
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS

DIVISION OF ST. THOMAS AND ST. JOHN

FATHI YUSUF,

Plaintiff, CASE NO. ST-15-CV-344

ACTION FOR DISSOLUTION
AND OTHER RELIEF

PETER'S FARM INVESTMENT
CORPORATION, SIXTEEN PLUS
CORPORATION, MOHAMMAD A.
HAMED, WALEED M. HAMED,
WAHEED M. HAMED, MUFEED M.
HAMED, and HISHAM M. HAMED,

Defendants

JOINT RULE 37.2 STIPULATION

Plaintiff and Defendants, by counsel, hereby stipulate that the Defendants

sent a "meet and confer" letter (Exhibit 1) regarding certain responses by Plaintiff

to Defendants' discovery requests. Counsel held a "meet and confer" by telephone

and followed that up with email correspondence, which culminated in the filing of

supplemental discovery responses by Plaintiff, While the parties were able to

resolve their differences on most items, the parties could not resolve their

differences on one item that was requested in ínterrogatory s(f):

(1) The Plaintiff objects to providing a phone number for Manal
Yousef, whose last listed address is in St. Martin, relying on the
fact that the Plaintiff believes the Defendants' counsel should
not be able to contact her directly based on the decision in
Nathaniel v. American Airlines, 2008 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 95336 (D.
v.t. 2008).
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Thus, this stipulation is being submitted pursuant to Rule 37 as well as LRCI

37.2 to certify that they have fully complied with Rule 37 and LRci 37.1 .

For Plaintiff:

DuDtey, Toppen AND FEUERzEtc, LLp

DATED: August /f zota By:
H.H #174)

STEFAN B. HERPEL
Law House

(Vl Bar #1019)

1000 Frederiksberg Gade (PO Box 756)
St. Thomas, Vl 00804-0756
Telephone: (340) 7744422
Facsimile: (340) 715-4400
E-Mail: ohodqes@dtflaw.com

sherpel@dtflaw.com

NIZAR A. DoWOOD
TIe DeWooD LAW FInnn
2006 Eastern Suburb, Suite 102
Christiansted, St. Croix
U.S. Virgin lslands 00820
Telephone: (340)773-3444
Facsimile: (888) 398-8428
E-Mail: dewood(ôgmail.com
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DATED: August ,2016 By:

R:\DOCS\6254\1 OoO3\pLDG\1 6R24s7. DOCX

For Defendants

Lnw Ornces oF JoEL H. Hol

J L

T

2 Company Street
c ristiansted, St, Croix
U.S. Virgin lslands 00820
Telephone: (3a0) 779-8709
Facsimile: (340) 779-A672
E-Mail: holtvi@aol.corn

Carl J. Hartmann lll, Esq.
5000 Estate Coakfey Bay, L-6
Christiansted, St. Croix
U.S. Vírgin lslands 00820
Telephone: (3a0)719-8941
Facsimile: (212) 202-g7gg
E-Mail: carl@carlhartmann.com



JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.P.C.

2132 Company Street, Suite 2
Christíansted, St. Croix
U.S. Virgin Islands 00820

TeL (340) 77s-5709
Fax (340) 773-8677

E-mail: holtvi@aol. com

May 31 ,2016

Stefan Herpel, Esq,
Law House
1000 Frederiksberg Gade (p.O.Box 756)
St, Thomas, U.S.V.l. 00804-0256

Re: Faffi i Yusuf v Peter's Farm lnvestment corp. et. al., sr-15-cv-344

Dear Stefan: 
r

My client, Waleed Hamed, received PlaÍntiffs Responses to Defendant Waleed
M. Hamed's First^ Set of lnterrogatories and PlaiÄtiff's Rule 34 Responses to
Defendant Waleed Hamed's F¡rsiset of Requests for production of Documents,
both dated April 20,2016, although the docúments and the verification page for
the interrogatory responses were not produced. As of the date of thìs l-etter,
several requests have some documents produced.

Of critical importance, while the response to Document Request 13 indicated that
documents would be provided, those have not yet been receíved despite the
several specific emails I sent regarding those doóument. See Group Exhibit 1,
Those need to be produced.

Equally significant, no verification page was provided for the interrogatories
produced by your client on April 20, 1016.

Additionally, after reviewing the responses and objections, my client has
identified the following additional specific deficiencies identified below.

Please either supplement all of this requested information in the next 1S days or
provide me with a date to meet and confer to discuss those deficiencies pursuant
to Rule 37 during the week of June 20,2016.

ln addition to the two ítems already mentioned, these matters need to be
addressed as well.

P
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l. lnterrogatories

Respo 1:

PARCELS 5A, 6A PETERS FARM
25-A REM MATR PETERS FARM

ROG I:
Describe all claims you have or may have with regard to defendant
for any type of relíef sought in this lawsuit, including but not limited
to money damages, and for each such claim, describe all factuat
bases and all documents or other evidence which support the
claim(s).

Plaintiff objects to this interrogatory on the grounds that, as written,
it is overly_broad, vague and unduly burdensome. subject to that
objection, Plaintiff states that the claims in this case seek equitable
relief primarily, and that relief is identified in the Prayer for ielief in
the complaint. The onry money darnages sought át ttris time are
prevailing party attorney fees. The facts in support of each claim
are likewise set fofth in the Complaint,

Deficiencv:
We understand that you are waiving any other monetary claims. lf this is NOT
the case, please answer the inquiry, As for the underlying facts, the rules for
pleading in a Complaint are minimai - but the rules of diõco-very 

"ie 
broad. The

response is insufficient - you are required to relate whatever fa'cts are known for
each claim at this time. Please state whatever facts are known with reference to
documents, witnesses and similar information.

ROG 2:
Please provide the following for each piece of property owned by
Peter's Farm lnvestment Corporation :

a) Description of the property;
b)The lsland where the property is located;
c) Date property was purchased;
d) Purchase price paid;
e) Date property was sold (if applicable);
f) Number recorded ín the Real property Regíster for the
Recorder of Deeds.

Response:
The properties owned by peter's Farm lnvestment corporation are
as follows:

PARCEL TAX PARCEL NO.

(sT. cRotx)
2-04900-O404-00
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(sr. cRotx)
SPRING GARDEN PARCEL (ST. CROIX) 4-O19OO-01 O1-OO
REM 2 LONG PT & COTTON GRD 2-O}5OO-0414-OO(sr. cRotx)
PERSERVERANCE PARCEL (ST. THOMAS) 1-02503-0101-OO

Plaintiff objects to the detairs sought in subparagraphs (b) - (d) and
Q 9n the grounds that this informãtion ¡s eiiher iñ ffie poslessiãn ot
Defendants or is a matter of public record, and thus is just as easily
ascertainable to Defendants as it is to Plaintiff. Noiwithstanding
that objection, Plaintiff will undeftake a search for any records in itspossession that contain this information and producethem. plaintiff
will supplement this answer with descriptions of any property thatwas once owned, but is no longer owned by-peter,s Farm
I nvestment Corporation.

Deficiencv:
As Plaintiff knows, Rule 33 does not excuse a party from responding becauseinformation may be in the public record or could be obtained by other means by
Íhg requesting party. Please provide a timeframe for responding to thisinterrogatory fully.

ROG 3:

Please provide the following for each piece of property owned by
Sixteen plus Corporation;
g) Description of the property;
h) The lsland where the proþerty is located;
i) Date property was purchased;
j) Purchase price paid;
k)-Date property was sold (if applicable);
l) Number recorded in the Reai property Register for the Recorder
of Deeds,

Response:

lhe properties presenfly owned by sixteen plus corporation are as
follows:

PARCEL
1,2,3,4 & 3l DIAMOND (ST. CROIX)
32-A & 40 GRANARD (ST. CROTX)
9, 10, 32-8,46-A CANE GARDEN
(sr. cRotx)
PAR 11 RETREAT & PETERS MINDE
(sr. cRotx)
I CANE GARDEN (ST. CROTX)

TAX PARCEL NO.
2-08600-0104-00
2-08500-0208-00
2-08500-0401-00

2-08500-0403-00

2-08500-0404-00
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Sef ofROGs and RFpDs

21-15 FRENCHMAN'S BAY (ST. THOMAS) 1-07 404-0280-00
21.17 FRENCHMAN'S BAY (ST. THOMAS! I-07 404.0281-OO

Plaintiff objects to the details sought in subparagraphs (i) - (i) and(l) on the grounds that this informãtion is either ¡ñ tfre possesòion or
Defendants or is a matter of public record, and thus is just as easily
ascertainable to Defendants as it is to plaíntiff,

Notwithstanding that objection, Plaintiff will undeñake a search for
any records in Íts possession that contain this information andproduce them, plaintiff will supplement this answer with
descriptiols. of any property that *að'on"e owned, but is no longer
owned by Sixteen plus Corporation,

Deficiencv:
As Plaintiff knows, Rule 33 does not excuse a party from responding because
information may be in the public record or could be obtained by other means by
1L." requesting party- Please provide a timeframe for responding to thisinterrogatory fully.

ROG 5:
5. Did Sixteen Plus ever borrow funds to help secure the purchase
of any property it has owned in the Virgin lslands and if sä, please
state for each such loan:
a) The name and location of the lender;
O) ]he property purchased with the loan proceeds;
c) The amount of the loan;
d) The date of the loan;

loan;
number of the lender;

munication with the lender; and

Response:
Yes, The name of the render is Manal Mohamad yousef and the
date of the loan was september 1s, 1gg7. The amount of the loan
was $4.5 million dolfars. Three interest only payments were made
duríng the 1998-2000 períod to Manal Mohámad youseff. The last
communication with the lender spoke by telephone with his agent.The current principal balance or the loan is $4.s míllion, plus
accrued interest.

Deficiencv:
This response does not fully answer the interrogatory. please provide atimeframe for responding to ine foltowing; the location, address and phone



Sfefan Herpel, Esq.
Rule 37 Letter re 7"t Sef of ROGs and RFpDs
Page 5 of g

number of the lender, Manaf Mohamad Yousef, the properly purchased with the
loan proceeds and the last date you had any communications with the lender.

ll. Request for the production of Documents

duced were given categories, but were
quest. Rule 34 (bX2XEXi) states .A

are kept in the usual course of business

prease rabel each document with to it.'::i,,tj;Jffi;åti:;ffi:, ?#;,ffr'.",:J;
number. lt is unclear whether documents for RFþDs, numbers 1-6, g-1 o, 1z-14,
21, and 23 have been produced.

Fufther, a privilege log has not been provided. Please provide a privilege log or
state that no documents have been w¡Ûrnel¿ on the basis of privilege.

RFPDs 11:
Please provide all documents for the relevant time period relating toproperty owned by the peter's Farm lnvestment corporation.
Documents shall include, but are not limited to, deeds, closing
statements, canceled checks, surveys, title searches, and tiflã
insurance.

RESPONSE:
Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Fflscrsy:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, undulyburdensome or irrelevant request. plaintiff requãsted an order appointing areceiver for Peter's Farm and for Sixteen Plus to sell the real estate'holdingõ ofboth corporations' Defendant is entitled to understand exacfly what property isp"ilg contemplated in the Defendant's prayer for relief. Further, plaintiff allegesin .his Complaint that the assets of Þetêr's Farm consist almost entirely ofunímproved land in St. Croix and St. Thomas. The information requested willhelp Plaintiff determine the veracity of this statement.

RFPDs 12:
12. .Please provide all documents for the relevant time period
relating to property owned by sixteen plus. Documents shall
include, but are not limited to, deeds, closing statements, canceled
checks, suryeys, tifle searches, and tifle insurance.

RESPONSE:
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Plaintíff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or irrelev_ant request. pla¡ntitt requested án order a[pointing areceiver for Sixteen Pfus to sell the real estäte holdings of Sixteen plus.
Defendant ís entitled to understand exactly what property iJneing contemplated
in the Defendant's prayer for relief. Further, Plaínt¡if alleges tha"t the assets ofSixteen Plus consist almost entirely of unimproved land in St. Croix and St.
Thomas. The information requested will help Plaintiff determine the veracity of
this statement.

RFPDs l5:
15. Please provide documents generated by attorneys, financial
consultants, investment advisorÀ, accountants, booikeepers or
realtors paid more than 9100 by you, any member of youifamily,
any corporation or entity in which you have any interest for woik
done for the Peter's Farm rnvesiment corpóration during the
relevant tÍme period.

RESPONSE:
Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or irrelevant request, pla¡ntiff requested án order aþpointing areceiver for Peter's Farm to sell the real estate holdings of both corporations.
Defendant is entitled to understand whether the Plaintiff has entered into any
negotiations to sell Peter's Farm property without the Defendants knowledge.
The documents requested would further t-hat understanding. Further, the bank
account for Peter's Farm has been controlled for a period of time outside of the
Defendant's oversight. Defendant has a right to undärstand any funds expended
by Plaintiff in relation to peter's Farm.

RFPDs 16:
Please provide documents generated all attorneys, financial
consultants, investment advisors, accountants, bookkeepers or
realtors paid more than $100 by you, any member of youi family,
any corporation or entíty in which you have any interest for work
done for Síxteen prus during the relévant time period.

RESPONSE:
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Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or jrrelevant request. plaiñt¡ff requested án order aþpointing á
receiver for Sixteen Plus to sell the real estate holdings of both corporations,
Defendant is entitled to understand whether the Plaintiff has entered into any
negotiations to sell Sixteen Plus property without the Defendants knowledge.
The documents requested would furlher that understanding. Further, the bank
account for Sixteen Plus has been controlled for a perio¿ õf t¡me outside of the
Defendant's oversight. Defendant has a right to understand any funds expended
by Pfaintiff in relation to Sixteen plus.

RFPDs 17:
Please provide for the relevant tÍme period all bank statements,
canceled checks, deposÍts and transfer slips for all peter's Farm
lnvestment Corporation bank accounts.

RESPONSE:
Plaintitf objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or irrelevant request. Defêndant is entiiled to understand the
banking transactíons for Peter's Farm lnvestment Corporation. Further, the bank
account for Peter's Farm has been controlled for a period of time outside of the
Defendant's oversight. Defendant has a right to examine any banking
transactions related to peter's Farm.

RFPDs 1B:
Please provide for the relevant time period all investment
statements, canceled checks, deposits and transfer slips for all
Peter's Farm lnvestment corporation investment accounts.

RESPONSE:
Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this Ís an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or irrelevant request. Defendant ís entitled review investment
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statements, canceled checks, deposits and transfer slips for all peter's Farm
lnvestment Corporation investment accounts.

RFP 9:
Please provide for the relevant time period all bank statements,
canceled cl¡ecks, deposits and transfer slips for all Sixteen plus
bank accounts.

RESPONSE:
Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or irrelevant request. Defendant is entifled to understand the
banking transactions for Sixteen Plus. FuÉher, the bank account for Sixteen plus
has been controlled for a period of time outside of the Defendant's oversíght.
Defendant has a right to examine any banking transactions related to Sixteen
Plus.

RFPDs 20:
Please provide for the relevant time period all investment
statements, canceled checks, deposits and transfer slips for all
Sixteen Plus investment accounts.

RESPONSE:
Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or irrelevant request. Deiendant ís entifled review investment
statements, canceled checks, deposits and transfer slips for all Sixteen plus
investment accounts

RFPDs 22:
Please provide all tetters, memos, notes, meeting minutes or emails
concerning the Peter's Farm lnvestment corporation.

RESPONSE:
Plaintifl' objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.



Deficíencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly
burdensome or irrelevant request. pla¡ñtfr has alleged in his'Corìrplaint thai
there have been no meetings of the shareholders after March 4, 1gg5 to elect
directors of Peter's Farm. The documents identifíed in request no.22 may shed
light on the veracity of that statement,

RFPDs 24:
Please provide alf letters, memos, meeting minutes, notes or emails
concerning the Sixteen plus Corporation,

RESPONSE:
Plaintiff objects to this request on the grounds of overbreadth,
vagueness, relevance and on the grounds that the request is
unduly burdensome.

Deficiencv:
Plaintiff has given no explanation as to why this is an overly broad, vague, unduly

'laintiff has alleged in his Complaint that
areholders to elect directors of Sixteen
st no. 24 may shed light on the veracity

As noted, please either supplement these responses or let me know as soon aspossible when you are able to meet and confer on any unresolved issues on any
date during the week of June 20,2016.
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cc: Carl Hartmann

J
J

HoltH
Hllf


