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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

for the
Southern District of Florida
United States of America )
V. )
) Case No. 25-CR-20443
RyanClifford Goldberg )
Defendant )

ORDER OF DETENTION PENDING TRIAL
Part | - Eligibility for Detention
Upon the

] A. Motion of the Government for a detention hearing pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(1) because
the defendant is charged with:

[ ] (1) acrime of violence, a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1591, or an offense listed in 18 U.S.C.
8 2332b(g)(5)(B) for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is
prescribed; or

[ ] (2) an offense for which the maximum sentence is life imprisonment or death; or

L] () an offense for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed
in the Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. §8 801-904), the Controlled Substances Import and

Export Act (21 U.S.C. 88 951-971), or Chapter 705 of Title 46, U.S.C. (46 U.S.C. 88 70501
70508); or

L] (4) any felony if such person has been convicted of two or more offenses described in
Subparagraphs (1) through (3) of this paragraph or two or more of such offenses if a
circumstance giving rise to federal jurisdiction had existed, or a combination thereof; or

L] (5) any felony that is not otherwise a crime of violence but involves (a) a minor victim;

(b) the possession of a firearm or destructive device (as defined in 18 U.S.C. § 921);
(c) any other dangerous weapon; or (d) a failure to register under 18 U.S.C. § 2250;

OR

[0] B. Motion of the Government or the Court’s own motion for a detention hearing pursuant to
18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(2) because the case involves:

[C] (1) a serious risk that the defendant will flee if released; or
[ ] (2) aserious risk that the defendant will obstruct or attempt to obstruct justice or

threaten, injure, or intimidate, or attempt to threaten, injure, or intimidate a prospective
witness or juror if released.

The Court found that the Government established one or more of the factors above, held a detention hearing,
and found that detention is warranted. This order sets forth the Court’s findings of fact and conclusions of
law, as required by 18 U.S.C. § 3142(i), in addition to any other findings made at the hearing.
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Part Il - Findings of Fact and Law as to Presumptions under § 3142(e)

[] A. Rebuttable Presumption Arises Under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(e)(2) (previous violator): There is a rebuttable

presumption that no condition or combination of conditions will reasonably assure the safety of any other
person and the community because the following conditions have been met:

[ ] (1) the defendant is charged with one of the following crimes described in 18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(1):
[] (a) a crime of violence, a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1591, or an offense listed in 18 U.S.C.

§ 2332b(g)(5)(B) for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed,
or

[ ] (b) an offense for which the maximum sentence is life imprisonment or death; or

[ ] (c) an offense for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed in the
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. §8 801-904), the Controlled Substances Import and Export
Act (21 U.S.C. 88 951-971), or Chapter 705 of Title 46, U.S.C. (46 U.S.C. 8§ 70501-70508); or

L] (d) any felony if such person has been convicted of two or more offenses described in
subparagraphs (a) through (c) of this paragraph, or two or more State or local offenses that would

have been offenses described in subparagraphs (a) through (c) of this paragraph if a circumstance
giving rise to federal jurisdiction had existed, or a combination of such offenses; or

L] (e) any felony that is not otherwise a crime of violence that involves:

(i) a minor victim; (ii) the possession or use of a firearm or destructive device (as defined in 18
U.S.C. § 921); (iii) any other dangerous weapon; or (iv) a failure to register under 18 U.S.C. §
2250; and

[ ] (2) the defendant has been convicted of a federal offense that is described in 18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(1),

or of a State or local offense that would have been such an offense if a circumstance giving rise to federal
jurisdiction had existed; and

[ ] (3) the offense described in paragraph (2) above for which the defendant has been convicted was
committed while the defendant was on release pending trial for a federal, State, or local offense; and

[ ] (4) a period of not more than five years has elapsed since the date of conviction, or the release of the
defendant from imprisonment, for the offense described in paragraph (2) above, whichever is later.

. Rebuttable Presumption Arises Under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(e)(3) (narcotics, firearm, other offenses): There is a

rebuttable presumption that no condition or combination of conditions will reasonably assure the appearance of
the defendant as required and the safety of the community because there is probable cause to believe that the
defendant committed one or more of the following offenses:

[ ] (1) an offense for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years or more is prescribed in the
Controlled Substances Act (21 U.S.C. §8 801-904), the Controlled Substances Import and Export Act (21
U.S.C. 88 951-971), or Chapter 705 of Title 46 (46 U.S.C. 8§ 70501-70508);

[] (2) an offense under 18 U.S.C. 8§ 924(c), 956(a), or 2332b;

[ ] (3) an offense listed in 18 U.S.C. § 2332b(g)(5)(B) for which a maximum term of imprisonment of 10 years
or more is prescribed:;

[] (4) an offense under Chapter 77 of Title 18 (18 U.S.C. §§ 1581-1597) for which a maximum term of
imprisonment of 20 years or more is prescribed; or

[] (5) an offense involving a minor victim under 18 U.S.C. §§ 1201, 1591, 2241, 2242, 2244(a)(1), 2245,
2251, 2251A, 2252(a)(1), 2252(a)(2), 2252(a)(3), 2252A(a)(1), 2252A(a)(2), 2252A(a)(3), 2252A(a)(4),
2260, 2421, 2422, 2423, or 2425.

. Application of Any Presumption Established Above

[] The defendant has not rebutted the presumption.
OR
[] The defendant has rebutted the presumption.
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Part 111 - Analysis and Statement of the Reasons for Detention

After considering any applicable presumption, the nature and circumstances of the defendant’s alleged conduct, the
defendant’s history and characteristics, the other factors set forth in 18 U.S.C. 8 3142(g), the information presented at the
detention hearing, and the available conditions of release under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(c), the Court concludes that the
defendant must be detained pending trial because the Government has proven:

[] By clear and convincing evidence that no condition or combination of conditions of release will reasonably assure
the safety of any other person and the community.

By a preponderance of evidence that no condition or combination of conditions of release will reasonably assure
the defendant’s appearance as required.

The reasons for detention include the following checked items (After this list, add any additional items or explanations as
needed to comply with the requirement for a written statement of reasons under 18 U.S.C. § 3142(i).):

L]

The offense charged is a crime of violence, a violation of § 1591, a federal crime of terrorism, or involves
a minor victim or a controlled substance, firearm, explosive, or destructive device.
Weight of evidence against the defendant is strong.

Subject to lengthy period of incarceration if convicted.

Lack of significant family or other ties to the community.

Significant family or other ties outside the United States.

Lack of legal status in the United States.

Subject to removal or deportation after serving any period of incarceration.

Lack of stable residence.

Lack of stable employment.

Lack of financially responsible sureties.

Prior attempt(s) to evade law enforcement.

Use of alias(es) or false documents.

History of alcohol or substance abuse.

Prior criminal history.

History of violence or use of weapons.

Prior violations of probation, parole, or supervised release.

Prior failure to appear in court as ordered.

On probation, parole, and/or release pending trial, sentence appeal, or completion of the sentence at the time
of the alleged offense.

Participation in criminal activity while on probation, parole, or supervision.

The defendant’s release poses serious danger to any person or the community.

OO DOooooooEdEddidEEE
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OTHER REASONS OR FURTHER EXPLANATION:

The Courthelda detentionhearingon SeptembeR5, 2025,which includeda factualproffer providedby the
Governmentvith cross-examinationf SpecialAgentBrentVilsoe from the FederaBureauof Investigationg"FBI").
Accordingto the Government'groffer at the detentiorhearing Defendantandhis co-conspiratorareallegedto have
attackedive companiesvith ransomwar@amedALPHYV Blackcat.Onevictim paidanapproximatesl,274,000
ransompaymentOn Junel?, 2025,the FBI executeda searchwarranton Defendant'sesidenceDuring a statemento
the FBI, Defendantadmittedto conductingransomwareattacksandstatedthathe waspaid over $200,000from the
ransompaymentDefendantold the agentghathe believed'he wasgoingto federalprisonfor therestof hislife."

A forensicexaminatiorof Defendant'slevicesrevealedhat, afterthe searchwarrantwasexecutedn a co-conspirator's
residenceDefendansearchedhe co-conspirator'esamefollowed by DOJ.govand"“why would somebodywvho was
accusedindadmittedto anfbi agentbelet go but laterbeindicted?”

ThereafterpnJune24,2025,the U.S. Attorney'sOffice servedatargetletteron DefendantThe nextday,on June25,
2025,Defendanbookeda one-wayticketto Europewith his wife for thefollowing day. Defendantandhis wife boarded
theflight andremainedn Europeuntil Septembe21, 2025whenDefendanflew from Amsterdandirectly to Mexico
City. Thatsameday, Defendant'svife flew to Mexico City with a stopoverin Atlanta,Georgiawhich wastheairport
closesto theirhomein Georgia After Defendantandedin Mexico, hewasarrestecanddeportedo the United States.
During the hearing therewasalsoevidenceprofferedthatalthoughDefendanhasequityin theresidenceghathe shares
with hiswife in Georgia,Defendantaindhis wife hadnot paidtheir mortgagesinceleavingthe United Stateso Europe.
At thetime heleft for Europe Defendantlsohadajob wherehewasearning$214,000peryear,buthewas
unemployedasof July 2025accordingto the pre-trialservicegeport.

Basedon the evidenceprofferedat the hearing thetestimonyon cross-examinatiogndthe argument®f counselthe
Courtfinds thatthe Governmenhassatisfiedits burdento proveby a preponderancef the evidencehatno conditionor
combinationof conditionscanreasonablhassureghe Defendant'sappearancasrequired. The Courtmakeshese
findingsbasednthefollowing: (1) theweightof theevidencdn this caseappearstronggiventhe evidenceof
Defendant'snvolvementin multiple ransomwarattacks his admissiongo law enforcementiuringthe executionof the
searchwarrantin his home,aswell asthe searchefie conductedn his phonefollowing the executionof asearch
warrantof his co-conspirator'touseandhis bookingof a one-wayflight to Europeimmediatelyfollowing his receiptof
atargetletter,which areevidenceof consciousnessf guilt; (2) Defendant'potentialsentencingexposuren this caseis
significantat 108to 135 monthswithoutacceptancand78to 97 monthswith acceptancd3) his potentialaccesgo
approximately$200,000Gn crytocurrencyfundsfrom theransompaymentand(4) Defendanhasshownanintentto
evaddaw enforcementvith no intentto returnto the United Stateghroughhis sudderdeparturego Europewith his wife
on aone-wayticket afterreceiptof thetargetletter,his abandonmentf a lucrativejob, his failure to pay his mortgage
onceheleft for Europe his directflight to Mexico while his wife stoppedverin the United Statesandthefactthathe
only returnedo the Untied Statesafterhis arrestanddeportation.

Part 1V - Directions Regarding Detention

The defendant is remanded to the custody of the Attorney General or to the Attorney General’s designated representative
for confinement in a corrections facility separate, to the extent practicable, from persons awaiting or serving sentences or
being held in custody pending appeal. The defendant must be afforded a reasonable opportunity for private consultation
with defense counsel. On order of a court of the United States or on request of an attorney for the Government, the
person in charge of the corrections facility must deliver the defendant to a United States Marshal for the purpose of an
appearance in connection with a court proceeding.

<z >

Date: October9, 2025 2% 0% { U =

! L b

U.S. Magistrate Judge
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	Text1: The Court held a detention hearing on September 25, 2025, which included a factual proffer provided by the Government with cross-examination of Special Agent Brent Vilsoe from the Federal Bureau of Investigations ("FBI"). According to the Government’s proffer at the detention hearing, Defendant and his co-conspirators are alleged to have attacked five companies with  ransomware named ALPHV Blackcat. One victim paid an approximate $1,274,000 ransom payment. On June 17, 2025, the FBI executed a search warrant on Defendant's residence. During a statement to the FBI, Defendant admitted to conducting ransomware attacks and stated that he was paid over $200,000 from the ransom payment. Defendant told the agents that he believed "he was going to federal prison for the rest of his life."
A forensic examination of Defendant's devices revealed that, after the search warrant was executed on a co-conspirator's residence, Defendant searched the co-conspirator's name followed by DOJ.gov and "“why would somebody who was accused and admitted to an fbi agent be let go but later be indicted?”  

Thereafter, on June 24, 2025, the U.S. Attorney's Office served a target letter on Defendant. The next day, on June 25, 2025, Defendant booked a one-way ticket to Europe with his wife for the following day. Defendant and his wife boarded the flight and remained in Europe until September 21, 2025 when Defendant flew from Amsterdam directly to Mexico City. That same day, Defendant's wife flew to Mexico City with a stop over in Atlanta, Georgia, which was the airport closest to their home in Georgia. After Defendant landed in Mexico, he was arrested and deported to the United States. During the hearing, there was also evidence proffered that although Defendant has equity in the residence that he shares with his wife in Georgia, Defendant and his wife had not paid their mortgage since leaving the United States to Europe.  At the time he left for Europe, Defendant also had a job where he was earning $214,000 per year, but he was unemployed as of July 2025 according to the pre-trial services report. 

Based on the evidence proffered at the hearing, the testimony on cross-examination, and the arguments of counsel, the Court finds that the Government has satisfied its burden to prove by a preponderance of the evidence that no condition or combination of conditions can reasonably assure the Defendant’s appearance as required.  The Court makes these findings based on the following: (1) the weight of the evidence in this case appears strong given the evidence of Defendant's involvement in multiple ransomware attacks, his admissions to law enforcement during the execution of the search warrant in his home, as well as the searches he conducted on his phone following the execution of a search warrant of his co-conspirator's house and his booking of a one-way flight to Europe immediately following his receipt of a target letter, which are evidence of consciousness of guilt; (2) Defendant’s potential sentencing exposure in this case is significant at 108 to 135 months without acceptance and 78 to 97 months with acceptance; (3) his potential access to approximately $200,000 in crytocurrency funds from the ransom payment, and (4) Defendant has shown an intent to evade law enforcement with no intent to return to the United States through his sudden departure to Europe with his wife on a one-way ticket after receipt of the target letter, his abandonment of a lucrative job, his failure to pay his mortgage once he left for Europe, his direct flight to Mexico while his wife stopped over in the United States, and the fact that he only returned to the Untied States after his arrest and deportation.   



