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clerk's Office l
southern Dislrict of Ftorida 1 yAy g g 2g2j
w itkie D. Ferguson Jr. US courthouse
400 N orth M ia m i Avenue jtl

nllli.ljalj/j
Miami, FL 33128 l
TO: Judge Ruizj United States District Court, Southern District of Ftorida

RE: SEC v Com plete Business Sotutions Group Inc. et at
Case No. 9:20-CW 81205-RAR

Our Obl-ection to 1he Receiver's Motion/Recommendation to the Court1.
Specifically we disagree with and object to the Net lnvestment met 'hodology used by thel
Receiver to calculate/determine our claim in this case-until such time as Judge Ruiz rules1
on whether this is a Ponzi scheme. (In fact, we understood that thejudge did rule earlier
that this was not a Ponzi scheme.)

Background / Our Rationate

Mywife, Shetti, and I were investors in the ABFp-lnvestors Group - both as cash investorsl
and IRA fund investors through CAMA. As such, 0ur ctaims and objections were fited by us
and by CAMA separatety as required.

Our objections fited eartier by the required deadtines were made !or the fottowing reasons:

* W e do NOT betieve that the basis for distributing funds shoutd be our f'Net Investment'' as
1defined bythe Receiver in theirAttowed Ctaim Am ount catcutation

. W e are seeking a
ïTAmount lnvested.'' 1distribution that is equatto our

lThe amount distributed to us shoutd NOT be reàuced by the amount of interest that we
l ,

received in connection w ith notes we initiated and ctosed with the fund prior to the SEC s
ltawsuit. Att investm ents prior to the SEC'S tawsuit invptved separate individuat notes where

term s were met and settted. Each decision to
, secure a new note withjnew terms with a newinvestment was made separatety. Aimie Bertiri from the SEC made this very ctear to Judge

1Ruiz and the Receiver duringthe status conference on Monday
, Marcp 4, 2024.

I
To do otherwise, and for the Receiver to be consistent, it woutd requirb them to contact ALL

investors in the fund-even those who were onty active PRIOR TO thejEc's tawsuit=and
cottect from them att of the interest they received from their prior notjs. Is the Receiver
prepared to do this? Again, their togic (though absurd) woutd require this in the name ofI
fairness. I

l
l
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•Wedo NOT believe that the amount we receive should be reduced by such reprehensible"'"'<,,, 
·expendit'ures as the Receiver choosing to pay de,~inquent taxes on beh~lf of the criminals. 
, This appalling suggestion was mentioned in the status conference witr Judge Ruiz on 
November 29, 2023. . 

1 

, • Lastly, and more broadly, we object to the Receiver being paid from tre funds that they 
• recover. This setup only encourages the Receiver to drag this process on and on as they 

have done - all the while paying themselves with our money. Rather, t~e Receiver should be 
paid only from monies collected as fines and damages from the crimi~als and only after we 
as investors have received our settlements. 

In summary, our position regarding the "Allowed Claim Amount calculation" is the same as 
I 

that stated by Amie Berlin (SEC) in the status conference on March 4, 2024. And, if it is still 
possible, we would support the SEC taking over responsibility for this talculation and 
distribution process as proposed by Judge Ruiz in that status confere 

1
ce. 

We will appreciate your.acknowledgement of our response here. 

Respectfully, 

'Jt(,da. 't--- ~h.ew.. w. A.Jip-_ 
Mark & Shelli Nye 
6708 NE 70th Terrace, Kansas City, MO 64119 
724.640.8995 
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