
N THE SUPERIOR COURT OF THE VIRGIN ISLANDS 
 

DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 
 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the   ) 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED,   ) 
       ) 

Plaintiff/Counterclaim Defendant, ) CIVIL NO. SX-12-CV-370 
     ) 

v.      ) 
       ) ACTION FOR INJUNCTIVE 
FATHI YUSUF and UNITED CORPORATION, ) RELIEF, DECLARATORY 
       )  JUDGMENT, AND 
  Defendants/Counterclaimants, ) PARTNERSHIP DISSOLUTION, 
       ) WIND UP, AND ACCOUNTING 
 v.      ) 
       ) 
WALEED HAMED, WAHEED HAMED,  ) 
MUFEED HAMED, HISHAM HAMED, and ) 
PLESSEN ENTERPRISES, INC.,   ) 
       ) 
 Additional Counterclaim Defendants. ) Consolidated With 
       ) 
       ) 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the  ) 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED,   ) 
       ) CIVIL NO. SX-14-CV-287 
     Plaintiff,  ) 
       ) ACTION FOR DAMAGES AND 
 v.      ) DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 
       ) 
UNITED CORPORATION,   ) 
       ) 
     Defendant. ) 
       ) 
       ) 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the   ) 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED,   )  CIVIL NO. SX-14-CV-278 
       ) 
     Plaintiff,  )  ACTION FOR DEBT AND  
 v.      )  CONVERSION 
       ) 
FATHI YUSUF,     ) 
       ) 
     Defendant. ) 
       ) 
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FATHI YUSUF and     ) 
UNITED CORPORATION,   ) 
       ) 
     Plaintiffs, ) CIVIL NO. ST-17-CV-384 
       ) 
 v.      ) ACTION TO SET ASIDE 
       ) FRAUDULENT TRANSFERS 
THE ESTATE OF MOHAMMAD HAMED, ) 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the Estate of ) 
Mohammad Hamed, and THE MOHAMMAD A. ) 
HAMED LIVING TRUST,    ) 
       ) 
     Defendants. ) 
       ) 
       ) 
KAC357, INC., a USVI Corporation,  ) 
       ) 
     Plaintiff, ) CASE NO.: SX-18-CV-219 
       ) 
 v.      ) ACTION FOR DEBT AND 
       ) UNJUST ENRICHMENT 
FATHI YUSUF, a partner, and   ) 
THE HAMED-YUSUF PARTNERSHIP  ) 
a/k/a THE PLAZA EXTRA SUPERMARKET ) 
PARTNERSHIP,     ) 
       ) 
     Defendants. ) 
       ) 
 
  

FATHI YUSUF’S OPPOSITION TO  
HAMED’S MOTION FOR PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGEMENT RE A PORTION OF 

REVISED CLAIM H-1411 - $1.5 MILLION CHECK2 TO YUSUF 
 

 Defendant/Counterclaimant Fathi Yusuf (“Yusuf”) through his attorneys, Dudley 

Newman Feuerzeig, LLP hereby provides his Opposition to Hamed’s Motion for Partial 

Summary Judgment Re a Portion of Revised Claim H-141 (sic) - $1.5 Million Check (sic) to 

Yusuf as follows: 

 

 
1 This is incorrect and should be H-151.   
2 This is incorrect, there is not a single check for $1.5 million.   
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I. Preliminary Procedural Inaccuracies  

A. Incorrect Caption  

 Hamed incorrectly captions this motion as relating to “Revised Claim H-141- $1.5 

Million Check to Yusuf.”  To clarify, it appears that this motion relates to Revised Claim H-

“151” – not H-141.   

B. Incorrect Check References 

 Further, there is not a singular check made payable to Yusuf for $1.5 million as reflected 

in Hamed’s caption. Rather, Yusuf understands that Revised Claim H-151 relates to various 

checks and that this Motion for Partial Summary Judgment was intended to relate only to two 

checks written by Waleed Hamed to Fathi Yusuf and his wife, Fawzia Yusuf, endorsed and 

made payable to Hisham Hamed, each in the amount of $750,000, which together total $1.5 

million. However, as demonstrated below, the particular checks referenced in this Motion at 

page 3, Check Numbers 1149 and 1104, were not the two checks that were endorsed to Hisham 

Hamed (which this Motion relates to).  Instead, different two different checks bearing check 

numbers 1150 and 1105 are the checks which were endorsed to Hisham Hamed.   

II.  Summary of Argument 

 Hamed seeks partial summary judgment claiming that checks that Waleed Hamed wrote 

and signed made payable to Fathi and his wife, which were never cashed by the Yusufs, but 

instead, were provided and endorsed to Hisham Hamed (as well as Mufeed Hamed) and paid to 

these Hamed sons, somehow constitutes a “unilateral withdrawal of Partnership funds by Yusuf 

and must be charged against his Partnership Account.”  Hamed Motion, p. 11.         
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 However, Hamed’s Motion lacks both factual support and is premised upon flawed 

logic.  First, Yusuf did not receive the funds for his personal use.  Rather, these funds were 

provided to the Hameds.  Waleed orchestrated the process and wrote the letters using the words 

“gift” for what he explained was “tax purposes.”  Second, the checks were endorsed and paid 

to Hisham Hamed and Mufeed Hamed – not to the Yusufs.  Yusuf and his wife never received 

the funds.  There is no dispute that the Hameds received the funds.  Third, it defies logic that, 

at this stage, in 2011 when the families were already feuding, Fathi Yusuf and Waleed Hamed 

would have agreed to a removal of funds without an understanding and agreement to an amount 

that resulted in an equal sum to both families. 

 As described in greater detail below and reflected in the General Ledger Records for 

Plaza Extra-Tutu, Yusuf and Waleed (on behalf of Hamed) agreed to the following:  

1.) As to payments to the Hameds, the Partnership would provide funds to the Hamed 

sons, Hisham Hamed (the “Two Hisham $750,000 Checks”) and Mufeed Hamed 

(the “Two Mufeed $750,000 Checks”).  Hence, the Hameds would receive a total of 

$3 million.   

2.) As to payments to the Yusufs, previously, Yusuf had made gifts to two of his children 

for $1 million each, totaling $2 million.  Hence, the Yusufs already had received a 

total of only $2 million at this point.  

3.) To even the withdrawals between the families, Yusuf then received an additional $1 

million, which was paid in two checks, to wit: one check to Yusuf for $500,000 and 

one check to his wife, Fawzi Yusuf for another $500,000.  

4.) The net of these exchanges resulted in the families each having received $3,000,000.  
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Hence, it has always been Yusuf’s position that no claims can be made as between the partners 

relating to the Two Hisham $750,000 Checks or the Two Mufeed $750,000 Checks, as they 

agreed and there have been equal and matching withdrawals such that no additional exchanges 

are required.   

 As to why the Two Hisham $750,000 Checks and Two Mufeed $750,000 Checks 

provided to the Hameds were written to Yusuf and his wife and then endorsed to the Hameds, 

Yusuf shows that this was Waleed’s suggestion.  Hence, Waleed issued and signed the checks, 

which were then provided and endorsed to Mufeed and Hisham, who cashed the checks by 

depositing them into their accounts. Yusuf shows that it was not his idea to provide the Hameds 

the funds in that manner, rather it was Waleed’s suggestion, claiming that if the funds were 

labeled as a “gift,” it would have better tax implications. Now, Hamed seeks to use the letters 

written by Waleed Hamed against Yusuf, to attempt to secure a double recovery (i.e. the 

Hameds received the monies paid to Mufeed and Hisham and now claim those same funds were 

a withdrawal by Yusuf and thus, should be charged against him and in their favor). However, 

the letters that Waleed drafted are not dispositive as to the nature and character of the funds or 

the distribution. Hence, Hamed is not entitled to partial summary judgment as to these checks. 

Alternatively, at the very least, there exists genuine issues of disputed facts that precludes 

summary judgment for Hamed.         

III. Opposition to Hamed’s Statement of Undisputed Facts  

1. Statement 1: Yusuf admits that Hamed made claims for checks payable to Fathi 

Yusuf, claiming them to be for his personal use. However, Yusuf disputes this and 

affirms that Yusuf did not receive those funds for his personal use. Further, Yusuf 

disputes that Check Numbers 1149 and 1104, identified in Hamed’s Motion, relate 
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to funds provided to Hisham Hamed as Hamed contends. Further, Yusuf disputes 

that the Two Hisham $750,000 Checks, bearing check numbers 1150 and 1105, 

signed by Waleed Hamed and endorsed and made payable to Hisham Hamed were 

for Yusuf’s own personal use.  See Exhibit A - Declaration of Fathi Yusuf, ¶10-11,13 

and Exhibit A-1—General Ledger for Plaza Extra-Tutu, A-2—Checks 1149 and 1104 

with Endorsement Pages of Mufeed Hamed and Exhibit A-3—Checks 1150 and 1105 

with Endorsement Pages of Hisham Hamed attached thereto.   

2. Statement 2: Disputed. The checks referenced at page 3 of the Motion, bearing 

check numbers 1149 and 1104 do not relate to funds provided to Hisham Hamed and 

are not checks referenced by Hoda3 Hamed in her Affidavits accompanying her 

Motion to Intervene.  See Declaration of Fathi Yusuf, ¶¶6-7 and Exhibit A-2—

Checks 1149 and 1104 with Endorsement Pages of Mufeed Hamed.   

3. Statement 3: Disputed. The checks at issue are part of a series of checks between 

the families resulting in each family receiving a total of $3 million.  See Declaration 

of Fathi Yusuf, ¶¶3, 5-6, Exhibit A-1—2011 General Ledger for Plaza Extra-Tutu.   

Rather, funds were provided to both the Yusuf and Hamed families. In fact, the funds 

were provided specifically to members of the Hamed family; i.e. Hisham Hamed and 

Mufeed Hamed. Waleed Hamed wrote the checks as evidenced by his signature 

thereon and they were endorsed and made payable to members of the Hamed family.  

Thus, the funds were not provided to Yusuf for his personal benefit. Neither Yusuf 

nor his wife, received any funds from these checks. Rather, they were paid to 

members of the Hamed family. Neither family has a claim for such proceeds as they 

 
3References to “Hoda Hamed” are to her married name.  Her maiden name is “Hoda Yusuf.”  To eliminate confusion 
as to the relationships and last names, Hoda is referred to herein simply by her first name.        
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were equally distributed. See Declaration of Fathi Yusuf, ¶¶3-4, 10-13,  Exhibit A-

2—Checks 1149 and 1104 with Endorsement Pages of Mufeed Hamed, Exhibit A-

3—Checks 1150 and 1105 with Endorsement Pages of Hisham Hamed, and Exhibit A-

6—Aug. 2011 Bank Statement for Hisham, bearing $750,000 deposit.  

4. Statement 4:  Disputed. The letters comprising Hamed’s Exhibits 1 and 2 were 

drafted by Waleed Hamed and provided to Yusuf and his wife, Fawzia to sign. See 

Declaration of Fathi Yusuf, ¶¶5,8-13, Exhibit A-4—Letter to Mufeed and A-5 

attached—Letter to Hisham.  

5. Statement 5:  Undisputed.   

6. Statement 6: Disputed. Hamed offers a double negative statement -  

“Hamed does not allege that Hisham did not negotiate the checks gifted...” Yusuf 

shows that Hisham did negotiate two checks totaling $1.5 million.  However, the 

checks referenced in this Motion are not the checks that were negotiated by Hisham. 

Rather, Hisham negotiated checks number 1150 and 1105.  See Declaration of Fathi 

Yusuf, ¶¶6-13, Exhibit A-1—2011 General Ledger for Plaza Extra-Tutu ,Exhibit A-

2—Checks 1149 and 1104 with Endorsement Pages of Mufeed Hamed reflecting the 

endorsement of the checks referenced in this case to Mufeed Hamed.  Yusuf disputes 

that his daughter “Hoda later asserted that these were her funds alone.” See Exhibit 

B -Hoda Motion to Intervene, p. 170, (Affidavit of Hoda Hamed).    

Statement 7: Disputed. Yusuf shows that the representations made by Hoda in her 

Motion to Intervene are set forth therein and do not reflect that she claimed the funds 

were her funds alone. Rather, the entire Motion to Intervene and attached exhibits 

including various Affidavits from Hoda are attached and are the best evidence as to 
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her assertions and positions taken therein. To the extent that the Motion to Intervene 

and attached exhibits are contrary to Hamed’s assertions in Statement 7, then they 

are disputed. See Exhibit B -Hoda Hamed Motion to Intervene and attached exhibits.   

7. Statement 8:  Disputed. Yusuf shows that the representations made by Hoda in her 

Motion to Intervene are set forth therein and do not reflect that she claimed the funds 

were her funds alone. Rather, the entire Motion to Intervene and attached exhibits 

including various Affidavits from Hoda are attached and are the best evidence as to 

her assertions and positions taken therein. To the extent that the Motion to Intervene 

and attached exhibits are contrary to Hamed’s assertions in Statement 8, then they 

are disputed. See Exhibit B-Hoda Hamed Motion to Intervene and attached exhibits.   

IV. Yusuf’s Counter-Statement of Undisputed Material Facts 
 
 As allowed under Rule 56, “a party opposing summary judgment may, if it elects to do so, 

state additional facts that the party contends are disputed and material to the motion for summary 

judgment, presenting one or more genuine issues to be tried” and “[t]he party shall supply 

affidavit(s) or citations specifically identifying the location(s) of the material(s) in the record relied 

upon as evidence relating to each such material disputed fact, by number.” V.I. R. CIV. P. 

56(c)(2)(C).  Yusuf submits additional facts that he contends are disputed and material to Hamed’s 

Motion for Partial Summary Judgment as to H-151, which presents one or more genuine issues of 

material fact to be tried and precludes summary judgment. 

   
1. By July and August of 2011, the partners were already in a dispute, Yusuf had already 

advised that he wanted the Hameds to vacate the Plaza Extra East premises and to be 

out by December 2011. See Declaration of Yusuf, ¶ 1 and the Master’s May 3, 2020 

Order, where the Master finds that in 2010-2011, Fathi Yusuf and Waleed Hamed are 
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engaged in a dispute over Waleed’s misappropriation of funds and his further 

misrepresentations as to same, pp. 23 and 33 (evidencing that the families and in 

particular, Fathi Yusuf and Waleed Hamed were in active disputes at this time).   

2. At this time in 2011, both Mufeed Hamed and Hisham Hamed (who were married to 

two of Fathi Yusuf’s daughters), had purchased homes and sought to pay the debt on 

those homes and remodel same.  The total amount estimated for each home was $1.5 

million. See Declaration of Yusuf, ¶ 2. 

3. Yusuf and Waleed agreed to the following:  

A. As to payments to the Hameds, the Partnership would provide funds to the 

Hamed sons, Mufeed Hamed and Hisham Hamed.  Hence, the Hameds would 

receive a total of $3 million.  

B. As to a corresponding payment to the Yusufs, previously, Yusuf had made 

gifts to two of his children for $1 million each, totaling $2 million.  Hence, 

the Yusufs had already received a total of only $2 million at this point.  

C. To even the withdrawals between the families, Yusuf then received an 

additional $1 million, which was paid in two checks, to wit: one check to 

Yusuf for $500,000 and one check to his wife, Fawzia Yusuf for another 

$500,000.  

D. The net of these exchanges resulted in the families each having received 

$3,000,000.   

See Declaration of Yusuf, ¶3 and Exhibit Exhibit A-1—2011 General Ledger for 

Plaza Extra-Tutu.  
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4. Yusuf has always taken the position that no claims can be made as between the 

partners relating to these checks as he and Waleed agreed and there had been equal 

and matching withdrawals such that no additional exchanges are required.   See 

Declaration of Yusuf, ¶ 1 and Exhibit A-1—2011 General Ledger for Plaza Extra-

Tutu.  

5. As to why the checks provided to the Hameds were written to Yusuf and his wife 

and then endorsed to Mufeed and Hisham, Yusuf shows that this was Waleed’s 

suggestion.  Hence, Waleed issued and signed the checks to Yusuf and his wife, 

Fawzia, which were then provided and endorsed to Mufeed and Hisham, who then 

cashed the checks and deposited the funds into their accounts.  Yusuf shows that it 

was not his idea to provide the Hameds the funds in that manner, rather it was 

Waleed’s suggestion, claiming that if the funds were labeled as a “gift,” it would 

have better tax implications.  See Declaration of Yusuf, ¶¶ 5 and 8 and Exhibit A-4—

Letter to Mufeed and A-5 attached—Letter to Hisham. 

6. Hamed now seeks to use the letters written by Waleed against Yusuf, to attempt to 

secure a double recovery with the Hameds having received the monies paid to 

Mufeed and Hisham as well as claiming the same funds should be charged against 

Yusuf. See Declaration of Yusuf, ¶ 9.   

7. Waleed prepared the two attached letters for Fathi Yusuf and his wife to sign and he 

used the “gift” language for what he explained was “tax purposes.”  See Declaration of 

Yusuf, ¶5 and 8 and Exhibit A-4—Letter to Mufeed and A-5 attached—Letter to 

Hisham. 
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8. Waleed also issued a series of checks bearing check numbers 1149, to Fathi Yusuf and 

1104, to Fawzi Yusuf as well as 1150, to Fathi Yusuf and 1105, to Fawzi Yusuf.  See 

Declaration of Yusuf, ¶ 6 and Exhibit A-2—Checks 1149 and 1104 with Endorsement 

Pages of Mufeed Hamed and A-3—Checks 1150 and 1105 with Endorsement Pages of 

Hisham Hamed. 

9. Neither Fathi Yusuf, nor his wife deposited any of the checks for $750,000 (i.e. checks 

1149, 1104, 1150 or 1105) and never received any benefit of those funds. See 

Declaration of Yusuf, ¶¶7, 10-11, 13.   

10. Rather the checks were endorsed to Mufeed Hamed (the Two Mufeed $750,000 Checks 

bearing check numbers 1149 and 1104) and Hisham Hamed (the Two Hisham $750,000 

Checks bearing check numbers 1150 and 1105). See Declaration of Yusuf, ¶¶7, 10-11, 

13. Documents reflect that Mufeed endorsed the checks 1149 and 1104.  See Exhibit 

Exhibit A-2—Checks 1149 and 1104 with Endorsement Pages of Mufeed Hamed. The 

bank account for Hisham Hamed reflects that at least one of the Two Hisham $750,000 

Checks was deposited into his account in August, 2011.  See Exhibit A-6—Aug. 2011 

Bank Statement for Hisham, bearing $750,000 deposit.     

11. The two Hamed sons, Mufeed and Hisham had been married to two Yusuf daughters.  

However, those marriages had taken place many years before these checks were issued 

and then endorsed and paid to them. In the case of Hisham and Hoda, the marriage had 

occurred nearly 10 years prior to the receipt of these funds.  Hence, these funds did not 

constitute wedding gifts. The reference to “gift” was language prepared by Waleed. See 

Declaration of Yusuf, ¶12 and Exhibit B-Hoda Hamed Motion to Intervene, p. 3 

(Affidavit of Hoda Hamed). 
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12. Hoda’s Motion to Intervene in this matter was filed by her counsel, Attorney Kye 

Walker. The Motion to Intervene makes clear that Hoda is claiming an interest in the 

marital home by virtue of the marriage and that Hisham Hamed was not free to use or 

pledge the marital property to secure a bond in this matter. Specifically, the Motion to 

Intervene provides:   

Mrs. Hamed’s interest in Plot 100 is a legal one that is significantly 
protectable. In the Virgin Islands, a “marital homestead” is defined 
as any homestead in which a husband and wife both reside during 
the marriage that is owned by one or both of the spouses.  V.I. Code 
Ann. Tit. 33, § 2305(a).  Mr. and Mrs. Hamed resided at Plots 65 
and 100 as husband and wife during their marriage as evidenced by 
Mrs. Hamed’s sworn statement and the mortgage documents in 
which they agreed to occupy both Plots 65 and 100 as their principal 
resident.  Exhibit “6”, at ¶6.  Mrs. Hamed is currently seeking to 
protect her interest in the marital property in the Superior and 
Supreme Courts of the Virgin Islands. 
 

See Exhibit B- Hoda Hamed Motion to Intervene, p. 10.     

13.  Hoda does not take the position in her Motion to Intervene that the money was gifted 

to her “solely”.  See Exhibit B – Hoda Hamed Motion to Intervene, p. 10.    

14. Yusuf affirms that the total funds of $3 million were equally distributed between the 

two families, that both families were aware of the funds and that the payment to Mufeed 

and Hisham was for the Hameds, that Waleed Hamed is the one, who orchestrated and 

wrote the letters, issued the checks and then coordinated the endorsements by Hisham 

and Mufeed. Yusuf shows that Hamed never sought to receive a corresponding amount, 

because it was agreed and understood that the funds were already equally shared 

between the two families, with each receiving a total of $3 million. Neither Yusuf, nor 

his wife, Fawzi received the funds from any of the $750,000 checks. Yusuf did not 

receive those funds for his personal use. Hence, Yusuf disputes that any claim could be 
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made for these funds from either family as to these amounts. See Declaration of Yusuf, 

¶12. 

V. Argument 

 Rule 56 of Virgin Islands Rules of Civil Procedure (hereinafter “Rule 56”) provides a court 

reviewing a summary judgment motion must view all inferences from the evidence in the light 

most favorable to the nonmoving party, and take the nonmoving party's conflicting allegations as 

true if properly supported. Williams v. United Corp., 50 V.I. 191, 194 (V.I. 2008); Perez v. Ritz-

Carlton (Virgin Islands), Inc., 59 V.I. 522, 527 (V.I. 2013). Because summary judgment is “[a] 

drastic remedy, a court should only grant summary judgment when the ‘pleadings, the discovery 

and disclosure materials on file, and any affidavits, show there is no genuine issue as to any 

material fact.’” Rymer v. Kmart Corp., 68 V.I. 571, 575-76 (V.I. 2018) (quoting Williams v. United 

Corp., 50 V.I. 191, 194 (V.I. 2008)). 

 There exists a genuine issues of disputed material fact as to whether Yusuf used any of the 

funds from any of the $750,000 checks for his personal benefit or whether the funds were 

ultimately part of an equal and matching withdrawal by members of the Yusuf and Hamed families 

such that no claim could be made by either party.  Consequently, Hamed’s Motion for Partial 

Summary Judgment should be denied. 

A. Hoda Had an Interest in the Pledged Property by Virtue of Her Marriage 
as it was the Marital Home, Regardless of Whether She Contributed to It.  
   

 Contrary to Hamed’s arguments, Hoda’s claim in her Motion to Intervene was that she had 

a legitimate interest in the marital property that was being pledged by Hisham for the bond, by 

virtue of her marriage and thus, had a marital interest in the marital home, not by virtue of the 

gifting of any funds.  Rather, Hoda would have had an interest in the martial property that Hisham 

Hamed attempted to pledge, whether or not she had made any contributions to the purchase or any 
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funds had ever been received from her family. Hence, Hoda’s attempt to intervene to prohibit the 

pledging of marital property for which she had an interest, by virtue of her marriage, was not 

improper or some tactical ploy as Hamed portrays.   

B. Hamed Has No Basis to Contend that the Funds Were For Yusuf’s 
Personal Use.   
  

 In order to grant a summary judgment in this case, Hamed would have the Court believe 

that Waleed Hamed, who already was in conflict with Fathi Yusuf, voluntarily cut checks to him 

and his wife for $750,000 each, totaling $1.5 million as to the funds at issue in this motion (as well 

as two more checks for $750,000 each, totaling an additional $1.5 million), without any issue or 

receipt of a corresponding amount for the Hameds.  While incomprehensible, it is an even further 

stretch for Hamed to then ask this Court to believe that Fathi Yusuf and his wife, at this time, 

intended to “gift” funds solely to the two Hamed sons, Hisham and Mufeed Hamed as reflected in 

the letters and by their endorsements of the checks without some agreement to do so.  Hamed then 

asks the Court to assess an amount against Yusuf, who turned over the checks directly to two 

members of the Hamed family, claiming that Yusuf “gifted” monies to them and that Mohammed 

Hamed should be able to take the same amount out.  To be clear – this would mean Yusuf would 

be giving a total of $3 million to the Hamed family (by virtue of the checks that were indorsed and 

paid to Hisham and Mufeed), but, nonetheless, that Hamed should be entitled to take the same 

corresponding amount because there are no checks issued directly to Mohammed Hamed, who 

resided in Jordan at the time.  Such a leap is too far.      

 Surely, prior to filing this Motion Hamed had access to evidence surrounding these checks.  

Hamed could have, but failed to provide any Affidavit from Waleed Hamed, despite the fact that 

Waleed issued and clearly signed the checks.   Hamed failed to provide any Affidavit from Hisham 

Hamed or Mufeed Hamed despite their cashing of the checks and depositing them into their sole 
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accounts.  Hamed provides no explanation for the fact that the families were already fighting at 

this point in time and that Waleed would never have allowed nearly $3 million dollars to be 

removed by Fathi Yusuf without some type of corresponding payment to the Hameds.  Likewise, 

Fathi Yusuf would never have agreed to simply “gift” a total of $3 million to the Hameds, with 

whom he was in an active dispute, without an agreement as to the circumstances surrounding the 

funds.     

 Consequently, Hamed has no basis to contend that the checks which were endorsed and 

paid to two members of the Hamed family, constitute funds solely for the benefit of Yusuf.  At the 

very least, there exists a question of fact as to this issue, precluding partial summary judgment.   

C. Waleed’s Letters Are Not Dispositive as to the Nature and Character of the 
Withdrawal of the Funds. 

 
 Hamed attempts relies upon the language of the letters as determinative as to the nature 

and character of the funds removed.  This reliance is misplaced. Waleed Hamed wrote those letters.  

See Exhibit A- Declaration of Fathi Yusuf, ¶¶5,8,9 and 13. Waleed Hamed used that language. Id.  

Yusuf has affirmed that Waleed orchestrated the entire transaction and withdrawal. Id. Yusuf 

would never have taken a distribution for the sole purpose of gifting funds to his son-in-laws, who 

are members of the Hamed family with whom he was currently in a dispute and had demanded 

that they vacate the Plaza Extra East premises. Id. Moreover, Waleed Hamed would never have 

signed the checks Fathi and his wife, without knowing that those funds were going to be provided 

to the Hameds.  Conversely, if Waleed was concerned Yusuf may remove the funds for his personal 

use, Waleed could have and would have requested a corresponding withdrawal to the Hameds. 

Rather, this is an attempt by Hamed to overreach and take advantage of documentation he prepared 

to use against Yusuf.  Hamed now seeks a double recovery; i.e keep the funds and then charge it 

against Yusuf allowing them an additional credit for the same amount.   
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 The sworn testimony of Yusuf demonstrates that the language of the letters does not 

accurately reflect the nature and character of the funds and thus, creates a genuine issue of material 

fact, precluding partial summary judgment for Hamed.      

Conclusion 

 For all of the foregoing reasons, Yusuf respectfully requests the Master to deny Hamed’s 

Motion for Partial Summary Judgment as to Revised Claim H-151 as to the checks endorsed and 

paid to Hisham Hamed, and to rule that this claim should be denied with prejudice. In the 

alternative, Yusuf requests that the Court determine that there are, at the very least, genuine issues 

of material fact that preclude partial summary judgment for Hamed. 

        Respectfully submitted, 

DUDLEY NEWMAN FEUERZEIG, LLP 
 
DATED:  April 21, 2023        By: s/Charlotte K. Perrell       
      CHARLOTTE K. PERRELL (V.I. Bar No. 1281) 
      Law House 1000 Frederiksberg Gade 
      P.O. Box 756 
      St. Thomas, VI  00804-0756 
      Telephone: (340) 715-4422 
      Telefax: (340) 715-4400 
      E-Mail: cperrell@dnfvi.com  
  
      Attorneys for Fathi Yusuf and United Corporation 
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Opposition to Hamed’s Motion for Partial Summary Judgment as to H-141 (sic) -$1.5 Million 
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U.S. Virgin Islands  00820 
E-Mail: holtvi.plaza@gmail.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 
 

Mark W. Eckard, Esq. 
ECKARD, P.C. 
P.O. Box 24849 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands 00824 
E-Mail:  mark@markeckard.com  

Jeffrey B.C. Moorhead, Esq. 
JEFFREY B.C. MOORHEAD, P.C. 
C.R.T. Brow Building – Suite 3 
1132 King Street 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands 00820 
E-Mail:  jeffreymlaw@yahoo.com 

 
The Honorable Edgar D. Ross 
E-Mail:  edgarrossjudge@hotmail.com 
 

 

 
and via U.S. Mail to: 
 

The Honorable Edgar D. Ross 
Master 
P.O. Box 5119 
Kingshill, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands  00851 

Alice Kuo 
5000 Estate Southgate 
Christiansted, St. Croix 
U.S. Virgin Islands 00820 

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

DIVISION OF ST. CROIX 
 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the   ) 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED,   ) 
       ) 

Plaintiff/Counterclaim Defendant, ) CIVIL NO. SX-12-CV-370 
     ) 

v.      ) 
       ) ACTION FOR INJUNCTIVE 
FATHI YUSUF and UNITED CORPORATION, ) RELIEF, DECLARATORY 
       )  JUDGMENT, AND 
  Defendants/Counterclaimants, ) PARTNERSHIP DISSOLUTION, 
       ) WIND UP, AND ACCOUNTING 
 v.      ) 
       ) 
WALEED HAMED, WAHEED HAMED,  ) 
MUFEED HAMED, HISHAM HAMED, and ) 
PLESSEN ENTERPRISES, INC.,   ) 
       ) 
 Additional Counterclaim Defendants. ) Consolidated With 
       ) 
       ) 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the  ) 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED,   ) 
       ) CIVIL NO. SX-14-CV-287 
     Plaintiff,  ) 
       ) ACTION FOR DAMAGES AND 
 v.      ) DECLARATORY JUDGMENT 
       ) 
UNITED CORPORATION,   ) 
       ) 
     Defendant. ) 
       ) 
       ) 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the   ) 
Estate of MOHAMMAD HAMED,   )  CIVIL NO. SX-14-CV-278 
       ) 
     Plaintiff,  )  ACTION FOR DEBT AND  
 v.      )  CONVERSION 
       ) 
FATHI YUSUF,     ) 
       ) 
     Defendant. ) 
       ) 
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FATHI YUSUF and     ) 
UNITED CORPORATION,   ) 
       ) 
     Plaintiffs, ) CIVIL NO. ST-17-CV-384 
       ) 
 v.      ) ACTION TO SET ASIDE 
       ) FRAUDULENT TRANSFERS 
THE ESTATE OF MOHAMMAD HAMED, ) 
WALEED HAMED, as Executor of the Estate of ) 
Mohammad Hamed, and THE MOHAMMAD A. ) 
HAMED LIVING TRUST,    ) 
       ) 
     Defendants. ) 
       ) 
       ) 
KAC357, INC., a USVI Corporation,  ) 
       ) 
     Plaintiff, ) CASE NO.: SX-18-CV-219 
       ) 
 v.      ) ACTION FOR DEBT AND 
       ) UNJUST ENRICHMENT 
FATHI YUSUF, a partner, and   ) 
THE HAMED-YUSUF PARTNERSHIP  ) 
a/k/a THE PLAZA EXTRA SUPERMARKET ) 
PARTNERSHIP,     ) 
       ) 
     Defendants. ) 
       ) 
  
 

DECLARATION OF FATHI YUSUF 

I, Fathi Yusuf, pursuant to 28 U.S.C. § 1746, and V.I.R. Civ. P. 84, declare under the  

penalties of perjury, that the following is true and correct: 

1. By July and August of 2011, Hamed and I were already in a dispute. I had already 

advised that I wanted the Hameds to vacate the Plaza Extra East premises and to be out 

by December 2011.  

2. At this time in 2011, both Mufeed Hamed and Hisham Hamed (who were married to 

two of Fathi Yusuf’s daughters), had purchased homes and sought to pay the debt on 



those homes and remodel same.  The total amount estimated for each home was $1.5 

million.  

3. Waleed and I agreed to the following:  

A. As to payments to the Hameds, the Partnership would provide funds to the 

Hamed sons, Mufeed Hamed and Hisham Hamed.  Hence, the Hameds would 

receive a total of $3 million.  

B. As to a corresponding payment to the Yusufs, previously, I had made gifts to 

two of my children for $1 million each, totaling $2 million.  Hence, the 

Yusufs had already received a total of only $2 million at this point.  

C. To even the withdrawals between the families, we agreed that I would then 

receive an additional $1 million, which was paid in two checks, to wit: one 

check to me for $500,000 and one check to my wife, Fawzia Yusuf for 

another $500,000.  

D. The net of these exchanges resulted in the families each having received 

$3,000,000. 

These payments are reflected in the General Ledger for Plaza Extra-Tutu.  See 

Exhibit A-1—2011 General Ledger for Plaza Extra-Tutu.  

4. I have always taken the position that no claims can be made as between the partners 

relating to these checks as Waleed and I agreed and there had been equal and 

matching withdrawals such that no additional exchanges are required. 

5. It was Waleed Hamed’s suggestion to make the payments to the Hameds with checks 

written to me and my wife and then have them endorsed to Mufeed and Hisham.  

Waleed Hamed prepared the two attached letters for me and my wife to sign and he 



used the “gift” language for what he explained was “tax purposes.”  See Exhibit A-4—

Letter to Mufeed and A-5 attached—Letter to Hisham.  

6. Wally also issued and signed a series of checks bearing check numbers 1149, to myself 

and 1104, to Fawzia Yusuf as well as 1150, to myself and 1105, to Fawzia Yusuf.  See 

Exhibit A-2—Checks 1149 and 1104 with Endorsement Pages of Mufeed Hamed and 

A-3—Checks 1150 and 1105 with Endorsement Pages of Hisham Hamed attached.  

7. Those checks were then provided to and endorsed to Mufeed (as to checks 1149 and 

1104) and Hisham (as to checks 1150 and 1105), who then cashed the checks and 

deposited the funds into their accounts. See Exhibit A-2—Checks 1149 and 1104 with 

Endorsement Pages of Mufeed Hamed and A-3—Checks 1150 and 1105 with 

Endorsement Pages of Hisham Hamed attached. 

8. It was not my idea to provide the Hameds the funds in that manner, rather it was 

Waleed’s suggestion, claiming that if the funds were labeled with the letters as a “gift,” 

it would have better tax implications.  See Exhibit A-4—Letter to Mufeed and A-5 

attached—Letter to Hisham. 

9.  Hamed now seeks to use the letters written by Waleed against me, to attempt to 

secure a double recovery with the Hameds having received the monies paid to 

Mufeed and Hisham as well as claiming the same funds should be charged against 

me.  

10. Neither I, nor my wife deposited any of the checks for $750,000 (i.e. checks 1149, 

1104, 1150 or 1105) and never received any benefit of those funds.     

11. Rather the checks were endorsed and paid to Mufeed Hamed (as to check numbers 

1149 for $750,000 and 1104 for $750,000) and Hisham Hamed (as to check numbers 
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Signed by 
Waleed Hamed

Signed by 
Waleed 
Hamed

E-Served: Apr 21 2023  2:22PM AST  Via Case Anywhere

cperrell
Typewritten Text
Exhibit A-2



Endorsed to 
Mufeed Hamed 
-"Pay to: Mufeed 
Hamed"

Endorsed to 
Mufeed Hamed 
-"Pay to: Mufeed 
Hamed"
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through Superior Court Rule 7. See generally, Anthony v. Independent Insurance

Advisors, Inc., S.Ct. Civ. No. 2010-0002, 2012 WL 1313413 (V.I. 2012). In the

alternative, Mrs. Hamed seeks permissible intervention under Rule 24(b)(1). See,

American Farm Bureau Federation v. U.S. EPA, 278 F.R.D. 98, 111 (M.D.Pa.

2011)(stating, “[e]ven if the Movants were not entitled to intervene as of right, the court

is satisfied that permissive intervention would be warranted . . . .”). Mrs. Hamed cites

the following points and authorities in support of this motion.

BACKGROUND

Mohamed Hamed v. Fathi Yusuf, et. al., SX-12-CV-370

Plaintiff initiated the current action on September 17, 2012. Exhibit “1”, Docket

Sheet. On April 25, 2013, this Court granted Plaintiff’s motion for preliminary injunction

and set bond at $25,000.00, which Defendants ultimately appealed to the Supreme

Court.

On December 5, 2013 this Court, acting on remand from the Supreme Court,

increased the amount of the bond associated with the preliminary injunction and

ordered the Plaintiff to post $1,200,000.00 less credit for the $25,000.00 previously

posted as security to pay costs and damages sustained by Defendants in the event they

are found to have been wrongfully enjoined.  Plaintiff attempted to satisfy the revised

bond requirement by posting an assignment of cash receivables in ByOrder

Investments, LLC, an assignment of interest in Plessen Enterprises, Inc. and other

funds outside the control of Plaintiff and this Court.  The Defendants successfully

challenged Plaintiff’s attempt to satisfy the bond requirement. See, Order dated

January 15, 2014.
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On January 30, 2014, Plaintiff filed a notice with the Court pledging real property,

of which Mrs. Hamed has an interest, to satisfy the bond requirement. See, Notice of

Posting Additional Bond dated January 30, 2014.  The property is mischaracterized in

the notice as “unencumbered Real Property by Hisham M. Hamed, pledging Plot No.

100 Eliza’s Retreat.” Id.  The property is not unencumbered as described by the

Plaintiff and Hisham Hamed, but rather is marital property of which Mrs. Hamed has an

interest and as evidenced by the documents on file with the Recorder of Deeds and the

pending divorce action between Hisham and Hoda Hamed.

Marriage of Hisham and Hoda Hamed

Hisham Hamed married Hoda Hamed during a formal Islamic ceremony before

their Mosque leader on May 7, 1999. Exhibit “2”, Affidavit of Hoda Hamed dated June

7, 2013, at ¶3. The marriage was performed in accordance with Islamic law, and a

marriage certificate was issued by the Mosque, in its role as part of the Virgin Islands

International Islamic Society, Inc. Id. The marriage certificate was witnessed by

Waleed Hamed and Mohammed Hannun, and signed by Hisham and Hoda Hamed as

husband and wife. Id., at ¶ 4. Another ceremony was held on July 18, 1999. Id. The

second ceremony was attended by the Arabic community and the couple’s family and

friends. Id.

At the signing of the Marriage Certificate in 1999, Hoda Hamed’s father, Fathi

Yusuf, congratulated Hisham Hamed and informed him that he was now responsible for

protecting Hoda Hamed and looking after her welfare. Exhibit “2”, at ¶ 6.

The couple had four children and lived together as husband and wife for almost

fourteen years until Hisham Hamed moved out of the parties’ marital home in
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November, 2012. Exhibit “3”, Affidavit of Hoda Hamed dated September 30, 2013, at

¶ 4.

History of Plot 100, Eliza’s Retreat

Approximately ten years after the couple’s marriage ceremony, Hisham Hamed

negotiated and executed the purchase of Plots 65 and 100 Eliza’s Retreat (hereinafter

“marital property”) from the Richard L. Davis Trust as evidenced by the Warranty Deeds

dated July 12, 2010. Exhibits “4” and “5”, respectively. The structure comprising the

marital home is located on Plot 65, which is immediately adjacent to the northern

boundary of Plot 100. The purchase of the marital property was financed by a mortgage

from Banco Popular in the amount of $860,000.00. Exhibit “6”, Mortgage documents

regarding Plots 65 and 100 Eliza’s Retreat dated July 23, 2010 and recorded with the

Recorder of Deeds on July 23, 2010.  The mortgage was secured by the marital

property and both Hisham and Hoda Hamed are the borrowers. Id., at p. 1. The

mortgage required Hisham and Hoda Hamed to occupy both Plots 65 and 100 as their

primary residence, which the Hameds did up until November, 2012 when Hisham

Hamed moved out of the marital home. Id., at ¶ 6. Hisham Hamed executed the

mortgage documents on his behalf and on behalf of Hoda Hamed pursuant to a power

of attorney executed by Hoda Hamed in which she states in relevant part that she

“appoint my husband, Hisham M. Hamed . . . as my true and lawful attorney in fact, to

represent and act for me in my name, place and stead in the matters and affairs

described herein.” Exhibit “7”, Power of Attorney executed by Hoda Hamed dated July

22, 2010 and recorded with the Recorder of Deeds on July 23, 2010.  The Power of

Attorney executed by Mrs. Hamed allowed for Hisham Hamed to purchase Plots 65 and
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100 in his name at the sale price of $995,000.00 and $100,000.00 and to use title to

both plots to secure the mortgage. Id.

Approximately a year later, on or about July 1, 2011, the parents of Hoda

Hamed, Fahti and Fawzia Yusuf, gifted Hisham and Hamed $1.5 million.  The gift was

made as a result of Hisham Hamed’s marriage to Hoda Hamed and the proceeds of the

gift were used to pay off the mortgage, which encumbered the marital property and to

make renovations to the marital home. The mortgage was paid in full in 2011 and the

release of the mortgage was recorded on September 21, 2011. Exhibit “8”, Release of

mortgage dated September 21, 2011. Although the mortgage, power of attorney, and

release were all recorded with the Recorder of Deeds at or near the time they were

executed, none of these documents appear in the title report attached to Plaintiff’s

Notice of Posting Additional Bond nor did Plaintiff or Hisham Hamed disclose the

existence of these documents to the Court.

Hoda Fathi Yusuf Hamed v. Hisham Mohammed Hamed, SX-13-DI-42

Hisham Hamed moved out of the marital home he shared with his wife and four

children in or about November, 2012. Exhibit “3”, Affidavit of Hoda Hamed dated

September 30, 2013, at ¶ 4.  After much back and forth and Mrs. Hamed’s repeated

attempts to save the couple’s marriage, she filed for divorce on March 21, 2013. See,

Complaint in Hamed v. Hamed, SX-13-DI-42. Mrs. Hamed advised her attorney at the

time that the marital home was located on Plot 65, but neglected to inform her counsel

that Plot 100 was also part of the marital estate as Hisham Hamed possessed all of the

family business records and was charged with executing the purchase of both Plots 65

and 100. Exhibit “9”, Affidavit of Hoda Hamed dated February 27, 2014, at ¶ 5. In the
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Islamic culture, it is customary for the husband to handle the family’s business affairs;

therefore, Mrs. Hamed gave Hisham Hamed power of attorney to negotiate the

purchase of Plots 65 and 100 and Mr. and Mrs. Fathi Yusuf gifted the funds used to

purchase the marital home to Hisham Hamed for the benefit of both Hisham and their

daughter. Id., at ¶ 6. As a result of being far removed from the family’s business affairs,

Mrs. Hamed neglected to list Plot 100 as marital property when she filed her Complaint

for divorce as she did not have copies of the warranty deeds, mortgage documents or

powers of attorney when she met with her counsel. Id. After filing the action for

divorce, counsel for Mrs. Hamed recorded a Notice of Lis Pendens against Plot 65, but

did not, at that time, record a similar notice against Plot 100. Exhibit “10”, Lis Pendens

regarding Plot 65 dated March 22, 2013 and recorded March 22, 2013.

Hisham Hamed responded to the divorce complaint by filing a Motion to Dismiss

in which he asserts that the divorce court lacked subject matter jurisdiction because the

parties never executed a marriage license and were therefore never married in

accordance with Virgin Islands law. See, Motion to Dismiss in Hamed v. Hamed, SX-

13-DI-42, dated April 18, 2013. Hisham Hamed requested dismissal of the divorce

claim and cancellation of the Lis Pendens filed against Plot 65. Id. Hisham Hamed

further requested that the divorce action be allowed to proceed to address matters of

child custody only. Id. Mrs. Hamed opposed the Motion to Dismiss. See, Opposition to

Motion to Dismiss Complaint and Cross Motion for Partial Summary Judgment, in

Hamed v. Hamed, SX-13-DI-42.

On January 31, 2014, the Family Division granted Hisham Hamed’s Motion to

Dismiss, but declined to grant the relief requested in his motion. See, Order in Hamed



Hamed v. Yusuf, et al., Civil No. SX-12-CV-370
HODA FATHI YUSUF HAMED’S MOTION FOR LEAVE TO INTERVENE
Page 7

v. Hamed, SX-13-DI-42, dated January 31, 2014. Rather, the Family Court dismissed

the divorce action in its entirety thereby allowing the immediate appeal of the dismissal.

Mrs. Hamed appealed the dismissal of the divorce action on February 4, 2014. See,

Notice of Appeal in Hamed v. Hamed, SX-13-DI-42, dated February 4, 2014. On

February 25, 2014, Mrs. Hamed learned that the appeal was dismissed for failure to pay

the docketing fee. See, Order in Hamed v. Hamed, S. Ct. 2014-0008, dated February

25, 2014.  Upon realizing that her counsel’s courier had not deliver the check for the

docketing fee to the Court, Mrs. Hamed immediately filed a Motion to Set Aside the

Dismissal Order and delivered a check for the docketing fee, which was accepted by the

Court and deposited into its account.  Both the motion to set aside the order of dismissal

and the payment of the docketing fee occurred within the thirty (30) day period for

appealing the lower court’s dismissal of the divorce action.  The Hameds are now

awaiting the Supreme Court’s decision on the motion to set aside the appeal.

On or about February 5, 2014, after she had appealed the dismissal of the

divorce action, Mrs. Hamed learned of Plaintiff’s intent to post Plot 100 as part of the

bond in the above-captioned case and immediately recorded a Lis Pendens against Plot

100 to alert potential purchasers of Mrs. Hamed’s interest in Plot 100. Exhibit “11”, Lis

Pendens dated and recorded February 5, 2014.

Mrs. Hamed now seeks to protect her interest in Plot 100 by filing a Motion to

Intervene for the limited purposes of objecting to the posting of a portion of her marital

property to satisfy the bond in the matter sub judice.

DISCUSSION

Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 24 governs motions to intervene.  A movant may
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intervene as of right pursuant to Rule 24(a) or if granted permission under Rule 24(b).

In this instance, Mrs. Hamed is entitled to intervene under either section of Rule 24.

I. Mrs. Hamed May Intervene As of Right.

The Supreme Court of the Virgin Islands adopted the Third Circuit’s four pronged

standard for determining a motion to intervene as of right. Anthony, at *4 (citing Harris

v. Pernsley, 820 F.2d 592, 596 (3d Cir. 1987)).  Mrs. Hamed bears the burden of

persuading this Court that:  1) her motion to intervene is timely; 2) she has sufficient

interest in the litigation; 3) her interest may be affected or impaired, as a practical matter

by the disposition of the action; and 4) her interest is not adequately represented by an

existing party in the litigation. Id.  Mrs. Hamed easily meets all four requirements of the

standard. Mountain Top Condo, at 366.

A. The motion to intervene is timely.

The timeliness of a motion to intervene is determined from all the circumstances.

Mountain Top, at 396 (citing In re Fine Paper Antitrust Litig., 695 F.2d 494, 500 (3d Cir.

1982)).  To determine whether the motion is timely, this Court must consider:  1) the

stage of the proceeding; 2) the prejudice that delay may cause; and 3) the reason for

the delay. Id. The passage of time does not render a motion to intervene untimely.

Anthony, at *5.  Rather, the Court must look to the stage of the proceeding as it relates

to the question of prejudice caused by a delay in intervention. Id., (citing Mountain Top,

at 370). This Court should be reluctant to deny the motion to intervene solely due to

untimeliness given the otherwise important interest a proposed intervenor by right would

be denied. Anthony, at *5.

The docket sheet in this matter indicates that this action was initiated on
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September 17, 2012 and that the case is in the discovery stage of litigation.  The docket

sheet also shows that over 300 documents have been filed and/or issued in this matter.

While the docket sheet reflects that substantial litigation has already occurred, the Court

must remain cognizant of the limited purpose for which Mrs. Hamed seeks to intervene.

In this instance, Mrs. Hamed motion to intervene is timely because it is filed for

the limited purpose of objecting to the Plaintiff’s posting of her marital property as a

bond in this case.  The specific issue concerning the posting of Plot 100 just recently

became an issue when Plaintiff posted the marital property less than a month ago.  In

addition, the issues concerning the propriety of using Plot 100 to secure the bond does

not require the exchange of discovery as all documents relevant to Mrs. Hamed’s

interest in Plot 100 is on record with the Recorder of Deeds office and is otherwise

attached as exhibits to this motion.  The issue raised by Mrs. Hamed’s objection is a

legal one, which requires limited factual inquiry. Moreover, when considering a motion

to intervene, the Court must accept the movant’s well-pleaded allegations as true,

making no determination as to the merits of the issues in dispute. See, Oneida Indian

Nation of Wisc. v. New York, 732 F.2d 261, 265 (2d Cir. 1984). Therefore, there has

been no delay with the filing of the motion to intervene and Plaintiff does not suffer any

prejudice with regards to his underlying claims as a result of Mrs. Hamed’s request to

intervene. See, Sackman v. Liggett Group, Inc., 167 F.R.D. 6, 20 (E.D.N.Y.

1996)(explaining, “[w]hile the plaintiffs may argue that the putative intervenors may have

unnecessarily delayed their efforts to enter this lawsuit, the Court finds that because

these Rule 24 motions are for the limited purpose of objecting the Judge Boyle’s March

19, 1996 decision (sic), any delay is negligible.”); see also, Swann v. City of Dallas, 172
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F.R.D. 211, 213 (N.D. Tex. 1997)(filing of motion to intervene for purposes of modifying

supersedeas bond five months after bond is filed was timely.

B. Mrs. Hamed has a sufficient interest in the litigation.

Rule 24(a)(2) generally requires a proposed intervenor to demonstrate “an

interest relating to the property . . . that is the subject of the action . . . .”  The Third

Circuit has held that “proposed intervenors need not have an interest in every aspect of

the litigation.  They are entitled to intervene as to specific issues so long as their interest

in those issues is significantly protectable.” Mountain Top, 72 F.3d at 368.  The interest

must be “a legal interest as distinguished from interests of a general and indefinite

character”. Donaldson v. United States, 400 U.S. 517 (1971).  Therefore, there must be

a “tangible threat to a legally cognizable interest to have the right to intervene.” Id.; see

also, Mountain Top, 72 F.3d at 366.

Mrs. Hamed’s interest in Plot 100 is a legal one that is significantly protectable.

In the Virgin Islands, a “marital homestead” is defined as any homestead in which a

husband and wife both reside during the marriage that is owned by one or both of the

spouses. V.I. CODE ANN. tit. 33, § 2305(a).  Mr. and Mrs. Hamed resided at Plots 65

and 100 as husband and wife during their marriage as evidenced by Mrs. Hamed’s

sworn statements and the mortgage documents in which they agreed to occupy both

Plots 65 and 100 as their principal residence. Exhibit “6”, at ¶ 6. Mrs. Hamed is

currently seeking to protect her interest in the marital property in the Superior and

Supreme Courts of the Virgin Islands.

The issue raised by Hisham Hamed in the divorce court – whether the Hameds’

union is recognized as a marriage under law in the absence of a marriage license –
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does not diminish Mrs. Hamed’s interest in Plot 100 as the property is still subject to

distribution in a separate civil action if the Supreme Court finds that the Family Division

lacks jurisdiction to distribute the property. Armstrong v. Armstrong, 266 F.Supp.2d

385, 393 (D.V.I. 2003); see also, Fuentes v. Fuentes, CIV. NO. 089/1995, 1997 WL

889532, at *4 (Sup. Ct. May 12, 1997)(stating, “[r]eal property owned by the couple,

other than the marital homestead is divided by way of a civil partition action.”).

This Court should conclude that Mrs. Hamed has a significantly protectable

interest in Plot No. 100.

C. Mrs. Hamed’s interest may be affected by the disposition of the
action.

Mrs. Hamed is further required to show that her interest in Plot 100 might be

affected or impaired by the disposition of the current action. FED. R. CIV. P. 24(a)(2);

see also, Mountain top, at 368.

Plaintiff posted Plot 100 as security for the preliminary injunction issued by this

Court on April 25, 2013.  The purpose of the security is to reimburse the Defendants for

costs and damages they may sustain if they were found to have been wrongfully

enjoined or restrained. FED. R. CIV. P. 65(c). This Court has already determined that

Defendants stand to lose considerable sums in monetary damages, which far exceeds

the value of Plot 100.  Therefore, the posting of Plot 100 necessarily means that Mrs.

Hamed stands to lose her interest in the property as a result of an action to which she is

not a party and through no fault of her own.

D. Mrs. Hamed’s interest is not adequately represented by an existing
party in the litigation.

The United States Supreme Court has held that a movant’s burden of showing
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her interest is not adequately represented by an existing party to this ligation should be

treated as minimal. Trbovich v. United Mine Workers, 404 U.S. 528, 538 n. 10 (1972).

The Court must look to how the interest of the proposed intervenor compares with the

interest of the present parties.  7C WRIGHT, MILLER & KANE, FEDERAL PRACTICE &

PROCEDURE § 1909 (cited in Mountain Top, at 368-369).  If the interest of the proposed

intervenor is not represented at all, then she is not adequately represented. Id.

Neither of the parties’ interests in this litigation is consistent with Mrs. Hamed’s

interest in protecting and preserving her marital property.  As such, the fourth factor

weighs in favor of granting Mrs. Hamed leave to intervene in this action.

II. In the Alternative, Mrs. Hamed Should be Permitted to Intervene.

Permissive intervention should be allowed when a movant’s claim has a question

of law or fact in common with the main action. FED. R. CIV. P. 24(b)(2).  The Court has a

responsibility to ensure that the property being posted to secure the preliminary

injunction is sufficient to cover any damages to Defendants if they are later found to

have been wrongfully enjoined.  In this instance, Mrs. Hamed’s interest in her marital

property and objection to the posting of any portion of that property to secure the

preliminary injunction is consistent with the Court’s obligation to make sure the

preliminary injunction in the main action is properly secured.  Therefore, Mrs. Hamed’s

claim shares a common question of law or fact with the main action.

CONCLUSION

Mrs. Hamed’s request to intervene satisfies all four prongs of the intervention of

right standard.  In the alternative, her claim of interest in Plot 100 shares a common

question of law or fact with the main action as the Court has an obligation to ensure that
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the property posted to secure the preliminary injunction is unencumbered and otherwise

sufficient to compensate the Defendants for any damages incurred as a result of being

wrongfully enjoined.

WHEREFORE, and for the foregoing reasons, Proposed Intervenor, Hoda Fathi

Yusuf Hamed, respectfully requests that her Motion for Leave to Intervene be

GRANTED.

Respectfully Submitted,

THE WALKER LEGAL GROUP
Counsel for Intervenor

DATED: March 12, 2014 BY:
Kye Walker, Esq.
VI Bar No. 995
2201 Church Street, Suite 16AB
Christiansted, St. Croix
U.S. Virgin Islands 00820-4611
Telephone: (340) 773-0601
Fax: (888) 231-0601
kye@thewalkerlegalgroup.com
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Docket # Date Stamped ATTACDescription Comment

324 2/24/2014 9:34 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF VIDEO TAPED 
DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ.

323 2/21/2014 8:23 AM  MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION TO DISMISS FIRST 
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM AS 
TO MUFEED HAMED AND 
HISHAM HAMED, 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
DISMISS FIRST AMENDED 
COUNTERCLAIM AS TO 
WALEED HAMED AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY MARK ECKARD, 
ESQ.

322 2/21/2014 8:19 AM  ANSWER ANSWER OF WALEED 
("WALLY")HAMED TO FIRST 
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM
SUBMITTED BY MARK ECKARD, 
ESQ.

321 2/21/2014 8:14 AM  ANSWER ANSWER OF MUFEED HAMED 
AND HISHAM HAMED TO FIRST 
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM
SUBMITTED BY MARK ECKARD, 
ESQ.

320 2/21/2014 8:10 AM  MOTION TO DISMISS MOTION TO DISMISS FIRST 
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM AS 
TO WALEED HAMED, 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
DISMISS FIRST AMENDED 
COUNTERCLAIM AS TO 
WALEED HAMED AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY MARK ECKARD, 
ESQ.

319 2/18/2014 5:03 PM  REPLY RESPONSE TO DEFENDANT'S 
OBJECTION RE BOND FILED BY 
ATTY. JOEL H. HOLT

318 2/18/2014 5:03 PM  ANSWER ANSWER OF WAHEED 
("WILLIE") HAMED TO FIRST 
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM 
FILED BY ATTY. CARL 
HARTMANN III

317 2/19/2014 8:50 AM  MOTION MOTION TO FURTHER EXTEND 
SCHEDULING ORDER 
DEADLINES AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ. & 

316 2/18/2014 5:02 PM  MOTION TO DISMISS COUNTERCLAIM DEFENDANT 
WAHEED HAMED'S MOTION TO 
DISMISS FILED BY ATTY. CARL 
HARTMANN III WITH 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION AND PROPOSED 
ORDER

Mary
Typewritten text
EXHIBIT 1



315 2/14/2014 9:05 AM  MOTION MOTION TO RECONSIDER 
ORDER OF EMCUMBRANCE 
DATED FEBRUARY 7, 2014 AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGE, ESQ.

314 2/12/2014 3:47 PM  RESPONSE/ OBJECTION TO 
PETITION

RESPONSE TO MOTION TO 
SUBSTITUTE ADDITIANL BOND 
AND OBJECTION TO 
ADEQUACY OF PROPOSED 
BOND
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGE, ESQ.

313 2/11/2014 8:15 AM  REPLY REPLY RE PLAINTIFF'S MOTION 
TO COMPEL COMPLIANCE 
WITH PI
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

312 2/10/2014 1:55 PM  OPPOSITION DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
COMPEL DEFENDANTS TO 
COMPLY WITH THE 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION

311 2/10/2014 1:53 PM  NOTICE OF FILING AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING 
RULE 30(B)(6) VIDEO-TAPED 
DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

310 2/10/2014 1:47 PM  NOTICE OF FILING AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING 
VIDEO TAPED DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

309 2/10/2014 1:45 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING PLAINTIFF'S 
SECOND DUPPLEMENTAL RULE 
26 SELF DISCLOSURES
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

308 2/10/2014 1:43 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEO 
TAPED DEPOSITIONS
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

307 2/10/2014 1:41 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEO 
TAPED DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

306 2/10/2014 1:33 PM  NOTICE OF FILING AMENDED NOTICE OF TAKING 
VIDEO TAPED DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

305 2/7/2014 8:29 AM  ORDER ORDER OF ENCUMBRANCE 
SIGNED BY JUDGE DOUGLAS A. 
BRADY

304 2/10/2014 8:29 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER

303 1/28/2014 1:31 PM  NOTICE OF FILING PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF FILING 
SUPPLEMENTAL 
DECLARATIONS RE MOTION TO 
COMPEL COMPLIANCE WITH 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



302 2/6/2014 1:18 PM  MOTION MOTION TO SUBSTITUTE 
ADDITIONAL BOND FILED BY 
ATTY. JOEL H. HOLT WITH 
PROPOSED ORDER OF 
ENCUMBRANCE

301 2/6/2014 8:15 AM  SUMMONS - CRIMINAL FIVE SUMMONS SUBMITTED :

MUFEED HAMED; HISHAM 
HAMED; PLESSEN 
ENTERPRISES, INC., ;WALEED 
HAMED;  AND WAHEED HAMED; 

300 2/3/2014 9:04 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING PLAINTIFF'S 
FIRST SUPPLEMENTAL RULE 26 
SELF DISCLOSURES
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

299 1/31/2014 11:40 AM Scheduling event generated for 
SCHEDULED CASE @ 1/31/2014 
11:40:14 AM

298 1/31/2014 11:36 AM Scheduling event generated for 
UNSCHEDULED @ 1/31/2014 
11:36:56 AM

297 1/30/2014 12:34 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF POSTING 
ADDITIONAL BOND AND 
NOTICE OF RECORDING 
COURT ORDER FILED BY ATTY. 
JOEL H. HOLT WITH 
PROPOSED ORDER OF 
ENCUMBRANCE

296 1/22/2014 3:30 PM  MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION

PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
COMPEL DEFENDANTS TO 
COMPLY WITH THE 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

295 1/13/2014 12:02 PM  NOTICE OF FILING FIRST AMENDED 
COUNTERCLAIM
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

294 1/10/2014 3:22 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF'S 
CORRECTED RESPONSES TO 
PLAINTIFF'S FIRST REQUEST 
FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS TO DEFENDANT 
YUSUF: FIRST SET
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ.

293 1/16/2014 10:46 AM  ANSWER PLAINTIFF'S ANSWER TO FIRST 
AMENDED COUNTERCLAIM
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

292 1/15/2014 3:49 PM  ORDER ORDER OF ENCUMBRANCE 
SIGNED BY JUDGE DOUGLAS A. 
BRADY



291 1/15/2014 3:49 PM  ORDER ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY, THAT 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
SUPPLEMENT RECORD IS 
GRANTED; THAT PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO RECONSIDER IS 
GRANTED; THAT PLAINTIFF'S 
NOTICE OF FILING BOND IS 
ACCEPTED; THAT PLAINTIFF'S 
NOTICE OF FILING BOND IS 
REJECTED; THAT PLAINTIFF 
SHALL ON OR BEFORE CLOSE 
OF BUSINESS JANUARY 31, 
2014 FILE WITH THE CLERK OF 
THE COURT THE BALANCE DUE 
ON THE INJUNCTION BOND IN 
THE AMOUNT OF $513,000.

290 1/15/2014 3:49 PM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER NOTICE OF ENTRY OF TWO 
ORDERS

289 1/10/2014 1:38 PM  MOTION PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
SUPPLEMENT RECORD RE 
RECONSIDERATION/CLARIFICA
TION OF BOND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

288 1/9/2014 3:40 PM  REPLY DEFENDANT'S REPLY TO 
PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS' EMERGENCY 
MOTION TO VACATE 
INJUNCTION DUE TO 
PLAINTIFF'S FAILURE TO 
FORTHWITH FILE THE 
REQUIRED BOND
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGE, ESQ.

287 12/30/2013 10:19 AM  NOTICE OF SERVICE NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
DEFENDANT FATHI YUSUF'S 
ANSWER TO PLAINTIFF'S FIRST 
INTERROGATORIES
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

286 12/11/2013 4:18 PM  NOTICE OF SERVICE NOTICE OF WITHDRAWAL OF 
DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

285 12/23/2013 2:42 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

284 12/23/2013 1:18 PM  ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM ANSWER AND COUNTERCLAIM
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY H. 
HODGES, ESQ.

283 12/23/2013 12:55 PM  OPPOSITION OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO PARTIALLY 
RECONSIDER/CLARIFY BOND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGE, ESQ.

282 12/27/2013 12:46 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING BOND
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



281 12/27/2013 12:30 PM  REPLY PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO 
DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION TO PARTIALLY 
RECONSIDER/CLARIFY  BOND 
ORDER 
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

280 12/27/2013 12:26 PM  NOTICE OF SERVICE NOTICE OF POSTING BOND
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

279 12/27/2013 12:22 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING CORRECTED 
DECLARATION OF JOEL H. 
HOLT TO PLAINTIFF'S REPLY 
TO OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER/CLARIFY BOND
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

278 12/23/2013 9:19 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING AMENDED 
DECLARATION TO OPPOSITION 
TO "EMERGENCY MOTION" RE 
BOND
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

277 12/23/2013 8:52 AM  OPPOSITION PLAINTIFF HAMED'S 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' 
EMERGENCY MOTION" RE 
BOND
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

276 12/16/2013 2:34 PM  MOTION EMERGENCY MOTION TO 
VACATE INJUNCTION DUE TO 
PLAINTIFF'S FAILURE TO 
FORTHWITH FILE THE 
REQUIRED BOND AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGE, ESQ.

275 12/9/2013 11:16 AM  NOTICE NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEO 
TAPED DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

274 12/9/2013 11:11 AM  NOTICE NOTICE OF TAKING RULE 
30(B)(6) VIDEO DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

273 12/9/2013 2:19 PM  NOTICE OF SERVICE NOTICE OF TAKING VIDEO 
TAPED DEPOSITION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

272 12/16/2013 12:37 PM  MOTION PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
PARTIALLY 
RECONSIDER/CLARIFY BOND 
ORDER FILED BY ATTY. JOEL 
HOLT WITH PROPOSED ORDER 
AND PLAINTIFF'S 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION



271 12/3/2013 5:31 PM  RESPONSE/ OBJECTION TO 
PETITION

PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANT'S EMERGENCY 
MOTION TO EXTEND 
SCHEDULING DEADLINES AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

270 12/5/2013 5:50 PM Scheduling event generated for 
SCHEDULED CASE @ 12/5/2013 
5:50:38 PM

269 12/5/2013 5:41 PM ORDER AMENDED SCHEDULING 
ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY

268 12/5/2013 5:41 PM ORDER ORDER EXTENDING 
SCHEDULING DEADLINES 
SIGNED BY JUDGE DOUGLAS A. 
BRADY

267 12/5/2013 5:41 PM ORDER ORDER DENYING MOTION TO 
DISMISS SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY

266 12/5/2013 5:41 PM ORDER ORDER DENYING PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT SIGNED  
BY JUDGE DOUGLAS A. BRADY

265 12/5/2013 5:41 PM ORDER ORDER RE-SETTING 
INJUNCTION BOND SIGNED BY 
JUDGE DOUGLAS A. BRADY

264 12/5/2013 5:41 PM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER NOTICE OF ENTRY OF FIVE (5) 
ORDERS

263 11/27/2013 12:49 PM  EMERGENCY MOTION / 
EMERGENCY RELIEF

EMERGENCY MOTION TO 
EXTEND SCHEDULING ORDER 
DEADLINES FILED BY 
GREGORY H. HODGES & NIZAR 
A. DEWOOD, ESQ. 
PROPOSED AMENDED 
SCHEDULING ORDER 
ATTACHED

262 12/2/2013 2:56 PM  REPLY REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S 
OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
VACATE INJUNCTION PENDING 
POSTING OF ADDITIAL 
SECURITY
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ.

261 11/18/2013 12:33 PM ORDER ORDER APPROVING 
SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL 
SIGNED BY JUDGE DOUGLAS A. 
BRADY

260 11/19/2013 12:33 PM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 
APPROVING SUBSTITUTION OF 
COUNSEL

254 11/19/2013 12:01 PM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING 
INTERROGATORY REQUESTS 
AND REQUESTS FOR 
PRODUCTION OF DOCUMENTS
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



253 11/15/2013 11:55 AM  MOTION MOTION TO VACATE 
INJUNCTION PENDING 
POSTING OF ADDITIONAL 
SECURITY, MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
VACATE INJUNCTION PENDING 
POSTING OF ADDITIONAL 
SECURITY AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ.

252 11/15/2013 11:51 AM  RESPONSE/ OBJECTION TO 
PETITION

OBJECTION TO BILL OF COST
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ.

251 11/15/2013 11:42 AM  OPPOSITION OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
REDUCE THE BOND
SUBMITTED BY GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ.

250 11/19/2013 11:35 AM  REPLY REPLY RE ATTORMEY'S FEE 
FOR APPEAL
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

249 11/19/2013 11:28 AM  OPPOSITION PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO 
VACATE PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION PENDING POSITIN 
OF ADDITIONAL SECURITY
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

247 2/10/2014 3:50 PM JURY STATUS CONFERENCE Post Date: 8/19/2013 12:00:00 AM
 CW or JDGE: J
Judge Profile: DAB
Location Profile: 211

246 11/7/2013 9:41 AM  STIPULATED MOTION - ALL 
STIP

STIPULATION FOR 
SUBSTITUTION OF COUNSEL, 
LETTER AND ORDER RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ. & GREGORY 
HODGES, ESQ.

245 10/28/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE MANDDATE, OPINION OF THE 
COURT AND ORDER
SUBMITTED  BY THE SUPREME 
COURT OF THE VIRGIN 
ISLANDS

244 10/24/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION AND MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF REQUEST FOR 
ATTORNEY'S FEES
RE APPEAL AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

243 10/18/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
SUPPLEMENT THE PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
RECORD
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



242 10/17/2013 9:41 AM  MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION

PLAINTIFF'S MEMORANDUM IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION TO 
REDUCE BOND
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

241 10/17/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION TO REDUCE THE 
BOND RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

240 9/30/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE OPINION OF THE COURT 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY THE SUPREME 
COURT OF THE VIRGIN 
ISLANDS

239 9/30/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE OPINION OF THE COURT 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY THE SUPREME 
COURT OF THE VIRGIN 
ISLANDS

238 9/27/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY UNITED'S REPLY TO 
PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION 
RESPONSE TO UNITED'S 
MOTION
TO WITH DRAW RENTS
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

237 9/26/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO 
DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FO
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

236 9/19/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
DEFENDANT UNITED 
CORPORATION'S ANSWERS TO
PLAINTIFF'S FIRST 
INTERROGATORIES
SUBMITTED BY NIZA DEWOOD, 
ESQ.

235 9/19/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICEOF SERVICE OF 
DEFENDANT UNITED 
CORPORATION'S RESPONSES 
TO
PLAINTIFF'S FIRST REQUEST 
FOR PRODUCTION OF 
DOCUMENTS
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWWOD, ESQ.

234 9/16/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR PARTIAL
SUMMARY JUDGMENT
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWWOD, ESQ.



233 9/16/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE TO 
PLAINTIFF'S STATEMENT OF 
MATERIAL FACTS &
DEFENDANTS' STATEMENT OF 
ADDITIONAL FACTS IN 
OPPOSITION TO
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

232 9/16/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO 
UNITED'S MOTION TO 
WITHDRAW RENT
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

231 9/9/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANT UNTIED'S MOTION 
TO WITHDRAW RENT FILED BY 
ATTY. NIZAR
 DEWOOD WITH PROPOSED 
ORDER

230 9/9/2013 9:41 AM  MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION

MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF DEFENDANT 
UNITED'S MOTION TO
 WITHDRAW RENT FILED BY 
ATTY. NIZAR DEWOOD

229 8/27/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTAL RULE 26 
DISCLOSURES AND
SUBMITTED BY JOSEP 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

228 8/19/2013 9:41 AM STATUS 
CONFERENCE/HEARING

STATUS 
HEARING/CONFERENCE 
SCHEDULED 02/10/2014 03:50 
P.M.

227 8/19/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE 
BRADY'S CHAMBER

226 8/19/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
08/15/2013
JOEL H. HOLT,ESQ.;CARL J. 
HARTMANN III,ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD,ESQ.;JOSEPH 
A. DIRUZZO III,ESQ.

225 8/15/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY; 
GRANTING THE PARTIES'
STIPULATED SCHEDULING 
ORDERL; STATUS 
CONFENENCE SCHEDULED 
FOR
FEBRUARY 10, 2013 AT 3:30 PM

224 8/15/2013 9:41 AM CASE FILE TRACKING -TO-
CLERK OF COURT

FILE RETURNED TO THE 
CLERK'S OFFICE

223 8/13/2013 9:41 AM  STIPULATED MOTION - ALL 
STIP

STIPULATED FED.R.EVID. 502 
PROTECTIVE ORDER 
(CLAWBACK AGREEMENT)
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ. & JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, 
ESQ.



222 8/13/2013 9:41 AM  STIPULATED MOTION - ALL 
STIP

STIPULATION REGARDING 
RECORDS RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ. & JOSEPH DIRUZZO, ESQ.

221 8/6/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

220 8/5/2013 9:41 AM  STIPULATED MOTION - ALL 
STIP

PROPOSED STIPULATED 
SCHEDULING ORDER AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED Y JOEL HOLT, ESQ. 
& JOSEPH DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

219 7/22/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE 
BRADY'S CHAMBER

218 7/18/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
EXPEDITE
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

217 7/17/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANT'S MOTION FOR 
EXPEDITED RESOLUTION OF 
THEIR PENDING
MOTION TO DISMISS FILED BY 
JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, III., ESQ. 
AND
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.

216 7/16/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING PLAINTIFF 
HAMED'S RULE 26 INITIAL 
DISCLOSRES
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

215 7/15/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
BRADY

214 7/15/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
07/15/2013
JOEL H. HOLT,ESQ.;CARL J. 
HARTMANN III,ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD,ESQ.;JOSEPH 
A. DIRUZZO III,ESQ.

213 7/15/2013 9:41 AM DOCUMENTS RECEIVED SUPPLEMENTAL 
MEMEORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF PLAINTIFF HAMED'S 
EMERGENCY
MOTION FOR FURTHER 
CLARIFICATION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

212 7/12/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION PLAINTIFF HAMED'S 
EMERGENCY MOTION FOR 
FURTHER CLARIFICATION,
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
PLAINTIFF HAMED'S 
EMERGENCY MOTION FOR
FURTHER CLARIFICATION AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

211 7/9/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY



210 7/9/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
07/09/2013
JOEL H. HOLT,ESQ.;CARL J. 
HARTMANN III,ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD,ESQ.JOSEPH 
A. DIRUZZO III,ESQ.

209 6/18/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF COMPLIANCE WITH 
COURT ORDER RE BOND 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

208 6/12/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
06/10/2013
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.
JOEL HOLT, ESQ.
JOSEH DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.
K. GLENDA CAMERON, ESQ.

207 6/10/2013 9:41 AM Fees/Fines Receivable generated 
for amount $10

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000058
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: R
Transaction Code: 495    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 6/10/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 6/10/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 10
Subject: A000
To Account: 801     
Status: P
Void Date: 2/27/2008 12:00:00 AM

206 6/10/2013 9:41 AM Fees/Fines Receivable generated 
for amount $5

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000059
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: R
Transaction Code: 320    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 6/10/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 6/10/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 5
Subject: A000
To Account: 801     
Status: P
Void Date: 2/27/2008 12:00:00 AM



205 6/10/2013 9:41 AM Fees/Fines Receivable generated 
for amount $15

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000060
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: R
Transaction Code: 325    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 6/10/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 6/10/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 15
Subject: A000
To Account: 801     
Status: P
Void Date: 2/27/2008 12:00:00 AM

204 6/10/2013 9:41 AM Receipt 00082671 generated for 
the amount of $30

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000061
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: T
Transaction Code: PAY    
Distribution Count: 03
Transaction Date: 6/10/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 6/10/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 30
Transaction Balance: 30
Receipt Number: 00082671
To Account: 801     
Payor/Payee: DEWOOD LAW 
FIRM                                   
Payment Type: CASH
From Account: 801     

203 6/10/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED DENYING 
MOTION TO INTERVENE
SIGNED BY JUDGE DOUGLAS A. 
BRADY

202 6/10/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE SECOND NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTATION OF 
RECORD RE MOTIONS FILED 
AFTER
THE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
WAS ENTERED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

201 6/5/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 
COMPLETED BY MELISSA 
GUADALUPE
05/31/2013
JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.
JOSEPH A. DIRRUZZO, III., ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.



200 5/31/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER DENYING 
DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
STAY PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION
ORDER; ORDER GRANTING 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
CLARIFY SCOPE OF
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AS 
TO UNITED'S FINANCIAL 
STATEMENTS AND
UNRESTRICTED ACCESS TO 
UNITED'S FINANCIAL SYSTEMS; 
ORDERED THAT
DEFENDANT UNITED 
CORPORATION SHALL 
PROVIDE REVISED FINANCIAL
STATEMENTS FOR THE THREE 
PLAZA EXTRA SUPERMARKET 
STORES ONLY
WITHIN 30 DAYS OF THE DATE 
OF THIS ORDER;.....

199 5/31/2013 9:41 AM  DENYING 
MOTION/PETITION/RELIEF

ORDER DENYING BOND 
MODIFICATION

198 5/29/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE AS TO MOTIONS RIPE 
FOR DISPOSITION FILED BY 
JOEL H. HOLT,
ESQ.

197 5/24/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTATION OF 
RECORD RE MOTIONS FILED 
AFTER THE
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
WAS ENTERED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

196 5/22/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE ORDER THAT THE APPELLANTS 
SHALL FILE A MOTION TO 
EXPEDITE THIS
APPEAL
SUBMITTED BY THE SUPREME 
COURT OF THE VIRGIN 
ISLANDS

195 5/20/2013 9:41 AM  IN OPPOSITION/OBJECTION OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANTS' 
MOTION TO CLARIFY SCOPE 
OF PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION AS TO UNITED'S 
FINANCIAL STATEMENTS & 
UNRESTRICTED ACESS
TO UNITED'S FINANCIAL 
SYSTEMS AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

194 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  IN OPPOSITION/OBJECTION PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS' "EMERGENCY" 
MOTION TO
 RECONSIDER THE 
PRELIMINARY BOND FILED BY 
ATTY. JOEL H. HOLT



193 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF APPEAL COVER 
LETTER, INFORMATION SHEET, 
MEMORANDUM OF
OPINION, ORDERS AND 
CERTIFIED DOCKET SHEET 
FORWARDED TOT HE 
SUPREME
COURT OF THE VIRGIN 
ISLANDS
PREPARED BY ROXANNE 
SERRANO, COURT CLERK 
SUPERVISOR

192 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  TRANSMITTAL OF 
DOCUMENTS/SUBSEQUENT 
ORDERS- APPELLATE COURT

CERTIFIED DOCKET 
FORWARDED TO THE 
SUPREME COURT OF THE 
VIRGIN
ISLANDS

191 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  IN OPPOSITION/OBJECTION OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
EMERGENCY MOTION TO STAY 
PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION FILED BY ATTY. 
JOEL H. HOLT

190 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE APPEAL INFORMATION SHEET 
RECEIVED
PREPARED BY ROXANNE 
SERRANO, COURT CLERK 
SUPERVISOR

189 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY REPLY TO INTERVENOR'S 
REQUEST FOR A RULING AND 
STAY SUBMITTED BY
 ATTY. JOEL H. HOLT

188 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
CLARIFY SCOPE OF 
PRELIMINERY INJUNCTION AS 
TO
UNITED'S FINANCIAL 
STATEMENTS & 
UNRESTRICTED ACCESS TO 
UNITED
FINACIAL SYSTEMS AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

187 5/16/2013 9:41 AM  IN OPPOSITION/OBJECTION OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER AND MODIFY 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
 TO TERMINATE EMPLOYEES 
MUFEED HAMED, WALEED 
HAMED AND WADDA
 CHARRIEZ FILED BY ATTY. 
JOEL H. HOLT

186 5/13/2013 9:41 AM NOTICE OF APPEAL FILED 
AFTER FINAL JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF APPEAL RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH A. 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

185 5/13/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE DOCKETING ORDER RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY SHANTEL 
ARRINDELL, DEPUTY CLERK I

184 5/13/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE DOCKETING LETTER RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY SHANTEL 
ARRINDELL, DEPUTY CLERK I



183 5/10/2013 9:41 AM  RETURN OF SERVICE RETURN OF RETURN OF 
SERVICE DOCUMENT ISSUED 
TO BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA

182 5/9/2013 9:41 AM  RECONSIDERATION DEFENDANT'S EMERGENCY 
MOTION FOR 
RECONSIDERATION OF 
PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION ORDER TO STAY 
OF SAME PENDING POSTING 
OF ADEQUATE BOND
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

181 5/9/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE 
BRADY'S CHAMBER

180 5/9/2013 9:41 AM  STAY DEFENDANTS' EMERGENCY 
MOTION TO STAY 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

179 5/9/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
RECONSIDER AND TO MODIFY 
PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION TO TERMINATE 
EMPLOYEES MUFEED HAMED, 
WALEED HAMED, AND
WADDA CHARRIEZ
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

178 5/9/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION FOR EXPEDITED 
RESOLUTION OF PRIOR 
MOTION TO INTERVENE AND
A STAY OF THE COURT'S 
ORDER DATED APRIL 25, 2013
SUBMITTED BY K. GLENDA 
CAMERON, ESQ.

177 5/8/2013 9:41 AM  RETURN OF SERVICE RETURN OF SERVICE ISSUED 
TO BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA

176 5/8/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
05/07/2013
JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.
CARL HARTMANN, III, ESQ.
JOSEPH DIRUZZO, ESQ.
BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA

175 5/7/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANTS' EXPEDITED 
MOTION TO CLARIFY 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
DATED
APRIL 25, 2013
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

174 5/7/2013 9:41 AM  STIPULATED MOTION - ALL 
STIP

PLAINTIFF'S STIPULATION 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



173 5/7/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DARRYL DEAN DONOHUE, SR.; 
THAT DEFENDANT'S
 MOTION IS GRANTED; THAT 
DEFENDANT UNITED'S TENANT 
ACCOUNT
 NO.9XXX1923 IS NOT SUBJECT 
TO THIS COURT'S 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
 ORDER, ENTERED ON APRIL 
25, 2013; THAT NO SIGNATURE 
SHALL BE
 REQUIRED FROM PLANITIFF 
HAMAED FOR DISBURSEMENT 
OF ANY FUNDS FROM
 DEFENDANT UNITED'S TENANT 
ACCOUNT; THAT THIS ORDER 
BE SERVED ON ALL
 PARTIES FORTHWITH, AND 
THE BANK OF NOVA SCOTIA

172 5/3/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE INM 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO
SUPPLEMENT THE RECORD 
AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

171 5/3/2013 9:41 AM  TO STRIKE/QUASH DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
STRIKE POST-HEARING 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
EVIDENCE AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

170 5/3/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
NOTICE OF
SUPPLEMENTATION OF THE 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
RECORD
AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH A. 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

169 5/2/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE 
BRADY'S CHAMBER

168 4/29/2013 9:41 AM  IN OPPOSITION/OBJECTION PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO 
THE MOTION TI STRIKE 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



167 4/25/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
04/25/2013
JOEL H. HOLT,ESQ.;CARL J. 
HARTMANN III,ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD,ESQ.JOSEPH 
A. DIRUZZO III,ESQ.
JUDGES OF THE SUPERIOR 
COURT
MAGISTRATES OF THE 
SUPERIOR COURT
LAW CLERKS, IT, RECORD 
BOOK
LAW LIBRARY

166 4/25/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
04/25/2013
JOEL H. HOLT,ESQ.
CARL J. HARTMANN III,ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.
JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO III, ESQ.

165 4/25/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY, THAT 
DEFENDANTS' RULE 56(d)
 MOTION IS GRANTED; THAT 
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO DEEM 
PLAINTIFF'S
 PRETRIAL SUMMARY 
JUDGMENT MOTION 
CONCEDED IS DENIED.

164 4/25/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY, THAT 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO
 STRIKE SELF-APPOINTED 
REPRESENTATIVE IS DENIED

163 4/25/2013 9:41 AM  ORDER ACCOMPANYING 
MEMORANDUM OPINION

MEMORANDUM OPINION AND 
ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY; THAT
 PLAINTIFF'S EMERGENCY 
MOTION TO RENEW 
APPLICATION FOR TRO, IS
 GRANTED

162 4/25/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY; THAT THE 
RECORD IS
 SUPPLEMENTED BY THE 
ADMISSION OF PLAINTIFF'S 
EXHIBITS 28, 29 AND 30;
 PROFERRED NOTICES OF 
RENTS DUE ARE ADMITTED AS 
SUPPLEMENTING
 PLAINTIFF'S EXHIBIT 7; AND 
CHECKS REPRESENTING 
PAYMENTS TO
 DEFENDANT'S COUNSEL ARE 
ADMITTED AS 
SUPPLEMENTING PLAINTIFF'S
 EXHIBIT 15

161 4/23/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
SUPPLEMENT THE RECORD 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



160 4/22/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTATION OF THE 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
RECORD
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

159 4/11/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF UNAVAILABILITY 
FILED BY NIZAR DEWOOD, 
ESQ.

158 4/9/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTATION OF THE 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
RECORD
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

157 4/5/2013 9:41 AM  LETTER TO CLERK OF  THE 
COURT

LETTER RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY DEBORAH 
MULLER, LEGAL ASSISTANT

156 4/5/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANT'S RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TOPLAINTIFF'S 
NOTICE OF
SUPPLEMENT THE 
PRELIMINARY RECORD
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

155 4/4/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY REPLY TO OPPOSITION TO 
PLAINTIFF'S NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTATION OF
THE PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
RECORD
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

154 3/21/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF UNAVAILABILITY 
FILED BY JOSEPH DIRUZZO, III., 
ESQ.

153 3/21/2013 9:41 AM  LETTER TO CLERK OF  THE 
COURT

LETTER RECEIVED FROM 
DEBORAH MULLER

152 3/18/2013 9:41 AM Fees/Fines Receivable generated 
for amount $75

Location: X1  
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: R
Transaction Code: 120    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 3/18/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 3/18/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 75
Subject: P001
To Account: 801     
Payor/Payee: MOHAMMAD 
HAMED BY HIS                             
Status: P
Void Date: 1/12/2005 12:00:00 AM



151 3/18/2013 9:41 AM Receipt 00080772 generated for 
the amount of $75

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000062
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: T
Transaction Code: PAYFFEE
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 3/18/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 3/18/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 75
Transaction Balance: 75
Receipt Number: 00080772
To Account: 801     
Payor/Payee: K.G. CAMERON        
Payment Type: CK  
From Account: 801     
Check Account Number: 5108         

150 3/18/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF 
SUPPLEMENTATION OF THE 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
RECORD
FILED BY JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.

149 3/18/2013 9:41 AM PAYMENT MADE /FEE PAID FEE RECEIVED
RECEIPT # -   00080772

148 3/6/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF ERRATA FOR 
DEFENDANTS' MEMORANDUM 
OF LAW IN SUPPORT OF
THEIR PROPOSED FINDINGS 
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS 
OF LAW REGARDING
TRO/PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
APPLICATION FILED BY 
JOSEPH DIRRUZZO,
 ESQ.

147 3/6/2013 9:41 AM  LETTER TO CLERK OF  THE 
COURT

LETTER RECEIVED FROM 
DEBORAH MULLER, LEGAL 
ASSISTANT

146 3/5/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE DEFENDANTS' NOTICE OF 
REVISED PROPOSED ORDER 
AND LETTER RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

145 3/5/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY REPLY TO DEFENDANTS' 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO SUPPLEMENT
THE RECORD AND SECOND 
REQUEST TI TAKE JUDICIAL 
NOTICE
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

144 3/5/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
PLAINTIFF'S PROPOSED 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSION OF LAW AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



143 3/4/2013 9:41 AM  MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF MOTION

DEFENDANTS FATHI YUSUF'S 
AND UNITED CORPORTATION'S 
JOINT
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF THEIR 
PROPOSED FINDINGS OF
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF 
LAW REGARDING 
TRO/PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
APPLICATION FILED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD AND JOSEPH A. 
DIRUZZO, III.,
ESQ.

142 3/4/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFF'S 
SECOND MOTION
TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE AND 
REQUEST TO SUPPLEMENT 
THE HEARING
RECORD FILED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

141 3/4/2013 9:41 AM  FINDINGS OF FACT / 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

DEFENDANTS' PROPOSED 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
RELATION TO PLAINTIFFS' 
TRO/PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
APPLICATION
FILED BY NIZAR DEWOOD AND 
JOSEPH DIRRUZZO, III., ESQ.

140 3/4/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING RE: 
DEFENDANTS' MEMORANDUM 
OF LAW IN SUPPORT
OF THEIR PROPOSED 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND 
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
REGARDING
TRO/PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
APPLICATION FILED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

139 3/4/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING DEFENDANT'S NOTICE OF 
FILING CRIMINAL INDICTMENT 
FILED BY
NIZAR DEWOOD AND JOSEPH 
A. DIRUZZ0, III., ESQ.

138 2/28/2013 9:41 AM  LETTER TO CLERK OF  THE 
COURT

LETTER RECEIVED FROM 
DEBORAH MULLER, ESQ.

137 2/28/2013 9:41 AM  GRANTING 
MOTION/PETITION/RELIEF

ORDER GRANTING MOTION 
FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME

136 2/28/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 
COMPLETED BY MELISSA 
GUADALUPE
02/28/2013
JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.
JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, III., ESQ.

135 2/28/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE TO 
MOTION FOR LEAVE TO FILE 
UNDER SEAL FILED BY
JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, III., ESQ.



134 2/28/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER 
COMPLETED BY MELISSA 
GUADALUPE
02/28/2013
JOEL HOLT, ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.
JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, III., ESQ.

133 2/28/2013 9:41 AM  GRANTING 
MOTION/PETITION/RELIEF

ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
FILE PLAINTIFF'S PROPOSED 
FINDINGS OF FACT
AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
UNDER SEAL

132 2/27/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION TO FILE PLAINTIFF'S 
PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT 
AND CONCLUSIONS
OF LAW UNDER SEAL AND 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

131 2/26/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED SUPPLEMENT TO AGREED 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 
OF TIME, ORDER AND
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO,III, ESQ.

130 2/25/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION SUPPLEMENT TO AGREED 
MTION FOR ENLARGEMENT OF 
TIME FILED BY
JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, III., ESQ.

129 2/25/2013 9:41 AM STIPULATED MOTION - ALL 
STIP

STIPULATION FO DISMISSAL 
WITH PREJUDICE, ORDER AND 
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY LEE J. ROHN, 
ESQ. & DOUGLAS CAPDEVILLE, 
ESQ.

128 2/22/2013 9:41 AM GENERAL MOTION CERTIFIED TRANSCRIPT 
RECEIVED BY COURT 
REPORTER SUZANNE
 OTWAY-MILLER FOR HEARING 
HELD ON JANUARY 25, 2013

127 2/21/2013 9:41 AM  LETTER TO CLERK OF  THE 
COURT

LETTER RECEIVED FROM 
DEBORAH L. MULLER

126 2/21/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION AGREED MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME FILED 
BY JOSEPH A.
DIRUZZO, III., ESQ.

125 2/19/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING 
SUPPLEMENTAL DEPOSITION 
EXHIBITS AND
PLAINTIFF'S SECOND REQUEST 
TO TAKE JUDICIAL NOTICE AND 
REQUEST
TO SUPPLEMENT THE 
HEARING RECORD FILED BY 
JOEL HOLT, ESQ.

124 2/12/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF NO OPPOSITION 
AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.



123 2/11/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF APPEARANCE NOTICE OF APPEARANCE 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ. & 
CHRISTOPHER DAVID, ESQ.

122 2/2/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY REPLY TO DEFENDANT'S 
RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION TO FILE
PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO FILE 
PLAINTIFF'S PROPOSED 
FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSION OF LAW UNDER 
SEAL
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

121 1/31/2013 9:00 AM JURY HEARING Action Code: HCON
Action Date: 1/31/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Post Date: 1/28/2013 12:00:00 AM
 CW or JDGE: J
Judge Profile: DAB
Location Profile: 211

120 1/31/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION EXCERPT-CERTIFIED 
TRANSCRIPT TESTIMONY OF 
MOHAMMED HAMED 
PREPARED BY
 SUZANNE A. OTWAY-MILLER

119 1/31/2013 9:41 AM EXHIBITS/EVIDENCE FORM PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER'S 
EXHIBIT LIST SUBMITTED AT 
HEARING BY ATTY.
 JOEL HOLT

118 1/31/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY BRIEF PLAINTIFF'S RESPONSE TO 
MOTION TO INTERVENE 
SUBMITTED BY ATTY. JOEL
 H. HOLT

117 1/31/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION EXCERPT-CERTIFIED 
TRANSCRIPT TESTIMONY OF 
MAHER YUSUF PREPARED BY
 SUZANNE A. OTWAY-MILLER

116 1/31/2013 9:41 AM  RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS 
ENTERED

RECORD OF PROCEEDING 
COMPLETED BY CLERK IRIS 
CINTRON, COURT REPORTER
 SANDRA HALL

115 1/31/2013 9:41 AM  EXHIBITS/EVIDENCE FORM PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER'S 
EXHIBIT LIST PREPARED BY 
CLERK

114 1/31/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE 
BRADY'S CHAMBER

113 1/31/2013 9:41 AM  EXHIBITS/EVIDENCE FORM DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT LIST 
PREPARED BY CLERK

112 1/31/2013 9:41 AM HEARING CONCLUDED HEARING CONCLUDED

111 1/30/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY PLAINTIFF MOHAMMAD 
HAMAD'S REPLY TO 
DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO
PLAINTIFF'S EMERGENCY 
MOTION AND RENEWED TRO 
REQUEST
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



110 1/29/2013 9:41 AM Receivable 470     waived for $50 Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000036
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: W
Transaction Code: 470    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 1/29/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 1/24/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 50
Transaction Balance: 50
Subject: A   
To Account: 801     
Void Date: 10/15/2004 12:00:00 
AM
Check Status: V

109 1/28/2013 9:41 AM Fees/Fines Receivable generated 
for amount $50

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000090
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: R
Transaction Code: 470    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 1/28/2013 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 1/24/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 50
Subject: A   
To Account: 801     
Status: W
Void Date: 10/15/2004 12:00:00 
AM
Check Status: V

108 1/28/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
SUBPOENA, FILED BY JOEL H. 
HOLT, ESQ.

107 1/28/2013 9:41 AM HEARING ORDER FIXING HEARING DATE 
01/31/2013 09:00 A.M.

106 1/28/2013 9:41 AM HEARING HEARING SCHEDULED 
01/31/2013 09:00 A.M.

105 1/25/2013 10:00 AM JURY HEARING Action Code: RCOM
Action Date: 1/25/2013 12:00:00 
AM
Post Date: 1/10/2013 12:00:00 AM
 CW or JDGE: J
Judge Profile: DAB
Location Profile: 211

104 1/25/2013 9:41 AM  EXHIBITS/EVIDENCE FORM PLAINITFF'S EXHIBIT LIST 
SUBMITTED AT HEARING BY 
ATTY. JOEL HOLT

103 1/25/2013 9:41 AM  EXHIBITS/EVIDENCE FORM DEFENDANT'S EXHIBIT LIST 
PREPARED BY CLERK

102 1/25/2013 9:41 AM  EXHIBITS/EVIDENCE FORM PLAINTIFF/PETITIONER'S 
EXHIBIT LIST PREPARED BY 
CLERK



101 1/25/2013 9:41 AM  AFFIDAVIT AFFIDAVIT RECEIVED BY 
PROCESS SERVER FELIPE 
TORRES FOR SERVICE OF
 SUBPOENA TO MAHER YUSUF

100 1/25/2013 9:41 AM  AFFIDAVIT AFFIDAVIT RECEIVED BY 
PROCESS SERVER FELIPE 
TORRES FOR SERVICE OF
 SUBPOENA TO WADDA 
CHARRIEZ

99 1/25/2013 9:41 AM  RECORD OF PROCEEDINGS 
ENTERED

RECORD OF PROCEEDING 
COMPLETED BY CLERK IRIS 
CINTRON, COURT REPORTER
 SUZANNE MILLER (TRO 
HEARING)

98 1/25/2013 9:41 AM HEARING CONCLUDED HEARING CONCLUDED

97 1/24/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE DEFENDANTS' AMENDED 
CERTIFICATES OF SERVICE, 
DEFENDANTS AND RESPONSE
IN OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' 
RENEWED TRO APPLICATION
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

96 1/24/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
SUBPOENA RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

95 1/24/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION FOR LEAVE TO 
INTERVENE AND 
MEMORANDUM OF LAW IN 
SUPPORT OF
THE MAJORITY 
SHAREHOLDERS' MOTION FOR 
LEAVE TO INTERVENE
SUBMITTED BY K. GLENDA 
CAMERON, ESQ.

94 1/24/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE PETITION FOR ADMISSION PRO 
HAC VICE OF CHRISTOPHER M. 
DAVID, ESQ.
(COURTESY COPY) AND 
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

93 1/24/2013 9:41 AM  LETTER TO CLERK OF  THE 
COURT

PETITION IN INTERVENTION-
COMPLAINT FOR 
DECLARATORY JUDGMENT
SUBMITTED BY K. GLENDA 
CAMERON, ESQ.

92 1/24/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF INTENT TO FILE 
SUBPOENA RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

91 1/23/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION FOR
PROTECTIVE ORDER RELATED 
TO LIMITED DEPOSITIONS AND 
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.



90 1/23/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE REQUEST TO TAKE JUDICIAL 
FILED BY JOEL HOLT, ESQ.

89 1/23/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING CERTIFIED 
COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF 
FATHI YSUF, FILED
BY JOEL HOLT, ESQ.

88 1/22/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY DEFENDANT'S REPLY IN 
FURTHER SUPPORT OF THEIR 
MOTION TO COMPEL
LIMITED DEPOSITIONS FILED 
BY JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, III., 
ESQ.

87 1/22/2013 9:41 AM GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANT'S MOTION TO 
STRIKE JANUARY 9, 2013 
DECLARATION OF WALEED
HAMED, FILED BY JOSEPH A. 
DIRUZZO, III., ESQ.

86 1/22/2013 9:41 AM  IN OPPOSITION/OBJECTION OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT'S 
REQUEST TO TAKE JUDICIAL 
NOTICE FILED BY
JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.

85 1/22/2013 9:41 AM  COMPEL DEFEDNANTS' MOTION TO 
COMPEL LIMITED 
DEPOSITIONS OR, 
ALTERNATIVELY,
TO EXCLUDE TESTIMONY 
PENDING COMPLETION OF 
LIMITED DEPOSITIONS
AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH A. 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

84 1/22/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 
JUDICIAL NOTICE OF 
ADJUDICATIVE FACTS
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

83 1/18/2013 9:41 AM  IN OPPOSITION/OBJECTION OPPOSITION TO MOTION TO 
COMPEL RECEIVED FROM 
ATTY. JOEL H. HOLT

82 1/18/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
01/18/2013
JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.
CARL HARTMANN, III, ESQ.
JOSEPH DIRUZZO, ESQ.

81 1/18/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY; THAT 
NOTICES OF SCHEDULED
DEPOSITIONS OF WAHEED 
HAMED, HISHAM HAMED, 
MUFEED HAMED, WALEED
HAMED,AND MOHAMMED 
HAMED ARE STICKEN AND 
SUCH DEPOSITIONS SHALL 
NOT
NOT GO FORWARD 
SCHEDULED

80 1/17/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF INTENT TO SERVE 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.



79 1/17/2013 9:41 AM  SUBPOENA - CIVIL SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
ISSUED TO JOEL HOLT, ESQ.

78 1/17/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF INTENT TO SERVE 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

77 1/17/2013 9:41 AM  SUBPOENA - CIVIL SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
ISSUED TO PAMELA L. COLON, 
ESQ.

76 1/17/2013 9:41 AM  SUBPOENA - CIVIL SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
ISSUED CART J. HARMANN, 
ESQ.

75 1/17/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF INTENT TO SERVE 
SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

74 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  SUBPOENA - CIVIL SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
RECEIVED ISSUED TO FIVE-H 
HOLDINGS, INC.
SUBMITTED NIZAR DEWOOD, 
ESQ.

73 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED DEFENDANTS' RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO PLAINTIFFS' 
MOTION TO DEEM
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
CONCEDED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

72 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF LIMITED 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
WAHEED HAMED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

71 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF LIMITED 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
HISHAM HAMED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

70 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  SUBPOENA - CIVIL SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
RECEIVED ISSUED TO GERALD 
GRONER, ESQ.
SUBMITTED NIZAR DEWOOD, 
ESQ.

69 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF CANCELLATION OF 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
MOHAMMAD HAMED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

68 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF CANCELLATION OF 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
WAHEED HAMED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

67 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF CANCELLATION OF 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
HISHAM HAMED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.



66 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  SUBPOENA - CIVIL SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
RECEIVED ISSUED TO EAST 
END ASSOCIATES LIMITED
PARTNERSHIP
SUBMITTED NIZAR DEWOOD, 
ESQ.

65 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF LIMITED 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
MOHAMMAD HAMED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

64 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF LIMITED 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
MUFEED HAMED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

63 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY DEFENDANTS' REPLY IN 
FURTHER SUPPORT OF THEIR 
RULE 56(d) MOTION
AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

62 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  SUBPOENA - CIVIL SUBPOENA DUCES TECUM 
RECEIVED ISSUED TO BANCO 
POPULAR DE PUERTO RICO
SUBMITTED NIZAR DEWOOD, 
ESQ.

61 1/16/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF CANCELLATION OF 
DEPOSITION RECEIVED FOR 
MUFEED HAMED
AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.



60 1/15/2013 9:41 AM CONDITION PENDING TARGET_DATE: 1/15/2013 
12:00:00 AM
TRIGGER_DATE: 9/17/2012 
12:00:00 AM
ACTION_TYPE: M
MONITORED_ACTION: 
RETOFSUM
MONITORED_CATEGORY: CIVL
ORIGINAL_TARGET: 1/15/2013 
12:00:00 AM
ACTION_STATUS: PEND
ACTION_STATUS_DATE: 
9/17/2012 12:00:00 AM
CRITICAL_DATE: 1/5/2013 
12:00:00 AM
CASE_TYPE: DAMG
CASE_KEY: 413795
JUDGE_CODE: DAB 
CASE_STATUS: MOP 
CASE_STATUS_DATE: 
10/24/2013 12:00:00 AM
FILING_DATE: 9/17/2012 
12:00:00 AM
WARNING_FLAG_1: G
WARNING_FLAG_2: A
APPLICATION: C
CASE_COMPLEXITY: MED     
SourceTable: MASTER
SourceID: 413795
TargetID: 296129

59 1/15/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING PROOF OF 
SERVICE ISSUED TO FAHTI 
YUSUF RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

58 1/14/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 
PROTECTIVE ORDER, ORDER 
AND MEMORANDUM IN
SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR A PROTECTIVE 
ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

57 1/11/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING 
SUPPLEMENTLAL DOCUMENTS 
RE PLAINTIFF'S EMERGENCY
MOTION AND MEMORANDU TO 
RENEW APPLICATION FOR TRO
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

56 1/11/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING PROPOSED 
ORDER RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.



55 1/10/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
01/10/2013
JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.
JOSEPH DIRUZZO III, ESQ.
CARL J. HARTMANN III, ESQ.

54 1/10/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED BY JUDGE 
DOUGLAS A. BRADY, 
SCHEDULING HEARING FOR
 JANUARY 25, 2013 AT 10:00 AM

53 1/10/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE 
BRADY'S CHAMBER

52 1/10/2013 9:41 AM HEARING HEARING SCHEDULED 
01/25/2013 10:00 A.M.

51 1/9/2013 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF JUDGE 
REASSIGNMENT
PREPARED BY ROXANNE 
SERRANO, COURT CLERK 
SUPERVISOR

50 1/9/2013 9:41 AM  REPLY PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO 
DEFENDANTS' OPPOSITION TO 
MOTION TO DEEM
PLAINTIFF'S PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT MOTION 
CONCEDED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

49 1/9/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE'S 
CHAMBER

48 1/9/2013 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION PLAINTIFF'S EMERGENCY 
MOTION AND MEMORANDUM 
TO RENEW APPLICATION FOR
TRO AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

47 1/9/2013 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE'S 
CHAMBER

46 1/9/2013 9:41 AM NOTICE OF RECUSAL AND 
JUDGE REASSIGNMENT

DIRECT JUDGE 
REASSIGNMENT FROM: DDD 
TO: DAB

45 12/27/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF (7) DEPOSITIONS  
ISSUED FOR MOHAMMAD 
HAMED, WALEED HAMAD,
WAHEED HAMAD, MUFEED 
HAMAD AND HISHAM HAMAD
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

44 12/27/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANTS' RULE 56(d) 
MOTION AND ALTERNATIVE 
MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT
OF TIME TO RESPOND TO 
MOTION FOR PARTIAL 
SUMMARY JUDGMENT & 
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.



43 12/27/2012 9:41 AM  REPLY DEFENDANTS' REPLY IN 
FURHTER SUPPORT OF THEIR 
MOTION TO STRIKE
SELF-APPOINTED 
REPRESENTATIVE
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

42 12/27/2012 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING PROPSED 
ORDER GRANTING MOTION TO 
STRIKE
SELF-APPOINTED 
REPRESENTATIVE, ORDER 
AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, ESQ.

41 12/27/2012 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF APPEARANCE NOTICE OF APPEARANCE AND 
LETTER RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY CARL 
HARTMANN, ESQ.

40 12/24/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION TO DEEM PLAINTIFF'S 
PARTIAL SUMMARY JUDGMENT 
MOTION CONCEDED
AND REPLY TO DEFENDANT'S 
RULE 56 REQUEST
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

39 12/17/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION FOR ENLARGEMENT 
OF TIME, ORDER AND LETTER 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO,III ESQ.

38 12/13/2012 9:41 AM  REPLY DEFENDANT'S REPLY TO 
PLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS' RULE
12 MOTION FILED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

37 12/7/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANTS' SECOND 
MOTION TO EXTEND TIME TO 
REPLY TO PLAINTIFF'S
OPPOSITION TO 
DEFENDANTS'S RULE 12 
MOTION FILED BY
NIZAR DEWOOD, ESQ.

36 12/4/2012 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED PLAINTIFF HAMED'S 
RESPONSE TO DEFENDANTS' 
RULE 17 MOTION TO STRIKE
REPRESENTATIVE AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

35 11/28/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION AGREED MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME, 
ORDER AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO,III ESQ.

34 11/26/2012 9:41 AM  TO STRIKE/QUASH DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
STRIKE SELF-APPOINTED 
REPRESENTATIVE AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO,III ESQ.



33 11/26/2012 9:41 AM  EXTENSION OF TIME DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
EXTEND TIME TO REPLY 
TOPLAINTIFF'S OPPOSITION
TO DEFENDANTS'S RULE 12 
MOTION AND ORDER
SUBMITTED BY NIZAR 
DEWOOD, ESQ.

32 11/2/2012 9:41 AM Fees/Fines Receivable generated 
for amount $40

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000014
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: R
Transaction Code: 325    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 11/2/2012 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 11/2/2012 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 40
Subject: A000
To Account: 801     
Status: P
Void Date: 9/4/2007 12:00:00 AM

31 11/2/2012 9:41 AM Receipt 00077621 generated for 
the amount of $40

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000015
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: T
Transaction Code: PAY    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 11/2/2012 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 11/2/2012 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 40
Transaction Balance: 40
Receipt Number: 00077621
To Account: 801     
Payor/Payee: BRYANT BARNES    
Payment Type: CK  
From Account: 801     
Check Account Number: 1808         

30 10/23/2012 9:41 AM  DOCUMENTS RECEIVED RESPONSE TO COURT'S 
OCTOBER 12, 2012 ORDER AND 
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO,III, ESQ.

29 10/19/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE TO THE COURT 
RECEIVED
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

28 10/15/2012 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
10/12/2012
JOEL HOLT, ESQ.
JOSEPH DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.



27 10/12/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER SIGNED THAT WITHIN 
THIRTY (30) DAYS OF THE 
ENTRY OF THIS ORDER
THE PARTIES SHALL INFORM 
THE COURT OF THE STATUS 
OF REMOVAL BY THE
UNITED STATES DISTRICT 
COURT FOR THE DISTRICT OF 
THE VIRGIN ISLANDS.
IF REMOVAL IS GRANTED, THE 
PARTIES SHALL TAKE 
APPROPRIATE STEPS TO
DISMISS AND CLOSE THIR 
MATTER, IF APPROPRIATE. 
ALTERNATELY, IF
PLAINTIFF OPPOSES 
REMOVAL, HE SHALL TAKE ANY 
APPROPRIATE STEPS
WITHIN THIRTY DAYS FROM 
THE DATE OF THIS ORDER FOR 
THIS COURT
RETAIN JURISDICTION HEREIN
SIGNED BY JUDGE DARRYL 
DEAN DONOHUE

26 10/4/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF REMOVAL AND 
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.

25 10/2/2012 9:41 AM  REPLY PLAINTIFF'S REPLY TO 
DEFENDANTS' MOTION FOR 
ENLARGEMENT OF TIME
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

24 10/2/2012 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF ORDER
10/01/2012
JOEL H. HOLT, ESQ.

23 10/2/2012 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
JUDGMENT

NOTICE OF ENTRY OF 
RECUSAL OR REASSIGNMENT

22 10/2/2012 9:41 AM LETTER TO JUDGE FILE FORWARDED TO JUDGE 
DONOHUE'S CHAMBERS FOR 
REVIEW

21 10/2/2012 9:41 AM NOTICE OF RECUSAL AND 
JUDGE REASSIGNMENT

DIRECT JUDGE 
REASSIGNMENT FROM: JAB 
TO: DDD

20 10/1/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DEFENDANTS' MOTION TO 
PROCEED ON PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR A TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER AND/OR 
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AS 
A MOTION FOR
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION AND 
FOR ENLARGEMENT OF TIME 
TO RESPOND
TO SAME, ORDER AND LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZIO, III, ESQ.

19 10/1/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF REMOVAL AND 
LETTER
SUBMITTED BY JOSEPH 
DIRUZZO, III, ESQ.



18 10/1/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL JUDGMENT ORDER OF RECUSAL SIGNED 
BY JUDGE JULIO A. BRADY

17 9/24/2012 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF APPEARANCE NOTICE OF APPEARANCE FOR 
DEFENDANT
SUBMITTED BY ATTORNEY 
JOSEPH A. DIRUZZO, ESQ.

16 9/24/2012 9:41 AM  LETTER TO CLERK OF  THE 
COURT

LETTER RECEIVED FROM 
JANNESE CORREA ENCLOSING 
NOTICE OF APPEARANCE
 IN THE MATTER OF 
MOHAMMAD HAMED BY HIS 
AUTHORIZED AGENT WALEED
 HAMED V. FATHI YUSUF & 
UNITED CORPORATION

15 9/20/2012 9:41 AM  NOTICE OF FILING NOTICE OF FILING PROPOSED 
ORDER FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER
 AND/OR A PRELIMINARY 
INJUNCTION FILED BY ATTY. 
JOEL H. HOLT

14 9/19/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL NOTICE NOTICE OF SERVICE OF 
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER AND/OR 
A
PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION 
FILED BY ATTY. JOEL H. HOLT

13 9/18/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION MOTION FOR TEMPORARY 
RESTRAINING ORDER AND/OR 
A PRELIMINARY
INJUNCTION AND 
MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR TEMPORARY
RESTRAINING ORDER AND/OR 
A PRELIMINARY INJUNCTION
SUBMITTED BY JOEL HOLT, 
ESQ.

12 9/17/2012 9:41 AM Fees/Fines Receivable generated 
for amount $75

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000014
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: R
Transaction Code: 120    
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 9/17/2012 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 9/17/2012 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 75
Subject: P001
To Account: 801     
Payor/Payee: MOHAMMAD 
HAMED BY HIS                             
Status: P
Void Date: 6/10/2005 12:00:00 AM



11 9/17/2012 9:41 AM Receipt 00076450 generated for 
the amount of $75

Location: X1  
Transaction Number: 00000015
Transaction Group: 1000
Transaction Type: T
Transaction Code: PAYFFEE
Distribution Count: 01
Transaction Date: 9/17/2012 
12:00:00 AM
Action Date: 9/17/2012 12:00:00 
AM
Transaction Amount: 75
Transaction Balance: 75
Receipt Number: 00076450
To Account: 801     
Payor/Payee: HOLT, JOEL H          
Payment Type: CK  
From Account: 801     
Check Account Number: 9081         

10 9/17/2012 9:41 AM  SUMMONS ISSUED 20 DAY SUMMONS ISSUED

9 9/17/2012 9:41 AM  SUMMONS ISSUED 20 DAY SUMMONS ISSUED

8 9/17/2012 9:41 AM NOTICE OF RECUSAL AND 
JUDGE REASSIGNMENT

DIRECT JUDGE ASSIGNMENT 
Hon. Julio A. Brady JAB

7 9/17/2012 9:41 AM  CIVIL INFORMATION AND 
LITIGANT DATA FORM

CIVIL COVER SHEET RECEIVED

6 9/17/2012 9:41 AM  GENERAL MOTION DOCKETING LETTER AND 
NOTICE OF JUDGE 
ASSIGNMENT PREPARED

5 9/17/2012 9:41 AM PAYMENT MADE /FEE PAID FILING FEE ASSESSED

4 9/17/2012 9:41 AM  COMPLAINT VERIFIED COMPLAINT 
RECEIVED

3 9/17/2012 9:41 AM PAYMENT MADE /FEE PAID FEE RECEIVED
RECEIPT # -   00076450

2 9/17/2012 9:41 AM JURY DEMAND TRIAL BY JURY DEMANDED

1 9/17/2012 9:41 AM  CIVIL INFORMATION AND 
LITIGANT DATA FORM

CIVIL LITIGANT PERSONAL 
DATA FORM RECEIVED
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