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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

CASE NO. 22-20420-CR-JEM

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA
Vs,
ARMANDO ARIEL DE LEON,

Defendant.

PRELIMINA ™Y ORD"™ OF FOPYEITURE

THIS MATTER is before the Court upon motion of the United States of America (the
“United States™) for entry of a Preliminary Order of Forfeiture (“Motion”) against Defendant
Armando Ariel De Leon (the “Defendant”). The Court has considered the Motion, is otherwise
advised in the premises, and finds as follows:

On September 7, 2022, the United States filed an Information charging the Defendant in
Count 1 with conspiracy to commit wire fraud in violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349. Information, ECF
No. 28. The Information also contained forfeiture allegations, which alleged that upon conviction
of a violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349, the Defendant shall forfeit any property constituting or derived
from proceeds obtained as a result of the offense. See id. at 6-7.

On October 25, 2022, the Court accepted the Defendant’s guilty plea to Count 1 of the
Information. See Minute Entry, ECF No. 52; Plea Agreement | 1, ECF No. 54. As part of the
guilty plea, the Defendant agreed to a forfeiture money judgment in the amount of $464,002.44.
Specifically, among other provisions in the Plea Agreement, the Defendant agreed to the
following:

13.  The defendant agrees, in an individual and any other capacity, to
forfeit to the United States voluntarily and immediately, any right, title, and interest
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to any property, real or personal, which constitutes or is derived from proceeds

obtained directly or indirectly, as a result of the commission of the offense, in

violation of 18 U.S.C. § 1349[], pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section
982(a)(2)(A). In addition, the defendant agrees to forfeiture of substitute property
pursuant to 21 U.S.C. § 853(p). The property subject to forfeiture includes, but is

not limited to:

a. a forfeiture money judgment in the sum of $464,002.44 in United
States currency, which sum represents the value of any property constituting
or derived from proceeds the defendant obtained as the result of the
commission of the offense.

Plea Agreement  13.

In support of the guilty plea, the Defendant executed a Factual Proffer, and the Court found
that there was a factual basis to support the Defendant’s conviction. See Factual Proffer, ECF No.
53. The Factual Proffer also provided a basis for the forfeiture of property. See id.

On January 6, 2023, the U.S. Probation Department issued a presentence investigation
report (“PSI”). PSI, ECF No. 61. The PSI identifies Defendant as owning 14939 Southwest 59th
Street, Miami, Florida 33193. Id. ] 90.

As Defendant agreed in his Factual Proffer:

i The Paycheck Protection Program

The Coronavirus Aid, Relief, and Economic Security (“CARES”) Act was a federal law
enacted in or around March 2020 and designed to provide emergency financial assistance to the
millions of Americans who were suffering from the economic effects caused by the COVID-19
pandemic. One source of relief provided by the CARES Act was the authorization of forgivable
loans to small businesses for job retention and certain other expenses, through a program referred
to as the Paycheck Protection Program (“PPP”).

In order to obtain a PPP loan, a qualifying business submitted a PPP loan application, which

was signed by an authorized representative of the business. The PPP loan application required the
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