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INDICTM ENT

The Grand Jury charges:

GENERAL ALLEGATION S

At al1 tim es material to this Indictm ent:

The Defendants

W ENXIA MAN, a/k/a téW ency Man'' CMAN'') a lawful pennanent resident of

San Diego, Califom ia, doing business as AFM  M icroelectronics, lnc., was a CûU.S. Person'' as

defined in Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Sedion 120.15.

XINSHENG ZHANG (CCZHANG'') was a resident of the People's Republic of

China acting as arl ofticial agent for the procurem ent of arms, munitions, implements of war, and

defense articles on behalf of that country.

MAN and ZHANG worked together to purchase in the United States an MQ-9

Reaper Unmanned Aerial Vehicle, 17-135engines, and other military and defense articles and

technical data related thereto for delivery to the People's Republic of China.
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The Statutes and Reeulations

ln furtherance of the security and foreign policy interests of the United States, the

United States regulates and restricts the export of arms, munitions, implements of war, and defense

articles, pursuant to the Arms Export Control Act, Title 22, United States Code, Sedion 2778.

The regulations which govern such exports are entitled the lnternational Traffic in

Anns Regulations (çûITAR''), Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Sections 120-130.

The ITAR eontains a list of defense articles and defense services which are subject

to control by these regulations. The list is called the United States M unitions List, Title 22, Code

of Federal Regulations, Section 121.1.

No defense articles or defense services may be exported or otherwise transferred

from the United States to a foreign country without a license or written approval from the United

States Department of State, Directorate of Defense Trade Controls. The ITAR also prohibits

re-exports, transfers, transshipm ents, and diversions from foreign countries of previously-exported

defense articles or services without United States Department of State authorization.

8. The General Atomics MQ-9 Reaper Unmanned Aerial Vehicle was classified as a

defense article covered by Category Vlll(a) of the United States Munitions List, Title 22, Code of

Federal Regulations, Section 121 .1 at the tim e of the relevant conduct described herein.

9. The Pratt and Whitney F-l 35 engine (Fl 35-PW -100) is used on the 17-35 Strike

Fighter and was classified as a defense article covered by Category VI1l(b) of the United States

M unitions List, Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Section l 2 1.1 at the tim e of the relevant

conduct described herein, and was subsequently re-classified for control under Category XIX(a).

The Pratt and Whitney F1 19 turbofan engine (F 1 19-PW -100) is used on the 17-22

Raptor Jet Fighter and was elassified as a defense artiele covered by Category VIII(b) of the
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United States M unitions List, Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations
, Section 121.1 at the tim e of

the relevant conduct described herein, and was subsequently re-classified for control under

Category XIX(a).

l 1. The General Electric F1 l 0 turbofan engine (Fl l 0-GE-132) is designed to provide

enhanced combat performance and was classified as a defense article covered by Category VI1I(b)

of the United States Munitions List, Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 121.1 at the

time of the relevant conduct herein, and was subsequently re-classified for control under Category

XIX(a).

12.

through 12 above was controlled by Category V1lI(i) of the United States Munitions List, Title 22,

Code of Federal Regulations, Section 12 1. l , at the time of the relevant conduct herein, and was

The teehnical data related to reach of the defense artides set forth in paragraphs 9

subsequently re-classified for control under Category XIX .

Since 1990, the United States has maintained an arms embargo against the People's

Republie of China that prohibits the export, re-export, or transfer of any defense artide to the

People's Republic of China. lt is the policy of the United States and the United States Department

of State to deny license applications and any other written requests or approvals for the export,

re-export, or transfer to the People's Republic of China of defense articles on the United States

Munitions List, Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 126.1(a); 54 Federal Register

24539; 58 Federal Register 39280; and Public Law 101-249, Section 9901(a)(9)(A).

Brokerine A ctivities Defined

tcBroker'' is defined by the ITAR as any person who acts as an agent for others in

negotiating or arranging contrads, purchases, sales, or transfers of defense articles or defense

selwiees in retum for a fee, eommission, or other consideration. Title 22, Code of Federal
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Regulations, Section 129.2(a).

çilkokering aetivities'' as used in the ITAR means ttacting as a broker.'' Title 22,

Code of Federal Regulations, Section 129.2(b).

l 6. Any U.S. person, wherever located, who engages in the business of brokering

activities with respect to the transfer of any defense article or defense service is required to register

with the United States Department of State, Directorate of Defense Trade Controls. Title 22,

Code of Federal Regulations, Section 129.3.

17. Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 120.16, defines LtU .S. Person'' as a

person who is a lawful perm anent resident as defined by Title 8, United States Code, Sedion

1 101(a)(20), or any corporation, business association, partnership, society, trust, or any other

entity, organization, or group that is incorporated to do business in the United States.

18. No brokering activities or brokering proposals involving the People's Republic of

China may be earried out by any U .S. person without first obtaining the written permission of the

United States Departm ent of State, Diredorate of Defense Trade Controls. Title 22, Code of

Federal Regulations, Sections 127.1(a)(6) and l29.5(b).

19. At no time material to this lndictment did M AN register with the United States

Department of State, Diredorate of Defense Trade Controls, to engage in the business of brokering

as required by Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 129.3.

20. Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Section 120.17, provides that an export

consists of (1) sending or taking a defense article out of the United States in any manner or (2)

transferring registration, control, or ownership to a foreign person of any aircraft whether in the

United States or abroad.

Title 22, Code of Federal Regulations, Section120.16, defines Sçforeign person'' to

4
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include any foreign corporation or business association, trust, partnership, or any other entity that

is not incom orated or organized to do business in the United States.

COUNT I

Paragraphs 1 through 2 1 of the General Allegations above are restated and

re-alleged as if fully set forth herein.

2. From on or about March 1, 201 1, and continuing until at least June 13, 2013, in

Broward County, in the Southern District of Florida, and elsewhere, the defendant,

W ENXIA M AN,

a/k/a ddW ency M an,''

did knowingly and willfully engage in the business of brokering activities involving the People's

Republic of China in negotiating and arranging contracts, purchases, sales, and transfers of

defense articles, that is, the General Electric F1 10 Turbofan engine (F1 10-GE-132); the Pratt and

Whitney F1 19 turbofan engine (F1 19-PW-100) used on the 17-22 Raptor Jet Fighter; the Pratt and

Whitney 17-135 engine used on the F-35 Strike Fighter; the General Atomics MQ-9 Reaper

Unmanned Aerial Vehicle; and technical data for each of the aforementioned defense articles, in

return for a fee, commission, and other consideration, without first registering with the United

States Department of State, Diredorate of Defense Trade Controls, and obtaining a license or

written approval from the United States Department of State, Directorate of Defense Trade

Controls, in violation of Title 22, United States Code, Section 2778, and Title 22
, Code of Federal

Regulations, Sections 127.1(a)(6), 129.2(a), 129.2(b), and 129.5(b).

COUNT Z

Paragraphs 1 through 21 of the General Allegations above are restated and

re-alleged as if fully set forth herein.
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2. Begirming on or about M arch 1, 201 1, the exact date being unknown to the Grand

Jury, and continuing until at least June 13, 2013, in Broward County, in the Southern District of

Florida, and elsewhere, the defendants,

W ENXIA M AN,

a/k/a dfW ency M an,'' and

XIN SHENG ZHANG,

did knowingly and willfully combine, conspire, confederate, and agree with each other and with

other persons known and unknown to the Grand Jul'y, to com m it offenses against the United

States, that is, to export and cause the export of defense articles, without having first obtained a

license or m itten approval from the United States Department of State, Directorate of Defense

Trade Controls, in violation of Title 22, United States Code, Section 2778, and Title 22
, Code of

Federal Regulations, Sections 121.1, 123.1, and 127.1.

Ob.iects of the Conspiracv

3. It was an objed of the eonspiraey to obtain, purchase, and export defense articles,

that is, the General Eledric F 1 10 turbofan engine(F1 10-GE-132) designed and used only on

military tighter aircraft; the Pratt and W hitney F1 19 turbofan engine (F1 19-PW -100) used on the

F-22 Raptor Jet Fighter', the Pratt and W hitney F-135 engine used on the 17-35 Strike Fighter; the

(leneral yttonnics 54(2-9Reaper Unmamzed Aerial Vehicle; and technical data for each of the

aforem entioned defense artieles in the United States and export them to the People's Republie of

China without obtaining the necessary export license or written approval from the United States

Department of State, Directorate of Defense Trade Controls.

It was further an object of the eonspiracy to use the teclmieal data for each of the

aforementioned defense artieles for the pupose of reverse-engineering and manufaduring

duplicates of the aforementioned defense artieles in the People's Republic of China.

6
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M anner and M eans

ln furtherance of the conspiracy and to effect the objects thereof, the following

m anner alld m eans, am ong Others, Were used:

a. On behalf of the People's Republic of China, M AN and ZH ANG would solicit

price quotations for the General Electric F1 10 turbofan engine (F1 10-GE-132) designed and used

only on military fighter aircraft; the Pratt and Whitney F1 19 turbofan engine (F1 19-PW -100) used

on the 17-22 Raptor Jet Fighter; the Pratt and W hitney 17-135 engine used on the 17-35 Strike

Fighter', the General Atomics MQ-9 Reaper Unmnnned Aerial Vehicle; and technical data for each

of the aforem entioned defense articles, from persons they believed to be vendors of military

equipment in the United States.

b. M AN, ZHANG, and persons known to the Grand Jury would discuss the

transshipment of the General Electric F1 10 turbofan engine (F1 10-GE-132) designed and used

only on military tighter aircraft; the Pratt and Whitney F1 19 turbofan engine (F1 19-PW-100) used

on the 17-22 Raptor Jet Fighter; the Pratt and W hitney 17-135 engine used on the 17-35 Strike

Fighter; the General Atomics MQ-9 Reaper Unmanned Aerial Vehide; and technical data for eac,h

of the aforementioned defense articles, through third countries in order to conceal the People's

Republic of China as the ultimate destination.

c. M AN, ZHANG, and persons known to the Grand Jury would discuss the

transshipment of the General Electric F1 10 turbofan engine (F1 10-GE-132) designed and used

only on military fighter aircraft; the Pratt and Whitney F1 19 turbofan engine (F1 19-PW-100) used

on the F-22 Raptor Jet Fighter; the Pratt and W hitney 17-135 engine used on the 17-35 Strike

Fighter; the General Atomies MQ-9 Reaper Unmanned Aerial Vehicle; and technical data for each

of the aforementioned defense artides, through third countries to avoid the United States arms
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embargo against the People's Republic of China.

M AN and ZH AN G would negotiate the purchase price and payments for the

export of the General Electric F1 10 turbofan engine (F1 10-GE-132) designed and used only on

military tighter aircraft; the Pratt and Whitney F1 19 turbofan engine (F1 19-PW -100) used on the

17-22 Raptor Jet Fighter; the Pratt and W hitney 17-135 engine used on the F-35 Strike Fighter; the

General Atomics MQ-9 Reaper Unmamzed Aerial Vehicle; and technical data for each of the

aforementioned defense articles, for delivery to the People's Republic of China.

M AN and ZHANG would undertake these activities knowing that a license or

written approval would not be obtained from the United States Department of State, Directorate of

Defense Trade Controls.

Overt Acts

In furtherance of the conspiracy and to effect the objects thereof, there were

committed, in the Southern District of Florida and elsewhere, at least one of the following overt

acts, am ong others:

a. On M arch 1, 201 1, M AN sent an em ail to a person known to the Grand Jury stating

that she had a customer who was looking for three sets of aircraft engines to be exported from the

United States.

On or about September 14, 2012, M AN sent an email to a person known to the

Grand Jury stating that her custom er still needed the aircraft engines and wanted to know if they

could be shipped to Hong Kong.

C.

stating that the buyer is real and that the money is from the govelmment, not a private party, but that

they needed to make sure the seller was not from the Federal Bureau of lnvestigation (i'FBl'')

On September 18, 2012, M AN sent an email to a person known to the Grand Jury

8
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because som etim es an FBI ttofficer'' disguises him self as a seller to detect spy activities.

d. On Septem ber 20, 2012, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a

Department of Homeland Security undercover agent CûDHS UC'') who was posing as a United

States anns supplier in which M AN stated that she was seeking F-1 19, F-1 10, F-132, and 17135

fighterjet engines. MAN stated that the engines were for the government of China, it was illegal

to export these engine m odels to China, and that was why they needed çlus'' to get them .

e. On September 20, 2012, M AN sent an email to a DHS UC as a follow up to the

telephone conversation on this sam e date and advised that her custom er was looking for two each

of engine m odels F135-PW -600, F1 19-PW -100, and F-1 10-GE-132.

f. On Septem ber 21, 2012, M AN engaged in a telephone call with a DHS UC to

confirm receipt of the email she had sent with the engine models and expressed the need to be extra

cautious when trying to obtain the engines.

g.

discussed the price for the F1 10-GE-132 engines.

On October 2, 2012, M AN engaged in a telephone call with a DHS UC and

M AN stated that she had spoken with her

contact in China and that they could communicate directly with her contact. M AN further stated

that her contact was in the aviation business and had previously made sim ilar purchases from

Russia. M AN added that they must have an avenue to export the engines through a third country

such as Korea or Israel.

h. On October 7, 2012, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

and stated that she would email the contact infonnation for her contact in China so they could al1

communicate directly.

On Odober 11, 2012, M AN sent an email to ZHANG and a DHS UC providing the

contact information for ZHANG so they could speak directly.

9
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On October 15, 2012, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

and advised that she had spoken with her contad in China and they had technical questions about

the F1 10-GE-132 engines. M AN also stated that her buyer had asked if it were possible to get the

technical data and building plans for the F1 19 and F135 engines because that would help China

develop them .

On October 17, 2012, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS

UC, during which ZH ANG stated that he had spoken with M AN about the engines and that he

wanted new engines. ZHANG suggested that the engines be shipped to China through lsrael

because lsrael has a good relationship with China and the United States.

On October 23, 2012, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

and stated that she had spoken with ZHANG and that the engines m ust be new , not refurbished.

M AN further explained that ZH AN G works for the Chinese military-industrial complex and is

like a tûteclmology spy'' that procures information from Russia and other places so that China can

obtain sophisticated technology without having to conduct its own research.

m . On October 31, 2012, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

and discussed the need to obtain new engines and the risk involved because the United States

would not sell them to China. M AN admitted that what they were doing was illegal and

acknowledged that a large deposit would be required because of the risk. M AN stated that

ZHANG had no problem getting the m oney because he represented China and was a tûtechnology

spy'' with access to ftmds required to purchase the engines. M AN added that they should not tell

anyone that the engines were to be sent to China because the dtFeds'' are catching a lot of Chinese

engaged in similar activities.

On November 2, 2012, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS
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UC, during which ZHANG stated that he needed two F1 10-132 engines trans-shipped through a

third country to China. ZHANG stated that he would have to check the specitics of the shipping

m ethods and verify that they were secure. ZHANG also asked about getting technical data for

the F1 10, F119, and F135 engines.

o. On November 7, 2012, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS

UC and advised that the purchase of the F1 10-132 engines had been approved by his leadership

and that they also wanted the technical data for the engines.

P.

UC and reiterated that he needed the F1 10-GE-132 engines as wellas the three-dim ensional

On December 4, 2012, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS

structural diagram s of the 17-22 and F-35 aircraft. ZHANG added that the drawings had to be

included in the deal. ZHANG also asked about purchasing unmanned aerial vehicles or drones.

q. On February 4, 2013, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS

UC and further discussed the possibility of obtaining drones. ZHANG also discussed the MQ-9

Reaper and requested that information on the MQ-9 Reaper be sent to him so he could let his

experts review it.

On February 19, 2013, ZH ANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS

UC and asked if it were possible to obtain everything, i.e., the unmanned aerial vehicle, ground

control station and design specifications, for the MQ-9 Reaper. ZHANG further asked if it was

illegal to export this to China and stated that they would have to tind a way to do it even though it

was illegal.

On M arch 13, 2013, ZHANG sent an email written in Chinese to a DHS UC asking

for information about the MQ-9 Reaper.

On M arch 13, 2013, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

11

Case 0:14-cr-60195-BB   Document 1   Entered on FLSD Docket 08/22/2014   Page 11 of 17



and translated the em ail from ZHANG into English. M AN explained that ZHANG wanted to

know the operating system and aircraft control system for the MQ-9 Reaper and that ZHANG

wanted both the unmanned vehicle itself and the technical design data.

u. On M arch 13, 2013, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS agent

and stated that she had spoken with ZHANG directly and clarified that ZHANG wanted the

schematic diagram from the design software of the MQ-9 Reaper to prove that they could get the

design software and that ZH AN G wanted the entire package, i.e., hardware, aircrah design

soflware, and control system as soon as possible.

On M arch 20, 2013, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

and left a voice message stating that she had received the emailed photo of the MQ-9 Reaper and

that ZHANG wanted the entire package.

W .

and advised that she had forwarded photos of the MQ-9 Reaper to ZHANG and that ZHANG

needed the design software because trying to reverse engineer the aircraft would be too difficult

without it.

On M arch 22, 2013, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

X.

and discussed the MQ-9 Reaper and the information that ZHANG had received in an email from a

DHS UC. ZHANG restated that he needed the design specifications and control m echanism also,

and that they needed to prove to his superiors that they could get these item s.

On M ay 16, 2013, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

On M ay 16, 2013, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC and

discussed the email that had been sent by a DHS UC and the conversation with ZHANG about the

MQ-9 Reaper.

On M ay 21, 2013, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

12
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and advised that he had submitted the infonnation on the MQ-9 Reaper to his superiors and would

forward a list of their needs to the DH S UC.

aa. On M ay 31, 2013, ZH ANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

about the MQ-9 Reaper and stated that they should no longer say the name of the vehide over the

telephone. ZHANG asked if the DHS UC was confident that the aircraft, engine, and teclmical

infonnation could be obtained and shipped to China. ZHANG and the DHS UC discussed

transshipping the MQ-9 Reaper through another country because it could not be sent directly to

China, and that, due to the risk involved, the DHS UC would need to eharge tm y million dollars

($50,000,000), whieh would indude the shipping costs. ZHANG stated that he would email

questions regarding the purchase of the aircraft.

bb. On June 1, 2013, ZHANG sent an email to a DHS UC advising that they would

send the quoted purchase price to a higher level for approval and requesting additional infonnation

about how the deal would be accomplished, the delivery of the items, and how to settle the

account. ZHANG further stated that they needed to make sure that there were no problems with

the technical data and would need the total design package, testing m achine, programm ing
, ground

control station designs, instruction manual, and targeting system.

On June 3, 2013, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC,

during which ZH AN G asked if his em ail had been received and how could they prove that the deal

would go through. ZHANG worried about making a deposit until he was sure that all of the item s

could be obtained and asked if it were possible to inspect the items in the United States.

dd. On June 12, 2013, ZHANG engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC

and stated that the price had been sent up forapproval and that at most there might be a

three-to-five million dollar ($3,000,000-$5,000,000) shortfall on the fifty million dollar

13

Case 0:14-cr-60195-BB   Document 1   Entered on FLSD Docket 08/22/2014   Page 13 of 17



($50,000,000) price. ZHANG stated that they would have to prove that the items could be

obtained and delivered before he could m ake a down-paym ent because their concern was that the

company was not large enough to handle the procurem ent and transfer of such sensitive m aterial.

ZHANG expressed concern about news reports of United States telephone and email wiretaps and

discussed the sensitivity of the needed items and obtaining them. ZHANG asked the DHS UC to

call M AN and have M AN call ZHANG .

ee. On Jtm e 12, 2013, M AN engaged in a telephone conversation with a DHS UC and

discussed the concerns raised by ZHANG . M AN agreed to call ZHANG as ZHANG had

requested.

ff

ZHANG and stated that she had infonned ZHANG that she could use her company in Califomia

to sponsor ZHANG and one of his engineers to com e to the United States and exam ine the design

specification materials even though it would be illegal for them to see or possess the items. M AN

On June 12, 2013, M AN called a DHS UC and stated that she had talked to

stated that ZHANG was going to discuss this plan with his superiors.

All in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 371.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

UNITED STATES O F AM ERICA

VS.

W ENXIA M AN, a/k/a iiw ency M an,'' and
XINSHENG ZHANG,

Defendants.
/ Case Information:

Court Division: (Select One) New Defendantts) Yes X No
Number of New Defendants

M iami Key W est Total number of counts
FTL X W PB FTP

CASE NO .

CERTIFICATE OF TRIAL ATTORNEYW

l do hereby certify that:
l . I have carefully considered the allegations of the indictment, the number of defendants, the number of probable

witnesses and the legal complexities of the Indictment/lnformation attached hereto.

I am aware that the infonnation supplied on this statement will be relied upon by the Judges of this Court in
setting their calendars and scheduling criminal trials under the mandate of the Speedy Trial Act, Title 28 U.S.C.
Section 3 16 1 .

Interpreter: (Yes or No)
List language ancl/or dialect

This case will take 1.0

No

days for the parties to try.

Please check appropriate category and type of offense listed below:

(Check only one) (Check only one)

I 0 to 5 days
11 6 to 10 days
III l l to 20 days
IV 2 l to 60 days
V 6 1 days and over

6. Has this case been previously filed in this District Court? NO (Yes or No)
If yes:
Judge: Case No.

(Attach copy of dispositive order)
Has a complaint been tiled ln this matter? NO

Petty
M inor
M isdem.
Felony X

lf yes:
M agistrate Case No.
Related M iscellaneous numbers:

Defendantts) in federal custody as of
Defendantts) in state custody as of
Rule 20 from the District of

Is this a potential death penalty case? (Yes or No)

Does this case originate from a matter pending in the Northelm Region of the U.S. Attorney's Office prior to
October l4, 2003? Yes X No

8. Does this case originate from a matter pending in the Central Region of the U.S. Attorney's Office prior to
September l , 2007? Yes X No

Penalty Sheetts) attached

N

CHAEL G. W ALLEISA
ASSISTANT UNITED STATES ATTORNEY
Florida Bar No./court 539570

REV 4/8/08
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTH ERN DISTRICT OF FLORIDA

PENALTY SHEET

Defendant's Nam e: W ENXIA M AN . a/lt/a SiW ency M an''

Count:

EnRacing in lllegal Brokering Activities

Title 22. United States Code. Section 2778

* M ax. Penalty: 20 years' imprisonment, $1 ,000,000 fine, 3 years' supervised release

Count:

Conspirinc to Engace in lllecal Brokerinc Activities

Title 18s United States Code, Section 371

*M ax. Penalty: 5 years' imprisonment, $250,000 tine, 3 years' supervised release

Count:

*M ax. Penalty:

Count:

*M ax. Penalty:

*Refers only to possible term of incarceration, does not include possible fmes, restitution, special assessments, parole terms
or forfeitures that may be applicable.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF FLO RIDA

PENALTY SHEET

Defendant's Nam e: XIN SHENG ZHANG

Count:

Conspiring to Engage in lllegal Brokering Activities

Case No:

Title 1 8. United States Code. Section 371

* M ax. Penalty: 5 years' imprisonment, $250,00.00 fine, 3 years' supervised release

Count:

*M ax. Penalty:

Count:

*M ax. Penalty:

Count:

*M ax. Penalty:

*Refers only to possible term of incarceration, does not include possible Enes, restitution, special assessments, parole terms
or forfeitures that may be applicable.

Case 0:14-cr-60195-BB   Document 1   Entered on FLSD Docket 08/22/2014   Page 17 of 17




