judgment itself as property. See, e.g., Armada (Singapore)
PTE Lid. v. Amcol International Corp., 885 F.3d 1090, 1094
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a scheme to obviate judgments imposing fines, effectively
preventing the government from holding and collecting on
such judgments imposes an economic injury that is the
equivalent of unlawfully taking money from fines paid out of
the Government’s accounts. See id. at 358.

Alfano and Hird focus, finally, on the role that a
judge’s discretion plays in the adjudication of a case,
asserting that the uncertainty this creates about outcomes in
any given case undermines any argument that a judgment in a
Traffic Court case can be claimed as an entitlement to
property. To the extent that this merely rephrases the issue of
guilt or innocence on particular charges, we have already
addressed it above. To the degree that it refers to a judge’s
discretion in sentencing, as the District Court noted, there is
no such discretion here.?! The Motor Vehicle Code imposes

(7th Cir. 2018). This long, stable legal tradition of
recognizing civil judgments for money as property supports
the conclusion that the fines arising from judgments in traffic
court cannot be regarded merely as implicating the act of a
sovereign imposing a criminal penalty. They can be collected
by civil process as a debt and are, thus, a property interest,

2l We question, in general, the relevance of an entity’s
authority to relinquish a just entitlement or to forbear an
obligation that an entitlement imposes upon another, as a
basis to call into doubt the legitimacy of, or the very existence
of the entitlement. But see U/nited States v. Mariani, 90 F.
Supp. 2d 574, 583 (M.D. Pa. 2000) (Discretionary civil fines
and penalties “may be too speculative to constitute a valid
property interest.”) (intemal citation omitted).
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fines and costs for each violation, eliminating any judicial
discretion in this regard.

D.

All of this leads us to conclude that the District Court
did not err by denying the motion to dismiss. We conclude
that, as alleged, this scheme had the objective of preventing
the City of Philadelphia and the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania from possessing a lawful entitlement to collect
money in the form of fines and costs—a property interest—-
from individuals who Alfano and Hird assisted. We will thus
affirm the convictions of Appellants Alfano and Hird.

I
Appellants Tynes, Lowry, and Mulgrew
A

In 2011, the United States Attorney presented to the
Grand Jury evidence arising from the Federal Bureau of
Investigation’s inquiry into the Traffic Court. Appellants
Lowry, Mulgrew, and Tynes testified and the Government
brought perjury charges against them for statements they
made to the Grand Jury. After Hird and Alfano pleaded
guilty, the rest of the Appellants went to trial. The jury
acquitted Lowry, Mulgrew, and Tynes of all counts against
them on wire fraud, mail fraud, and conspiracy. But it found
them guilty of perjury. Tynes, Lowry, and Mulgrew
challenge their convictions by raising similar iegal arguments
about the sufficiency of the evidence.
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As with all challenges to the sufficiency of the
evidence, we use a highly deferential standard of review, See
United States v. Caraballo-Rodriguez, 726 F.3d 418, 430 (3d
Cir. 2013) (en banc). We examine the record in a light most
favorable to the prosecution, and will not disturb the verdict if
“any rational trier of fact could have found the essential
elements of the crime beyond a reasonable doubt.” United
States v. McGee, 763 F.3d 304, 316 (3d Cir. 2014) (emphasis
in original) (quoting Jackson v. lirginia, 443 U.S. 307, 319
(1979)). Tynes, Lowry, and Mulgrew argue that the
questions asked of them at trial were fatally vague and/or that
their answers were truthful. As a result, they contend that
these questions and answers arc an inadequate basis for a
perjury conviction.

A conviction for perjury before a grand jury requires
the Government to prove that the defendant took an oath
before the grand jury and then knowingly made a “false
material declaration.” 18 U.S.C. § 1623. But we recognized
(in the context of a sentencing enhancement for perjury) that
sometimes ‘“confusion, mistake, or faulty memory” results in
inaccuracies that cannot be categorized as a “willful attempt
to obstruct justice” under perjury statutes. United States v.
Miller, 527 F.3d 54, 75 (3d Cir. 2008) (quoting U.S.
Sentencing Guidelines Manual § 3Cl.1 cmt. n2 (U.S,
Sentencing Comm’n 2003). So we do understand that
“[plrecise questioning is imperative as a predicate for the
offense of perjury.” Bronston v. United States, 409 U.S. 352,
362 (1973).

Precision, however, is assessed in context. An

examiner’s line of questioning should, at a minimum,
establish the factual basis grounding an accusation that an
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answer to a particular question is false. Miller, 527 F.3d at
78. So a perjury conviction is supported by the record “when
the defendant’s testimony ‘can reasonably be inferred to be
knowingly untruthful and intentionally misleading, even
though the specific question to which the response is given
may itself be imprecise.”” United States v. Serafini, 167 F.3d
812, 823 (3d Cir. 1999) (quoting United States v. DeZarn,
157 F.3d 1042, 1043 (6th Cir. 1998)).

Challenges to the clarity of a question are typically left
to the jury, which has the responsibility of determining
whether the defendant understood the question to be
confusing or subject to many interpretations. United States v.
Slawik, 548 F.2d 75, 86 (3d Cir. 1977). Moreover, consistent
with our standard of review, we will not distutb a jury’s
determination that a response under oath constitutes perjury
unfess “it is ‘entirely unreasonable to expect that the
defendant understood the question posed to him.'” Serafini,
167 F.3d at 820 (quoting United States v. Ryan, 828 F.2d
1010, 1015 (3d Cir. 1987), abrogated on other grounds by
United States v. Wells, 519 U.S. 482 (1997)).22 On  appeal,

22 The Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit underscored
the high bar this establishes for appellants by noting that a
fundamentally ambiguous question is “not a phrase with a
meaning about which men of ordinary intellect could agree,
nor one which could be used with mutual understanding by a
questioner and answerer unless it were defined at the time it
were sought and offered as testimony.” United States v.
Lighte, 782 F.2d 367, 375 (2d Cir. 1986) (quoting United
States v. Lattimore, 127 F. Supp. 405, 410 (D. D.C\), aff’d,
232 F.2d. 334 (D.C. Cir. 1955)).
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we review every aspect of the record pertinent to both the
question and answer to reach a conclusion about whether, in
context, the witness understood the question well enough to
give an answer that he or she knew to be false. See Miller,
527 F.3d at 78. Our review, however, is focused on glaring
instances of vagueness or double-speak by the examiner at the
time of questioning (rather than artful post-hoc interpretations
of the questions) that—by the lights of any reasonable fact-
finder—would mislead or confuse a witness into making a
response that later becomes the basis of a perjury conviction.
Questions that breach this threshold are “fundamentally
ambiguous” and cannot legitimately ground a perjury
conviction. Id at77.2

That is the law applicable to the claims raised by
Tynes, Lowry and Mulgrew. But, because our review is fact-
dependent, and because each raises some unique issues, we
will address each of their claims individually.?

2 The rule of fundamental ambiguity is intended to
“preclude convictions that are grounded on little more than
surmise or conjecture, and . . . prevent witnesses . . . from
unfairly bearing the risks associated with the inadequacies of
their examiners.” Ryan, 828 F.2d at 1015.

% Adopting the arguments made by Alfano and Hird,
Appellants Lowry, Mulgrew and Tynes assert that the
Government improperly charged them with conspiracy, wire
fraud, and mail fraud. Therefore, they assert, their joint trial
on these counts of the indictment prejudiced the jury’s
deliberation on the charges of perjury. They claim such
evidence would have been excluded under Federal Rule of
Evidence. 403. They also contend that, without a charge of
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B.

Appellant Tynes?*

conspiracy, the joinder of their cases would have been
impermissible under Federal Rule of Criminal Evidence 8(b)
or, at the very least, severance of their cases would have been
warranted under Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 14(a).
Certainly, where there is evidence of prejudice resulting from
“spillover” evidence from counts that should have been
dismissed, reversal is warranted. See United States v. Wright,
665 F.3d 560, 575-577 (3d Cir. 2012). But we have
concluded that the District Court did not err by denying the
motion, under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 12(b)(3), to
dismiss the conspiracy, wire fraud and mail fraud counts of
the indictment. Thus, Appellants’ spillover argument has
been nullified. Likewise, Appellants have no basis to claim
that the Court unfairly prejudiced them by not granting
separate trials.

2 Tynes filed a separate motion to dismiss. App. 291-99.
The record also contains Tynes’ proposed order to join
Sullivan’s motion to dismiss, App. 290, However, Tynes’
motion contains no such request. Moreaver, the
Government’s response to the motions notes that Lowry and
Mulgrew moved to join (without argument), and makes no
mention of Tynes. The District Court’s ruling on Tynes’
motion to dismiss relates only to the arguments she made
separately in her brief. As a result, we cannot consider
Tynes’ arguments on appeal that relate to those raised in
Sullivan’s motion. Moreover, since she failed to raise any of
the arguments she made in her separate motion to dismiss,
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Appellant Tynes claims her convictions for perjury at
Count 71 and Count 72 lack sufficient evidence because she
was responding to questions that were fundamentally
ambiguous. The perjury charged at Count 71 arises from the
following exchange.

Q. In all the years
you’ve been [at Traffic
Court] have you
ever been asked to give
favorable  treatment on
a case to anybody?

A. No, not favorable
treatment. People basically
know me. The lawyers
know me. The court
officers know me. 1 have
been called a nononsense
person because I'm just not
that way. I take my
position seriously, and the
cards fall  where they
may.

—— et

these arguments are waived. With that said, we will affirm
the District Court’s ruling on the Motion raised by Sullivan
and joined by the five Appellants. Therefore, we need not
address Tynes’ assertion that the District Court’s mishandled
her joinder motion because it does not prejudice the outcome
of her appeal.
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App. 255, 57202 Tynes contends that the Government
pursued a novel theory here (applying federal fraud statutes to
allegations of ticket fixing) and used the vague term
“favorable treatment” to gloss over its uncertainty about what,
ultimately, would constitute an illegal act. She points out that
the term had not been used before in reference to this case
and that the Government offered no explanation or definition
of the term to alert Tynes to the intent of the question.

Also, from Tynes’ perspective, every litigant
appearing before a court seeks an outcome that is favorable,
thus making “favorable treatment” a tesm that essentially
referred to “how litigation works.” She claims that its use
amounted to a fishing expedition designed to capture unfairly
the entirety of her conduct in the courtroom. She wamns that
this is precisely the type of “open-ended construction™ in
questioning that we found unacceptable in Serafini. 167 F.3d
at 822,

Tynes makes a related argument against her perjury
conviction for Count 72. That conviction is based on this
exchange.

Q.  You've never taken
action on a request?

A. No.

26 We cite to the testimony quoted in the indictment and the
Grand Jury that was used at trial. We note that there are some
typographical inconsistencies between these sources and in
those instances we have quoted the Grand Jury testimony.
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App. 257, 5722. She maintains that the word “request” was
presented to the jury as a follow-on to the question grounding
Count 71, requiring a person to link the term *favorable
treatment” and the word “request” to make sense of it. She
argues that the Government took advantage of the ambiguity
of “favorable treatment,” forcing the jury to speculate that
Tynes interpreted “request” as “favorable treatment.” This
reliance on “sequential referents” is, from her perspective,
exactly what we criticized in Serafini. 167 F.3d at 821. But
she misconstrues our holding.

in Serafini, the surrounding questions focused on a
different topic. This bolstered appellant’s argument in that
case that the question on which the perjury conviction rested
was fundamentally ambiguous. /d The appellant said the
multiplicity of topics in surrounding questions caused the jury
to speculate improperly on how he understood the question at
issue. We said: “The meaning of individual questions and
answers is not determined by ‘lifting a statement . . . out of its
immediate context,” when it is that very context which fixes
the meaning of the question.” Serafini, 167 F.3d at 821
(quoting United States v. Tonelli, 577 F.3d 194, 198 (3d Cir.
1978)). In the case of Serafini, the context made the
confusing nature of the question apparent. The various tapics
in surrounding questions created sufficient ambiguity to
undermine the conviction, /d.

Here, however, even though the terms used by the
examiner changed, we conclude that the line of questioning
including both questions that ground Count 71 and 72—have
an obvious, consistent focus.
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Q. In all the years
you've been [at Traffic
Court] have you
ever been asked to give
favorable  treatment on
a case to anybody?

A. No, not favorable
treatment. People basically
know me. The lawyers
know me. The court
officers know me. I have
been called a nononsense
person because I'm just not
that way. [ take my
position seriously and the
cards fall where they
may. Most of the time . . .
the people in my Court
plea bargain. They know
that most of the time,
ninety percent of the time,
say 90 percent, I go with
the police officer’s
recommendation. . ..

Q.  So,inall those years
no one has ever asked you
to find somebody not
guilty--

A. No.
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Q. --or to find a lesser
violation; find a lesser fine;
anything along those lines?

A, No. 1 will say to
people go to court, go to
tial and see  what
happens. . . .

Q. Ward leaders,
politicians has anyone
called you and said 1
have Johnny Jones coming
up next week and [
would appreciate it if -- if
you would look
favorably on him when he
comes through? Has
anything like that ever
happened?

A.  Throughout the
years ward leaders and
people have called all the
time and asked me
questions. The only thing I
will say to them is they
need to go to court. If you
think it’s a problem, they
need to hire a lawyer, or
make sure you bring all
your evidence to court. If
it’s something like
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inspection, make sure you
bring your -- papers and
things like that. That’s
what 1 would tell them to
do.] give advice that
way. [ don’t know if that’s
wrong or not, but [ do.

Q. You've never taken
action on a request?

A. No.

App. 528-29, 530, 5720-22. This broader context would give
any reasonable fact-finder more than enough basis to
conclude that the witness knew the point of reference for both
the term “favorable treatment” and “request” was ticket
fixing. In fact, Tynes is asking us to do precisely the thing we
criticized in Serafini, to lift a phrase or statement out of its
context. Serafini, 167 F.3d at 821. Tynes has not persuaded
us that the question harbors any fatal ambiguity.

Tynes next contends that her responses to questions
grounding Count 71 and Count 72 cannot support convictions
for perjury because they were literally true. Of course,
perjury arises only from making knowingly false material
declarations. 18 U.S.C. § 1623, Therefore, a witness who
answers an ambiguous question with a non-responsive answer
that the witness believes is true—even if the answer is
misleading—does not commit perjury. See Bronston, 409
U.S. at 361-62; see also United States v. Reilly, 33 F.3d 1396,
1416 (3d Cir. 1994).
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Tynes argues that, because she regarded the question
about favorable treatment as vague, she interpreted it as
asking whether she accepted any bribes in exchange for a
judgment of not guilty or a reduced punishment. Her
response of “no” (grounding Count 71) is literally true-—she
says—because there is no evidence that she accepted any
bribes in return for giving preferential outcomes in the
adjudication of some individuals who were cited for breaking
the law, Under this theory, the same argument can also
negate the charges at Count 72 since she says she did not
accept any “requests” (bribes) in exchange for preferential
treatment.

Although the jury is permitted reasonable inferences
drawn from the record about the witness’ understanding of
the truth or falsity of the answer, it is not (as we noted above)
permitted to reach conclusions based merely on speculation
or conjecture. See Bronston, 409 U.S. at 359. Tynes’
assertion of literal truth is undermined because the trial record
supports no reasonable inference that the Government was
asking her about matters outside of the alleged bribes, nor
does it provide any reason why Tynes would interpret the
question in this way. For all of these reasons, we will affirm
the judgment of conviction on perjury as to Appellant Tynes.
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C.
Appellant Lowry?*’

Like Tynes, Appellant Lowry advances arguments of
fundamental ambiguity and literal truth. His perjury
conviction centered on one question and answer.

Q. So if I understand
your testimony, you're

saying you don’t
give out special favors; is
that right?

A. No, [ treat
everybody in that
courtroom the same.

App. 489. Lowry attacks the Government’s use of the term
“special favors” as one with many potential meanings.
However, as we noted above in our reference to Serafini, we
reject arguments that lift individual questions or answers—or
individual phrases embedded in either—from the context of
surrounding questions that help fix their meaning. Serafini,

167 F.3d at 821. The larger context for the question asked of
Lowry is as follows.

Q. So if I understand
your testimony, you're
saying you don’t give out
special favors; is that right?

21 Lowry was charged with perjury in Count 69 of the
indictment.
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A. Well, I know it
appears that way; and it’s
hard for me to prove to
you. ..

Q. I'm just asking,
your testimony is you don’t
give out special favors, is
that right?

A. No, I treat
everybody in that
courtroom the same,

Q.  You treat everybody
fairly?

A.  I'm a lenient judge.
I will admit to that,

Q.  You treat everybody
fairly?

A. Yes, [ do.

Q. And these notices
that you get from your
personal or from other
people, they don’t affect

you in any way, is
that right?
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A.  Virtually no effect
at all.

App. 489-90.

Lowry’'s assertion that the phrase “special favors” is
subject to many interpretations is unconvincing. We note two
things. First, the line of questioning reasonably supports a
conclusion that this inquiry referenced conduct associated
with allegations of ticket fixing. Second, Lowry answered as
if his understanding of the question was consistent with this
interpretation. He said that he was aware it may “appear” that
he gave special favors. He also defended himself by saying
that such requests did not affect his conduct in the courtroom
at all. If—as he says—he understood “special favors” to
mean fair treatment, his answer makes no sense.

Lowry next claims that, since the question was
structured to elicit a negative response, his answer cannot be
used as the basis of a perjury charge. Relatedly, he contends
that the question was merely a summation of an answer that
he gave just before this question. In essence he argues that
this was a leading question. We have concluded, in the
context of a trial, that the propriety of leading questions in
direct examinations is a matter left to the sound discretion of
the trial judge. See United States v. Montgomery, 126 F.2d
151, 153 (3d Cir. 1942). We extend the same deference here
to the District Court’s decision to admit this portion of the
Grand Jury transcript. We do not regard the question as
fundamentally unfair or unclear, or something outside the
norm of questions typically employed on direct examination.

i9



For these reasons, we conclude that the District Court did not
abuse its discretion here.

Alternatively, Lowry argues that—if the term is
understood to reference fixing tickets-- there is no evidence
to contradict his response that requests for special favors did
not impact any of his adjudications, We do not agree. The
record contains the following testimony.

Kevin O’Donnell, who was Lowry’s personal
assistant, testified about Lowry’s involvement with requesting
and giving consideration. He said that Lowry made four to
five requests each month for consideration and that
O’Donnell transmitted them to the personal assistants of other
Traffic Court judges. App. 1854. Likewise, he said other
judges transmitted requests for consideration to Lowry
through their personal assistants. App. 1812-13. Appellant
Hird and various politicians also made requests of Lowry for
consideration. App. 1827-28, 1832-33. O’Donnell said he
would give the requests to Lowry on the day scheduled for
hearing on the citation. App. 1818-19. The requests were for
preferential treatment in the adjudication of particular
citations: typically the requests were for “removing points”
and obtaining a “not guilty” judgment. App. 1819.
O’Donnell said he sometimes had to signal Lowry in the
courtroom to remind him that a particular case was supposed
to receive consideration. App. 1822-23. He testified from
his own observation that Lowry typically honored requests
for consideration. App. 1829. He also declared if Lowry
claimed he never gave consideration or asked it of others, this
would not be truthful. App. 1813. The same assistant
testified that if Lowry testified that he ignored requests for
consideration, or that he never honored requests for
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consideration, that testimony would not be true. App. 1855.
The Government also asked: “If [Lowry} claimed that . . .
consideration requests had no impact when he disposed of
cases, would that be true?” The assistant responded,
“probably not.” /d.

Another witness, Walt Smaczylo, employed as a court
officer in the Traffic Court, provided an example of how
“consideration” worked in the courtroom.

When someone comes in, for
example, for a reckless driving
ticket and that judge normally
comes down pretty hard and finds
that defendant guilty and then the
same type cases come in and you
see a defendant walk out either
not guilty or a significantly
reduced charge.

App. 1912, The Govermnment asked Smaczylo if he saw
Lowry preside over such instances, and he answered: “That’s
correct, yes.” Jd. Smaczylo testified that requests for
consideration were written on small note cards or “sticky”
notes and that he saw Lowry in possession of these cards and
notes. App. 1914. He also provided a generalized example
of consideration, based on his observation and understanding,
in which a reckless driving citation would be reduced to
careless driving. In such instances, he indicated that a $300
to $400 fine would be cut in half. He said: “So, that money
was not collected, obviously, by the state. If that ticket was
fixed then I saw it as stealing.” App. 1919. Smaczylo was
asked: “[I)f Judge Lowry testified at the [G]rand [JJury he
didn’t give consideration would that be a truth or would that
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be a lie?” He responded: “That would not be the truth.”
App. 1921.

All of this testimony provides more than a sufficient
basis to support a reasonable jury’s conclusion that Lowry
was not truthful when he responded to the Government’s
question about special favors. 2

Finally, Lowry argues that the Government's question
sought a dispositive response from him on the charges of
conspiracy and fraud. He says an affirmative answer to
whether he gave “special favors” to certain individuals would
have been enough to convict him of conspiracy and fraud.
Thus, he maintains that his acquittal on charges of mail fraud,
wire fraud, and conspiracy is res judicata as to the petjury
charges that are based on his answer. He said he did not
commit fraud and the jury agreed with him. Therefore, he
says, he did not perjure himself. However, even if we
accepted Lowry’s characterization of the question, we reject
this argument.

28 Lowry points to the cross-examination of both witnesses in
which they seem to equivocate on some of their observations
and responses to the Government. For instance O'Donnell
stated his view that giving consideration was no different
from the leniency that Lowry extended to every other person
who pleaded not guilty and appeared at the hearing,
However, we do not weigh the credibility of evidence in the
record. We only judge whether there is sufficient evidence in
the record to support a reasonable fact-finder’s determination
that the record supported conviction of Lowry on a charge of
perjury. See United States v. Richardson, 658 F.3d 333, 337
(3d Cir. 2011).
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First, a jury’s determination that Lowry’s ticket-fixing
conduct did not constitute wire fraud, mail fraud, and
conspiracy does not preclude its determination that he lied
about this conduct before the Grand Jury. Moreover, as the
Supreme Court has articulated, a verdict on one count that
seems to be at odds with another “shows that either in the
acquittal or the conviction the jury did not speak their real
conclusions, but that does not show that they were not
convinced of the defendant’s guilt.” United States v. Powell,
469 U.S. 57, 63 (1984) (quoting Dunn v. United States, 284
U.S. 390, 393 (1932)). It is impossible to know in such cases
whether the verdicts were an exercise of lenity by the jury or
outright error.

Nonetheless, as the Powell Court noted, any
assessment of the jury’s rationale for its verdicts “would be
based either on pure speculation or would require inquiries
into the jury’s deliberations that courts generally will not
undertake.” Id. at 58. So, even if Lowry was correct that the
acquittal is relevant to his response to the question grounding
his perjury conviction, we are not convinced that his perjury
conviction is unfounded. Given the substantial body of
evidence presented to the jury, nothing here demands that we
abandon the deference we traditionally give to the collective
judgment of the jury. For all these reasons, we will affirm the
jury’s verdict as to Lowry.
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D.

Appellant Mulgrew?®

Mulgrew does not argue that the question asked at the Grand
Jury was ambiguous, he simply maintains that his statement

was truthful.®® The questions and answers grounding his

perjury conviction are as follows.

Q.

How about your
personal, has your
personal  received
any calls like that
from other judges,
other ward leaders
that she’s conveyed
to you, saying so-
and-so has called
about this case?

[f she did, she didn't
convey them to me.

? Mulgrew was charged with perjury in Count 70 of the

indictment.

0 Mulgrew’s claims are reviewed for plain error because he
did not make the same argument before the District Court.
United States v. Syme, 276 F.3d 131, 148 (3d Cir. 2002).
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App. 432-33 (emphasis added). Shortly after this, the
following exchange occurred:

Q.  Have you ever seen
any index cards or
notations on the file
indicating that a
person has called or
taken some special
interest in this case?

A.  Nope.

App. 433 (emphasis added). Mulgrew claims that the
Govemment's use of the word “call” referred exclusively to
telephone calls. This mattered to him, he says, because others
had testified that personal assistants of other Traffic Court
judges would give index cards to his personal assistant in his
chambers or robing room containing names of some
individuals whose tickets were listed for hearing. Mulgrew
claims that there is no evidence that he ever received any
phone calls asking that he act extrajudicially to give well-
connected individuals preferential treatment. The implication
is that, had the Government asked him about receiving index
cards with such requests, his answer would have been
completely different.

As with Tynes and Lowry, our review of claims of
literal truth drives us to examine the context of the question.

Q. How about other
judges, have other
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e O P

Judges ever
approached you or
called to you or get
8 message to you
either themselves or
through their
personals saying
that someone s
going to be on your
list next week or
next Monday and
can you could some
special way towards
the case?

No, they haven’t.
Never?
No.

How about your
personal, has your
personal  received
any calls like that
from other judges,
other ward leaders
that she’s conveyed
to you saying so and
so has called about
this case?
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If she did, she didn’t
convey them to me,

And your personal
is who?

Gloria McNasby.

Have you ever seen
on traffic court files
--You actually get a
file when someone’s
case is called?

Right.

So the case is called
and you get a file
presented to you; is
that right?

uh-huh,

Have you ever seen
any index cards or
notations on the file
indicating that a
person has called or
taken some special
interest in this case?

Nope.
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Let me make sure as
well that if I got

your testimony
correct [sic].
You’re saying that if

other people,
whether they be
political leaders,
friends and family,
anybody is
approaching  your
personal and asking
her specifically to
look out for a case,
see what she can do
in a case, give
preferential
treatment, however
you want to phrase
it, that she is not
relaying any of that
information on to
you, is that correct?

No, she isn’t.

Wouldn’t you want
to know it?

No, I don’t want to
know. Then I never
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have to worry about
what I do in the
courtroom.

App. 432-33, 437-38 (emphasis added). The transcript makes
it obvious that Mulgrew’s singular reliance on the reference
to a “call” ignores the thrust of the Government’s line of
questions. The questions focus on the substance of the
communications between Mulgrew’s personal assistant and
himself, rather than the mode of those communications. The
evidence is sufficient for a reasonable jury to conclude that
Mulgrew understood the question asked of him and that he
answered in the negative.

Mulgrew alternatively asserts that the District Court
erred by refusing to admit additional testimony from the
Grand Jury that he claims is relevant to his perjury
conviction." After the Government introduced Mulgrew’s
Grand Jury testimony, Mulgrew sought the admission of other
portions of his testimony. But the District Court sustained the
Government’s hearsay objection. The portion of the
transcript supporting the perjury conviction is as follows:

Q.  [W]hether you have
ever been asked to provide,
what I'll call, favorable
treatment for people in
traffic court or however
you define that, whether it

3 We review the District Court’s ruling on the admissibility
of evidence for abuse of discretion. ['nited States v. Green,
617 F.3d 233, 239 (3d Cir. 2010).
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would be special handling,
keep an eye out for a
ticket, do me a favor.
Have you ever been asked
to provide any type of
treatment like that for
people in traffic court?

A.  People have asked
me for consideration, but I
give  consideration o
everybody that comes in
my courtroom[,] so it
doesn’t make a difference
to me.

App. 422-23. The basis for the Government’s hearsay
objection to this portion of the testimony was that it raised an
out-of-court statement not offered by a party opponent.

Mulgrew first contends that the District Court erred by
ruling that this was hearsay because it was not offered for the
truth of the matter asserted. He says that the testimony was
instead offered to show his state of mind later in his
testimony. See United States v. Hoffecker, 530 F.3d 137,
191-92 (3d Cir. 2008). However, we conclude that it was not
an abuse of discretion for the District Court to sustain the
Government’s hearsay objection. It was reasonable for the
District Court to conclude here that his response relied on
out-of-court statements offered to assert his innocence since
his response conveys a declaration that he treated no person
different from another.
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Mulgrew also argues that this portion of the transcript
is admissible under Federal Rule of Evidence 106: “[i]f a
party introduces all or part of a writing or recorded statement,
an adverse party may require the introduction, at that time, of
any other part—or any other writing or recorded statement—
that in fairness ought to be considered at the same time.”
Mulgrew maintains that this question and answer provides
context showing that he did not commit perjury. He also
maintains that the “doctrine of completeness” applies here:
fairness demanded the admission of the statements. See
United States v. Soures, 736 F.2d 87, 91 (3d Cir. 1984).3? We
are not convinced.

The excerpt at issue occurs many pages before the
testimony regarded as perjurious. It is unrelated in the overall
sequence of questions and to the answers grounding his
conviction. Moreover, as the intervening pages suggest, it
was separated by the passage of time during questioning. We
also fail to see how Mulgrew’s equivocation over the term
“consideration” gives helpful context to his later denial of
receiving requests for consideration. For these reasons, we
conclude the District Court did not abuse its discretion by
sustaining the Government’s hearsay objection.

32 “Under this doctrine of completeness, a second writing may
be required to be read if it is necessary to (1) explain the
admitted portion, (2} place the admitted portion in context, (3)
avoid misleading the trier of fact, or (4) insure a fair and
impartial understanding.” Soures, 736 F.2d at 91.
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IV,
Appellant Singletary®

During the investigation of the Traffic Court by the
Federal Bureau of Investigation, Appellant Singletary was
among those interviewed. The jury acquitted Singletary of all
counts of wire fraud, mail fraud, and conspiracy. It found
him guilty of false statements made to the Federal Bureau of
Investigation. At sentencing, over Singletary’s objection, the
District Court sentenced Singletary using the Guideline on
obstruction.

The Government agrees that the single count on which
he was convicted does not contain all of the elements of
obstruction. U.S.S8.G. § 2J1.2. For this reason, the
Government agrees with Singletary that he is entitled to a

33 Appellant Singletary was charged with making false
statements in Counts 73 and 74 of the indictment. He states
in his brief that he ‘joins all arguments on behalf of co-
appellants pursuant to Federal Rules of Appellate Procedure
28(i).” Singletary Br, 19. To the extent that he joins the
argument of prejudice resulting from the trial on the fraud and
conspiracy charges, we already have determined that the
indictment was proper and no prejudice resulted from
bringing these charges to trial. As for the challenges to
perjury in Counts 72 and 74, we note that Singletary was
charged with a different crime: false statements in a federal
investigation pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 1001. In addition, the
challenges to all of such charges are inherently fact-intensive.
As he did not provide a factual basis for such a challenge, we
regard the issue to be waived.
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remand for resentencing. Accordingly, we will vacate the
judgment of sentence as to Singletary and remand to the
District Court for resentencing.

V.

For all of these reasons, we will vacate the judgment of
sentence of the District Court with regard to Appellant
Singletary and remand for resentencing. We will affirm the
judgments of the District Court as to Appellants Alfano, Hird,
Lowry, Mulgrew and Tynes,
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