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HOW GOVERNMENT EXHIBIT 1 (GX-1) 

WAS ENTERED AND VALIDITY ASSUMED 

VS. 

TESTIMONIAL FACTS 

 

fraud, n. “A knowing misrepresentation of the truth or 

concealment of a material fact to induce another to act to his 

or her detriment.” Black’s Law Dictionary, Seventh Edition 

 

 GX-1 WAS ENTERED AS MAIN BASIS FOR PROMISES MADE 

 

Gezon at TR 3715: “How many times have we seen the 

investors testify that this booklet is what they were 

shown? Many of them, not all of them, but many of them, 

saw this booklet. Early investors, late investors got 

this booklet or a variation of it.” [emphasis added] 

  (Look closely at dates of investor testimony) 

 

KACZOR at TR 31: “You had indicated that I should take 

over for Mrs. Marcusse in the questioning of witnesses, 

and I wondered to what extent I should also take over if 

an opening statement were to be given or objections were 

to be made or --“ 

THE COURT: “Absolutely. Absolutely, until otherwise.” 

 
MARCUSSE WAS NOT ALLOWED TO QUESTION THE VALIDITY 

OF GX-1, AS SHE WAS PREVENTED FROM CROSS-EXAMINATION 
UNTIL AFTER KEY EXHIBITS HAD ALREADY BEEN ENTERED. 

Therefore the following is offered: 

EXHIBIT A
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Testimony of All Government Witnesses About GX-1 

In Order of Appearance at Trial: 

 

1. STINGER at TR 91 -  Doesn’t know where he received GX-1 and 

not sure what literature he received (TR 191) 

Worked at Steelcase and learned of an investment program 

from fellow employee David Albrecht (TR 86-87). Knew about 

the Branson Project and that there had been problems at 

the offshore bank, evidencing that he knew there were at 

least these two stock investments (TR 146). Initially 

testified he had no experience investing (TR 97), but 

later admitted he had waited to invest until the value of 

the stocks in his 401k portfolio increased (TR 171, 172, 

188). When asked by the prosecution about the "interest 

payments", he corrected the prosecutor to say "dividends" 

(TR 107). Signed investor contract 10/14/99 (Exh. E-4). 

GX-1 was entered during Stinger testimony at TR 92 

with no objections from Defense Counsel 

2. BEEMER at TR 336 -  Doesn’t know where he received GX-1 and 

identified only a cover marked “Trading Program”. 

Worked at Steelcase and learned of an investment program 

from fellow employee David Albrecht (TR 334). Was aware 

the Bahamas CD Program was in stocks (TR 349). First 

invested 8/29/98 (Per GX-80) and aware of bank failure (TR 

50, 7/28/04). Beemer was flown in from Oklahoma. 
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3. WEAVER at TR 413 –  Got GX-1 from Don Buffin. 

Worked at Steelcase and first learned of an investment 

program from a fellow employee in June of 1999 (TR 412). 

Testified at the Marcusse detention hearing that he had 

entered into an investment represented to him as "foreign 

stocks" and "IPOs" (TR 21-22, 7/28/04), which would have 

been the Bahamas program (GX-33; GX-2). Invested 10/25/99 

(Per GX-80). Testified that it was due to “a banking 

technicality why she couldn’t pay those checks” during the 

May, 2001 seminar (TR 29, 7/28/04). 

4. SHARPE at TR 462 -  Never saw GX-1; Recognized GX-2 

AUSA Gezon represents GX-1 as “Explanation and History of 

Trading Programs” (TR 462, 481). Sharpe did not recognize 

GX-1, but recognized GX-2 as the Bahamas CD program he 

invested in (TR 463). Sharpe personally invested another 

$20,000 directly in the MLC Branson Project (TR-492-493). 

His wife, Barbara, testified that they had traveled to 

Branson to see Mike Carney at MLC personally, and that she 

knew Robert Plaster to be Carney's partner at MLC (TR 

503). 

5. SIEMAN at TR 891 –  Recognized first few pages of GX-1, 

vaguely recognized GX-2 and GX-3 looked familiar 

Friend of Diane Boss hired for general work around 1999 or 

2000 (TR 880). Responsible for putting company sales 

literature together (TR 890). Siemen testifies GX-3, the 

Bahamas CD Program, was literature she prepared and that 

was distributed by the sales staff (TR 892). Siemen was 

hired by Diane Boss as her "cleaning lady" (TR 1007). The 

Boss's secretary, Bonnie Kurnat, hired in December, 1999, 

EXHIBIT A



 4

(GX-34), did not testify to ever having seen GX-1 (TR 

1037-1105). 

6. NOORMAN at TR 1198 -  Familiar with just the cover and 2 

pages of GX-1 described as a “Trade Program”. 

Got materials and learned of investment from Wes Boss in 

1999 (TR 1195) and invested in January, 2000 (TR 1197). 

Noorman was friends with the Bosses and received $26,021 

from an Access check to purchase a sportscar for Diane 

Boss (TR 1206; GX-72f). Noorman further testifies the 

returns represented to him as being that of the Bahamas 

stock program (TR 1198). 

7. BROOKS at TR 1335 –  GX-1 looked like what she received. 

First learned of investment from Billy Flynn (TR 1334). 

Invested in 1998 and again in February, 1999 (TR 1338, GX-

80), therefore, she would have received notice of the 

Bahamas stock program from an investor newsletter mailed 

to her in 10/99 (GX-33). 

Brooks was shipped in from Wisconsin to testify. 

8. JAGER at TR 1450 –  Did not recognize GX-1. What he received 

was different from the example shown him. 

Worked at Steelcase and first learned of an investment 

program from a fellow employee in the Fall of 1998 (TR 

1449). Jager knew the investments were in stocks and 

conceded to risk as the result (GX-59a, p. 10, Tape One 

Side Two, which was withheld from the jury at trial). He 

knew of the contents of this audio tape, suggesting why he 

could not "recognize" GX-1 at trial. 
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9. DUFECK at TR 1511 -  Recognized GX-1 but never an investor  

Defendant Flynn’s sister - First learned of 

investment program from Flynn sometime between 

1998 and 2000 (TR 1508). Dufeck was never even an 

investor (Per GX-80; See also Sentencing Judgment, 

Restitution Payee List, R.588, pg. 6-10). Dufeck 

was shipped in from Wisconsin to testify. 

10.  KROGMAN at TR 1554 –  Recognized GX-1 from a distance. 

Learned of investment from Albrecht in August, 1999 

(TR 1551). Testimony in exchange for misdemeanor 

tax charges. Krogman invested on 8/25/99 (Per GX-

80; TR 1551). He would have also received the 

notice of the stock program in 10/99 (GX-33) . 

11.  GROSS at TR 2515 –  Wasn’t familiar with GX-1. 

 

 

CONCLUSION 

 

OUT OF AN ALLEGED 577 INVESTORS 

And from the testimony and evidence submitted at 

trial, there were only 4 investors that could be found 

that could positively identify GX-1 (Weaver, Noorman, 

Brooks and Krogman). Tentative identification of GX-1 was 

made by another 2 investors (Stinger, Beemer). The 

Prosecution had to search nationwide and shipped in 3 out 

of state witnesses to even find these 6 individuals. 
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NO INVESTORS 

Could be found from evidence on the record, to 

establish that GX-1 was the ONLY investment believed to 

be made on their behalf, nor can it be established that 

GX-1 was used at ANY time during even one of the 39 mail 

fraud counts, as the prosecution represented to the jury 

as their "theory" of the case. 

 

Marcusse objected to GX-1 a year earlier for the same 

reasons (TR 19, 32, 7/28/04 hearing). 

 

IN SPITE OF THE ABOVE FACTS 

 AUSA Gezon remarked in closing at TR 3537 that Buffin 

showed GX-1 to the Murphys however there doesn’t appear to be 

any testimony supporting that statement. AUSA Schipper tries to 

assert that "most" of the investors testified that they had seen 

Government Exhibit 1, which Marcusse vehemently contests (TR 

3196). AUSA Gezon, in his rebuttal closing arguments, at TR 

3714, immediately following the withdrawal of his "ponzi scheme" 

charge, claims, "Now, let’s talk about what we are here about 

today, and that is whether or not the defendants made reckless 

statements... which were material to the investors’ decision to 

invest...Now, let's go back and look at the evidence, the 

believable evidence of that. First of all, Exhibit 1". 

 

 

IT WAS FUNCTIONALLY IMPOSSIBLE FOR THE ACCUSED TO HAVE 

“PERFORMED” WHAT THE PROSECUTION ALLEGED THEY “PROMISED” 

ON A PRODUCT WHICH WAS CREATED AFTER THE FACT. 

EXHIBIT A



 1 

ON REBUTTAL, AUSA GEZON TOLD THE JURY THAT THEY WILL NOT SEE 
THE WORDS “PONZI SCHEME” IN ANY ELEMENTS THEY HAD TO CONSIDER 

 
“Let me just say about that that I don't think if you look 

at the indictment you will see the words Ponzi scheme anywhere 

in that indictment. I suspect that you will not hear the word 

Ponzi scheme coming from the Judge's instructions, and I know 

you will not see the words Ponzi scheme in any of the elements 

that you have to consider in these crimes.” (VOL. 19, P. 3713) 

 

 

I. “PONZI SCHEME” USED AT TRIAL BY AUSA SCHIPPER ON P. 41 

 

“Myself along with Mr. Gezon represent the government in this 

case, and this is a criminal case in which charges were brought 

against the eight defendants. Ponzi scheme. You've heard the word 

already, Ponzi scheme. That's what this case is about. Now, some 

of you may not know what a Ponzi scheme is.  

A Ponzi scheme is a form of investment fraud named after Charles 

Ponzi after about 1919 or 1920 who came up with an investment fraud 

scheme that was named after him. Now, some of you may have heard 

of a pyramid scheme. A Ponzi scheme is similar, and a Ponzi 

scheme has certain characteristics.  

You'll hear from Leonard Zawistowski. Leonard Zawistowski is 

an expert with the Federal Reserve Board. He investigates 

financial fraud cases, investment fraud cases specifically, 

including Ponzi schemes. Mr. Zawistowski will tell you that Ponzi 

schemes have several characteristics that are common. Now, not 

every Ponzi scheme has all of these eight, ten or twelve 

characteristics. Some have six or eight of them and some have 

different little twists.” (Used 10 times, once as “Ponzi” only) 
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II. THE TERM “PONZI SCHEME” USED IN THE FBI COMPLAINT & WARRANT 

 

“From talking with investors, examining bank accounts, and 

talking to associates of Marcusse familiar with the investment 

scheme, I have come to learn that Marcusse was operating a 

fraudulent scheme commonly referred to as a Ponzi scheme …” 

(Re: FBI Samuel Moore’s Affidavit, line 7, dated 12/05/03) 

 

 

III. THE TERM “PONZI SCHEME” USED 8 TIMES IN THE MARCUSSE 

DETENTION HEARINGS - CASE NO. 1:03-MJ-666 MAGISTRATE CARMODY 

 

1. Transcript, PG 123. on July 28, 2004 – Mentioned once (1) 

 

2. Transcript on July 29, 2004 - 

 

PG 8. – Mentioned once  (1) 

PG 9. – Mentioned once  (1) 

PG 15. – Mentioned twice (2) 

PG 23. – Mentioned twice (2) 

 

3. Transcript, PG 6. on Aug. 4, 2004 – Mentioned once (1) 

 

 

IV. “PONZI SCHEME” USED 3 TIMES BY LOCAL MEDIA PRE-TRIAL 

 

MEDIA REPORTS USING “PONZI SCHEME” BEFORE TRIAL 
 

1. July 9, 2004 – Grand Rapids Press  – Mentioned once (1) 

2. August 5, 2004 – Grand Rapids Press – Mentioned once (1) 

3. August 10, 2004 – Grand Rapids Press – Mentioned once 
(as “Ponzi Scam”) 

(1) 
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V. “PONZI SCHEME” USED 9 TIMES IN GOVERNMENT TRIAL BRIEF 

 

See Docket No. 297, pages 4, 9, 18, 38 and on page 47 whereas 

it was used as evidence of intent to defraud: 

 

“Furthermore, the Sixth Circuit is very clear when it comes 

to Ponzi schemes and proof of intent to defraud. Since 1966, the 

court has found that the question of intent to defraud in a 

Ponzi scheme “is not debatable.” Conroy v. Shott, 363 F.2d 90, 

92 (6th Cir.), cert. denied, 385 U.S. 969 (1966). One of the 

circumstances that unequivocally evidences fraudulent intent is 

the Defendants pursuit of a Ponzi scheme, and intent to defraud 

can be inferred as a matter of law from the mere fact that a 

Defendant is running a Ponzi scheme. In re Mark Benskin & 

Company, Inc., 59 F.3d 170, 1995 WL 381741(6th Cir. Tenn.) The 

court in Benskin went on to say that not only can intent to 

defraud be inferred from a Ponzi Scheme, but no other reasonable 

inference is possible.”(Signed by U.S. Attorney Margaret Chiara, 

AUSA Thomas Gezon and AUSA Michael L. Schipper on May 4, 2005) 

 

 

 

VI. “PONZI SCHEME” WAS MENTIONED OVER 116 TIMES AT TRIAL WHILE 

THE TERM “PONZI” WAS USED OVER 50 TIMES BY ITSELF AND COURT 

DOCUMENTS MENTIONED THE TERM AT LEAST ANOTHER 50 TIMES 

 

 

 

VII. “PONZI SCHEME” USED BY DEFENSE LAWYER VALENTINE ON P. 3705  
 

“Mr. Vandenbergen, he also opens a church, and he's part of the 
Valley Boyz, which is another Ponzi scheme …” 
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VIII. “PONZI SCHEME” USED 17 TIMES IN GOV. EXPERT TESTIMONY 
 

Trial testimony from Leonard A. Zawistowski, a senior special 

investigator with the Division of Banking Supervision at the 

Federal Reserve in Washington, D.C. On direct examination from 

AUSA Schipper, Vol. 4, page 780 shows: 

 

THE WITNESS: So in a Ponzi scheme, you have to have 

an investment vehicle, and you can choose anything you like. 

In the original Ponzi scheme that Mr. Ponzi ran, it was 

international postage coupons. So another term that I would 

use as a vehicle that's used within Ponzi schemes is high 

yield investment program; and also another one could use, 

and it was used more prominently in the 1990s, was a Prime 

Bank investment scheme. 

BY MR. SCHIPPER: 

Q So Ponzi scheme, high yield investment program, or Prime 

Bank, those are all Ponzi schemes? 

A Yes, sir. They get thrown in the same basket, 

absolutely. 

Q Are there some common characteristics that you find in 

these Ponzi scheme, high yield investment, Prime Bank schemes? 

 

 

VIV. TERM “PONZI SCHEME” USED ANOTHER 12 TIMES IN LOCAL MEDIA  

 
 

MEDIA REPORTS USING “PONZI SCHEME” AFTER TRIAL ON JUNE 14, 2005 
 
4. June 14, 2005  – Wood TV Channel 8  – Mentioned 3 times (3) 

5. June 15, 2005 – Wood TV Channel 8  – Mentioned once (1) 

6. October 7, 2005 – Wood TV Channel 8  – Mentioned twice (2) 

7. October 8, 2005 – Grand Rapids Press – Mentioned once (1) 
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8. October 18, 2005 – Grand Rapids Press – Mentioned once (1) 

9. October 26, 2005 – Fox TV Channel 17 – Mentioned twice 
1X re: “Ringleader” 

(3) 

10.October 26, 2005 – Grand Rapids Press – Mentioned once (1) 

 
 
 
X. “PONZI SCHEME” USED IN JUDGE BELL’S OPINION ON AQUITTAL 
 

See Docket No. 499, pages 11, 15 and on page 5 whereas it was 

used for intent to defraud: 

 

“In reality, Access Financial was a Ponzi scheme in which 

investors were paid "interest" checks from other investors' 

funds. The remainder of the investor funds collected were spent 

by Defendants. The Sixth Circuit has previously held that the 

question of intent to defraud in a Ponzi scheme "is not 

debatable." Conroy v. Shott, 363 F.2d 90, 92 (6th Cir. 1966); 

see also In re Indep. Clearing House Co., 77 B.R. 843 (D. Utah 

1987) (finding intent to defraud from "mere fact that a debtor 

was running a Ponzi scheme."). Thus, the jury could reasonably 

infer an intent to defraud on the part of Defendants from their 

operation of a Ponzi scheme.” 

 

 

XI. “PONZI SCHEME” USED BY JUDGE BELL AT SENTENCING 
 

As Ponzi schemes go, the sophistication of this Ponzi scheme in 

terms of the moving of monies around was about as elaborate as 

this Court has ever seen but for the fact, I suppose, one can 

take some perverse pleasure in the fact that the Nigerians and 

the fellows in Las Vegas and other places basically scammed Mr. 

Besser and Ms. Marcusse and their people. (Taken from George T. 

Besser’s sentencing on October 13, 2005). 
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Eight people found guilty of stealing millions from hundreds of investors 

By Dray Clark  

 (Update, Grand Rapids, June 15, 2005, 10:49 a.m.) 
Seven years and $160,000 later, Sue Jager received the answer 
to her prayers. "My aim was justice and we got it this afternoon," 
said Jager after the court hearing in Grand Rapids on Tuesday. 

Jager and her husband are just two of 600 people who invested 
part of their life savings into The Access Financial Group. 
Members of the phony company convinced investors they could 
create a church and their financial investment and return would 
be tax exempt. 

But federal prosecutors say Access Financial was a Ponzi scheme. 
The people who ran the group stole $20 million of investors' 
money and bought homes, cars, and boats, and paid off credit 
cards. 

Federal Prosecutor Mike Schipper says they were good at 
covering their tracks, which is why it took federal investigators 
four years to find a money trail. "To track this was incredibly 
difficult… money wire transfers all over the world," said Schipper. 

But the company folded three years ago and eventually Jan 
Marcusse, the company ring leader and her seven associates, 
would end up in federal court facing charges for mail fraud, 
money laundering, and tax evasion. 

Last month when the trial started three group members pleaded 
guilty, and on Tuesday the remaining five were found guilty.  

It took a 12-member jury three hours to deliberate and come back with guilty verdicts on 80 
different counts. "We were pleased. They apparently spent the last four weeks listening to the 
evidence very well," Assistant U.S. Attorney Tom Gezon said.  

But even with guilty verdicts, there's no guarantee investors will ever get their money back. 
Still, it's case closed for prosecutors and the end of a long chapter for hundreds of investors. 

The eight defendants will be sentenced in October. 

Eight defendants have been found guilty 

Sue Jager, one of the victims. 

Assistant U.S. Prosecutor Tom Gezon 

All content © Copyright 2000 - 2005 WorldNow and WOODTV. All Rights Reserved. 
For more information on this site, please read our Privacy Policy and Terms of Service. 
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10/10/2005http://www.woodtv.com/global/story.asp?s=3473848&ClientType=Printable
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SEARCHING JUST THE LOCAL GRAND RAPIDS NEWSPAPERS REVEALED 

THAT THE TERM “PONZI” WAS USED NO LESS THAN 3 TIMES PRIOR 

TO TRIAL AND NO LESS THAN 15 TIMES AFTER TRIAL. 

 

SEE THE FOLLOWING 10 ARTICLES IN CHRONOLOGICAL ORDER 
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FBI nabs alleged scam ringleader ; The Grand Rapids-area woman -- on the run for two years --
is arrested in Missouri.; [All Editions] 
Ed White / The Grand Rapids Press. The Grand Rapids Press. Grand Rapids, Mich.: Jul 9, 2004. pg. B.1 
Abstract (Document Summary) 

Janet Marcusse, 47, has been on the run since summer 2002, roughly the last time she made contact with hundreds of 
investors who were promised monthly returns of 3 percent or more, the FBI said. 

A criminal complaint unsealed Thursday in federal court in Grand Rapids described what happened to the money. 
About $7 million was returned to investors as monthly payments, and another $6 million was spent for the personal 
benefit of Marcusse and her allies, FBI agent Sam Moore said. 

Acting on a tip, FBI agents found Marcusse in a trailer deep in Missouri on July 1, Assistant U.S. Attorney Tom Gezon 
said. She soon will be returned to Grand Rapids to face charges of mail fraud and money laundering. 
 
Full Text (461   words) 

Copyright Grand Rapids Press Jul 9, 2004 

A Grand Rapids-area woman accused of running a $20 million investment fraud was captured in a trailer in the rural hollows of 
southern Missouri, authorities said. 

Janet Marcusse, 47, has been on the run since summer 2002, roughly the last time she made contact with hundreds of investors 
who were promised monthly returns of 3 percent or more, the FBI said. 

Agents from the Internal Revenue Service said they traced Marcusse's money to 65 bank accounts between January 1998 and 
December 2001. Her business, Access Financial, kept an office in Grandville. 

A criminal complaint unsealed Thursday in federal court in Grand Rapids described what happened to the money. About $7 million 
was returned to investors as monthly payments, and another $6 million was spent for the personal benefit of Marcusse and her 
allies, FBI agent Sam Moore said. 

The balance, $7 million, was transferred to other accounts, "many of which are located out of the country" and out of reach, he 
said in an affidavit. 

Marcusse "did not place the funds in any safe financial institution as described in her literature," nor did she generate the 
generous returns promised to investors, Moore said. Monthly checks were drying up by 2001. 

It was a Ponzi scheme, named for a famous Boston swindler of the 1920s, in which money from one investor is used to pay 
another, the agent said. 

In 2002, as federal authorities were investigating the scheme, The Press reported there were more than 500 investors, including 
an estimated 140 retirees and employees from Steelcase Inc. who lost money. 

Some said they were lured by high returns and Access Financial's alleged ties to Christian groups. 

One promotional handout was titled "God's Guarantee to Bless and Prosper You Financially," and quoted the Bible: "The Lord 
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Rebellious scam figure sent step closer to trial ; Federal prosecutors will seek a 
grand jury indictment against Janet Marcusse, who is accused of bilking 
investors out of $20 million.; [All Editions] 
Ed White / The Grand Rapids Press. The Grand Rapids Press. Grand Rapids, Mich.: Aug 5, 2004. pg. A.17 

 
Full Text (345   words) 

Copyright Grand Rapids Press Aug 5, 2004  

After the defendant was ejected from the courtroom, a judge said there was enough evidence to hold her on charges 
of running a $20 million fraud that involved hundreds of people and promises of high returns tied to safe investments. 

Janet Marcusse "has no respect for the court, and no respect for the investors and no respect for anyone but herself," 
U.S. Magistrate Judge Ellen Carmody said. 

Marcusse, 47, twice was hauled away Wednesday after several outbursts challenging the judge. Similar protests last 
week also landed her in a cell. 

"Is it not true you're not a constitutionally prescribed judge? I demand an answer," she declared. 

The Grand Rapids-area woman is accused of running a Ponzi scheme, in which investors were paid so-called interest 
with money gathered from other investors. 

Forty percent of the $20 million was used for that purpose and the rest was sent to banks outside the United States or 
spent for the benefit of Marcusse and her allies at Access Financial, authorities said. 

Marcusse lulled more than 500 investors into believing that "everything was going fine," Assistant U.S. Attorney Tom 
Gezon said. 

But the purse actually was getting "smaller and smaller," he said. Despite "overwhelming evidence," she "has no 
remorse," he said. 

Carmody said the criminal complaint alleging fraud and money laundering can stand while Gezon seeks an indictment 
from a grand jury. 

The judge told Marcusse's stand-by counsel, Ray Kent, to advise her about the "peril" of continuing to represent 
herself in the case. 

Several investors last week testified how they gave their retirement savings to Access Financial, with the promise of 
monthly returns of 3 percent. 

A former Steelcase worker said he invested $264,000 in 1999 and later received a statement saying it had ballooned 
to nearly $1 million. 

Then checks stopped arriving, and a Marcusse associate told him there were problems with transactions from a bank 
in the Bahamas. 

Several investors applauded when Carmody announced her rulings. 

The judge didn't object, but Gezon turned and sternly warned them that a courtroom was no place for such a reaction. 
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» More From The Grand Rapids Press 
 

Top Stories 
 

Seven indicted in $20 million scam  
Tuesday, August 10, 2004  

By Ed White 

The Grand Rapids Press  

Several people helped a Grand Rapids-area woman run a $20 million swindle, stuffing their pockets with huge 
commissions and even opening bars and buying airplanes instead of putting the cash into safe investments, according 
to an indictment.  

The federal indictment unsealed Monday expands the case beyond Janet Marcusse, the leader of Access Financial 
Group. The promises were false because Access Financial "had no history of earning large profits" and did not keep 
investments in a "safe, guaranteed account," the indictment said.  

Promoted as "profits," 40 percent of the $20 million was simply recycled to investors in a typical Ponzi scam, 
authorities said.  

The balance was spent by Marcusse and her allies or stashed away in accounts around the world, investigators 
allege.  

Marcusse, 47, has been in custody since her capture in a trailer deep in Missouri woods last month. The indictment 
now will trump the criminal complaint that has kept her behind bars.  

She is charged with fraud and conspiracy to commit fraud, along with boyfriend William Flynn, David Albrecht, George 
Besser, Diane Boss, Wesley Boss, Donald Buffin Jr. and Jeffery Visser.  

Wesley Boss, Albrecht, Buffin and Visser were key players at Access Financial, together getting more than $1 million, 
according to the indictment.  

Flynn purchased a home and 70 acres in Wisconsin, partly with investors' money, the government said.  

He also used $180,000 to open two bars, Billy's Night Club and Cheeks, in Marinette County, Wis., and an unspecified 
amount to buy three airplanes, according to the indictment.  

The defendants are accused of covering up their crimes by regularly sending newsletters to investors with "false 
representations and promises" about the money.  

Buffin was arrested Monday and released after hearing the charges against him. The others will make their initial 
appearances at a later date.  

During recent court hearings, Marcusse disputed the fraud charges against her, claiming she actually put money into 
legitimate investments and lost millions due to embezzlement by employees. She is acting as her own lawyer, 
eschewing court-appointed help. 
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Eight people now convicted in investment scheme

By Dray Clark

(Update, Grand Rapids, June 14, 2005, 6:46 p.m.) Eight defendants have been found guilty in
the case that prosecutors are calling one of West Michigan's largest ponzi schemes.

The scheme's ring leader, Janet Marcusse, along with four others were convicted Tuesday with 80 
different counts, including mail fraud, tax evasion and money laundering. 

The suspects, part of a group called Access Financial, stole about $20 million from some 500 
investors. Prosecutors say it was a fraudulent company. 

Prosecutors say the bulk of those investors were in West Michigan, but the crime spread to such 
states as Wisconsin and Colorado.

The trial started in May. The jury got the case around 1 p.m. Tuesday, and it took jurors 15 
minutes to read all 80 counts against the suspects.

Last month, three of the defendants pleaded guilty.

The other five, including Marcusse, all held out, trusting and believing they could convince a jury 
they were not guilty. But that jury came back Tuesday, after just three hours of deliberating, 
with a guilty verdict.

"A lot of pain, a lot of suffering. A lot of damage has been done. But we hope, we hope that this 
will repair some of the damage that was done by these destructive people, "said Sue Jager, one 
of the victims.

"We basically were able to show that this was a big ponzi scheme, that the promises made were 
hollow promises, and that in fact they weren't doing what they said they were doing with these 
monies," said Assistant U.S. Prosecutor Tom Gezon.

This was a very elaborate and very complex ponzi scheme. In fact, it took federal investigators 
some four years to get to the bottom of this case.

The eight defendants will be sentenced in October.

All content © Copyright 2000 - 2005 WorldNow and WOODTV. All Rights Reserved.
For more information on this site, please read our Privacy Policy and Terms of Service.
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Three more people sentenced in Ponzi scheme 

(Grand Rapids, October 7, 2005, 8:35 p.m.) Three more people have been sentenced for their 
role in one of the largest Ponzi schemes ever seen in West Michigan. 

Sue Jager and her husband invested $160,000 into Access Financial Group. They and other 
investors were convinced they could create a church, and that both their investment and profits 
would be free from taxes. 

Prosecutors say Access Financial leader Jan Marcusse and her seven associates used the money 
to buy homes, cars and boats. 

David Albrecht, Wes Bos and Diane Bos are the latest to receive their fate in federal court for 
their role in the crime. 

Albrecht will serve 60 months behind bars and pay $2.3 million in restitution. Wes Bos will spend 
97 months behind bars and have to pay $8 million. Diane Bos was sentenced to 121 months 
behind bars and has to pay $8 million in restitution. 

Five other people were found guilty in June for stealing $20 million from 600 investors.  

All content © Copyright 2000 - 2005 WorldNow and WOODTV. All Rights Reserved. 
For more information on this site, please read our Privacy Policy and Terms of Service. 
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GRAND RAPIDS -- A judge ordered the first batch of punishments Friday in a $20.7 million fraud, sending a 
Hudsonville couple to prison for a swindle that tore the "fabric of the community." 

U.S. Chief District Judge Robert Holmes Bell wondered how Wes Boss, 52, could peacefully sleep while lying to Access 
Financial investors from 1999 to spring 2001. 

"What went wrong with you?" Bell asked before ordering an eight- year sentence for the former math teacher. His wife, 
Diane, got a 10- year stretch. 

The Bosses worked for Jan Marcusse, the leader of Access Financial. 

Marcusse attracted nearly 600 investors, many of them Steelcase employees or retirees, who were promised 3 percent 
monthly returns plus bonuses. 

For a fee, they were told how to create their own church ministry and treat the payments as tax-free. 

The government, however, said it was a Ponzi scheme, with $8.6 million simply transferred among investors and the 
balance spent on houses, cars, airplanes, travel, even taverns. 

The Bosses got $1.3 million in less than two years and paid no income tax. 

They pleaded guilty to conspiracy in the middle of trial in May. Six others, including Marcusse, also were convicted. 

Diane Boss, 47, signed checks and edited the Access Financial newsletter written by Marcusse, her former sister-in-law. 
The Bosses lived in a $275,000 house, enhanced with $200,000 landscaping and intended to promote the high life to 
investors. 

Bell noted Diane Boss "rallied the troops" during a "bizarre seminar" in 2001 when many investors were scared. 

"I am so sorry," she told the judge. "I know it's hard for (investors) to believe that I care for them. ... I've asked God for 
forgiveness." 
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Fraud figures get prison time [2 And 3 And 4 Edition 1] 

 
The Grand Rapids Press - Grand Rapids, Mich. Author: The Grand Rapids Press Date: Oct 18, 2005 Start Page: B.2 
Section: City & Region Text Word Count: 90 

  
 
Document Text  
Copyright Grand Rapids Press Oct 18, 2005 

GRAND RAPIDS -- Stiff sentences continue to be handed out in the Access Financial fraud. George "Terry" Besser got 
a 20-year prison term last week, while Don Buffin Jr.'s punishment was 15 years. Besser, a frail man in his 60s, could die 
in prison. Besser, however, got a break of sorts because U.S. Chief District Judge Robert Holmes Bell could have ordered 
a life term. Access Financial was a $20.7 million Ponzi scheme that either recycled or misspent investors' money. The 
ringleader, Jan Marcusse, is to be sentenced Oct. 28. 

Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction or distribution is prohibited without 
permission. 

  
Abstract (Document Summary) 

 
Stiff sentences continue to be handed out in the Access Financial fraud. 
Reproduced with permission of the copyright owner. Further reproduction or distribution is prohibited without 
permission. 
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Ponzi Ringleader Escorted From Courtroom During 
Sentencing 

October 28, 2005 

GRAND RAPIDS -- Scam victims are feeling some justice after a
federal judge in Grand Rapids found that Janet Marcusse used the 
Bible and Christian ideals to draw people into a Ponzi scheme.

But Marcusse, the scam's ringleader, didn't even get to hear her own
fate. Marcusse became disorderly and was removed from the
courtroom before the judge jad announced her sentence: Twenty-five
years in prison and the repayment of $12.6 million to investors.

No cameras are allowed in federal court, but after the hearing, U.S. 
prosecutors gave details about the far-reaching scam. Marcusse was 
the last of eight people sentenced for stealing nearly 21 million dollars 
through her Christian-based company Access Financial. It is said that
the cons spent the money on themselves and luxury items.

Jill VanHill hasn't seen her friend for 20 years.

"Everybody loved her. She had a lot of friends and stuff like that, but I
don't know what happened. She obviously became a little greedy," said
VanHill.

A Ponzi scheme involves using money from new investors to pay
dividends to other investors. Paul Stringer was one of those investors,
and he lost his whole retirement of 212,000 dollars.

"We received checks approximately about a year and a half. We
received excellent checks, very good checks," said Stringer.

But the last check came June of 2001 when the scheme ran out of 
money.

"They had a number to call '1-800,' we'd call that and it was always, 'In 
2 weeks, we're having problems, in a couple of weeks you'll get your 
checks,' " said Stringer.

Sue Jager's husband heard the pitch at work, and he believed that 
when he bought a chapter of Marcusse's church, the investment would 
be safe. Even though Jager didn't like it, her husband decided to buy in,
putting in 160,000 dollars.

"When you're working with people ten hours a day, they've got a little bit 
more influence than a wife you spend four hours a night with," said 
Jager.

Luckily, the scheme did not completely devastate the Jagers.

"It's not there, and we will live without. But it would have been a little
easier," said Jager.

Stinger admits that he didn't buy into the scam right away But now at
age 63, he has to work for health insurance.
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Defiant scam artist sentenced to 25 years; [All Editions] 
Ed White / The Grand Rapids Press. The Grand Rapids Press. Grand Rapids, Mich.: Oct 29, 2005. pg. A.1
Abstract (Document Summary) 

The 90-minute hearing was dominated by [Jan Marcusse]'s rambling monologues. As 10 rows of spectators watched, she 
blamed her woes on the "gross abuse" of federal authorities and promised that her conviction would be overturned. 

Deputy marshals grabbed Marcusse, locked her in handcuffs and removed her after she ignored [Robert Holmes Bell]'s 
order to remain silent. 

In brief remarks to the judge, [Mike Schipper] said he had looked up "heinous" in the dictionary to describe Marcusse's 
crimes. 
 
Full Text (405   words) 

Copyright Grand Rapids Press Oct 29, 2005 

GRAND RAPIDS -- Cocky and arrogant to the end, the leader of a $20.7 million swindle was ejected from court without 
hearing her sentence. 

"You do whatever the hell you want," Jan Marcusse yelled as deputy marshals whisked her out a side door Friday after 
she refused to obey the judge. 

Marcusse, 49, will have a long time to reflect on her defiance. 

She was sentenced to 25 years in federal prison for fraud, money laundering and conspiracy, the crimes of a three-year 
scheme to fool 577 investors into believing they could safely earn tax-free returns. 

Among white-collar crimes in West Michigan, the punishment "is really off the charts. There's nothing even close," 
Assistant U.S. Attorney Mike Schipper said outside court. 

The government said Access Financial was a Ponzi scheme. More than $8 million was collected and passed from early 
investors to new investors. The balance enriched Marcusse and her allies or was frittered away through failed get-rich-
quick strategies. 

The victims included many Steelcase workers or retirees who were unsophisticated investors. Marcusse's team said they 
could set up a "church ministry" and treat monthly interest payments as tax-free income. 

"If the devil ever walked this Earth, she was it. ... A professional con artist -- what a terrific occupation," investor Sue 
Jager, 64, told U.S. Chief District Judge Robert Holmes Bell. 

Marcusse stood just a few feet away, sneering. 

The 90-minute hearing was dominated by Marcusse's rambling monologues. As 10 rows of spectators watched, she 
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A SAMPLING1 OF 64 CASES WHERE 
JUDGE BELL PRESIDED DISCOVERED THAT: 

 
 

7 CASES INVOLVED THE TAX CHARGE OF 
“CONSPIRACY TO DEFRAUD THE UNITED STATES” 

 
   
5 CASES INVOLVED COURT ORDERED PSYCHOLOGICAL EXAMS 

(Shown Below) 
 
 

Defense 
Counsel* 

Case No. Nature Sex Declared 
Competent 

Fagan 101-cr-175 DEFRAUD US F YES 

Dunn 102-cr-038 DRUGS M YES 

L. Phelan 102-cr-147 DEFRAUD US F YES 

Krause-Phelan 103-cr-212 DEFRAUD US F YES 

Kent-Kaczor 104-cr-165 DEFRAUD US F YES 

 
 * Counsel at the time Psychological Order was placed 
 
 

• 4 out of the above 5 cases included tax charges of  

“Conspiracy to Defraud the United States”. 

 

 

• All 4 tax cases had Psychological evaluations 

ordered on women only. 

 

 

• All women were deemed competent. 

 
The 7 cases that involved 

                                                 
1 Sampling taken from all cases between 2001-2004 before Judge Bell, containing 

lawyers that played an active role in the Marcusse case. Namely: DeBoer, Dunn, 
Garthe, Gezon, Kaczor, Kent, Phelan, Schipper and Valentine. 
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“Conspiracy to Defraud the United States” are: 

 

1:01-cr-00074-RHB 

1:01-cr-00149-RHB 

1:01-cr-00175-RHB 

1:02-cr-00147-RHB 

1:03-cr-00212-RHB 

1:04-cr-00075-RHB 

1:04-cr-00165-RHB 

 

 

The 5 cases that ordered Psychological Exams are: 

 

1:01-cr-00175-RHB 

1:02-cr-00147-RHB 

1:03-cr-00212-RHB 

1:04-cr-00165-RHB 
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