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WEDNESDAY, FEBRUARY 5, 2020 8:45 A.M.
(Open court in the presence of the jury.)
THE COURTROOM MANAGER: Criminal case No.
CR 17-00101 LEK United States of America versus Anthony T.
Williams.
The matter is set for a further jury trial.
Counsel, please make your appearances for the record.
MR. SORENSON: Your Honor, good morning.

Assistant U.S. Attorneys Ken Sorenson and Gregg Yates here
for the United States. We have FBI Special Agent Megan Crawley
on the stand.

THE COURT: All right. Good morning to all of you.
Mr. Williams.
THE DEFENDANT: Morning.

Private attorney general Anthony Williams appearing sui

juris.
MR. ISAACSON: Your Honor, Lars Isaacson, standby
counsel, with Claire Beecher.
THE COURT: All right. Good morning to all of you.
Ms. Odani, could you get one of the assistant hearing
things and give that to Ms. Aoki —-- or Ms. Elkington. Thank
you.
The record will also reflect the presence of the ladies
and gentlemen of the jury. Welcome back. And we're here to

resume the questioning of Agent Crawley.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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Mr.

Sorenson?

MR. SORENSON: Thank you, Your Honor.

MEGAN CRAWLEY, PREVIOUSLY SWORN, RESUMED THE STAND

BY MR. SORENSON:

DIRECT EXAMINATION RESUMED

Q Good morning, Special Agent Crawley.

A Good morning.

Q I'm just going review a couple more exhibits with
you. So if you could, I'd like to direct your attention to

Exhibit 816.

America,
Q

A

Q

A

Okay.

Do you

have 816 there?

I do, yes.

Okay.

8l6 is

What is 8167

a letter from the Common Law Office of

more specifically Anthony Williams.

All right. Have you seen that before?

I have,

yes.

And where did it come from?

This particular document came from the search at

1604 Democrat Street.

Q

A

Q

I'm sorry?

Came from the search at 1604 Democrat Street.

Okay.

The Democrat location you talked about

yesterday here in Honolulu?

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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A Yes, that's right.
Q And does it —-- does the letter —- is it from the

Common Law Office of America or does it have that header on it?

A It does, yes.
Q And does it relate to your investigation?
A It does, yes.

MR. SORENSON: Your Honor, at this time we're going
to move to admit 816.

THE COURT: All right. Any objections?

THE DEFENDANT: No objection.

THE COURT: Received.

MR. SORENSON: Your Honor, may we publish?

THE COURT: You may.

(Exhibit 816 received into evidence.)

Q (BY MR. SORENSON:) Okay. Special Agent Crawley,

I'm going to direct your attention to the top part —-- the top
part of the letterhead here. We're going to blow this up.

And, Your Honor, I note that we have the screen back
here. I just want to make sure the jury —-- 'cause I know they
did have some trouble?

THE COURT: Good point. So is that large enough?
What I can do is have the large screen moved over to the
corner. Would that be of assistance? Would you like me to do
that? Yes. Okay. We'll move that over there so you can look

at both at your convenience.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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All right. 1Is that positioned well for you? You want it
closer or that's good? Okay. Great. Thank you very much.
MR. SORENSON: Thank you, Your Honor.
THE COURT: All right. And let us know if that
blocks Mr. Yates's view or anything of the jury.
Mr. Isaacson, Mr. Williams, does that block your view in
any way? No. Okay. Very good.
All right. You may resume, Mr. Sorenson.
MR. SORENSON: Thank you, Your Honor.
Q (BY MR. SORENSON:) Special Agent Crawley, as we

look at the top here, we see Common Law Office of America-?

A Yes, that's right.

Q I want to direct your attention down to this —-- the
private attorney general Anthony Williams. Do you see that?

A I do, yes.

Q All right. And over to the left there's a person

listed as senior litigation counselor. Who is that?

A Yoseph A. Hezekyah.

Q And is this a name we have seen earlier in this
case?

A Yes, it is.

0 And in what context?

A We saw an affidavit of name change for Anthony

Williams changing his name to Yoseph Hezekyah.

Q Okay. I'm going to go to the body of the

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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correspondence,

and this letter purports to be to a Paul

Horakaiwa; is that correct?

A Yes,

Q All

that's right.

right. And if you could, read the letter

starting at the first line.

A (Reading:)

"We are in receipt of a letter from you

to our clients Wengie, Amie, Danilo, and Macrina Pillos dated

April 20th, 2015,

in which you purport to claim that you are

the appointed foreclosure commissioner in our clients' case.

We've not received any documentation from your office that you

have been properly and officially appointed as a foreclosure

commissioner by the Secretary of the Department of Urban

Housing and Development or HUD as mandated by Title 12 U.S.C.,

Section 3554.

Your letter stated that you were appointed but

did not clarify by what authority you are appointed. If you

are asserting that you were appointed by the court, the court

does not have the authority to appoint you without the

certification from HUD.

letter from HUD assigning you as the foreclosure commissioner."

) Let

that you need the approval of HUD before you can be appointed a

commissioner?
A Yes,
0 All

to the bottom,

Please forward to our office the

me stop you there. Is he —— is he stating here

he is.

right. And I'm going direct your attention now

and is it signed by Mr. Williams?

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT

Or at least



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

there's a slash S signature for Anthony Williams; is that

correct?
A Yes, that's right.
Q All right. 1I'll direct your attention over to

Exhibit 817 and ask you what is that?

A 817 is a money wire related to the trustee address
that is listed on the front page of the MEI mortgage.

Q All right. And that's the sender
information —-- excuse me. First of all, let me ask you, when
you say it was associated with the address, what address was
there?

A 6230 Third Street, No. 5, in Washington, D.C. that
was related to Federal American Mortgage Trust who was listed
as the trustee on the MEI mortgage.

MR. SORENSON: Now, Your Honor, at this time we're
going to move for the admission of 817.

THE COURT: Any objection?

THE DEFENDANT: No objection.

THE COURT: Received.

(Exhibit 817 received into evidence.)

MR. SORENSON: We're not going to publish this at
this time, Your Honor. Thank you. And we have finished our
questions on direct.

THE COURT: Mr. Williams, your witness.

CROSS-EXAMINATION

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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BY THE DEFENDANT:

Q Good morning.
A Good morning.
Q Special Agent Crawley, when did you start

investigating my company?
A I don't remember the exact date, but it would have

been early 2015, I believe.

Q And did you get a search warrant to search my
businesses?
A I was —— I got search warrants to —- to search

residences where we had associated your business to be in.
Q So you got a search warrant for 1604 Democrat

Street; is that correct?

A Yes, I did.

Q And you took all of my computers?

A I believe there was just one, if I recall, but,
yes —-—

Q And all the client files?

A —-— computer -—-

THE COURT: I'm sorry. You have To speak one at a
time, so she has to finish her answer first.
THE WITNESS: We did take an Apple desktop computer
at Democrat Street, yes.
0 And what about all the files?

A Yes, any files that were related to the mortgage

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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reduction program.

Q Okay. And your search warrant is dated December 14,

2015.

Do I need to have her verify that?

THE COURT: No.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: No. Whatever the date is, it is.
What's your question?

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) What was your search warrant
for? What charges?

A Well, so no charges had been brought against you or
anyone else at that point, so there would be no charges listed.

Q What I'm saying, what were you searching for, in
violation of what crime were you searching my computer or my
office and getting my files for?

A At the time I believe we were looking for evidence
of mail fraud, wire fraud, bank fraud, and possible money
laundering.

Q Okay. So you was able to get a search warrant to
search all my business bank accounts?

A We didn't —-- we did not get a search warrant for
your bank accounts.

Q Okay. But you said you just got a search warrant
for bank fraud and money laundering. So if you were searching

for bank fraud, wouldn't you have to get information from the

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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bank to make sure I wasn't committing bank fraud?

A You're not —-- you can get information from financial
institutions with other mechanisms besides a search warrant.

Q So how did you get my banking information without a
search warrant?

A We issued subpoenas.

Q So you got a subpoena for bank fraud and money
laundering to the bank?

A We issued subpoenas for information from the bank
accounts, yes.

Q So you was able to get my account and scrutinize my

business bank accounts for the subpoenas that you received,

correct?

A We analyzed the returns that we received from the
bank accounts —-- from the bank records, excuse me.

Q So you got to see my business bank account, what was

in it, the funds that was going in and out of the account,

correct?
A Yes.
Q Okay. So did you all charge me with bank fraud?
A We did not.
Q Did you charge me with money laundering?
A We did not.
Q So you found no evidence of any type of bank fraud

or money laundering after you scrutinized all my banking

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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records?

A So the FBI is not a charging authority, so I don't
have —- that's not up to the FBI, what we charge and what we
don't charge. My job is just to find facts and so I —— I'm

just a fact finder.

Q So you did not find any facts of bank fraud or money
laundering?

A I can't —-

0 Yes or no?

A —— say what meets the threshold because I don't
personally --

Q Well, you just said —-

A —— charge. So I find facts and hand them over.

Q Right. So —-

THE COURT: You have to let her finish before you
start, otherwise it's not going to be on the transcript.

Okay. So what's your question?

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So you said that what you do is
you investigate and you find facts?

A Yes.

Q Correct? And I'm asking a yes or no question: Did
you find facts that out of all of my business bank accounts
that you found that I committed bank fraud? Facts, yes or no?

A It's not my job to determine the threshold for

charges because I don't personally charge. The FBI isn't a

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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charging authority. So I just collect facts, so it's not up to
me to determine what the threshold is to meet whether a charge
can be brought.

Q Okay. Do you not understand the question,
Ms. Crawley?

THE COURT: No, she's answered. Move on.

THE DEFENDANT: That's a yes or no question.

THE COURT: Asked and answered. She doesn't —-- she
doesn't determine the charges. She turns them over to the
charging entity which is the U.S. Attorney and they determine
what charges.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay. I want to bring up
Government's Exhibit 4.

THE COURT: Has that been received?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

MR. ISAACSON: One moment, Your Honor, if I may?

THE COURT: You may. Is that in evidence?

MR. SORENSON: It is in evidence, Your Honor.

THE COURT: All right. Very good. And you folks
are going to bring it up on the electronic?

MR. SORENSON: Your Honor, I think it might be —- it
might be helpful if I just grab that computer and I can help
Mr. Williams pull up documents.

THE COURT: All right. Is that acceptable to you,

Mr. Williams?

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

14

THE DEFENDANT: Fine.

MR. SORENSON: If not, he may be able to use the
court's system also, but...

THE COURT: Okay. Mr. Williams, you need to step
aside for a sec and he's going to take the computer.

Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. Ms. Crawley this is the
Government's Exhibit 4 that they showed you yesterday, and this
is a email from my —--

THE COURT: I'm sorry. It's not up on the —--

MR. SORENSON: Should be up on the screen.

THE COURT: Yeah, it's not. Okay. Now it is.
Thank you.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. This is a email that you
had from my mother to me. How did you get access to this
email?

A This was located in the Apple desktop computer that
was seized at 1604 Democrat Street.

Q Okay. And the customers that are listed on there,
do you know which state each customer is from?

A Not each one, no.

Q Okay. So you don't know that it's a wvariety of
customers, not just Hawaii, on that email?

A I —— I do know that not all of them are from Hawaii.

Q Okay. And so what about this email is fraudulent or

false? What's in this email that was false that my mother sent

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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to me? What part of that is false?

A So in these emails, Barbara Williams is notifying
you of the mortgage payments that she had received from these
10 homeowners, and MEI is not certified or licensed to be —- to
service mortgages and, therefore, should not be accepting
payments for mortgages which Barbara Williams is confirming

that it is doing.

Q So you're saying that MEI is a mortgage —- is
licensed for —-- not licensed for mortgage servicing?

A That's correct.

Q Did you look up our business registration in the

DCCA and what we were actually registered for?

A The trade name Mortgage Enterprise Investments is
registered, but just as a trade name. It's not certified to
modify, alter, or service mortgages.

Q And did you read the emails between me and the DCCA
when I was setting up my company here to set up Mortgage
Enterprise Investments? Did you get that email out the
computer too?

A Not that I can recall.

Q So 1if my company is not servicing mortgages or a
loan mortgage broker or a loan originator, then what license
could I get? Because that's not what I'm in business. Mine is
mortgage and foreclosure --

MR. SORENSON: Your Honor, I'm going to object to

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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the form of the question. 1TIt's okay to ask questions, but not
testify.
THE COURT: Sustained. Ask a question.
Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) If my company 1is not a company

that has a function that's licensed, that even has a statute

for licensing, how can I set up my company in Hawaii?

A Sorry. I don't know if I understand the question.

0 Well, I went to DCCA, okay? So —-

THE COURT: ©No, I'm sorry, you can't testify. Just

ask the question.
THE DEFENDANT:

Well, I'ma have to lay the

groundwork so I can ask her the question.
THE COURT: No, no. You ——- 'cause she doesn't have
that. She can only testify what her personal knowledge is.

She has no idea what you did or you can ask her.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Did you contact the DCCA and

ask them why I didn't have to get a license for mortgage loan

modification? Did you call them and ask them why I didn't have
to?

A So DCCA is comprised of —-

0 It's a yes or no, ma'am.

THE COURT: No. Let her answer. Go ahead.

THE WITNESS: The DCCA is the Department of Commerce

and Consumer Affairs,

many departments within DCCA.

so it's consisting of many divisions and

So I don't quite understand when

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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you say have I contacted DCCA; it's not one entity.

0 (RY THE DEFENDANT:) Well, did you contact the
division that's supposed to license companies that a company
like my company, that specifically is for mortgage and
foreclosure assistance to assist people in fighting their
foreclosure, did you specifically contact them and ask them
what law or what type of licensing I would have to get for that
type of business?

A I did speak with a division of financial
institutions who is in charge of monitoring businesses that
regulates mortgages, alters mortgages, services mortgages, et
cetera, and they did tell me the statutes that require
certifications and licensing to assign mortgages, service
mortgages, et cetera, and Mortgage Enterprise Investments did
not have a certification or a license to do any of those
things.

Q My —-- so was my company purporting that I was a loan
originator or that I issued loans or that I refinance? Did I
have any language like that in any of my documents or any of
our websites?

A MEI did not purport to loan out money.

THE DEFENDANT: Can you pull up Government's
Exhibit 6, please?
THE COURT: All right. 1Is that in evidence?

MR. SORENSON: It is, Your Honor.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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THE COURT: All right. Then it may be shown. Do
you wish to have it published to the jury?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: All right.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) And I believe this is a —- one
of the counts that you charged that they charged my mother with
wire fraud. Can you —-

MR. SORENSON: Objection. That's a fact not in
evidence, Your Honor.

THE COURT: So are you questioning about with regard
to Barbara Williams?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes. That's my mother, 'cause they
charged her with this part of the counts.

THE COURT: So how is that relevant to your defense
in this case?

THE DEFENDANT: Because I'm showing that this count
that they're charging me and her with, that's it's not wire
fraud, and this is what I'm fixing to question her on.

THE COURT: So you can question with regard to you,
but you can't question her with regard to Barbara Williams
'cause that's not relevant.

THE DEFENDANT: Well, I'm being charged with this as
a count.

THE COURT: Yes.

THE DEFENDANT: I'm being charged with this as a

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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wire fraud count.
THE COURT: Yes. So you can question her with

regard to anything with regard to you and the wire fraud

charge.
THE DEFENDANT: Okay.
THE COURT: All right.
Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Ms. Crawley, is it a crime, is

it a federal offense for someone to send someone a MoneyGram in
America? Yes or no-?

A Not unless the funds are fraudulent funds.

Q Okay. So how did you know these funds were
fraudulent? What made you think that these funds were
fraudulent? Do you know where those funds came from?

THE COURT: Wait. Which question do you want her to
answer?

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) How do you know those funds

were fraudulent first?

A Because we spoke with the sender of the funds.

0 And who was the sender?

A Mary Jean Castillo.

0 And what did she say?

A She informed us that she withdrew funds from the

Mortgage Enterprise Investments bank account here at First
Hawaiian Bank and wired the money to Barbara Williams in Texas.

Q Okay. So did you all charge Ms. Castillo with any

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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wire fraud for sending the money to my mother?

A We did not.

Q So let me get this straight. So someone can send
some fraudulent funds to someone, but they don't get charged
with sending the funds, but the person that receives it gets
charged; 1is that correct?

A She was not aware that the funds were fraudulent.
So she was sending with the direction from yourself. She was

sending the funds to Barbara Williams and was not aware that

the funds were coming from a bank account that had -- that
was —- that had fraudulent funds inside of it.
Q So you know who Mary Jean Castillo is, right,

Ms. Crawley?

A I do, yes.

Q Okay. And you do understand that you still under
oath, correct?

A I do, yes.

Q Okay. So did Mary Jean Castillo work for me for the
Common Law Office of America-?

A She did, vyes.

0 Did she send out letters on behalf of clients for
the Common Law Office of America with her signature?

A She did, vyes.

Q Okay. So she knew my whole operation because she

was the second one in charge —-

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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MR. SORENSON: Objection to the form of the
question, Your Honor.

Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. So you saying —-—

THE COURT: I'm sorry. So question's withdrawn.
You're going to re-ask.
Q Okay. 1I'll rephrase the question.
THE COURT: All right. Thank you.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So as a manager of Common Law
Office of America, you don't think that Mary Jean Castillo knew
what she was doing or knew where the funds came from?

A She knew where the funds were coming from in the
bank account. She was not aware at the time that they were

fraudulent funds.

Q So you saying she was not aware. How do you know
she didn't —-- she was not aware that they were fraudulent?
A She informed us that she did not know that they were

fraudulent at that time.
Q So my mother informed you that she knew that it was

fraudulent?

MR. SORENSON: Objection, Your Honor. Once again, I
don't know the relevance --

THE DEFENDANT: It's a question.

MR. SORENSON: —- of his mother.

THE DEFENDANT: 'Cause that's who it was sent to.

THE COURT: ©Understood, but the issue in this trial

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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has to do with the government's case against you, not the
government's case against —-- your mother's no longer a part of
this case, so it's not relevant to ——- I think what his
objection is is there's no relevance.

THE DEFENDANT: Well, it is relevant because this is
one of the emails -- wire fraud charge they're charging me and
the reason why I brought this up is because —-

THE COURT: Okay. So we can take this matter up
outside the presence of the jury and we can go through it. So
you go to another area of questioning, then if this is an area
you want to pursue, I'll need to make a legal ruling. I don't
want to take up the time now in front of the jury and we can do
that at the next break. So go to another area with regard to

your questioning.

Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. In regards to Mary Jean
Castillo, she did —-- are you aware of a deposition that she
did?

A I am, yes.

Q Okay. And so you pretty familiar what her answers

was in that deposition, correct?
A If T recall, it was a very long deposition, so I

don't recall all of her answers, no.

Q Okay. In regards to this particular issue, she
was —— she was questioned about this money that she sent and
whether she knew it was fraudulent or not. Did you read that

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
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portion of the deposition where she said that the funds were
not fraudulent?

MR. SORENSON: Objection again, Your Honor, both to
the solicitation of a hearsay response, but also the testimony
from the —— from Mr. Williams from the stand here.

THE COURT: All right. Overruled.

So he —— he's asking you if based on your last answer
where you had indicated that she didn't know that it was
fraudulent, do you recall any portion of her deposition where
she stated that?

THE WITNESS: I do not. I do not recall.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. So how would you
determine the frauds[sic] were fraudulent from the MEI bank
account? How would you determine they were fraudulent?

A So again, because the payments were coming in
from -- for mortgage payments and MEI is not certified or
licensed to receive mortgage payments, them not being a
mortgage servicing company, the funds in the account that were
coming from these mortgage payments were fraudulent.

Q So why didn't you all charge me with fraudulent
funds or bank fraud or mortgage fraud or money laundering if
that was the case, if it was fraudulent? Why didn't you charge
me with 1it?

A Again, the FBI is not a charging authority. I

don't —— I don't determine what the threshold is made or what
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charges are brought.
THE DEFENDANT: Government Exhibit No. 7, please.
THE COURT: That in evidence?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.
THE COURT: Okay.

MR. SORENSON: 1In evidence, Your Honor, pulling it

up.

THE COURT: Do you wish to publish?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: You have to inform the court, ask the
court.

THE DEFENDANT: Ask the Court I wish to publish.

THE COURT: All right. Publish to the jury.

Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) He had you read from this
letter yesterday. I just want to highlight one of the
statements in here. Can you go to where —- 1, 2, 3, 4,

5 —— the ninth paragraph where I start, "They don't know."

THE COURT: Mr. Williams, only if you want to, but
you can actually touch that screen and it'll highlight what you
want, so, yeah.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: Okay. Blocking it out. We need to
clear that. We'll clear that or you can touch —-- just touch it
and then it'll put a little dot and then we'll know where you

are. Okay.
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0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) That portion right there, can

you read that for me, please.

A Starting at "They don't know"?
0 Yes, ma'am.
A (Reading:) "They don't know" —-- sorry. Some of the

words are blocked. I'm going to try to find it on here.

(Reading:) "They don't know half of what you know,
so —— so you know you were gonna make way more than that and
you can help more people than you ever imagined. I know you

and I both helped tons of people for free, but now we have to
be compensated for what we do because there aren't too many
that can do what you and I do.

Q Now, you said you only been investigating me for you
said since 2015, correct?

A Yes, that's right.

0 But in your investigation, you know how many other
offices I have in other states, correct?

A I do know that you have other offices in other

states, yes.

Q And you know that I've had offices way before 2015,
correct?

A I don't know the dates you opened those offices.

Q But you know they were before you started

investigating in 20157?

A I —— I don't know that for sure. I don't —— T
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really don't know the dates that you opened those offices.
Q Okay. So you really didn't really investigate all
the other offices then in like the year I set them up and what

states particularly that I set them up in?

A I focused primarily on activities in Hawaii.
Q And what about Florida?
A I did not focus primarily on activities in Florida.
Q In your search warrant on page 20, this is in
Defense Exhibit 2020 -- do I need to do the —--
MR. ISAACSON: May I —-- could she be shown Defense

Exhibit 20207
THE COURT: She may. Do you have a book for her of
the exhibits?
MR. ISAACSON: We have an extra one here.
THE COURT: Okay.
Q (RY THE DEFENDANT:) Could you turn to page 20 of
your application for search warrant?
A Okay.
Q And could you read paragraph 49, please.
THE COURT: To herself, correct?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes.
THE COURT: Not out loud 'cause it's not in
evidence.
THE DEFENDANT: Right.

THE COURT: Right.
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THE WITNESS: Okay.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So according to your search
warrant, you stated that in October and November 2015 that the
FBI —-

THE COURT: All right. So that's not in evidence.
So you can ask her a question, but you can't read the
document --

THE DEFENDANT: But no, I'm fixing to ask —-- so I
haven't finished asking it.

THE COURT: Right. But you can't quote from the
document 'cause it's not in evidence.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

THE COURT: So you can formulate a question.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So from your search warrant
application, what date did you say that the FBI Miami searched
my Miami office and got my Miami laptop and emails and all my
files?

A In October and November 2015 is when FBI Miami got
search warrants for the laptops and email accounts.

Q And do you remember what those search warrants were
for? What crime were they trying to say that I was committing
in Florida?

A I —— I didn't assist with that -- with those search

warrants, so I really couldn't speak to exactly what they were
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looking for.

Q But you were in contact with the FBI Miami? I mean,
you made a search warrant application based on the search
warrant that they got to get my laptop in Miami. So I'm asking
you what was they searching for? What was the crime that they
were searching for? 'Cause you been in communication with the
FBI Miami, according to your search warrant application.

A We certainly spoke, but I —-- there were different
investigations. So I don't exactly know what charges or what

evidence they were looking for specifically.

There was some overlap with this —-- with MEI because
they were —-- they were operating in both states. But I don't
know the exact crimes that —-- if the Miami office was looking

for anything additional.

Q So the FBI Miami that you was in contact with, were
they —-- they were investigating my Common Law Office of America
and MEI? Were they investigating both of my businesses?

A I know that they were looking into MEI. I'm not
sure of Common Law Office of America.

Q Okay. So they investigated MEI the same way that
you investigated MEI, so they was looking for a federal crime?

A I assume if it's an FBI office, then they cannot
bring state charges.

Q Okay. So you —— what agent did you speak with in

FBI Miami?
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A Special Agent Joe Lavelle.

Q And you don't remember what he told you that they
were investigating me for?

A Not in its entirety.

Q I mean, give me one thing. Give me one charge they
were investigating me for, one thing.

A Charges I'm not aware of -- I'm not —-

Q Well, what were they investigating me in violation
of? What federal law did he tell you that they were
investigating me for for you to be contacting him and talking
to him?

A He was looking into the same type of activity that I
was here in Hawaii because Florida homeowners were signing up
for the same mortgage reduction program that you were offering
here in Hawaii.

Q So 1s it safe to say then that you and him spoke

about that my mortgage was fraudulent?

A The mortgages that MEI issued?

Q Yes.

A Yes, that was one of the issues that we discussed.
Q Okay. 1Is one of the issues that you discussed was

that the funds that I obtained in Florida from MEI clients in
Florida was fraudulent?
A I don't remember discussing that specifically.

Q Okay. You mentioned that they got my emails. So
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would one of your discussion be the email communication that T
had with clients in Florida and other places? Would you have a
discussion with him about the email and possible wire fraud
that I committed in Florida regarding MEI clients?

A We didn't speak specifically about wire fraud, but
we did -- we did speak about the search warrants that I put in

in my affidavit.

Q So what did he tell you their search warrant was
for?

A I really couldn't tell you about its entirety. I
didn't read their search warrants. I wasn't part of the search

warrants or the seizures of the laptops and email accounts.

Q So if you investigating someone and you in
coordination with another FBI office, you all don't tell each
other what you're investigating someone for? He didn't tell
what you the charges that they actually investigating for?

A So again, charges are not determined by the FBI, so
we were not discussing charges —-

0 Well, violations.

THE COURT: Well, let her finish her answer.

THE WITNESS: So we were not —-- we were not
discussing charges. We were discussing the similar activity
that both Special Agent Lavelle and I were seeing because the
same mortgage reduction program that was being offered here in

Hawaii was being offered to the Florida community as well.
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0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So you all was -- he was -- so
you didn't discuss what violation that they were -- that they
got the search warrant for because like in your search warrant
you wrote that you're searching for a violation of mail fraud,
wire fraud, bank fraud, money laundering. So what did he
discuss with you that they was in search for violation of?
What federal laws or what offense that he said they was in
search of to find that I committed a federal offense?

A I don't recall discussing a specific violation with

Agent Lavelle.

Q But your discussion was about my business?
A Yes.
Q Okay. So when you spoke with Agent Lavelle, did he

tell you that I had any complaints from any of my Florida
clients?

A I know that FBI agents in Miami spoke with many of
the Florida homeowners that had signed up for your program.

Q And so when you spoke with Agent Lavelle, did he
tell you after they talked to all of those clients in Florida
how many or if any made one complaint against me?

A I don't know if I know what you mean by complaint.
Did they discuss with the agents once the agents approached
them? Or if they —-- did they approach the FBI ahead of time?
I don't know if I know what you —-

Q Well, I'll rephrase the question. Did he tell you
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that any client in Florida came to the FBI office, wrote the
FBI office, emailed the FBI office, faxed the FBI office a
complaint against me and my services?

A We didn't discuss that.

Q So you didn't —-- you didn't discuss whether anyone
made a complaint?

A No, we didn't.

) So —-—

THE COURT: So Agent Lavelle's going to testify
next, all right? So you need to move on to another subject
area. You can ask him direct questions, but Agent Crawley's
here to testify about her investigation.

THE DEFENDANT: Right, but this is part of her
investigation 'cause in her search warrant application for
here, she alluded to that —-

THE COURT: I know. And so what I'm telling you is
that you need to move on because if you want to know more about
the Florida investigation, you can ask Agent Lavelle.

THE DEFENDANT: Government Exhibit No. 9, please.

MR. SORENSON: Your Honor, when the defendant asks
for a particular exhibit, I can pull it up right away. 2Am I
publishing it when I do that or —-

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, I want to —-

THE COURT: So, no, it's not published until

Mr. Williams asks for it to be published.
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MR. SORENSON: Okay.
THE COURT: And you are not in control of that.

MR. SORENSON: Okay. I can go ahead and pull it up

and —--

THE COURT: You can.

MR. SORENSON: Okay.

THE DEFENDANT: Okay. And I would like it to be
published.

THE COURT: You may have it published.
Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) In your investigation of my

clients here, you alluded to you had contacted a Melvyn

Ventura?
A Is that a question?
Q Yes. Did you contact Melvyn Ventura personally?
A Yes, I did.
Q And how did you contact him and where did you

contact him at?

A I had spoken with him several times. I believe
once, maybe twice, over the phone and also in person.

Q And did he call you or did you call him?

A I don't remember. I mean, it went both ways. If

there was a missed call, we would call each other back.

Q So did he call you initially?
A No, he did not.
Q So when you went to his —-- did you go to his home
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and interview him?

A No, I did not.

Q So the interview that you wrote was the interview
over the phone that you took?

A One of the times I had spoken with him was over the
phone.

Q And when you interviewed him, did he say that he
felt like I scammed him?

A I would need to review what I wrote of those. I
don't remember as I had spoken with him a few times.

THE DEFENDANT: I need Defense Exhibit 2013.

THE COURT: Is this to refresh the recollection of
the agent?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am, yes, ma'am.

THE COURT: Any particular part of it that you want
her to review, Mr. Williams, or would you like her to review
the whole thing?

THE DEFENDANT: Yeah, the whole thing 'cause it's
real short. 1It's not that long.

THE COURT: Okay. If you could take a look at that,
Agent Crawley, and when you finish it, look up and let us know
if that refreshes your recollection with regard to Mr. Ventura.

THE WITNESS: I did not write this 302, so it's not
my interview.

THE COURT: So it doesn't matter if you wrote it or
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not. So to refresh your recollection you can use anything to
refresh somebody's recollection. So if you can take a look at
it and let us know if it refreshes your recollection.

MR. SORENSON: And, Your Honor, while she's reading,
let me just lodge perhaps an objection to what may be asked
which is a hearsay question or a question soliciting hearsay
with respect to what was said by Mr. Ventura to her or somebody
else.

THE WITNESS: Okay.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) And who is the agent that took

this report?

THE COURT: So that's —— I'm not going to let you
ask questions. She just reviewed it to refresh her
recollection. So now you can ask her about her recollection.

She didn't take this.

THE DEFENDANT: Right. That's why I asking her does
she know the agent who took this report because this is from
the FBI office that she worked with.

THE COURT: Understood. But I'm not going to let
you go in that area because she was just shown this to refresh
her recollection and it's not relevant to the issues in this
case. So ask her a question that's relevant to your case.

THE DEFENDANT: Well, it is. I mean, this is a
client —- this is one of my clients —-

THE COURT: I'm telling you it's not. So ask
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another qguestion.
Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So are you the only agent that
took a report with clients? You the only agent that

interviewed my clients here?

A For MEI homeowners?

Q Yes, yes.

A No I was not the only one.

Q Okay. Do you know the names of any of the other

agents that took reports from my clients?
A I do know their names, yes.
0 And from what you read, are you familiar with the
name of that agent that's on that report?
A There are two and I'm familiar with both of them.
Q And so you spoke with both of them regarding this

particular homeowner client of mine?

A I read their report.
Q But you never spoke to them personally?
A After the interview, I can't recall if we discussed

the interview after they came back.

Q So is that FBI practice just to go have an
investigation to where one agent interviews someone, another
agent don't come back and tell the same agent that's
interviewing the other client or investigating so you all can
compare notes?

THE COURT: Okay. So that's not even a question.

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

37

So you need to form a question. But you can ask her a question
about what she heard, knew, or remembers. What other
investigators do is not something that she can testify to —-

THE DEFENDANT: Well, I'm —-

THE COURT: —- unless it's within her personal
knowledge or she directed them to do it. So ask her a question
about her investigation.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So is it FBI's policy for
agents not to discuss who they interviewed when they're
investigating the same person?

THE COURT: All right. So she just said she did
review the interview, okay? So —- and she can't remember if
she spoke to them after the interview. So ask a question.

THE DEFENDANT: Right. So I'm asking her is that a
normal procedure.

THE COURT: No. And so it's not relevant. Ask
another question.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So did you talk to any other
agent regarding any of my clients?

A I really can't recall specific conversations with
agents that went out and interviewed the clients.

Q So when you interview clients, you just keep all the
information to yourself and you don't pass it on to no other
agent?

A Not that I can recall specifically. I was the only
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case agent in this particular investigation and so any
assistance that I received from other agents was just them
helping me.

Q If they helped you, wouldn't they have to converse
with you on what they investigated and what they found?

A The 302 summarizes these —-- these interviews, so we
would not be required to come back and check in with me -- they
would not be required to come back and check in with me how it
went 'cause I would be able to read the 302.

Q So when you read the 302, you didn't go back and
say, "Hey, is this exactly what the guy said?" Or, "Is this a
summary of what he said?" You didn't question them on that?

THE COURT: Right. You can only ask one question.

That was like four. So what's your question?
0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So after he did the interview,
you didn't question him after he made -- after he did the

interview with my client?

A Question the interviewing agents?

Q Yes.

A No.

Q So you didn't question not one interviewing agent?
A I don't know if I understand the question.

Q So how many —-- how many agents other than yourself

were investigating me and interviewing clients?

A So those are two separate things. I was the only
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one with the investigation, but I did have assistance from
other people in the office.

Q How many people in your office assisted you?

A I really couldn't say. I didn't keep —— I didn't

keep count of how many agents were helping with these

interviews.
Q Can't give me a general number?
A Maybe eight.
Q So about eight people?
A Ten. I mean, it was just for the interviews I got

help because we were trying to interview people all within a
short time frame, and that would be hard for me to do by
myself.

Q Exactly. And that's —-- that's my point exactly. So
if you couldn't get to all these people, all these clients,
'cause I have over 400 clients here, you would have to had help
in them interviewing the clients, correct?

A Yes.

Q So 1if you want to get the truth about whether T
scammed people, after the agents interviewed them, wouldn't you
have to discuss what they found when they —-

MR. SORENSON: Objection. Asked and answered.
THE COURT: Overruled.
THE WITNESS: We might have discussed. Would we

have to? Not necessarily because it would be documented in a
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report. But we might have.

Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. So you had agents
assisting you that you didn't talk to personally and that
occurred a lot?

A I would speak to them personally, yes.

Q So would you speak to them based on the interviews
they did with my clients?

THE COURT: Okay. So she already testified on that.
So move to another question.

THE DEFENDANT: But -- but I'm -- 'cause —-

THE COURT: You know what? She's not going to
change her answer. She's already told you three or four times.
So ask another question.

Q (RY THE DEFENDANT:) So did any of agents that you

spoke with, did they say that any of my clients say I scammed

them?
MR. SORENSON: Objection. Hearsay response.
THE COURT: Sustained. All right. So ask another
question.
Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Of the clients that you

interviewed, which one of them said that I scammed them?
MR. SORENSON: Objection. Hearsay.
THE DEFENDANT: No, that she interviewed.
THE COURT: I'm going to rule on this. So

overruled. He's asking her not for the truth of the matter but

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT



10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

41

what she relied on in her investigation.

So 1if you can recall, did any of the clients of
Mr. Williams when you interviewed them said that he scammed
them?

THE WITNESS: I don't recall if anyone used that
particular word. I do know when I was interviewing them, a lot
of them were very confused as to why they were still in
foreclosure or whether they were about to lose their home or
whether they had in fact lost their home when they had signed
up for a program that was supposed to save it.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So when you interviewed these
clients personally, did any of them notify you of people that

did scam them? Did they give you particular names of people?

A Again, I don't know if anyone used the word scam.
I ——
Q Did they say defraud?
THE COURT: Okay. So you don't want that question
answered? All right. Let her finish her answer.
THE WITNESS: I don't remember if anyone used the
word scam. I do remember various other names came up in these

interviews as people who had helped them or offered them
various other programs to save their house.

Q (BY THE DEFENDANT:) So what language did any of the
clients that you interviewed regarding me that's had any

language that said He scammed me, he defrauded me, he lied to
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me, he didn't do the work that he said he was going to do?

What client or how many of them made those kind of statements

to you?
A I couldn't tell you exact words they used. These
interviews were conducted, you know, four years ago. So I

couldn't tell you exact language.

Q But you do have those reports that you made,
correct?

A I do. The reports that I write are a summary of our
discussion, so I would -- I wouldn't have captured —-- it's not

a transcription, so I wouldn't have captured every word or
every statement that was made.
Q So would you at least probably have wrote down that

they felt like they was scammed by Anthony Williams if they

said that?

A I don't know if I would have written the exact words
that they used, but I would have alluded to it in my -- in my
report.

Q So how would you have written it in your report if

you wouldn't have used those exact words?

A The 302s that we write are just a summary of what we
discuss. So I wouldn't need to use the exact language that
they use.

Q So I had just asked you about did they discuss any

other people. Can you tell me any of the names that they
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mentioned when you interviewed them?

MR. SORENSON: Once again, soliciting a hearsay
response, Your Honor.

THE COURT: Overruled.

THE WITNESS: From the interviews that I conducted?

THE DEFENDANT: Yes.

THE WITNESS: Yes, various other names came up. I
don't know if I can recall all of them, but I can —— I can
recall a few. Henry Malinay came up, Edna Franco, Hep Guinn.
Sorry, that's all that's come to go mind right now.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. And those names that you
enumerated, do you recall me coming to the FBI office and

making a complaint against those very people that you just

named?
A I did not speak with you at the FBI office.
Q Are you aware that I came to the FBI office and made

a complaint against those people that you just outlined?

A I've seen a report that was written based on a
complaint you made. I'm not sure if that was you coming to the
office or calling in. But I have seen that you have filed some

sort of complaint against those people.

Q Okay. And so you said earlier yesterday that a —— I
think you said DFI criminal investigator had called you; is
that correct?

A Yes.
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Q Okay. And what is the name of that investigator

that called you?

A Gina Yushida.
Q Gina Yushida. And you alluded to yesterday that
Gina Yushida called you and said that they receiving —-- they

was receiving calls about homeowners complaining, correct?

A Yes, that's right.

Q And when you talked to Ms. —-- you say Yushida-?
A Yes.

Q And did she say that the complaints were

specifically against me, that these people called her and said,

"Anthony Williams scammed me, he defrauded me, he lied to me"?

A Some of the complaints were, yes.

Q And do you have those complaints with you?

A I do not.

Q Could you produce those complaints if we took a
recess?

A She had called me —-- if I remember correctly, she

had called me 'cause she was not to provide me information.
I'd never spoken with her before. She had called me primarily
to see if this was something the FBI would even look into. So
she didn't contact me to give me information or to give me
files or to give me complaints. It was more she didn't know
if —— if something like this, she didn't know if it met the

threshold for mortgage fraud. She didn't know if the FBI
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investigated sort of the —-- this type of collective complaint,
and so she was more just trying to get information of who to
get the complaints to because, as I understand it, the office
that she was in —- she's no longer with DFI —-- but the office
that she was in at the time did not have a criminal -- criminal
mechanism to charge people. So she was just trying to call
around to see who would potentially benefit from getting this
information.

Q So was I the only name she said customers called and

made a complaint against?

A I don't believe so.
0 Okay. So who do you remember she said?
A I vaguely remember this conversation and it's —-- for

the specification, but I do remember that she mentioned
Mortgage Enterprise Investments, Anthony Williams, and Henry

Malinay were mentioned.

Q So you don't recall her mentioning Edna Franco's
name?

A I don't right now.

Q Okay. So on the complaints, did she fax you or mail

you any of those complaints?

A She did not.
Q Okay. You said you started your criminal
investigation based on a call that you received from her. So

how would you start a complaint if you didn't get the
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complaints from her to start the investigation?

A I did not start a complaint.

Q No. I said you said that she got complaints from
different homeowners regarding me and Henry. And my question
to you is did she fax you the complaints? Did she mail you
complaints? Did she email you the complaints where you saw a
complaint from her office —-

THE COURT: Okay. Which question do you want her to
answer? You'wve asked her about five.

THE DEFENDANT: Well, no, it's just —-

THE COURT: So just ask her Did you receive any
complaints?

THE DEFENDANT: Okay. I'll rephrase it.

THE COURT: Yeah.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Did you receive a complaint in
the mail from Ms. Yushida that a homeowner made a complaint
against me?

A Not that I can recall, no.

Q Did you receive a email of a complaint from
Ms. Yushida that a homeowner made a complaint against me?

A Not that I can recall.

Q Did you receive a fax from Ms. Yushida that a
homeowner made a complaint against me?

A I can almost guarantee no.

Q Did she come to the FBI office and file in person
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these complaints of someone that filed a complaint against me?

A No, she did not.

Q Okay. So in your investigation, if you determined
that someone has committed a crime, is it the FBI's policy to
investigate and, you know, do search warrants to see if, in
fact, the crime had been committed?

A If we think there's a potential crime, certainly we
investigate. But we don't start off —-- I didn't want to assume
that a crime had been committed because I didn't have enough
information. So —-- so we —— but that's —-- that's very common
where we take a complaint or we take, you know, a call from
someone and it's just something that we begin to look into.

Q Okay. So when I came in and made a complaint, a
criminal complaint against my former employees, did you or
anybody at your office take the initiative to investigate these

people for the crimes they committed against me and my clients?

A I don't know exactly when you came in, so I'm not
sure what steps were taking —-- were taken right after your
visit.

Q Did you all search the office of Hep Guinn?

A No, we did not.

Q Did you all search the home of Hep Guinn?

A We did not.

Q Did you —- do you remember talk to go any homeowners

that made a complaint against Hep Guinn?
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A I spoke with homeowners who mentioned Hep Guinn. I
don't know if that's —-- I don't know what you mean by
complaint.

Q Right. Well, in your interview when you interviewed

them, did they mention this, that there is a person that they
paid and the person that offered them, you know, services and
didn't render the services or promised them things that they

couldn't do?

A Yes.

Q And did you get a search warrant to search her
office?

A No.

Q Did you get a search warrant to search her home?

A No.

Q Did you get a search warrant to search the office of

Edna Franco?

A No, we did not.

Q Did you get a search warrant to search the home of
Edna Franco?

A No, we did not.

Q Did you get a search warrant to search the office of
Henry Malinay?

A No, we did not.

Q Did you get a search warrant to search the home of

Henry Malinay?
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A No, we did not.

Q And in your investigation you said you had
surveillance of the 1604 Democrat Street office, correct? The
1604 Democrat, the office that you seized all my files and
computer and everything, you had it under surveillance,
correct?

A I don't know what you mean by that. We did drive by
it prior to doing the search warrant.

Q Well —-- and did you not do a report where you said
you surveilled the building, you had a client come in, you
didn't —— you don't remember that report like that, that you

had a client come in, you was outside? Do you remember that?

A So that would be potentially two different
instances. I don't know exactly which one you're —-
Q Either one. You do remember those, though? You do

remember those?
A I remember conducting those activities, if that's

your question.

Q Okay. So would that be considered surveillance?
A One of them would be.
Q Okay. So you surveilled it. So in your

surveillance, who worked out of the Democrat office?
A The surveillance was not to determine who worked out
of the Democrat office.

0 So what was the surveillance for?
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A It has various purposes. But for me, it was ——- we
were about to do a search on the property and so we wanted to
see what the property looked like, and there was a car parked
outside, your Lexus, that we wanted to get located at the
property, and so that was the purpose of that particular
surveillance.

Q So wouldn't you want to know who actually works
there, though?

A That was not the purpose of that surveillance.

Q So but in your investigation, if you got a company
under investigation, isn't it your normal practice to find out
who the employees are, who's conducting the business,
especially if you're alleging it's fraudulent?

A Yes, we would certainly want to know who all was
part of the entity, whoever it is.

Q Okay. So is it fair to say that Anabel Cabebe
worked out of the 1604 office?

A I don't know if she worked out of it. She owned
1604 Democrat Street.

Q Did you surveil —-- have a surveillance at the time
where you sent the client up to make a payment and Ms. Cabebe

was there to accept the payment?

A That was not at 1604 Democrat Street.
0 Where was that at?
A That was at her residence in Aiea.
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Q Okay. So when you all did your search there at the

1604, did you find that anybody else worked out of the 1604

office?

A Not that I can recall.

Q So you don't —— you're not familiar with PJ Stewart?

A I've seen the name.

0 You've seen the name?

A Yes.

Q You got all the documents 'cause you were the
primary person that took the —-- my computer and got all the

files, correct?

A Yes, that's right.

Q So do you remember seeing any files in there that
were filed by PJ Stewart?

A I saw the name because that was not a name that I
knew of or was investigating. I don't recall specifically the
files because those -- I didn't know that those would be -- are
files of interest to me.

Q So when you got the files out of my computer, what
specifically was you looking for?

A I don't —— I don't have the items to be seized, I
don't have the search warrant directly in front of me, so I can
speak generally. But it was documents relating to a mortgage
company, any records or documents that would relate to MEI and

the mortgage reduction program.
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THE DEFENDANT: Okay. Can you give me Government
Exhibit 152? And I would like to have this published.

THE COURT: All right. I believe that 152's been
received. It may be published.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) And this is one of the
documents that you got out of my computer, correct?

A Yes, I believe so.

Q And yesterday Mr. Sorenson went through portions of
this affidavit of Common Law notice of name change yesterday
with you, correct?

A Yes, that's right.

Q But he didn't have you read the whole document,
that's correct?

A Correct.

o) Okay. Now, 1is it a crime, Ms. Crawley, is it a
federal crime to have a name that reflects your faith and still

retain your birth name?

A Not that I know of.
Q Can you read off of here paragraph 77
A (Reading:) "According to the law, a person may be

employed, do business, enter into contracts, sue and be sued
under any name they choose at will, Lyndon B. First National
Bank. Such a change carries exactly the same legal weight as a
court-decreed name change as long as it is not done with

fraudulent intent."
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Q Okay. ©Now, he didn't have you read that yesterday,
correct?

A No, he didn't.

Q Okay. Now, can you read for me paragraph 2, please.

A (Reading:) "I am changing my name to reflect my

spiritual conversion and reverence to my creator and savior

Yahweh Elohim Yahshua, the Messiah, and to embrace my Hebrew

culture."
0 And are you familiar with those names, those terms?
A I've seen them before.
0 Are you familiar what those names are?
A I've —— I've just seen them in writings.
Q Seen them in writing?
A Uh-huh.
Q Are you familiar that that's the name of God?
A I —— I don't know the context of those names.
Q Okay. So there's nothing fraudulent about having a

name to reflect your religious belief according to the law,
correct?
A Like I said before, no law that I know of.
THE DEFENDANT: Okay. Government Exhibit 81672 I'd
like to publish it too?
THE COURT: I don't believe this has been received.
Has 1it?

MR. SORENSON: Yes, Your Honor.
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THE COURT: It has been? Okay. Oh, yes.
MR. SORENSON: Just this morning.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Now, on this document it has my
Hebrew name, Yoseph A. Hezekyah —-

MR. SORENSON: Objection, Your Honor. Once again,
there's testimony.

THE DEFENDANT: I'm fixing to ask her.

THE COURT: So the document speaks for itself.

THE DEFENDANT: Right.

THE COURT: If you have a question about the
document, you can. We can all read it; it's in front of us.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) Okay. Ms. Crawley, do you
believe that because I list my Hebrew name and my birth name,
that that's somehow against the law?

A I don't —— I don't —— I collect facts. I do not
determine, again, the threshold of what breaks the law and what
doesn't. That's for a charging authority and the FBI is not a

charging authority.

Q Okay. So is there any —-- 'cause you FBI agents
are —— you supposed to know federal law, correct?

A Within reason. I don't know if I know all of them,
but --

Q Well, do you know of any federal law that I can't

use my Hebrew spiritual name, also my birth name?

A I don't know of any, no.
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Q Okay. Now, in this document he had you read some of
the things and I wanted to go back over. Can you read
the —— from "We have not received," please? 1It's the third —--

third sentence.

A Oh, I'm sorry. The third line down?
Q Yes.
A (Reading:) "We have not received any documentation

from your office that you have been properly and officially
appointed as a foreclosure commissioner by the Secretary of the
Department of Housing and Urban Development or HUD as it is

mandated by Title 12 U.S.C., Section 3754."

Q Now, are you familiar with that federal law, Agent
Crawley?

A I am not.

Q And when you searched my computer and got this

document, did you look up this law?

A I did not.

Q So you don't know what that law actually says then?
A I do not.

Q So you can't comment on whether the commissioner

that I'm writing to was appointed lawfully or not because you
haven't read the actual law, correct?

A Correct, yes. I don't know the commissioner —- I
don't know that law as it pertains to the foreclosure

commissioner. We tagged this document because those were MEI
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clients paying a mortgage payment to you.
THE DEFENDANT: Okay. Government Exhibit 11.
THE COURT: That's been received, correct?
THE DEFENDANT: Yes, ma'am.
MR. SORENSON: Yes, Your Honor.
THE DEFENDANT: And I'd like to publish it.
THE COURT: All right. You may publish.

0 (BY THE DEFENDANT:) This is an email that you got

out of the computer that you searched at the Democrat office,

correct?

A Yes, it is.

Q Okay. And who was this email from?

A So this is a email chain, but it looks like it
begins —— it begins from Keone Agard and is an exchange between

Mr. Agard and Mary Jane Laforteza.

Q Okay. And is this one of the counts of wire fraud
that you're charging me with?

A Yes, it is.

MR. ISAACSON: One moment, Your Honor, if we could?
THE COURT: You may.

0 (RY THE DEFENDANT:) And what specifically about
this email that's fraudulent or a misrepresentation on my part
or on the part of my client, Ms. Crawley?

A So I believe the prosecutor at the time chose this

as a count because it was an MEI client forwarding the email to
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you discussing Mrs. Laforteza's ——- it's a
foreclosure —-- housing issues with her attorney, Mr. Agard.
Q Uh-huh. And did you get the letter that they had

sent to their attorney, Mr. Agard, because it was in the

computer also that you searched —-
A Not that I can recall.

Q —— trying to find that letter?

And did you speak with Mr. and Mrs. Laforteza

personally in person or —-

A I'm sorry. What was the question?

Q Did you speak to them personally in person?

A Ms. Laforteza I have.

Q Okay. At her house? At her residence?

A No.

Q So you spoke to her over the phone?

A No.

0 She came to the office?

A She came to the U.S. Attorney's Office.

Q Okay. And did she come to the U.S. Attorney's

Office on her own or was she called to the U.S. Attorney's

Office?

A She was called to come to the U.S. Attorney's
Office.

Q Okay. So you interviewed her at the U.S. Attorney's
Office?
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A Yes.

Q And this was in what year?

A 2020.

Q So just this year?

A Yes.

Q So you didn't interview her at this time when you

did the search warrant in 2015 when you was going around to the
clients and interviewing them? You didn't interview her at
that time?

A We —— we had attempted to, but they were evicted
from their home. And so when we made contact with the
Lafortezas, they were in no business to take an hour or two out
of their day to speak with us. They didn't have a place to
live, they were trying to figure out and get settled, and they
said they didn't have time to speak with us.

Q Okay. And do you remember the contents of the

interview with