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f=t the Ezstam Diglct DISTRICT OF Now Yark
UNITED STATES QF AMERICA
v CRIMINAL NO. 152500323101

SHANE HENNEN

Consent ta Franster of Case for Plea
and Sentence
tUnder Rule 200

I, Shanc Hemnen |, defendant, have been informed that an indictment is pending against me in the
gbave designuted case, 1 wish to plead guilty to the offense charged, to consent to the disposition
of the case in the _Eastern District of Penpsylvania . in which 1. _Shane Hennen . am presem

and to waive trial in the above captioned District.
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U.S. District Court

Eastern District of New York (Brooklyn)
CRIMINAL DOCKET FOR CASE #: 1:25-cr-00323-LDH-3

Case title: USA v. Earnest et al

Magistrate judge case number: 1:25-mj-00006-LB

Assigned to: Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall

Defendant (3),

Shane Hennen
TERMINATED: 09/09/2026
also known as

Sugar

TERMINATED: 09/09/2026

Pending Counts

None

Highest Offense Level (Opening)

None

Terminated Counts

Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1349 and
3551 et seq.- Conspiracy to Commit Wire Fraud.

(1)

18:1349 and 3551 et seq.- Conspiracy to Commit
Wire Fraud

(1s)

Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1956(h)
and 3551 et seq.- Conspiracy to Commit Money
Laundering.

@)

18:1956(h) and 3551 et seq.- Conspiracy to

Commit Money Laundering
(25)

18:224,2 and 3551 et seq.- Bribery In Sporting
Contests
(3s)

18:1349 and 3551 et seq.- Honest Services Wire
Fraud Conspiracy

represented by

Date Filed: 10/16/2025

Date Terminated: 09/09/2026

Todd M Leventhal

Leventhal and Associates PLLC

319 S. Third St. Suite 100

Las Vegas, NV 89101

702-472-8686

Fax: 702-472-8685

Email: mg.leventhaloffice@gmail.com
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Retained

Disposition

Disposition

Rule 20 Transfer

Rule 20 Transfer

Rule 20 Transfer

Rule 20 Transfer

Rule 20 Transfer


https://nyed-ecf.sso.dcn/cgi-bin/iquery.pl
https://nyed-ecf.sso.dcn/cgi-bin/DisplayMenu.pl?Reports
https://nyed-ecf.sso.dcn/cgi-bin/DisplayMenu.pl?Utilities
http://fpps-docs.gtwy.dcn/cmecf/prod/district/1.8/index.htm#t=Release_Notes/District_NextGen_RelNotes.htm#Whats_New
javascript: CMECF.MainMenu.logoutPrompt();
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Highest Offense Level (Terminated)

Felony

Complaints Disposition
18:1349.F

Plaintiff

USA represented by David lan Berman
DOJ-USAO
Criminal Division
271-A Cadman Plaza East
Brooklyn, NY 11201
347-482-9644
Email: david.berman2@usdoj.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Government Attorney

Kaitlin Teresa Farrell

US Attorney's Office for the Eastern District of
New Yo

271a Cadman Plaza East
Brooklyn, NY 11201
718-254-6072

Fax: 718-254-6076

Email: kaitlin.farrell@usdoj.gov
LEAD ATTORNEY

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Government Attorney

Benjamin Weintraub

U.S. Attorney's Office

Eastern District of New York

271-A Cadman Plaza East

Brooklyn, NY 11201

718-254-6519

Email: benjamin.weintraub@usdoj.gov
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Designation: Government Attorney

Date Filed # | Docket Text

01/11/2025 SEALED COMPLAINT as to Shane Hennen (1). (Attachments: # 1 Sealing Cover Sheet) (FC)[1:25-
mj-00006-LB] (Main Document 1 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 01/13/2025)

=

01/11/2025

10

Order to Unseal Case as to Shane Hennen. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Lois Bloom on 1/11/2025.
(FC)[1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Main Document 3 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 01/13/2025)

01/13/2025

>

Letter Regarding Shane Hennen (Redacted) as to Shane Hennen (Berman, David)[1:25-mj-00006-
LB] (Main Document 4 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 01/13/2025)

01/31/2025 Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon : Arraignment as to
Shane Hennen (1) Count Complaint held on 1/31/2025, Initial Appearance as to Shane Hennen held



https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123023027971
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027972
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027978
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027981

on 1/31/2025. (FTR Log #12;42-12;48.) AUSA Ben Weintraub present. Defendant present w/ retain
a 6FeadDévahiNalAo filkanutitertiolappdall ¢dIH0 V26 aftdr aggag Oprbbdedings. Consent
$200,000 bond with conditions. Defendant and a suretor advised of bond obligations and signed
bond. Defendant remained on bond. Preliminary hearing waived. Order of excludable delay from
1/31 to 3/3125 entered. Rule 5f order read into the record. (SMY) [1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Entered:
01/31/2025)

01/31/2025

(o))

ORDER Setting Conditions of Release as to Shane Hennen (1) $200,000 bond. Ordered by
Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 1/31/2025. (SMY)[1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Main Document 6
replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 01/31/2025)

01/31/2025

I~

REDACTED $200,000 bond as to Shane Hennen to 6 1 - Order Setting Conditions of Release.
(SMY) [1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Entered: 01/31/2025)

01/31/2025

(o]

ORDER TO CONTINUE - Ends of Justice as to Shane Hennen Time excluded from 1/31/25 until
3/31/25.. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 1/31/2025. (SMY)[1:25-mj-00006-LB]
(Main Document 8 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 01/31/2025)

01/31/2025

[{e]

ORDER: This order is entered pursuant to Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure 5(f) to confirm the
prosecution's disclosure obligations under Brady v. Maryland, 373 U.S. 83 (1963), and its progeny,
and to summarize the possible consequences of violating those obligations. as to Shane Hennen.
Ordered by Magistrate Judge Vera M. Scanlon on 1/31/2025. (SMY)[1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Main
Document 9 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 01/31/2025)

02/03/2025

MOTION to Appear Pro Hac Vice Filing fee $ 200, receipt number ANYEDC-18726225 by Shane
Hennen. (Leventhal, Todd)[1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Main Document 10 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM).
(Entered: 02/03/2025)

03/26/2025

ORDER TO CONTINUE - Ends of Justice as to Shane Hennen Time excluded from 3/26/25 until
5/25/25.. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Robert M. Levy on 3/26/2025. (SMY)[1:25-mj-00006-LB]
(Main Document 13 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 03/27/2025)

05/23/2025

ORDER TO CONTINUE - Ends of Justice as to Shane Hennen Time excluded from 5/23/25 until
7/22/25. Ordered by Magistrate Judge James R. Cho on 5/23/2025. (FC)[1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Main
Document 14 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 05/23/2025)

07/22/2025

ORDER TO CONTINUE - Ends of Justice as to Shane Hennen Time excluded from 7/22/25 until
9/20/25. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Peggy Kuo on 7/22/2025. (FC)[1:25-mj-00006-LB] (Main
Document 15 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 07/22/2025)

09/22/2025

ORDER TO CONTINUE - Ends of Justice as to Shane Hennen Time excluded from 9/22/2025 until
11/21/2025.0rdered by Magistrate Judge James R. Cho on 9/22/2025. (DW).[1:25-mj-00006-LB]
(Main Document 16 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM). (Entered: 09/22/2025)

10/16/2025

SEALED INDICTMENT as to Eric Earnest (1) count(s) 1, 2, Marves Fairley (2) count(s) 1, 2, Shane
Hennen (3) count(s) 1, 2, Damon Jones (4) count(s) 1, 2, Deniro Laster (5) count(s) 1, 2, Terry Rozier
(6) count(s) 1, 2. (Attachments: # 1 Criminal Information Sheet, # 2 Indictment with foreperson
signature, # 3 Sealing Cover Sheet) (JT) (Main Document 17 replaced on 10/23/2025) (AM).
(Entered: 10/16/2025)

10/21/2025

ORDER REASSIGNING CASE as to Shane Hennen, Eric Earnest, Marves Fairley, Damon Jones,
Deniro Laster, Terry Rozier. Reassigned to Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall. Judge Rachel P. Kovner no
longer assigned to the case. Please download and review the Individual Practices of the assigned
Judges, located on our website. Attorneys are responsible for providing courtesy copies to judges
where their Individual Practices require such. Ordered by Chief Judge Margo K. Brodie on
10/21/2025. (SDM) (Entered: 10/21/2025)

10/23/2025

Order to Unseal Indictment as to Shane Hennen, Eric Earnest, Marves Fairley, Damon Jones, Deniro
Laster, Terry Rozier.. Ordered by Magistrate Judge James R. Cho on 10/23/2025. (AM) (Entered:
10/23/2025)

10/28/2025

NOTICE OF ATTORNEY APPEARANCE Benjamin Weintraub appearing for USA. (Weintraub,
Benjamin) (Entered: 10/28/2025)



https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027989
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027992
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027989
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027995
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123027998
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028001
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028014
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028017
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028020
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028025
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123023028156
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028157
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028158
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123028159
https://www.nyed.uscourts.gov/judges-info
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123052417
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123065023

10/30/2025

32

(@]

ORRDER.as t e en: This order is entered Federal Rule iminal Procedure
aﬁ%%(f%ﬁ?%&#%%@s@&tio OGS obﬁéi%@ﬁi%ﬁ% ra(%%gﬁ/lgrgﬁ%%[?ﬂ?, U.S. 83 (1963),
and its progeny, and to summarize the possible consequences of violating those obligations. Ordered
by Magistrate Judge Taryn A. Merkl on 10/30/2025. (MLR) (Entered: 10/31/2025)

10/30/2025

Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Taryn A. Merkl: Arraignment as to Shane
Hennen (3) NOT GUILTY on ALL COUNTS of the indictment. A.U.S.A: Benjamin Weintraub. Todd
Leventhal, Esq. ret.for deft. Rule 5f warnings given to the govt. Order of Excl. entered betw. 10/30-
12/8/2025. (Status Conference set for 12/8/2025 at 4:30 PM before Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall).
(Time Log #3:01-3:42). (MLR) (Entered: 10/31/2025)

10/30/2025

ORDER TO CONTINUE - Ends of Justice as to Shane Hennen-Time excluded from 10/30/2025 until
12/8/2025. Ordered by Magistrate Judge Taryn A. Merkl on 10/30/2025. (MLR) (Entered:
10/31/2025)

11/03/2025

NOTICE OF ATTORNEY APPEARANCE Kaitlin Teresa Farrell appearing for USA. (Farrell,
Kaitlin) (Entered: 11/03/2025)

12/08/2025

MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER: A status conference as to Defendants Eric Earnest, Marves Fairley,
Shane Hennen, Damon Jones, Deniro Laster and Terry Rozier was held before Judge LaShann
DeArcy Hall on December 8, 2025. Assistant United States Attorneys Benjamin Weintraub and
Kaitlin Farrell appeared on behalf of the Government. David Gray appeared on behalf of Mr. Earnest,
who was also present. Eric Siegle appeared on behalf of Mr. Fairley, who was also present. Todd
Leventhal appeared on behalf of Mr. Hennen, who was also present. Kenneth Montgomery appeared
on behalf of Mr. Jones, who was also present. Matthew Corcoran appeared on behalf of Mr. Laster,
who was also present. James Trusty appeared on behalf of Mr. Rozier, who was also present. A status
conference shall be held before Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall on March 3, 2026, at 3:00 p.m., in
Courtroom 4H North. Time is excluded to March 3, 2026, in the interest of justice and to allow for
additional plea negotiations and ongoing discovery. See 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7). Ordered by Judge
LaShann DeArcy Hall on 12/8/2025. (Court Reporter Stacy Mace.) (CG) (Entered: 12/11/2025)

12/11/2025

MOTION for Protective Order by USA as to Shane Hennen, Eric Earnest, Marves Fairley, Damon
Jones, Deniro Laster, Terry Rozier. (Attachments: # 1 Exhibit) (Weintraub, Benjamin) (Entered:
12/11/2025)

12/29/2025

STIPULATION & PROTECTIVE ORDER GOVERNING DISCOVERY: Mation for Protective
Order 74, as to Eric Earnest (1), Marves Fairley (2), Shane Hennen (3), Damon Jones (4), Deniro
Laster (5), Terry Rozier (6), is Granted. Ordered by Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall on 12/23/2025.
(Recv'd. on 12/29/25). (MLR) (Entered: 12/29/2025)

03/03/2026

MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER: A status conference as to Defendants Eric Earnest, Marves Fairley,
Shane Hennen, Damon Jones, Deniro Laster and Terry Rozier was held before Judge LaShann
DeArcy Hall on March 3, 2026. Assistant United States Attorneys Benjamin Weintraub, Kaitlin
Farrell and David Berman appeared on behalf of the Government. Peter Brill appeared on behalf of
Mr. Earnest, who was also present. Eric Siegle appeared on behalf of Mr. Fairley, who was also
present. Todd Leventhal appeared on behalf of Mr. Hennen, who was also present. Kenneth
Montgomery appeared on behalf of Mr. Jones, who was also present. Matthew Corcoran appeared on
behalf of Mr. Laster, who was also present. James Trusty appeared on behalf of Mr. Rozier, who was
also present. A status conference shall be held before Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall on May 15, 2026,
at 3:00 p.m., in Courtroom 4H North. Time is excluded to May 15, 2026, in the interest of justice and
to allow for additional plea negotiations and ongoing discovery. See 18 U.S.C. § 3161(h)(7). Ordered
by Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall on 3/3/2026. (Court Reporter Anthony Frisolone.) (CG) (Entered:
03/25/2026)

05/08/2026

SCHEDULING ORDER: The status conference as to Defendant's Eric Earnest, Marves Fairley,
Shane Hennen, Deniro Laster and Terry Rozier scheduled for May 15, 2026, is ADJOURNED to
June 10, 2026, at 3:30 p.m. The parties are directed to file a joint status letter no later than May 14,
2026, indicating whether they consent to the exclusion of time until June 10, 2026. Ordered by Judge
LaShann DeArcy Hall on 5/8/2026. (CG) (Entered: 05/08/2026)



https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123082535
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123082598
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123082668
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123084870
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123023213811
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123213812
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123265009
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123023213811

05/14/2026
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05/28/2026

SUPERSEDING INDICTMENT(S-1) as to Eric Earnest (1) count(s) 1s, 2s, Shane Hennen (3)
count(s) 1s, 2s, 3s, 4s, Deniro Laster (5) count(s) 1s, 2s, 3s, 4s, Terry Rozier (6) count(s) 1s, 2s, 3s,
4s. (RG) (RG). (Additional attachment(s) added on 5/29/2026: # 1 Indictment with foreperson
signature) (RG). (Entered: 05/29/2026)

06/10/2026

107

Minute Entry for proceedings held before Magistrate Judge Lara K. Eshkenazi: Arraignment as to
Shane Hennen (3) Count 1s,2s,3s,4s held on 6/10/2026. Plea entered by Shane Hennen: NOT Guilty
on ALL COUNTS of the superseding indictment. AUSA: David Berman. David Gray standing in for
retained counsel Todd Leventhal for deft.. Bond cont'd. for deft. (Status Conference set for 6/10/2026
at 3:30 PM before Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall). (Time Log #: 2:30-2:33) (MLR) (Entered:
06/11/2026)

06/10/2026

MINUTE ENTRY AND ORDER: A status conference as to Defendants Eric Earnest, Shane Hennen,
Deniro Laster, and Terry Rozier was held before Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall on June 10, 2026.
Assistant United States Attorneys Benjamin Weintraub, Kaitlin Farrell and David Berman appeared
on behalf of the Government. Peter Brill appeared on behalf of Mr. Earnest, who was also present.
David Gray appeared on behalf of Mr. Hennen, who was also present. Matthew Corcoran appeared
on behalf of Mr. Laster, who was also present. James Trusty appeared on behalf of Mr. Rozier, who
was also present. Trial shall commence on February 8, 2027, at 9:30 a.m. before Judge LaShann
DeArcy Hall in Courtroom 4H North. A status conference shall be held before Judge LaShann
DeArcy Hall on August 11, 2026, at 2:00 p.m., in Courtroom 4H North. Time is excluded to February
8, 2027, in the interest of justice and to allow for additional plea negotiations and ongoing discovery.
See 18 U.S.C. 8 3161(h)(7). Ordered by Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall on 6/10/2026. (Court Reporter
Michele Lucchese.) (CG) (Entered: 06/26/2026)

06/22/2026

114

NOTICE OF FILING OF OFFICIAL TRANSCRIPT of Proceedings as to Shane Hennen, Eric
Earnest, Deniro Laster, Terry Rozier held on 6/10/2026, for hearing type status conference, before
Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall. Court Reporter/Transcriber Michele Lucchese, Telephone number 718-
613-2272. Email address: MLuccheseEDNY @gmail.com. 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.File redaction request
using event "Redaction Request - Transcript™ located under "Other Filings - Other Documents”.
Redaction Request due 7/13/2026. Redacted Transcript Deadline set for 7/23/2026. Release of
Transcript Restriction set for 9/21/2026. (Lucchese, Michele) (Entered: 06/22/2026)

08/11/2026

Minute Entry And Order: A status conference as to Defendants Eric Earnest, Shane Hennen, Deniro
Laster, and Terry Rozier was held before Judge LaShann DeArcy Hall on August 11, 2026. Assistant
United States Attorneys Benjamin Weintraub, Kaitlin Farrell, and David Berman appeared on behalf
of the Government. Peter Brill appeared on behalf of Mr. Earnest, who was also present. David Gray
appeared on behalf of Mr. Hennen, who was also present. Matthew Corcoran appeared on behalf of
Mr. Laster, who was also present. David Markus, Lauren Krasnoff appeared on behalf of Mr. Rozier,
who was also present. For the reasons stated on the record, Defendant Rozier's motion 125 to transfer
venue was DENIED. For the reasons stated on the record, Defendant Laster was remanded to
custody. (Court Reporter: Michele Lucchese) (MLR) (Entered: 08/20/2026)

08/21/2026

143

Letter Requesting Order Directing the Clerk of Court to Release Trial Subpoena Returns as to Shane
Hennen, Eric Earnest, Marves Fairley, Damon Jones, Deniro Laster, Terry Rozier (Berman, David)
(Entered: 08/21/2026)

09/08/2026

146

Letter Regarding Transfer and Guilty Plea as to Shane Hennen (Berman, David) (Entered:
09/08/2026)

09/09/2026

147

CONSENT TO TRANSFER JURISDICTION (Rule 20) to Pennsylvania-Eastern District Counts
closed as to Shane Hennen (3) Count 1,1s,2,2s,3s,4s. (MLR) (Entered: 09/09/2026)

09/09/2026

148

Notice to Pennsylvania-Eastern District of a Rule 20 Consent to Transfer as to Shane Hennen. Docket
sheet and documents attached. (If you require certified copies of any documents, please send a
request to [InterDistrictTransfer NYED@nyed.uscourts.gov]. If you wish to designate a different



https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123754469
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123023806831
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123806864
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123850554
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123123884555
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123124102230
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123124158137
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123124163639
https://ecf.nyed.uscourts.gov/doc1/123124163891
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DGR:KTF/BLW/DIB
F. #2024R00288

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

___________________________ X
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
- against -
SHANE HENNEN,
Defendant.
___________________________ X

EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK, SS:

Filed 09/09/26  Page 8 of 154

TO BE FILED UNDER SEAL

COMPLAINT AND
AFFIDAVIT IN SUPPORT
OF APPLICATION FOR
ARREST WARRANT

(18 U.S.C. 88 1349, 1956(a)(1)(A)(i), 2 and
3551 et seq.)

Case No. PM

RUSSELL LANTIER, being duly sworn, deposasd states that he is a Special

Agent with the Federal Bureau of Investigat{oFBI”), duly appointed according to law and

acting as such.

In or about and between Janu@B24 and March 2024, both dates being

approximate and inclusive, within the Eastern iisof New York and edlewhere, the defendant

SHANE HENNEN, together with others, did knawgly and intentionally @anspire to devise a

scheme and artifice to defraud Betting Company 1, an online sports betting company the identity

of which is known to your affiant, and to alit money and properfyom Betting Company 1 by

means of one or more materially false anddrdent pretenses, representations and promises,

and for the purpose of executing such scheme and artifice, to transmit and cause to be

transmitted by means of wire communication in interstate and foreign commerce writings, signs,

signals, pictures and sounds, contraryitee 18, United States Code, Section 1343.

(Title 18, United States Cod8ections 1349 and 3551 et seq.)
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In or about January 2024, within the EastBistrict of New York and elsewhere,
the defendant SHANE HENNEN, together wattmers, did knowinglyd intentionally conduct
and attempt to conduct eror more financial transactiorte,wit: one or more transactions
affecting interstate and foreign commerce and involving the use of a financial institution that is
engaged in, and thetadties of which affect, interstate and foreign commerce, which
transactions in fact involved the proceeds & onmore specified unlawful activities, to wit:

(i) bribery in sporting contests, in violatiarf Title 18, United States Code, Section 224; and

(ii) wire fraud, in violation of Title 18, Uied States Code, Section 1343, knowing that the
property involved in the finandi&ransactions represented {h®ceeds of some form of

unlawful activity, with the intent to promote the carrying on of the specified unlawful activities,
contrary to Title 18, United Ste¢ Code, Section 1956(a)(l)(A)(i).

(Title 18, United States Code, Sectidrgb6(a)(I)(A)(i), 2 and 3551 et seq.)

The source of your deponent’s inforneattiand the grounds for his belief are as
follows:!

1. | am a Special Agent with the FBI and have been involved in the
investigation of cases invahg money laundering, bribery sporting contests, wire fraud,
conspiracy and illegal gamblingl am familiar with the facts and circumstances set forth below
from, among other things, my participation in theestigation; my revievof the investigative
file; and from reports of other law enforcent officers involved in the investigation.

2. As set forth more fully below, since in or about March 2024, the FBI has

been investigating, among other things, a fraudideheme to “fix” the performance of certain

! Because the purpose of this Complaint is to set forth only those facts necessary to

establish probable cause to arrébave not described all the reéant facts and circumstances of
which | am aware.
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professional athletes in specific games ienito make profitable bets on the athlete’s
performance in that game (the “Fraudulent W&®gteme”). As part of the scheme, co-
conspirators obtained inside imfioation concerning things like athlete’s pre-planned intent to
purposely withdraw from a gamand thereby depress the athlete’s performance in that game,
co-conspirators in the scheme placed fraudets that the athleteould underperform in the
game. Armed with their inside informaticoncerning the athlete’s intent to purposely
withdraw, many of the bettors’ fraudulent prop bedsd out successfully and the proceeds of
their scheme were sulzgeently laundered throughehU.S. financial system.

l. The Defendant and Relevant Entities and Individuals

3. The defendant SHANE HENNEN was a citizen of the United States and a
resident of La¥/egas, Nevada.

4, Financial Institution 1, the identity @fhich is known to the affiant, was a
financial institution based in New York, New York.

5. The National Basketball Assoti@n (“NBA”) was a professional
basketball league in North America comprise@@fteams. The NBA maintained a code of
conduct applicable to its players and whi@mong other things, prohibited wagering in
connection with NBA games.

6. Betting Company 1, the identity of which is known to the affiant, was a
sportsbook that operated both physical sportsbanksan online platform that offer sports
betting relating to, among other things, NBAngss and individual plyers’ statistical
performances in connection with NBA gasne Betting Company 1 operated a physical

sportsbook within a hotel & casino (theds§ino”) in Atlantic City, New Jersey.
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7. NBA Player 1, whose identity is known to the affiant, was a citizen of the
United States and a professibhasketball player in the NBA, including during the 2023-2024
NBA season. On July 10, 2024, NBA Player 1 mladty in the Eastern District of New York
to a one-count information charging him with cpinacy to commit wire fraud, in violation of 18
U.S.C. 8§ 1349, in connection with the &dallent Wager Scheme. See 24-CR-270 (LDH).

8. Co-Conspirator 1, whose identity is known to the affiant, was a citizen of
the United States and a resident of Queens, New York. Co-Conspirator 1 has pled guilty in the
Eastern District of New York to a one-coumtormation charging him with conspiracy to
commit wire fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C.1849, in connection with the Fraudulent Wager
Scheme.

9. Co-Conspirator 2, whose identity is known to the affiant, was a citizen of
the United States and a resident of BrooklynwNeork. A grand jury sitting in the Eastern
District of New York previouy returned an indictment charging Co-Conspirator 2 with
conspiracy to commit wire fraud, in violati of 18 U.S.C. § 1349, in connection with the
Fraudulent Wager Scheme.

10. Co-Conspirator 3, Co-Conspiratband Co-Conspirator 5, whose
identities are known to your affiant, were citizens of the United States.

Il. Background on Sports Betting

11. In 1992, following several high-profifgorts-betting scandals, Congress
passed the federal Professional and AmateortS Protection Act (“PASPA”), 28 U.S.C. § 3702,
which banned all but four st from sponsoring, authorizingperating, or regulating sports
wagering. The four exceptasthtes—Nevada, Oregon, Delawand Montana—had existing

sports wagering regimes thRASPA grandfathered in.
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12. In May of 2018, following years of litigation between the State of New
Jersey—which desired to legadi sports betting—and severaljoraAmerican professional and
college sports leagues, the United States Supreme Court struck down PASPA as unconstitutional.
In the ensuing six years, sports betting, antiqudarly online sports betting, became legal in
over 35 states.

13. Inrecent years, online spdrtsoks like Betting Company 1 made it
possible for bettors to open an online accout @lace wagers using their phone. Bettors could
generally wager on the monme, spread, over/under, parlays, props and futures.

14.  A“prop,” or proposition bet, was a bglaced on an individual player’s
performance, rather than on the outcome efgame. A prop was a bet made regarding the
occurrence or non-occurrence during a game @vant not directly affecting the game’s final
outcome. For example, a bettingtdbrm could offer users a wagihat a certain player would
score more (referred to as betting the “over”jewver (referred to as betting the “under”) points
than a certain number of points designated by#tigng platform for a given game. In addition
to adult professional athletes who compete amtsports, prop bets could be placed on college
students, individual athletes, ackild professional athletes (i,gorofessional athletes who are
under the age of 18).

15. A*“parlay” bet or a “parlay” was bet comprised of two or more
individual bets. In order for a bettor to win a pgrleach bet, or “leg,” within the parlay had to
win.

16. A moneyline bet was a wager placed on a game’s outcome.
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17.  Afutures bet was a bet on the outcome of a multi-stage event such as a
season or a tournament. Futures could refeithercieam or player markets, such as which
team would win their divisin, league, or championship.

18. Before placing any bet, all battovagering through Betting Company 1
had to agree to its terms of use (the “TeahB8se”), which both provided, in sum, substance
and in part, that users were prohibited frongarang in connection witeports contests or
individual players’ statistical performanceghg users had access to any pre-release,
confidential information or other informationahwas not available tall other wagerers,
including any information provided by a professal athlete, such as non-public injury
information. The Terms of Use also prated individuals from using other individuals’
accounts to place wagers.

[l. The Fraudulent Wager Scheme

A. Summary

19.  As described more fully belothe defendant SHANE HENNEN, together
with others, conspired to place fraudulent “aridorop bets on NBA Player 1's performance in
the January 26 and March 20r@es, knowing in advance that NBA Player 1 planned to
withdraw from those games for purported headifisons, thus rendering such prop bets
successful. Thereafter, HENNEN, together vathers, laundered the proceeds derived from
that fraudulent scheme through onevmre financial transactions signed, in whole or in part,
to conceal the criminal origin of those funds.

B. The January 26 Game

20. As demonstrated inemessages, mobile dpgation records, and wire

transfer records, among other evidence, kyltbginning of 2024, NBA Player 1 had amassed



Case 2:26-cr-00427-NIQA  Document 1  Filed 09/09/26 Page 14 of 154

significant gambling debts to, among others;@mspirator 2, who then encouraged NBA
Player 1to clear those debts by engaging in th& RERyer 1 “special,” i.e., withdrawing from
certain games prematurely to ensure that uposgy bets on NBA Player 1's performance were
successful.

21.  OnJanuary 22, 2024—four day$dre the January 26 Game— NBA
Player 1 sustained a purported eye injurymyan NBA game (the “January 22 Game”). NBA
Player 1 was evaluated by a doctor afterJdweuary 22 Game and diagnosed with a corneal
abrasion. However, NBA Player 1 did not sedpsently complain about the purported injury
and was not placed on the NBA's injury list.

22.  On or about January 23, 2024, Can€pirator 1 texted the defendant
SHANE HENNEN a screenshot of a chat betw€s-Conspirator 1 and two of Co-Conspirator
1's contacts—Co-Conspiratoraxd NBA Player 1, respectiyel-that occurred on January 22,
2024. Inthe chat, NBA Player 1 messaged @ogpirator 2 and Co-Conspirator 1 during the

January 22 Game and stated the following:

NBA Player 1: | went back to locker room to get eye checked on
NBA Player 1: Idk if imma play much more
NBA Player 1: I'm
Not starting second half
NBA Player 1: But if it's garbage time | will shoot a million shots.”

| believe that in this exchange NBA Playlewas advising Co-Conspirator 2 and Co-Conspirator
1 about his status and his expectation he may agttpe rest of the game, but that, if he did in
“garbage time,” he would take a large number of shots. Based on my participation in the
investigation to date, | am aware that this tgpeformation is high} relevant to bettors

interested in placing prop bets on an NBA game.
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23.  Text message communicationsambéed during the course of the
investigation show that three days after tishange, and hours beddhe January 26 Game,
NBA Player 1 messaged, among others, Co-@ioait®r 1 and Co-Conspirator 2, that NBA
Player 1 would be removing himself earlyrfrdhe January 26 Ganastaiming that he was
injured.

24.  Text message communications obtdidaring the investigation show that
Co-Conspirator 1 subsequently messateddefendant SHANE HENNEN the inside
information concerning NBA Player 1's intetiotremove himself early from the January 26
Game, with the understanding that HENNENubwager based on such information.

25.  Specifically, on January 26, 2022p-Conspirator 1 messaged the
defendant SHANE HENNEN to “call 911.” Approximately that samiéme, Co-Conspirator 1
forwarded a message to HENNEN from NBA Player 1. The forwarded message read, “Hit
unders for the big numbers. | told [Co-Consfaré&2] no blocks no steals. I’'m going to play
first 2-3 minute stint off the bench then wheget subbed out tell them my eye killing me
again.” Based on my participati in the investigation to datebelieve the forwarded message
reflected NBA Player 1’s intent to purposifwnderperform during the January 26, 2024 game.
NBA Player 1 relayed he would have no blooksteals; play the first “2-3 minutes” as a
substitute from the bench and then remove himself from the game by claiming eye pain.

26.  After forwarding the messages frdBA Player 1, Co-Conspirator 1 then
sent the defendant SHANE HENNEN two screerslkiwdt | recognize to be betting slips for
wagers placed on NBA Player 1's performadaoeing the January 26 Game which specifically
wagered in accordance with his expected ymeltormance during the game by taking the

“under” position on each. Among them inded a $29,382 parlay wager that, among other
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things, bet the “under” on NBA Player 1's rebdsrand points, which bet, if successful, would
pay out approximately $103,387.

27.  After receiving the above-describedide information regarding NBA
Player 1's intended underperformance, thiegant SHANE HENNEN, acting through proxies
or straw bettors, placed wageon NBA Player 1 “unders” inonnection with NBA Player 1's
performance during the January 26 Game.

28. For example, at approximately 6:13 p.m. EST on January 26, 2024 Co-
Conspirator 3 texted the defendant SHANE HENNESEreenshot of a betting slip for a wager
placed by Co-Conspirator 3 through Betting Camyp 1 totaling $3,700 on NBA Player 1 “under
rebounds” in connection with NBA Player 1'srfmemance during the January 26 Game. The

screenshot is depicted below.
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29. Hours later, shortly after NBA Play1l removed himself from the January
26 Game, Co-Conspirator 3 texted the ddet SHANE HENNEN: “You are +1114.”
Through that message, Co-Conspré was telling HENNEN that, as a result of the bet that
Co-Conspirator 3 had placed on NBA Playerurslers, HENNEN'’s account had realized profits
and had a positive balance of $1,11Based on my training, experigmand participation in this
investigation, | know it is common for indowals such as HENNEN who place bets through
proxies or straw bettors to hamenning accounts and tabs witletthproxies, which tabs reflect
whether the bettor's account is profitable (iuethe green, or in the positive) or unprofitable
(i.e., in the red, or in the negative) at any given time.

30. Thereatfter, the defendant SHANE HENNEN requested that Co-

Conspirator 3 send $1,114 to HENNEN'’s accouriiaancial Institution 1. Co-Conspirator 3

10
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then texted HENNEN: “Money sent 1114pke confirm thanks,” to which HENNEN
responded: “received.” A review of records provided by Financial Institution 1 show that a
financial transaction betwedo-Conspirator 3 and HENNEftaling $1,114 was processed by
Financial Institution 1 on or about January 28, 2024.

31. OnJanuary 26, 2024, the defendant SHANE HENNEN texted Co-
Conspirator 4 “We got lucky,” to which Co-Conspirataresponded by stating “wish me luck”
and sending HENNEN a photo of a betting $tipa wager totaling $16,560 placed on NBA
Player 1 “under points” in connection witBA Player 1's performance during the January 26
Game, as shown below. In response, HENNEN texted Co-Conspiradite at 16k,” which,
based on my training, experiereed participation in this inwtigation, | knowefers to Co-
Conspirator 4's above-desloed wager totaling $16,560.

32. NBA Player 1 was ultimately not on the NBA's injury list prior to the
January 26 Game. NBA Playkrentered the January 26r@@amidway through the first
qguarter. Consistent with hisipr statements to cosaspirators, after playing just four minutes
and recording zero points, three rebounds andisesist, NBA Player iemoved himself from
the game after he complained to team officials that he reaggravated the above-described eye
injury. Video footage of th@anuary 26 Game neither showy @ontact with NBA Player 1's
eyes, nor any apparent reaggtavaof the eye injury. NBA Player 1 did not subsequently
complain to team officials about the purportee @yjury after the Janma 26 Game and played
in his team’s next gae two days later.

33. NBA Player 1's performance in seakstatistical categories during the
January 26 Game was under tlesignated amounts set by bejtcompanies, including Betting

Company 1, in their prop betdated to NBA Player 1. Thubgttors who wagered the “under”

11
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on prop bets related to NBA Pkyl’'s performance for therdaary 26 Game won those bets,
including Co-Conspirator 3 and Co-Cgirator 4 as described above.

C. The March 20 Game

34. Text message communicationsambéed during the course of the
investigation show that, prior to the March@@me, NBA Player 1 told Co-Conspirator 1 and
Co-Conspirator 2, in sum and substance, Ni2A Player 1 would be removing himself early
from the March 20 Game, claiming that he was ill.

35.  Text message communications, betting records and surveillance footage,
among other evidence, show that on March2B24, Co-Conspirator 1, Co-Conspirator 2 and
other co-conspirators all met at the Casino in Atlantic City to place bets on NBA Player 1. Once
at the Casino, Co-Conspirator 2 and Co-Conspirh, together with other co-conspirators,
placed the first of their several bets on NBA Player 1 before the March 20 Game began.

36.  Shortly before arriving at ti@asino, text message communications
obtained during the course oktinvestigation show that Coe@spirator 1 and the defendant
SHANE HENNEN had the following text exchange at approximately 2:53 p.m. EST:

CC-1: Please don'’t leak it

HENNEN: I’'m not
Based on my training, experienard participation in thigvestigation, | know that Co-
Conspirator 1's request that NEIEN “Please don't leak it” refe to Co-Conspirator 1 asking
HENNEN not to share with others the insidormation that NBA Plagr 1 would be removing
himself early from the March 20 Game.

37.  Among other evidence, text mess@gmmunications and betting records

show that the defendant SHANE HENNEN themljkprovided the insideformation described

12
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in paragraph 36, that is, that WBPlayer 1 would be removingmself early from the March 20
Game, to various co-conspirators, thereby knglthem to place fraudulent wagers on NBA
Player 1's unders.

38. For example, at approximately 3:28 p.m. EST on March 20, 2024, Co-
Conspirator 5 texted the f@mdant SHANE HENNEN: “Yo did you try calling back via
FaceTime,” to which HENNNEN responded “Yes.” Betting Company 1 records show that at
approximately 7:28 p.m. EST on March 20, 2024, Co-Conspirgttaced a wager totaling
$2,400 (to profit $2,000) on NBA Player 1 “und@dints in connectiowith the March 20
Game.

39. During the March 20 Game, affgdaying just three minutes, and
recording zero points, two rebounds and zerastsINBA Player 1 moved himself from the
game after he complained to team official$esfling ill. NBA Player 1 did not reenter the
game. NBA Player 1 was nailssequently placed on the NBA'’s injury list and played in his
team’s next game on March 22, 2024.

40. NBA Player 1's performance in mastatistical categories during the
March 20 Game was under thesignated amounts set by bettdognpanies, including Betting
Company 1, in their prop betdated to NBA Player 1. Thuseveral bettors, including, among
others, Co-Conspirator 5, who g&xred the “under” on prop betslated to NBA Player 1's

performance for the March 20 Game won those bets.

13



Case 2:26-cr-00427-NIQA  Document 1 Filed 09/09/26 Page 21 of 154

WHEREFORE, your deponent respectfuljguests that the defendant SHANE

HENNEN be dealt with according to law.

5XVVHOO /DQWLHU

RUSSELL LANTIER
Special Agent
Federal Bureau of Investigation

Sworn to before me telephonilgethis 11th day of January, 2025

L sra Blosin

THE HONORABLE LOIS IBLOOM
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

14
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DIB
F.# 2024R00288

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK

__________________________ X
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA ORDER
- against - PM
SHANE HENNEN,
Defendant.
__________________________ X

Upon the application of CAROLYN®KORNY, Acting United States Attorney
for the Eastern District of NeWork, by Assistant United States Attorney David |. Berman, for
an order unsealing the complaint and arvestrant in the above-captioned matter.
WHEREFORE, it is ordered that the complaint and arrest warrant in the above-

captioned matter be unsealed.

Dated: Brooklyn, New York
-D Q X D,2025

L ora Bleom

HONORABLE LOIS BLIOOM
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
EASTERN DISTRICT OF NEW YORK
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U.S. Department of Justice

United States Attorney
Eastern District of New York

KTF:BW/DIB 271 Cadman Plaza East
F. #2024R00288 Brooklyn, New York 11201

January 13, 2025

Robert Knief

Assistant United States Attorney
United States Attorney’s Office
District of Nevada

Re: United States v. Shane Hennen
Docket No. 25-MJ-06

Dear Assistant United States Attorney Knief:

The undersigned respectfully requests that your Office file this letter in
connection with the above-captioned matter in support of the government’s application for a
detention hearing, pursuant to 18 U.S.C. § 3142(f)(2), and the detention of the defendant Shane
Hennen, who will be presented on a complaint (the “Complaint”) charging him with wire fraud
conspiracy and money laundering, in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1349
and 1956. As described below, in the Complaint, the defendant is alleged to have helped
orchestrate a fraudulent sports wagering scheme relating to a former National Basketball
Association (“NBA”) player identified in the Complaint as NBA Player 1. Given (1) the
defendant’s means and motive to evade detection by the government, creating a serious risk of
flight, evidenced by the defendant’s attempted flight after being alerted of the government’s
mvestigation, and (2) the strength and nature of the government’s case, detention pending trial is
the only means to secure his appearance in court.

L Factual Backeround

As described in detail in the Complaint, in January and March 2024, the
defendant is alleged to have been a co-conspirator of a fraudulent wager scheme involving NBA
Player 1. As alleged in the Complaint, in sum and substance, NBA Player 1 agreed to withdraw
from NBA games early enabling co-conspirators, including an individual identified as Co-
Conspirator 1 and the defendant Shane Hennen, to place fraudulent wagers on NBA Player 1
netting them potentially millions of dollars in profits. As alleged in the Complaint, the defendant
used a network of proxies and straw bettors to place fraudulent bets on NBA Player 1 and
launder the 1llicit proceeds.
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On January 8, 2025, the defendant purchased a one-way ticket to Colombia,
connecting through Panama, which was scheduled to depart from Harry Reid International
Airport in Las Vegas, Nevada (“HRI”) on January 12, 2025—just days before the January 15
Deadline. The defendant was arrested in connection with the Complaint at HRI as he attempted
to board the above-referenced flight to Panama. During a search incident to the defendant’s
arrest, law enforcement agents found on the defendant multiple cell phones and just under
$10,000 1n cash. Upon arrest, the defendant also stated to law enforcement agents, unprompted,
that he was traveling to Colombia to purportedly seek dental treatment.

II. The Defendant’s Criminal History

The defendant has a significant criminal history dating back years. In May 2006,
the defendant was charged with possession of a firearm without a license, disorderly conduct,
engaging in illegal conduct relating to gambling devices, engaging in illegal conduct relating to
facsimile (1.e., replica or toy) bombs and possession of an instrument of crime, all Pennsylvania
state misdemeanors. In 2007, he pleaded guilty to various of these crimes and was sentenced to
six months’ probation.

In 2009, the defendant was charged with aggravated assault, a felony, and
reckless endangerment, a misdemeanor. In 2011, the defendant pleaded guilty to aggravated
assault and was sentenced to 18 months’ imprisonment and four years’ probation.

1 The government respectfully requests that this letter be filed under seal given that

it describes

2
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In 2011, the defendant pleaded guilty to: (i) possession with intent to distribute
less than 500 grams of cocaine, in violation of 21 U.S.C. §§ 841(a)(1) and 841(b)(1)(C) and (ii)
conspiracy to possess with intent to distribute more than five kilograms of cocaine, in violation
of 21 U.S.C. §§ 841(a)(1), 841(b)(1)(A)(i1) and 846. See Judgment, United States v. Hennen, et
al., 09-CR-348 (W.D. Pa. 2009). He was sentenced to two concurrent terms of 30 months’
imprisonment and two concurrent terms of supervised release of three and four years. See id.
Based upon records provided to the government from law enforcement, the government
understands that after the defendant’s release from prison, the court revoked the defendant’s
supervised release due to non-compliance, and resentenced him to 30 days’ imprisonment.

I11. Legal Standard

Under the Bail Reform Act, Title 18, United States Code, Section 3141 et seq.,
federal courts are empowered to order a defendant’s detention pending trial upon a determination
that “no condition or combination of conditions would reasonably assure the appearance of the
person as required and the safety of any other person and the community[.]” 18 U.S.C.

§ 3142(e).

A finding of risk of flight need only be based on a preponderance of the evidence.
See United States v. Keeton, No. 20-10162, 2020 WL 4805479, at *1 (9th Cir. June 17, 2020);
United States v. Boustani, 932 F.3d 79, 81 (2d Cir. 2019); United States v. Motamedi, 767 F.2d
1403, 1406 (9th Cir. 1985) (“In the trial court and in this court, the Government must establish
risk of flight by a clear preponderance of the evidence, not by the higher standard of clear and
convincing evidence.”). In meeting its burden, the government is “not...bound by the rules of
evidence ... and may proceed by proffer.” See United States v. Williams, 654 Fed. Appx. 3, 3
(2d Cir. 2016) (citing Ferranti, 66 F.3d at 542); see also United States v. Young, No. 01-CR-
4011, 2014 WL 6601939, at *2 (N.D. Cal. Nov. 18, 2014) (ordering the defendant detained after
“having considered the proffers by the parties and the probation officer, and the arguments of
counsel”); United States v. Hardeman, No. 3-08-70765, 2008 WL 4891048, at *1 (N.D. Cal.
Nov. 12, 2008) (“Having considered the parties' proffers, and the pretrial services report, I find
that the government has met its burden of showing by a preponderance of the evidence that the
defendant presents a risk of flight.”).

Whether detention is sought on the basis of flight or dangerousness, the Bail
Reform Act lists four factors to be considered in the detention analysis: (1) the nature and
circumstances of the crimes charged; (2) the history and characteristics of the defendant,
including whether the defendant is currently on probation, parole, or other release; (3) the
seriousness of the danger posed by the defendant’s release; and (4) the evidence of the
defendant’s guilt. See 18 U.S.C. § 3142(g); see also United States v. Jacobson, 502 F. App’x 31,
32 (2d Cir. 2012). Where the evidence of guilt is strong, it provides “a considerable incentive to
flee.” Millan, 4 F.3d at 1046; see also United States v. Palmer-Contreras, 835 F.2d 15, 18 (1Ist
Cir. 1987) (per curiam) (where “the evidence against defendants is strong, the incentive for
relocation is increased”); United States v. Super, No. 23-CR-05233, 2023 WL 5952715, at *3
(W.D. Wash. Sept. 13, 2023) (in context of pre-trial detention The evidence here is both relevant
and necessary to assess what risk he poses to the community and the risk of flight.”).
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Where a judicial officer concludes after a hearing that “no condition or
combination of conditions will reasonably assure the appearance of the person as required and
the safety of any other person and the community, such judicial officer shall order the detention
of the person before trial.” 18 U.S.C. § 3142(e)(1).

IV. The Defendant Should Be Detained Pending Trial

As described below, the government has met its burden of establishing the
defendant’s risk of flight sufficient to require his detention pending trial. In particular, courts
consistently hold that where, like here, a defendant has the means and motive to disappear and
escape answering for his crimes, detention pending trial is warranted. See, e.g., United States v.
Williams, 654 F. App’x 3, 4 (2d Cir. 2016) (affirming order of detention based on defendant’s
ability “to evade oversight and detection from government agents™).

First, that the defendant, in fact, attempted to flee the country just days before the
January 15 Deadline demonstrates that there is a serious and substantial risk that the defendant
will not return to court. See, e.g., United States v. Muhtorov, 702 F. App’x 694, 696 (10th Cir.
2017) (pretrial detention was appropriate where the defendant was “arrested at the . . . airport en
route to Istanbul, Turkey. He had purchased a one-way ticket”); United States v. Molina, No.
11-CR-528, 2012 WL 3564013, at *2 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 16, 2012) (defendant was detained
pending trial where, among other things, he was found in possession of multiple cell phones
and a large sum of cash).

Second, the defendant’s motive to flee is obvious—the proof of his guilt is
overwhelming, and, particularly given his substantial criminal history, he may ultimately face up
to two decades in prison upon conviction. Among other evidence, witnesses, phone records,
financial records and betting records confirm that the defendant orchestrated and participated in
numerous fraudulent wager schemes, which, among other things, resulted in potentially millions
of dollars’ worth of illicit profits and money laundering transactions. As a result of this evidence
of the defendant’s guilt, the defendant has considerable incentive to flee—counseling strongly
against his release under any conditions. See Millan, 4 F.3d at 1046; Palmer-Contreras, 835 F.2d
at 18; Super, 2023 WL 5952715, at *3.

Third, the defendant’s extraordinary financial resources and access to a network
of co-conspirators across the country continue to provide him with a means to flee and to do so
undetected, independently warranting detention. See, e.g., United States v. Maxwell, 510 F.
Supp. 3d 165, 174 (S.D.N.Y. 2020) (detention was appropriate where “the Defendant’s
extraordinary financial resources ,. . . continue to provide her the means to flee the country and
to do so undetected”); United States v. Hoover, No. CR-14-554, 2014 WL 2094201, at *5 (D.
Ariz. May 20, 2014) (detention was appropriate where the defendant had the “financial means
and travel expertise to effectuate a ‘strong incentive to flee’”). The government has developed
substantial evidence that the defendant has conducted or caused to be conducted illicit financial
transactions and fraudulent sports wagers totaling millions of dollars, including through a
network of proxies and straw bettors located across the country, such as his co-conspirators
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described in the Complaint. The government has no reason doubt that the defendant will
leverage these same co-conspirators to assist him with fleeing from prosecution.

Finally, the defendant’s personal history illustrates that his substantial risk of
flight cannot be mitigated by stringent bail requirements. His criminal history is substantial,
longstanding, and varied, and demonstrates an inability to comply with the law or court rules.
As just one example, a federal judge in Pennsylvania found it necessary to revoke his supervised
release following a term of imprisonment for a serious drug offense.

Put simply, because there is a serious and substantial risk that the defendant will
not return to court, he must be detained pending trial.

V. Conclusion

For all the foregoing reasons, the government respectfully submits that the
defendant should be detained.

Respectfully submitted,

CAROLYN POKORNY
Acting United States Attorney

By: /s/ David 1. Berman
Kaitlin T. Farrell
Benjamin Weintraub
David I. Berman
Assistant U.S. Attorney
(718) 254-6167

cc: Clerk of Court (by Email and ECF)
Defense Counsel (by ECF)
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SO ORDERED.

Dated: [1/31/2025]
BROOKLYN, NY

S/ Vera Scanlon
United States Magistrate Judge
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7KH 8QLWHG 6WDWHV RI $PSHANFHENNENG WKH GHIHQGDQW
KHUHE\ MRLQWO\ UHTXHVW WKRADWSW K W RV I5RI0SHULRG IURP
EH H[FOXGHG LQ FRPSXWLQJ WKH WLPH ZLWKLQ ZKLFK DQ |
7KH SDUWLHY VHHN WKH IRUHJRLQJ H[FOXVLRQ RI WLPH LQ

X WKH\ DUH HQJDJHG LQ SOHD QHJRWLDWLRQV ZKLF
D GLVSRVLWLRQ RI WKLV FDVH ZLWKRXW WULDO DQG WKH)
HITRUWY RQ SOHD QHIJRWLDWLRQV ZLWKRXW WKH ULVN WKI
UHDVRQDEOH WLPH IRU HITHFWLYH SUHSDUDWLRQ IRU WUL

[ WKH\ QHHG DGGLWLRQDO WLPH WR LQYHVWLJDWH I
FRPSOH[LW\ RI WKH FDVH

L] RWKHU

7KLV LWHWREG DSSOLFDWLRQ IRU HQWU\ RI DQ RUG
GHIHQGDQW ZDV DUUHVWHGDRG UHOHDVHG RQ
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$VVLVWDQW 8 6 $WWRUQH\&RXQVHO IRU 'HIHQGDQW

JRU GHIHQGDQW WR UHDG UHYLHZ ZLWK FRXQVHO DQG DF

, XQGHUVWDQG WKDW IHGHUDO ODZ JHQHUDOO\ SURYL
FKDUJHVY ORGJHG DJDLQVW PH ZLWKLQ WKLUW\ GD\V RI P\ |
FKDUJHV ZLWKLQ VHYHQW)\ GD\V DIWHU IRUPDO FKDUJHV KI
, GR QRW KDYH WR FRQVHQW WR WKH H[FOXVLRQ RI WLPH
FRQVHOWLQJ WR HQWU\ RI WKLY RUGHU WKH GDWH RQ ZKl
GHOD\HG DQG WKH GDWH IRU WKH FRPPHQFHPHQW RI DQ\ V
GHOD\HG DV ZHOO , DOVR XQGHUVWDQG WKDW LI IRUPDO
WKH WLPH UHTXLUHG E\ ODZ , PD\ VHHN UHOLHI I[URP WKH
GLVPLVVDO RI WKH FRPSODLQW QRZ SHQGLQJ DJDLQVW PH
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