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Dated: March 14, 2023

MORRIS JAMES LLP

Lewis H. Lazarus (#2374)
K. Tyler O’Connell (#4514)
Kirsten A. Zeberkiewicz (#4573)
Aubrey J. Morin (#6568)
Samuel Bashman (#6751)
500 Delaware Avenue, Suite 1500
Wilmington, DE  19801-1494
302.888.6800
Attorneys for Plaintiff/Counterclaim-
Defendant Artur Schaback, individually on 
behalf of himself, and derivatively on behalf 
of Paxful Holdings, Inc.
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