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5 of America v. Real Property Located in Los Angeles, California D

JS-6

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRCT OF CALIFORNIA
WESTERN DIVISION

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, No. CV 16-09430-CAS (AGRX)
Plaintiff, [PROPOSED]
v CONSENT JUDGMENT OF
FORFEITURE

REAL PROPERTYLOCATED IN
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA,

Defendant.

This matter was commenced on Decentiie 2016 against the Real Property
Located in Los Angeles, California (the “deflant property”). ifle to the defendant
property is in the name @&duardo Daniel SanchezAilar, a single man.

No parties have filed claims of interestanswers in this case and the time for
filing claims and answers hagpired. After the Clerkntered Default against the
interests of Eduardo Daniel Sancheguflar (“Sanchez”) ad all other potential

claimants on April 19, 2017 [Dkt. No. 13], tilelder Sanchez agreed to this Propose
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Consent Judgment that alleviates the need for Plaintiff’'s motion for default judgme
be decided by the CauiDkt. No. 14].

Plaintiff United States of America and Saee have reached an agreement tha
dispositive of the action. Each of the sigmads of this Consent Judgment of Forfeitu
(“Consent Judgment”) represents that heha has the full powemd authority (without
further approvals or consents) to enteo ithis Consent Judgment and perform the
obligations set forth herein. This Cons@ndgment may be sigthén counterparts and
shall be deemed to have been equally drafted by the parties hereto.

Sanchez waives all appealhis with respect to thimatter. If Sanchez submitte)
a petition for remission to the defendanbperty in any proceedings, he hereby
stipulates to withdraw the petition, and wa@ny right he may have to seek remissio
mitigation of the forfeiture described herein.

The parties waive the requirements of Local Rule 5.2-1 in order to effectuate
Consent Judgment. The defendant propertycated at 1664 Hi Point Street, Los
Angeles, California 90035 with AssessdParcel Number 506819-015. The legal
description of the defendant property is:

The real property in the City of Loseles, County of LoAngeles, State of
California, described as:

LOT 41 OF TRACT NO 3909, INHE CITY OF LOS ANGELES,
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES, STATEF CALIFORNIA, AS PER MAP
RECORDED IN BOOK 44 PAGE 80F MAPS, IN THE OFFICE OF
THE COUNTY RECORDEROF SAID COUNTY.

EXCEPT THE EAST 50 FEET THEREOF.

ALSO EXCEPT THE SOUTH 20 FEETHEREOF, AS GRANTED TO
THE CITY OF LOS ANGELESFOR STREET PURPOSES.

Sanchez represents thatdra any other occupartiave already vacated the
defendant property and their personal progpkas been removed from the defendant

property. The parties hereby request thatCourt enter this Consent Judgment.
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WHEREFORE, IT IS ORDERE, ADJUDGED AND DECREED:

1.  This Court has jurisdiction over therpas and the subject matter of this
action.

2. Notice of this action hdseen given in accordanweath law. Sanchez is
relieved of filing a chim and answer in thimatter. All potenal claimans to the
defendant property, excefoir Sanchez, are deemed to hadenitted the allegations of t
Complaint. The allegationstseut in the Complaint are sufficient to establish a basis
forfeiture.

3.  The United States of America shhlve judgment as to the defendant
property, and no other m®n or entity shall have any righitle or interest therein.

4.  With respect to the dendant property, the IsbAngeles County Recorder

shall index this judgment in the grantodex under the name of &&rdo Daniel Sanchez

Aguilar and in the granteedex under the name of the itéd States of America.

5.  Title having vested in plaintiff United &es of America, the United States
America shall proceed to dispose of the ddéat property in accordae with law. Upon
disposition of the defendant property, the proceddse sale of the defendant property
the extent such amounts are available | ffggpayable in the following priority:

a. First, payment to the United Statdarshals Servictor all expenses
of forfeiture of the defendamproperty including, biunot limited to, expeses of custody,
advertising and sale;

b. Second, payment to the CouAgsessor and Tax @Qector of Los
Angeles County, Califoia for any unpaid real property taxes assessed against the
defendant property up the date of entry of this Coarist Judgment dforfeiture; and,

C. Third, the United States Marsh8ervice shall deposit and dispose
the remaining proceeds from thale of the deferaht in accordnce with law.

6.  The parties shall execute further domnts, to the extent necessary, to

convey clear title to the defendant propertytaintiff and to futher implement the terms

of this Judgment of Forfeiture.
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7.  The Court will retain jusdiction to resolve any isss with respect to the
parties’ performancander this Judgmewf Forfeiture.

8. Each party shall bear its own attorrfegs and costsThis Judgment of
Forfeiture is binding upon Sanchaad his successoasd assigns.

9. Sanchez has agreed to release and hold harmless the United States, i
agencies, agents, officers, employees and reptasves, includingyithout limitation, all
agents, officers, employees and representgabt¥éhe Drug Enfarement Administration,
as well as all agents, officers, employard representatives ahy state or local
government or law enfoement agenciyvolved in the investigatioof this matter, from
any and all claims, including claims for intsteactions or cause$ action, damages,
expenses, and costs, knowm amknown, which may meafter be asserted or brought |
or on behalf of Sanchez, ang out of the seizure and/farfeiture of the defendant
property and the instition of this matter.

10. The Court finds that therwas reasonable cause for the institution of thes
proceedings. This judgmesitall be construed as a certificate of reasonable cause
pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2465.

IT IS SO ORDERED. MM % @L

Mav9 2017 _ .
DATE HONORABLE CHRISTINAA. SNYDER
UNITED STATES DISTRICT JUDGE

SIGNATURE OF PARTIES ARE ON NEXT PAGE
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Approved asto Form and Content:

DATED: May 8, 2017

DATED: May 4, 2017

DATED: May 4 2017

SANDRAR.BROWN
ActingUnited StatesAttorney
LAWRENCE S. MIDDLETON
AssistantUnited StatesAttorney
(hief, Crimina Division
STEVEN R. WELK
AssistantUnited StatesAttorney
Chief,AssetForfeitureSection

IS/

KATHARINE SCHONBACHLER
AssistantUnited StatesAttorney

Attorneys for Plaintiff
United States of America

IS/

GERARDOA. GONZALEZ, ESQ.

Attorney for Titleholder

EDUARDO DANIEL SANCHEZ AGUILAR

IS/

EDUARDO DANIEL SANCHEZ AGUILAR

Titleholder




