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INTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION

JENNIFER ECKLUND, RECEIVER,
Plaintiff,
V. Ancillary Civil Action No. 4:18-cv-360

BEDAZZLED, INC., et al.,

wn W W W W W W L

Defendants.

RECEIVER’S REQUEST TO CLERK FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT
AGAINST PROLIQUIDATION SERVICES LLC

TO THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT CLERK:

1. Jennifer Ecklund, in her capacity as the Court-appointed Receiver (the “Receiver”)
for Defendants Thurman P. Bryant, Il (“Bryant”) and Bryant United Capital Funding, Inc.
(“BUCF”) (Bryant and BUCF, collectively, the “Bryant Defendants”) and Defendant Arthur F.
Wammel (“Wammel”), Defendant Wammel Group, LLC (the “Wammel Group”), and Wammel
Group Holdings Partnership (“WGHP”) (together Wammel, Wammel Group, and WGHP, the
“Wammel Defendants”) receivership estates (together, the “Receivership Estate” or the
“Receivership”), by and through undersigned counsel, hereby files this Request to Clerk for Entry
of Default Against ProLiquidation Services LLC.

2. On May 15, 2018, the Receiver filed her Complaint Against Certain Transferees
[Dkt. No. 1]. A true and correct copy of the Receiver’s Complaint is attached hereto and
incorporated herein as Exhibit A.

3. The Receiver’s Complaint against ProLiquidation Services LLC seeks to claw back
$54,738 that ProLiquidation Services LLC received from BUCF under the theories of Actual

Fraudulent Transfer, Constructive Fraudulent Transfer, and Unjust Enrichment and Constructive
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Trust. See Exhibit A. The Receiver is entitled to recover the amounts received by ProLiquidation
Services LLC from BUCF.

4. The amounts sought by the Receiver are liquidated and can be readily computed in
compliance with Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 55(b). Financial records indicate that
ProLiquidation Services LLC transferred $19,317 to BUCF from December 2014 to September
2016, and that BUCF transferred $74,055 to ProLiquidation Services LLC from February 2014 to
December 2016; thereby, ProLiquidation Services LLC received a net of $54,738 from BUCF.
See Affidavit of Jennifer Ecklund (the “Ecklund Affidavit”), attached hereto as Exhibit B.
Redacted financial records evidencing the transfers between BUCF and ProLiquidation Services
LLC are attached hereto as Exhibit C.

5. On June 2, 2018, ProLiquidation Services LLC, by and through its registered agent,
was served with Summons and Complaint by certified mail return receipt requested [Dkt. No. 52].
A true and correct copy of the proof of service is attached hereto and incorporated herein as
Exhibit D.

6. The deadline for ProLiquidation Services LLC to file its answer with the Court was
June 25, 2018.

7. ProLiquidation Services LLC, though properly served with the Summons and
Complaint, has failed to file an answer and has made no other attempt sufficient to show that it
intends to defend this lawsuit.

8. Because ProLiquidation Services LLC has failed to file an answer in this action or
otherwise defend the lawsuit, the Receiver is entitled to entry of default against ProLiquidation

Services LLC.
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l. ARGUMENTS & AUTHORITIES

9. The Clerk of Court may enter a default against a party who has not filed a
responsive pleading or otherwise defended the suit. Fed. R. Civ. P. 55(a).

10.  Attached as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of the proof of service evidencing
that ProLiquidation Services LLC was properly served notice of the suit. See Ecklund Affidavit,
Exhibit B.

11.  The Clerk of the Court should enter a default against ProLiquidation Services
LLC because it has failed to file an answer by June 25, 2018 (21 days from the date of service—
June 2, 2018). Fed. R. Civ. P. 12(a)(1)(A). Moreover, ProLiquidation Services LLC has not
taken sufficient action nor filed any document that indicates its intent to defend the suit. Fed. R.
Civ. P. 55(a); see Ecklund Affidavit, Exhibit B at { 7.

12. Asrequired by 50 U.S.C. § 3931, attached as Exhibit E is a military affidavit for
ProLiquidation Services LLC, evidencing that ProLiquidation Services LLC is a business entity
and is therefore incapable of serving in the military.

13. ProLiquidation Services LLC, as a business entity, is incapable of being a minor or
an incompetent person.

14.  The time for ProLiquidation Services LLC to respond to the suit has expired.

1. CONCLUSION

For the foregoing reasons, the Receiver respectfully requests that the Clerk of Court enter
a default against ProLiquidation Services LLC in the amount of $54,738. The Receiver further
requests any such other relief to which she is entitled under law or equity.

DATED: November 6, 2018.

RECEIVER’S REQUEST TO CLERK FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT JUDGEMENT AGAINST

PROLIQUIDATION SERVICES LLC - PAGE 3 of 4
524662.000002 21249750.2



Case 4:18-cv-00360-ALM Document 85 Filed 11/06/18 Page 4 of 4 PagelD #: 495

Respectfully submitted,

By:  /s/ Timothy E. Hudson

Timothy E. Hudson
State Bar No. 24046120
Tim.Hudson@tklaw.com

William L. Banowsky
State Bar No. 01697125
William.Banowsky@tklaw.com

Mackenzie S. Wallace
State Bar No. 24079535
Mackenzie.Wallace@tklaw.com

Mackenzie M. Salenger
State Bar No. 24102451
Mackenzie.Salenger@tklaw.com

Sydne K. Collier
State Bar No. 24089017
Sydne.Collier@tklaw.com

THOMPSON & KNIGHT LLP
One Arts Plaza

1722 Routh Street, Suite 1500
Dallas, Texas 75201
Telephone: (214) 969-1700
Facsimile: (214) 969-1751

COUNSEL TO RECEIVER

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

On November 6, 2018, | electronically submitted the foregoing document to the Clerk of
the Court for the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas using the electronic
case filing system of the Court.

/s/ Timothy E. Hudson
Timothy E. Hudson
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IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION
JENNIFER ECKLUND, RECEIVER,
Plaintiff,
V. Ancillary Civil Action No. 4:18-cv-360

BEDAZZLED, INC., et al.,

wy W W W W W W W W

Defendants.

APPENDIX TO RECEIVER’S REQUEST TO CLERK FOR ENTRY OF DEFAULT
AGAINST PROLIQUIDATION SERVICES LLC

Exhibit Description Citation
A Complaint Against Certain Transferees App. 0001-58
B Affidavit of Jennifer Ecklund in Support of Default App. 0059-60
C Redacted Financial Records App. 0061-75
D Proof of Service on ProLiquidation Services LLC App. 0076-79
E Servicemember’s Affidavit App. 0080
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INTHE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION
JENNIFER ECKLUND, RECEIVER,
Plaintiff,

V. Ancillary Civil Action No. 4:18-cv-360

BEDAZZLED, INC,, et al.

wn W W W W W W W W W

RECEIVER’S COMPLAINT AGAINST CERTAIN TRANSFEREES

Jennifer Ecklund, in her capacity as the Court-appointed Receiver (the “Receiver”) for
Defendants Thurman P. Bryant, Ill (“Bryant”) and Bryant United Capital Funding, Inc.
(“BUCF”) (Bryant and BUCF, collectively, the “Bryant Defendants”) and Defendant Arthur F.
Wammel (“Wammel”), Defendant Wammel Group, LLC (the “Wammel Group”), and
Wammel Group Holdings Partnership (“WGHP”) (together Wammel, Wammel Group, and
WGHP, the “Wammel Defendants”) receivership estates (together, the “Receivership Estate”
or the “Receivership”), by and through undersigned counsel, hereby files this Complaint against
certain Transferees, and would respectfully show this Court the following:

l. INTRODUCTION
1. This case arises out of, and is ancillary to, a lawsuit brought by the Securities and
Exchange Commission (“SEC”) against Bryant Defendants, Wammel Defendants, Carlos
Goodspeed a/k/a Sean Phillips a/k/a GC d/b/a Top Agent Entertainment d/b/a Mr. Top Agent
Entertainment (“Goodspeed”), and Relief Defendant Thurman P. Bryant, Jr. (“Bryant, Jr.”) for
claims related to a fraudulent investment scheme created, organized, and operated by the Bryant

Defendants. That lawsuit is styled SEC v. Thurman P. Bryant, Ill, et al., No. 4:17-cv-00336-
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ALM, and is pending in the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Texas,
Sherman Division (“SEC v. Thurman P. Bryant, 111, et al.”).

2. The Bryant Defendants engaged in a Ponzi scheme that raised millions of dollars from
unwitting investors though the sale of “limited partnership interests” in BUCF (the “Ponzi
scheme”). Defendant Bryant induced Investors to invest in BUCF through investment contracts
based upon misrepresentations and material omissions regarding (a) returns (30% or more), (b)
the secure nature of the “mortgage-based” investments, and (c) the existence of “escrow
accounts.” However, no secure escrow account existed and there was no mortgage-related
investment program.

3. As part of the Bryant Defendants’ Ponzi scheme and directly violative of promises to
BUCF investors, BUCF transferred its investors’ funds to the Wammel Group—a limited
liability company wholly owned and operated by Wammel—which in turn invested BUCF
investor funds in high-risk options trading. See August 15, 2017 Memorandum Opinion and
Order, SEC v. Thurman P. Bryant, I11, et al., Case No. 04:17-CV-00336-ALM. Dkt. No. 89 (E.D.
Tex., Mazzant, J.) at 8 (the “Memorandum Opinion and Order”). The Wammel Defendants,
by and through Wammel, also raised funds independent of BUCF funds, which Wammel used in
the same way. In effect, the Bryant Defendants and the Wammel Defendants created a web of
interlocking entities that they utilized in connection with the Ponzi scheme out of which this case
arises. See id. (“The Court finds that this is sufficient evidence to establish a Ponzi scheme.”)

4. The SEC’s complaint in SEC v. Thurman P. Bryant, Ill, et al. describing the Ponzi
scheme is in this Court’s record and is incorporated herein by reference.

5. The Receiver’s investigation has established that more than $22 million was raised

from BUCF investors during the course of the scheme, including approximately $1.4 million
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raised since January 2017 alone. Notably, of that $22 million, more than $17.8 million was
transferred to the Wammel Group, Goodspeed, and Bryant, Jr., and approximately $4.8 million
was misappropriated by Bryant to fund his personal living expenses. None was invested as
promised in the agreements signed by investors. In addition, the Wammel Defendants have
raised approximately $44.7 million dollars from 16 investors, primarily through limited
partnership agreements.

6. Certain persons and entities, identified herein as the “Transferees,” collectively
received more than $4 million (the “Transfers”) from the Bryant Defendants and Wammel
Defendants by, or at the direction of, Bryant or Wammel. The Transfers were actually just the
principal of investors, which expressly violated Bryant and Wammel Group’s promises to
investors about how the money would be invested. Specifically, Transferees received more than
$779,205 from the Bryant Defendants. See Transfers Between Bryant Defendants and
Transferees, attached hereto as Exhibit A. Transferees also received more than $3.3 million from
the Wammel Defendants. See Transfers Between Wammel Defendants and Transferees, attached
hereto as Exhibit B.

7.  The Transferees did not exchange reasonably equivalent consideration for the Transfers
received and have no legitimate claims to the monies, which were misappropriated from
unwitting investors. For example, the BUCF investors were promised a no-risk investment in the
mortgage industry in which their principal would be protected against loss in secured escrow
accounts, but some of that money is now in the possession of the Transferees. The Receiver
brings this Complaint to rescind the Transfers because the funds used were those of innocent,

unwitting investors in the Ponzi scheme.
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1. PARTIES
8.  Plaintiff Jennifer Ecklund was appointed as Receiver for the Bryant Defendants by
order of this Court signed May 15, 2017, and superseded by the Amended Order Appointing
Receiver (and including the Wammel Defendants in the Receivership) entered on July 19, 2017
(the “Receivership Order”), which are in the Court’s record and incorporated herein by
reference. The Receivership Order authorizes the Receiver to, inter alia:
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 . . .

1141, p. 13.

9. Defendant Bedazzled, Inc. is a domestic for-profit corporation organized under the laws
of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its registered agent
Deborah L. Hoffman at 4120 Cassandra Lane, Plano, Texas 75093. FED. R. Civ. P. 4. If the
Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be found, the Defendant may served through
the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE § 5.251.

10. Defendant Christel Such® is an individual residing at 4029 Pear Ridge Dr., The Colony,
Texas 75056. She may be served with process at that address or wherever else she may be found.
FED.R.Civ.P. 4.

11. Defendant Ferguson Enterprises, Inc. is a foreign for-profit corporation organized under
the laws of the State of Virginia. This Defendant may be served with process through its

registered agent Corporate Creations Network, Inc. at 2425 W Loop South #200, Houston, Texas

77027. FED. R. CIv. P. 4.

! Christel Such may have received Transfers in her capacity as power of attorney for Esperanza Landry; however,
records indicate that Christel Such received said Transfers without mention of Esperanza Landry.
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12. Defendant Easy Pay Finance, Inc. is a domestic for-profit corporation organized under
the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its registered
agent Michael W. McFerrin at 1386 FM 1960 Bypass Rd. E, Humble, Texas 77338-3908. FED.
R.Civ.P. 4.

13. Defendant Joe Michetti is an individual residing at 11380 Wake Oaks Dr.,
Montgomery, Texas 77356. He may be served with process at that address or wherever else he
may be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

14. Defendant MNE Financial Services, LLC is a domestic limited liability company
organized under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process
through its registered agent Fred A. Avant at 312A Birdsall Street, Houston, Texas 77007-7139.
FED. R. CIV. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be found, the
Defendant may served through the Texas Secretary of State.. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE § 5.251.

15. Defendant Baldwin’s Industrial Services, Inc. a/k/a Baldwin’s Crane Hire Limited is a
foreign for-profit organized under the laws of the State of Delaware. This Defendant may be
served with process through its registered agent CT Corporation Systems, 350 N. St. Paul Street,
Suite 2900, Dallas, Texas 75201. FED. R. CIV. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with
reasonable diligence be found, the Defendant may served through the Texas Secretary of State.
TeEX. Bus. ORGS. CoDE § 5.251. Alternatively, this Defendant may be served through the Central
Authority of the United Kingdom designated pursuant to the Hague Service Convention as The
Senior Master, For the attention of the Foreign Process Section, Room E16, Royal Courts of

Justice, Strand, London WC2A 2LL.
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16. Defendant Tracey Murray is an individual residing at 419 Marina Dr., Webster, Texas
77598. She may be served with process at that address or wherever else she may be found. FED.
R.CIV.P. 4.

17. Defendant C&C Flowers and Landscaping LLC is a foreign limited liability company
organized under the laws of the State of Florida. This Defendant may be served with process
through its registered agent Ervin J. Coleman, 8804 Darlington Dr., Jacksonville, Florida 32208-
1941. FeD. R. Civ. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be found, the
Defendant may served through the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE § 5.251.

18. Defendant Sean Lester is an individual residing at 3003 Larknolls Lane, Houston,
Texas 77092. He may be served with process at that address or wherever else he may be found.
FED.R.CIV.P. 4.

19. Defendant Patrick Finley is an individual and may be served with process wherever he
may be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

20. Defendant 646 Development, LLC is a domestic limited liability company organized
under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its
registered agent Robert L. Moody at 2302 Post Office St., Suite 601, Galveston, Texas 77550-
1936. FED. R. Civ. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be found, the
Defendant may served through the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE § 5.251.

21. Defendant Fresh Start Legal Advocates, Inc. is a domestic for-profit corporation
organized under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process
through its registered agent Aniko L. Brown at 1318 Summer Forest Dr., Sugar Land, Texas

77479-6918. FED. R. Civ. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be
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found, the Defendant may served through the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE §
5.251.

22. Defendant Jet Traders Group, LLC is a domestic limited liability company organized
under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its
registered agent John D. Profanchik at 3301 Swanson Dr., Plano, Texas 75025-5364. FED. R.
Civ. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be found, the Defendant may
served through the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE § 5.251.

23. Defendant Ed Curtiss is an individual and may be served with process wherever he may
be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

24. Defendant Thomas Seffron is an individual residing at 14884 Penasquitos Ct., San
Diego, California 92129. He may be served with process at that address or wherever else he may
be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4

25. Defendant Sonic Momentum JVP, LP is a domestic limited partnership organized under
the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its registered
agent CT Corporation System at 1999 Bryan St. Suite 900, Dallas, Texas 75201. FeD. R. Civ. P.
4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be found, the Defendant may served
through the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGs. CODE § 5.251.

26. Defendant All American Automotive, LLC is a domestic limited liability company
organized under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process
through its registered agent Dominic Harris at 102 C West Veteran’s Memorial Blvd., Harker
Heights, Texas 76548. FED. R. Civ. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable
diligence be found, the Defendant may served through the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus.

ORGS. CoDE §5.251.
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27. Defendant Debbie Davidson is an individual and may be served with process wherever
she may be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

28. Defendant Harrington Carbone & Allison, LLP is a domestic limited liability
partnership organized under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with
process through its general partner Tony Carbone at 2651 Pearland Pkwy, Suite 102, Pearland,
Texas 77581. FED.R. CIV.P. 4.

29. Defendant Chris Castillo is an individual and may be served with process wherever he
may be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

30. Defendant Bellagio Interiors, LP is a domestic limited partnership organized under the
laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its registered
agent Misti B. Thomas at 6009 W. Parker Rd., Suite 101, Plano, Texas 75093-8145. FED. R.
CIV.P. 4.

31. Defendant Joe Mackey is an individual residing at 723 Red Oak Lane, Friendswood,
Texas 77546. He may be served with process at that address or wherever else he may be found.
FED.R.CIV.P. 4.

32. Defendant Domingo Rodriguez is an individual residing at 330 Nettle Dr., Garland,
Texas 75043-3225. He may be served with process at that address or wherever else he may be
found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

33. Defendant Sean Fitzmaurice is an individual residing at 2266 NW 51% Street, Apt. D,
Miami, Florida 33142-3789.. He may be served with process at that address or wherever else he
may be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

34. Defendant ESPI Motors, Inc. is a domestic for-profit corporation organized under the

laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its registered
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agent Raul G. Espino at 5804 Star Lane, Suite B, Houston, Texas 77057-7116. FED. R. CIV. P.
4,

35. Defendant Enmotion Enterprises, Inc. is a domestic for-profit corporation organized
under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its
registered agent Stephen M. Garrett at L.C.B. & R.V. Storage #3, 3000 FM 646 East Dickinson,
Texas 77539. FED. R. CIV. P. 4. If the Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be
found, the Defendant may served through the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE §
5.251.

36. Defendant Brandon Arnold is an individual residing at 2101 Washington Park Way,
Prosper, Texas 75078-1697. He may be served with process at that address or wherever else he
may be found. FED. R. CIV. P. 4.

37. Defendant ProLiquidation LLC is a domestic limited liability company organized under
the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its registered
agent Thurman Bryant at 2054 Hidalgo Lane, Frisco, Texas 75034. FED. R. CIV. P. 4. If the
Registered Agent cannot with reasonable diligence be found, the Defendant may served through
the Texas Secretary of State. TEX. Bus. ORGS. CODE § 5.251.

38. Defendant Frontier Title Company is a domestic limited liability company organized
under the laws of the State of Texas. This Defendant may be served with process through its
registered agent Casey Lambright at 2603 Augusta Dr., Ste. 1100, Houston, Texas 77057-56309.
FED.R.CIV.P. 4.

I1l. JURISDICTION AND VENUE
39. This Court has subject-matter jurisdiction over the matters raised by this lawsuit

pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1367 because this action is ancillary to SEC v. Thurman P. Bryant, IlI, et
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al. See Crawford v. Silette, 608 F.3d 275, 278 (5th Cir. 2010); see also Haile v. Henderson Nat’l
Bank, 657 F.2d 816, 822 (6th Cir. 1981). Moreover, the money transferred to the Transferees, as
described herein, constitutes a Receivership Asset, defined in the Receivership Order as “all
property interests of the Receivership Defendants, including, but not limited to, monies, funds,
securities, credits, effects, goods, chattels, lands, premises, leases, claims, rights and other assets,
together with all rents, profits, dividends, interest or other income attributable thereto, of
whatever kind, which the Receivership Defendant owns, possesses, has a beneficial interest in, or
controls directly or indirectly.” Receivership Order, § 7(A), p. 3.

40. Venue is proper in this Court because this action is ancillary to SEC v. Thurman P.
Bryant, Ill, et al., and pursuant to 28 U.S.C. 8§ 754 and 1692, the Receiver may sue in the
district in which she was appointed to enforce claims anywhere in the country.

V. FACTS AND PROCEDURAL BACKGROUND

41. The Receiver relies on, and hereby incorporates by reference, the specific factual
allegations made by the SEC in its complaint against the Bryant Defendants, Wammel
Defendants, Goodspeed, and Relief Defendant Bryant, Jr.

A. Bryant Creates the BUCF Scheme

42. In early 2011, Bryant formed BUCF and is, and always has been, BUCF’s sole officer,
manager, and decision-maker. Bryant opened, maintained, and had sole signatory authority over
BUCF’s single bank account. Hence, Bryant and BUCF’s interests and activities were one and
the same and their interest are, and always have been, aligned. See First Amended Complaint,
Dkt. No. 154,

43. Generally, Bryant pitched to investors orally representing, among other things, that

investor funds would be protected in segregated, secure escrow accounts and used solely to serve
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as “proof of funds” for BUCF to secure a line of credit from a hedge fund. First Amended
Complaint, Dkt. No. 154. Bryant further represented that BUCF would use the line of credit to
fund short-term mortgage loans, which long-term lenders would purportedly quickly purchase in
exchange for a set fee paid to BUCF. Furthermore, Bryant promised investors, orally and in
partnership agreements, that their investment bore no risk and was guaranteed to generate 2.5%
monthly returns for a total of 30% annually. The Bryant Defendants raised more than $22 million
from approximately 100 investors located in Texas and other states, and at least two international
investors (the “Defrauded Investors”).

44. However, Bryant’s promises were false. No secure escrow accounts existed, and there
was no mortgage-related investment program. In reality, and directly contrary to representations
made to investors, Bryant commingled investor funds in a single BUCF deposit account
controlled by Bryant, from which more than $16 million was transferred to the Wammel Group?
and more than $4 million was transferred to the Transferees. Returns were paid to investors from
monies raised from other investors.

B. Wammel Defendants’ Ponzi Scheme.

45. Similar to Bryant, the Wammel Defendants began selling limited partnership interests
as documented by the Limited Partnership Agreement of Wammel Group (“Wammel
Partnership Agreement.”). The Wammel Defendants ultimately raised approximately $44.7
million from early June 2007 through December 2016. These funds came from three primary
investor groups: (1) BUCF i.e. Bryant without informing or obtaining permission from BUCF’s
unwitting investors ($16.1 million); (2) one large investor ($25 million); and (3) approximately

15 other investors the Wammel Group solicited ($3.6 million) (the “Wammel Defrauded

% The Wammel Group is wholly owned and operated by Wammel. Since at least 2011, Wammel Group and
Wammel have raised approximately $28.6 million from approximately 16 non-BUCF investors.
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Investors”)(together Wammel Defrauded Investors and BUCF Defrauded Investors, the
“Defrauded Investors”).

46. According to the SEC’s Amended Complaint, The Wammel Defendants told investors
that they would engage in options trading with their invested funds, and promised BUCF annual
returns of 42% or more that would be derived from the monthly earnings of the Wammel
Defendants’ trading activity. The Wammel Defendants promised other investors a pro rata share
of the monthly earnings from the trading. However, the Wammel Defendants’ promises to BUCF
and other investors were false. The bank and brokerage account records show that the Wammel
Defendants failed to earn sufficient returns to support the investors’ distributions. For example,
in February and March 2014, the Wammel Defendants’ options trading earnings totaled
approximately $12,600 and the balance of the Wammel Group’s bank account was less than
$7,000. But during these same months, Wammel emailed Bryant statements reflecting $405,260
of earnings and distributed more than $387,00 to BUCF. The bank records show that the only
material source of cash during this period were the new investments from the Defrauded
Investors. Returns were paid to the Winning Investors from monies raised from other investors.

C. Bryant Partners with Wammel

47. As part of Bryant’s investment scheme, BUCF partnered with the Wammel Group,
which in turn invested BUCF investor funds in high-risk options trading. See Memorandum
Opinion and Order at 8 (“[Bryant] Defendants transferred funds to the Wammel Parties, who
then commingled [Bryant] Defendants’ funds with Wammel Group investors’ funds and invested
in high-risk options trading.”).

48. As Bryant offered and sold BUCF’s securities to investors, other entities—Bryant

United Holdings, Inc. d/b/a Bryant United d/b/a Bryant Financial d/b/a Bryant United Realtors,
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WGHP, and the Wammel Group—acted as conduits through which Defrauded Investor money
flowed. Each of these entities was owned or controlled by Bryant and/or Wammel who worked
in concert to defraud investors.

49. Based on the Receiver’s investigation, the relationship between the Bryant Defendants
and the Wammel Defendants functioned as follows: (1) investors would transfer money to
BUCF, (2) BUCF would transfer money to the Wammel Group, (3) the Wammel Group would
commingle such monies with the Wammel Group investor funds, (4) the Wammel Group would
invest such funds in high-risk trading, and (5) the Wammel Group would eventually transfer
funds back to BUCF.

50. From July 2011 through April 2017, Bryant transferred more than $16 million from
BUCF to the Wammel Group. Wammel commingled Wammel Group investors’ funds with
BUCF investors’ funds. The Wammel Defendants used the majority of the $16.2 million of
BUCF investor capital received, commingled with $28.6 million in funds raised from the
Wammel Defendants’ own investors, to fund speculative options and securities trading. By
commingling the BUCF investor funds with money raised from the Wammel Group’s own non-
BUCEF investors, the Wammel Defendants facilitated the interrelated Ponzi schemes to: (1) make
distributions to BUCF; (2) make distributions to the Wammel Group’s investors; (3) fund high-
risk investments; and (4) fund their extravagant lifestyles.

51. The Wammel Group does not have, and never has had, any legitimate claim to the
funds it received from BUCF.

52. In addition to the $16.2 million transferred from BUCF to the Wammel Group, Bryant,
individually, misappropriated at least $4.8 million of BUCF investor funds to fund his personal

living expenses. See id. at 2-4. Similarly, Wammel withdrew or transferred to himself over $5.5
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million of commingled BUCF investor funds and Wammel Group investor funds from 2011 to
2017. See id.

53. The Bryant Defendants and Wammel Defendants absconded with the principal of
investors and used the funds for personal gain. BUCF and Wammel Group paid purported
earnings to certain investors above and beyond the original investments made by the particular
investors themselves. The profit received by these investors was fictitious. Rather, Bryant and
Wammel used the funds invested by later investors to pay “earnings” or “interest” to earlier
investors, and the Ponzi scheme was perpetuated in this way for years.

D. Transferees Benefitted from the Ponzi Scheme

54. The Transferees collectively received more than $4 million from the Bryant Defendants
and Wammel Defendants and benefitted from the Ponzi scheme. The Transfers were made by, or
at the direction of, Bryant or Wammel. The Transferees did not exchange reasonably equivalent
consideration for the Transfers received and have no legitimate claims to the monies, which were
misappropriated from the Defrauded Investors.

55. The Bryant Defendants transferred approximately $779,205 in fictitious earnings and
payouts to the Transferees. See Net Transfers Between Bryant Defendants and Transferees,
attached hereto as Exhibit A.

56. The Wammel Defendants transferred approximately $3.3 million in fictitious earnings
and payouts to the Transferees. See Net Transfers Between Wammel Defendants and
Transferees, attached hereto as Exhibit B.

57. The Bryant Defendants and Wammel Defendants paid the Transferees, above and
beyond the services rendered, if any, or goods provided, if any, by the particular Transferees

themselves. The Transferees provided no reasonably equivalent value in exchange for the
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Transfers and have no legitimate claims to the monies. The money used to make these Transfers
came directly from innocent, unwitting investors in the Ponzi scheme.
58. Specifically, the Transfers from the Ponzi scheme to Transferees consisted of at least

the following®:

NET AMOUNT TRANSFERRING

TRANSFEREE TRANSFERRED TO ENTITY

TRANSFEREES

Bedazzled, Inc. $25,904 BUCF

Christel Such $18,452 BUCF

Ferguson Enterprises, Inc. $16,533 BUCF

Easy Pay Finance, Inc. $16,000 BUCF
Joe Michetti $758,709 Wammel Group
MNE Financial Services, Inc. $548,431 Wammel Group
Baldwin’s Industrial Services, Inc. $533,299 Wammel Group
Tracey Murray $134,585 Wammel Group
C&C Flowers and Landscaping, LLC $94,000 Wammel Group
Sean Lester $35,143 Wammel Group
Patrick Finley $35,000 Wammel Group
646 Development, LLC $33,600 Wammel Group
Fresh Start Legal Advocates, Inc. $27,500 Wammel Group
Jet Traders Group, LLC $26,547 Wammel Group
Ed Curtiss $25,901 Wammel Group
Thomas Seffron $25,000 Wammel Group
Sonic Momentum JVP, LP $20,000 Wammel Group
All American Automotive, LLC $18,662 Wammel Group
Debbie Davidson $18,600 Wammel Group
Harrington Carbone & Allison, LLP $12,000 Wammel Group
Chris Castillo $8,000 Wammel Group

% The Receiver’s investigation is ongoing and additional transfers or Transferees may be later identified in the
course and scope of the Receivership.
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Bellagio Interiors, LP $230,126 BUCF

Joe Mackey $64,770 BUCF
Domingo Rodriguez $199,750 BUCF
Sean Fitzmaurice $34,500 Wammel Group
ESPI Motors, Inc. $552,906 Wammel Group
Enmotion Enterprises, Inc. $75,000 Wammel Group
Brandon Arnold $152,932 BUCF
ProLiquidation Services, LLC $54,738 BUCF
Frontier Title Company $291,395 Wammel Group
Total $4,087,983

59. “Payments” from the Ponzi scheme were transferred by or at the direction of Bryant or
Wammel to the Transferees. While the Receiver has no information to suggest that the
Transferees had any involvement with the fraud alleged herein, they were recipients of favored
payments—fraudulently obtained and diverted funds for which they did not provide reasonably
equivalent value—as described more specifically below:

a. Bedazzled, Inc. received 6 payments from the Bryant Defendants totaling approximately

$25,904. Upon information and belief, the Bryant Defendants received nothing of

reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

Mty | Transferee Transterred | Transter
BUCF Bedazzled, Inc. $9,685.00 04/18/2013
BUCF Bedazzled, Inc. $15,116.00 -
BUCF Bedazzled, Inc. $243.05 06/08/2013
BUCF Bedazzled, Inc. $375.00 07/29/2013
BUCF Bedazzled, Inc. $348.00 08/23/2013
BUCF Bedazzled, Inc. $136.94 02/21/2014

RECEIVER’S COMPLAINT AGAINST CERTAIN TRANSFEREES - PAGE 16
524662.000002 20572364.7

App. 0016



CaseCh$8-411863600360 Duowmmemtt B5-Hile & ikl I5/AH/ IBagedge dibdfBdgetgeiD 1 513

b. Christel Such, received 28 payments totaling approximately $28,412 and made 11
payments to the Bryant Defendants totaling approximately $9,960; thereby receiving
approximately $18,452 in net transfers. Upon information and belief, the Bryant
Defendants received nothing of reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each

individual transfer was as follows:

Transfgrring Transferee Amount Date of
Entity Transferred Transfer
BUCF Christel Such $580.00 04/09/2014
BUCF Christel Such $460.00 04/16/2014
BUCF Christel Such $610.00 05/20/2014
BUCF Christel Such $880.00 06/02/2014
BUCF Christel Such $800.00 06/16/2014
BUCF Christel Such $1,100.00 07/03/2014
BUCF Christel Such $1,262.00 07/03/2014
BUCF Christel Such $710.00 07/03/2014
BUCF Christel Such $750.00 07/03/2014
BUCF Christel Such $1,030.00 07/03/2014
BUCF Christel Such $900.00 07/03/2014
BUCF Christel Such $800.00 10/17/2014
BUCF Christel Such $750.00 10/31/2014
BUCF Christel Such $990.00 12/29/2014
BUCF Christel Such $650.00 01/23/2015
BUCF Christel Such $1,150.00 02/27/2015
BUCF Christel Such $1,020.00 01/23/2015
BUCF Christel Such $1,057.00 06/26/2015
BUCF Christel Such $513.00 06/27/2015
BUCF Christel Such $1,850.00 07/31/2015
BUCF Christel Such $1,650.00 09/30/2015
BUCF Christel Such $950.00 10/30/2015
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BUCF Christel Such $1,100.00 11/30/2015
BUCF Christel Such $1,550.00 02/29/2016
BUCF Christel Such $800.00 04/15/2016
BUCF Christel Such $1,500.00 06/30/2016
BUCF Christel Such $1,000.00 07/27/2016
BUCF Christel Such $2,000.00 09/30/2016
Christel Such BUCF $1,000.00 09/04/2014
Christel Such BUCF $1,000.00 10/08/2014
Christel Such BUCF $1,000.00 12/08/2014
Christel Such BUCF $1,000.00 01/09/2015
Christel Such BUCF $1,100.00 03/06/2015
Christel Such BUCF $810.00 03/04/2016
Christel Such BUCF $810.00 04/11/2016
Christel Such BUCF $810.00 05/16/2016
Christel Such BUCF $810.00 06/07/2016
Christel Such BUCF $810.00 08/15/2016
Christel Such BUCF $810.00 09/07/2016

c. Ferguson Enterprises, Inc. received 7 payments totaling $16,533 from the Bryant
Defendants. Upon information and belief, the Bryant Defendants received nothing of

reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

Tragitiatr; ile Transferee TQLT]S(;:P:e d Date of Transfer
BUCF Ferguson Ent. $7,789.21 12/31/2013
BUCF Ferguson Ent. $1,521.17 01/02/2014
BUCF Ferguson Ent. $3,149.00 01/21/2014
BUCF Ferguson Ent. $353.56 01/27/2014
BUCF Ferguson Ent. $454.65 01/29/2014
BUCF Ferguson Ent. $3,200.46 02/06/2014
BUCF Ferguson Ent. $64.95 02/14/2014
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d. Easy Pay Finance, Inc. received 40 payments of $400 totaling $16,000 from the Bryant
Defendants. Upon information and belief, the Bryant Defendants received nothing of

reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

Traé\i(iatr; ing Transferee Térr:;c;:rr]:e d Date of Transfer
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 05/04/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 05/31/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 07/03/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 07/31/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 09/05/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 10/11/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 11/07/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 12/10/2012
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 01/09/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 02/11/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 03/13/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 04/09/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 05/10/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 06/18/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 07/12/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 08/12/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 09/11/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 10/15/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 11/12/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 12/11/2013
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 01/15/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 02/18/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 03/12/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 04/03/2014
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BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 05/13/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 06/04/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 07/02/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 08/04/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 08/04/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 10/02/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 11/04/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 12/02/2014
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 01/02/2015
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 02/03/2015
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 03/02/2015
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 04/02/2015
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 05/01/2015
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 06/02/2015
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 07/01/2015
BUCF Easy Pay Finance $400.00 07/30/2015

e. Joe Michetti received 51 payments totaling approximately $758,709 from the Trinsic
Solutions*. Upon information and belief, the Wammel Defendants received nothing of

reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

Transferring Entity Transferee Tgrr:;c;:rr]:e d TDr:tles?(:r
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $4,500.00 04/16/2010
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $4,750.00 06/17/2010
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,650.00 07/21/2010
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $4,175.00 09/17/2010
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $4,250.00 10/01/2010
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,330.00 11/15/2010

* Trinsic Solutions at all times was owned and operated by Wammel. At all times pertinent to the Ponzi scheme,
Wammel Group operated and was doing business as Trinsic Solutions.
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Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,970.00 10/22/2010
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,722.00 12/23/2010
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,440.00 01/21/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,625.00 02/18/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $100,000.00 04/21/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,881.00 03/25/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,905.00 04/21/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,250.00 06/24/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,550.00 07/26/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,800.00 05/27/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $50,000.00 10/20/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,132.00 08/26/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,575.00 09/26/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,550.00 12/23/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,250.00 11/23/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,660.00 10/26/2011
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,120.00 01/26/2012
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,450.00 02/24/2012
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,700.00 03/22/2012
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $5,550.00 07/10/2012
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $4,925.00 09/05/2012
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $6,845.00 11/26/2012
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $45,000.00 12/12/2012
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $5,650.00 03/22/2013
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $100,000.00 06/07/2013
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $9,190.00 07/23/2013
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $6,160.00 12/31/2013
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $50,000.00 01/21/2014
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $50,000.00 01/22/2014
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $5,150.00 05/13/2014
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Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $50,000.00 06/23/14
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $7,500.00 10/20/2014
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $9,250.00 03/16/2015
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $9,250.00 03/30/15
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $7,950.00 07/08/15
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $5,225.00 09/23/15
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $26,508.50 11/03/15
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $50,000.00 11/04/15
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $50,000.00 11/05/15
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,120.00 11/17/15
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $2,925.00 01/06/16
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $6,600.00 03/28/16
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $6,200.00 07/06/16
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $3,325.00 10/03/16
Trinsic Solutions Joe Michetti $4,150.00 12/14/16

f. MNE Financial Services, Inc. received 80 payments totaling approximately $548,431
from the Wammel Defendants. Upon information and belief, the Wammel Defendants
received nothing of reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual

transfer was as follows:

. . Amount Date of

Transferring Entity Transferee Transferred et

Wammel Group MNE Financial $9,899.00 09/26/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $9,692.00 03/26/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $9,190.01 04/23/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,569.88 05/27/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $9,225.25 06/25/2010
Services

RECEIVER’S COMPLAINT AGAINST CERTAIN TRANSFEREES - PAGE 22
524662.000002 20572364.7

App. 0022



CaseCh8-¢18a3600360! Durumentt B5 Hile &ils 15/ Fage i Ghd Bdgety D28 519

Wammel Group MNE Financial $9,302.00 07/21/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $9,101.00 08/24/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $9,070.00 09/24/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,940.00 10/22/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,903.00 11/26/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,659.00 12/23/2010
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,621.00 01/26/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,681.00 02/26/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,321.00 03/25/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,190.00 04/21/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,099.00 05/27/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,020.00 06/23/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,975.00 07/26/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $3,950.00 08/26/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,600.00 09/26/2011
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,908.00 01/30/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,650.00 02/27/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,250.00 03/23/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,250.00 04/27/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,120.00 05/25/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,040.00 06/22/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,090.00 07/27/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,110.00 08/24/12
Services
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Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,050.00 09/28/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,030.00 10/26/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,790.00 11/26/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,790.00 12/31/12
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,830.00 01/28/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,901.00 02/26/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,940.00 03/25/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,780.00 04/29/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,170.00 05/24/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,150.00 06/28/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $8,330.00 07/26/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,710.00 08/23/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,840.00 09/27/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,570.00 10/25/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,760.00 12/16/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,050.00 12/31/13
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,205.00 01/24/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,370.00 03/05/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,150.00 03/28/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,150.00 04/25/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $7,220.00 05/27/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,600.00 06/27/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,600.00 07/25/14
Services
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Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,850.00 08/22/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,150.00 09/26/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,070.00 10/24/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,900.00 12/01/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,970.00 12/29/14
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,000.00 01/23/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $6,010.00 02/27/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,515.00 03/27/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,255.00 04/24/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,252.00 05/22/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,252.00 06/26/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,250.00 07/24/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $2,625.00 08/28/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $5,000.00 09/25/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,900.00 10/23/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,640.00 12/01/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,620.00 12/29/15
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,545.00 01/22/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,605.00 02/26/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,600.00 03/28/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,640.00 04/22/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,440.00 05/27/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,450.00 06/24/16
Services
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Wammel Group MNE Financial $4,240.00 07/22/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $3,930.00 08/26/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $3,920.00 09/23/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $3,530.00 10/28/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $3,930.00 11/28/16
Services

Wammel Group MNE Financial $3,930.00 12/23/16
Services

g. Baldwin’s Industrial Services, Inc. a/k/a Baldwin’s Crane Hire Limited received 32
payments totaling approximately $833,299 and made one $300,000 payment to the
Wammel Defendants totaling $300,000; thereby receiving approximately $533,299 in net
transfers. Upon information and belief, the Wammel Defendants received nothing of

reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

Transferring Entity Transferee Téz]s?grnrte d TDrZﬁas?Jr
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,873.46 02/26/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,992.41 03/26/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,972.76 04/23/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $1,230.69 05/27/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,827.24 06/25/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,843.10 07/21/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,775.86 08/24/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,734.48 09/24/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,593.00 10/22/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,624.14 11/26/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,420.69 12/23/2010
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,647.59 01/27/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,688.28 02/26/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,755.52 03/25/2011
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Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,398.97 04/21/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,525.00 05/27/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,558.00 06/23/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,472.76 07/26/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $731.38 08/26/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $2,431.00 09/23/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $250,000.00 11/18/2011
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $30,000.00 05/11/12
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $84,666.00 02/08/13
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $93,198.00 03/24/14
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $4,504.00 03/28/14
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $4,290.00 04/25/14
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $4,095.00 05/29/14
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $4,230.00 12/01/14
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $4,050.00 12/29/14
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $4,170.00 01/23/15
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $200,000.00 05/22/15
Wammel Group Baldwins Industrial $100,000.00 05/26/15
Baldwins Industrial Wammel Group $300,000.00 02/28/11

h. Tracey Murray received 76 payments totaling approximately $132,615 from the Wammel
Defendants. Upon information and belief, the Wammel Defendants received nothing of

reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

Transferring Entity Transferee Tgrr:;c;:rr]:e d TDth\esi?gr
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 06/01/2012
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 07/03/2012
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 08/21/2012
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 09/18/2012
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 12/05/2012
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Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 01/07/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 02/11/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 03/14/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 04/10/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 05/01/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 05/31/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 07/01/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 08/02/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 09/06/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 10/04/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 11/15/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $225.00 12/09/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 12/19/2013
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 02/03/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 03/14/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 04/30/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 05/30/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 06/30/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 10/16/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 11/03/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 11/26/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 12/24/2014
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 01/30/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,265.00 03/03/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 03/23/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 04/02/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 04/09/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 04/13/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 05/13/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,500.00 06/02/2015
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Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 06/09/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 06/16/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 06/25/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 07/07/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 07/13/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,600.00 08/14/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,600.00 09/18/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,500.00 10/01/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 10/13/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 10/14/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 11/09/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 11/16/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,300.00 11/30/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 12/07/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 12/21/2015
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 02/12/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 03/07/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 04/26/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 06/06/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 06/23/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 07/05/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 07/12/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 08/01/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 08/19/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 08/31/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 09/01/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 10/11/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 10/31/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 11/02/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 11/18/2016
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Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 12/01/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 12/07/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 12/19/2016
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 01/03/2017
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 01/06/2017
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 01/11/2017
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,500.00 02/02/2017
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 02/03/2017
Wammel Tracey Murray $2,000.00 02/07/2017
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,000.00 02/17/2017
Wammel Tracey Murray $1,500.00 03/03/2017

C&C Flowers and Landscaping, LLC received $94,000 from the Wammel Defendants.

Upon information and belief, the Wammel Defendants received nothing of reasonably

equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

. . Amount Date of
Transferring Entity Transferee Transferred Transfer
Wammel Group C&C Flowers & $94,000.00 07/06/2016
Landscaping, LLC

Sean Lester received 62 payments totaling approximately $35,143 from the Wammel

Defendants. Upon information and belief, the Wammel Defendants received nothing of

reasonably equivalent value for these payments. Each individual transfer was as follows:

Transferring Entity Transferee Térr:;c;:rr]:e d TDrZ:\esi?Jr
Wammel Group Sean Lester $306.50 02/26/2010
Wammel Group Sean Lester $299.24 03/26/2010
Wammel Group Sean Lester $420.35 05/27/2010
Wammel Group Sean Lester $287.72 06/25/2010
Wammel Group Sean Lester $284.31 07/21/2010
Wammel Group Sean Lester $277.59 08/24/2010
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B Complete items 1, 2, and 3.
B Print your name and address on the reverse I Agent
so that we can return the card to you. " - S36e
B Attach this card to the back of the mailpiece, B. Received by (Printed Name) C. Date of Delivery
or on the front if space permits.
1. Article Addressed to: D. Is delivery address different from item 1? L Yes
if YES, enter delivery address below:  [J No
ProLiquidation LL.C
by and through its registered agent:
Thurman Bryant
2054 Hidalgo Lane
Frisco. Texas 75034
3. Service Type 0 Priority Mail Express®”
) 1 Aduit Signature Ll Reglstered Malf™
l g ” “ ” ! !l m i I3 Adult Signature Restricted Dafivery O R red Ml Restricted
Sl W -
9590 9402 2682 6351 0975 08 B Gatectonbavay oY ferorandige
2. Article Number (Transfer from service label) o 9"““*‘?&13';9"‘19’3’ Restricted Delivery g 2}325‘;': ggggm;gg
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AO 440 (Rev. 06/12) Summons in a Civil Action (Page 2)

Civil Action No. 4:18-cv-00360

PROOF OF SERVICE
(This section should not be filed with the court unless required by Fed. R. Civ. P. 4 (1))

This summons for (name of individual and title, if any)

was received by me on (date)

3 1 personally served the summons on the individual at (place)

on (date) ;or

3 1 left the summons at the individual’s residence or usual place of abode with (name)
, a person of suitable age and discretion who resides there,
on (date) , and mailed a copy to the individual’s last known address; or

(A | served the summons on (name of individual) , Who is

designated by law to accept service of process on behalf of (name of organization)

on (date) ;or
3 | returned the summons unexecuted because por
(A Other (specify):
My fees are $ for travel and $ for services, for a total of $ 0.00

I declare under penalty of perjury that this information is true.

Date:
Server’s signature

Printed name and title

Server’s address

Additional information regarding attempted service, etc:

DT T



Case 4:18-cv-00360-ALM Document 85-1 Filed 11/06/18 Page 81 of 81 PagelD #: 576

IN THE UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS
SHERMAN DIVISION

JENNIFER ECKLUND, RECEIVER,
Plaintiff,
V.

Ancillary Civil Action No. 4:18-¢v-360

BEDAZZLED, INC,, et al,,

O O LY LN LN N WO KON O

Defendants.

SERVICEMEMBER’S AFFIDAVIT

BEFORE ME, the undersigned official, on this day personally appeared Timothy E.
Hudson, who, upon being duly sworn according to law and upon oath, deposed and said:
1. “I am attorney of record for Plaintiff Jennifer Ecklund, Receiver.
2. Defendant ProLiquidation Services LLC is a business entity and is therefore incapable of
serving in the military.”

Further, Affiant sayeth not.

ik Ao

Timothy E. Hudsén

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO ME on this Sé day of November, 2018.

'A =2

- T2 AA_ WA LY
Notary Public in and for the State of Texas

=~ CHRISTI DURDEN

SN _
¢ =4 Notary Public, State of Texas §
: Notary ID 425920-6 ,
; , o 5

# My Commission Exp. 11-04-2021%

SERVICEMEMBER’S AFFIDAVIT
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