
IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
 

DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 
 
 
MANAL MOHAMMAD YOUSEF a/k/a  ) 
MANAL MOHAMAD YOUSEF,   ) 
       ) 
   Plaintiff,   )  CASE NO. SX-2017-CV-00342  
       ) 
 v.      )  ACTION FOR DEBT AND 
       )  FORECLOSURE OF REAL 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION,  )  PROPERTY MORTGAGE 
       ) 
   Defendant/   )  COUNTERCLAIM FOR 
   Counterclaimant/  )  DAMAGES 
   Third-Party Plaintiff,  ) 
       )  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 v.      ) 
       ) 
FATHI YUSUF,     ) 
       ) 
   Third-Party Defendant. ) 
       ) 
       ) 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION,  ) 
       ) 
    Plaintiff,  )  CASE NO. SX-2016-CV-00065 
       ) 
 v.      )  ACTION FOR DECLARATORY 
       )  JUDGMENT 
MANAL MOHAMMAD YOUSEF,  ) 
       ) 
   Defendant/   ) 
   Counterclaimant.  ) 
       ) 
 
 

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO 
THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF’S SECOND INTERROGATORIES 

 
 COMES NOW, Third-Party Defendant FATHI YUSUF (“Yusuf”) and files his 

Objections and Responses to  Third-Party Plaintiff’s Second Request for Interrogatories as 

follows: 
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Interrogatory #5:  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to one or more 

interrogatories. State in detail what immunity you received in return for or at the time of the plea 

deal by which United Corporation pled guilty of tax evasion.  

 NOTE: It does not make any difference that others received a similar or identical 

immunity—what is being sought here is YOUR statement of and understanding of the immunity 

you enjoy. This shall include but not be limited to the specific acts and types of acts for which you 

received immunity., as well as dates (or range of dates) of those acts for which you received 

immunity. 

Response: 

The Plea Agreement sets forth the immunity received by Fathi Yusuf.  See attached Plea 

Agreement bate-stamped FY342CASE- 000001 – 000020. 
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Interrogatory #6:  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to one or more 

interrogatories. Describe in detail all acts for which you have received immunity in which you or 

your agents or employees committed any of the following acts:  

A. Removed funds from Plaza Extra cash registers in the form of cash.  

B. Failed to add such cash removed from Plaza Extra on income tax filings  

C. Failed to pay taxes on such cash removed from Plaza Extra.  

D. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be converted to the use of you, your family 

members, the Hamed or the Hamed family members—or entities owned or controlled by 

any of them.  

E. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by a living person traveling 

to St. Maarten.  

F. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by a living person traveling 

to Jordan.  

G. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by a living person traveling 

to the West Bank.  

H. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be transported wire, telex, money order or 

other non-human means traveling to St. Maarten.  

I. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by wire, telex, money order 

or other non-human means to Jordan.  

J. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by wire, telex, money order 

or other non-human means to the West Bank. 
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K. k. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be deposited or used to purchase land in 

St. Maarten.  

L. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be deposited or used to purchase land in St. 

Jordan.  

M. Caused such cash removed from Plaza Extra to be deposited or used to purchase land in 

the West Bank. 

Response: 

The Plea Agreement sets forth the immunity received by Fathi Yusuf.  See attached Plea 

Agreement bate-stamped FY342CASE- 000001 – 000020. 
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Interrogatory #7:  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to one or more 

interrogatories. Describe in detail all acts for which you have received immunity in which you 

or your agents or employees committed any of the following acts:  

N. Removed pre-tax funds from Plaza Extra by means other than by taking cash from cash 

registers, .  

O. Failed to add such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra on income tax filings  

P. Failed to pay taxes on such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra.  

Q. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra.  

R. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by a 

living person traveling to St. Maarten.  

S. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by a 

living person traveling to Jordan.  

T. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by a 

living person traveling to the West Bank.  

U. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be transported wire, 

telex, money order or other non-human means traveling to St. Maarten.  

V. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by wire, 

telex, money order or other non-human means to Jordan.  

W. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be transported by wire, 

telex, money order or other non-human means to the West Bank. 
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X. k. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be deposited or used 

to purchase land in St. Maarten.  

Y. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be deposited or used to 

purchase land in St. Jordan.  

Z. Caused such other removed amounts removed from Plaza Extra to be deposited or used to 

purchase land in the West Bank. 

Response: 

The Plea Agreement sets forth the immunity received by Fathi Yusuf.  See attached Plea 

Agreement bate-stamped FY342CASE- 000001 – 000020. 
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Interrogatory #8:  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6 or 7, state 

whether some or all of that cash was repatriated to the USVI, Puerto Rico or the mainland US. For 

each such amount state:  

A. What amount was repatriated  

B. When that occurred  

C. What means was used to repatriate the amount.  

D. What that amount was used for  

Response: 

 Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 8.   
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Interrogatory #9:  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6, state 

whether some or all of that cash was NOT repatriated to the USVI, Puerto Rico or the mainland 

US. For each such amount state:  

A. What amount was not repatriated  

B. What that amount was used for  

C. What amount or asset presently exists, where and its value.  

Response: 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 9.   
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Interrogatory 10  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6 or 7 that 

was sent to St. Maarten, for which you HAVE received immunity, state whether some amounts 

went to Isam or Jamil Yousef – or Island Appliances. 

Response: 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 9.   
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Interrogatory 11  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6 or 7 that 

was sent to St. Maarten, for which you HAVE received immunity, state the approximate amount 

in each of the years 1995, 1996, 1997, 1998, 1999, and 2000. If you are no at able approximate the 

amount, state a range. If you are not able to approximate or state a range, state a minimum amount. 

Response: 

Yusuf objects to this interrogatory as overbroad and unduly burdensome to the extent that it seeks 

information beyond 1996 which is the time period relating to the events are the subject of this 

action.  Further responding, Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this 

Interrogatory No. 11.    
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Interrogatory 12  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6 or 7 that 

was sent to St. Maarten, for which you HAVE received immunity, detail all of the methods you 

know of which were used, these shall include but not be limited to:  

A. Wally carried cash  

B. Wally carried checks  

C. Wally carried money orders  

D. Wally carried some other thing  

E. Fathi carried cash  

F. Fathi carried checks  

G. Fathi carried money orders  

H. Fathi carried some other thing  

I. A third person other than Wally or Fathi (please identify) carried cash  

J. A third person other than Wally or Fathi (please identify) carried checks  

K. A third person other than Wally or Fathi (please identify) carried money orders  

L. A third person other than Wally or Fathi (please identify) carried some other thing  

M. Investments were used to transfer funds  

N. Wire transfers were used to transfer funds  

O. Assets of value were used to transfer funds  

P. Other means not listed were used to transfer funds, assets or anything of value.  

Response:  Yusuf objects to this interrogatory as overbroad and unduly burdensome to the extent 

that it seeks information beyond 1996 which is the time period relating to the events are the subject 
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of this action.  Further responding, Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to 

this Interrogatory No. 12.  
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Interrogatory 13  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6 or 7 that 

was sent to St. Maarten, for which you HAVE received immunity, detail all taxes you paid in St. 

Maarten with regard to those funds 

Response: 

Yusuf objects to this Interrogatories to the extent that they seek information and documents 

concerning any matter that is irrelevant to the claims or defenses of any party to this action, and 

not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence. Further responding, 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 13.    
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Interrogatory 14  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6 or 7 that 

was sent to St. Maarten, for which you HAVE received immunity, detail all taxes Jamil or Isam or 

Island Appliances paid in St. Maarten with regard to those funds, and if they did not, detail how 

you assisted them in not paying those taxes. 

Response: 

Yusuf objects to this Interrogatories to the extent that they seek information and documents 

concerning any matter that is irrelevant to the claims or defenses of any party to this action, and 

not reasonably calculated to lead to the discovery of admissible evidence.  Further responding, 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 13.    
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Interrogatory 15  

For any of the cash or other removed amounts described in response to interrogatory #6 or 7 that 

was sent to St. Maarten, for which you HAVE received immunity, detail whether some was used 

to ay one or more interest payments on behalf of Sixteen Plus to Manal Yousef or her agent(s) in 

1998, 1999, and/or 2000. 

Response: 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 15.    
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Interrogatory 16  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to one or more 

interrogatories. Here, above, you were asked to identify the acts and activities for which you have 

received immunity. In the interrogatories above, you were asked to identify the removal or other 

diversion of funds or assets from Plaza Extra prior to their being accounted--for the purpose of 

avoiding taxes—for which you HAVE received immunity. Describe in detail as to all such acts, 

transfers and uses of the funds:  

A. The names of persons who assisted in each act, transfer or use.  

B. The manner in which each such person assisted and the dates involved.  

C. The value, compensation or other remuneration or gratuity each received. 

Response: 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 16.    



Case Nos.: SX-2017-CV-00342 / SX-2016-CV-00065 
Third-Party Defendant Fathi Yusuf’s Responses to  
Third-Party Plaintiff’s Second Interrogatories 
Page 17 of 23 
 
 
Interrogatory 17  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to one or more 

interrogatories. In the interrogatories above, you were asked to identify the removal or other 

diversion of funds or assets from Plaza Extra prior to their being accounted--for the purpose of 

avoiding taxes—for which you HAVE received immunity. Describe in detail as to all such acts, 

transfers and uses of the funds:  

A. The knowledge or involvement of Mike Yusuf  

B. The knowledge or involvement of Yusuf Yusuf  

C. The knowledge or involvement of Nejeh Yusuf  

D. The knowledge or involvement of any other member of Fathi Yusuf’s immediate family.  

E. The knowledge or involvement of any of Mohammad Hamed’s sons or other members of 

his immediate family.  

F. The knowledge or involvement of any lawyer retained by Fathi Yusuf, Wally Hamed, 

Sixteen Plus, United Corporation or Plaza Extra Supermarkets  

G. The knowledge or involvement of any accountant or CPAr retained by Fathi Yusuf, Wally 

Hamed, Sixteen Plus, United Corporation or Plaza Extra Supermarkets  

H. The knowledge or involvement of any employee or contractor of Sixteen Plus, United 

Corporation or Plaza Extra Supermarkets.  

I. The identity and knowledge on any other person not provided in response to the above. 

Response:  Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 17.   
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Interrogatory 18  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to one or more 

interrogatories. In the interrogatories above, you were asked to identify the removal or other 

diversion of funds or assets from Plaza Extra prior to their being accounted--for the purpose of 

avoiding taxes—for which you HAVE received immunity. Describe in detail as to all such acts, 

transfers and uses of the funds: What properties or assets in the USVI were purchased with such 

funds or assets, including but not limited to your personal real property, real property held by you 

or your family, and real property held by corporations or partnership owned jointly with members 

of the Hamed family 

Response: 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 18.    
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Interrogatory 19  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to one or more 

interrogatories. In the interrogatories above, you were asked to identify the removal or other 

diversion of funds or assets from Plaza Extra prior to their being accounted--for the purpose of 

avoiding taxes—for which you HAVE received immunity. Describe in detail as to all such acts, 

transfers and uses of the funds: What properties or assets in Jordan or the West Bank were 

purchased with such funds or assets, including but not limited to your personal real property, real 

property held by you or your family, and real property held by corporations or partnership owned 

jointly with members of the Hamed family. 

Response: 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 19.    
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Interrogatory 19  

In the companion CICO action, 650, you asserted the 5th Amendment in response to 

interrogatories. In the interrogatories above, you were asked to identify the removal or other 

diversion of funds or assets from Plaza Extra prior to their being accounted--for the purpose of 

avoiding taxes—for which you HAVE received immunity. For the purpose of interrogatories 19-

21, these will be referred to as the act of “skimming” and the funds and assets will be referred to 

as the “skimmed assets”  

A. For the years and times for which you have immunity only, state the approximate total 

amount of the skimmed assets.  

B. For the years and times for which you have immunity only, state the approximate total 

amount of the skimmed assets that went to Fathi Yusuf and his family as compared to 

Mohammad Hamed and his family.  

C. For the years and times for which you have immunity only, state the approximate total 

amount of the skimmed assets that have been invested in real property, and lusting each 

property, state its present value.  

D. For the years and times for which you DO NOT have immunity only, state the approximate 

total amount of the skimmed assets.  

E. For the years and times for which you DO NOT have immunity only, state the approximate 

total amount of the skimmed assets that went to Fathi Yusuf and his family as compared to 

Mohammad Hamed and his family.  
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F. For the years and times for which you DO NOT have immunity only, state the approximate 

total amount of the skimmed assets that have been invested in real property, and lusting 

each property, state its present value. 

Response: 

Yusuf asserts his Fifth Amendment Privilege in response to this Interrogatory No. 19 

[sic].   
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      Respectfully submitted, 
 

DUDLEY NEWMAN FEUERZEIG LLP 
 
 
DATED:  November 7, 2022  By: /s/ Charlotte Perrell           
      CHARLOTTE K. PERRELL   (VI Bar #1281) 
      STEFAN B. HERPEL       (VI Bar #1019) 
      LISA MICHELLE KÖMIVES (VI Bar #1171) 
      Law House – 1000 Frederiksberg Gade 
      St. Thomas, VI 00802-6736 
      P.O. Box 756 
      St. Thomas, VI  00804-0756 
      Telephone: (340) 774-4422 
      E-Mail: cperrell@DNFvi.com 
        sherpel@DNFvi.com 
        lkomives@DNFvi.com 
 

 
      Attorneys for Fathi Yusuf 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

It is hereby certified that on the 7th day of November, 2022, the foregoing THIRD-
PARTY DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF’S  
SECOND INTERROGATORIES, which complies with the page and word limitations set forth 
in Rule 6-1(e), was served via e-mail, as agreed by the parties, addressed to: 
 
Joel H. Holt, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOEL H. HOLT 
Quinn House - Suite 2 
2132 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix  
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
E-Mail:  holtvi@aol.com 

Carl J. Hartmann, III, Esq. 
5000 Estate Coakley Bay – Unit L-6 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
 
 
E-Mail:  carl@carlhartmann.com  
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James L. Hymes, III, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JAMES HYMES III, PC  
No. 10 Norre Gade, 3rd Floor  
P.O. Box 990  
St. Thomas, VI 00804  
 
E-Mail: jim@hymeslawvi.com 
  rauna@hymeslawvi.com 

 

 
 
      c/Charlotte Perrell             
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
 

DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 
 
HISHAM HAMED, individually, and ) 
derivatively on behalf of SIXTEEN PLUS ) 
CORPORATION,    ) 
      )  
   Plaintiff,  ) CASE NO.:  SX-2016-CV-00650 
      ) 
 v.     ) DERIVATIVE SHAREHOLDER 
      ) SUIT, ACTION FOR DAMAGES 
FATHI YUSUF, ISAM YOUSUF and ) AND CICO RELIEF 
JAMIL YOUSEF,    ) 
      ) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
   Defendants,  ) 
      ) 
and      ) 
      ) 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION, )  
      ) 

           a nominal defendant. ) 
      ) 
 
 

DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO 
HISHAM HAMED’S SECOND REQUEST FOR INTERROGATORIES 

 
 COMES NOW, Defendant FATHI YUSUF (“Yusuf”) and files his Objections and 

Responses to  Hamed’s   Second Request for Interrogatories as follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 

Interrogatory 17: 

Manal Yousef has stated in her responses to interrogatories that she received three payments on the 
Note at issue here. 
 

Response: 
 

In the years 1998, 1999, and 2000, payments were made to me by the 

Sixteen Plus Corporation in the amount of $360,000.00 in each of those 

years. In 1998, the payment was made by Waleel Hamed in cash. I do 
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not know the form of the payment of $360,000.00 in 1999, or in 2000. I 

have not made a calculation of the accrued interest due through July 1, 

2017, or the daily accrual of interest after July 1, 2017. These are simple 

mathematical calculations that an economist, bookkeeper, or CPA can 

make based on the terms and conditions of the note given to me by the 

Sixteen Plus Corporation. At such time as these calculations are made, 

this response will be supplemented. 

For these three (3) and any other payments by Sixteen Plus to or for the benefit of Manal with  regard to 
the Note or mortgage at issue here, describe in detail: 
 

A. The amount of any payment, the means by which it was made, and the account from 
which it  was drawn. 

 
B. The amount of USVI, US, FIRPTA or other taxes withheld by Sixteen Plus--how that 

was  done and by whom. 
 
C. The amount of USVI, US FIRPTA or other taxes paid--how that was done, by whom 

and the amount. 
 
Response: 

 
Yusuf shows that he recalls that payments were made on the Note via cash.  As far as any 

particular tax withholdings, Yusuf is unsure if such tax withholdings were made and relied 

upon accountant Pablo O’Neill to make such withholdings if necessary. 

Interrogatory 18: 
 

You have stated that Sixteen Plus corporation received funds from a foreign national, from a foreign 
account for the purpose of purchasing real property in the USVI, and as a result, gave that foreign national 
an interest in the real property--a mortgage. For each of the following, please describe in detail how, when 
and by whom the action was done--or if it was not done, state, "Not done." 
 

A. Any filings or notifications informing USVI taxing authorities of a foreign investment 
in USVI real property. 
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B. Any corporate filings setting forth that the funds received were a mortgage and/or note 

due from the company, and if such occurred, who it was to. 
 

C. Any tax filings setting forth that the funds received were a mortgage and/or note due 
from the company, and if such occurred, who it was to. 
 

Response: 

In response, Yusuf incorporates his response to Requests to Admit in the “342” case, 

wherein he explained:   

 Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings which were prepared by Pablo 

O’Neill for a number of years.  Yusuf did not realize that the listing of the 

outstanding debt obligation was put as “shareholder” loans when executing the 

returns.  Upon discovering this error, the tax returns were corrected in the years 

going forward.  

 Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings in 2013 which were prepared by 

John Gaffney after Yusuf had discovered that the outstanding debt obligation to 

Manal Yusuf previously had been improperly listed that debt as “shareholder” 

loans.  Upon discovering this error, the corporate filings and the tax returns were 

corrected in the years going forward. 

Interrogatory 19: 
 
Attached to the Amended Complaint as EXHIBIT 8, is a corporate tax filing for the 2011 tax year, by 
Sixteen Plus. 
 

A. Is the signature thereon yours? 
 

B. Did you sign that document "Under penalty of perjury"? 
 

C. You signed as Secretary/Treasurer--did you hold those positions at that time? 
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D. Did you date the document 9-5-2012 ? 

 
E. On 'page 4' of that document is it represented that the amount of $4,710,626 was a "Loans 

from Shareholders" amount. 
 

F. From which shareholders was that amount received by Sixteen Plus? 
 

G. How, when and by what means did Sixteen Plus receive an amount in excess of $4 million 
from shareholders? 
 

H. Also on page 4, at line 8, there is an entry for "Mortgages" that lists no mortgages 
outstanding or due at that time. Explain in detail why the corporate tax filing did not list a 
mortgage due to Manal? 
 

RESPONSE: 

In response, Yusuf incorporates his response to Requests to Admit in the “342” case, wherein 

he explained:   

Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings which were prepared by Pablo O’Neill for 

a number of years.  Yusuf did not realize that the listing of the outstanding debt 

obligation was put as “shareholder” loans when executing the returns.  Upon 

discovering this error, the tax returns were corrected in the years going forward.  

 

Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings in 2013 which were prepared by John 

Gaffney after Yusuf had discovered that the outstanding debt obligation to Manal 

Yusuf previously had been improperly listed that debt as “shareholder” loans.  Upon 

discovering this error, the corporate filings and the tax returns were corrected in the 

years going forward. 
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Interrogatory 20: 
 
Attached to the Amended Complaint as EXHIBIT 9, is a tax filing by Sixteen Plus. 
 

A. Is the signature thereon yours? 
 

B. Did you sign that document "Under penalty of perjury" 
 

C. You signed as Secretary/Treasurer--did you hold those positions at that time? 
 

D. Did you date the document 10-12-00 and is it stamped as received by the VI Bureau of 
Internal Revenue in October of 2000? 
 

E. On page 3 (lower right bates number 449-3104) of that document is it are the amounts 
of $4,522,261 and $4,708,261:set forth to the right of "Loans from Shareholders". 
 

F. From which shareholders was an amount in excess of $4 million received by Sixteen 
Plus? 
 

G. How, when and by what means did Sixteen Plus receive in excess of $4 million from 
shareholders? 
 

H. Also on page 3, on line 8, there is an entry for "Mortgages" that lists no mortgages 
outstanding or due at that time. Explain in detail why the corporate tax filing did not 
list a mortgage due to Manal? 

 
Response: 

In response, Yusuf incorporates his response to Requests to Admit in the “342” case, 

wherein he explained:   

Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings which were prepared by Pablo O’Neill 

for a number of years.  Yusuf did not realize that the listing of the outstanding debt 

obligation was put as “shareholder” loans when executing the returns.  Upon 

discovering this error, the tax returns were corrected in the years going forward.  
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Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings in 2013 which were prepared by John 

Gaffney after Yusuf had discovered that the outstanding debt obligation to Manal 

Yusuf previously had been improperly listed that debt as “shareholder” loans.  

Upon discovering this error, the corporate filings and the tax returns were corrected 

in the years going forward. 

Interrogatory 21: 

Attached to the Amended Complaint as EXHIBIT 10, is a corporate filing by Sixteen Plus. 

A. Is one of the two signatures thereon yours? 
 

B. Was the date of the filing set forth on the first page as June 19, 2012 and is it stamped as 
received on September 21, 2012 by the Lt. Governor's Office? 
 

C. You signed as Treasurer--did you hold that position at that time? 
 

E. On the second (lower left page bates number HAMD58863O) of that document is it 
represented that the amount of $4,110,626 was related to "Shareholder loans". 
 

F. From which shareholders was that amount received by Sixteen Plus? 
 

G. How, when and by what means did Sixteen Plus receive in excess of $4 million in 
Shareholder loans? 
 

H. Is there any liability for any real estate Notes or Mortgages listed, if not, why? 
 

Response: 

In response, Yusuf incorporates his response to Requests to Admit in the “342” case, 

wherein he explained:   

Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings which were prepared by Pablo O’Neill 

for a number of years.  Yusuf did not realize that the listing of the outstanding debt 

obligation was put as “shareholder” loans when executing the returns.  Upon 
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discovering this error, the tax returns were corrected in the years going forward.  

 

Yusuf executed the tax and corporate filings in 2013 which were prepared by John 

Gaffney after Yusuf had discovered that the outstanding debt obligation to Manal 

Yusuf previously had been improperly listed that debt as “shareholder” loans.  

Upon discovering this error, the corporate filings and the tax returns were corrected 

in the years going forward. 

Interrogatory 22: 

Attached to the Amended Complaint as EXHIBIT 11 is a document which purports to be a Corporate 
filing, but lists as President Maher Yusuf, and lists Fawzia as the VP. 
 

A. Describe by whom, when, how and why this document was created. 
 

B. Was Maher ever the President of Sixteen Plus, if so, when did that happen and how? 
 

C. Was Fawzia ever the VP of Sixteen Plus, if so when did that happen and how? 
 

D. That document shows over $4 million as "loans from Related Party" rather than "Loans from 
Shareholders" -- explain in detail who made this change, when and why? 
 

E. On the page bates stamped HAMD588668, only one signature appears, whose it that? 
 

Response: 

Yusuf shows that he is uncertain how this document was created and who created it.  

Further, Mr. Yusuf understands that this document was not the one filed.  See Bates 

344-FY-00074-76.  However, Mr. Yusuf is under the belief that it was created after he 

realized that the prior tax returns for Sixteen Plus incorrectly listed “shareholder loans” 

and that it should have been “loans to a related party” as the loan was from Manal 

Yousef and not the shareholders of Sixteen Plus.  The correction was also reflected in 
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344-FY-0074-76 which Waleed Hamed and Fathi Yusuf signed.  The signature on 

HAMD588668 is Mr. Yusuf’s. 

      Respectfully Submitted, 
 
      DUDLEY NEWMAN FEUERZEIG LLP 
 
DATED:  November 7, 2022        By: /s/ Charlotte Perrell      
      CHARLOTTE K. PERRELL      (VI Bar #1281 
      STEFAN B. HERPEL          (VI Bar #1019) 
      Law House - 1000 Frederiksberg Gade 
      St. Thomas, VI  00802-6736 
      P.O. Box 756 
      St. Thomas, VI 00804-0756 
      Telephone: (340) 774-4422 
      E-Mail: cperrell@DNFvi.com 
        sherpel@DNFvi.com 
 
      Attorneys for Fathi Yusuf 
 
 
  

mailto:cperrell@DNFvi.com
mailto:sherpel@DNFvi.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 It is hereby certified that on the 7th day of November, 2022, the foregoing DEFENDANT 
FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO HISHAM HAMED’S SECOND REQUEST FOR 
INTERROGATORIES, which complies with the page and word limitations set forth in Rule 
6-1(e), was served via e-mail addressed to: 
 
Joel H. Holt, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOEL H. HOLT 
Quinn House - Suite 2 
2132 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix  
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
E-Mail:  holtvi@aol.com 

Carl J. Hartmann, III, Esq. 
5000 Estate Coakley Bay – Unit L-6 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
 
 
E-Mail:  carl@carlhartmann.com  
              carl@hartmann.attorney 
 

James L. Hymes, III, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JAMES HYMES III, PC  
No. 10 Norre Gade, 3rd Floor  
P.O. Box 990  
St. Thomas, VI 00804  
 
E-Mail:  jim@hymeslawvi.com 
   rauna@hymeslawvi.com 

Kevin A. Rames, Esq. 
Law Offices of K. A. Rames, P.C. 
Suite 3, 2111 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
E-mail: kevin.rames@rameslaw.com 

 
 
      /s/ Charlotte Perrell     
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
 

DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 
 
HISHAM HAMED, individually, and ) 
derivatively on behalf of SIXTEEN PLUS ) 
CORPORATION,    ) 
      )  
   Plaintiff,  ) CASE NO.:  SX-2016-CV-00650 
      ) 
 v.     ) DERIVATIVE SHAREHOLDER 
      ) SUIT, ACTION FOR DAMAGES 
FATHI YUSUF, ISAM YOUSUF and ) AND CICO RELIEF 
JAMIL YOUSEF,    ) 
      ) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
   Defendants,  ) 
      ) 
and      ) 
      ) 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION, )  
      ) 

           a nominal defendant. ) 
      ) 
 
 

DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO 
HISHAM HAMED’S THIRD REQUEST FOR INTERROGATORIES 

 
 COMES NOW, Defendant FATHI YUSUF (“Yusuf”) and files his Responses and 

Objections to Hamed’s Third Request for Interrogatories as follows: 

INTERROGATORIES 
 
Interrogatory 23: 
 

In the amended complaint herein, it is alleged at paragraphs 37-42 that: 
 

37. While the criminal case continued over the next years, various third parties attempted 
to buy the Land from Sixteen Plus at substantially higher prices than was paid for the 
property, with the highest offer exceeding $22 million. 

 
38. Recognizing this substantial increase of 500% in value in less than 10 years, Fathi 

Yusuf began to try to figure out how to pocket these funds for himself. 
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39. In this regard, the Federal Government agreed that it would remove its lien and the 
Land could be sold – but only if the proceeds of any such sale were escrowed pending 
the outcome of the criminal case and not paid to Manal Yousef. 

 
40. Contrary to the best interests of Sixteen Plus and its shareholders, Fathi Yusuf began 

to formulate a plan to embezzle from and defraud Sixteen Plus of the value of the 
Land, and thus rejected offers for the Land unless the sham Manal Yousef note and 
mortgage were paid -- so he could then get sole control of these funds. 

 
41. The Federal Government refused to agree to the request that the Manal Yousef 

mortgage be paid first, asserting its own doubts about the validity of the sham 
mortgage. 

 
42. Fathi Yusuf could also have had Manal Yousef agree to an escrow of the sales 

proceeds while preserving her alleged mortgage rights. . . . 
 

A. You were asked to describe any inquiries, offers or communications with third 
parties about the subject property in the First Interrogatories of the companion 
consolidated cases 65/342). If there is and further information that you sis not 
include there, please describe in detail here--including a description of any 
documents related thereto. 
 

B. Detail all communications and correspondence with the US government or the 
Vi government, including but not limited to the FBI, US Attorney General, the 
VI attorney General, federal prosecutors, and VI prosecutors, regarding such 
offers. 
 

C. Detail all communications and correspondence with the US government or the 
VI Government, including but not limited to the FBI, US Attorney General, the 
VI attorney General, federal prosecutors, and VI prosecutors, regarding the 
lifting of the lien on the subject property. 
 

D. Detail all communications and correspondence with the US government or 
the VI Government, including but not limited to the FBI, US Attorney 
General, the VI Attorney General, federal prosecutors, and VI prosecutors, 
regarding alternative means for lifting the lien. 
 

E. With regard to that lien, describe when, how and under what circumstances that 
lien was eventually lifted. 

 
Response: 
 

Yusuf incorporates his response to Interrogatory No. 1 in the “342” case as follows:   
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Yusuf had communications with a wealthy gentlemen, whose name he does not recall 

at the moment, regarding the potential purchase of the Diamond Keturah Property in for a 

potential purchase price of $30,000,000. At that time, the Diamond Katurah Property was 

restricted from being sold as a result of the criminal matter that was pending.  Yusuf discussed 

the potential sale with the Federal Marshal Briskman.  In those discussions, the Marshal would 

not allow for the proceeds from the sale to be used to pay the Note and release the Mortgage. 

The Marshal was going to require the entire proceeds be held, and not released to anyone, if 

there was a sale of the Diamond Katurah Property.    

 Further, Yusuf incorporates his responses to certain Request to Admit in the “342” case 

in which he clarified that other than Marshal Briskman, Yusuf does not recall speaking with 

other government related persons on the matter of releasing the lien by Manal Yusuf on the 

Diamond Katurah Property. 

      Respectfully Submitted, 
 
      DUDLEY NEWMAN FEUERZEIG LLP 
 
DATED:  November 7, 2022        By: /s/ Charlotte Perrell           
      CHARLOTTE K. PERRELL (VI Bar #1281) 
      STEFAN B. HERPEL     (VI Bar #1019) 
      Law House - 1000 Frederiksberg Gade 
      St. Thomas, VI  00802-6736 
      P.O. Box 756 
      St. Thomas, VI 00804-0756 
      Telephone: (340) 774-4422 
      E-Mail: cperrell@DNFvi.com 
        sherpel@DNFvi.com 
 
      Attorneys for Fathi Yusuf 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

It is hereby certified that on the 7th day of November, 2022, the foregoing 
DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO HISHAM HAMED’S THIRD 
REQUEST FOR INTERROGATORIES, which complies with the page and word limitations 
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Joel H. Holt, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOEL H. HOLT 
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E-Mail:  holtvi@aol.com 

Carl J. Hartmann, III, Esq. 
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James L. Hymes, III, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JAMES HYMES III, PC  
No. 10 Norre Gade, 3rd Floor  
P.O. Box 990  
St. Thomas, VI 00804  
 
E-Mail:  jim@hymeslawvi.com 
   rauna@hymeslawvi.com 

Kevin A. Rames, Esq. 
Law Offices of K. A. Rames, P.C. 
Suite 3, 2111 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
E-mail: kevin.rames@rameslaw.com 

 
 
       /s/ Charlotte Perrell          
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 

 
HISHAM HAMED, individually, and ) 
derivatively on behalf of SIXTEEN PLUS ) 
CORPORATION,    ) 
      )  
   Plaintiff,  ) CASE NO.:  SX-2016-CV-00650 
      ) 
 v.     ) DERIVATIVE SHAREHOLDER 
      ) SUIT, ACTION FOR DAMAGES 
FATHI YUSUF, ISAM YOUSUF and ) AND CICO RELIEF 
JAMIL YOUSEF,    ) 
      ) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
   Defendants,  ) 
      ) 
and      ) 
      ) 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION, )  
      ) 

           a nominal defendant. ) 
      ) 
 

DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO 
HISHAM HAMED’S FOURTH REQUEST FOR INTERROGATORIES 

 
 COMES NOW, Defendant FATHI YUSUF (“Yusuf”) and files his Objections and 

Responses to  Hamed’s   Fourth Request for Interrogatories as follows: 

 
INTERROGATORIES 

Interrogatory 24: 
 

In you response to the first interrogatories provided on September 9, 2022, in response to interrogatories 

1-3 you responded by partially answering--then asserting the 5th Amendment. With regard to that 

reponse: 

A. Describe in detail all facts which support your assertion of the 5th Amendment with 
specificity as to dates, persons, places times, acts and documents. 

 
B. Describe in detail any and all pending criminal actions, or the potential criminal actions 

against you. 
 

C. Describe in detail all facts which tend to prove or disprove the extent to which the  issues in 
the actual or potential criminal and civil cases overlap; 

 
D. Describe in detail all facts which tend to prove or disprove the present status of the actual or 

potential criminal case, including whether you have been warned, targeted,       made a POI, indicted, 



been given immunity or are otherwise immunized from prosecution or criminal jeopardy 
. 

E. Describe in detail all facts which tend to prove or disprove your interest in proceeding 
expeditiously weighed against the prejudice to you or other party caused by a delay; 

F. Describe the private interests of and burden on the parties; 

G. Describe the facts which prove or disprove the interests of the court; and 

H. the public interest 

I. Do you fully understand that partial disclosures in tandem with this assertion may void some or 

all of the alleged protections of the 5th Amendment? If the answer is other than a simple "yes", 

what is your understanding? 

J. Do you fully understand that this assertion may create a negative inference? If the answer is 

other than a simple "yes", what is your understanding? 

RESPONSE: 
 
 
 Yusuf objects to Interrogatory No. 24 on the grounds that it is an improper and compound 
inquiry.  Further, Yusuf objects to the extent that it is an improper inquiry seeking information which 
is subject to attorney client and work product privilege.  Yusuf objects to this inquiry on the grounds 
that it calls for Yusuf to provide a legal opinion or conclusions.  Further, responding Yusuf reasserts his 
Fifth Amendment privilege as to this Interrogatory.    



 
Interrogatory 25: 

In response to Interrogatory number 4 regarding the original loan of $4.5 million you stated: 

I advised Bank of Nova Scotia that we would purchase the property and would close upon the end of the 
right of redemption period. United made a $500,000 deposit to hold the property. Upon my return to the 
Virgin Islands, the first installment on the loan was received. We created Sixteen Plus, LLC to purchase the 
Diamond Kuturah property. 

In response to Document request #8 as to three interest payments of $360,000 you stated 

Yusuf shows that three payments were made of interest. Yusuf is researching documents to evidence these 
payments and will supplement as to same. 

Describe in detail United's and Fathi Yusuf's involvement in these transactions, include but do not limit 
this to: 

 

A. On or about what dates did United make the $500,000 payment? The three interest payments? 

B. From what United or Sixteen Plus account was each of the 4 payments made? 

C. Who authorized and arraanged each payment? In what capacity did they act? 

D. What was the source of the funds United used for the $500,000 payment -- was it from Plaza 

Extra income, United tenant income or otherwise? 

E. Were there writings or documents associated with these payments and repayments and for each 

identify the creator, the content and the purpose -- whether or not you now have the related 

documents? 

F. When and how was repayment to United of the $500,000 made--by whom, from what account 

and into what account. Include the names of all persons with 

knowledge of this and all documents? 

Response: 
 

Yusuf incorporates his prior responses in this matter to this Interrogatory as responsive thereto. 
Yusuf further shows that he was primarily involved with identifying the Diamond Katurah Property 
and negotiating with the Bank of Nova Scotia to secure the property.  As to the initial payment of the 
$500,000, Yusuf believes the funds were provided to the Bank of Nova Scotia in the form of a check 
and that the funds would have come from the United/Plaza Extra income.   Yusuf has now seen 
certain documents from Plessen relating to a loan, which Sixteen Plus later repaid.  Yusuf shows that 
it is possible that Plessen may have provided the initial $500,000, to hold the property.  However, his 
recollection is that it was from United. As to the interest payments, Yusuf has found no documents in 
his possession regarding same but understood that Waleed is the one who physically made the 
payments. Yusuf believes that the source of the funds for the interest payments were United’s Plaza 
Extra income. Yusuf does not recall how the $500,000 initial payment to hold the property was repaid.    
 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
      Respectfully Submitted, 
 
      DUDLEY NEWMAN FEUERZEIG LLP 
 
DATED:  November 7, 2022        By: /s/ Charlotte Perrell      
      CHARLOTTE K. PERRELL      (VI Bar #1281 
      STEFAN B. HERPEL          (VI Bar #1019) 
      Law House - 1000 Frederiksberg Gade 
      St. Thomas, VI  00802-6736 
      P.O. Box 756 
      St. Thomas, VI 00804-0756 
      Telephone: (340) 774-4422 
      E-Mail: cperrell@DNFvi.com 
        sherpel@DNFvi.com 
 
      Attorneys for Fathi Yusuf 
 
 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 It is hereby certified that on the 4th day of November, 2022, the foregoing DEFENDANT 
FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO HISHAM HAMED’S FOURTH REQUEST FOR 
INTERROGATORIES, which complies with the page and word limitations set forth in Rule 6-1(e), 
was served via e-mail addressed to: 
 
Joel H. Holt, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOEL H. HOLT 
Quinn House - Suite 2 
2132 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix  
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
E-Mail:  holtvi@aol.com 

Carl J. Hartmann, III, Esq. 
5000 Estate Coakley Bay – Unit L-6 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
 
 
E-Mail:  carl@carlhartmann.com  
              carl@hartmann.attorney 
 

James L. Hymes, III, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JAMES HYMES III, PC  
No. 10 Norre Gade, 3rd Floor  
P.O. Box 990  
St. Thomas, VI 00804  
 

Kevin A. Rames, Esq. 
Law Offices of K. A. Rames, P.C. 
Suite 3, 2111 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
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   rauna@hymeslawvi.com 

E-mail: kevin.rames@rameslaw.com 

 
 
      /s/ Charlotte Perrell     
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VERIFICATION 

 
I hereby certify under penalty of perjury that the facts contained in each of the foregoing 

responses to interrogatories are true and correct to the best of my knowledge, information and belief. 
 

Dated-:       
Fathi Yusuf 

 
 
 
 
 
 

TERRITORY OF THE UNITED STATES VIRGIN ISLANDS 

DISTRICT OF      - 

) 
) ss. 
) 

On this, the          day of , 2022, before me, the 
undersigned officer, personally appeared Fathi Yusuf, known to me (or satisfactorily proven) to be 
the person whose name is subscribed to the within document and acknowledged that he/she executed 
the same for the purpose therein contained. 

 
IN WITNESS WHEREOF, I hereunto set my hand and official seal. 

 
 

Notary Public 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

 



IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
 

DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 
 
HISHAM HAMED, individually, and ) 
derivatively on behalf of SIXTEEN PLUS ) 
CORPORATION,    ) 
      )  
   Plaintiff,  ) CASE NO.:  SX-2016-CV-00650 
      ) 
 v.     ) DERIVATIVE SHAREHOLDER 
      ) SUIT, ACTION FOR DAMAGES 
FATHI YUSUF, ISAM YOUSUF and ) AND CICO RELIEF 
JAMIL YOUSEF,    ) 
      ) JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
   Defendants,  ) 
      ) 
and      ) 
      ) 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION, )  
      ) 

           a nominal defendant. ) 
      ) 
 
 

DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES 
 TO PLAINTIFF’S SECOND REQUEST FOR THE 

 PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF 
 

 COMES NOW, Defendant FATHI YUSUF (“Yusuf”) and files his Objections and 

Responses to Plaintiff’s Second Request for the Production of Documents as follows: 

REQUESTS 

Document Request No. 21:  

You have been served with a first, second and third interrogatories in this case. In those 

interrogatories you were asked to describe or identify documents related to your answers. 

Produce all such documents- referenced to the specific interrogatory or interrogatories to 

which each document is responsive. 

  



Fathi Yusuf (adv. Hisham Hamed) 
Case No.: SX-2016-CV-00650 
Defendant Fathi Yusuf’s Objections and 
Responses to Plaintiff’s Second Request 
for the Production of Documents 
Page 2 of 3 
 
 
Response: 
 
See documents previously produced in this matter: FY650CASE 000001 – 000034, 344-
FY-0004 – 1027, 344-FY-1148 – 1167 and 344-FY-1232 – 1237 
 
Document Request No. 22:  

Provide all documents which you have supplied to experts in this matter or which you 

intend to use at trial. 

Response: 
 
Yusuf has not yet retained an expert in this matter and will supplement his response once he 
has done so. 
 
      Respectfully Submitted, 
 
      DUDLEY NEWMAN FEUERZEIG LLP 
 
DATED:  November 7, 2022        By: //s/Charlotte K. Perrell     
      STEFAN B. HERPEL          (VI Bar #1019) 
      Law House - 1000 Frederiksberg Gade 
      St. Thomas, VI  00802-6736 
      P.O. Box 756 
      St. Thomas, VI 00804-0756 
      Telephone: (340) 774-4422 
      E-Mail: cperrell@DNFvi.com 
        sherpel@DNFvi.com 
 
      Attorneys for Fathi Yusuf 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 It is hereby certified that on the 7th day of November, 2022, the foregoing DEFENDANT 
FATHI YUSUF’S OBJECTIONS AND RESPONSES TO PLAINTIFF’S SECOND 
REQUEST FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT FATHI 
YUSUF, which complies with the page and word limitations set forth in Rule 6-1(e), was served 
via e-mail addressed to: 
 
Joel H. Holt, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOEL H. HOLT 
Quinn House - Suite 2 
2132 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix  
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
E-Mail:  holtvi@aol.com 

Carl J. Hartmann, III, Esq. 
5000 Estate Coakley Bay – Unit L-6 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
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   rauna@hymeslawvi.com 

Kevin A. Rames, Esq. 
Law Offices of K. A. Rames, P.C. 
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E-mail: kevin.rames@rameslaw.com 
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IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
 

DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 
 
 
MANAL MOHAMMAD YOUSEF a/k/a  ) 
MANAL MOHAMAD YOUSEF,   ) 
       ) 
   Plaintiff,   )  CASE NO. SX-17-CV-342  
       ) 
 v.      )  ACTION FOR DEBT AND 
       )  FORECLOSURE OF REAL 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION,  )  PROPERTY MORTGAGE 
       ) 
   Defendant/   )  COUNTERCLAIM FOR 
   Counterclaimant/  )  DAMAGES 
   Third-Party Plaintiff,  ) 
       )  JURY TRIAL DEMANDED 
 v.      ) 
       ) 
FATHI YUSUF,     ) 
       ) 
   Third-Party Defendant. ) 
       ) 
       ) 
SIXTEEN PLUS CORPORATION,  ) 
       ) 
    Plaintiff,  )  CASE NO. SX-16-CV-065 
       ) 
 v.      )  ACTION FOR DECLARATORY 
       )  JUDGMENT 
MANAL MOHAMMAD YOUSEF,  ) 
       ) 
   Defendant/   ) 
   Counterclaimant.  ) 
       ) 
 
 

THIRD-PARTY DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO THIRD-PARTY 
 PLAINTIFF’S SECOND REQUEST FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS 

 
 COMES NOW, Third-Party Defendant FATHI YUSUF (“Yusuf”) and files his 

Objections and Responses to Third-Party Plaintiff’s Second Request for the Production of 

Documents as follows: 
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Third-Party Defendant Fathi Yusuf’s Responses to 
Third-Party Plaintiff’s Second Request 
for the Production of Documents 
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11. You have been served with two sets of interrogatories in this matter. With regard to each 

of the responses thereto, provide all documents, communications and physical evidence described 

therein. Provide the documents indexed to the number of the response. When documents are 

referenced but not provided, explain why this is the case. 

RESPONSE: 

See documents Bates-stamped FY342CASE- 000001 – 000020, FY650CASE- 000001 

– 000034 including  documents produced in the earlier  344 case: 344-FY-0004 – 0981, 0982 

– 1027, 1148 – 1167 , and 1232 – 1237 as responsive to this request.  
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12. You have been served with two sets of interrogatories in this matter. With regard to each 

of the responses, provide all documents and communications which relate to your response 

whether identified or not. Provide the documents indexed to the number of the response. When 

documents exist or existed but not provided, explain why this is the case. 

RESPONSE: 

See response to Request to Produce No. 11.  
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13. You have been served with requests to admit in this cause, with regard to each of the 

responses, provide all documents and communications which relate to your response whether 

identified or not. Provide the documents indexed to the number of the response. When documents 

exist or existed but are not provided, explain why this is the case. 

RESPONSE: 

See response to Request to Produce No. 11.  
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14. Please produce all documents which you intend to use or actually use at hearings or trial in 

this matter. If you have not made such decisions yet, this is a continuing request and your response 

must be supplemented prior to hearing or trial.  

RESPONSE: 

Yusuf has not completed his discovery or his preparation for trial of this matter.  Yusuf will 

supplement his response to this request for production to the extent required by the Virgin Islands 

Rules of Civil Procedure 
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15. Provide all documents, communications to or from, or other evidence relating to statements 

or affidavits from witnesses to the matters herein. 

RESPONSE: 

 Yusuf is unaware of any documents responsive to this request other than those already 

produced in this case.  
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16. Provide all documents, communications to or from, or other evidence relating to statements 

or affidavits from experts to the matters herein. 

RESPONSE: 

Yusuf has not yet retained an expert in this matter.  Yusuf will supplement his response to this 

request for production to the extent required by the Virgin Islands Rules of Civil Procedure 
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      Respectfully submitted, 
 

DUDLEY NEWMAN FEUERZEIG LLP 
 
DATED:  November 7, 2022        By: /s/ Charlotte Perrell           
      CHARLOTTE K. PERRELL   (VI Bar #1281) 
      STEFAN B. HERPEL       (VI Bar #1019) 
      LISA MICHELLE KÖMIVES (VI Bar #1171) 
      Law House – 1000 Frederiksberg Gade 
      St. Thomas, VI 00802-6736 
      P.O. Box 756 
      St. Thomas, VI  00804-0756 
      Telephone: (340) 774-4422 
      E-Mail: cperrell@DNFvi.com 
        sherpel@DNFvi.com 
        lkomives@DNFvi.com 
 

 
      Attorneys for Fathi Yusuf 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 
 

 It is hereby certified that on the 7th day of November, 2022, the foregoing THIRD 
PARTY DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF’S RESPONSES TO THIRD-PARTY PLAINTIFF’S 
SECOND REQUEST FOR THE PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS, which complies with 
the page and word limitations set forth in Rule 6-1(e), was served via e-mail, as agreed by the 
parties, addressed to: 
 
Joel H. Holt, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JOEL H. HOLT 
Quinn House - Suite 2 
2132 Company Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix  
U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
 
E-Mail:  holtvi@aol.com 

Carl J. Hartmann, III, Esq. 
2940 Brookwind Drive 
Holland, MI 49424 
 
 
 
 
E-Mail:  carl@carlhartmann.com  
 

James L. Hymes, III, Esq. 
LAW OFFICES OF JAMES HYMES III, PC  
P.O. Box 990  
St. Thomas, VI 00804  
 
E-Mail:  jim@hymeslawvi.com 
   rauna@hymeslawvi.com 

 

 
 
      /s/ Charlotte Perrell            
 
R:\DOCS\6254\11\DRFTPLDG\33B2480.DOCX 
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