
FEDERAL DEPOSIT INSURANCE CO~PORATIOI~T

WASHINGTON, D.C.

In the Mattex of )

MARYANA A'V~ILA, individually
and as an institution-afIxliated )
p~Y o~ )

~'ART~.WAY BANK AND TRUST CO. )
HARWOOD HEIGHTS, ILL~]'OXS ~ )

(Insuxed State Nonmember Banit) )

ORDER OF PROHIBITION FROM
FURTHER P.ARTIC7pATI0N

FDIC~13-0240e

Mariana Avila ("Respon.dent") has been ad~visad of the i7ght to xece:ive a NOTICE OF

TNTEI~TTION TO ~'ROHIBIT FROM FURTI~ER PARTYCIPAT.ION issued by the Fedexal

Deposit Insuran.ae Corporation ("FDIC") detailing the bzeaches of fidueiaiy duty for which an

ORDER OF.~ROHIBZTXON~ FROM FURTHER PARTICIpATTON ("ORDER") may be issued,

anal has been further adpised of the xight to a hearing on the alleged chaxges undex ~2 U.S.C, §

181$(e), and fine FDIC's Rules of Practice and Pxocedure, 12 C,F.R. Part 308. Having waived

those lights, the Respondent entered into a STIP~CJLATION AND CONSENT 'z'O THE

ISS~7AN~CE OF AN ORDER OF PROHIBITION FROM FURTHER PAR.TZCl~PATZON

("STTPULATTON") with a xepresentative of the Legal Division of the FDIC, wb.exeby solely for

t~~.e propose of this proceeding anal without admitting or denying any vio~atxoz~s, unsafe ox

ttnsouz~d banlang practices, and/or any bxeaches of ~idnciazy duty, Respondent consented to the

issuance of an ORDER by the FDIC.



~e FDIC coz~sidexed the naatte~• and detezrxzined it had reason to believe that:

(a) The Respondent has engaged or ~at~icipated in violations of law, u~sa~e ox

unsound banking pxact:tces, axxd breaches of ~duciaty duty as an institution-aE~~iated party of

S'a~~l~ay Ban1~ and Trust, Harwood Heights, Illinois (`Bank");

(b) By reason of such vi.ola~ions, practices and bxeaches, the Bank has suffered

financial loss and Respondent has received financial gain; and

(c) Such violations, practices and breaches involve personal dzshonestq on the ~at~ of

the ~.espo~de~.t and demonstrate tb.e R.espondent's w~llfu~ a~.d continuing dzsxegaxd ~'or the safety

ax' soundness of the Bank.

The FDIC fitxthex ~etezrnined that such violations, practices and bxeaches c~arnonstrate tie

Respondent's tu~f"itness to serve as a dixectox, offzcex, person paz~ticipating in the conduct of the

affairs, or as an institution affiliated patty, of the Bank, and otk~ez izzsuxed depository x~.stitutio~,

ox any otliez~ agency ox organization enunne~ated in 12 U.S.C, § 1818(e)(7)(A).

The FDIC, therefore, accepted the STIPULATION and issued the following:

ORDER. OF PROI~IBITION
FROM FURTHE~Z ~.ARTZCIPATZON

l . Respondent is ~exebq, wzfilzou~t the przox 'written approval o~the ~`DZC and the

appropriate Fede~~al ~inancia~ institutxo~as regulatory ageacy, as t1~at tarm is de~ixied in 12 U'.S.C, §

18l 8(e)(7)(D)> prohibited from:

(a) pa~~ticipating in any manner in tk~e conduct o~tha a£faixs o~ and r:na~cial

institution oz organization enumerated in 12 U,S.C. § 181.8(e)(7)(A);

z



(b) soliciting, procuring, transferring, attempting to transfer, voting, or attempting to

vote any proxy, consent or authorization with respect to any voting rights in any financial

institution enumerated in section 8(e)(7)(A) of the Act, 12 U.S.C. § 1818(e)(7)(A);

(c) violating any voting agreement previously approved by the appropriate Federal

banking agency; or

(d) voting for a director, or serving or acting as an institution-affiliated party.

2. This ORDER will become effective upon its issuance by the FDIC. The

provisions of this ORDER will remain effective and enforceable except to the extent that, and

until such time as, any provision of this ORDER shall have been modified, terminated,

suspended, or set aside by the FDIC.

Pursuant to delegated authority.

Dated this 22°d day of Aril , 2015.

/s/
Christopher J. Newbury
Associate Director
Division of Risk Management Supervision
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