UNITED STATES RESPONSE TO
SELF-ASSESSMENT QUESTIONNAIRE

V. STATISTICS
Note: The formatting of the questionnaire prevented us from being able to
display our data in a meaningful way. Therefore, our answers are provided in

this separate attachment.

1. How many suspicious transaction reports (or unusual transaction reports in
some jurisdictions) were received from:

a. Banks? 1998: 91,721
1999: 110,842
b. NBF1? 1998: 5,211
1999: 9,664
C. Others?

Note that the figures for banks include all U.S. depository institutions, including
banks, savings and loan institutions, and credit unions. The figures for NBFlIs
represent those suspicious activity reports (SARs) filed by entities which did not
check and/or purposefully omitted selecting a regulatory agency on the form at
time of filing. Such entities typically include, but are not limited to: currency
exchangers (bureaux de change), money remittance/transfer companies, check
cashing businesses, insurance companies, and securities brokers/dealers.

2. How many spontaneous or upon request exchanges of suspicious transaction
information did you make to foreign competent authorities?

3. How many prosecutions were brought and how many convictions were
obtained for money laundering?

a. Prosecutions: FY99: 2,388

b. Convictions: FY99: 996

Note that the conviction figures reflect only convictions under 18 U.S.C. § 1956,
18 U.S.C. § 1957, 31 U.S.C. §5322, and/or 31 U.S.C. § 5324 and do not indicate
a failure to convict a charged defendant under another statute charged in the
indictment or information. Thus, the apparent discrepancy between defendants
charged and defendants convicted in a given fiscal year does not establish that a
defendant was acquitted of all charges. For example, if a defendant were



indicted for both drug and money laundering offenses, and agreed to plead guilty
to the more serious offense (in most cases this would be the drug charge), then
the "defendants convicted" figure would not reflect the money laundering count.
It should be noted that, under the federal Sentencing Guidelines, dropping the
less serious offense -- in this case the money laundering count -- does not affect
the sentence. Further, the "defendants convicted" figure for a given fiscal year
will not necessarily correlate with the "defendants charged" figure for that fiscal
year because the "defendants convicted" figure will almost always include
defendants charged in previous fiscal years. FY99 covers the period October 1,
1998 through September 30, 1999.

4. What was the value (in US Dollars) of the property frozen or seized, and the
value confiscated, in cases involving money laundering or crimes underlying
money laundering?

Domestic cases

a. Frozen/seized:

b. Confiscated: $611 million was deposited into the U.S. Justice
Department forfeiture fund

The following amounts were deposited into the U.S. Treasury Department
forfeiture fund:

FY 1998: $225.132 million
FY 1999: $312.087 million

The above figures represent the total amounts deposited into the two federal
forfeiture funds for the time periods indicated; statistics are not maintained on
amounts deposited relative to specific types of cases, such as money laundering.
Pursuant to mutual legal assistance requests

a. Frozen/seized

b. Confiscated

The United States does not maintain statistics regarding assets seized/frozen as
a result of mutual legal assistance requests.



