
 
 

 

 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 

 

BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 

OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD.; 

OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC; AND 

SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY, 

 

Plaintiff, 

 

v.        Case No: 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW 

 

CHRIS AND SHELLEY ARDUINI, et al., 

 

Defendants. 

___________________________________/ 

 

RECEIVER’S OMNIBUS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  

 

  Plaintiff, BURTON W. WIAND (“Receiver”), as Receiver for OASIS 

INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD. (“OIG”); OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC 

(“Oasis Management”); AND SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY (“Satellite 

Holdings”) (collectively, the “Oasis Entities”), moves for summary judgment 

pursuant to Rule 56 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure on the following: 

(1) Count I - seeks recovery under the Florida Uniform Fraudulent 

Transfer Act, Fla. Stats. §§ 726.101 et seq. (“FUFTA”) (specifically, 

under Fla. Stats. §§ 726.105(1)(a), 726.105(1)(b), and 726.106(1)), as 

set forth below: 
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a. $14,247.29 (plus prejudgment interest) transferred from one of the 

Oasis Entities to Defendant, Offer Attia (“Defendant Attia”), 

b. $52,226.68 (plus prejudgment interest) transferred from one of the 

Oasis Entities to Defendant, Timothy Hunte DBA KATT 

Distribution (“Defendant KATT Distribution”), 

c. $200,000.00 (plus prejudgment interest) transferred from one of the 

Oasis Entities to Defendant, Joseph Martini, Jr. (“Defendant 

Martini Jr.”), and  

d. $15,631.78 (plus prejudgment interest) that was transferred from 

one of the Oasis Entities to Defendant, David Wilkerson 

(“Defendant Wilkerson”)1 (collectively “Remaining 

Defendants”). 

 

Or, in the alternative, 

(2) Count II- seeks recovery of the same funds from the Remaining 

Defendants under a theory of unjust enrichment.  

 

I. INTRODUCTION 

 

From November 2011 through April 2019, Joseph S. Anile, II (“Anile”) and 

Michael J. DaCorta (“DaCorta”) (collectively “Insiders”) operated the Oasis 

Entities as a classic Ponzi scheme premised on selling limited partnership interests 

to investors or borrowing funds from investors to invest in the foreign exchange 

market. In furtherance of the Ponzi scheme, the Oasis Entities raised approximately 

$84 million from at least nine hundred fifty (950) investors. The Receiver brought 

this action against ninety five (95) investors in the scheme—including the 

Remaining Defendants—who received more money back from the Oasis Entities 

                                                 
1 On May 11, 2021, the Court entered an order dismissing the claims against Defendant Wilkerson (Doc. 792) based 

on the mediator’s report (Doc. 790); however, Defendant Wilkerson has not yet executed a settlement agreement with 

the Receiver. Accordingly, the Receiver must proceed against Defendant Wilkerson unless and until the parties have 

reached an agreement.  
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than invested and thus were inequitably advantaged at the expense of hundreds of 

investors who collectively lost at least $54 million. The Receiver seeks to recover 

funds that the Remaining Defendants received from the scheme that exceeded the 

amount they invested in the Oasis Entities (“False Profits”) and prejudgment 

interest.   

II. STATEMENT OF MATERIAL FACTS 

 

1. Anile operated the Oasis Entities as a Ponzi scheme from November of 

2011 to April of 2019 and during that time the Oasis Entities were insolvent. (Davis 

Decl. ¶ 23; Doc. 1-5). 

2. The Oasis Entities’ Ponzi scheme was premised on selling limited 

partnership interests to investors or borrowing funds from investors to invest 

in the foreign exchange market (the “Scheme”). (Davis Decl. ¶ 17; Doc. 1-5). 

3. Investors in the Scheme were told that the Oasis Entities did not lose 

money in the foreign exchange trading activity and that the Oasis Entities earned 

22% returns in 2017, 22% in 2018, and that funds were only used to trade  in the 

foreign exchange market (“Forex”).  (Davis Decl. ¶ 17; Doc. 1-5). 

4. From November 2011 to April 2019, the Oasis Entities had incoming 

funds of $88,224,322, of which $83,795,457 (95%) were from investors, $1,942,750 

(2%) were from insiders and related parties, $823,661 (1%) was from employees 

and traders, and $757,669 (1%) was from other parties. Less than 1%, or $60,000, 
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of funds received by the Oasis Entities related to trading activity.  (Davis Decl. ¶ 

19). 

5. Only $22.4 million (27%) of the Oasis Entities’ investor funds were 

used in Forex trading activity and that trading activity resulted in losses over $16 

million or 78% of the original amount invested in its Forex trading accounts. (Davis 

Decl. ¶¶ 21, 22).  

6. The Oasis Entities did not generate sufficient profits to pay the 

promised returns to investors and of the $83.8 million collected from investors, 

$30.4 million was paid to investors—a net investor loss of at least $53.4 million. 

(Davis Decl. ¶ 21, 22). 

7. On May 22, 2012, Defendant Wilkerson paid $1,000.00 to the Oasis 

Entities and between May 29, 2012 and June 18, 2018, Defendant Wilkerson 

received payments from the Oasis Entities totaling $16,631.78. (Davis Decl. ¶ 24, 

Exh. D; Wiand Decl. ¶ 5, 6 & Comp. Exh. 3). 

8. Between May 25, 2012 and January 4, 2013, Defendant Attia made 

payments to the Oasis Entities totaling $92,020.00 and between March 1, 2013 and 

January 16, 2015, Defendant Attia received payments from the Oasis Entities 

totaling $106,267.29. (Davis Decl. ¶ 24, Exh. D; Wiand Decl. ¶ 5, 6 & Comp. Exh. 

3). 
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9. Between July 16, 2013 and September 26, 2016, Defendant Martini Jr. 

received payments from the Oasis Entities totaling $200,000.00 and made no direct 

transfer of money to the Oasis Entities. (Davis Decl. ¶ 24, Exh. D; Wiand Decl. ¶ 7, 

Comp. Exh. 4). 

10. Between October 6, 2017 and October 16, 2018, Defendant Tim Hunte 

DBA KATT Distribution made payments to the Oasis Entities totaling $20,101.06 

and between January 2, 2018 and October 16, 2018, Defendant KATT Distribution 

received payments from the Oasis Entities totaling $72,327.74.  (Davis Decl. ¶ 24, 

Exh. D).  

11. The difference in the amount that the Remaining Defendants invested 

in the Oasis Entities and the amount that the Oasis Entities returned to those 

defendants in excess of the investment are: 

a. Defendant Attia - $14,247.29 

b. Defendant KATT Distribution - $52,226.68 

c. Defendant Martini Jr. - $200,000.00 

d. Defendant Wilkerson - $15,631.78 

(Davis Decl. ¶ 24, Exh. D). 

12. On April 15, 2019, the Receiver was appointed by the Court presiding 

over C.F.T.C. v. Oasis International Group, Ltd., Case No. 8:19-CV-886-T-33SPF 

(M.D. Fla.) (the “Receivership Case”), as the Receiver for the Oasis Entities. 

Case 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW   Document 795   Filed 05/12/21   Page 5 of 19 PageID 3975



6 

 

Pursuant to the Consolidated Receivership Order, the Receiver is authorized, 

empowered, and directed to: 

…investigate the manner in which the financial and business affairs of 

the Receivership Defendants were conducted and (after obtaining leave 

of this Court) to institute such actions and legal proceedings, for the 

benefit and on behalf of the Receivership Estate, as the Receiver deems 

necessary and appropriate. The Receiver may seek, among other legal 

and equitable relief, the imposition of constructive trusts, disgorgement 

of profits, asset turnover, avoidance of fraudulent transfers, rescission 

and restitution, collection of debts, and such other relief from this Court 

as may be necessary to enforce this Order.  

 

(Wiand Decl. ¶ 2, Exh. 1). 

 

13. In connection with the purported investment operations of the Oasis 

Entities between November of 2011 to April of 2019, on August 8, 2019, Anile pled 

guilty to conspiracy to commit wire fraud and mail fraud, illegal monetary 

transaction, and false income tax return. As noted above, Anile has admitted the 

fraudulent nature of the scheme: 

From at least as early as November 2011, through and including at least 

April 18, 2019, in the Middle District of Florida, the defendant, Joseph 

S. Anile, II, conspired with others to commit wire fraud and mail fraud.  

The defendant and coconspirators made false and fraudulent 

representations to victim-investors and potential investors to persuade 

them to transmit their funds, via wire and mail, to entities and accounts 

controlled by conspirators to be traded in the foreign exchange market 

(“FOREX”).  In fact, the defendant and coconspirators used only a 

portion of the victim-investors’ funds for FOREX trading, and the 

trading resulted in losses which conspirators concealed.  They used the 

balance of the victim-investors’ funds to make Ponzi-style 

payments, to perpetuate the scheme, and for their own personal 

enrichment…. 
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In soliciting investments, the defendant and coconspirators made 

multiple false and fraudulent representations and material omissions in 

their communications to victim-investors and potential investors.  In 

particular, they promoted one of the conspirators as an experienced 

FOREX trader with a record of success, but concealed the fact that he 

had been permanently banned from registering with the CFTC and was 

prohibited from soliciting U.S. residents to trade in FOREX and from 

trading FOREX for U.S. residents in any capacity.  They also 

fraudulently represented that:  (a) conspirators did not charge any fees 

or commissions; (b) investors were guaranteed a minimum 12 percent 

per year return on their investments; (c) conspirators had never had a 

month when they had lost money on FOREX trades; (d) interest and 

principal payments made to investors were funded by profitable 

FOREX trading; (e) conspirators owned other assets sufficient to repay 

investors’ principal investments; and (f) an investment with 

conspirators was safe and without risk. 

 

(Doc. 1-5) (emphasis added).   

III. LEGAL ARGUMENT 

A. The Receiver is entitled to a summary judgment on Count I 

(FUFTA) under an actual fraud theory. 

 

 Fla. Stats. § 726.105(1)(a) (known as FUFTA’s “actual fraud theory”) 

provides that a transfer is fraudulent “if the debtor made the transfer or incurred the 

obligation … [w]ith actual intent to hinder, delay, or defraud any creditor of the 

debtor.”  Thus, the required elements under§ 726.105(1)(a) are that “‘(1) there was 

a creditor to be defrauded; (2) a debtor intending fraud; and (3) a conveyance of 

property which could have been applicable to a debt due.’” Wiand v. Lee, 753 F.3d 

1194, 1203 (11th Cir. 2014) quoting Nationsbank, N.A. v. Coastal Utils., Inc., 814 

So.2d 1227, 1229 (Fla. 4th DCA 2002). Here, like in Lee, the Insiders—Anile and 
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DaCorta—became debtors of the Oasis Entities when they diverted investor funds 

from their lawful purpose and were obligated to return those funds to the Oasis 

Entities (creditor) to be used for the benefit of the investors. Id. at 1203 (Explaining 

FUFTA’s debtor-creditor-transferee framework application to clawback claims 

arising from Ponzi schemes).  

Just like the Ponzi scheme in Lee, the Insiders attracted new investors by 

promising high returns, misrepresenting performance, and misrepresenting net 

assets and commingled funds to make distributions to older investors. Thus, between 

November 2011 and April of 2019, the Oasis Entities operated as a Ponzi scheme, 

all transfers made to the Remaining Defendants during that time period were made 

with the requisite intent to defraud, and the Receiver is entitled to summary judgment 

on Count I under an actual fraud theory. Id. at 1201, 1203. (Affirming summary 

judgment in favor of receiver on FUFTA claims under actual fraud theory applying 

the Ponzi scheme presumption); Perkins v. Haines, 661 F.3d 623, 626 (11th Cir. 

2011) (“With respect to Ponzi schemes, transfers made in furtherance of the scheme 

are presumed to have been made with the intent to defraud for purposes of recovering 

the payments” under analogous provisions of the Bankruptcy Code.)  

Importantly, even if the Oasis Entities did not operate as a Ponzi scheme, the 

Receiver would be entitled to summary judgment because Anile’s guilty plea to wire 

fraud and mail fraud, illegal monetary transaction, and admission that he operated 
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the Scheme also establishes actual intent to defraud. See United States v. Jennings, 

599 F.3d 1241, 1250 (11th Cir. 2010) (“Conviction under the mail and wire fraud 

statutes requires proof that [defendant] intentionally participated in a scheme to 

defraud and used the mails or wire communications to further the scheme.”)). 

B. The Receiver is entitled to summary judgment on Count I (FUFTA) 

under a constructive fraud theory. 

 

Under §§ 726.105(1)(b) and 726.106(1), which codify fraudulent transfer 

claims under a theory of “constructive fraud,” a transfer is fraudulent under two 

separate circumstances.  A transfer is fraudulent under both sections if the transferor 

did not receive reasonably equivalent value for it, and then each section contains a 

different (but similar) second requirement.  Section 726.105(1)(b) also requires that 

the transferor either (i) was engaged in a business or transaction for which the 

remaining assets of the transferor were unreasonably small or (ii) reasonably should 

have believed that he would incur debts beyond his ability to pay as they became 

due.  Fla. Stats. §§ 726.105(1)(b)1 & 2.  Section 726.106(1) also requires that the 

transferor was insolvent at the time of the transfer or became insolvent as a result of 

the transfer.  Id. § 726.106(1).   

“Since Ponzi schemes do not generate profits sufficient to provide their 

promised returns, but rather use investor money to pay returns, they are insolvent 

and become more insolvent with each investor payment.”  Wiand v. Lee, 753 F.3d 

1194, 1201 (11th Cir. 2014).  The debtors (Anile and DaCorta) operated the Oasis 
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Entities as a Ponzi scheme; therefore, the Oasis Entities were unable to pay their 

debts and insolvent from their inception, as a matter of law.  In addition, investors 

in a Ponzi scheme do not provide reasonably equivalent value for their false profits, 

as a matter of law.  In this case, the Remaining Defendants received transfers of false 

profits from the Scheme.  Due to the Oasis Entities’ insolvency during the time of 

the transfers, those transfers were constructively fraudulent, and the Receiver is 

entitled to recover them under FUFTA. Accordingly, the Receiver is entitled to 

summary judgments against the Remaining Defendants under the constructive fraud 

theory set forth in Count I.   

C. The Receiver is entitled to Summary Judgment on Count II (Unjust 

Enrichment). 

 

In the alternative to Count I (FUFTA), the Receiver is entitled to summary 

judgment on Count II because the Remaining Defendants’ receipt of False Profits 

constitutes unjust enrichment. In Florida, unjust enrichment occurs when (1) the 

plaintiff has conferred a benefit on a defendant who has knowledge of such benefit, 

(2) the defendant has voluntarily accepted and retained the benefit, and (3) it would 

be inequitable under the circumstances for the defendant to retain the benefit 

without paying the plaintiff. See Tooltrend, Inc. v. CMT Utensili, SRL, 198 F.3d 

802, 805(11th Cir. 1999). In this case, at the Insider’s wrongful direction and in the 

course of the Scheme, the Oasis Entities conferred a benefit on the Remaining 

Defendants in the form of False Profits and the Remaining Defendants knowingly 
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and voluntarily accepted and retained this benefit. The circumstances are such that 

it would be inequitable to the Oasis Entities and their investors for the Remaining 

Defendants to retain the benefit without paying the value thereof. In re Burton 

Wiand Receivership Cases, 2008 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 27929 (M.D. Fla. 2008) 

(Denying a motion to dismiss an unjust enrichment claim based on use of 

receivership entities to perpetrate a Ponzi scheme.) Further, the Scheme’s collapse 

left hundreds of investors with collective losses of approximately $53.4 million. 

(Davis Decl. ¶ 21). Consequently, the Receiver has satisfied each element of his 

unjust enrichment claim against the Remaining Defendants. 

D. The Remaining Defendants have no legal or equitable right to retain 

their false profits.  

 

Because there is no genuine issue of material fact that (1) the transfers to the 

Remaining Defendants were made by the Insiders “with actual intent to hinder, 

delay, or defraud any creditor,” (2) the transfers to the Remaining Defendants were 

made when the Oasis Entities were insolvent, and (3) the Remaining Defendants 

received the transfers set forth herein, the Receiver is entitled to summary judgment 

as to Count I in the amount of the Remaining Defendants’ False Profits and 

prejudgment interest. Wiand v. Lee, 753 F.3d 1194 (11th Cir. 2014). 

1. Affirmative Defense under Fla. Stats. § 726.109(1) fails as a matter of law. 

 

 Pursuant to Fla. Stats. § 726.109(1), “[a] transfer or obligation is not voidable 

under s. 726.105(1)(a) against a person who took in good faith and for a reasonably 
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equivalent value or against any subsequent transferee or obligee.”  (Emphasis 

added).  The Remaining Defendants cannot prove that they provided reasonably 

equivalent value to the Oasis Entities for the transfers they received; therefore, this 

defense fails and whether they took in good faith is irrelevant. Courts unanimously 

hold that investors provide value up to the amounts of their principal investments 

but do not provide value for any transfers received above those amounts – i.e., False 

Profits – because those funds were misappropriated from other investors in the 

scheme.  See, e.g., Wiand v. Lee, 2012 WL 6923664, at *17 (M.D. Fla. Dec. 13, 

2012), adopted 2013 WL 247361 (M.D. Fla. Jan. 23, 2013) (“[A]s the Receiver 

indicates, it is well-settled that a receiver is entitled to recover from winning 

investors profits above the initial outlay, also known as ‘false profits,’ and an 

investor in a scheme does not provide reasonably equivalent value for any amounts 

received from [the] scheme that exceed the investor’s principal investment.”); 

Perkins, 661 F.3d at 627 (“Any transfers over and above the amount of the 

principal—i.e., for fictitious profits—are not made for ‘value’ because they exceed 

the scope of the investors’ fraud claim and may be subject to recovery….”). Here, 

the Remaining Defendants received payments from the Scheme that exceeded their 

principal investments; therefore, they did not provide reasonably equivalent value 

and this defense fails.  
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2. Innocent Defendant Defense fails because the Remaining Defendants’ 

intent is irrelevant. 

Pursuant to well-established, governing law, the requisite “actual intent to 

hinder, delay, or defraud any creditor” arises from the conduct of the 

debtor/transferor—not the transferee.  See, e.g., Fla. Stats. § 726.105(1)(a) 

(providing that a transfer is fraudulent “if the debtor made the transfer or incurred 

the obligation … [w]ith actual intent to hinder, delay, or defraud any creditor of the 

debtor”); Wing v. Horn, 2009 WL 2843342, at *3 (D. Utah Aug. 28, 2009) (“[I]n a 

fraudulent transfer claim, a plaintiff need only plead and prove the transferor’s … 

intent to defraud.”).  The transferee’s intent or knowledge of fraud is irrelevant.  See, 

e.g., id. (“The plaintiff is not required to plead or prove that the transferee 

participated in the fraudulent activity.”); Lee v. Wiand, 603 B.R. 161, 169 (M.D. Fla. 

2018) (upholding imposition of constructive trust and equitable lien on homestead 

purchased by “innocent” investors with money fraudulently transferred to them from 

a Ponzi scheme).  Thus, the fact that the Remaining Defendants did not have 

knowledge or intentional participation in the Scheme is not a defense to Count I and 

the innocent defendant defense fails as a matter of law. 

3. Equitable Estoppel, Unclean Hands, and Fraud defenses fail. 

 Similar to the “innocent defendant defense,” some of the Remaining 

Defendants claim the Receiver’s claims are barred because of the Oasis Entities’ 
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involvement in the Ponzi scheme. This argument is without merit. Entities used to 

perpetrate a Ponzi scheme are separate legal entities with rights and duties. When 

money received from investors is used for unauthorized purposes, the entity is 

harmed because the investors become tort creditors of the entity. Even though the 

Oasis Entities participated in the fraudulent transfers, once the Ponzi schemers were 

removed and the Receiver was appointed, the Oasis Entities became entitled to the 

return of the money diverted for unauthorized purposes. In this case, the 

Receivership Entities became entitled to return of the false profits when the Receiver 

was appointed. Wiand v. Lee, 753 F.3d 1194, 1202 (11th Cir. 2014). Thus, the Oasis 

Entities’ prior participation in the Scheme does not bar the Receiver’s claims and 

these defenses fail. 

4. Remaining Defendants may not offset damages with investments made in 

another entity. 

 Defendant Martini, Jr.’s Answer (Doc. 413) asserted an affirmative defense 

to offset his false profit with monies he previously invested with Strata Capital, Inc. 

(“Strata”); however, this defense fails because it lacks the required mutuality of 

claims between the same parties. Wiand v. Meeker, 572 Fed. Appx. 689, 961 (11th 

Cir. 2014) (“Setoff is permitted only where there is mutuality of claims between the 

parties. Mutuality of claims requires that the claims exist between the same parties 

acting in the same capacities.”); see also Everglade Cypress Co. v. Tunnicliffee, 148 

So.192, 193 (Fla. 1933) (“The very essence of and basis for set off is mutuality of 
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claims, that is to say, claims existing between the same parties and in the same 

right.”) Here, the undisputed facts establish that Martini, Jr. does not have the 

mutuality of claims and parties necessary to offset damages.  

 In 2009, Martini, Jr. invested $200,000.00 in Strata, through DaCorta, and 

received Strata shares in exchange for that payment. That same year, Strata paid 

Martini, Jr. $15,000.00 in earnings stemming from his Strata investment. See Wiand 

Decl. in Support of MSJ, Comp. Exh. 4, Martini, Jr. Ans. to Inter. Nos.1, 4.  In 2013, 

without requiring payment to an Oasis Entity, OIG, DaCorta converted Martini, Jr.’s 

Strata shares to $200,000.00 in founders’ shares in OIG. Id. at Int. no. 4. 

Accordingly, Martini, Jr. did not pay OIG consideration for the $200,000.00 worth 

of shares he received. Over the next few years, Martini, Jr. continued to ask DaCorta 

to return his $200,000.00 investment in Strata. By September 26, 2016, DaCorta 

redeemed all of Martini, Jr.’s OIG shares and paid him $200,000.00 from the Oasis 

Entities’ assets. Id. Because these facts do not establish the requisite mutuality of 

claims and parties, this affirmative defense fails as a matter of law and Martini, Jr. 

is not entitled to offset his damages with his investment in Strata.  

4) Statute of Limitations defense fails. 

 Many of the Remaining Defendants have asserted statute of limitations as an 

affirmative defense; however, this defense also fails. Fla. Stat. § 726.105(1)(a) is 

subject to a four (4) year statute of limitations but is also subject to a one (1) year 

savings clause to discover the fraudulent transfer. Indeed, under Florida law, the one 
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(1) year savings period began to run when the Receiver was appointed in 2019 and 

because the Receiver filed suit within a year of that date, the claims are timely. 

Wiand v. Meeker, 572 Fed. Appx. 689, 692 (11th Cir. 2014) (holding Receiver’s 

claim to be timely when brought within one year of his appointment). Accordingly, 

the Receiver’s claims filed under Fla. Stat. § 726.105(1)(a) are timely and the statute 

of limitations defense fails. 

E. Damages 

 In this case, the Receiver has set forth the sum certain plus prejudgment 

interest beginning from the date of each false profit distribution, through May 31, 

2021 and continuing thereafter at a per diem rate as a decimal of 0.000118082. The 

prejudgment interest calculations pertaining to the Remaining Defendants are set 

forth in Composite Exhibit “2” to Wiand’s Declaration in Support of this Motion. 

See Wiand v. Dancing $, LLC, 578 Fed. Appx. 938 947 (11th Cir. 2014) (holding 

that the Receiver was entitled to recover prejudgment interest on FUFTA claim, 

“…in light of Florida’s general rule that prejudgment interest is an element of 

pecuniary damages.”). Thus, the Receiver seeks the return of Remaining 

Defendants’ False Profits plus prejudgment interest beginning from the date of each 

false profit distribution through May 31, 2021 and continuing thereafter at a per 

diem rate as a decimal of 0.000118082 as set forth in Composite Exhibit “2” to 

Wiand’s Declaration in Support of this Motion. 
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IV. CONCLUSION 

For all of these reasons, the Receiver respectfully requests an order granting 

summary judgment on (1) Count I against: (a) Defendant Attia in the amount of 

$14,247.29, plus prejudgment interest through May 31, 2021 of $5,744.79 and 

additional prejudgment interest until judgment is entered against Defendant Attia, 

(b) in the amount of $52,226.68, plus prejudgment interest through May 31, 2021 

of $9,066.98 and additional prejudgment interest until judgment is entered against 

Defendant KATT Distribution, (c) Defendant Martini Jr. in the amount of 

$200,000.00, plus prejudgment interest through May 31, 2021 of $58,644.09 and 

additional prejudgment interest until judgment is entered against Defendant 

Martini, Jr., and (d) Defendant Wilkerson in the amount of $15,631.78, plus 

prejudgment interest through May 31, 2021 of $3,620.70 and additional 

prejudgment interest until judgment is entered against Defendant Wilkerson; or, in 

the alternative, on (2) Count II for the same amounts set forth. Further, the Receiver 

also requests post-judgment interest and costs.  

      Respectfully submitted, 

ENGLANDER FISCHER 

 

      /s/ Beatriz McConnell   

      JOHN W. WAECHTER 

      Florida Bar No. 47151 

Primary: jwaechter@eflegal.com   

Secondary: dturner@eflegal.com   

 BEATRIZ MCCONNELL 
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Hunte d/b/a KATT Distribution, and 

James Jackson 

candersen@bushross.com  

ksalter@bushross.com  
 

Josef Yitzchak Rosen 

Frederick Stewart Schrils 

GrayRobinson, PA 

401 E. Jackson Street, Suite 2700 

Tampa, FL 33601-3324 

Telephone: 813-273-5000 

Fax:  813-273-5145 

Attorneys for Joseph Martini Jr. and Sr. 

josef.rosen@gray-robinson.com 

frederick.schrils@gray-robinson.com  

angela.calderon@gray-robinson.com 

Case 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW   Document 795   Filed 05/12/21   Page 18 of 19 PageID 3988

mailto:bmcconnell@eflegal.com
mailto:tdillon@eflegal.com
mailto:agangi@eflegal.com
mailto:tdillon@eflegal.com
mailto:michal@attiaenterprises.net
mailto:davewilkerson@icloud.com
mailto:candersen@bushross.com
mailto:ksalter@bushross.com
mailto:josef.rosen@gray-robinson.com
mailto:frederick.schrils@gray-robinson.com
mailto:angela.calderon@gray-robinson.com


19 

 

Dated this 12th day of May, 2021. 

           /s/ Beatriz McConnell   

Attorney for Plaintiff    
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 
 
BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 
OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD.; 
OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC; AND 
SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY, 
 
Plaintiff, 
 
v.        Case No: 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW 
 
CHRIS AND SHELLEY ARDUINI, et al., 
 
Defendants. 
___________________________________/ 

DECLARATION OF PLAINTIFF BURTON W. WIAND IN SUPPORT OF 
THE RECEIVER’S OMNIBUS MOTION FOR SUMMARY JUDGMENT  

AGAINST REMAINING DEFENDANTS 
 

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, appeared Burton W. Wiand, who, 

first being duly sworn, deposes and says: 

1. I am an attorney with Burton W. Wiand PA in Clearwater, Florida. I 

make this declaration in support of the Receiver's Omnibus Motion for Summary 

Judgment Against Remaining Defendants. I make this declaration based on 

information personally known to me or gathered by me or by others at my request. 

2. On April 15, 2019, I was appointed by the Court presiding over 

C.F.T.C. v. Oasis International Group, Ltd., Case No. 8:19-CV-886-T-33SPF (M.D. 

Fla.) (the “Receivership Case”), as the Receiver and directed to take custody, 
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control and possession of the Receivership Estate. The Consolidated Receivership 

Order entered related to my appointment is attached hereto as Exhibit 1. 

3. In connection with my appointment in the Receivership Case, I initiated 

this action and on April 14, 2020, I filed the Complaint against the Remaining 

Defendants (as defined in the Omnibus Motion for Summary Judgment) (Doc. 1). 

4.  As set forth in the Motion for Summary Judgment, I seek recovery of a 

sum certain from each Remaining Defendant in the amounts set forth below1: 

No. Defendant 
False 
Profits 
Paid 

1st False 
Profit 
Distribution 

Last False 
Profit 
Distribution 

Prejudgment 
Int. through 
5/31/21 

1.  Attia $14,247.29 9/03/2013  1/16/2015 $5,744.79 

2.  KAATT 
Distribution $52,226.68 1/02/2018 10/16/2018 $9,066.98 

3.  Martini, Jr. $200,000.00 7/16/2013 9/26/2016 $58,644.09 
4.  Wilkerson $15,631.78 8/01/2016 6/18/2018 $3,620.70 

 
The interest calculations set forth above are further explained in the attached 

Composite Exhibit 2.  

5. Attached hereto as Composite Exhibit 3 is a true and correct copy of 

the Receiver’s First Requests for Admission which was served on the Remaining 

Defendants Attia and Martini, Jr. on November 23, 2020 and KAATT Distribution 

and Wilkerson on December 14, 2020. 

 
1 The per diem pre-judgment interest rate effective on April 1, 2021 through June 30, 2021 is a 
decimal of .000118082. The Receiver also seeks post judgment interest. 
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6. Remaining Defendants Attia, KAATT Distribution, and Wilkerson did 

not respond to the Requests for Admission, therefore they are deemed admitted. 

7. Attached hereto as Composite Exhibit 4 is a true and correct copy of 

Defendant Martini, Jr.’s Response to the Receiver’s Requests for Admission and 

First Set of Interrogatories. 

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. 

Executed on this ___ day of April 2021. 

      _______________________________ 
      BURTON W. WIAND 

 

28th
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Wiand/Oasis International Group 

Calculation of Pre-judgment Interest 

Offer Attia 

Judgment: 5/31/2021 

Date Paid Date Paid 

Amount Amount Beginning of End of 

Interest Interest Period Period Rate Factor 

9/13/2013 1/16/2015 

$ 11,667.92 $ 2,579.37 

$ 1,413.66 $ 148.03 10/1/2011 4/1/2016 4.75 0.0001301370 

$ 138.67 $ 30.66 4/1/2016 7/1/2016 4.78 0.0001306011 

$ 141.95 $ 31.38 7/1/2016 10/1/2016 4.84 0.0001322404 

$ 144.01 $ 31.83 10/1/2016 1/1/2017 4.91 0.0001341530 

$ 142.99 $ 31.61 1/1/2017 4/1/2017 4.97 0.0001361644 

$ 146.90 $ 32.48 4/1/2017 7/1/2017 5.05 0.0001383562 

$ 152.05 $ 33.61 7/1/2017 10/1/2017 5.17 0.0001416438 

$ 157.34 $ 34.78 10/1/2017 1/1/2018 5.35 0.0001465750 

$ 159.10 $ 35.17 1/1/2018 4/1/2018 5.53 0.0001515070 

$ 166.39 $ 36.78 4/1/2018 7/1/2018 5.72 0.0001567120 

$ 175.58 $ 38.81 7/1/2018 10/1/2018 5.97 0.0001635620 

$ 179.10 $ 39.59 10/1/2018 1/1/2019 6.09 0.0001668490 

$ 182.12 $ 40.26 1/1/2019 4/1/2019 6.33 0.0001734250 

$ 191.12 $ 42.25 4/1/2019 7/1/2019 6.57 0.0001800000 

$ 199.10 $ 44.01 7/1/2019 10/1/2019 6.77 0.0001854790 

$ 202.63 $ 44.79 10/1/2019 1/1/2020 6.89 0.0001887670 

$ 198.14 $ 43.80 1/1/2020 4/1/2020 6.83 0.0001866120 

$ 193.21 $ 42.71 4/1/2020 7/1/2020 6.66 0.0001819670 

$ 176.85 $ 39.10 7/1/2020 10/1/2020 6.03 0.0001647540 

$ 157.50 $ 34.82 10/1/2020 1/1/2021 5.37 0.0001467210 

$ 138.38 $ 30.59 1/1/2021 4/1/2021 4.81 0.0001317810 

$ 82.67 $ 18.27 4/1/2021 5/31/2021 4.31 0.0001180820 

$ 4,839.46 $ 905.33 

Total Interest: $ 5,744.79 
False Profits: $ 14,247.29 Compostie Exhibit "2"
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 

BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 

OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD.; 

OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC; AND 

SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY, 

Plaintiff, 

v.        Case No: 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW 

CHRIS AND SHELLEY ARDUINI, et al., 

Defendants. 

___________________________________/ 

RECEIVER’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO DEFENDANTS 

Pursuant to Rules 26 and 36 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff Burton W. 

Wiand, as Receiver for OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD.; OASIS MANAGEMENT, 

LLC; AND SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY (“Receiver”), requests that Defendants, Offer 

Attia, Betsy Doolin, Elmore Runee Harris, Bradley Kantor, Carrie Kantor, Joseph Martini, Joseph 

Martini, Jr., and Elizabeth McMahon (collectively “Defendant”), serve upon counsel for the 

Receiver answers to these requests for admission, in writing and under oath, within thirty (30) days 

from the date of service of these requests for admission, at the offices of Englander & Fischer, 

LLP, 721 First Ave. N., St. Petersburg, FL 33701.   

DEFINITIONS 

The following definitions apply to these requests for admission: 

1. The term "Defendant" refers to each and every defendant named in this case in

any and all capacities or business forms, incorporated or unincorporated, and anyone acting at the 

Composite Exhibit "3"
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2  

direction of or on behalf of each Defendant. 

2. The terms "you" and "your" are used in their broadest and most comprehensive 

sense to include: (a) any person assisting in or providing the substantive responses to the 

applicable document request; (b) Defendant in any and all capacities, including in his/her 

individual capacity; in his/her capacity as a Trustee, Personal Representative, or other fiduciary; 

or in his/her capacity as an entity, organization, or other business form, in which case the terms 

"you" and "your" also include Defendant's officer, director, partner, or other representative who 

was the decision-maker on behalf of the entity, organization, or other business form in connection 

with investments and/or transfers  of money or other asset or anything else of value received from 

a Receivership Entity or anyone associated with a Receivership Entity; (c) any sole 

proprietorship, other business form, or  any other entity that is or was owned or controlled, in 

whole or in part, by Defendant, including but not limited to any former or present parent, 

subsidiary, affiliate, division, or predecessor  of  any  such  sole  proprietorship,  other  business  

form,  or  other  entity;    and (d) anyone acting at the direction of or on behalf of Defendant. 

3. The phrase "Receivership Entities" refers to OASIS INTERNATIONAL 

GROUP, LTD.; OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC; AND SATELLITE HOLDINGS 

COMPANY. 

4. The phrase "Person Associated With One of The Receivership Entities" 

refers to any shareholder, partner, general partner, member, managing member, director, 

officer, manager, or employee of a Receivership Entity, including but not limited to Joseph S. 

Anile, II, Michael J. DaCorta, Francisco “Frank” L. Duran, John J. Haas, and Raymond P. Montie, 

III. 

5. The term "Receiver" refers to Burton W. Wiand who was appointed by the 
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United States District Court in C.F.T.C. v. Oasis International Group, Ltd., Case No. 8:19-CV-

886-T-33SPF (M.D. Fla.) as Receiver for the Receivership Entities. 

6. The terms "person" and "persons" are used in their broadest sense and include 

natural persons, trusts, and all other entities, organizations, or business forms including but not 

limited to firms, partnerships, associations, corporations, sole proprietorships, joint ventures, 

divisions, departments, bureaus, offices, and other similar units or equivalents thereof. All persons 

shall be identified by the full name and latest home or business address, as applicable, known to 

the Defendant(s). 

7. The words "any" or "all" mean "any and all." 

8. The connectives "and" and "or" are to be construed either conjunctively or 

disjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of the discovery request all responses that 

might otherwise be construed to be outside of its scope. 

9. The singular of any term includes the plural and the plural includes the singular. 

10. The present tense of any verb includes the past tense, and the past tense of any 

verb includes the present tense. 

11. The term "including" means "including without limitation." 

INSTRUCTIONS 

1. These requests for admission are continuing so as to require supplemental 

responses to the extent required by Rule 26(e) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure in the event 

Defendant, or any person acting at Defendant's direction or on Defendant's behalf, obtains 

additional responsive information between the time of the service of the original response to these 

requests for admission and the conclusion of the trial in this case. 

2. If an objection is made to any part of a request for admission, Defendant shall 
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state the objection with specificity, identify all grounds upon which the objection is based with 

specificity, and identify to which part of the request for admission the objection applies. If 

Defendant objects to only a party of a request for admission, the Defendant must answer the 

remainder of the request for admission. 

3. Pursuant to Rule 26(b)(5) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, if any 

privilege, protection, or other claim of immunity from discovery is claimed with respect to any 

request for admission, please furnish a list identifying the nature of each withheld item of 

information for which such privilege, protection, or immunity is claimed and describing such 

information sufficiently to enable the Receiver to assess the applicability of the privilege or 

protection claimed and providing all other information required by applicable rules and laws. 

4. For cases in which multiple Defendants are named, each named Defendant shall 

provide a separate response to each request for admission. 

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

1. For each transfer of money that you received from one of the Receivership 

Entities or from a Person Associated With One of the Receivership Entities, as indicated in 

Exhibit “A” to the Complaint in this case: 

a. Admit that you received such transfer of money. 

b. Admit that the amount indicated in Exhibit “A” for such transfer was the amount 

you received. 

c. Admit that such transfer was paid to you from one of the Receivership Entities 

or Person Associated With One of the Receivership Entities as identified in the Exhibit 

“A” to the Complaint in this case. 

d. Admit that you received such transfer on or about the date indicated in Exhibit 
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“A” to the Complaint in this case. 

2. Admit that you made no transfer of money to the Receivership Entities other 

than the one(s) listed in Exhibit A to the Complaint in this case. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 23rd day of November, 2020, I served a copy of the 

foregoing by e-mail on the following: 

Offer Attia  

217 Forest Ave  

New Rochelle, NY 10804  

PRO SE  

Telephone:  914-632-5511 

Via Email: Michal@attiaenterprises.net   

Betsy Doolin  

6662 La Mirada Drive East, Unit 2  

Jacksonville, FL 32217  

PRO SE  

Via Email: bjd6257@icloud.com   

Elmore Runee Harris  

5 Whitney Drive  

Greenwich, CT 06831  

PRO SE  

Telephone:  203 531-6086 

Via US Mail and Email: runeeh@verizon.net   

Christopher J. Whitelock  

Whitelock & Associates, PA  

300 SE 13th St Ft Lauderdale, FL 33316 

954/463-2001 Fax: 954/463-0410  

Attorney for Bradley Kantor and Carrie 

Kantor  

Email: cjw@whitelocklegal.com   

Email: ark@whitelocklegal.com  

 

Josef Yitzchak Rosen 

Frederick Stewart Schrils 

GrayRobinson, PA 

401 E. Jackson Street, Suite 2700 

Tampa, FL 33601-3324 

Telephone: 813-273-5000 

Fax:  813-273-5145 

Attorneys for Joseph Martini Jr. and Sr. 

josef.rosen@gray-robinson.com 

frederick.schrils@gray-robinson.com  

angela.calderon@gray-robinson.com 

William Keith Fendrick  

Corey E. Dorne 

Holland & Knight, LLP - Tampa  

100 N Tampa St, Ste 4100  

Tampa, FL 33602  

813/227-8500 Fax: 813/229-0134  

Attorneys for Elizabeth McMahon  

Email: keith.fendrick@hklaw.com   

Email: corey.dorne@hklaw.com  

Email:  gloria.mcknight@hklaw.com  

Email: Andrea.Olson@hklaw.com  
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Respectfully submitted, 

ENGLANDER FISCHER 

 

 

      /s/ Beatriz McConnell__________ 

      JOHN W. WAECHTER 

      Florida Bar No. 47151 

Primary: jwaechter@eflegal.com   

Secondary: dturner@eflegal.com   

 COURTNEY L. FERNALD 

Florida Bar No. 52669 

Florida Bar Certified, Appellate Practice 

Primary:  cfernald@eflegal.com 

Secondary:  tdillon@eflegal.com 

      BEATRIZ MCCONNELL 

Florida Bar No. 42119 

Primary:  bmcconnell@eflegal.com  

Secondary:  tdillon@eflegal.com 

ALICIA GANGI 

Florida Bar No. 1002753 

Primary: agangi@eflegal.com 

Secondary: tdillon@eflegal.com 

ENGLANDER and FISCHER LLP 

      721 First Avenue North 

      St. Petersburg, Florida  33731-1954 

      (727) 898-7210 / Fax (727) 898-7218 

      Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 

 

BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 

OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD.; 

OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC; AND 

SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY, 

 

Plaintiff, 

 

v.        Case No: 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW 

 

CHRIS AND SHELLEY ARDUINI, et al., 

 

Defendants. 

___________________________________/ 

 

RECEIVER’S FIRST SET OF REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION TO TIMOTHY 

HUNTE, KATT DISTRIBUTION, JAMES JACKSON, AND DAVID WILKERSON 

 

 Pursuant to Rules 26 and 36 of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Plaintiff Burton W. 

Wiand, as Receiver for OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD.; OASIS MANAGEMENT, 

LLC; AND SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY (“Receiver”), requests that Defendants, 

Timothy Hunte, Timothy Hunte DBA KATT Distribution, James Jackson, and David Wilkerson 

(collectively “Defendants”), serve upon counsel for the Receiver answers to these requests for 

admission, in writing and under oath, within thirty (30) days from the date of service of these 

requests for admission, at the offices of Englander & Fischer, LLP, 721 First Ave. N., St. 

Petersburg, FL 33701.   

DEFINITIONS 

 

The following definitions apply to these requests for admission: 

 

1. The term "Defendant" refers to each and every defendant named in this case in 

any and all capacities or business forms, incorporated or unincorporated, and anyone acting at the 
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2  

direction of or on behalf of each Defendant. 

2. The terms "you" and "your" are used in their broadest and most comprehensive 

sense to include: (a) any person assisting in or providing the substantive responses to the 

applicable document request; (b) Defendant in any and all capacities, including in his/her 

individual capacity; in his/her capacity as a Trustee, Personal Representative, or other fiduciary; 

or in his/her capacity as an entity, organization, or other business form, in which case the terms 

"you" and "your" also include Defendant's officer, director, partner, or other representative who 

was the decision-maker on behalf of the entity, organization, or other business form in connection 

with investments and/or transfers  of money or other asset or anything else of value received from 

a Receivership Entity or anyone associated with a Receivership Entity; (c) any sole 

proprietorship, other business form, or  any other entity that is or was owned or controlled, in 

whole or in part, by Defendant, including but not limited to any former or present parent, 

subsidiary, affiliate, division, or predecessor  of  any  such  sole  proprietorship,  other  business  

form,  or  other  entity;    and (d) anyone acting at the direction of or on behalf of Defendant. 

3. The phrase "Receivership Entities" refers to OASIS INTERNATIONAL 

GROUP, LTD.; OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC; AND SATELLITE HOLDINGS 

COMPANY. 

4. The phrase "Person Associated With One of The Receivership Entities" 

refers to any shareholder, partner, general partner, member, managing member, director, 

officer, manager, or employee of a Receivership Entity, including but not limited to Joseph S. 

Anile, II, Michael J. DaCorta, Francisco “Frank” L. Duran, John J. Haas, and Raymond P. Montie, 

III. 

5. The term "Receiver" refers to Burton W. Wiand who was appointed by the 
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United States District Court in C.F.T.C. v. Oasis International Group, Ltd., Case No. 8:19-CV-

886-T-33SPF (M.D. Fla.) as Receiver for the Receivership Entities. 

6. The terms "person" and "persons" are used in their broadest sense and include 

natural persons, trusts, and all other entities, organizations, or business forms including but not 

limited to firms, partnerships, associations, corporations, sole proprietorships, joint ventures, 

divisions, departments, bureaus, offices, and other similar units or equivalents thereof. All persons 

shall be identified by the full name and latest home or business address, as applicable, known to 

the Defendant(s). 

7. The words "any" or "all" mean "any and all." 

8. The connectives "and" and "or" are to be construed either conjunctively or 

disjunctively as necessary to bring within the scope of the discovery request all responses that 

might otherwise be construed to be outside of its scope. 

9. The singular of any term includes the plural and the plural includes the singular. 

10. The present tense of any verb includes the past tense, and the past tense of any 

verb includes the present tense. 

11. The term "including" means "including without limitation." 

INSTRUCTIONS 

1. These requests for admission are continuing so as to require supplemental 

responses to the extent required by Rule 26(e) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure in the event 

Defendant, or any person acting at Defendant's direction or on Defendant's behalf, obtains 

additional responsive information between the time of the service of the original response to these 

requests for admission and the conclusion of the trial in this case. 

2. If an objection is made to any part of a request for admission, Defendant shall 
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state the objection with specificity, identify all grounds upon which the objection is based with 

specificity, and identify to which part of the request for admission the objection applies. If 

Defendant objects to only a party of a request for admission, the Defendant must answer the 

remainder of the request for admission. 

3. Pursuant to Rule 26(b)(5) of the Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, if any 

privilege, protection, or other claim of immunity from discovery is claimed with respect to any 

request for admission, please furnish a list identifying the nature of each withheld item of 

information for which such privilege, protection, or immunity is claimed and describing such 

information sufficiently to enable the Receiver to assess the applicability of the privilege or 

protection claimed and providing all other information required by applicable rules and laws. 

4. For cases in which multiple Defendants are named, each named Defendant shall 

provide a separate response to each request for admission. 

REQUESTS FOR ADMISSION 

1. For each transfer of money that you received from one of the Receivership 

Entities or from a Person Associated With One of the Receivership Entities, as indicated in 

Exhibit “A” to the Complaint in this case: 

a. Admit that you received such transfer of money. 

b. Admit that the amount indicated in Exhibit “A” for such transfer was the amount 

you received. 

c. Admit that such transfer was paid to you from one of the Receivership Entities 

or Person Associated With One of the Receivership Entities as identified in the Exhibit 

“A” to the Complaint in this case. 

d. Admit that you received such transfer on or about the date indicated in Exhibit 
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“A” to the Complaint in this case. 

2. Admit that you made no transfer of money to the Receivership Entities other 

than the one(s) listed in Exhibit A to the Complaint in this case. 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 14th day of December, 2020, I served a copy of the 

foregoing by U.S. Mail and/or electronic mail to the following: 

Timothy Hunte  

2155 Rainlily Drive  

Center Valley, PA 18034  

PRO SE  

Telephone:  484-851-3007 

Via Email: timhunte@yahoo.com   

Timothy Hunte DBA Katt Distribution 

2155 Rainlily Drive  

Center Valley, PA 18034  

PRO SE  

Telephone:  484-851-3007 

Via Email: timhunte@yahoo.com   

James Jackson 

2155 Rainlilly Drive      

Center Valley, PA  18034 

 

David Wilkerson 

Post Office Box 77803 

Charlotte, NC 28277 

Via Email: davewilkerson@me.com 

 

Respectfully submitted, 

ENGLANDER FISCHER 

 

 

      /s/ Beatriz McConnell__________ 

      JOHN W. WAECHTER 

      Florida Bar No. 47151 

Primary: jwaechter@eflegal.com   

Secondary: dturner@eflegal.com   

 COURTNEY L. FERNALD 

Florida Bar No. 52669 

Florida Bar Certified, Appellate Practice 

Primary:  cfernald@eflegal.com 

Secondary:  tdillon@eflegal.com 

      BEATRIZ MCCONNELL 

Florida Bar No. 42119 

Primary:  bmcconnell@eflegal.com  

Secondary:  tdillon@eflegal.com 

ALICIA GANGI 
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Florida Bar No. 1002753 

Primary: agangi@eflegal.com 

Secondary: tdillon@eflegal.com 

ENGLANDER and FISCHER LLP 

      721 First Avenue North 

      St. Petersburg, Florida  33731-1954 

      (727) 898-7210 / Fax (727) 898-7218 

      Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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1 

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 

MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 

BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 
OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD, 
OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC, and 
SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY, 

Plaintiff, 

v. Case No. 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW 

CHRIS AND SHELLEY ARDUINI, et al., 

Defendants. 
_______________________________________/ 

DEFENDANT, JOSEPH MARTINI, JR’S RESPONSES 

TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST REQUEST FOR ADMISSIONS 

Pursuant to Rule 36, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant, Joseph Martini, Jr. 

(“Defendant”), hereby responds as follows to the numbered paragraphs in Plaintiff’s First 

Request for Admissions 

1. See below.

a. Admitted.

b. Admitted.

c. Admitted.

d. Admitted.

2. Admitted that Defendant made no direct transfer of money to the Receivership

Entities, however, Defendant transferred to or otherwise invested a total of $200,000.00 with 

Michal J. DaCorta, a Person Associated With One of the Receivership Entities, who accepted 

said transfers or investments on behalf of the DaCorta Group, Inc. and Strata Capital, LLC, and 

which investment was subsequently converted into shares in one or more of the Receivership 

Composite Exhibit "4"
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Entities, as more fully explained in Defendant’s Answers to Plaintiff’s First Set of 

Interrogatories. Defendant is without knowledge as to whether Michael J. DaCorta otherwise 

transferred any of the invested funds into any of the Receivership Entities.  

 
Dated:  December 23, 2020. 

Respectfully submitted, 

GrayRobinson, P.A. 

401 East Jackson Street, Suite 2700 
Tampa, Florida  33602 
Ph:  813-273-5000; Fax:  813-273-5145 

 /s/ Josef Y. Rosen     
JOSEF Y. ROSEN, ESQ. 
Florida Bar No. 112719 
josef.rosen@gray-robinson.com 
FREDERICK S. SCHRILS, ESQ. 
Florida Bar No. 0604003 
frederick.schrils@gray-robinson.com 
Attorneys for Defendants, Joseph Martini, Sr. and 

Joseph Martini, Jr. 

 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 23rd day of December, 2020, I served a true and 

correct copy of the foregoing via email to: 

JOHN W. WAECHTER 

Florida Bar No. 47151 
Primary: jwaechter@eflegal.com 
Secondary: dturner@eflegal.com 
COURTNEY L. FERNALD 
Florida Bar No. 52669 
Primary: cfernald@eflegal.com 
Secondary: tdillon@eflegal.com 
BEATRIZ MCCONNELL 
Florida Bar No. 42119 
Primary: bmcconnell@eflegal.com 
Secondary: tdillon@eflegal.com 
ALICIA GANGI 
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Florida Bar No. 1002753 
Primary: agangi@eflegal.com 
Secondary: tdillon@eflegal.com 
ENGLANDER and FISCHER LLP 

721 First Avenue North 
St. Petersburg, Florida 33731-1954 
Phone: (727) 898-7210/Fax: (727) 898-7218 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

 /s/ Josef Y. Rosen     
Josef Y. Rosen, Esq. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 

BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 
OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD, 
OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC, and 
SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY, 

Plaintiff, 

v. Case No. 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW

CHRIS AND SHELLEY ARDUINI, et al., 

Defendants. 
_______________________________________/ 

DEFENDANT, JOSEPH MARTINI, JR.’S ANSWERS 
TO PLAINTIFF’S FIRST SET OF INTERROGATORIES 

Pursuant to Rule 33, Federal Rules of Civil Procedure, Defendant, Joseph Martini, Jr. 

(“Mr. Martini, Jr.”), hereby responds as follow’s to Plaintiff’s First Set of Interrogatories. 

ANSWERS 

INTERROGATORY 1:   For each transfer of money (i) that Defendant received from a 

Receivership Entity or A Person Associated With A Receivership Entity and (ii) that is not 

identified in the Exhibit(s) to the operative complaint in this case, please identify the amount of 

such transfer, the payor of such transfer, the date on which the transfer was received, and the date 

on which the deposit of the transfer cleared. 

ANSWER: In 2009, Michael J. DaCorta (“Mr. DaCorta”) facilitated a 
payment of $15,000.00 from Strata Capital, Inc. to Joseph Martini, Jr. (“Mr. 
Martini, Jr.”).  Mr. Martini, Jr. does not know the precise date the transfer 
was received nor the date on which the deposit of the transfer cleared. 

INTERROGATORY 2:   For each transfer listed in the Exhibit(s) to the operative complaint in 

this case or identified in response to Interrogatory 1, please identify the account in which the 
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transferred money was deposited, providing the name of the financial institution holding each 

such account, the complete name on the account, and the number of the account; and if any such 

transfer was not deposited into an account, please identify the subsequent steps taken with 

respect to such transfer. 

ANSWER:

 Unknown date in 2009 - $15,000 – unknown financial institution, account 
name, and account number. 

 07/16/2013 - $25,000 – Chase Bank, Joseph T. Martini, Jr or Sharon E. 
Martini, XXXXXX65191

 11/25/2015 - $10,000 – Chase Bank, Joseph T. Martini, XXXXXX7573 
 02/09/2016 - $10,000 – Chase Bank, Joseph T. Martini, XXXXXX7573 
 07/18/2016 - $10,000 – Chase Bank, Joseph T. Martini, XXXXXX7573 
 09/26/2016 - $145,000 – Chase Bank, Joseph T. Martini, XXXXXX7573 

INTERROGATORY 3:   Please identify each transfer listed in the Exhibit(s) to the operative 

complaint in this case that Defendant contends was not received by Defendant or by a person 

acting under Defendant's control or on behalf of Defendant. 

ANSWER: None. 

INTERROGATORY 4:   For each transfer identified in the Exhibit(s) to the operative 

complaint in this case or identified in response to Interrogatory 1, please identify (i) the specific 

purpose for Defendant's receipt of that transfer, (ii) the value provided to a Receivership Entity in 

exchange for that transfer, and (iii) the person providing that value. The term "value" as used in 

this interrogatory has the same definition as used in connection with Florida Statutes Sections 

726.101 et seq.

ANSWER: The $15,000.00 transferred to Mr. Martini, Jr. in 2009, as 
identified in response to Interrogatory 1, constituted earnings stemming from 
Mr. Martini, Jr.’s $200,000.00 investment in Strata Capital. 

1  Complete account numbers, to the extent necessary, will be provided upon execution of an appropriate 
confidentiality stipulation/agreement. 
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The transfers identified on Page 64 of Exhibit A to the operative complaint, 
which total $200,000.00, reflect the return of $200,000.00 in principal for 
investments made by Mr. Martini, Jr.  Specifically, in 2009, Mr. Martini, Jr. 
invested $200,000.00 Strata Capital through Mr. DaCorta and based on Mr. 
DaCorta’s representations that the investment would be profitable. As proof 
of and in return for his investment, Mr. Martini, Jr. was issued Preferred 
Stock shares in Strata Capital, Inc.  In roughly 2013, Mr. Martini, Jr’s 
shares of Strata Capital were converted into $200,000.00 worth of “founders 
shares” in Oasis International Group, Ltd. (“OIG”).  The transfers on 
07/16/2013, 11/25/2015, 02/09/2016, and 07/18/2016 reflect the partial return 
of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s original principal investment.  On or about September 
16, 2016, after requesting the return of his principal investment for a number 
of years, Mr. Martini, Jr. executed a Stock Purchase Agreement, Surrender 
Letter, and Share Transfer Form in which he sold, surrendered, or otherwise 
transferred his shares in OIG back to OIG.  The final transfer on 09/26/2016, 
reflects a return of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s remaining principal investment and 
consideration for  the sale/transfer/surrender of his shares  of OIG. 

INTERROGATORY 5:   Please describe the circumstances of your initial introduction to and 

all meetings or other communications with any Receivership Entity or Person Associated With A 

Receivership Entity, including but not limited to dates, locations, and matters discussed, and if 

you were referred to the Receivership Entity or Person Associated With A Receivership Entity, 

please identify the name, address, and telephone number of the person making the referral and 

that person's relationship to you. 

ANSWER: Mr. Martini, Jr. objects on the grounds of breadth and 
burdensomeness, as this response would require Mr. Martini, Jr. to recall 
and recount more than seven years of communications with Receivership 
Entities or Persons Associated With A Receivership Entities.  Subject to, and 
without waiving, these objections, in 2009, Co-Defendant, Joseph Martini, Sr. 
(“Mr. Martini, Sr.”), 108 Heritage Hills, Unit B, Somers, NY 10589, 914-342-
3903, introduced Mr. Martini, Jr. to Mr. DaCorta.  Mr. Martini, Jr., Mr. 
Martini, Sr., and Mr. DaCorta initially met in person to discuss an 
investment opportunity in Strata Capital.  In the years that followed, Mr. 
Martini, Jr. met with Mr. DaCorta in person on one or two additional 
occasions.  Additionally, Mr. Martini, Jr. communicated with Mr. DaCorta 
by telephone, text, and email.  All of their communications concerned Mr. 
Martini, Jr.’s investment in Strata Capital and OIG, the subsequent issuance 
of shares of OIG, the sale of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s shares of OIG, and the return 
of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s principal investment.  For additional specificity, see 
email communications to be produced in response to Plaintiff’s First Request 
for Production.  Please note that Mr. Martini, Sr. is represented by Gray 
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Robinson, PA and all communications to Mr. Martini, Sr. should be 
addressed to his counsel. 

INTERROGATORY 6:   Please identify each person with whom you discussed or 

communicated about an actual or potential investment in a Receivership Entity and describe the 

information exchanged with such person and the date of such exchange of information. 

ANSWER: Mr. Martini, Jr. objects to this request as overbroad and unduly 
burdensome, as it would require Mr. Martini, Jr. to recall and recount each 
and every communication concerning his investment over the course of a 
more than seven year period.  Further, Mr. Martini, Jr. Objects to the extent 
this Interrogatory requests information protected by attorney-client privilege 
or the work-product doctrine.  Subject to, and without waiving, these 
objections, Mr. Martini, Jr. communicated with his father, Mr. Martini, Sr., 
and Michael DaCorta in-person, by telephone, and by email regarding Mr. 
Martini, Jr.’s investment in Strata Capital and OIG, the subsequent issuance 
of shares of OIG, the sale of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s shares of OIG, and the return 
of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s principal investment. 

INTERROGATORY 7:   Please identify all documents provided to you by any Receivership 

Entity or Person Associated With A Receivership Entity, including prospectuses, marketing 

materials, contracts, investment summaries, correspondence, and emails, and each person with 

possession, custody, or control of each such document. 

ANSWER: See documents to be produced in response to Plaintiff’s First 
Request for Production.  Mr. Martini, Jr. and Mr. Martini, Sr., as well as 
their counsel, are the only people with possession, custody, or control of each 
such document. 

INTERROGATORY 8:   Please identify all documents relating to the transfers listed on the 

Exhibit(s) to the operative complaint in this case and each person who has custody, control, or 

possession of each such document. 

ANSWER: See documents to be produced in response to Plaintiff’s First 
Request for Production.  Mr. Martini, Jr. and Mr. Martini, Sr., as well as 
their counsel, and any financial institutions referenced in response to any of 
the Interrogatories are the only people or entities with possession, custody, or 
control of each such document. 

Case 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW   Document 795-1   Filed 05/12/21   Page 123 of 127 PageID 4112



5 

INTERROGATORY 9:   Please describe all communications, including any verbal 

representations, made by any Person Associated With A Receivership Entity relating to the 

transfers listed on the Exhibit(s) to the operative complaint in this case or provided in response to 

Interrogatory 1. 

ANSWER: Mr. Martini, Jr. objects to this request as overbroad and unduly 
burdensome, as it would require Mr. Martini, Jr. to recall and recount each 
and every communication concerning his investment over the course of a 
more than seven years. 

Subject to, and without waiving, these objections, with regards to the 
transfer identified in Interrogatory 1, Mr. DaCorta represented that this 
payment represented earning stemming from Mr. Martini, Jr.’s initial 
$200,000.00 investment in Strata Capital. 

With regards to all other transfers, Mr. DaCorta represented that they 
constituted the return of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s $200,000 initial investment in 
Strata Capital, including, without limitation, the proceeds of the 
sale/transfer/surrender of OIG shares to OIG, as reflected in the September 
16, 2016 Stock Purchase Agreement, Surrender Letter, and Share Transfer 
Form, to be produced in response to Plaintiff’s First Request for Production. 

For additional specificity, see documents to be produced in response to 
Plaintiff’s First Request for Production. 

INTERROGATORY 10:   Please describe with specificity all due diligence or other review or 

investigation you made of any other Person Associated With A Receivership Entity, or any 

Receivership Entity before or during your receipt of funds paid from a Receivership Entity or 

any Person Associated With A Receivership Entity. 

ANSWER:  Mr. Martini, Jr.’s procured the vast majority of his knowledge 
concerning Mr. DaCorta, Strata Capital, and/or any of the Receivership 
Entities or Persons Associated With A Receivership Entity through 
communications with Mr. DaCorta and Mr. Martini, Sr.  In addition, Mr. 
Martini, Jr. performed some Google searches concerning Mr. DaCorta and 
the Receivership Entities. 

INTERROGATORY 11:   Please describe all information and documents you requested from 

any Person Associated With A Receivership Entity, or any Receivership Entity, including 
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financial statements, prospectuses, marketing materials, contracts, investment summaries, or 

documents relating to your receipt of funds paid from a Receivership Entity or Person Associated 

with a Receivership Entity, and what was provided in response. 

ANSWER: See documents produced or to be produced in response to 
Plaintiff’s First Request for Production.  In addition, Mr. Martini, Jr. 
requested from Mr. DaCorta, but did not receive, a signed copy of the 
Subscription Agreement for his initial investment in Strata Capital. 

INTERROGATORY 12:   List the name and addresses of all persons who are believed or 

known by you, your agents, or your attorneys to have any knowledge concerning the issues 

and/or allegations in this lawsuit, and specify the subject matter about which each such person 

has knowledge. 

ANSWER:

Joseph Martini, Jr.  
16 Solar Ridge Rd 
Trumbull, CT 06611 

Joseph Martini, Sr. 
108 Heritage Hills, Unit B 
Somers, NY 10589 

Joseph and Lynne LaVecchia 
121 Pine Road 
Copake, NY 12516 

Michael J. DaCorta 
(address unknown) 

Joseph S. Anile, II 
(address unknown) 

Other employees or agents of the Receivership Entities 
(addresses unknown)

INTERROGATORY 13:   State the facts upon which you base each and every affirmative 

defense you have asserted or intend to assert in this case. Include in your response a description 
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of each document that supports your contentions, and each person who has knowledge of the 

facts and/or documents described. 

ANSWER: Mr. Martini, Jr. objects to this request as overbroad and unduly 
burdensome as it would require the recitation of almost all facts constituting 
the entirety of Mr. Martini, Jr.’s defense and a description of virtually all of 
the documents to be produced in response to Plaintiff’s First Request for 
Production.  Further, Mr. Martini, Jr. objects to this interrogatory to the 
extent it is seeking the disclosure of the mental impressions, conclusions, 
opinions, or legal theories of its counsel or representatives, as such 
information is covered by the work product privilege. 

INTERROGATORY 14:   For each Request for Admission served on you by the Receiver for 

which you responded in any part with either a denial or a conditional admission, please describe 

in detail the reasons for your denial or conditional admission, including the facts upon which 

such response was based. 

ANSWER:   Mr. Martini, Jr. objects to this interrogatory to the extent it is 
seeking the disclosure of the mental impressions, conclusions, opinions, or 
legal theories of its counsel or representatives, as such information is covered 
by the work product privilege.  Subject to, and without waiving, this 
objection, see explanation provided in response to Request for Admission 2. 

INTERROGATORY 15:   Identify the full name, address, and telephone number of each 

person(s) who assisted in any way in the preparation of the substantive responses to any part of 

any of these interrogatories, and if applicable, the person's relationship to Defendant. 

ANSWER:

Joseph Martini, Jr.  
16 Solar Ridge Rd 
Trumbull, CT 06611 

Joseph Martini, Sr. 
108 Heritage Hills, Unit B 
Somers, NY 10589 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
MIDDLE DISTRICT OF FLORIDA 

TAMPA DIVISION 
 

BURTON W. WIAND, as Receiver for 
OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD.; 
OASIS MANAGEMENT, LLC; AND 
SATELLITE HOLDINGS COMPANY, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
v.        Case No: 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW 
 
CHRIS AND SHELLEY ARDUINI, et al., 
 

Defendants. 
___________________________________/ 
 

DECLARATION OF MELISSA DAVIS, CPA, CIRA, CFE 

 Melissa Davis declares as follows: 

Qualifications and Retention 

1. I hereby make this declaration on behalf of Burton W. Wiand, as 

Receiver for OASIS INTERNATIONAL GROUP, LTD. (“OIG”), OASIS 

MANAGEMENT, LLC (“Oasis Management”), and SATELLITE HOLDINGS 

COMPANY (“Satellite Holdings”) (collectively “Oasis Entities”).  

2. I am over eighteen years of age and have personal knowledge of the 

matters set forth herein. 

Case 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW   Document 795-2   Filed 05/12/21   Page 1 of 26 PageID 4117



2 

 

3. I am a Certified Public Accountant (CPA), a Certified Insolvency and 

Restructuring Advisor (CIRA), and a Certified Fraud Examiner (CFE). The CIRA 

designation is conferred by the Association of Insolvency and restructuring Advisors 

after a three-part examination and a required 4,000 hours of prior qualified 

insolvency experience. A summary of my qualifications is attached hereto as 

Exhibit “A.” 

4. My firm, Kapila Mukamal, LLP (“KM”), is a forensic consulting and 

insolvency advisory firm that was retained by the Receiver to: 

a. Review and analyze the books and records of the Oasis Entities, 
including the accounting records, bank and investment accounts 
records, and investor documents maintained by the Oasis Entities; 

b. Reconstruct the Oasis Entities’ bank records; 
c. Analyze the bank records for all bank, brokerage and trading accounts; 
d. Determine the flow of funds among the Oasis Entities, investors, 

insiders, and third parties; 
e. Determine whether the Oasis Entities were insolvent at the time of the 

transfers; 
f. Analyze the funds received by and paid to the investors of the Oasis 

Entities and insiders; and 
g. Render an opinion as to whether or not the scheme operated by the 

Oasis Entities had the attributes of a Ponzi scheme. 
 

5. This declaration is based upon my review, investigation and analysis of 

the available accounting and bank records for the period from November 22, 2011 

through April 15, 2019 which are further detailed in the attached Exhibit “B.” 
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Additional documents supporting calculations and conclusions reached are attached 

as Composite Exhibit “C.” 

Methodology: 

6. To determine the nature of the transactions of the Oasis Entities, KM 

prepared a detailed reconstruction  of  the  funds  received  and  disbursed  in  the  

Oasis Entities’ financial accounts (“Bank Reconstruction”) during the period 

November 22, 2011 through April 15, 2019, the date the Receiver was appointed. 

The Bank Reconstruction encompassed 10 accounts and over 11,000 transactions. 

7. The Bank Reconstruction is a database of the details of each transaction 

(receipts and disbursements) that occurred in the Oasis Entities’ bank accounts and 

includes the following fields of information for each transaction: 

a. Bank account number reference; 
b. Transaction date; 
c. Transaction type; 
d. Transaction amount; 
e. Payee/recipient; and 
f. Ending balance. 

 
8. In conducting the analysis, KM utilized Actionable Intelligence 

Technologies Inc.’s  Comprehensive  Financial  Investigative  Solution  (“CFIS”),  

which  is  a computer  software  company  that  converts  bank  statements  from  

financial institutions into searchable databases (“CFIS Databases”).  The CFTC also 
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provided KM with CFIS Databases that had been partially populated with data. KM 

verified the information on a test basis. 

9. KM used the data from the CFIS Databases to populate the transactions 

in the Bank Reconstructions in chronological order. KM verified that the data from 

the CFIS Databases matched the transactions listed in the bank statements by 

reconciling the following items on a monthly basis: 

a. Beginning bank account balance; 
b. Total credits/receipts; 
c. Total debits/disbursements; and 
d. Ending bank account balance. 
 

10. Where the CFIS Databases did not include a payee/recipient for each 

transaction, KM populated the payee/recipient information in the bank 

reconstruction using the bank statement support which included canceled checks, 

deposit slips and copies of checks deposited, and wire transfer support. 

11. KM assigned each transaction in the Bank Reconstruction to a category 

for purposes of analyzing and summarizing the data. KM aggregated the transactions 

in the Bank Reconstruction by category to prepare summaries of the activity in the 

Oasis Entities’ bank accounts. 

Oasis Entities: 

12.  Oasis International Group Ltd. (“OIG”) - OIG is a corporation formed 

in the Cayman Islands by DaCorta, Anile, and Montie, who were OIG’s members. 

Case 8:20-cv-00862-VMC-TGW   Document 795-2   Filed 05/12/21   Page 4 of 26 PageID 4120



5 

 

OIG acted as a commodity pool operator by soliciting, receiving, and accepting 

funds purportedly for trading by Oasis Global FX, Limited and Oasis Global FX, 

SA (“Oasis Pools”).1 

13. Oasis Management, LLC (“Oasis Management”) - Oasis Management 

is a Wyoming limited liability corporation formed in November 2011. Oasis 

Management acted as a commodity pool operator for the Oasis Pools by accepting 

and receiving funds from pool participants.2 

14. Satellite Holdings Company (“Satellite”) - Satellite is a South Dakota 

corporation formed in October 2014 that acted as a commodity pool operator by 

soliciting, receiving, and accepting funds from pool participants for investment in 

the Oasis Pools. OIG, Oasis Management and Satellite are collectively referred to as 

the “Oasis Entities”.3 

15. Relief Defendant Mainstream Fund Services, Inc (“Mainstream”) - 

The Oasis Entities used Mainstream as a fund administrator. Mainstream provided 

cash management and other services to the Oasis Entities.4 Mainstream controlled 

five bank accounts in the name of the Oasis Entities and operated on behalf of the 

Oasis Entities. 

 
1 Amended Complaint ¶16. 
2 Amended Complaint ¶18. 
3 Amended Complaint ¶26. 
4 Amended Complaint ¶28. 
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The Oasis Scheme: 

16.  The Oasis Entities acted as commodity pool operators by soliciting, 

receiving, and accepting funds purportedly for trading in forex.5 Among other things, 

OIG, Oasis Management, and Satellite Holdings shared the same office and 

employees, commingled funds, and operated under one overarching name, “Oasis.”6 

Additionally, DaCorta and/or Anile owned and controlled OIG, Oasis Management, 

and the Oasis Pools.  John Haas owned and controlled Satellite Holdings, but also 

worked for OIG.7 

17. The Oasis Entities offered the sale of securities in the form of 

partnership interests and promissory notes to investors. Investors were guaranteed 

an annual rate of return of 12%.8 The Oasis Entities represented to investors that their 

money would be used to trade forex contracts and to generate spread income by 

matching trades. Investors were guaranteed that the Oasis Pools would earn 

substantial income and would not lose money using this investment strategy.9 The 

investors were also told that their investments were secured by $15-$16 million in 

 
5 Complaint for Injunctive Relief filed by the CFTC on April 15, 2019 (“CFTC Complaint”). 
6 Amended Complaint ¶33. 
7 Amended Complaint ¶33. 
8 Amended Complaint ¶38. 
9 Amended Complaint ¶38. 
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real estate investments and that the Oasis Entities earned 22% returns in 2017 and 

21% in 2018.10 

18. Only a portion of the Oasis investor funds were used for forex trading 

activity and $11.4 million of the funds were transferred from the Oasis Entities to 

related entities and used to pay personal expenses of Insiders and paid to the Insiders 

directly in some cases. These personal expenses include credit card payments, 

automobile expenses, meals and entertainment, travel, insurance, and school tuition.   

19. Between November 2011 and April 2019, the Oasis Entities had 

incoming funds of $88,224,322, of which $83,795,457 (95%) were from 

approximately 950 investors, $1,942,750 (2%) were from insiders and related 

parties, $823,661 (1%) was from employees and traders, and $757,669 (1%) was 

from other parties. Less than 1%, or $60,000, of funds received by the Oasis Entities 

related to trading activity. See below bank reconstruction summary.   

 

 

 

 

 

 
10 Amended Complaint ¶38. 
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Table 1 - Oasis Entities Bank Reconstruction Sources and Uses of Cash 

 

20. In September 2013, Oasis established forex trading accounts with CFH 

Clearing. These accounts were closed in August 2015.  In June 2015, Oasis 

established forex trading accounts at ATC Brokers. The CFH and the ATC Broker 

accounts were used by Oasis to conduct highly leveraged forex trading (“Trading 

Accounts”). The ATC Broker accounts remained opened until the Receiver was 

appointed, and the accounts were frozen in April 2019. See summary below. 
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Table 2 - Trading Account Activity Summary 

 

 
21. The above referenced forex trading activity resulted in losses of 

approximately $16 million or 75%11 of the original amount invested in the Trading 

Accounts.  

22. Although approximately $83.8 million was raised from investors, only 

$22.9 million or 27%, was actually invested in forex trading which only resulted in 

losses and did not generate the returns necessary to pay the promised investor 

returns. Instead, as is consistent with all Ponzi schemes, new investor funds were 

used to pay earlier investors and money was also funneled out of the scheme for the 

benefit of insiders. Ultimately, of approximately $84 million collected from 

 
11 The loss percentage as of April 18, 2019 is calculated as cumulative losses of $15.9 million as a percentage of 
deposits into the Trading Accounts of $23.3 million reduced by withdrawals and the ending balance in the account 
as of April 18, 2019 ($21.1 million) which equates to 75%. 
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investors, only $30.4 million were paid to investors which is a net investor loss of at 

least $53.4 million.  

23. Based on my review and analysis as outlined above, between November 

2011 and April 2019, the Oasis Entities demonstrated the following characteristics 

of a Ponzi scheme:  

a. The Oasis Entities were dependent on continued infusion of outside 
investor money; 

b. The investor money was not used for the stated purpose; 
c. The investor money was used to pay the returns promised to earlier 

investors; and  
d. The Oasis Entities did not generate sufficient profits to pay the 

promised returns to investors.  
 

24. I analyzed the Oasis Entities’ balance sheets for the period December 

31, 2012 through December 31, 2018 and determined that the Oasis Entities were 

insolvent wherein, the fair value of the liabilities exceeded the fair value of the 

assets. 

25. The Remaining Defendants, Offer Attia, Timothy Hunte DBA KAATT 

Distribution, Joseph Martini, Jr., and David Wilkerson received transfers from the 

Oasis Entities of purported trading profits, principal redemptions, and/or referral fees 

in an amount that exceeded the amount they invested. The referenced transfers are 

set forth in the attached Composite Exhibit “D.” 
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26. The False Profits paid by the Oasis Entities to the Remaining

Defendants are summarized below:

a. Defendant Attia - $14,247.29

b. Defendant KAATT Distribution - $52,226.68

c. Defendant Martini Jr. - $200,000.00

d. Defendant Wilkerson - $15,631.78

27. I reserve the opportunity to revise this Declaration based on additional

information that may become available.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated May 7, 2021.

LAAr\h
MELISSA DAVIS, CFAtCIRA, CFE

KapilaMukamal
1000 S. Federal Highway, Ste. 200
Fort Lauderdale, FL 33316

(954)761-1011
mdavis@kapilamukamal.coiTi

11

Kapila/Mukamal
CftAs. Fofensjc and Insolvency Advisors
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Melissa Davis, CPA, CIRA, CFE  
mdavis@kapilamukamal.com

Melissa Davis is a Partner at KapilaMukamal, LLP.  She joined the firm in 1998.  Her 

pracƟce concentrates on insolvency and fiduciary maƩers.  Ms. Davis has qualified as an 

expert in federal court, tesƟfied in trials, hearing and deposiƟons.  She has served as a 

court appointed Assignee for the Benefit of Creditors and as Plan Trustee in Chapter 11 

bankruptcy maƩers.  She has worked on numerous high profile cases. 

Professional Experience 

Ms. Davis concentrates on providing bankruptcy, liƟgaƟon and forensic invesƟgaƟon services to debtors, creditors, receivers, 

assignees, bankruptcy trustees, examiners and liquidaƟng trusts.  Her pracƟce also includes forensic accounƟng, fraud invesƟ-

gaƟons and liƟgaƟon support and family law maƩers. 

Ms. Davis has served as a financial advisor to fiduciaries operaƟng distressed companies in a variety of industries including 

mobile fueling, health insurance, real estate, retail, hospitality, assisted living faciliƟes/nursing homes, metal extrusion, steve-

doring, hedge funds and waste management. Her experience includes distressed business operaƟons, management, preserva-

Ɵon of collateral and asset divesƟture services.   

Ms. Davis has invesƟgated fraudulent and preferenƟal transfers, prepared defense, solvency and liquidaƟon analyses. She has 

worked on asset tracing, tracing of commingled funds, provided liƟgaƟon support and damage calculaƟon services, including 

forensic and securiƟes fraud invesƟgaƟons and corporate business conduct analysis.  Ms. Davis has extensive experience in 

fraud and Ponzi-scheme invesƟgaƟons and commingled funds tracing analysis.  Her forensic and fraud invesƟgaƟons have in-

volved working in conjuncƟon with the SecuriƟes and Exchange Commission (SEC.), the Federal Trade Commission (FTC), the 

Federal Bureau of InvesƟgaƟon (FBI) and various United States AƩorneys Offices.  

Ms. Davis has tesƟfied in court and deposiƟons and served as Plan Trustee and court appointed Assignee for the Benefit of 

Creditors. 

EDUCATION / QUALIFICATIONS 

CerƟfied Public Accountant (CPA) ‐ Florida 

CerƟfied Insolvency and Restructuring Advisor (CIRA) 

CerƟfied Fraud Examiner (CFE) 

Florida AtlanƟc University, Boca Raton, Florida —     
Bachelor of Business AdministraƟon,  
Major in AccounƟng,  

AREAS OF EXPERTISE 

Forensic AccounƟng 

Bankruptcy and Insolvency 

Creditors Rights 

Restructuring     

Financial TransacƟons LiƟgaƟon 

Complex Commercial LiƟgaƟon 

PROFESSIONAL AFFILIATIONS 

American InsƟtute of CerƟfied Public Accountants  

Florida InsƟtute of CerƟfied Public Accountants 

AssociaƟon of Insolvency & Restructuring Advisors 

AssociaƟon of CerƟfied Fraud Examiners 

American Bankruptcy InsƟtute 

InternaƟonal Women’s Insolvency & Restructuring  

      ConfederaƟon 

Bankruptcy Bar AssociaƟon, Southern District of Florida 

NaƟonal AssociaƟon of Federal Equity Receivers 

Exhibit A

Exhibit "A"
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SPEAKING ENGAGEMENTS 

 
American Bankruptcy InsƟtute (abiLIVE) Webinar— “COVID‐
19: Fraud Schemes, Relief Act Forgiveness Fraud and Inter‐
naƟonal Commercial Fraud Issues” - August 2020 

 

Florida AƩorney General Consumer ProtecƟon Fall  

Conference, 2018—”Tracing Commingled Funds” 

 

American Bankruptcy InsƟtute 2017 Annual Spring MeeƟng—
”Fraudulent Transfers—The Long Claw of The Law” - April 
2017 

 

IWIRC 23rd Annual Fall Conference—”The DissecƟon of a 
Ponzi Scheme” - October 2016 

 

Florida InsƟtute of CerƟfied Public Accountants – North 
Dade/South Broward Chapter – “Tracing Commingled Funds” 
‐ July 2016 
 

Jacksonville Bankruptcy Bar AssociaƟon 23rd Annual Bankrupt-
cy Seminar – “E‐Discovery in Bankruptcy: Why Should You 
Care?” -  August 2015 

 

American Bankruptcy InsƟtute 2015 Southeast Bankruptcy 
Workshop – “Time for Trial:  EvidenƟary Issues in Bankruptcy 
LiƟgaƟon” ‐  July 2015 

 

Central Florida Bankruptcy Law AssociaƟon – “What Do Boy 
Bands and Healthcare Have in Common”, -July 2014 

 

Florida Bar Business Law SecƟon – “Professional Fiduciaries: 
ResponsibiliƟes and DuƟes” - May 2014 

 

Tampa Bay Bankruptcy Bar AssociaƟon – “What Do Boy 
Bands and Healthcare have in Common” - March 2014 

 

Bankruptcy Bar AssociaƟon of the Southern District of Florida
– "ValuaƟon Issues in Bankruptcy" -  May 2013 

 

American Bankruptcy InsƟtute Southeast Regional Confer-
ence – “Ponzi Schemes and Barring Claims Against the 
Guilty” - July 2012 

 

PUBLICATIONS  
“New Receivership Act Streamlines Receiver’s Role for Lend‐
ers, Other Stakeholders” ‐ Daily Business Review (Sept. 2020) 

“Eye of the Evaluator—The Role of ConƟngent LiabiliƟes in an 
Insolvency Analysis” ‐ American Bankruptcy InsƟtute Journal— 
(April, 2018) 

“Tracing Commingled Funds in Fraud Cases” ‐ ABI, Commercial 
Fraud CommiƩee On-Line ArƟcle (June 2017) 
“Fraud and Forensics:  Piercing Through The DecepƟon In A 
Commercial Fraud Case” – American Bankruptcy InsƟtute – 
(2015) 
“Ponzi Schemes:  Fiduciaries May Be The Saving Grace”, ABI 
Journal (2014) 
“A Health Care Fraud and Bankruptcy Primer”, Southern Dis-
trict of Florida Bankruptcy Bar AssociaƟon Journal (2014) 
 
“Rising Tide in the Wake of Ponzi,” ABI Journal (2013) 
 

Melissa Davis, CPA, CIRA, CFE   
mdavis@kapilamukamal.com  

 

 

 

CIVIC, VOLUNTEER AND PHILANTHROPIC  

Past and Present 

American Bankruptcy InsƟtute— 

 Co-chair Commercial Fraud CommiƩee  (2016-2019) 

 Advisory Board—ABI Southeast Regional Conference (2017
-2019) 

 Advisory Board—ABI Caribbean Insolvency 
         Symposium (2016-2018) 
Credit Abuse Resistance EducaƟon (C.A.R.E.) ‐Volunteer 

 Nicholas Doret Memorial Fund—Fundraising coordinator 

Summit Questa Montessori School—PTO Board Member 2013
-17 

Leukemia & Lymphoma Society—Team in Training ParƟcipant 
and Volunteer 2012-2014 
 
Women in Distress of Broward County —Annual Back to 
School and Thanksgiving Drives 2011-2019 

 
KapilaMukamal, LLP 
1000 S. Federal Highway, Suite 200 
Fort Lauderdale, FL  33316 
Main   954-761-1011 
Direct 954-712-3205 
www.kapilamukamal.com 

ACCOMPLISHMENTS 

Top CPAs and LiƟgaƟon Support Professionals—South  
Florida Legal Guide, 2015—2019 
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Melissa Davis, CPA, CIRA, CFE 
Case Experience 
 

1 
 

Trial and Hearing Testimony 
 
Yuval Lugassy v. Shay Lugassy 
Case No. CACE-19-007017 
Client – Lagaci, Inc 
Forensic Accounting Expert 
Attorney Contact – Daniel Gielchinsky – Law Office of Daneil Y. Gielchinsky 
 
Webster Business Credit Corporation v. Donald Woodrow Smith 
Case No. 8:17-bk-04591-CPM 
Client – Webster Business Credit 
Forensic Accounting Expert 
Attorney Contact – Scott Underwood – Buchanan Ingersoll & Rooney 
 
Stemtech International, Inc. 
Case No. 17-11380-RBR 
Client – Official Committee of General Unsecured Creditors 
Feasibility  
Attorney Contact – Paul Singerman – Berger Singerman 
 
SEC v. Robert H. Shapiro, Woodbridge Group of Companies, LLC et. al. 
Case No.17-12560-KJC 
Client – Securities and Exchange Commission 
Forensic Accounting 
Attorney Contact – Russell Koonin 
 
FTC v. Hispanic Global Way, LLC 
Case No. 1:14-cv-22018-CMA 
Client – Jonathan Perlman, Receiver 
Forensic Accounting  
Attorney Contact – Jesus Suarez, Genovese Joblove & Battista, PA 
 
United States of America v. Joseph Signore, et al 
Case No. 14-80081-CR-Hurley 
Client – James D. Sallah, Receiver for JCS Enterprises, et. al. 
Expert Witness - Forensic Accounting, Ponzi Schemes 
Attorney Contact – Ellen Cohen, Assistant U.S. Attorney 
 
United States of America v. Craig Allen Hipp 
Case No. 14-80081-CR-Hurley 
Client – James D. Sallah, Receiver for JCS Enterprises, et. al. 
Expert Witness - Forensic Accounting, Ponzi Schemes 
Attorney Contact – Ellen Cohen, Assistant U.S. Attorney 
 
Sherry Frederickson v. Ivan Frederickson a/k/a Tucker Frederickson et. al. 
Case No. 2015CA00581XXXXMBAD 
Client – Sherry Frederickson 
Expert Witness - Forensic Accounting/asset tracing 
Attorney Contact – Jack Scarola, Searcy Denney Scarola Barnhart & Shipley, PA 
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Melissa Davis, CPA, CIRA, CFE 
Case Experience 
 

2 
 

Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler, PA 
Case No. 09-34791-RBR Chapter 11 
Client – Robert Furr, Chapter 11 Trustee Banyon 1030-32 
Forensic Accounting 
Attorney Contact – Russell Blain, Stichter Riedel, Blain & Prosser, PA – Tampa, FL  
 
FTC v. American Precious Metals, LLC 
Case No. 11-61072-CIV-ZOLCH 
Client – David Chase, Receiver for American Precious Metals, LLC 
Forensic accounting/asset tracing 
Attorney contact – Patrick Rengstl, Levine Kellogg Lehman, Schneider & Grossman - Miami 
 
Ocean Bank v. Lexington Place Associates, LLC 
Case No. 08-CA-2750 
Client – Ocean Bank 
Forensic accounting/asset tracing 
Attorney Contact – James Robinson, White & Case - Miami 
 
Atlantic Rolloff Services, Inc. 
Case No. 06-11592-PGH 
Client: Kenneth A. Welt, Chapter 11 Trustee of Atlantic Rolloff Services, Inc. 
Asset sale/allocation accounting 
Attorney contact – Daniel Gonzalez, Meland Russin & Budwick - Miami  
 
 
Deposition Testimony 
 
 
CFTC v. Jason B. Scharf (d/b/a Citrades.com) et. Al. 
Case No. 17-cv-774-J-32MCR 
Client: Kenneth Murena, Receiver 
Forensic Accounting Expert 
Attorney contact – Russel Landy, Damian & Valori - Miami 
 
Securities and Exchange Commission v. JCS Enterprises, Inc. et. al. 
Case No. 14-CV-80468 
Client – James Sallah, Receiver for JCS Enterprises, Inc. et. al. 
Forensic accounting 
Attorney Contact – Patrick Rengstl, Sallah Astarita & Cox, LLC – Boca Raton 
 
Amalie Oil Company v. TC Chemicals 
Case No. 8:18-cv-1155-T-36AAS 
Client – TC Chemicals 
Damages 
Attorney Contact – Eric Johanson – Jennis Law – Tampa, FL 
 
Banyon 1030-32 v. Maple Leaf Drilling Partners, et. al. 
Case No. 13-01297-RBR 
Client – Robert Furr, Chapter 11 Trustee Banyon 1030-32 
Forensic Accounting 
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Melissa Davis, CPA, CIRA, CFE 
Case Experience 
 

3 
 

Attorney Contact – Scott Stichter, Stichter Riedel, Blain & Prosser, PA – Tampa, FL  
 
Melanie Damien as Receiver for the Estate of Aubrey Lee Price v. KM Homes, LLC 
Case No. 1:12-CV-03977-TCB 
Client – Melanie Damian 
Forensic Accounting 
Attorney Contact- Guy Giberson, Damian & Valori – Miami, FL 
 
Rothstein Rosenfeldt Adler, PA 
Case No. 09-34791-RBR Chapter 11 
Client – Robert Furr, Chapter 11 Trustee Banyon 1030-32 
Forensic Accounting 
Attorney Contact – Russell Blain, Stichter Riedel, Blain & Prosser, PA – Tampa, FL  
 
PSN Liquidating Trust, Plaintiff v. Intelsat Corporation 
Case No. 02-11913-BKC-AJC Chapter 11 
Client – Soneet R. Kapila, Examiner for PSN Liquidating Trust 
Expert Witness - Insolvency 
Attorney Contact – Edward Griffith, Bolatti Griffith – New York 
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Exhibit B

No.
1
2
3
4
5

6

7
8
9

10
11
12
13
14

SEE DECLARATION DATED MAY 7, 2020

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; 
and Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida

Documents Utilized

Document Description
Complaint filed on April 14, 2020 in case 8:20-CV-00862
Joseph S. Anile, II Plea Agreement dated August 8, 2019 
Michael J. DaCorta Indictment dated December 17, 2019
Complaint for Injunctive Relief filed by the CFTC on April 15, 2019

The Receiver's Sixth Interim Report dated November 20, 2020

CFH Clearing Account Statements

KAATT Distributions Proof of Claim Form

http://www.sec.gov/answers/ponzi.htm

The Receiver's First Interim Report dated June 14, 2019

Association of Certified Fraud Examiners, Fraud Examiners Manual 2020 
International Edition

Declaration of Elisa Robinson and related exhibits
Bank Records for CFTC Defendants and Relief Defendants
ATC Brokers Account Statements

Investor Promissory Notes

Exhibit "B"
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Exhibit C.1

Month
Receipts from 
Investors Per 

Month

Disbursements to 
Investors Per 

Month

Net Investor 
Loss           

(Note  1)

Cumulative Net 
Investor Loss     

(Note  1)
November-11 10,000$  -$ (10,000)$             (10,000)$              
December-11 31,000 - (31,000) (41,000) 
January-12 96,000 - (96,000) (137,000) 
February-12 99,000 11,576 (87,424) (224,424) 

March-12 151,000 6,540 (144,461) (368,885) 
April-12 127,500 22,091 (105,409) (474,294) 
May-12 851,816 81,466 (770,350) (1,244,644)           
June-12 255,248 46,104 (209,145) (1,453,789)           
July-12 351,353 157,453 (193,900) (1,647,689)           

August-12 378,096 319,064 (59,032) (1,706,721)           
September-12 166,500 133,370 (33,130) (1,739,850)           

October-12 85,400 45,163 (40,237) (1,780,088)           
November-12 181,800 58,609 (123,191)           (1,903,279)           
December-12 7,500 127,840 120,340            (1,782,938)           
January-13 309,033 93,183 (215,850)           (1,998,788)           
February-13 159,600 162,649 3,049 (1,995,739)           

March-13 20,000 90,616 70,616 (1,925,122)           
April-13 400 88,986 88,586 (1,836,537)           
May-13 25,000 132,866 107,866            (1,728,670)           
June-13 - 81,742 81,742 (1,646,928)           
July-13 450,000 64,186 (385,814)           (2,032,742)           

August-13 - 94,488 94,488 (1,938,254)           
September-13 234,945 57,031 (177,914)           (2,116,168)           

October-13 79,970 35,328 (44,642) (2,160,810)           
November-13 110,000 23,813 (86,187) (2,246,998)           
December-13 50,000 84,488 34,488 (2,212,509)           
January-14 146,000 181,376 35,376 (2,177,134)           
February-14 235,000 40,626 (194,374)           (2,371,507)           

March-14 10,000 53,825 43,825 (2,327,682)           
April-14 218,000 141,373 (76,627) (2,404,309)           
May-14 425,000 120,385 (304,615)           (2,708,924)           
June-14 305,035 75,713 (229,322)           (2,938,246)           
July-14 110,000 100,306 (9,694) (2,947,940)           

August-14 79,433 33,326 (46,107) (2,994,046)           
September-14 267,500 36,581 (230,919)           (3,224,965)           

October-14 125,000 127,923 2,923 (3,222,042)           
November-14 150,000 15,739 (134,261)           (3,356,303)           
December-14 393,080 107,180 (285,900)           (3,642,204)           
January-15 163,000 143,660 (19,340) (3,661,544)           

For the Period From November 22, 2011 through June 12, 2019

Source: Consolidated bank reconstruction

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; and 
Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida

Net Investor Losses

Exhibit "C-1"
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Exhibit C.1

Month
Receipts from 
Investors Per 

Month

Disbursements to 
Investors Per 

Month

Net Investor 
Loss           

(Note  1)

Cumulative Net 
Investor Loss     

(Note  1)

For the Period From November 22, 2011 through June 12, 2019

Source: Consolidated bank reconstruction

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; and 
Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida

Net Investor Losses

February-15 118,426 50,006 (68,420) (3,729,964)           
March-15 50,200 76,108 25,908 (3,704,056)           
April-15 42,300 96,743 54,443 (3,649,612)           
May-15 100,500 63,389 (37,111) (3,686,724)           
June-15 313,329 58,881 (254,447)           (3,941,171)           
July-15 154,000 109,084 (44,916) (3,986,087)           

August-15 156,000 134,018 (21,982) (4,008,069)           
September-15 257,275 109,070 (148,205)           (4,156,274)           

October-15 144,989 204,679 59,690 (4,096,584)           
November-15 437,116 210,392 (226,723)           (4,323,307)           
December-15 212,542 123,877 (88,665) (4,411,972)           
January-16 717,870 197,244 (520,626)           (4,932,597)           
February-16 1,285,804 90,872 (1,194,931)        (6,127,528)           

March-16 529,090 279,379 (249,711)           (6,377,240)           
April-16 1,241,620 334,327 (907,293)           (7,284,533)           
May-16 715,075 142,848 (572,227)           (7,856,760)           
June-16 150,542 609,214 458,672            (7,398,088)           
July-16 31,000 190,778 159,778            (7,238,310)           

August-16 841,093 118,029 (723,064)           (7,961,374)           
September-16 247,000 198,047 (48,953) (8,010,327)           

October-16 199,500 225,291 25,791 (7,984,535)           
November-16 922,669 60,077 (862,592)           (8,847,127)           
December-16 84,475 208,439 123,964            (8,723,163)           
January-17 669,900 459,491 (210,409)           (8,933,572)           
February-17 598,657 544,630 (54,027) (8,987,598)           

March-17 1,894,042 161,763 (1,732,278)        (10,719,876)         
April-17 38,000 200,780 162,780            (10,557,097)         
May-17 1,011,283 190,601 (820,682)           (11,377,779)         
June-17 1,234,530 185,300 (1,049,230)        (12,427,009)         
July-17 2,098,000 319,197 (1,778,803)        (14,205,812)         

August-17 3,128,000 272,121 (2,855,879)        (17,061,691)         
September-17 4,786,720 232,947 (4,553,773)        (21,615,464)         

October-17 1,383,120 237,145 (1,145,975)        (22,761,439)         
November-17 880,890 300,057 (580,833)           (23,342,271)         
December-17 2,334,515 908,191 (1,426,324)        (24,768,595)         
January-18 4,835,670 674,784 (4,160,886)        (28,929,481)         
February-18 2,337,834 1,321,592             (1,016,242)        (29,945,724)         

March-18 3,165,883 318,025 (2,847,858)        (32,793,582)         
April-18 2,974,393 877,027 (2,097,366)        (34,890,947)         
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Exhibit C.1

Month
Receipts from 
Investors Per 

Month

Disbursements to 
Investors Per 

Month

Net Investor 
Loss           

(Note  1)

Cumulative Net 
Investor Loss     

(Note  1)

For the Period From November 22, 2011 through June 12, 2019

Source: Consolidated bank reconstruction

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; and 
Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida

Net Investor Losses

May-18 2,009,393                3,715,031             1,705,637         (33,185,310)         
June-18 4,350,676                1,620,347             (2,730,329)        (35,915,639)         
July-18 1,861,912                1,936,189             74,278              (35,841,362)         

August-18 2,466,582                679,418                (1,787,164)        (37,628,526)         
September-18 2,773,688                656,075                (2,117,613)        (39,746,138)         

October-18 3,334,150                761,285                (2,572,865)        (42,319,003)         
November-18 5,268,285                784,771                (4,483,515)        (46,802,518)         
December-18 2,557,108                762,917                (1,794,191)        (48,596,709)         
January-19 3,737,797                1,592,512             (2,145,285)        (50,741,994)         
February-19 2,518,191                684,216                (1,833,975)        (52,575,969)         

March-19 2,339,076                1,375,535             (963,540)           (53,539,509)         
April-19 1,396,541                1,505,200             108,659            (53,430,850)         

-                      
 $           83,795,457 $          30,364,607 $     (53,430,850)  $      (53,430,850)

SEE DECLARATION DATED MAY 7, 2020

Note 1) This analysis is presented on an aggregate basis. Actual losses incurred by individual investors
may exceed $53,430,850 since some investors received more from the scheme than they invested.
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Exhibit C.2

Payee Note Receipts Disbursements Net Funds
Bowling Green Capital Corp 1 -$  2,374,190$  (2,374,190)$              
Haas, John 62,926 1,166,523 (1,103,597) 
Oasis Global FX Limited 2 - 1,012,100 (1,012,100) 
444 Gulf of Mexico Drive LLC 3 - 790,000 (790,000) 
Duran, Francisco 30,000 809,739 (779,739) 
4064 Founders Club Drive, LLC 3 - 660,000 (660,000) 
DaCorta, Michael 10,821 620,000 (609,179) 
Montie, Raymond 1,128,882 1,718,347 (589,465) 
Full Spectrum Wellness LLC 4 697 584,837 (584,141) 
6922 Lacantera Circle, LLC 3 - 406,500 (406,500) 
13318 Lost Key Place LLC 3 - 256,119 (256,119) 
DaCorta, Joseph - 215,500 (215,500) 
4Oaks LLC 1 - 195,000 (195,000) 
Cash 53,800 155,810 (102,010) 
Roar of The Lion Fitness LLC 5 - 82,500 (82,500) 
DaCorta, Andrew - 41,750 (41,750) 
Lagoon Investments Inc 6 - 25,000 (25,000) 
Terranova, Danielle 100,000 123,647 (23,647) 
DaCorta, Steven - 14,000 (14,000) 
DaCorta, Sergio & Ann - 10,000 (10,000) 
Oasis Capital Management S.A. 100,555 101,000 (445) 
DaCorta, Michael & Carolyn 28,800 - 28,800 
Haas, Jennifer 48,300 - 48,300 
Oasis Group FX Limited 89,889 - 89,889 
Montie, Raymond & Terranova, Danielle 113,080 - 113,080 
Haas, Amanda 175,000 40,700 134,300 

$ 1,942,750 $             11,403,263  $              (9,460,513)

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; and Satellite 
Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida

Payments to Insiders and Related Parties
For the Period From November 22, 2011 through June 12, 2019

Notes:

Source: Consolidated bank reconstruction

1) Joseph S Anile II and Mary Anne E Anile are listed as the account signors on this entity's bank account.

2) Of the funds that were transfers to Oasis Global FX Limited, KM was able to determine that $250,000, was transferd
to the Choice Bank Ltd account 6100 in Belize, $505,350 was transferred to the Wells Fargo account 1880 and
$256,750 was transferred to an unknown account. KM could not determine the account number for these transfers as it
was not included in the support provided by the financial institutions.

3) The funds transferred to this account was not used to purchase the property. Based on a review of the bank activity, it
appears the funds were used to maintain the property in addition to other miscellanous activity.

Exhibit "C-2"
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Exhibit C.2

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; and Satellite 
Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida

Payments to Insiders and Related Parties
For the Period From November 22, 2011 through June 12, 2019

Source: Consolidated bank reconstruction

5) Andrew M DaCorta and Michael DaCorta are listed as the account signors on this entity's bank account.

6) Michael DaCorta and Joseph S. Anile II are listed as the account signors on this entity's bank account.

SEE DECLARATION DATED MAY 7, 2020

4) Joseph S Anile II is listed as the registered Agent for this entitiy and Oasis International Group, Ltd. Is listed as the
Title Authorized Member for this entitiy.
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Exhibit D.1

Date Bank ID Bank Account Name Funds Received 
from Investor

Funds Paid to 
Investor

05/25/12 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 15,000.00$         -$               
07/03/12 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 25,000.00           -                 
07/31/12 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 10,000.00           -                 
11/06/12 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 13,000.00           -                 
01/04/13 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 29,020.00           -                 
03/01/13 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      28,009.92      
05/06/13 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      26,678.00      
06/06/13 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      25,000.00      
09/13/13 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      24,000.00      
01/16/15 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      2,579.37        

Total 92,020.00           106,267.29    

False Profits 14,247.29$    

SEE DECLARATION DATED MAY 7, 2020

Source: Bank Records

Offer Attia Transactions

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; 
and Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida
Tampa Division
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Exhibit D.2

Date Bank ID Bank Account Name Funds Received 
from Investor

Funds Paid to 
Investor

10/06/17 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 16,000.00$         -$               
01/02/18 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      25,000.00      
04/06/18 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      11,898.94      
05/21/18 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      4,101.06        
05/25/18 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 4,101.06             -                 
10/16/18 Citi-0764 Fundadminstration Inc F/B/O -                      31,327.74      

Total 20,101.06           72,327.74      

False Profits 52,226.68$    

SEE DECLARATION DATED MAY 7, 2020

Source: Bank Records and Proof of Claim Form

Tim Hunte DBA KATT Distribution Transactions

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; 
and Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida
Tampa Division
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Exhibit D.3

Date Bank-ID Bank Account Name Funds Received 
from Investor

Funds Paid to 
Investor

07/16/13 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -$                      25,000.00$          
11/25/15 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                        10,000.00            
02/09/16 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                        10,000.00            
07/18/16 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                        10,000.00            
09/26/16 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                        145,000.00          

Total -                        200,000.00          

False Profits 200,000.00$        

SEE DECLARATION DATED MAY 7, 2020

Source: Bank Records

Joseph Martini Jr Transactions

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; 
and Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida
Tampa Division
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Exhibit D.4

Date Bank ID Bank Account Name Funds Received 
from Investor

Funds Paid to 
Investor

05/22/12 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC 1,000.00$           -$               
05/29/12 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      266.57           
08/01/16 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      9,000.00        
06/18/18 WF-9302 Oasis Management, LLC -                      7,365.21        

Total 1,000.00             16,631.78      

False Profits 15,631.78$    

SEE DECLARATION DATED MAY 7, 2020

Source: Bank Records

David Wilkerson Transactions

Burton W. Wiand as Receiver for Oasis International Group, LTD.; Oasis Management, LLC; 
and Satellite Holdings Company, Plaintiff,

v.
Chris and Shelley Arduini, Et Al., Defendants.

Case No.: 8:20-CV-00862
United States District Court

Middle District of Florida
Tampa Division
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