10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Case 3:12-cr-00482-SI Document1 Filed 11/07/11 Page 1 of5 Page ID#: 1

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE CENTRAL DISTRICT OF CALIFORNIA
SOUTHERN DIVISION
September 2010 Grand Jury
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, SA CR No. 11-

Plaintiff, INDICTMENT

)
)
)
)
V. ) [18 U.S.C. § 1341:
) Mail Fraud; 18 U.S.C. § 1343:
WANDA COLEMAN, ) Wire Fraud; 18 U.S.C. § 2(a):
RONALD SARMIENTO, ) Aiding and Abetting]
ARIEL HUIPE, and )
REBECCA HITCHCOCK, )
)
Defendants. )
)
)
)
)
The Grand Jury charges:
COUNTS ONE THROUGH THREE
[18 U.S.C. §§ 1341, 2(a)]
I. THE FRAUDULENT SCHEME
1. Beginning on a date unknown but at least as early as in or

around January 2006 and continuing through at least in or around
August 2009, in Orange, Riverside, and San Bernardino Counties,

within the Central District of California, and elsewhere, defendants
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WANDA COLEMAN, RONALD SARMIENTO, ARIEL HUIPE, and REBECCA HITCHCOCK,
together with others known and unknown to the Grand Jury, knowingly
and with intent to defraud, devised, participated in, and executed a
scheme to defraud various financial institutions as to material
matters, and to obtain money and property from those financial
institutions by means of material false and fraudulent pretenses,
representations, and promises, and the concealment of material
facts.

IT. MEANS TO ACCOMPLISH THE FRAUDULENT SCHEME

2. In carrying out the fraudulent scheme, defendants COLEMAN,
SARMIENTO, HUIPE, and HITCHCOCK engaged in and caused others to
engage in fraudulent and deceptive acts, practices, and devices
including, but not limited to, the following:

a. Defendants COLEMAN and SARMIENTO identified sellers
of homes, and offered to buy their properties for substantially
above their asking price, in return for the sellers’ refunding a
substantial portion of the purchase price to defendant COLEMAN and
companies that she owned and controlled;

b. Defendants COLEMAN and SARMIENTO solicited
individuals to pose as borrowers interested in purchasing a home,
and assisted them in obtaining financing for home loans;

C. The borrowers submitted information and documents
regarding their income, assets, and employment to defendants
COLEMAN, SARMIENTO, and HITCHCOCK, and others;

d. Defendants COLEMAN, SARMIENTO, HITCHCOCK, and others
inflated the borrowers’ income and assets on loan applications, and
added false employment information, thereby leading lenders to

believe that the borrowers were creditworthy;

2
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e. Defendant HUIPE and others created false bank
statements, to be provided to lenders, in order to substantiate the
claims regarding the borrowers’ income, assets, and employment;

f. Defendants COLEMAN, SARMIENTO, and HITCHCOCK
completed loan applications and related documents for the borrowers,
and caused others to complete such applications and documents, while
including in those applications and documents the false
representations that the borrowers would be occupying the purchased
properties as their primary residences;

g. Defendants COLEMAN, SARMIENTO, and HITCHCOCK compiled
and directed others to compile the loan applications and fraudulent
documents, and submitted them to lenders for approval;

h. Upon the lenders’ approval of the loans and release
of funds to an escrow account, S.R., a co-conspirator working as an
escrow agent, transferred a portion of the funds to defendants HUIPE
and COLEMAN, and companies owned and controlled by defendant
COLEMAN, who used the funds for personal expenses and further
provided a portion of the funds to defendants SARMIENTO and
HITCHCOCK, and others.

ITI. USE OF THE MATILS

3. On or about the dates set forth below, within the Central
District of California and elsewhere, defendants COLEMAN, SARMIENTO,
HUIPE, and HITCHCOCK, for the purpose of executing and attempting to
execute the above-described scheme to defraud, caused the following
items to be placed in an authorized depository for mail matter to be
sent and delivered by the U.S. Postal Service, and to be deposited
with and to be delivered by a commercial interstate carrier,

according to the directions thereon:
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Count Date Item Mailed

ONE October 20, 2006 Letter and documents
from S.R. to National
City Mortgage

TWO July 2, 2007 Letter and check from
S.R. to K.H.

THREE August 13, 2007 Letter and check from

S.R. to K.H.




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Case 3:12-cr-00482-SI Document1 Filed 11/07/11 Page 50f5 Page ID#:5

COUNT FOUR
[18 U.S.C. §§ 1343, 2(a)]

4. The Grand Jury hereby repeats and realleges paragraphs
1 and 2 of this Indictment as if fully set forth herein.

5. On or about February 1, 2007, within the Central District
of California and elsewhere, defendants WANDA COLEMAN, RONALD
SARMIENTO, ARIEL HUIPE, and REBECCA HITCHCOCK, together with others
known and unknown to the Grand Jury, for the purpose of executing
and attempting to execute the above-described scheme to defraud,
transmitted and caused the transmission of the following by means of
wire and radio communication in interstate and foreign commerce:
$660,677, wired from Suntrust Bank in Atlanta, Georgia, to Union
Bank of California in Los Angeles, California.

A TRUE BILL

Foreperson

ANDRE BIROTTE JR.
United States Attorney

ROBERT E. DUGDALE
Assistant United States Attorney
Chief, Criminal Division

DENNISE D. WILLETT
Assistant United States Attorney
Chief, Santa Ana Branch Office

TERRI K. FLYNN
Assistant United States Attorney
Deputy Chief, Santa Ana Branch Office

JOSHUA M. ROBBINS
Assistant United States Attorney




