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I ION. SAI.IANN SC’AKI’I J 1 , I . A  . I . :  
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servc: a i i  aincnded plciiding within i t  period lo be detcriiiined by ttic C‘oiirt; and  (4)  ror a11 

order extciidiiig t l iu  clciidline lix- F u s t  to filc the Note of Issue. Dcl‘enclaiil C’oiisolitlatecl 

C’C‘W havc the wine principals ;inti ~ Y C C L I  lives, arid that he supcrviscs 1mth conipuiiics. 

1Je also tcstj lied Iliat C’C’W nncl C’C‘A share accoirntirig, hcnclit5 ;uid technology 

c l e~~n~ l~ i i en t s .  ‘I‘ho~igh McLxrg tcstillcd that CCl’W and C‘C‘W niirrorcd cadi olhcr, 

Meberg sl:iled that lie was uiisiire whclher C‘CTW \?/as still i i i  existence when bausl was 

Mchcrg, a jiidgiiierit against C’C’A or  C’C’W would no1 h u  collcctivc ag:;ijtist the other 
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UI‘ “c?icrciscs control ovcr the wycorl\ or dai ly  operalioris ol‘tlie othcr company.-’ Mebcrg 

furthci- ntlesls tliat C’C’‘1 W charigcd its riaine to C‘C’TW Holdings, Inc. hcliu-e Faus l ’ s  
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‘lhjs coiislii[rtes tlic decision irnd order o f  h e  C’ourt. 

Ilated: Ncw Yorl;, Ncw Yorli 
.Il l l lC 4, 20 I 2 
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