
YUSUF YUSUF, FATFII YUSUF, FAWZIA YUSUF,
NEJEH YUSUF, and ZAYF-D YUSUF, in their
individual capacities and derivatively on behalf of
PLESSEN ENTERPRISES, INC.,

Plaintiffs,

VS.

MOHAMMAD HAMED, \ryALEED HAMED,
\ryAHEED HAMED, MUFEED HAMED,
HISHAM HAMED, FIVE-H HOLDINGS,INC., ANd

KAC357,INC.,

Defendants,

-and-

PLESSEN ENTERPRISES, INC.,

Nominal Defendant.
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DUDLEI TOPPER

AND FEUERZEIG, LLP

1000 Frederiksberg Gade

PO Box 756

St. Thomas, U S Vl. 00804-0756

(940ì. 774-4422

Plaintiffs Yusuf Yusuf ("Yusufl'), Fathi Yusuf ("Fathi"), Fawzia Yusuf ("Fawzia"),

Maher Yusuf ("Maher"), Nejeh Yusuf ("Nejeh"), and Zayed Yusuf ("Zayad")(collectively,

the "Yusufs" or "Plaintiffs"), through their attorneys, Dudley, Topper and Feuerzeig, LLP,

hereby provide their Opposition to Waleed Hamed, Waheed Hamed, Mufeed Hamed, Hisham

Hamed and Five-H Holdings, Inc.'s (collectively the "Hamed Defendants") Second Motion

for Partial Summary Judgment as to Counts IV, VI and VII of Plaintiffs' First Amended

Complaint as follows:

CASE NO. SX-13.CV.120

ACTION FOR DAMAGES,
DECLARATORY AND
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO
SECOND MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
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I. SUMMARY

In 2013, the Hamed Defendants took $460,000.00 from Plessen without permission,

depositing the funds into a personal account. After being caught and sued, they then placed

half of the fur-rds with the registry of the Court. However, the funds were still beyond

Plessen's reach. They then used the remaining $230,000.00 to fund their own business

venture, fought the lawsuit, and continued to deprive Plessen from use of its own funds, Over

two years later, after having benefitted frorn the use of these funds, they then placed the

remaining funds with the Court - still beyond Plessen's control. The Hamed Defèndants then

continued to fight the lawsuit defending the propriety of their actions. Within the last month,

nearly four years after the funds had been improperly taken, they were returned to Plessen by

agreement of, the parties. The Hamed Defendants attempt to use this fact to argue that the

Plaintiff-s are no longer entitled to any equitable damages and thus, summary judgment is

proper as to three claims that sound in equity. 'fhe Hamed Def,endants are incorrect. The

belated disgorgernent of funds irnproperly taken, after having been caught and after depriving

Plessen of the funds lor four years causirrg Plaintilfs to incur expenses to recover the funds,

neithel excuses their actions, eliminates Plaintiffs' claims fbr unjust enrichment nor provides a

full lecovery to Plaintifli. If it did, such an outcome would reward the improper taking. To

the contrary, the return of the funds is simply a partial recovery and constitutes undisputed

evidence that the funds were improperly removed in the frrst instance and should have been

returned. The Plaintiffs are still entitled to the equitable relief they have sought and there is

no legal or factual basis upon whicl-r to grant summary judgment against Plaintiffs as to their

equitable claims,
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il. Additional Material Facts Which Preclude Summary Judgment

The Hamed Delendants fail to set forth a separate statement of undisputed niaterial

facts. instead contending that only three fàcts are relevant; i.e., 1) that the f-Iamed Defendants

ultirnately placed the $460,000.00, which they improperly removed fiom Plessen, into the

registry of the Court, 2) that the parties agreed for those lunds to be returned to Plessen, and,

3) that an Ordel has been entered based upon the parties' stipulation to return the funds,

These facts are incomplete and do not provide a basis upon which to grant partial

summary judgment. Additional, undisputed rnaterial facts give rise to and further support

Plaintiff-s' continued claims against the Hamed Defendants lor unjust enrichment (Count IV)

and for an accounting (Count VI), thus, precluding summary iudgment as to these Counts.

Furthermore, Plaintiff-s claims fbr injunctive relief in Count VII are not impacted by the

eventual recovery of the impropelly taken lunds and, therefore, summary judgnient as to

Count VII is not warrarrted.

It is urrdisputed tl-rat Waleed Hamed removed $460,000.00 from the Plessen account by

check signed by liimself and Mufeed Hamed on March 27,2013. (First Amended Cornplaint

("FAC")T28; Hamed Defendants' Answer to FAC ("Ans.") fl15). Likewise, there is no

dispute that all of these funds were deposited into Waleed Hamed's personal account. Id. The

Plaintiffs were unaware that the funds were removed, had not provided permission for the

removal and upon learning the funds had been taken, undertook to investigate the removal of

the $460,000.00 directly with Scotia Bank. (Yusuf Responses to Interrogatory No, 7, daled

Dec. 19, 2076, attached as Exhibit A hereto). The Plessen Bylaws provide at Arlicle V,

Section 5.1(C) that "If the Board of Directors fails to designate the persons by whom

checks...may be signed...all checks...for the payment of money shall be signed by the
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President or a Vice President and countersigned by the Secretary or Treasurer..." (FAC fl12;

Ans. fl7, and Exhibit B to the FAC, attached hereto as Exhibit B). The check removing the

$460,000.00 was signeC by Waleed Hamed and Mufeed Hamed and was endorsed by Waleed

Hamed and deposited into his personal account. (FAC fl28; Ans. fll5). At all relevant times,

Fathi Yusuf was the Secretary and Treasurer of Plessen. (FAC fl13;Ans. T7). It is undisputed

that Fathi Yusuf did not sign or endorse check no. 0376, Exhibit E to the FAC. t

The Hamed Defendants did not immediately replace the funds that were improperly

taken, nor did they do so of their own volition. It was not until after the Hamed Defendants

had been caught, were using the money as seed money for one of their own business ventures

and then were sued,

On April 16,2013,

the registry of the Court, (FAC fl29; Ans. fll6). Specifically, the Hamed Defendants admitted

that on April 16,2013 that they "did deposit the Yusuf % Share into the Court registry." (Ans.

Tl6).

that they sought to place half of the finds with the registry of the Court.

the I{amed Defbndants placed only $230,000.00 of the $460,000.00 into

or lessen the damages that resulted from the taking, Rather, Plessen as well as the Plaintiffs

DUDLEY, TOPPER

AND FEUEFZEIG, LLP

1000 Frederiksbârg Gade

PO. Box 756

St. Thomas, U.S V I 00804-0756

(3401 774-4422

Placing half of the improperly taken funds in the registry of the Court did not eliminate

were still deprived of the use of the funds. Whether half or all of the funds were in the

registry of the Couft, they were not available to Plessen (or the Plaintiffs) and, therefore,

1 Plaintiffs contend that there was a requirement for the checks to have two signatures, one Hamed and
one Yusuf. While Plaintiffs maintain that the Scotia Bank records reflect this requirement, the Harned
Defendants now appear to be disputing this fact. Regardless, the Bylaws require that checks are to be
signed by the President or Vice President, who, since the inception of the company, have always been a

member of the Hamed family and countersigned by the Secretary or Treasurer. From the inception of the
company, Fathi Yusuf has always been the Secretary and Treasurer. Hence, the Bylaws created the
requirement of two signatures, with one Hamed and one Yusuf. The $460,000.00 that was removed had
two signatures of two Hameds, Waleed Harned and Mufeed Hamed, in violation of the requirements of
the Bylaws.
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Plessen (and the Plarntifl's) continued to incur damages as a result of the improper taking. At

best, it only provided some security that possibly half of the improperly taken funds may

eventually be recovered, it did not lessen or eliminate the damages which continued to accrue.

If anything, placing half of the finds into the registry of the Court constitutes an admission by

the Hamed Defendants that the funds were improperly removed and that the Hamed

Defendants were not entitled to the funds.

It is undisputed that the Hamed Defendants continued to use the remaining

$230,000.00 for an additional two years. Again, Plessen (and the Plaintiffs) continued to be

deprived of the use of all of the funds that were improperly taken and continued to incur

expenses and fèes in recovering the funds. It was not until April l, 2015, that the Hamed

Defèndants paid the remaining $230,000.00 into the registry of the Court. (Notice of

Depositing Funds In Esorow with the Clerk of the Court, April 1,2075). Again, placing these

finds in the registry still deprived Plessen (and the Plaintifls) of the use ol the funds and

damages continued to accrue. The Hamed Defèndants continued to argue that the removal

was not improper and required Plaintiffs to continue their legal efTorls to have the funds

properly refuncled to Plessen. Furthermore, by using the finds for over two years, the Hamed

Defendants were unjustly enriched, receiving, in essence, an interest free loan on monies they

had impropelly taken. During this time, the Hamed Defendants deprived the rightful owner of

the funds and forced costs and expenses to be incurred to recover the funds. Lastly, the funds

were not returned to Plessen until January 3,2017, almost four years after they were first

taken. (Stipulation and Order fbr Release of Funds Held in Court's Registry, Jan. 3, 2017).
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being investigated, "does not alter the amount of the theft," and that "restitution is not a defense

to a theft"). This rule has special application where, as here, the perpetrator has a fiduciary

relationship with the victim of his or her misappropriation. A hduciary who steals from the

person to whom he owed his duty is not excused from the breach and its legal consequences by

making restitution to the victim, even in situations involving the theft of far less money than

$460,000. In KentuclE Bar Association v. Tucker,535 S.W.2d 97 (Ky. App. 1975), a lawyer

settled a personal injury claim for a client, paid the client $42,000 rather than the $42,550 owed,

and convefted the $550 difference. The Supreme Court of Kentucky rejected the lawyer's

argument that the fact that he made restitution of the $550, after an ethics complaint was filed,

changed the character of the misappropriation and warranted a penalty less than disbarment:

The fact that restitution was made does not alter the initial dishonesty in
misappropriating his client's funds. With respect to a client's funds in
the hands of an attorney, he is the trustee of an express trust, and

converling these funds to his own use is such reprehensible conduct as to

make him unworthy of public confidence and unfit to discharge in a

proper manner his obligations as an officer of a court.

Id. at 98.

As a director of Plessen, it is axiomatic that Waleed Hamed owes a fiduciary duty to the

corporation and to the Yusuf family shareholders. See, e.g., In the Mutter of Reading Company,

7ll F.2d 509,517 (3d Cir. 1983) ("corporate directors stand in a fiduciary relationship to their

corporation and its stockholders"). Waleed's attempt to make partial restitution, after discovery

of his theft, does not alter the reprehensible nature of his acts and the egregious breach of trust

they represent. Rather, the return of the funds is merely a partial recovery and constitutes
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Virgin Islands, 2011). Damages for an unjust enrichment claim can come in various forms; i.e.

compensatory damages, restitution damages and punitive damages. Measurement of Restitution:

Coordinating Restitution with Compensatory Damages and Punilive Damages, Doug

Rendleman, 68 WASH. & LEE L. REV. 973 (2011).

The prirrcipal distinction between compensatory damages and
restitution is that compensatory damages respond to the plaintifls
loss, restitution to the defendant's gain. Although both deter, if
restitution exceeds compensatory damages, restitution will deter
more...The Court awards a plaintiff restitution to deter and to
prevent or reverse the defendant's unjust enrichments.

Id. at980.

It should of course go without saying that a plaintiffls restitution,
which the court will base on the defendant's unjust enrichment,
does not stem from plaintiff s loss, but from the defendant's gains,
an amount that will often exceed the plaintiffs loss. The court
awards a plaintiff restitution to deter and to prevent or reverse the
defendant's unjust enrichment.

Id. at 977 . Therefore, restitution looks to the gain enjoyed by the defendant, rather than the loss

suffered by the plaintiff, even if the gain is greater than the taking. Hence, a return of the funds

taken is a start, but it is, by no means, the full measure of the damages to which Plaintiffs are

entitled in an unjust enrichment claim.

i. All Elements of the Claim of Unjust Enrichment are Present

Here, it is Plaintiff, rather than the Hamed Defendants, who may be entitled to summary

judgment based upon the undisputed facts. As to the first element, it is undisputed that the

Hamed Defendants were enriched by the improper taking of the $460,000,00 from Plessen and

used the funds for their personal benefit and had access to, at least, half of the funds for over two

years. The second element is present because the enrichment of the Hamed Defendants came at

the expense of Plessen. The Hamed Defendants continued to use $230,000.00 for over two
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years, enriching themselves with these funds and depriving Plessen of them. Likewise, the third

element is present because the Hamed Defendants knew or had an appreciation for the fact that

they were benefiting from the use of these funds by depositing the funds into Waleed Hamed's

personal checking account and then using the monies for their own personal business interests

for a period of two years. Therefore, the Hamed Defendants had an appreciation and knowledge

of the benefit that the funds provided to them. Furthermore, the payment of "Yusufls % Share

into the Court registry" as admitted by the Hamed Defendants, demonstrates that when the funds

were taken by Waleed Hamed, that he was not entitled fo all of the funds, as he readily

a.cknowledged that at least half should have been returned to the Plaintiffs. The admission is

significant as it demonstrates that when the funds were taken from Plessen, Vy'aleed Hamed did

not have an entitlement to them. As to the hnal element, that circumstances and good conscious

dictate that the funds should be returned is also present. The Hamed Defendants, in essence,

admitted that the funds were improperly removed and should be returned by placing the funds in

the registry of the Court. The fact that the funds have actually been returned, satisfies this fourth

element of the claim. However, it does not exonerate the actions of the Hamed Defendants, nor

does it limit the recovery of the damages to which Plessen and the Plaintiffs are entitled to claim,

nor does it mean that the full measure of the damages have been recovered.

Under any of the available measure of damages, Plaintiffs have not fully recovered

simply because the original amount taken was returned almost four years later. From a

compensatory damages standpoint, additional losses include the fees and costs incurred in

recovering the funds taken, the loss of the use of the funds for the period of time that Plaintiffs

were deprived of them, and the time value of money measured in pre-judgment interest.

Recovery of the funds taken is a partial recovery of the loss but, it is by no means, the full
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recovery of the compensatory damages incurred. Hence, recovery of the initial funds does not

merit summary judgment in this case as damages for the unjust enrichment claim remain to be

recovered.

From the standpoint of restitution, the gains enjoyed by the Hamed Defendants from their

use of the $460,000.00 and, in particular, their extended use of the $230,000.00 are damages to

which Plaintiffs are entitled. These damages would include profits the Hamed Defendants

realized from any business ventures, real estate holdings or any other gains derived from their

use of and access to the improperly taken funds. Likewise, a full accounting as to the use of the

funds and what gains have been incurred as a result is required. Hence, these damages have not

been recovered and thus, the claim for unjust enrichment has not been fully adjudicated.

Lastly, Plaintiffs also claimed punitive damages as result of the wrongdoing of the

Hamed Defendants as to their irnproper taking. (FAC, p. 19, flD). The Hamed Defendants'

return of the funds does not excuse their actions or alter the amount of the funds taken. If

anything, it constitutes an admission by the Hamed Defendants that the funds were improperly

taken. Hence, Plaintiffs are entitled to punitive damages under this cause of action, An award

of punitive damages and recovery of same remain outstanding. Therefore, while certain

damages have been recovered, not all of the damages have been received and the claim for

unjust enrichment has not been filly adjudicated. Thus, the Hamed Defendants' summary

judgment motion must be denied.

B. Accounting

Regarding the claims for an accounting, because the Hamed Defendants used funds

taken from Plessen for their own benefit, Plaintiffs are entitled to a full accounting as to all

funds taken as well as all gains enjoyed by the Hamed Defendants from their use of the funds.
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An accounting is required to ascertain the Hamed Defendants' gains and benefits derived frorn

these finds from the time the linds were taken to the time they were returned to Plessen. The

claims lor an accounting are still proper and have not been fully adjudicated simply because

the initial funds improperly taken have now been returned. Hence, thete is no basis for

summary judgment as to this claim.

C. Injunctive Relief

Plaintiffs' claims for injunctive relief relate to a request for a removal of Waleed

Hamed pursuant to V.l. Ann. Tit 13, $ 341(4) from any offlice effective as to the date of the

taking of the funds on March 27, 2013, nullifying any subsequent actions taken on his part,

Furthermore, the claim seeks to restrain the Hameds from alienating any of Plessen's property

under V.L Ann. Tit 13, $ 341(6). The claim also seeks to enjoin V/aleed I{amed from

exercising his official duties at Plessen pursuant to V,I. Code Ann. tit. 13, 5341 (3). Hence,

the fact that the imploperly removed funds were ultimately returned to Plessen does not

impact the claims for injunctive relief and summary judgment as to this claim is not

warrented,

DUDLEY, TOPPER

AND FEUERZEIG, LLP

1000 Frederiksberg Gade

PO. Box 756

St Thomas, U.S. Vl,00804-0756

(3401 774-4422

IV. CONCLUSION

While the Hamed Defendants fail to clearly articulate the basis for their motion, they

appear to argue that since the improperly taken finds were returned, no additional damages

are available, This is incorrect for the reasons set forth above. Returning funds that should

not have been taken, after being caught, does not alter the wrong doing or exonerate the

behavior. Furthermore, various damages remain and are readily quantifiable despite the

belated return of the funds. An accounting still is required to ascertain the benefits that the
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Hamed Defendants received. Fufiher, the recent return of the funds has no impact upon the

claims for injunctive relief. Consequently, the Hamed Defendant's motion must be summarily

denied.

DuolnY, Toppnn AND FEUERZEIG, LLp

DATED: February 017

(V.I. Bar #1281)
Law House
1000 Frederiksberg Gade - P.O. Box 756
St. Thomas, VI 00804-0756
Telephone: (340)715-4422
Facsimile: (340) 715-4400
E-Mail: cperrell@dtflaw.com
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copy of the foregoing PLAINTIFFS' OPPOSITION TO SECOND MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT (AS TO COUNTS TV, VI AND VII OF PLAINTIFF'S FIRST
AMENDED COMPLAINT) to be served upon the following via e-mail:

lt is hereby certified that on this

Mark V/. Eckard, Esq.
Hnvrvr & Ecxnnr,lln
5030 Anchor Way - Suite 13

Christiansted, St. Croix
U.S. Virgin Islands 00820-4692
E-Mail: meckard@hammneckard.com

day of February, 2077, I caused a true and exact

R:\DOCS\6254\4\PLDC\ I 722905. DOCX

Jeffrey B.C. Moorhead, Esq.
C.R.T. Building
1132 King Street
Christiansted, St. Croix
U.S. Virgin Islands 00820
E-Mail: jeffre),mlaw@yahoo.com
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Case No. SX-13-CV-120
Plaintiff Yusuf Yusufls Responses to Defendant
Mufeed Hamed's First Interrogatories
Page 4 of 12

INTERROGATORJES AND RESPONSES

INTERROGATORY NO. I

Please Identify all Scotiabank personnel that any Yusuf Family Member or any Yusuf
attorney from 2013 to the present had contact with in connection with People v Mufeed Hamed,
SX-15-CR-352 andlor People v Waleed Hamed, SX-15-CR-353.

RESPONSE:

Subject to the above stated objections, Plaintiff shows that there were no particular
employees from Scotiabank that any Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf Attorney had contact with
relating to the two cases referenced. Rather, Yusuf Yusuf requested information from whomever
happened to be present at the bank when he inquired.

OUOLEY, TOPPEH

ANO FEUERZEIO, LLP

100o Fr€dsrlksb€rg Gade

PO. Box 750

St. Thma6, U.S Vl,0080+0750

ls401774-4422



Yusuf Yusuf, et al. (v. Mohammad Hamed, et al.)
Case No, SX- ¡ 3-CV- 120

Plaintiff Yusuf Yusuf s Responses to Defendant
Mufeed Hamed's First Interrogatories
Page 5 of 12

INTERROGATORY NO.2

Please Identify any and all Scotiabank personnel that any Yusuf Family Member or
Yusuf attorney from 2013 to the present had contact with regarding the March 27,2013
withdrawal of $460,000, check number 0376, frorn Plessen's Account,

RESPONSE:

Subject to the above stated objections, Plaintiff shows that there were no particular
employees from Scotiabank that any Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf Attorney had contact with
relating to the two cases referenced. Rather, Yusuf Yusuf requested information frorn whomever
happened to be present at the bank when he inquired.

OUDLEf TOPPER

AND FEUERZEIG, LLP

1000 Frsdorlksberg Gads

P.O, Box 750

St. Thomas, U.S. V.l,00804-0750

tuol774-4422



Yusuf Yusuf, et al, (v. Mohammad Harned, et al,)
Case No. SX- l3-CV- 120
Plaintiff Yusuf Yusuf s Responses to Defendant
Mufeed Halncd's First Interrogatories
Page 6 of 12

INTERROGATORY NO. 3

Please Identify the source of the document marked Exhibit 1, how it came into the
possession of any Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf attorney, when it came into possession of any
Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf attorney and the identity of who provided it to the Government
of the Virgin Islands.

RESPONSE:

It is Yusuf Yusuf s recollection that he obtained a physical copy directly frorn Scotiabank
after the disoovery of the check for $460,000,00 in an effort to investigate the matter. It is also
possible that Sergeant Mark A. Corneiro received a copy of it directly from Scotiabank during
his investigation as well. It is Mike Yusufls recollection that Attorney DeWood was present
when the information was provided to Sergeant Mark A. Corneiro.

Upon further inquiry, it is believed that the document was also later secured from
Scotiabank pursuant to a subpoena issued in the HamerJ v Yusul, SX-12-CV-370 (the "370
Case").

DUDLEY, TOPPEB

AND FEUERZEIG, LLP

1000 Frodor¡ksb€rg Gâde

P.O. Box 756

Sl. Thomæ, U.S. V|.00804-0758

(3401 774-4422



Yusuf Yusuf, et al. (v. Mohammad Hamed, et al.)
Case No. SX-13-CV-120
Plaintiff Yusuf Yusuls Responses to Defendant
Mufeed Hamed's First Interrogatories
PageT ofD

INTERROGATORY NO. 4

Please Identify the source of the document marked Exhibit 2, how it came into the
possession of any Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf attorney and when it came into possession of
any Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf attorney.

RESPONSE:

It is Yusuf Yusuf s recollection that he obtained a physical copy directly frorn Scotiabank
after the discovery of the check for $460,000.00 in an effort to investigate the matter. It is also
possible that Sergeant Mark A. Corneiro received a copy of it directly from Scotiabank during
his investigation as well, It is Mike Yusufs recollection that Attorney DeWood was present
when the information was provided to Sergeant Mark A, Corneiro,

Upon further inquiry, it is believed that the document was also later secured from
Scotiabank pursuant to a subpoena issued in the Hamed v Yusuf, SX-12-CV-370 (the "370
Case"),

DUDLEY, TOPPER

AND FEUERZEIG, LLP

1o0o Frsderiksb€ro G¡do

PO, Box 756

Sl. Thomas, U.S. V.l.0080¿'0761ì

(340',t 714-4422



Yusuf Yusuf, et al. (v. M<¡ham¡nad Harned, et al,)
Case No. SX-13-CV-120
Plaintiff Yusuf Yusuf s Responscs to Defendant
Mufeed Harned's First I nterrogatories
Page 8 of l2

INTERROGATORY NO. 5

Please Identify the source of the document marked Exhibit 3, how it came into the
possession of any Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf attorney and when it came into possession of
any Yusuf Family Member or Yusuf attorney

RESPONSE:

It is Yusuf Yusuf s recollection that he obtained a physical copy directly frorn Scotiabank
after the discovery of the check for $460,000.00 in an effort to investigate the matter. It is also
possible that Sergeant Mark A. Corneiro received a copy of it directly from Scotiabank during
his investigation as well. It is Mike Yusufls recollection that Attorney DeWood was present
when the information was provided to Sergeant Mark A. Corneiro.

Upon further inquiry, it is believed that the document was also later secured from
Scotiabank pursuant to a subpoena issued in the Hamed v Yusuf, SX-12-CV-370 (the "370
Case").

DUOLEY, TOPPER

ANO FEUERZEIG, LLP

l00o Froderiksb8rg Gade

P.O, Box 756

St Thomas, U.S. Vl.00804.0756

1340\ 774-4422



Yusuf Yusuf, et al. (v. Moharnnrad Hamed, et al,)
Case No, SX-13-CV-120
Plaintiff Yusuf Yusufls Responses to Defendant
Mufeed Hamed's F¡rst lnterrogatories
Page 9 of l2

INTERROGATORY NO.6

With regard to the Request To Admit that asks the following'. "ADMIT or DENY that a
Yusuf Family Member or members has knou,ledge of when, by whom or under what
circumstances the phrase "One Hamed and One Yusuf' to this card'Describe with particularity
and with reference to any related documents when, by whom and under what circurnstances the
phrase "One Hamed and One Yusuf'was typed on the Signature Card that is Exhibit 2 thereto,

RESPONSE:

It was requested that this restriction be added to the account in early 2012, Both Mike
Yusuf and Waleed Hamed signed the Information Gathering Form which showed this restriction
in the instructions at page 4 of 7,116(8). Mike Yusuf has no specific recollection as to this
particular card but simply knows that the request was made and the bank prepared the
d.ocuments.

DUDLEY, TOPPER

AND FEUERZEIG, LLP

f 000 Fr€der¡ksberg Gads

P.O. Box 756

Sl. Thomas, U.S. V.l. 00804{75ô

(s4ol 774-4422



Yusuf Yusul", et al, (v. Mohammad Harned, et al,)
Case No. SX-13-CV-120
Plaintiff Yusuf YusuPs lìesponses to Defendant
Mufeed Ha¡ned's First lnterrogatories
Page l0of12

INTERROGATORY NO.7

Describe, with particularity as to dates and persons or documents present, all meetings,
conferences or conìrnunications between any member of the Yusuf Family and Scotiabank, the
VI Daily News, the VIPD, any other VI Government official, regarding the alleged
embezzlement from the Plessen Account.

RESPONSE:

As to any meetings with Scotiabank, there were no meetings per se, rather, it is Yusuf
Yusufs recollection that he obtained a physical copy clirectly fi'om Scotiabank after the
discovery of the check for $460,000.00 in an effort to investigate the matter. Mike Yusuf had no
particular contact with any specific individual but simply made the request to whomever was
present at the bank at the time.

There was no meeting with the VI Daily News. Mike Yusuf received a call from them,
answered no questions and referred them to the V.I.P.D,

Mike Yusuf did file a report and met with Sergeant Mark A. Corneiro. It is Mike Yusuls
recollection that Attorney DeWood was present when the information was provided to Sergeant
Mark A. Corneiro. Mike Yusuf recalls that there were a few calls between himself and Sergeant
Corneiro, Sergeant Corneiro undertook his own investigation as well.

The documents received were those set forth in Exhibits 1,2 and 3. Mike Yusuf also
obtained a copy of the Department of Consumer Affairs Print-Out dated February 74,2013 from
that office directly.

OU

AND

't000

Si Thom 56



YusulYusuf, st sl. (v. Mohrmmod Homcd, et ol.)
Cas{: No. SX-13-CV-120
Plointifl Yusuf Yusul's Rcsponscs lo Dcfcndont
Mufecd H¡mcd's First lntcnogatorics
Pagcllof12

VERIFICATION

I hereby cert¡fy under p€nalty of perjury that the facts contained ¡n each of the foregoing
responses to intenogatories are tn¡e and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and
belief.

^^--- t*/tø AorøDATED: ' / /-

TERRTTORY OF THE U.S. VIRCIN ISLANDS

DISTRICT OF
Jrl

onthis,the|}'jdoyoM,beforeme,theundersignedofltcer,
personally appeiued Yusuf Yusuf, known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be the person whose
name is subscribed to the within document and acknowledged that he/she executed the same for
the purpose therein contained.

IN Wf|NESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand

n9¡



Yusuf Yusul, et al. (v. Moharnmad Hanred, et al,)
Caso No. SX- l3-CV- 120
Plaintiff Yusuf Yusuf s Responses to Defendant
Mufeed Hamed's Filst lnterrogatories
Page 12 of 12

, ^'.1 'L-/DATED: December 'i l)zorc Iì1,:

copy of the foregoing PLAINTIFF YUSUF YUSUF'S RESPONSES TO DEFENDANT
MUFEED HAMED'S FIRST INTERROGATORIES to be served upon the following via e-

mail:

Mark W. Eckard, Esq. Jeffrey B.C. Moorhead, Esq.
Hnn¿nr & EcrnRn,ll,n C,R.T. Building
5030 Anchor Way - Suite 13 1132 King Street
Christiansted, St, Croix Christiansted, St. Croix
U.S, Virgin Islands 00820-4692 U,S. Virgin Islands 00820
E-Mail: meckard@hammneckard.com E-Mail: jeffreymlaw@yahoo.com

puulnv, Toppnn AND FEUERZEIG, LLp

It is lrereby certifîed that on thisfrl luy of December, 2016,1 oaused a true and exact

<-

C
(V,I. Bar #1281)
Law House
1000 Frederiksberg Gade - P,O. Box 756
St. Thomas, VI 00804-0756
Telephone: (340) 7l 5-4422
Facsirnile: (340) 71 5-4400
E-Mail: cperrell@dtflaw.com

Attorneys for Plaintiffs

R :\DOCS\62s4\4\PLDG\ I 626297. DOCX
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EXHIBIT
B

Bylaws Plessen Corporation



BY.LAWS
OF

PTESSEN DNTDRPRTSES, INC.
Àtloptctt on Aprll 30r 1997

"ffi'Jßf*'
Section 1,1 Annuat Meellns, Tl¡e aunual rneeting of the StoclC¡olders of the

Cor¡roration shall be t¡rtd each ycar durÍrtg the thlrd utoutlt after the close of tùe

Cor.þoratlou's Êscal year, on a day io be duly deslguated by ttre Board of Directors, for the

purpose of electing birectors and for the transactíou of atry otlter corporate business tltat
may come before the nreetirrg.

Section 1,2 Speclnl Meetlngs. A

e of the uleetíng.

Scctiou 1.3. AII ureetiugs of Stockholdersshall be l¡eld

at t¡e priucipal o or elsewherõ in t¡e U¡rited States or its

Teuitories as nay d of Directors'

sectiou 1.4. N otr ce of Mectr n ss. writtcn notlffå:l'å1ffi iåïtJi*:Ï;-li[::ì
before the rnesting. The notlce shall state

o be helcl¡ iu tbe cãse of a special meetittg,

pl¡rposes of that special meeting'

Sectlou 1.5, gporum. ExcePt ns otl

ar¡nouucerne¡tt at the ureetiug, utrtil a quonl
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at whlch Ê qr¡oruûr is in attetrda¡rce, any business may be trausaotcd that rnight ltave bceu

transactecl lf the mectitrg had beeu held ns origiually called.

Sectiou Each ureetiug of the Stooklolders sl¡all be

presidecl over b shall bc tl¡e Presidelrt of tl¡e Corporation or,

if the Presídent eut, c

person to be electecl a the meoting. The Sec

is rtot present, auy Assistaut Secretary strall
of the Secretary and any Assistaut Secretary,
persou to act as seoretary of tho moetlng.

Section 1.7, Votl¡tgt

every Stockholder e¡ltitled to votc at the

aucliug in his or her nnme on tl¡e books

detenniuation of Stookholde¡s entitlecl

written proxy signed by the Stockltolder
fact. Uriless the writter proxy expressþ

more than eleven (11) rnonths prior to tlte me

need nót be sealed', wituessecl, or ack¡rowledged.

ast on the eleotlor ol'matter. TIte cht¡itrnau

rs of electiou. I¡r that event, the proxies and

the quatification of votets, tlte

shafbe decidecl bY the telle¡s.

y the chairman of the rneeting.

Section Aly aotion requirecl or pennitted to

be taken at an taken rvitbout a meeting pttrsuant to

ifr. fÑriour time to time ame¡ded'

AR'TICLE II
BOôRD OEDIRECTORS

section 2.1. General Potvers. ilre property antl busilless of the corporatiou shall be

mauaged r¡uder t¡"ffi,*t ttt. Board p¡ Diiectors of the Corporatiou'

sectiou 2.2. Nr¡rnber alrd Term of ofllce, Tbe numl¡or of l)irectors shall bo st¡clt
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trumber as may be designated ftom tirno to tlme by resolutiotl of a majority of the eutire
Board of Diróctors. However, the numbor of Directors may not be less thau three.

Directors need ûot t¡o Stockfioklcrs, Except as othenvise Provided in these By-Laws, the

Directors sfinll be clectecl each year at the annrral meeting of the Stockholders''and each

Dlrcctor shall se¡ve untit his or irer succcssor is duly elected and qualifies.

Section 2.3. Rc¡novnl of Dtrcctors. Except as othenvise provided in tbís Section aud

uulcss the Charter of ttre C@oration provicles õthen¡,ise, the Stockholders may remove atry

Director from office, wit¡ oiwithor¡t ðu.,æ, by the aÊfinnatlve vote of a rnajority of all the

votes eutitled to be cast for the election of Direotors.

Section 2,4, Fllllng oÍVncnncles.

A. If a vacancy iu the Boarcl of Directors resrtlts

ths Stockltolders may elect a successor to fill that vaca¡¡cy.

sny class or serjes are e¡rtitled soparately to el-ect one or rn
ofibat olass or series may elect ultu.ærrot to ffll auy vacangy that results Ê'our the removal

of a Director elected by tlre clnss or series.

B, Except as othcnvisc Provi<{ed i
Directors ¡'esulls from an increase in accoi

to ñll that vacancY.

C. A Director elected to fllt a vâca¡rsy sball serve until the next anrtuat meeting

of the Stockholdefs and, tlrereafter, uutil bis ot itur succcssor is tluly elected and qualifies.

Section 2.5.
Directors shall be held imnrediately follorvin
Board of Dlrectors is elected. Regrrlar nee
rvithout notice, at suoh tirne and place as tlete

Sectiou 2.6. Sncclnl Mcctlnqs., A spec
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urailing tbat notice, lu accordauce witlt Seotio
before the meetlug, or by telegraphÍng or'ha
before the meeting, Ary business may be tra

recouvetre at the same or some other place,

meetiug otl¡er than by announcement at the

adjourned tneeting.

'Sectio¡r 2,7,
meetiûgs¡ have one or rnore offices,
or places, eitber rvlthiu or witltout
deto¡:¡niued ftom tlme to tims by res

of all of the Directors. Menbórs of the Boarcl of Direotors or a courmittee of the Board

of Dilectols may p.iti.ipott lu a meeting by mcaus of. a confe¡ence telephotre or slmilar

.òrruui.otions equipnränt Íf atl persoos-pa?tittputtng i-n the meetlng'can lte.ar each otl¡er

at the sarne tine, aira'suctr-partlcipation inä meeling sirall be deemed to constitrrte preseuce

ln person at such rneetiug.

Section 2,g. Ouor.um. At cach meetíng of the Board of Directors, a utajority of.the

entire Boat'6 of Dlrectors bonstltutæ o quoroñ for tbe trausactlon of busiuess' If less thau

a quorlltn is prescnt at auy uteetiug, a

fror¡ tírne to tlute. Except as othen¡'is
Corporatiou, or by these By'Laws, the acü o

meetiug at rvbich there Ís a quorutn constÍtut

Section 2.9. Comnensatton of Dlrectots. Directo¡s shall uot receive any sta'ted salary

for their services as such. Ho*uu"rFõDirector is e¡titled to receive from tbc

be payable even if tho meetlngwæ adjott

contaiued iu this Section sball be cous

Corporatiou iu auy other capacity and recei

Section 2.10. Dxecutlvc Com¡ntttec'
of Directors, the Board rnay nppoint an ex

Directors. The cxectttive com¡nittee m
Board of Direotors l¡ehveen meetings of
dlvldentts or distr{butions ou stock, it issue-

u.tioo irquiring Stoontãìalr opptóual, to-álter or.amertd these By-L1Tl' to approve any

meÍget or sl¡are exchauge uot requirürg Sio*frofder approval, or to flll vacaucies in the
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Board of Directo¡s or iu the exeoutive comnittec's owtr metnbersltip. Vacancíes ln tl¡e
executive committee sl¡all be filled by the Board of Directors, The exeoutive courmittce
shall meet at stated times or otr uotics to all of its menbers by any oue of its Dembers. It
shall fix its own n¡les of procedure, Uuauiurous vote or couse¡¡t shall be uecessary in every

case, The executive cornmittee shall koep regular ¡ninutes of its proceediugs and repo¡t
those procoediugs to tho Board of Dlreìtori. IVithout lir:rftlng the geueraltty- of- tho

foregoiìg, the exécutive courmlttee is spcciflcally auttrorized to execute otrstomaty baukíug

resolutlons for corporate accounts attd for borrorviug,

Section 2,11, Adrlltlo¡ral Çornmltte€,!, By resolutiou of a mnjority of the eutire Board

ofDlt.ectors,tlreBo@rmoreaclditlonalcommittees,eaclrcommittec
to cotsist of two or r:noró Dlrõctors, To the exlent providecl ln the resolutlon, each

committee may excrcise all of tl¡e powcrs anrl autborÌty of the Boarcl of Directors, except

tfue power or âuflrority to cleclare díviclsnds or distribrrtions on stock, to issue stock, to

rccornmen{ to t[e Stôokfiolclel's any actlou requirlug Stockholcler approval, to alter or

amend these By-Laws, to approve any merger orihaÍe exchangc not requiriug Stockholder

approval, or ¡o fill vacancies iu ti¡e Boãrd of Directors ol' irr the comuittee's owt¡

nrdmbers¡ip. Vaca¡¡oies iu a committee shall l¡e fillecl by the Boarcl of Directors. Eacl¡

comnitted shall have t¡e name clcsignaied À'om tiure to time by resolution of the'Board of

Direotors,

Sectio Aly action required or pe_rrnitted to l¡e

taken at nuy of áuy courulittee of the Board may be

taket rvithoï of Title 13 V'LC' Sectiou ó7(b)' as from

time to tlme arneuded.

ARTTCLE III
OFFTCERS

S the CorPoration

shall be l¡avc such otlter

Officers t Secretaries or

Assistan from tirne to tirne considers necessary for the

lropu con<luot of tþe bt¡sincss of the €orporatlon, -Tle O-fficcrs shall be electecl by the

Boar¿ of Directors and shall serve at the pit' utu of tbe Boarcl, Tbe President shall bs a

Director; the other Officers may, but need

salnry Pnid al
rectors. Exce
oard of Direc

moval at any thne by the Boarcl of Di¡'ecto¡s

ard of Directors or of the Officers appointing
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tl¡em.

Section 3, President shall be the Cl¡ief

Executive Office charge aud coütrol of all íts
business affairs lde at all meetings of the

stockl¡olclers. rl¡s Preslde¡rt may bo s memborofj|;1ff1,'*:iflJi::"rt'åigi:i,Hffr;

ts a Chalrman otl¡er than the President to

s. The Presidcnt tnay sign and execute all

on s iu tho name of the CorpoÏation. TJre

presideut shalt have the geueral porvers aud duties of supervisiou and rnanagemeirt rrsu-ally

vested iu the offfce of piesírlent'and of corporation, fte Presldentshall be an ex'officio

";tù r"¡¡t rt.oe rli riau¿iug cornmittecs.ïhe Presldent shall perform such otler drrties

as frõm üme to tirne are assilne¿ to the President by t¡e Boatd of Direotors.

Sectiou 3.3
appoint otre or nore Vice P
by resolutiou of the Board
autl¡orized bo¡tds' cotttracts' 

other dr¡ties as fron to time
or by tl¡e Prcsídent, Iu case

offrce shall be Perforured bY

¡ auy Vice Presiclent iu place of the President

strall be couclusÍve evidence of tbe absence or rlisablltty of tl¡o President'

Section ry
meetiugs of St ncl

Stockholders a Pr
other dut¡es'as frotn time to time are assign

Sectiot 3.5. Treasurer. Tlte Treasu

seourities of tl¡e Corporation aud shall

disburse¡nelrts iu books belongìng to the c

whettever
er and oftl
drs Treasu
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for the faithful pelformnnce of ttle dutles of his ot bcr office arrd for the rernoval fuorn

office, of all books, papers, vouchers, rno
Corporatlon, of whatcver kin([, in l¡is or he
getreral, tho Treasurer shall perfonn all th
treasurer of a corporation, subject to the
President.

Sectiou 3,6, Àsststnnt SccrctnrÏ. The Board of Directors or the Presideut may

a e Assistant Secretaries'
p on of the Board of Dire
o tl¡e absence or disabil

or tl¡e President. Itt case of the absence or

office shall be perfonned by an Assistaut

tant Secretary iu place of the Seoretary shall

bility of tho SocretatY,

Sectiou 3.7. Assl.stnnt Treasr¡rcr' The
Assistant T¡easurers, Each Assistaut Tteasur
of the Bonrcl of Dlrectors) sltall have the

absence or disability of the Treasrtler at

sucl¡ other duties as ûom time are assí

Di sicleut. Iu onse of the n of tbe Treasurer' the duties

of e porfonnecl by an Assi taklug of a-uy. aotio¡r by any

As i.'pl;;;f thä Treasu evidence of the abseuce or

dlsability of the Treasurer.

sectiou 3,8. sr¡bordlnate-QlllgxÐ The corporation D¡a.y lrlvo st¡oh subordiuate

oÍ{icers as the Boar.d of Directors froñJiure to tiure deeuns advisable. Each subordluate

officer shall hol<t of1ice fo¡ such period and shall perfor¡n suclt duties as from tilne to ti¡ne

^t pr.røUeO Uy t¡e Board oi Dit.tiors, tbe Presideut, or tl¡e courr¡ittee or officer

designated pursuRnt to this Articlc.

ARTTCTE IV

ock, The certificntes fo¡'shares of tl¡e cnpital
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Colporation's l¡ooks.

Section 4.2, Transfer of Shnres, Sharcs of the cspital stook of the Cor¡:orntion nay
be t¡'ausferred on tl¡e books of the Corporation ouly by tbe holder of those shares, 

_in Persott
or by lris or her attourey iu fact, aud orily upo I surreude¡ ald cancellation of certificates for

a lflie number.of shardi. All certificatés surrendered to the Corporatlon for transfer shall

be cancclled, aid no ncw certifioates represeuting the sanre uunrber of sl¡ares may b9 issued

uutil the fonner certiflcate or cerilficãtes for the same üumber of shares have been so

surrendered and canceled.

Sectlon 4.3. ReqlstcredStockhoklers. The Corporatio¡r is eutitled to treat the holder

of record of any snarcs of stort ar thã llolcler in faòt of those shares. Accordiugly, tbe

Corporatiou is íot bor¡nct to recognÍze auy oquitable or other claim to, or interest lu, tltosc

sbníes iu t¡e ¡ame of any other p-.rrou, whetirer or not the-Corporatiolt has.bad exPress ol'

other uotice of thnt clalm or lnterest, exccpt as exprcssly provided by the larvs of the

Territory of tbo Uuited States Vlrglu Islattds,

The Boarcl of Directors

uray se closed for a stated Period

fo¡ the
which
dividend, or be allotted other righs. The tec

l¡efo¡e tho date on rvhiclt tlte actiou requirirtg
t óãr,r ruy ¡rot be .rttãJr* 

" 
pt¡ãA toogtt-tttuo Y.'ntv. 

(ZO)il{it Ït},:^:1t"". 
of a meoting

of stockl¡olclers, thc iecord dåtc or theilosiug of tl¡e-trnuifer.l¡ooks shall be at.lenst ten

(10) days before the date of tl¡e rneetiug.

Sectlou 4,5. Lgsllg$lflgslq, Tte B

t surety, to inde¡nni$ tbe Cor.poratiou agalust

tho issuance of a uew certÍficate'

Sectíon 4.6. Rastrlcllons on Transfcr'

rvithout having received either evicle¡tce of s
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ARTICLD V
ßANI( ACCOUNTS AND LOANS

Sectlon 5. 1. D¡nk:þcot¡¡tts.

A. Such Officers or agents of the Corporatiou as from tilne to time have beeu

dæignated by the Board of Dilectors shall have autLoqty l" deposit any firuds of the

CorioruUonín sucl¡ finaucial institr¡tions as frotn tinre to tiure have been designated by the

Board of Directors. Suclt Officers or ngents of iure ltavo

beeu designated by tbe'Doard of Directõrs shall all of the

functs of tte corpótoäotr so clepositecl i¡r a finan or other

instnrments or orclers of the p?ryrneut of mouey, drawn-ngainst tl¡e nccot¡¡tt.or in tlte ¡¡anle

or behalf of the Corporatio,l, oi¿ made or sigued by those designated Officers or ageuls.

each fiuancinl institrrtlou
f the Officers or ageuts of
fluaucial institution witlt

n is authorlzed to accept, honer, cash, nnd pay,

or otherinstn¡ments or orders for tl¡e paymeut

of money, when drarvu, mRcle, or signed byOfficers.or agents so dcsignated b¡ the Boatd

of Directors, until tl¡e'fiuaucíat insittutloi t¡as received written lotice that the Board of

Directors has revoked the ar¡thority of tbose Otñccrs or ageDts.

Sectiou 5,2, Loans.

A. Such OÊflcers or ageuts of the

rtæignated by the Board of Directors shall l¡

other forms of cledlt at any tiute or times

companles, iustÍtutiou, corporatlous, ûrns,
terms ancl conclitious, as tho Boa¡d of Dile

or ariy rights or i¡rterests at auy time held by.

any tóauí, advauces, or other forms of credit
one or morc ,rot.r,'rnãrtgugrr, dcecls of tntst, fiuancing statenents, security agreements'
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acceptances, or wr¡tteu obligations of the Co¡poratiotr, or such tenns aud with sucl¡

provisiotrs as to the securlty ol sale or dlspositiotr of tl¡em as those Officsrs or agents dee¡n

þroprr; and (iv) to sell tó, or discor¡ut or rediscouut witlt, the bauks, trust compauies,

iustìtutious, còrþoratious¡ Êrms, or persons :nakiug those loaus, advauccs, or other for¡ns of
ctedit, any-aod all comrnetciai paþer, bills, accõunts receivable, accepta-nces, and other

Instn¡ments and evftleuces of ¿e6t it any time held by the Corporation, aud, to that eucl, to

cndorse, transfet, aud deliver tl¡e snme,

B. From tirne to time the Corporatl
institutiou, corporatiou, finn, or person so d
agints so authorized. Each l¡auk, tntst comP
so designated is nutl¡orized to rely uPou suo

totice úat the Board of Djrectors-has revokecl the authority of those Officers or agents.

nnffi,c*Bü'oN

Sectlon 6,1.
indemuiS to the ftrll extent permittecl by

threateucd to be made a party, to auy thro

tc, ttttst, or other euterprise, or js or was

a tn¡stee or ad¡ninisttaüor or iu any other

aring, or other deferred compensatlon plan,

f the CorPoratiou,

Sectiou 6.2,
fees) inourred j

Proceeding sht

iott, suit, or Prc
permitted by law.

or otl¡er fiduclary rnay be entitled as a matte
has ceased to be a Dlrcctor, Officoti ernp

fiduciary, and shall inrrre to the be¡refit of t
pefso¡r.

Sectlo¡t 6.4. I¡Sr¡rnnce. Tbe Corpoiatlou may prrrchase and maintain insurance on

l¡el¡alf of auy perõî ',vtro it or w6s i Djrector,- Offlctr, employoc, or ageut of the
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Corporation, or is or was servir¡g at the request of the Corporation as a director, ofÊicer,

employee, or ageut of anotlter corpoÌation
enterprise, or ls or was servjüg at the rc
ad¡niuístrator ot in aoy other fiduciary captrci
deferrecl compeusatiou plan, orunder aûyemp
against any ltabllity asserted agairrst a¡ìd inct
arising or¡t of that person's statr¡s as suclt, wlt
powei or \ryould bo requirc<l to inclernuiff that persoü agailst that liability untler tlte
provisions of this Article or the larvs of tl¡is State.

Sectiou 6.5. Certaln Pcrsons not to bs I¡ulemnlflctl. Nohvithstanding the provisions

of thls Artiole, the CorporatÍou uray uot iud
adviser, or actuary against auy llability rvhich
actiug as a "üduciary" of arry ernployee be

Ernployees Retirerneut Iucoms Security Act,
the benefit of the Corporatiou's employees.

ARTICLD VIT
MISCELLANEOUS PROVISIONS

Sectiou 7.1. Flscol Year. T[e fiscal year of the Corporation shall be such as.]ras l¡ecu

duly deslgnated by the Board of Directo¡s.

Sectio¡r 7.2. Notlce-s.

A. Except as ed

required by larv or th e g

shalt be coustn¡ed to r itte

county of l¡is or her tesidence, which ¡lotice
thus ¡nailed.

e By-Laws shall t¡e giveu by- the Seoretary

refitses or ueglects to act, the uotice may

President or, witl¡ respcct to any meeting

rest of auy Stookholders or Directots' l'y luy
r Directois upou rvttose request the rneeting

is callecl.

C. Any Stocfthol{er, Dlrector, or Officer may waivc auy ttotice required to be
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giveu under these By-Laws.

Sectiou ?.3. Slgcrnl Counsel. Tl¡e Board of Djrectors tnay appoiut a getreral cotlusel

to have douriníou ovet all uratters of logal import concernÍûg the Corporatíon. It sl¡all be

the duty of the Offlcers ñud the Directors to co¡sult frorn time to time with the getreral

counseÍ (if one has beeu appoluted), as logal uiratters arlso, The geueral counsel shall be

given uoilce of all meetlugi-of the bonrd óf Directors, lu tlto manuer provlded in Sectlon

2.5 aud 2.6 of,the By-Lawi, aud tbe general counsel shall l¡e accordecl the oppgliuuity to
attend ttrese meetiugi for the purpose of consulting with aud advising the- Board of Directors

ou ôny utatters of alegal nature. T[e gcneral counsel to tJ¡e Cotporation sh'all be sutrjcct

to temovnl and replacerneut by the Bourtl of Dlrectots.

Ssction 7.4. Cor0oratc Scal. T[e Board of Directors nay prwide 
-a 

suitable seal,

beariug tbe name of ttro Corporatiou, whiclt shall be iu the charge of the Secretary. The

Boardóf Directors may authorize ono or more duplicate senls

Regardless of wlethór a seal is adopted by the Board
Corporatlou is required to place its corporate seal on a doctl

ry.t t¡. requÍremeuts of niry larv, rule, or rcgulatÍou rclatlug to. a corporate seal to placc

tlle rvord (,'säal") adjacent to tl¡e signatirres of the person authorized to sign the docuureut

ou behalf of the CorporaHon.

Sectio¡t 7.5. Books nnd Records, The Corporation slall keep cot'rect and.complete

books aud recor.ds offiõffiiã-t¡,onsactions anrl mlnutes of the procoe<liugs of its
wben

ecords
within
ded in

writtel form, but uray be rnaintained iu the

Scctiou 7.6. Fonds. TI¡e Boarcl of DirectoÏs may require any.O.fËcer, ageut or

employce of the Cjrporat-iou to give a boncl to the Coiporaiion, couclitioned upou the

raitïtui discharge of ¡is or her dudãs, rvlth sr¡ch surety and iu such amottnt as is satisfactory

to the Board of Directors.

scction ?.7. scvcr,nl¡lltty. The lnvallclity of any provlsiou of tl¡esc By'Larvs shall not

affecttñevaltdityoru@,oui,ion,nrtcIðacIrprôvisionsl¡allbeenforcecltotlreexteut
ponnitted by larv.

Sectlon 7.8. Gcnrlef. W¡euever usecl in these By-Laws, the masct¡line gender inchrdes

all gcuders. ,

AITTICLE VIII
AMDÑDMENTS
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TJre Board of Directors has firtl porver aud autl¡ority to arneud, alteü supplement, or
tepeal tüese By-Laws, ot nny prov¡siou of theur, at any auuual, regular, or spocial rneeting
a þart of the getreral t¡usiness-of tl¡at ureetlug sutrjectto the po\ryer of the Stockholders to
amend, alter, suppletnent, or repoal tlte rovisiou of them, at any aul¡ual
rneeting as part bi t¡e geueral birsiuess t auy special rneeting forrvl¡ioh
the nolice bf tUut spãclal meetiug st of the proposed amendmeut,

alteratiou, supplement, or repeal,




