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THE GRAND JURY CHARGES:

INTRODUCTION TO ALL COUNTS

At all times relevant to this Superseding Indictment

{(the “Indictment”), unless otherwise indicated:

I. The Enterprise
1. The Fédération Internationale de Football
Association (®FIFA”) and its six constituent continental

confederations - the Confederation of North, Central American
and Caribbean Association Football (“CONCACAF”), the
Confederacidén Sudamericana de Fatbol (“"CONMEBOL”)}, the Union des
Associations Furopéennes de Football (“UEFA”), the Confédération
Africaine de Football (“CAF”), the Asian Football Confederation
("AFC"”), and the Oceania Fcotball Confederaticn (YOFC”) -
together with affiliated regional federations, national member
associations, and sports marketing companies, collectively
constituted an “enterprise,” as defined in Title 18, United
States Code, Section 1961(4), that is, a group of legal entities
assocliated in fact (hereinafter the “enterprise”). The
enterprise constituted an ongoing organization whose members
functioned as a continuing unit for a common purpose of
achieving the objectives of the enterprise. The enterprise was
engaged in, and its activities affected, interstate and foreign

commerce.



2. The principal purpose of the enterprise was to
regulate and promote the sport of soccer worldwide. The members
of the enterprise carried out this purpcse by using a variety of
methods and means, including creating and enforcing uniform
standards and rules, organizing international competitions, and
commercializing the media and marketing rights associated with
the sport. The members of the enterprise, as well as
individuals and entities employed by and associated with the
enterprise, frequently engaged in banking and investment
activities with United States financial institutions.

3. The enterprise operated in the Eastern District
of New York and elsewhere, including overseas.

A.  FIFA

4. FIFA was the international body governing
organized soccer, commonly known outside the United States as
football. FIFA was an entity registered under Swiss law and
headquartered in Zurich, Switzerland. FIFA was composed of as
many as 209 member associations, each representing organized
soccer 1in a particular nation or territory, including the United
States and four of its overseas territories. The United States
first became affiliated with FIFA in 1914; Puerto Rico first
became affiliated with FIFA in 1960, with Guam, American Samca,

and the United States Virgin Islands following suit in the



1990s. At various times relevant to the Indictment, FIFA
maintained offices both in Zurich, Switzerland and elsewhere in
the world, including in the United States, where FIFA maintained
a development office since at least 2011.

5. Each of FIFA’s member associations also was a
member of one of the six continental confederations recognized
by FIFA: CONCACAF, CONMEBOL, UEFA, CAF, AFC, and CFC, Since at
least 1996, under FIFA’s statutes, no national soccer
association could become a member of FIFA without first joining
one of the six continental confederations. Since at least 2004,
member asscciations were required to pay to FIFA annual dues,
known as subscriptions.

6. FIFA was governed by: a congress composed of its
member associations, which acted as the association’s highest
legislative bedy; an executive committee, which acted as the
executive body; and a general secretariat, which acted as the
administrative body. FIFA also had a president, who represented
the association worldwide and was responsible for the
implementation of decisicns. FIFA also operated several
standing committees, including a committee that organized
Olympic soccer gualifying tournaments, whose members included
soccer officials from various national member associations.

FIFA also operated through a number of subsidiaries, including



subsidiaries that assisted with FIFA’s media and marketing
activities.

7. The FIFA congress was composed of delegates from
each of its member associations as well as observers appointed
by each of the confederations. Among other things, the congress
was responsible for amending FIFA’s statutes and electing the
FIFA president. The congress convened in ordinary sessions
biennially or annually, and at other times in extraordinary
sessions in various countries around the world, including the
United States.

8. The FIFA executive committee, often referred to
as the “ExCo,” was composed of the FIFA president and a number
of ordinary members, some of whom also held the title of vice
president. The president was elected by the FIFA congress. The
vice presidents and ordinary members were appointed by the
confederations. Each confederation was entitled to appeoint a
specific number cof vice presidents and ofdinary members, as set
forth in the FIFA statutes. Since at least 199%6, tThe executive
committee was required by FIFA statutes to meet at least twice
per year. The executive committee held meetings at FIFA's
headguarters in Zurich, Switzerland, as well as in various

countries around the world, including the United States.



9. Among other duties, the executive committee was
responsible for selecting the host nations of FIFA tournaments,
including, among others, the World Cup, the Women’s World Cup,
the Confederations Cup, the Under-20 World Cup, the Under-20
Women’s Werld Cup, the Under-17 World Cup, the Under-17 Women’s
World Cup, and the Club World Cup.

10. The World Cup, the sport’s premier event, was a
gquadrennial international tournament involving the senior
national men’s teams of 24 and, beginning in 19928, 32 nations.
In selecting the host nation for the World Cup, the executive
gommittee typically followed a process in which bid committees
for the competing nations campaigned for votes among the members
of the executive committee. TFollowing this process, and at
least six years prior to each World Cup, the executive committee
typically held a vote in which its members cast their votes via
secret ballot. The winners, or host nations, for the World Cups
from 1980 to 2022, as well as the other bidding nations that
maintained their bids to the end of the process, are reflected

in the table below:



TABLE 1:

World Cup Host Selection

Date Selected

Winning Nation

Other Bidding

by the ExCo Nation/Nations

1950 May 19, 1984 Italy Soviet Union

1994 July 4, 1588 United States Morocco
Brazil

1958 July 2, 18%2 France Morocco

2002 May 31, 1996 Japan/South Korea | Mexico

2006 July &, 2000 Germany South Africa
England
Morocco

2010 May 15, 2004 South Africa Morocco
Egypt

2014 October 30, 2007 | Brazil -

2018 December 2, 2010 | Russia Spain/Portugal
Netherlands/Belgium
England

2022 December 2, 2010 | Qatar United States
South Korea
Japan
Australia

The U.S. men’s national team gqualified for each edition of the
World Cup from 1850 to 2014.

11. 8dince at least 1996, under FIFAfs statutes, the

six continental confederations had certain rights and
obligations, including,

among other things, that they comply

with and enforce FIFA’s statutes, and decisions and

regulations,
work closely with FIFA to further FIFA’s objectives and organize

international soccer competitions.



12. PFIFA’s purpose was, among other things, to
develop and promote the game of soccer gleobally by organizing
international competitions and by creating and enforcing rules
that govern the confederations and member asscciations. FIFA
financed its efforts in significant part by commercializing the

media and marketing rights asscciated with the World Cup.

According to its published income statement for
the 2007-2010 financial period, FIFA had total
ravenues of $4.189 billion, 83% of which ($3.480
billion) was attributable to the sale of
television and marketing rights to the 2010 World
Cup. FIFA’s profits during this same period were
$631 million.

According to its published income statement for
the 2011-2014 financial period, FIFA had total
revenues of $5.718 billion, 70% of which ($4.008
billion) was attributable to the sale of
television and marketing rights to the 2014 World
Cup. FIFA's profits during this same period were
$338 milliomn. :

According to the same 2011-2014 income statement,
well over one third of FIFA’s revenue from the
sale of marketing rights to the 2014 wWorld Cup
was attributable to a class of six sponsors known
as the FIFA Partners, which included two major
U.S.-based companies. The second largest source
of marketing revenue was a class of eight
sponsors known as FIFA World Cup Sponsors, which
included three U.5.-based companies. Together,
the FIFA Partners and FIFA World Cup Sponsors
provided FIFA with more than $300 million in
marketing revenue in connection with the 2014
World Cup.

In a sign of the enormous value of the commercial rights to the

World Cup, several major broadcasters had already reached



agreements with FIFA and downstream parties for the broadcast
and commercialization of the 2026 World Cup and 2030 World Cup,
notwithstanding that the host sites for those events - an
important factor in the ultimate value of the rights - had vyet
to be selected.

13. FIFA helped finance the confederations and their
member associaticons, including by providing funds through the
Financial Assistance Program (“FAP”) and the Geal Program, which
were established in the late 1990s to support the development of
youth academies, soccer fields, technical centers, and other
infrastructure projects. According to its published income
statement for the 2011-2014 financial period, FIFA spent $1.052
billion on development projects, including $538 million for the
FAP program.

14, FIFA first instituted a written code of ethics in
October 2004, which code was revised in 2006, again in 2009, and
most recently in 2012 (generally, the “code of ethics”}. The
code of ethics governed the conduct of soccer “officials,” which
expressly included, among others, various individuals with
responsibilities within FIFA, the confederations, member
associations, leagues, and clubs. Among other things, the code
of ethics provided that soccer officials were prohibited from

accepting bribes or cash gifts and from otherwise abusing their



positions for personal gain. The code of ethics further
provided, from its inception, that soccer officials owed certain
duties to FIFA and its confederations and member associations,
including a duty of absclute loyalty. By 2009, the code of
ethics explicitly recognized that FIFA officials stand in a
fiduciary relationship to FIFA and its constituent
confederations, member associations, leagues, and clubs,

B. The Continental Confederations

15. In addition to providing representatives who
helped to govern FIFA, the six continental confederations worked
closely with FIFA and one another to organize international
soccer competitions and carry out FIFA directives on a regional
basis. The leaders and representatives of the confederations
conducted business with one another, as well as with the leaders
and associates of FIFA, throughout the year at locations around
the world, including in the United States. Each confederation
was governed by its own congress, general secretariat, executive
committee and standing committees. From time to time, some of
the confederations, like FIFA, also operated through
subsidiaries, including subsidiaries that assisted with media
and marketing activities.

16. CONCACAF was a continental soccer confederation

incorporated, since 1994, as a non-profit corporation in Nassau,



Bahamas. CONCACAF comprised as many as 41 member associations,
representing organized soccer in North America, Central America,
the Caribbean, and three South American countries. The United
States and two of 1ts overseas territories, Puerto Rico and the
United States Virgin Islands, were members of CONCACAF. From
approximately 1990 to 2012, CONCACAF’s principal administrative
office was located in New York, New York, where the former
general secretary was based (until the end of 2011) and where
CONCACAF regularly conducted business. Beginning in 2012,
CONCACAF’' & principal administrative office was located in Miami,
Florida, where the new general secretary was based. CONCACAF
also conducted business at various times throughout the United
States, including in the Eastern District of New York, as well
as in foreign countries within and outside the confederation.
Among other tournaments, CONCACAF organized the Gold Cup,
featuring the men’s national teams from CONCACAF and, from time
to time, other confederations, as well as a tournament featuring
the top men’s professional league — or club - teams. In June
2014, CONCACAF adopted a code of ethics that, among other
things, prchibited bribery and corruption.

17. CONMEBOL was a continental soccer confederation
domiciled in Paraguay and headquartered in Asuncidn, Paraguay

and, later, Luque, Paraguay. CONMEBOL comprised as many as 10

10



member assoclations, representing organized soccer in South
America. Among other tournaments, CONMEBCL organized the Copa
América, featuring the men’s national teams of its 10 members
and twoe non-CONMEBCL naticnal teams that were invited to
participate, as well as tcurnaments featuring the top men’s club
teams. Since 1993, the United States has participated in the
Copa América as an invitee three times, and in 2016 the United
States will host and participate in a special edition of the
tournament, the Copa América Centenario, to commemorate its
centennial.

18. UEFA was a continental soccer confederation
registered as a legal entity under the laws of Switzerland and
headquartered in Nyon, Switzerland. UEFA comprised as many as
54 member assoéiations, representing organized scccer in Europe
and certain nations in the Middle East and Central Asia. Among
other tournaments, UEFA crganized the European Championship,
featuring the top men’s national teams, as well as tournaments
featuring the tcp men’s club teams.

19. CAF was a continental soccer confederation
headquartered in Cairec, Egypt. CAF comprised as many as 56
member asscclations, representing corganized scoccer in Africa.

Among other tcurnaments, CAF corganized the Africa Cup of

11



Nations, featuring the top men’s national teams, as well as a
tournament featuring the top men’s club teams.

20. AFC was a continentzal soccer confederation
registered as a legal entity under the laws of Malaysia and
headguartered in Kuala Lumpur, Malaysia. AFC comprised as many
as 47 member associations, representing organized soccer in
Asia, as well as on the island of Guam, a territory of the
United States. Among other tournaments, AFC organized the Asian
Cup, featuring the top men’s national teams, as well as a
tournament featuring the top men’s club teams.

21. OFC was a continental soccer confederation
incorporated under the laws of New Zealand and headquartered in
Auckland, New Zealand. OFC comprised as‘many as 14 member
associations, representing organized soccer in New Zealand and
the Pacific Island countries, including American Samoa, a
territory of the United States. Among other tournaments, QOFC
organized the Nations Cup, a tournament founded in 1996
featuring the top men’s national teams, as well as a tournament
featuring the top men’s club teams.

22. The confederations also organized World Cup
qualifying matches, using a variety of formats, and, from time
to time, worked together to organize inter-confederation

competitions, often with the support and approval of FIFA.

12



C. The Regional Federations and National Associations

23. In addition to being members of FIFA and their
respective continental confederations, some of the national
associations were also members of smaller, regional federations.

24. For example, CONCACAF’s member associations were
organized into three smaller regicnal federations: the Caribbean
Football Union (“CFU”), the Central American Football Union
(“"UNCAF”), and the North American Football Union (“"NAFU”). The
United States Soccer Federation (YWSSF”) was thus a member
association of CONCACAF as well as NAFU, while Puerto Rico and
the United States Virgin Islands were both members of CONCACAF
and CFU.

25. At various times, CFU was an entity headquartered
in Trinidad and Tobago and Jamaica. The CFU statutes effective
May 22, 2012 provided, in pertinent part, that CFU officials
“shall observe all pertinent statutes, regulations, directives
and decisions” of FIFA, CONCACAF, and CFU, “including in
particular . . . FIFA’s Code of Ethics.”

26. The national associlations promoted, crganized,
and governed soccer, often including club;level soccer, within
individual nations. The national association of the United

States, the USSF, was based in Chicago, Illinois.

13



27. The national associations, also often referred to
as "federations,"”" worked together to organize exhibition soccer

matches between national teams, known as "friendlies," which
also took place on the club level. Friendlies took place in
venues throughout the United States, including the Eastern

District of New York, as well as in other venues worldwide.

D. The Sports Marketing Companies

28. FIFA, tﬁe continental confederations, the
regional federations and the national member associations often
entered into contracts with sports marketing companies to
commercialize the media and marketing rights to varicus soccer
events, including the World Cup and other tournaments, World Cup
and Olympic qualifiers, friendlies, and other events, as well as
other rights associated with the sport. 0Often operating in
coordination with affiliated consultants and intermediaries,
these sports marketing companies, including multinational
corporations with headquarters, offices, or affiliates located
in the United States, often acquired an array of media and
marketing rights, including television and radio breoadcasting
rights, advertising rights, sponsorship rights, licensing
rights, hespitality rights, and ticketing rights. These sports

marketing companies often sold these rights to, among others,

14



television and radio broadcast networks, sponsors, and sub-
licensees, including those located in the United States.

29. The revenue generated by the commercialization of
the media and marketing rights associated with soccer
constituted an essential source of vevenue for the enterprise.
The United States was an increasingly important and lucrative
market for the commercialization of these rights.

IT. The Defendants

A. CONCACAF Region Officials

30. The defendant ALFREDO HAWIT, a citizen of
Honduras, was an individual employed by and associated with thé
enterprise. At various times relevant to the Tndictment, HAWIT
was a member of the CONCACAF executive committee and the general
secretary, and then president, of the Federacidn Nacional
Autonoma de Futbol de Honduras (“FENAFUTH”), the Honduran soccer
federation, which was a national member association of FIFA,
CONCACAF, and UNCAF. From in or about June 2011 to May 2012,
HAWIT was the acting president of CONCACAF. From in or about
June 2015 to the present, HAWIT was the president of CONCACAF,
as well as a FIFA vice president serving on the FIFA executive
committee. At various times relevant to the Indictment, HAWIT
was also a member of various FIFA standing committees, including

the finance committee.

15



31. The defendant ARIEL ALVARADO, a citizen of
Panama, was an individual employed by and asscciated with the
enterprise. From at least in or zbout 2004 to 2012, ALVARADO
was the president of the Federacién Panamena de Futbol
{(“FEPAFUT”), the Panamanian soccer federation, which was a
national member assoclation of FIFA, CONCACAF, and UNCAF, At
various times relevant to the Indictment, ALVARADO was a member
of the CONCACAF executive committee and the FIFA disciplinary
committee, which latter membership continued through the
present.

32. The defendant RAFAEL CALLEJAS, a citizen of
Honduras, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. At variéﬁs times relevaht to the Indictment,
CALLEJAS was the president cf FENAFUTH. At various times
relevant to the Indictment, CALLEJAS was also a member of the
FIFA marketing and television committee, which membership
continued through the present. From 159%0 to 1994, CALLEJAS was
the president of the Republic of Honduras.

33. The defendant BRAYAN JIMENFEZ, a citizen of
Guatemala, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. From in or about 2010 to the present, JIMENEZ was
the president of the Federacidn Nacional de Futbol de Guatemala

("FENAFUTG”), the Guatemzlan soccer federation, which was a

16



national member association of FIFA, CONCACAF, and UNCAF. At
various times relevant to the Indictment, JIMENEZ was a member
of the FIFA committee for fair play and social responsibility,
which membership continued through the present.

34. The defendant EDUARDO LI, a citizen of Costa
Rica, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. At variocus times relevant te the Indictment, LI was
the president of the Federacidén Costarricense de Futbol
{“FEDEFUT”)}, the Costa Rican soccer federation, which was a
national member association of FIFA, CONCACAF and UNCAF. From
in or about 2013 to at least May 2015, LI was also a member of
CONCACAF’'s executive committee. In April 2015, LI was elected
by the CONCACAF congress to become one of CONCACAF’s three
representatives on FIFA’s executive committee. At various times
relevant to the Indictment, LI was also a member of multiple
FIFA standing committees, including the players’ status
;éqmmittee. At various times relevant to the Indictment, LI
owned a residence in the United States, specifically in the
state of Florida.

35. The defendant JULIO ROCHA, a citizen of
Nicaragua, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. Until approximately December 2012, ROCHA was the

president of the Federacidn Nicaraglense de Fatbol (“FENIFUT”),

17



the Nicaraguan soccer federation, which was a national member
assoclation of FIFA, CONCACAF and UNCAT. From in or about 2003
to 2007, ROCHA was president of UNCAF. From in or about January
2013 to at least May 2015, ROCHA was a FIFA development officer
based in Panama, responsible for overseeing FIFA’s development
efforts in Central America.

36. The defendant RAFAEL SALGUERQO, a citizen of
Guatemala, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. At various times relevant to the Indictment,
SALGUEROC was designated by CONCACAF to serve as one of its three
representatives on the FIFA executive committee. At various
times relevant to the Indictment, SALGUFRO was also a member of
various FIFA standing committees, including the legal committee,
and was also the president of FENAFUTG, the Guatemalan soccer
federaticn.

37. The defendant COSTAS TAKKAS, a citizen of the
United Kingdom, was an individual employed by and asscciated
with the enterprise. At various times relevant to the
Indictment, TAKKAS was the principal of a number of businesses,
including Kosson Ventures Limited (“Kosson Ventures”), a British
Virgin Islands-registered personal holding company, and CPL
Limited, a Cayman Islands-registered personal holding ccmpany.

At variocus times relevant to the Indictment, TAKKAS was also the

18



general secretary of the Cayman Islands Football Association
(“CIFA”), a naticnal member asscociation of FIFA and CONCACAF,
and was also an attaché to the CONCACAF president after Jeffrey
Webb assumed that role.

38. The defendant HECTOR TRUJILLO, a citizen of
Guatemala, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. From in or about at least 2010 to the present,
TRUJILLO was the general secretary of FENAFUTG. At wvarious
times relevant te the Indictment, including the present,
TRUJILLO was alsc a judge on the Constituticnal Court of
Guatemala.

39. The defendant REYNALDO VASQUEZ, a citizen of E1
Salvadcer, was an individual empleyed by and asscciated with the
enterprise. At various times relevant to the Indictment,
VASQUEZ was the president of the Federacién Salvadorefia de
Futbol (“FESFUT”), the Salvadoran soccer federation, which was a
naticnal member association of FIFA, CONCACAF, and UNCAF.

40. The defendant JACK WARNER, a citizen of Tfinidad
and Tobago and, between approximately 1993 and 2013, a legal
permanent resident of the United States, was an individual
employed by and asscciated with the enterprise. From in or
about 1983 to June 2011, WARNER was a member of the FIFA

executive committee, and, beginning in 1997, was also a FIFA

19



vice president., From in or about 1990 to June 2011, WARNER was
also the president of CONCACAF and CFU, as well as a “special
advisor” to the Trinidad and Tobage Football Federation, a
national member association of FIFA, CONCACAF and the CFuU.

B. CONMEBOL Region Officials

41. The defendant JUAN ANGEL NAPOUT, a citizen of
Paraguay, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. On or about and between May 29, 2015 and the
present, NAPOUT was a member of FIFA’s executive committee and a
FIFA vice president. At various times relevant to the
Indictment, NAPOUT was also a member of multiple FIFA standing
committees, including the disciplinary committee and the
organizing committee for the World Cup. From in or about August
2014 to the present, NAPOUT was the CONMEBOL president; prior to
that, he was one of CONMEBOL's vice presidents. From in or
about 2003 to 2013, NAPOUT was vice president and then president
of the Asociacidédn Paraguaya de Fatbol, the Paraguayan soccer
federation, which was a national member association of FIFA and
CONMEBOL.

42. The defendant MANUEL BURGA, a citizen of Peru,
was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. From in or about 2002 to 2014, BURGA was the

president of Federacién Peruana de Futbol, the Peruvian soccer

20



federaticn, which was a national member association of FIFA and
CONMEBOL. At various times relevant to the Indictment, BURGA
was a member of the FIFA development committee, which membership
continued through the present.

43. The defendant CARLOS CHAVEZ, a citizen of
Bolivia, was an individual emploved by and associated with the
enterprise. From in or about 2006 to at least August 2015,
CHAVEZ was the president of Federacidén Boliviana de Futbol, the
Boliwvian soccer federation, which was a naticnal member
assocliation of FIFA and CONMEBOL. At wvarious times relevant to
the Indictment, CHAVEZ was also the treasurer of CONMEBOL.

44. The defendant LUIS CHIRIBOGA, a citizen of
Ecuador, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. From in or about 1998 to the present, CHIRIBOGA was
the president of Federacidén Ecuatoriana de Futbol, the
Ecuadorian soccer federation, which was a national member
association of FIFA and CONMEBOL. At various times relevant to
the Indictment, CHEIRIBOGA was also a membér of the CONMEBOL
executive committee.

45, The defendant MARCO POLC DEL NERO, a citizen of
Brazil, was an individual employed by and asscociated with the
enterprise. 1In or about April 2015 to the present, DEL NERO was

the president of the Confederacdo Brasileira de Futebol (“CBF”),
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the Brazilian soccer federation, which was a national member
association of FIFA and CONMEBOL. From in or about 2012 to the
present, DEL NERDO was also a member of FIFA's executive
committee. At various times relevant to the Indictment, DEL
NERC was also a member of multiple FIFA standing committees,
including the organizing committee for the Clympic football
tournaments, for which he served as chairman, and the organizing
committee for the World Cup, for which he served as deputy
chairman.

46. The defendant EDUARDO DELUCA, a citizen of
Argentina, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. In or about 1986 to 2011, DELUCA was the general
secretary ¢of CONMEBOL.

47. The defendant RAFAEL ESQUIVEL, a citizen of
Venezuela, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. ESQUIVEL was the president of the Federacién
Venezolana de Fatbol (“FVF”), the Venezuelan soccer federation,
which was a national member association of FIFA and CONMEROL.

In or about 2014 to at least May 2015, ESQUIVEL was also a vice
president on the CONMEBCL executive committee. At various times
relevant to the TIndictment, ESQUIVEL owned several pieces of
residential property in the United States, specifically in the

state of Florida.
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48, The defendant EUGENIQ FIGUEREDO, a citizen of the
United States and Uruguay, was an individual employed by and
assbciated with the enterprise. From in or about May 2013 to
May 2015, FIGUEREDO was a member of FIFA’s executive committee
and a FIFA vice president. At various times relevant to the
Indictment, FIGUEREDO was also a member of multiple FIFA
standing committees, including the finance committee and the
organizing committee for the World Cup. From in or about April
2013 to August 2014, FIGUEREDO was the CONMEBOL president; prior
to that, he was one of CONMEBOL’s vice presidents. In or about
1997 to 2006, FIGUEREDO was the president of the Asociacidén
Uruguaya de Futbol, the Uruguayan sococcer federation, which was a
national member asscciation of FIFA and CONMEBOL. From at least
in or about 2005 to the present, FIGUEREDO maintained a
residence in the United States, specifically in Arcadia,
California. According to a naturalization application FIGUEREDO
filed in 2005 with U.S5. immigration authorities, beginning in
1997 FIGUEREDO worked in “sales” at a “decorative rock” business
in Irwindale, California. In his application, FIGUEREDO falsely
affirmed under penalty of perjury that (a) he neither worked
anywhere else in the previous five years nor ever had any
affiliation with any organization or association in the United

States or in any other place; and (b) he was exempt from the

23



required English language and civics exams because of a mental
disability. Prior to cbtaining his U.S5. citizenship in August
2006, FIGUEREDO submitted documentation explaining his mental
disability that falsely stated that he had severe dementia.

49. The defendant NICOLAS LEQOZ, a citizen of
Paraguay, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. 1In or abcut 1986 to April 2013, LEQCZ was the
president cof CONMEBOL. In or about 1998 to April 2013, LEOZ was
also a member of FIFA’s executive committee.

50. The defendant JOSE MARIA MARIN, a citizen of
Brazil, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. In or about March 2012 to April 2015, MARIN was the
president of CBF, the Brazilian soccer federation. At various
times relevant to the Indictment, MARIN was also a member of
multiple FIFA standing committees, including the organizing
committee for the Olympic football tournaments, as well as the
organizing committees for the World Cup and the Confederations
Cup, as to which he was a special adviser. At various times
relevant to the Indictment, MARIN maintained a residence in the
United States, specifically in the state of New York.

51. The defendant JOSE LUIS MEISZNER, a citizen of
Argentina, was an individual employed by and asscciated with the

enterprise. From in or about 2012 to the present, MEISZNER was
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the general secretary of CONMEBOL. Previously, MEISZNER was the
general secretary of the Asociacidédn del Futkbol Argentina
(“"AFA”), the Argentinian soccer federation,

52. The defendant ROMER QOSUNA, & citizen of Bolivia,
was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. From in or about 1986 to 2013, OSUNA was the
treasurer of CONMEBOL. At varicus times relevant to the
Indictment, OSUNA was a member of the FIFA audit and compliance
committee, which membership continued through the present.

53. The defendant RICARDO TEIXEIRAZA, & citizen of
Brazil, was an individual employed by and associated with the
enterprise. From in or about 1989 to March 2012, TEIXEIRA was
the president of CBF, the Brazilian soccer federation. In or
about 1994 to March 2012, TEIXEIRA was also a member of FIFA’s
executive committee.

C. Sports Marketing Executives

54, The defendant AARCN DAVIDSON, a citizen of the
United States, was an individual employed by and associated with
the enterprise. At varicus times relevant to the Indictment,
DAVIDSON was a high-level executive, including the president, of
Traffic Sports USA, Inc. (“Traffic USA”). Traffic USA was a
FFlorida corporation that had its headguarters and principal

place of business in Miami, Florida and was involved in the
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purchase and sale of media and marketing rights associated with
soccer in the United States and other parts cof the CONCACAF
region. Traffic USA also participated in the ownership and
management of the North American Soccer League (“NASL”), a
division of United States men’s club soccer sanctioned by the
USS¥, as well as the ownership and management of multiple clubs
within the league. The NASL was headquartered in New York, New
York and its teams were based in wvarious cities in Canada and
the United States, including in the Eastern District of New
York. As further described below, Traffic USA was part of the
Traffic Group, a multinational sports marketing conglomerate
based in Sdo Paulo, Brazil.

| 55. The defendant HUGO JINKIS and his son, the
defendant MARIANO JINKIS, both citizens of Argentina, were
individuals employed by and associated Qith the enterprise. At
various times relevant to the TIndictment, HUGO JINKIS and
MARTANO JINKIS were the controlling principals of Full Play
Group S.A., a sports media and marketing business with its
principal offices in Argentina. HUGO JINKIS and MARIANO JINKIS
also controlled subsidiaries and affiliates of Full Play Group
S.A., including, among others, Cross Trading S.A. (“Cross
Trading”} and Yorkfields S.A. HUGO JINKIS and MARTANO JINKIS’s

companies are referred to collectively below as “Full Play.”
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56. The foregoing officials of FIFA, CONCACAF,
CONMEBOL, and other soccer governing bodies were bound by
fiduciary duties to their respective organizations.

III. The Defendants’ Co-Ccnspirators

A. Named Co-Conspirators

57. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment,
Charles Rlazer was the general secretary of CONCACAF. Blazer
resided in New York, New York, where he oversaw CONCACAF's
administrative headgquarters and staff. From in or about
February 1997 to May 2013, Blazer was alsc a member of FIFAfs
executive committee, serving as one of the three members of that
body who had been appointed by CONCACAF and the only member who
represented the United States. At various times relevant to the
Indictment, Blazer was also a member of various FIFA standing
committees, including the marketing and television committee.

58. At wvaricus times relevant to the Indictment, José
Hawilla was the founder and owner of the Traffic Group, a

multinational sports marketing company based in S&o Paulo,

Brazil. The Traffic Group was comprised of, among other
entities, Traffic Assessoria e Comunicac¢des S/C Ltda. (“Traffic
Brazil”), Traffic Sports International, Inc. (“Traffic
Internaticnal”), Traffic USA, Traffic Sports BEurope B.V., and
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Continental Sports International, Inc. (referred toc collectively
herein as “Traffic” or the “Traffic Group”).

59. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment,
Traffic’s operations focused on, among other things, the
commercialization of soccer in South America through the
purchase and sale of media and marketing rights associated with
the sport. Beginning in or about 19920, José Hawilla expanded
Traffic’s operations to the United States, partnering with and
later acquiring a Florida company called Inter/Forever Sports,
Inc., which was renamed Traffic Sports USA, Inc. {collectively
referred to below aé “Traffic USAY) in or about 2003. Over
time, Traffic began to expand its operations even beyond the
Americas, including by contracting directly with FIFA in the
late 1990s and early 2000s to acquire the rights to the first
editicons of the Club World Championship. Hawilla funded Traffic
through various mechanisms, including revenues generated by the
downstream sale of television and other rights obtained from
media and marketing contracts and direct and frequent infusions
of capital from Continental Sports International, Inc.
(“Continental Sports”), a Cayman Islands company fhat Hawilla
controlled and that maintained an account at Citi Private Bank
in New York, New York. Between 2006 and 2013, Continental

Sports wire transferred tens of millions of dollars to Traffic
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International’s account at Delta Bank in Miami, Florida and tens
of millions of dollars more to Traffic Brazil’s accounts
overseas.

60. At various times relevant tc the Indictment, José
Margulies was a contrelling principal of Valente Corp.
{“Walente”) and Somerton Ltd {“Somerton”), South American
companies registered in Panama and Turks and Caicos,
respectively, that were inveolved in the broadcasting of soccer
matches. Valente and Somerton and their affiliates are referred
to collectively below as the “Margulies Intermediaries.”

61.. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment,
Fabio Tordin was employed in the finance department of Traffic
Brazil, working out of the Sdo Paulo office, and, later, served
as the chief executive officer of Traffic USA in Miami, Florida.
In or abcout 2007 teo 2010, while remaining based in Miami, Tcordin
was self-employed, including as a consultant in the field of
soccer and media marketing rights. In or about 2011 to the
present, Tordin worked as an executive of Media World, LLC
(together with its successor entities, “Media World”), a sports
marketing company based in Miami identified further in section B
below.

6Z2. At various times relevant to the Indictment,

Roger Huguet was a high-ranking executive and part owner of
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Media World and its parent company Media Company A, identified
further in secticon B below.

63. At various times relevant to the Indictment,
Zorana Danis was the controlling principal c¢f International
Soccer Marketing, Inc. (“ISM”), a company engaged in the
purchase and sale cf sponsorship and cother commercial rights to
soccer events. ISM was ilncorporated in Delaware and
headquartered in Jersey City, New Jersey. Danis resided in the
United States.

64. At various times relevant to the Indictment,
Alejandro Burzaco was a principal cf Torneos y Competencias S.A.
(together with its affiliates, “TyC”), a sports media and
marketing business headgquartered in Argentina. Burzaco was also
a principal of a number of subsidiaries and affiliates of TyC,
including FPT Sports S.A. (together with its affiliates, “FPT
Sports”) and Productora de Eventos S.A. Burzaco’s companies are
referred to ceollectively below as “Torneos.”

5. At various times relevant to the Indictment,
Jeffrey Webb was the president of CIFA, a member of the CFU
executive committee, the chairman of CFU’s normalization
committee, the president of CONCACAF, and a FIFA vice president
and executive committee member. Webb also served on multiple

FIFA standing committees, including the finance committee and
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the organizing committee for the World Cup. Outside of soccer,
Webb worked at various times as an executive of a bank in the
Cayman Islands. Since approximately 2013, Webb owned a
residence in the United States, specifically in Loganville,
Georgia. Webb alsc cwned other pieces of residential property
in the United States, specifically in Stone Mcuntain, Georgia
and Ccnyers, Geocorgia.

66. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Luis
Bedoya was a high-~ranking official of FIFA, CONMEBOL, and
Federacién Colombiana de Fatbol, the Colombian scccer
federation, one cf FIFA’s national member associations.

67. At varicus times relevant to the Indictment,
Serglic Jadue was a high-ranking official of CONMEBCL and
Asociacién Nacional de Fatbol Profesional de Chile, the Chilean
soccer federation, one of FIFA’s national member asscocilations,
and a member of FIFA’s asscciations committee.

68. At various times relevant to the Indictment,
Daryan Warner, a relative of the defendant JACK WARNER, was a
businessman involved in, amcng other things, a number of soccer-

related wventures.
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B. Unnamed Cc-Conspirators

69. The identities of the following individuals and
business entities are known to the Grand Jury:

70. At varicus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #1 was a high-ranking official of FIFA, CONMEBOL and
AFA, the Argentinian sococcer federation, which was a national
member asscciaticn of FIFA and CCNMEBOL.

71. At wvarious times relevant tc the Indictment, Co-
Conspiratcr #2 was an owner and high-level executive of
Inter/Fcrever Spcrts, Inc., a Miami-based sports marketing
cempany that subsequently became Traffic USA. Co-Ccnspirator #2
was later self-employed as a spcrts marketing consultant, whe,
among other things, assisted in the negotiaticn of centracts for
media and marketing rights to soccer matches.

72. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #3 was emplcyed as a high-ranking executive of
Traffic USA. In or about July 2012 to June 2015, Co-Conspirator
#3 left Traffic USA tc become the general secretary cf CONCACAF.
In the latter role, Co-Conspirator #3 oversaw the transition of
CONCACAF"s administrative headquarters from New York, New York,
where the prior general secretary (Charles Blazer) resided, to
Miami, Flcrida, where it remained located up through the

present. In addition tc his duties as CONCACAF general
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secretary, Cc-Conspirator #3 was alsc the general secretary of
the Copa América Centenario executive committee, a joint
CONCACAF/CONMEBCL body that was created in 2014 to oversee the
2016 Copa América Centenario, further described below.

73. At varicus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #4 was an executive of Traffic USA in Miami,
Florida.

74, At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspiratcor #5 was a part owner of Media Company A and a high-
ranking executive and part owner c¢f Media Company B. Media
World, discussed in section A abcve, was a subsidiary of Media
Company A, which engaged in a variety cf media activities
primarily in the United States and Latin America, including
television production. Media Company A, which was alsc based in
Miami, Florida, was affiliated with Media Ccmpany B, a
multinational media ccnglcomerate based in Europe.

75. At various times relevant tc the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #6 was an employee of Traffic USA and then a
consultant, residing in South Florida, specializing in-
negotiating soccer media and marketing rights, principally with
certain CONCACATF member asscociations. In addition to working as
a consultant, from time to time Co-Conspirator #6 was involved

in sports marketing ventures con his own behalf. Co-Conspirator
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#6 was the controlling principal of a number of small companies,
including Consulting Company A, Consulting Company B, and
Consulting Company C, which he used in connecticn with his
censulting and sports marketing work.

76. At variocus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #7 was a senior executive of Traffic Brazil and,
later, of a group of companies under common ownership and
control that were engaged in the commercialization of media
rights associated with soccer. The latter group of companies is
referred to individually and collectively below as Sports
Marketing Company A.

77. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #8 was a high-ranking official of FIFA and AFC, the
regional confederation representing much of Asia.

78. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #9 was empleyed as a high-ranking executive of
Traffic Brazil and Traffic USA.

79. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirater #10 was an intermediary who operated, among other
businesses, a consulting firm based in Latin America.

80. At wvariocus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-

Conspirater #11 was a co-founder and principal of Torneos.
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81. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #12 was a high-ranking Torneos executive.

82. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #13 was a high-ranking official of the 2006 South
Africa World Cup bid committee and the 2010 South Africa World
Cup bid committee and local organizing committee.

83. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #14 was a high-ranking cofficial of FIFA.

84. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #15 was a high-ranking official of the 2006 South
Africa World Cup bid committee and the 2010 Scuth Africa World
Cup bid ccmmittee and local organizing committee, as well as a
high-ranking official of the South African Fcotball Association,
one of FIFA’s naticnal member associations.

85. At wvaricus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Consgpirater #16 was a high-ranking official of CONMEBOL and a
member of the FIFA executive committee.

86. At varioué times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #17 was a high-ranking FIFA official.

87. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #18 was a high-ranking official of FESKFUT, the

Salwvadoran soccer federation.
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88. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #19 was a high-ranking official of FENAFUTG, the
Guatemalan soccer federation.

89. At wvarious times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #20 was a high-ranking official of FESFUT, the
Salvadoran soccer federation.

90. At varicus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #21 was a FIFA official.

91. At various times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #22 was an official of FESFUT, the Salvadoran soccer
federation.

92. At varicus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #23 was the beneficial owner of Front Company A.

893. At varicus times relevant to the Indictment, Co-
Conspirator #24 was a high-ranking official of one of FIFA’s
national member associations, an official of FIFA and CFU, and a
businessman.

* Kk K*

94. The foregoing officials of FIFA, CONCACAF,

CONMEBOL, and other soccer governing bodies were bound by

fiduciary duties to each of their respective organizations.
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IV. The Conspirators’ Corruption of the Enterprise

95. Certain individuals and entities employed by and
associated with the enterprise, including the defendants ALFREDO
HAWIT, ARIEL ALVARADO, RAFAEL CALLEJAS, BRAYAN JIMENEZ, EDUARDO
LI, JULIO ROCHA, RAFAEL SALGUERO, COSTAS TAKKAS, HECTOR
TRUJILLO, REYNALDO VASQUEZ, JACK WARNER, JUAN ANGEL NAPOUT,
MANUEL BURGA, CARLOS CHAVEZ, LUIS CHIRIBOGA, MARCO POLO DEL
NERO, EDUARDO DELUCA, RAFAEL ESQUIVEL, EUGENIO FIGUEREDO,
NICOLAS LEOZ, JOSE MARIA MARIN, JOSE LUIS MEISZNER, ROMER OSUNA,
RICARDO TEIXEIRA, AARON DAVIDSON, HUGO JINKIS, and MARIANO
JINKIS, together with others, conspired with one another to use
their positions within the enterprise to engage in schemes
involving the solicitation, offer, acceptance, payment, and
receipt of undisclosed and i1llegal payments, bribes, and
kickbacks. Althcugh they also helped pursue the principal
purpose of the enterprise, the-defendants and their co-
conspirators corrupted the enterprise by engaging in various
criminal activities, including fraud, bribery, and money
laundering, in pursuit of personal and commercial gain. The
defendants also participated in the corruption of the enterprise
by conspiring with and aiding and abetting their co-conspirators
in the abuse of their positicns of trust and the violation of

their fiduciary duties.
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96. To further their corrupt ends, the defendants and
their co-conspirators provided cne another with mutual aid and
protecticon. The conspirators engaged in conduct designed to
prevent the detection of their illegal activities, to conceal
the location and ownership of proceads of those activities, and
to promote the carrying on of those activities. The conduct
engaged in by variocus members of the conspiracy included, among
other things: the use of “consulting services” agreements and
other similar types of contracts to create an appearance of
legitimacy for illicit payments; the use of various mechanisms,
including trusted intermediaries, bankers, financial advisors,
and currency dealers, to make and facilitate the making of
illicit payments; the creation and use of shell companies,
nominees, and numbered bank accounts in tax havens and other
secretive banking jurisdictions; the active concealment of
foreign bank accounts; the structuring of financial transactions
to avoid currency reporting requirements; bulk cash smuggling;
the purchase of real property and other physical assets; the use
of safe deposit boxes; income tax evasion; and obstruction of
Jjustice. Within the United States, such conduct tock place
within the Eastern District of New York and elsewhere.

97. The damage inflicted by the defendants and their

co-conspirators was far-reaching. By conspiring to enrich
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themselves through bribery and kickback schemes relating to
media and marketing rights, among other schemes, the defendants
deprived FIFA, the confederations, and their constituent
organizations - and, therefore, the national member
associations, national teams, youth leagues, and development
programs that relied on financial support from their parent
organizations — of the full wvalue of those rights. 1In addition,
the schemes had powerful anti-competitive effects, distorting
the market for the commercial rights associated with soccer and
undermining the ability of other sports marketing companies to
compete for such rights on terms more favorabkle to the rights-
holders. Finally, the schemes deprived FIFA, the
confederations, and their constituent organizations of their
right to the honest and loyal services of the scccer officials
involved. Over time, and in the aggregate, such deprivations
inflicted significant reputational harm on the victimized
institutions, damaging.their prospects for attracting
conscientious members and leaders and limiting their ability to
operate effectively and carry cut thelr core missions.

V. Overview of the Racketeering Conspiracy

98. Over a pericd of approximately 25 years, the
defendants and their co-conspiratcrs rose to positions of power

and influence in the world of organized soccer. During that
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same period, sometimes with the assistance of the defendants and
their co-conspirators, a network of marketing companies
developed to capitalize on the expanding media market for the
sport, particularly in the United States. Over time, the
organizations formed to promote and govern soccer in regions and
localities throughout the world, including the United States,
bacame increasingly intertwined with cne another and with the
sports marketing companies that enabled them to generate
unprecedented profits through the sale of media rights to soccer
matches. The corruption of the enterprise arose and flourished
in this context.

99. The corruption of the enterprise became endemic.
Certain defendan£s and their co-conspirators rose to power,
unlawfully amassed significant personal fortunes by defrauding
the organizations they were chosen to serve, and were exposed
and then either expelled from those organizations or forced to
resign. Other defendants and their co-conspirators came to
power in the wake of scandal, promising reform. Rather than
repair the harm done to the sport and its institutions, however,
these defendants and their co-conspirators quickly engaged in
the same unlawful practices that had enriched their
predecessors. In some instances, these practices continued even

after the original indictment returned by the Grand Jury in this
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case was unsealed con May 27, 2015 and mest of the defendants
charged in that indictment were arrested.

100. Over the period of the Indictment, the defendants
and their co-conspirateors were involved in criminal schemes
invelving the agreement to pay and receive well over $200
million in bribes and kickbacks.

A. The Initial Corruption of the Enterprise

101. From in or about 1983 to 2011, the defendant JACK
WARNER obtained power and influence ocover the enterprise, first
in the CONCACAF regiocn, and then worldwide, eventually becoming
a FIFA vice president and member of its executive committee. In
or about 1983, WARNER, who was then the secretary of the
Trinidad and Tobago Football Federation (“TTFF”), became a
CONCACAF vice president and was appeinted to the FIFA executive
committee. In or about 1990, WARNER was elected president of
CFU and resigned his formal positicn with TTFF, becoming a
special advisor. The same year, WARNER ran for CONCACAF
president and, with the support of Charles Blazer, whc had
worked as an official in the USSF, was elected. WARNER worked
closely.thereafter with Blazer, whose fortunes rose with
WARNER’ s and who was appointed to be WARNER’s general secretary
at CONCACAF. Following his appecintment, Blazer transferred

CONCACAF’s administrative headquarters to New York, New York.
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WARNER established the president’s office in his home country of
Trinidad and Tobago.

102. In Trinidad and Tobago and elsewhere, the
defendant JACK WARNER established and centrolled numerous bank
accounts and corporate entities in which he mingled his perscnal
assets and those of CONCACAF, CFU, and TTFF. Beginning in the
early 1990s, WARNER, often with the assistance of Charles
Blazer, began to leverage his influence and exploit his official
positions for personal gain. Among other things, WARNER began
to solicit and accept bribes in connection with his official
duties, including the selection of the host nation for the World
Cups held in 1998 and 2010, which he participated in as a member
of the FIFA executive committee.

103. The defendant JACK WARNER alsoc became involved in
a number of other schemes, including the diversion of FIFA,
CONCACAVF, and CFU funds into accounts that he controlled and
used for his personal benefit., Among other things, WARNER
funded a 2005 purchase of a Miami, Florida condominium, held in
the name of a member of his family, with money drawn from an
account held in the name of a soccer facility that was
ostensibly affiliated with CONCACAF and was supported in part

through FAP funds.
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104. During approximately the same period of the
defendant JACK WARNER’s rise, the defendants NICOLAS LEOZ and
RICARDO TEIXEIRA, along with Co-Conspirator #1, established
themselves as powerful officials of CONMEBOL and FIFA. In or
about 1986, LEQZ, who had held other positions in soccer
governance, was elected president of CONMEBOL. LEOZ would serve
in this position for over 25 years. The defendant RICARDO
TEIXEIRA became president of the Brazilian soccer federation,
known as CB¥, in or about 1989, a position he held until in or
about 2012. Co-Conspirator #1 became president of the Argentine
soccer federation, known as AFA, in or about 1979, a position he
held until his death in 2014. As presidents of the national
federations of the region’s two traditionél soccer powers —
Brazil and Argentina - TEIXEIRA and Co-Conspirator #1 joined
LEOZ in wielding significant influence over CONMEBOL.

105. Like the defendant JACK WARNER, the defendants
NICHOLAS LEOZ and RICARDO TEIXEIRA, along with Co-Conspirator
#1, would come to use their power and influence to unlawfully
enrich themselves.

106. During the defendant NICOLAS LEQZ’s presidency,
CONMEBROL developed a lucrative commercial relationship with
Traffic, a growing sports marketing company that had been

founded a few years earlier in Brazil. In 1986, Traffic,
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represented by José Hawilla (the company’s founder and owner},
entered into a contract with CONMEBOL to acquire the worldwide
commercial rights associated with the 1987 edition of the Copa
América, CONMEBOL’s men’s national team tournament. Traffic
would remain the exclusive holder of these rights through the
2011 edition of the tournament.

107. Beginning in the early 1990s, as the wvalue of the
rights associated with the Copa América increased, various
CONMEROL cfficials began soliciting bribe payments from José
Hawilla in exchange for the performance of various acts,
including the renewal of the Copa América contract. Hawilla
agreed to pay. Over time, Hawilla agreed to pay and paid tens
of millions of dollars in bribes to CONMEBOL officials in
connection with, among other things, the Copa América contracts,
media and marketing rights to other South American soccer
tournaments, and sponsorship rights acquired by a United States
spertswear company.

108. José Hawilla used a number of sophisticated money
laundering techniques to pay bribes and kickbacks, often relying
on intermediaries te make and conceal bribe payments to soccer
officials, including, at times, the defendants NICOLAS LE0OZ and
RICARDC TEIXEIRA. One such intermediary was José Margulies, the

brother of a late friend of Hawilla. Margulies used accounts in
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the names of offshore corporations that were held at United
States financial institutions to make payments on Hawilla’s
behalf.

B. The Growth of the Sports Marketing Companies

109. In or about 1992, José Hawilla relocated from
Brazil to the United States, where he began negotiations with
the defendant JACK WARNER and Charles Blazer to acquire the
marketing rights to the Gold Cup, CONCACAF’s men’s national team
tournament, for Traffic’s United States affiliate, Traffic USA,
which was based in Miami, Florida. Hawilla, with the assistance
of Co-Conspirator #2, a U.S.-based co-consplirator, won the
contract, which was subsequently amended and renewed so that
Traffic acgquired the rights to the five editions of the Gold Cup
played between 1996 and 2003. In connection with the
acquisition and renewal of those rights, Hawilla and Co-
Conspirator #2 together caused bribe payments to be made to
WARNER and Blazer.

110. In the late 1990s and 2000s, Traffic, through
Traffic USA, continued tQ grow its business with CONCACAF and
its regicnal federations and member associations. José Hawilla
and several high-ranking executives Qorking at Traffic USA
engaged in a number of bribery and fraud schemes in connection

with their efforts to obtain various rights from CONCACAF, CFU,
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and various federations in the region, including the federations
from Trinidad and Tobago, Costa Rica, Panama, Honduras,
Guatemala, E1 Salvador and Nicaragua. The Traffic USA
executivés involved in these schemes included, among others, the
defendant AARON DAVIDSON, Fabio Tordin, Co-Conspirator #3, and
Co-Conspirator #4. The beneficiaries of the schemes included,
among others, the defendants ARIEL ALVARADO, ALFREDO HAWIT,
EDUARDO LI, JULIO ROCHA, and JACK WARNER,

111. As Traffic attempted to expand its operations and
develop 1ts ties with CONCACAF and CONMEBOL, several competing
sports marketing companies sought a share of the growing profits
associated with organized soccer. Frequently, those companies,
like Traffic, paid bribes to soccer officials in order to win
business. At times, bribes also were paid toc former officials
who continued to exert influence over their respective
federations.

112. Within the CONCACAF region, for example, starting
in the mid-2000s, Media World, based in Miami, Florida, began to
compete with Traffic USA to obtain media and marketing rights
for matches played by member associations in the region, in
particular members of UNCAF. Like Traffic, Media World obtained
these rights by paying bribes to high-ranking cofficials of some

of those federations, and officials of FIFA, including, among
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others, the defendants ALFREDO HAWIT, RAFAEL CALLEJAS, BRAYAN
JIMENEZ, RAFAEL SALGUERQ, HECTOR TRUJILLO, and REYNALDO VASQUEZ.
Media World, which was cwned in part by Co-Ccnspirator #5 and
Roger Huguet, among cothers, used cff-sheore intermediary accounts
controlled by Co-Conspirator #6 and Co-Conspirator #2 to help
effectuate the scheme by transmitting and concealing the bribe
payments.

113. ISM, a New Jersey-based company cwned and
operated by Zorana Danis, was ancother company engaged in the
commercialization of media and marketing rights to soccer
matches. TIn cr about 1996, CONMEBOL designated ISM as its
marketing agent for sponscrship and title sponsorship rights
asscociated with the Ccopa ILibertadcres, CONMEBOL’s premier club
team tournament. Danis, either directly through ISM cor
indirectly through affiliates, thereafter acted as agent in
multi-party contracts to sell certain marketing rights to the
tournament. At varicus times between the late 1990s and 2012,
Danis used bank accounts in New York, New York and elsewhere to
pay bribes and kickbacks to the defendants NICOLAS LEOZ and
EDUARDO DELUCA to maintain these rights in cconnection with
editicns of the tcurnament thrcugh 2012,

114. Torneos, along with its affiliates and

subsidiaries, also was engaged in the commercialization of media
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and marketing rights to various soccer tournaments and matches
within the CONMEBCL region, including the Copa Libertadores,
Copa América, and various friendly matches. For example,
starting in or about 1999 and continuing to the present, Torneos
and its partners held the broadcasting rights to each edition of
the Copa Libertadores, among other tournaments. Alejandro
Burzacce, among other co-conspirators affiliated with Torneos,
secured those rights through the systematic payment of bribes
and kickbacks to high-ranking CONMEBOL officials, including the
defendants JUAN ANGEL NAPOUT, MANUEL BURGA, CARLOS CHAVEZ, LUTS
CHITRTBOGA, MARCO POLO DEI, NERO, EDUARDOC DELUCA, RAFAEL ESQUIVEL,
EUGENIO FIGUEREDO, NICOLAS LEOZ, JOSE MARIA MARIN, JOSE LUTS
MEISZNER, ROMER OSUNA, and RICARDC TEIXEIRA.

115. Other sports marketing ccompanies that competed
for business in the region with Traffic and Torneos included
Full Play, controlled by the defendants HUGO JINKIS and MARIANO
JINKIS, and Sports Marketing Company A, controlled by Co-
Conspirater #7. At times, the sports marketing companies worked
in conflict with one another, each seeking to win business from
soccer organizations in the CCHNMEBQL and CONCACAF regions. At
other times, the companies worked in ccncert, entering into
contracts to share the media rights obtained from soccer

organizations. 2All of these sports marketing companies at
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various times and at the direction of the defendants HUGO JINKIS
and MARIANQ JINKIS and Alejandro Burzaco, José Hawilla, and Co-
Conspirator #7 paid bribes and kickbacks to obtain and retain
media rights contracts, with José Margulies as an intermediary
to facilitate and conceal these payments.

1ll6. Over the course of fhe racketeering conspiracy,
José Margulies used the Margulies Intermediaries’ accounts at
United States financial institutions to move millions of dollars
among the sports marketing companies and to soccer officials who
were the recipients of illicit payments. Margulies took
additional steps to conceal the nature of the payments he was
facilitating beyond his use of the U.S5.-based accounts. For
example, he used the services of currency dealers, he regularly
shredded records of his activities, and he discouraged soccer
officials who were receiving payments from using accounts in
their own names lest they draw attention from law enforcement,
though they did not always heed his advice. To take one five-
year period, for example, between March 2003 and March 2008, the
Margqulies Intermediaries wired more than $3.5 million into
accounts controlled by the defendants RAFAEL ESQUIVEL, NICOLAS
LEQZ, and EUGENIC FIGUEREDO, almost entirely through even, six-

figure payments.
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C. Embezzlement and Misappropriation

11i7. The conspirators’ corruption of the enterprise
extended beyond the payment and receipt of bribes and kickbacks.
FIFA’s provision of money - which totaled in the hundreds of
millions of dollars — to i1ts member associations in connection
with the Geoal Program, Financial Assistance Program (FAP), and
other programs created opportunities for officials to embezzle
or otherwise fraudulently appropriate funding intended to
benefit FIFA’s member associations and their constituent
organizations, including youth leagues. Certain of the
defendants and their co-conspirators, including the defendant
JACK WARNER and Jeffrey Webb, took advantage of these
opportunities and embezzled or otherwise personally appropriated
funds provided by FIFA, including funds intended for natural
disaster relief.

D. The Centrality of the U.S. Financial System

118. Over the course of the 1990s and increasingly in
the 2000s and 2010s, the defendants and their co-conspirators
relied heavily on the United States financial system in
connection with their activities with the enterprise, including
the schemes set forth below. This reliance was significant and
sustained and was one of the central methods and means through

which they promoted and concealed their schemes.
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119.

Indictment:

For example, at various times relevant to the

FIFA wired billions of dollars from its
accounts at a major Swiss financial institution
into beneficiary accounts in the United States
and throughcut the world via a correspondent
account at the U.S. branch of a majcr Swiss
financial institution;

CONCACAF and CONMEBCL conducted business using
accounts at the Florida and New York branches
of major U.S. and Swiss financial institutions;

CFU and two South American soccer federations,
Federacidén Venezolana de Fatbol (FVFE) and
Ascociacién del Futbol Argentina (AFA),
conducted business using the New York and
Florida branches of multiple major and regional
U.S. and foreign financial institutions:

Continental Sports, a Traffic Group holding
company, provided tens of millions of dollars
in capital to support the operations of the
Traffic Group using its account at the New York
branch of a major U.S. financial institution;

Traffic USA and Traffic International, two
subsidiaries of the Traffic Group, conducted
business using their accounts at the Florida
branches of a major U.S. financial institution
and a small U.S. financial instituticn that
specialized in providing private banking
services to clients from Latin America,
respectively;

Media World conducted business using its
accounts at a Miami branch of a major U.S.
financial instituticon;

Full Play, Tornecs, ISM, and Sports Marketing
Company A conducted business using New York
branches of major U.S., Swiss, and Brazilian
financial institutions;
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Somerton and Valente, the intermediaries
controlled by José Margulies, conducted
business using accounts at the New York and
Florida branches of major U.S. and European
financial institutions;

Various defendants and cc~conspirators
maintained and controlled bank accounts in the
United States into which they received or from
which they sent bribe and kickback payments in
connection with the charged schemes, including
accounts at branches c¢f major U.S5. and Swiss
financial institutions in New York and Miami:;
and

The defendant NTCOLAS LECZ used a New York-—
based investment advisor registered with the
U.S5. Securities and Exchange Commission to
manage a $40 million portfolio (as of 2012) of
his worldwide investments.

In addition to the use of the particular financial institutions

and wire facilities identified above, the conspirators also

relied on the broader strength and stability of the U.S.

financial system, including access to the private equity

markets.

E. Scandals and Resignations

120. In 2011, 2012, and 2013, public revelation of

corruption scandals involving the defendants JACK WARNER,

RICARDO TEIXEIRA, and NICOLAS LEOZ forced all three men to

resign from their positions in the enterprise.

i21. In May 2011, the defendant JACK WARNER

facilitated the payment of bribes by Coc-Conspirator #8, who was
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running for the FIFA presidency, to members of CFU. The
follewing month, after the scheme came to light and FIFA
commenced an investigation into the matter, WARNER resigned from
his positions with FIFA, CONCACAF, CFU, and TTFF. By the end of
2011, after the revelation of other financial irreqularities at
CONCACAF began to come to light, Charles Blazer resigned from
his position as general secretary of CONCACAF.

122. In March 2012, the defendant RICARDO TEIXEIRA
resigned from his position as CBF president and a member of the
FIFA executive committee amid allegations of corruption.

123. In April 2013, the defendant NICOLAS LEOCZ
resigned from his pecsitions as president of CONMEBOL and a
member of the FIFA executive committee. LEOZ’s resignaticn
followed the conclusion of an investigation by the FIFA ethics
committee into payments made in the late 1980s and early 2000s
to LEOZ and two other soccer officials from a Swiss sports
marketing company in connection with the purchase of FIFA media
and marketing rights. The FIFA ethics committee found that the
payments to LEOZ and the other officials, including the
defendant RICARDO TEIXEIRA, were bribes.

F. The Continued Corruption of the Enterprise

124. The change in administration at CONCACAF and

CONMEEBOL between 2011 and 2013 did not usher in an era of reform
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at those organizations. Instead, the new leadership continued
to engage in criminal schemes in violation of their fiduciary
duties, both in the period that ended with the unsealing of the
original indictment on May 27, 2015 and in the period that
followed.

i. Pre-Indictment Period

125. Following WARNER's resignationr the defendant
ALFREDO HAWIT was selected to serve as acting president of
CONCACAF until a new president was elected. HAWIT held that
role in or about June 2011 to May 2012. During this period,
HAWIT, the defendant ARIEL ALVARADC, who was then president of
the Panamanian soccer federation and a member of the CONCACAF
executive committee, and the defendant RAFAEL SALGUERO, who was
then serving as one of CONCACAF's three representatives on the
FIFA executive committee, agreed to accept, and did accept,
$450,000 in bribes from the defendants HUGO JINKIS and MARTIANO
JINKIS, who were seeking to expand the operations of Full Play
further intc the CONCACAF region. In return for these bribes,
HAWIT, ALVARADO, and SALGUERO agreed to seek to cause CONCACAF
to award media and marketing rights owned by CONCACAF, including
rights to the Gold Cup, to Full Play.

126. In early 2012, Jeffrey Webb, who had long been

the president of CIFA, the Cayman Islands soccer federation,
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emerged as a candidate to succeed the defendant JACK WARNER as
the next CONCACAF president. During the course of his campaign,
Webb, with the defendant COSTAS TAKKAS's aid and assistance,
used his growing influence to solicit a bribe from Traffic USA
in connection with its efforts to acquire from CFU the
commercial rights of its members to the qualifier matches to be
played in advance of the 2018 and 2022 World Cups.

127. In May 2012, Jeffrey Webb was elected to be
president of CONCACAF. Like the defendant JACK WARNER, Webb
thereafter became a FIFA vice president and member of its
executive committee. Co-Conspirator #3 was appointed to be
CONCACAF’s general secretary and left his position at Traffic
USA to oversee CONCACAF’s operations under Webb. Upon assuming
their respective positions, Webb and Co-Ccnspirater #3 made
public pronouncements about reforming CONCACAF. Almost
immediately after taking office, however, both men resumed their
involvement in criminal schemes.

128. For example, weeks after beginning werk as
general secretary, Co-Conspirator #3 began negotiations with the
defendant AARCON DAVIDSCN, under whom he previously worked at
Traffic USA, regarding the media rights tc the Gold Cup and the
CONCACAF Champions League, CONCACAF’s club tournament. Upon

direction by and on behalf of Jeffrey Webb, Co-Conspirator #3
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negetiated a bribe payment for Webk. In or about November 2012,
CONCACAF awarded the contract for the rights to the 2013 Gold
Cup and the next two seasons of the CONCACAF Champions League to
Tratfic USA.

129. Approximately one year later, Co-Conspirator #3
negotiated a second bribe from Traffic USA to Jeffrey Webb in
connection with the renewal of the Gold Cup and Champions League
contract. In the interim, Co-Conspirator #3 had begun to
benefit personally from Webb’s bribe schemes, obtaining an
expensive painting from an art gallery in New York that was paid
for by the defendant COSTAS TAKKAS, who, having previously
served under Webb as general secretary at CIFA, obtained the new
title of attaché to the CONCACAF president.

130. In cr about April 2013, following the defendant
NICOLAS LEQZ’s resignation, the defendant EUGENIQO FIGUEREDO — a
dual citizen of the United States and Uruguay, who maintained a
residence in California — assumed the CONMEBOL presidency and
LECZ"s place as a vice president on the FIFA executive
committee. Shortly after the elevation of FIGUEREDO to these
positions, CONMEBOL, CONCACAF, and the sports marketing
companies controlled by José Hawilla, Alejandro Burzaco, and the
defendants HUGC JINKIS and MARIANO JINKIS consummated a scheme

to obtain a suite of wvaluable rights from CONCACAF and CONMEBOL
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officials in exchange for an agreement to pay tens of millions
of dollars in bribes.

131. As part of the scheme, José Hawilla, Alejandro
Burzaco, and the defendants HUGO JINKIS and MARIANO JINKIS
caused their respective companies to join together and form a
new entity known as Datisa. Following the creation of this
entity, Datisa entered intc a $317.5 million contract with
CONMEBOL to obtain the exclusive worldwide rights to the 2015,
2019, and 2023 editions of the Copa América and the 2016 Copa
América Centenario, a tournament to celebrate the 100th
anniversary of the first edition of the Copa América. Feollowing
negotiations between CONMEBOL and CONCACAF, it was determined
that the men’s national teams of six CONCACAF member
associations, including the U.S. federation, would participate
in the Copa América Centenaric with the 10 CONMEBOL men’s
national teams. It wag further determined that the tournament
would be hosted by the United States in recognition of the
growth of the market for soccer in North America.

132. Datisa subsequently entered into a $35 million
contract with CONCACAF, in its capacity as the co-organizer of
the Copa América Centenario, to acquire CONCACAF's media rights

to the tournament.
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133. In connection with the acquisition of the media
rights to the Copa América and Centenario tournaments from
CONMEBOL and CCNCACAF, Datisa agreed to pay tens of millions of
dollars in bribes to the defendants RAFAEL ESQUIVEL, EUGENIQ
FIGUEREDO, NICOLAS LEOZ, and JOSE MARIA MARIN, Jeffrey Webb and
gseveral other soccer officials. Datisa agreed to make these
payments at various times over the life of the contracts.

134, On May 1, 2014, CONCACAF and CONMEBOL held a
press conference in Miami, Florida to cfficially anncunce and
promote the Copa América Centenario. Datisa representatives,
-including the defendaﬁts HUGO JINKIS and MARTANO JINKIS, José
Hawilla, and Alejandro Burzaco attended the press conference. A
press release issued in connection with the announcement
trumpeted the growing unity of organized soccer in the Americas.
In the release, the defendant EUGENIO FIGUEREDO stated, “We are
proud to play a leading role in the celebration of the
centennial of a tournament born to unite all
America.-. . . Now, CONCACAF and the United States will play
host to the world’s oldest national team competition.” The
event’ s promotional materials bore the logo of Datisa’s trade
name — wematch - alongside the lcgos of CONCACAF and CONMEBROL,

superimposed over a map ¢f the western hemisphere.
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135. The Copa Bmérica Centenario was scheduled to be
played in June 2016 in cities located throughout the United
States.

ii. Peost-Indictment Period

136. In the months following the unsealing of the
original indictment on May 27, 2015, several of the co-
conspirators of the defendants who were charged in the original
indictment sought to harness the disruptive effects of the
charges to their own advantage, in some cases by seeking or
moving to maintain or solidify their hcold on positions of power.

137. For example, in June 2015, the defendant ALFREDO
HAWIT became president of CONCACAF and a vice president and
executive committee member of FIFA, moving to fill the void left
by the indictment of former CONCACAF president Jeffrey Webb.

The defendant JUAN ANGEL NAPOUT, the CONMEBOL president and,
like HAWIT, a FIFA vice president and executive committee
membef, sought to portray himself as an agent of reform,
notwithstanding his own long-standing invelvement in the
solicitation and receipt of bribe and kickback payments in
exchange for his influence as a CONMEBOL and FIFA official. The
defendant RAFAEL SALGUERC, who in April 2015 lost his seat on
the FIFA executive committee — the “Central American” seat - to

the defendant EDUARDC 1.I, sought support from CONCACAF
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federations and others for his possible return to the FIFA
executive committee. And the defendant ROMER OSUNA, who
solicited and received millions of dollars in bribe payments
during his years as treasurer of CONMEBOL, maintained his
position as a member of FIFA’s audit and compliance committee, a
committee in charge of, among other things, developing proposals
for organizational reform.

138. In some instances, the conspirators’ criminal
conduct continued even after the unsealing of the original
indictment. For example, on cr abcut May 31, 2015 and June 5,
2015, the Salvadoran natiocnal soccer team played friendly
matches in Washington, DC and Chile, respectively. Prior to the
May 27, 2015 unsealing of the original indictment, Fabic Tordin
and Co-Conspirator #6 had agreed to pay a $5,000 bribe to a
Salvadoran federation official in exchange for that official’s
agreement to have his team participate in each match. After the
indictment was unsealed, Tordin did not pay the bribe. 1In
response, the Salvadoran official and others associated with him
repeatedly pressured Tordin to make the payment, through
telephone calls and letters and by traveling to the United
States from El Salvador to meet with Tordin.

139. As set forth below, the conspirators’ criminal

conduct also included obstruction of Jjustice.
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G. Obstruction of Justice

140. Beginning in or about 2012 and continuing through
the present, as their awareness of law enforcement scrutiny
began to increase, many conspirators engaged in additional
conduct designed to prevent detecticn of their own illegal
activities and to provide one another with mutual aid and
protection. At times, such conduct constituted obstruction of
justice.

141. The following are four ekamples of acts of
obstructicn engaged in by the conspirators. First, upon
learning that a ceo-conspirator was being interviewed by federal
law enforcement agents, another co-conspirator attempted to
persuade the co-conspirator being interviewed not to disclose to
agents everything he or she knew. Second, censpirators,
including the defendant AARCN DAVIDSON, alerted co-conspirators
Lo the possibility that they would be recorded making admissions
of their crimes. Third, a co-conspirateor destroyved evidence of
bribe payments. Fourth, after the initial indictment in this
case was unsealed on May 27, 2015, the defendant ALFREDO HAWIT
directed a co-conspirator to create sham contracts for the
purpose of concealing bribe payments and to make false
statements about these bribe payments to federal law enforcement

agents.
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VI. The Criminal Schemes

142. Set forth below are further details regarding
certain criminal schemes in which the defendants and their co-
conspirators agreed to engage in connection with their
activities with the enterprise.

A, CONMEBOL Copa América Scheme

143, In 1916, CONMEBOL organized the first edition of
the Copa América, a tournament featuring the men’s national
teams of its members. According to CONMEBOL, the tournament,
which continues to be played today, is the longest continucusly
running such tournament in the world.

144. Beginning with the 19287 edition and continuing
thereafter through 2011, Traffic held the exclusive worldwide
commercial rights for each edition of the Copa América
tournament, which rights were secured through a series of
contracts between Traffic énd CONMEBOL. On or about January 23,
1991, at a signing ceremony for one such contract held at
CONMEBROL headquarters in Asuncidén, Paraguay, José Hawilla signed
the contract on behalf of Traffic, as did two CONMEBROL officilals
on béhalf of the confederation. The defendant NICOLAS LEOZ,
then the president of CONMEBOL, declined to sign the contract.
In a private meeting, LEOZ told Hawilla, in sum and substance,

that Hawilla would make a lot of money from the rights he was
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acquliring and LECZ did not think it was fair that he (LEOZ) did
not also make money. LEOZ told Hawilla that he would only sign
the contract if Hawilla agreed to pay him a bribe. After
Hawilla agreed to make the payment, LEOZ signed the contract.
Hawilla caused the payment - a six-figure U.S. dollar payment -
to be made to an account designated by LEGCZ.

145, In approximately 1993 or 1995, the defendant
NICOLAS LECZ began demanding additional bribe payments around
the time each edition of the tournament was played. José
Hawilla agreed to make these payments and caused them to be
made. The defendant NICOLAS LEOZ solicited and received bribe
payments from Hawilla in connection with every Copa América
edition until 2011. The payments increased over time, and
ultimately reached the seven figures.

146. The defendant RAFAEL ESQUIVEL also solicited énd
received bribe and kickback payments in connection with the Copa
América tournament. Over the course of the 2007 and 2011
editions of the tournament, held in Venezuela and Argentina,
respectively, ESQUIVEL solicited and received bribe and kickback
payments totaling in the seven figures from, variocusly, José
Hawilla and another senior Traffic executive, Co-Conspirator #9.
Hawilla agreed to make the bribe payments to ESQUIVEL, who at

the time was the president of FVF, the Venezuelan soccer
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federation, and a member of the CONMEBROL executive committee, in
exchange for ESQUIVEL'’s continued official support of Traffic's

pocsition as exclusive hclder of the marketing rights to the Copa
América and of Traffic’s ability to commercialize the rights.

147. For example, in 2011, ESQUIVEL solicited a $1
million bribe and kickback payment from José Hawilla in light of
the substantial profits Hawilla had earned in connecticn with
the 2007 tournament. After discussing the matter with Co-
Conspirator #9, Hawilla agreed to the payment and caused it to
be made, 1in part because he hoped tc secure ESQUIVEL’s official
suppert for Traffic in a dispute between Traffic and Full Play
(see CONMEBCL/CONCACAF Ccopa América Centenaric Scheme, below)
cencerning which company would hold the commercial rights to the
Copa América going forward.

148. José Hawilla caused the 51,000,000 bribe to be
paid to the defendant RAFAEL ESQUIVEL in a manner designed to
ccnceal the scurce and nature of the payment. ©n or about Juiy
22, 2011, at the directicon of Traffic executives, approximately
51,000,000 was wired from an account held in the name of Co-
Conspirator #10, an intermediary, at Banco Ital in Brazil, to an
account held in the name of Co-Conspirator #10’s investment
company (“Investment Company A”), the identity of which is known

to the Grand Jury, at Banco ITtad in Miami, Florida. That same
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day, the funds were wired from the latter account to an account
at UBS in Miami held in the name cf an entity contreclled by
ESQUIVEL.

149. Jcsé Hawilla made perscnal payments tc other
CONMEBOL officials over the course cof his and Traffic’s
invelvement as holder of the rights to Copa América. TFor
example, Hawilla made periodic six-figure payments to the
defendants EDUARDO DELUCA, EUGENIO FIGUEREDC, and ROMER OSUNA in
connection with multiple editions of the tournament through in
or about 2007, during which time DELUCA, FIGUEREDO, and OSUNA,
were the general secretary, vice president, and treasurer of
CONMEBOL, respectively.

150. Starting in or about the 1990s, José Hawilla
agreed on bkehalf of Traffic International to pay AFA, the
Argentinian soccer federation, millions of dollars per edition
of the Copa América so that AFA would field its best players.
At times, Hawilla was directed to send the payments‘not to AFA,
but to a travel agency used tc facilitate payments to Co-
Conspirator #1 perscnally. Hawilla then sent the payments as
directed. Hawilla alsc agreed to make payments to CBF, the
Brazilian soccer federation, to ensure that CBF would field its
best players for the Copa América editions played i1n or about

and between 2001 to 2011. At times, the defendant RICARDO
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TEIXEIRA directed Hawilla to make the payments to accounts that
were unknown to Hawilla, and that a Traffic financial officer
informed Hawilla were not CBF accounts.

151. The defendants and their co-ccnspirators
understood that accepting bribes was improper and thus sought to
conceal the nature of the payments received from José Hawilla.
Accordingly, they used a number of sophisticated money
laundering techniques, including the use of a numbered account
at a Swiss bank, currency dealers, and trusted intermediaries,
to effect bribe payments in a manner that obscured their true
source and nature and promoted the corrupt schemes. Hawilla was
particularly reliant on intermediaries, including José
Margulies, to make the bribe payments to the defendant NICOLAS
LEQZ in connection with the Copa América. Margulies, with whom
the defendant RAFAEL ESQUIVEL was close, also conveyed at least
one solicitation to Traffic from ESQUIVEL.

152. As described above, José Margulies and his family
controlled the Margulies Intermediaries, using accounts held in
the names of offshore corporations at United States financial
institutions to make payments to the defendants on José
Hawilla's behalf. Margulies used the accounts of the Marqulies
Intermediaries to mask the sources and beneficiaries of bribe

and kickback payments.
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153, In the course of the scheme, and as far back as
1997, the defendants and their co-conspirators frequently used
wire facilities and financial institutions located in the United
States to make and receive payments related tc the Copa América
contracts. In particular, Traffic International, which held the
rights on behalf of Traffic beginning with the 1999 edition,
maintained bank accounts in the United States and used the wire
facilities of the United States to transfer payments in
connection with Traffic’s explcitation cof the media and
marketing rights associated with the Copa América. For example,
Traffic International used the wire facilities of the United
States to transfer funds from its account at Delta National Rank
& Trust Co. in Miami, Florida in satisfaction of contract
payments due tc CONMEBOL for the rights asscciated with the
editions of the Copa América played from 2004 through 2011.

154. The revenue generated by the commercialization of
media and marketing rights associated with the Copa Rmérica
increased dramatically over the course of the tournament
editions covered by the Copa ABmérica Contract signed in 1991 and
Traffic’s subsequent renewals, all of which José Hawilla
obtained through bribery. Over time, these increases in
revenue, and associated increases in profits, arose in

significant part from Hawilla and Traffic’s successful promotion
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and commercialization of the Copa América in the United States,
including through contractual relaticnships with an array of
broadcasters and advertisers based in the United States.

155. For example, the 2001 Copa América was quite
profitable for Traffic, cowing in part to the sale of brcadcast
and advertising rights to broadcast networks and beverage
companies based in the United States. To take another example,
the 2007 Copa América was even more profitable for Traffic than
the 2001 edition. Traffic’s television broadcasting revenues
from the United States/Canadian market were its highest from any
market worldwide, and its revenues from radic broadcasting and
mobile telephone/Internet services in the United States market
were similarly its highest worldwide.

156. The value of the sponsorship rights owned by
Traffic alsc increased over time, owing in part to increased
interest in the tournament in the United States. For example,
for the 2011 edition of the Copa Zmérica, Traffic sold
sponsorship rights to 10 cofficial sponsors, up from seven
official sponsorships sold for the 2007 edition. The official
sponscrs included major beverage companies based in the United
States. Sponsorship fees more than tripled between 2007 and

2011,
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157, Traffic used i1ts presence in the United States to
assist 1t in exploiting the United States market. For example,
Traffic Internatiénal assigned to Traffic USA, Traffic’'s Miami-
based subsidiary, a portion of the rights it held under the 2001
Copa América Contract. Traffic USA exploited those rights in
the United States by contracting directly with television and
radio networks based in the United States and serving as an
agent for Traffic in connection with the sale of global
sponscrship rights.

158. In or about 2010, however, CONMEBOIL terminated
its long-standing relationship with Traffic and sold the rights
to future editions of the tournament to Full Play, owned by the
defendants HUGO JINKIS and MARIANO JINKIS.

B. CONCACAF Gold Cup Scheme

159. A few years after José Hawilla entered into a
bribe scheme with CONMEBOL officials in connection with the Copa
América, Hawillla entered into a similar scheme with CONCACAF
officials in connection with CONCACAF's analogue to the Copa
América: the Gold Cup.

160. In or about 1991, CONCACAF began organizing and
promoting the Geld Cup, a tournament featuring member
associations of CONCACAF and, in later years, those of other

confederations.
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161. In or about 1392, José Hawilla relocated to the
United States in part to seek additional business opportunities
for Traffic USA in the period leading up tc the 1984 World Cup,
which was to be hosted by the United States. During this
periocd, Hawilla and Co-Ccnspirator #2, then a Traffic USA
executive based in Miami, Florida wvaricusly began negotiations
with high-ranking CONCACAF officials, including the defendant
JACK WARNER and Charles Blazer, for Traffic USA to purchase the
media and marketing rights asscciated with the Geld Cup.
Negotiations regarding the rights took place in the United
States.

162. José Hawilla’s pitch to CONCACAF, in sum and
substance, was that Traffic could replicate the commercial and
sporting success it had had with the Copa América and make the
Gold Cup a similar success. On or ébout October 3, 1994,
Traffic USA entered into a contract with CONCACAF for $9.75
million for the commercial rights associated with the 1996,
1998, and 2000 editiocons of the Gold Cup. Beginning with the
1996 Gold Cup and continuing for fcur subsequent editions of the
tournament (1998, 2000, 2002, and 2003), pursuant to the
contract with Traffic USA (as subsequently amended and renewed
following additional negotiations), CONCACAF granted to Traffic

USA the exclusive worldwide commercial rights to the Gold Cup.
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163. During this period, Traffic caused hundreds of
thousands of dollars in bribe payments to be made to the
defendant JACK WARNER and Charles Blazer, including payments
that were made from or through banks based in the United States.

164. For example, on or about March 29, 192939, Traffic
caused $200,000 to be wired to a correspondent account at
Barclays Bank in New York, New York, for credit to an account
held in the name of an entity controlled by Charles Blazer at
Barclays Bank in the Cayman Tslands. Approximately three weeks
later, on April 23, 1999, $100,000 - half of the amount paid to
Blazer - was transferred from Blazer's Cayman account to an
account at First Citizens Bank in Trinidad and Tobago, held in
the name of the defendant JACK WARNER. As it had done in
connection with the Copa América scheme, Traffic used an
intermediary to make the payment to Blazer in order to conceal
the source and nature of the payment.

165. In or about 2003, CONCACAF terminated its
contract with Traffic for Gold Cup media rights.

C. CONMEBOL Copa Libertadores Scheme #1

166. In connection with its efforts to promote the
sport of soccer in South America, CONMERCL organized and funded
a variety of international soccer tournaments to showcase the

region’s best teams. Among other tournaments, CONMEBOL

71



organized the Copa Libertadores, an annual tournament featuring
the top men’s club teams. The first edition of the Copa
Libertadores was held in 19260 with seven teams. Over the
following decades, the tcurnament evolved into a major
competition featuring 38 teams from approximately 10 countries.

167. As the tournament developed and gained
popularity, CONMEBOL entered into contracts with sports
marketing companies to commercialize the marketing rights to the
tournament. The marketing rights sold by CONMEBOL in connection
with the Copa Libertadores included an array of broadcasting
rights, sponsorship rights, and, starting in 1897, title
sponsorship rights. As the popularity and recach of the Copa
Libertadores grew, so, too, did the value ¢f the sponsorship
rights tco the tournament sold by CONMEBOL. The United States
was an important and lucrative market for the commercialization
of these rights.

168. Starting in or about 1996 and continuing
thereafter, Zorana Danis - operating through ISM, a New Jersey-
based sports marketing company that Danis founded and owned -
was the exclusive marketing agent for the worldwide sponsorship
rights to the Copa Libertadores. As marketing agent, Danis
identified potential tournament sponsors and negotiated

contracts for the commercialization of the sponsorship rights to
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the tournament, including with major international businesses
based cr with offices in the United States, all in exchange for
commission payments.

169. Starting in or about 1997 and centinuing to the
present, ISM, CONMEBOL, wvarious sponscrs, and, at times, an
entity affiliated with ISM (“ISM Affiliate A”), the identity of
which is known to the Grand Jury, entered into a series of
contracts pursuant tc which ISM and/or ISM Affiliate A acquired
the sponsorship rights to the Copa Libertadores. Several of the
contracts, including contracts pursuant to which Toyota Motor
Corpeoration became the first title sponsor of the Copa
Libertadores, starting in 1998, and Grupo Santander became the
second title sponsor, from 2008 through 2012, were signed by the
defendants NICOLAS LEOZ and EDUARDO DELUCA con behalf of
CONMEBOL.

170. Beginning in or about the early 2000s, the
defendant NICOLAS LEOZ at various times solicited bribe and
kickback payments from Zorana Danis in exchange for LEOQOZ's
support, as CONMEBOL’s president and a member of its executive
committee, of Danis and her company as the exclusive marketing
agent for the sponsorship rights to the Copa Libertadores. LEOZ
specified various means for Danis to make the payments,

including direct payments into bank accounts controlled by LEOZ,
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diversion of funds owed.to CONMEBOQOL into LEQZfs perscnal bank
accountg, and transfers of extra-contractual payments intc a
CONMEBOL bank account.

171. In or abcut 2008, after ISM, CONMEBOL, and Grupo
Santander entered into a $40 million title sponsorship contract,
the defendant EDUARDO DELUCA sclicited bribe and kickback
payments from Zorana Danis in the amount of $400,000 per year.
Danis agreed to make these payments and made the payments,
periodically until 2012, from ISM’s U.S.-based bank accounts to
a Merrill Lynch account in the name of Fleetwood Properties S.A.
(“Fleetwood Properties”) in Uruguay and to a brokerage account
opened in the United States in the name of Gemini Global Trading
Ltd. {(“Gemini Global Trading”) that was cleared through
Pershing, LLC, a subsidiary of Bank of New York, Mellon, based
in Jersey City, New Jersey. Fleetwood Properties and Gemini
Global Trading were companies controlled by DELUCA.

172. YZorana Danis agreed to make and did make bribe
payments to the defendants NICOLAS LEOZ and EDUARDO DELUCA in
order to, among other things, obtain and/or retain, for ISM and
for ISM Affiliate A, contracts for the sponscrship rights
associated with the Copa Libertadores, the ability to

commercialize those rights, and the potential to secure
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contracts for sponsorship rights to additional CONMEROL
tournaments.

173. The defendants NICOLAS LEOZ and EDUARDC DELUCA
and Zorana Danis, directly or through personal assistants,
frequently used the wire facilities of the United States to
communicate by emall in furtherance of the criminal scheme and
to effect the transfer of payments in furtherance of the scheme.

D. CONMERBOL Copa Libertadores Scheme 2

174. Television broadcasts of the Ccpa Libertadores
reached millions of viewers in markets across the globe,
including the United States. According to CONMEBOL, the Copa
Libertadores was among the most widely watched sporting events
in the world. The tournament was broadcast in more than 135
countries and, in 200% and 2010, drew more than one billion
viewers. By one estimate, the United States accounted for 16%
of the audience share in 2010, behind only Brazil, Mexico, and
Argentina. Notably, two of the top four markets were in the
CONCACAF region.

175. CONMEBOL’s efforts to promote two less popular
club team events - a tournament called the Copa Sudamericana and
a competition between the Copa Libertadores and Copa
Sudamericana winners called the Recopa Sudamericana — also

relied, in part, on the growing U.3. market for soccer. For
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example, in 2005 and again in 2007, a club team from Major
League Soccer, another division, along with the NASL, of United
States men’s club soccer sanctioned by the USSF, participated in
the Copa Sudamericana. The Recopa Sudamericana has been played
in the United States on several occasions, including in Los
Angeles, California in 2003, and in Fort Lauderdale, Florida in
2004,

176. Prior to 1999, the television broadcasting rights
to the Copa Libertadores were held by the individual teams that
competed in the tournament. 1In or about 1839, CONMEBOL acquired
and consclidated the brcadcasting rights to the tournament in
order to maximize the collective value of the rights, cstensibly
for the benefit of bcocth CONMEBOL and the competing teams.

177. Beginning in or about 1999 and continuing through
2015, T&T Sports Marketing Ltd (“T&T”), a Tornecos affiliate
domiciled in the Cayman TIslands, acquired the exclusive
worldwide broadcasting rights to each edition of the Copa
Libertadores, and eventually to the Copa Sudamericana and Recopa
Sudamericana, through a series of contracts between T&T and
CONMEBCL. T&T was owned in part by Tcocrneos y Competencias S.A.
and in part by partners in the venture, including, for a brief

period, Traffic, and, later, a group cf investors that included
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an affiliate of a major brecadcasting company headgquartered in
the United States whose identity is known to the Grand Jury.

178. Beginning in or about 2000, the defendants
EDUARDO DELUCA, EUGENIO FIGUEREDO, NICOLAS LEOZ, and ROMER
OSUNA, among other conspiratcrs, solicited annual bribe payments
from Co-Conspirator #11, one c¢f the co-founders of Torneos, in
exchange for the officiais’ support of T&T as the holder of the
broadcasting rights to the Copa Libertadores. Co-Conspirator
#11 agreed to pay and did pay annual bribes in the amcunt of 31
millicon to LECZ and $600,000 each to OSUNA, DELUCA, and
FIGUEREDO for approximately the next 10 years.

178. In or about 2005, Alejandro Burzaco acquired a
minority ownership interest in Tornecos and began to manage the
day-to-day operations of the company in partnership with Co-
Conspirator #11. Burzaco learned from Co-Conspirator #11 of
Torneos’s practice of making annual bribe payments toc defendants
NICOLAS LEOZ, ROMER QSUNA, EDUARDC DELUCA, and EUGENIO
FIGUEREDQ, amcng others, and helped to continue the practice.
With the assistance of Co-Conspirator #12, a high~ranking
executive at Torneos, among other co-conspiraters affiliated
with Torneos, Burzaco continued to arrange for annual six-figure
bribe payments tc DELUCA until in or about 2011, te QSUNA until

in or about 2012, and to FIGUEREDC, whose payments increased to
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$1 million in or about 2012, until in or about 2014. Burzaco
arranged for LECZ to receive $1 million bribe payments each year
from in or about 2004 through in or about 2012, the year before
LEQZ resigned the presidency of CONMEBROL.

180. CCNMEBOL and T&T entered into a number of
contracts du;ing the years after Alejandro Burzaco became an
owner of Torneos through which T&T retained the broadcasting
rights to subsequent editions of the Copa Libertadores, Copa
Sudamericana, and Recopa Sudamericana. FEach of those contracts
required the support of CONMEBOL officials who were receiving
bribes from Burzaco and other co-conspirators affiliated with
T&T.

181. In or about 2009, a group of six pfesidents of
the traditionally less-powerful member associations of CONMEROL
formed a2 bloc to obtain greater control over decisions relating
to the governance of CONMEBOL and the sale of CONMEBOL’Ss
commercial properties, which decisions previously had been
dominated by the representatives of soccer powers Argentina and
Brazil. This bloc was led by the defendants LULS CHIRIBOGA and
RAFAEL ESQUIVEL and Luis Bedoya. The other members of the blog,
at its inception, were the defendants JUAN ANGEL NAPOUT, MANUEL

BURGA, and CARLOS CHAVEZ.
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182, Starting in or about 2009, the members of the

Fr

“Group of $5ix,” as the members of the bloc were known by some,
demanded that they, too, receive annual bribe payments in
exchange for their suppcrt of T&T as the holder of broadcasting
rights to the Copa Libertadores, among other Ctournaments.
Alejandro Burzaco agreed to ?ay and did pay annual six-figure
bribe payments to the defendants JUAN ANGEL NAPOUT, MANUEL
BURGA, CARLOS CHAVEZ, LUIS CHIRIBOGA, and RAFAEL ESQUIVEL and to
Luis Bedoya starting in or about 2010, and also to Sergio Jadue,
starting in or about 2012, to secure their support.

183. At wvarious times, the defendants MARCO POLO DEL
NERO, JOSE MARTA MARIN, JOSE LUIS MEISZNER, and RICARDO TEIXEIRA
also solicited and received bribe and kickback payments from
Alejandro Burzaco and Co-Conspirator #12 in exchange for their
suppeort of T&T as holder of the rights to the Copa Libertadores,
among other tournaments.

184. Alejandro Burzaco and Co-Conspirator #12 at times
relied on the defendants HUGC JINKIS and MARIANC JINKIS and on
José Margulies and the Margulies Intermediaries to facilitate
the payment of bribes and kickbacks to CONMEBOL officials in
connection with the Copa Libertadores and other tournaments.

185. In the course of the scheme, various of the

defendants and their co-conspirators used wire facilities and
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financial institutions located in the United States, among other
countries, tc make and receive bribe payments and to transfer
payments related to ceontracts secured through bribery; relied on
the growing U.S. market for soccer to generate profits from the
scheme; and conducted meetings in the United States in
furtherance of the scheme.

E. CBEF Copa do Brasil Scheme

186. Between in or about 1990 and 2009, Traffic
entered into a series of contracts with CBF, the Braziiian
soccer federation, to acgquire the commercial rights associated
with the Copa do Brasil, an annual tournament for Brazil’s top
club teams. During the course of this period, the defendant
RICARDO TEIXEIRA - the long-time president of CBF and member of
the FIFA executive committee - solicited and received bribes
from José Hawilla in connection with the sale of the Copa do
Brasil media rights.

187. As a result of an agreement reached between CBF
and Traffic on or about January 22, 2009, Traffic Brazil owned
the rights to each edition of the Copa do Brasil to be played
from 2009 thrcugh 2014.

188. On or about December 8, 2011, Sports Marketing
Company A, a Traffic competitor cowned by Co-Cecnspirator #7,

entered into a contract with CBF tc purchase the commercial
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rights for all editions of the Copa do Brasil between 2015 and
2022.

189. In order to obtain the contract from CBF, Co-
Conspirator #7 agreed to pay an annual bribe to the defendant
RICARDC TEIXEIRA, as José Hawilla had done in the past. During
the course of their negotiations, Co-Conspirator #7 traveled to
the United States to discuss the matter with TEIXEIRA.

190. The signing of the foregoing contract between
Sports Marketing Company A and CBF led to a dispute between Co-
Conspirator #7 and José Hawilla, who perceived Co-Conspirator #7
- a former employee of his from Traffic Brazil - as stealing
Traffic’s business with CBF.

191. On or about August 15, 2012, to resolve this
dispute, Traffic Brazil and Sports Marketing Company A entered
into a contract to pool their marketing rights for future
editions of the Copa do Brasil, from 2013 to 2022, and to share
equally in the profits. As part of the contract, Traffic Brazil
also agreed to pay 12 million Brazilian reais to Sports
Marketing Company A over the course of the contract. As of
August 15, 2012, 12 million reais equated to approximately $5.9
million.

192. Co-Conspirator #7 advised José Hawilla of the

bribe payments he had agreed to make to the defendant RICARDO
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TEIXEIRA. Co-Conspirator #7 further advised Hawilla that the
bribe payment he had originally negotiated with the defendant
RICARDC TEIXEIRA had increased when other CBF officials, the
defendants JOSE MARIA MARIN (who becamé the president of CBF in
or abkout 2012) and MARCC POLO DEL NERO (who was elected by CBF
in 2014 to take over as MARIN's successor in 2015), requested
brike payments as well. Hawilla agreed to pay half the cost of
the bribe payments, which totaled 2 million Brazilian reais per
year, to be distributed among TEIXEIRA, MARIN, and DEL NERC. As
of August 15, 2012, 2 million reais equated to approximately
$988,000.

183, José Hawilla and Co-Conspirator #7 used the wire
facilities of the United States in furtherance of the Copa do
Brasil bribery scheme, including in connection with the
following domestic and international wire transfers:

DATE WIRE COMMUNICATION

December 5, 2013 Wire transfer of $500,000 from
Sports Marketing Company A’s
account at Itad Unibanco in New
York, New York, te a JP Morgan
Chase correspondent account in New
York, New York, for credit to the
account of a luxury yacht
manufacturer at HSBC bank in
London, England.

December 23, 2013 Wire transfer of $450,000 from
Traffic International’s account at
Delta National Bank & Trust Co. 1in
Miami, Florida, to a Bance Ttau
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account in New York, New York in

the name of Sports Marketing

Company B.

194. In or about April 2014, the defendant JOSE MARIA

MARIN traveled to Miami, Florida to attend a press conference‘
announcing the Copa América Centenario, a Jjoint CONCACAF-
CONMEBOIL tournament discussed further in section O below. MARIN
had a meeting with José Hawilla during the trip in which MARIN
discussed the status of the payments due to him and the
defendant MARCO POLO DEL NERO in connection with the Copa do
Brasil scheme. At one point, when Hawilla asked whether it was
really necessary to continue to pay bribes to the defendant
RICARDO TEIXEIRA, MARIN's predecessor as CBF president, MARIN
stated, “[I]t's about time to - to have it coming our way. True
or not?” Hawilla agreed, stating, “Of course, of course, of
course. That money had to be given to you.” MARIN agreed:
“That’srit, that’s right.”

F. CBF Sponsorship Scheme

195. The Brazilian national team won the 1994 World
Cup, which was hosted by the United States in June and July of
that year. Arocund the same time, a representative of a
multinational sportswear company headquartered in the United
States (tcgether with its affiliates, “Sportswear Company A”),

the identity of which is known to the Grand Jury, approached CBF
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tc determine whether CBF was interested in being spcnscred by
Sportswear Company A. At the time, CBF already had a
spenscrship agreement with ancther American sportswear company
(“Sportswear Company B”), the identity cf which is known to the
Grand Jury. Thereafter the defendant RICARDO TEIXEIRA, then