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Count two reads $230 victim “U.E”- wired funds into Naji’s MS Products Services 

account at Bank of Americal ~@— July 2,2014 

Count three reads $75,000 a Naji having obtained a cashier’s check from his. 

MS Products and Services account at Bank of America >< deposited it 

into Morgan’s account at JP Morgan Chase al’ in violation of 18 U.S.C 

& 1956 (a)(1)(B)(i) and 2. The government presented victims of Various other 

purported fraudulent schemes but failed to present a victim for the alleged 

wire transfer of $230,000. The government failed-to identity the victim of the 

crime nor did the government identify who registered the entity “ULE”. The 

government was unable to demonstrate that an ‘identifiable victim suffered 

a “pecuniary loss’ as an indirect and proximate result of Count 1-.the wire in 

the amount of $230,000. The generic crime of money laundering requires 

that the government identifies the ‘specified unlawful activity’ and therefore 

the “nature, location, source, ownership and contro! of the proceeds. The 

theory of the government's case is a perfunctory wire transfer of 2230,000 

from an unidentified entity, “U.E”,. which was wired into an account which 

does not belong to Respondent. Upon a review of the history of transactions 

of the account holding the $230,000 for the month of July 2014, the bank 

statement will reveal there was no transaction suggesting that $75,000 was - 
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withdrawn from that account much less any other evidence that ties the 

$75,000 from Count 2 to the account in count 1 for.-M S Products and 

Services, the Bank of America account ending in pRe=a@. The government 

_ therefore failed to prove a nexus between the proceeds from Naji’s M. S 

Products and Services account at Bank of America S@ and Morgan’s 

account at JP Morgan Chase (-8365). Simply put, the Government is required 

to prove the ‘proceeds’ element. The Supreme Court case, United States Vs. 

Santos 553 U.S 507, 128S CT 2020, 170 LED 2d 912, 2008 US LEXIS 4699 

interpreted ‘proceeds’ as “profits”, reasoning on the issue of proceeds that 

interpreting it as “profits” would eliminate what the Justices described as a 

merger aroblem’. Justice Breyer in his Opinion in describing the merger 

problem stated, “Generally speaking any specified unlawful activity an 

episode of which includes transactions which are not elements of the offense 

and-in which a participant passes receipts onto someone else, would merge 

with money laundering. Naji, a cooperating witness for the government . 

whom Respondent had never met nor had any interactions with, testified at 

trial to controlling the M. S products and Services account in which the 

$230,000 was wired into which represents the ‘fraudulent activity’ (See wire 

fraud, in violation of 18 U.S.C & 1343 on the indictment). During Naji’s 
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Respectfully submitted, 

ee 

eo 
OKechukwu ‘Desmond’ Amadi 

12/05/2025 
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