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Cilia Flores pleads not guilty to three counts at arraignment

United States v. Maduro Moros et al. - S.D.N.Y. No. 1:11-cr-00205
Judge Alvin K. Hellerstein - Docket entry #- - Filed 2026-01-05 - Filed by: Court

What happened

According to the docket entry, on January 5, 2026, Cilia Adela Flores de Maduro was arraigned before
Judge Alvin K. Hellerstein on the S4 indictment and pleaded not guilty to counts 2, 3 and 4. The entry shows
she remained detained and that the speedy-trial clock was excluded until March 17, 2026.

What it means

The not-guilty plea preserves the presumption of innocence as the case moves forward; the time exclusion
is a routine step to allow discovery to be produced and reviewed.

What happens next

According to the entry, the next conference before the district judge was set for March 17, 2026 at 11:00
a.m.

Written from the court docket entry. The filing itself is not public yet; this brief is updated with excerpts as soon as it is.

Docket text (official, in English)

M nute Entry for proceedings held before Judge Alvin K Hellerstein:Arraignment on disposition sheet
as to Cilia Adela Flores De Maduro (8) Count 2,3,4 held on 1/5/2026. Deft arrai gned and pl eads not
guilty. Next conference set before District Judge on 3/1/2026. Speedy trial tine excluded under 18 USC
3161(h)(7) until 3/17/2026. Deft. pres. watty. Mark Donnelly and Andres Sanchez; AUSAs, Kyle Wrshba,
Kayl an Lasky, Nicholas Bradley and Kevin Sullivan; Court reporter Raquel Robles pres.; Interpreters
Mrta Hess, Erika de los Rios and Hunberto Garcia pres.; Atty. Donnelly pro hac vice notion is
granted. Deft. arraigned on S4 indictnent; Deft. enters a plea of not guilty to counts 2,3,4; PTCis
set for 3/17/2026 at 11:00 a.m Tinme is excluded until 3/17/2026; in the interest of justice; Deft.
cont'd. renmanded (jw)

Online version: https://mailcilita.com/caso.php?d=maduro-sdny-rd464224179

Independent summary of a public court record, prepared with Al assistance under fixed accuracy rules. It is not legal advice and not an official court
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