
FEDER.A.L DEPOSZ~' 1NSURANC~ CORPOR.ATTON

WAS~NGTON, D.C.

In the Mattez o~

,10~3N ~2ICHA,I2T~ T~AlVIM, individually and as an
'institution-affiliated party o~

B~tANC~I BANDING ANA ~'.R.UST CC?MP.ANY
WINSTON'~SALEM, N'OR'M CAROLINA

(INSUREZ? STAGE Nt~~1MENIB~R B,~N~

NOTICE 0~' 7NTEN~TION TO
~'RO~TIBZT FRAM FURTHER
P.AR~CSPATZON, rTOTZCE
O.F CI~ARGES, N(JTICE O~
.t~SSESSMB.NT OF CXVIL

1VZDNEY PENALTY,
~TNDINGS t~~' ~A.CT AND.
CONCLUSIONS bF LAW,
ORDER TO PAY, AND
~10TICE Off' HEARINCr

FDZG-l2-052
FDTC~12~053k
FDIC-15~274b

The Federal Deposit xristuauee Car~poration ("k'AIC") has ileternvnad ~ha~;

JOHN RZCT~ARD LAMM ("Respondent" or "Lamm"), as an institution-af~xl.xated party

of Bxa~ck~ Baciking and Trust Companp, Wz~ston~Sa~em, N~~rth Ca~•olina (".Bank"), has direotly

oi~ indirectly participated or engaged in unsafe or ~nsqund bat~ldng practices, andlo~ acts,

amissians or prac~iaes which aonsiitute bz~aches of his fiduoiary duty ~s an ebnploye~ of the

Bank; -that as a result o~such co~zduct, tha Bankbas su~e~ed financial loss ar other damage, the

interests of its depositors have been pxejudicec~ or aauld bs prejudiced, aa~d/orthe lZes~ondent

has x~eeexved ~nauaial gain or other bene£~t.

Fua~her, such practices arad/ox bxeaahes o~~iduciary duty demnnstxate the R.espandent's

personal disha~.esty and/ox his w~ll~u~ oz continuing disregard for the safety or soundness of the



Ban1~; and Respondent's unsafe or unsound praaticas ancUax ~xeack~es ofhis fduciaxy duty were

~ar~ of apattern of misaonc~~ct and/or caused nx axe li1Eel~r to cause more than. a minimal loss to

t~.e Ban~Z and/or resulted in pecuniary gain or other benefit to tk~e Respandem.

The FDIC, thexsfpxe, institutes this proceeding fox ~t1~e puxpose of determining whethex an

appropx~ate order should be issued against the Respondent under the provisions of sectzon 8~e) of

the ~edex~al Deposit Insurance Act (".A~ot"), ~2 ~,S.C. § 181 S(e), prok~ibxt~~g the Respo~.dent from

fu~.~ther pax~ieipataon in the conduct o~the affairs of the Baz~c, and and othex insured depository

ir~stitutian ox organization listed in sectaa~ 8(e)(7~(A) o~the Act, ~2 Y7.S,C, ~ 1818(e)(7)(A),

without the prior written approval of the FDIC and sash ofhe~~ appxop~7ate federal financial

institu~io~s rregulatoxy age~~~, as that term is de~nad xn section 8(e)(7)(D) of ~F1~e Act, l.2 U~,S.C,

Luther, the FDIC insfiitutas fhis pxocaeding fax the assessment of a ci~val z~one~ penalty

p~rsuaut to the provisions o~section 8(i)(2)(B) oftha Adt,12 U,S,C. § 1.818(i)(2)(B).

T.he FDIC hereby issues this NO'I~CE 0.~ INTE~TTZON TO ~'ROHTBXT ~'~tOM

~UR.THER PARTIC~PA.TZON ("NOTICE O~ PR~~IIBITION"~ ~U15L121J.~ ~Q S~G~1gI18~8~ Qf the

Act, 12 U',S.C. § 1818(e), and NO~ZGE QF C1~~IRGES ("N'OTICE OF CHARGES")pursuant to

section 8(b)(6) o~the .A.ct,12 U,S.C, § 1818(b)(6), and tk~is NOTxCE OF ASSESSMENT OF

CIVIr, MON~'Y 1'LNALTIES (~~T4TTC~ Off' ASS~uSMENT") pursuantto sechoza 8(x) o~t~a

Act,1Z U~,S,C. § 181.80), FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW, ORDER TO

~'A.,S~', axxd ~t0~'XC~ OF ~~AR,I.~C.7, and the FDIC's ~2.ules o~Pxa~tiae anal ~'rocedure (the "~DZC

~.u~es"}, 12 GF.R, dart 30&, and alleges as Follows:
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

7, Prelimi~~kuv Alle a~ lions

1. .A.t all tzmes pa~rtxz~ent to dais proceeding, tl~.a Ban1c was a corporat~oa~ exzstz~g aixd

doing business under tie laws of tha State ~n£I~oz~h. Carolina, having xis principal place of

business a~ Winston-Sa.~em, Naz~h ~axoXxna. ,

2. The Bank r~vas, at alX times pe~rki~ent to this pxoceedirig, an insu~r~d State

ndnmembex b~.nlc, subject to the Act, 12 U.S.C.§§ Z8X 1~183xy, tl~.e RuXes and Regulations o~the

k'DZC,12 C.~',~Z.. Chapter III; and the 1a.~c7vs o~the State of North Carolina,

3. Respondent worked ai; the Bank from Jung 7,1985, until his employment was

terminated on October 20, 2011.1 A.t the time o~~is tezxninatio;n, Respoz~dez~t heXd the position of

Regional Car~arate Banker XT~, Senior Vice Pxesida~t, Respondent's duties included generating

and managing commercial Ioans and commercial deposzt accotants.

~. At all times pei~txnent to t1a.e charges herein, Respondent was an "institution

a~iliafiad party" as t~a~ term is defied. in sectfon. 3(u) ofthe Aet,12 U.S,C, § 181~(u), anal for

puuposes of ssc~ions 8(e)(7)> 8(i~ and S(j) a~the Act, 12 U.S.C. §§ ].8J.8(e)(7),18~8(i) and

1818(j). ,.

5. The FDIC k~as jurisdzct~on oven the Bank, Respo~dent,~andt~.e subject mattex of

this pxoce~c~ing,

II. 1Vlanjpulation o£Sncen~ive flan

5. Daring the time of Respondent's em~lo~ment withthe Bank, the Baril~ maintained

l ltespondenthad a pi~Ior period of employment wiW the Bank between 1982 and 1985 with a brief hiatus to puxsue
other opportunities w~tk~tt~ the banking indusf~y. .
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that ee~-tain. Caxnzr~excial Community Bar.~lcing ZneOntive Plan (the "In~e~tive Plan").

7, Esse~~ia.~l~, fhe purpose o~tb..~ Inae~at~~ve k'la~ vvas to motivate eligible employees

to genexate naw busi;riess fox tea Bask.

8, '~'be ~~.ce~tave Plan de£med wl~o was azz e~~gible employee td pa~~tici~ate in tha

plan and also defined what constituted new business.

9. To be ari employee eligible to partzcipate in tie Incentive Plan, an. e~p~oyee must

have a performance rating of "Perfor~ex" ox bettez~ under the tezms ofthat employee's ~'~rsonal

Deve~apmen~ plan agreed to with the Bank. Since fihe Incentive ~1an is an anneal plan, the

ezxaployee must rnaintaitzz the performance rating o~Pexformer fax the enure year of the Incentive

Ilan as wal.I as up to the date afpagout wider the flan wbuch occute bar ~'eb~uary 28'x' :~ the year

~o~lawing the ez~d of the ~pXau.

10. Tl~e Tncentiva Plan sets forth spec~~xc deiYnitions and examples so that what

canst~~utes new business is unambiguous. Effectively-, new business invol~res bitinging ner~v

.money into tJ~e Bank or new clients.

1 Y . The Incentive Phan contazns ~sepa~ate definitions fox new money xe~axding depgsit

accounts ~.nd new money xegardiztg cextificates of deposit accounts.

12. Ragarcling depasxt acaounfs, "[n ew money ns defined as money that is com~retely~

new to BBB~T. Money that is i~ans~erred from another BBB~T account or BB&T Xinie of business •:

is NOT considered near money, Deposits that are generated ~rorn Loan Froaesds acre not
r

considered new maz~ey."

13, Based on bis position as a Regional Co:rpoxate Baa~l~er IIT, Senior Vice President,

ltespon.dent self=xepoz~te~. new business to be considexed u~dar fhe Tnce~ati~ve P7a~i ou an

automated tracking system,
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14. Respondent soughfi to manipulate the Incentive Plan by falsely reporting existing

business as new business in the automated txacicing system ovex a period of years which resulted

in the Bank paying Respondent incentive payments to which he was not entitled in~the amount of

approximately $323,593.

15. In January 2011, the Regional President to whom Respondent reported retired and

was replaced by Regional President

16. On September 2, 2011,began reviewing Respondent's job performance for

the first half of calendar year 2011.

17. As a result, the Bank began an internal investigation of Respondent's

pexformance.

18. During the review of Respondent's portfolio, the Bank discovered entries within

Respondent's incentive repoxts which were inconsistent with the rules of the Incentive Plan as to

what constitutes new business.

A. UHS Certificate of Deposit

19. UHS maintained a $5,200,000 certificate of deposit ("CD"), which was opened on

August 24, 2009 and was scheduled to mature on August 31, 2011. UHS was a client of

Respondent and he sexviced the UHS account.

20. On August 31, 2011, Respondent completed a CD withdrawal ticket to close out

the ITHS CD Account # XXX~~7662 in the amount of $5,202,000. The CD withdrawal ticket lists

the preparer as John R. Lamm and is signed in the client signature block with the name J~R

Lamm.

21. On August 31, 2011, Respondent obtained BBT Official Check #X~~XX8234 in

the amount of $5,202,000 with the proceeds of the UHS CD. Respondent later opened a non-



interest bed c~ecicing accouait-tznderche UHS pio~e and fiinded t~e'account wit11 tie Offioia~.

CheG~, Qn October 3, 20X , the uew1~ opened checking acoauntwas eXased. a~nd~e entire

~5,2Q2,000 balanaa was ~:ansfarred to BBT CD #X0535,

22. t)n. October 2~, 2011, Respondent contacted UPS xapxesaz~~at3~~~~

Z'a:easurex (~'upon,thematiu~g a~fhe CD anc~ o~exed to open a new~interest bearing

account at ,S5°lo znt~xast, greed to flvs mad~Qat~a~ believing Resp~nc~en~ was most

Isbo~rledgeable ofhaw to best fi~aat theXr invfinex~~s. S~.espo~.t~ent c~ntactecgain in

Se~ts7nbe~ 201 X and o~ferad to transferfha balanaa o~~h~ fixnds to a 2~ monfih CD nf~ering

1.00% intexest i:~sl~a world foxe~o tl~e .55% intea~est pre~zousXy o~~xec~ agreed to this

addi~Inna~ cha~g~ 6ff~~ec~ b~ ~tes~and~nt.

23. Thxaughthessaat~o~s,.~aspo:~~antdeaeit~edra~resentata~vesQfUFISand

mishandled -the maturing CA. R.~~oz~dant s~ou7dl~ave "xoXled o^vef" ~.e maturing ~D directly

into auo~~e~ sitnila~ CD rather fan closing t11e accflu~t, deppsiting the pxocaeds izrto a ~on-

interest bearing acaflunt fox nearly a mo~fih, and then tra~sfexringtize ~xoceeds anta a new CD,

Respoud~~a~ lied tc~~vha~ ~e ex~rl~.ined that fide US~~ fi~t~ds would be depasi~ed into an~~~~

account bearing .S5%a,~teresf, w~e~.ha in. fact deposzfecl the d~ infic~ a.z~on:-ainterest bearing

acaounfi and ~afe~ e~n~'~ted.. ~hoss :~t~.nds to ~hhe ~.%interest CD.

24. R.espan~~nt's aotiau caused a shox~ teem ~.oss of znfexest to XJI~S ~vvhia3z ~avould

bate been eai~t~~. had ~.~sponde~t deposited the fub.~s as promised, As a res~.lt, BBT was ~axce~

to make fie customer whole ~,po~x dis~avax~ of the deceit.

25, •Res~po~den~'s ac#iou created ~t~ ~ppa~an~e o~~he issuanoa of a new Cl3 and ~.e

creation of a high balan ce deposit account, both a~whieh ward have xesulted z~. laigl~ex



incentive payouts to Respondent if he had not been terminated prior to scheduled incentive

payouts.

I:~G7:r

26. Over a period of several years, Respondent repeatedly booked existing business as

"new money" for transactions involving the Bank's long-time customer, RAC.

27. In 2006, RAC increased its line-of-credit from $10,000,000 to $11,000,000.

Under the Bank's incentive matrix, Respondent should have been credited for 75% of the

expected utilization of the "new money", which in this case was the additional $1,000,000. As

such, Respondent should have been credited with $750,000 towards his incentive program.

Instead, Respondent claimed that the entire $11,000,000 was "new money" and claimed a 125%

credit which resulted in a credit of $13,750,000 towards his incentive program.

28. In 2007, in a separate act, the line-of-credit was renewed and Respondent again

claimed the $11,000,000 line as "new money" and again received the $13,750,000 credit towards

his incentive program by booking it as "new money".

29. Because of the discovery of the UHS and RAC matters in which Respondent so

clearly manipulated existing loans and deposits to falsely enhance his production of new

business in violation of the explicit procedures of the Incentive Plan, the Bank conducted a

formal internal investigation of all of Respondent's activities related to incentive production.

C. Bank Audit of Lamm's Incentive Production

30. The Bank audited Respondent's claimed loan production versus his actual loan

production covering the years 2006 through 2010, which relate to incentive payments for 2007

through 2011. The audit revealed that through manipulation and false entries on the incentive

matrix, Respondent received incentive compensation to which he was not entitled.



Y~A.R INCENTIVE
PRODUCTION
CLAIMED

ACTUAL
INCENTIVE
PRODUCTION

INCENTIVE
COMPENSATION

PAID

INCENTNE
COMPENSATION
ACTUALLY DUE

2006 $101,610,625 $45,483,738 $77,240 $12,690

2007 $95,923,341 $58,471,472 $110,018 $13,105

2008 $135,162,804 $22,152,551 $114,286 $21,513

2009 $54,517,698 ~ $15,251,749 $23,266 $17,900

2010 $121,114,228 $25,508,000. $89,416 $25,425,

31. The total amount of incentive compensation Respondent received to which he was

not entitled (incentive Compensation Paid minus Incentive Compensation Actually Due) is

approximately $323,593.

32. The audit of Respondent's incentive entries caused the Bank to terminate

Resppndent's employment on Octobex 20, 201 I. The Bank cited Respondent's falsification of

incentive information dating back to, at least, 2009, as a basis for his termination.

33. Based on an affidavit of Secret Service Agent

filed under seal, on May 2, 2012, the United States of Amexica filed that certain Complaint for

Forfeiture In Rem against $323,595 in a bank account held by Respondent in the United States

Dzstrict Court fog tha Eastern District of North Carolina which was assigned Civil Case Number

5:12-cv-00245-BR (the "Forfeiture Action").

34, Respondent, Respondent's spouse and the Banl~ fled claims in the Forfeiture

Action alleging that each of them was entitled to funds in the account,

3S. The Bank contended that it was entitled to the funds in the bar~lc account since

Respondent received the funds by overstating his production credit numbers which resulted in

the Bank paying Respondent incentive compensation to which he was not entitled.
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36, On Januax~ 22, 2015, }.2.espnntlent, kus spouse and ~tZe United States of Axzaexica

entered into a Settlement Agreement ~vitt~. zespect to the Forfeiture .A,ction which ~tr✓as approved

by the court. Pursuant to the terms o~ the Settlement Agreement, ltes~ondent and his spouse

foxfeited $254,2 6.78 to the United States of Ax~nazxea, ~,espandent and his spouse reoei~ed tie

balance of fi1~e ~ivads ~ the ba~niz account in the aax~ount off' $69,358.22.

37. Subsequez~tl~, the Uaufied States of ,Amexica recognized the Bank's claim to both

the ~ox~feiied ~uiads a~ad t~.e :finds paid to Respaz~dent. By Xetter dated August Z4, 20X5, the

United States De~a~~trnent o~ J'ustzce iz~foz~ed tk~e Bank tbat xts •Pet~t~on for Rez~.xssxox~ p~'

Forfeiture was granted in the amount of $323,596.50.

III. Conclutlin~ A11e ate ions

3 8. By reason of fine unsafe ox unsAun:d practices and breaches of f~duczaty duty

described in paragxaphs 6 though 37 above, Respondent received financial gain oz' ot~ez be~ae~t.

39, By xeason of the unsafe ax unsound practices described in paragraphs 6 through

37 above, Respondent has been unjustXy enrzched in the mount o~ $69,3S6.Z2,

40, ~- By reason o~the ~uusa~~ ox unsound practices and ~xeaches of fiduciary duty

descz~bed i~ pa~ragxapk~s 6 through 37 above, the Bank safFered ~narzcial loss or other darnaga.

~ 1, As a xesult of the Respondent's foregoing acts, omissions and/or ~ractiaes, the

Respondent has engaged and/or ~partici~ated in unsafe or unsound banking practices i~ ~~

CO11ri8Ct1011 'SYJ'1tll fI1~ B flIlIC,

A~2. As a ~esuYt of the Respondent's foregoing acts, omissions and/or praat~ces, the

Responde~it breached his ~Zduciary duty to the Barilc.

~3, The acts, omissions and/or practices of the Respondent as set forth. zn parag~:ap~s

6 through 37 demonstrate a willful or continuing disregard for the sa#'etp ox soundness o~ the
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Bank ai d/oz evidence Res~pondant's ~exsonal dzsk~ones~y.

~'KAYER~'ORRELIEF PURSUANT TO 12 U S.0 6 lglg(~

44. Based o~ tie charges and the acts, n3nissions and/or practices descxibed above, the

~'DrC requests au oxdex prohitb~itit~g Respondent from parkici~ating, in any m~.nyYer, xz~ thg conduct

of the affairs of the Bank, or any other insured depositary zns~tit~ttion, oxganzzatzon or agency

specified in section 8(e)(7)(A) of the Aet,12 U.S.C, § 1818 (e)('7)(.A.}, vv~itl~out the ~xior writ~e~x

~Ansent of tlxa FDIC andlor other appropriate ~'aderal financial institutiaz~s xegulatoxy agency, as

defined iri secfiiaz~ 8(e)(7)(D) afthe Act, l.2 U.S.C. § 1818(e)(7)(D),

~RA'YE~Z FOR RELIEF PURSUANT TO 12 U.S.~,~ 1818fb1

45. Based on the ck~arges aid the acts, oaniss~oz~s az~.d/ox practices descixbed above, the

~UXC xequests an order directing Respondent to day xesfiitutxarn in the arnaunt of $69,356.22 to

tha B~nlz p~ttxst~ant to section 8(b)(6) of Elie Act,12 U.S,C. § 1818(b)(6).

~'OTZCE 0~' ASSESSiV1ENT OF CIVIL MONEY PENAr.TY',
~ZND1N'GS 0~' FACT .AND CONCLUSIONS OF L.A.W

~~
~6. Pa~agra~h 1 t.~rouglx ~3 axe restated and incorporated herein by reference aid

constitute FINDINGS OF FAGT' A,ND CONCLUSIONS Off' LAW for pu~oses of this NOTICE

0~' ASSESSMENx,

~7. By xeaso~. of the a~legatxo~ns contained ~~rein, Respondent has engaged

in unsafe ax unsound practices in conducting t1~e a;~£airs a£the Ban1c, ~tbin fha meaning of 12

u.s.c. § ~sls(i)(2)~S~(z)(jz~.

4&. By reason of the allegations contained herein, R.aspondent has demonstrated a

pattern o:~miscoriduct,

49, By reason of fide allegations contained haxein, Res~onc~ent his br~ache~ his

~Zduciary duties to the Bank within the meaning of 12 U.S.C, § 1818(i)(2)(B)(ij(~zZ)~
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50, By reason of the allegations contained herein, Respondent's practices azid

bxeack~es caused more than aminimal loss to tl~e ~ar~lc within tie meanrr,g a:~ 12 U,S.C. ~

SI, By~eason a~t1~e allegations contained herein, l.Z.es~anc~ent's practices ar~d

bzeaches resulted in pecuniary gain ox other benefit to R~sp~nder~~ ~w~ithir~. the meaning of 12

U.S.C. § l.8(i)~2)(B)~ii)~YII)•

ORDER TO PA'Y

52, ~ By zeason of Respondent's engagement ~n unsafe ox uaasnur~d pxactzaes, and

breaches of fiduciary duties, that resulted iu loss to the $ar c and pecuniary gain ox other benefit

to $espoz~de~nt, as sit forth in the NOTICE~O~ ASSESSMENT, the FDIC has concluda~l that a

civil money penalty should ~e assessed agaiizst ~.espondent pursuant to sections 12 U.S,C. § §

1818(i)(2)(B)(i) and 1.818(i)(2)(B)(zi). After t~lring into account the appropriateness of t1~e

penalties withxesp~ctto t~~ size of Respondent's financial xesouxoes end good faith, the gravity

o f tie pxacticas and breaches, the histoxy o~pre~:ious unsafe ox unsound pxactices or breaches of

fiduciary duties, and other mattexs as justice maq xequire, it is

53, ~RbERED, f1~at apenalty be ~d ha~eb~ is assessed against Respondent pursuant

to 12'Y7,S.C. § x818(~)(2)(B) in the amount of$140,000; and

,54. FURTHER ORDERED, that tie effeoti~e date a£this ORDER TO PAS be, and

ltereb~ is, staffed unti120 dags ai~er tl~e data ofxeeeipt of the N4TIC.E Off' ASSESSMENT by

z2.aspox~dent, diu7iz~g which time Respondent may ~~Ie az~. answer and ~equsst a heax:~ng pug scant to

12 U.S.C. § 1.8~.8(z)(2)(H~ and ~2 C.Q.R. § 308.19.

OP~'ORTUNITY FOR HEAnTi~TG

55, IT XS ORbERED that a hearzng ou the NOTICE 0~' PROHTBZTION and
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NOTICE 6F CHAR.GES will be publio, and in all respects conducted in accordance with the

pxovisioz~s o:fthe .A.ct, 1Z U.S,C, §~ J,$X ~~1831y, the Admxnistxative ~'rocedure .Elct, 5 U.S,C,

§§ 551-559, axed the FDIC's Rules of ~'xactice acid Procedure, l2 C.Q.R. ~'az~fi 308. Tha hearing

will be held before an Admuaistrative Law Judge to be appointed b~ the O~'£ice of FinancxaX

T~tstitution Adju~dicatao~ pursuant i:a 5 YJ.S.C. § 3105 for the put~ose of tal~ir~g e vidence on the

chargas set fo~fih in fh~ ~tOTxC~ OF PROHZBI'Z'ZON' and I~TOTZCE OF CHARGES. The exact

Lima and precise locatza~ of fhe hearing will be detex~nivad b~' the Administrative Lave Judge,

S6, VVIT.~T RESPECT TO T1~ ~O~CE 0~ A.SSLSSM~NT, ~ST'ONDENT

MUST SPECI~'TCAY,LY' REQTTEST A NEARING WITHL[~T 20 RAYS ~'UR.SUANT TO

SECTXON ~2 U.S'.C. § 1~1~8(i)(~)(~T) AND 12 C,F,R. § 308,19. IF RESP0~1D ~A.~,S TO

~~E A. REQUEST k'OI~ A ~EA.RING WYTHIN 20 DAYS OF THE SER'V~TCE OF T.~IE

NOTrCE bF ASSESSMENT ON AIM, THE PEN,A.LTY ASSESSED .AGAINST HIM

Pi]RS~7.AN~' ~'0 ̀~'HE ORDER TO PAY WILL BE FINAL AND SHALT, BE PAID Vt1ZTHIN

601?AY'S AFTER TES N'OTYCE OF ASSESSMENT 0~' CIVIL MONEY ~'ENAY,T"Y' XS

SERVED ON HIM,

S7. R.espoz~den~ is heraby dixected to file an ansvtr~r to this ~tOTICE Off`

PROT~TBZ'1'ZO~T and NOTICE OF CHARGES witJaiu 20 days fxom the date of se~^vice as

provided bq seotion 308.19 of tha FAZC's-Rules of practice and ~'xoaedure, 12 C.F.R. § 308. J.9.

In the event Respondent requests a hearing on the NOTICE OF ASSESSIVffiNT, Respondent is

directed to ale an a~iswer the~'eto within twenty 20 dais fxorn the date of servica as ~xay.idec~ by

the FMC's Rules of Practice and ~zocedure, l2 C.~'.R. § 308.19. Ari oi7ginal. ~d one eopp of

the answer, and such ~equasf fox a hearing, a~.d all other documents i~ this proceeding rnt~st be

filed z~. vveiting withtha Office ofFin.anaial Iz~stiiutionAdjudicatian, 3SO~~~T. F~ix~a~t Drive,
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Suite VS-D8116, Arlington, Virginia 22226-3500, pursuant to section 308.10 of the FDIC's

Rules of Practice and Procedure, 12 C.F.R. § 308.10. Also, copies of all papers filed in this

proceeding shall be served upon the Office of the Executive Secretary, Federal Deposit Insurance

Corporation, 550 17th Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20429, A. T. Dill, III, Assistant General

Counsel, Legal Division, Enforcement Section, Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, 550 17th

Street, N.W., Washington, D.C. 20429, and upon Andrea Fulton Toliver, Regional Counsel,

Atlanta Regional Office, Federal Deposit Insurance Corporation, Ten l Oth Street NE, Suite 800,

Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3906.

Pursuant to delegated authority.

Dated at Washington, D.C., this 7th day of December , 2015.

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