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       June 25, 2015 

 

 

The Honorable Peter J. Messitte  

U.S. District Court for the District of Maryland 

6500 Cherrywood Lane 

Baltimore, MD 21201 

 

  Re: Request for Teleconference and/or Clarification of Ruling 

 

Dear Judge Messitte: 

 

As you no doubt recall, on May 20, 2011 Mr. Pukke was sentenced to 18 months 

incarceration to be followed by three years of supervised release.  He was released from 

prison to Community Connections in March 2012 and began his term of supervised 

release the following September.   

 

On September 7, 2012, Mr. Pukke filed a motion to return his passport and to grant 

him permission to travel internationally in October and December 2012 as part of his 

work with the company Buy Belize.   See Docket No. 18.  On October 12, 2012, this 

Court held a teleconference on Mr. Pukke’s motion, during which the Court expressed 

concern about a trip in October 2012, so soon after Mr. Pukke had begun his supervised 

release.  Denying the motion, the Court noted that it would entertain future motions after 

Mr. Pukke had completed at least three months of supervised released and after the 

Receiver was finished investigating potential assets in Belize.  See Docket No. 21. 

 

In early December 2012, Mr. Pukke renewed his motion to travel internationally.  

After receiving written confirmation that the Receiver had finished its investigation in 

Central and South America, and with California Probation Officer Tyrone Brittingham’s 

consent, this Court granted Mr. Pukke’s request on December 14, 2012.   See Docket Nos. 

22, 26.  Mr. Brittingham independently granted him permission to travel to Belize in 

March 2013.  When Mr. Pukke requested to travel again to Belize in June 2013, Mr. 

Brittingham denied the request, citing his uneasiness with this frequency of international 

travel, and his Office’s preference that Mr. Pukke formally seek permission from this 

Court. 

 

On May 28, 2013, Mr. Pukke did in fact file a motion with this Court seeking 

permission to travel to Belize on June 1, 2013.  See Docket No. 29.  He also requested 

that this Court lift all travel restrictions and reporting requirements for the duration of his 

supervised release.  Id.  Although this Court granted Mr. Pukke’s request to travel in June 
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2013, it declined at that time to modify Mr. Pukke’s conditions of supervised release.  See 

Docket No. 30. 

 

In an effort to facilitate future travel, Mr. Pukke and the undersigned opened a 

dialogue with Mr. Brittingham and his supervisor, Christina Kwan, in order to ascertain 

what, if any, information could be provided to make them more comfortable with Mr. 

Pukke’s international travel.  On July 15, 2013, the undersigned spoke with Ms. Kwan, 

who, after consultation with Mr. Brittingham, indicated that while they did not oppose Mr. 

Pukke’s travel, it was the position of their Office that it was more appropriate for the 

Court to approve Mr. Pukke’s international travel.  In contrast to domestic travel, there 

are no international U.S. Probation Offices through which Mr. Brittingham and Ms. 

Kwan could verify various aspects of the travel. 

 

In October 2013, Mr. Pukke filed another motion seeking permission to travel to 

Belize in late October or November 2013 and also to amend his release conditions to 

allow him to travel internationally to Latin America for business purposes without 

formally seeking this Court’s permission.  See Docket No. 31.  In consideration of that 

Motion, this Court spoke with the U.S. Probation Office for the District of Maryland.  

That Office opposed the travel request, expressing concern about Mr. Pukke’s role as 

executor of his father’s estate; Mr. Pukke’s brother’s restitution amount; Mr. Pukke’s tax 

dispute with the Internal Revenue Service (IRS); and Mr. Pukke’s modest salary 

compared to his purported title and responsibilities at Buy Belize.  For these reasons, in 

addition to Mr. Brittingham’s and Ms. Kwan’s concern about monitoring Mr. Pukke in 

the face of frequent international travel, and the nature of Mr. Pukke’s underlying offense, 

the Court denied Mr. Pukke’s request to travel.  See Docket No. 32. 

 

On October 23, the undersigned spoke to U.S. Probation Officer for the District of 

Maryland Bryan English to see what if any information Mr. Pukke could provide to 

alleviate their aforementioned concerns.  The undersigned expressed to Mr. English that 

Mr. Pukke is willing to resign as the executor of his father’s estate, and that Mr. Pukke, 

through separate counsel, has filed an appeal of the IRS’s proposed collection action.  Mr. 

English indicated that there was virtually no information that Mr. Pukke could provide 

that would change his mind about Mr. Pukke’s international travel.   Mr. Pukke then 

submitted a motion asking this Court to reconsider its October 11, 2013 Order and to 

approve a specific trip in November or December 2013.  He noted that each of the 

circumstances about which the California and Maryland Probation Offices had expressed 

concern existed prior to December 2012, when this Court approved Mr. Pukke’s first trip 

to Belize.  He also provided additional information with respect to his dispute with the 

IRS, explained his need to travel at least once per quarter, and offered an explanation for 

his modest salary at Buy Belize.    He noted too however, that because Mr. English 

affirmatively opposed the travel, the United States did as well.  On November 26, this 

Court denied the travel request.   
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Mr. Pukke made no additional requests to travel internationally until approximately 

one month ago, more than a year and a half after his last request.  U.S. Probation Officer 

(MD) Tara Baxa, indicating that her Office did not oppose Mr. Pukke’s request, 

submitted a formal request for the Court’s approval.   In her Memorandum to the Court, 

Ms. Baxa noted that her Office’s prior concerns about Mr. Pukke’s travel—those that led 

to their affirmative opposition to the travel in 2013—were mitigated by Mr. Pukke’s 

record of compliance, and that some of Mr. Pukke’s tax liens had been released.  Having 

reviewed a letter from the President of Buy Belize regarding the specific nature of the trip, 

she also spoke to both Assistant United States Attorney Nicholas Mitchell and U.S. 

Probation Officer (CA) Jeffrey Vanderlaan, neither of whom expressed any objection or 

opposition to the travel.  Despite this, the Court denied Mr. Pukke’s travel request. 

 

As detailed above, Mr. Pukke has gone to great lengths to ascertain what it is about 

his travel that makes U.S. Probation and this Court uncomfortable, and has done his best 

to address those issues.  He has completed more than three quarters of his supervised 

release with an excellent compliance record; he has significantly decreased the frequency 

of his travel; and he has resolved some of his outstanding IRS tax liens.  Not only that, 

but unlike in 2013, now, both MD and CA Probation Offices and the U.S. Attorney’s 

Office do not oppose the travel.   While Mr. Pukke understands that he is still on 

supervised release and consequently, is not entitled to unrestricted travel, it seemed to 

him that his most recent travel request was ripe for approval.   Although he has less than 

three months of supervised release remaining, Mr. Pukke would like to travel 

internationally on at least one occasion during this period.  If there is some information 

that Mr. Pukke can provide or something that he can do to assuage any remaining 

concerns the Court may have about his travel, he respectfully requests the Court convene 

a teleconference among the parties.   

 

      

Respectfully Submitted, 

 

 

       /s/ 

 

 

      Kristin L. McGough 
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