
:<•1r:/, .. United States of America 
,:,,;::',;i',\. ~:' "•• I ' ' ' i • ' ■ ■ 
/\' .' : •. ' • .. ·. 1 . ·., Plamt1ff, 

' ~ :: v. 
: • ·: 1 ( Joseph Cammarata 
,·,· ;:. ,. 1 ,' ; :' ,:· Defendant. 
t~~•·)'.: • ,,::d I 

Case #: 22-cr-639-PGS 

t<I1j·f ~lJiE . . REPLY TO THE GO~~ii~~SA~~~~~~~ ~~:1~~~~:~~~~i:i~~E 29 MOTION FOR 

f: > • ' . D~fendant, Joseph Cammarata, herby files this reply to the government's opposition to his post-trial motions for 

.' •an acquittal or for a new trial, pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P. 29 and 33 (ECF# 134). 
·: .•· '' ' ( ,' '' 

·' ' I ' 

: : ~,· ·::. : :: (j :; ·:; PRELIMINARY STATEMENT 

t?:f/: • Th1:/gqvernment failed to prove an essential element of 26 USC 7201, thus warranting a dismissal of the 
"1 ... ,,/,, ' 

T,{ri:iJ@iiJndictment. In a criminal tax case the government is required to give the Defendant the benefit of the doubt for any 
,~,, ·.r;' ' • I ' I 

• :, ,' ' .. expense deductions that the IRS cannot categorically prove is not a business expense. In this case the Defendant is 

... •. • · attestjng that in his revised spreadsheet he has removed any personal expenses from the bank records and they 
.'. ., ·: • i I . , ~ 

{?}.:' only include his business expenses and qualified deductions. The government's response (ECF# 136 hereinafter 
;.,':•,::,>';_•l• I I • ; 

lfi;J~J):"government BS") was over sixty (60) pages of a word salad, that evidenced complete desperation and 
,,,";t,,'j-,',•'. •. • I j ! ' . ' 

'..'/J,; :·mis:di;e~ti~n. The Defendant, has been on the record since the arraignment, in stating that he has not h~d any 
, .\,,'• ;; , , .( i ;, I; ; • 

\{i)i{i/:a.c·~~s~·:\p his own files: bank, brokerage and credit card statements, which continued in every motion, hearing, and 
-·:~-·· •··1J -, ,.,. • .; ·1 • • '. ' ! 

i'.i\t·: -::'everi the trial. There is no possible dispute to that fact and can direct the court to every single pre-trial motion, 
t:/tt-\~: • ; ! 11 '! • • 

(~Y:l:/.: hearing; and trial transcript. While the Defendant categorically objects to the government's irrelevant narrative 
' !.', ,."• ;' ";, • • ; '•i ' I'; r 

, ,:.\' ·.,. and gross mis characterizations, if not fabrications, of the first nine (9) pages (that was related to a corrupted fraud 
'•·;' ',',, • •. ! l '' ! ' ' 

• conviction and not tax evasion), the Defense will stay on the fact that there was not and is not any tax due and 
, .' ' . 1 ~ l ' 

i:_l., .. \ ·; :· ~ 1, 

:::::, . ,· owmg .. · 

;:fA<.'::. ·; r·: ·• 
• • ::< • • ·' This reply is specific~lly addressing the tax due and owing elements of the five (5) tax evasion counts and the 

• :,1 .. :\ .. :r I·,,, • 

>·':/; :•:. supp~essi~n of material and exculpatory evidence in violation of Fed. R. Crim. P 16, Brady, inter alia. The 
.,_ l I • ' • ,) ,L ·, '' 

i. ·,,: ·.: Deferidant h~s also contended since the beginning of the case and trial that his business expenses and losses 
i . .":;\ ... 1. ~ ' ' 

/,,.,; .,.: always offset any tax due and owing that the government charged him attempting to evade. Attached to this reply 
;·/:?_;ft:-!:~:_:·.'. ·, \ ;. j • ; . . ' )· • 
:(:f·: is Exhibit B, which is the revised and now attested spreadsheet of his irrefutable business expenses and losses that 
• ~."··:'t: f~.'. _.; ,,'. -~- '! ' ~<- . . . . 
: ./'.i: \ he incurred during the tax years 2015-2019. There is now, no question that the government had these expenses in 

: ~\~ :~ • ,•,~•~ ~•-,:~••:1 ~: ; . ' I ' 

~:il;il{/their possession and did not give the Defendant credit for, or provide them to the IRS agents, causing them to 
i{~!fr.~~.~ ~~.,,\ ,: ',I \-,~••; ,; ): '. '• • , , ' 

il.'.itf}?\ Cflk:UJ<!,te a false tax defic~ency, which was admitted at trial. 

::1t~r :it:imrn . . . • FACTUAL BACKGROUND 

&qj})\•::~~_. FaI?marata has had significant financial success through hard work and had always complied with all of his 
t'f''.~..,_. J•l ·-,, • •' 

(f.Jb.:i :;:;: legal obligations including taxes, without issue. He was always aware through multiple attorneys and accountants 
?~\Y\;~; i :· • i( : ••. · • 

,; •·:' ',.' ' 1 
. I! . • 
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::I1~::I::: t 1: " . 
. :;: ':' that.the ecurities class action settlement funds that he had been paid since 2008 was a small percentage of a . 

~• ' I ~ ' ~ ' '• 0 '. • f t 'j ' 1 1 • 

1-;);<;:I:\; prorated portion of a recognized loss that was determined by the settlement courts' plan of allocations. This was 
:\:·,._./·I_,_·.~ , ~ ::1 '! / ,; .' •, • , ' I , 

1r;l'.iiff{also testified to at trial by several witnesses including Mr. Mazur. Mr. Cammarata had enormous business expenses 
f;f:}~/;}f\'l ::•.~·;·. t ·: :i:, ' I 

: :1\.,; .d.~ring the time of 2015-2019, because he was a venture capital and angel investor in at least 30 businesses, which 
/.':. ,:·~_.';~I·'..,,': t1-.~; :I:;;· . ' 
,{. }!.?is riot only indisputable, but the government has also referenced many of these businesses by name, including in 
~/J j!;_·/-' ,' ,;---·~ I 1/:• , 

lf~(ii~\{the;SE~'.s TRO ordered by judge Kenney on November 4th, 2021. As with most venture capital and angel investors, 
!:>.-1:,J'J.·;:' . i:'i ·t 1

l 1 

(tlii/{{if they make many diversified investments and suffer many failures and losses, in hopes that 1 out of 10 are the ones 
:l•,{:,:~nr•},' ,'. ". ?, •! ,j '.,: ' • f • 

. Y· ~i,.: , < that become successful enough to far exceed the losses of all the others. This has worked well for Mr. Cammarata 
•. ,.,;.'·.'';.!I:, , 

• • \· ·:: thrqigh~ut his career where he invested about $200k into Liquid Claims and sold it for approximately $8 million. 
'.' 

•• •• Then:starting in 2010 he invested over $5 million in SpeedRoute, which he sold 80% for $32 million in 2016. 
••' \,' I 

~;,fd-i)\Thos~ s,uccesses alone made up for the losses he had made in other business over the years and he would have 

>}:J>.contih~ed that trend, if these corrupt government prosecutors had not charged him with a crime that did not exist 
·. ,:: ..• ·: l: .. 
. · _: :!i:. · (~ic:e ~-0\,Y), irreparably damage his name and reputations, terminate the jobs of over 38 people Mr. Cammarata 
:'.· ': ! i ; ' ~- :. { • I '! l' . 1•! ' ' 

tt:) t employed; destroy every businesses and investment of his, and use the SEC TRO to unconstitutionally freeze all his 
f~J-tiJ~.~::, ; ; ,.,, : 4.' ,, • ' ' • 

~~KHf.''tassets of over $75 million the day he was arrested on November 3rd, 2021. The SEC case and TRO were without 
~:~..:.F~;l{:{:: .. : ·:I .'. i ·: /,' 
• • '.\;({ subje,ct matter jurisdiction or due process and was a conspiracy to make sure Mr. Cammarata had no access to civil 
,. ' ; ,', •. :: • : .' i. : : ,', . ' ' 
:; • : • 1 •• ,; def~n.~e to fight, and certainly violated the 6th amendment in denying him proper and timely criminal defense, in 
~~.i·.~•t?lt':?j',: :-;-i::;;i•il~ . ~' . ' 
/~~nm;:J;a~~w~~ r.v~ry. single r~~uest and motion. In this tax case, the government is again caught flat-footed by knowing all 
tht!,1.;.'a,~..-:ir- .i .. ,, , • ~ ., t,, , , 

)1,11:}~@(Mr. Cainmarata's expenses were business and having them all in their possession at all times. The reason t~e 
\1f}~f ;r 1~; • .. : . -.. . : '! ~: t . 
:;'?!\/ p~f~n.dant did not put the income on his tax returns, was because he also did not put the far exceeding business 
~~ • .. :-.r- :t··: F i .: , ~· , • 

: • deductions._ He simply netted his taxes and that is why there was never a tax due and owing . 
.!':. ,kJ;·::' ;· 

~s ;previously stated, the Defendant has been very clearly on the record in being denied, not only his own 

busi~ess records, files, and notes, but also his bank, brokerage, and credit card statements that he has requested in 
'. • : \ . 

--·?1{i·,: eve:rx pre-trial motion, hearing, and throughout trial and the deliberation challenges. That is a fact that the 

;;: : i :nr :: g~;~;~~ent has n~t addressed, other than vociferously stating they "complied with all their obligations". This 
}~{:/·~~:~· .. ~:' ,t';.~,_; :~: ·i ' . 
\:·:' <:'.': motion will include references and quotes by the Court acknowledging that the records and expenses were 
'!f/~1i:i.{i~\:~;.('•,i ... ·;··~·:i..~--:' 1.. , 
ttMt!ibnaterial and critical to Mr. Cammarata's defense and for a fair trial, and the Court tried to have the government 
'/fihl~i;>· .\ ·1.::~·:t:: rl ~ - .. • • .-:. • i • • 

:-,;•i'-ijj/,·: comply .. with directions and Orders, to no avail. Despite the fact that the settlement payments that the government 
,-: • ~ i:- :( • ;i :~•-~. _;~ ~ r: , • , • . 
\,', :i-.< charged as .'1income", were actually securities class action settlement payments, that are not taxable, by the 
;,f)'.:S~/, i . .-

0

\: 1 
1 

••; '.;~. f •:•' I 

f~:;i/f;,'. goy'~~rll:1)-ent's own adJllission, the prosecution needed to suborn perjury and coach many of their witnesses to 
V,:~1,:;~.rJ.~ii:;::·:. ·--P~ ~ ., < ,. ·· · : : · 
·?t1l}coerc'e the jury into believing there was a fraud. This of course, without any actual criminal elements of fraud, a 
~~i;,•~'.(T•.{.'...lA•. - ; ~., {,~,;.q· JI· 1\•r. • • , l • : 

j;~{tii[~t~lJg1~}i~ti~ and or lo~s identified, even a single fraudulent claim form, phony trade report, the blatantly false "two 
-~;;.~-f!J,'t~W~: ," i~➔. t\(1J:,:i: ~: ·.-:,._, :·>:! ~ · • •. '. : • · 
{*}:!l/lfesseritial facts". (paragraph 13 of this indictment) that were material misrepresented to the grand jury to obtain a 
!i~~t:·:.i't~l:t .;-~,.'V,~·f1 .)l- ,: -. ., , 1• , • 

~i'.Ni:{/.f?:: defective indictment, violation of the 5th amendment, and lack of tribunal jurisdiction. All of that notwithstanding, 
J?)!/ifi/\.' • ' t, ;::1· ·:.: . ' 
'·};:"J):::.the:near entirety of the tax case testimony and evidence (much perjured and tampered) was presenting the jury 

~ • ' .: ~ ' 

-'•with fraud charges, not tax evasion. Then the fact that almost all of the evidence was beyond December 31st, 2019, 
' ' ,: ·!.;-~;;.: ::, • 

: : ~1-~§~~l,lowed the prosecution to constructively amend the indictment to allow the jury to convict the Defendant, for 
: I •..-~, ,;0,( •' ··, , •• 

-t-,· i ':I , ~·- .·: 

;;,~;l,:;-:;,f,.di:. : 'i : ' l,,· ,, 2 
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}./1_:i,i, .,', ' ,,., _;: ,, 

}~;d~i\L _: '._' -l '.:-f •• 

::::::;}/;\~::'.,~l):c;~. tr
1
a
1
~ where not tax evasion and also past the 2019 tax year. These charges that the Defendant was literally 

t':".)iY ·.\i ~h~_~g~,d.with were not found by the grand jury and listed as charges in the indictment. 
r::·; ,( .. "::'> ,~t-::'•~i1;~. ?~ . :·,::: t • • • 

~ff 1~:): · .Th~: g~vernment has also continued to engage in prosecutorial misconduct to mislead the jury and continue to 
•/f •,';-:;•(::•rJ I; 

{;%}\\'.:deceiye the court in their response, by averring that "the government showed that Cammarata took more than $10 
• ' 

.•. milJi~n of alleged business expenses deductions forllmarketing" for AlphaP!us, SSA Tech ... " see government BS p. 
• .• ; ! ' ' 

:_: 21. A~d, "Although Cammarata failed to report millions of dollars of fraud income that he received from AlphaPlus, 
. J.,·( . 

• there, was compelling evidence at trial that Cammarata claimed spurious or nonexistent deductions in an effort to 

further reduce the federal income taxes that he paid. These phony deductions ranged from the comically 
l ', •~ l " ' 

. impenetrable deduction for "service funding," see Gx-359, the many prosaic deductions amounting to more than 
.. ' ! 

·. $10 million for marketing expenses for firms that did virtually no marketing" see government BS p. 9. They went 
• ,._.: ' ' ~;: ) ~· 1 :, 

. _. . .:. onto claim, "Grossly inflated marketing expenses were not the only tax deduction subterfuge that Cammarata 
,:·-..;.:.::•. I .• 

(f;Jt~JperpE;~r_ated on his tax returns. He also claimed a $411,745 business deduction for "service funding" see 
;••., --•\ji ' I •• •' • ~ ' I • 

:. ·_ ·:>:;: g9~~ln1!1ent BS p. 21. And finally, "Likewise, Cammarata submitted an $2.1 million itemized deduction for 

~\ · r -~}\lp_h~P~us for tax year 2019 that was entirely blank." See government BS p. 22. 
t,~i/:tt/;,,,.:);._d ·11 ;:= ' 
fl' ~c. "-''1, .,,1 , • ~ ' 

r/i'.'."' r;, ;;,::.:. :The.Defense raises the government's deception on the court, to falsely assert the appearance that the 
(~~\.,. - :· .)\ .', ·' :·, ~ ,1 ')' 

1;i~\i'i'·;/govefoment already gave him over $10,411,745 in business deductions and try to claim thatthey were spurious, 
: -:· -/: ·, .. :, . ·: r • . '. 
\·': ;,: >

1 
no~existent, grossly inflated, subterfuge, and phony. However, the first thing the court needs to be aware of is that 

• ,' \ I 

'..,_ .. , . thes,e, expenses, marketing or otherwise, were not relevant to Mr. Cammarata's tax returns. Second the government 
i:?•:I,' ;( ~• 1': •• ~ ·,·• ~ : • 

\i:\{',: neve~ showed a single email as to how the labels of "marketing" or "service funding" were on the tax returns, as the 
r-r_:)1_.}~1:· ··:1: .- .. · \. ; 1 

'. ·? • • government's own witness Troy Eisner testified that the numbers came from the Defendant' two partners and 

· •. i;\\0 

ag~:int'n~where did anyone, to the Defendant's knowledge ever classify the expenses as marketing. Please find 
. , ; I'. -: • ;_. ·.. ~. • -1 • 1 '. • • • 

'·' Y :: attached as Exhibit E, which is marked with the government's bates stamp of USA005768, which has been provided 

{i:Ji( to ·th~ gove~nment by Mr. Eisner the accountant for Mr. Cammarata (these pages have addition notes handwritten 
~\\.;t(},;'· ' ,• l' ' , 

Y'_:'.: •··: by the accountants, but will limit this exhibit to one page as an example). That Exhibit E, is the exact spreadsheet 
' ;\,.\,(~- ! '.:: f ', :!t ' . 

. :·:\:---: that Mr. Cammarata emailed to the Eisner CPA accounting firm, which included some of the tax information that 

it:::ti:;_;ls:~i~~id-~d by Erik °Cohen and David Punturieri, that Mr. Cammarata forwarded along as Mr. Eisner testified to at 
r;fJ/;!,:-~~·;:/. ': ;: ,t;, • j. · •. ~ , 1, , 

tlf1;; ·,;:f_tri'aL.iN6where on the provided tax information was there anything labeled "marketing" or "service funding" 
•.. .\:(i/11(·-L/~t··, .. •• ' ' 
;;\:1. n::'.f~.?q:f¢~~e,~; ~hich should also demonstrate that the accountants attached those labels on his own. 
Xi.}:[::~{?hrJ:{;:. F . :- ,: • · · , • 
?ic.'-F:;: :Jt_should be clear that the $10 million in "marketing" were actual business expenses over the 5-year period, which 
5f\r~. ~t<·-·\~- • • •. \',_ .. l : .• ; ; •• • 
!iiP/: ::; wei;e,tll.e payment of the settlement rewards to the clients of AlphaPlus. For example, at a standard twenty percent 

fWi;~,)?fczo.o/~)!,~~~tin~~nc; fe~ that AlphaPlus may charge its clients that means the AlphaPlus business took in $12.5 
••,'', •,: :• ; •• • :' /1 .j" ~;: • I t ' 

• ·: • •• • millio~ of total settlement rewards on behalf of its clients and retained $2.5 million for their service fees and paid 
, . ..i'~·\".i.1<' ,' " , 

:. ·: . :·\out the clients the $10 million. Whatever you want to classify it as, even as marketing, they were undeniable 
!' ',".':': ·: ,1: • ' • 

. 'i( ,: bus'ide~s expenses that Erik Cohen affirmed under oath. While those few pages were to distract from the issues 
~}·:.--·. •.:;1~~.,':;_1' : ~ '. 'i ' ' ' 

(Ni\1?'."°that: a) Mr. Cammarata never provided the classification for those expenses, calling the $10 million client 
•• '·~:-:,';/:"" .-· .. : 1:. +~·- '· '. ' 

,.·. ',: • .. payments as marketing expenses was never Mr. Cammarata's doings, they were likely classified by Eisner and were 
• . . { ,, ,: 

jr (>::'.tJH " ·:: ·: 3 
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still l~g;l business expenses that could have been classified as marketing; b) these were valid business expenses 
, ' I,, 

, • and tl'ie· deductions were allowable and at trial, the net income amount was accurately reported for AlphaPlus, after 
:., .. ii; :,:, •. ·? '·,, l ' ~ .' 'l 

, • ·:::,the.business deductions ($10 million) whether client payments, "marketing" or any other classification, would 
. ' : ' ':,>!:'. ,' ' 

• ,< • • have ,hot changed the tax due and owing and that was not disputed. Again the government was trying to distract 
''., !, t 1 

;i:1;\{(' .. anq c,onfuse the jury with "subterfuge"; c) the most important element of that entire ridiculous argument, is that all 
::,::_i .. ~f-::. • . r, 

>·:i: ofit was AlphaP/us! The government went on at trial and several pages in the post-trial response about the fake 
!;- ; 

• : ;,,'::i;'m~rk~ting" expenses and none of them had anything to do with Mr. Cammarata's 2015-2019 tax returns charged 
,, ,,--; .·,, '.:1: ',,: 

;i;J ·;:ii~ thJ iq.dictment. Yes; AlphaPlus may have taken in $12.5 million and paid its clients $10 million in those years and 
-~:: _,Ji_'· · · : , ·l :, 1,i • , 
i\::;{f,;/;::the a~cquntant classified it as marketing, instead of client marketing or payments, but it not only had no impact on 
::"'tf;'.!'.i:.f!<:"-:'. ·: ,' .- J .;· ' ' ; 

'}:\( ·any t1x
1

due and owing, it also had no impact or effect on Mr. Cammarata's tax charges. That was further evidence 
'.-~:d·;,.::.; '.,:: ... ; ' i . l' ' 

::· ·: j'. :-;: o_f t~~ F~d. R. Evidence R. 403 violations and intending to confuse the jury and engage in a constructive amendment 
~--~ ;' ,d; I' ,,_ 1' • ~-- .• t ii ~ ' 

,/., ·.',; ... ;to the indictment. 

~f)J;\:i:L:· :: 1 
:· ! ;,: :1 '.: • •• 

;,1?\;(\tf:; The Defendant does not contest that he received approximately $16 million in securities class action settlement 
';~::\\?:; ~ :•' ' f -:, f I < ' ' 

;/J,: )paymen,~s on trades that he owned and assigned to his entities. He also does not contest that even if the 
: :· ,j / ,",1,' •. \ ·,~ ,1 ,q 

, : : ( • ':: govefoni.ent wants to allege it was somehow "fraudulent" without any proof, duplicate trades, a single identifiable 
: _;,:, ,; : ( ;~ P, .. , : \. 

'.·.fTl :.: victim or loss and that there was willful tax evasion, because the government also suppressed the 1042-S, 1099, 
~;~•::, \-f.i.(·:~: , ~ r, 't: ''. I 

f§1!ff·"\mci claim settlement letters from the Defendant, IRS, and jury, then there are still over $18.5 million of qualified 
,. •

1
', ' I. i, 1 

_ · >: , bu~in'.es~ expenses and there was never a tax due and owing. 
. . . I . . . 

: :• . ~ I . 

•• • ' • 1 LEGAL ARGUMENTS 
t,•,~:,1•::,_:, ~,: ~- \ • i '•,; I 

i:, . . ).". : ):\'' ' 
r~'fJH1tt-.: )f we remove the superfluous and inflammatory language from the government's response and stick to the fact 
.-~'.-~~}j·c~-·f.;::/•:1.;, i'•··t _t::\I,, I • [ , 

, , t\t.'.:i th~t in the face of all of their attempts to validate their case, there is no genuine dispute that, when the business 
•• •"/;""1;,; ', ; .; ' i': f.f , ' 

. ;:: · ;.'expenses are no longer suppressed and the IRS, the probation office, the court, or a new jury calculate the tax due 
: ~-! ,. l I i '~ ; :, ·' ' 

(}.)[.< a~cfq~!ng for the years 2015-2019 there is none. It is also well established that a motion "filed by a prose litigant 
L:::«-~ .-.;: t -!-,'! : :· ' j; .: !: ' I 

~;1fj~;\!(is to be liberally construed and 'however inartfully pleaded, must be held to less stringent standards than formal 
• '' i· ... , ' ~ _, , ' 

',:, •'[,· ,, ,_. 'j, ' 

:·:: .. }:·:'', pleadings drafted by lawyers."' Erickson, 551 U.S. at 94 (quoting Estelle v. Gamble, 429 U.S. 97, 106, 97 S. Ct. 285, 
t ;;~{.~·(\, :.'.-~•:·:}".; ,!- '.!~ . • :, . 

?\/:',t50 L:Ed: 2d 251 (1976)). The court must consider the statute 26 USC 7201, under strict scrutiny, as "the Court has 
¾~~~-~i~~-~•\j . '!_:, ! '.; .:; . 
~~nQ\i\trc1.slitio11apy employed the strict scrutiny standard when a fundamental right is at stake. If a statute is found to 
\1f€£~:,-.,f:,_:r;\ 1~·-•· ,' j;•,·,,;1' -~ ·,:'' • 1 , 

)t~i{i;;{{{.burd~~"~ ·fundamental right, the Court has required that the statute be justified by a showing that it is necessary to 
.. ,., ,;-, ·:,'•' ''•i·', ,, • ·' 

. i.' •·pro·~~t~ a compelling governmental interest", Shapiro v. Thompson, 394 U.S. 618, 22 L. Ed. 2d 600, 89 S. Ct. .1322 
. ' .. _ ; : ~ ':1 •• 

• (19:6?);.Roe v. Wade, 410 U.S. 113, 35 L. Ed. 2d 147, 93 S. Ct. 705 (1973), and that there be no "reasonable [way] to 

achle~-e these goals with a lesser burden on constitutionally protected activity." Dunn v. Blumstein, 405 U.S. 330, 
:- •. :i·-.'::~ t t' ', ' . 'l ' • ; 

/i'.rJ%;;\343, 31 L. Ed. 2d 274, 92 S. Ct. 995 (1972). 

:,:.'\flj\\ ... : '.:,.["{; '. 1 • • • :.. • . • 
<':° :~:;•.'.;,, ,. iJ\,,; Acqmttal 1s Necessary . . 
;.':::\~)[~. !~t:'.'.iJi-t~-/;-\_J,.: • • .. '.. · 
)~:;f#.~jj{,·:;•;,Th~'.s~p~em~ Court has, even as far back as 1965, held that "in order to sustain a conviction under 7201, the 
·:,;•:":·. ~1.:.. 1 ' -.- : • • :•. • , .:· ·l k . , ,, : , • ' • 

~;tf~~~'.\,~:'G~ve~ri~ent must prove three elements: the existence of a tax deficiency, willfulness, and some affirmative act 

)Ji/;/ C ;t;] ,,. 4 
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i 
'• ': ,• ,·1 ! : ,· 

: ,! (,:'' . : 'i' J ·, 1,: 

·:[' ,: 

. cons~~utjng an evasion or an attempted evasion of income taxes.", Sansone v. United States, 380 U.S. 343, 85 S. Ct 
,· _., ' 1 ·•1, 

~i~',:j,<j:_;:/0.~4; i~ ~-.Ed.:2d 882 (1965). 
~---\\).~!. ·,-:,: :, ·, ' :· , I 

• .1~;: • , \Vh,ile the Defendant argues that the government failed to prove willfulness by suppressing the 1042-S and 1099 
• ' ;' ; ' ) ,, ; . . 

• 
1'f ;fo~r.1 .~}P~g fith the ~laim payment letters stating the settlement payment were not taxable, and knowingly • 

sup.pressing his business expenses and losses, they could not prove beyond a reasonable doubt that a tax due and 
. •. ,f,' ,, • I ' 

' t' ,, 

·: 0_»7ing exists. In the instant motion for acquittal and or a new trial, the government is trying to grasp at technical 
- ·, ,I ; ,,1. 

• -:; : arguments, using unrelated 71-year-old case law, but the only relevant fact is that there is NO EXISTENCE of a tax 

:-/ /'.., de:fjc{e~cy as a required element of 26 USC 7201. 
k;g)-:;. .. '.:J ~:f ii:t· •. :- • : · 
f}~:}f.{,-;:i Ipq.eed, the government concedes in their response, "Cammarata claims that the government failed to prove a 
t;1;~:;~,~::rt:~r 111 • ~1 i: • ~ ·, :·, 11 ;_ ! •• ; l 

;if:iM1"fTsingle e,ement of each of the charged tax offenses ... " see government BS p. 9. They are exactly right that with no 
• ,. •~ ~: 1 , : , , r , I ' 

:;::;: .''.:::~{6:th.~i _a;guments, the government's failure was clear, to prove not only a tax due and owing at trial, after 
: ':. . • I ~ . : l, ' ' - '. _;: ,; ,)I .l • ' ' ' , 
,: . ' : . con_sid.ering the business expenses not provided to the IRS agent ( as Mr. Mazur testified to), but also that there is 
;,,,:,, ' ,·.\' ' 

:t,,,,,:., .. still no possible "existence of a tax deficiency" when accurately calculating the business deductions, which is an 
r;:/f-:+ .. -Y·•.1i·t. - • :· ~ • • 

,, '; essential and critically required element of 26 USC 7201. 
•.. : .-. ~. ' ; ' 

' . ·;·;: _i· t} t1
' ;· 

:i,: Burden of Proof . . 
::X./ · · • L l ; : . 
::i. '.\ • The government is also playing games in dancing around the burden of proof that they had, to prove all of the 
?i\i}.:::::,:. . ~ ._ .. ' ' ' 
,;;}}ji(pelem~~ts of the allege_d crime in all five (5) counts. The government's response tries to renounce and abandon any 

:-:,I,·.·. ,... r-,,, . 
. • . ::;; ·::, • r~spqn~ibility they had to calculate the tax due and owing. The prosecution asserts that, "Cammarata claims that 

', ,·, I a'•;•: : ' ' 

, , , : • • the 'gov~rnment was obligated to mine his various financial records, extract apparent payments to third parties, 
iii,.'!,:•: (':- i I· • , 

t);)<~Il~ ~{fifmatively disprove that those payments constituted legitimate tax deductions", government BS p. 10. 

~1f /'!:FoH,;n~~d up with, "Indeed, Cammarata insists that the government was not only required to unearth and give him 
':.:::)1L:,'.i . ;\', ;. ' t·~ , • , I 

i<JiPt~r~~irJ?r ~xpenses that were actually deductible, but also to give him deductions that Cammarata now claims 
)1;_,•',•ltt:".,:••(. ,·, iL 1,./;f !I :l:1. , • ' 

\\ t;.!fwo~lp have reduced his taxes", see also government BD p.9-10 (where the government is playing the victim that 
ti~ti:~.t:;-::~, .· -':-; __ l I ;:· 
\l:t".:t .\ they had no idea that the Defendant had more than $63 of business expenses in 2018-2019, and they had no way of 
fui}rt;,,:{i~~~~i:~~J- •. ' • • • • • 

•• ·: ~ :-i_.:'. -~-·;t' i ,, '. 
· t.\:::.,;,v,X,~rn~ the govern!llent is trying to back pedal and say that they, "had no obligation or requirement to prove the 

. . . '. • ; • ;: : ~ ':\ .: , 

\i-:,. .. .- exaCt'amount of tax due and owing, upon which Cammarata places primary reliance, has been squarely rejected by 
\/, •~•• • ,· .,;,:~ ~: ~ • ' ', I 

;;{)f/.Thirq Circuit case law." Government BS p. 11. While it is true that the government is not required to provide an 
'.)\JP~1h>,.': .·: ·:~ .ri- -~ r ~ • 

·:;;:.j)fi '':' exact' tax due and owing, amount, they must provide the material evidence that is necessary to calculate a tax due 
./.·;:·~:~>-'·· ,; ·/ -:: . t '~' . ·, ' 
·? '/'(and o'wing. In using the government's own misdirected case law from United States v. Smith, 206 F.2d 905 (3d Cir.) 
. , ,, ·-.: . ,..:•-\.• :: ; ' . 

;,:,f\, ·: 19S3; '.'I~ i~ ~ell settled that once the government establishes unreported income of the defendant and allows 
'.-P;~ ... \::,;,~_.:, ,, '">!J { •! •;\,•,-'.-!; f,' I • '! 

f:).:h/.: .. deductions daimed by him in his tax return and others that it can calculate without his assistance ... ". 
(t1W:::r··J?Y} ·:.·:, · _: _ 
f/}',-:}:Li\This is a critical statement citing that, in addition to any deductions that the Defendant could have claimed, if he 
i' ;.; ,;t_!t,:-'.:,i:' • ·: ; • t:,,; i .{~. fl' . ; ; . 
S: //,:,~1tforced 'to incriminate himself under the Fifth Amendment, the government was required to use other 
t •• I :J}J~;DX.: / ~~-~rr:A )~ ~ t/ •. ;:· '. ; . • : I : • • • ,, • • 

r· ;::pedilf~i_qns t}J.at the government "can calculate without his assistance . If we set aside the not10n that that the 

~~f};:5-~~rr?[: ~r ~:·: = • s 
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i[:~~~~f)(: ,: _:. . •:, 

.. : ,:(;_\· gover,nment never provided (and suppressed) the business expenses not only from the Defendant, but the grand 

; , \ • jury, ·1:h~ IRS who, would have calculated the deductions, if provided, and the jury, we are still left with the fact that 
!}}~ ".: .• , ., • ,::·: ,,.,, \t', ) • ' ' 

:t:; .. :.::,--:i;- there; were over $16.4 million of qualified business deductions in the Merrill Lynch account alone. That is also the 
:t~,;,;f{<,;\{:,' ·.~ I 

8 
;,· .' '., ' ' ' ' ' < ' 

?\t~!f[!Y'(same,a~fount that the government subpoenaed and used to calculate the "income", so they cannot now take the 
'•:·:;'.J",fr,•·,,:r•· ! '_,I 

:: ."- y:;::; pos.i9qq. that they could not calculate those deductions without the defendant's assistance or they were not 
l1"-';

0 

, •1• • ~\- i ,: '~);!ri; ): ;, ; '' • 

jJ;'.:!J':::.::ieq.4(r~9 to "mine his :various financial records, and unearth the expenses to extract apparent payments to third 
tf\:~i:ti l i--:~:) ! • :_ '. _ 1_:::~: ! , ·! il ~ • 

[ilt~}};~:t,J_p~rt:itf;~ These business expenses that were all contained in the Merrill Lynch accounts were not only possessed by 
rf(,'B·;~•\fi~~•.'lt: .~- ,L j , ~ • •! , • 

]i":f;J)/,f'.:the g9vernment, but they actually did mine through the data and extract all the payments to third parties that 
{ .' ... • '. j • . ' .' ~ 

,.' \: would have. reduced a tax due and owing to zero. 

-~~.; ' , 
;,::. -':i: ·:;;1;·:·r ·_;_-.,,:'1el~~~:_ .. -.I;' -~ i•; , 

r· . ... ; · 1,'h:3-t is evidence in the government's own admission that they provided the Merrill Lynch records to the 

~(l/tft_;.;,De(e~d~nt's previous attorney in the EDPA case, in the government's attachment, (ECF# 136-1, page 6) called 
~>(,j;~-~t- ;':·-:: ~.-- ,t·-· .1; ! 

'. '.:: : • "Discby~ry Index". In that Discovery Index, it may have been provided to Mr. Cammarata's previous counsel in the 
,. ·:-<:. -, .. • •• • • 1 · I .1 •1 • • · 
· ·•·::;: :,:;EDrA _case as part of the over 5.SM pages of discovery, in which he never saw more than 4% and certainly never 

: 11J ··: : • ft. 

::I · • those' Merrill Lynch files, despite advising the government and Court that he required them for a· fair trial in every 
. • : ~ ' 

;::, pre-trial motion, hearing, and throughout the trial. Notably, in file # 5, there are three (3) Merrill Lynch files, of 

• /~hie~ the Defendant riever had access to or saw, is the critical one that the government put together called 
:- :··~11.:-.?·} r} .. ~: /1~ ! • 

'·:. •,ii{-['Account Checks, Deposits & Wires (Joseph Cammarata)" and is bates stamped (by the government) • • •:; :;, T,' ·:--·. ;· ·1::: 1: ,' ·: ; l ' 

J;i:if;'.;){<"Merh1(00001207-Merrill_00001574", which is a 367-page report that was extracted from Mr. Cammarata's over 
:~'.;:t:•1Jl.:.,,: , r • ! : !\ I / " J 

t,'.¼1:H/!if:~; 22,000 pages of statements from Merrill Lynch. That 367-page custom report is most of Mr. Cammarata's Merrill 
~g~~J?i!-(:2;~:: ._v,:-:~,, lt.' Lj, 1! ,: . ; 
\?:!: ,.': Ly11:ch,:_c~ecks, deposits and wires, which the government appears to have created by extracting and mining all 
t,!.:, •1,l:~r?Y- ~I'•••;' 

1! :, : } • '. r. 1 J-_i;, zz,OQO pages of his Merrill Lynch statements to create the very reportthat he had asked for, perhaps hundreds of 
c.,,.,: .. ;;, ,... ; I ,: Pi· • • • • • 
'1i}1:1ri-;: times ori the record and never received. 

;t~W:i;i\;:-~. , -: · ·1 i- :: \ • . : • 
11'-W;It}t>1_'o;ft1rther impugn the government's conduct, the Defendant also attaches as Exhibit D, the "Discovery Index" of 

• : . j '·~ : , ' 

: .... •. ;,: ) finantiai records from the EDPA trial labeled "Joseph Cammarata Financial Records". This document also proves 
,, ;:! :·\'•, :·t,;[1! ,,; . : 
· : ··.'.' the'willful withholding of Mr. Cammarata's business expenses and credit cards that were included in the EDPA r2t·~:: .... . .... ;\J,. : • 

iii::.: frarid trial, but specifically removed from the tax trial, where they were actually relevant. I remind the court that 
~:~\t.\~._;:·. ',. . ; ,, ~ ::· ·1: '•·:· :. ' : ! 
1)?r;f.::. the:p~osecution essentially replayed every exhibit from the fraud trial, yet removed the most critical financial 

_.!•, ;.,:1,-. . : ' •. : • ' ' 

-::.\}\,_ reco~ds ancj. expenses of the tax trial that they knew were exculpatory business expenses. Please see Exhibit D and 
·:.:>?i~:\' ·, ., ,: J•,'.:'f :.'l, .•~ ·I .• ,_.'. , l 

;-:,;;: ::-,> note that on that discovery index file of financial records, which would have been important to the criminal tax 
;~~;;;;t~I~:.':!!-.:·:-~ ~ .. ·i?J•:;. ~~ ··.; :: :·r: • i •. • 
/~1\\iI:-;);i ca_se, the government removed 'the credit card records, including Sandy Cay LLC, which was a known business 
f,(t1•!{};;\;lt·~.-~··<•··,.it~; .~_:t:.,.. : , 

HHHF?·e·n,tity.::They removed his E-Trade brokerage account in which there were losses. From the tax case, these • • 
'.~i:.:.;~£:•;·.(.:,,.,:I i•• }•:. iii : ;•' • .. : '. : 

?i\;)/.f1i.rosec;utors also removed (and withheld), the following TD bank accounts, that were all Mr. Cammarata's known 
::_~{:· ~t·.•:/;-_ \I·.: ·.~;:.:r:F,:; :~~:· • • f 

:ii{;j~,~}p.µ,~_in~s'.~es: Manalapan Fitness & Wellness, Misc. Holdings Group, N328MB LLC (his smaller business aircraft and 
.t,.1.f~~l.~:;:_~jf ,,,~~'.,.•,:- ~."~~:,.~••:i)j ',' , ' ' I , 

;:;{tfS:i:,;;all those expenses); Pro Securities, and Traderfield Securities (which were two broker dealer businesses). Is the 
11:~i:;fii)t;~\(V~L..l: ·i~ .. :l'.;: ~ ~ .>, /·... ·~ I 

\WiJW::{govefmpent to have this Court believe that they did not intentionally delete almost all of the Defendant's business 
{->1:•\~:;';_t,. ·r~.r~)::i'"".\'•' ' · 

j:J;J;':{C:re~ords/expenses and credit cards that they are proven to have possessed for the EDPA case, but never provided 
.. i.~!)(;:~:·~1;•{~ ~~:fr~li!d~1::·,;1\,::i - 1 • 

ii\_):~ -·:J::-1;::~:. ··:···• • 
6 
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'. ,,,\::,· .•.. •• ·t,· i: : . ( 

fa) /::: : :: ;:(.! :,;: ' ' ·: 
:·::..: f! · • , i,,., ~ : 1 : ' 

}::ti~;f/\.th,em'.for the tax case, as directed by ECF# 30 and Mr. Cammarata's constant and repeated requests that those were 
~'<·'if{:::~·· ., ' ~ ' '1' 

·:· ·i::· ,. ; r~qui_red for his defense. 
• • ◄, :, ~ ·.1 • • ~- •. t i' ·! 

>,. :i •. · ,.,Th~ government in their response called the examples provided in the Defendant's post-trial motion, "newly 
:;t;j ~~.-r;, ... : f:- ~ ; 
:~\:iJ;i:;;;,/?unq deductions", and while they may choose to foolishly argue the legitimacy of those "newly found deductions", 
ttfr;~~~t!}\\}·1·:·: •• 

1

• ·,. ? : ! ; • 

'?(;\};'(the,r~cord has clearly established (and the defendant declares under penalty of perjury) that he never had access 
·,;> ~ ·rj;_,,,:; ;'· ', •} J i r : I ' l 

'"•.:-l/\'to, reviewed, or even saw the Merrill Lynch files or expenses, that were in the government's possession and were 
'.. ':,'. t:;·' ' {,, /·i' '. . ' ' 
• • !: . :: certainly material and exculpatory. If the Defendant is not granted an acquittal or new trial, he will seek a later 

• ,, j • ·~, . ~ ' ' • ' 

motion pursuant to Fed. R. Crim. P 33(b)(1), for a new trial based on the "newly found deductions" and others that 

Mr. Cammarata will discover and prove within three (3) years. 
' : 

.,; C Cammarata's Tax Assessment 
!t'' ; ",: 

hiJ • .. :. 1·1 • 
): _·; 1. : • If the government wants to claim ignorance to the business expenses contained in the records that they always 
~i:;·/~1J~-r~;,.. t • .. •. · 
J'J;:)}'fj.haq a:~d .. while knowing the identities of Mr. Cammarata's business entities, they then chose not to provide the 
· , ', ··1i :: j: :' .'. ! ~ I ' • 

••·. · ii,U} expense. deductions to him or the IRS agents, there must be a proper tax due and owing calculation done prior to 
' • 't\: .f' 1 

.: ~ 3 ;' :/,' ' ' / ' 
.. ,j ... sen;e,nc,mg anyway. 

}/'\·/!. • :· : t 

;~\}Jh!.:.i i W~ h<!,ve from the Third Circuit, in United States v. McLaughlin, 126 F.3d 130 (1997) citing United States v. 
<\~-~ \{~-;J_·-:~:: ~: ·; · 1 • 
/:)i • ' Olpres; 99 F.3d 28, 31 (1st Cir. 1996), "Where the jury does not determine the amount of tax evaded, the 
::: ;:_:,.r,~;_./,,.: ··~. ~ .. I :· \ . •. 
<ti,\;)::determination must be made by the trial judge.". That is essentially where we are in this case. The jury was denied 
r~~!..-[{'.:'i,F.r: ::,.f:-.~~, .. t•i•~t •. 

?itj:;:H:'/the'. (w~thheld) business deductions and could "not determine the amount of tax evaded", which is going to require 
:·'« ',(; :; ").,,!·'!'iii , 

)Jhe corrected calculation be done by either the probation officer or the court, which in any case will never have any 
'';{:;~•:'./:·-;-:::' ,, ·: I ••. :, . ,. 
• < • · tax deficiency by Mr. Cammarata, failing to meet an essential element of 26 USC 7201. • 

°": •• .. ( ·: \ 1 .• ~ •1 .. ' ' • 

;--·.,. 

• While the government obfuscates the essential elements of 26 USC 7201, trying to confuse the court by claiming 
!.. { ' 

?( ., • they did not ne.e'd to provide "the exact amount of tax the defendant sought to evade" in their response, the 
·;•.:.,,;i;:,:: . /. ' 
./t{1tJr:Fincludeo. Third Circuit jury instructions they provided in government BS p. 12 should acquit the conviction without 

·, t .:;~·\i :·~• •• 1 ~ I \ • 

:.:;:·;/((,:. furthh discussion, "First: That Mr. Cammarata had a substantial income tax deficiency;". 
;,:,~•·.f'.1ti,/~:," ';,;; t:.:.ttii ,' ... ,<;; .I l 

}\j(;\ ;. ·.1v1/·d~~~rata ~e~er had any tax due and owing and that is why he never evaded any taxes, even if the 
~i:tlL?t ,;/. I :1.-.;{j !'. .~ ;; '{ '. ;J, 'i 1 • • l 
iJi:}ii·/igovernment wanted to state the alleged income was from "fraud" and not legal securities class action settlement 
··; ·}~>;.r~r~ :•:; • .. : . : ~ 1·: ' : • • • • : • 

'.' ·, r: .p.aymerits. Mr. Cammarata treated his income and expenses in an omnibus capacity and even with the "income" not 
1 ,,.,:' .1 . 1 '1 i, ' 

\: /: ::': .tax:_exemptfor being a settlement payment, there were almost $19 million in qualified business deductions for the 
., :··,' ·_.: '. ,, ·::. :~ iJ:··:!' 1;: ,: ; ' ;;· , 

~i{;::}/¾i;\:,
1
;a~ .. ~~~t~. 2p1s~2019, which always offset his alleged $16 million of "income". That is what Mr. Cammarata was 

·,t,"':HI•,:•·/.·. ~ ,! ~-,::l+,l· J: ,' :· J • 

~rying .to covey. to the ccmrt in the January 23rd, 2023 Hearing, where he had requested an in-camera meeting with 
ti~·jf'{:~·i ;i_; j/.''1 .; i'.: ,,· ' 

, ... ,r•,,,,fn:he ·court to explain that he had offsetting expenses that the government was not providing him and or providing 
;i:~•:{~::)J:1~:-; -~:,:~. i '] :J'... · · 
;:;~i}HkfcrediHo.r .. He always knew there was never any tax due and owing, according to how he calculated his own taxes 
:}\~;.l'1).'/.';i/, ~-•:f:1-';;1 •L,';,;'•~ ; 

· , under: :.: , • ·,·. 
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• '.,1. 
: .... ; , ' 

·. f ,,1:. :·,;:j ;; !~ 

; ··,, .... ,' ' • ~ 1 ··1 ' 
~:·~1- ;,'. ,, •. '.f:.1,1<;; 
t\lJ:~(:,; }!\:b:ii (a) In general. Except as provided in subsection (b), for purposes of this subtitle [26 USCS §§ 1 et 
rtft~i{fj;fJ>:1,T:: ,seq.], the term "taxable income" means gross income minus the deductions allowed by this chapter [26 
•:·\:v· ~. • _; .: 'i·! uses§§ 1 et seq.] (other than the standard deduction). 
i: \/?./' ·: .',): ; :! ::; • , (b) Individuals who do not itemize their deductions. In the case of an individual who does not elect 
:' • ; , • •. ,'. •,;{:; to itemize his deductions for the taxable year, for purposes of this subtitle [26 USCS §§ 1 et seq.], the term 
• ·' , .. / ·: ttaxable income" means adjusted gross income, minus-

' t \. 

,· .. : .. i ' , , (1) the standard deduction, 

. :;,J ·•.:' 

.. : : : i : :; (2) the deduction for personal exemptions provided in section 151 [26 uses§ 151], 
: -<"t'·.: : : , (3) any deduction provided in section 199A [26 uses§ 199A], and 
• • (J't':: • (4) the deduction provided in section 170(p) [26 uses§ 170(p)]. '. 

• · 'ill :: ,,, ; 
·, J 

' l. I,, 

. Mi. C~mmarata had always told defense counsel, prior to being pro se, that he always netted his tax amounts, 
and used the qualified business deductions to offset any income. That is why he did not report the income for those 

... • ;. ' .. years', the income was not only a result of securities class action settlement payments that were not taxable, but he 
,.•· . ..i' ; also had far exceeding business deductions that have now been proven by the "newly discovered" Merrill Lynch 
i;/_:;: \ stat:E;!inerits. The fact of the matter is that the government, for whatever reason, provided the grand jury and IRS 
:i\)k-:.pgen~s ~ith Mr. Cammarata's alleged income, which came almost entirely from his Merrill Lynch account, yet they 
~){t}t}'did npt provide them with the over $16 million of business expenses that came from the same Merrill Lynch 
: ·'?,:,:.,':: a~~oJ~~- The Third Circuit has already addressed this and even absent the evidenced prosecutorial misconduct, 
J. ,·'.·,• .. ': •·:. ( 

·.: _:'i:;./that Court.held, "We observe that 'the absence of adequate tax records [as in the case here] does not give the 
.. ~ '~ 1 "~•Jf .. • • · ., , ' ! ' 1 

t\ j!t·1:·Corilmissioner carte blanche for imposing Draconian absolutes."' See Webb v. Commissioner, 394 F.2d 366,373 
!iW\t / (5th Cir'.· 1968). Furthermore, where the Commissioner issues a "naked" assessment, his determination of tax due 
~(\{:\\maybe "without rational foundation and excessive, and not properly subject to the usual rule with respect to the 
(,•,'•:.;:~ V.' 1' • I ' '! 

',·, .. _<':burden 'of proof in tax cases." See United States v. Janis, 428 U.S. 433, 49 L. Ed. 2d 1046, 96 S. Ct. 3021 (1976). 
' .. ,: .·,., : .,; . ! ' :. . 
. , •. ':,,' :There should be no dispute that the determination of Mr. Cammarata's tax due was a "naked" assessment, 

' . ' • • -~ 'I • 

'. : ;; without the clear and obvious business expenses to entities that the government, not only knew as Mr. 
('' • , Ca1~hharata's busines~ interests, but the expenses were in the same accounts that they used to calculate the alleged 
;[<iJ{:':/'inc~~e". They knew Mr. Cammarata had interest in at least thirty (30) businesses during 2015-20.19, saw all of 
:·,:,:.\H!';·tthe.expenses being paid to those same business entities that are listed on the record and admitted to in open court, 

·.) ::: yet,fqr 2018 and 2019 they calculated $63 of business expenses on $6.6 million of income. That is the definition of 
: being •~without rational foundation and excessive, and not properly subject to the usual rule with respect to the 

_:;,··burden of proof in tax cases". The government cannot deny the payments were business expenses and if they 
i:,·:.'.t: / appli~~ronly the ones they had and knew were Mr. Cammarata's business entities, there was no tax due and owing. 
~\fy:'iVif ?~~?~· ~ _:' i_.: ~ :.'. 1'. :,- • : ' • t 

,,.r::•y;::·,. The Government Acquiesces 
::>\·::~i;{~ .. ·:i:f<.~-~ ~•li~ .· ·.: ·'. : 
(:: ,\/};,\/The gov:ernment seemed to finally acknowledged the legal challenges of this criminal tax evasion 

: •. '1,. l ·,, / • ' " ~ • ; •.' 

r~;:ir.;.,.:. cq1;iyiction being sustained, in an important footnote in government BS p. 17, @ footnote #3. 
tlr#}:,;-;l~i\:.::··1~ .. /_:·l~ 1/ ~

1
• - • - • 

~;Jiilif.;,jfE~~H-~ccepting that each of the entries itemized in Cammarata's brief represents an actual payment 
\, i'. ·{ftti:~•f~.- • -~;, • ! .; . . ' 

:;/>/ ::::made by Cammarata, and even further assuming that these payments were made to the entities that 
;( }:)(appe-~rin Cammarata's unattested spreadsheets, he still would not have established that any of these 
~·" - ', .. J ~ .,! i,. ' • • 

}I_::'.Jptp:_·p;o,r~ed payments qualifies as legally deductible from his taxes." .... "A naked spreadsheet simply does 
>_,; \·: ·· not sc1ti~fy his burden." 

• .· ·' f• l:i :::. ., , , , •. 
,.,,,., .. ,.,c· •• -.,,:, >Th,ei;-e we have the government acquiescing that, if in fact those payments were made by Cammarata 

• :.' ·; • a~~ ~ere actually made to the entities that appear in the unattested spreadsheet, and they were valid 
·.· . . . '. . 

. . ''. ,•', business expenses and losses that qualify as legally deductible from his taxes, and ifthere is at least 
i;:ii !; :: $16,900,000 of business deductions, then there is certainly not any tax due and owing. The Defense is 

attac_hing an affidavit as Exhibit A, that is a Declaration, under penalty of perjury that all of the entries 
.'•, 

8 

Case 3:22-cr-00639-RK     Document 139     Filed 02/20/24     Page 8 of 38 PageID: 3386



:~-:;~f;';f'. /;;:::· .::-: : ~; \: 
' ··.::: ' 

. \i .:/ite1'.nized in Cammarata's brief and the revised spreadsheet attached hereto as Exhibit B, represent the 
~,:J·:l • :i actu~l payments made by Cammarata AND further that they are payments made to the entities that • 
ft :;,; ·•. app.e'ar in the now attested spreadsheet. Although this is entirely superfluous, as the government is the 
ri~;;J,{f-%Pn~ ~hat possessed all of these expenses from the subpoenas of the banks and. seizure of Mr. Camrparata's 

''-'.•··/ .,•, comP,uters. Indeed, the government should not be suggesting, that in addition to much of the trial evidence 
· . : :_ tarrip~red by Mr. Erik Cohen, that the government also falsified its own subpoenaed and bates stamped documents 

• • • directly from Merrill Lynch and TD Bank, or that the banks then supplied false payments and entities on the 
;•:,,. :: •• state~ents. Then, once it is established that the now attested spreadsheet has $17 million of expenses to the 
/:;;S};:. business entities that not only cannot be contested, but are directly from the bank subpoenas and the Defendant's 
f,t:m(> seize~,files, is further attesting to the authenticity and there is no possibility of any tax deficiency and the . 

': >:) < gov:e~I?,ment should admit, their failure is clear. 
·.•:::(::,:.. ''. 1 \· ;:•. 

:;.:;, /1: : .:>. ,:i,rh~se approximately $17 million of business expenses, were also not provided to, reviewed, or even seen by the 
fl,;;\\(;" pro: s~ defendant prior to trial, as proven by the uncontested requests and pleadings on the record. Further to .. 
tfi(\/it;(;_.those' business expenses the government has also withheld all of the Defendant's credit card statements from his 
'.1'.~~'.jf/f'/(Arpe~ican Express and Visa credit cards, that represented approximately $2 million of other business expenses. 
(:·<<· .. ,Ag~iq, the American Express credit cards were not so much as even mentioned, and the statements were all 
i; . ;: . \:,Cont,~ined i.n Mr. Cammarata's files that the government seized. That is why he kept requesting his "personal files, 
r;, .. -1,'• ':.i •, •i., •• , .: i 

t&d!{•\1 tax.,r~cords, bank brokerage and credit card statements" and never received them. The fact is, that the Defendant is 
;;;?\!;', rep'i:·esenting that he had at least $18 million and likely higher than $19 million of business expenses and qualified 
r-,::_-,-,.'~f/f"·:i-• I • 

11;~~'.~-\\\;; deductions between the tax years 2015 and 2019, regardless of whether the government withheld them or not, on 
~,-, -.,y,t-~f•.-:, .• I • • 

• ·t:?· ;· $16 million of alleged income, even if government claims it was derived from fraud. There is simply no tax due and 
. ! , • ·, f I, • 

:· . ; , :,: owtng possible and there never was. 
'1 .1•1-'y :, ·(·t .. .f\J'. ,, · " ' 

• (B.,; A New Trial is Warranted 
fl': 

. The Defendant is on the record in almost every motion, hearing, and throughout the trial, right until the 
\November 15th, 2023 day of deliberations, argued that the government withheld his business expenses and he had 
. nev;er had them provided nor were they provided to the grand jury, the IRS to calculate the tax due and owing and 

,. the'.ti:ial jury. The Court had acknowledged that in order for Mr. Cammarata to obtain a fair trial he needed these 
\,· i'.i' rec~~_ds ·and would make sure they were produced, but the government failed to comply with their obligations, in 
,.,.,;._,11·, ,,,.'' 
:t, ;l:., knowing that they would have been denied yet another corrupted conviction. 

&f !~'~r.~s~torial Misconduct 

i · '.'r·:.t•: Th~ prose Defendant, Mr. Cammarata has attested under oath in many pre-trial motions, hearings, and 
i. _, • ·: th~oJgliout trial that he had never been provided the Merrill Lynch, other business expenses and credit card 
K~:s:[j,stat~iuents,·and the record is overwhelming in that regard. He has attached a sworn declaration to this response 
lr+/t."-;, .... •\.- i-,; . , ' . I~,~ ' ; ·!. ' 

,:,,sw\:;. attesting to the fact that, prior to the criminal tax trial, he had never received, had access to, reviewed or even saw 
I;., • '' 1 ~ ,, ' 

,, ... , itJhe;Mer.rill Lynch file that the government possessed as "Account Checks, Deposits & Wires (Joseph Cammarata)" 
i~{1[f(/and is .b-~tes stamped (by the government) "Merrill_0 0 0 0 12 0 7 -Merrill_ 0 0 0 0 15 7 4". He also attests to not receiving 
~t}f?: o'r ha~ access to his American Express Platinum Business credit card statements and associated business expenses, 
i-1t:= ,:f.-,1-.."•::1-·· ' 1 

' • '~ • ' ~ " ' 

}\:>:ft all ofwhich were subpoenaed directly from the banks and or were possessed by the government on Mr. 
t::-',: ::. ;: C~rh'ril~rata's computers that were seized, in which much of the evidence for the trial was provided from. 
l~1~f?-.~{t·\) •;: ~- .: r (~· :: . . • . • . . 
''/t· '.:":'' ,Th~ Defense notes for the Court that the government's response brief once again conflates the tainted and 
. , unproven charges of fraud, in which he was not charged in this indictment, yet he argues the jury convicted him of, 

:·:: :,: ·: under tlie guise of the tax evasion charges. For example, in government BS p. 24, "Given the testimony, the 
• • t . • 

t-:: .). .·, fabricated and falsified exhibits, and Cammarata's failure to declare millions of dollars of income while asserting 
_·.,; .. ,:,), • · .. t ' 

itL;i;;': millions of dollars of fictitious deductions ... there was a mountain of evidence establishing Cammarata's guilt." That 
f;~~jflFH st~te~ent.al~ne admits that the alleged mountain of evidence was from the testimony, and the alleged fabricated 
:}:\\t \:_apd f?)sified exhibits, which clearly were not related to the elements of 26 USC 7201. Indeed, even if the Court is 
/:/;;l::{go_i~g 19;.acs.ep~ the goy~rnment's unsupported words of complying with its discovery obligations, the fact remains 
f~I.: ~~;·:; .:.:?:!: ~-i~·T-~ j(· <>;' I ' ' 

tK\.::_::,:· :::rr:·:; • ·.- 9 
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• that a tax due and owing does not exist. While the DeferH:lant has argued that the government, like in the EDPA 
, -.. :_:; '.: fra.9-d, fase knew that there was not a crime and they needed to engage in prosecutorial misconduct, including 
: ;·: , Brady violations, suborned perjury, evidence tampering, witness coaching, failing to disclose Erik Cohen's "prison 

:\;;\:Ji'': imqi~nity" verbal agreement, making material misrepresentations to the grand jury (to find unlawful probable .. 
ti(j}<cause), and constructively amended the indictment to get a corrupted conviction, they have no valid retort. • 
:-rr?-;;_·:t,\'.:, .;t: .. ,· • l , 

•::;{}f{ff·\ ·' 1'.h~ pfos~cution has simply repeated to the Court that they complied with their "discovery obligations" or play 
• ·}\\:wotd;g~!Iles ro evade the truth in avoiding the actual misconduct. For example, in government BS p. 25, the 
;i:: J : : pro_s~cu?on claimed that they "did not withhold any exculpatory evidence" and they go onto claim that they 
\{\·;!- • "pr~V:ided Cammarata's defense team with copies of all the records that it obtained from Merrill Lynch." 
;iix~/;::i,.Conspicuously, the government specified that they provided them "at a time when Cammarata was represented by 
Jf~~iltWJ):'co~n~~i:', never addressing that he was a pro se defendant who not only was required to be provided the discovery, 
; ·::'\: ,< i>ut t4e record is replete with his demands for the exact two items that the government cannot deny having and 
;>;\:;:fq9~~ iµ fact prove the impossibility of a tax due and owing, which would be material and exculpatory. 
tt:·:jl:i.ii:1-it:r:lt~i •·• • . • • , • 
f:1r)ti;::;>: lnd,ee_d, Mr. Cammarata was supplied a discovery hard drive, by Ms. Grasso, with the tax case discovery that the 
~/~}h1{;;,goverriment provided to her in response to the Court's March 24th, 2023, Order ECF# 30 regarding discovery 
:i:~.;-... ii,;.~,!(!,,::, :., : 

'.'t/;J;}/:{requ;iring the government to reduce the stated excessive 2M pages and deliver to the defense, whatever evidence 
,:. ·': · wa~ ~elated to the tax case for discovery). Mr. Cammarata first received and accessed that drive on October 24th, 

: .. ,·· /.2023:an~ his access ~as limited to fifty (50) minutes, per MCCI policy of 50 minutes on each Tuesday from 1 to 
\~'- :,:.:: 1:Sppm. While that was the only time that Mr. Cammarata had accessed any discovery provided to him by Ms. 
i/.. : : • Grasso prior to the trial (for a total of 50 minutes), it was not difficult to see that the government was willfully 
~\ifiL'iwithheilding material and exculpatory evidence from Mr. Cammarata. . 
i''\·nwt· ; I::: r ,. . . : 
, --'\!{r 1·., .~!Erase reference the government's "Discovery Index" contained in government BS, ECF# 136-1 on page 6. This. 
:_: '!\t· docuinent is what the government has represented to this Court that it provided to Mr. Cammarata's counsel, and 

::-_.: .:J: :_;'they:~ay h~ve in the EDPA case, and perhaps it was part of the over 2M pages that the Court's oi:der required the 
!(:,··1';' :: • government to reduce to what is relevant and material to the tax case. The government did in fact partially comply 
fiJi//with the Court's order (ECF# 30) in that they culled down the over 2M (which was actually over 5.SM pages) of 
/Yi;![/:°discovery from the EDPA case, to what they considered was relevant and material to the instant tax case and trial. 
:· ~-. :{.\' T~~ qefendant admits that the government did provide that to Ms. Grasso, and she did supply that Discovery Drive 
;;;\ )f-::ito _tr1 f-1CCI that Mr: Cam~arat~ reviewed on October 24th, 2~23 (for his weekly 50 minute~ which the next • 
)'.?tJ·; ::-Tues.day was pre-trial mot10ns m the tax case and then the trial began). However, the Merrill Lynch "Account 
t%~f\i,ch~c~tDeposits & Wires (Joseph Cammarata)" file was not included, nor was any Merrill Lynch statements or 
.. .. J?Arrte~ic~n Express, or other credit card expenses or payments. 
'.t;:}_j+/?·;~. ,t :: :: , ~ :;· r; ~ , , ,,· 
f' ,;-, '} • ' Mr.' Cammarata represents to the court and attests in his declaration that not only is the government 
if.'.f :\ mis:rep~esenting to the court, but has willfully withheld the material and exculpatory evidence, of at least the 
!·.•,,-;;i.,,.,, , , \ .• 

f:z.;:.C,::, .,: Metrill Lynch statements and will now provide the documented proof. Please see Exhibit C, which are the 
/i{\}-\scr~enshots of the discovery drive that Ms. Grasso sent to Mr. Cammarata that the government provided as their 
.'.\;}F\:\comP,liance with Brady, Fed. R. Crim. P. 16 and the Court's Order of providing all the relevant and material 

··, ·,,,. -;• ' t.' -

·., .. · discovery for the tax trial. 
• • .. / ' ·: :t ~··.: ~,- }. j' . 

:. • The government did drastically reduce the over SM pages of discovery from the "Discovery Index" they provided 
the;C9urt in their Response (ECF# 136-1, page 6), however, that was the "Discovery Index" for the EDPA fraud trial 

. and e,ven if provided to some counsel some previous time, it was never provided to Mr. Cammarata and more 
. _': importantly did not comply with the Court's Order. Therefore, in Exhibit C, there is the new, post ECF# 30 

. , ) :~. (a~legedly.compliant), "Tax Case Discovery Index" provided to Ms. Grasso and then to Mr. Cammarata, which is now 

.,\::'.:'1'..'.\ two. (2) pages, as opposed to the twelve (12) pages provided for the EDPA trial. In this regard, the government 
.• (,~·-,• •· I .~ • ~ .• ' ,, . • • 

~!fJ!(W< compli~d with the order as they reduced the discovery down to what they determined to be relevant and material. 
~:.i::·~•~(r,{1',·1.1: ,, . -,. , ,l, ,. 

:,ifY::!W\:Thi~ supposed compliant, "Discovery Index" provided for the tax case was properly labeled and the files were 
;?rli~j;'.{i{a:c:cµ~~te, but remarkably the Court will see that, in the newly provided, Tax trial "Discovery Index" there is no 
i.:~t;,;•.:7.-;i}~:!·;-S:· • ,,,;.: ~t:.~: -:r ~ ~ 

·,:ji.fo\W~::, lortger any Merrill Lynch files, despite having required them to calculate the "income". 

l'.ll:I\~Iil~:il[:!' ' ••• • 10 

Case 3:22-cr-00639-RK     Document 139     Filed 02/20/24     Page 10 of 38 PageID: 3388



~ l •1 1 

f ·' ,' 
' r:·:1 : \ ' 

To validate that this was an overt act of misconduct, I further direct the Court to review the screens hots provided 
from ,~he (ECF # 30 compliant) new tax trial discovery, that the government represented was everything relevant 

., .. and material. Please see the government's April 13th, 2023 email in their response (government BS, ECF# 136-1, p 
··:, ;.;<.; 2). T~i.s,,email was their effort to appear to comply with the court's then recent March 24th, 2023 Order (ECF# 30) 
; . .. } _';and appeared to be doing so. Mr. Ignall stated that there were two sources, "Main SR database: 63,091 documents 
t;J;;:;.j /2?,8,7~5 pages", and "#02 SR database: 70,311 documents/ 449,907 pages". Then at the end says, "We are happy 
@;;;J}):-:}? _walk 'you through the discovery indexes to help you identify what might be most important to preparing the tax 
i?{i~[/f;,\case''./ T.he Defendant agrees and confirms that the production of discqvery the government provided was what was 
tfjv:J'.:.; ~tc:1;e~ ,in .that April 14th, 2023 email in response to, the many emails purporting to Comply with their discovery 
:} ··)1;:::\o.bHg~!i6ns. Now, that the government has provided their emails and confirmations that they did in fact reduce the 
~})i;; ;page co.unt,for the tax case, down from many millions, to a reasonable 700,00 pages of "the most important" 
~fi;:C~:r :'-. e~ide

1

nc'~ to prepare for the tax case. The files were well laid out and sufficiently labeled, and even if Mr. Cammarata 
fi~jtJ\i!f}(had, ~nlimited time to view, they never contained the many different accounts of business expenses that the 
·:'?,:-'::.;,,government had for the "fraud" case . 
. , ... ;::·1: ;' 
... : . :;:. : . ~ o;Vf _please look at Exhibit C-1, which are the government's tax case discovery files that were provided to Ms. 

;:; , i Gra~~o and Mr. Cammarata, being represented as the relevant discovery and even offered the reduced "Discovery 
. Inde~". • As the government represented in their response, it contained a folder containing all of the tax case 

,. ' t • . 

• discoy~ry they provided in response to ECF# 30, and also the trial transcript and exhibits from the EDPA fraud 
• trial, which was relevant and helpful. If we focus on the first folder, labeled "Cammarata Discovery-Tax Case" and 

• . • :: • "click into it", we get to Exhibit C-2, which as the government described in its email is the discovery they produced 
• • : :: :'. spedfically for the "Tax case" and again, after the Court's March 24th, 2 02 3 Order. You can see that there are the 

i,:,,; ,'. 1' • appropriate subfolders labeled: "01. Return (with transcripts)", "02. Bank Records", "03. Spreadsheets", "04. 
hi}}).: Me~~s'.'. and there is in fact the "Production Index" file, referenced in their April 14th, 2023 email to Ms. Grasso, 
.,,,,,.,..,,:'{.,,1 ... 1•·: ·.' . ', ,,1, :, • 

1';fi!t\)9!.( dp~p ~rom the previous twelve (12) pages to two (2) pages). In opening the file "Production Index" attached as 
• tf:· < EX:hibit ~-3, you will see a much different index than the one the government provided for the EDPA case, as this 
. )i'.:::\ re~ts.:td :tax case discovery index was supposed to have all the relevant and material discovery in accordance with 

i L)J .::: Brady obligations, Fed R. Crim. P. 16, and the Court's order. The "Production Index", as Exhibit C-3, was the index of 
~~J!}f :.' thejc:liscovery files and evidence that the government represented was everything relevant to the tax case. Note, 
yl:.•.· .. ·~···',,d-,-..1 , r 1 • 

lif}Vi,.,+·that is nicely corresponds to the files represented in C-2, and has the tax returns with transcripts, bank records, 
::~;;,;~;i>fspr~ddsheets, and related Memos, but the court can see that there are no bank records from Merrill Lynch in the 
:Jf?(\;,'i·eievk~t tax case "Production Index". Perhaps there was an oversight in the production index and accidentally 
.. •' ,, :·: ... ) ' i' 
r;:: ; i :~.remo,v,ed the Merrill Lynch records from the index? That is answered in the negative below. 
ll~~;~ )::-.-.L _1··.~.;.=_.f :: t : · ,_ 
'.<' ': • • Please look at the folder for all the bank records provided for the tax case, as Exhibit C-4 and there are 
r1·~--.. ··-'l :.1 • / . 

r?~i1\\(co,nspicuously only records for three (3) banks, as you can see, Metropolitan Commercial Bank, PNC Bank, and TD 
_,;•:'.'.i/'.:'Bagk/ There is no Merrill Lynch records or statements contained in any of the discovery, the indexes, or the 

• •·,' sup_fqld~rs, despite the repeated on the record requests and Court Order. Almost all of the financial records and 
busi~ess expenses from the EDPA case, was removed for the tax case. Interestingly, the prosecution was trying to 

j:,i, :i' : : show: all of those expenses to use for motive in the "fraud" trial, trying to convey that Mr. Cammarata had a 
~• •.. • • • ' I • 

;?\-;;,,,, "massive burn" and his business were "hemorrhaging money" as Mr. Cohen testified. However, in the tax case the 
'.~\9::}:}vi/goyer,nment decided those "massive burn" and businesses "hemorrhaging money" were material and exculpatory, 
,t'?}\:.; and would prevent them from obtaining another dishonest conviction and press releases, so they simply withheld 
,;'(:i;;}.th~~tin. their ongoing' and now undeniable misconduct. In an act of further suppression and distraction, is that the 

:· .\,:.,~ h 1.'~:' .,' •·'.: t .;i. ',' •• J' ' / ,,\ ' •• 

;/'i!:f TD Bank records only contain one account for Mr. Cammarata, his business account PB trade LLC (Exhibit C-5). All 
flif P/ of th~ ·other TD Bank and PNC bank records are not related to any direct income or expenses of Mr. Cammarata. 
!itWffl1~(¢~~i~usly,'his TD Bank account in which he paid all of his Visa credit card (that he sometimes used for business 
\/::·':°'.-expenses)' and the American Express credit card that was entirely all business charges, are specifically omitted. As 

::>- )/,'lvir.;~k~marata attests to, his entire Merrill Lynch account records where he conducted almost all of his business, 
"!• , .. ! I.'·',!' ·' \~ • •J ••,L ·1 .' I 

xt{Ut}}~,~efrjn,o~ provided, despite constant on the record requests. Also, and consequently the government provided one 
tr.t½;,;t{'of l:iis' TD Bank accounts, but did not include the account that paid approximately $2 million in business expenses ~~r-1r, 1t1r:: • • • 

1
1 
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:?flt{:.• i !' .• • . 
.:-:: \j:/:d,u~i~g tax years 2015-2019 or any of the other TD Bank business accounts that were provided in the EDPA and 
/Jt;:; again; omitted (withheld/ suppressed) in this case. 
~!'J',~jjl•·•.·i ':,:··~· :· 

l\)fr(,:, · Ther~ can be no question that in addition to withholding the most material, critical and exculpatory evidence 
., \)r:-' from the pro se defendant, the government engaged in deception on the grand jury, the Court and the trial jury. 
,,,;)_ \.Ho".V'ever, if the Court wants to discountthe Brady, Rule 16, and Court Order violations, and maybe the government 
r , I ,',' ' , t 
;,. '.'· :;thought that Mr. Cammarata really had the Merrill Lynch, American Express, and TD Bank statements that were 
,Ji~f:l.":r1:1~arly,~he entirety of his business transactions and deductions from 2015-2019, then why did the government not 
~i:1:.V·.·, provide them to the IRS to calculate the tax due and owing? Why was this material and exculpatory evidence 
f~l·•: •--~~-~•t.''; . • { l. , 

;f(,~).J}J:;,(suppre~~ed from the grand jury and the petit jury, when the government had always possessed it? Brady and Rule 
., ?\ '" 16,,,do ~ot specifically require that the material evidence is suppressed from only the defendant, but suppressed 
• • ·: ·ifroin\he trial evidence and the jury. Even if the government wants to falsely contend that Mr. Cammarata 

. ,_, some:how had these critical business records, that he had been requesting from the government and Court for over 
• : a year, they also did not provide them to the grand jury (to find probably cause), the IRS (to calculate the tax due 

:;_: _/ L ': and owing), or the jury (to show that there was not $16 million of "income" without a near $19 million of business 
::Wtf'"''ideductions) all of which would have proven what Mr. Cammarata has told this Court from the start, this was 
... )/'·.always a vindictive and malicious prosecution. 
<',1:·,;{ / '.· '. ·t:' _l . • • 

i . , ; ;: • Th,e_ defense had argued many other acts of misconduct at trial, that rose to the level of a mistrial, and Mr. 
1;',S-,J :·. Carn,tjia~ata preserves, those arguments if required for an appeal. Mr. Cammarata, does not feel the need to rehash 
:;;tif{:k/\.tlle~: of r_aise all .of the objections to the government's desperate flailing to try to sustain a conviction that they 
• \:\;t :know was obtained through misconduct and failed to prove an essential element of tax evasion. Mr. Cammarata has 

·, :·'.·had his share ofprosecutorial misconduct, and corrupt witnesses and officers of the court, in the EDPA and SEC 
,;·, cases; and knows that the government not only seeks protections though immunities, but the courts generally• 
• _. protect federal prosecutors and SEC attorneys, but in this particular case, there is a mountain of evidence to not 

.·. 1;.-l, , 

,. ·,\\, only ~uggest, but prove that these prosecutors engaged in many violations, including Brady and Rule 16. 
::,~ ?·{;:~~linderstanding that your Honor is soon to retire, the Defendant moves the Court to, in addition to acquittal or a 

,.~ ... , ,. ';, ,·• , ~ ., ' ,, ,J 

J/;i:ti!f;''.·n_e"Y ~rial, to bring proper sanctions against the government attorneys for this egregious and on the record 
_::/ ,;:<:hnis'conduct. • 

~ .i:!J (ff!! • Conclusion 

'i The Defendant has been denied his own files, documents, bank, brokerage and credit card statements, that he 
. . ·,:has: been asking for in every one of his motions, the court's hearings, and the trial itself. One such hearing was on 
• •' ·-.. Jan~~ry 23, 2023, "Hearing on Continuance Order/ Application for Bail", where there was an ongoing colloquy 

. : • : betw.~en Mr. Cammarata and the Court where Mr. Cammarata explained that he needed the business expense· 
;i'.-:i./·.; recqrds as they were critical to his defense and without them, there could not be a fair trial. The Court not only 
};\:'.J\L;. agre~d that Mr. Cammarata had a right to those records, but they needed to be provided to ensure a fair trial. From 
y.,,,, ... ,~~';'; \' ,, ' ' •. . ' . 

'.}}{)j;'.\:the Jqnuary 23rd, 2023 hearing transcript, on page 12@ paragraph 12 (through about p. 14@ 9.), is where.the 
·) );'.; :; d.ialogu~ with the Court begins, where the Mr. Cammarata explained and detailed the exact records that were 
}\\i \'requi°r"ecl fo·r his defense. On page 14 @ 1-7, The Defendant explaining how he needs his business expense and 
)J! >bank!ng·re.cords, is quoted, "This is a tax case, that's the only defense there is; without that information, there is no 
}:} :i', ;: defe11se''.. Importantly, on page 15 @ 9, the Court is quoted, "I agree with the right to defend yourself. So we need 
\•'~ •.,., L_j t •'' ' 
,ti:f:.:f)i:\to obtain those records somehow". These documents that the Defendant had been requesting were exactly the 
~•,;"::.:..,.~1i..'::i-\ti•·· , ·' ' ) 

,,;;+,f/bank-and credit card statements that the government already had, and we saw, were never provided to Mr. 
}t\;:} ~~rn¥~rata and were not provided pursuant to the Court's Order ECF# 30, even after the April 14th, 2023 email 
~r,t,~'~;)f';\,vhh~: they specifically. omitted those Merrill Lynch records and never produced the American Express or TD Bank 
/•t;JQ,:i-:.., ;;)\1,".>',.'·,,··,;~ .. , ii •. i ', ' 

"~ •')klfi:i~yrrients.· On the same page 15 @ 16, Mr. Miller then again specifies Merrill Lynch account "from which he paid a 
¥;xq,:f}~{ lot of1h,i,s business expenses". 
:;l~~1\~.1::)-:.~i:;... 1_:; --~ ,·,. . 

::\(}{?('' :Please refer to page 28@ 12-19, the Court is understanding that Mr. Cammarata had almost no access to the 
• '.: discovery computer provided, and was quoted, "And it's hard to detail an order that will allow Mr. Cammarata to 

, ·i,devel~p a defense. I do agree with Mr. Cammarata that is necessary." Then, to drive home the point that Mr . 

. -. ,'.f\t: :; • ' 

I,'.(•· 12 
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0l)ik> .•. · (; , 
/·::;,;.'. Caipmarata not only was deprived of the most material and exculpatory evidence, please look at page 29@ 8 -21 
,a;) '.:/\ ,wher,e _the Court declares, "All Right. And I do think Mr. Cammarata has a right to access his own records that he 

,,,',, 1i' ;'. l -J: •~ 1 ,. 

f{;-;Jk;: may \lSe to help him review the documents that the government provides you with regard to the failure to pay 
/!{.-~~...I\ '. 1 •• • -c-~·~ I ,1 

(\::,;1)ii; taxes, or whatever. So, I'm not exactly sure that the type of support you would need to acquire that information, but, 
f\}1,:,/:;\}I will review it, and I'll do my best to make certain that all the assistance is provided". That was the purpose of the 
• ':·:?,:, Court's Order ECF# 30 and the government still withheld the discovery production of almost all of Mr . 
• : : :::-/ Cammarata's business expenses, of which they had in the EDPA case and those records were omitted from the tax 
• • ·: :: case ctis.covery, as now proven. 

·,; ~ ; ' ' 

. :· • Ift~e government was not withholding those files and they "provided them to the Defense", why did they never 
• pr:oyi

1
de ,them to the grand jury, the IRS agent calculating the tax due and owing, or the petit jury? Further, if the 

. government, wants to claim that Mr. Cammarata somehow had access to or reviewed his Merrill Lynch files, credit 
. \ ca~d ~tatements and other business expenses, prior to trial, why would he not have used them at trial and still been 

Y: ·'·complaining even on November 15th, 2023, while the jury was looking for specific documents that Cammarata 
, ' :·· objec_ted to as being prejudicial, without the business expenses. The government made a comment at government 

i)>..1)/_BS p. 26; "of course, the only way that the defendant could know the contents of the records that the government 
(l••,,';j·,'7'lt'~ : _...,, .... ' • . ' 

:}S:itt\had s~bpoenaed would be because he had seen those records, confirming their production to him". This is 
.. · ~·::< preposterous to try to turn their own misconduct to somehow allege that the business expenses that Mr. . 
\: : :{ < c~tju~~fata repeatedly asked for from the government, he really had and decided to not use them at trial to be . 
f:\<J ._-_. co~:yi,cted. Would the prosecutors not know if they spent $19 million in business expenses? Mr. Cammarata 
;t::/':.1":··· vociferously told the Court, from the first hearing and especially in the January 23rd, 2 02 3 hearing that if he was not 
rf~]Hf.\t~r~'vt'c1e:d those expenses he would not have any defense or a fair trial, and would be convicted. The Defendant was 
•. 5...,., ;,:., ·r· ,;• .·-,, .', • . ~ •• ._ . . 

,:"::::l':W''.".:well aware that the settlement payments were never taxable as they were a partial reimbursement of a greater 
'•.• 1.,,, ,; I 

:' _, / '.'.Joss, as defined by the courts in the plan of allocations. Then, Mr. Cammarata, conservatively offset all of the alleged 
I~:: {i_;, $16 rtiiliion of "income" with approximately $19 million of legitimate business expenses, which is why he did not 
:=f{:\! repp~t: 1::ither the "income" or take those business deductions. In fact, it was fiscally imprudent and overly 
<; i1: , ; coriser:vative, but Mr. Cammarata did not need the extra losses and in an effort to be altruistic, did not file the losses 
i·1)?tr\}on his taxes. In truth, now Mr. Cammarata should have had $19 million in deductions applied and even if the. • 
,:.\ ,_· corr:~pted "fraud" conviction is not overturned, there is and never was a tax due and owing on the $16 million of 
''" ' J, ' 

' , • alleged "income". . 
' ~ ' ' 

. :; ·: The provided Exhibit A, of Mr. Cammarata's Declaration of facts and the authenticity of his business expenses 
\;. i\'·: that:'~ere directly obtained by the government from the banking institutions themselves, along with the attested 
i':'T_{?' spreadsheet that contains only the business deductions that have only come from the government's subpoenaed 
.· :/i (•·Merrill Lynch, TD Bank 'and Metropolitan Commercial Bank, that all were purported to have been provided in the 
. • \ •,; EDPA case, but not this tax case. Then taking the well-established principle that the defendant in a criminal tax 

i{'t(A\P./,i case; is fo be given the benefit of the doubt in consideration of any business deductions, which Mr. Cammarata does 
:;:.::~~,u- \ ! '<: .. ~ ·:- ., . ~- • , 

i~'.r't;:::. not:need in this case, as the listed deductions on Exhibit B are irrefutable, but must be considered if the 
!1~{%,ir/\government is now going to try and question their authenticity. Then, if needed, he can provide up to an additional 
.'J'..)';\,'",•, .~•;t_.,..: ,. . ~• j ' I • 

-0-,!f\[?·· $2 inillion of other American Express and TD Bank ( other withheld accounts) business expenses, bringing the 
;:Jf.J::\· z'oi~~?Ql 9 business deductions to about $19 million, if the government wants to quibble over any of the attested 
_,,,.,. I' I•:••''·!, 

:];)\:'{arid unassailable business expenses. Finally, the government can reference the SEC's November 4th• 2021 woefully 
~-: \{r'-~; ii'- •1 , ' l •:, t ' ' ' ' 
if"f;;t;},corrupted.TRO Order, to validate that many of the payments to the entities for deductions, are the same entities 
~.u,.-,1 .. ,,,.. . . ·,: .. 
:;,J}\;/,,t named on Appendix C of that Order by judge Kenney (21-cv-4845, ECF# 4). 
~~t\f!nf\t~<- :·· i.- ~ j :~ ~ ~ ., · : • : -
,/;\;?:/::. There is.now no possibility that even if the government did not engage in massive prosecutorial misconduct, the 
\ '.''.-_:"fact r~mains that there was never any "existence of a tax deficiency" as a required element for criminal statute 26 
:/\. ::: \ us¢:129_1. The Court had agreed that Mr. Cammarata had rights to his own documents and bank records, and 
':r?i0

': des'p(te withholding them from the pro se Defendant, those same records were not provided to the IRS agent who 
};/k' :_was. -t~sponsible for calculating the tax due and owing, nor to the grand jury or petit jury. Therefore, it 
?;'J}i< demonstrates the government's intent on always withholding (suppressing) the most exculpatory and material 

· ,:,:, evidence from the trial and jury, in violation of Rule 16. Even if the Court wants to deny the Defendant's Brady 
:i·"i(<violation evidence, there is no debating that the Rule 16 issues and suppressing only those critical bank records 

' '' ' • & ~ : 
.. -1 .. ; , " 

·:;,!,:,:._: , :_, 13 
.I llt, 
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~~1i~:~it/; :'.':/i~:l ; · . . 
if}!f:).iif}: a~d expenses evidence (that they had) from the grand jtiry, the IRS agent, and the petit jury it substantially affected 
11'it;;Hf'.i/Mr .. Cam:marata's rights to a fair trial at a minimum. The Court itself admitted to the right to those records as his 
<i.)''.\:·,·def~ns'e,.in the January 23rd, 2023 hearing. The Supreme Court has recently reminded us that, • 

',, .. , . f j,,,. ,: . 

• ·' •• \•!:,;~~t'.j-;\'.Co~;ts should correct a forfeited plain error that affects substantial rights," where it "seriously affect~ the 
• · · f,l:; fairness, integrity or public reputation of judicial proceedings." Rosales-Mireles v. United States, 138 S. Ct. 

• 1•1 
>-!:) / 1897, 1906, 201 L. Ed. 2d 376 (2018). 
• ,, i··: :• 

, :. Tpen if the relief for the substaptial violation of Defendant's Rights is not enough to require a new trial, then a 
• -iii> judgIJI~nt of acquittal is necessary by well supported Third Circuit law. Similar to the same government attorney's 

L'. ::::: fail4~e in the EDPA trial to prove the elements of the offense, which requires reversal on the direct appeal, the • 
if; ~ni,:: · Third Circuit holds: · • • • 
t~~:;~:ft:\~i:,.. . : ; . •. ~ J, .. : ' ' ! ; 

/;;t;)fW{t ;.:;, ;i f: :f'.Generally, th~ government's failure to prove an essential element of an offense is a miscarriage of justice-
.';}{(.:: i\ !<; one sufficient to warrant reversal of the conviction for plain error". See, e.g., United States v. Morton, 993 
: • _.:f \ J. t.J \ t3d 198, 206, 74 V.I. 689 (3d Cir. 2021); Castro, 704 F.3d at 138; United States v. Retos, 25 F.3d 1220, 
,;.,. ·:i i -:_;: ,: _1231-32 (3d Cir. 1994); United States v. Xavier, 2 F.3d 1281, 1287, 29 V.I. 279 (3d Cir. 1993). 
}:i:.;:'::~ (;· ... ,. • '.: .. r:·-1 :; :) • : 
li';;\~:-·:1.·:·. . The .Defendant, Mr. Cammarata, compels the court to grant his motion on acquittal for all the foregoing reasons 
;/j~'J\o.';~•\::)\!,.~l: . .- ' t ! l 

t;{1i:1i:,\anq f~ct that there is not and never was a tax due and owing. Regardless of the government's misconduct and Rule 
1,:•:·~ ., I• , .... ' l' • I ' , 

1:;:()ji.h'./16 .yiolations, at a minimum, it does not change the fact that Mr. Cammarata was denied a fair trial, by at least 
{''. :Htf wi'tbliol.ding the critical business expenses, setting aside the prejudice and mistrial contentions, there still is not an 
,'a, I( 'i., i• .t I 

\};i;f1f_,,;. essl;lntial element of the offense charged in the five (5) counts of the indictment, being the existence of a tax due 
J;!•,..:,y.~•"\, ', _-,l '. ', .; ) 

C\;::::t'. :: and o_wing. Further to that point, the Probation office must calculate the tax due and owing on the valid and proven 
f\r;\}{,/.~v:ail~ble business expenses, not the government's withheld and unilateral income only records. There needs to be 
(;{\ -'_tan c,1.d:ual tax due and owing calculation to determine the proper sentencing guideline range for Mr. Cammarata, in 

•. ' the;uhfortunate event of a denial of his acquittal or new trial motions. The inevitable truth, is that with the actual 
. . . ba~k';r,e~ords, that the government calls "newly discovered evidence" and the Defendant calls, "possessed by the 
\, : gov:e~nment and intentionally withheld evidence", the accurate calculation will have any possibility of a tax due 

?);';;',;'.;;\:, and owing for the sentencing hearing. As, the Defendant has previously stated, it will be an inexplicable sentencing 
!'.Jf:l]]J? he,~ripg try to sentence a defendant for a tax evasion conviction, where there is no tax due and owing and no 
·/}.:: requfred element of the crime in which he was convicted for. It also seems by the peculiar footnote# 3, that the 

',,' ,• ;,"i .,',:, ', ' I ~ • ~ •' • I , ': • ' 

1 ., :\} go\i~piment is aware that they will not be able to sustain the conviction, and certainly not get through sentencing, 
, • < i I ' • • , , !'~, •' ,> ,\ t . , I 

X;:,/i· :,·; and,,or, a:Third Circuit appeal with the prosecutors on the record conduct and lack of a tax due and owing. 

,·fit::::: 

:iili!i·· < 
·0;,1;.,:.'{'l-.:,-'.'•~,' •. <::: HI j !;¥ .: 

• • I: t:: !~·: 
:-,,~: .''. '..<::_:1:·,1 t;:;l ,';~ t • :;'. ~·; , • 

''! ,· 
, I, 

• ! ., 

'I,, 

f 

! I '. 

14 

Joseph Cammarata 
M.C.C.I. 
1 Waterworks Rd 
Freehold, NJ 07728 
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,~tit tI~ J :. .. . . 
,·,_ i,:i'·:·: United States of America 
I)..::::;":·. ·tu·;;' • · ,. PI • t"f"' , .... , ... ,,. .• . . . ... , +,.. a1n 1 ,, 
jf~id.f/~\ i '.' (.fi. ~\ ··: vi '' : . / ': ·: . Case #: 22-cr-639-PGS 
?'.'.f:1W)tJ~sepll Cammarata : , 
' ·:·,f)jl-'·Y:., ;,·y,,jc'J.l:f.·,,ii'::- D ti d t 
· .• Y:'l:,:?•i~!·.f·.l ::-111·• -,·· .• , • ' e _en ~n . 

('Ii!\:;,;,;;;,:: •· ,; . • . . .. : . 
~~Uif~i;/;;f;V1Nl;iJ: ,,: 'PRO SE DEFENDANT. JOSPEH CAMMARATA'S DECLARATION IN SUPPORT OF HIS MOTION FOR 
~J::\:\¼~•i:i:;,t;i,•·:kl 11 ii 1 •:.,: •• • ACQUITTALANDORANEWTRIALPURSUANTTOFED R CRIMP 29AND33 

~1~!mll!HI! . : < 1 
! : • • · . • • • • • • • 

;,;;:<Ji//~;'.{-·Jo..seph Cammarata, of full age and under penalty of perjury, hereby declare as follows: ' . . 
k:n,Jkr.t: :-;:·; tJt1 ! I ·.:, .:- •. • • . -· • . , · 
t1:hjf\t( i :,)fHi: :j 1-.; .I have never se~n, accessed or reviewed, prior to trial, the Merrill Lynch files that included my business 

}~~ilff~jf{il,;;J)/i ~~~~~ses and qualified deductions, including the file named "Account Checks, Deposits & Wires (Jo~eph 
. -:·•·,r' ., ,1,,,,,, .1, , 

.:/)\i·'/i::''.'ff{\!:J _fammarata)" and is bates stamped (by the government) "Merrill_00001207-Merrill_00001574", d~spite 
·• 1 1 ,, •., , ,; ,;/,,1.-,;, 1 • . 

_· ': • • ·•, '/T'l the numerous on the record requests. • 
" ' ' ' ! .. ) , ~! ;J t • 

hf•:;; _': · ': \2; l .;; I did however receive a file produced as supplemental discovery by the government of only certain 
:rt:_;\_:)):.":•.::: 1 ' !, • ~-•!• ,'' , ' I 

'.r:;J1W!./{i:'.-'.: (L;j::_'.- ,~rade_s that w~re purported to be from an SEC inquiry, but had never obtained any checks, wires, or 

. ,JJ\'-<:.-; rr :t: 1

business expe~ses from Merrill Lynch prior to trial. , • ' • ; : ' . 
; • : i ~~ i ;·}(. :, "::i p Ji~ ~ I • -- , , '1 • : • : .: • . • • i • 

)~·; .J :={t;:,::.•i~.!'.;! W-'All,ofthe business expenses and deductions provided on the Spreadsheet of "Business Expenses" are 
hi•!f.~<:l;)·}_.-:·'.,J:Jf;{;:;:nf,-·:;,;';· · i.; • , \: . 

Nl·?Hi:i:,:';_' J'l?j :j: ,I,egitimate business deductions that without including, withheld American Express and other credit card· 
't;:.:;~••1 -~ .~ ~,:;• >. I , 

:.,:,_, .. , W/f:i)~: i·\ .. business expenses the deductions are approximately $16,982,751.81. · • , 
s-f :!J, :,.<- ~. ;· ,\ ·t :i' li 1o 

·: ·[;:.:·,\V: ;:·::4L:!: ;Ii . I also attest that there are another $1.5 to $2 million of a'dditional business deductions, that were not 
:...i: ·.\. /: ~ . ...:). Y~) ·.~~ ;u . ·· ; 
};';;(jj;J;:J:':!.ff;i',;l;. pi:9yi_ded from !IlY American Express credit cards, Visa credit card, and TD B.ank accounts that were also 
*l':.1~~½,';:: t-:i.~ 'J,J,":.:)i~~J-..I,~\' ' • ' • 
••• ,,,,. ·•··

1
"' 1!,,0{,:\jJ .. withh.~ld by the government. • . · 

:;;-:,-:,·•-,:iJ:-!j1,,,-, ': ·: • 

'f /itf :;i:,1~~:y~:t:::::::::::.:.o::t o:::~i::::::e::::~:: ::::i :::: ~::::;~:::~:::;~t BJ, are ~ot 
._;;~;::}: \: ,;::) i{\ !{ M~rrill_0000157 4), TD Bank (TDB_000001-TDB_000027), and Metropolitan Commercial Bank 
,;~:.':· ·i -~ " 1; .. ,• ... ~\J.' ·4 .; 1 ~ \ • • ' 1 :flfi\'~ (H:l:!:{ (M;CB_000001_) that have been possessed by the government with the associated bates stamps to confirm 
!;:,.:-::.~-:-::.:.-. • \ ·}: ~:J.' 

.,,;/t: •.. pip fh,~ ~,~then~icity of each expense, payment and entity. 
'-;,, .. ,·::•;,,,·1, ·•J'.r.1,i;:,-1·,: ;- • • ' 

}£{J;j•;~(\it1rlll-:\!?,,bT peff~~tly clear and use the government's suggested language, I attest that that all of the e,ntries 
.',-·:·.·:>·,.:;··· 1L·~~.:i~'·!i ~. '•:· -. r , , : 

\;}'%::_:,, ,..:;::N::l-!J· itemized in my brief (ECF# 134) and the revised spreadsheet attached hereto as Exhibit B, • 
~·:1b\~~~:·\:~~~ :. ;: -{.{.{\,'.!· .~:.- -,::-.,;- ::1 •• . .. 1 . • • • • 

]tiiU::{:;·): f:J+ :~epresent th~ actual payments made by Cammarata AND further that they are payments ma,de to 
~{r·- :?flif}:~;:1.~~ff{,t,'\(:~.1.tL~:> .-:· • . , , :i : . • · · . ! . , 
t:Y .?;1}:I;f~t/(:the entities that appear in the now attested spreadsheet. , • 
::~f4.j~~iti~~-~•~f••.~"':. ••\' \'~l ,: ~;,' < •~ > • I > •, I '<' 

{:t{1;f?\?Il'.lzlJHff ~tt~stthat: the· attached and named expenses do NOT include a loan in the amount of $760,000 to Eli 
;., ... , .. ,, .. ,.,, .... ,;ek),,, ;· • .. ,)· • 

:f~:-'.{:J'-<i· ·::,JdJ .~0I1'en (Mr. Erik Cohen's father) to fund his house flipping business named "OEI Holdings", That loan was 
:I:;f~ti•:~ 1:: .... 1:-'J-?··t··r)· -:~· ~ ! ., :1:. ~ • • 

~~Wit'')::1~~::jtl!W-m~~~ m lat~ 2:0J? from _the exact TD Bank account that the government has also withheld. You can see on 
,' -;;,~:•r"'.;t)~~J~1.~\ ,. , , , ' 

; -;:;;\:fW'~j·;~~hi~~t,B a~ach~d that ;he first payment to buy a _house and materials was July, 20th• 2015, just after I sold 
' ~.:.:1~i11.f;:-:-{ 1;r 1j ~ :,;: ::;• I, ' ' \ j I 

);w,_,i1t~tl1i;\H:1;!if.~i:>eedRoute's tec~nology for $30 million. I guess like his son, for the father too, I became a target. The loan 

~i{~bl?·:Jttf fil.::;::<+:/.: ' ; .: ;: • , . . ·. .. 
;fr,.1,/J:;1:i-1,\,-,,.1-,n." 'I tl) • : ,. • • 16 · · , · · · 
:irJ:i'.:·i.:~\:::.·;·J·,1:·;.,1::.:1:1·.:1·· .. '..• . • • .. 
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;!, }!:) . . 
~~'.:::;:jt~:ft,;'. :: l; ;~as secured with real-estate and was promised a 20% APR interest rate, for the profitable house flipping 

... -.:·_.l:\:'.,·_',_:-: , r -~he c~ntracto~ was doing. I had numerous statements and increases of principle value which by 2 021, the 
• f: 1· 1 

i· ·: total was $1,538,200, about the time Erik Cohen started cooperating with the government. There was never 
,:_' .. : _; , ,, , '! !•h • 

:;;;~}:-,i:.:: ... : r, .. 
1 

•• t single paymrnt made back to repay any of that now 7-year loan. 

(i;\j}\i?\f,f<.-Jl ).: • I was told by a mutual friend that Mr. Erik Cohen in about September of 2021, secured a verbal "prison 
.• , t'"~,:n~t·:" ::: .. : ~ > r· - } . . 
. -:":i!::C,\,1::.{. ::, ,immunity" deal with the prosecutors to say anything he had to, for a conviction. He also testified to that he 
,., ;•--•-t'• • ' ✓ "''(• ,, ' 

{: :\i: jj)f f~on_fir~ed, during the tax trial on cross exam, that he sent me a message in December 2020 that he would 

~;;;:;;· · }•!if !:o: ::::;::::;a:: :::ts::.;::::~:::: :::::,:::.~::~:~1:::1;:: :::t::~~ :::~:i:h: ::t rid 
' , • .- ; 'i-: •. ' 

• • .. , • -'!_ l : ~f me through any means possible. Regardless of the actual crimes of wire fraud and extortion by the Cohen 
'' ·.'.- ' ' (_'- t .. 1 .,, .. 

_ · · - ' :_ kf ! _family, there is yet another $1.5 million of legitimate tax deductions that the government ( and their 
.. ' ... l .. , . : . ' . . . 

i, ff j.'; perjuring witness) withheld. 

<:::!91_ :- :: I further attest, that if we include that amount, there are over $20 million of legitimate business : 
. ;, .. ·_, I ,11 

. , •. _; .• l1; dedu~tions between the tax years 2015-2019, which is why I always knew that it was impossible t~ lose the 
· ,. ;- ! i ' 

. . . . ' i ?:·(' _tax trial, save for prosecutorial misconduct, bad faith, and corruption. 
',,.I··.:- ·<Fl' , : • 

• ao. :_ I also attest that all of the screens hots provided in Exhibit C, are actual screenshots of all of the tax case 
•.. >· . ' : ~- :- ,:, . 

·:.:,'. .. ·; : _fiiscovery and."_l?iscovery Index" that the government provided in response to the Court's March 24th, 2023 
'! , , l r ', ; 

,_· • '.){-(l ;~rde_r (ECF# 30). I promise under penalty of perjury that there vy-ere never any Merrill Lynch deposits,-. 

~i:Ji;Jf i:~rH; }:vir~s, or check records provided to me by the government prior to trial, nor did I ever see, have access to 

~;,t/jt1:0 t:1\, {•fl''' or review any by my previous counsel, even before I was prose. Nor was there more than my single TD 
•:,.:,,-.. "·',' • ,, 1,1><1' 

~)]~;l(~'~f,\ .it'. [}_,Bank account for PB Trade, but not my personal or any others associated with me where I paid many 
, , :0.~ :..- :,I ~•' ., ' , , ~, ·i' 'I • • ' 

' :·'-1·' .·.,.- • • ·i !-i business expenses and credit card payments. Although the government did provide some other TD Bank 
' • • • ', " 1.-., : i • 

• : :·'{:f accounts, none were not controlled by me, or had anything to do with my personal tax returns, as shown in 

(:;,•,:·., . . :jk:H ·Exhibit C-5'. I 

/~\tf? ' ,::, tt I declare u~d~r penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct 
... _;. :;.rr .~-;: :t.\:t>:L:'.· ;; :.,:1: ;- : . 
\\(/ :::: LJ? Executed on February 14th, 2024. 

~'.i~~i[i,.: if::!i} ; . . : . : 
• • '\ j ', ~·" • • -J, ' (' I ~ i· ' ,, ', 

·._ ·: · - -}l;li,t:; 17 

By:~ 

/ 
Joseph Cammarata 
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; 

' ',· Exhibit B 
Amount 

$2,313.00 

$38,514.92 

$50,000.00 

$11,425.00 

$1,089.00 

$1,000.00 

$2,240.67 

$23,891.00 

$2,000.00 

$782.51 

$2,000.00 

$782.51 

$1,043.35 

$782.51 

$2,000.00 

$31,481.50 

$50,000.00 

$2,000.00 

$2,000.00 

$14,000.00 

$15,000.00 

$60,000.00 

$202,750.00 

$80,000.00 

$1,815.00 

$7,000.00 

$148,917.95 

$16,800.00 

$12,141.52 

$44,856.00 

$10,000.00 

$775.00 

$1,452.00 

$20,000.00 

$520,000.00 

$25,345.00 

Memo.Field 

Aircraft Insurance 

Gym 

Gym 

Consulting Services 

May Consulting 

Inv Loss (weed) Scott C 

(OEI) Eli Cohen, Theft 

(OEI) Eli Cohen, Theft 

Traderfield Expenses 

Gym 

Gym 

Consulting Services 

Susan Cohen 

Sandy Cay Deposit 

Consulting Services 
Roof (at Water St blacked 

$11,800.00 out) 

$13,911.33 partner expense 

$6,955.67 partner expense 

18 

ML 

ML 

TD 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

TD •'V 

TD 

TD 

TD 

TD 

TD 

ML 

ML '.,:.,• 

ML. 
,, 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML. 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

TD 

ML 

ML 

ML 
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$6,955.67 partner expense 

$13,911.33 partner expense 

$4,000.00 Sandy Cay Internet 

$12,500.00 Office Cabinets 

$39,538.00 

$20,000.00 

$2,945.00 · 

$420,000.00 

$60,000.00 

$25,000.00 burn loss 

$20,000.00 

$60,000.00 

$1,745.22 Shipping, Sandy Cay 

$6,667.00 Sandy Cay, Property Mgmt 

$2,058.25 

$3,333.33 

$3,333.33 

$20,000.00 

$4,134.64 

$3,333.33 

$12,512.55 

$3,333.33 

$2,955.29 

$3,333.33 

'$1,840.34 Employee 

$10,000.00 burn loss 

$20,000.00 

$1,300.00 

$3,333.33 

$185.00 Roxana LLC 

$20,000.00 

$12,500.00 

$3,333.33 

$3,333.33 

$45,000.00 

$6,326.00 

$3,333.33 

$20,000.00 • 

$10,000.00 

$24,500.00 

$3,267.00 

$16,715.69 Sandy Cay, Insurance 

$20,000.00 • 

$2,500.00 

$920,000.00 Inv 

$3,750.00 Employee 

$20,000.00 

$3,750.00 
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llll.:·tl! 
' <'.'. '': • 10/31/2016 .Sandy Cay Expense Account 
,-, ~'; • _,:, .. ··: ·, ;. •• r . 

<. :/ ::,r,-:·-: ':'.'P/1/2016 • Entrex Capital Markets 

·;' • iq .p·, ii/29/2016 • : Equity Acquisition Company 
•• ,. ! . t' 

/ ?Y~~/2016 • , Equity Acquisition Company 

) :, ,. p/2/2016 •• Sandy Cay Expense Account 
1·0,,., ,}i /'.' 12/5/2016 . Overstock Digita I 
:::···[dr:.,. 1 

::c-.;:rJ:i: .' :: 12/9/2016 •• Ultimate Window and Door 

<::(\ _'.ii/21/2016 ·Madison Inc 

~{'.:;;(!/::: 12h1/2016 • .Caribbean Anti-Poverty Relief Fund 
/,'.r, ~, l; ;:;: ! 1 : , ~ , , : r 1 • : 

iIYtiff:·.: ',:12/22/2016 1 Arthur J Gallagher Risk Mgmt 

::W'.ttft{} 12/72/2016: : Sandy Cay Expense Account 
I-.\: :~-i l{,:~i•~ f, ' ' " ' ' ' ' • 

i/ ,if')\f~--: 12/23/2016 • . Sandy Cay Expense Account 
'•,,·.,11j'.._'r•,;. •• (: ·.,, t ,I 1\l ', • 

,,,;_ il'.:.;;:(.;.12/27/2016: ,Stephen Dickson 
\(l~,.~tii:-'·'..r·t. i';, ~ ·,i i1 ~ '. '. l , • 
f,ftlfilP;i .. l,-?/~9/2016 , . NUA Insurance 
'i,'lc!:°1'i:I Yf'-r· 1,l•1· -• l • l '· ' . 

• ,.,,, ':i:.'.}12/29/2016 :,_1 Equity Acquisition Company 

,,,:::·,t·,i,t,J}1/~9/2017 • :Da~a Noble • 
1<\\;,.;,t: i) 2/8/2017.' Sandy Cay Expense Account 
;:1~r-r:/;1.!'.,. i,. : i' I . : . 
,l~::\;l1j;f1:1if/;t0(2017: • , Randall Packing 

i)! /; :r :· .· i/i0/2017 • Caribbean Anti-Poverty Relief Fund 
r,,.:•''<t •I • . \' ' ' 

i«:J)d!: 1_. •• ?/~3/2017 Life Insurance Premium 

Wf/(}})'i'lt{)2/13/2017 'Cjam LLC 
"': :, '.· (' "/' '• i .. ~ • 

".;)il;;>, ,;_2/15/.2017 . • Brittney Court Leasing Office 
1~-/-1f~l t::·. :·, (.' l:,.'i•· -' • t . 
. _' ;!\f\ ii; ?/t6/2017,: .DFST ~oldmgs 
k/li; :.:. ·: 2/20/2017 .Cjam Yatchs 
;. ; .. ,., ·~ • . .. ' t ' . 

\':.·,:_:: :' . 3/15/2017 John Canzanese 

if,r;\{lti;'if{; ;: 3hi12q17 - :Sandy Cay Expense Account 

'tjff}-;>;,:;.l::4/3/4017 -- : Ultimate Window and Door 
.~.r•.~-{d! .)~\·:•:1 r·~.. 1 I • • ~· 1 . • : . • • 
, _ _c,,:,,1;:::\,i;:/ 4/19/2017,. •: Siren Manne 

.. 1 J :,->"·J··- <f,,:I, '-'r , , 1 ' 

j::,:;.;J.'_;(:·/4/26/2017 • : Delaware Corp Organizer Inc 
f";::;,<~1~•-,:_:-.. :_:1 ,:;:(:')1. ! J ' 

ifi!/,tr: f\ .:. 11'4/28/2017. ··Brittney Court Leasing Office 
t'l"-:u• • ' ,, ~ ..... ·:. •: • ~ 1. -' . 

• ,,i,,,. 'l\~i;ltf.?~{2017 _· Intem~ti_onal Technology Holdings 
0 ?11, :-/:·,·:-:1·5/2/2017 • :sandy Cay Expense Account 
1:1,-' • .J1l:.r.,::-!!l?:,;.11A '•~ 1 , , , • 

;/y'.}}}fri:iJ~/,3/.2017,: •f Webc~/ Parkway Den ta I 
i'f;;(,i(;./ii;'i:: ': 5/17/2017. ·; Cotswold Insurance 
qt[:ft!tl:~~:t::· ... :· :t,, .; ·, •• . ,: ~ : • 

~1\X\!\?}\(':.:·/:5/18/2017,; . Marine Documentation 
•'.1'.lj .. ~f-~•,:i:t.\. !'. '.·· ,' '' •1 • '.,' • ' 

f?,~:<ff~~;f t.(5/28/2017;. ·: Brittney Court Leasing Office 
~~1f:::"t\:_:,/-1i :~:<iLt,·<l 1 . • • •• : '.'. L • 

(\/ii-'{,';,;, .,:,6/2/2017 -. Sandy Cay Expense Account 
.. : I •,_..i ': : ~·.":;,'i ),1/t~ • '1 ' ., ; , 

/f'i}ti:{:i.;',f 6/6/2017 . NUA Insurance 
·~J: ;;1:<~,,~'.~---•i:~ .. --•.';'~~--. • • . 

;,,/;/:'.•i/'(6/8/2017 Abaco Hardware 

~{!;:;;1:}, .)G/2oi2017 l ;wholesale jet Membership 
;;".~ •:• .. •1 . . .1, t, • ~ ~ \ ' ., ,,' I ,1 ' 

R!~;;\~;\J-i\{7/5/2017 '.:Sandy Cay Expense Account 
-S,t;t> • · 7/10/2017 • Wholesale jet Membership 
it.:_· /.!.:1;,, •', ,, , ; ' ~ , ; • : '. 
,,,,,,,·;, ;, ', .·, 7/14/2017 OIi · , • 
~·~-:. ::~~.:\;, ·:~.: ,· •t:, ;'1 ,;'• • , 

:is:zi':\lt\J,/i 7 /?.1/.2Q17: '·: Brittney Court Leasing Office 
~:·'·.:J1.1r:~::r·1.:1 :.1.:k-~· • ·• 1 • ',: : • ; • • • • ''.:)ff~/flttR'.!-.?(:; Fusion: A~alyt1cs Soft~are 

;'.i;)IB/4/2017·.,,Sandy Cay Expense Account 

, . j) 8/10/2.017, _· :·Abi~d~n .Abebefe 
~~:~;(-:::.,17:~\tj,;l~Y 1

:: !\ ,: ,; '· '\ • - ' ' . 

\'.\!itft~,i~;':''!'8/15/2017. •.•Luth man Law Firm 

~ll]L~l'.r!·~i!iJ;;:l:Uf )~:(i.::: • • : :· : ~ • 

$20,000.00 

$50,000.00 

$100,000.00 Carsten Company Loss 

$200,000.00 Carsten Company Loss 

$30,000.00 

$31,360.00 STO offering 

$17,921.21 

$1,089.00 

$10,000.00 501(c)(3) Charity 

$2,098.52 

$20,000.00 

$125,000.00 

$20,865.55 

$16,715.69 

$800,000.00 Carsten Company Loss 

$500.00 

$25,000.00 

$30,000.00 

$35,000.00 501(c)(3)Charity 

$35,000.00 

$500,298.00 Sandy Cay, Low Cay 

$603.00 Office Rent (blacked out) 

$60,000.00 

$50,000.00 C39 Sandy Cay- deposit 

$300.00 

$40,000.00 

$10,850.00 

$200,000.00 

$105.50 Reg Roxana 

$600.00 Office Rent (blacked out) 

$150,000.00 1TH (Carsten) Bermuda 

$25,000.00 

$500,000.00 loss 

$200,000.00 premium 

$591.00 Low Cay Reg 

$600.00 

$25,000.00 

$13,825.00 

$200.00 

$10,000.00 KBLM-MYAM 

$30,000.00 

$10,600.00 

$1,500.00 Business Internet 

$600.00 Office Rent (blacked out) 

$80,000.00 

$20,000.00 

$5,500.00 

$50,745.00 Loan to Token Team LLC, JT 

20 

ML 

TD 

ML 

ML· 

ML ,, 

ML 
d 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

TD 

TD 

ML' 

ML 

ML 

TD 

TD 

TD. 
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8/16/2017 Edgar Gil 

\V:)}_-, · 8n9/2017 Ren Holdings 
,> :i' . 

~/31/2017 Eisner CPA 

,; :: ·: 8/~1/2017 'ATS tax services 
• I • ' ' ,, 

r(:.r :;:. 9/13/2017. Sandy Cay'Expense Account 

•::,,·, .. .... • 10/3/2017 . DFST Holdings 
.,_ eJ•i• , • , 

:tf{i)}::\t/, 10/3/2017 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

,,_'::\,;;'., .; ,., .·: 10/4/2017 DFST Holdings 

:·· '. ;·---;:-·,: 10/13/2017 NUA Insurance 
. . . ,. ' , 

;' , :1. ,- • 10/20/2017 Siren Marine 
'j. ·~:~ , ' l . .. ' , • •, • • ' 

it-':.'}i•.:•. 10/20/2017 Juan Pablo Gomez 

~!tJ.{!!f;~ij/{:.11/1/2017 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
: r,t· • •.. 11/2/2017 Wholesale jet Membership 

;:_::: /(\, ·-: 11/7/2017 Eisner CPA 
• •• , ·,i ,;.• • 11h.o/2017 Angel Cruz 

,, I 

11/25/2017 Manalapan Fitness and Wellness 
' " 

11/27/2017 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
: I 
12/11/2017 Newer Ventures 

. ', I 

;·· i Commissioner of Taxation and 

. • :; . , • 12/15/2017 

Ii_{ ( .••. 12/16/2011 
' ' 

~1••-;• ;:i•, I 12/19/2017 ,,.-,,,,,','.' 
.\f.\~;;~·:<~··J.:· .. .: . ' 
•x.n ::..::r:·· 12n912011 

Finance 

Madison Inc 

Ryan Mitchell 

DFST Holdings 

__ :'): 1:N,::f2./20/2017 DD Aviation 
a; '. , ~ i .',1 • ~ '. ', I • 

. ,':'.\ .· 12/21/2017, Angel Cruz 
,;1 ' . 

• '.J ·: .. -' il/8/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

; : i/14/2018 Tina Gumina Kern 
' ' 

• 2 :=;, 1/22/2018 Vas per Systems 

' :, ·-,: .. ,:.:;: ,1/31/2018 

{_: '!:;.:\· :.'.'. ~!2/2/2018 
;?;:,,/:·,, ', , 2/8/2018 
~;:):·f:\·/ .. i ·1· I 
l·'''·.•''••f,I . 2 13 2018 

Dan Harper 

Sandy Cay Expense Account 

SSA Technologies LLC 

DFST Holdings 
::/..:;:·}.f.:'.·-r: -. • .. -
:!,-;v,'id:Y ,. 2/27/2018 Tina Gumina Kern 

,i_ '. J • ' '· ·1. 

. • • : : ?/27 /2018 Escala, Colombia 
-· • •• ;' :: '. 3/2/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

it?f:" _ ~/~9/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

: . '. . '· ; 3/29/2018 
,-J:,;:)l,,_,,,;.,:,,, · 3/29, /2018, 

Jason Heckler 

·').t.t~!-~;::-;' '. 1
• 

;:r:\:-·.·, ; 4·1212018 
t, : • '·. : -~' ~ ' . . 

: Sandy Cay Expense Account 

Angel Cruz 

·: ·>'.'.' .. '-4/12/2018 Mark Finelli 
., ,, : .. • ,, ,,d • 

:\(-:\/{ · : 4ji8j201s Max Mel med 

{[ff;::: ,/ rs';l/2018:._,sandy Cay Expense Account 

:}({{•'.{ , ,- • 5/5/2018 • Prescott Management 

ii:<:';_·_::.·.,-·: 5/15/2018 • S& M Landscape Lighting 
~ ; -~/ ::.~,·, i 'r·: i • 

_;; !,'. :;:· ,:,;.· .• ;; 5/16/2018 ··James Runnels 
.}1:.':i::·\:}.~.\-·•;.,,.'i-·F·, •• ,' , .. 
:,,:,'.:/; :_ .. :,;• 5/17/2018 ·west Star Av1at1on 
(;:►>.J-.~•;t~1:;,;r,;r,:{.:;•,.. ~ < 1 • f • ~l!f if :r ff:~~~: ~;::~;~~:;Expense Account 

$2,000.00 IOT Business ML 

$100,000.00 183 Water St, structural rpr TD 

$20,000.00 2016 Tax prep TD 

$800.00 TD 

$25,000.00 ML 

$50,000.00 ML 

$25,000.00 ML 

$50,000.00 ML 

$14,402.44 ML 

$50,000.00 ML 

$3,000.00 Edgar TD 

$40,000.00 ML 

$21,232.00 ML 

$4,660.00 tax prep TD 

$10,000.00 ML 

$1,500.00 expenses TD 

$98,500.00 ML 

$100,000.00 Inv Loss ML 

$515.01 

$4,356.00 

$1,000.00 

$250,000.00 

$22,163.00 

$18,000.00 

$30,000.00 

$932.90 Consulting Services 

$42,650.00 

$150,000.00 Loan 

$60,000.00 

$15,000.00 Business Expenses 

$88,951.50 

$5,616.00 Consulting 

$250,000.00 business expense, loss 

$35,000.00 

$7,000.00 

$50,000.00 Consulting Services 

$35,000.00 

$11,116.45 

$17,750.00 Consulting Services 

$50,000.00 Consulting Services 

$30,000.00 

$100,000.00 Inv loss 

$7,750.00 Sandy Cay Lights 

$7,000.00 loan loss 

$50,000.00 Hawker Inspection 

$45,000.00 

$10,000.00 2017 Taxes 
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Illi : ;r I.: 
., · '.!:·::>: ':, 6/8/2018 Escala, Colombia 
'··''I·,. ··, i•·, 

fi:i'.:'.i, ::> • 6/15/2018 •Sandy Cay Expense Account 

1/:F/}}:/:: :: 6/is12018' 
1 

Zack Papadelias 

• ':::):i,,<i: • ' :: 6/28/2018 Angel Cruz 
.. • '::i~•y·-'; ·:•·.: 7/2/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

: .;j:.,. i::;'.'7 /10/2018 • Morris Nichols 
:. I ~ (:' • ' , . ,• C ' 

,;/~1;, :://::?:·' ;: 7/16/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
~!~( ?1 f<;•:";. '. • F. ,f:. ,. i i • 

(1~Wi~f~~t:):i{J ft9/2018 Toll Pays • 
~.-.,s-r"'~"·""··,"·: ·, 7/24/2018 Club Metro USA Franchising 

f:nli}]i::·:;,t/~4/2018 ·Jet-A 

:'. ·.:·\•: "" 7/24/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
• • : ·" : • : 8/1/2018 Entrex Capital Markets 

.. ! 8/7/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

·;,'.,' '8/8/2018 Jet-A 

::: , . , .. ) 9/4/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
• ' -: ' ; ( i 

• .... :- !.9/4/2018 Angel Cruz 
:, • !"9/6/2018 Marsha Cruz 

• • ':'9/7 /2018 . Eisner CPA 

, ; 9h4/2018. Filtration Concepts 
'•! t 

• ,_; 9/15/2018 Madison Inc 
, ,,, .I,'.(',, , I I 

Jt: ·,}:, <, 9/?-6/2018 •'Eisner CPA 

{>: :11(/'' ;: 10/3/2018 . Sandy Cay Expense Account 

[{~:/;::/ .. 10/11/2018 : Max Melmed 
:1;;-~:.t;·,:y1 -('.--:::: .• ' . 

'{fif:l,~c;\'h:ii0/16/2018 · ·TollPays 
\:--;'~".?~:~•i•~:--::•, .;:·, / 1 : ', · 
n,,CJ'I!'.'•·' : 10/25/2018 'J t E t 
i,:.~,;j';·}.f.i>! •. 1 · ' : a~ 
;.,-r· ·:,,,<(: , 10/30/2018 • F1ltrat1on Concepts 
-,:,,1 ,!it-.. ~\,;!,;;·:~-.~,.,~._,·11 ~\ • 

Y::;::i:•"<:' ·10/31/2018 • Sandy Cay Expense Account 
if,1~'((._•;;;\t;\ ~_. : .. :,. ~ • ~ I 

:ii, ''·/·· P/7 /2018 Jet-A • 

%i:,;(\\\i .11/20/2018 Newer Ventures 
\/:'/\'./· • ·12/3l2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

'.J2/3/2018 Angel Cruz 
·, n:·,.{-:, : .'1 ·' 

,· .,. • • 12/17/2018 Sandy Cay Expense Account 

t/:.;:: :: 12/17/2018 :Roberts Renovations 

0ii~@i{< 12./~8/2018 Dynasty Wealth - Markowski 
//'-\'(: • • 12/28/2018 • Brian Walsh 

·>~ \i.\ •• : 12/28/20i8 Joseph Walsh 

·< '. i}· .<.1 ~-1/7 /2019 • • Sandy Cay Expense Account 
.-:;::-·· .! :-, .. \! .':•.,, ~ ' ,· ' • ' 

f)ii~1!,.:?IiA/P/2019 .•: Roberts Renovations 
l}i,}}{~)i\1'Y·~ ,1,;, !1 ·/·1 ! / .. ; • ' : ;, ) • t 

/r.;,1~;\~i.1Ati/•-~ 1 11 .2019 .. -.Allanza Volores 
~i'; l\·.'{J/•J;--,• '. . ._ I ·.·., ' • 

:;??-:It::r•:/1/1~/2019. : Roberts Renovations 
',;•"'(!·._ . -- ·•1''\ 'j,Jt 1d '. •I ' 

., .... ;:,,·.:,: .,.,( "· ·• •· .. ,. Branch Bank Attorney Trust 11;•:;/;t~\.:~· ({·~ • •i·•.; : '. ! • • -

:{S\:i;;):i'-:;,:i~}f?.~(201Q, ., Account 
:.ii{t;;:,:.;i?+r,:st;2''4/2019 '.·· Roberts Renovations 
•• ' • _ ... ,.,-·~''/-"I. / ,, 

'\~if;'f2/~/2019. :- Sandy Cay Expense Account 
;ft-:- ·i!·N~~t. ;~; 1 ,. { • f • _. • • 

'?·,··.,,:-:::;:-i ,:•? :•)/4/2019 · , Toll Pays 
:;;\::Y-> . :'.' ' 
.:::'• c..•;;i;:,::.: ,):l 2/4/'?-019 .. , Eisner ,CPA, 

i'!]~i•:f tt;~~6i: · :::::•~~o:~~~;~, 
~~l~ti,;it:::;-:;.f,I} !'. .·;:-: -

$250,000.00 

$20,000.00 

$500.00 Employee 

$495.19 

$35,000.00 

$1,242.50 Roxana LLC Reg 

$30,000.00 

$25,000.00 

$50,000.00 Lawsuit Settlement 

$12,873.04 Hawker 

$50,000.00 

$20,000.00 Inv Loss 

$30,000.00 

$72,500.00 Hawker- N244FL 

$35,000.00 

$6,700.00 

$234.35 

$5,000.00 tax prep 

$20,000.00 WaterMaker parts 

$3,630.00 

$2,500.00 Tax Prep 

$55,000.00 

$78,000.00 

$35,000.00 

$90,411.62 Hawker Maintenance 

$21,164.10 

$50,000.00 

$32,643.89 Hawker- N244FL 

$44,474.78 

$55,000.00 

$4,588.94 

$80,000.00 

$2,600.00 

$50,000.00 

$8,897.96 

$8,897.96 

$30,000.00 

$3,250.00 

$250,000.00 Inv loss 

$4,600.00 

$250,000.00 Inv Loss Crypto loss 

$3,500.00 

$30,000.00 

$30,000.00 

$9,900.00 

$800,000.00 Loan Loss 

$3,500.00 
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• i ~01rl~t l l!"' : 
•/:;_i/:'jii{'J°::;~/~~{,2019. :Webco/Parkway Dental 
• '•· •• 1 • •• :, • .,1

' 2/19/2019 ; Roberts Renovations t£JL/ ·~·:-:f.: i • • • . i . . 
:1•Y:.,;,11 r ,,;;, , •. 1:,2/20/2019 Jet-A 

~l:t~l\~ir};"i;~s/2019 : Angel Cruz 
ii:•ti~f/f·':i,t·:[·3/4/2019 , Edgar Gil 

·!{/~:b/·: ';,'; .3/4/2019 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
~ J '1 -,. 

1
• -,' ,, ! ,' ,, l, I '\ ~ 

;),f1,: :;~i:" ;./;! 3/5/2019 : Bancolombia (Juan Pablo) 

J[f?nf",. ):J~f~ /2019 , Madison Inc 
:!;;.:.·.,;;,\':;,,,,, :,3/15/2019 . Edgar Gil • 

l:{~:\{j'!it:\ii:t{3/~_7 /2019 Christine Kern 

. ,•):, :· \~q1(2019 Natalia Granos 

.. : ,:;:·/:: ,;'. ~If 1/2019 • : Roberts Renovations 

\:,,< :; ;• , 3/27/2019 Webco/Parkway Dental 
;:,:::);,:;: ,. 3/27/2019 Escala,' Colombia 
}~ .... i.~,•}J.'~.'),.· • ·, ' : • 

tli/~)':f:if.:\ ,;, 3/30/2019 BTC· , 
'-·~tt{f;'.~:{: •• ·•: .I ~ • , i ' , , 
: :':};\};,,,; ti 4/2/2019 · Sandy Cay Expense Account 

·::)jf)f};l{4/2Z2019: :TollPays' • • 
·:, . ~ ·~ • l ;; ,. ,, ... f! • • • ~ . , , , , , 

f{1(~!.kli / ;J:~/~8/2019 . Webco/Parkway _Dental 
;:j;/W);.'!,, ,:., 4/??/2019 , Roberts Renovations 

!;[f]l''.1fi•W;!}J4/~9f2019 • Bancol.ombia 
): ,.\,,, .04/30/2019. Ultimate Window and Door 

: '; ' ~ .. , . ; -;-.:~ .. :., :;•·· ~ \ • ' 

1, ... , ,.iil/{d~'..i::{!5/7/2019 'Sandy Cay Expense Account 

t:.rf::;,~!t.'.r?lJs,~/2019 : : Dynasty Wealth ~ Markowski 
1:;#ri?,{': 1·: s/1.4/2019 '' Bancolombia 

~~ii1f]~j)f:f::,s/~:~J.2019 • , Roberts Renovations 
y·.:1:\: <, ; 5/17/2019 Bancolombia 

i1l·:·J, 1-•••i'-:,;i 1'· •. I ·, 
: :.: ::'<''.i,/':.5/17/2019 • ,Stephen Dickson 
. , i1!·)1i,;: ~·J· ~;;,,_·; , 
:;"'' ,::: .:< • ,, 5/23/2019 • Farallon Inc -

' ., ,,,, l 

·.·: ' : • 5/28/2019 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
·,,-,:I•::: l ? • 

tJ;)i:\})/ ;::J~/~/2019 ; Roberts Renovations 

: /;\)'r)\ \; .; 6/M2019 'Sandy Cay Expense Account 
'.·.,: !Hh{ : r~ 6/7/2019 . : Roberts Renovations 
. ::,_: ·n;:\:jJ. f ;, . f < • , • • 

:'.i::; 1,!;,e:t,·.l·'ci.6/7/2Q19, !TapJets. ,. 
:••t,1,,, :~1. ;.,-- •• ~1 ~ .. ;,·, ~~ . . , . • 

%':s.,~'<d:i'.·,~~: 6/12/2019 ·:.; Len's Remodeling 
' •!·~):~pi, (,. ·\- '! .J": ., ;, ,•f.·1' ! • ( • ' 

l/6/l.4/2019 '.:•:Sandy Cay Expense Account 
,• .. ,., ,-'d ,:••:-)/ ;•, !•'• i': • • l ! 

"~':, :-nf:·::::16/14/2019 ·•: Angel Cruz • • 
t-!-•>::-1~~t.'.;,:::},•.,.,·.-•1'. • • '. ' 

'tt,f;}f:j:1 G/20/2019· ·: Roberts Renovations 
::.i_.:::: '.~\););): ·i ·_. ', ~ ·1 

• 

{;': .-::' \,<;';J f!f28/2019 , , Victoria Lozano 
:'• ,,,•;,;;i,,•,,,};,,;:·:i '' . ,,•,.· • 
• ••• ,.,.··tt:J.};7/1/2019 ;,,Sandy.Cay Expense Account 

i:;,j_~~::{<}{l ',J I 1P ~ • ' ' ; , , 

\f;i~t'l/9/2019;,: • Lasha Khetaguri 1 

·~~;::fr ;,~·•; ,•~ y~. , • f •'1>,:l •. 

.,,,;,:,,·;.,;•,u.?}7/16/20i9/:sandy Cay Expense Account 
,il~~f-~~~}~,\_IJ/f~•;·.•·.-( :~·. ~ l ~:: .' ', ,' J .1 ' 

t,;~t;11~F\i7 /18/2019 : Roberts Renovations 
;;-:;::;:,.;:.~,.<;r.1~,/ ... ~i~ ~•1·,t•:I ·• :• • •, , • 1 • • •• 

~\;lfl-JfilJ7 /19/20i9 ; Electronic Transaction Clearing 
~:·1t:.;:,-11r:.:-:~ 1 .... T-~ ,,~ ',j :" .... ·: • 

fftfi:;·s:~: :: ;:} /'tW2019 .: : Parallax Health Sciences 
)';-lr -~ t. •. • • ., ; ~' :•,, , I , 

11t.f,'.~tt\:;.:;,,,, ,.,, 1• 8/1/2019 , Sandy Cay Expense Account 
·r_~'>".",·//-:'•~: ·~:1/1::j ,' '.. • ' ' ! • 

··?/'!.{:,;.,.::.\/..8/7/2019 Ultimate Window and Door 

. ••. !i ::.:,. :: B/i9/2019 • Lash a Khetaguri 
, '::·,q;.-.1,, "t;· t ,' ·., !, ·t •" • 
.·-•• :.{:~,·,,::..,,~8/29/2019 ·: Eisner CPA 

~:if}l\.' : :/.'·VlH i <\ I I i 

$i50,000.00 

$20,000.00 

$83,852.97 

$6,700.00 

$4,000.00 

$30,000.00 

$150,000.00 

$2,178.00 

$4,300.00 

$2,900.00 

$4,500.00 

$10,000.00 

$125,000.00 

$40,000.00 

$159.19 

$35,000.00 

$35,000.00 

$2,000,000.00 

$2,625.00 

$5,000.00 

$22,000.00 

$35,000.00 

$50,000.00 . 

$50,000.00 

$3,375.00 

$20,000.00 

$20,359.55 

$50,000.00 

$17,000.00 

$2,950.00 

$35,000.00 

$2,750.00 

burn loss 

IOTlnv 

DatalFX loan 

loss 

Office suuplies 

Office expenses & employees 

Office expenses & employees 

Consulting Services 

Bottle Inv Loss (Sebastian) 

$1,000,000.00 loan for burn 

$15,000.00 Loss 

$30,000.00 

$27,280.57 

$2,825.00 

$1,000.00 

$35,000.00 

$3,225.00 Office Rent 

$35,000.00 

$2,515.00 

$15,000.00 

$300,000.00 Loan/ loss 

$35,000.00 

$12,586.76 Sandy Cay 

$2,150.00 

$8,000.00 tax prep 

23 
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ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 
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ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 
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ML 

ML 
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ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 
• ,,ML . ~ ! '; . 

ML 

ML . 

ML 
I 

ML 

ML 

ML 
ML. " 

',.':'·'· 
ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 
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·: •.-: :, :·· :_1· :· 

'.!it:~il.i;\: : .: f 1 -: :· • 
"i>'.-'"'1.,,.,.,~:,.,. -.9/12/2019. Lasha Khetaguri 
}Jt(f i.'.';, 9/~3/2019 Angel Cruz 

• . ·: -: : ;;:. . 9/13/2019 Donald Carson 
,, , •1 : t<, 9/19/2019 Jet It LLC 

:. ! I • 

9/19/2019 Manatee Pocket Yachts 

9/23/2019 Northwestern Mutual Premiun 
I 

10/7/2019 AngelCruz 
• :· 10/7/2019 Roberts Renovations 

•• '.:' i 10/11/2019 Lasha Khetaguri :;:!· 
,•.,.,.,,-,, 10/17/2019 Bancolombia 

\f%t i;,; ; 10/17/2019 Laxague Law Inc. 

,.} ::.: .. : 19/18/2019 California Coolers 

•: . ; 10/28/2019 Angel Cruz 

t< '-'. 10/29/2019 Roberts Renovations 
:if./,;, : il/4/2019 Jet It LLC 
rr....-,/ ~~r·\'i 1• 1 • • • 

·~,\\l,;t,-> • 11/6/2019 Angel Cruz 

:::·'':\\~v:r.:.'. i,.t1/8/2019 Toll Pays 

',: • :f.· \\,,: p/8/2019 Capital Motors Lease 
:•;:.1·: ;\, ;:·•. :·i: 't • ,' 

"'-:>'.:'-,. • 11/8/2019 Internet Escrow Svcs 
'i,:,:.,,:· ,:, . ' 
i¥i;: Ji:··: 11/12/2019 Lasha Khetaguri 
:~~½{1.r:'.\):. • 
.,·.i·::,+·•, .. 11/14/2019 Sandy Cay Expense Account 
•'\-' '.'· .,, ,, ' ; ' 

• • • • • . 11/15/2019 Ultimate Window and Door 

1i(t5/2019 AngelCruz 
. :i". :: • • 11/15/2019 PDQ CATV Supply 

11/18/2019 Redline Marine 

:~j(~i1:']/,\ _, 1~/~7 /2019 Roberts Renovations 
, . : , • 12/2/2019 Angel Cruz 

: • ·i:: • .. 12/2/2019 Roberts Renovations 

, '.: . '..: • 12/9/2019 Jet-A 
• . ... 12/10/2019 Angel Cruz 

"',, ... 
}:(f;(/ • 12/12/2019 The Token Team 
. :::/t .. t ·' 12/p/2019 • Roberts Renovations 
:::;: /;};:/:·,: 12/17/2019. • Keith Thomas 
•:\ : ,'J ! 'I ; .v-: • ~• : '! I ,,! • • ' •• • '. • 

;_l'::-:\'.::>:12/18/2019. :Lasha Khetaguri 
'~-'\;·µ/:)/::HJ18/2019 . Henry W. Albury 
~- ·• ~;/_~~r: .. ; t; j, ··r . "' • 

(.(f,'ti.1;I)iJ}f/}V~8/2019 Angel Cruz 
':Xt!Y.'[;,\~·:·. 12/18/2019 Henry W. Albury 

·f~<'..:;:.· 12n8/2019 Angel Cruz 
.-_:-': ·<, '12/24/2019 Donald Carson 

12/74/2019 Richard E. Roberts . ., 
• ; • Only some ,. 2015-2019 Business Expenses 

:~ ·L:1 ·;1 • ·~ -~: 
·.-~ .) _/.fCJ;''. . ( 

ti_i~-~-- :.•, :.•·•. ;:,i: :: .. I 
;, } .:- f '' 

;<~'.:_)}\: '' J • ' 

• , .... I 

::-1! 

$2,150.00 

$6,700.00 

$50,000.00 Sandy Cay Manager 

$27,920.01 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

$22,500.00 

$223,078.00 

$6,700.00 
$480.00 

$2,150.00 

$20,000.00 

$35,000.00 

$7,000.00 

$6,700.00 

$1,600.00 

$26,260.02 

$5,000.00 

$25,000.00 

$52,458.44 

$20,000.00 

$2,150.00 

$10,000.00 

$35,000.00 

$27,800.00 
$36,168.00 

$22,000.00 
$3,000.00 

$5,341.59 

$1,280.00 

$16,240.23 

$13,946.66 
$50,000.00 

$500.00 
$8,333.33 

$2,150.00 
$2,500.00 
$6,000.00 

$21'500.00 
$6,000.00 

$10,000.00 

$1,024.00 

$16,982,751.81 

24 

27 Deisel Work Boat Sandy 
Cay ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

Office expenses & employees ML 

Scott TD 

Office A/C TD 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

Domain Name Purchase ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

Skidsteer Sandy Cay ML 

Small Workboat ML 

Inv Loss 

Office Rent 

Electrical 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 
ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 

ML 
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Exhibit C 
j 

'•, 'l I,, 

. • >·: .:, , :. l; ;: · . · 
.. : \ \/ :, ;,,)< ;; T~ese are the screenshots of the Tax Discovery that the 
.,·,,.,,I:·, > I ,,.11: ., •'._;,,, I -

1:\\/ 1-! ,,,_;: ' -~ /tJ '.: ;! ; . '.' ' ' ; ' 

f1;:,;i:\i,'f( gQv~rnment provided after the Court's Order to provide the 
~'.\If1H(/(t:::].'}·,: ! 1 i;; :.' : · • • • 
I:': ::;::.),:·T,~.l~vant tax case discovery, instead of the millions of pages that 
:.-.·:::, \:ic:_':.:irh:fi:l!· ·<.: , : , • • 
;J::)\:: ~a}".:have b~en produced to Mr. Cammarata's previous attorneys, 
l::i:fr:\h:\ ; Li :;i • : • • • · •• 

~<:i;)}f:Ji::, ::t I·: i!i that Mr. Cammarata never received or reviewed. 

: ::::urn . · 
_. l·•· f11 l'• 

,' . ~ :· \ 

>}! :: • 
·.:)i''' < <t,) 

~ ,,_. ' "'•' 1. I ,,, ~ ~ , 

·!'' 

'·:,,'' 
·,:,: ,. 

' ' ' ,j,- :', .: 

i;~if :r:r: • • .. • .. 

I ' ! ' 

:• 
' '. 

.. . . ,,r-··1> ._, , I., , . , 

111!:llf i'!}t ; : : • 
25 
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,·: l 

)H 

tr:fi 
'' , ... ' ,;':::' 

:,,,:-;:.c,1-, ,.1,,, I I "· ,\, 
~:: ... ,.!-~•,;•,''li ..• ,' ~~. t . t 

1,' -';, 

iii 'R£l_·_· ·;.,1.>>cl''fi',>to(''i;:lN'\'ff•f•r<r~, I 'llLl11:1votr-crafauase:1cues:y f/ 1 .,,;.,.,~,,,., .;,i,~\_~,;'t;, ... •~.'.",j'?::,'/.:.~~:..;,,,,-, ,< 

C-1 
;.,z,v 

tso~re; ·"·';;;,· ~~;.;..;:;;;==,;;;~=:::.::.,,.:.,,--..,:.;············ ,.,,,, .. , 

i~~:r·c~ 

~~~_/' 
,~1{, 

:'~!;{/,, 
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!_",,: 
I:;, 
1 .. I ,1 

'f ~. 
'·. •.';,; 

.-:·u. 
' ., 

' ', y,,·.' 
I,) ,,(_ 

~t:.;!i:,}'.!::,i::!i~\({ .J/ ;)\: 
,', \[!, 

• '. ~ t_-:. :'. I I i, ' 

,1;,, 

.i' ,,!· 

Hr 
)L' 

r 
,( 

~; j 

1.,:·' 

i, :if iii 
1)tt\'t L " ' ! •' •• , ' 

: . ~; J 1 .. 

Lj:fr(-1 • 
• • ... ;,: .r 

.,; 
' ·, 

C-2 
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~. :~ ::· <: ..... : :; ·';:: J.~.: 
t/ ':\. . '.>~:I} 

!iii~,;~ '. : ::1 ; 

' :i;. .·.y '..-:r1:.--. l':: 

; :: :->: :/t:l:: f 

' :' f 11 
i .1 ,1, 

d '.' 

l :' •; • ~ 

C-3 
"Tax Case" Produced Discovery 

I 

\< ·:, ;.T_ltis is the discovery the government provided to the defense 
. ·: ·, :' 1~t~t·,:· ~: , . '. , · . 

~ •: ' ' •i ' ~ j I 

... :;!\· ;.:\yt::;;· after tbe Court's Order (ECF# 30) that the government: 
f~fi;;t{;~s'.1(:ic~: :: J~l • ;;; · 

1

• •,, ,I• 1 

• ~ ! 

":{rm;f>•<j represented to only provide what was relevant to the tax case. 

',' :,. ' 

' ~-=··, , : ; 

1 , • , , • ,{, i ~ft•, ~1 j ; 
,,, , hi'-' 

' ,,·f,.:J. t i~ 
:,:,-1 .... ,/ .• 

·••:!fi!1•··· 
' ' \·J \ '·; 

" ' 'i ,' i i ,, 
:~ ·'·~ 'I 1 

'{::· f'.,'.j .~~ 
r/" I .1 .1 
i ·'t ,1;_' 

·;':-:;::}:k: 
l. .. ~ I•.:, ; : 

28 

Case 3:22-cr-00639-RK     Document 139     Filed 02/20/24     Page 28 of 38 PageID: 3406



' ... r, ( I 

~. . ;· 
. ' 

.· .. , ((~Pt6 ~~o:u.~t'.llta~sJ:r~pt-Jos.:eph·caJ:nFQarat~; ms 000,055-IRS. oooos6. 
; . ::j. ~101;effet:tJ{WU'.Qs.~pff¢amma'fat~l •• • ....... .1~5-.--~opos7-rRf'O.Oo11-0; 

: ,:: r: ·n )~:?tlJ1~f.¢.$1hifti~-6~-~fipf,-Jq~_~ph' Cjnim~}~J'~i ms ~'.OQOfl.1:-1 ~~fqq·q:11~: 
• • t· :·:toto/.J#tun{(Jo.seph· Gafnmifrata) .·, • !RS/Oboii_3-IRS1do"(iiq6' 

: ·[\ 12()°18,';AccountJ;Fan~fdpt,-Joseph tfammar.ata. • ; !RS' '000167-IRS-:;tmbi68'.: ··-. :.i, 
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... ~ ,q, ·, I Exhibit E 
I ' 

! l :. 
•l ] ,I 11' 

• .. ·. !;Il•!~li••.:·•·• 
' • f'' ~, • ', ., :· ,! 

' • ' l, 

.:. 1·:l :: • ' 
. I .. ,, 

T,~: ;;: 
• ! ' \ 

SSA Technolgies LLC 
tax id 
Opening balance 
Closing balance 
SSA Income 
SSA issued 1099's 
Dana H. Noble 135-96-4784 
3M Sales, LLC 81-2361440 
Billy R. Hom 140-823-3000 
expenses 
2016 PNL 

Alpha Plus Recovery, LLC 
tax id 
Opening balance 
Closing balance 

Alpha Plus income 
Alpha issued 1099's 
BIiiy R. Hom 140-823-3000 
Oak Bay Capital 46-1044545 
expenses 
Alpha Plus PNL 

Nlmello Holdings LLC 
tax id 
Opening balance 

. •·• rt:: :; : Closlng balance 

• • I!II i! r .. :::i:~c PNL 

30-0806165 
$2,437.29 
$6,107.69 

$155,742.15 

$22,625.00 · 
$40,000.00 
$25,591.44 
$25,878.91 
$41,646.80 

47·1647179 
$243.92 
$168.09 

$149,732.34 

$555.48 
$1,150.11 

$141,635.84 
$6,390.91 

47-3054372 
$0.00 

$749.99 

$13,798.20 
($13,048.21) 

$749.99 

.' '.' ( ;'. \:, : • Quartls Trade & Investment, LLC 
;'. \.,-.;:)>;[ /'.i tax id . : 47-1526614 

, :, '.' I·., -;; • ;- • Opening balance $1 510 20 
"'•,. -., '.i· I • 

•'.,;· .:' ' ·;._ i .: / • Closing balance $1,565.04 

11~1.i:Ii~II !l·t• .... ~n_x~ .... 
08
-~_:_es_· _. ___________ (! __ ~_! ___ '.~-~-~-:~-~--'-i) 

·.,,,:i:•,·1\f:· ,, ·-; ·,',. i . j ·:· ,1 ,, ·. ·, • Quartis LLC PNL $54.84 

~'.~11~1~1Eil1! •.. : .... :~-'----: -_-.: -. -. _________ ...... _ __.37 
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