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STATE, OF MICHIGAN

¥0. 1407 7. 37
Sco E.6

a
—

INTHE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THFE. COUNTY OF WAYNE

JOODFELLAS WEAR. LLC. A Michigan
Limited Liabiiin Company and
WIESSAM AQUN,

Plaingits.

-\§- CASE NQ: Vall
WAYNE COUNTY. WAYNE COUNTY 1 HON,

SHERRIF'S DEPARTMENT. WARREN C. 2VANS

WAYNE COUNTY SHERIFF. MACY™S RFETAI
HOLDINGS. iNC.. a New York Cerporation .-mdl
OOUGLAS BUCHIR. -

Defeadants.

CYRIL C. HALL, BC.
CYRI. C. HALL (P 29121,
TIMMOTHY J. YOUSIF (P 64 336)
Auameys for Plaintiils

t49 Franklin Bivd,

Pontisc, Mi 48341

{248) 335-7880

There is na ataer civil achon hemwaen [hese pactics arising our of the
sz transaction ot occurrence as allegdd in this Compluinc perxling in
this Coun. aor has any' <uch activa teen | eviously fled and clinninesd ar
Iranstcerad afier aving beat uxsigied to o Judge. nor 8o 1 hnaw ol any-
civil acticn, nor becwean these pantes, ar iy ot of the s transaction
or veenrvence at alleped in shis (‘n:npl:n. v that is cither panding ae wes
peeviaesly filed and diggpissed. ransleaeg or aervise dispased orafler
raving been assigned Juclue ia Vs Curt.

Ae = ossmmae . .

SR

COMPLAINT ANDLJURV DEMAND

NOW COMES Plaintinls. GOODFELLAS WEAR, LLC.. A Micirigin {Limited Liability

. 0l 1~

Company, and WISSAM AOQUN. by und lhmug'h their anomizys of record. CYRIL €. HAL;

]
H
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PO By TUMOTIIY L. YOUSH ., and in sppod of their instan: comglaint stale as follows wunta

this Honorable Cowst:

(. The Plosanll Goudivltas Wear, 1LLC, CGoadfisl'as® T oix a Michigan Limited

Liability Company doing business in the Ciny: of Detrait County ol Wayne Siate of Michigan.

2. That Pleintift” Wissam Aoun (“Aocur™ is un adui resident of the County of

Wayne Stte of Michigan.

3. That Wayne Couat is u pelivical schdivision ol e State of Michigan.
4. That he Wuyne County Sherill™s Depurtmemt is ¢ subdivision of the County of

Wavne. State ol Michigan.

S. That Detendact Warcen €. Evans {“Evans® T is the ShedtY of the Wayne County

Shedt! Department. fvcated in the County off Wasue.

6. That Defendan: Moey's Retail Holidmgs, tne.. ("Mzey's™ is a2 New York

Lomporation doing business in the County of Weyae Stats of Michigan.

7. That Defendant Douglax Bucher is tive creanized rewi! came investigations

manager for Defendant Mrev's and dows business in the Courty of. Wayne and Sune ol

Michizan,

3. hat dw incidert compigined of herein securred in the County v’ Wawiie, State of
Michigan.

9, The the ameunt i con; nedersy excveds 230000, andd tierefure jurdsdiciion and

veniue are proper i iy Cour

COMMON ALLECATIONS

il Plaind s ivcerporate b relerence Pars weaphs | theougl ¢

1. That Plainti {1 Aoun is the sole memher urki owner of Tiood feltas Wear, L1LC

o
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2. That Geasdtelhi:: is o men™s and wamea's JRTI AT luu\. stare locaies we 183234 W,

Woanren, in the City o Detrair. selling Cathing. shoes. he's, and ather ufpare

P Thar ai or abeut Devember 12 2007, membors of the Wavne Cotnty Shens™
Deporinent. with the wsistinee o4 coprosentatives from Macy's. and befendant Bucker. mided

Gntdfellas. looking for clothing that were stolen andiur of 2 counterfiait natute,

id Ther memiwrs of the Waene ¢ County: ksl Depertment. Maey's. ard Bucker
spemt hues Gy Goodlvitas saucching and se izing eusandy o e, which were cleaily mnsids

the scupx =nd spisit of the scarch warrue e rng e search.

15. That. pumsea Lo the Atlidavit for Search Warrant, Defendanty were searching e
anly 1wo jwems. g pair of pants and 2 tee shict,

o, That newithstnding ihe Enowiledge. ihnt oaly wo itsms ¥ stolen propesty would
e st Gonafellas, said Detendants seized severng-fuur buxes 6f clothing and assoned reeaids.

(7. Thar Defendants seized invoices. waich cleuriy wvidenced Plaineiriy’ tegal and

egitiniate sntitlement iv <did chittet.

8. Thut afer tixwe mid. Sherifll lvans appeared an dilleren: news channels makirg
faise and malicious comments that Guodiellas was cummiding the aime of saifing slolen andior
counierfeit clothing and furfer advz'sing vicwers 1o not shep at that store

jo. That all Delendancs knew or should have kaown thit nuine of the itens scized
ware siclen andior o’ 2 codinterfeil natur..

) That Pisintifls were foreed 1 clase their store lor Business duge o the wnount i’

inventory svized.

I That no erimical charges vere ever brought againgt cither PlaindiT;

‘o0
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2. That ihe Pluatills were ibreed w fige wn atorcey o detendant against the uctiany

ol ull Defenda;s.
25, “That several menths wers spem attemping to dave Plinif¥s inventory returaed

24 Thet iinally dron retuni of the inventury, all MVertory were virwally unsalcable.

UNT 1-
35, Plaindifls incorparate by wlvrence Puragraphs 1 thivugh 24,
24, Tire accusuiions that Plainti M committed o crime are Hilse.

37, That Deftndant Evans publisted the cemarks o thind paries with knowledge of
the tulsity ofthe yiatements uf in reckless disecgaed of Ciir truth or falsity.

38, Tae publiculion was ot priviisged.

29.  The publication oi the votvarks has resulied in dumsye to Pain s reputation in
the comiminity and 2eoromic loss. inclading but nat jimited (o, the follow ng:

a. losi of husioess revenye due 10 the clothing heing unsaleable upon its retum to
Planui'ls.

. losz of goadwill, e (o its business aeputation. iuss of estcem and sanding in
the 2enmuniy. and loss ol business oppartunities:

c. emutioral distwress:
d. jwmidistion. momiGication. and embsrmssment: and
S Qthier damiiges that ey srise during the course ol Jiscevery.
3. SherifTvans™ wecusntions were defunugion per se.
35, That SheritT Evans was givea an opportunity 1o retract his statement upion Notive
;hu the fiemis seized were not sicles and failed to reirict said statements.

120 Vhat Plasa@ tfs are entitivad (o punitive and exemplary Jamisey s
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COUNT It- INTENTIONAL INFLICTION OF EMOTIONAL DISTRESS

ha

3. Plaintifts incarperate by retirence Paragrupas | through 32,
3, Deiondant Sherii? Evans” conduet as autlined above w 05 ACHIONHE.

35, Defendan Sherifl Svans” conduei ss vutiined ubeve WS CXUCIC. OULrageots. nd

el such chameter s md 10 be olenuted by at civilired sovicn .

36, Detendart Sheeill Evims conduoes as esthined ahovs was tor an ullerior snative or

aurpuse.

37, Defendait Shovitl Bvans' conduct resulicd in severz and scrious emationad

distress,

33 As adircet wnd prusiinate resttlt ol Detengunt St Gvans” conduct, l’lamuf =

have been dwaaged inthe maene wottined above.

. e

COUNT Il GROSS NEGLIGENCE

39, Paintifly incowpurate by refergiee Paragraphs | through 3%.
Td0 That Deferdant Sherifl Evans, Wavne County, and the Wuvne Caunty SherifT

vcraciment’s iad o duy off exve e ndhere ko and teu i caaduct wag so reckless & o

demonstoatz 3 substantial ek of concem fer whether an iury resalts to Pleintifts.
4i.  That Defeactant Sherdl Fwuns, Wawne Caunty. and the Wame Coumy Shevift
Depastmzat s gross ecgligence was the Praximale cause oithe damages sullered by Plaind(is.

COUNT IV — CONCERT OF ACTION

il incomporsite by relvrense Hfarowaphs 1 through 4:.

45 That Defendants Moy and Bucher acted i concert with Delendant Shorill

fvens. Wayne Couniy. and the Wayne Coumy Shesitf Deparsaent. when accomplishing e roid

wd fter delanaeay stotements oF Phdneilns,

‘S

SEC. V1. 7025, S:477Y BT, Ak T R e NG 140 TR Y07 ]9‘-""'“‘.-
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. Al Defendivus actad in cuncert pursue 2 conmmon dosipn. speeificaliy

negiigense and dejwniation.

COUNT V- CIVIL CONSPIRACY

28, Clainti!B incurporate hy reference Paragraphs | s el 44,
p

49, That all Defesdants eagaged in o concented action W which was designeé o

H

accomplish eithar « cricminal o undaswtul PUtpese. or a lawfl! purpose by cruninai or unlaw !

nicans

37. Pietalidts i incorparate hy wlerence Parugmiphs 1 through 40.
48.  That Defendunts Mucv's and Bueher Jols Ay infarmed several of Plainticty

verdors that Plaind s wene seihing steten andior comnierieit it ns,

49.  Thar this igformation wus given to companies that Plainiitls’ had a contmel or
busineys eelationship o expectancy-.
30.  Thr the husiness relutionships and sxpuctencies hud a reasonabic likelihocd of

fulure econmomic beneiits tor Plainfls,

51, Defendants Macy™s and Bacher knaw of the contracts and business relationships

and sxpectancies borvoen Plaing s and their t:cndul‘s.

3L By ity conduat deseribad herein, Detendants Macy s and Bushor fntentionally wnd
impreneny interfered with the cunnmers and business re:atienships and expacticies barween
PlaintitFand its vendors.

33 The [z accusutions made hy Delendants Macy's and Bucher swere iazended to.
and didl imertere with e contriets and busiress relat tonships and expeetingies. causing lbcir

braack. distuption. undior wonmination.

)
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54.  As a dirzct and proximate nr.ﬁ.ll of Delendants Macy's and Buches's wrongfui
conduct. Plaintiffz have suftfered substactial economic injury. luss of eoodwill. harm ¢ its
business repuiation. loss of eswen and standing in the commwnity. and Joss of dutiness
oppoaunitics,

| COUNT Vil- CONVERSION

$5.  Plaintiffs incorporate by reteronce Pavagraphs 1 through 54.

5s. Plainiifis at no time authorized any Defendant 10 ke or use any of the inventory
which was outside the scope and spirit of the search warrant.

$57. Al Defendants in 1act did take and/or ase the inventory taken frons Plaintiffs.

38, Plaintiffs demanded on aumereus occasions the rewurn of all suid inventory.

39.  Detendants have relused to return the inventory. aund when ssid invenioy was
returned. same was unsaleable und useless.

60.  The inventory bad an approximaure value of $300.043.00.

€1, Piainlilfs have sustaine) dama.g.cs to the exeent that the inventory is naw useless
and unsalcable.

62. The ucts describsd above gensmule un unfawiul conversion of Plaintiffs”
property. msultfn-_.» in damagss to Plaintifis inae amouns in excess of $300.009).

65,  Purswant to MCLA 00029192 and MSA 27A.2919¢1). Plaintifls are entitled 10 3
times the emount of actuul damages sustained. pius casts and reasonuble attomeyv's fees. in

addition 10 any other righi und reaiedy this Horomole Court finds that Plainiiffs ars cutitied 1.

-
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54.  As a clirect and proximate resuli of Delendants ‘Macy‘s and Bucher's wrongly}
conduct, Plaintiffs have suilered substuatial cconomic injuy. less of goodwfil bame w its
business repuintion. joss of estieent and sending in the commwnity. and loss ol business
opportunitics.

' WH!‘R!‘F‘ORE. Plainti(is respectfully vequest this Honorabie Court tn'grum lhera a
judgment agninst all Defendants in an amount in exeass of $22.000. plus costs and atonwry lees

so wronglully sustained.

Respeet{utly subunitted:

Cuatcd: December §. 2008

Plaiuills berein demand a teini By jun i the within causs of detion.

K:vpcc!l"’llv Submittey:

Y] l[. .AAL{ P.L.

uun.ulln 5 ug\ii (I’

T ARuraeys for Plaiotit
149 Franxlin Blvd.
Pontine, M} 48341
[248) 333-7980

Dated: December &, M0k




