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I. Introduction 

 The parties previously reached an agreement relating to the bulk of their claims as 

to professional and attorney’s fees incurred in the criminal case brought by the United 

States in 2003 against United Corporation (“United”), Fathi Yusuf and his sons, Maher 

(Mike) Yusuf and Nejeh Yusuf and Waleed Hamed and Waheed Hamed.  That agreement 

was memorialized in a Stipulation filed on November 9, 2018.  Shortly thereafter, on 

November 27, 2018, the Special Master entered a Stipulated Order citing to that 

Stipulation resolving the majority of the parties’ claims for professional and attorney’s fees 

incurred in the criminal case.  See Exhibit 1 – Stipulated Order.   

A. Agreement to Jointly Brief Issue of Law 

As to the very limited amount of attorney’s fees that remain in dispute, the parties 

also stipulated and the Special Master ordered, that:  

before undertaking additional discovery on the remainder of the 
[attorney’s fees claims] that they will file a motion wherein each side will 
detail [their] position to the Special Master seeking a determination 
whether these claims, for amounts [incurred] prior to the termination of 
the Joint Defense Agreement are automatically barred from further 
contest. 

 
   See Exhibit 1 – Stipulated Order, p.3. (Emphasis added). This is that referenced 

motion. In other words, the Master is asked to determine whether: 1) Hamed is 

“automatically barred” from seeking reimbursement from the Partnership for fees paid for 

services rendered from January 2012 to the termination of Joint Defense Agreement 

(“JDA”) in September of 2012 in the amount of $332,900.42; and 2) whether Yusuf is 

“automatically barred” from claiming a credit against Hamed for attorneys’ fees the 

Partnership paid, up to the amount of $332,900.42, from the time of the Amended Plea 

Agreement in 2010 forward.  If there is no automatic bar, then the intent of the Order is 
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that the parties be permitted to do discovery to facilitate proof of their respective claims.  

To that end, the parties jointly submit that issue to the Master in this motion.     

B. Remaining Claims  

The Stipulated Order provides, inter alia, that the parties have withdrawn all claims 

for attorney, accountant and professional fees in the criminal case except the following:   

1. Hamed Claim No. H-17, which relates to "Hamed's claim for payment 
of attorneys' fees and expenses incurred before termination of the Joint 
Defense Agreement ("JDA") in the criminal case, which shall be limited 
to a maximum of $332,900.42 with no entitlement to interest." (Id.) 
Parties noted that "[t]his stipulation does not impact or alter the prior 
stipulation the parties entered into on May 30, 2018 regarding Hamed 
Claim No. H-3, Partnership funds used to pay Fathi Yusuf's personal 
legal fees" and that Hamed Claim No. H-17 is the "only Hamed claim 
related to attorney, professional and accounting fees that survive this 
stipulation."  
 
2. Yusuf Claim No. Y-10, which relates to "Partnership withdrawals 
receipts," and the "only Yusuf claims related to attorney, professional and 
accounting fees that survive this stipulation are those included in the Y-
10 claim for a maximum of $332,900.42 with no entitlement to interest, 
which can be made up of any fees paid to attorneys, accountants or 
professionals in the criminal case from September 17, 2006 until 
termination of the JDA." (Id.)  (Emphasis added.) 

 
See Exhibit 1 – Stipulated Order, pp. 2-3. 

1. Hamed’s Claims Against the Partnership 

 Hamed makes a claim against the Partnership to reimburse him for certain attorney 

fees that Waleed Hamed paid to attorneys in the criminal case, Attorney Randall 

Andreozzi, and that were paid by Waheed Hamed in that case, Attorney Pam Colon, and 

for professional fees paid to an accounting firm.  Hamed argues that, as was the normal 

practice, he paid attorney and professional fees that were always reimbursed by the 

Partnership. Similar amounts were always paid for all such attorneys regardless of which 

nominal party was retaining them.  These were all incurred prior to the termination of the 

JDA in the criminal case.  Yusuf, having taken control of Partnership accounts, refused 
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to reimburse Hamed, and instead sought to impose a false standard relating to supposed 

redundancy with other lawyers.  Yusuf’s lawyers were paid, Hamed’s were not. Hamed’s 

claim is for $332,900.42 and relates to fees for work performed in a certain period of 2012; 

i.e. after February 2012 through September 19, 2012.  

2. Yusuf’s Claims for Portions of Attorney’s Fees Not Properly Paid by the 
Partnership and Objection to Reimbursing Hamed for What he Paid.  

 
Yusuf is both seeking a partnership credit against Hamed for fees the Partnership  

paid for work that did not benefit the Partnership or Yusuf family members from February 

2010 forward, and contesting Hamed’s claim for reimbursement of fees for work 

performed in the February to September 2012 time frame that, likewise, did not benefit 

the Partnership or the Yusuf family.   

a. Yusuf’s Claims for Portions of Attorney’s Fees Not Properly Paid 
by the Partnership from February 2010 Forward. 

 
Yusuf is seeking a partnership credit for fees which were paid by United (on behalf 

of the Partnership) but should have been paid by Waleed Hamed or Waheed Hamed, 

individually for work done by their attorneys that: a) related to only their individual interests 

and not the collective group, and b) were excessive and duplicative. Yusuf argues that 

certain fees the Partnership paid to attorneys Randall Andreozzi and Gordon Rhea, for 

their representation of Waleed Hamed, and to Attorney Pam Colon, for her representation 

Waheed Hamed, were not for the benefit of the Partnership and should be charged to the 

Hameds individually.  Yusuf also argues that some of the fees were excessive or 

duplicative and should not have been paid and thus, should be charged to the Hameds 

individually.  Yusuf’s claim does not exceed $332,900.42 as per the stipulation of the 
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parties.1  The time period runs from the Plea Agreement (February 2010) to the point in 

which there is conflicting interests between the Hamed’s and Yusuf’s (February 2012) 

and paid in the months thereafter in 2012.  

b. Yusuf’s Objection to Reimbursing Hamed for Fees he paid 
in the Feb. – Sept. 2012 Period 

   
As to Hamed’s claims to be reimbursed by the Partnership for work his or 

Waheed’s attorneys did between February 2012 and the end of September 2012, Yusuf 

shows that such work should not be paid by the Partnership, as such work was for their 

individual interests and not the group collectively.  This categorically should eliminate 

Hamed’s claims.  Alternatively, Yusuf argues that the burden should be on Hamed to 

demonstrate which time entries were for the benefit of the group collectively and thus, 

chargeable to the Partnership.   

____________________ 

 

Each party objects to the other’s claim.  By this Concurrent Motion, Yusuf and 

Hamed seek to resolve these claims, in part or in whole, or, at the very least, to make any 

remaining discovery far more manageable. The parties will file simultaneous Oppositions 

and Replies within fourteen days of each filing.  

 
1 Yusuf has chronicled payments made by United for Hamed’s attorneys including those 
made subsequent to the entry of the Plea Agreement in 2010.  See Exhibit 10A – Table 
of Professional Fees paid for Waleed Hamed.  These fees total in the millions of dollars.  
Here, Yusuf argues that while the parties have resolved the bulk of the claims as to 
attorney fees, those fees incurred after the entry of the Plea Agreement in 2010 were not 
incurred in furtherance of the collective good, but were for the individual Hamed’s 
personal interests and should not have been paid by United.    
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II. Jointly Prepared Statement of Undisputed Facts 

 The criminal case brought by the United States for underpayment of taxes 

commenced on September 18, 2003 against United and the individual Yusuf and Hamed 

defendants. The parties, through their counsel, entered into a Joint Defense Agreement 

(the “JDA”) on or about September  2004, which, inter alia, recognized that there were 

some factual and legal issues in common to the defendants, and permitted their counsel 

to share documents and communicate with one another without waiving attorney client 

privilege or work product protection as to those documents or communications.  See 

Exhibit 2 – Joint Defense Agreement, p. 1.  The signatories to the agreement included:  

Attorneys Smock for Yusuf; Attorney Dema for Maher; Attorney Derek Hodge for Nejeh 

Yusuf; Attorneys Rhea and Andreozzi for Waleed Hamed; and Attorney Colon for 

Waheed Hamed.2  See Exhibit 2, pp. 5-7.  The JDA was terminated on or about 

September 19, 2012. 

  On March 19, 2010, the District Court entered an order dismissing all counts 

against the individual Yusuf and Hamed defendants and permitting United to plead to one 

count of the 77-count third superseding indictment, for filing a “materially false” 2001 tax 

return.  See Exhibit 3 – March 19, 2010 Order.  The plea agreement entered just before 

the dismissal required United to pay a $5,000 fine, make restitution to the IRB for back 

taxes determined to be owed for tax years 1996 to 2001, pay a statutory penalty in an 

amount to be determined, and provided for a 1-year probation for United.  See Exhibit 4 

- February 26, 2010 Plea Agreement.  An amendment to the Plea Agreement filed about 

 
2Counsel for Hamed and Yusuf have been unable to locate a signed copy of the JDA, but 
neither disputes that the JDA was signed by each of the attorneys whose names appear 
in the signature block of the unsigned JDA attached as Exhibit 2.   
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a year later, on February 7, 2011, quantified the restitution and statutory penalty to be 

paid (at $10,000,000, and $1,000,000, respectively) and included a provision by which all 

shareholders of United and the individual defendants released the United States from all 

claims they had against it.  See Exhibit 5 - February 7, 2011 Amended Plea Agreement, 

pp. 1-2. 

 Judge Barnard entered an order on April 17, 2014, which approved the payment 

of attorney fees and professional fees by United, but that order was appealed by United 

but later vacated by a joint motion filed by all defendants in the criminal case.  See Exhibit 

6 - Judge Barnard’s April 17 Opinion and Order; Exhibit 7 - United’s Appeal/Objections 

to Judge Barnard’s Order; Exhibit 8 - Joint Motion by All Parties to Vacate the Order of 

the Magistrate-Judge as to Attorney Fees and to Withdraw United’s Appeal, and Exhibit 

9 - Judge Barnard’s December 18, 2014 Order Vacating April 17, 2014 Order as to 

Attorney Fees.  

PART I – UNITED’S MOTION 

   
A. Summary  

 Yusuf seeks a partnership credit against Hamed for certain fees it paid to Waleed 

and Waheed’s attorneys for work after the entry of the plea agreement in February of 

2010 forward3, but that were clearly only related to their individual client’s interests as 

opposed to the “collective” interests of all the defendants and for those fees that were 

clearly excessive.   

Waleed Hamed seeks reimbursement from the Partnership fees that he paid his 

attorneys from February 2012 to September 2012 totaling $332,900.42.  Hamed contends 

 
3 By mid-2012, Yusuf objected to further payment of fees for Hameds’ attorneys by United. 
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that attorney’s fees that he personally paid for work of his attorneys in his defense in the 

criminal case prior to September 19, 2012 (the date this suit was filed), all should be paid 

by the Partnership because the defendants in the criminal case agreed to have all of their 

fees paid under the JDA, and thus, seeks a credit to reimburse him for those fees he paid 

personally to his own lawyers. Yusuf objects to reimbursing Waleed from the Partnership 

for attorney’s fees he paid to his personal attorneys for a number of reasons: 1) the JDA 

contained no obligation to pay attorney fees;  2) after the entry of the plea agreement (in 

2010), which resulted in dismissal of the individual defendants from the criminal case, 

there was little, if any, significant “collective” work performed by Hamed’s attorneys, 3) 

the Partnership is not responsible for attorney’s fees for Hamed’s individual interests, and 

4) by February, 2012, the Hamed’s and Yusuf’s relationship had deteriorated and become 

antagonistic, such that Hamed’s attorneys could not have been working for the “collective” 

good, but rather had to be working solely for Hamed’s individual interests. 

Argument 

1. Joint Defense Agreement Does Not Relate to Fees 

 Yusuf argues that the JDA did not create any agreement for the fees incurred by 

each attorney to be paid collectively from United or the Partnership (an entity which was 

not even acknowledged to exist at the time).  Like a typical joint defense agreement, its 

purpose and legal effect was to create a joint defense privilege that enabled the 

signatories to the agreement to communicate and share information related to common 

defense issues without waiving attorney-client privilege or work product protection.  There 

is nothing in the JDA that even remotely creates an obligation by any one defendant to 

pay the attorney’s fees of the other defendants who are party to the JDA.  As such, the 

JDA does not bar Yusuf from challenging (subject to the terms of the November 27, 2018 
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Stipulated Order) amounts previously paid by United for the Partnership for legal invoices 

to attorneys for the Hameds, and from opposing Hamed’s claim against the Partnership 

for reimbursement of fees that he paid for his and Waheed’s lawyers. 

2. Judge Barnard’s Order Was Vacated by Joint Motion and Is Not Relevant. 

 As for Judge Barnard’s original Order initially approving payment by United of the 

fees that Hamed is arguing about in his Motion, United challenged the Magistrate-Judge’s 

authority for that sua sponte Order on a number of procedural and substantive grounds 

in the appeal it filed to the District Judge, and all parties eventually agreed that it should 

be vacated.  See Exhibit 7 - United’s Appeal/Objections to Judge Barnard’s Order and 

Exhibit 8 - Joint Motion by All Parties to Vacate the Order of the Magistrate-Judge as to 

Attorney Fees and to Withdraw United’s Appeal.  Because the Order was vacated, it has 

no relevance to the arguments made by Hamed in the concurrent motions, and the Master 

should disregard it entirely in resolving these motions.  See Exhibit 9 - Judge Barnard’s 

December 18, 2014 Order Vacating April 17, 2014 Order as to Attorney Fees.   

3. Work Not Done for Benefit of United (or the Common Defense of the Criminal 
Defendants) Should Not Be Paid by United on behalf of the Partnership. 
 

 Yusuf acknowledges that even though Attorneys Andreozzi and Rhea represented 

Waleed Hamed, they played an important role in securing the dismissal of all counts 

against the United, Yusuf and Hamed defendants.  It is appropriate that the Partnership 

be charged with the fees incurred in working toward that result.  But once that dismissal 

was procured in March of 2010, and once United paid the $10,000,000 restitution for back 

taxes, and the $1,000,000 fine in 2011, the only major task that remained in the case was 

conducting the sentencing hearing for United, and ensuring that prior to sentencing 

United, and the Yusuf and Hamed individual defendants had filed their tax returns for the 
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2002 period forward, as required by the plea agreement.4  The number of “common” 

defense issues that still remained were very attenuated after the dismissal of all criminal 

counts against the individual defendants and the quantification and payment of the United 

restitution for back taxes and statutory fine.   Having to pay its own two lawyers and three 

others for the Hamed’s (Attorneys Andreozzi, Rhea and Colon) for work to conclude the 

one open charge against United after the filing of the amended plea agreement in 2011 

was duplicative and grossly excessive.  

4. By February 2012, the Yusuf’s and Hamed’s Had Conflicting Interests and their 
individual Attorneys Had Duties to Each but Not to the Collective. 

 
 Even more important, by February 2012, the interests of United and the Yusuf 

defendants, on the one hand, and the Hamed defendants, on the other, had come into 

significant collision.  On February 12, 2012, Fathi Yusuf’s attorney, Nizar DeWood, sent 

Hamed a letter (via email) to Hamed advising him that Mr. Yusuf had decided to dissolve 

the partnership.  See Exhibit 10 - DeWood Email and attached letter to Hamed.  Attorney 

Holt at about this same time began representing the Hameds, and the Hameds took issue 

with the terms of dissolution proposed.  The battle between the Yusufs and Hameds had 

commenced, it intensified over the ensuing 7 months, and culminated in the filing of the 

instant lawsuit by Hamed against United and Fathi Yusuf 7 months later on September 

12, 2012.   

 Thus, by February 12, 2012 (at the latest), when Yusuf and Hamed split started, 

the attorneys for the Hameds had fiduciary duties to their clients that necessarily meant 

 
4While United was required to make tax withholdings on the income of the Hamed and 
Yusuf sons who were employed at Plaza Extra during the pendency of the criminal case, 
and to pay estimated taxes during that period on Plaza Extra income, United and the 
Hamed and Yusuf defendants were not required by the United States to file annual tax 
returns until just before sentencing. 
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that the interests of their clients and United (and the Yusuf defendants, who were United 

shareholders) were no longer common, but had become antagonistic.  And work the 

Hamed lawyers were doing for their own clients regarding preparation of tax returns for 

the 2002 to 2012 tax years that would be accepted as accurate and complete by the 

United States and the Virgin Islands IRB is work that should not be charged to United or 

the Partnership.  

 Below, as a representative sample, Yusuf has highlighted individual time entries 

on the 2012 invoices of Attorneys Andreozzi, Rhea and Colon that United, on behalf of 

the Partnership paid that clearly involve work for the individual defendants that could not 

have been for the benefit of the Partnership, including time entries that reference 

meetings or communications with Attorney Joel Holt and Yusuf’s attorney, Nizar DeWood.  

And Yusuf has highlighted other time entries in the invoices of Pam Colon that are inflated 

or unnecessary.  But the bulk of the other time entries for all three attorneys on 2012 

invoices are too cryptic to know whether the work was in direct conflict with United’s or 

Yusuf’s interests or solely for the benefit of one of the Hamed clients.5   

Accordingly, in deciding the parties’ respective claims, the only equitable solution 

is to require Hamed to demonstrate that any contested time entries represents work 

toward common defense issues.  The Master has previously recognized “the significant 

discretion he has in fashioning equitable remedies…”  Master’s July 13, 2021 

 
5 This is the case both for invoices that United paid and for which Yusuf seeks a 
partnership credit as well as the invoices which Hamed ultimately paid and for which he 
seeks reimbursement.  These are representative invoices in 2012, however, additional 
invoices after the Plea Agreement in 2010 and throughout 2011 and 2012 also reflect 
work involving the individual defendants that could not have been for the benefit of the 
Partnership.  See Exhibit 10A – Table 10A to BDO Report. 
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Memorandum Opinion, p. 16.   Placing the burden of proof in this context on Hamed is 

well within the scope of the Master’s discretion.    

5. The Partnership Should Be Reimbursed for Certain Fees Paid or Those Fees 
Should be Credited against Hamed as a Distribution. 
 

a. Attorneys Andreozzi and Rhea’s Fees 
   

By way of example, Attorneys Andreozzi and Rhea submitted invoices for work 

performed for Waleed Hamed in 2012 that was paid for by the Partnership through United.  

Specifically, Andreozzi’s June 29, 2012 invoice for work performed from March 2, 2012 

to June 29, 2012 in the amount of $83,580.90, and was paid in two installments, a check 

for $23,851.60 and a check for $59,729.38.  See Exhibit 11, Andreozzi’s June 29, 2012 

Invoice, pp. 1, 11.6  And United paid Attorney Rhea’s bills dated March 2, 2012 for $9,200, 

See Exhibit 12, June 29, 2012 for $15,020.30 and possibly a July 25, 2013 Rhea invoice 

for time billed for July through September 2012. 

i. Work for Individual Interests, Not Group Collective and 
Adverse to Yusuf 

 
 A review of Attorney Andreozzi’s June 29, 2012 invoice for example, shows a 

number of entries reflecting meetings with Attorney Joel Holt and/or Nizar Dewood, and 

these entries, which are highlighted in green on Exhibit 11, total $14,395.00.  There are 

also entries that appear to relate to work related to the preparation of Waleed’s tax return 

that are highlighted in blue which total $13,281.00.7  At a minimum, as to these particular 

 
6It appears that Andreozzi was paid twice for the same time entries:  1) the initial 
payments were from the Trust Account (funded by United) by a check for $23,851.60 and 
then subsequently directly from United by a check for $59,729.38 (see Exhibit 11, p. 13), 
2) later Waleed submitted a subsequent check in the amount of $118,418.57 for 
overlapping time periods plus later time periods which is now part of his claim for 
reimbursement .   
7The time entries relating to preparation of tax returns of Waleed Hamed include any 
entries that refer to FBAR.  FBAR is an acronym for Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts, 
and the IRS requires a taxpayer to file an FBAR form if the aggregate value of his or her 
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invoices, the amounts paid by United for the Partnership for the green and blue 

highlighted entries, which total $27,676.00 should be reimbursed by Hamed to the 

Partnership in full or the full amount should be deemed a distribution to Hamed in the 

Partnership reconciliation as funds directly paid for the individual benefit of a partner.   

ii. Cryptic Time Entries – Burden on Hamed  

 The fundamental problem with Attorney Andreozzi’s June 29, 2012 invoice (and 

many others), however, is that it is impossible to ascertain from its cryptic time entries 

whether any of them represented services that somehow benefitted United (or the 

Partnership), or whether all of those entries related to Waleed Hamed’s own tax returns 

or to attempts to conclude the criminal proceedings (including structuring of the tax 

returns) in a way that was designed to assist the Hameds in their forthcoming suit against 

United and Yusuf, which was filed on September 12, 2012.  Hamed should bear the 

burden of showing that the work on each of these time entries benefitted (rather than 

prejudiced) United or Yusuf and was necessary to their defense, and that it was not 

duplicative of work being performed by United’s and Yusuf’s own attorneys.  Hamed 

should bear the burden of establishing, by testimony or declaration, that each of the 

entries on the contested invoices were for work that benefitted United in connection with 

the sentencing hearing that was the final hurdle to resolution of the one criminal charge 

against United that was still pending in the case.  If Waleed Hamed cannot satisfy that 

burden, then all of the fees paid by United should be reimbursed by Hamed to the 

partnership deemed as a distribution to Hamed.  As to the June 29, 2012 invoice, in 

 
foreign financial accounts exceeds $10,000 for any calendar year.  See Bedrosian v. 
United States, 912 F.3d 144, 147 (3d Cir. 2018). 
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particular, the Partnership should be reimbursed by Hamed in the amount of $83,580.98 

or that amount should deemed as a distribution to Hamed.  See Exhibit 11, p. 10. 

b. Attorney Colon’s Fees. 

 United paid invoices of Attorney Pamela Colon, who represented Waheed Hamed, 

which were dated May 28, 2011, July 5, 2011, August 19, 2011, September 16, 2011, 

January 4, 2012, March 8, 2012, March 28, 2012 and May 23, 2012.  See Exhibits 14, 

15, 16, 17, 18, 19, 20, 21, 228 and also see Exhibit 23 – Table 18 to BDO Report.  The 

total amount of those invoices paid was $117,265.52.9  Even apart from the issue of 

whether Attorney Colon provided any services that benefitted United, rather than her 

client, Waheed Hamed, there are inflated entries highlighted in yellow on those bills that 

should be reimbursed to the Partnership or counted as a distribution against the Hameds. 

In any event, these yellow-highlighted entries fall into two basic categories:  entries for 

maintaining or managing files and entries for timekeeping itself. 

i. “File Management” Entries 

 The “File Management” and similar entries total $62,400 (156 hours @$400/hour), 

and are as follows: 

16.5 hours ($6,600) for “File Maintenance” on May 30, 2011; (Exhibit 14) 

17.5 hours ($7,000) for “File Maintenance” on July 5, 2011; (Exhibit 14) 

21.0 hours ($8,400) for “File Maintenance” on August 19, 2011; (Exhibit 16) 

16.0 hours ($6,400) for “File Management” on September 16, 2011; (Exhibit 17) 

 
8 It is unclear if this invoice was paid by United – it was submitted to United for payment.  
Discovery as to that issue will determine whether reimbursement or distribution credit is 
required as to this particular invoice.  
 
9 This amount does include the time references from Exhibit 22, and will be adjusted if 
necessary following additional discovery.  
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4.0 hours ($1,600) for “File Management” on September 30, 2011; (Exhibit 18) 

7.5 hours ($3,000) for “File Management” on October 31, 2011; (Exhibit 18) 

5.0 hours ($2,000) for “File Management” on November 30, 2011; (Exhibit 18) 

8.0 hours ($3,200) for “File Management:” on December 30, 2011; (Exhibit 18) 

8.5 hours ($3,400) for “File Management” on January 31, 2012 (Exhibit 19) 

5.75 hours ($2,300) for “Document Prep” on February 18, 2012; (Exhibit 19) 

3.75 hours ($1,500) for “Document Prep” on February 19, 2011; (Exhibit 19) 

3.25 hours ($1,300) for “Document Prep” on February 28, 2012; (Exhibit 19) 

8.0 hours ($3,200) for “File Management” on February 29, 2012; (Exhibit 19) 

6.0 hours ($2,400) for “File Management” on March 8, 2012; (Exhibit 19) 

6.0 hours ($2,400) for “File Management” on March 31, 2012; (Exhibit 21) 

4.0 hours ($1,600) for “File Management” on April 30, 2012; (Exhibit 21)  

5.25 hours ($2,100) for “File Management” on May 23, 2012; (Exhibit 21) and  

10.0 hours ($4,000) for “File Management” on June 29, 2012. (Exhibit 22)  

ii. Fees for “Posting Time” 

 Attorney Colon’s invoice also includes charges for posting time, something which 

courts evaluating fee petitions look at with a jaundiced eye.   See, e.g., Coffey v. Bureau 

of Land Management, 316 F. Supp. 3d 168, 172-173 (D. D.C. 2018) (ruling that attorney 

time expended on timekeeping itself is not recoverable).  These time entries, which are 

also highlighted in yellow on Exhibits 14-19, 21-22 are as follows: 

.75 hours ($300) for “Monthly Time” on May 30, 2011; (Exhibit 14) 

.50 hours ($200) for “Monthly Time” on July 5, 2011; (Exhibit 15) 

1.0 hours ($400) for “Monthly Time” on August 19, 2011; (Exhibit 16) 

1.0 hours ($400) for “Monthly Time” on September 16, 2011; (Exhibit 17) 
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.5 hours ($200) for “Monthly Time” on November 30, 2011; (Exhibit 18) 

.25 hours ($100) for “Monthly Time” on January 31, 2011; (Exhibit 19) 

.5 hours ($200) for “Monthly Time” on February 29, 2012; (Exhibit 19) 

.25 hours ($100) for “Monthly Time” on March 8, 2012; (Exhibit 19)  

2.0 hours ($800) for “Monthly Time” on May 23, 2012; (Exhibit 21) and  

1.25 hours ($500) for “Monthly Time” on June 29, 2012. (Exhibit 22). 

 The total amount paid for these time entries for timekeeping itself is $3,200 (8.0  

hours @ $400/hour), and it, too, should be reimbursed to the Partnership or deemed as 

a distribution against the Hameds.  The total amounts United on behalf of the Partnership 

paid for file management and the like and for entering time are $65,600.00, and this 

amount should be reimbursed to the Partnership or deemed as a distribution against the 

Hameds in any event. 

iii. Attorney Colon’s Time Did Not Benefit Collective. 

 But the problems with the entire set of invoices submitted by Attorney Colon after 

the 2010 Plea Agreement and paid by United go much deeper than these individual 

entries.  Attorney Colon is a skilled and experienced advocate in civil and criminal 

practice, and Yusuf has no reason to believe that she provided nothing other than first-

rate representation to Waheed Hamed during the criminal proceedings.  She did not, 

however, provide significant assistance to United even in the defense of the criminal case 

even in the period preceding the entry of dismissal.  After Waheed was dismissed from 

the case in 2010, almost all defense issues for him had, by definition, been resolved, and 

therefore, virtually nothing remained in the way of issues common to his defense and 

United’s.  Any benefit to United that flowed from her services for Waheed Hamed was 

negligible in that time period.  
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iv. Attorney Colon’s Fees After Parties Had Conflicting 
Interests and For Individual Client Interests. 
 

 Attorney Colon’s invoices marked as Exhibits 15,16,19 and 20 show a number of 

entries that appear to relate to work related to the preparation of Waleed’s tax return that 

are highlighted in blue and total $6,400.00.   

v. Burden on Hamed to Show Attorney Colon Fees 
Benefitted Collective 
 

 But even apart from these individual entries that United should not have paid for, 

as is the case with Attorneys Andreozzi’s and Rhea’s invoices, there are many time 

entries that are too vague to discern the nature of the service being done and how, if at 

all, it served or disserved United’s interests.  For that reason, Hamed should have the 

burden of showing that each time entry after February 12, 2012 on Attorney Colon’s 

invoices paid by United served common interests between United, Yusuf and Waheed 

Hamed.  Failing that, at the very least, all time entries for Attorney Colon’s invoices that 

post-date February 12, 2012 should be reimbursed to the partnership or deemed as a 

Partnership distribution against Hamed.  The total of those time entries on Exhibits 

19,20,21 and 22 is $70,706.07.  

B. Conclusion  

For the foregoing reasons, the Master should rule that: 1) Hamed is “automatically 

barred” from seeking reimbursement from the Partnership for any fees he paid for 

services from the time he received notice of dissolution of the partnership in February 

2012 to the termination of JDA in September of 2012; and 2) Yusuf is not “automatically 

barred” from claiming a credit against Hamed for attorneys’ fees that the Partnership paid 

for Hamed family attorneys, up to $332,900.42 after the Plea Agreement in 2010—and 

after the notice of partnership dissolution in February 2012 forward—which should be 
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counted as a distribution against Hamed for purposes of claims resolution and 

reconciliation and discovery may proceed accordingly.   In the alternative, even if the 

Master finds that Hamed’s claim is not automatically barred, the Master should rule that 

Hamed has the burden of proof to show that any contested time entry benefitted the 

Partnership and the Yusuf and Hamed families as a group.   

 

Part III Hamed’s Motion 

III. Hamed’s Motion 

A. Facts 

Prior to the termination of the JDA, invoices were always paid forma for all of the 

attorneys and all of the accountants from Partnership funds regardless of the stated use 

of those funds for various of the parties. Exhibit 24.  This included all of Yusuf’s and 

Hameds lawyers without exception or challenge. There was no distinction made as to for 

whom or for what the work was done, as all of the lawyers were working for a common 

goal.  

But after Yusuf took the $2.7 million from the Partnership and started to claim he alone 

owned the Partnership and Hamed was just an ignorant backroom employee in 2012, 

there came a time when Yusuf refused10 to have some of these identical pre-termination 

invoices paid by the Partnership. This was just part of the Yusuf scorched earth attempt 

to keep Hamed from the Partnership.  

 
10 This was a unilateral action by Yusuf with regard to Partnership funds. There was no 
process in place for evaluating such bills as to whether they were proper. None of Yusuf’s 
bill were ever evaluated for this—they were simply paid automatically. This was because 
all such bills were ALWAYS, automatically paid. For the Master to subject these bills to 
such a review would be unprecedented and unfair. 
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However, there can be no dispute that: (1) when Yusuf refused to pay the attorneys 

and accounts as had always been the case,  Wally Hamed did personally pay those 

amounts at issue here from his personal account, (2) the common defense work was 

done by those same attorneys and accountants prior to the termination of the JDA, (3) 

that Hamed did pay those fees prior to the September 25, 2014, end of the JDA, and (4) 

that the CPA review has shown that the Partnership—at the improper direction of Fathi 

Yusuf—did not reimburse the amount in the identical manner that all such amounts were 

always disbursed. 

 On April 17, 2014 an Order was issued in the Criminal Action by United States 

Magistrate Judge Geoffrey Barnard (after soliciting evidence) finding that these specific 

"subject invoices were reviewed in camera and the work performed by counsel and the 

accountants" was explicitly found to be "in furtherance of the object of the Joint 

Defense Agreement...Accordingly, the sum of $332,900.42 is directed to be 

released...for distribution to counsel and experts in the sums approved pursuant 

to the Joint Defense Agreement." (Emphasis added.) Exhibit 6, Judge Barnard's 

Opinion, with the subject checks attached. Although that Order was withdrawn, the 

underlying checks and information are unchanged.  

B. Applicable Law 

 Because Hamed agreed not to further pursue Yusuf’s counsel for past billings, on 

May 8, 2018, the Special Master held that fees paid by Defendants prior to the end of the 

Joint Defense Agreement in United States of America v. United Corp., et. al., V.I. D.Ct. 

2005-CR-015 on September 25, 2014, are per se valid Partnership expenses. Thus, 

Hamed’s confirmation of May 11, 2018 (Exhibit 25) that: 

To simplify the following discussion, Hamed stipulates, without pre-
condition or negotiation, that he will not pursue DiRuzzo’s or his firm’s 
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(“DiRuzzo’s”) billings for any period prior to the end date of the Joint 
Defense Agreement – despite the fact that they were, on the face of the 
document, not participants in that agreement. 
 

 On March 11, 2018, Hamed sent the following request to Yusuf based on that 

holding: 

Thus, we would ask that your client stipulate to owing the amount shown in 
the claims documents regarding Claim H-17: 
 

H-17 Wally Hamed’s personal payment of accounting and 
attorneys’ fees in United States of America v United Corp., et. al., 
VI D.Ct. 2005-cr-015. $332,900.42 
 

There is no dispute this amount was paid, that it was not reimbursed, and 
more to the point, that all work was prior to the end of the Joint Defense 
Agreement.  If you will not concede this point, please let me know if you feel 
any additional discovery is necessary before Hamed files a bald motion on 
this with only those three assertions and the documentary support for them. 
 

Thereafter, Hamed provided Yusuf's counsel with a full draft of a prior motion with a copy 

of Judge Barnard's order and the described checks—as well as a request: 

Greg & Charlotte: 
        I really hope that you decide to concede this claim based on 
this.  However, attached is the draft motion we intend to file by the end of 
the day today unless you provide some basis for believing that you need 
additional discovery. 
        Frankly, I cannot imagine what discovery would be appropriate – but 
you have your chance to speak up. . . . 
        I believe your analysis will be faster if you read the (short) exhibit first. 
Carl 
 
Ps. I apologize for the need to do this quickly, but as we have to conclude 
the discovery on H-3 and this is directly applicable, we only have until June 
1st to act. 
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 Attached to the Hamed's Revised Claim H-17, filed October 17, 2016, (Exhibit 3 to 

that claim document) is the description of what was then claim 265. with supporting 

documents, now Claim H-17.11   

Waleed Hamed paid from his personal Banco Popular account the criminal 
attorneys' fees in United States of America v United Corp., et. al., VI D.Ct. 
2005-cr-015. The accountant and attomeys' fees were incurred when all of 
the defendants were represented under the joint defense agreement. That 
joint defense agreement provided for the payment of attorneys' fees by the 
United Corporation, which subsequently was recognized as the Partnership 
(Exhibit 265-a). 
 
Work performed: 

 We interviewed Waleed Hamed regarding his payments of the 
criminal attorneys' fees which benefited the Partnership. Waleed advised 
he made these payments and was never reimbursed. We also provided 
John Gaffney a query dated February 15,2016 (see Attachment VII) asking 
whether these fees were reimbursed. Finally, we were provided a copy of 
the canceled checks for the payment (Exhibit 265-b). 
 
 We reviewed the general ledgers from 2012 to present provided by 
John Gaffney for any reimbursements to Waleed for these payments or 
payments made by the Partnership directly to Waleed Hamed for the same 
period. None were found. We also reviewed the April 17, 2014  Order by 
United States Magistrate Judge Geoffrey Barnard finding that "the 
subject invoices were reviewed in camera and the work performed by 
counsel and the accountants was in furtherance of the object of the 
Joint Defense Agreement. . . . Accordingly, the sum of $332,900.42 is 
directed to be released . . . for distribution to counsel and experts in 
the sums approved pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement." 
 
Gaffney's response 
 
 John Gaffney did not respond to our request. 
 
Opinion as to the laws identified. 
 
 The work performed and documentation provided was sufficient and 
reliable audit evidence to conclude that the payment made by Waleed 
served a business purpose relating to the Partnership, as it dealt with the 
payment of legal and accounting fees in the criminal case against the 
Partnership (VI D. Ct, 2005-cr-015). As such, we concluded the payment 

 
11  See Exhibit B-2 thereto, Expert Report of Jackson, Vizcaino Zomerfeld, LLP, Certified 
Public Accountants.   
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should be reimbursed to the Hameds to satisfy ourselves of management's 
assertions: l. Completeness as described in AU-C 315.4128. The total 
amount of the claim is $332,900.42. (Emphasis added.) 
 

Attached hereto (Exhibit 26) are the documents in those Exhibits—265a (the Order) and 

265b (the checks), repeatedly supplied to Yusuf and his counsel. 

C. Argument 

 There is no basis for Fathi Yusuf ‘s refusal to block this claim—moreover his refusal 

violates both Judge Brady's April 25th, 2013 Memorandum and Order placing the funds 

into joint hands. 

D. Conclusion of Hamed’s Argument 

 100% of Yusuf’s lawyers’ fees that were invoiced during this period were paid.  

Prior to his attempt to take over the Partnership all such fees were always paid. There is 

no valid basis for refusal to reimburse amounts the Hamed’s paid but were not reimbursed 

for—nor has there ever been. The amount of $332,900.42 should be reimbursed to 

Hamed. 

Dated: October 4, 2021.    S/Carl J. Hartmann  
       Carl J. Hartmann III, Esq (Bar #48) 

Co-Counsel for Plaintiffs 
       5000 Estate Coakley Bay, L-6 
       Christiansted, Vl 00820 
       Email: carl@carlhartmann.com   
       T: (340) 642-4422/F: (212) 202-3733 
 
 

s/Charlotte K. Perrell ____ 
Charlotte K. Perrell, Esq.  
Stefan B. Herpel, Esq. 
Counsel for the Defendants 
Law House, 10000 Frederiksberg Gade 
P.O. Box 756 
St. Thomas, VI 00802 
Email: cperrell@dnfvi.com  
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that on this 4th  day of October 2021, I served a copy of the 
foregoing by email (via CaseAnywhere), as agreed by the parties, on: 
 
Hon. Edgar Ross 
Special Master 
% edgarrossjudge@hotmail.com 
 
        ___s/Charlotte K. Perrell  
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HAMD663596

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

MOHAMMAD HAMED, BY HIS 
AUTHORIZED AGENT W ALEED HAMED, 

PLAINTIFF /COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT, 

V. 

FA THI YUSUF AND UNITED 
CORPORATION, 

DEFENDANTS/COUNTERCLAIMANTS, 

v. 

W ALEED HAMED, W AHEED HAMED, 
MUFEED HAMED, HISHAM HAMED, 
AND PLESSEN ENTERPRISES, INC., 

COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANTS. 

W ALEED HAMED, AS EXECUTOR OF THE 

ESTATE OF MOHAIVIMAD HAMED, 

PLAINTIFF, 

v .. 

UNITED CORPORATION, 

DEFENDANT. 

MOHAMMAD HAMED, 

PLAINTIFF, 

v. 

FA THI YUSUF, 

DEFENDANT. 

ORDER 

Civil No. SX-12-CV-370 

ACTION FOR INJUNCTIVE 
RELIEF, DECLARATORY 
JUDGMENT, PARTNERSHIP 
DISSOLUTION, WIND UP, and 
ACCOUNTING 

CONSOLIDATED WITH 

Civil No. SX-14-CV-287 

ACTION FOR DAMAGES and 
DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 

CONSOLIDATED WITH 

Civil No. SX-14-CV-378 

ACTION FOR DEBT and 
CONVERSION 
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Hamed v. Yusuf, et al. 
SX-12-CV-370; SX-14-CV-278; SX-14-CV-287 
ORDER 
Page 2 of 4 

THIS MATTER came before the Special Master (hereinafter "Master") on Yusuf, 

United, Hamed, and KAC357, Inc.'s (collectively, "Parties") joint stipulation, filed on 

November 9, 2018. In their joint stipulation, Parties stipulated to the withdrawal of the 

following claims: 

1. Yusuf Claim No. Y-10, which relates to "Partnership withdrawals receipts," but 
only as to Yusuf's claim therein for '"[p]ayments to Attorneys with Partnership 
funds' related to attorneys' fees and expenses in United States v. Yusuf, US District 
Court of the Virgin Islands, Division of St. Croix, 1:05-cr-15 (the "criminal case")" 
where "Yusuf claimed $4,121,651.43 in Partnership funds to pay Hamed attorneys' 
fees and $237,691.05 in Partnership funds to pay Yusuf's attorneys' fees, for a 
difference of $3,883,960.38." (Stip., p. 2) 

2. Hamed Claim No. H-7, which "relates to KAC357, Inc.'s claim for payment of an 
invoice from J. David Jackson PC for, among other things, his review of the 
Partnership tax return in the amount of $832.50." (Id.) 

3. Hamed Claim No. H-8, which "relates to Hamed's claim for the payment of an 
invoice from J. David Jackson PC for a meeting and conference call related to the 
Partnership's 2013 tax return in the amount of $652.50." (Id.) 

4. Hamed Claim No. H-18, which relates to KAC357, Inc.'s claim for its payment of 
an invoice from FreedMaxick for review of documents [sic] Buffalo, NY in the 
amount of $6,245.00." (Id.) 

5. Hamed Claim No. H-154, which "relates to Hamed's claim for payment of 
attorneys' fees and expenses during the criminal case from January 1, 2012 to April 
16, 2015 in the amount of $989,626.90." (Id.) 

6. Hamed Claim No. H-161, which "relates to Hamed's claim for payments of 
attorneys' fees and expenses during the criminal case from September 17, 2006 
through December 22, 2011 in the amount of $7, 728,287.00." (Id., at p. 3) 

7. Hamed Claim No. H-163, which "relates to Hamed's claims for attorneys' fees for 
loss of assets due to wrongful dissolution." (Id.) 

Parties also stipulated to withdraw "all other existing attorney, accountant and professional fees 

claims, so that the only claims for attorney, accountant and professional fees existing as of 

[November 9, 2018] are as follows:" (Id.) 

1. Hamed Claim No. H-17, which relates to "Hamed's claim for payment ofattorneys' 
fees and expenses incurred before termination of the Joint Defense Agreement 
("IDA") in the criminal case, which shall be limited to a maximum of $332,900.42 
with no entitlement to interest." (Id.) Parties noted that "[t]his stipulation does not 
impact or alter the prior stipulation the parties entered into on May 30, 2018 
regarding Hamed Claim No. H-3, Partnership funds used to pay Fathi Yusuf's 
personal legal fees" and that Hamed Claim No. H-17 is the "only Hamed claims 
related to attorney, professional and accounting fees that survive this stipulation." 
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Hamed v. Yusuf, et al.
SX-12-CV-370; SX-14-CV-278; SX-14-CV-287
ORDER
Page 3 of 4

2. Yusuf Claim No. Y-10, which relates to "Partnership withdrawals receipts," and the
"only Yusuf claims related to attorney, professional and accounting fees that
survive this stipulation are those included in the Y-10 claim for a maximum of
$332,900.42 with no entitlement to interest, which can be made up of any fees paid
to attorneys, accountants or professionals in the criminal case from September 17,
2006 until termination of the JDA." (Id.)

Parties also stipulated that "before undertaking additional discovery on the remainder of the H-

17 and Y-10 claims regarding professional fees, that they will file a motion wherein each side

details it's [sic] position to the Special Master seeking to determine whether these claims, for

amounts prior to the termination of the JDA are automatically barred from further contest."

(Id., at p. 4) Parties also stipulated that the "terms of this Stipulation shall remain confidential

and shall not be filed with the Superior Court unless and until such time as any part seeks the

Superior Court's final determination of the Master's Report and Recommendation for

Distribution, under section 9, step 6 of the Final Wind Up Plan." (Id.)

Accordingly, it is hereby:

ORDERED that Parties' stipulation to withdraw Hamed Claim Nos. H-7, H-8, H-18,

H-154, H-161, and H-163 is GRANTED. Hamed Claim Nos. H-7, H-8, I-1-18, H-154, H-161,

and H-163 shall be and are hereby WITHDRAWN. It is further:

ORDERED that the terms of this stipulation shall remain confidential and shall not be

filed with the Superior Court unless and until such time as any part seeks the Superior Court's

final determination of the Master's Report and Recommendation for Distribution, under section

9, step 6 of the Final Wind Up Plan. And it is further:

ORDERED that Parties shall submit a joint proposed order with regards to their

stipulation as to: (1) Hamed Claim No. H-17-Hamed's only remaining claim related to

attorney, professional and accounting fees that survive this stipulation; and (2) Yusuf Claim

No. Y-10-Yusuf s only remaining claim related to attorney, professional and accounting fees

that survive this stipulation.

f u r t h e r  c o n t e s t . "  

( I d . ,  a t  p. 4 )  P a r t i e s  a l s o  s t i p u l a t e d  t h a t  t h e  " t e r m s  o f  t h i s  S t i p u l a t i o n  s h a l l  r e m a i n  c o n f i d e n t i a l  

a n d  s h a l l  n o t  b e  f i l e d  w i t h  t h e  S u p e r i o r  C o u r t  u n l e s s  a n d  u n t i l  s u c h  t i m e  a s  a n y  p a r t  s e e k s  t h e  

S u p e r i o r  C o u r t ' s  f i n a l  d e t e r m i n a t i o n  o f  t h e  M a s t e r ' s  R e p o r t  a n d  R e c o m m e n d a t i o n  f o r  

D i s t r i b u t i o n ,  u n d e r  s e c t i o n  9, s t e p  6 o f  t h e  F i n a l  W i n d  U p  P l a n . "  ( I d . )  

A c c o r d i n g l y ,  i t  is h e r e b y :  

ORDERED that Parties' stipulation to withdraw Hamed Claim Nos. H-7, H-8, H-18, 

H-154, H-161, and H-163 is GRANTED. Hamed Claim Nos. H-7, H-8, H-18, H-154, H-161, 

and H-163 shall be and are hereby WITHDRAWN. It is further: 

ORDERED that the terms of this stipulation shall remain confidential and shall not be 

filed with the Superior Court unless and until such time as any part seeks the Superior Court's 

final determination of the Master's Report and Recommendation for Distribution, under section 

9, step 6 of the Final Wind Up Plan. And it is further: 

ORDERED that Parties shall submit a joint proposed order with regards to their 

stipulation as to: (1) Hamed Claim No. H-17-Hamed's only remaining claim related to 

attorney, professional and accounting fees that survive this stipulation; and (2) Yusuf Claim 

No. Y-10-Yusuf's only remaining claim related to attorney, professional and accounting fees 

that survive this stipulation. 

HAMD663598
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day of No ember, 2018. 

EDGARD. ROSS 
Special Master 

HAMD663599

Hamed v. Yusuf et al. 
SX-12-CV-370; SX-14-CV-278; SX-14-CV-287 
ORDER 
Page4of4 1A 

DONE and so ORDERED this ~ t:, day of No ember, 2018. 
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1. Scope of Agreement.

This Joint Defense Agreement (the "Agreement") pertains to:

A. the Internal Revenue Service investigation of United Corporation, its affiliated
companies including their officers and directors, its partners, and officers, and named
Defendants; and

B. any other pending or future administrative, civil and criminal investigations or
proceedings, by agencies or officers of the United States government and/or U.S. Virgin
Islands government ("government") concerning the activities of United Corporation, its
partners, officers, and named Defendants

The above listed investigations and proceedings are hereinafter collectively referred to as the
"Matter."

2. Common Interest in Defense and Applicability of Joint Defense Doctrine.

The undersigned, attorneys and clients alike, anticipate that the nature of the Matter and
the relationship among the clients will present various legal and factual issues common to the
clients, thus making essential joint efforts in preparation for defense. The parties to this
agreement believe there is mutuality of interest in some issues which may relate to the common
defense of the clients in the matter. The attorneys joining this Agreement wish to work together
on issues common to their clients without waiving applicable rules of privilege and
confidentiality vis-à-vis potentially adverse parties.

It is the parties' intention and understanding that (1) the fact that particular
communications have been made between parties to this Agreement, (2) the contents of such
communications, and (3) any part of memoranda or other work product containing or referring to
such communications, shall remain confidential and protected from disclosure to any third party
(a party not a signatory to this Agreement) by each client's attorney -client privilege, each
attorney's work -product doctrine, party communication privilege, and the "joint defense
doctrine" recognized in such cases as Wilson P. Abraham Construction Corp. v. Armco Steel
Corp., 559 F.2d 250, 253 (5th Cir. 1977) and United States v. Melvin, 650 F.2d 641, 645-46 (5th
Cir. 1981). As indicated in those cases, sharing of information for mutual benefit is not a waiver
of applicable privileges or work product rules relating to discovery obligations. In other words,
no sharing of information under this joint defense agreement shall be deemed to be a waiver of
any otherwise applicable privilege or rule of production or discovery.

3. Each Client Understands He/She Is Represented by His/Her Own Attorney Only.

1

JOINT DEFENSE AGREEMENT

i¡.

JOINT DEFENSA AGREE.IVIENT

1. Scope of Agreement.

Tlús Joint Defense Agreement (the "Agreement") pertains to:

A. the Intemal Revenue Service investigation of United Corporation, its affiliated
companies including their officers and directors, its parhers, ffid ofiñcers, and named

Defendants; and

B. any other pending or firture adminishative, civil and criminal investigations or
proceedings, by agencies or officers of the United States govemment and/or U.S. Virgin
Islands govenrment f'government") concerning the activities of United Corporation, its
parhrers, officers, and named Defendants

The above listed investigations and proceedings are hereinafter collectively referred to as the
'Mrtter."

2, Common fnterest Ín Defense and Applicability of Jolnt Defense Doctrine.

The undersigned, attorneys and clients alike, anticipate that the nature of the Matter and

the relationship among the olients will present various legal and factual issues common to the
clients, thus making essential joint efforts in preparation for defense. The parties to this
agreement believe there is mutr:ality of interest in some issues which may relate to the coürmon
defense of the clients in the matter. The attorneys joining this Agreement wish to work together

on issues common to their clients without waiving applicable rules of privilege and

confidentiality vis-à-vis potentially adverse parties.

It is the parties' intention and understanding that (1) the fact that particular
communications have been made between parties to this Agreement, (2) the oontents of such

communications, and (3) any part of mernoranda or other work produot containing or referring to
suoh oommunications, shall remain confidential and protected from disclosure to any third party
(a parly not a signatory to this Agreement) by each client's attorney-client privilege, each

attomey's work-product doctrine; party communicatiou privilege, and the 'Joint defcnsc
dochine" recognized in such cases as 'Wilson P. Abraham Construction Corp. v. Armco Steel

Corp., 559 F .2d,250, 253 (sth Cir. L977) and United States v. Melvin, 650 F.2d 641,, 645-46 (sth
Cir. 1981). As indicated in tlrose cases, sharing of information for mutual belefit is not a waiver
of applicable privileges or work product rules relating to discovery obligations. In other words,

no sharing of information under this joint defense agreement shall be deemed to be a waiver of
any otherwise applicable privilege or rule of production or discovery.

3. Each ClientUnderstands He/She Is Represented by HisÆIer Own Attorney Only.

I
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Each client -signatory understands and acknowledges that the client is represented
exclusively by the client's own attorney(s) in this matter. While attorneys representing other
client -signatories to this Agreement have a duty to preserve the confidences disclosed to them
pursuant to this Agreement, they will not act for any party other than their own clients in this
Matter. In other words, each client understands and agrees that this Agreement itself does not,
and will not, create any attorney -client relationship with any other client -signatory's attorney(s).
Each client -signatory expressly acknowledges that attorneys representing other client -signatories
to this Agreement owe an uncompromising duty of loyalty to their own, clients, and to no other
party.

4. Agreement to Share Information.

To further the mutual interests of the clients, counsel and their respective clients agree to
share and exchange among themselves and their clients, as each counsel deems appropriate given
the unique interests and concerns of his or her client, witness statements and interview
summaries, memoranda of law, debriefing memoranda, factual summaries, transcript digests,
documents, legal strategies, intelligence, confidences, and other secrets for the limited and
restricted purpose of assisting counsel in protecting the rights and interests of their respective,
individual clients. Information shared pursuant to this Agreement may be oral, written or in any
other form.

5. Agreement Not to Disclose to Third Parties.

Each signatory agrees that he or she will not reveal to any third party any information
received under this Agreement, except as follows:

(a) A party receiving joint defense information may communicate that same information
to (i) management officials of the recipient, (ii) the recipient's in-house and/or retained
counsel and their staff, and (iii) individuals and companies engaged by counsel to assist
in the possible litigation of the Matter. All such persons must be advised of and agree to
be bound by the confidentiality obligations of this Agreement. Shared information shall
not be used for any purpose by the recipient except defense of this Matter.

(b) A party receiving joint defense information may communicate that same information
to another signatory to this Agreement only with advance consent of the attorney or party
who contributed it to the joint litigation effort'.

(c) A party receiving joint defense information may communicate that same

1
This paragraph recognizes that certain parties may have greater common interests with some other parties on certain issues. For

example, a corporation may have a greater interest in and need for joint litigation communications between its counsel and
counsel for its employees than it would have with counsel for other companies participating in this Agreement. Under such
circumstances, attorneys for various parties may choose to share information with some but not all parties to the Agreement. In
every instance, it is the prerogative of the attorney contributing information to determine, based on his/her assessment of his/her
clients interests, to decide whether or to whom in the agreement information is disclosed. Similarly, this agreement does not
preclude the contributing attorney from disclosing his or her own information to anyone.

2

Bach client-signatory understands and acknowledges that the client is represented
exclusively by the client's own attorney(s) irr this matter. tWhile attorneys representing other
client-signatories to this Agreement have a duty to preserve the confidences disclosed to them
pursuant to this Agreement, they will not act for any party other than their own clients in this
Matter. In other words, each client understands and agrees that this Agreernent itself does not,
and will not, create any attomey-client relationship with any other client-signatory's attomey(s).
Each client-signatory expressly acknowledges that attorneys representing other client-signatories
to this Agreement o\rye an uncomprornising duty of loyalty to their own, clients, and to no other
party.

4. Agreement to Share Information,

To fi¡rther the mutual interests of the clients, counsel and their respective clients agree to
share and exchange among tJremselves and their clients, as each counsel deerns appropriate given

,the unique interests and concems of lús or her client witness statements and interview
summæies, memoranda of law, debriefing memoranda, factual summaries, transcript digests,
documents, legal shategies, intelligence, confidences, and other secrets for the limited and
restricted purpose of assisting counsel in protecting the rights and interests of their respective,
individual clients. Information shared pursuant to this Agreement may be oral, written or in any
other forrn.

5. A,greement Not to Disclose to Third Parties,

Each signatory agrees that he or she will not reveal to any third patJy any ínformation
received under this Agreement, except as follows:

(a) A parfy receiving joint defense infomation may comrnunicate that same information
to (i) management officials of the recþient, (ii) the recipient's in-house and/or retained
counsel and their staft and (üi) individuals and comp¡nies engaged by counsel to assist
in the possible litigation of the Matter. All such persons rnust be advised of and agree to
be bound by the confidenfialip obligations of this Agreement. Shared inforrnation shall
not be used for anypurpose by the recipient except defense of this Matter.

(b) A party receiving joint defense information may comrnunioate that same information
to another signatory to this Agreement oniy with advance conssnt of the attomey or party
who conhibuted it to the joint litigation effortr.

(c) A party reoeiving joint defense information may communicate that sarne

1' This paragraph recognizes that certain parties may have greater common interests with some other parties on certain issues. For
example, a corporation may have â greater interest in and need for joint litigatiou communications between its counsel and
counsel for its employees than it would have with counsel for other companíes partícípating in this Agreeme¡rt. Under such
circumstances, attorneys for various parties may choose to share information with some but not all parties to the Agreement, In
every instance, it is the prerogative of the attomey contributing information to determine, based on his/her assessment of his/her
clients interests, to decide whether or to whom in the agreement information is disclosed. Similrly, this agreement does not
preclude the contibutíug attomey ftom disolosing his orher own information to anyone.

)
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information pursuant to a compulsion order from a court of competent jurisdiction. Each
party agrees that if it receives any summons, subpoena or similar process, or request to
produce information or materials which includes information or material received under
this Agreement, it will immediately notify all other parties and provide not less than five
(5) days' notice before production, in order to permit other parties to intervene. If five
days' notice cannot be provided, because of the return date of the process, the party upon
which the demand or request is made agrees to bring a motion to stay the proceedings in
order to allow provision of five days' notice to other parties.

6. Modification of Agreement - Addition of New Parties.

Modification of this Agreement or addition of other parties as signatories to this
Agreement requires that all parties execute a new Agreement or an Addendum to this
Agreement.

7 Sharing of Information Does Not Create Privilege Regarding Facts That Are Not
Otherwise Privileged.

The parties recognize and agree that facts and other information which are not otherwise
privileged from disclosure shall not gain any privilege simply because such facts and other
information may be shared in a joint defense communication. Although certain information may
not be privileged, the joint defense and work product privileges do protect against disclosure (a)
the fact that particular joint defense communications have been made among parties to this
Agreement, (b) the contents of such joint defense communications, and (c) any part of
memoranda or other work product containing or referring to such joint defense communications.

8. Attorneys' Duty to Zealously Represent Own Client.

The signatories understand and acknowledge that each attorney -signatory to this
Agreement has an obligation to zealously represent his or her own client to the exclusion of all
other interests. Thus, before the Matter concludes, each attorney may need to, and is free to, take
action which may be contrary to the interests of other signatories to this Agreement. These
actions include, but are not limited to (a) advising a client to cooperate with the government, (b)
generating and disclosing evidence or information to the government or third parties (apart from
information protected by this Agreement), and (c) cross-examining other client -signatories at
trial or other proceedings, should such client -signatories testify.

9. No Party to This Agreement Has Agreed to Cooperate or Testify.

Each signatory represents that he or she has not entered into any cooperation arrangement
with any agency of the government, agreed to testify as a witness on behalf of the government,
or agreed to serve as an informant on behalf of the government with respect to the Matter in any
investigation or administrative, civil or criminal proceeding. This Agreement is not intended to
prevent or inhibit any party from entering into cooperation arrangements with the government.

10. Agreement to Notify of Cooperation Arrangement.

3

7

information pursuant to a compulsion order from a cowt of competent jwisdiction. Each
party agrees that if it receives any summons, subpoena or similar process, or request to
produce information or materials which includes information or rnaterial received under
this Agreement, it will immediately notify all other parties and provide not less than five
(5) days' notice befbre production, in order to permit other parties to intervene. If five
days' notice cannot be provided, because of the return date of the process, the party upon
which the demand or request is made agrees to bring a motion to stay the proceedings in
order to allow provision of five days' notice to other parties,

6, Modification of Agreement-Additiou of New Parties.

Modification of this Agreement or addition of other parties as signatories to this
Agreement requires that all parties execute a new Agreernent or an Addendum to this
Agreement.

Sharing of Information Does Not Create Privilege Regarding F'acts That Are Not
Otherwise Privileged.

The parlies recognize and agree that facts and other information which are not othenvise
privileged from disclosure shall not gain any privilege simply because such facts and'other
information may be shared in a joint defense communication. Altlrough certain information may
not be privileged, the joint defense and work product privileges do protect against disclosrue (a)
the fact that particular joint defense communications have been made among parties to this
Agreement, þ) the contents of such joint defense communications, and (c) any part of
rnemoranda or other work product containing or referring to such joint defense communications.

8. A.ttorneyst Dutyto Zealously Represent Own Client.

The signatories understand and acknowledge that each attonrey-signatory to this
Agreement has an obligation to zealously represent his or her own client to the exclusion of all
other interests. Thus, before the Matter concludes, each attorney may need to, and is free to, take
action which may be contrary to the interests of other signatories to this Agreenrent. These
actions include, but are not lirnited to (a) advising a client to cooperate with the govemment, þ)
generating and disclosing evidence or information to the government or third parties (apart from
inforrnation protected by this Agreement), and (c) cross-exÍLmining other client-signatories at

tial or other proceedings, should such client-signatories testi$r.

9. No Party to This Agreement IIas Agreed to Cooperate or Testify.

Each signatory represents that he or she has not entered into any cooperation arrangement
with any agency of the government, agreed to testiff as a witness on behalf of the govemment,
or agreed to serve as an informant on behalf of the goveÍrment with respect to the Matter in any
investigation or adminisftative, civil or crirninal proceeding. This Agreernent is not intended to
prevent or inhibit any parfy from entering into cooperation arrangements with the government.

10. Agreement to Notify of CooperatÍon Arrangement.

3
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Any signatory that enters into a cooperation arrangement with any governmental agency
with respect to the Matter shall immediately notify all other signatories of that fact, and shall
immediately withdraw from this Agreement. Upon withdrawal, the cooperating party and his or
her attorney shall return all joint defense material to the attorneys which contributed it, including
copies or summaries or excerpts of the same.

11. Consent to Use Information Exchanged Pursuant to This Agreement.

Any client -signatory who enters into a cooperation arrangement with the government, or
who testifies in any civil, administrative or criminal proceedings arising from the Matter
consents to any other signatory using for defense purposes any information or material
contributed by the client or by his or her attorney. This specifically permits use of contributed
information or material in cross-examining the witness and permits presentation of the
information or material by the defense at any point in the proceedings.

12. Not an Agreement to Violate Any Law.

This Agreement is in no way intended to encourage or commit any violation of law or
unlawful interference with any official proceeding or investigation. Each client -signatory
acknowledges that explanation and understanding.

13. Agreement Fully Explained.

Each attorney -signatory has fully explained the terms of this Agreement and is fully
satisfied that the client understands the terms, agrees to abide by them, and that the attorney is
authorized by the client to execute this Joint Defense Agreement.

14. Substitution of Parties or Attorneys.

This Agreement shall automatically apply to substitute or associated counsel who may
appear on behalf of any client -signatory. This Agreement shall not be subject to abrogation by
any heir, assign or other successor in interest to any party hereto. Nor shall such heir, assign or
successor in interest waive any privilege or doctrine with regard to information shared by or
among the parties to this Agreement.

15. Right to Terminate Participation; Termination Is Prospective Only.

Each signatory to this Agreement has the right to terminate his or her participation at any
time. Termination shall be effective upon tendering written notice to each attorney -signatory and
returning to each attorney -signatory the joint defense materials (and all copies, summaries or
excerpts) received. Termination of a party's participation under this Agreement shall not operate
as a waiver or authorize violation of this Agreement. A terminating party remains bound to
maintain the confidentiality of information received under this Agreement.

4

Any signatory that enters into a cooperation arangernent with any governrnental agency

with respect to the Matter shall immediatety notiff all other siguatories of that fact, and shall
imrnediately withdraw from this Agreement. Upon withdrawal, the cooperating party and his or
her attorney shatl retum all joint defense material to the attorneys which contributed it, including
copies or sumrnaries or excerpts of the same.

11. Consent to Use Information Exchanged Pursuant to This Agreement.

Any client-signatory who enters into a cooperation arrangement with the govemment, or
who testifies in any civil, adm:inishative or criminal proceedings arising from the Matter
oonsents to any other signatory using for defense pu{poses any information or rnaterial
contibuted by the client or by his or her attomey. This specifically permits use of contributed
infomration or material in cross-exarnining the witness and permits presentation of the

information or material by the defense at any point in the proceedings.

72. Not an Agreement to Violate Any Larry.

This Agreernent is in no way intended to encourage or commit any violation of law or
unlawfirl interference with any official proceeding or investigation. Each client-signatory
acknowledges that explanation and understanding,

13. Agreement X'ully Explained.

Each attorney-signatory has firlly explained the terms of this Agreement and is fitlþ
satisfied that the client understands the terms, agrees to abide by them, and that the attomey is
authorized by the client to execute this Joint Defense Agreement.

14. Substitution of Parties or Attorneys.

This Agreement shall automatically apply to substitute or associated counsel who may
appÊar on behalf of any client-signatory. This Agreement shall not be subject to abrogation by
any heir, assign or other successor in interest to any party hereto. Nor shall such heir, assign or
successoÍ in interest waive any privilege or doctrine with regard to information shared by or
among the parties to this Agreement.

15. RÍght to Terminate Participation; Termin¿1ion Is Prospective Only.

Each signatory to this Agreement has the right to tenrrinate his or her participation at any
time. Termination shall be effective upon tendering written notice to each attorney-signatory and

retunring to each attomey-signatory the joint defense materials (and all copies, summaries or
excerpts) received. Termination of a party's participation under this Agreement shall not operate
as a waiver or authorize violation of this Agreement. A terrninating party remains bound to
maintain the confi.dentiality of information received under this Agreement.

4
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IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have signed this Joint Defense Agreement,
which may be taken in one or more counterparts, which taken together shall constitute one and
the same consent as of September 28, 2004.

So agreed, as evidenced by the signatures of each client and each counsel below;

Gordon C. Rhea
RICHARDSON, PATRICK, WESTBROOK
& BRICKMAN, LLC
1037 Chuck Dawley Blvd, Bldg A
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29465
Tel: 843-727-6500
Fax: 843-727-3103

Attorney for Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Client

Henry Smock
Suite B 18-23, Palm Passage
P.O. Box 1498
St. Thomas, VI 00804
Tel: 340-777-5737
Fax: 340-777-5758

Attorney for Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

Client

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

5

IN \ryITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have siguod tJris Joint Defense Agreement,
which may be takeu in one or more counterparts, which taken together shall constitute one and
the same consent as of Septernber 28, 2004,

So agreed, as evidenced by the signatures of each clìent and each. counsel below;

Dated:
Gordon C. Rhea
RICHARDSON, PATRICK WESTBROOK
& BRICKI\4AN, LLC
1037 Chuck Dawley Blvd, Bldg A
Mt. Pleasant,SC29465
Tel:843-727-6500
Fax: 843-727-31,03

Attorney for'Waleed Moharnmed Hamed

Dated:
Client

Dated:
Henry Smock
Suite B 18-23, Palm Passage

P.O. Box 1498
St. Thomas, VI 00804
Tel: 340-777-5737
Fær: 340-777-5758

Attorney for Fatlú Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf Dated:_

Dated:
Client

5
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tArb..

John K. Dema
1236 Strand Street
Suite 103
Christiansted, St. Croix, USVI 00820-5008
Tel: 340-773-6142
Fax: 340-773-3944

Attorney for Maher Fathi Yusuf

Client

Derek M. Hodge
12D Bjerge Gade
PO Box 303678
St. Thomas, USVI 00804
Tel: 340-774-3971
Fax: 340-774-3981

Attorney for Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

Client

Pamela Colon
36C Strand St.
3rd Floor
Christainsted, St. Croix 00820
Tel: 340-719-7100
Fax: 340-719-7700

Attorney for Waheed Mohammed Hamed

Client

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

John K. Dema
1236 Shand Street
Suíte 103

Christiansted, St. Croix, USVI 00820-5008
Tal:340-773-6142
Faxz 340-773-3944

Attorney for Maher Fathi Yusuf

Client

DerekM. Hodge
12D Bjerge Gade
POBox 303678
St. Ttromas, USVI00804
Tel:340-774-3977
Fax:340-774-3981

Attomey for Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

Client

PamelaColon
36C Strand St.
3rd Floor
Christainsted, St. Croix 00820
TeL34A-7L9-7L00
Fax:340-719-77A0

Dole¿l.

Datedr

Dated:

Dated:_

Dated:_

Attonrey for lV'aheed Mohammed Harned

Client
Dated:

6
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Dated:

Randall Andreozzi

6255 Sheridan Drive

Amherst, NY 14221

Tel: 716-565-1100

Dated:

Leon Friedman

148 East 78th St

New York, NY 10021

Tel: 212-737-0400

ri,
)

Dated:
Randall Andreozn
6255 Sheridan Drive
Arnherst, ¡IY 14221
TeL 716-565-1100

Dated:
Leon Friedman
148 East 78n' St
New York, NY 10021

TeI:212-737-0400

7
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ADDENDUM TO JOINT DEFENSE AGREEMENT

The parties to the Joint Defense Agreement dated September 28, 2004, stemming

from the investigation and prosecution of United Corporation and certain of its

shareholders and employees, hereby execute this Addendum to Joint Defense Agreement

in order to expressly reaffirm and authorize the attorneys and accountants retained during

said investigation and prosecution to share the knowledge, documents, and insights

gained in that matter with the parties to the Joint Defense Agreement, with the

shareholders and directors of United Corporation, and with the representatives of said

parties.

The purpose of this Addendum is to assist the affected parties and their

representatives in preparing their tax returns, in undertaking future financial and tax

planning, and in determining the appropriate allocation and characterization of assets

owned in whole or in part by them or by related entities. By this Addendum, the parties

reaffirm the Joint Defense Agreement and specifically authorize their attorneys and

accountants engaged during the course of that agreement to communicate without

limitation with all parties to the agreement and with their representatives.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have signed this Addendum to Joint

Defense Agreement, which may be taken in one or more counterparts, which taken

together shall constitute one and the same consent as provided in the Joint Defense

Agreement of September 28, 2004.

ADDENDUM TO JOINT DEF'ENSE AGREEMENT

The parties to the Joint Defense Agreement dated September 28,2004, stemming

from the investigation and prosecution of United Corporation and certain of its

shareholders and employees, hereby execute this Addendum to Joint Defense Agreement

in orderto expressly reaffrrm and authorizethe attorneys and accountants retained during

said investigation and prosecution to sharc the knowledge, documents, and insights

gained in that matter with the parties to the Joint Defense Agreement, with the

shareholders and directors of United Corporation, and with the representatives of said

parties.

The purpose of this Addendum is to assist the affected parties and their

representatives in preparing their tax retums, in undertaking future financial and tax

planning, and in determining the appropriate allocation and characterization of assets

owned in whole or in part by them or by related entities. By this Addendum, the parties

reaffirm the Joint Defense Agreement and specifically authorize their attorneys and

accountants engaged during the course of that agreement to communicate without

limitation with all parties to the agreement and with their representatives.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the undersigned have signed this Addendum to Joint

Defense Agreement, which may be taken in one o1 more counterparts, which taken

together shall constitute one and the same consent as provided in the Joint Defense

Agreement of September 28,2004.
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So agreed, as evidenced by the signatures of each client and each counsel below

Gordon C. Rhea, Esquire
Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC
1037 Chuck Dawley Boulevard, Building A
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
Ph: (843) 727-6500
Fx: (843) 216-6509
Attorney for Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Client

Henry Smock, Esquire
Suite B 18-23, Palm Passage
P. 0. Box 1498
St. Thomas, VI 00804
Ph: (340) 777-5737
Fx: (340) 777-5758
Attorney for Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

Client

John K. Dema, Esquire
Law Offices of John K. Dema
1236 Strand Street, Suite 103
Christiansted, VI 00820-5008
Ph: (340) 773-6142
Fx: (340) 773-3944
Attorney for Maher Fathi Yusuf

Client

Dated:

Dated

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

2

So agreed, as evidenced by the signatures ofeach client and each counsel below

Dated:
Gordon C. Rhea, Esquire
Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC
1037 Chuck Dawley Boulevard, Building A

' Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
Ph: (843) 727-6s00
Fx: (843) 216-6509
Attorney for lI/øleed Mohammed Hømed

Client

Henry Smock, Esquire
Suite B 78-23, Palm Passage
P. O. Box 1498

St. Thomas, VI00804
Ph: (340) 777-s737
Fx: (340) 777-5758
Al.torney for Fathì Vasuf Mohømød Yusuf

Client

John K. Dema, Esquire
Law Offices of John K. Dema
1236 Strand Street, Suite 103

Christiansted, VI 00820-5008
Ph: (340) 773-6142
Fx: (340) 773-3944
Attorneyfor Moher Fathí Yusuf

Dated

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

2

I

I

Client
Dated:
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Dated:
Pamela Colon
36C Strand Street, 3rd Floor
Christiansted, VI 00820
Ph: (340) 719-7100
Fx: (340) 719-7700
Attorney for Waheed Mohammed Hamed

Dated:
Client

Dated:
Randall Andreozzi,
Andreozzi Fickess, LLP
9145 Main Street
Clarence, NY 14031
Ph: (716) 565-1100
Fx: (716) 565-1920
Attorney for Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Dated:
Client

Dated:
Thomas Alkon, Esquire
Law Offices of Thomas Alkon
2115 Queen Street
Christiansted, VI 00820
Ph: (340) 773-3305
Fx: (340) 773-4491
Attorney for United Corporation

Dated:
Client

Pamela Colon
36C Strand Street, 3'd Floor
Christiansted, VI 00820
Ph: (340) 719-7100
Fx: (340) 719-7700
Attorney for lYaheed Mohømmed Hamed

Client

Randall Andreozzi,
Andreozzi Fickess, LLP
9145 Main Street
Clarence, NY 14031
Ph: (716) s6s-1100
Fx: (716) 565-192A
Attorneyfor Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Client

Thomas Alkon, Esquire
Law OfÍices of Thomas Alkon
2115 Queen Street
Christiansted, VI 00820
Ph: (340) 773-330s
Fx: (340) 773-4491
Atto rn ey fo r Un íte d C o rp o r atíon

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

J

Client
Dated:
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ry Smock, Esquire

So agreed, as evidenced by the signatures of each client and each counsel below:

Gordon C. Rhea, Esquire
Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC
1037 Chuck Dawley Boulevard, Building A
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
Ph: (843) 727-6500
Fx: (843) 216-6509
Attorney for Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Client

Suite B 18-23, Palm Passage
P. 0. Box 1498
St. Thomas, VI 00804
Ph: (340) 777-5737
Fx: (340) 777-5758
Attorney for Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

7c

C

John K. Dema, Esquire
Law Offices of John K. Dema
1236 Strand Street, Suite 103
Christiansted, VI 00820-5008
Ph: (340) 773-6142
Fx: (340) 773-3944
Attorney for Maher Fathi Yusuf

Client

Dated:

Dated:

Dated: /'-- z 3 - / 2-

Dated: - 0

Dated

Dated:

2

So agreed, as evidenced by the signatures of each client and each counsel below:

Dated:
Gordon C. Rhea, Esquire
Richardson Pâtrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC
1037 Chuck Dawley Boulevard, Building A
Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464
Ph: (843) 727-6s00
Fx: (843) 216-6509
Attorney for |fløleed Mohammed Hamed

Client

Suite B 18-23, Palm Passage
P. O. Box 1498
St. Thomas, VI00804
Ph: (340) 777-5737
Fx: (340) 777-5758
Attorneyfot Føthì Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

Dated:

Dated: /- zs '/n

Dated:

Dated

v o
C

John K. Dema, Esquire
Law Offices of John K. Dema
1236 Strand Street, Suite 103

Chri stiansted, VI 00820-5 008
Ph: (340) 773-6142
Fx: (340) 773-3944
Attorneyfor Maher Fathi Yusuf

,,

Client
Dated:
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Dated:
Warren B. Cole, Esquire
Hunter, Cole & Bennett
Pentheny Building, 3rd Floor
St. Croix, VI 00820
Ph: (340) 773-3535
Attorney for United Corporation

Dated:
Client

Dated:
Wanen B. Cole, Esquire
Hunter, Cole & Bennett
Pentheny Building, 3'd Floor
St. Croix, VI00820
Ph: (340) 773-3s35
Attorney for Uníted Corporatíon

Dated:

Client
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VUlGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and 
00\'ERNMENT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS, 

Pla.intilt 
v. 

FATiil YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF, 
, . al(a Fathi Yusuf; 
W ALBED MOHAWAD HAMED, 

aka Wally HBJJ1ed, 
WAHEBD MOHAMMED HAMED, 

aka Willie Harned, 
MAlmR FATHI YUSUF, 

aka Mitre Yusu( 
ISAM MO:AAMAD YOU-SUP, 

aka Sam Y 01.ISUt 
NFJBli FATBI YUSU'f', and 
~ CORPORATION 

d/b/a Plaza Extra.. 
Defendants; 

ORDER 

CRIMINAL NO. 2005-015 

-0 
·-· 

Having considered the plea agreeme,nt among the parties to this case, the plea of 

guilty by defendant United Corporation to count sixty of the indictment, and the motion 

by the Government to dismiss all counts of the indictment against the remaining 

defendants, 

lT IS HEREBY ORDERED that the indictment is dismissed with prejudice 

against defundal;l.ts FATill YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF, aka Fatbl Yusut; WALEED 

MOHAMMAD HAMED. aka Wally Hamed, WAHBED MOHAMMED HAMED, aka 

Carl
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Willie limned, MAHER FATHI YUSUF, aka Mike Yu$11£ ISAM MOHAMAD 

YOUSUF. aka Sam Yousuf; and NBJEHFATHI YUSUF. 

4-Done and ordered this ____ day of March~ 2010. 

< / / <l/ C ;;h/? L _1/ 
·o L.FINCH 

STATES DISTRICT JUDGll 
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IN THE DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and
GOVERNMENT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS,

Plaintiffs,

vs.

FATHI YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF,
aka Fathi Yusuf

WALEED MOHAMMAD HAMED,
aka Wally Hamed

WAHEED MQHOMMAD HAM ED,
aka Willie Hamed

MAHER FATHI YUSUF,
aka Mike Yusuf

NEJEH FATHI. YUSUF
ISAM YUSUF, and
UNITED CORPORATION,

dba Plaza Extra,
Defendants.

CRIMINAL NO. 2005 -15F/B

PLEA AGREEMENT

INTRODUCTION

This agreement is entered into by and between defendant United

Corporation, dlbla Plaza Extra (hereinafter "United "), Thomas Alkon, Esquire,

and Warren B. Cole, Esquire, Attorneys for United; Fathi Yusuf Mohamed Yusuf,

Waleed Mohammad Hamed., Waheed Mohammad Hamed, Maher Fathi Yusuf,

Nejeh Fathi Yusuf, and the Department of Justice, Tax Division, and the United

States Attorney for the District of the Virgin Islands (collectively referred to as the.

"Government ").

The parties agree to the following terms:

1
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A. United will plead guilty to Count Sixty of the Third Superseding

Indictment, which charges willfully making and subscribing 'a 2001 U.S.

Corporation Income Tax Return (Form 1120S), in violation of Title 33, Virgin

Islands Code, Section 1525(2).

B. At the time that United enters its plea to the above- referenced

count, the Government will dismiss all counts of the Indictment with prejudice

against FATHI YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF, aka Fathi Yusuf, WALEED

MOHAMMAD HAMED, aka Wally Hamed, WAHEED MOHAMMED NAMED, aka

Willie Hamed, MAHER FATHI YUSUF, aka Mike Yusuf, !SAM MOHAMAD

YOUSUF, aka Sam Yousuf, and NEJEH FATHI YUSUF (all collectively referred

to as "individual defendants ") , including the temporary restraining order and

forfeiture allegations: The Government agrees not to file any additional criminal

charges against United or any of the individual defendants for conduct arising out

of the facts alleged in the Indictment. In accordance with paragraph VI. below,

the Department of Justice of the Virgin Islands also agrees that it will file no

criminal charges against United or any of the individual defendants for any

conduct arising out of the facts alleged in the Indictment.

The Government agrees to dismiss with prejudice all remaining. counts of

the indictment against United, including the temporary restraining order and

forfeiture allegations, at the time of sentencing.

2
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IL

NATURE OF THE OFFENSE

United agrees to plead guilty to Count Sixty of the Indictment, which

charges a violation of The 33; Virgin Islands Code, Section 1525(2). United

acknowledges that the offense to which it is pleading has the following elements:

A. Elements

1.. United aided, assisted, procured, counseled, advised, or

caused the preparation and presentation of a return;.

2. The return was fraudulent or false as to a material matter;

and

3. United acted willfully.

B. Elements Understood and Admitted.

United, through a representative empowered to accept this plea by virtue

of a duly enacted resolution of its Board of Directors,: has fully discussed the facts

of this case with defense counsel. United committed each of the elements of the

crime charged in Count Sixty of the Indictment and admits that there is a factual

basis for a plea of guilty to the charge.

C. Factual Basis.

The parties agree that the following facts are true and undisputed:

On or about September 18; 2002, United willfully aided, assisted,

procured, counseled, advised, or caused the preparation and presentation of a

materially false corporate income tax return on Form 1120S for the year 2001

and. filed such return with the Virgin Islands Bureau of Internal Revenue (VIBIR).

3
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Specifically, United reported gross receipts or sales on line 1c as $69,579;412,

knowing that the true amount was approximately $79,305,980.

PENALTIES

A. United acknowledges that the maximum penalties for violation of

Count Sixty are the following:

1. A maximum fine of $5,000;.

2. The Government may seek costs of prosecution, including

but not limited to 1) costs incurred to produce discovery in the investigation and

prosecution of this matter; 2) costs incurred by the United States Marshal's

Service to monitor the operations of Defendant United pursuant to the Temporary

Restraining Order, currently estimated at approximately $1.5 million; and 3) costs

related to witness appearance: and travel fees in the investigation and

prosecution of this matter. United reserves the tight to object to the imposition of

the aforementioned costs and to contest the amounts claimed by the

Government.

3. Restitution in an amount that represents any and all unpaid

gross receipts taxes, corporate income taxes, and individual income taxes owing

to the VIBIR for the Indictment years 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001.

Said restitution is to be determined by the Court in accordance with the figures

and ranges set forth in Exhibit 1., accepting as proven those figures stipulated by

the parties.. For those numbers still in dispute, the Court will determine the

appropriate amount within the ranges proposed by the parties in Exhibit 1,

following briefing, evidentiary presentation, and argument. In making its

4
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determination, the Court may consider all relevant and material evidence

presented by the parties without regard to the Federal Rules of Evidence, so long

as such evidence is disclosed in advance to the opposing party. Prior to

submitting restitution amounts for the Court's consideration in preparation for

sentencing, the parties agree to negotiate in good -faith to arrive at a mutually

acceptable amount.

4. A term of probation of one year, with conditions as set forth

in paragraph VIII.E. United understands that failure to comply with any of the

conditions of probation may result in the imposition of further. penalties.

B. In addition to the statutory penalties for violation of Title 33, Virgin

Islands Code, Section 1525(2), United shall pay a substantial monetary penalty

within the range set forth in paragraph VIII.B.., as determined by the Court

following briefing and argument by the parties.

IV.

WAIVER OF TRIAL RIGHTS

United understands that this guilty plea waives all of the following rights:

A. To plead not guilty and to require. the Government to prove the

elements of the crimes beyond a reasonable doubt;

B. To a speedy and public trial by jury;

C. To assistance of counsel at all stages of trial;

D. To confront and cross -examine witnesses against United; and

E. To present evidence and to have witnesses testify on United's

behalf.

5
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V.

UNITED'S REPRESENTATION THAT GUILTY PLEA IS KNOWING
AND VOLUNTARY

United represents that

A. United has had a full opportunity to discuss all the facts and

circumstances of this case with its counsel and has a clear understanding of the

charges and the consequences of pleading .guilty;

B. No.. one has made any promises or offered any rewards in return for

United's guilty plea, other than those contained in this Plea Agreement,: in

Exhibit Z which contains the letter of understanding dated February 12, 2010

(this plea agreement controls in the event of any conflicts), or otherwise

disclosed to. the Court

C. NO one has threatened United to induce this guilty plea; and

D. United is pleading guilty because in truth and in fact United is guilty

and for no other reason.

VI.

AGREEMENT LIMITED TO UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE FOR THE
DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS AND TAX DIVISION

This Plea. Agreement is between United Corporation, the Individual

Defendants, and the Government. This Agreement is not intended to bind any

other federal, state, or local prosecuting, administrative, or regulatory authorities

except to the extent specifically expressed herein. The Government will bring

this Plea Agreement to the attention of other authorities if requested by United.

6
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VII.

PLEA AGREEMENT SUBJECT TO COURT APPROVAL

Pursuant to Rule 11(c)(1)(C) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,

the parties acknowledge and agree that United should be ordered to pay the fine,

restitution, and monetary penalties contained within this Plea Agreement and

should be sentenced to a term of probation of one year.

If the Court does not adopt the agreement of the parties pursuant to Rule

11(c):(1)(C), both United and the Government reserve the right to withdraw from

this Plea Agreement.

VIII.

PARTIES' SENTENCING RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Fine. The parties agree that the maximum statutory fine of $5,000

should be imposed.

B. Monetary Penalty: The parties propose that the monetary penalty

to be imposed pursuant to paragraph III.B. above be imposed in an amount

between $250,000 to $5,715,748.

C. Costs of Prosecution: The Government proposes that costs of

prosecution be imposed as discussed above in paragraph III.A.2. United

contests said number and the categories of costs to be awarded.

D. Restitution. The parties propose the restitution amounts and

ranges as set forth in Exhibit 1, as referenced in paragraph III.A.3. above.

E. Terms of Probation

1. United agrees to a term of probation of one year and agrees

to be monitored by an independent third party certified public accounting firm to

7
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assure its compliance with the tax laws of the VIBIR. United agrees to cooperate

with the independent third party in carrying out such party's obligations under this

agreement. The selection of a certified public accounting firm as the

independent third party will be expressly approved by the Government prior to

the beginning of the term of probation. If the parties cannot reach agreement on

a third party, the independent third party will be selected by the Court.

2. The independent third party shall make quarterly reports to

the Government, the Court, and United of United's financial condition, results of

business operations, tax filings, tax payments, and accounting for the disposition

of all funds received.

3. United shall submit to:

(a) a reasonable number of regular or unannounced

examinations of its books and records at appropriate business premises by the

independent third party; and

(b) a periodic review of financial statements and tax

returns of United.

4. United shall be required to notify the court or independent

third party immediately upon learning of (a) any material adverse change in its

business or financial condition or prospects, or (b) the commencement of any

bankruptcy proceeding,. major civil litigation, criminal prosecution, or

administrative proceeding against United, or any investigation or formal inquiry

by governmental authorities regarding Uniteds financial operations.

8
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5. United shall make periodic payments., as specified by the.

Court, in the following priority: (a) restitution; (b) fine; and (c) substantial

monetary penalty. After sentencing, the Government agrees: to release: all lis

pendens, restraining orders, liens, or other encumbrances or property except to

the extent necessary to assure valid security for the payments of all amounts

referenced above. United shall develop and submit to the Court an effective .

compliance and ethics program consistent with §882.1 (Effective Compliance

and Ethics Program) of the United States Sentencing Guidelines. United shall

include in its submission a schedule for implementation of the compliance and

ethics program.

6. Upon approval by the Court of the ethics program referred to

above, United shall notify its owners, shareholders, directors, officers, and

employees of its criminal behavior and its programs referred to above. Such

notice shall be in a form prescribed by the Court.

7. United shall make periodic reports to the Government and to

the Court at intervals and in a form specified by the Court, regarding the

organization's progress in implementing the ethics program referred to above.

Among other things, such reports shall disclose any criminal prosecution, civil

litigation, or administrative proceeding commenced against United, or' any

investigation or formal inquiry by governmental authorities concerning United's

financial operations of which United learned since its last report.
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IX.

UNITED WAIVES APPEAL AND COLLATERAL ATTACK

In exchange for the Government's concessions in this. Plea Agreement,

United waives,. to the full extent of the law, any tight to appeal orcollaterally

attack the conviction and sentence, including any restitution order, except in the

following circumstances: (i) the sentence exceeded the maximum statutory

penalty; or (ii) the sentence violated the Eighth Amendment to the United States

Constitution.

X.

FURTHER CRIMES OR BREACH OF THE AGREEMENT WILL PERMIT THE
GOVERNMENT TO RECOMMEND A HIGHER SENTENCE OR TO SET ASIDE

THE PLEA

This Plea Agreement is based on the understanding that United will

commit no additional criminal conduct before sentencing. If United engages in

additional criminal conduct between the time of execution of this agreement and

the time of sentencing, or breaches any of the terms of any agreement with the

Government, the Government will not be bound by the recommendations in this

Plea Agreement and may recommend any lawful sentence.

XI.

COOPERATION WITH INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE AND VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUREAU OF INTERNAL REVENUE

During the pendency of this matter, United, its shareholders, the individual

defendants in this case, and certain related entities and individuals identified in

various pleadings or motions in this case, upon the specific advice of their

counsel in this matter, did not file tax returns and certain other reporting

l o.
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documents to the United States or the United States Virgin Islands (USVI) on

Fifth Amendment grounds. During the pendency of this matter, those same

individuals and entities endeavored to work cooperatively with the U.S. Marshals

Service and the USVI governments to pay over as deposits their best estimate of

taxes owed on those returns.

Prior to sentencing, United agrees to cooperate with the Government and

the VIBIR in filing complete and accurate corporate income tax returns and gross

receipts returns for years 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006., 2007,. and 2008 and in

paying in full the amounts due thereupon. United agrees to comply with all

current tax reporting and payment obligations between the execution of this

agreement and sentencing. In addition, prior to the sentencing hearing in this

matter, United's shareholders (FY 32.5%, FY 32.5%, SY 7%, ZY 7%, YY 7 %,

MY 7%, NY 7 %), and the individual defendants shall file the outstanding returns

and reporting documents and shall make full payments of the amounts due

thereupon. United acknowledges that a special condition of probation will require

that ali corporate returns be fled, and all amounts due and owing under this

agreement and all taxes due and owing for tax years 2002 through 2008 must be

paid prior to the termination of the period of probation:

The Government agrees that no foreign bank account - related charges or

discretionary penalties shall be applied with respect to United or any of the

individual defendants so long as such reporting and regulatory compliance is

made for each of the years 1996 through 2008 prior to sentencing.

11
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XII.

ENTIRE AGREEMENT

The Plea Agreement and Exhibit 2 embody the entire agreement between

the parties.

Upon the acceptance of the plea of guilty to Count Sixty by United in

accordance with this agreement, the Government agrees to promptly move the

Court for an Order. dismissing the restraining orders against the individual

defendants, except to the extent necessary to assure valid security for the

payments of all amounts referenced in paragraph VIII., and shall move for entry

of an order removing of record all notices of lis pendens or other encumbrances

filed in connection with this case against all properties owned in whole or in part

by any persons other than United. The parties agree to meet and confer to

determine a schedule to remove pending lis pendens, liens, and other

restrictions.

XIII.

MODIFICATION OF AGREEMENT MUST BE IN WRITING

No modification of the Plea. Agreement shall be effectiveunless in writing

signed by the Government, United, the individual defendants, and United's

shareholders.

XIV.

UNITED AND COUNSEL FULLY UNDERSTAND AGREEMENT

By signing this Plea Agreement, United's representative certifies that he or

she has been given lawful authority to enter into this Plea Agreement. United

further certifies that its counsel has discussed the terms of this Plea Agreement

12
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with appropriate officer and directors of United and that United fully understands

its meaning's. and effect.

The Government agrees to the terms set forth in this Plea Agreement

RONALD SHARPE
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

JOHN A. DICICCO
ACTING ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, TAX DIVISION

Dated: 1-12-6 110 tM - . a ly
Lori A. Hendrickson
Kevin C. Lombardi
Trial Attorneys

The defendant United Corporation agrees to the terms set forth in this Plea
Agreement

Dated: 2, 2 G / ¡v

Dated:

Dated:

Thomas Alkon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Unite Corporation

Warren B. Cole, Esq.
Attomey for Defendant United Corporation

Warren B. Cole, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant's unindicted shareholders

13
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Dated: Z -Z^: /o

Dated: 2. / 2.6 N

Dated: 24/°

Dated:

Dated: /o

Dated: 24 ef

Maher Fathi Yusuf
President, Defendant United Corporation

C.
Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Named

Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq`
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Derek M. Hodge, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

amela Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed

1y. C. Smock, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamed Yusuf

Dated: Z,2 `r6 k bra.. f-7 4e4
.1i3lin K. Dema, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf

14
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EXHIBIT I- RESTITUTION NUMBERS FOR TAX LOSS

Description Government Defendant

Gross Receipts Tax 1996 $324049.55 $0.00

Gross Receipts Tax 1997 $234,506.94 $0,00

Gross Receipts Tax 1998 $619,496.89 $272,251.00

Gross Receipts Tax 1999 $5$8,830.86 $603,633.00

Gross Receipts Tax 2000 $642,057.28 $642,057.00

Gross Receipts Tax 2001 $478,83233 $386,081.00

TOTAL GROSS RECEIPTS TAXES $2,857,873.85 $1,904,022.00

Corporate Income Tax - 1996 $2,214,307.41 $0.00

Corporate Income Tax - 1997 $2,360,868.66 $427,011.00

Corporate Income Tax - 1998 $3,993,535.34 $488,32100

TOTAL CORPORATE INCOME TAX $8,568,711.41 $915,334:00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -FY 32.5% $1,046,359.70 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -FY 32.5% $1,046,359.70 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -SY 7% $225,369.78 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -ZY 7% $225,369.78 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999- YY 7% $225,369.78 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -MY 7% $225,369.78 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 - NY 7% $225,369.78 $0.00

TOTAL INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX - 1999 $3,219,568.31 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 -FY 32.5% $1,458,473:19 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 - Fy 32.5% $1,458,473.19 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 - SY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 -ZY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 - YY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax -2000 -MY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 NY 7% $314,13269 $0.00

TOTAL INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX - 2000 $4,487,609.81 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 -FY 32.50À $1,545,993.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 -FY 32.5% $1,545,993.69 $0.00
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Individual Income Tax - 2001 - SY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 -ZY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 - YY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 -MY rh $332,983.26 $O0

Individual Income Tax - 2001 - NY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

TOTAL INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX - 2001 $4,756,903.67 $0.00

TOTAL ALL TAXES $23,890,667.04 $2,819,356.00

Case: 1:05-cr-00015-RLF-GWB   Document #: 1248   Filed: 02/26/10   Page 16 of 20

HAMD247916



February 12, 2010

Lori A. Hendrickson, Esq.
US DOETax Div ision/N.Criminal Section
601 D. Street NW, Room 7814
Washington, DC 20004-2904

Re: United States v. Fathi Yusuf, Crim. No. 05-0015

Dear Ms. Hendrickson:

We write to memorialize the process and parameters that will culminate in a formal
plea agreement in this case. The parties have agreed to the following terms:

Defendant United Corporation (d.b.a. Plaza Extra) agrees to plead guilty to Count
Sixty, filing a false 2001 Form 1120S, in violation of Title 33, Virgin Islands Code,,

Section 1525(2);

The government agrees to dismiss the pending charges against the individual
defendants immediately after defendant United Corporation's guilty plea has been
entered in court by an authorized representative of defendant United Corporation,
according to the terms 'of a signed plea agreement. The Government agrees not to
prosecute United' Corporation or any other individual or entity for any other crimes
arising out of the conduct alleged in the Third Superseding Indictment;

The government agrees to dismiss the remaining pending charges against United at
the, sentencing. hearing;

The parties agree to meet with each other and with representatives of the. Virgin
Islands Bureau of Internal Revenue (VIB1R) to ny to reach agreement for restitution
numbersl for unpaid gross receipts taxes, corporate income taxes, and individual
income taxes for the Indictment years 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001.
The numbers for which the parties are able to agree will be set forth in the plea
agreement;

If the parties are unable to reach agreement on any of the tax loss numbers for the
Indictment years, they will set forth :their own tax loss numbers for each year and
for each particular tax, in a format identical to the attached chart.. The parties agree
that the final determination of the restitution amount -fix the unpaid gross. receipts.
taxes, corporate income taxes, and individual income taxes for the Indictment years
1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001, will be made by Judge Finch after the
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Letter of Agreement
February 12, 2010
Page 2 of 5

parties submit sentencing memoranda and present testimonial and documentary
evidence at a hearing. The parties agree that Judge Finch will determine a liability
based on the range of numbers asserted by the parties in the plea agreement.

The determination of Judge Finch of the restitution by United Corporation shall be
conclusive of all taxes due and owing to the Government of the Virgin Islands for
years 1996, 1997; 1998, 1999, 2000, and 2001 with respect to all taxes of the
shareholders of United Corporation, both indicted and non-indicted, and employees
of United, including Waheed Hamed and Waleed Hamed, due on or for or on
account of income earned by United Corporation during said years and upon
payment all such tax liabilities shall be deemed satisfied in HI.

Defendant United Corporation agrees to a term of probation of one year, and agrees
to be monitored by an independent third party certified public accounting firm
during the term a probation to assure its compliance with the tax laws of the
VIBIR. The selection of the independent third party will be expressly approved by
the government prior to the beginning of the term of probation. If the parties cannot
reach agreement on a third party, the independent third party will be selected by the
Court;

The government agrees not to prosecute United Corporation or individual
defendants, or assert any civil or criminal accuracy related or reporting penalties, in
years 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, and 2008, provided that the individual
defendant tender documentary proof that they have filed tax returns and paid tax
due as set forth on those returns and as reviewed and accepted by the VIBIR;

United, its shareholders, and the individual defendants referenced in the
Indictment agree to cooperate with VIBIR to file MI and complete tax returns for
all post indictment years through present and to make :full payment on any
amounts due thereon. The Government agrees that no interest, penalties, or time
and interest sensitive penalties should be imposed on the post-indictment returns
so long as said returns are 'filedin accordance with this agreement. To the extent
tax deposits already submitted exceed the amOunt owed on the post indictment
returns as filed, such deposits should be reallocated to other tax periods or
refunded to the particular tax payer. The VIBIR.reserves the. right to review the
returns tobe filed hereunder to determine whether they are accurate as filed.

No foreign bank account-related charges or discretionary penalties shall be
applied with respect to any of the individuals and entities so long as such
reporting and regulatory compliance is made for the subject post-indictment
years. (United States Department of Justice, and not VIBIR, has authorization
over this provision).

The parties agree that United will pay a $5,000 fine and that the Government may
seek a substantial monetary penalty. The parties will negotiate in good faith to
determine the character of this penalty and will set forth a defined range from
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Letitx of Agreement
February 12, 2010
Page.3 ors

which Judge Finch will make a final rtding. The parties agree that the
Government may also seek reirebursement. from United for the actual costs of
pogeoution, whith will be set .forth in the plea agreement. United reserves the,

right to contest the above mentioned penalties and prosetution

Defendant United. Corporation, the individual defendants, and the sherehoidere of
United Cotporatiort, all ague to tile original individual income tax returns (or

correcting amended .tetunis, if appropriatelfOr the years 2002 20)3, 2004, 2005,

2006,2001, and 2008, and prairie any documentation or information requested by

the VIBIR in order for the MIR to make their own Independent review and

.assessment of the accuracy of Such returns Defendant United Corporation, the

individual defendants, and the shareholderg of United Corporation l agree to take

these actions prior. to the sentencing hearing

The United States government and tte Unittd Stan* Virgin Islands government

agree to tkte temts.rxt forth in this Letter of Agreement.

RONALD SHARPE
UNITED VA' rks ATTORNEY

JOHN A. DIC1000
ACTING ASSITANT ATTORNEY GENERL
=Amara OF JUSTICE
TAX DIVISION

Dated: 211212010 );ri C . itt411141i
Mark F. Daly
Lori k Hendrickson
Kovin C. Lombardi

Dated:
andette W PAndersott

Director
'Virgin Islands Bureau of Internal RISVCDUM

Denise '
Assistant end
Virgin Islands Department ofmitica
Office of the Attorney General

The defendant United Corporation agrees to the terms:set forth inthis Letter of

Agreement.
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Letter of Agreement
February 12, 2010
Page 4 of 5

Dated: t/6/19

Dated: e

Dated: Z/ZiX0

Dated: )/

Dated: alloaa/6

Dated:

Dated:

Dated: he/0

Dated: / Ciro

no
as Alko , Esq.
ey for Defendant United Corporation

Warren B. Cole, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant United Corporation

MAHER FATHI YUSUF
President, Defendant United Corporation

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Harried

Derek M.. Hodge, Esq.
Attorney fOr Defendant Nejeh Fithi Yuslif

Pamela Colon,Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Moh med Hamed

C. Smock, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

1

(An K. Dema, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf
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IN THE DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and 
GOVERNMENT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS, 

Plaintiffs, 

vs. 

FATHI YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF, 
aka Fathi Yusuf 

WALEED MOHAMMAD HAMED, 
aka Wally Hamed 

WAHEED MOHOMMAD HAMED, 
aka Willie Hamed 

CRIMINAL NO. 2005-1 SF/B 

MAHER FATHI YUSUF, 
aka Mike Yusuf 

NEJEH FATHI YUSUF 
ISAM YUSUF, and 
UNITED CORPORATION, 

dba Plaza Extra, 
Defendants. 

PLEA AGREEMENT- ADDENDUM 

The parties agree to the following: 

1) United will pay a $5,000 fine, as set forth in Paragraphs 111.A.1 and 

VIII.A; 

2) United will pay $10 million to the VIBIR for restitution, as setforth in 

Paragraphs 111.A.3 and VIII.D; 

3) United will pay $1 million as a substantial monetary penalty, as set 

forth in Paragraphs 111.A.2, 111.B, VIII.B, and VIII.C. 

In consideration of the settlement herein, United, the individual 

defendants, and United's shareholders, and their heirs, executors, 

administrators, or assigns do hereby stipulate and agree to pay the agreed upon 

,228044.J 
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sums, and to waive and release any and an claims, demands, rights, and causes 

of action of whatsoever kind and nature, whether sounding in tort, contract, or 

any other theory of legal liability, including any claims for fees, interest, costs, 

and expenses, arising from, and by reason of, any and all known and unknown, 

foreseen and unforeseen, bodily and personal injuries, death, or damage to 

property, and the consequences thereof, which United, the individual defendants, 

and United's shareholders, or their heirs, executors, administrators, or assigns 

may have or hereafter acquire against the United States, its agents, servants, 

and employees on account of the same subject matter that gave rise to the 

above-captioned action. United, the individual defendants, and United's 

shareholders, and their heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns do hereby 

further agree to reimburse, indemnify, and hold harmless the United States and 

its agents, servants, and employees from and against any and all such claims, 

causes of action, liens, rights, or subrogated or contribution interests incident to, 

or resulting or arising from, the acts or omissions that gave rise to the above

captioned action. Provided, however, that the duties to reimburse, indemnify and 

hold harmless the United States and its agents as set forth in the preceding 

sentence shall be strictly limited to claims made by United, the individual 

defendants, United's shareholders, or their executors, administrators, assigns, or 

their family members. 

UNITED AND COUNSEL FULLY UNDERSTAND PLEA AGREEMENT
ADDENDUM 

By signing this Plea Agreement-Addendum, United's representative 

certifies that he has been given lawful authority to enter into this Plea Agreement-

2 
5228044.1 



Case: 1:05-cr-00015-RLF-GWB   Document #: 1304-1   Filed: 02/07/11   Page 3 of 8

HAMD248027

Addendum. United further certifies that its counsel has discussed the terms of 

this Plea Agreement- Addendum with appropriate officers, directors, and 

shareholders of United and that United fully understands its meanings and effect. 

The Government agrees to the terms set forth in this Plea Agreement

Addendum. 

RONALD SHARPE 
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY 

JOHN A. DICICCO 
ACTING ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL 
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, TAX IVISION 

Dated:~ 

I 

Ma . a 
Lori A. Hendrickson 
Kevin C. Lombardi 
Trial Attorneys 

The defendant United Corporation agrees to the terms set forth in this Plea 
Agreement-Addendum. 

Dated: _11-/ ~_____./ ..... ·_, 'r r 

Dated: _ _,I / ..... 7_·0 _,f...,_;...~ 1_ 

Warren B. Cole, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant United Corporation 

(lJai--
Warren B. Cole, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant's unindicted shareholders 

3 
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Dated: ----- z-fr,/ 
Maher F: i Yusuf 
President, Defendant United Corporation 

Dated: -----
Gordon C. Rhea, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Derek M. Hodge, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf 

Dated: -----
Pamela Colon, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Henry C. Smock, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf 

Dated: -----
John K. Dema, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf 

4 
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Dated: -----
Maher Fathi Yusuf 
President, Defendant United Corporation 

Dated: } I 2-v I 7- o (( • ~e.~ 
Gordon C. Rhea, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

'!fl' Dated: ___ ,,_ __ _ 

i:&c K M. 1-/oc.,-"z~ 
6'.,, ~ a.J,·U. ~;3~;.,._ 

Derek M. Hodge, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf 

Dated: ____ _ 
Pamela Colon, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Henry C. Smock, Esq. 
Attorney for De dant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf 

Dated: ____ _ 
ma, Esq. 

or Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf 

4 
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Dated: · -----
Maher Fathi Yusuf 
President, Defendant United Corporation 

Dated: -----
Gordon C. Rhea, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: ;/~ o/(/ ~ 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Derek M. Hodge, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf 

Dated: -----
Pamela Colon, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Henry C. Smock, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf 

Dated: -----
John K. Dema, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf 

4 
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Dated: -----
Maher Fathi Yusuf 
President, Defendant United Corporation 

Dated: ____ _ 
Gordon C. Rhea, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

., 

Dated: -----
Derek M. Hodge, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf 

Dated: 1/! /1, ~~ 
Pamela Colon,

1Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: -----
Henry C. Smock, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf 

Dated: -----
John K. Dema, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf 

4 
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Date~: ____ _ 
Maher Fathi Yusuf 
President, Defendant United Corporation 

Dated: -----
Gordon C. Rhea, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: ____ _ 
Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: ____ _ 
Derek M. Hodge, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf 

Dated: ____ _ 
Pamela Colon, Esq. 
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed 

Dated: /- 2 S - I I 
C. S c, Esq. 

Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf 

Dated: ____ _ 
John K Dema, Esq. 
Attorney-for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf 

4 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

)
THE UNITED STATES pF AMERICA, )

)
Plaintiff, )

v. )

)

)
UNITED CORPORATION, et al., )

)
Defendants. )

)

Crim. No. 1:05-15

MEMORANDUM, ORDERS, AND RECOMMENDATION

By agreement of counsel and the parties the sentencing phase of the captioned matter was

mediated on June 19 and 20, 2013, before the undersigned.

Pursuant to the understandings to the achieved at the mediation, and the payment of certain

funds to the V.I. Bureau of Internal Revenue, a Second Addendum to the Plea Agreement and

Sentencing Memorandum was executed. The matter was thereafter scheduled for sentencing on

July 16, 2013 before the Honorable Wilma Lewis, Chief Judge of the District Court.

At the hearing Judge Lewis considered the matters presented, including whether the parties

had complied with the conditions precedent for the Rule 11(c)1C plan and whether the Temporary

Restraining Order should be extended.

After a thorough consideration of the matters presented the sentencing hearing was

continued without date.

At the mediation counsel advised that they had represented the defendant, as well as

dismissed defendants, pursuant to a joint defense agreement which had been negotiated early in the

litigation.

HAM D599941
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USA, et al. v. United Corp., et al.
Criminal No. 1:05 -15
Page 2

Because of a substitution of counsel and divergence in trial strategy the Joint Defense

Agreement was concluded on September 19, 2012.

At the close of the mediation the attorneys' billing statements were requested for in camera

review. After a thorough review of the invoices presented by counsel and the retained accounting

experts, the mediator concluded that because of the termination of the Joint Defense Agreement

the invoices should be resubmitted in camera for consideration of work performed prior to

September 19, 2012.

Invoices were received from the Law Offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC., Gordon C.

Rhea, P.C., Andreozzi, Bluestein, Fickess, Muhlbauner Weber, Brown LLP, and Freed Maxick,

CPA PC. Invoices were not received form Feurst, Ittleman, David, and Joseph, P.L. nor from

Nizar Dewood, Esq.

The subject invoices were reviewed in camera and the work performed by counsel and the

accountants was in furtherance of the object of the Joint Defense Agreement. The invoices

submitted are approved as follows:

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC $46,393.95

Gordon C. Rhea, PC. 16,737.90

Andreozzi, Bluestein LLP 118,418.57

Freed Maxick CPA, PC 151,350.00

Accordingly, the sum of $332,900.42 is directed to be released for the restrained assets of

the defendant to the Escrow Account of Andreozzi, Bluestein, in accordance with prior protocol

established by Judge Raymond Finch, for distribution to counsel and experts in the sums approved

pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement.

HAM D599942
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At the initial sentencing hearing before Chief Judge Lewis it was noted that the agreement

with respect to identification and engagement of a monitor had not been concluded.

On August 15, 2013 the firm of Kaufman, Rossin and Co. of Miami, Florida entered into an

agreement with the defendant to perform the subject services. The mediator is advised that they

have commenced their duties, and with the concurrence and agreement of the United States,

United Corp. is directed to make timely payment of their invoices in accordance with the

accompanying order.

With respect to storage of and access to the voluminous documents generated by the

litigation and currently in the custody of the Federal Bureau of Investigations, the mediator is

advised that Joyce Bailey has been engaged to undertake the responsibility and her expenses will

also be paid by the defendant United Corp.

The mediator is further advised that former defendants Waheed Mohammad Hamed and

Waleed Mohammad Mahed have made full payment of their tax obligations for the years 2002

through 2012 pursuant to the terms of the plea agreement.

The premises considered, it is hereby

ORDERED, that disbursement be made from the restrained assets of the defendant for

professional services in accordance with the accompanying Order; and it is further

ORDERED, that the CPA /monitor be compensated in accordance with the accompanying

Order; and it is further

ORDERED, that the custodian of the documents and discovery be compensated in

accordance with the accompanying Order; and it is further

HAM D599943
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RECOMMENDED, that the matter be restored to the sentencing calendar of Chief Judge

Lewis for her determination with respect to whether the conditions precedent for sentencing

pursuant to Rule 11(c)1 C have been fully completed.

ENTERED: S\
GEOFFREY W. BARNARD
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE

HAM D599944



IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

     
      
       ) 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA,  ) 
        ) Crim. No. 1:05-15  

Plaintiff, )  
              v. ) 

)     
  ) 
UNITED CORPORATION, et al.,  ) 
  ) 

Defendants. )   
                                                    ) 
 

 
ORDER RE: COMPENSATION OF COUNSEL AND EXPERTS 

 The premises considered, and the Court being fully advised, it is hereby 

 ORDERED, that the sum of $332,900.42 be disbursed from the restrained assets of the 

defendant to the Escrow Account of Andreozzi, Bluestein for distribution in the following manner 

to counsel and the expert accountants for services performed pursuant to the Joint Defense 

Agreement up to and including September 19, 2012: 

  Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC  $46,393.95  

  Gordon C. Rhea, PC.    16,737.90  

  Andreozzi, Bluestein LLP  118,418.57  

  Freed Maxick CPA, PC  151,350.00 

 IT IS SO ORDERED 

 

ENTERED:   S\                                                   
              GEOFFREY W. BARNARD 
              UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE  
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

 
 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA  :  
       : 
   Plaintiff,    : CASE # 1:05-cr-15    
       :             
  vs.     : 
       :  
UNITED CORPORATION, et al.   : 
       :  
   Defendants.   :  
____________________________________ : 
 

APPEAL OF MAGISTRATE ORDERS  
and/or OBJECTION TO THE REPORT & RECOMMENDATION 

 
 COMES NOW, Defendant UNITED CORPORATION, by and through undersigned 

counsel, appeals and/or object to the Magistrate Orders [Doc. ## 1394 & 1395] entered on April 

17, 2014, where the Magistrate Judge granted, inter alia, the payment of Counsel and Experts, and 

states the following: 

Procedural History 

 On February 4, 2013, the Government filed its request for additional mediation.  Doc. # 

1323.  On February 21, 2013, the Government filed its notice of items to be resolved in mediation.  

Doc. # 1329.  Included in the Government’s notice was a list of seven (7) items that the 

Government considered outstanding.  Doc. # 1329 pp. 3-4. 

 On February 26, 2013, United Corporation filed its response to the Government’s notice of 

items to be resolved in mediation.  Doc. # 1332.  On February 27, 2013, Defendant Waleed Hamed 

filed his response to the Government’s notice of items to be resolved in mediation.  Doc. # 1334.  

Mr. Hamed identified additional items that he believed needed to be mediated.  See Doc. # 1334 at 

pp. 2-3.   
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 In response to Waleed Hamed’s response interjecting additional issues in to the mediation, 

on March 1, 2013, United Corporation filed its notice of position re:  mediation.  Doc. # 1337.  In 

that notice of position United Corporation objected to the additional issues that Waleed Hamed 

improperly attempted to interject into this on-going criminal case.   

 On April 17, 2014, the Magistrate Judge assigned to the instant case entered two orders.  The 

first order (Doc. # 1394) was titled: “Memorandum, Orders, and Recommendation.”  The Second 

order (Doc. # 1395) was titled:  “Order Re:  Compensation of Counsel and Experts.” 

 To the extent that the orders were a Magistrate Report & Recommendation, this is United 

Corporation’s objection.  To the extent that the orders were plenary orders (in contrast to a R&R) 

then this is United Corporation’s appeal to the District Court judge. 

Legal Standards 

1. Appeal of Magistrate Decision 

In criminal cases a Magistrate Judge has the power as authorized by the Federal Rules of 

Criminal Procedure.  28 U.S.C. § 636(a)(1).  And a magistrate judge may hear and decide non-

dispositive pretrial matters such as discovery motions. See 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)(1)(A). On appeal, the 

Court will only set aside that portion of the order that is found to be clearly erroneous or contrary to 

law.  Id.  

2. Objection to a Report & Recommendation 

Federal Rule of Criminal Procedure governs matters before a Magistrate Judge and allows 

for a referral of non-dispositive matters from the District Judge to the Magistrate Judge.  Fed. R. 

Crim. P. 59(a).  There is no applicable Local Rule of Criminal Procedure regarding Rule 59, however 

Local R. Crim. P. 1.2 states that: “[i]n cases of general procedure not covered by these Rules, the 

Local Rules of Civil Procedure shall apply.”  Local R. Civ. P. 72.1 states that:  “[t] The Magistrate 

Judges are hereby designated to hear and determine in all civil causes any pretrial matter permitted 
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by 28 U.S.C. § 636 and Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 72.”  Local R. Civ. P. 72.2 addresses 

objections to non-dispositive orders and requires a notice of object to be filed.  L. R. Civ. P. 72.2(b).  

In respect to a Magistrate’s proposed findings, recommendations or reports, Local R. Civ. P. 72.3 

requires that any party who objects to proposed findings, recommendations or reports, to file such 

objection.  L. R. Civ. P. 72.3.  A Magistrate’s factual and legal findings are subject to de novo review 

under  Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(b)(3) and Fed. R. Crim. P. 59(b)(3) (for dispositive matters); and a clearly 

erroneous review for non-dispositive matters under Fed. R. Crim. P. 59(a).  See also Nara v. Frank, 

488 F.3d 187, 194 (3d Cir. 2007) (“Article III requires de novo review of a magistrate judge’s R & R 

where a party timely objects.” (internal citation omitted)). 

Argument 

1. Timeliness 

26 U.S.C. § 636 establish that objections to a Magistrate’s proposed findings and 

recommendations must be filed within 14 days.  Id. at (b)(1)(flush language).  Likewise, both Fed. R. 

Crim. P. 59(a) and Fed. R. Civ. P. 72(a) establish a 14 day deadline to file an objection to a report 

and recommendation.  United Corporation’s objections and/or appeal is/are filed within the 14 day 

deadline and is/are timely. 

2. The Magistrate Judge Exceeded His Authority 

 A. Federal Magistrate Act does not authorize the issued relief 

“In 1968, Congress passed the Federal Magistrates Act, Pub. L. No. 90–578, 82 Stat. 1107 

(1968), which eliminated the Office of the United States Commissioner and created the Office of 

the United States Magistrate.”  Brown v. United States, __ F.3d __, 2014 WL 1344463 (11th Cir. Apr. 

7, 2014).  In 1976 Congress enacted a statute to clarify the role of magistrates in the federal judicial 

system.  Id. (citing Act of Oct. 21, 1976, Pub. L. No. 94–577, § 1, 90 Stat. 2729, 2729 (codified as 

amended at 28 U.S.C. § 636(b)).  And in the subsequent decades Congress increased the authority of 
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Magistrate Judges in the federal system, but nonetheless “magistrate judges (and their predecessors, 

the commissioners) are not—and have never purported to be—Article III judges. Instead, 

magistrate judges ‘draw their authority entirely from an exercise of Congressional power under 

Article I of the Constitution.’”  Brown, supra at *8 (quoting Thomas v. Whitworth, 136 F.3d 756, 758 

(11th Cir.1998)). 

As the Eleventh Circuit recently noted: 

Magistrate judges are permitted, with the consent of the parties, to “conduct any or all 
proceedings in a jury or nonjury civil matter and order the entry of judgment in the case, 
when specially designated to exercise such jurisdiction by the district court or courts 
he serves.” 28 U.S.C. § 636(c)(1). The key phrase in the quoted language is “civil 
matter.” Under the plain terms of the statute, if a matter is not a “civil matter” within 
the meaning of § 636(c), a magistrate judge lacks the authority to enter final 
judgment.  
 

Brown, supra at *9 (emphasis added). 

 So since the case at bar is a criminal and not a civil case, the Magistrate Judge’s orders 

cannot, by operation of the Federal Magistrate Act be final orders.  Accordingly, this Court exercises 

plenary review over the subject orders.  For the reasons discussed below, this Court should not and 

cannot interject itself between United Corporation the remainder of the criminal defendants who 

have been dismissed with prejudice from the above-styled case. 

 B. The opinion is an advisory opinion 

In Muskrat v. United States, 219 U.S. 346 (1911), the Supreme Court addressed the issue and 

affirmed a prior definition of what the Constitution requires of courts: 

By cases and controversies are intended the claims of litigants brought before the 
courts for determination by [] regular proceedings . . . for the protection or 
enforcement of rights, or the prevention, redress, or punishment of wrongs. 
Whenever the claim of a party under the Constitution, laws, or treaties of the United 
States takes such a form that the judicial power is capable of acting upon it, then it 
has become a case. The term implies the existence of present or possible adverse 
parties whose contentions are submitted to the court for adjudication. 
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Id. at 357.  Thus, the courts may only rule on “cases,” which exist whenever a claim exists upon 

which the courts may rule. 

 In a criminal case the adverse parties are the Government and the criminal defendants.  

Disputes between the criminal defendants that do not arise pursuant to the Federal Rules of 

Criminal Procedure are outside of the scope a District Court can provide.  So in the case at bar, the 

dispute as to who has the legal obligation to pay for the professional fees is nothing more than a 

breach of contract dispute between the professionals and the alleged obligated contractual party.  Cf. 

the Hyde Amendment Pub. L. 105-119, § 617, Nov. 26, 1997, 111 Stat. 2519, codified as a note 

following 18 U.S.C. § 3006A (allowing federal courts to award attorneys’ fees and court costs to 

criminal defendants from the Federal Government where the court finds that the position of the 

United States was vexatious, frivolous, or in bad faith).  The Hyde Amendment does not allow for 

professional fees to be awarded between co-defendants. 

 Indeed, as the Supreme Court has stated:  “[a]n interest in attorney’s fees is ... insufficient to 

create an Article III case or controversy where none exists on the merits of the underlying claim.”  

Steel Co. v. Citizens for a Better Env't, 523 U.S. 83, 107 (1998) (internal citation and quotation omitted).  

Here, the Magistrate Judge’s orders fixing the amount of professional fees and that United 

Corporation is the legally obligated party to pay said professional fees is an advisory opinion, 

because no controversy exists on the merits of the underlying action, viz. the criminal case between 

the Federal Government and United Corporation.  This Court must reject the issuance of an 

advisory opinion as it is antithetical to bedrock constitutional jurisprudence. 

 Moreover, assuming that Waleed Hamed is the aggrieved individual (and not the attorneys 

acting in his stead) he cannot demonstrate constitutional standing (nor does the Magistrate’s order 

do so either).  “Constitutional standing has three elements, all of which must be met: (1) the plaintiff 

must have suffered an injury in fact; (2) there must be a causal nexus between that injury and the 
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conduct complained of; and (3) it must be likely that the injury will be redressed by a favorable 

judicial decision.”  Joint Stock Soc’y v. UDV N. Am., Inc., 266 F.3d 164, 175 (3d Cir. 2001).  “In other 

words, for a federal court to have authority under the Constitution to settle a dispute, the party 

before it must seek a remedy for a personal and tangible harm. The presence of a disagreement, 

however sharp and acrimonious it may be, is insufficient by itself to meet Art. III’s requirements.”  

Hollingsworth v. Perry, 133 S. Ct. 2652, 2661 (2013).  Further, “[i]t is, however, a fundamental 

restriction on [the federal court’s] authority that in the ordinary course, a litigant must assert his or 

her own legal rights and interests, and cannot rest a claim to relief on the legal rights or interests of 

third parties.” Id. at 2663 (internal citation and quotation omitted). 

 Here the Plaintiff (the United States) has not suffered an injury in fact, however assuming 

Waleed Hamed is the “Plaintiff” he has also not demonstrated an injury in fact, indeed it appears 

that he is attempting to vindicate the rights of third parties – the professionals who are allegedly 

owed their fees.  Waleed Hamed lacks standing because (1) - there is no allegation that absent 

payment of the disputed professionals’ fees Waleed Hamed would be injured; and (2) - there is no 

nexus between the hypothetical injury suffered by Waleed Hamed and the conduct of United 

Corporation, i.e., Waleed Hamed cannot demonstrate how he is responsible for all the professional 

fees and how United Corporation’s lack of payment will result in his liability to those professionals.  

Furthermore, as a practical matter, since there is no privity of contract between any of the 

professionals who have outstanding fees and United Corporation, United Corporation cannot be 

liable for breach of contract since it never had a contract to breach in the first instance.  And since 

Walled Hamed is the party asserting that this Court has federal jurisdiction he bears the burden of 

establishing these elements, Joint Stock Soc’y, 266 F.3d at (internal citations omitted), which he cannot 

do. 
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 Additionally, because Waleed Hamed has been dismissed with prejudice the instant case is 

no longer a live case and controversy insofar as he is concerned.  “The case-or-controversy 

requirement subsists through all stages of federal judicial proceedings, trial and appellate. It is not 

enough that a dispute was very much alive when suit was filed; the parties must continue to have a 

‘personal stake’ in the ultimate disposition of the lawsuit.” 

 Chafin v. Chafin, 133 S. Ct. 1017, 1023 (2013) (internal citation and quotation omitted).  Here this 

Court cannot provide the relief to Waleed Hamed as he no longer has a personal stake in the 

outcome of the case because he has been dismissed with prejudice.  So the case is moot to Waleed 

Hamed because he lacks a cognizable interest in the outcome.   See Id. citing, inter alia Already, LLC v. 

Nike, Inc., 568 U.S. ––––, ––––, 133 S.Ct. 721, 726 (2013).  

 At bottom the Magistrate Judge lacked the authority to issue an opinion and attendant 

orders resolving a dispute that was wholly-collateral to the merits of this case to the benefit of a 

criminal defendant who, by virtue of the order dismissing the case against him with prejudice, see 

Doc. # 1262, lacked a cognizable interest in the outcome of the case as he has suffered no concrete 

injury and shown no nexus to the actions (or lack thereof) by United Corporation.  The orders must 

be vacated in full. 

 C. United Corporation did not consent to mediation regarding   
   professional fees 

 
Assuming, arguendo, that the Magistrate had the authority to enter the orders as to the 

disputed professional fees, United Corporation objected (and continues to object) to having to be 

liable for the professional fees which it has no contractual obligation to pay.  Indeed, in its March 1, 

2013, filing it could not have been any clearer “[a]ccordingly, based on the foregoing, the Defendant 

submits that there is nothing to mediate between UNITED CORPORATION and Waleed 

Hamed.”  Doc. # 1337 at p. 4. 
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It is axiomatic that a party cannot be forced to mediate, and that when a mediation is held a 

settlement agreement is jointly entered into by the parties to the mediation agreement.  Typically this 

happens with a settlement agreement and a joint dismissal with prejudice.  Here, however, there is 

no settlement agreement nor is there any document filed by either United Corporation or Waleed 

Hamed that reflects that they have settled their collateral dispute regarding the outstanding 

professional fees.  Accordingly, absent United Corporation’s consent the orders entered by the 

Magistrate Judge were void ab initio, and in turn, this Court must vacate the orders as being beyond 

what was agreed to be mediated. 

 D. Mediators cannot enter orders in aid of Mediation 

Mediation, by definition, is when opponents in a dispute submit their dispute to a third party  

in order to effectuate an agreement between the parties; mediation is not binding (absent a formal 

settlement agreement) on the parties to the mediation.  Arbitration, in contrast, involves a more 

formal deliberation that is binding on the parties.  Alternative Dispute Resolution is authorized by 

federal statute, but only applies to civil actions.  28 U.S.C. § 651(b).  Since the instant case is a 

criminal action 28 U.S.C. § 651, et seq. does not apply. 

Further, assuming arguendo that Chapter 44 of Title 28 applies to this case, United 

Corporation never consented to any form of alternative dispute resolution as it relates to the 

professional fees.  Consent of a party is a statutory prerequisite to alternative dispute resolution.  28 

U.S.C. § 654(a).  Accordingly, the orders of the Magistrate Judge entered after a mediation where 

United Corporation did not consent to the mediation of the ancillary issues of professional fees is 

void ab initio and cannot be enforced by this Court.  This Court must vacate the orders as they were 

issued with want of authority.   
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 E.  The Magistrate abused his discretion in calculating the professional  
   fees 

 
Professional fees are often erroneously calculated “which can occur if the judge fails to apply 

the proper legal standard or to follow proper procedures in making the determination, or bases an 

award upon findings of fact that are clearly erroneous.” In re Cendant Corp. PRIDES Litig., 243 F.3d 

722, 727 (3d Cir.2001) (internal quotations omitted).  The standards employed calculating 

professional fees awards are legal questions subject to plenary review.  In re Rite Aid Corp. Sec. Litig., 

396 F.3d 294, 299 (3d Cir. 2005).  Here, the orders awarding professional fees are clearly defective. 

First, the standard(s), if any, used by the Magistrate Judge in arriving at the award of 

professional fees cannot be ascertained from the orders.  Absent any articulated standard, the 

application of the facts to that standard cannot also be reviewed.  Simply stated, this Court cannot 

discern if there was a clearly erroneous application of the facts to the law when one cannot say for 

certain what the law that the Magistrate relied upon was.  For this reason alone, and in conjunction 

with the reasons below, this Court must vacate the contested orders. 

Second, the Magistrate failed to follow the proper procedures in making his professional fees 

determination.  There is no evidence in the record (expert or otherwise) regarding prevailing hourly 

rate for either the attorneys or the accountants in the Virgin Islands.  “The party seeking to recover 

attorney’s fees has the initial burden of producing sufficient evidence of what constitutes a 

reasonable market rate1 for the essential character and complexity of the legal services rendered in 

order to make out a prima facie case.”  Fed. Trade Comm'n v. Circa Direct LLC, 912 F. Supp. 2d 165, 

173 (D.N.J. 2012) (internal citation omitted).  “That burden is ordinarily met through the submission 

1 A reasonable attorney rate is determined by reference to the marketplace. See Missouri v. Jenkins, 491 
U.S. 274, 285 (1989) (explaining that “we have consistently looked to the marketplace as our guide 
to what is ‘reasonable’”) (citation omitted). 
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of ‘affidavits prepared by other attorneys in the relevant legal community.’”  Id. (same). This should 

apply to other professionals as well.    

Third, there was no determination that the number of hours expended was reasonable under 

the circumstances.  The Third Circuit has:  

remind[ed] the trial courts to engage in robust assessments of the fee award 
reasonableness factors when evaluating a fee request. See [In re] Prudential [Ins. Co.,], 
148 F.3d [283] at 340 [3d Cir. 1998] (remanding fee award determination “[b]ecause 
the district court's basis for, and calculation of, the appropriate fee percentage was 
unclear in light of the facts and cases it referenced, and because it should set forth a 
reasoned basis and conclusion regarding the proper percentage”); Gunter [v. Ridgewood 
Energy Corp.], 223 F.3d [193] at 196 [3d Cir. 2000] (stating “if the district court's fee-
award opinion is so terse, vague, or conclusory that we have no basis to review it, we 
must vacate the fee-award order and remand for further proceedings”); [In re] Cendant 
[Corp.] PRIDES [Litig.], 243 F.3d [722] at 735 [3d Cir. 2001] (remanding for 
reevaluation of fee award where the district court “brushed over our required 
analysis” of the fee award factors and failed to make “its reasoning and application of 
the fee-awards jurisprudence clear”) (internal quotations omitted). 
 

In re Rite Aid Corp. Sec. Litig., 396 F.3d at 302. 

Here, because the fee award is vague and conclusory this Court has no basis to review it.  

Indeed, there is no reasoned application of the Third Circuit’s fee-awards jurisprudence at all.  The 

fee award was fundamentally flawed (and of course subject to United Corporation’s objections that 

the Magistrate had no authority to enter the orders in the first instance, see discussion supra) and 

cannot stand.   

With neither the determination of what the reasonable hourly rate was, nor what the 

reasonable number of hours was, there could be no calculus to obtain the loadstar.  Cf. Rode v. 

Dellarciprete, 892 F.2d 1177, 1183 (3d Cir. 1990) (loadstar is reasonable rate multiplied by reasonable 

number of hours).  The lodestar2 is presumed to be the reasonable fee.  Id.  With no loadstar calculus 

2“[E]even though this is not a statutory fee-shifting case, a lodestar type analysis is nonetheless 
appropriate. The lodestar method is a ‘widely accepted’ means of determining reasonable attorney's 
fees and courts have use that method to calculate reasonable attorney's fees, even where the basis to 
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there has been a failure to follow the proper procedures and the fees orders were entered in error 

and cannot be allowed to stand. 

Finally, United Corporation objects to the fee award as it believes that the hours claimed 

were excessive.  While United Corporation has not seen all of the invoices considered by the 

Magistrate, it has seen some invoices where large blocks of time were charge with little to no detail 

as to what the work performed was.  The burden of proving that a request for attorneys’ fees is 

reasonable falls on the party seeking the fees. Rode, supra.  Here Waleed Hamed as a defendant who 

is no longer a party to this case cannot carry his burden.  Thus, the fees award must be vacated. 

Conclusion 

 WHEREFORE, based on the foregoing, United Corporation respectfully requests that the 

Court enter an Order vacating the Magistrate Judge’s Orders awarding professional fees to the 

attorneys and CPAs as set forth in Doc. # 1395. 

       
Respectfully Submitted, 
 
 
By: ________________________     Dated April 30, 2014  
Joseph A. DiRuzzo, III 
USVI Bar #1114 
FUERST ITTLEMAN DAVID & JOSEPH, PL 
1001 Brickell Bay Drive, 32nd Floor 
Miami, Florida 33131 
305.350.5690 (O) 
305.371.8989 (F) 
jdiruzzo@fuerstlaw.com 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 

do so is non-statutory, like here.”  Fed. Trade Comm'n v. Circa Direct LLC, 912 F. Supp. 2d 165, 171 
(D.N.J. 2012). 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true and correct copy of the foregoing was filed on 

ECF on April 30, 2014, and a NEF will be delivery upon the following: 

Henry C. Smock 
Smock & Moorehead 
P.O. Box 1498 
Suites B18-23 Palm Passage 
No. 24 Dronningens Gade 
St Thomas, VI 00804-1498 
 
Gordon C Rhea 
Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & 
Brickman, LLC 
1037 Chuck Dowley Boulevard, Building A 
Mount Pleasant, SC 29464 
 
Randall P. Andreozzi 
Andreozzi, Bluestein, Fickess, Muhlbauer 
Weber, Brown LLP 
9145 Main Street 
Clarence, NY 14031 
 
W. B Cole 
Hunter, Cole & Bennett 
Pentheny Bldg., 3rd Fl. 
1138 King Street, Suite 301 
St Croix, VI 00820 
Pamela L Colon 
Law Offices of Pamela L. Colon 
27 & 28 King Cross Street, First Floor 
Christiansted, St.croix, VI 00820 
 
John K Dema 
1236 Strand Street Suite 103 
St Croix, VI 00820-5008 
 
Thomas Alkon 
Thomas Alkon, P.C. 
2115 Queen Street 
Christiansted, VI 00820 
 
Derek M Hodge 
Derek M. Hodge, P.C. 
P.O. Box 303678 
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2369 Kronprindsens Gade 
St Thomas, VI 00803 
 
Alphonso A Andrews 
U.S. Attorney's Office 
1108 King Street, Suite 201 
Christiansted, VI 00820 
 
Kevin C. Lombardi 
U.S. Department of Justice 
601 D. St. NW RM 7912 
Washington, DC 20004 
 
Mark F Daly 
U.S. Department of Justice 
P.O. Box 972 
Ben Franklin Building 
Washington, DC 20044 
 
Nelson Luis Jones 
U.S. Attorney's Office 
Ron De Lugo Federal Bldg 
5500 Veterans Drive, Suite 260 
St Thomas, VI 00802 
 
Lori A Hendrickson 
Department of Justice 
P O Box 972 
Washington, DC 20044  
 
Nizar A. DeWood  
The DeWood Law Firm  
2006 Eastern Suburb, Suite 101  
Christiansted, VI 00820   
 
 
By: ________________________      
Joseph A. DiRuzzo, III 
USVI Bar #1114 
FUERST ITTLEMAN DAVID & JOSEPH, PL 
1001 Brickell Bay Drive, 32nd Floor 
Miami, Florida 33131 
305.350.5690 (O) 
305.371.8989 (F) 
jdiruzzo@fuerstlaw.com 
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

 
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, ) 
      ) 
   Plaintiff,  ) 
 v.     ) Crim. No. 1:05-15 
      ) 
UNITED CORPORATION, et al.,  ) 
      ) 
   Defendants.  ) 
      ) 
________________________________ ) 
 

JOINT MOTION BY ALL PARTIES 
TO VACATE THE ORDER OF THE MAGISTRATE JUDGE AS TO  

ATTORNEY FEES, 
TO WITHDRAW UNITED'S APPEAL OF THE MAGISTRATE'S ORDER 

AND FOR SETTING OF SENTENCING HEARING 
 
 All of the affected defendants in this action join in this motion. 

 On July 16, 2013, a hearing was held before the Court with regard to sentencing United 

Corporation ("United) in this matter. As an outstanding issue remained, the Court referred the 

matter of attorney fees to Magistrate Judge Barnard.  The Court ordered the parties to contact the 

Court when they were ready to proceed. 

 Judge Barnard entered an Order regarding, in part, attorney fees on April 17, 2014.  On 

April 30, 2014, United filed its "Appeal of Magistrate Orders and/or Objection to the Report & 

Recommendation."  

 The parties have now reached an accord with regard to the issue of the contested attorney 

fees and therefore move the Court to: 

1. Vacate the portion of the April 17, 2014, Order of the Magistrate Judge pertaining to 
attorney fees, as the initial request for such fees is hereby withdrawn and will be 
addressed elsewhere; 
 
2. Dismiss United‘s appeal of that Order as moot; and 
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3. Set a hearing for the sentencing of United, there being no remaining issues before this 
Court to resolve prior to sentencing. 

 
Upon sentencing, the parties further request that (1) the TRO entered in this case be vacated and 

(2) the three year period of probation begin, as the court has already approved the appointment of 

an accounting firm to oversee this probation. 

Counsel for all affected defendants have authorized Joseph A. DiRuzzo to file this Joint 

Stipulation under their respective electronic signatures. 

 
Dated: August 21, 2014  Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Joseph A. DiRuzzo 
Joseph A. DiRuzzo, Esq. 
Mitchell S. Fuerst 
Counsel for United, Fathi Yusuf and Maher Yusuf 
Fuerst Ittleman, PL 
1001 Brickell Bay Drive, 32nd Floor 
Miami, FL 33131 
jdiruzzo@fuerstlaw.com 
mfuerst@fuerstlaw.com 

 
 /s/ Nizar A. DeWood     
Nizar A. DeWood, Esq. 
Co-Counsel for United, Fathi Yusuf and Michael Yusuf 
The DeWood Law Firm 
2006 Eastern Suburb, Suite 101 
Christiansted, VI 00820 
dewoodlaw@me.com 

 
__/s/Gordon C. Rhea_______________________ 

    Gordon C. Rhea, Esq. 
Attorney for Waleed Mohammed Hamed 

    Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 
    1037 Chuck Dawley Blvd., Bldg. A 
    Mt. Pleasant, SC 29464 
    grhea@rpwb.com 

(843) 727-6500 
    (843) 216-6509 (Facsimile) 
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__/s/Randall P. Andreozzi___________   
Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq. 
Attorney for Waleed Mohammed Hamed 
ANDREOZZI FICKESS, LLP 
9145 Main St. 
Clarence, NY 14031 
rpa@abfmwb.com 
(716) 565-1100 
(716) 565-1920 (Facsimile) 
 
_/s/Pamela L. Colon___________________________ 
Pamela L. Colon, Esq. 
Attorney for Waheed Mohammed Hamed 
27 & 28 King Cross Street, 1st Floor 
Christiansted, St. Croix, USVI 00820 
pamelalcolon@msn.com 
(340)719-7100 
(340)719-7700 (Facsimile) 

 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

I hereby certify that on this 21st day of August, 2014, a true and correct copy of the foregoing 
was filed on ECF and will be delivered upon the following: 

 
Nelson Luis Jones 
U.S. Attorney’s Office 
Ron De Lugo Federal Bldg. 
5500 Veterans Drive, Suite 260 
St. Thomas, VI 00802 
 
Henry C. Smock, Esquire 
Suites B18-23 Palm Passage 
P.O. Box 1498 
St. Thomas, Virgin Islands 00804’ 
smock@islands.vi 
 
John K. Dema, Esquire 
Law Offfices of John K. Dema, P.C. 
1236 Strand Street, Suite 103 
St. Croix, VI 00820-5008 
jdema@lojkd.com 
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Pamela Colon 
Law Offices of Pamela Colon, LLC 
27 & 28 King Cross Street, 1st Floor 
Christiansted, St. Croix, USVI 00820 
pamelalcolon@msn.com 
 
W.B. Cole 
Hunter, Cole & Bennett 
Pentheny Bldg., 3rd Fl. 
1138 King Street, Suite 301 
St. Croix, VI 00820 
wbcole@huntercolevi.com 
 
Alphonso Andrews, Esquire 
U.S Attorney’s Office 
Federal Building & U.S Courthouse 
5500 Veterans Drive, Suite 260 
St. Thomas VI 00802-64254 
Alphonso.Andrews@usdoj.gov 
 
Mark Daly 
US DOJ/Tax Division/N.Criminal Section 
PO Box 972 
Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, DC 20044 
Mark.F.Daley@usdoj.gov 
 
Lori A. Hendrickson 
US DOJ/Tax Division/N.Criminal Section 
PO Box 972 
Ben Franklin Station 
Washington, DC 20044 
Lori.A.Hendrickson@usdoj.gov. 
 
 

   /s/ Joseph A. DiRuzzo 

  

Case: 1:05-cr-00015-RLF-GWB   Document #: 1402   Filed: 08/21/14   Page 4 of 4



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit 9 



Case: 1:05-cr-00015-RLF-GWB Document#: 1410 Filed: 12/18/14 Page 1 of 2 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

THE UNITED ST A TES OF AMERICA, 

Plaintiff, 
V. 

UNITED CORPORATION, et al., 

Defendants. 

) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 
) 

Crim. No. 1 :05-15 

_ _ _______________ ) 

ORDER 

This matter is before the Court with respect to the Joint Motion to Vacate the Order entered 

by the U.S. Magistrate Judge on April 17, 2014 as to Attorney Fees in the captioned case. 

The premises considered, and the Court being fully advised, it is hereby 

ORDERED, that the Order previously entered as to Attorney Fees be and the same hereby 

is VACATED. 

Dated: December ~ ' 2014 
GE FREY W. BARNA 
UN ED ST A TES MAGISTRATE JUDGE 

HAMD625387 
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f;"J;älå|1 
*"*ation obtaíned will be held in confidence by my office, and w r be used for rhe sole purpose of fi¡anciar

II. Dissolution ofpar(nership (yusuf& Ilamed)
I will be sending a formal notice ofpartnership dissolution noticg with a.list ofto{os that wilt be required to complete anff"r:f*1;ililr,îrì:iffij*fu.ït_1;í"Ëø'iäiüïäir,.v","fu*,tijiä;#ä;",i"ï,er,"satrdaspecbor
Your mailing address to address all originals will be:

Mohammad Hamed
Ivalid Hamed
PO 763
Chr¡st¡ansted, W 00821

Thank you.

Nizar A. DeWood, Esq.

The DeWood Law Firm
3070 Ktoaprindseae Gade Suite 2OA
St. Thonas, V.I. 0OBO2
T. (34O) 774440s
F. (888) 398_8428
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TruBDptX/ooD LArüø FrRM
3070 Kronprindseñs Gade, Suite 209

SL Thomôs, V.t. 00802
T , (34O) 7144405
F. (888) 398_8428

ì41@dewood.hw,com

Mohammad llamed
c/o Walid Hamed
PO Box 763
Christiansted, V.L 0082I

cc; Fathi Yusuf

VIA EMAIL ONLY

Re: Dissolution ofpafnershio
yusuf & Hamed

Dear Mr. Hamed,

This letter is to confirm tho parties' desire to dissorve the above referenced partnership.Partnership dissolution v/i involve appropriate pranninfto piop"rry account for eaoh ofthepartner's interest in the oartnership, airit u wett-eiecutø"ugtåeüent memoriarizing theunderstanding of the parties.

As it stands, the oartnership has three major assets: plaza Extra - west (Grove praco,
including rhe reat-property), ptaza-Extra _ East föø" f"iÀiåiã ptaza Exrra (Turu parlç St.Thomas). I have been advised th,ar th:re are.9nÈoing dis;;J;;. U"¡"""n yoì, u, youiätir".,,fi¡lly authorized agen! and Mr. Yusuf regat¿inð*rri"¡ãiirr" .to."s e*rt pururer will retain upondissolution. Accordinglv, I will await thõ finari""iri"r ttäiv"" 

""dÀrfr. 
i'ñ;;;î;ä. *-'

.. _. Á'dditionallS as Mr, yusufhas indicsted, he remains resolute about the renta¡ terms offhe Plaza Exha - East. unress the parties anive at a ¿iffereJ unãerstanoing, t w r assume thafM¡. Yusufwill not agree to conrinue the lease beyond iun" lôõ, ãorz on iát p.op"ity.'-- --
I look forward to hearing from you. Thank you.

cerel¡

Case: 1:12-cv-00099-WAL-GWC   Document #: 15-2   Filed: 10/19/12   Page 3 of 3



EXHIBIT 10a 



Dudley, Topper and Feuerzeig, LLP

Mohammad Hamed v. Fathi Yusuf and United Corporation

Civil No. SX-12-CV-99

Account Owner: United Corporation d/b/a Plaza Extra

Supermarket Location: Scion Farm, St Croix (East)

Financial Institution: Banco Popular/ Scotiabank

Type of Account: Checks

Account Number: 191-148830 / 058-00065811

 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2010 4/1/2010 N/A 89,558.37$              (89,558.37)$             -                          N/A N/A 7188 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 4/21/2010 N/A 3,867.50                 (3,867.50)                 -                          N/A N/A 7186 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 4/29/2010 N/A 25,749.99                (25,749.99)               -                          N/A N/A 7189 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 6/10/2010 N/A 23,105.00                (23,105.00)               -                          N/A N/A 7200 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 7/16/2010 N/A 16,280.00                (16,280.00)               -                          N/A N/A 7205 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 7/30/2010 N/A 19,679.57                (19,679.57)               -                          N/A N/A 7214 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 8/11/2010 N/A 14,180.00                (14,180.00)               -                          N/A N/A 7215 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 9/13/2010 N/A 31,555.00                (31,555.00)               -                          N/A N/A 7237 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 10/12/2010 N/A 44,965.86                (44,965.86)               -                          N/A N/A 7245 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 11/10/2010 N/A 37,037.68                (37,037.68)               -                          N/A N/A 7256-7258 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2012 1/1/2012 64860 18,914.86                (18,914.86)               -                          Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Pamela Lynn Colon Inv. 7314 7314 1/4/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed,  services rendered from October 

31  through December 30, 2011 related as following: email Gordon 

Rhea, file management-ongoing review month of November, telephone 

conversation with G. Rhea and the same for month of December.

K , 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2012 3/19/2012 65097 17,800.00                (17,800.00)               -                          Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Lamela Lynn Colon Inv. 7320 7320 3/8/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered January 17 

through March 8, 2012 related to document review Joint Defense 

Agreement Addendum, document preparation compliance program, 

email from  Gordon Rhea (Waleed's lawyer), B Cole (United Corp's 

lawyer)

K, 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2012 4/24/2012 65289 12,500.00                (12,500.00)               -                          Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Pamela L. Colon Inv. 7331 3/28/12 7331 3/28/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered from February 

15 through March 26, 2012 related to telephone with Howard Epstein, 

Richard Parkison, Gordon Rhea, R. Andreozzi, document management 

(tax returns and FBARS "Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts Report"), 

document review for preparation for meeting with client (review of 

returns and FBARS and comparison to first draft).

K, 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2012 5/28/2012 65490 16,962.12                (16,962.12)               -                          Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Pamela L. Colon Inv. 7338 5/23/12 7338 5/23/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered from March 10 

through May 23, 2012 related to teleconference with R. Andreozz, 

legal research-re breach of Plea Agreement, research regarding 

corporate complaince plan and other and expenses for travel not billed 

on previous invoice #7331.

K, 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

Unpaid N/A N/A 23,443.95                (23,443.95)               -                          N/A N/A 7341 6/29/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

 Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered from May 30, 

2012 through June 29, 2012 related to meeting with DeWood (Nizar), 

G. Rhea, R. Andreozzi, J. Holt , Wally Hamed. Conferences with 

defense team meeting and mediation.

K, 1,  4 Waheed Hamed
Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed.

2010 3/30/2010 N/A 186,420.83              186,420.83              N/A N/A 2614-2695-2718-2710 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the 

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 3/17/2010 3380 31,735.00                31,735.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC

Forensic Accounting Work
2543-2563-2613-2694-

2719-2915
3/11/2010

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.)

Services rendered from January 2010 related US v United Corporation: 

Forensic Accouting Work, defense team conference call, work with 

experts on case issues and preparation.

K, 2, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice available was #2815 for $31,735.00. The invoice was originally 

from Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), who worked  

in joint with Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.).

2010 4/14/2010 N/A 93,270.64                93,270.64                N/A N/A 2889 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 5/24/2010 N/A 43,123.13                43,123.13                N/A N/A 2970 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 6/22/2010 N/A 14,914.82                14,914.82                N/A N/A 3012 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 8/11/2010 N/A 5,904.92                 5,904.92                  N/A N/A 3082 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 8/11/2010 N/A 35,316.65                35,316.65                N/A N/A 3079 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 8/24/2010 N/A 302.50                    302.50                     N/A N/A 3165 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

Note: We received a report (table) named "Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010" regarding to the Hameds lawyer and accountant's fees paid related to the Plea Agreement. Also, four of the checks and related invoices were available. Some of the payments were identified as made using funds from account # 191-148830, owned by Plaza Extra Scion Farm. Refer to the following documentation, which includes all 

the payments as per the received report.



 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2010 8/24/2010 N/A 14,444.04                14,444.04                N/A N/A 3151 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 10/5/2010 N/A 49,274.77                49,274.77                N/A N/A 3270 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2010 10/1/2010 60460 21,230.00                21,230.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC

Forensic Accounting Work 3268 9/28/2010 Andreozzi Fickess,LLP

Services rendered from July 2010  related to Case: US v United Corp: 

Forensic Accouting Work, conference call with IRS agent in regard to  

Form 940 and 941 collection notice, review computations in letter to 

IRS relating to Forms 941 and 940 collection issues. 

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

The invoice  was originally from Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), who worked  in joint with Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.

2011 1/14/2011 N/A 100,000.00              100,000.00              N/A N/A 3641 N/A Andreozzi Fickess,LLP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the 

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2012 1/26/2012 64833 77,998.66                77,998.66                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Inv.4459 8/1/11-11/29/11  SAMPLE 1/6/2012 Andreozzi Fickess,LLP 3 

#4459 12/20/2011  $                                57,382.66 

Services rendered from August 2011 through October 28, 2011 related 

to US Virgin Island v. United Corporation: communications with Wally 

and Carl Becksted regarding distributions and case matters, review 

correspondence from IRS regarding levy action on Mr. Yusuf and 

exchange emails regarding same.

K

Sample 1/6/2012                                   20,616.00 

Services rendered from November 2011 related to US Virgin Island v. 

United Corporation: meet with CPA's and Mike Yusuf  at West Store to 

review corporate out-year returns, conferences with Willie Hamed and 

CPS's regarding tax return, prepare for meeting with VIBIR, 

K

 $                              77,998.66 

2012 3/20/2012 65103 16,894.14                16,894.14                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP RPWB Date 11/1-12/31/11 SAMPLE 2/29/2012 Andreozzi Fickess,LLP

Services rendered from December 2011 related to US Virgin Island v. 

United Corporation:  review file regarding Mr. Yusuf's levy on social 

security. Prepare for conference with Mr. Fathi Yusuf. Draft, proff and 

finalize correspondence to IRS on Behalf of Mike Yusuf regarding 2010 

tax return.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

The invoice was originally from Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they worked in joint with Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.

2012 4/24/2012 65290 26,812.54                26,812.54                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Date 1/4/12-2/29/12 Andreozzi SAMPLE 4/16/2012 Andreozzi Fickess,LLP

Services rendered January through February 29, 2012 related to US 

Virgin Island v. United Corporation-: review and edit Fathi Yusuf Status 

Report, met with Mr. Fathi Yusuf and Magie and Ronald Soluri 

regarding outstanding tax isssues.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

The invoice was originally from Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they worked in joint with Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.

2012 6/22/2012 65640 23,851.60                23,851.60                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Andreozzi 3/2/12-3/31/12 SAMPLE 6/13/2012 Andreozzi Fickess,LLP

Services rendered from March 2012 related to US Virgin Island v. 

United Corporation- receipt and review copy of correspondece to Mike 

Yusuf from IRS, communications wih Mike Yusuf regarding same, edit 

and finalize letters and attachments regarding FBAR filings fro Waleed 

Hamed, Waheed Hamed and Fathi Yusuf.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

This invoice(Sample), dated 6/13/2012, was for professional services 

rendered on March 2012 for  23,851.60. The information matches  

partially with the information of invoice Sample, dated 6/29/2012, for 

professional services rendered from March 2 through June 29,2012.This 

invoice matches with the first in hours incurred on March for 

$23,851.60, total balance was for $83,580.98 for services rendered from 

March 2 to June 29, 2012. The invoice was originally from Attornerys 

Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required 

the professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC (RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). 

Unpaid Unpaid N/A 131,100.02              (131,100.02)             -                          N/A N/A SAMPLE 12/31/2012 Andreozzi Fickess,LLP 4 

#5055 8/20/2012                                   98,039.28 

Services rendered from April 3 through August 4, 2012 related to US 

Virgin Island v. United Corp: communications with team regarding case 

issues; emails with Gordon Rhea and Pamela Colon, conference call 

with DeWood, conference call with Mr. Yusuf and Attorney DeWood, 

meeting on STX with Mike Yusuf and Iman regarding case issues and 

steps to secure accurate submission of tax returns with VIBIR, meeting 

with Waleed Hamed regarding case issues and steps to secure 

submission of tax returns per plea agreement.

K

#5496 10/30/2012                                   12,211.29 

Services rendered from August 6 , 2012 related to US Virgin Island v. 

United Corp: review settlement draft, emails and phone conferences 

regarding case issues; phone call with Wally Hamed regarding same, 

emails and calls regarding case issues; receipt/review of 

correspondence from Joel Holt; conference call with DeWood and 

criminal defense team, final edits to letter to IRS regarding Mike 

Yusuf.

K

#5705 11/20/2012                                   11,051.00 

Services rendered from September 2012 related to US Virgin Island v. 

United Corp: receipt and review of Entry of Appearance filed in 

criminal case; electronically organize and email to team, file same, 

submit same and email to team and N. Yusuf and W. Hamed. 

K

#5933 12/31/2012                                     9,798.45 

Services rendered from September 2012 related to US Virgin Island v. 

United Corp: receipt and review of Addendum to Plea Agreement; 

electronically organize, phone conference with Wally Hamed, review 

edits to Plea Adendum. with co-counse

K

 $                            131,100.02 

2010 4/8/2010 N/A 157,171.90              157,171.90              N/A N/A R-3307705-330 N/A

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.)

N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. In the past, the invoices were originally from 

Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), they contracted 

and required the professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook 

& Brickman, LLC (RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- affiliated with Freed Maxick & 

Battagila, PC), we decided to assigned these invoices to Waleed Hamed.

2010 5/17/2010 3397 146,245.13              146,245.13              

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC

RSM MCGLADREY INV. R3348845-330 R-33048845-330 N/A

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.)

N/A 2, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #3397, dated 

5/3/2010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attornerys Andreozzi 

Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the 

professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

that contracted RSMMcGladrey,lnc. (affiliated with Freed Maxick & 

Battagila, PC), we decided to assgined these invoices to Waleed Hamed.

2010 6/22/2010 N/A 20,297.17                20,297.17                N/A N/A UC 2010-04 N/A MRW  CONSULTING GROUP N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available.  As per Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After 

The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010", the expenses incurred related  to 

MRV Consulting Group were included from Andreozzi Fickess (Waleed's 

attornerys). They contracted and required the professional services of 

MRV Consulting Group, we atributted and included the expenses in 

Waleed's analysis.

Waleed Hamed

Check #64833 was issued to paid the pending balance of invoice #4459 

for $57,382.66 and invoice (SAMPLE) for $20,616.00 The invoice was 

originally from Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), 

who cwho worked in joint with Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman, LLC. Invoice # 4631, dated February 9, 2012, matches the 

Sample invoice description, except hours billed  50.60.

Waleed Hamed

Invoice #5933, dated December 31, 2012, matches with the unpaid 

invoices (#5055, #5496, #5705 And #5933). Invoice #5055 billed for the 

pending  from Invoice (SAMPLE) for services rendered from April 3 to 

August 4, 2012. The invoice was originally from Attornerys Andreozzi 

Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the 

professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). 



 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2010 9/21/2010 3439 94,484.19                94,484.19                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC

RSM MCGLADREY INV. R3296597-330 R-3296597-330 N/A

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.)

N/A 2, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #3439, dated 

9/22/2010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attornerys Andreozzi 

Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the 

professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

that contracted RSMMcGladrey,lnc. (affiliated with Freed Maxick & 

Battagila, PC), we decided to attributed  the expense to Waleed Hamed.

2010 11/15/2010 N/A 10,693.16                10,693.16                N/A N/A UC 2010-06 N/A MRWCONSULTINGGROUP N/A 2

Invoice was not available.  As perRichardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman Trust History , the expenses incurred related  to MRV 

Consulting Group were included from Waleed's attornerys. They 

contracted and required the professional services of MRV Consulting 

Group, we atributted and included the expenses in Waleed's analysis.

2010 12/27/2010 3476 99,459.00                99,459.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC

RSM MCGLADREY INV. R3520204-330 EXPERTFEES N/A

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.)

N/A 2, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #3476, dated 

12/20/2010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attornerys Andreozzi 

Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the 

professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

that contracted RSMMcGladrey,lnc. (affiliated with Freed Maxick & 

Battagila, PC), we decided to attributed  the expense to Waleed Hamed.

2011 8/12/2011 61957 26,500.00                26,500.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Freed Max. Inv. #3659272-330 M-3659272-330 N/A Freed Maxick & Battaglia,PC N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #61957,  dated 

8/12/2011, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). We 

observed other invoices from Freed Maxich billed to Randy Andreozzi 

and check #61957 paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of FreedMaxick CPAs,PC.

2012 1/10/2012 64707 99,210.00                99,210.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Freed Max. Inv3750337 10/24/11 R-3750337-330 N/A Freed Maxick & Battaglia,PC N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64707, dated 

1/10/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). We 

observed other invoices from Freed Maxich billed to Randy Andreozzi 

and check #64707 paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). they contracted and required the professional 

services of Freed Maxick CPAs,PC.

2012 1/10/2012 64706 36,000.00                36,000.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Freed Max. Inv375453210/27/11 M-3754532-330 N/A Freed Maxick & Battaglia,PC N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64706, dated 

1/10/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). We 

observed other invoices from Freed Maxich billed to Randy Andreozzi 

and check #64706 paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of FreedMaxick CPAs,PC.

2012 2/16/2012 64935 43,265.00                43,265.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Freed Maxick Inv#3797798-330 M-3797798-330 N/A Freed Maxick & Battaglia,PC N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64935, dated 

2/16/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). We 

observed other invoices from Freed Maxich billed to Randy Andreozzi 

and check #64935 paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of FreedMaxick CPAs,PC.

2012 4/24/2012 65288 54,605.00                54,605.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Inv 611-781-3 Freed Maxick M-3826278-330 N/A Freed Maxick & Battaglia,PC N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #65288, dated 

4/24/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). We 

observed other invoices from Freed Maxich billed to Randy Andreozzi 

and check #65288 paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of FreedMaxick CPAs,PC.

2012 5/2/2012 65359 145,625.00              145,625.00              Andreozzi Fickess, LLP FreedMaxick Inv3889083-330 M-3889083-330 N/A Freed Maxick & Battaglia,PC N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #65359, dated 

5/2/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). We 

observed other invoices from Freed Maxich billed to Randy Andreozzi 

and check #65359 paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of FreedMaxick CPAs,PC.

Unpaid Unpaid N/A 180,060.00              (180,060.00)             -                          N/A N/A Multiple: , FreedMaxick& Battaglia,PC                  4 Waleed Hamed

#3920950 7/3/2012  $                                78,585.00 

Services rendered were related to progress billing on assimilation of 

data and preparation of out year tar return for 2001 thru 2011 related 

to settlement for Plaza Extra, Sixteen Plus, Peters Farm, Plessen 

Enterprises, Hamed and Yusuf Family. 

K

#3936999    8/13/2012                                   60,765.00 

Services rendered were related to progress billing on assimilation of 

data and preparation of out year tar return for 2001 thru 2011 related 

to settlement for Plaza Extra, Sixteen Plus, Peters Farm, Plessen 

Enterprises, Hamed and Yusuf Family. 

K

#3960036 9/27/2012                                   12,000.00 

Services rendered were related to progress billing on assimilation of 

data and preparation of out year tar return for 2001 thru 2011 related 

to settlement for Plaza Extra, Sixteen Plus, Peters Farm, Plessen 

Enterprises, Hamed and Yusuf Family. 

K

#3975936 10/26/2012                                     9,695.00 

Services rendered were related to progress billing on assimilation of 

data and preparation of out year tar return for 2001 thru 2011 related 

to settlement for Plaza Extra, Sixteen Plus, Peters Farm, Plessen 

Enterprises, Hamed and Yusuf Family. 

K

#4055652  3/25/2013                                    13,005.00 

Services rendered were related to progress billing on assimilation of 

data and preparation of out year tar return for 2001 thru 2011 related 

to settlement for Plaza Extra, Sixteen Plus, Peters Farm, Plessen 

Enterprises, Hamed and Yusuf Family. 

K

#4132554 6/13,2013                                     6,010.00 

Review and assist counsel with draft of various motions related to civil 

case; preparation spreadsheets reconciling Hamed Family tax due and 

payments made based on records in hours and VIBR documents, 

rencocile payments for tax return prepare, etc.   

K

 $                            180,060.00 

2010 3/31/2010 N/A 33,714.00                (33,714.00)               -                          N/A N/A N/A N/A John Dema,PC N/A 2, 5 Maher Yusuf

Invoice was not available. Based on the  Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, John Dema signed as the Defendant Attorney of Maher Yusuf. The 

payments incurred were included in Maher's analysis, we adjusted the 

amount to avoid duplicity.

2010 3/31/2010 N/A 20,370.00                (20,370.00)               -                          N/A N/A 11246-11252-11255 N/A Derek M.Hodge,PC N/A 2, 6 Nejeh Yusuf

Invoice was not available. Based on the  Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Derek M. Hodge signed as the Defendant Attorney of Najeh 

Yusuf. We decided to attribute and include this expenses in Maher Yusuf 

analysis.

2010 4/8/2010 N/A 55,021.81                (55,021.81)               -                          N/A N/A N/A N/A Hunter ,Cole &  Bennett N/A 2, 7
United Corporation/ 

unindicted shareholders

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Warren B. Cole from Hunter, Cole & Dennett signed as the 

Attorney of United Corporation. The payments incurred were eliminated 

from partners' distribution analysis.

Invoices were billed to Randy Andreozzi (Waleed's laywers). Based on 

the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from 

Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. They contracted and required the  professional services of 

FreedMaxick CPAs,PC.



 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2010 4/7/2010 N/A 25,341.84                (25,341.84)               -                          N/A N/A 31552 N/A Smock &  Moorehead N/A 2, 8 Fathi Yusuf

Invoice was not available. Based on the  Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Henry C Smock signed as the Defendant Attorney of Fathi Yusuf. 

The expenses incurred were included in Fathi's analysis, we adjusted 

the amount to avoid duplicity.

2011 2/1/2011 N/A 14,932.00                (14,932.00)               -                          N/A N/A N/A N/A Smock &  Moorehead N/A 2, 8 Fathi Yusuf

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Henry C Smock signed as the Defendant Attorney of Fathi Yusuf. 

The expenses incurred were included in Fathi's analysis, we adjusted 

the amount to avoid duplicity.

2010 4/1/2010 N/A 36,759.90                36,759.90                N/A N/A
04/01/2010 RE Wally 

Hamed
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice not available. Based Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, 

Gordon C. Rhea signed as Attorney for Defendant Waleed M. Hamed. We 

decided to attributed this expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2010 5/3/2010 N/A 36,892.00                36,892.00                N/A N/A
MAY,01-MAY, 

03/2010
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2010 6/2/2010 N/A 17,030.00                17,030.00                N/A N/A Wally Hamed N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2010 8/16/2010 N/A 15,374.81                15,374.81                N/A N/A
Wally Hamed-

08/12/2010
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2010 9/3/2010 N/A 13,124.00                13,124.00                N/A N/A
Wally Hamed-

09/02/2010
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2010 12/2/2010 N/A 16,579.48                16,579.48                N/A N/A
Wally Hamed-

12/01/2010
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 1/4/2011 N/A 32,319.74                32,319.74                N/A N/A
Wally Hamed-

12/2010
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 1/4/2011 N/A 1,602.18                 1,602.18                  N/A N/A
Travel Charges on 

Chase Account
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 1/31/2011 N/A 13,400.00                13,400.00                N/A N/A Settlement Fees N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 1/31/2011 N/A 280.00                    280.00                     N/A N/A Thiesing Invoice N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 3/3/2011 N/A 9,355.36                 9,355.36                  N/A N/A
Wally Hamed-

03/02/2011
N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2012 1/10/2012 64703 5,400.00                 5,400.00                  Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Gordon Rhea (Inv.Nov 2011) 11/1/2011 N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64703 ,dated 

1/10/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). 

Check #64703 was paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of Gordon C. Rhea. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to 

VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed 

M. Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2012 1/10/2012 64702 4,800.00                 4,800.00                  Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Gordon Rhea (Inv.Dec 2011) 12/1/2011 N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64702,dated 

1/10/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). 

Check #64702 was paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of Gordon C. Rhea. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to 

VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed 

M. Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2012 2/16/2012 64934 2,915.00                 2,915.00                  Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Gordon Rhea Inv. Date 2/1/12 2/1/2012 N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64934, dated 

2/16/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). 

Check #64934 was paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of Gordon C. Rhea. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to 

VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed 

M. Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2012 5/6/2012 65358 9,200.00                 9,200.00                  Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Gordon Rhea (From 2/1-4/20/12) 3/1/2012 N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #65358, dated 

5/2/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). 

Check #65358 was paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of Gordon C. Rhea. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to 

VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney oft Waleed 

M. Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2012 6/3/2012 65704 15,020.30                15,020.30                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Gordon Rhea Inv. Date6/29/12 6/29/2012 N/A Gordon C.Rhea,P.C. N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #65704, dated 

7/3/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). 

Check #64704 was paid to the order of Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers). They contracted and required the professional 

services of Gordon C. Rhea. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to 

VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendand Attorney of Waleed 

M. Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

Unpaid Unpaid N/A 6,737.90                 (6,737.90)                 -                          N/A N/A 8/22/2012 8/22/2012 Gordon C.Rhea,P.C.

Services rendered from August 2012  related to mediation on St. Croix, 

calls and emails to attorneys involved in mediation re: status and next 

steps to be taken.

K, 4 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed. 

2,767,980.03$       (862,877.47)$         1,905,102.56$       
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Note: Other checks related to legal services were received, some which were not included in the report "Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010". Therefore, we include it in our analysis. Refer to information below.
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2006 9/28/2006 36333 238,119.87$            238,119.87$            RSM MCGLADREY Attorney Fee N/A N/A N/A N/A 9 Waleed Hamed

Check #36333, dated 9/28/2006, from Plaza Extra's account #058-

00065811 (Scotiabnak). The invoice was not available. In the past, other 

invoices originally from RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- (affiliated with Freed 

Maxick & Battagila, PC) were related to services provided  by  

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  who  were contracted 

by Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers). As a result, we 

decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2007 12/18/2007 43487 41,901.00                41,901.00                RSM MCGLADREY INV. #2665885-330 R-2665885-330 11/28/2007 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered from August 16 to November 15, 2007 related to 

Government VI v United Corp.: various meetings with Randy,  

conference calls and research/review of multiple motions and rulings 

and attend strategy sessions; review Justice Department responses, 

discussions, meetings and assit in drafting of motions regarding credit 

card issues, bond and other related issues, assist in analysis of lease, 

mortgage and other related matters, assist in drafting responses to 

Briskman regarding request funds, discussions with Randy and 

defendants regarding various IRS issues, preparation fro  travel to St. 

Croix.                                                                                               

Employee SUE POSTE during October 2007 : Memo United Corp, Plessen 

Enterprises St. Croix -Property Rental. Plessen (united) proposed lease 

and history- lease to United.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Check #43487, dated 12/18/2007, from Plaza Extra's account #191-

148830 (Banco Popular). The invoice was originally from 

RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- (affiliated with Freed Maxick & Battagila, PC),   that 

were contracted by  Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  

who were contracted by Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's 

laywers). As a result,  we decided to attributed this expense to Waleed 

Hamed.

2008 7/1/2008 3152 22,629.00                22,629.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

RSM MCGLADREY INV#R2802662-330 R-2802662-330 4/23/2008 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered were related to Goverment VI v United Corp., 

various meetings with Mr. Andreozzi, conference calls and 

research/review of multiple motions and rulings and attend strategy 

sessions; review justice Department responses; discussions and 

interviewa with various potential wiitness.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Check #3152, dated 7/1/2008, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 

(Banco Popular). The invoice was originally from RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- 

(affiliated with Freed Maxick & Battagila, PC)   that were contracted by  

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  who were contracted 

by Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers).As a result, we 

decided to attribute this expense to Waleed Hamed.

2008 7/1/2008 3154 24,973.00                24,973.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

RSM MCGLADREY INV#R-2862456-330 R-2862456-330 6/27/2008 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered from April through June 2008 were related to 

Goverment VI v United Corp: various meetings in Puerto Rico and Fort 

Lauderdale, including travel, to interview potential expert witnesses, 

various conversations with Randy Androzzi and Marshall regarding 

request for increase in compensation of defendants.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Check #3154, dated 7/1/2008, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 

(Banco Popular). The invoice was originally from RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- 

(affiliated with Freed Maxick & Battagila, PC)   that  were contracted by  

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  who were contracted 

by  Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers). As a result, we 

decided to attribute the expense to Waleed Hamed.

2008 7/1/2008 3155 30,647.00                30,647.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

RSM MCGLADREY INV#R-2719778-330 R-2719778-330 2/15/2008 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered from November 15, 2007 to January 31, 2008 were 

related to Goverment VI v United Corp: various meetings with R. 

Andreozzi, conference calls and research/review of multiple motions 

and rulling and attend strategy sessions, review Justice Department 

responses, discussions mettings and assit in drafting of motions 

regarding lease issue, bond and other related issues, assist in analysis 

of lease, mortgage and other reltaed metters, assist in drafting 

responses to Briskman regarding request for funds.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Check #3155, dated 7/1/2008, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 

(Banco Popular). The invoice was originally from RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- 

(affiliated with Freed Maxick & Battagila, PC)   that were contracted by  

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  who were contracted 

by Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers). As a result, we 

decided to attributed the expense to Waleed Hamed.

2008 11/5/2008 3203 41,282.00                41,282.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

 INV#R-2940472-330 R-2940472-330 10/27/2008 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered from August 1 to October 15, 2008 related to 

Goverment VI v United Corp: assimilation od documentation related to 

meetings with new experts (Rachlin). Meetings with Rachlin to discuss 

case facts, present documentation, and plan trial strategies; organize 

documentation and prepare items for trial, including summary 

documents; review documents in preparation for trial, review of 

company financial information, other related issues relevant to case, 

discuss various motions and counsel inquieres.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Check #3203, dated 11/5/2008, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 

(Banco Popular). The invoice was originally from RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- 

(affiliated with Freed Maxick & Battagila, PC)   they were contracted by  

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  who were contracted 

by Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers). As a result, we 

decided to attribute the expense to Waleed Hamed.

2008 11/5/2008 3204 16,328.00                16,328.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

 INV#R-2889997-330 R-2889997-330 8/13/2008 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered from June 16 through July 31, 2008 related to 

Government VI v United Corpor:  various meetings in Puerto Rico and 

Fort Lauderdale, including travel, to interview potential expert 

witnesses, various conversations with Randy Androzzi and Marshall 

regarding request for increase in compensation of defendants; review 

of company financial information; other related issues relevant to 

case; discuss various motions and counsel inquires.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Check #3204, dated 11/5/2008, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 

(Banco Popular). The invoice was originally from RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- 

(affiliated with Freed Maxick & Battagila, PC)   that were contracted by  

Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  who were contracted 

by Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's laywers). As result, we 

decided to attribute the expense to Waleed Hamed.

2008 12/18/2008 3232 58,448.00                58,448.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

 INV#R-2973606-330 R-2973606-330 12/12/2008 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered from October 16 to November 30, 2008 related to 

Government VI v United Corp: advance preparation for trip to Island to 

review documents in FBI office, including review of Draft Summary 

report and reconciliation and identification of various items, 

discussions with counsel regarding various items and strategies, 

assimiliation of documentation related to trip to FBI office to review 

documents with new experts (Rachlin); organize documentation and 

prepare items for trial, including summary documents, review 

documents in preparation for trial, meet with defendants and experts 

to disscuss various trial prep items; review of documents in FBI office; 

other related issues relevant to case, discuss various motions and 

counsel inquires.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Check #3232, dated 112/18/2008, from Plaza Extra's account #191-

148830 (Banco Popular). The invoice was originally from 

RSMMcGladrey,lnc.- (affiliated with Freed Maxick & Battagila, PC)   that 

were contracted by  Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.  

who were contracted by (Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's 

laywers). as a result we decided to attribute the expense to Waleed 

Hamed.

2009 4/6/2009 3254 70,241.00                70,241.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

Inv. #R-3057916-330 3/28/2009 R-3057916-330 3/28/2009 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered were related to discussions with counsel regarding 

various items and strategies, assimilation of documentation for new 

experts.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed
The invoice was originally from Gordon Rhea from Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, LLC. (Waleed's lawyers). 

2009 4/6/2009 3255 53,898.53                53,898.53                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

Inv. #3013946-3330 R-3013946-330 2/13/2009 Gordon Rhea

Services rendered were related to assit counsel regarding preparation 

of numetous motions related to bonuses, selected credit card issues 

with monitors, show cause issues, review financial statements and 

respond to various inquires from Marshal.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed
The invoice was originally from Gordon Rhea from Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, LLC. (Waleed's lawyers). 

2009 7/2/2009 3253 115,496.00              115,496.00              

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

Inv. #R-3156184-330 6/29/2009 R-3156184-330 6/29/2009 Gordon Rhea

 Services rendered were related to computation of various settlement 

penalty and interest scenarios and discussions with legal team, 

prepare defendant extensions meeting at stores with defendant to 

discuss various case issues.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed
The invoice was originally from Gordon Rhea from Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, LLC. (Waleed's lawyers). 

2009 9/29/2009 3319 41,795.00                41,795.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

Forensic Accounting Work 2455 9/14/2009 Andreozzi Fickess, LLP

Services rendered from July 2009 related to US V. United Corporation-

Forensic Accouting Work: work on draft of supplement to Motion for 

Specific Relief, review court orders re motion for specific relief.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

The invoice was originally from Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they worked in joint with Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, LLC.



 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2009 12/17/2009 3337 42,175.00                42,175.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

RSM MCGLADREY INV#32498680 32498680-330 N/A N/A N/A 2, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice  was not available. We only observed check #3337, dated 

12/17/2009, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, 

LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted and required the professional 

services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to include this expense on  Waleed's 

analysis.

2010 2/10/2010 51328 68,166.00                68,166.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

RSM MCGLADREY INV R3207226  R-3207226 N/A N/A N/A 2, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #51328, dated 

2/10/2010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, 

LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted and required the professional 

services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to include this expense on Waleed's 

analysis.

2010 2/23/2010 57053 29,806.78                29,806.78                
MRW Consulting Group, 

LLP-Professional Services
Invoice #UC2010-02 UC2010-02 N/A N/A N/A 2, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available.  As per Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman Trust History , the expenses incurred related  to MRV 

Consulting Group were included from Waleed's attornerys. They 

contracted and required the professional services of MRV Consulting 

Group, we atributted and included the expenses in Waleed's analysis.

2010 9/22/2010 3440 45,192.00                45,192.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

RSM MCGLADREY INV. R3419704-330  R3419704-330 N/A N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #3440, dated 

9/22/2010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, 

LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted and required the professional 

services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to include this expense on Waleed's 

analysis.

2010 10/4/2010 3443 97,857.00                97,857.00                

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

RSM MCGLADREY INV. R-3481530  R-3481530 N/A N/A

Services rendered from Apriil 16 through June 16, 2011  related to 

progress billing on assimilation of data and preparation of out year tax 

returns for 2001 thru 2009 related to settlement for Plaza Extra, 

Sixteen Plus, Peters Farm, Plessen Enterprises, Wally Hamed, Willie 

Hamed, and Yusuf Family.

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #3443, dated 

10/4/201010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular). 

In the past, the invoices were originally from Attorneys Andreozzi 

Fickess, LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted and required the 

professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey, lnc.)

2010 1/8/2010 51193 9,012.50                 9,012.50                  Eugene B. Benton For Services N/A N/A N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #51193, dated 

1/8/2010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Gordon Rhea (Waleed's 

lawyers) for  expenses related to paralegal- Eugene.  He was contracted 

by G. Rhea. We decided to include this expense on Waleed's analysis.

2010 3/24/2010 51534 3,912.50                 3,912.50                  Eugene B. Benton Services Jan, Feb & March 10 N/A N/A N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #51534, dated 

3/24/2010, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).   In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Gordon Rhea (Waleed's 

lawyers) for  expenses related to paralegal- Eugene.  He was contracted 

by G. Rhea. We decided to include this expense on Waleed's analysis.

2010 5/6/2010 57724 14,314.50                14,314.50                
Pratts -Thomas Walker, 

PA Professional Services
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available.  As per Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman Trust History , the expenses incurred related  to Pratts -

Thomas Walker, PA Professional Services were included from Waleed's 

attornerys. They contracted and required the professional services of 

Pratts -Thomas Walker, we atributted and included the expenses in 

Waleed's analysis.

2010 11/15/2010 59004 10,693.16                10,693.16                
MRW  CONSULTING 

GROUP
N/A UC 2010-06 N/A N/A N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available.  As perRichardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman Trust History , the expenses incurred related  to MRV 

Consulting Group were included from Waleed's attornerys. They 

contracted and required the professional services of MRV Consulting 

Group, we atributted and included the expenses in Waleed's analysis.

2010 12/29/2010 59339 3,220.57                 3,220.57                  
Pratts -Thomas Walker, 

PA Professional Services
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available.  As per Richardson Patrick Westbrook & 

Brickman Trust History , the expenses incurred related  to Pratts -

Thomas Walker, PA Professional Services were included from Waleed's 

attornerys. They contracted and required the professional services of 

Pratts -Thomas Walker, we atributted and included the expenses in 

Waleed's analysis.

2011 1/31/2011 59712 1,600.00                 1,600.00                  
Gordon C. Rhea - RPWB 

Benton 218156-1
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 1/31/2011 59712 410.00                    410.00                     
Gordon C. Rhea - RPWB 

Benton 218156-2
N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 1/31/2011 59712 153.51                    153.51                     

Gordon C. Rhea - RPWB 

Benton Expenses 202316-

0

N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 2 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Gordon C. Rhea signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. 

Hamed. We decided to attribute these expenses to Waleed Hamed.

2011 5/12/2011 61500 199,089.00              199,089.00              

Richardson Patrick 

Westbrook & Brickman, 

LLC.

INV#R-3574814-330 2/25/2011
INV#R-3574814-330 

2/25/2011
2/25/2011 N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

 We only observed check #61500, dated 5/12/2011, from Plaza Extra's 

account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In the past, the invoices were 

originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's lawyers), 

that contracted and required the professional services of Richardson 

Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC (RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to 

include this expense on Waleed's analysis.

2011 6/23/2011 N/A 20,000.00                20,000.00                N/A N/A 4016 N/A Andreozzi Fickess, LLP N/A K Waleed Hamed
Invoice #4127 described a previous  partial payment made on June 23, 

2011 for $20,000 related to this invoice.

2011 6/30/2011 61737 99,562.00                99,562.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP INV. R-3637708-330 4/25/2011 INV. R-3637708-330 4/25/2011 N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

 We only observed check #61737, dated 6/30/2011,  from Plaza Extra's 

account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In the past, the invoices were 

originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's lawyers), 

that contracted and required the professional services of Richardson 

Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC (RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to 

include this expense on Waleed's analysis.

2011 7/8/2011 61782 300,000.00              (300,000.00)             -                          Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Escrow Account N/A N/A N/A N/A 3, 10 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available.  As the Government has concurred in the 

Motion, the Court orders the immediate release of $300,000 from 

United Corporation to the escrow account of the law offices of 

Andreozzi and Fickess, LLP. The attached documents was not signed by 

Geoffrey W. Barnard-United States Magistrate Judge. 



 Year
Transaction 
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2011 7/19/2011 N/A 92,065.00                92,065.00                N/A N/A 4127 7/19/2011 Andreozzi Fickess, LLP

Services rendered from May 2011 related to US Virgin Island v. United 

Corporation: work on Closing Agreement and Motion for Release of 

Funds. 

K Waleed Hamed
Invoice #4127 described a balance of $92,065.45 as a Trust Transfer and 

full payment.

2011 7/20/2001 1006 7,856.00                 7,856.00                  N/A N/A
Wally Hamed Invoice 

7/1/2011
7/1/2011 Gordon C.Rhea,P.C.

Services rendered from June 2011 related to phone conference with 

Andreozzi, Benton regarding trust account, call with accountants 

regarding F-BAR, individual returns, and strategy with new judge, 

conference with American Airlines Laywer regarding potential depo 

dates and discovery schedule, letter to same, email traffic with 

Smock, Andreozzi regarding status of money transfer issue.

K, 1, 13 Waleed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. The expenses 

related to Gordon Rhea were attributed and included on Waleed's 

analysis.

2011 8/12/2011 61960 97,504.00                97,504.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP RSM McGladrey INV3686356-330 R-3686356-330 6/27/2011 RSM MCGladrey

Services rendered from April 16 to June15, 2011 relasted to progress 

billing on assimilation of data and preparation of out-year tax return 

for 2001 thru 2009 related to settlement for Plaza Extra, Sixteen Plus, 

Peters Farm, Plessen, Wally and Wille Hamedand Yusuf Family, 

conference call with counsel to discuss various tax return related 

issues and strategy regarding same; review of client data related to 

personal return and detailed analysis for proper treatment, follow-up 

calls with corporate controller regaring issues and reconciliations, 

research

K, 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available.  Check #61960 was paid to the order of 

Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's lawyers). They contracted 

and required the professional services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook 

& Brickman, LLC (RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to attribute this 

expense to Waleed Hamed. 

2011 8/14/2011 1007 9,450.00                 9,450.00                  N/A N/A
Wally Hamed Invoice 

8/1/2011
8/1/2011 Gordon C.Rhea,P.C.

Services rendered related to eamils, phone, calls and conferences with 

Adreozzi, Cmosck, Cole, Epstein regarding payment of settlement 

funds to BIR, FBAR issues, and attornerys escrow issues, calls and 

emails with Lori Hendrickson regarding release of funds from United 

Corp, payment of fine account into Smock account, and release 

additional funds of Hamed

K, 13 Waleed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. The expenses 

related to Gordon Rhea wee attributed and included on Waleed's 

analysis.

2011 9/1/2011 1010 11,900.00                11,900.00                N/A N/A
Wally Hamed- 

9/1/2011
9/1/2011 Gordon C.Rhea,P.C.

Services rendered related to emails and phones calls with Lori 

Hendrickson regarding payment and timming of settlement, FBAR's and 

individual returns, and payment of advance amount to United 

shareholders, conferences with Andreozzi, Smock, Cole, Epstein 

regarding payment by United Corporation to shareholders, meeting 

and phone conferences with Magistrate Barnard regarding signing 

order related to release of funds by United, scheduling of final 

sentencning and related issues.

K, 11 Waleed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. The expenses 

related to Gordon Rhea were attributed and included on Waleed's 

analysis. 

2011 9/29/2011 64141 39,480.00                39,480.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP RSM McGladrey #R-3721906-330 #R-3721906-330 N/A N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was  not available. We only observed check #64141, dated 

9/29/2011,  from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, 

LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted and required the professional 

services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to include this expense on Waleed's 

analysis.

2011 11/9/2011 64374 100,000.00              100,000.00              Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Escrow Account N/A N/A N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64374 ,dated 

11/9/2011, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, 

LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted and required the professional 

services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to include this expense on Waleed's 

analysis.

2012 1/1/2012 64861 85,215.00                85,215.00                Andreozzi Fickess, LLP RSM McGladrey #R-3771071-330 #3771071-330 N/A N/A N/A 3 Waleed Hamed

 Invoice was not available. We only observed check #64861 ,dated 

1/1/2012, from Plaza Extra's account #191-148830 (Banco Popular).  In 

the past, the invoices were originally from Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, 

LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted and required the professional 

services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC 

(RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We decided to include this expense on Waleed's 

analysis.

 2,144,392.92$       (300,000.00)$         1,844,392.92$       

Note: Some invoices received indicate payments related to legal services (no check is available), some which were not included in the report "Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010". Therefore, we include it in our analysis. Refer to information below.
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2011 N/A N/A 8,900.00$                (8,900.00)$               -$                        N/A N/A 7275 5/28/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from April 19 through May 30, 2011 related to reply 

re motion for return of property- client's fire arm, conferences call 

Claudette Anderson- Director of IRB re status of case, tax payments, 

returns, sentencing, call to Governor, review of documents-tax 

payment agreement.

K, 1, 13, 14 Waheed Hamed
Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2011 N/A N/A 10,284.59                (10,284.59)               -                          N/A N/A 7280 7/5/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from June 16 through July 7, 2011 related to review 

of order granting transfer of escrow account, email from Tracy Marien, 

review documents regarding Closing Agreement, FBAR filling, review 

Plea in conecction with language of Closing Agreement.

K, 1, 13, 14 Waheed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court ,Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. Invoice was 

billed to Waheed Hamed, the services billed were related to  the review 

of emails from Tracy Marien, Bruce Cole, G. Rhea, Howard Epstein, 

FBAR filing and reviewing the language of the Plea in connection with 

the Closing Agreement.

2011 N/A N/A 21,230.00                (21,230.00)               -                          Andreozzi Fickess, LLP N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 13, 14 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

2011 N/A N/A 9,900.00                 (9,900.00)                 -                          N/A N/A 7303 8/19/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from August 2011 related to telephone conversation 

with client receipt of his firearm, telephone conversation Tracie 

Marien re scheduling FBAR meeting with client, review of Motion 

regarding Government's reply to Motion to return property, Motion of 

Release of funds to shareholders, Motion to deposit funds with clerk of 

court.

K, 1, 13, 14 Waheed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. Invoice was 

billed to Waheed Hamed, the services billed were related to the review 

of government's reply to the motion to return property, motion for 

release of funds to shareholders, motion to deposit funds with court's 

clerk, and email from Tracie Marien re-scheduling FBAR meeting with 

the client.

2011 N/A N/A 17,727.50                (17,727.50)               -                          N/A N/A 4181 8/23/2011 Andreozzi Fickess attorney fees

Services rendered from June 2011 related to US Virgin Island v. United 

Corporation:calls and emails regarding closing agreement and case 

issues, receipt and review of emails from team regarding Department 

of Labor issues, caalls to VIBIR regarding Closing Agreement, confer 

with Maggie Doherty at US MArshall regarding tax deposits and related 

issues, emails to Willie Hamed and team regarding tax deposits.

K, 13, 14, 

15
Waleed Hamed

Invoice #4181 described the balance of $17,727.50 as Trust Transfer and 

full payment. We observed email from Marian M. Edmiston-(Mr. Hamed 

approved Invoice #4178 in the amount of $16,503.04 and then Marian 

include Randy's travel expense for a trip to the USVI on 5/9/2011 which 

increase tha amount owing to $17,727.50, as the end of June 2011 there 

is a zero balance on this account.

2011 N/A N/A 12,651.20                (12,651.20)               -                          N/A N/A 4212 9/15/2011 Andreozzi Fickess, LLP

Services rendered from July 2011 related to US Virgin Island v. United 

Corporation: communications with Gordon Rhea and Howard Epstein 

regarding case issues, review of past Joint Status Report for Mr. Yusuf's 

Tax Court case, work on issues related to Closing Agreement, work on 

Fathi Yusuf Status Report.

K, 14 Waleed Hamed

The invoice was originally from Attornerys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), that contracted and required the  professional 

services of Richardson Patrick Westbrook & Brickman, LLC. The 

expenses related to Andreozzi Fickess, LLP were attributed and 

included on Waleed's analysis.

2011 N/A N/A 22,004.00                (22,004.00)               -                          N/A N/A 7306 9/16/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from September 2011 related to review documents: 

letter from G. Rhea to L. Hendrickson, email from Lhendrickson to G. 

Rhea, drafting letters(editingletterto bank for client, drafting portions 

of corporate compliance program,

K, 1, 14 Waheed Hamed
Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 
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2011 10/1/2011 N/A 12,354.35                (12,354.35)               -                          N/A N/A
Wally Hamed-

10/1/2011
10/1/2011 Gordon C.Rhea,P.C.

Services rendered related to emails and phone calls with Lori 

Hendrickson regarding status of FBAR's and out-year tax returns, 

preparation for meeting in Washignton with Justice Department 

regarding FBAR's and out-year tax return, phone calls and emails with 

Andreozzi, Smock, COle, Epstein, CColon regarding status of FBAR 

issues and out-year issues, negotiations with Justice Department, ans 

scheduling of sentencing and related issues, travel to meeting in 

Washighton with Justice Department attornerys.

K, 15, 16 Waleed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Gordon C. Rhea 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. The expenses 

related to Gordon Rhea were attributed and included on Waleed's 

analysis. 

2011 11/18/2011 N/A 49,215.14                (49,215.14)               -                          N/A N/A 676 & 4189 Andreozzi Fickess attorney fees

Services rendered from February 22 through July 21, 2006 related to 

Retail Acquisition: meet with the client regarding sale, meeting with 

EDF, RPA and S. Soluri regarding due diligence iisues for purchase of 

Pueblo stores, review and revise Pueblo confidentialy 

agreement,phone conferences with Jose Nieto and client regarding 

transactions and related issues.

K, 15, 17 Waleed Hamed

Invoice #4189 from Andreozzi Fickess, LLC bill to Mufeed Hamed for 

services billed from Invoice #676 related to a retail acquisition, due 

diligence issues for purchase of Pueblo Stores.

2011 N/A N/A 25,206.00                (25,206.00)               -                          Andreozzi Fickess, LLP N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A 13, 14 Waleed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based  on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court, Randall R. Andreozzi from Andreozzi Fickess, LLP signed as the  

Defendant Attorney of Waleed M. Hamed. 

Unpaid N/A N/A 2,890.00                 (2,890.00)                 -                          N/A RSMMcGladrey 

RSMMcGladrey R-

2245622-330,  

6/21/06

N/A N/A 18 Waleed Hamed

Invoice not available. In the past, the invoices were originally from 

Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP (Waleed's lawyers), that contracted 

and required the professional services of  (RSMMcGladrey,lnc.). We 

decided to include this expense on Waleed's analysis.

192,362.78$          (192,362.78)$         -$                       

2006 238,119.87              -                           238,119.87              

2007 41,901.00                -                           41,901.00                

2008 194,307.00              -                           194,307.00              

2009 323,605.53              -                           323,605.53              

2010 1,882,649.67           (440,426.62)             1,442,223.05           

2011 1,366,931.57           (504,404.78)             862,526.79              

2012 712,989.22              (66,176.98)               646,812.24              

No date -                          -                           -                          

Unpaid 344,231.87              (344,231.87)             -                          

Total 5,104,735.73$       (1,355,240.25)$      3,749,495.48$       

Tickmark:

K Traced and agreed to invoice.

Notes:

N/A Not available

1

2 The invoices are also included in the list "Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & Brickman- Trust History by Matter", which is a list of invoices paid from the United Corporation Trust Account.

3 We observed a copy of the check from Plaza Extra -East #191-148830.

4 As per, report (table) named "Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010" identified invoices unpaid, we adjusted to eliminated from analysis. 

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Warren B. Cole from Hunter, Cole & Dennett signed as Attorney for United Corporation. The payments incurred were eliminate from partners distribution.

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Henry C Smock signed as Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf. We attributted and included the expenses in Fathi's analysis, were adjusted amount to avoid double counting.

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as Attorney for Defendant Waheed M. Hamed. We attributted and included the expenses in Waheed's analysis, were adjusted amount to avoid double 

counting.

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, John Dema signed as Attorney for Defendant Maher Yusuf. We attributted and included the expenses in Maher's analysis, were adjusted amount to avoid double counting.

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Derek M. Hodge signed as Attorney for Defendant Najeh Yusuf. We attributted and included the expenses in Najeh's analysis, were adjusted amount to avoid double counting

We observed a copy of the check from Plaza Extra -East #058-00065811

The check's purpose was to fund the escrow account of the law offices of Andreozzi and Fickess, LLP, used to pay the legal and accounting services and managed by Andreozzi Fickess, LLP. Therefore, because the invoices for the 

period are included in the table, this deposit to the escrow account is not included as a legal disbursement (in order to avoid duplicate amounts).

The list "Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & Brickman- Trust History by Matter" states that the invoice for services rendered by Gordon C. Rhea, and dated 9/1/11, was paid with check #1010, apparently from the escrow account of the 

law offices of Andreozzi and Fickess, LLP.

Expenses only were related to accounting of United Corporation. We observed the Agreement for Professional Engagement was signed by Maher Yusuf, president of United Corp.

Legal services were included from other list provided Hamed Family (HAMD605553) and identified as paid. We decided to attributed expenses to Waleeds Hamed. 

An email was sent by Andreozzi and Fickess, LLP stating than two invoices for attorney fees, #676 dated 9/2/06 and #4189 dated 8/24/11, for the total amount of $49,215.14 (related to case 06-0016 2006 Mufeed Hamed case as per list 

"Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & Brickman- Trust History by Matter") was paid from the escrow account managed by the attorneys. We observed those invoices but not included a payment method as per check from Plaza Extra's 

accounts, we adjusted to eliminated from analysis. 

An email was sent by Andreozzi and Fickess, LLP stating than an invoice for attorney fees for the period that ended on 6/21/2006 (invoice #R-2245622-330 as per list "Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & Brickman- Trust History by 

Matter") was paid from the escrow account managed by the attorneys.

We observed those invoices but not included a payment method as per check from Plaza Extra's accounts, we adjusted to eliminated from analysis. 

An email was sent by Andreozzi and Fickess, LLP stating than an invoice for attorney fees for the period that ended on 6/30/2011 was paid from the escrow account managed by the attorneys.

The list "Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & Brickman- Trust History by Matter" states that the invoice for services rendered by Gordon C. Rhea, and dated 10/1/11, was paid apparently from the escrow account of the law offices of 

Andreozzi and Fickess, LLP.



 
 
 
EXHIBIT 11 



A11dreozzi Fickess LLP 
9145 Main Street 

Ch\rence, NY 1403 l 

Ph:(7 l 6) 565-1100 Fax:(7 16) 565-1920 

Richardson, PatrickJ Westbrook & Brick1m 
1037 Chuck Dawley Blvd 
Building A 
Mt. Pleasant. SC 
29464 

Attention: Gordon Rhea, Esq. 

RE: U.S. Virgin Islands v. United Corporation, et al 

DATE DESCRIPTION 

Mar-02-12 Communications regarding individual tax 
return issues. 

Mar-05~12 Receipt/review co11cspondcnce from fRS lo 
Mike Yusuf regarding non-filed rctll r'!ls; edit 
and send response; communicnlions with Mike 
Yusiif rega1·ding same. 

Receipt and review copy of correspondence lo 
Mike Yt1suf from IRS; review of fi le; 
electronically organize and email (O team; 
co11fo1· with RPA ·draft correspondence to the 
IRS; cnmil to lU)A for n:vicw; updutc memo to 
fi le. 

Mar-06-L2 Call with Mike Yusuf r garding ~se issues 
and corrospondence from JR . 

Edit and 111 nlize letter to IRS rcgnrding Mike 
Yusuf taxes; email to tc, m nnd client; upd ate 
memo to file. 

M:lr-09-12 Case conference with Ron Solul'i and Howard 
Epstein; confer with P. Colon and Gordon 
Rhea regar ling returns nnd conference with 
VIBTR; notes regurcl ing same. 

Mnr-11·12 Confer with Howard Epstein 011 USVI VIBIR 
trip nnd tax returns. 

HOURS 

0.70 

1.10 

0.70 

0.40 

0.30 

1.50 

1.00 

June 29, 2012 

File #: 04·0008 

Inv#: Sampl 

AMOUNT LAWYER 

287.00 RPA 

451.00 RPA 

112.00 TLM 

164.00 RPA 

48.00 TLM 

615.00 RPA 

410.00 RPA 
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Invoice#: 

Mar-12-12 

lviar-13-12 

Mnr-14-12 

Mur~ 15-12 

Mar-17-12 

Mar-19-12 

Sample Pugc 2 

Receipt and review of post-year tax returns; 
confel' with CPA Hownrd Epstein regarding 
case issues . 

Conference calls with Ron S luri: H. Epstein 
nn I Pain Colon regarding t11x t'Clum issues; 
email, tc regarding snme; rcscnrch regm·ding 
gross receipts tax. issue; c, II ta G. Rhea. 

Confer with RP A and Ron Soluri and Pam 
Colon regarding case issues and upcoming 
BlR meeting; call to Mr. Smock's offic for 
meeting; confer with RPA rcgnrding Gross 
Receipts Taxes filing requirements; research 
regarding same and email lo RP A. 

Case confcccnce on tux returns; research 
rcgrmilr g gram; receipts issue raised by Plaza 
Extra Comptroller. 

Work with CPA's on tax returns fi rout-years 
and langllagc for disclaimer; draft cov r letter 
and disclaime1· language for fi nal FBAR's; 
confercuco calls regording samcj calls to G. 
Rhea and H. Smock; calls to clients; emails 
with VIBIR. 

Confer with RP A, H. Epstein & R. Soluri re 
cusc issut::s; prepare draft attachment lang11nge 
for FBARs; confer with RPA and make edits 
to attachment language and email to team for 
review. 

Edit and finalize letters and attachments 
regarding FBAR filings for Walcc<l and 
Wahecd Hamed and Fathi Yusuf. 

Conference call with Ronald Solurt and H. 
Smock regarding case matters; call with 
Gordon Rhea regarding same; draft language 
for return presentations. 

Confer with RPA and Ron Soluri. re case 
issues; confer with Hauk Smock, Ron Soluri, 
Howard Epstein & RPA rcgal'cilng cnse issues 
and next steps. 

Comnn1nicntions with trinl tcnm regnrding 
case issues nnd upcoming US ' I VlBIR visit. 

Conference calls and emails with Gordon 

June 29, 2012 

1.80 738.00 RPA 

2.50 1,-025.00 RPA 

LOO 160.00 TLM 

3.50 1,435.00 RPA 

4.00 1,640.00 RPA 

0.80 128,00 TLM 

0.70 112.00 TMW 

2.00 820.00 RPA 

l.40 224.00 TLM 

0.40 164.00 RPA 

2.00 820.00 RPA 
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Invoice#: Sump le Page 3 June 29; 2012 

Rhen, PnlTI Colon, Howat'd Epstein mid Ron 
Soluri J'egarding case issues n11d out-)1enr 
returns; drafting rt!gnrd ing atlnchments to 
returns. 

Receipt and review of RPA edits to 1040 0.30 48.00 TLM 
attachment; make edits to same and email to 
R. Soluri and H. Epstein for review. 

Mnr-20-12 Prepare for tl'avel to USVI to meet with VIBIR 3.50 1,435.00 RPA 
representatives; conference 
calls/communications wi th Ronald Soluri, 
Hownrc.I Epstein, Parn Col n regarding same; 
work on letter to U.S. Mnrsbnll Service and 
DOJ regarding frozen accoun1s. 

Bmui ls wi h Alicia Volle regarding documents 0.40 64.00 TLM 
for R. Soluri; elcctronicnlly organize same and 
email to A. Valle. 

Mar .. 22-12 Receipt/review tax return summary for 0.80 328.00 RPA 
meeting with VIBIR. 

Mar-26-12 Organize documents and prepare for trip to 1.50 615 .00 RPA 
USVI: edit correspondence to M. Doherty. 

Confer with Ron Sol mi. regnrding cnse issues; 1.00 160.00 TLM 
receipt of email from Ron Soluri regarding 
snmc; prepare draft Jell r to Maggie Doherty of 
u Marshnll Service; confe r with RPA 
regarding same; edits to cone.spondcnce nnd 
email to team; receipt of P-on oluri edit and 
lt1corporatc; finalize lcucr nlld send; 
electronically organize :ind email co tcnm; 
update memo to file. 

Mur-27-12 Travel to USVI for meeting with VIBTR; meet 10.00 4,100.00 RPA 
and confer with Ronald Soluri and Howard 
Epstein regarding case mmtcrs on St. Thomas; 
confer wi th clients; calls wl1h Gordon Rhea 
and Pam Colon; draft email to trial team. 

Mar-28-12 Case conferences with trial tcum on St. 8.00 3,280.00 RPA 
homns; prepare for meetings with VIBIR; 

confer rcga\'ding tax returns; work wit11 CPA1s 
on case matters. 

Confer with RP A regarding case issues and 1.00 160.00 TLM 
st:uus; prepare drnft con·espondcnc1,; lo Tummy 

mnlls; email to R. Soluri and RPA for 
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Invoice#: Sample Page 4 Junu 29, 2012 

review; email cuse documents to RPA for 
review. 

Mar-29-12 Wol'lc with Ronald Soluri in USVI on case 10.00 4,100.00 RPA 
matters; calls and emails to VIBIR 
representative regarding meeting; return travel 
to Buffalo; confer with clients; work on 
Compliance Progrum nnd c01respondence to 
IRS. 

Receipt of Ron Sohtri email rcgnrding 1.20 192.00 TLM 
Compliance; review of draft Complirmcc 
Agreement. 

Mnr-30-12 Call to Wally regarding dntnbase; email to 0.10 16.00 JAS 
RP A rcgardi11g same. 

A pl·-03-12 CommunicllLion:..; with team regarding case 0.60 246.00 RPA 
issues; emails with GordonJlh a nnd P. Colon. 

Apr-04-12 Conference call with G. Rhea and P. Colon; 1.50 615.00 RPA 
drnft correspondence to U.S. Marshall; confo1· 
with R. Soluri regarding tnx deposits and cusc 
issues. 

Confer with RPI\ and Ron Soluri regarding l.50 240.00 TLM 
case issues; confer with RPAJ 0. Rhen :md P, 
Colon regarding cose issues; email Pam Colon 
dtaft comp I iance agreement; confer with RP A 
and Ron Soluri regill'ding case issues; draft 
correspondence to US Marshall; email to RP A 
and Ron Soluri to review. 

Apr-05-12 Wore wlth TLM on Tax J>aymenl Reque:>t to 0.80 328.00 RPA 
U.S. Marshall Set'Vicc; confer with R. Soluri 
regarding case issues. 

Confer with RP A nud Ron Sohrd rcgnrding 1.20 192.00 TLM 
case issues; cruoils to Ncjeh Yusuf rcgnrding 
sbareholdcrsj update correspondence to 
faggie Dolwrlyj finalize correspondence 1111d 

submit; electronically organize same and tile!· 
email lo client ; upd. te memo to file . 

Apr- 12- 12 Communications with TLM and US Marshall 0.40 164.00 RPA 
re: release of tax payments. 

Confer with Ms, Doherty regarding CflSC 0.40 64.00 TLM 
issues; email lo team and clioncs ~·egurding 
same. 
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Invoice#: Sample Page s Ju11e 29, 2012 

Apr- 17- 12 Telephone confel'ence with Mr. Yusuf; 1.50 615.00 RPA 
telephone conference with R. Soluri; cm;1ils 
with G, Rhea, 

Apr- l9-l2 Conference call with G. Rhea regarding email o.so 328.00 .RPA 
inquiry from L. Hendrickson; notes rcgardittg 
S!lmc. 

Apr-23-12 Conferc11ce calls with R. Soluri and team 1.00 410.00 RPA 
regarding case issues; emnils regarding same; 
confer with clients. 

Apr-24-12 Conference call with team regarding case 2.00 820.00 RPA 
matters; conference call with Joel Holt 
regarding out-ycnr returns :md related issues. 

Apr-25- 12 Conference call with team regarding case 3.00 1,230.00 RPA 
issues; confer with CPA's rcgnrding tax 
returns; confer with counsel regarding cose 
matters; emails rcgnrding same. 

Apr-27-12 Calls/emails wilh AU nteys Holt a1td DcWood 2.50 1,025.00 RPA 
regarding docurnenf production and case 
matters; woi: on 11rod,!;lctio l to artome s· calls 
with cJienr; Clra lls with l'· Soluri t1nd H Ltps in 
regarding tax issues. 

Apr-29-12 Culls and emails with team regarding case 0.60 246.00 RPA 
issues. 

Apr-30-12 Conference calls with R. Sollll'i rcgarcling case 0,70 287.00 RPA 
matters; communications rcgnrding ms 
con·espondence to Mr. Yusuf regarding 2001 
liability. 

May-01-12 Calls with R. Soluri nnd H. Epstein regarding 0.70 287.00 RPA 
case issues; call with Pluza controller 
regarding same. 

Receipt and review of email fro111 Ron Soluri; LOO 160.00 TLM 
review of file and confe1· with RPA; confer 
with RPA, Plaza controUcr, and Ron Soluri 
regarding case issues: call wilh Maggie 
Doherty regarding same. 

May-08-12 Office conferenec with R. Soluri and H. 3.00 l,230.00 RPA 
Epstein at FM Offices; conference call with R. 
Soluri, H. Epstein and M. Yusuf regarding 
cose issues; draft email to team. 

Mny-09-12 Emails and conference culls with team 1.50 615.00 RPA 
regarding case issues and tax l'Cturn filings, 
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fnvoice #: Sample Pnge 6 June 29, 2012 

Confer with RPA regarding cnse issues and 0.40 64.00 TLM 
next steps; emails to team regarding same. 

May-11-12 Conference calls with T1'ial Team and CP A's 0.70 287.00 RPA 
regarding cnse issues and tax returns. 

May-14-12 Conference calls with 0. Rhea, J. Dema and R. 0.60 246.00 RPA 
Soluri regarding return status and case matters. 

May-20-12 Phone call from Attorney De Wood: re1um call. 0.20 82.00 RPA 

May-21-12 Conference call with Attorney De Wood; cnll l.40 574.00 R.PA 
to accountants and work with TLM to gather 
tax return requested. 

Confe r with RPA regarding case issues; receipt 0.70 112,00 TLM 
nnd review of email from De Wood; review oi 
file and drnft l x returns; emai l to RPA, Ron 
Soluri and H. Epstein regarding same. 

May-22-12 Con crcnce calls with Mr. Yusuf and Attorney 1.10 451.00 RPA 
De Wood; work with TLM to rganize 
d cumcnts and return · to produce. 

Confer with RP A regarding cuse issues; confer 0.90 144.00 TLM 
with H. Epstci11 regarding same; receipt an<l 
review of CD wl.th draft rclurns for entities and 
electronically organize same; confer wlth 
RP A; prepare copies of CDs to be provided to 
Altorncys De Wood and Holt. 

May-23-12 Work on production to counsel; confer with 0.80 328.00 RPA 
CP As; emails concerning the same. 

Confer with RPA regarding case issues; draft LOO 160.00 TLM 
cotrespondence to Attorney DeWoodi update 
cnse contacts for Attorneys De Wood and Holt; 
make e<l lts to conespoudencc und finalize 
same; electronically organize and send; update 
memo to file. 

May-24-12 Case conferences with Ron Soluri and Howa1·d 0.80 328.00 RPA 
Epstein; e-mail communications with Hank 
Smock concerning addendum to defense 
agreement. 

Confer with RPA regarding case issues; receipt 0.40 64.00 TLM 
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Invoice#: Sample Page 7 June 29, 2012 

, nd review of signed Add ndum; 
electronically org nize same. 

Mny-25-12 Conference call with Joel Holt concerning case 1.00 410.00 RPA 
issues; call with Wally Hamed in rcgnrd to the 
same; call with Ron Solul'l and Howard 
Epstein. 

Mny-30-12 Communications with client and Pam Colon 0.40 164.00 RPA 
regarding case issues. 

May-31-12 Communications and calls with G. Rhen and 0.80 328.00 RPA 
P. Colon regarding attorney meeting. 

Jun-02-12 Communications with G. Rhea, P. Colon and 0.70 287.00 RPA 
R. Soluri regarding Attorney De Wood 
questions i:md issues. 

Jun-04-12 Receipt/review of communication from IRS 0.40 164.00 RPA 
eliminating assessment of income tax fof Fahti 
and Fawzia Yusuf; email to team i·cgarding 
IRS concession of assessment. 

Receipt and review ofNotices from IRS for 0.30 48.00 TLM 
Fathi & Fawzia Yusuf; electronically organiz · 
and email to team ttnd client; update memo lo 
file. 

Jun-05-12 Review and organize file matters for USV[ 2.50 1,025.00 RPA 
travel; prepare for meeting with Attomey 
De Wood. 

Confer with RP A regarding case issues; 1.00 160.00 TLM 
prepal'e documents for RPA to take to USVI 
fol· meeting with Ml'. De Wood. 

Jun-06-12 Travel to St. Thomas to meet and confer with 8.50 3A85.00 RPA 
counsel regarding case m ttcrs; conference 
wit11 G. Rhea end P. Colon regarding ease 
issues. 

Jun-07-12 Conference on STX with G. Rhea and Mr. 10.00 4,100.00 RPA 
Yusuf regarding cas 1unt(crs; conference with 
P. Colon and G. Rhea to prepare for meeting 
with Attorney DcWood, Attorney Holt, P. 
Colon, and G. Rhea; conference with attomeys 
P. Holl, P. Colon, G. RJ1ca, and \V. Hamed; 
coiifer w,iih R. Sol mi regarding cuse is ues nnd 
l:ix matters; review file nnd prcpm·c; notes 
regarding same. 
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Invoice#: 

Jun~OS-12 

Jun-09-12 

Jun-10~12 

Jun-11~12 

Jun-12·12 

Jnn-13-12 

Jun- I -l2 

Sample Page 8 

Receipt and review of email from Ron Soluri 
regarding tax deposits; draft correspondence to 
Ms. Dohc1·ty nnd email to R. Soluri lo review; 
finalize corrcsponclencc ncl submit· conf r 
with Ms. Doherty; email lo tcum And clients· 
upd t memo to .file. 

l'vlecUng with Wally Hamed regarding cnse 
issues and steps to secure submission of tnx 
returns per plea agreement; confor with G, 
Rhea regarding same; confer with R. Soluri 
reg11rding same; review file documents and 
notes to file. 

Meeting on STX with Mike Yusuf and f man 
regnrding case issues and steps to secure 
accurate submission of tax retw11s with VIBIR 
per plea agreement; calls with Mr. Yusuf 
regm·ding same; notes to file regarding same. 

Confer with f. Yt1suf regarding cnse issues; 
notes regarding san e and review file; emails to 
R. Soluri regurding returns. 

Return travel from STT; conmrnnicntions 
regnrding meeting with ltomey De Wood ~md 
rclntod case issues; confer wilh Mr. Yusuf and 
Wally Hnmcd regarding case issues; notes 
regarding same; emails with attorney Holt. 

Vm'ious case conferences with Attorneys 
De Wood, Holt, Wally Hamed, Ron Soluri; rmd 

orclou Rheu regarding case issues and 
possible resolution. 

Coll fer with MnggLe Doherty regarding tax 
deposits; email t 1enm. a!1d client regarding 
relc 1sc of funds; update memo to rnc. 
Emails and communications with clicnls and 
counsel regarding case issues; conference calls 
regurding same. 

Confer with RP A regarding case issues. 

Various conference calls with R. ol\lri, \V, 
Hamed nd G. Rh ·n regarding cnsc issues; 
ema ils with Mnrgic regarding tux payment ; 
i·eceiµl/rcvicw ema ils from L. Hcmlri kson; 
call to otto.rney DcWooc.l, 

June 29, 2012 

0.50 80.00 TLM 

4.50 l,845.00 RPA 

3.00 1,230.00 RPA 

1.00 .cjJ0.00 RPA 

9.40 3,854.00 RPA 

3.50 1,435.00 RPA 

0.20 32.00 TLM 

2.70 RPA 

0.30 48.00 TLM 

2.40 984.00 RPA 
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[nvoice //.: Sample Page 9 June 29, 2012 

Jun~ 15-l 2 Conferences with U. Rhen nnd I lent rcgnrding l.40 574.00 RPA 
case issues; calls with R. Soluri regarding 
same; rcccip1/review of quarterly tax deposit. 

Receipt LH!d i·cview of copies of tax deposit to 0.20 32.00 TLM 
VIBIR: clcctronicnlly organize same, 

Jun-16-12 Communications with Joel Holt nnd W. 0.70 287.00 RPA 
Hamed regarding case issues and scheduling of 
confcn.:nces; confe r with G. Rhen regarding · 
sume. 

Jun-18- 12 alls/ mails with counsel and clients regarding 1.50 615.00 RPA 
meeting in USV1; conferwirh CPA regarding 
san e and tax issues. 

Jun-19-12 Receipt/review of FI3AR extensions for 2011 2.00 820.00 RPA 
for various clients; confer with counsel and 
CPA's regarding same; prepare nnd confer 
regarding upcoming USVI meeting. 

Jun-20-12 Conference calls with Wally Hamed and team 0.70 287.00 RPA 
regarding case issues; work on submission of 
final FBAR's for clients. 

Receipt and review of final FBAR from I-I. 0.90 144.00 TLM 
Eps!cin; confer with RPA nd em~i l lo Wally 
Hamed for review an execution with 
inslr11clions· confer with RPA regarding case 
issues · update memo to file. 

Jun-21-12 Communications with G. Rbea regnrding case 0.30 123.00 RPA 
issues nd meeting on June 28, 2012. 

Jun-22-12 Confer wlU1 .1 cl Hol ti emails regarding some; 2.00 820.00 RPA 
OJgaui;::e documents und prepnre fol' travel to 
USVI. 

Jun-26-12 Travel to St. Croix to attend mediation; 9.50 3,895.00 RPA 
pr pare for meetings; confer with G. Rhen, 
clients and cmmsel; revi w documents from 
datnbasc. 

Call and umail lo Universal Academy of 1.80 2&8.00 TLM 
Florida; confor wiUi H. Epstein r gnrding 
documcms; confer with RP A regnrding same; 
search d !abase for docume11t ; cmnil 
document to RPA and H. Epstein for review. 

Jun-27-12 Meer with Ron Soluri Ho ard Epstein, 8.00 3,280.00 RPA 
ordo1, Rhea, nnd P m Colon rcgnn.ling cuse 
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Iuvoicu II: 

Jun-28-12 

.Tun-29- 12 

Sample !'age l U 

issues; prcp::irc for mc<lintion~ preliminary 
meeting with Altorncys De Wood nnd Holl. 

Meet with counsel nnd CPAs; prcparl! for 
mcdiution; attend client mediation session. 

Receipt and review of letter from Attorney 
Holt to Attorney Dc\Vood; clcctronicntly 
organize snmc; confer wllh RPA regnr<ling 
case issues, 

Work 011 drnll settlement stipulation; meet 
with nllorncy Colon, R. Soluri & I-I. Epstein 
regnrding case matters; telephone co111Crcncc 
with G. Rhen regurding case issues. 

Totals 

DISBURSEMENTS 

I f r-J l- !2 
Apr-20-12 

Apr-30-12 
l\1foy- l G-12 

May-26- 12 

May- 1-12 
Jun-06- 12 

Jun-26-12 

Jun-29-12 

Print/Copy recs 
RPA 3127/12·3/29/12 
Airfare/ Automobile/Lodging/Meals 
Prints/Copies thru April 2012 
RP Travel R •imburscmcnt fi r U~'VI trip on 
· -27 thrtl J .2C) (for mil cn1:1c gns m l) 
FedEx Fee 
FedEx Fee 
Prints/Copies thrn May 2012 
RP trip to STX 6/6 lhru 6/11112 (hotel, 
airfare, rental car, mcnls) 
RPA trip to STX 6/26 thru (j/30/12 (airfare, 
hotel, rental c<ir gus) 
Prints/copies thru June 30, 2012 

Totals 

Total Fee & Disbu1·1rnntcnls 

Dnlnncc Now Due 

TOTAL DOE (incl. Tt;ust Uepl., if any) 

TAX JD Number 34-2003893 

13.00 5,330.00 

0.40 64.00 

6.50 2,665.00 

199.30 $76,213.00 

0.60 
2,272.39 

0.20 
125.16 

43.74 
43.74 
7.60 

2,51 I .77 

2,344.48 

18.JO 

$7,J67.98 

Jtmc 29, 20 l2 

RPA 

RPA 

$83,580.98 

-~· 

pbayless
Highlight

pbayless
Highlight

pbayless
Highlight

pbayless
Highlight

pbayless
Highlight

pbayless
Highlight



1\ndrenui Fickcss Invoice, (i. l~h.:a Invoke, P11111el:i Colon Jnvoic.: ~ Y:1hoo! i-.·lail 

AIL 
r.b~~i< 

Andreozzi Fickess Invoice, G. Rhea Invoice, Pamela Colon Invoice 
From: "Marian Edmiston• <:mme·:\;l;il>fmwb.com> 

To: •waliy',)plarncxtr;i.carri• <1•1,1fly<;JlPlil;rncxlril.c0m> 1 "olazacxtr<L·:i•\',1lloo.com" 
< pli1~n cxtril f,)ya hoo.corn > 
3 Files {11.;sKa) 

Gordon R... Pamela C... Un1tc<1 04 ... 

Dear Mr. Hamed and Wadda: 

Fr1day, hmc 29, 2012 7 :CO PM 

Per Randy's instructions, l am fotwarding to you a current invoice for services for Gordon Rhea. Pam Colon 
and our office. 

Our invoice for servic "Sis lhru .June 29, 2012. Randy wanted mo to remind you both that our invoice is 
cumulative from March lhru JL1ne 29lh, because we subn11t the invoices as pre bllls rather lhan final invoices 
until funds are moved into he Escrow account. As you know, 1f \' e generate Onals bills for the month, our 
accounting software automatically lakes money out of the Escrow account. Randy wants to make sure that 
Gordon. Pani and Ron receive payment first and therefore does not wan to generate final current invoices until 
you have replenished the escrow vtth amounts d1ractly atlriblltable to our Invoice. Tl1at Is hy you wilt see ll1at 
the lime billings for prior months are cumula tive of invoices we sent earlier. Accordingly, you should disregard 
any prior invoices for the months covered in this current invoice. /\s always, please ca ll me 1f you have any 
questions on our invoice. 

Marian M. Edmiston 
Andreozzi. B/uestein,Fickess, Muh/l;auer W(~/)er, Bro11n LLP 
9 "15 Main Slreet 
Clarence. New York 14031 
Phone: 716-565-1100 
In accordance with IRS roq11i'remenls, \'/e Inform you that ,1ny Fedaml tax af/vice contained In t111s 
commu11icatlon fs not In/anded or w1itten lo /Jo used, ancl c. nnot be used, for file purpose of (I) avofcJ/ng 
pe11al/1es 1mdar ll1e lntemal Revot!ue Code or (i1) promofi11g, marketing, or recommending lo another party any 
/mnsoc/ion or matter addressed lmMln. 

Notice of PnvAcy and Confidenliaflty: The information co11tained within lhi:; electronic nwll ls being sent by an 
a/lomey and is Intended to be receivad and read only IJY certain mdtvic/11afs and 1s atlorney·client privileged, 
confidential information nnd vorl product. It may co11ta/11 ln{ormat1on 1f1al is pnvileged and/or prol .c/ed from 
disclosure by fDIV. No addressee should fo1ward, print, cor y, or othor ·Vise rop1oc/uca this mossago 1n any 
manner that would affow I/ lo be viewed by a11y inclividu:if 1101 orlgmally listed as a recip1enl wif/1out t11e consent 
ot the author If you have received 1'7/s message 111 error, please 11ot1fy me by replying and then delete IJoth my 
message and your reply and des1toy any paper copies. Tlmnl< you 

http://us.mc-i6 t .mail.yahoo.com/mefshow~,kssagc?s~vlid 0 O&li llcrBr 0&.raml"' 142711403... 612912012 



r 

:./ 5/8/2012. Payment to AF for Invoice 4Tl6 2681254 ,/ > 

5/8/ 2012 } Payment to FMB for Jnv ·M~3826278·330 54,605.00 II v . ' 
S/18/2012 Deposit from Plaza Extra for replinshment for FMB lnvoic~ M-3889083-330 i 4S,62Si/ 
5/18} 2012 Deposit from Plaza Extra for G. Rhea 2/1 thru 4/20/12 invoii::e . 9,200.oo v 

5/21/2012 Payment to FMB for Invoice No. M-3889083-3330 145,625.00 f ,/ 

5J21/20J2 Payment to G. Rhea for Invoice 2/1 thru 4/2.0/12 9,200.00 I/ r 

6/5/2012 Plaza Extra deposit to replenish account for P. Colon Inv 7338 16,962.12 y 

6/6/2(,)12 Payment to P. Colon via wire txfr for Inv 7338 16,96Ll.2 // 
,,,. 

5/4/2012 Bank fee for wire· transfer: on 5/~ to P. Colon ' ;2.0 
6/6/2012 Bank fee foi wire transfer on 6/6/ 2012 to P:=colon .·20. 

7/5/ 2012 Deposit from Plaza Extra for AF Inv 4955 -~ · 23,851.60 i) 

7/5/2012 Payment to AF for Inv 4955 23,851.60 1 ~ 
, 

7/19/2012 Deposit fram Plaza Extra for repfinshment for Grhea for June 2012 · - 15020.3 1;-"' 

7/21/2012 Payment to G. Rhea for 6~29-12 invoice .. 
15020.03 1.i 

It" . 

. 

•. 

. $ 56;475~55 

$ 1,,87055 

$ 1:47,495.55 
$ l.SE?,,S9S.S5 

-$ u,o7o.ss 
.$ 1,870.55 
$ : .18,832.67 
$ 1,870.55 

$ 1,85Q.55 
IJ . 1,830s5 

. $" 25,~&Z.4~ 
..$ 1,83~.55 

$ 16,850.B? 

$ 1,830~82. L 
c 

-~ 1 c:c 
Q) ( 
u . 
~i:= ·.f. 
c ( 
0 ( 
U{ 

~ 

D 

!.{) 
LO 
L.O 
Ul 
0 
CD 
0 
:2 
<( 
I 



UNITED CORPORATION OfB/A PLAZA EXTRA 
A.~DREOZZI FICKBSS, LLP 

Item to be Paid_:_ Descri p_t_i nn 
Legal 

UNITEO CORPORATION D/8/A 
PLAZA EXTRA 

4C .:o EST M E SION FAR I 
CHRISTl1\NS'IEO, VI 00!121 -

(J:lO) 778·6240 (340} 719-1870 

Uvl \Iv 

h\!~k 1 rumhc:t: 65105 
hc\!k Da11:: Jul 3, 2012 

Check Am unt: $59,72_9.38 

Discoum ·1 a!.: ·n Amounl Paid 
59, 729.36 

BANCO POPULAR OE PUen10 RICO 65705 
IO H611<111 

DATE 

J u l 3, 2012 

AMOUNT 

$ ··~ ·• •$59,72 9 .38 
.E'ifty-Nl n o 'l'hou s~md Sov• n Hundred ·~wanty-Nine - nd 30/100 Doll. r~ 

PAY 
TO THE 
0110F.R 
CF; 

~.NOPEOZZI FICR:eSS, LLP 
9145 MAIN STREET 
CLARENC£, NY 14031 

\10!0 i\FTER 00 DAYS 

IJWTED CORPORATION DIB/A PLAZA EXTRA 65705 



UNITED CORPORATION O@/A PLAtlA EXTRA 
1\NDREOZZ~ FICKESS, LLP 

~~?~~.:_Paid- D~scrii::tt_'o_n ___ _ 
Legal 

UNITED CORPORATION D/BIA PLAZA EXTRA 

tHHU5 
Check Number: 65705 

Check Date: Jul. 3, 20l2 

Check Amount: $59, 729 · 36 

Discount Taken Amount Paid 
_,, ______ --- --· ---------~- ----

59,729.39 

65705 

Confidential 
Protective Order 

















 
 
 
EXHIBIT 12 





 
 
 
EXHIBIT 13 



U!Mmsru COAPO!i'iATIOO [}1!3/A !>i.A?.!l; E�A 
AfIDREOZZI FICKESS , LLP Check Number; 65704 

Check Date: Jul 3, 2012 

Check Amount: $15,020.30

65704 

Item to be Paid � Descri ptio11 _______________ ...... ·--··------- _ ____ ..... Dis?ount Taken._ ___ _Amount Pa_id ________ ..
Legal 15, 020. 30 

snsr:iat"Joa1;t rr.1

F:i.ft®ie� Thou.sand 'l'w®nty- and 30/100 Dollars 

BANCO POPUI..M DE·PU!SRTO RICO 
W1-001/2Hl 

$ 

65704 

DATE 

Jul 3, 20.l.2 

AMOUNT .J 
fl ******$15,020.30 i 

CADER 

OF: 

ANDREOZZI JE'ICKESS, LLP 
9145 !'1AJ:N STREET 
C�NCE, NY 14031 

\!OlO fo..Fn!R l}G IDAYS 

�

i 
] 

HAtv1D60500"i 

M�mo: C. RHEA .'.fNV

11$ 01;5'?01.mtW m:o�,1,.�0£.g,7 .�•rL•oiL 83i0H" 

Confidential 

Protective Order 

AA'. 

I 
!



July 10,2012

July I I

August 2

August 3

August 4

Wally Hamed/United Invoice
June25,2013

Gordon C. Rhea, P.C.
2l I Bennett St.

Mt. Pleasant, S.C. 29464

Review of settlement drafts 2.5

Conference call with lawyers re: comparison of settlement drafts; confer
with Hamed team 3.0

Mediation on St. Croix

Mediation on St Croix

8.0

8.0

Calls, emails to attorneys involved in mediation re: status and next steps to
be taken; return travel 8.0

August 19 Calls with Smock and Barnard about possibility of Barnard helping
mediate next round of mediation 0.5

August 28 Emails with Nizar Dewood re: TRO 1.0

September 3 Phone conference with Hendrickson, and follow-up emails 0.5

September 15 Meeting with Holt, Hameds, on St. Croix 1.5

September 17 Phone calls, email traffic with Colon, Andreozzi, Soluri, re: joint defense
agreement 2.5

September l8 Phone conferences with Andreozzi, Coloq Soluri, Epstein re: distribution
of documents upon termination ofjoint defense agreement 1.0

September l9 Drafting letter announcing termination ofjoint defense agreement 1.5
***



I
T
I I

rr
Tr

I
I

I
I
Total Gordon C. Rhea fee 84.5 hours @ $400 per hour

Expenses
August 2012 mediation
Lodging
Car
Airfare

.-h*ne2offiion-
Airfare

r
$600.00
$112.00
$82s.90



Lodging
Car

TotalExpenses (Removing ,fune 20L3 Cost.s)

GORDON C. RHEA P.C.INVOICE TOTAL (REVISED)

-$3€0s0-
$+e9-5e-

-##e4-4O- $r-, s37 . eo

çL6,137 .90



EXHIBIT 14 



Dale llem Description Hours Rate Amount 

This invoice cover the 6 week period of 411911 I through 5/30/1 I 

512312011 Editing Editing· Reply re Motion for return of pmperty • client's fire arm 0.50 400.00 200.00 
5124/2011 Conferences Conferences ·telephone call from Claudette Anderson· Director 0.75 400.00 300.00 

of !RB re status of case, lax payments, returns, sentencing, call to 
Governor 

512512011 Telephone Telephone conversation Gordon Rhea re conference with C. 0.25 400.00 100.00 
Anderson • update on status nftax lssue.c; 

512512011 Confefences Conferences with C. Anderson re negotiations on liming of lnx 0.50 400.00 200.00 
payments, call to Governor 

5/2612011 Telephone Telephone conversation G. Rhea re: paymenl of taxes !Ind fine, 0.25 400.00 !00.00 
call to Governor 

5/26/201 I Telephone Telephone conversation wilh R. Andreozzi re tax payment 0.50 400.00 200.00 
ngreement lmguage, call to Governor 

51261201 t Review ofe-mall Review of e-mail from Tl'acy Marlen 0.25 400.00 100.00 
512612011 Tcfephone Telephone conversation wilh C. Anderson re t!IX payment stntus 0.25 400.00 !00.00 
512812011 Review ofDocu ... Review of Documents~ T!IX- Payment agreement 0.25 400.00 100.00 
5128/2011 Editing Editing· Tax Payment agreement (review of related documents l.25 400.00 500.00 

ood comments) 
5/2!!1201 l Drafting e-mail Drnfling e-mail to R. Andreozzi and G. Rhea re: TliX Payment 0.25 400.00 100.00 

agreement 
5/3012011 File Ma.Intennnce Continued purge review over 6 weeks (on average 2. 75 hours per Iii.SO 400.00 6,600.00 

wi::ck) 
5/3012011 Monthly Time ... 4/l 9/l 1 tltrough 5130/11 0.75 400.00 300.00 

Phone# Fax# E-mail 

340 719-7100 340 719-7700 pamdalcolon@mm.com 

Confidential 
to Protective Order 
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EXHIBIT 15 



Law 

Date 

06/1612011 
06/171201 I 
06/181201 I 
06117/201.1 
061171201 I 
06/U!/20\ l 
06122/2011 
06/2212011 
061221201 I 
0612212011 
06/28t2011 
06/28/20ll 

06/2!:!1201 l 
0110Sf201 l 
07/05/2011 
07/07/20l 1 

06/2812011 
061281201 I 

of Pamela 

Cross Street 

Item 

Review of Order 
Review of c·mail 
Review ofDocu ..• 
Review of e-mail 
Review ofe-malt 
Review of Plea• ... 
Review of e-mail 
Review ofe-mall 
Review of Docu ... 
Revlcw of Pica· ... 
Ora.rung e-mail 
Travel time 

Conferences 
file Maintenance 
Mcm!11ly Time ... 
Review of Order 

Travel Expense 
GroU11d 

Description 

Review of Orde1· gnmting tl11rtsfer of escrow account 
Review of e·mall from Tracy Marien 
Review of Documents - Closlng Agreement 
Review of e-mail frilm Bruce Cole 
Review ofc:-mall from Cl. Rhea 
Review of Plea in connectkm with ofC!~ing 
Review of e-mnll tl'om Tracy Marien (3) re FBAR filing 
Review of e-mail from Howard Ep~teln re FBAR filing 
Review of Documents· FBAR filing 
Review of plea ln connection with FBAR filing 
Drafting e-mail to client re FDA.It filing 
Travel time (one way only - STX to STT) to Plaza Extrn • Tutu 
Padc (time and airfare split wilh another client) 
Conferences wltlt client !!.lld delivery of dGcumenu 
Continued purg.e over 5 weeks • 3. 5 hours on avcrngc per week 
5/30Jtl through 115111 
Review of Order re release of funds 

Expenses: 
Airflil'e 
Avis rental car (l day rental) 

Confidential 
to Protective Order 

Hours Rate Amount 

0.25 400.00 I00.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0.75 400.00 300.00 
0.25 400.00 JOO.OD 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0.75 400.00 300.00 
0.75 400.00 300.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
0.25 400.00 l00.00 
2.30 400.00 920.00 

0.25 400.00 100.00 
17.50 400.00 7,000.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 

92.50 92.50 
72.09 72.09 

$10,284.59 

$10,284.59 
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EXHIBIT 16 



27& 
1st Floor 
st. Croix, 

WllhecdHamed 
clo Marim M. Edmlsloo 
PlamExl:ra 
St. Thomas um 

~ Item 

08/01l.2011 Telephone 

08/02/2011 Teleplu:me 

08/021201 l Rc:vff::w of c-mrill 
08/03!.W 11 Review ofMoti ... 

0811112011 Review ofMotL 
08119(2011 Review ofDoai. .. 
OB/19120U Ri:Mcw ofMoti.., 
08119/201 l Review of Order 
08119/2011 Telephone 
0811912011 Email 
Olf/19/2011 Email 
08119120U f'Ue Mrunten.an~ 

0811912011 Monthly Time •.• 

LLC 

Oawiption Ho in Rate Amount 

Telephone conversation with client re rcccipt of his firemn • 0.25 400.00 100.00 
FINAU Y ·YEA! 
Telephone convmatton with Tracle Marien re scheduling FBAR 0.25 400.00 100.00 
meeting with client 
Review of e-mail fulm ·Trade Marien re FBAR meeting 0.25 400.00 100.00 
Review of Motion - Government's Reply to Madan to rm.tm 0.25 400.00 Hl0.00 
pwpmy 
Review ofMotiM Release of i'Und!I to &hareholders O.lS 400.00 100.00 
Review ofDocmnmts ·Avis news article 0.25 400.00 l00.00 
Review ofMoticm to deposit funds wilh clerk of coon 0.25 400.00 100.00 
Review of Order- releasln1 funds ti:> dillrebolm 0.25 400.00 100.00 
Tel~ oonveast!on with Gordon Rhea m Avis article 0.25 400.00 100.00 
Email from Tl'l!de Ml!rien 0.25 400.00 100.00 
Email to c:lii;nt ~ FBAR meeW!g us 400.0G t00.00 
Continued purse rovlcw Md ~an - 7/6111 through 111191! l 21.00 400.00 1,400.00 
• 1 weeb • 3 boura average per week 
7nlll through 8119111 l.00 400.00 400.00 

Total $9,900.00 

Balance Due .$9,900.00 

Confidential 
to Protective Order 
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EXHIBIT 17 



Law offices of Pamela 

28 rting Cross Street 
1st Floor 

V/00820 

Bi!!To 

Wa!iccd Hamed 
\::o Mmi:m M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
SL Tbomas USV! 

Date Item 

09/09120 l l Review of Docu." 
09/09/21H I Review of Docu ... 
09i09/2fH I Email 
09/09/20! 1 EmuH 
09/09/20! ! Drnfi.frlg Letters 
09/13121.ll l Drafting Letters 
09/1312011 Email 
09/13/2011 Dm.::urncnt 

09!16/2011 Research 
09/!6/201 l file Management 

091!61201 l Monthly Time,.. 

09/02i20ll Travel 

I 
Date 

09/16!20! l 7306 

Hours Rate Amount 

Review of Documents· letter from G. Rhea to L ik11drickson 0.25 400.00 !00.00 
Review nf DocumcnL\ • Emllil from L. Hendrickson to G. Rhea 0.25 400.00 HJ0.00 
Email from R. Amlrcozzi re dmfl bank !criers and review of letters G.25 400,00 Hl0.00 
Email to Howard with edited bank ktlcr. for client U.25 400,{)(J l00.00 
Drafting Lcl!crs ·editing lciicr lo hank for cHcnl 0.25 400.00 wn.oo 
Drafting Lcticrs • further 0.25 400JJO l(l{).00 

Email • to R. Soluri aml R. Arn:lrcoai • re letter to bank 0.25 400.00 100.00 
Document f'rcparaticm • dmft[ng of corporntc complfanc1: 3.50 400.00 
pmgram (on going) 
Research • corporate comp!inncc program {cm 2.25 40f),(JO 9!!!Hl0 
File management - on purge review • 4 weeks (q! 4 hours per 16.00 40lWO 6,400.0() 
week 
811911 ! through 9116/l l LOO 400.00 400.00 

EXPENSES 
Airfan;; r/1 STX m STT !,{)!} 204.00 204.00 

S22,DH4.00 
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EXHIBIT 18 



Law offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC 

27 & 28 King Cross Street 
1st r)oor 
St. Croix Vi 00820 

... -·-.------- -~·-·--~· 

Wahccd Hamed 
c/o Marian M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
St. Thomas lJSV! 

-- -··---.. ---------- - --

--·-·~···-
... _, _____ 

Date I tern Description --·-09/30/2011 Monthly Time ... -·-·---·--~·---·-,..._ __ ····-- -----·- ... 
112 of September 

09/30/201 J 1%: Munugement Ongong review (l/2 ofSc;:ptembcr) 
J 0/04/20 j l l\111nil Emai I to defense team 
10/17/2011 Email Email from R. Andreozzi to T. Smalls 
J 0/18120 J I Email EmaiJ from T. Smalls to R. Andreozzi 
I 0124120 l I Em<lil B111 nil with team and H. l ~pstcin (3) 
10/29120 I I Eniuil Bmail with tcmu and R. Andreozzi (2) 
10/31/2011 Monthly Tlrno ... October 
I 0/31/2011 Legal rcsca1·ch Legal rcse<11·ch 
I 0/31/201 I File Managcmcnl Ongoing review for October 
11/02/20 l I Email Email wilh R. Andreozzi (2) 
l 1/04/2011 Email Email from H. Epstein 
11/04/20l1 Review ofDocu ... Rl!vkw ofDocumcnls ·back up for 2002 
11/0<1/20 J l Review of Docu ... Ri:view of Documents - back up for 2003 
11/04/2011 Preparation fol' ... Preparation for conference 
111011120 l I Telephone Telephone conversation - with IJ. Epstein (2) 
11104/2011 Telephone Telephone conversation with client 
11/04/20 l l Tclcpllone Telephone conversation with R. J\nd1cozzi 
11/05/2011 Email Email from R. Andreozzi 
11/15/2011 Email Email - R. Andreozzi (3) 
I l/l 6/2011 Review ofDocu ... Review ofDoct1111cnts • FBAR and tax return issuc-!i 
11/16/201 I Prcparntion fo1· ... Prepru:ation fo1· confel·cncc 
I 1/17/2011 8muil L\mail tiom R. Andl'eozzi (2) 
11/17/20 1 l Travel time Travel time - r/t to STT (3.50 hours split with another client) 
1111 712011 Meetings Meeting with clknt 
11/25/201 l Emu ii Email - Ron, Randy and Howard 
I 1126/2011 Email Email from Ron lllld othcrn (4) 

') ·7 ·'7 '':" I l/29/2011 Rtvic\\' ofDocu .. . Re\'iew ofDocuments FBAR and tax return issues .. , __ ..._ ... _. ---- -- -~--·--- - - ' . .--' ._ 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

Ol/04/2012 7314 
----~-----~ 

--- ----- .. _______ 
Hours Rate Amount 

---- -- ---·---
0.25 400.00 100.00 
4.00 400.00 1,600.00 
0.25 400.00 JOO.OD 
0.25 400.00 JOO.OD 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
2.50 400.00 1.000.00 
7.50 400.00 3,000.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0 .7S ,100.00 300.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
1.00 400.00 400.00 
1.25 400.00 500.00 
0.50 400.00 200.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
0.25 400.00 \00 .00 
1.75 400.00 700.00 
0.75 400.00 300.00 
0.25 400.00 }()(J.00 
1.75 400.00 700.00 
1.00 400.00 1\00.00 
0.75 400.00 300.00 
1.25 400.00 500.00 
2.75 400.00 I. 100.00 

I Total 

I-·--;hon;.--] ·- fax# -___ l ____ ·-~·~~-ii- --- - --[ ··------·-····--- --

rPav~onlfoe-at: ~+a, · ~:f/i )l1: intui't.-:-co11 /-chh.1~---·- - ·-- --- - --·· - -·--

l.._ -.)~~_7_~::~~ 0~--~ l_ . .)_4~~~-~~0 
_____ 

1--·~-· ~~,~~· 1_.c 111 
__ ,_..J Balance Due -~-- _J 

Page 1 FY 002073 
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Law ryffices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC 

27 & 28 King Gross Street 
1st F!')o,-
St. Croix, Vi 00820 

Waheed Hamed 
c!o Marian M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
St. Thomas USVI 

1-·····--------·~-------------·--~----------------------

! Date Item Description 
!-,~~ ... ~~---.....~+--------<------
\ ll/29/2011 Email Email Gordon Rhea ( 4) 
111 /30/20 I 1 File Management File management - ongoing review month of November 
\I 1/30/201 l Monthly Time... November 
! 12/04/201 l Telephone Telephone conversation wi!h CL Rhea 
I !2!30/201 l File Management File management -ongoing review month ofDect:mber and year 

1

1

12/30/2011 Monthly Time .. , l ~e~~:~:~v 

I I , 
I Expenses 

l 0/31120 l l Lexis-Nexis Legal Research 
11/171201 l Travel Expense Airfare - Seaborne (spilt l /2 with another client) 
l 1/l 7120 l I Ground Transp,,. Ground Transportation - car rental 
I 1130!2011 Copying Copying· 1 

Page 2 

Invoice 
Date I Invoice # ; t

---------,------1 

---------JL-~-.-· ------~ 
OJ/04/2012 7314 I 
----·--- _________ ____J 

Hours 

0.25 
8.00 

0,25 

Rate 

400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400,00 
400.00 

400.00 

155.81 
94.00 
64.55 

0.50 

Amount 

100.00 
2,000.00 

200.00 
100,00 

3,200.00 

100.00 

155.8! 
94.00 
64.55 

0.50 
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EXHIBIT 19 



Law offices of Pamela Lynn Cofon, LLC 

27 & 28 King Cross Street 
1st Floor 
St. Croix, VI 00820 

Waheed Hamed 
c/o Marian M, Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
St. Thomas USVl 

1-0-l·1~-J-~7-/a2_t0e_J_2 __ i-___ 1t_em __ ~:-- .. ------·-- D;s~;;~;i~;;-. ·- ·····------------------r 

r Email Email tu G. Rhea re status uftax returns 
i 0113112012 Monthly Time . ., January 
! Oli3 l /20 l 2 File Management Fi!e managcmem (reYkw_ pt:rge und org;.mize)(2.0 hours uvcrage u 

! . week) 

102/09/20!2 Telephone l Telephone conversation with G. Rhea n; tasc status 
02/l 0/20 I 2 Email Brnail G, Rhea re Joint Defonse Agreement Addend urn 
02/10/2012 Document review Document review .foillt Defonse Agreement Atk!endum 
02/l2/20!2 Telephone T1dephone cnnvernation G. Rhen re status and cnmpfomce 

02/l4/2012 
02/J 8/2UJ2 
02/19/2012 .· 
02/20/2012 
0212112012 
02/23/2012 
02127/2012 
0212712012 
02128/20!2 
0212912012 
02/29/2012 

Email 
Document Prep .. . 
Document Prep .. . 
Document Prep .. . 
Email 
Email 
Email 
Telephone 
Document Prep ... 
Monthly Time ... 
File Mnrrngemen! 

~ progran1s 
Email from B. Cole re Joint Defense Agreement Addendum 
Document Preparation compliance program 
Documt:nt review compllanec prngrnm 
DQ(:ument Preparation compliance pr(lgram 

I Email to client re Join! Dcfonse Agreement Addendum 
i Email from client re Joint Defense Agreement Addi;:ndum 
Email from G. Rhea re stutus of case and compliance progrum 
Tdepl;on<:l <!Ollvcrsation with a. Rlica re ,;tattts 
Document Preparation and review compliance program 
February 
File n1a110g:~mt:nt (rcvl<:w, purge and urgani:u.:: and ccimpfiance 
progamm)(2 J10un; }lYerugc a week) 

03/08/20 ! 2 Monthly Time ... Through March 8 
03/08/20 l 2 Flle Management Fi le management (review, purge and nrgani?:e and complia11ce 

progaram up to 3/8/12) 

l 
03/08/2012 Telephone Telephone conversation with client re review of tax returns 
03/08/2012 Tdephone Tdephone conversation wllh R. Andreozzi re tax returns antl 

meeting with !RB 

(~~82""__ Em'R ______ R:il~R::o<l~l:~~~~"~ITTo<-- ' - T o~I 

Invoice 
[- Date Invoice # 

1 · -~~-;~812~!2 7320 
L"_____ ---··--- ---' 

Hours 

0.25 
0,25 
8;50 

0.25 
0.25 
0.25 
025 

0.251 
5.751 
3.75 I 

4.25 l 
0.25 
0.25 
0.25 
0.25 
3.25 
0.50 
$.()() 

0.25 
6.00 

0.25 
0.50 

0.25 

Rate 

400.00 
400.00 
400.00 

400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 

400.00 
400.0() 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 
400.00 

400.00 
400.U\) 

400.00 
400.00 

400.00 

Amount 

100.00 
100,00 

3,400.0() 

100.00 
100.0() 
l()0.00 
rno .. oo 

100.00 
2,300.00 
l,$00.00 
l,700.00 

100.00 
JOO.DO 
100.00 
!00.00 

!,300.00 
200 .. 00 

3.20().00 

!()0.00 
2,400.00 

100.00 
200.00 

lQ(J.OU 

Pir 1-:i~1~:!,,,~frJ,,_~ff!n~:;:;~ .. *"''··~JJr,.,k'h;"1·"- ~~ma~----------·-- _ .... J 
J: ) . L. [k!~' l.!:" 1 •• 1 ~ .... ""' ll;l! u, =UJlJ LJ-- ·----- .... -·------- -----------

j • j _: • 1 pulHdtik:o!Ohcildnso.cum j l B I D __ ...... ____________ -·---- ------·- _____ ........ i... .... _ ......... __ .. :-: _________ .. . I a a nee ue 
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Law offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC 

2'7 & 28 King Cross Street 
1st Floor 
St. Croix, VJ 00820 

r-:-·--····---------·-·-··---·-· ·-·--· ·---·----------·-·1 
L_~mro __J 
Waheed Hamed 
c/o Marian M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
St. Thomas USVl 

Invoice 
Date Invoice# 

03/0812012 7320 

~------.......... -----..,--··--- -.- -·----·-- . ·--------·-----··-·-------.. ·- ·-· ----··- ···-- ______ .... ___ ... _____________ ._ ---~--

Date Item Description Hours Amount 

03/08/2012 Review ofDocu ... Review of Documents tax return issues 0.50 200.00 

Total $17,800.00 
1------- ---------..-·-------~----·---------'"'---------·-------------...J 

Phone# Fax# E-mail 

Page2 
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EXHIBIT 20 



lnvoi Law offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC 

27 & 28 King Cross .Street 
1st Floor l~~t~ I Invoice# l 

1-- \ ·~ St. Croix, VI 00820 

\_~!12~1201_: __________ :2~ ____ 1 

To 

Waheed Hamed 
c!o Marian M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
SL Thomas USVT 

Description 
r--- -;;:t~-----.----!t-e1-n--~\---- -

I
I 02/ ! 5/20_1_2-+-R-e-se-a-rc-h---~-R-·-t'·~-e--a--r-..: __ h .... r .. -e .. g---a-rd·----i-n·g---ir-np_f_i_c __ a_ti·o-11---s-,,-f---fi--!-i .. n .. g- t;ix rc!llms as an 

employe1n. partner 
03/09/2012 Telephone Tch,;phone conversation with Howard Epstein 

I 03/09/2012 Email Email from H. Epstein 
I 03/10/2012 Telephone Telephone conversation with H. Epstein 
I 03/l0/2012 Telephone Telephone conversations with Richard Parkinson (3) 
03/ J 0/2012 Email Email from R. P~ukioson 
03/ .! 0/20 l2 Document man... Docum 0nt rn anagemcnt (tax returns ond FBARS) 
03/ 1 l /20 l 2 Document review Docume.11t review for prepai:<;.tionJor meeting with C,!ienl (review 

• 6r returns imd FBARS. and comparison to first draft) 
03!!2/2012 Travel time Travel time (3.75 total 1/2 shared wlth an()ther c!lent) 
03/l2i20J2 Meetings Meeting with client 

, 0311312012 Email Emnil chain with H. Epstcln 
I 03/13!2012 Email Email to G. Rhcz: 
l 03ll 4/2012 Telephone Tekphone conversmioo with R. Andreozzi, H. Epstein and R, 

3.75 

0.25 
0.25 
0.25 
0.75 
0.25 
3.25 
2.50 

L75 
l.25 
0.50 
0.50 
0.75 

I Soluri re tax issues 
03/l4/20l2 Email Email 1>hllin with I-J. Epstein 0.75 

1
03/14/20!2 Email Email from c!ien! 0.25' 

! 0311512012- Monthiy Time... 3/9il2 through 3/J5/l2 0.50 

R ale Amount 

400.00 l,500.00 

400.00 !00.00 
400.00 !00.00 
400.00 100.00 
400.00 300.00 
400.00 l00.00 
400.00 1,3()(),()0 

400.00 l,000.00 

1!00.00 700.00 
400.00 500.00 
400.00 200.00 
400,00 200.00 
400.00 300.00 

400.00 300.00 
400.00 100.00 
400.00 200.00 
400.00 100.00 

l 
l 
! 

\ 

03/!5/2012 Tek:phone I Telephone conversation with Gordon Rhea 0.25 
03fl9/2012 Telephone 1 Telephone conversation with G. R11.;a and R. Andreozzi 0.75 I 
03/20/2012 Telephone l Tekphone conversation with client 0.25 , 
03/20/20!2 Emal! Email with clienl 0.25 
03120/2012 Preparation fof ... 1 Preparation for conforenc¢ - review of re\'ised returns 0.50 , 

I 
400.00 300.00 
400.00 !00.00 
400.00 l00.00 
400.00 200.00 

03!26i201Z Travel time Trnvd rime r/t to STT- Sugar Bay from airports 5.25 II 

03/26/2012 Meetings Meeting H. Epstein nnd Jennifer \ 0.50 
! 03/26/2012 Meetings Medlng with H. Epstein, Jennifer and client 2.25 ~ 
I 03/26/2012 Telephone Telephone conversation with R. So!url ! 0.25 

lpo~~~~# ~-4L/+<·'.1~-~-t~J1~~.~6:~--~v<~::m~~-=- 11~ T~;-___________ . _____ J 
u a.r,. u1,, .,;/," l ,1JJlU! ,G1fJ1•1 .)A7 yU .J j -------------·----·-------~--·~ ..... -..., 

L---~~~~~~~~~1._L __ ~_--~-1 
__ : _____ L ____ . 1~an1~1•8~=~0-~l[Ym~~1~~~~-------Jl Balance Due J 

400.00 2,100.00 
400.00 200.00 
400.00 900.00 
400.00 I00.00 
---"-·~~~· ~-~--~----

Page ·1 
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Law offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC 

27 & 28 King Cross Street 
1st Floor 
St. Croix, VI 00820 

Bill To 

Waheed Hamed 
do Marian M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
St. Thomas USVI 

Date Item 

03/26/2012 Email 
03/2812012 Email 
03/2812012 Email 
0312812012 Conferences 
03128/2012 Telephone 

Phone# - .. . ,, . 
.v .. .. "'"" 

Description 

Email chain 
Email from R. Andreozzi 
Email chain with defense team (9) 
Conferences telephonic with defense team 
Telephone conversation with client 

Fax# E-mail 
'" ~r 1 

~ .. 'JA 7V 'VJ 

J"tV f 1'7• f !VV -''tV f l";;f• / /VV mu :l!!fm~u.com 

Page2 

Invoice 
Date Invoice# 

0312812012 733 l 

Hours Rate Amount 

0.50 400.00 200.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 
LOO 400.00 400.00 
I.SO 400.00 600.00 
0.25 400.00 100.00 

Total $12,500.00 

Balance Due $12,500.00 

FY 002082 





EXHIBIT 21 



Law offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC 

27 & 28 King Gross Street 
1st Floor 
St. Croix, VI 00820 

Bill To 

Wahecd Hamed 
c/o Marian M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
St Tnomas USVI 

Date Item 

File Management 

04/03/2012 Email 
04/03/2012 Legal research 
04/04/2012 Email 
04/04/2012 Legal research 
04/05/2012 Review ofDocu_ .. 
04/05/2012 Conferences 

04/05/2012 Email 
f 04/ll/2012 Research 
I 04/1212012 Reseilrch 
04/12/2012 Document Prep ... 
04/!5/2012 Document Prep ... 
0412012012 Email 
04/30/2012 File- Management 

04/30/2012 Telephone 
05/02'2012 Conferences 
05/08/2012 Conferences 
05/09/2012 Email 

05/09/2012 Conferences 
05/2212012 Con.ferences 
05/23/1012 !vfonthly Time ... 

Description 
,, 

File management (document review, purge review from 319!12 to 
3/31/12 • 3 weelrn@ 2 hours average per week) 
Email to defense team re scheduling·conforcnce (lU) 
Legal research - re breach of plea agreement 
Email from Tracy re compliance plan 
Lega.l research re breach of plea agreement 
Review of Documents rough draft of compliance plan 
Tele conference with R. Andreozzi and G. Rhea re delay in filing 
returns 
Email to client re status 
Research regarding corporate compliance plan 
Research regarding corporate compliance plan 
Document Preparation - drafting compliance pJu,1 
Document Preparation - drafting compliance plan 
Email to client re corporate compliance plan and case status 
File management (document revl¢w, purgereview from 4/1/12 w 
4/30/12 -4 weeks@ 21.00 hours average per week) 
Telephone conversation with cliem 
Teleconference with R. Andreozzi 
Teleconference with R. Andreozzi 
Email chain with defense team re conference and issue -with filing 
tax returns (13) 
Teleconference \vith defense team re filing issues 

i Teleconferences with G, Rhea re status of case 
j 3116112 - 5!23/12 

0512312012 File M:magement ; File managemcnt(documem review, purge review from 5/Jt!2 w 
5/22/12 -3 weeks @ J , 75 honrs average per week) 

' 

Total 

Invoice 

05/23/2012 733S 

Hours Rate Amount 

6.00 400.00; 2AQO.Ofi 

LOOi 400.00 ~ 400.00 
1.75, 400.00 700.00 
0.25: 400.00. !00.00 
1.15: 400.00' 500.00 
0.75. 400.00 \ 300.00 
l.00' 400.00 400,00 

o.so· 400.00: 200.00 
3.75' 400.00; l.500.00 
l.50; 400,00' 600.00 
4.25 400.00 1,700,00 
3.75 i 400.00• U00.00 
0.25 400.00. 100.00 
4.00 400.00 J •. 600'.00 

0.15 400.00, 100.00 
0.50 400.00 l 200.00 
0.25 [ 400.00' 100.00 
2.00: 400.00; 800.00 

l.00! 400.00' 400.00 
0.25. 400.00l 100.00 
2.00 400.00 800.00 
5.25 400,00 2.100,.00 

Balance Due 

Page 1 
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Law c;ffices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC 

27 & 28 King Gros,.,- Street 
1st Floor 
St. Croix, Vt 00820 

Bll!To 

Waheed Hamed 
clo Marian M. Edmiston 
Plaza Extra 
St. Thomas USVI 

Date Item 

~·,~···~ ,,vx,..,..,c '"" • ' 

Description 
M--»~»·N•M>>•'~~·~' --~- .,_,.,_,...,-.·~-~.-·· .. 

l 03/10/2012 
EXPENSES (NOT BILLED ON PREVIOUS INVOICE) 

Copying Copying (500 on.line copies) 
03/12/2012 Travel Expense ; Airfare (1!2 Cape Air) 
03/12/2012 Meals Meals (1/2) 
03126/2012 Travel expenses Travel Expenses Airport fee 
03/26/2012 Meals Meals 

; ,,40 719-7100 ; ,,4ry i19-7r00 : parndak0lott@msn.com 

Page2 

lnvoi 
Date Invoice # 

0512312012 7338 

~-~··•• · ·~·•.<~-"•· ~·~·-~~ _ .. ,.o . .; .• u>; 

Hours Rate Amount 

500.00 0.50. 250.00 
l.00 \ 81.00 SLOO 
LOO, 9.62 9.62 
1.00 10.00; 10.00 
1.00; 11.50 .1 l l .50 

Total $16,962.12 

Balance Due $16,962.12 

FY 002084 
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EXHIBIT 23 



Dudley, Topper and Feuerzeig, LLP

Mohammad Hamed v. Fathi Yusuf and United Corporation

Civil No. SX-12-CV-99

Account Owner: United Corporation d/b/a Plaza Extra

Supermarket Location: Scion Farm, St Croix (East)

Financial Institution: Banco Popular/ Scotiabank

Type of Account: Checks

Account Number: 191-148830 / 058-00065811

 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2010 4/1/2010 N/A 89,558.37$             89,558.37              N/A N/A 7188 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 4/21/2010 N/A 3,867.50                3,867.50                N/A N/A 7186 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 4/29/2010 N/A 25,749.99               25,749.99              N/A N/A 7189 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 6/10/2010 N/A 23,105.00               23,105.00              N/A N/A 7200 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 7/16/2010 N/A 16,280.00               16,280.00              N/A N/A 7205 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 7/30/2010 N/A 19,679.57               19,679.57              N/A N/A 7214 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 8/11/2010 N/A 14,180.00               14,180.00              N/A N/A 7215 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 9/13/2010 N/A 31,555.00               31,555.00              N/A N/A 7237 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 10/12/2010 N/A 44,965.86               44,965.86              N/A N/A 7245 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2010 11/10/2010 N/A 37,037.68               37,037.68              N/A N/A 7256-7258 N/A
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.
N/A 1, 2 Waheed Hamed

Invoice was not available. Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI 

Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed 

M. Hamed.

2012 1/1/2012 64860 18,914.86               18,914.86              Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Pamela Lynn Colon Inv. 7314 7314 1/4/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed,  services rendered from October 

31  through December 30, 2011 related as following: email Gordon 

Rhea, file management-ongoing review month of November, telephone 

conversation with G. Rhea and the same for month of December. K , 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2012 3/19/2012 65097 17,800.00               17,800.00              Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Lamela Lynn Colon Inv. 7320 7320 3/8/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered January 17 

through March 8, 2012 related to document review Joint Defense 

Agreement Addendum, document preparation compliance program, 

email from  Gordon Rhea (Waleed's lawyer), B Cole (United Corp's 

lawyer)

K, 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2012 4/24/2012 65289 12,500.00               12,500.00              Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Pamela L. Colon Inv. 7331 3/28/12 7331 3/28/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered from February 

15 through March 26, 2012 related to telephone with Howard Epstein, 

Richard Parkison, Gordon Rhea, R. Andreozzi, document management 

(tax returns and FBARS "Foreign Bank and Financial Accounts Report"), 

document review for preparation for meeting with client (review of 

returns and FBARS and comparison to first draft).

K, 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2012 5/28/2012 65490 16,962.12               16,962.12              Andreozzi Fickess, LLP Pamela L. Colon Inv. 7338 5/23/12 7338 5/23/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered from March 10 

through May 23, 2012 related to teleconference with R. Andreozz, 

legal research-re breach of Plea Agreement, research regarding 

corporate complaince plan and other and expenses for travel not billed 

on previous invoice #7331.

K, 1, 3 Waheed Hamed

Check was paid to the order of Attorneys Andreozzi Fickess, LLP 

(Waleed's laywers), they contracted and required the legal services of 

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC. In addition, based on the Plea Addendum 

submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as the Defendant 

Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2012 7/3/2012 N/A 23,443.95               (23,443.95)              -                         N/A N/A 7341 6/29/2012
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

 Invoice was billed to Waheed Hamed, services rendered from May 30, 

2012 through June 29, 2012 related to meeting with DeWood (Nizar), 

G. Rhea, R. Andreozzi, J. Holt , Wally Hamed. Conferences with 

defense team meeting and mediation.

K, 1,  4 Waheed Hamed
Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed.

395,599.90$         (23,443.95)$           372,155.95$         

 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2011 N/A N/A 8,900.00$               (8,900.00)$              -$                       N/A N/A 7275 5/28/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from April 19 through May 30, 2011 related to reply 

re motion for return of property- client's fire arm, conferences call 

Claudette Anderson- Director of IRB re status of case, tax payments, 

returns, sentencing, call to Governor, review of documents-tax 

payment agreement.

K, 1, 5 Waheed Hamed
Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

2011 N/A N/A 10,284.59               (10,284.59)              -                         N/A N/A 7280 7/5/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from June 16 through July 7, 2011 related to review 

of order granting transfer of escrow account, email from Tracy Marien, 

review documents regarding Closing Agreement, FBAR filling, review 

Plea in conecction with language of Closing Agreement.

K, 1, 5 Waheed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court ,Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. Invoice was 

billed to Waheed Hamed, the services billed were related to  the review 

of emails from Tracy Marien, Bruce Cole, G. Rhea, Howard Epstein, 

FBAR filing and reviewing the language of the Plea in connection with 

the Closing Agreement.

Note: We received a report (table) named "Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010" regarding to the Hameds lawyer and accountant's fees paid related to the Plea Agreement. Also, four of the checks and related invoices were 

available. Some of the payments were identified as made using funds from account # 191-148830, owned by Plaza Extra Scion Farm. Refer to the following documentation, which includes all the payments as per the received report.

Note: Some invoices received indicate payments related to legal services (no check is available), some which were not included in the report "Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010". Therefore, we include it in our analysis. 

Refer to information below.



 Year
Transaction 

Date
Check # Amount Adjustment Adjusted Amount Pay to the order of Memo Invoice Number Transaction Date Description Service rendered

Tickmarks / 

Notes

Attorneys per Plea 

Addendum
Comments

2011 N/A N/A 9,900.00                (9,900.00)                -                         N/A N/A 7303 8/19/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from August 2011 related to telephone conversation 

with client receipt of his firearm, telephone conversation Tracie 

Marien re scheduling FBAR meeting with client, review of Motion 

regarding Government's reply to Motion to return property, Motion of 

Release of funds to shareholders, Motion to deposit funds with clerk of 

court.

K, 1, 5 Waheed Hamed

Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court, Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. Invoice was 

billed to Waheed Hamed, the services billed were related to the review 

of government's reply to the motion to return property, motion for 

release of funds to shareholders, motion to deposit funds with court's 

clerk, and email from Tracie Marien re-scheduling FBAR meeting with 

the client.

2011 N/A N/A 22,004.00               (22,004.00)              -                         N/A N/A 7306 9/16/2011
Law Offices of Pamela Lynn 

Colon, LLC.

Services rendered from September 2011 related to review documents: 

letter from G. Rhea to L. Hendrickson, email from Lhendrickson to G. 

Rhea, drafting letters(editingletterto bank for client, drafting portions 

of corporate compliance program,

K, 1, 5 Waheed Hamed
Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon 

signed as the Defendant Attorney of Waheed M. Hamed. 

51,088.59$           (51,088.59)$           -$                      

2007 -                         -                          -                         

2008 -                         -                          -                         

2009 -                         -                          -                         

2010 305,978.97             -                          305,978.97             

2011 51,088.59               (51,088.59)              -                         

2012 89,620.93               (23,443.95)              66,176.98              

No date -                         -                          -                         

Unpaid -                         -                          -                         

Total 446,688.49$         (74,532.54)$           372,155.95$         

Tickmark:

K Traced and agreed to invoice.

Notes:

N/A Not available

1 Based on the Plea Addendum submitted to VI Court Pamela Lynn Colon signed as Attorney for Defendant Waheed M. Hamed. We attributted and included the expenses in Waheed's analysis.

2 The invoices are also included in the list "Richardson, Patrick, Westbrook & Brickman- Trust History by Matter", which is a list of invoices paid from the United Corporation Trust Account.

3 We observed a copy of the check from Plaza Extra -East #191-148830.

4 As per, report (table) named "Lawyer & Accountant Fees Paid After The Plea Agreement Date 2/21/2010" identified invoices unpaid, we adjusted to eliminated from analysis. 

5 We observed those invoices but not included a payment method as per check from Plaza Extra's accounts, we adjusted to eliminated from analysis. 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

MOHAMMAD HAMED, by his
authorized agent WALEED HAMED,

Plaintiff /Counterclaim Defendant,

vs.

FATHI YUSUF and
UNITED CORPORATION,

Defendants /Counterclaimants,

vs.

WALEED HAMED, WAHEED
HAMED, MUFEED HAMED,
HISHAM HAMED
and PLESSEN ENTERPRISES, INC.,

Counterclaim Defendants.

MOHAMMAD HAMED,

Plaintiff,

vs.

UNITED CORPORATION,

Defendant.

MOHAMMAD HAMED,

Plaintiff,

vs.

FATHI YUSUF,

Defendant.

CIVIL NO. SX -12 -CV -370

ACTION FOR DAMAGES
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND
DECLARATORY RELIEF

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

Consolidated With

CIVIL NO. SX -I4 -CY -287

ACTION FOR DAMAGES
AND DECLARATORY
RELIEF

CIVIL NO. SX -I4 -CY -278

ACTION FOR DEBT
AND CONVERSION

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED

DECLARATION OF GORDON C. RHEA, ESQ.

I, GORDON C. RHEA, declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to 28 U.S.C.

Section 1746, as follows:

1. I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I am an attorney licensed to practice law in the U.S. Virgin Islands.

HAM D642892
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Rhea Declaration
Page 2

3. I was one of the defense lawyers in the criminal action filed by the United States

of America in the District Court of the Virgin Islands (St. Thomas Division), Docket No,

1:05 -cr- 00015, against the following defendants:

FATHI YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF, aka Fathi Yusuf
WALEED MOHAMMAD HAMED, aka Wally Hamed
WAHEED MOHAMMAD HAMED, aka Willie Hamed
MAHER FATHI YUSUF, aka Mike Yusuf
NEJEH FATHI YUSUF,
ISAM YUSUF, and
UNITED CORPORATION

4. All of the defendants in that criminal case, except for Isam Yousef who was never

apprehended, were represented jointly by multiple counsel, including myself, under a

Joint Defense Agreement.

5. Pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement, all defense counsel worked together

on behalf of all of the represented defendants in a joint effort to defend the case

6. A plea agreement was reached in December of 2010 (See Exhibit 1), with a

modification made thereafter in early 2011 (See Exhibit 2). As noted therein, the only

defendant who pled guilty was United Corporation, as the charges were dismissed

against all of the other represented defendants.

7. The Joint Defense Agreement then continued during the sentencing phase of

the case (to primarily address the tax issues related to the Plea) until September 19,

2012, when the Joint Defense Agreement was terminated.

8. Under the Joint Defense Agreement;

a. All legal and accounting work was done jointly on behalf of all

represented defendants in an effort to defend all of them at the same

time.

2
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Rhea Declaration
Page 3

b. Bills for attorneys' fees and expenses reflected the work of counsel

done for all defendants without allocating specific items to individual

defendants.

c. Simply because a bill was directed to a specific defendant did not

reflect their individual personal obligation, as the bills were the joint

obligation of all defendants while the Joint Defense Agreement was in

place.

d. All defendants were all aware of this fact, as applications for payment

of the bills submitted under Joint Defense Agreement had to be made

to the United States Attorney, who would then have to authorize funds

to pay these bills from the defendants' bank accounts which had been

frozen by court order.

e. Until the Joint Defense Agreement was terminated all legal bills were

paid from a United Plaza Extra account,

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct.

Dated: March 1, 2017

3
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 1 of 20

IN THE DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and
GOVERNMENT OF THE VIRGIN. ISLANDS,

Plaintiffs,

vs.

FATHI Y.USUF MO.HAMAD YUSUF,
aka Fathi Yusuf

WALEED MOHAMMAD NAMED,
aka Wally Hamad

WAHEED MOHOMMAD HAM ED,
aka Willie Hamed

MAHER FATHI YUSUF,
aka Mike Yusuf

NEJEH FATHI. YUSUF
ISAM YUSUF, and
UNITED CORPORATION,

dba Plaza Extra,
Defendants.

CRIMINAL NO. 2005 -15F /B

1.4

PLEA AGREEMENT

INTRODUCTION

This agreement is entered into by and between defendant United

Corporation, d/b /a Plaza Extra (hereinafter "United "), Thomas Alkon, Esquire,

arid Warren B: Cole, Esquire, Attorneys for United; Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf,

Waleed Mohammad Hamed, Waheed Mohammad Hamed, Maher Fathi Yusuf,

Nejeh Fathi Yusuf, and the Department of Justice, Tax Division, and the United

States Attorney for the District óf the Virgin Islands (collectively referred to as the

"Government').

The parties agree to the following terms:

1

HAM D247901
HAM Dß42895--

$2211041.1



Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 2 of 20

A. United will plead guilty to Count Sixty of the Third Superseding

Indictment, which charges willfully making and subscribing a 2001 U.S.

Corporation Income Tax Return (Fórrn 1120S), in violation of Title 33, Virgin

Islands Code, Section 1525(2).

B. At the time that United enters its plea to the above- referenced

count, the Government will dismiss all counts of the Indictment with prejudice

against FATHI YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF, aka Fathi Yusuf, WALEED

MOHAMMAD HAMED, aka Wally Flamed, WAHEED MOHAMMED HAMED, aka

Willie Flamed, MAHER FATHI YUSUF, aka Mike Yusuf, ISAM MOHAMAD

YOUSUF, aka Sam Yausuf, and NEJEH ' FATHI YUSUF (all collectively referred

to as "individual defendants') , including the temporary restraining order and

forfeiture allegations. The Government agrees not to file any additional criminal

charges against United or any of the individual defendants for conduct arising out

of the facts alleged in the Indictment In accordance with paragraph VI. below,

the Department of Justice of the Virgin Islands. also agrees that *will file no

criminal charges against United or any of the individual defendants for any

conductarising out of the facts alleged in the Indictment.

The Government agrees to dismiss with .prejudice all remaining. counts of

the Indictment against United, including the temporary restraining order and

forfeiture allegations, at the time of sentencing.

2
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 3 of 20

II.

NATURE OF THE OFFENSE

United agrees to plead guilty to Count Sixty of the Indictment, which

charges a violation of Title 33; Virgin Islands Code, Section 1525(2). United

acknowledges that the offense to which it is pleading has the following elements:

A. Elements

1.. United aided, assisted, procured, counseled, advised, or

caused the preparation and presentation of a return;

2. The return was fraudulent or false as to a material matter;

and

3. United acted willfully.

B. Eietinents Understood and Admitted.

United, through a representative empowered to accept this plea by virtue

of a duly enacted resolution of its Board of Directors,, has fully discussed the facts

of this case with defense counsel. United committed each of the 'elements of the

crime charged in Count Sixty of the Indictmentand admits that there is a factual

basis for a plea of guilty to the charge.

C. Factual Basis.

The parties agree that the following facts are true and undisputed:

On or about September 18, 2002, United willfully aided, assisted,

procured, counseled, advised; or caused the preparation and presentation of a

materially false corporate income tax return on Form 11205 for the year.20.01

and. filed such return with the Virgin Islands Bureau of Internal Revenue (VIBIR).

3
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 4 of 20

Specifically, United reported gross receipts or sales on line 1c as $69,579,412,

knowing that the true amount was approximately $79,305,980.

III.

PENALTIES

A. United acknowledges thatthe'maximum penalties for violation of

Count Sixty are the following:

1. A maximum fine of $5,000;.

2. The Government may seek costs of prosecution, including

but not limited to 1) costs incurred to produce discovery in the investigation and

prosecution of this matter; 2) costs incurred by the United States Marshal's

Service to monitor the operàtions of Defendant United pursuant to the Tempó.rary

Restraining Order, currently estimated at approximately $1.5 million; and 3) costs

related to witness appearance. and travel fees in the investigation and

prosecution of this matter. United reserves the tight to object to the imposition of

the aforementioned costs and to contest the amounts claimed by the

Government.

3. Restitution in an amount that represents any and all unpaid

gross receipts taxes, corporate income taxes, and individual income tares owing

to the VIEW for the Indictment years 1996, 1997, 1996, 1999, 2000, and 2001.

Said restitution is to be determ'ined by the Court in accordance with the figures

and ranges setfbrth in Exhibit 1,, accepting as proven those figures stipulated by

the parties.. For those numbers still in dispute, the Court will determine the

appropriate amount within the ranges proposed by the. parties in Exhibit 1;

following briefing, evidentiary presentation, añd argument. In making its

4
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 5 of 20

determination, the Court may consider all relevant and material evidence

presented by the parties without regard to the Federal Rules of Evidence, so long

as such evidence is disclosed in advance to the opposing party. Prior to

submitting restitution amounts for-the Courts consideration in prepatation for

sentencing, the parties agree to negotiate in good -faith to arrive at a mutually

.acceptable amount.

4. A term of probation of one year, with conditions as set forth

in paragraph VIII.E. United understands that failure to comply With any of the

conditions of probation may result in the imposition of further.penalties.

B. In addition to the statutory penalties for violatión of Title 33, Virgin

Islands Code, Section 1525(2), United shall pay a substantial monetary penalty

within the range set forth in paragraph VIHI.B., as determined by the Court

following briefing and argument by the parties.

IV.

WAIVER OF TRIAL RIGHTS

United understands that this guilty plea waives all of the following rights:

A. To plead not guilty and to require.the Government to prove the

elements of the crimes beyond a reasonable doubt;

B. To a speedy and public trial by jury;

C. To assistance of counsel at ail stages of trial;

D. To confront and cross- examine witnesses against United; and

E. To present evidence and to have witnesses testify on United's

behalf.

5
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 6 of 20

V.

UNITED'S REPRESENTATION THAT GUILTY PLEA IS KNOWING
AND VOLUNTARY

United represents that:

A. United has had a full opportunity to discuss all the facts and

circumstances of this case with its counsel and has a clear understanding of the

charges and the consequences of pleading .guilty;

B. Nobne has made any promises or offered any rewards in return for

United's guilty plea, other than those contained in this Plea Agreement,. in

Exhibit 2, which contains the letter of understanding dated February 12, 2010

(this plea agreement controls in the event of any conflicts), or otherwise

disclosed to. the Court;

C. No one has threatened United to induce this guilty plea; and

D. United is pleading guilty because in trtátt and in fad United is guilty

and for no other reason.

VI.

AGREEMENT LIMITED TO UNITED STATES ATTORNEY'S OFFICE FOR THE
DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS AND TAX DIVISION

This Plea .Agreement is between United Corporation, the IndiVidual

Defendants, and the Government. This Agreement is not intended to bind any

other federal, state, or local prosecuting., administrative, or regulatory authorities

except to the extent specifically expressed herein. The Government will bring

this Plea Agreement to the attention of other authorities if requested by United.

6
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 7 of 20

VII.

PLEA AGREEMENT SUBJECT TO COURT APPROVAL

Pursuant to Rule 11(c)(1)(C) of the Federal Rules of Criminal Procedure,

the parties acknowledge and agree that United should be ordered to pay the fine,

restitution, and monetary penalties contained within this Plea Agreement and

should be sentenced to a term. of probation of one year.

If the Court does not adopt the agreement of the parties pursuantto Rule

11(c):(1)(C), both United and the Government reserve the right to withdraw from

this Plea Agreement.

VIII.

PARTIES' SENTENCING RECOMMENDATIONS

A. Fine_ The parties agree that the maximum statutory fine of $5,000

should be imposed.

B. Monetary Penalty: The patties propose that the monetary penalty

to be imposed pursuant to paragraph III.B. above be imposed in an amount

between $250,000 to $5,715,748.

C. Costs of Prosecution: The Government proposes that costs of

prosecution be imposed as discussed above in paragraph III.A.2. United

contests-said number and the categories of costs to be .awarded.

D. Restitution. The parties propose the restitution amounts and

ranges as set forth in Exhibit 1, as referenced in paragraph III.A.3. above.

E. Terms of Probation

1. United agrees to a term of probation of one year and agrees

to be monitored by an independent third party certified public accounting firm to

7
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1248 Filed: 02/26/10 Page 8 of 20

assure its compliance with the tax Taws of the VI BIR. United agrees to .cooperate

with the independent third party in carrying out such party's obligations under this

agreement. The selection of a certified public accounting firm as the

independent third party will be expressly approved by the Government prior to

the beginning of the term of probation. If the parties cannot reach agreement on

a third party, the independent third party will be selected by the Court.

2. The independent third party shall make quarterly reports to

the Government, the Court, and United of United's financial condition, results of

business. operations, tax filings, tax payments, and accounting for the disposition

of all funds received.

3. United shall submit to:

(a) a reasonable number of regular or unannounced

examinations of its books and records at appropriate business premises by the

independent third party; and

(b) a periodic review of financial statements and tax

returns of United.

4. United shall be required to notify the court or independent

third party immediately upon learning of (a) any material adverse change in its

business or financial condition or prospects, or (b) the commencement of any

bankruptcy proceeding, major civil litigation, criminal prosecution, or

administrative proceeding against United, or any investigation or forma! inquiry

by governmental authorities regarding United's financial operations.

8
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5. United shall make periodic payments, as specified by the

Court, in the following priority: (a) restitution; (b) fine; and (c) substantial

monetary penalty. After sentencing, the Government agrees :to release:all lis

penderis, restraining orders, liens, or other encumbrances or property except to

the extent necessary to assure valid security for the payments of all amounts

referenced above. United shall develop and submit to the Court an effective.

compliance and ethics program consistent with §8B2.1 (Effective Compliance

and Ethics Program) of the United States Sentencing .Guidelines, United shall

include in its submission a schedule fòr implementation of the compliance and

ethics program.

E. Upon approval by the Court of the ethics program referred to

above, United shall notify its owners, shareholders, directors, officers, and

employees of its criminal behavior and its programs referred to above. Such

notice shall be in a form prescribed by the Court.

7. United shall make. periodic reports to the Govemment and to

the Court at intervals and in a form specified by the Court, regarding the

organization's progress in implementing the ethics program referred to above.

Among other things, such reports shall disclose any criminal prosecution, civil

litigation, or administrative proceeding commenced against United, or any

investigation or formal inquiry by governmental authorities concerning United's

financial operations of which United learned since its last report.

9
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IX.

UNITED WAIVES APPEAL AND COLLATERAL ATTACK

In exchange for the Governments concessions in this Plea Agreement,

United waives, to the full extent of the law, any right to appeal or collaterally

attack the conviction and sentence, including any restitution order, except in the

following circumstances: (i) the sentence exceeded the maximum statutory

penalty; or (ii) the sentence violated the Eighth Amendment to the United States

Constitution.

X.

FURTHER CRIMES OR BREACH OF THE AGREEMENT WILL PERMIT THE
GOVERNMENT TO RECOMMEND A HIGHER SENTENCE OR TO SET ASIDE

THE PLEA

This Plea Agreement is based on the understanding that United will

commit no additional criminal conduct before sentencing. If United engages in

additional criminal conduct between the time of execution of this agreement and

the time of sentencing, or breaches any of the terms of any agreement with the

Government, the Government will not be bound by the recommendations in this

Plea Agreement and may recommend any lawful sentence_

XI.

COOPERATION WITH INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE AND VIRGIN ISLANDS
BUREAU OF INTERNAL REVENUE

During the pendency of this matter, United, its shareholders, the individual

defendants in this case, and certain related entities and individuals identified in

various pleadings or motions in this case, upon the specific advice of their

counsel in this matter, did not file tax returns and certain other reporting

IO
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documents to the United States or the United States Virgin Islands (USVI) on

Fifth Amendment grounds. During the pendency of this matter, those same

individuals and entities endeavored to Work cooperatively with the U.S. Marshals

Service and the USVI governments to pay over as deposits their best estimate of

taxes owed on those returns.

Prior to sentencing, United agrees to cooperate with the Government and

the ViBIR in filing complete and accurate corporate income tax returns and gross

receipts returns for years 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2006, 2007, and 2008 and in

paying in full the amounts due thereupon. United agrees to comply with all

current tax reporting and payment obligations between the execution of this

agreement and sentencing. In addition, prior to the sentencing hearing in this

matter, United's shareholders (FY 32.5%, FY 32.5%, SY 7 %.,, ZY 7%, VY 7 %,

MY 7%, NY 7 %1 and the individual defendants shall file the outstanding returns

and reporting documents and shall make full payments of the amounts due

thereupon. United acknowledges that a special condition of probation will require

that all corporate returns be filed, and all amounts due and 'owing under this

agreement and all taxes due and owing for tax years 2002 through 2008 must be

paid prior to the termination of the period of probation:

The Government agrees that no foreign bank account related charges or

discretionary penalties shall be applied with respect to United or any of the

individual defendants so long as such reporting and regulatory compliance is

made for each of the years 1996 through 2008 prior to sentencing

11
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XII.

ENTIRE AGREEMENT

The Plea Agreement and Exhibit 2 embody the entire agreement between

the parties.

Upon the acceptance of the plea of guilty to Count Sixty by United in

accordance with this agreement, the Government agrees to promptly move the

Court for an Order dismissing the restraining orders against the individual

defendants, except to the extent necessary.to assure valid security for the

payments of all amounts referenced in paragraph VIII., and shall move for entry

of an order removing of record.all notices of lis pendens or other encumbrances'

filed in connection with this case against all properties owned in whole or in part

by any persons other than United. The parties agree to meet and eonfer to

determine a schedule to remove pending lis pendens, liens, and other

restrictions.

XIII.

MODIFICATION OF AGREEMENT MUST BE IN WRITING

No modification of the Plea Agreement shall be effective unless in writing

signed by the Government, United, the individual defendants, and United's

shareholders.

XIV.

UNITED AND COUNSEL FULLY UNDERSTAND AGREEMENT

By signing this Plea Agreement, United's representative certifies that he or

she has been given Lawful authority to enter into this Plea Agreement. United

further certifies that its counsel has discussed the terms of this Plea Agreement

12
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with appropriate officer and directors of United and that United fully understands

its meanings and effect.

The Government agrees to the terms set forth in this Plea Agreement.

RONALD SHARPE
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

JOHN A. DIC1CCO
ACTING ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, TAX DIVISION

Dated: 2-I2-6111) *MAIM
M -. Iy
Lori A. Hendrickson
Kevin C. Lombardi
Trial Attorneys

The defendant United Corporation agrees to the terms set forth in this Plea
Agreement

Dated:. Tit Z V/t2

Dated:

Dated:

HAM D247913
--H-

2/21e Ir.)

Thomas Alkon, Esq.
Attome for Defendant Unit Corporation

Warren B. Cole, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant United Corporation

Warren B_ Cole, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant's unindicted shareholders

13
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Dated: 2- -2 -/0

Dated: 2116 Z 6 J'8

Dated: -1-//47

Dated: 11)

Dated: ,W f {o

Dated: 2A iet D

Dated: Z/2 i,

HAM D247914
HAM D642908

Maher Fathi Yusuf
President, Defendant United Corporation

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Randall P. Andreozzi,
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Derek M. Hodge, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

ebiseeL,44,)
amela Colon, Esq_

Attorney fier Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed

Fy C. Smock, Esq.
Attorney for-Defendant Fathi Yusuf Moharnad Yusuf

J hn K. Dema, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf

14
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EXHIBIT I - RESTITUTION NUMBERS FOR TAX LOSS

Description Government Defendant

Gross Receipts Tax 1996 $324,149.55 $0.00

Gross Receipts Tax 1997 $234,506.94 $0.00

Gross Receipts Tax 1998 $619,496.89 $272,251.00

Gross .Receipts Tax 199.9 $558,830.86 $603,633.00

Gros &Receipts Tax 2000 $642,057.28 $64%057.00

Gross.Reeeipts Tax 2001 $478,832.33 $386,00 .00

TOTAL GROSS RECEIPTS TAXES $2,857,873.85 $1,904,022.00

Corporate Income Tax - 1996 $2,214,307.41 $0.00

Corporate Income Tax - 1997 $2,360,868.66 $427,011.00

Corporate. Incorne Tax - 1998 $3,993,535.34 $488,32100

TOTAL CORPORATE INCOME TAX $8,568,711.41 $915,33404

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -FY 32.5% $1,046,359.70 $9.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -FY 32.5% $1,046,359.70 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 - SY 7%: $225,369.78 $0.00

Individual income Tax - 1999 -ZY 7% $225,369.78 $0.00

Individual Income Tax.- 1999 -YY 7% $275,369.78 $0,00

Individual Tax - 1999 -MY 7% $125,36978 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 1999 -NY 7% $225,369.78 $0.00

TOTAL INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX - 1.999 $3,219,568.31 $0.00

Individual IncOme Tax- 2000 -FY 3/5% $1,458,473:19 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 -FY 323% $1,458473.19 $0.00

Individual Inecinie Tax - 2000 - SY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 -ZY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2000 - YY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Iricorne Tax - 2000 - MY 7% $314,132.69 $0.00

Individual Income. Tax - 2000 -NY 7'% $314,13269 $0.00

TOTAL INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX - 2000 $4;487,609.81 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 -FY 32.5% $1,545,993.69 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2041 -FY 32.5% $1,545,993.69 $0.00

HAMD247915
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Individual Income Tax - 2001 - SY 7% fl $332,983.26 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 200.1 -ZY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 - YY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

Individual Incorrie Tax - 2001 - MY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

Individual Income Tax - 2001 - NY 7% $332,983.26 $0.00

TOTAL INDIVIDUAL INCOME TAX - 2001 $4,756,903.67 $0.00

TOTAL ALL TAXES $23;89.0,667.04 $2,819,356.00

HAM 0247916
HAM D642910
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Exh:t1

February 12, 2010

Loti A. Hendriekson, Esq.
US .DOJITax Division/N .. Criminal Section
601 D. Street NW, Room 7-814
Washington, DC 20004-2904

Re: United States v. Fathi Yusuf, Crini. No. 05-0015

Dear Ms. Hendrickson:

We write to memorialize the process and parameters that will culminate in a formal
plea agreement in this case. The parties have agreed to the following tarns:

Defendant United Corporation (d.b.a. Plaza Extra) agrees to plead guilty to Count
Sixty, filing-a false 2001 Firm 1120S, in violation of Title 33, Virgin Islands Code,
Section 1525(2);

The government agrees tó dismiss the pending charges against the individual
defendants. brunt:di:lady after defendant United COrporadoit's. guilty plea has beet
entened in court by an authorized trpresentative of 'defendant United CO1Poration,
aceording.to the terms of a signed plea agreement. The Government aptes notAk
proses United Corporation or any other individual or entity for any 'Other crimes
arising out finite condUtt alleged in the Third Superseding lndictmenk

The government agrees to dismiss the remaining pending charges against United at
thp sentencing hearing;

The parties Agee to meet with each other and With representatives of the. Virgin
islands Bureau of Internal Revenue (VIBIR) to try to reach agriernent for restitution
numbers.. for Unpaid gross receipts taxes; corporate income taxes, and individual
income taxes for the Indictment years 1996, 4997, 1998; 1999, 2000; and 2001.
The numbers for which the parties are able to agree will be set forth in the plea
agreement;

If the patties are unable to reach agreement on any of the tax loss numbers for the
Indictment years, they will set fort:h.:their own tax loss numbers for each year and
for each particular tax, in a format identical to the attached chart The parties agree
that the final tieterTnina.tion of the restitution amount for the -unpaid gross receipts
taxes, corporate income taxes, and individual income taxes for the indictment years
1996, 1.997, 19.98, 1999, 2000, and 2001, will be made by Judge Finch after the

HAMD247917
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Letter of Agreement
February 12, 2010
Page 2 of 5

parties submit sentencing memoranda and present testimonial and documentary
evidence at a hearing. The parties agree that Judge Finch will détermine a liability
based on the range of numbers asserted by the parties in the plea agreement.

The determination of Judge Finch of the restitution by United Corporation shall be
conclusive of all taxes due and owing to the Government of the Virgin Islands for
years 9990, 1997; 1998, 1999, 2000,. and 200.1 with respect tO all taxes of the
shareholders of United Corpóration, both indicted and non -indicted, and employees
of United, including Waheed Named and Waleed flamed, due On or for or on
account Of income darned by United Corporation during said years and upon
payment all such tax liabilities shall be deemed satisfied in full.

Defendant United Corporation agrees to a term of probation of one year, and agrees
to be monitored by an independent third party certified public accounting firm
during the term of probtdim to assure its compliance with the tax laws of the
V1B1R. The selection of the independent third party will be expressly approved by
the government prior to the beginning of the term of probation. Iftheparties cannot
reach agreement on a third party, the independent third party will be selected by the
Court;

The government agrees not to prosecute United Corporation or individual
defendants, or assert any civil or criminal accuracy related or repörting.perialtie
years 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005, 2000, 2007, and 2908, provided that the individual
defendants tender dòcuineritary proof that they have filed tax returns and paid tax
due as set forth on those returns and as reviewed and accepted by, the V1BIR;

United, its shareholders, and the individual defendants. referenced in the
Indictment agree to cooperate with VIB1R to file full and complete tax returns for
an post indictment years through present and to make :full payment on any
amounts due thereon. The Government agrees that no interest, penalties. or time
and interest sensitive :penalties should be imposed on the post -indictment returns
so long as said returns are`filed in aeconrdance with this agreement. To the extent
tax deposits already. submitted exceed the amount owed on the -post indictment
returns as filed, such deposits should be reallocated to other tax periods or
refunded to the particùlar tax payer. The VIBIR reserves the. right to review the.
returns to be filed hereunder to determine whether they are accurate as filed.

No foreign bank account -related charges or discretionary penalties shall be
applied with respect to any of the individuals and entities so long as such
reporting and regulatory cOmpliance is made for the subject post- indictment
years. (United States Department of Justice, and not VIBIR, has authorization
over this provision).

The parties agree that United will pay a; $5,000 fine and that the Government may
seek a substantial monetary penalty. The parties will negotiate in . good faith to
determine the character of this penalty and will set forth a defined range from

HAMD247918
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Louts of Agreement
February* 12, 2010
l'age3 of s

which fudge Finch will au:tice: a final ruling. The panties agree that laze
Government may also seek rcirnbprsen eat from United for the actuíil costs or
proscitiar>, whirl will be. set forth ir1 the plea agreement. United reserves the

right to contest the above mentioned penelticxs and prorccution costs.

Defendant United. Corporation, the individual defendants, and clic shareholders of

United Cotpomtion, all agree to Me original individual income tax retro {nr

conriding anttliditd.re:tum;, if appropriate) for the years 2002, 2003, 2004, 2005,

2Á06, 2007, and 2008, and provide any documentation or information requested by
the VJBRR in order for the VtHtR to make their own lniiepcndcat review und

riss e uenr of the accuracy of such rttum . Defendant United Crnpotattioo, ti c

individual detendxuts, and the sitanthalders of United C :o tporntion all agree to take

these at ers prior to tfu Acntencing hearicg;

The United Stars government and the Unittxt Steen Virgule Islands government

agree to tbelproris sot Rath in this LattisofAgrccment..

RONALD SHA'R.FE
C9NITF[J S'1A' i h5 ATTORNEY

JOHN A. DIC1C00
AC;"i'iNCx"1'+SSITJhNT ATTORNEY OENFRL
DI:PAR-MUM OF JUSTICE
TAX D11ti51UN

Doted: 211212010

Dated: \ 5 bo

Dated::

Mark F. I:a1y
Loti A.líunäzicl:sc.m
K,cvim C. Lombardi
'NA A .

,APP
t.--eyöndeuLC A + "`L Jlrs-`

I7itY.CbAR'

Virgin Wands Bureat of Xrrtcrrrdl Rmlmie

DC t.Ç .. 'iRLbC ,

Assistant R , . eral
Virgin 1s1tnrt1 Department ofJnetïce
Office of the Attorney General

The del radant United Corporation agrees to the topas.set firth in this Letter of

Agreement.
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Letter of Agreement
February 12, 20,10
Page 4 of 5

Dated: z-/G /p

Dated:

Dated:

Dated: Z¡ i ',61

Dated: aVgG //(I

Dated:

Dated: 44/° 4
Dated: 2/24A7

lion as Alko , Esq.
ey for Defendant United Corporation

Warren B. Cole, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant United Corporation

MAHER FATHI YUSUF
President, Defendant United Corporation

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney. for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Flamed

Randall P. Anäredzzi, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Walled Mohammed Harped

M. Hodge, Esq.
Attomçy for Defendant Nejeh Phi Yusiif

Dated: Z / Vire

HAM D247920
HAM D642914

Pamela Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Harried

{ iry-C. Snióck, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Fathi YusufMoharnad Yusuf

/. k- ./
Olin K. Deena, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant Maher Path' Yusuf
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IN THE DISTRICT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, and
GOVERNMENT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS,

Plaintiffs,

VS.

FATHI YUSUF MOHAMAD YUSUF,
aka Fathi Yusuf

WALEED MOHAMMAD NAMED,
aka Wally Named

WAHEED MOHOMMAD NAMED,
aka Willie Hamed

MAHER FATHI YUSUF,
aka Mike Yusuf

NEJEH FATHI YUSUF
ISAM YUSUF, and
UNITED CORPORATION,

dba Plaza Extra,
Defendants.

CRIMINAL NO. 2005 -15F /B

PLEA AGREEMENT- ADDENDUM

The parties agree to the following:

1) United will pay a $5,000 fine, as set forth in Paragraphs I11.A.1 and

VIII.A;

2) United will pay $10 million to the VIBIR for restitution, as set forth in

Paragraphs III.A.3 and VIII.D;

3) United will pay $1 million as a substantial monetary penalty, as set

forth in Paragraphs III.A.2, III.B, VIII.B, and VIII.C.

In consideration of the settlement herein, United, the individual

defendants, and United's shareholders, and their heirs, executors,

administrators, or assigns do hereby stipulate and agree to pay the agreed upon

HAM D248025
HA-MD642J -15

5228044.1

EXHIBIT
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sums, and to waive and release any and all claims, demands, rights, and causes

of action of whatsoever kind and nature, whether sounding in tort, contract, or

any other theory of legal liability, including any claims for fees, interest, costs,

and expenses, arising from, and by reason of, any and all known and unknown,

foreseen and unforeseen, bodily and personal injuries, death, or damage to

property, and the consequences thereof, which United, the individual defendants,

and United's shareholders, or their heirs, executors, administrators, or assigns

may have or hereafter acquire against the United States, its agents, servants,

and employees on account of the same subject matter that gave rise to the

above -captioned action. United, the individual defendants, and United's

shareholders, and their heirs, executors, administrators, and assigns do hereby

further agree to reimburse, indemnify, and hold harmless the United States and

its agents, servants, and employees from and against any and all such claims,

causes of action, liens, rights, or subrogated or contribution interests incident to,

or resulting or arising from, the acts or omissions that gave rise to the above -

captioned action. Provided, however, that the duties to reimburse, indemnify and

hold harmless the United States and its agents as set forth in the preceding

sentence shall be strictly limited to claims made by United, the individual

defendants, United's shareholders, or their executors, administrators, assigns, or

their family members.

UNITED AND COUNSEL FULLY UNDERSTAND PLEA AGREEMENT -
ADDENDUM

By signing this Plea Agreement- Addendum, United's representative

certifies that he has been given lawful authority to enter into this Plea Agreement-

HAM D248026
- HAM06429 -16
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Addendum. United further certifies that its counsel has discussed the terms of

this Plea Agreement- Addendum with appropriate officers, directors, and

shareholders of United and that United fully understands its meanings and effect.

The Government agrees to the terms set forth in this Plea Agreement -

Addendum.

RONALD SHARPE
UNITED STATES ATTORNEY

JOHN A. DICICCO
ACTING ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL
DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE, TAX if 'VISION

Dated: 2 W It Meta.
PETaMa

Lori A. Hendrickson
C. Lombardi

Trial Attorneys

The defendant United Corporation agrees to the terres set forth in this Plea
Agreement- Addendum.

Dated: ) J

Dated:

Dated:

HAM D248027
HAM- D642947

homas ° on, sq.
Attorney for Defendant Unit Corporation

VT.)/
Warren B. Cole, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant United Corporation

I/i-circ
Barren B. Cole, Esq.

Attorney for Defendant's unindicted shareholders

3
3228044.1
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Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

HAM D248028-HAM- D642918

Maher Fathi Yusuf
President, Defendant United Corporation

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Randall P. Andreotti, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Derek M. Hodge, Esq.
Yusuf

Pamela Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed

Henry C. Smock, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

John K. Dema, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf

4
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Dated:
Maher Fathi Yusuf
President, Defendant United Corporation

Dated: ! /Zd/ o(( ,. c x.
Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Dated:

Dated:
r

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

HAM D248029
HAM D642919

Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

.14 K ,u. 444

Derek M. Hodge, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

Pamela Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed

Henry C. Smock, Esq.
Attorney for Def -dant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

Jo i ma, Esq.
Att - or Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf

4
5221044.1
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Dated:

Dated:

Dated: '4,20/

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

HAM D248030
HAM D642920

Maher Fathi Yusuf
President, Defendant United Corporation

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Défendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Derek M. Hodge, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

Pamela Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed

Henry C. Smock, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

John K. Dema, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf

4
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Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Maher Fathi Yusuf
President, Defendant United Corporation

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Derek M. Hodge, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

Dated: /A )4Xe- ze*se-61
Pamela Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed

Dated:

Dated:

HAM D248031
HAM D642921

Henry C. Smock, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamed Yusuf

John K. Dema, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf

4
7228041.1



Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1304 -1 Filed: 02/07/11 Page 8 of 8

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated:

Dated: 1-25- I I

Dated:

HAM D248032
-HMO 642022

Maher Fathi Yusuf
President, Defendant United Corporation

Gordon C. Rhea, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Randall P. Andreozzi, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waleed Mohammed Hamed

Derek M. Hodge, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Nejeh Fathi Yusuf

Pamela Colon, Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Waheed Mohammed Hamed

C. S , Esq.
Attorney for Defendant Fathi Yusuf Mohamad Yusuf

John K. Dema, Esq.
Attorneyfor Defendant Maher Fathi Yusuf

4
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

 
WALEED HAMED, as the Executor of the 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED, 
 

 
 
Case No.: SX-2012-CV-370 

Plaintiff/Counterclaim Defendant, 
 

 

       vs.  
 
FATHI YUSUF and UNITED CORPORATION 

ACTION FOR DAMAGES, 
INJUNCTIVE RELIEF AND 
DECLARATORY RELIEF 

  
Defendants and Counterclaimants. 

 
       vs.  
 
WALEED HAMED, WAHEED HAMED, 
MUFEED HAMED, HISHAM HAMED, and 
PLESSEN ENTERPRISES, INC.,  
 
            Counterclaim Defendants, 

JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 

 Consolidated with 
  
WALEED HAMED, as the Executor of the 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED, Plaintiff, 
 
        vs.  
 

 
Case No.: SX-2014-CV-287 

UNITED CORPORATION, Defendant.  
 
 

WALEED HAMED, as the Executor of the 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED, Plaintiff 
        
        vs.  
       
FATHI YUSUF, Defendant. 

Consolidated with 
 
Case No.: SX-2014-CV-278 

 
 
 

FATHI YUSUF, Plaintiff, 
 

        vs.  
 

MOHAMMAD A. HAMED TRUST, et al, 
                         Defendants. 

 
Consolidated with 
 
Case No.: ST-17-CV-384 

 

  
 

HAMED'S MOTION AS TO HAMED CLAIM H-17:  
THE UNREIMBURSED FEE PAYMENT OF $332,900.42 BY HAMED -- 

MADE PURSUANT TO THE CRIMINAL CASE JOINT DEFENSE AGREEMENT 
  

E-Served: May 11 2018  2:26PM AST  Via Case Anywhere

HAMD660636

Carl
Rectangular Exhibit Stamp



Page 2 - Hamed Motion as to claim H-17 

I. Introduction

Hamed has raised as one of his claims, designated as H-17, $332,900.42 of 

fees paid by Hamed pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement ("JDA") in USA v United 

Corp., et. al., V.I. D. Ct. 2005-CR-015 (the "Criminal Action"), but not reimbursed by 

the Partnership—although Yusuf reimbursed all of his own pre-September 25, 

2014 professional fees to himself.  There can be no dispute that: (1) a Court has 

explicitly held that Hamed did pay the amount at issue here in these specific checks as 

fees under the JDA in that case, (2) that he did pay those fees prior to the September 

25, 2014, end of the JDA, (3) that a CPA review has shown that the Partnership—at the 

direction of Fathi Yusuf—has not reimbursed the amount, or (4) this motion is timely 

filed.1 

1 First, the stipulated Joint Discovery Plan of January 29, 2018, states that a party may file 
any of his claims motions "at any time, without regard for the discovery schedule, and [they] 
need not be held until the end of this process."  Second, as the Special Master noted in his 
Order dated May 8, 2018, at page 7, footnote 7: 

On December 13, 2017, Yusuf and United filed a bench memo for status 
conference, wherein they submitted that “items 2, 3, 5, 10 [the instant 
claim], and 12 listed on page 1 of the Master’s December 4, 2017 Order 
should be removed from that list because further discovery is required for 
each of the matters described in those items.”  (Yusuf’s Bench Memo for 
Status Conference, dated December 13, 2017)  In his response thereto, 
Hamed stated that it is fine to proceed with discovery on the 
aforementioned items. (Hamed’s Response to Yusuf’s Bench Memo, dated 
December 14, 2017).  (Emphasis added.} 

The H-17 claim is a Hamed claim.  It is covered by "Section B" of the Plan.  As such, it has 
not been subject to any delays while the Special Master has had to address Yusuf's many 
"Section A" issues.   Thus, he has had months to take depositions of the counsel who did 
the H-17 claim work, although Judge Barnard took evidence and decided the sole factual 
issue in an order that is res judicata on Fathi Yusuf and United, as they were parties there 
as well.  Third, Yusuf has served all of his extensive written discovery requests as to all 
claims other than H-41 to H-141 and H-3 now. To further ease time concerns, as Hamed 
will supply his even more extensive written responses to all of Yusuf/United's written 
discovery on May 15, 2018—by agreement of the parties—he hereby agrees to 
additional time for Yusuf to review those responses, to May 29, 2018, for Yusuf's 
opposition hereto. 

Fourth, Hamed could argue that non-payment is actually more in the nature of 
contempt, than non-reimbursement; though he will avoid doing so to avoid further 
complicating matters.  

HAMD660637
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 Hamed submits only two items of proof: (1) an April 17, 2014 Order issued in the 

Criminal Action by United States Magistrate Judge Geoffrey Barnard (after soliciting 

evidence) finding that these, specific "subject invoices were reviewed in camera and the 

work performed by counsel and the accountants" was explicitly found to be "in 

furtherance of the object of the Joint Defense Agreement[2]....Accordingly, the sum 

of $332,900.42 is directed to be released...for distribution to counsel and experts in 

the sums approved pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement." (Emphasis added.) 

Exhibit 1, Judge Barnard's Opinion, with the subject checks added, and (2) an email sent 

to counsel for Yusuf today, containing a relevant stipulation by Hamed.   

II. Facts 

 On May 8, 2018, the Special Master held that fees paid by Defendants prior to the 

end of the Joint Defense Agreement in United States of America v United Corp., et. al., V.I. 

D.Ct. 2005-CR-015 on September 25, 2014, are per se3 valid Partnership expenses. Thus, 

Hamed’s concession of May 11, 2018 (Exhibit 2) that: 

To simplify the following discussion, Hamed stipulates, without pre-condition 
or negotiation, that he will not pursue DiRuzzo’s or his firm’s (“DiRuzzo’s”) 
billings for any period prior to the end date of the Joint Defense Agreement – 
despite the fact that they were, on the face of the document, not participants 
in that agreement. 
 

                                                           
 
2 There was no successful reconsideration or appeal by Yusuf/United of that Order within 
the time allowed by that court's rules. 
 
3 I.e., payment of fees that are both, by order of the Special Master and under the prior 
order of Judge Barnard, due and owing without further discussion, discovery or dispute—
just as Attorney DiRuzzo's pre-September 25, 2014 fees are. 

HAMD660638
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 On March 11, 2018, Hamed sent the following request to Yusuf based on that 

holding: 

Thus, we would ask that your client stipulate to owing the amount shown in 
the claims documents regarding Claim H-17: 
 

H-17 Wally Hamed’s personal payment of accounting and attorneys’ 
fees in United States of America v United Corp., et. al., VI D.Ct. 
2005-cr-015. $332,900.42 
 

There is no dispute this amount was paid, that it was not reimbursed, and 
more to the point, that all work was prior to the end of the Joint Defense 
Agreement.  If you will not concede this point, please let me know if you feel 
any additional discovery is necessary before Hamed files a bald motion on 
this with only those three assertions and the documentary support for them. 
 

Thereafter, Hamed provided Yusuf's counsel with a full draft of this motion with a copy of 

Judge Barnard's order and the described checks—as well as a request: 

Greg & Charlotte: 
        I really hope that you decide to concede this claim based on 
this.  However, attached is the draft motion we intend to file by the end of the 
day today unless you provide some basis for believing that you need 
additional discovery. 
        Frankly, I cannot imagine what discovery would be appropriate – but 
you have your chance to speak up. . . . 
        I believe your analysis will be faster if you read the (short) exhibit first. 
Carl 
 
Ps. I apologize for the need to do this quickly, but as we have to conclude 
the discovery on H-3 and this is directly applicable, we only have until June 
1st to act. 
 

 Attached to the Hamed's Revised Claim H-17, filed October 17, 2017, (Exhibit 3) is 

the description of what was then claim 265. with supporting documents, now Claim H-17.4   

Waleed Hamed paid from his personal Banco Popular account the criminal 
attorneys' fees in United States of America v United Corp., et. al., VI D.Ct. 
2005-cr-015. The accountant and attomeys' fees were incurred when all of 
the defendants were represented under the joint defense agreement. That 
joint defense agreement provided for the payment of attorneys' fees by the 
United Corporation, which subsequently was recognized as the Partnership 
(Exhibit 265-a). 

                                                           
4  See Exhibit B-2 thereto, Expert Report of Jackson, Vizcaino Zomerfeld, LLP, Certified 
Public Accountants.   

HAMD660639
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Work performed: 

 We interviewed Waleed Hamed regarding his payments of the criminal 
attorneys' fees which benefited the Partnership. Waleed advised he made 
these payments and was never reimbursed. We also provided John Gaffney 
a query dated February 15,2016 (see Attachment VII) asking whether these 
fees were reimbursed. Finally, we were provided a copy of the canceled 
checks for the payment (Exhibit 265-b). 
 
 We reviewed the general ledgers from 2012 to present provided by 
John Gaffney for any reimbursements to Waleed for these payments or 
payments made by the Partnership directly to Waleed Hamed for the same 
period. None were found. We also reviewed the April 17, 2014  Order by 
United States Magistrate Judge Geoffrey Barnard finding that "the 
subject invoices were reviewed in camera and the work performed by 
counsel and the accountants was in furtherance of the object of the 
Joint Defense Agreement. . . . Accordingly, the sum of $332,900.42 is 
directed to be released . . . for distribution to counsel and experts in the 
sums approved pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement." 
 
Gaffney's response 
 
 John Gaffney did not respond  to our request. 
 
Opinion as to the laws identified. 
 
 The work performed and documentation provided was sufficient and 
reliable audit evidence to conclude that the payment made by Waleed served 
a business purpose relating to the Partnership, as it dealt with the payment 
of legal and accounting fees in the criminal case against the Partnership (VI 
D. Ct, 2005-cr-015). As such, we concluded the payment should be 
reimbursed to the Hameds to satisfy ourselves of management's assertions: 
l. Completeness as described in AU-C 315.4128. The total amount of the 
claim is $332,900.42. (Emphasis added.) 
 

Attached hereto (Exhibit 1) are the documents in those Exhibits—265a (the Order) and 

265b (the checks), repeatedly supplied to Yusuf and his counsel. 

III. Applicable Law 

 The Special Master has stated that payments under the Joint Defense Agreement 

are valid Partnership expenses.  That is the law of the case.  Also, Judge Barnard ordered 

that the specific amounts in these checks are due as proper amounts under the JDA. 

  

HAMD660640
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IV. Argument 

 There is no basis for Fathi Yusuf refusing to pay this claim—moreover his refusal 

violates both Judge Brady's April 25th, 2013 Memorandum and Order placing the funds 

into joint hands, and Judge Barnard's Order. 

V. Conclusion 

 There is no valid basis for refusal to pay this claim—nor has there ever been. The 

amount of $332,900.42 (plus 9% interest from the date of Judge Barnard's Order) must be 

paid to Hamed. 

 
 
 

Dated: May 9, 2018     A 

Carl J. Hartmann III, Esq. 
Co-Counsel for Plaintiff 
5000 Estate Coakley Bay, L6 
Christiansted, Vl 00820 
Email: carl@carlhartmann.com  
Tele: (340) 719-8941 
 

 
       Joel H. Holt, Esq. 
       Counsel for Plaintiff 
       Law Offices of Joel H. Holt 
       2132 Company Street, 
       Christiansted, Vl 00820 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 
 I hereby certify that on this 9th day of May, 2018, I served a copy of the foregoing 
by email (via CaseAnywhere), as agreed by the parties, on: 
 
Hon. Edgar Ross (w/ 2 Mailed Copies) 
Special Master 
% edgarrossjudge@hotmail.com 
 
Gregory H. Hodges 
Stefan Herpel 
Charlotte Perrell 
Law House, 10000 Frederiksberg Gade 
P.O. Box 756 
St. Thomas, VI 00802 
ghodges@dtflaw.com 

Mark W. Eckard 
Hamm, Eckard, LLP 
5030 Anchor Way 
Christiansted, VI 00820 
mark@markeckard.com 
 
Jeffrey B. C. Moorhead 
CRT Brow Building 
1132 King Street, Suite 3 
Christiansted, VI 00820 
jeffreymlaw@yahoo.com 

       A 
 

CERTIFICATE OF COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 6-1(e) 
 
This document complies with the page or word limitation set forth in Rule 6-1(e). 

       A 
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document 4: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 1 of 4

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

)
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Plaintiff, )

v. )

)
)

UNITED CORPORATION, et al., )

)
Defendants. )

)

Crim. No. 1:05-15

MEMORANDUM, ORDERS, AND RECOMMENDATION

By agreement of counsel and the parties the sentencing phase of the captioned matter was

mediated on June 19 and 20, 2013, before the undersigned.

Pursuant to the understandings to the achieved at the mediation, and the payment of certain

funds to the V.I. Bureau of Internal Revenue, a Second Addendum to the Plea Agreement and

Sentencing Memorandum was executed. The matter was thereafter scheduled for sentencing on

July 16, 2013 before the Honorable Wilma Lewis, Chief Judge of the District Court.

At the hearing Judge Lewis considered the matters presented, including whether the parties

had complied with the conditions precedent for the Rule 11(c)1C plan and whether the Temporary

Restraining Order should be extended.

After a thorough consideration of the matters presented the sentencing hearing was

continued without date.

At the mediation counsel advised that they had represented the defendant, as well as

dismissed defendants, pursuant to a joint defense agreement which had been negotiated early in the

litigation.
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 2 of 4

USA, et al. v. United Corp., et aL
Criminal No. 1:05 -15
Page 2

Because of a substitution of counsel and divergence in trial strategy the Joint Defense

Agreement was concluded on September 19, 2012.

At the close of the mediation the attorneys' billing statements were requested for in camera

review. After a thorough review of the invoices presented by counsel and the retained accounting

experts, the mediator concluded that because of the termination of the Joint Defense Agreement

the invoices should be resubmitted in camera for consideration of work performed prior to

September 19, 2012.

Invoices were received from the Law Offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC., Gordon C.

Rhea, P.C., Andreozzi, Bluestein, Fickess, Muhlbauner Weber, Brown LLP, and Freed Maxick,

CPA PC. Invoices were not received form Feurst, Nieman, David, and Joseph, P.L. nor from

Nizar Dewood, Esq.

The subject invoices were reviewed in camera and the work performed by counsel and the

accountants was in furtherance of the object of the Joint Defense Agreement. The invoices

submitted are approved as follows:

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC $46,393.95

Gordon C. Rhea, PC. 16,737.90

Andreozzi, Bluestein LLP 118,418.57

Freed Ivlaxick CPA, PC 151,350.00

Accordingly, the sum of $332,900.42 is directed to be released for the restrained assets of

the defendant to the Escrow Account of Andreozzi, Bluestein, in accordance with prior protocol

established by Judge Raymond Finch, for distribution to counsel and experts in the sums approved

pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement.

HAM D599942
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 3 of 4

USA, et al. v. United Corp., at al.
Criminal No, 1:05 -15
Page 3

At the initial sentencing hearing before Chief Judge Lewis it was noted that the agreement

with respect to identification and engagement of a monitor had not been concluded.

On August 15, 2013 the firm of Kaufman, Rossin and Co. of Miami, Florida entered into an

agreement with the defendant to perform the subject services. The mediator is advised that they

have commenced their duties, and with the concurrence and agreement of the United States,

United Corp. is directed to make timely payment of their invoices in accordance with the

accompanying order.

With respect to storage of and access to the voluminous documents generated by the

litigation and currently in the custody of the Federal Bureau of Investigations, the mediator is

advised that Joyce Bailey has been engaged to undertake the responsibility and her expenses will

also be paid by the defendant United Corp.

The mediator is further advised that former defendants Waheed Mohammad Hamed and

Waleed Mohammad Mahed have made full payment of their tax obligations for the years 2002

through 2012 pursuant to the terms of the plea agreement.

The premises considered, it is hereby

ORDERED, that disbursement be made from the restrained assets of the defendant for

professional services in accordance with the accompanying Order; and it is further

ORDERED, that the CPA/monitor be compensated in accordance with the accompanying

Order; and it is further

ORDERED, that the custodian of the documents and discovery be compensated in

accordance with the accompanying Order; and it is further
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Case: 1:05-cr-00015-RLF-GWB Document #: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 4 of 4

USA, et al. v. United Carp., et all
Criminal No. 1:05 -15
Page 4

RECOMMENDED, that the matter be restored to the sentencing calendar of Chief Judge

Lewis for her determination with respect to whether the conditions precedent for sentencing

pursuant to Rule 11(c)!C have been fully completed.

ENTERED: SI

HAMD599944

GEOFFREY W. BARNARD
UNITED STATES MAGISTRATE JUDGE
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Carl Hartmann

From: Carl Hartmann
Sent: Thursday, May 10, 2018 6:56 PM
To: 'Charlotte  Perrell'; 'Gregory  Hodges'
Cc: 'Joel Holt'; 'Kim Japinga'; 'Stefan  Herpel'
Subject: DTF Deposition - Our Stipulations in Response to Attorney Perrell's concerns of this date

Charlotte & Greg: 
 
As you seem to have abandoned the concept of confidential settlement/negotiation discussions 
during this claims discovery and I weary of seeing my negotiating emails to/from you appear in 
motions without either permission or notice,  I want to preemptively acknowledge that this email is not 
intended as a negotiation or settlement document and may be attached to any motion or other filing in 
the future – as may your response.  I would also ask that you respond in writing rather than by 
telephone. 
 
To simplify the following discussion, Hamed stipulates, without pre-condition or negotiation, that he 
will not pursue DiRuzzo’s or his firm’s (“DiRuzzo’s”) billings for any period prior to the end date of the 
Joint Defense Agreement – despite the fact that they were, on the face of the document, not 
participants in that agreement. 
 
That having been dealt with, we are left with the two issues raised by Charlotte’s email today: Is the 
Hamed subpoena to DTF either (1) “extremely overbroad”, or (2) “not in compliance with the 
requirements of V.I. R. Civ. P. 45(d)(1) to avoid undue burden and expense”?  Allow me to address 
these in reverse order. 
 

1. Undue Burden/Expense.  To eliminate this contention, Hamed agrees pay your costs to 
duplicate any of the described DiRuzzo communications, emails, texts, drafts, work product or 
other such documents DTF obtained (other than documents already supplied to Hamed in 
discovery -- i.e., you need not ‘re-produce’ prior discovery productions): in the transfer of the 
case to you.  It is unclear why this would be either expensive or time-consuming – as it is 
effectively all documents from August 2012 to April 2013, other than those EXCLUSIVELY 
to/from Nizar DeWood, between September 2012 and April 2013. (Documents to/from 
DeWood that were copied to DiRuzzo while he was being paid by the Partnership DO need to 
be produced as that was a communication to a Partnership-paid attorney clearly destroyed the 
privilege.  I am sure you have a computer retention system similar to ours and can generate 
this material in a couple of hours, as none of it is privileged and thus there is no sorting or 
analysis required other than by the date.  In addition, Hamed will also pay your paralegal to do 
a date-dump of the materials from September 2012 to April of 2013. Moreover, to the extent 
that actual physical files were supplied by DiRuzzo or his firm during the transition, we would 
want all of that for work after September 2012 -- without anything removed, thus, no sorting is 
necessary. 
 

2. Extremely Overbroad.  Hamed is being asked accept partnership invoices for a half-million 
dollars predicated solely on the asserted fact that ALL of the work done by DiRuzzo et al. (as 
all of it was charged to the Partnership and paid by a Partnership account) was for the 
Partnership -- either civilly or as to criminal matters.  Whether the work was civil or criminal, the 
Court has said that Hamed may take discovery to determine the truth of that factual 
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assertion.  There are only three ways to do so that I know of – look at the bills (which we have 
requested), ask Yusuf/United to explain what the work in the bills was done for (which we have 
requested) and to then compare those two responses to the physical evidence of the work 
done – the normal lodestar analysis.   

 
If your client takes the position that this is work properly paid for by the Partnership and will not 
refund the money used to pay counsel – the partner gets to see all of the bills and all of the work 
charged to the Partnership in a RUPA winding-up…..black letter law since the early days of the 
UPA.  To be honest, I don’t think privilege could be asserted now even if Yusuf tries to reverse his oft-
stated position, as the Partnership did pay for all of that work.   
 
I will look forward to hearing from you about this at your earliest convenience.  If you do not wish to 
cooperate in working to accommodate your concerns regarding this deposition, I will look forward, 
instead, to the deposition itself or your motion for a protective order.  However, if it to be the latter, I 
would very much like to understand your thoughts, as if you are correct in your views we can certainly 
reach some accommodation rather than go through another series of motions. 
 
Carl 
 
 
 
 
 
Carl J. Hartmann III, Attorney 
5000 Estate Coakley Bay, L6 
Christiansted, VI 00820 
Website: www.CarlHartmann.com 
Email: Carl@Hartmann.Attorney 
Telephone: (340) 642‐4422 
Facsimile: (212) 202‐3733 
 

HAMD660651



 

 

 

 

 

 

Exhibit 26 



Exhibits for

claim 265

JVZ-001210

Carl
Rectangular Exhibit Stamp



Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document 4: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 1 of 4

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX

)
THE UNITED STATES OF AMERICA, )

Plaintiff, )

v. )

)
)

UNITED CORPORATION, et al., )

)
Defendants. )

)

Crim. No. 1:05-15

MEMORANDUM, ORDERS, AND RECOMMENDATION

By agreement of counsel and the parties the sentencing phase of the captioned matter was

mediated on June 19 and 20, 2013, before the undersigned.

Pursuant to the understandings to the achieved at the mediation, and the payment of certain

funds to the V.I. Bureau of Internal Revenue, a Second Addendum to the Plea Agreement and

Sentencing Memorandum was executed. The matter was thereafter scheduled for sentencing on

July 16, 2013 before the Honorable Wilma Lewis, Chief Judge of the District Court.

At the hearing Judge Lewis considered the matters presented, including whether the parties

had complied with the conditions precedent for the Rule 11(c)1C plan and whether the Temporary

Restraining Order should be extended.

After a thorough consideration of the matters presented the sentencing hearing was

continued without date.

At the mediation counsel advised that they had represented the defendant, as well as

dismissed defendants, pursuant to a joint defense agreement which had been negotiated early in the

litigation.
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 2 of 4

USA, et al. v. United Corp., et aL
Criminal No. 1:05 -15
Page 2

Because of a substitution of counsel and divergence in trial strategy the Joint Defense

Agreement was concluded on September 19, 2012.

At the close of the mediation the attorneys' billing statements were requested for in camera

review. After a thorough review of the invoices presented by counsel and the retained accounting

experts, the mediator concluded that because of the termination of the Joint Defense Agreement

the invoices should be resubmitted in camera for consideration of work performed prior to

September 19, 2012.

Invoices were received from the Law Offices of Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC., Gordon C.

Rhea, P.C., Andreozzi, Bluestein, Fickess, Muhlbauner Weber, Brown LLP, and Freed Maxick,

CPA PC. Invoices were not received form Feurst, Nieman, David, and Joseph, P.L. nor from

Nizar Dewood, Esq.

The subject invoices were reviewed in camera and the work performed by counsel and the

accountants was in furtherance of the object of the Joint Defense Agreement. The invoices

submitted are approved as follows:

Pamela Lynn Colon, LLC $46,393.95

Gordon C. Rhea, PC. 16,737.90

Andreozzi, Bluestein LLP 118,418.57

Freed Ivlaxick CPA, PC 151,350.00

Accordingly, the sum of $332,900.42 is directed to be released for the restrained assets of

the defendant to the Escrow Account of Andreozzi, Bluestein, in accordance with prior protocol

established by Judge Raymond Finch, for distribution to counsel and experts in the sums approved

pursuant to the Joint Defense Agreement.
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Case: 1:05 -cr- 00015- RLF -GWB Document #: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 3 of 4

USA, et al. v. United Corp., at al.
Criminal No, 1:05 -15
Page 3

At the initial sentencing hearing before Chief Judge Lewis it was noted that the agreement

with respect to identification and engagement of a monitor had not been concluded.

On August 15, 2013 the firm of Kaufman, Rossin and Co. of Miami, Florida entered into an

agreement with the defendant to perform the subject services. The mediator is advised that they

have commenced their duties, and with the concurrence and agreement of the United States,

United Corp. is directed to make timely payment of their invoices in accordance with the

accompanying order.

With respect to storage of and access to the voluminous documents generated by the

litigation and currently in the custody of the Federal Bureau of Investigations, the mediator is

advised that Joyce Bailey has been engaged to undertake the responsibility and her expenses will

also be paid by the defendant United Corp.

The mediator is further advised that former defendants Waheed Mohammad Hamed and

Waleed Mohammad Mahed have made full payment of their tax obligations for the years 2002

through 2012 pursuant to the terms of the plea agreement.

The premises considered, it is hereby

ORDERED, that disbursement be made from the restrained assets of the defendant for

professional services in accordance with the accompanying Order; and it is further

ORDERED, that the CPA/monitor be compensated in accordance with the accompanying

Order; and it is further

ORDERED, that the custodian of the documents and discovery be compensated in

accordance with the accompanying Order; and it is further
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Case: 1:05-cr-00015-RLF-GWB Document #: 1394 Filed: 04/17/14 Page 4 of 4

USA, et al. v. United Carp., et all
Criminal No. 1:05 -15
Page 4

RECOMMENDED, that the matter be restored to the sentencing calendar of Chief Judge

Lewis for her determination with respect to whether the conditions precedent for sentencing

pursuant to Rule 11(c)!C have been fully completed.

ENTERED: SI
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	Yusuf's_and_Hamed's_Concurrent_Motions_regarding_Respective_Claims_for_Professional_and_Attorney's_Fees_20211004143102_4
	I. Introduction
	The parties previously reached an agreement relating to the bulk of their claims as to professional and attorney’s fees incurred in the criminal case brought by the United States in 2003 against United Corporation (“United”), Fathi Yusuf and his sons...
	A. Agreement to Jointly Brief Issue of Law
	As to the very limited amount of attorney’s fees that remain in dispute, the parties also stipulated and the Special Master ordered, that:
	before undertaking additional discovery on the remainder of the [attorney’s fees claims] that they will file a motion wherein each side will detail [their] position to the Special Master seeking a determination whether these claims, for amounts [incur...
	See Exhibit 1 – Stipulated Order, p.3. (Emphasis added). This is that referenced motion. In other words, the Master is asked to determine whether: 1) Hamed is “automatically barred” from seeking reimbursement from the Partnership for fees paid for ...
	B. Remaining Claims
	The Stipulated Order provides, inter alia, that the parties have withdrawn all claims for attorney, accountant and professional fees in the criminal case except the following:
	1. Hamed Claim No. H-17, which relates to "Hamed's claim for payment of attorneys' fees and expenses incurred before termination of the Joint Defense Agreement ("JDA") in the criminal case, which shall be limited to a maximum of $332,900.42 with no en...
	2. Yusuf Claim No. Y-10, which relates to "Partnership withdrawals receipts," and the "only Yusuf claims related to attorney, professional and accounting fees that survive this stipulation are those included in the Y-10 claim for a maximum of $332,900...
	See Exhibit 1 – Stipulated Order, pp. 2-3.
	1. Hamed’s Claims Against the Partnership
	Hamed makes a claim against the Partnership to reimburse him for certain attorney fees that Waleed Hamed paid to attorneys in the criminal case, Attorney Randall Andreozzi, and that were paid by Waheed Hamed in that case, Attorney Pam Colon, and for ...
	2. Yusuf’s Claims for Portions of Attorney’s Fees Not Properly Paid by the Partnership and Objection to Reimbursing Hamed for What he Paid.
	Yusuf is both seeking a partnership credit against Hamed for fees the Partnership  paid for work that did not benefit the Partnership or Yusuf family members from February 2010 forward, and contesting Hamed’s claim for reimbursement of fees for work p...
	Yusuf is seeking a partnership credit for fees which were paid by United (on behalf of the Partnership) but should have been paid by Waleed Hamed or Waheed Hamed, individually for work done by their attorneys that: a) related to only their individual ...
	b. Yusuf’s Objection to Reimbursing Hamed for Fees he paid
	in the Feb. – Sept. 2012 Period
	As to Hamed’s claims to be reimbursed by the Partnership for work his or Waheed’s attorneys did between February 2012 and the end of September 2012, Yusuf shows that such work should not be paid by the Partnership, as such work was for their individua...
	____________________
	Each party objects to the other’s claim.  By this Concurrent Motion, Yusuf and Hamed seek to resolve these claims, in part or in whole, or, at the very least, to make any remaining discovery far more manageable. The parties will file simultaneous Oppo...
	II. Jointly Prepared Statement of Undisputed Facts
	A. Summary
	Yusuf seeks a partnership credit against Hamed for certain fees it paid to Waleed and Waheed’s attorneys for work after the entry of the plea agreement in February of 2010 forward2F , but that were clearly only related to their individual client’s in...
	Waleed Hamed seeks reimbursement from the Partnership fees that he paid his attorneys from February 2012 to September 2012 totaling $332,900.42.  Hamed contends that attorney’s fees that he personally paid for work of his attorneys in his defense in t...
	Argument
	1. Joint Defense Agreement Does Not Relate to Fees
	Yusuf argues that the JDA did not create any agreement for the fees incurred by each attorney to be paid collectively from United or the Partnership (an entity which was not even acknowledged to exist at the time).  Like a typical joint defense agree...
	2. Judge Barnard’s Order Was Vacated by Joint Motion and Is Not Relevant.
	Yusuf acknowledges that even though Attorneys Andreozzi and Rhea represented Waleed Hamed, they played an important role in securing the dismissal of all counts against the United, Yusuf and Hamed defendants.  It is appropriate that the Partnership b...
	4. By February 2012, the Yusuf’s and Hamed’s Had Conflicting Interests and their individual Attorneys Had Duties to Each but Not to the Collective.
	Even more important, by February 2012, the interests of United and the Yusuf defendants, on the one hand, and the Hamed defendants, on the other, had come into significant collision.  On February 12, 2012, Fathi Yusuf’s attorney, Nizar DeWood, sent H...
	Thus, by February 12, 2012 (at the latest), when Yusuf and Hamed split started, the attorneys for the Hameds had fiduciary duties to their clients that necessarily meant that the interests of their clients and United (and the Yusuf defendants, who we...
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