
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 
Before The 

OFFICE OF TEIRIFT SUPERVISION 

In the Matter of: 

Daniel T. McBryde, 
i 

OTS Order No.: CHI-00-04 

Former Off%er and 
: 

Dated: October 10, 2000 

Institution-AfBliated Party 
Of: 

; 

Marquette Savings Bank, S.A. 

West Allis, Wisconsin ; 
) 

STIPULATION AND CONSENT TO ENTRY OF AN ORDER OF PROHIBITION 

WHEREAS, the Office of Thrifl Supervision (“OTS”), based upon information derived 

from the exercise of its regulatory responsibilities, has informed Daniel T. McBryde 

(“MCBRYDE”), former officer and in+ution-tiliated party of Marquette Savings Bank, S.A., 

West Allis, Wisconsin, OTS No. 5371 (“Marquette” or the “Institution”) that the OTS is of the 

opinion tbat grounds exist to initiate an administrative prohibition proceedings against 

MCBRYDE pursuant to Section 8(e) of the Federal Deposit Insurance Act (“FDIA”), 12 U.S.C. 

$ 1818(e).’ 

WHEREAS, MCBRYDE de&es to cooperate witb the OTS to avoid the time and 

expense of such administrative litigation and, without admitting or denying that such grounds 

exist, but admitting the statements and conclusions in Paragraph 1 below, hereby stipulates and 

‘AU refereacu in this Stipulation and Consent and in the Order of Fmhibition a18 to the U.S.C. as amended. 



agrees to tbe following terms: 

1. Jurisdiction. 

(a) Marquette, at all tunes relevant hereto, was a “savings association” whhin the 

meaning of Section 3(b) of the FDIA, 12 USC. $1813(b), and Section 2(4) of the Home 

Owners’ Loan Act (“HOLA”), 12 USC. $ 1462(4). Accordingly, Marquette was an “insured 

depository institution” as that term is defined in Section 3(c) of the FDIA, 12 U.S.C. $1813(c). 

(b) MCBRYDE, as a former officer of Marquette, is deemed to be an 

“institution-affiliated party” as that term is defined in Section 3(u) of the FDIA, 12 USC. $ 

1813(u), having served in such capacity within six (6) years ofthe date hereof (see 12 USC. Q 

1818(i)(3)). 

(c) Pursuant to Section 3(q) of the FDIA, 12 U.S.C. 5 1813(q), the OTS is the 

“appropriate Federal banking agency” with jurisdiction to maintain an enforcement proceeding 

against institution-affiliated parties. Therefore, MCBRYDE is subject to the authority of the 

OTS to initiate and maintain prohibition proceedings against him pursuant to Section 8(e) of the 

FDIA, 12 U.S.C. Q 1818(e). 

2. OTS Findings of Fact. 

The OTS fmds that during the period from December 3 1, 1997, through March 21,2000, 

MCBRYDE, without authorization, misapplied %75,100.00 of the funds of Marquette to his 

own use. As a result of his actions, MCBRYDE (1) engaged in a violation of the law or 

breached his fiduciary duty of honesty to Marquette; & (2) Marquette suffered a financial 

loss or he received a financial benefit or other gain, a$ (3) the violation of law or breach of 

fiduciary duty demonstrates willful and/or continuing disregard by MCBRYDE for the safety 

and soundness of Marquette. 

3. Consent. 

MCBRYDE consents to the issuance by the OTS of the accompanying Order of 

Prohibition (“Order”). He further agrees to comply with its terms upon issuance and stipulates 



tbat the Order complies with all requirements of law. 

4. Finality. 

The Order is issued by the OTS under the authority of Section 8(e) of the FDIA, 12 

U.S.C. $ 1818(e). Upon its issuance by the Regional Diictor or designee for the Midwest 

Region, OTS, it shall be a tinal order, effective and frilly enforceable by the OTS under the 

provisions of Section 8(i) of the FDIA, 12 U.S.C. 5 1818(i). 

5. Waivers. 

MCBRYDE waives the following: 

(a) the right to be served with a written notice of the OTS’s charges against him (referred 

to as a Notice of Intention to Prohibit) (see Section 8(e) of the FDIA); 

(b) the right to an administrative hearing of the OTS’s charges against him (see Section 

8(e) of the FDlA); and 

(c) the right to seek judicial review of the Order, including, without limitation, any such 

right provided by Section 8(h) of the FDIA, 12 U.S.C. $1818(h), or otherwise to challenge the 

validity of the Order. 

6. Indemnification. 

MCBRYDE shall neither cause nor pemdt Marquette (or any successor institution, 

holding company, subsidiary, or service corporation thereof) to incur, directly or indirectly, any 

expense for any legal or other professional expenses incurred relative to the negotiation and 

issuance of the Order of Prohibition. Nor shall MCBRYBE obtain any indemnification (or other 

reimbursement) Born the Institution (or any successor institution, holding company, subsidiary, 

or service corporation thereof) with respect to such amounts. Any such payments received by or 

on behalf of MCBRYDE in connection with this action shall be returned to v 

successor institution, holding company, subsidiary, or service corporation thereat). 

7. Other Government Actions Not Affected. 

(a) MCBRYDE acknowledges and agrees that the consent to the entry of the Order is for 












