United States of America v. Approximately &#036;38,240.00 in U.S. Currency Ddc.
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PHILLIP A. TALBERT
United States Attorney
KEVIN C. KHASIGIAN
Assistant U. S. Attorney
501 | Street, Suite 10-100
Sacramento, CA 95814
Telephone: (916) 554-2700

Attorneys for the United States

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, 2:16-MC-00154-KIM-KJIN
Raintiff,
V. CONSENT JUDGMENT OF FORFEITURE

APPROXIMATELY $38,240.00 IN U.S.
CURRENCY,

Defendant.

Pursuant to the Stipulation for Consdndgment of Forfeiture, the Court finds:

1. On April 14, 2016, agents with the Unite@t®s Postal Inspection Service (“USPIS”)
seized approximately $38,240.00 in U.S. Currentye(tlefendant currency”) from Hoan Tran
(“Tran”) during a parcel interdion at the Processing and Dibuition Center located in West
Sacramento, California.

2. USPIS commenced administrative forfeitpreceedings, sending direct written notice
to all known potential claimants and publishing cetio all others. On or about June 21, 2016, USP
received a claim from Tran asserting amevship interest in the defendant currency.

3. The United States represetitat it could show at a faiture trial that on April 14,
2016, USPIS conducted a parcel interdiction at tloeddsing and Distribution Center located at 3774
Industrial Boulevard, West Sacramento, Califorriuring the interdiction, law enforcement officials

identified a parcel that boraarkers consistent with parceised for shipping contraband. The
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package was addressed to H. Tran, 7231 Saga S&&ramento, California, 95828, with the following
return address: G. &i (“Lisi”), 80 GardenSt., New Britain, CT 06052.

4. The United States represetitat it could further show at forfeiture trial that law
enforcement officials contacted Tran, who confirrhedvas expecting a package from a friend. Tran
refused to provide consent to open the parcel atddshe did not want to be responsible for the
contents. When asked what was in the parcal Teplied, “money.” Tran told law enforcement
officers that his friend, Guido Lisi, wasdning him money to buy a house and there was
approximately $30,000 inside the parcel. Tran &d$iblaw enforcement officers he moved to
California approximately two weeks ago fromr@ecticut and was planning on moving to 7231 Sag
Way within a few weeks. Tran stated thaisxanemployed, did not waahything to do with the
parcel, and Lisi could deal wittlaiming the money. Tran refused to provide law enforcement
officials with Lisi's contact information.

5. The United States represetitat it could further show at forfeiture trial that law
enforcement officials obtained and executed a fede=ich warrant for the parcel. Law enforcemen
officials found a cloth towel wggped around a pair of pajamas, which were wrapped in plastic.
Secreted inside the pajamas was a plastic baigicing the defendant mency. The parcel was
presented to a drug detection dog, who positively alé¢a¢he presence of the odor of narcotics.

6. The United States could furthgrow at a forfeiture trial #t the defendant currency is
forfeitable to the United Statesnsuant to 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6).

7. Without admitting the truth of the factualsartions contained abgvEran specifically
denying the same, and for the purpose of reachirayracable resolution and compromise of this
matter, potential claimant agrees that an adedaateal basis exists to support forfeiture of the
defendant currency. Tran hereby acknowledges tleaisghe sole owner of the defendant currency,
and that no other person or entigs any legitimate claim of interdberein. Should any person or
entity institute any kind of claim or action against gftovernment with regard to its forfeiture of the
defendant currency, Claimant shall hold harmlessiraeimnify the United States, as set forth below.

8. This Court has jurisdiction in this matter pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 88 1345 and 1355, &
this is the judicial district invhich acts or omissions givingsd to the forfeiture occurred.
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9. This Court has venue pursuant to 28 U.S.C33b, as this is the glicial district in
which the defendant currency was seized.

10. The parties herein desiredettle this matter pursuantttee terms of a duly executed
Stipulation for Consentudigment of Forfeiture.

Based upon the above findings, and the filesrandrds of the Court, it is hereby ORDERED
AND ADJUDGED:

1. The Court adopts the Stipulation for Consent Judgment of Forfeiture entered into b
and between the parties.

2. Upon entry of the Consent JudgmenFEoffeiture, $26,240.00 of the Approximately
$38,240.00 in U.S. Currency, together with any irgetieat may have accrued on the total amount
seized, shall be forfeited to the United Statesyantsto 21 U.S.C. § 881(a)(6), to be disposed of
according to law.

3. Upon entry of the Consentdgment of Forfeiture, but notéa than 60 days thereatfter,
$12,000.00 of the Approximately $38,240.00 in U.S. Currency shall be returned to claimant Hoan
Tran.

4, The United States of America and its s@itg¢, agents, and employees and all other
public entities, their servants, ageand employees, are released faomg and all liability arising out
of or in any way connected with the seizure or fitufe of the defendant currency. This is a full and
final release applying to all unknovamd unanticipated injuries, andfa&mages arising out of said
seizure or forfeiture, as well &sthose now known or disclosedran waives the provisions of
California Civil Code § 1542.

5. No portion of the stipulated settlemantluding statements or admissions made

therein, shall be admissible in any criminal atcgmrsuant to Rules 408 and 410(a)(4) of the Federa

Rules of Evidence.
6. All parties will bear their own costs and attorney’s fees.
i
i
i
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7. Pursuant to the Stipulation for Consardgment of Forfeiture filed herein, the Court
enters a Certificate of Reasomnal@ause pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 2465, that there was reasonable ¢

for the seizure of the above-described defendant currency.

IT 1S SO ORDERED.
DATED:: March 1, 2017

UNIT TATES DISTRICT JUDGE
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