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UNITED STATES DISTRICT C# URT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLOFIDA

'!.
Case No. 22-20028-Cr-GRAHAM/k'cALILEY

..'' ,

'

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA

V.

ELISA RIVERA,

Defendant.
/ .

STIPULATED FACTUAL BASIS

The United States and ELISA RIVERA (ldthe defendanf') hereby stipulate and
1..

agree that had this matter proceeded to trial, the Unitiid States would have offered
. (

?tevidence and testimony to establish the following factupl basis beyond a reasonable

doubt: '

The defendant, who resided in M iami-Dade County, in the Southern District of
:.

Florida, was at aIl relevant times em ployed full-time in a civilian position by the M iami-

Dade Police Department as an Administrative Officer. Dgring the calendar years 2019

and 2020, the defendant remained a full-time employèe of the Miam i-Dade Police
;. .

Department and she suffered no Ioss in salary due to the COVID-19 pandemic. At aII

A co-conspiratorrelevant times, the defendant m aintained an account at C.hase Bank.

referred to herein as 'llndividua! 1'' was a resident of Cherpkeè County, Georgia.
i

The United States Small Business Administration fj'1SBA'') was an agency of the
e.. *-'jk

1* The Coronavirus Aid
, Reliet,executive branch of the Government of the United States.j

'i
nd Economic Security (''CARES'') Act was a federal Iat': enacted in or around Marcha
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2020 that was designed to provide em ergency financial assistance to the millions of

Americans who were suffering the econom ic effects causéd by the COVID-19 pandemic.

The CARES Act authorized and provided funding to the SBA to provide Economic Injury

Disaster Loans (''EIDLs'') to eligible small businesses, incl.uding sole proprietorships and

independent contradors, experiencing substantial financiql disruptions due to the COVID-

19 pandem ic to allow them to meet financial obligations and operating expenses' that

could have been met had the disaster not occurred. Thesé'COVID-19 EIDLS included the

possibility of an advance of up to $10,000 which qualifying applicants were not obligated
:

k'to repay
.

.i-
1.

To obtain a COVlD-19 EIDL, a qualifying for-profit bpsiness was required to subm it
:

an EIDL application to the SBA and provide information about its operations, such as the

num ber of employees, gross revenues, and the cost of goods sold for the lz-month period

preceding January 31, 2020. The applicant also was required to certify under penalty of
. ;..

perjury that al1 the information in the application was true and correct. EIDL applications

were submitted directly to and processed by the SBA. The am ount of the advance and

the amount of the loan approved were determ ined based, in pad, on the inform ation

provided in the application concerning the number of employees, gross revenues, and

cost of goods sold. If approved, the advance and the Ioan.proceeds were issued directly
j

's bank qbccount
.by the United States government to the applicant t

I
From on or about July 1, 2020, through on orl about August 31, 2020, the

!
jd

efendant, lndividual 1 , and others willfully and knowingly conspired and agreed to

knowingly and with the intent to defraud, devise, and inlend to devise, a scheme and

2
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adifice to defraud, and to obtain money and property byf,means of materially false and

fraudulent pretenses, representations, and promises, knowing that the pretenses,
:

representations, and promises were false and fraudulent when made, and, for the

purpose of executing the scheme and adifice, did knowiqgly transmit and cause to be
. 
')
âqtransmitted

, by means of wire communication in interstale commerce, certain writings,
i

igns, signals, pictures and sounds, in violation of Title Iil , United States Code, Sections
j
1;..1343.

The purpose of the conspiracy was fôr the defendant and her co-conspirators to

unlawfully enrich themselves by, among other things: (a) submitting and causing the

submission of false and fraudulent applications to the SBX to obtain EIDL advances and

Ioans to which they were not entitled and (b) offering, j'aying, and receiving fees and
. 

'

kickbacks in return for the submission of these false and fraudulent EIDL applications.

To carry out their conspiracy, the defendant, .'lndividual 1 , and other co-
:.

conspirators agreed to and did subm it and cause the subm ission to the SBA of multiple

fraudulent EIDL applications via interstate wire commuqications. As a result of the
j. '
.j&submission of these fraudulent EIDL applications

, the defjndant and her co-conspirators
'j

received SBA pandemic relief funds to which they were nù't entitled.

S ecifically, on or about July 3, 2020 Individual 1 With the defendant's agreement,P , , .

electronically submitted an EIDL application to the SBA vi@ interstate comm unications on

behalf of the defendant. This application stated that the defendant was an independent

contractor and 100% owner of a for-profit business opé'rating under the name uElisa

Rivera.'' That application, which Individual 1 subm itted to SBA for the defendant's
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'
..

benefit, falsely and fraudulently certified that the businé'ss named ''Elisa Rivera'' was
:.

established on or about March 1, 2017. lt also falsely cedified that for the twelve (12)
't

month period prior to January 31, 2020, that business ha/ gross revenues of $325,446
y'

and twelve (12) employees. i
;. Jï
$l

n actuality, and as the defendant and lndividual 1 knew, the defendant did not own

any btlsiness, was not an independent contractor, and ha: no business gross revenues

or employees. As a result of this false ahd fraudulent EJDL application, the SBA on or

about July 6, 2020, disbursed a $10,000 advance, and on or about July 13, 2020,

disbursed $61,200 in Ioan proceeds, both disbursement' s being via Electronic Funds

Transfers to the defendant's account at Chase Bank. These Electronic Funds Transfers

involved the use of interstate wire comm unications.

After having lndividual 1 submit the fraudulent EIDI application on her behalf, the

defendant offered to, and did, submit fraudulent EIDL aptlications to the SBA on behalf
ï

'sthe Applicants''l who also did not own smallof a Iimited group of other individuals ( 
j:.
:tb

usinesses and did not qualify for EIDL relief. lt was the.jntent of the defendant and the
. l

:Applicants to obtain for the Applicants the $10,000 EIDL advances from the SBA, but not

to obtain any additional Ioan amount. In exchange for subm itting these fraudulent EIDL
'

i fee of up to $1,000 each.applications to the SBA, the defendant charged Applican. s a
:. .

The defendant electronically submitted these applicétions to the SBA via interstate wire

comm unications from the Southern District of Florida. ..

Specifically, as charged in the Information, on or about July 3, 2020, July 7, 2020,
..'' ,

'

and July 8, 2020, the defendant electronically submitted EJDL applications to the SBA on
i,
j

l
i
'!
4.

*

.1)

*

F
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.jj

'

behalf of Applicants that contained false representations é(à to the existence of their small
. ;

1businesses, their gross revenues, and the number of em plpyees each business had, As
:.

a result of these fraudulent applications, certain Applieânts received $10,000 EIDL

advances from the SBA to which they were not entitled. '.ln addition, on or about July 7,

2020, the defeqdant requested and received $500 from one of the Applicants as a fee for

subm itting the EIDL application on their behalf.
J.

The United States and the defendant agree that this.stipulated Factual Basis, while

not containing aII facts known to the United States, is suffiqient to satisfy aIl the elements

establishing the guilt of the defendant to the crime charged in the Information.
:

# >$/=D ate:

Date: >4z--sla.c--

Date: n- y 2-3 j-)--l-.

JUAN ANTONIOTONM LEZUNITED S
TATE >% ATTORNEY

' 

,jl
.1.

By: .

Edward N. Stamm
Assistant Unite A ney

; ..

By:
I'chael. M irer

By :

Attorney for Defe nt

' . p %
. # N

Ii Rivera -

Rfendant
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