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On July 7, 2017 the U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of Texas unsealed a
bribery indictment and subsequent guilty plea by Houston Community College Trustee
Chris Oliver. In his plea, Oliver admitted he sold influence at the Houston Community
College system for money over a period of several years, at least dating back to 2010. See
Exhibit 1.

Oliver’s ethical challenges were no secret to Dolcefino Consulting. In June of 2013,
firm President Wayne Dolcefino had recorded video and audio of HCC Contractor Pete
Medford of Fort Bend Mechanical detailing his monthly payments of approximately $9,000
to Oliver. See Exhibit 2.

There was public disclosure of the recording at the time, and later the entire tape was
played in the federal court lawsuit Ramirez vs. HISD. The tape was entered into evidence
during the pendency of the lawsuit. There was extensive news coverage.

Available evidence suggests counsel for both parties found out about the tape
sometime during July 2013 when a motion was filed by attorneys for Ramirez. The exhibits
identify audio tapes and a transcript of key parts of the conversation.

The Houston Independent School District and other defendants were represented by
legal counsel, and the names of the attorneys are significant because they represent the core
of legal advisors to the Houston Community College System. They include Arturo Michel
and Johnson Hopkins of the law firm of Thompson and Horton.




Lawrence Marshall, the Houston Independent School District Trustee eventually
found liable for public corruption in the racketeering case, was represented separately in the
trial. The civil docket for the case identified Marshall’s legal counsel as Jarvis
Hollingsworth, Melissa Mihalick and Richard Whiteley, all of Bracewell LLP (formerly
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP), and Richard Morris and Paul Lamp of Rogers, Morris and
Glover. See Exhibit 3.

Both Mr. Hollingsworth and Ms. Mihalick have also provided extensive legal counsel
to the Houston Community College Board of Trustees. On the firm’s website, Mr.
Hollingsworth, the General Counsel for HCC, reports he “advises members of the Board
and administration of HCC on procurement related legal matters.” See Exhibit 4.

If Mr. Oliver truly had the ability to steer contracts, then a relationship with someone
in procurement would have been essential. As the lawyer for Mr. Marshall in the HISD
case, Mr. Hollingsworth should be forced to explain what information he had that alleged
specific acts of corruption by a member of the Houston Community College Board.

Since HCC has not provided us notes of executive session minutes of the Houston
Community College Board of Trustees, Dolcefino Consulting has no independent way to
evaluate a key question: Was this information provided to the Houston Community College
Board of Trustees?

If it was not provided, did Bracewell and Giuliani, Thompson and Horton, or Rogers,
Morris and Grover violate any ethical responsibility? This was not information gained in
confidence from another client. Dolcefino Consulting believes it is simply not credible that
law firms heavily involved in the Houston Independent School District corruption case did
not have potentially incrimination information about Oliver years ago.

On June 16, 2016, while discussing a potential vendor contract relating to a bond-
release program Chris Oliver was seen talking with employees of Colon Law Firm and
Haynes & Boone, both of whom would be potential vendors for the refinancing of $110
million dollars in bonds. Any discussion with potential vendors could be a violation of the
blackout period imposed on Board members prior to votes on vendor contracts. See exhibit
23.




Later that same night Oliver moved to reconsider various votes on various issues
concerning those bonds at issue. Andrews Kurth, who had been selected to deal with the
bonds, was replaced with Bracewell LLP. The firm was already representing the HCC as
Board Counsel. This type of conflict has an identifiable odor. Communications involving
the firm’s lawyers and the HCC Board should have been disclosed.

On July 13, 2017 the Houston Community College Board of Trustees voted to
formally censure Oliver, stripping him of all committee assignments. This action simply
does not go far enough, and explains in part why the public is skeptical of the Houston
Community College System. See Exhibit 5.

At the time, Oliver was the Chairperson of the HCC Audit Committee. This action
came four years after allegations of possible kickbacks was likely first become available to
key legal advisors of the Houston Community College.

Since July 13, 2017, the Houston Community College Board has not moved to
formally seek the legal removal of this corrupt elected official. That is a failure of moral
leadership. The voters of District XI deserve the immediate opportunity for a new
representative on the Houston Community College Board.

The board, at the very next public session that has not been officially posted under
the Texas Open Meetings Act, should vote to immediately request that the Harris County
Attorney Vince Ryan begin proceedings to remove Oliver from public office. Ryan does not
appear interested in restoring integrity to the seat.

Three days after Oliver’s indictment was unsealed, HCC Chancellor Cesar
Maldonado announced the Oliver corruption scandal would lead to an internal review of
policies and procedures at the Houston Community College. See Exhibit 6.

The process that has unfolded since then may be the best evidence of why the Houston
Community College has lost the moral high ground with taxpayers. Under the current
system, the Chancellor has the authority to spend up to $75,000, using law firms that are
pre-approved, before having to come to the Board of Trustees to even disclose the
engagement or expenditures.




Remember, The Houston Community College Administration already employees
Ashley Smith as a full time General Counsel. The College System Counsel is already
provided with a budget of $1,039,693. See Exhibit 7.

Dolcefino Consulting believes this pre-approval process to engage additional outside
law firms has already wasted hundreds of thousands of tax-payer dollars just in the last few
months alone and has exposed the “swamp of conflicts of interests” plaguing the credibility
of this institution.

We believe the Chancellor should have to come to the Board of Trustees before
Initiating any internal investigations which require the hiring of outside counsel, and release
any findings that have been unearthed after each legal engagement is completed.

Dolcefino Consulting recommends that pre-approval policy be revised to limit these
outside pre-approved expenditures to emergency legal issues only. As the Chris Oliver
indictment shows, this pre-approval process leads to a massive amounts of wasted taxpayer
money. Chancellor Maldonado’s memorandum on October 31, 2017 provides an internal
timeline of events following the disclosure of the guilty plea which help illustrate how this

waste has occurred. Here are some of the important dates from the Chancellor’s timeline:
See Exhibit 6.

= July 7, 2017: Court unseals Oliver’s indictment and guilty plea

= July 10, 2017: Preliminary discussions between Chancellor Maldonado and Locke &
Martinez begin

= July 13, 2017: Locke & Martinez report to the Board of Trustees

= July 18, 2017: An engagement letter is executed between Chancellor and Locke &
Martinez

= September 7, 2017: Locke withdraws citing a conflict of interest

= September 18, 2017: Board of Trustees declines an increase in Martinez’s budget

= September 20, 2017: Without first reporting to Trustees Chancellor signs another
engagement letter with Larry Finder.

= September 22, 2017: Finder presents to Board of Trustees. There is no vote to approve
the Finder engagement by the Board of Trustees.

= QOctober 19, 2017: Finder-Sutton budget of $750,000 dollars is rejected

= QOctober 27, 2017: Without Board Approval, Chancellor signs another engagement letter
Arturo Michel of Thompson and Horton. The firm is on the pre-approved list.




= November 16, 2017: The HCC Board of Trustees approves an engagement with Larry
Finder for a specific review into the relationship between Chris Oliver and Jacqueline
Swindell, the Director of Building Operations for the Houston Community College. The
budget is $160,000 dollars.

Gene Locke and Vidal Martinez

The first attorneys engaged through this flawed pre-approval process should have
raised substantial red flags. The HCC Chancellor must have known these important
engagements to allegedly restore public trust would be scrutinized for any obvious conflicts
of interest, and his own relationship with Martinez creates one of the largest.

It is the view of Dolcefino Consulting that no firm which has performed significant
work for the Houston Community College in the past, or has provided legal advice on
procurement or personnel practices in the past, can be expected to fully identify the obvious
failures of the system without fearing they will lose additional business down the road or
expose the firm to liability for failed processes they created in the first place.

The engagement letter with Gene Locke of Andrews-Kurth LLP was executed on
July 18, 2017. As part of our review, Dolcefino Consulting requested previous payments to
Andrews Kurth LLP. Documents released by the Houston Community College identify
$720,513 dollars in payments to the law firm since January 1, 2010. See Exhibit 8.

Based on a review of the invoices, Locke began working on the Procurement and
Compliance review on August 1. 2017. According to invoices prepared by Gene Locke their
firm then engaged another firm, Pathway Forensics LLC, to provide additional professional
services, specifically a forensic review.

In just 24 days between August 1 and August 25, 2017, Andrews and Kurth racked
up $36,799.50 in legal fees. There was additional $65,071.25 in fees for the services of
Pathway Forensics LLC. In less than a month, the total for the services of Locke and
Pathway Forensics was $102,032.07. Pathway Forensics declined to discuss their work
product with Dolcefino Consulting.

With limited cooperation by HCC, we do not know if the Chancellor approved this
additional engagement, but we know the Board of Trustees did not take any formal action to
approve the hiring of either firm in advance of these significant expenditures. Dolcefino
Consulting believes the elected officials responsible for the operation of HCC should have




the responsibility of approving this type of investigation prior to the expenditure of public
funds, not the Chancellor who serves at the pleasure of the Board of Trustees.

It is legitimate to question the scope of work. According to his invoices, Locke was
engaged in “Procurement and Compliance Review”. In the month he worked on the project
he presented at two trustee meetings had a myriad of telephone conferences, spent a few
hours in “consideration of Disclosure Questions to Outside Counsel”, reviewed court
documents regarding Oliver, and interviewed some unidentified members of HCC’s staff.

By September 25, 2017 Locke had invoiced HCC a total of $131,658.07. Locke had
withdrawn from the investigation on September 7, 2017 citing a conflict of interest with the
main target of the investigation, Chris Oliver. Why didn’t Locke fully research possible
conflicts before accepting the engagement? See Exhibit 9.

Dolcefino Consulting was denied the opportunity to review the work Locke
performed, even though the work product is not made confidential under law. The Houston
Community College wants the Texas Attorney General to keep the work product a secret.
This lack of transparency is a recurring theme and represents a significant failure of public
disclosure. We will deal with this conspiracy to keep secrets shortly.

We argue these documents should be made public immediately, so that taxpayers can
evaluate what they actually received for the money already expended. We also believe the
General Counsel of HCC should launch a formal review of the legitimacy of the invoices.
Locke had an ethical obligation to thoroughly review his relationships before accepting this
engagement. Taxpayers have a right to see the work product. Taxpayers have a legitimate
right to demand a refund of the legal fees expended in a failed conflicted process. Mr.
Locke should be the first to write a check back to the taxpayers for failing to research
possible conflicts from the start.

Vidal Martinez

Vidal Martinez had a significant relationship with the Chancellor and should have
never been chosen for a review that could potentially impact the Chancellors office. On
November 2, 2017 the Texas Monitor capsulized some of the obvious ethical conflicts.
Martinez had entertained HCC Board Members and their spouses, and had held lavish
fundraisers. See Exhibit 10.




According to the invoices provided by HCC, Vidal Martinez of Martinez Partners
LLP has also previously represented HCC at least twice before. Once on an issue in 2014
regarding “Five Woods” and a second time in 2015 regarding the State Auditor.

The pre-approval process ignited complaints about the legal fees submitted by
Martinez in 2015. During our review of e-mails the HCC administration was willing to
produce, we identified e-mails from HCC Board Member Zeph Capo following a blistering
editorial from the Houston Chronicle entitled “Friends with Benefits. Personal relationships
at HCC muddy the results of a corruption investigation.”

Capo asked his fellow trustees the same question we have: “When will we be done
with this crap from the past.” He followed this up a few minutes later with another angry
email, stating that if the transparency situation didn’t improve, HCC should search for a
new Chancellor as well as a new Board of Trustees. See Exhibit 11.

Capo’s email was not without reason. According to the Chronicle article, Martinez
had been paid $200,000 dollars without board approval. That is why we note information
obtained from legal bills under the Texas Public Information Act. According to a memo
created by Chancellor Maldonado, Martinez executed his performance agreement with the
Houston Community College Chancellor on July 18, 2017 regarding the Oliver
Investigation.

Oliver’s guilty plea was made public on July 7, 2017. A review of his invoices
indicates that on that same day the Martinez firm, hired by the Chancellor without Board
consent, began conducting work on the project. Martinez charged $525.00 for an hour
review of media articles and a telephone conference with a person whose identity is
redacted from the public records.

On July 12, 2017, the firm conducted research into the status of HCC Board
Members as public officials. Why in the world is that not the purview of the elected Board
of Trustees? The Chancellor works at the pleasure of the Board of Trustees. The
Chancellor should play no role in auditing the elections of his bosses. Period. This is
evidence of a process that creates dysfunction with the Board of Trustees and breeds a
negative public reputation.

By July 9, 2017, days before any formal engagement was signed, both Martinez and
Locke from Andrews and Kurth were already billing for work on the Oliver investigation. It
Is hard to believe these engagements were carefully considered in just hours. Since the




corruption scandal involved a Trustee, it was the responsibility of the Board of Trustees to
handle this investigation, in part because it would logically include a review of
communications between the Chancellor’s office and Trustee Oliver and between the Board
Member and Maldanado himself.

According to his invoices, Martinez was performing a Personnel Review for the HCC
Administration relative to the Chris Oliver indictment. Martinez submitted two invoices for
his investigation. The July invoice amounts to $39,366.25, the August invoice amounts to
$38,240.64, for a total of $77,606.89 over the span of just two months.

Together, Locke & Martinez managed to spend $209,264.96 on behalf of HCC over
the span of just two months. The Houston Community College Board of Trustees should
have already ordered the release of their work product. Instead, the law firm of Rogers,
Morris and Glover has been hired by the administration to fight the release of these records.
We know of no formal request to the Houston Community College Board of Trustees to
give the administration the right to spend education resources this way. The Open
Government policies of the HCC system is a board direction, not the purview of
bureaucrats.

Dolcefino Consulting vigorously objects to the refusal of the Houston Community
College to cooperate with our review. Taxpayers of Harris County are funding these
investigations, not public servants. The voters are the ultimate bosses. Taxpayers are the
ultimate bosses. They have a right to see what benefits they received from an investigation
that has approached a quarter of a million dollars in just two months.

No public report has been issued by either firm.

Arturo Michel

The Houston Community College System does not learn from public criticism. After
the Chancellor engaged two firms with obvious conflicts of interest, the Houston
Community College System repeated the flawed logic. Arturo Michel of Thompson &
Horton LLP was engaged by the Chancellor. The engagement letter was signed on October
27, 2017.

Let us first remind the Houston Community College Board that Michel represented
the Houston Independent School District in the civil lawsuit where allegations against Chris
Oliver first surfaced. Records obtained by Dolcefino Consulting once again identify prior




legal representation by Michel and his firm Thompson and Horton of the Houston
Community College.

Payments to Thompson & Horton total $978,863.67 since January 1, 2010. We
believe this long-standing prior lucrative engagement disqualifies Michel from conducting
an independent investigation that should include a review of communications between
Oliver and the Chancellor, and between Oliver and other Trustees.

This investigation further requires a review of e-mail communications, phone records
and political campaign records to see whether the Chancellor participated in specific
Trustee elections.

The relationship between the Chancellor and the Trustees is not one of equality. That
Is because the Chancellor is hired and engaged by the Board of Trustees. This move to
make the Chancellor a member of the team of elected officials is popular in Texas. It is also
flawed and dilutes responsibility of the elected members of the Board of Trustees.

Michel claims no conflicts of interest in his hiring, specifically stating, “I do not have
ethical or legal conflicts.” Michel does acknowledge his law firm has made contributions to
a Political Action Committee that participates in the election of public trustees.

In his letter Michel writes, “Certain individuals believe that campaign contributions
create a perception of a conflict. The law addresses this issue by requiring public disclosure
of campaign contributions.” See exhibit 13.

With all due respect Mr. Michel, the law doesn’t address the perception issue, it just
makes potentially elected officials report the contributions. It is simply not credible to
claim the public does not believe, in very large numbers, that people give large campaign
donations for political influence. They do, especially in these local races. A statement to
the contrary is laughable.

In addition, there is a significant perception among critics that elected trustees often
trade votes, a way to protect trustees who might be forced to abstain from votes or leave the
room in advance of a vote. This bartering may make for a collegial atmosphere, a way for
folks to barter, but it is not in the public interest.

Houston government has become famous as a playground for “pay to play” politics.
It is not confined to the Houston Community College, but the Institution’s reputation is
tarnished by the appearance.




Dolcefino Consulting strongly rejects the notion that campaign contributions from
vendors or lobbyists do not create an illegitimate perception of possible conflicts of interest.

Taxpayers are not stupid. The reality is many voters believe campaign contributions
create conflicts of interest. The Houston Community College Board of Trustees has an
obligation to eliminate the perception of conflicts. The repeated failure to recognize
conflicts of interest in these legal engagements is a primary reason for the questionable
reputation the institution has earned in the wake of the latest ethics scandal.

We believe there are additional reasons for concern.

Mr. Michel was Chairman of an Advisory Committee tasked with review
procurement practices at HCC just a few years ago. Michel is conflicted out of further
review. A subsequent search of Arturo Michel’s public litigation in Harris County turns up
ten civil cases since 2013. Of those ten cases, three have involved representation of the
Tejano Center for Community Concerns.

According to public records, the company operates The Raul Yzaguirre Schools for
Success. The Superintendent of this Charter school is HCC Trustee Dr. Adriana Tamez.
Shouldn’t that information have been included in the disclosure? Does Dr. Tamez have
some responsibility to disclose if Michel doesn’t? These are the questions the HCC Board
should have identified. Dr. Tamez should have recused herself from any discussion of
Michel. See exhibit 14.

At this time, we have sought but have not received invoices already submitted by Mr.
Michel. We expect the Houston Community College to maintain its flawed practice of
withholding these vital public records from disclosure. There is no legal requirement these
documents be concealed. They may be redacted, but are not required to be under state law.
Michel should face the standard as other attorneys involved in this investigation. Their final
report must be made public. This is a way to exhibit transparency.

Larry Finder

Larry Finder of Baker McKenzie is a former U.S. Attorney has now also been
engaged by the Houston Community College to investigate whether Oliver had
compromised the Director of Building Operations Jaqueline Swindell. The proposed budget
for the investigation is another $160,000. Without comment on the cost of this proposed




Investigation, at least the HCC Board of Trustees initiated this investigation and not the
Administration.

This pre-approval power of the Chancellor is a sordid process. The fights over the
choice of outside counsel to conduct corruption investigations, even if ultimately necessary
in this case, cannot begin with the Administration. It must begin with the HCC Board of
Trustees.

Changing legal counsel every few weeks is not fiduciarily responsible. We would
recommend the Houston Community College hire an outside firm with no political ties to
conduct this review. If you think the public will be satisfied otherwise you are mistaken, but
the history suggests you will not learn from your mistakes.

From our limited review, more than a one quarter of a million dollars has already been
spent in post indictment investigations of Oliver by the Houston Community College
System. The public deserves to know what has been found so far with their hard-earned
money. The failure of the Houston Community College system to understand the
Importance of that reality is a core failure, another reason for continuing controversy.

What have taxpayers received so far? Where are the answers?

Strasburger & Price LLP

During our review of HCC legal fees, we took a closer look at the payments to the law
firm Strasburger & Price LLP. The law firm appears to be HCC’s go-to intellectual
property firm. They handle everything from researching the availability of internet domain
names to marketing campaigns for HCC.

We believe one issue in particular, helps us illustrate just one of the issues with the
pre-approval list and the prudent use of public funds.

During the summer of 2016, South Texas College of Law sought to change its name
to Houston College of Law. This resulted in a short legal dispute between South Texas and
the University of Houston.

The Houston Community College System was not a party to the litigation, nor did
we see any official records of the HCC Board of Trustees where the Chancellor even
brought up trademark concerns. However, Dolcefino Consulting discovered documents




showing the Houston Community College System spent nearly $200,000 dollars for legal
work to review trademarks of the institution. A fact that raises a couple of questions:

Who was complaining about the trademarks of the Houston Community College?
Who was threatening litigation?

These should have been questions raised by the elected Board of Trustees if they had
agreed to the legal work in advance. Instead, the HCC administration pursued trademark
issues without the knowledge of the Board of Trustees.

In February 2017, Strasburger & Price started researching a “Coexistence Trademark
Agreement with U of H” and in March they began filing paperwork to oppose the
University of Houston’s trademark for “HOUSTON.” Between February and August these
two projects alone have cost Houston Community College $99,936.33. HCC provided no
evidence the Board of Trustees approved this legal effort in advance.

According to records provided by the Houston Community College under the Texas
Public Information Act, as of November 1, 2017, there have been no communications
between Houston Community College and the University of Houston which would indicate
that the trademark and copyright issue has even emerged, or would emerge as a legal issue
between the schools.

In June of 2017, Strasburger & Price began work on a variety of trademark issues
related to the Coleman College for Health Sciences. Again, this legal work was executed
without Board pre-approval. By splitting this work into separate cases, the Chancellor
avoided having to go to the Board of Trustees for approval of the legal fees exceeding
$75,000 dollars. They are pre-approved.

We repeat our position. This spending without prior Board knowledge and
authorization creates the potential for criticism. It is easily remedied.

We have analyzed the dysfunctional process HCC has already used to pursue an
investigation of Chris Oliver, personnel and procurement practices. Do you know what
further raises legitimate suspicions?

At the same the Houston Community College Board of Trustees is using Larry
Finder to investigate the procurement department, the Administration of HCC is fighting
the public release of e-mail communications between Oliver and Swindle. See Exhibit 15.




The HCC Board of Trustees could save a lot of taxpayer money if they simply
released all of Swindle’s communications with Oliver.

Maybe the communications are boring, or embarrassing. However, both Swindle and
Oliver are both public officials, either elected by voters or paid by taxpayers. If they stand
the test of public scrutiny, why not release them?

Dolcefino Consulting has a simple message. There should be no individual
communications by phone or e-mail between an individual member of the HCC Board of
Trustees and any Officials or Employees involved in procurement matters, contracts,
proposals or the selection of vendors.

The Chancellor should be the person responsible for getting those answers from his
departments to the HCC Board of Trustees, and any direct communications should be made
in a public session of the HCC Board of Trustees. Trustees should never communicate
information about a potential vendor directly to these employees, but simply refer them to
the Administration.

Taxpayers clearly see the conflicts-of-interest plaguing HCC. We have well
established law firms which have benefited substantially from Houston Community College
legal fees, or law firms which have made sizeable political contributions to selected
members of the Houston Community College Board. They should all be disqualified from
conducting internal corruption investigations.

In many cases, these law firms are responsible for crafting many of the policies and
procedures they are now supposed to scrutinize. Do we really believe these firms will
criticize the HCC general Counsel’s office, or the elected officials they financially
supported, or officials they previously represented as an attorney? The choices of these
outside firms selected to restore public trust, have contributed to the great public distrust.

Dolcefino Consulting was retained by Dave Wilson, an independently elected
member of the Houston Community College Board of Trustee in late July of 2017. We
were directed to investigate and provide the Houston Community College Board of Trustees
a helpful roadmap to ethics reform, financial prudence and transparency in the wake of the
Oliver case. Based on our initial reviews and ongoing media reports it is clear the Houston
Community College has a reputation for scandal and secrecy that will lead to growing
public opposition to ballots that seek additional funds.




CREATION OF HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE

It is important to understand the history of the Houston Community College in order
to analyze a root failure to improve the ethical standing of the institution.

May 1971 — public referendum created HCC under the governance of HISD.
Classes were held in Houston Independent School District Buildings

1984 — HISD Board of Trustees allotted a portion of its property tax levies to
HCC for facilities, equipment, and operating expenses.

1986 — Houston voters allocated separate tax levy to HCC for additional
funding.

1987 — TX State Legislature granted HCC authority to establish its own Board
of Trustees through SB 726 during the 70" Regular Session, authored by John
Whitmire and Sponsored by Paul Colbert.

March 9, 1989 — HISD officially transferred control of the college to HCC
Board of Trustees.

We attempted to recover the campaign records of that 1986 public vote and identify
the political action Committee that contributed, if any, to the vote. Neither the county clerk
or the Houston Community College has retained those records. Our interest was identifying
whether firms and individuals who contributed to the creation of the Houston Community
College are benefiting from contracts. In the thirty years since the Board of Trustees were
established, the Houston Community College has suffered through serious questions about
the legitimacy of real estate transactions. See Exhibit 2.

Hours before our engagement was publicly announced, Wayne Dolcefino, President
of Dolcefino Consulting, called Jarvis Hollingsworth, Board Counsel for the HCC Trustees
to notify him of the investigation. Mr. Dolcefino also notified Mr. Hollingsworth that he
expected HCC to fully comply with requests so that his company could provide a
substantive report which could help the Houston Community College system eventually
improve their public reputation.

This phone call was predicated by Mr. Dolcefino’s personal experience. While
working as a journalist at KTRK ABC-13 Television, it was his view that HCC engaged in




wholesale obstruction of public records from the 13 Undercover unit and other news
organizations. This lack of transparency provides a key basis for the public distrust which
has developed over the years.

Despite this phone call, the Houston Community College then chose to delay release
of public records, consistent with their reputation, trying to hide from public disclosure key
documents required for any ethical review.

Dolcefino Consulting was retained by an independently elected public official. We
think the public deserves cooperation in this review. The wholesale effort to delay
production is proof the Houston Community College simply does not get it. It is our
recommendation that Mr. Wilson engage the necessary legal counsel to recover the funds
expended for this project. The price tag was dramatically increased by Houston
Community College obstruction.

In the first phase of this review, Dolcefino Consulting reviewed previous media
reporting on HCC and thousands of public records, including Campaign Finance reports, e-
mail communications, specific invoices, and contracts for legal services.

For the first few weeks of our engagement, employees of the Houston Community
College Open Records Group even refused to return our phone calls, or answer e-mail
communications to facilitate cooperation and expedite the release of pertinent public
records. That is unacceptable, but not surprising. Dolcefino Consulting was forced to
threaten legal action, and possible criminal complaint before documents began to
materialize in any meaningful way. See Exhibit 16.

On September 14, 2017 Dolcefino Consulting’s frustration with HCC had reached a
boiling point. In an e-mail sent to HCC Open Records Division, Mr. Dolcefino states,
“This is ridiculous. I haven’t gotten a single record requested since I was retained by Mr.
Wilson as an elected member of HCC... Please share with Mr. Jarvis Hollingsworth that
my message was quite clear. Do not press it.” Neither HCC or Mr. Hollingsworth
responded to this message. See Exhibit 17.

Texas Public Information Act includes one paragraph that should be a guiding
principle for all public agencies, including the Houston Community College. It states,
“The people, in delegating authority, do not give their public servants the right to decide
what is good for the people to know and what is not good for them to know.”

The expenditure of public funds to fight this investigation or to block legitimate
requests for information and the public right to know is not only wasteful, it is fuel for those
who complain about secrecy at the institution. The Houston Community College already




has administrative personnel responsible for providing documents under the Texas Public
Information Act.

Instead of doing their jobs, the Houston Community College retained the outside law
firm of Rogers, Morris and Glover to communicate with our firm. This is an unnecessary
public expense. The Houston Community College General Counsel has the expertise to
identify confidential records. None of the records we have requested are confidential under
state or federal law. Every document HCC seeks to withhold they have the authority to
release in the public interest. Any legal claim otherwise is only obstruction.

As of this report, the Houston Community College is withholding an unknown
number of documents. Some of those documents may shed light on the ethical issues HCC
is willing to spend up to $1 million dollars investigating. This is a public accounting of the
unnecessary obstruction by the Houston Community College administration. See exhibit 18.

The hiring of an outside law firm in this case is symptomatic of the growing public
relations problems for Texas educational institutions who routinely use outside law firms to
fight release of records to the very people who pay for the operation of the institution.

Since January 1, 2010, Rogers, Morris and Glover have been paid more than one
million dollars ($1, 932,863.00) by the Houston Community College System.

Thompson and Horton often engage in these public records fights on behalf of
educational clients. According to records for the same period of time, that firm has been
paid nearly one million dollars ($978,863.00) for outside legal work.

Dolcefino Consulting has not analyzed the legal bills in detail to see how much public
money has been spent fighting the release of public information from a public institution.
As this money is spent, we urge the Houston Community College System to remember the
individual tax bills received by public that are being used not to educate kids for the future,
but keeping the public in the dark about the way their money is being spent.

As stated previously, another facet of our investigation was issues regarding the
campaign finances of the various Board of Trustee members. It becomes very evident that
the Board of Trustees receives a majority of their funding from a very small group of
people, most of whom have contracts with Houston Community College.

Houston Business Education Coalition PAC
We analyzed all nine current trustees and their political contributions from 2013
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9.
10. Lori Vetters, President of Houston Technology Center, $7,500.00

through the most recent reporting period. In that analysis, it became obvious that the
Houston Business Education Coalition PAC often funds a disturbingly large portion of the
campaign finances for various trustees. That is not illegal, but it provides an interesting
roadmap to the financial relationships raising the concern of an increasing number of HCC
critics.

HBEC PAC began making campaign contributions in Houston in 2009. The top ten
contributors make up more than half, ($157,000) of the nearly $300,000 that HBEC PAC
has taken in since their formation. Since 2013, the PAC has contributed $193,000 dollars in
campaign funds around the city of Houston, but more than half of the money has been
focused on elections for Trustees of the Houston Community College, specifically $103,000
of these expenditures have been to the benefit of current HCC Trustees.

The top ten contributors, in order, are:

Lawrence Kellner, President of Emerald Creek Group, a real estate company. $42,500.00

Welcome Wilson, Chairman of Welcome Group, LLC, a real estate development company.
$25,000.00

Richard Weekley, Owner of Weekley Properties, a real estate company. $16,000.00
Charles Duncan, an investor. $13,000.00
Don Woo, President of The Affordable Housing Group. $12,500.00

Jonathan Day, former Partner at Andrews Kurth, a significant beneficiary of HCC legal
business. Day is currently of Day PLLC. $12,000.00

Douglas Foshee, an investor. $10,000.00

Karun Sreerama, the former director of Public Works. Steerama was Forced to step down
over paying bribes to Christopher Oliver, $10,000.00

Richard Schechter, a lawyer. $8,500.00




1)

2)

3)

Houston Community College Trustees

During this same period the current Houston Community College Trustees have
taken in a collective $342,214 in through 557 individual contributions to the Trustees by
various members of the community. We believe that by analyzing the overall contributions
that come from any source, it becomes obvious who funds the Board of Trustees. The
Trustees can be split into three tiers, the first consist of Board members who have received
large amounts of contributions. The second consists of Trustees who have received a
smaller (but still notable) amount of money in their campaigns. The third tier consists of
largely self-funded Trustees.

The first level consists of contributions to Dr. Adriana Tamez, amounting to $122,331.80
over 210 contributions, and Zeph Capo has taken in $97,830 over 191 contributions.

The second level consists of Eva Loredo, who has taken in $39,081 over 60 contributions,
and Neeta Sane has taken in $39,086 over 50 contributions.

The final level is made up of the trustees who receive very little in terms of contributions.
These include namely Dr. Carolyn Evans-Shabazz (21 contributions for $9,060), Dave
Wilson (1 total contribution for $1,000), Christopher Oliver (5 contributions for $10,225),
Robert Glaser (11 contributions for $16,400) and Dr. John Hansen (8 contributions for
$7,200).

We all understand right of individuals and companies to financially contribute to
political campaigns in the public interest. Let’s be blunt. It is difficult to avoid the reality
that in our community, firms who contribute to politicians seem to find their way onto the
vendor list of government institutions in the Houston Area.

Dolcefino says, “I was born at night, but not last night. Maybe it’s all just a
coincidence. The public believes there is a connection. The Houston Community College
ignores the perception at their own reputation peril.”

Nearly one out of three dollars raised by current trustees since 2013 come directly
from the HBEC PAC. The public would have to review the contributions to the Political
Action Committee to understand the full import of the potential conflict.

Dr. Adriana Tamez has relied most heavily on the PAC for a large share of her
financial support. Tamez raised $45,250 from the HBEC PAC. Three of these donations
being $10,000 or larger. This translates to 37% of her total $122,331.80 coming directly
from the HBEC PAC. It should be noted there appears to be financial discrepancies in the




Tamez campaign filings. HBEC PAC filings with the Texas Ethics Commission show the
PAC made a $1,000 contribution to Tamez in support of her campaign on October 22, 2015.
This contribution is not reflected in the Tamez disclosure covering September 25, 2015 to
October 24, 2015.

Tamez, however, is not the only person who the PAC has given large sums of money
to. Eva Loredo has recorded $39,081 in donations. More than half of that has come from
the HBEC PAC. Zeph Capo, likewise, has received $21,000 from HBEC PAC, including
one donation for $15,000. This accounts for 20% of his overall contributions. Robert
Glaser received $16,400 contributions, $10,000 came over two donations from the PAC, or
61% of his donations. Also receiving contributions from HBEC PAC were Neeta Sane
($3,500, or 8%), Carolyn Evans-Shabazz ($1,500, or 16%) and John Hansen ($1,500, or
21%). Our client Dave Wilson has not been supported.

Dual Contributors

The next aspect of the HBEC PAC contributions to consider is the people and entities
who make contributions to both the PAC and individual candidates. There are ten
contributors who fit this group. These contributions add a further $24,975 to the overall
contributions to the Trustees. This brings the total financial support to 38 percent of all
funds.

Andrews & Kurth Texas PAC ($8,500)

Bracewell & Giuliani Committee ($8,725)

Gasper Mir ($1,000)

Graciela Saenz ($800)

James Jamail, owner of Jamail Construction ($750)
Janet Clark ($100)

Jonathan Day ($250)

Richard Schechter ($35)

Richard Weekley ($2,500)

Welcome Wilson

The relationship between campaign contributions and contracts do explain the
appearance of “pay to play” politics. Since 2015, Patrick Pollan has personally donated
$9,100 dollars in political contributions to the campaigns of current Houston Community
College. Trustee Adriana Tamez is the largest beneficiary of these contributions. Since




2015, Pollan Hausman Real Estate Services, LLC. has been awarded contracts from the
Houston Community College totaling $702,649.

During our review, we have received allegations that some of these financial
benefactors met with members of the Houston Community College Board to lobby for
support of the extension of the Chancellor’s contract. This should be publicly disclosed.

The Houston Community College Board of Trustees should immediately implement a
registration system to identify those who seek to lobby the trustees or the administration.
The City of Houston system is horribly enforced, but at least it exists and provides a
guidepost to who is trying to influence these public officials as a lobbyist. Anyone who
seeks to influence a decision should have to register and declare their direct or indirect
support of members of the HCC Board of Trustees.

As part of our review, Dolcefino Consulting sought the business phone records of
members of the board of Trustees and the Director of Building Operations. Phone calls or
text messages have become a primary source of communication between public officials at
meetings, and between public officials and vendors, and the Texas Attorney General has
more than once ruled that telephone communications concerning the public’s business are
public records.

Dolcefino Consulting requested phone records of Jaqueline Swindle to determine if
there are identifiable communications with Chris Oliver. We also requested Oliver phone
records. He refused to provide them, a violation of the Texas Public Information Act, but
clearly not his biggest problem right now as he is facing sentencing for bribery early next
year.

We attempted to verify phone numbers using available investigative methods. Using
known phone numbers of Oliver available we note a 19-minute phone call made from
Oliver’s cell phone to Swindle on June 1, 2016. HCC has yet to produce all the phone
records requested. Dolcefino Consulting has threatened criminal complaints to the Harris
County District Attorney’s Office to begin to secure phone records from trustees.

On October 17, 2017, Dolcefino Consulting wrote that “all phone records must be
provided by the close of business October 20, 2017 by 5:00 pm or Dolcefino Consulting
will follow the direction of the statute to file a formal complaint with the Harris County
District Attorney’s Office.” See Exhibit 19.




In the early days of our engagement we reviewed the contents of client Dave Wilsons
web page on Houston Community College issues located at
http://www.davewilsonhcc.com. As part of that review we noted the serious allegations
made against Dr. Tamez.

We must make it clear that we intentionally avoid any political disagreements
between the parties. We focus only on an important question to voters. Does Adriana
Tamez truly live in the district she claims to represent?

There is more at stake than a review of our blurry election law issues. Dolcefino
Consulting believes the public is constitutionally entitled to a representative of their own
neighborhood. Tamez signed a sworn statement verifying her residency qualifications to run
for office on July 27, 2015 under penalty of perjury. In the affidavit, Tamez listed her
residence as 4436 Jefferson, Houston, Texas. She represents in the affidavit she has lived in
District 3 for 17 years. See Exhibit 20.

Wilson’s website had claimed Tamez lived at 3333 Allen Parkway. It is not located
in District 3. He based his allegations on video surveillance. We do not know who
conducted this surveillance. As part of our review, we examined public records and engaged
in our own independent surveillance of Tamez to attempt to corroborate or disprove these
allegations. The following are portions of the sworn affidavit created by Kelsey Galbraith, a
licensed attorney working for Dolcefino Consulting.

1. On July 27, 2015, Tamez filed an “Application for a Place on November 3,
2015 General Election Ballot.” This document is a sworn statement, and
signed by a notary public. In this document, Tamez lists her home address as
4436 Jefferson, Houston, Texas 77023. In this document, Tamez also states
that she has lived within the geographical confines of Houston Community
College District III (“HCC District III”) for 17 years.

2. During the course of our investigation into Tamez, Dolcefino Consulting
found no less than four public records that appear to directly contradict
Tamez’s assertion that she has lived in HCC District I11 for 17 years

3. On July 15, 2011, Tamez and Dr. Tommy Brock (“Brock™), applied for a
marriage license with the Harris County Clerk. Tamez and Brock both listed
their home addresses as “3333 Allen Parkway, Unit 1501, Houston, Texas,
77019.” (“the Allen Parkway location.”)

4. According to information provided by LexisNexis, on December 1, 2012,
Tamez registered a 2002 Lexus 300, listing the address associated with the
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registration as the Allen Parkway location and registered the vehicle in her
name.

5. On June 23, 2013, the Houston Center for Literacy filed a Periodic Report
with the Office of the Secretary of State and provided the names and
addresses of all members of the Board of Directors. Tamez is listed on this
document as a member of the Board of Directors and on Houston Literacy
Center’s website as an honorary board member. The June 23, 2013 filing with
the Office of the Secretary of State lists Tamez’s address as the Allen
Parkway location.

6. According to information provided by LexisNexis, on January 20, 2014,
Tamez registered a 2002 Lexus 300, listing the address associated with the
registration as the Allen Parkway location and registered the vehicle in her
name.

7. According to information provided by LexisNexis, utilities were connected

in Tamez’s name at the Allen Parkway location, on September 3, 2010 and
recorded on February 12, 2014.

8. On three separate occasions, Dolcefino Consulting conducted video
surveillance of Tamez at the 3333 Allen Parkway, Houston Texas 77019
address. The year, make, model and license plate of Tamez’s vehicle was
provided to Dolcefino Consulting and verified by Larry Kirk, another
employee of Dolcefino Consulting, Wayne Dolcefino, owner and principal
of Dolcefino Consulting, and myself on the afternoon of October 12, 2017 in
the Houston Community College Parking garage located across from
Houston Community College’s 3100 Main Street, Houston, Texas 77004
location.

9. On October 12, 2017 Larry Kirk and I conducted video surveillance on the
Allen Parkway location. Tamez attended a Houston Community College
Board of Trustees meeting from 3:00 PM to approximately 7:30 PM. At
approximately 8:00 PM, Tamez’s 2018 Mercedes Benz GLE350 SUV, still
bearing the paper license plate, set to expire on October 18, 2017, turned right
off of Allen Parkway, into the entrance of the Allen Parkway location and
valet parked. Larry Kirk and | monitored the entrance and driveway of the
Allen Parkway location until approximately 10:00PM and Tamez’s vehicle
did not leave the location during that period of time.

10.0n October 19, 2017, | conducted video surveillance on the Allen Parkway
location, again. Tamez was attending a Houston Community College Board
of Trustees meeting from 4:00 PM until approximately 6:30 PM. At
approximately 7:35 PM, Tamez’s 2018 Mercedes Benz GLE350 SUV, still




bearing the paper license plate, turned in to the entrance of the Allen Parkway
location and valet parked. After the valet drove the vehicle in to the parking
garage, | ended my video surveillance and left the location.

11.0n October 20, 2017, | conducted video surveillance on the Allen Parkway
location, for a third time. At approximately 7:34 AM, Tamez’s 2018
Mercedes Benz GLE350 SUV, still bearing the paper license plate, drove out
of the driveway leading at Allen Parkway location and turned right on to
Allen Parkway. | then ended my video surveillance and left the location.

12.The unit at 3333 Allen Parkway, Houston, TX 77019 was purchased by Dr.
Tommy Brock on January 26, 2006. This location is within the confines of
Houston Community College District VII1.

13.Tamez signed a document on July 27, 2015 stating that she has lived in HCC
District 111 for 17 years prior to the filing of the document. The evidence
found is clearly contradictory and evidences that Tamez has lived at the Allen
Parkway location, not within HCC District 111, at some point within the last
17 years. Tamez’s actions could constitute a violation of Texas Penal Code
Section 37.02 and may constitute a violation of Texas Penal Code Section
37.03. The fact that Tamez seems to continue to reside at the Allen Parkway
location is further evidence that Tamez may have made a false statement
when she swore she had resided within HCC District 111 for the previous 17
years.

Dolcefino Consulting attempted to contact the Harris County Attorney. If Dr. Tamez
swore to false documents she should be removed from office. Out of respect for the voters
of District 3, Tamez should step down if her representations are false. In any case, she
should publicly address this issue, and whether falsification of this type of issue is
disqualifying or should be reviewed by the Harris County District Attorney.

The Harris County Community College has rightfully earned a reputation for distrust.
Chris Oliver was a symptom of a swamp of conflicts of interests that exist within the HCC.
Since January 1, 2010 the Houston Community College System has spent more than $15
million dollars paying outside law firms on a myriad of issues. Of the 27 separate law firms,
Bracewell LLP has received the highest fees $5,366,410 dollars. We have requested, but not
yet received invoices directly relating to Jarvis Hollingsworth. See Exhibit 21.

Some of those same firms are then retained as legal counsel on bond sales. Some of
these legal fees appear to have been spent on internal battles between the Administration
and the Board of Trustees. That is a symptomatic of a dysfunction that has seriously
damaged the institution. The administration works for the Trustees. Period.




We also include a chart of all vendors who have been paid more than $100,000 from
the Houston Community College System in the last four years for public review. We note
Law Firms are high on the list. It is also important to note payments of over $7,521,524
dollars to Miles Insurance Agency since 2014. The agency is run by State Senator Boris
Miles. See Exhibit 22.

We make no comment on the quality of the insurance Mr. Miles brokers, but we note
choosing vendors that are also local elected public officials create the kind of ethical fodder
the institution does not need. It is a legitimate public question. Is the firm hired because of
the political influence Mr. Miles can provide?

We also note that construction companies are the beneficiaries of the biggest
payments. Tellepsen Builders was paid more than $100 million dollars ($105,709,927) by
taxpayers since 2015.

The Houston Community College is prepared to spend $1 million dollars on various
law firms for the post Oliver review. Dolcefino Consulting has incurred just over $50,000 in
billable time and expenses for this project. We believe this report, although embarrassing
for the HCC system, is a blunt reminder of the deficiencies that breed public distrust.

The Houston Community College doesn’t have to spend a ton of taxpayer money to
identify their problems or the solutions. Wayne Dolcefino, President of Dolcefino
Consulting signed up to speak to the Board of Trustees about the difficulty in obtained
public records from the HCC Administration. Prior to the beginning of our engagement,
Mr. Dolcefino had personally called Jarvis Hollingsworth, General Counsel of the HCC
Board, to tell him of our engagement and to warn that we would not tolerate the games
HCC often plays with stalling the release of public records.

Hours prior to my public presentation to the HCC Board of Trustees, Hollingsworth
called to inquire if I would make the presentation to an Executive session of the Trustees
instead. | made the presentation as requested. The Trustees were silent. They took no action.
Later Mr. Hollingsworth advised me he was trying to prevent embarrassment for the HCC
Board of Trustees in a public session.

I have known Mr. Hollingsworth for many years and he is a smart attorney.
However, he should not be paid as public relations officer or a gatekeeper to the Board of
Trustees. Remember that advice.

According to the National Center for Education Statistics, the average expenses for a
full-time student from the Houston area attending the Houston Community College is
$14,432 dollars a year. That figure rises to $16,160 for in-state students. The student
population of the Houston Community College is 57,032. We calculate the cost of $15
million in outside legal fees simply. 148 students could attend the Houston Community




College every year absolutely free, including living expenses, for the money spent on
outside legal firms. Thousands of Houstonians could receive substantial discounts in tuition
and expenses.

The Houston Community College has a fundamental decision to make. One path is
to focus solely on the best way to educate a generation of Houstonians desperately looking
for help. The second is to remain hostage to the law firms who feed off this giant public
trust. We recommend a thorough review of the need for 27 separate law firms. We
recommend a merging of the HCC Administration Counsels Office and the Board Counsel
into one entity. There should be no conflicts. The Trustees were elected. They chose the
Chancellor. Why is the relationship so unnecessarily complicated by lawyer bureaucracy?

Additional recommendations are as follows:

1) We believe the importance of lobby registration would identify any individual representing
the company to lobby HCC trustees.

2) We hereby recommend ending or severely limiting the capacity of the Chancellor to hire
outside law firms, even if it means increasing the budget of the General Counsel. Any law
firm hired to conduct independent investigations into possible criminal wrongdoing should
be the sole responsibility of the Board of Trustees, and should not include any law firm with
previous legal work for the administration or Board.

3) The need for two separate Counsels, one representing the board and one General Counsel,
should be reviewed. We know it is a popular decision by educational institutions to have
two separate legal counsels, but we believe it is unnecessary. Taxpayers are paying HCC
Board Counsel up to $550 dollars per hour for legal advice. Houston Community College
should institute an Inspector General to take complaints and create a hotline number for
people to report possible inappropriate behavior.

4) There should be no communication between individual members of the Board of Trustees
and any employee of the Procurement Department regarding contracts proposals or vendor
payments. Those should be directed to the Chancellor outside of an executive or public
session of the Board of Trustees.

5) The Houston Community College should err on the side of disclosure when it comes to
public records, saving legal fights and the accompanying expenses to matters that are
confidential under state law or represent important advice from legal counsel that protects
the institution and the people who pay the freight.

6) The Board of Trustees should immediately move to seek the removal of Chris Oliver from
the Board. An empty seat is akin to taxation without representation.




7) The Board of Trustees should immediately move to review the substantial evidence that Dr.
Adriana Tamez does not truly live within the District she represents. The removal of Dr.
Tamez from the Board is appropriate, and Dolcefino Consulting is prepared to provide
sworn affidavits if the Harris County District Attorney’s office conducts the criminal
investigation appropriate because of these serious allegations.
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT ed States Sourts
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF TEXAS Southern Distriet of Texas

HOUSTON DIVISION o
AR 092017
UNITED STATES OF AMERICA 8§ Dzv\d J. Bradley, Clerk of Court
§
§
§
VS, § CRIMINAL NO. 17-cr-
§
§
§ DA
CHRISTOPHER W. OLIVER § ] / C,'( 40 3 ?
INDICTMENT
The United States Grand Jury charges:
INTRODUCTION
At all times material herein:
1. The Houston Community College Board of Trustees (HCCBT) consists of nine

(9) board members, who are each elected from single member districts. Each board member
serves a six-year term.

2, Christopher W. Oliver is an elected member of HCCBT. As such? Oliver is an
agent of HCCBT,

3. Oliver currently holds the position of District IX trustee for HCCBT. He was
originally elected to this term in 1995. His current term expires in December 2017.

4, At all times material to this Indictment, the HCCBT received benefits in excess of
$10,000 per year under a Federal program involving a grant, contract, subsidy, loan, guarantee,

insurance, or other form of federal assistance.




5. The HCCBT is given final authority to interpret and determine the policies that
govern Houston Community College (HCC). The Board is also responsible for approving the
finances for HCC, and has final approval for any contract with HCC that exceeds $50,000 in

value.

COUNT 1:
(Hobbs Act Extortion Under Color of Official Right — 18 U.S.C. § 1951(a) and (b)(2) and 2)

From at least in or about December 2010, up to an including in or about August 2013, in

the Houston Division of the Southern District of Texas and elsewhere, the defendant,
| CHRISTOPHER W. OLIVER

being an agent and board member of HCCBT, obstructed, delayed, and affected, and attempted to
obstruct, delay and affect in any way and degree commerce and the movement of articles and
commodities in commerce by extortion, as those terms are defined in Title 18, United States
Code, Section 1951; that is, OLIVER obtained property, to wit, approximately $'f7,]43.34, not
due OLIVER or his office, from a victim, K.S., with K.S.”s consent, under color of official right,

in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Section 1951 and 2.

COUNT 2:
(Bribery — 18 U.S.C. § 666(a)(1)(B) and 2)

From at least in or about May 2015, up to an including in or about May 2016, in the
Houston Division of the Southern District of Texas and elsewhere, the defendant,
CHRISTOPHER W, OLIVER

being an agent and board member of HCCBT, willfully, knowingly, and corruptly, solicited and




demanded for the benefit of a person, and accepted and agreed to accept something of value from
a person, intending to be influenced and rewarded in connection with a business, transaction, and
series of transactions of HCCBT involving something of value of $5,000 or more, while such
organization was in receipt of federal assistance in excess of $10,000 within the one year period
before May 2015, under a Federal program involving a grant, contact, subsidy, loan, guarantee,
insurance, and other form of Federal assistance, to wit, OLIVER solicited, agreed to accept, and
accepted cash payments and Visa gift cards totaling approximately $12,000, intending to be
influenced and rewarded for actions that OLIVER took, and agreed to take in the future, in his
capacity as a board member of the HCCBT, all in violation of Title 18, United Sfales Code,

Section 666 and 2.

NOTICE OF CRIMINAL FORFEITURE
18 U.S.C. § 981(a)(1)(C) and 28 U.S.C. § 2461(c)

Pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section 981(a)(1)(C), and Title 28, United States
Code, Section 2461(c), the United States gives notice to the defendant,
CHRISTOPHER W. OLIVER
that upon conviction of an offense in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 1951 and 2,
as charged in Count One of this Indictment, all property, real or personal, which constitutes or is

derived from proceeds traceable to such offense, is subject to forfeiture.

NOTICE OF CRIMINAL FORFEITURE
18 U.S.C. § 982(a)(3)

Pursuant to Title 18, United States Code, Section 982(a)(3), the United States gives notice to




the defendant,

CHRISTOPHER W. OLIVER
that upon conviction of an offense in violation of Title 18, United States Code, Sections 666(a)(1)(B)
and 2, as charged in Count Two of this Indictment, all property, real or personal, which represents or
is traceable to the gross receipts obtained, directly or indirectly, as a result of such offense, is subject

to forfeiture.

Money Judgment

The defendant is notified that upon conviction, a money judgment may be imposed equal to

the total value of the property subject to forfeiture, which is at least $89,143.34 in U.S. dollars.

Substitute Assets
The defendant is notified that in the event that property subject to forfeiture, as a result of any
act or omission of the defendant,
(A) cannot be located upon the exercise of due diligence;
(B) has been transferred or sold to, or deposited with, a third party;
(C) has been placed beyond the jurisdiction of the court;
(D) has been substantially diminished in value; or

(E) has been commingled with other property that cannot be divided without
difficulty,

it is the intent of the United States to seek forfeiture of any other property of the defendant up to the

total value of such property pursuant to Title 21, United States Code, Section 853(p), which has been




incorporated by Title 18, United States Code, Section 982(b), and Title 28, United States Code,
Section 2461(c).
A TRUE BILL:

____Original signature on File
FOREPERSON OF T fIE GRAND JURY

KENNETH MAGIDSON
United States Attorney

By:

Andrew Leuchtmann
Assistant United States Attorney
713.567.9000
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Few raised questions about the many clues
pointing to HCC Trustee’'s misdeeds

By Trent Seibert - August 17,2017

HOUSTON — For years, the rumors persistently followed Houston Community College Trustee
Chris Oliver.

That he was dirty. On the take. That he traded for favors on his position as the longest-serving
trustee of one of the largest community college systems in the United States.

News broke last month about Oliver’s guilty plea in a federal bribery sting. He is accused of
pocketing nearly $90,000 from a major HCC vendor, according to court records.

Did anyone suspect Oliver before his arrest and guilty plea before a federal judge?
Some certainly noticed the small things.
There was the time Oliver filed a worker’s compensation claim with the college, even though

trustees are a college system “worker” in the loosest sense of the word since there is no salary
associated with the elected post. The claim was eventually denied, a spokeswoman said.

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-red-flags/ 1/9
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And Qliver asked for cash advances from the college on a regular basis. HCC rules say that
trustees can get cash advances for travel with approval from the trustee’s board chair or from
the college system’s chancellor.

Between 2013 and 2016, records show that Oliver received $2,081 from the college labeled as
either a “cash advance” or an “advance for incidentals and miscellaneous.” No other trustee
during that time asked for any cash advances.

But there were bigger clues, too. Red flags. Ones that were difficult to ignore for college
administrators, fellow trustees, plugged-in power brokers in the Harris County orbit, and by
government prosecutors,

“You know he’s dirty, the rest of the trustees know he’s dirty, but no one wants to say
anything,” said Dave Wilson, an HCC trustee who has been critical of many of the financial
deals the college has entered into, as well as how vendors are selected.

When asked why he believes no one in power called out Oliver, Wilson provided a number of
reasons. It is difficult to be the lone voice accusing a colleague of wrongdoing. He also
suggests that “others in power may be dirty, too, and don’t want to rock the boat.”

“They want to get their piece of the pie, so why not let him get his piece of the pie,” Wilson
said.

No one in power sounded the alarm to the voters in Oliver’s district, an alligator-shaped
territory in south Harris County that stretches from the borders of Missouri City to Brookside
Village.

Oliver was first elected in 1995, served stints as the board’s chairman, and sat on key
committees. When federal prosecutors on July 7 unsealed his guilty plea, he was the sitting
vice-chairman of the board of trustees and he chaired the board’s audit committee.

He had helped oversee a college system with a budget north of $300 million, as well as a $425
million bond program, which was aimed at erecting 14 construction projects at all of the
colleges in the Houston Community College system.

All that money can be a recipe for corruption, said Brandon Rottinghaus, a political science
professor at the University of Houston and author of several books on politics and political
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scandal.

“When it comes to scandals, some of the big indicators include
a growth of government spending in general as being
associated with more potential scandals,” Rottinghaus said.
"“You have more money changing hands, you‘ve got more
building, you've got more opportunity for graft.”

Professor Brandon Rottinghaus

At HCC, the opportunity was certainly there.
And red flags began flapping around Oliver years ago.

The Texas Monitor left several messages on Oliver’'s phone seeking comment for this report.
The last attempt to reach Oliver by phone was made Wednesday. At that time the phone
played a message suggesting that service was shut off for non-payment.

2010 Probe: More inquiry into Oliver “justified”

Oliver was one of four trustees examined in a 2010 investigation into “compliance and
procurement issues” involving former and current members of the HCC Board of Trustees and
HCC vendors. HCC hired a Houston law firm, Smyser Kaplan & Veselka, to conduct the probe.

The probe’s results, which became known as the “Veselka report,” found that Oliver engaged
in conduct “contrary to HCC Board policy” and created “at least an appearance of impropriety”
by failing to disclose that his company, Tekoa Property Management, had been hired by HCC
vendor Fort Bend Mechanical.

Oliver also failed to disclose his relationship with the vendor while reviewing and voting on
contracts from which the company would benefit, including an April 2010 vote approving
$200,000 in additional money for a Fort Bend Mechanical project.

The investigation found that Oliver filed a conflict of interest disclosure regarding that
relationship only after being informed of his requirement to do so by college attorneys.

In the wake of the investigation, attorney Larry Veselka, who led the probe, sent a memo
dated Oct. 22, 2010, to then-Harris County District Attorney Pat Lykos. The memo
recommended in part that “further inquiry could be justified to confirm there was no quid-pro-
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quo understanding or that the arrangement or understanding did not constitute a prohibited

gift to a public servant.”
No further inquiry was ever made.
The only punishment Oliver received was a reprimand from his fellow trustees in 2011.

An HCC trustee reprimand is just that. A reprimand. Essentially, a public announcement of
condemnation, with no other punishment attached to it.

And while Oliver was reprimanded, he by no means was chastised by other trustees.

Then-HCC Board Chairman Richard Schechter described Oliver’s conduct as “a one-time action
that was inadvertent or at worst a one time mistake.”

Oliver at that meeting conveyed his “most humble and sincere
apologies.”

“In the final analysis,” Oliver said, “Those of us in leadership
must avoid even the appearance of impropriety.”

Richard Schechter Schechter spoke too soon on Oliver’s conduct being a one-time
misstep.

And Oliver did not listen to his own analysis. Nor, it appears, were his apologies sincere.

While Oliver was apologizing to the public and to his fellow trustees, court records suggest he
was asking another HCC vendor for tens-of-thousands of dollars.

That vendor was Houston business icon Karun Sreerama, who owned the civil engineering and
construction management firm ESPA which raked in close to $10 million worth of business
fromm HCC.

And it would be Sreerama who ultimately provided the testimony that led to Oliver’s arrest

just a few years later.

The undercover recording by the undercover reporter

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-red-flags/
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If Lykos or college officials had done a little more digging, they might have found what Wayne
Dolcefino found just a year later.

Dolcefino was the longtime investigative face of KTRK-TV's 13 Undercover, winning dozens of
local Emmy Awards, enough medals from the Investigative Reporters & Editors organization to
make Michael Phelps envious, and an Edward R. Murrow award — TV's version of the Pulitzer
Prize.

He now runs Dolcefino Consulting, which investigates corruption and wrongdoing for corporate
and political clients.

“We have a horrific culture of pay to play in this town,” Dolcefino said. "It has been going on
for years in virtually every major government agency. Anyone who says that's not true is not
telling you the truth.”

While working for a client in 2012, Dolcefino secretly recorded David “Pete” Medford, the
president of Fort Bend Mechanical, the company that was so cozy with Chris Oliver. Medford
had been paying Oliver to — supposedly — provide some clean-up work at a house Medford
was building, he said on the recording.

Medford was paying Oliver $9,000 a month.

“Nine grand! Nine grand a month to clean someone’s yard,” Dolcefino quipped to The Texas
Monitor. "Where do I sign up?”

But by the time Medford was talking to Dolcefino and his recording device, Medford and Oliver
were no longer so cozy.

“He sort of realized the votes were too close on his deals and decided to check,” Dolcefino
said. "He found out that Oliver was walking out of the room and abstaining. So he was taking
the nine grand and not even doing what he was supposedly bribed to do.”

Medford said in part on the recording: “*What Chris did was, and one of the reasons we parted
ways, and I didn’t know he was doing this, but he was abstaining from votes and I was paying
him $9,000 a month. I was wondering why we weren’t getting any votes. He was abstaining
from votes, so I cut Chris off.”

https://ftexasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-red-flags/
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This recording was widely distributed around Houston. It was also played as part of the court
record in a 2016 federal civil bribery case against both Medford and former Houston
Independent School District President Larry Marshall.

"The entire tape was played in evidence at a public trial,” Dolcefino said. "No one can say they
didn't have an opportunity to know it. And nearly five years ago this tape was given to the
FBIL.”

At the trial, Medford, whose company had also done significant work for HISD, said that he
was simply bragging for Dolcefino on the recording, which was largely about how Medford paid
Marshall so that Fort Bend Mechanical could secure contracts.

But the jury didn’t think Medford was bragging. Both Marshall and Medford were found liable
for racketeering and slapped with a multimillion-dollar judgment. The verdict is being
appealed.

Loose with promises

If Medford’s recording about Oliver is more truth than fiction, then it wasn’t the last time that
Oliver pocketed money in return for favors he couldn’t — or wouldn’t — deliver.

The bribery scheme in which federal investigators began
tracking Oliver began on May 29, 2015, when Oliver and local
businessman Karun Sreerama met at a restaurant.

The two discussed how Oliver had helped Sreerama “secure
business with HCC in the past, and how he could do so again
in future endeavors,” according to a court transcript.

Karun Sreerama

Sreerama also had previously supplied Oliver with $77,000.

Those payments from Sreerama to Oliver were doled out between December 2010 and August
2013, records show. That’s in the timeframe when Oliver was giving his “*humble and sincere
apologies” for casting a vote in favor of Medford’s Fort Bend Mechanical while collecting cash
from Medford.

Sreerama recently described to reporters that the $77,000 were a series of “loans.”

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-red-flags/
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Federal prosecutors described that money as “unlawful payments,” related to an extortion
charge dropped as a part of Oliver’s plea agreement.

Either way, by 2015 Oliver was looking for more money.

At the restaurant on that May 2015 day, Sreerama said he would pay Oliver approximately
$2,500 per month “based on what he had paid him in the past,” records show.

The next meeting took place at a coffee shop just days later on June 2, 2015. Sreerama
handed Oliver an envelope filled with $2,500 in cash and Oliver told Sreerama that “if he
found a contract to bid on and a certified company, he would make him a millionaire.” The
envelopes kept coming.

By November 2015, Sreerama said he found a company to use in order to bid for a pest-
control contract. At this meeting “Oliver discussed exerting his influence at HCC in order to
move the company up the bid list so that they would have a better chance at securing the
contract,” according to court records.

Oliver continued to collect envelopes filled with the FBI's cash — until May of last year.

“Oliver continued to insist that he had delayed the bidding process and that he would convince
the board to vote on the basis of best value rather than lowest bid,” but Sreerama told Oliver
he had had enough, and that the company he was using to bid on the pest control contract

was not willing to pay Oliver any more money without some results, court records show.

At that point, and without delivering the promised results, “"Oliver ended the relationship,”
federal prosecutors said.

Loose with record keeping, too

While Oliver may have been loose with his promises to big-pocketed vendors, he was just as
loose with details when it came to his campaign financial disclosures.

Oliver was sloppy and perhaps worse in keeping campaign finance records.

The Texas Ethics Commission found that in 2011 and 2012, Oliver did not always properly
disclose campaign donations and that he did not itemize some of his expenditures.

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-red-flags/
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And there is no evidence that Oliver filed a campaign finance report for the dates covering
January 2016 through July 2016, as required by law.

Oliver accepted at least one $1,000 donation during that time. That donation came from a
political action committee. PACs are required to report their donations with the Texas Ethics
Commission, and so PAC donations to Oliver can be found.

Individual donors, such as many vendors or company owners, are not required to disclose
their political contributions so it's impossible for a voter to know how much Oliver collected
over that period but failed to report.

It does not appear that anyone at the college alerted Oliver’s fellow board members about his
failure to file. No one appears to have sounded the alarm at the Texas Ethics Commission,

either.

It also does not appear that Oliver filed a campaign report for the most recent reporting period
beginning in January and ending in July.

Again, Oliver collected at least $1,000 from a political action committee during that period.
Again, no one at the college who collects the reports — and posts them to the HCC website —

appears to have spoken up about Oliver’s recorded keeping failure.

And again, it's impossible for a voter to know how much Oliver collected over that period and
failed to report.

HCC officials did not respond to questions asking about this.

Fallout and future

What should be done?
HCC's Board of Trustees has taken some action already.
The board’s eight other members voted last month unanimously at a special meeting to

censure Oliver soon after his guilty plea was made public. Oliver did not attend.
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The censure means he can’t hold an office on the board and that his travel money has been
cut off, meaning no more cash advances.

But that’s all the board can do.

Oliver continues to be an HCC trustee. Trustees cannot remove one of their own. Only a state
district judge has the power to pry any trustee from the board, at least until Oliver is
sentenced. A convicted felon, once sentenced, cannot hold the post.

Oliver’s sentencing is scheduled for Nov. 13.

But censure or no, that action came after the fact, although college officials said they have
researched other institutions for possible punishment rules beyond a censure and are
summarizing the findings for the board.

And the Houston Community College — and other government institutions in Houston and
Harris County for that matter — has no shortage of ethics rules designed to prevent this sort
of behavior.

The Trustees, through Trustee Board Chair Eva Loredo, said they are open to learn from this.

"QOur Board and Administration are working together to
determine the lessons learned from the unfortunate situation
involving Trustee Chris Oliver and will seek ways that we can
improve going forward,” Loredo said in a written statement.
"“Now it is time for us to come together as a truly committed
Board focused on protecting and moving Houston Community
College forward.”

The experts interviewed for this piece — including some HCC
HCC Trustee President Eva Loredo trustees — all had ideas on how to keep something like this

from happening again.
HCC Trustee Robert Glaser, who heads the trustee’s audit committee, said a fully staffed

compliance department is needed at the college, as well as far more transparency in the
college’s procurement system.
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4:10-cv-04872 The Gil Ramirez Group, LLC et al v. Houston Independent School District
Keith P Ellison, presiding
Date filed: 12/07/2010
Date terminated: 01/26/2017
Date of last filing: 10/23/2017
Attorneys
Jonathan Griffin Brush
Rogers, Morris & Grover, L.L.P.
5718 Westheimer Rd
Ste 1200
Houston, TX 77057 . Marshall & Associates
713-960-6000 representing o fondant)
713-960-6025 (fax)
jbrush@rmgllp.com
Assigned: 09/22/2015
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)
Heather L Dietrick
Hearst Corp
300 West 57th Street
New York, NY 10019 . The Houston Chronicle
212-649-2039 representing i rovany)
Assigned: 06/18/2012
PRO HAC VICE
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Jonathan R Donnellan
Hearst Corporation Office Of General Counsel
300 West 57 Street
40th Floor
New York, NY 10019 . The Houston Chronicle
212-649-2051 representing o/ vany)
646-280-2051 (fax)
jdonnellan@hearst.com
Assigned: 06/15/2012
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
Jonathan R, Donnellan
(Intervenor)
Heather L. Dietrick
300 W. 57th Street
40th F1.
https://ecf.txsd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/gryAttorneys.pl?84 1471 1/9
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Chad W Dunn
Brazil Dunn
4201 Cypress Creek Pkwy
Ste 530
Houston, TX 77068
281-580-6310 representing
281-580-6362 (fax)
chad@brazilanddunn.com
Assigned: 12/07/2010
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Dylan Alexander Farmer
Rogers Morris Grover LLP
5718 Westheimer Rd
Suite 1200
Houston, TX 77057 representing
713-960-6000
dfarmer@rmgllp.com
Assigned: 10/06/2016
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

David M Feldman
FELDMAN & FELDMAN
3355 WEST ALABAMA STREET
SUITE 1220
Houston, TX 77098 .
713-986-9471 representing
713-986-9472 (fax)
david.feldman@feldman.law
Assigned: 10/12/2016
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Roland Gene Hamilton representing
Kane Russell Coleman & Logan PC

919 Milam Street

Ste 2200

Houston, TX 77002

https://ecf.txsd.uscourts.govicgi-bin/gryAttorneys.pl?841471

New York, NY 10019
212-649-2039
212-649-2035 (fax)
(Intervenor)

The Gil Ramirez Group, LLC
(Plaintiff)

Gil Ramirez, Jr
¢/o Brazil & Dunn
4201 FM 1960 West
Suite 530

Houston, TX 77068

(Plaintiff)

Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)

Richard A, Patton

Feldman & Feldman, PC
3355 W. Alabama, Suite 1220
Houston, TX 77098
7139869471

7139869472 (fax)
david.feldman(@feldman.law
(Objector)

Turner Construction Company

Kane Russell Coleman & Logan
919 Milam
Suite 2200

2/9




11/21/2017 DC CM/ECF LIVE- US District Court-Texas Southern-Query Attorneys

713-425-7425
rhamilton@krcl.com
Assigned: 06/12/2012
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Brooks Talton Harrison
Attorney at Law
720 Rusk Street
Suite 438
Houston, TX 77002
877-402-6658
brooks(@brooksharrison.com
Assigned: 10/19/2016
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

representing

J Gerald Hebert

Campaign Legal Center

1411 K Street

NwW

14th Floor

Washington, DC 20005

(202) 736-2200

ghebert@campaignlegalcenter.org
Assigned: 01/13/2016
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

representing

Jarvis V Hollingsworth

Bracewell Giuliana LLP

711 Louisiana

Ste 2300

Houston, TX 77002

713-221-1460 representing

713-437-5312 (fax)
Assigned: 11/21/2011
TERMINATED: 06/28/2013
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

https://ecf.txsd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/gryAttorneys.pl 7841471

Houston, TX 77002
713-425-7400
713-425-7700 (fax)
cpappas(@krcl.com
(Movant)

David L. Medford
(Defendant)

Fort Bend Mechanical, LTD.

(Defendant)

The Gil Ramirez Group, LLC

(Plaintiff)

Gil Ramirez, Jr
¢/o Brazil & Dunn
4201 FM 1960 West
Suite 530

Houston, TX 77068

(Plaintiff)

Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)
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John Hopkins

Thompson Horton

Phoenix Tower

3200 Southwest Frwy

Ste 2000

Houston, TX 77027

713-554-6766

jhopkins@thompsonhorton.com
Assigned: 01/28/2011
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

representing

Joseph Sullivan Jaworski

2228 Mechanic St., Suite 307

Galveston, TX 77550

409-763-0700

409-763-6352 (fax)

joejaws(@jaworskilawfirm.com
Assigned: 02/11/2013
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

representing

Paul A Lamp
Rogers, Morris & Grover, L.L.P.
5718 Westheimer
Ste 1200
Houston, TX 77057
713-960-6000
713-960-6025 (fax)
plamp@rmgllp.com
Assigned: 12/11/2013
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

representing

Danielle M Lang representing
Campaign Legal Center
1411 K StNW
Ste 1400
Washington, DC 20005
202-736-2200
dlang(@campaignlegalcenter.org
Assigned: 01/13/2016
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED
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Marshall & Associates
(Defendant)

Houston Independent School District
(Defendant)

Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)

The Gil Ramirez Group, LLC
(Plaintiff)

Marshall & Associates
(Defendant)

Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)

The Gil Ramirez Group, LLC
(Plaintiff)
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Gil Ramirez, Jr
¢/o Brazil & Dunn
4201 FM 1960 West
Suite 530

Houston, TX 77068
(Plaintiff)

Anthony Laurent Laporte
Hanszen Laporte LLP
14201 Memorial Drive
Houston, TX 77079
713-522-9444 representing
713-524-2580 (fax)
alaporte(@hanszenlaporte.com
Assigned: 10/18/2016
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Frankie Wong
(Objector)

Michael T McGann
Attorney at Law
2211 Norfolk
Ste 400
Houston, TX 77098
713-521-2743
megannm{@wans.net
Assigned: 10/26/2011
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Ft. Bend Mechanical

representing (Conflict Check Party)

FBM Management, LLC
(Defendant)

Fort Bend Mechanical, LTD.
(Defendant)

David L Medford
(Defendant)

Arturo Gabriel Michel
Thompson Horton LLP
3200 SW Fwy
Suite 2000
Houston, TX 77027
713-554-6766
amichel(@thompsonhorton.com
Assigned: 10/31/2012
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Houston Independent School District

representing (Defendant)
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Melissa Mihalick

Bracewell & Giuliani

711 Louisiana

Ste 2300

Houston, TX 77002

713-221-1321

800-404-3970 (fax)

melissa.mihalick@bgllp.com
Assigned: 08/31/2012
TERMINATED: 06/28/2013
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

David Webb Morris

Attorney at Law

2000 St. James Place

Houston, TX 77056

T13-836-6365

david.morris@weatherford.com
Assigned: 11/17/2011
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Richard A Morris
Rogers, Morris & Grover, L.L.P.,
5718 Westheimer
Ste 1200
Houston, TX 77057
713-960-6019
713-960-6025 (fax)
rmorris@rmgllp.com

Assigned: 06/28/2013

LEAD ATTORNEY

Edward (Nick) James Nicholas
Linebarger Goggan Blair Sampson LLP
4828 Loop Central Drive
Ste 600
Houston, TX 77081
713-844-3405
Nick.Nicholas@]lgbs.com

Assigned: 10/07/2016
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Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)

Marshall & Associates
(Defendant)

Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)

Marshall & Associates
(Defendant)

Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)

Marshall & Associates
(Defendant)

Norman J. Nelson
(Objector)
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LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Kelly Greenwood Prather
The Greenwood Prather Law Firm
2009 North Durham Drive
Houston, TX 77008
713-333-3200 representing
713-621-1449 (fax)
kgreenwood@midtownlegal.com
Assigned: 01/31/2011
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Wendle Van Smith
Anderson & Smith PC
7322 Southwest Fwy
Ste 2010
Houston, TX 77074
713-621-5522 representing
713-995-1499 (fax)
wendlelv(@flash.net
Assigned: 12/21/2011
LEAD ATTORNEY
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Michael J Stanley representing

Stanley Frank and Rose LLP

230 Westcott

Ste 120

Houston, TX 77007

713-980-4381

713-980-1179 (fax)

mstanley@stanleylaw.com
https://ecf.txsd.uscourts.gov/cgi-bin/gryAttorneys.pl?841471

The Gil Ramirez Group, LL.C
(Plaintiff)

Gil Ramirez, Jr

¢/o Brazil & Dunn
4201 FM 1960 West
Suite 530

Houston, TX 77068

(Plaintiff)

The Greenwood Prather Law Firm
(Conflict Check Party)

GRG Commerical
(Conflict Check Party)

Joyce Moss Clay
(Defendant)

JM Clay and Associates
(Defendant)

Eva Jackson
(Defendant)
PRO SE
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Assigned: 04/12/2011
TERMINATED: 01/21/2016

Larry Richard Veselka
Smyser Kaplan Veselka LLP
700 Louisiana St

Ste 2300

DC CM/ECF LIVE- US District Court-Texas Southern-Query Attorneys

RHJ-JOC, Inc.
(Defendant)
PRO SE

Ft. Bend Mechanical
(Conflict Check Party)

Joyce Moss Clay
(Defendant)

Fort Bend Mechanical, LTD.
(Defendant)

Larry R. Veselka

Smyser Kaplan & Veselka, LLP
700 Louisiana

Houston, TX 77002 rentesentin Suite 2300
713-221-2300 P g Houston, TX 77002
713-221-2320 (fax) (713) 221-2300
Iveselka@skv.com (713) 221-2320 (fax)
Assigned: 09/29/2011 lveselka@skv.com
ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED (Movant)
Richard F. Whiteley
Bracewell LLP
711 Louisiana, Suite 2300
1;10311_ 232:22}5077002 representing Houston Community College System

713-221-1212 (fax)
rwhiteley70@gmail.com
Assigned: 09/29/2011

(Movant)

ATTORNEY TO BE NOTICED

Lawrence Marshall
(Defendant)
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BRACEWELL

Jarvis V. Hollingsworth
Partner

mailto:jarvis.hollingsworth@bracewell.com
https://www.linkedin.com/in/jarvis-hollingsworth-63b13139/

{, +1.713.221.1460
o +1.713.437.5312

9 Houston

Industries:

FINANCE

Practices:

CORPORATE & SECURITIES EDUCATIONAL INSTITUTIONS GOVERNMENT RELATIONS

LITIGATION PUBLIC FINANCE

About Jarvis

Jarvis V. Hollingsworth, chair of the firm's public/education law practice group and a member of the firm's
management committee, counsels boards of government and educational entities on their duties, corporate
governance and director liability, as well as regulatory and finance matters. He advises schools, colleges,
universities and government entities on public and education law, including public finance. Jarvis also advises
clients on government strategies, employment contracts, grievances, employee terminations, school and
college governance, coalition building, strategic communications and policy development. He provides counsel
on open meetings, public information, bidding and contract matters, municipal bonds and public finance, and
internal investigations. Jarvis also represents private companies in their dealings with public bodies. His
practice encompasses lobbying and public policy advocacy, coalition building and strategic communications
for business interests before federal, state and local agencies. He maintains an active election-law practice,
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He has first and second chair jury and non-jury trial experience representing clients in state and federal courts
and before administrative agencies. Jarvis has also represented clients regarding Title VIl and Section 183
employment claims, general negligence, wrongful death, premises liability, business torts, fraud,
misrepresentation, and professional negligence.

Jarvis is a former regent on the board of the University of Houston System where he served as chairman of the
board as well as chairman of the finance, endowment, executive and compensation committees. He is also a
former trustee and chairman of the board of trustees of the Teacher Retirement System of Texas, a Texas state
agency which manages a $130 billion-plus pension trust fund. He is also a member of the firm's finance,
diversity and inclusion and political action committees.

Experience

Recent Notable Matters

Wharton County Junior College — advise Board of Trustees on preparation of an Interlocal Agreement
governing the shared use of facilities between governmental entities

College of the Mainland — board counsel, solving legal problems for the decision makers of the institution
through regular consultation and advice in board and committee meetings. Conduct annual ethics and
governance training, publish legal guidance manuals and conduct seminars on the Open Meetings Act, Public
Information Act, disabilities and other human resources legal issues, conflicts of interest, privacy rights and
student discipline, and advise members of the board of trustees regarding the search for and drafting of
employment contracts for presidents and other senior executives of the College

Houston Community College — board counsel, solving legal problems for the decision makers of the institution
through regular consultation and advice in board and committee meetings. Conduct annual ethics and
governance training, publish legal guidance manuals and conduct seminars on the Open Meetings Act, Public
Information Act, disabilities and other human resources legal issues, conflicts of interest, privacy rights and
student discipline, and advise members of the board of trustees regarding the search for and drafting of
employment contracts for presidents and other senior executives of the College

Houston Community College — advise members of the Board and administration on procurement-related legal
matters regarding the College
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ACTION ITEM

Meeting Date: July 13, 2017

Special Meeting

ITEM # ITEM TITLE PRESENTER
Approve Resolution of Board Chair Eva Loredo
A . Censure of Trustee

Christopher W. Oliver, HCC
Trustee District IX

RECOMMENDATION
Approve a Resolution of Censure of Trustee Christopher W. Oliver, HCC Trustee District IX.

COMPELLING REASON/RATIONALE

In order to ensure that all of its members adhere to the highest standards of ethical conduct and
conduct themselves at all times in the best interests of the College, the HCC Board of Trustees has
established a Code of Conduct in the Board Bylaws at Article A, Section 4.

DESCRIPTION OR BACKGROUND

Trustee Christopher W. Oliver has taken actions in violation of the Trustee Code of Conduct in the
Board Bylaws, and those actions are also inconsistent with his duty to act solely and exclusively for
the benefit of the College.

FISCAL IMPACT
N/A

LEGAL REQUIREMENT
N/A

STRATEGIC ALIGNMENT

2. ORGANIZATIONAL STEWARDSHIP
B. Improve and streamline business transactions and process

This item is applicable to the following: District
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!-'"C } HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE Office: 713.718.5059
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Fax:713.718.2232

OFFICE OF THE CHANCELLOR
Memorandum

TO: Eva Loredo, Board Chair Ref: CM17-106

Board of Trustees File: LBH
FROM: Dr. Cesar Maldonado, Chancellor
CC: Ashley Smith, General Counsel

Jarvis Hollingsworth, Board Counsel
DATE: October 31, 2017
SUBJECT: Status of administrative examination related to Mr. Oliver’s bribery and

engagement of third Special Counsel

This is to advise you of the status of the administrative examination commissioned on July 18,
2017 pursuant to the above matter. Timely completion of the examination, implementation of
recommendations, and filing reports with various agencies are critical for the continued well-
being of Houston Community College and its mission of education. As you will recall, the scope
of the work was to perform an internal review of several functional areas of the Houston
Community College (HCC) System, including: procurement practices, policies and procedures;
employment and personnel practices, policies and procedures; facilities practices, policies and
pracedures; and related financial matters.

The College first learned of Mr. Oliver’s plea on Friday evening, July 7. We immediately began
considering steps to understand the totality of the situation and to develop a plan for coping with
the concerns and issues resulting from Mr. Oliver's admitted bribery. The focus was on the
preservation of institutional integrity, reputation, and our core values as championed in the “HCC
Way” and the policies adopted by the Board of Trustees (BOT). The initial decision to engage
Special Counsel, and the selection of that counsel, was made with expediency because of the
urgency in preparing for possible inquiries from governmental and regulatory agencies, and the
media. However, the decision was made with a priority to having a thorough examination led by
qualified attorneys. It was both critical and necessary to protect HCC that we engage counsel
that were familiar with HCC and its operations such that they could more quickly and effectively
put a plan in place for examining our practices.

Based on recommendations by HCC General Counsel, Mr. Ashley Smith, Special Counsel of Vidal
Martinez and Gene Locke were selected for their unique skills and experiences in dealing with the
current subject. Mr. Martinez is a former Assistant U.S. Attorney and is recognized for his work in
the current scope and Mr. Locke is a former City Attorney and recognized by HCC for his work in
elections and ethics. You have detailed information related to the qualifications of these
attorneys. | executed letters of engagement for special counsel on July 18. Although work on the
examination continued uninterrupted, | advised Mr. Martinez and the trustees that, due to my
authorization limit for non-preapproved law firms, | would need to bring his engagement to the
BOT for approval beyond my spending limit. This was done at the next possible Committee of the
Whole (COTW) meeting on September 12. Mr. Locke’s firm was preapproved and did not require
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any action by the BOT. During the time between the initial meetings on July 10 and the
September 12 meeting, Mr. Martinez continued to provide services regarding the engagement,
including conducting interviews, managing forensic work, communicating with government and
accreditation agencies, and briefing the BOT on his work. The importance of agency
communications relates to funding and accreditation, both critical to HCC's continued operation.

On or about September 7, Mr. Locke withdrew from the engagement. At the COTW meeting on
September 12, | recommended that HCC engage Martinez Partners, LLP for legal services under
HCC’s customary authorizations for legal work. During this meeting, the trustees considered
capping the expenses at $250K but in the end the BOT did not approve my recommendation.

At the earliest possible consideration, a revised recommendation was placed on the BOT agenda
for the Regular BOT meeting on September 18. Based on a recommendation by General Counsel,
my revised recommendation was for approval of Martinez Partners LLP under a limit consistent
with the terms and conditions of Budget Projections presented to the BOT in closed session. At
that time, we expected a preliminary report by mid-December 2017. This recommendation also
failed to gain BOT approval. At this time Mr. Martinez was directed to limit his examination work
to not exceed $100K and to begin work on a separate transition project that would brief a new
Special Counsel on the work to-date and on progress on the examination plan.

On September 20, based on the recommendation of Mr. Smith, | engaged Mr. Lawrence Finder to
begin work on the project and Mr. Smith notified government, regulatory, and accreditation
agencies that Mr. Finder now represented HCC on this matter. As you know, Mr. Finder is a
former U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of Texas. Two days later on September 22, at a
Special BOT meeting, Mr. Finder was introduced to the BOT in closed session as my
recommended replacement Special Counsel. We asked Mr. Finder to begin the transition of the
project from Mr. Martinez and prepare a budget for BOT approval. At the next COTW meeting,
on October 12, Mr. Finder introduced co-counsel Mr. Johnny Sutton, a former U.S. Attorney for
the Western District of Texas and former Acting U.S. Deputy Attorney General, and associate Ms.
Lindsey Brett. Atthattime, Mr. Finder’s budget was presented in closed session and was
approved in the open meeting by the BOT. Since time was of essence and based on this show of
support, | asked Mr. Finder to begin the detailed transition of the work performed by Mr.
Martinez and Pathway Forensics. At the Regular BOT Meeting, on October 19, the approval of
the budget for Mr. Finder was pulled from the consent agenda, discussed further and failed
approval.

As we began the search for another lawyer to serve as Special Counsel on this matter we
established several constraints that focused on the various elements of the project scope: ethics,
procurement, personnel, facilities, higher education, and examinations. These priorities were:

1. Maintenance of project integrity: Qualifications commensurate with the demands of
this project remain the tap priority.
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2. Minimize project redundancy: Minimize the need to reconstruct or rebuild work by
valuing the project scope in the current context of HCC and the status of the work done
to-date.

3. Accelerate project hand off: Value the understanding of HCC operations so that project
context can be quickly understood by the new attorney.

The next step was evaluating the expertise within the preapproved law firms. Upon a review of the
capabilities of these firms we concluded that the law firm of Thompson & Horton LLP is capable in
the project scope and could perform the scope of work under the above priorities. In particular Mr.
Arturo Michel of the firm is a former HCC Board Counsel, is a former Houston City Attorney, and is
familiar with governmental procurement policies as well as HCC's pracurement process. As past
president of the Texas Association of Community College Attorneys, he is aware of best practice for
procurement, facilities, and personnel across Texas colleges. Mr. Michel’s qualifications are
attached here as Exhibit 1. Mr. Smith and | have met with Mr. Michel and he has agreed to accept
the engagement as Special Counsel for this matter. He is finalizing project team and a budget for
the next phase of the examination.

Since Thompson Horton is a firm that has been preapproved by the BOT, no further action by the
BOT is needed. | will present a budget for this engagement to the board and continue with
regular updates on progress and expenditures. In addition, | have attached as Exhibit 2 a copy of
Mr. Michel’s responses to the supplemental disclosure form for this project.

As you know, time is of the essence in this matter. The work of the internal examination is
important to determine if any elements in our processes facilitated Mr. Oliver’s bribery or if our
processes can be improved to better protect against such behavior. Further, the examination is
also responsive to representations made to the Southern Association of Colleges and Schools
Commission on Colleges {SACSCOC) in regard to the adoption of best practices to minimize conflict
of interest (SACSCOC Principle 3.2.3) and to provide HCC staff freedom from external influence
(SACSCOC Principle 3.2.4). Progress has now been stopped for nearly seven (7) weeks and it is
urgent that we provide best effort to have preliminary findings before the end of the year.

| have prepared for your reference a timeline of the activities related to the engagement of special
counsel for this matter.

I look forward to reporting our progress in this matter.
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Item Date

Activity

Meeting Type
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Jul 7
Jul 10
Jull3
Jul 18
Aug 1
Aug 10
Aug 17
Sep 7
Sep 12
Sep 18
Sep 20
Sep 22
Oct 12
Oct 19
Oct 25
Oct 27

Court unseals Trustee Oliver’'s indictment and guilty plea
Preliminary plan with Locke and Martinez

Locke and Martinez report to BOT in closed session
Executed engagement letters for Locke and Martinez
Locke and Martinez present to BOT

Locke and Martinez present to BOT

Locke and Martinez present to BOT

Locke withdraws

BOT declines to lift expenditure limit for Martinez
BOT declines to approve budget for Martinez
Executed engagement letter with Finder

Finder presented to BOT

Finder-Sutton budget approved

Finder-Sutton budget rejected by BOT

Brief with Michel

Execute engagement letter with Michel

Admin
SPCL
Admin
SPCL
COoTW
REG
Admin
COoTW
REG
Admin
Admin
COTW
REG
Admin

Admin




Arturo G. Michel
Partner, Thompson & Horton LLP

Arturo G. Michel is a partner at Thompson & Horton LLP. He served as City Attorney for the City of
Houston from 2004 to 2010. His prior legal experience was at Bracewell & Patterson from 1986 to 2004
where he was a partner for 10 years. As City Attorney, Mr. Michel headed a 100 lawyer legal department
overseeing a budget, including funds for claims, of approximately 42 million dollars. He supervised
lawsuits of every nature, e.g., construction, commercial, employment, and condemnation. Mr. Michel
supervised and negotiated multimillion dollar contracts for electricity, fuel, chemicals, software
operation, maintenance, telecommunications, construction, union contracts, and real estate. He also
supervised, developed, and taught training in open records, open meetings, and ethics. Mr. Michel has
considerable government relations experience regarding legislation. He frequently addressed the media,
officials of other governmental entities, and community leaders or citizens on issues of importance to the
City, many times to Spanish language media. At Bracewell, Mr. Michel utilized similar expertise with an
emphasis on lmgatlon labor, elections, voting rights, redistricting, contracts, and board matters. He is a past president of the Texas
Association of Community College Attorneys and the Hispanic Bar Association.

REPRESENTATIVE MATTERS

Skinner v. Weslaco Independent. et al; Civil Action No. 00017; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Civil Rights Act)
Perry v. Houston Independent School District, et al; Civil Action No. 00197; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Civil Rights Act)
Pierre v. Houston Community, et al; Civil Action No. 01203; in the United States District Court Southern Distriet of Texas (Job Discrimination)

Hispanic Education, et al v. HISD Board of Education, et al; Civil Action No. 01065; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Other Civil
Rights)

York v. Houston Comrmumity College, et al; Civil Action No. 00688; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Job Discrimination-Race)
Hebert v. Houston Community, et al; Civil Action No. 01175; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Job Discrimination-Race)
Walker v. Houston Community; Civil Action No. 02169; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Job Discrimination-Age)

Jackson v. HISD, et al; Civil Action No. 04459; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Job Discrimination — Race)

Smith v. Aldine ISD; Civil Action No. 03437; in the United States Distriet Court Southern District of Texas (Employment Diserimination)

Kercheval v. Houston Community; Civil Action No. 02938; in the United States District Court Southern Distriet of Texas (Job Discrimination-Race)

Valdez v. Pharr-San Juan-Alamo, et al; Civil Action No. 00267; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Employment Discrimination)
Torres v. PSIA ISD, et al; Civil Action No. 00039; in the United States District Court Southern District of Texas (Civil Rights Act)

Houston Community College System v, AJ’s Painting & Restorations; Cause No, 2002-530967; in the 28oth Judicial Court of Harris County, Texas (Breach of
Contract)

Johnson, Wanda Heath v. Galena Park School District; Cause No, 2002-29027; in the 133rd Judicial Court of Harris County, Texas (Other Civil)
Kercheval, David R v. Mir Fox & Rodriguez; Cause No. 1099-35112; in the 151st Judicial Court of [Tarris County, Texas (Contract)

Walker, Lorenzo v, Houston Community College System; Cause No. 1096-35662; in the 8oth Judicial Court of Harris County, Texas (Injunction)
Perry. Edward v. Houston Independent School District; Cause No. 1991-51406; in the 120th Judicial Court of Harris County, Texas (Damages-Others)

Bruce R. Hotze v. Bill White, Mayor, City of Houston; No. 01-08-00016-CV; Court of Appeals of Texas, Houston (1st Dist.); April 15, 2010 (Civil)
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DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT
AS SPECIAL COUNSEL

Firm: Thompson & Horton LLP
Representation: Arturo G. Michel
Date: October 24, 2017

1. What have you been hired to do at HCC?
To oversee a review/examination of HCC policies, procedures, regulations, practices, and historical
events regarding procurement for the purpose of assessing why trustee bribery regarding
procurement occurred and recommendations to minimize future incidents.

2. Who hired you?
Either the Board directly or through its delegation to the Chancellor on the recommendation of the
Chancellor and General Counsel

3. When did they hire you?
Anticipated to be on or about October 25, 2017.

4. Have you ever worked for HCC in the past?
From 1986 through February, 2004, | did various transactional, litigation, and general advice work
when employed at Bracewell & Patterson, precursor firm to the current Bracewell firm. Additionally,
| have done various transactional and litigation work for Thompson & Horton from May, 2010
through the present.

5. If so, what were your hired to do?
| do not have access to the records at Bracewell, but | was the primary outside counsel used by HCC
from 1990 to 2004. See response to #6, below, for brief description of work since 2010.

6. How much has HCC paid you for past work?
| do not have access to the 1986 -2004 records when | was at another firm. Below are the amounts
paid by matter since 2010.

1. 3100 Main Issues (real estate matters): $7,621.25
2. Carlton and Reed v. (sexual harassment/discrimination suit against interim $15,445.75
3. Condemnation Advice Total: $1,172.50
4. Contracts: $1,423.75
General Advice: $83.75
Harrington, Carole v. (sister suit to Carlton, Reed): $663.75
DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 1
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Lumpkin Road (easement dispute/lawsuit): $9,128.75

Martin, Rashard (student disability accommodation lawsuit) $13,860.00
7. When did you learn about Chris Oliver’s indictment?
When reported in major media.
8. When did you learn about Karun Sreerama’s bribery over Chris Oliver?
When reported in major media.
9. What is your relationship with Karun Sreerama?
I know him casually from government governing body meetings and political fundraisers since | was
City Attorney for the City of Houston (2004 — 2010). | have exchanged pleasantries; | have not
discussed government business nor met separately with him.
10. Have you ever presented Karun Sreerama?
No.
11. Have you ever represented any entity related to Karun Sreerama, past or present?
No.
12, Have you donated money to a current or former HCC trustee?
Only through firm PAC.
13. If so, how much?
HCC Political Contributions
Candidate Amount Date
Yolanda Navarro-Flores S 500.00 2/25/2009
Diane Olmos Guzman S 500.00 9/3/2009
Mary Ann Perez S 500.00 2/10/2010
Mary Ann Perez S 500.00 3/1/2011
Richard Schechter $  500.00 6/21/2011
Bruce Austin S 500.00 8/8/2011
Chris Oliver $ 1,000.00 10/7/2011
Adriana Tamez S 250.00 1/6/2014
Adriana Tamez S 250.00 3/12/2014
Zeph Capo S 250.00 9/25/2014
Art Murillo $  250.00 10/15/2014
Neeta Sane $  250.00 10/15/2014
Adriana Tamez S 500.00 3/20/2015
Adriana Tamez S 500.00 9/2/2015
Zeph Capo $ 500.00 5/28/2015
DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 2
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22,

23.

24,

25.

26.

Chris Oliver S 500.00 6/9/2015
Eva Loredo S 250.00 8/12/2015
Sandie Moger S 500.00 6/19/2015
Adriana Tamez $ 500.00 11/10/2016

When?
See response to # 13.

Has your firm ever donated money to a current or former HCC trustee?
See response to # 13.

If so, how much?
See response to # 13.

When?
See response to # 13.

Has a PAC that you are affiliated with ever donated money to a current or former HCC trustee?
See response to # 13.

If so, how much?
See response to # 13.

When?
See response to # 13.

What is your relationship with Karun Sreerama’s lawyer, Chip Lewis?
| have none.

Are you adverse to him in any litigation?
| am not.

Have you ever worked with him on a matter?
| have not.

Do you believe that you have any conflicts with HCC?

| do not have ethical or legal conflicts. Certain individuals believe that campaign contributions create
a perception of a conflict. The law addresses this issue by requiring public disclosure of campaign
contributions.

If yes, what are they?
See response to # 24.

Can they be overcome?

DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 3
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Yes, they are perceptions only, see response to # 24,

27. Will you put them in writing to the board?
The Board is welcome to review the above HCC campaign contribution chart and indeed has access to
the same information from its own records.

28. If no, don’t you think that these are conflicts?
(1) Any campaign donations

See response to # 24. Our firm PAC contributes to incumbent elected officials of client
governmental entities who request a contribution. They are not excessive when compared to
other vendor contributors. We believe that in our electoral system of representative
government, elected officials should campaign and inform regarding the institution and their role.
This process has a monetary cost and our contributions reflect a belief in aiding this process. We
do not state or imply any connection with work we receive and contributions to elected officials,
and in fact do extensive training with our clients, including elected officials on ethics and
governance.

(2) Anything that is mentioned in the above

DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 4
Firm: Thompson & Horton LLP




EXHIBIT 7

dolcefino.com Page | 67




Chancellor
Department Function Expense Type FY 2017 FY 2018 Inc. DeJ FY ce
B B 18 Compared (Decrease)
Original Budget % of Total  Original Budget % of Total to FY 17
0011 - College System Counsel Institutional Support Salary 878,493 84.5% 894,710 84.7% 16,217 1.8%
Supplies & General Expenses 20,000 1.9% 20,000 1.9% - 0.0%
Travel 12,000 1.2% 12,000 1.1% - 0.0%
Contracted Services 100,000 9.6% 100,000 9.5% - 0.0%
Other Departmental Expenses 25,000 2.4% 25,000 2.4% - 0.0%
Capital Outlay 4,200 0.4% 4,200 0.4% - 0.0%
Total 1,039,693 100.0% 1,055,910 100.0% 16,217 1.6%
0021 - Board of Trustees Institutional Support Salary 319,687 65.7% 325,747 63.2% 6,060 1.9%
Supplies & General Expenses 80,000 16.4% 75,000 14.5% (5,000) -6.3%
Travel 50,000 10.3% 50,000 9.7% - 0.0%
Marketing Costs 2,000 0.4% 2,000 0.4% - 0.0%
Rentals & Leases - 0.0% 2,000 0.4% 2,000 nfa
Contracted Services 20,000 4.1% 48,000 9.3% 28,000 140.0%
Other Departmental Expenses 10,000 2.1% 10,000 1.9% - 0.0%
Capital Outlay 5,000 1.0% 3,000 0.6% (2,000) -40.0%
Total 486,687 100.0% 515,747 100.0% 29,060 6.0%
0061 - Chancellor's Office Institutional Support Salary 915,628 54.3% 934,086 58.7% 18,458 2.0%
Supplies & General Expenses 98,427 5.8% 95,927 6.0% (2,500) -2.5%
Travel 60,000 3.6% 60,000 3.8% = 0.0%
Marketing Costs 17,000 1.0% 17,000 1.1% - 0.0%
Rentals & Leases 10,000 0.6% 10,000 0.6% - 0.0%
Contracted Services 340,000 20.2% 340,000 21.4% - 0.0%
Other Departmental Expenses 60,000 3.6% 60,000 3.8% - 0.0%
Instructional and Other Materials 12,000 0.7% 12,000 0.8% - 0.0%
Contingency/Initiatives 159,000 8.9% 50,000 3.1% (109,000} -68.6%
Capital Outlay 13,000 0.8% 13,000 0.8% - 0.0%
Total 1,685,055 100.0% 1,592,013 100.0% (93,042) -5.5%
HCC - Approved Budget | 2018 162 | Page
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0000009050 2 2 00414531 6490.730 Paid  DDVP 0531 ELECTION EXPENSES 2010 1/14/2010
Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00416418 396.830 8001313 2/9/2010 396.830 Paid  DDVP 0531 396.830 ELECTION EXPENSES 2010 2/1/2010
Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00421850  6658.950 8001993 4/2/2010 6658.950 Paid  DDVP 0531 6658.950 ELECTION EXPENSES 2010 3/24/2010
Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00425119  5692.630 8002387  4/30/2010 5692.630 Paid  DDVP 0531 5692.630 ELECTION EXPENSES 2010 4/20/2010
Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00431950 951750 8003644  6/25/2010 951750 Paid  DDVP 0531 951.750 ELECTION EXPENSES 2010 6/16/2010
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Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00449404 1142300 8008876  12/10/2010 1142300 Paid  DDVP 0531 1142.300 ELECTION EXPENSES 2011 12/6/2010
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Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00460041 3222.900 8013688 4/1/2011 3222900 Paid  DDVP 0531 3222.900 ELECTION EXPENSES 2011 3/28/2011
Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00462461 2088.000 8014656  4/21/2011 2088.000 Paid  DDVP 0531 2088.000 ELECTION EXPENSES 2011 4/15/2011
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Andrews and Kurth LLP. 0000009050 2 2 00476296  94565.440 8022625  8/29/2011 94565.440 Paid  DDVP 0531 94565.440 ELECTION EXPENSES 2011 8/15/2011
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Andrewnand Kurik LLP 0030003050 3 300567005 IAIAGS0O00BOSOMY  3/17/am1s 1034.650 Pk e 1834650 LEGAL FEES HiOH B
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Andrews aad Kurih LUP 0000003050 3 JODGUGERS  1MAIGO000101237  LNBIMS 17347160 Fadl DbVF 17447,160 LIGAL FEES 016 W01
Anglrows and Kunih LIP GORI0OT0N0 3 ITOG0S9I  AMILSOTOODORLONTA? A6 31025070%a [ 43005070 ELECTION £XPENSES 016 e
Andrewt ad Kurth LIP 0300003050 3 3O0E1IINE  JSTAGD0G00G104289  3/22/1036 2574000 P2d biwve 2574000 ELECTION EXPENSES 2016 ETH
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Page 4

RE: PROCUREMENT AND COMPLIANCE REVIEW/ CHRIS OLIVER MATTER
Disbursements

Total for Professional Svcs - Pathway Forensies LLC

Total Disbursements

Total Current Services and Disbursements This Matter

Payment due upon receipt
To assistin complying with reguiations wider IRS §274,
docun entation for avertime meals and lavel meals is avallabla upon requast.

As of August 31, 2017
Invoice No. 10766545
07869 0021331 / 0269495

Value

65,071.25

$65,232.57
— 5810203207

additional
For Quastions o7 Commants Regarding this B, Pleage Cantact the Accounting Department at (713} 2Z20-8606.




Page 3 As of August 31, 2017
Invoice No. 10766545

07869 0021331 / 0269495
RE: PROCUREMENT AND COMPLIANCE REVIEW/ CHRIS OLIVER MATTER
SUMMARY OF FEES
Number Name Hours Rate Value
10493 AHLRICH, K.K. 29,60 450.00 13,320.00
07869 LOCKE, G. L. 38.10 595.00 22,669.50
10927 CASHMAN, K.W, 3.00 270.00 810.00
70.70 $£36,799.50

Payment cua upon receipt
To assist in complying with regrtations under IRS §274.
additional dacumentstion for ovarfime meats and travel meals ks avallablo upon raguost,
For Questons or Comments Regarding this Bill, Flgase Caontect the Accountirg Dapartment at (713) 220-4808.




Andrews Kurth Kenysn LLP

ANDREWS o0 T, e 200
KURTH e

Taxpayer |.D. #74-9027138
September 25, 2017

PLEASE RETURN THIS COPY WITH YOUR PAYMENT

Houston Community College System Asof August 31,2017
PO Box 667517 Invoice No. 10766545
Houston, TX 77266-7517 07369 0021331 / 0269495
RE: PROCUREMENT AND COMPLIANCE REVIEW/ CHRIS OLIVER MATTER
INVOICE SUMMARY
Total Services £36,799.50
Totel Disbursementis 65.232.57
Total Current Services and Disbursements Due This Bill $102,032.07
SUMMARY OF ACCOUNTS RECEIVABLE
Invelce Invoice ‘Fotal
Date Number
0824117 10763257 29,626.00
09/25/17 10766545 102,032.07
Total balance outstanding for this matter as of September 25,2017  § 131,658.07
FLEASE RETURN THIS COPY WITH YOUR PAYMENT
Payment due upon recelpt
Plaase Reference Invalco Number & CllentMatter Number on Youw Payment
Mall paymeonts by chack to; Wira Transfor irformation; ACH Information:
ANDREWS KURTH KENYON LLP JPMorgan Chaca 71% I, Houston, TX 77002 JP Chnsn
R o so ] APy
Pallas, T 7830 swift doa " $50.120 )

AccountsRacelvable@akdip.com

For Quastions of Comments Reganding Iis Inveice, Please Contagt the Ascounting Departmentat (713) 220-4€08.




Andrews Kurth Kanyon LLP

ANDREWS | o, sl 50
KURTH ’@ﬁ— CEIVE et

713.220.4285 Fax
aadrewskyrth.com

Taxpayer |.D. #74-1027138

!
JSE terglggr 7% 720%0!'?

Housmn COMMUNITY

ll;lgu;lonét;r;;l;unity College Syste OFFICE DF nmmcf]cﬁsﬁm" ﬁs of_ A\;quSt] g;.ﬁ:gg
0X | nvoice No.
Houston, TX 77266-7517 07869 0021331 / 0269495

RE: PROCUREMENT AND COMPLIANCE REVIEW/ CHRIS OLIVER MATTER

Date Services Name Hours

08/01/17 "Trustee Briefing"; attention to issne of G.L.LOCKE 2.30
discipline or disbarment of contractors;
multiple telephone conferences with}
attention to organization of
investigating model and key components of.

same; telephone conference with 3

08/01/17 Draft a memorandum regording; K.K. AHLRICH 330

08/02/t7 Analyze potential consequences af debarment K.K. AHLRICH 1.00
policy and rcwse{-__p

08/02/17 Telephone capference wnth -land G. L. LOCKE 0.90
follow-up on

08/03/17 Continued altention lo scopmg of G, L. LOCKE 0.70

investigation; tef)hone conlerence with

08/03/17 Continued attention to issues presemled by L. G. L. LOCKE 1.20
Hargrove; initiate research related te local
government corporation prohibitions.

08/3/17 Confirm that debarmen policies for junior K.K. AHLRICH 1.60
colleges are not specifically authorized by
statute; I'EV‘I_C)V 15D debarment policies.

08/04/17 Revisethe i K.K. AHLRICH 0.80

08/04/17 Initial consideration of "Disclosure Questions G. L. LOCKE 3.70
to Outside Counsel”; attempts 1o retrieve
requested data; multiple tefephone
conferences with review of
forensics document prodigtion outline and
comments thereto; meeting preparation;
attention to disbarment policies.

0B/05/17 Attention ta responding to “Disclosure G. L. LOCKE 0.30

Payment due upon receipt
To assist in complying with regulations under IRS §274.
additlonal documentatton for overtime maals and travel meals is avallable upon requast,
FerQ or G e g this Bill, Flease Contast the Accounting Degarment a1 {713) 220-3805.




Page2 As of August 31, 2017
Invoice No, 10766545
D7869 0021331 1 0269495
RE: PROCUREMENT AND CCMPLIANCE REVIEW/ CHRIS OLIVER MATTER
Date Services Name Hours
Questign to Outside Counsel"; e-mail u{
08/07/17 Multiple telephone conferences wi { G.L.LOCKE L]
[giephone conference with
08/08/17 Conference call w:thrf Lo~ G.L.LOCKE 1.80
on
development of "to-do™ outline;olr
Wednesday moming meeting.
08/08/17 Review filings and documents provided by . K.X. AHLRICH 2.30
HCC,
08/09/17 Review and analyze conflict of interest filings K.K. AHLRICH 4.80
and documents provided and disclosure by
HCC.
08/09/17 Prep'a_rg outline of proposed tasks; me:'jg G.L.LOCKE 3.30
withy
atention to do provided by HCCT; e-
mail to__ : review issues presented
by Texas Tribune article. -
08/10/17 Conference with| lool _ G.LLOCKE 1.30
¥ begin fuct-gathering as
assigned; telephone conference
with\_ J and follow-up.
08/10/17  Analyze Oliver filings and campaign finance KK. AHLRICH 6.50
reports; develop tenns for Pathway Forensics
review. -
08/10/17 Discussion withr ‘)re ing __ K. W. CASHMAN 3.00
- 3 research HCC
website for campaign reports'filed by Chris
Oliver since January 2010; research Harris
County District clerk website for div
documents; provide to attorney |]
lexus search for Karun Sreerama and
Christopher Oliver.
08/11/17 Analyze recusal documents and reports KK. AHLRICH .50
regarding C. Oliver and K. Sreerama; prepare
for interviews. . .
08/11/17 Attention to refining key word search; review G. L. LOCKE 2.40
and analyze personal information obtained to
key ons; tel ne erence with.
; e-mail b
Payment due upon recaipt
To assist In complying with regulations under IRS §274,
addittenal decumentaton for ovanime mesls and travel meals is vallable upan requast.
Fer Questens of Cammeants Ragarding this BO, Piezse Comect the Accowniing Depatment at (7 13) 220-4600.




Page 3

RE: PROCUREMENT AND COMPLIANCE REVIEW/ CHRIS OLTVER MATTER

Date

Services

08/1317 gzﬁ outlines for intenriewi.ugjtaff regarding

08/14/17

08/15/17

08/16/17

081717

08/18/17

08/21/17

08722117
08/23/17

082317

08/25/17

Set meeting for ing interviews; review
e-mails relating tf 1 review notes on
procurement matters; attenfion to format for
witness interviews; development of standard
questions and outline for production requests.
Telephone conference wit}f
preparatory questions for interviews; conduct
interview wil conference wiﬂ{
prepare for second interview,
Attention to development of mechanics of
investigation; review information gathered;
multiple telephone conferences with{i
conduct interview with 3
attention rlgscaping word search; conference

call wi )
lu}'lelephom conference with[

Prepare for and attend meeting of Board of
Trustees; attend executive session; attention to
Pathway's assignment.

Telephone conference wi ];
meeting interview with ‘Jand follow-
up.

Attention to key word search; attention to
mechanics of document review process.

Review and revise the Pathway search terms.

Attention to finalizing the Pathway search
term list.

Attention to finalizing word search list;
review requested; e-mail exchange with

‘| review of notes of interview
conducted:

Altention to status of forensic work.

Total Services

Disbursements

Total for Computer Aided Research - Lexis

Name
KK. AHLRICH

G. L. LOCKE

G. L.LOCKE

G. L. LOCKE

G.L. LOCKE

G. L. LOCKE

G. L. LOCKE

K.K. AHLRICH
K.K. AHLRICH

G. L. LOCKE

G. L. LOCKE

Payment due upon recolpt
To asslst in complying wilh regutations under IRS §274,
additioral documentaiion for overtime meals and travel meals is avaBable upen
For Questions or Camuments Regardtng this Bd), Ploasa Comatt tha Ascouing Dopamtman at (713) 220-4606.

As of August 31, 2017
Invoice No. 10766545
07869 0021331 / 0269495

Hours
3.50

2.90

3.60

3.60

430

1.50

0.50

170
0.60

1.90

0.70

70.70

requesl.

5 26,799.50

Value

161.32
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Other Rules

22. Various other Texas Disciplinary Rules of Professional Conduct permit or require a lawver to
disclose information relating to the representation. See Rules 1.07, 1.12, 2.02, 3.03 and 4.01. In
addition to these provisions, a lawyer may be obligated by other provisions of statutes or other law to
give information about a client. Whether another provision of law supersedes Rule 1.05 is a matter of
mterpretation bevond the scope of these Rules, but sub-paragraph (¢)(4) protects the lawyer from
discipline who acts on reasonable belief as to the effect of such laws.

Rule 1.06. Conflict of Interest: General Rule
(a) A lawver shall not represent opposing parties to the same litigation.

(b) In other situations and except to the extent permitted by paragraph (c), a lawver shall not represent
a person 1l the representation ol that person:

(1) involves a substantially related matter in which that person's interests are materially and
directly adverse to the interests of another client of the lawver or the lawver's firm; or

(2) reasonably appears to be or become adversely hmited by the lawyer's or law hrm's
responsibilities to another chient or to a third person or by the lawver's or law hirm's own
interests.

(c) A lawver may represent a client in the circumstances described in (b) if:

(1) the lawver reasonably believes the representation of each client will not be materially
affected; and

(2) cach affected or potentially affected client consents to such representation after full
disclosure of the existence, nature, implications, and possible adverse consequences of the
common representation and the advantages involved, if any.

(d) A lawyer who has represented multiple parties in a matter shall not therealter represent any of such
parties i a dispute among the parties arising out of the matter, unless prior consent is obtained [rom all
such parties to the dispute.

(e} If a lawyer has accepted representation in violation of this Rule, or if multiple representation
properly accepted becomes improper under this Rule, the lawyer shall promptly withdraw [rom one or
more representations to the extent necessary for any remaining representation not to be in violation of
these Rules.

() If a lawyer would be prohibited by this Rule from engaging in particular conduct, no other lawyer
while a member or associated with that lawyer's firm may engage in that conduct.
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Comment:
Loyalty to a Client

1. Lovalty is an essential element in the lawyer's relationship to a client. An impernussible conflict of
interest may exist before representation is undertaken, in which event the representation should be
declined. If such a confhct arses after representation has been undertaken, the lawver must take
elfective action to eliminate the conflict, including withdrawal if necessary to rectify the situation. See
also Rule 1.16. When more than one client is involved and the lawyer withdraws because a conflict
arises aller representation, whether the lawyer may continue to represent any ol the clients is
determined by this Rule and Rules 1.05 and 1.09. See also Rule 1.07(c). Under this Rule, any conflict
that prevents a particular lawyer from undertaking or continuing a representation of a client also
prevents any other lawver who 1s or becomes a member of or an associate with that lawyer's firm from
doing so. See paragraph (f).

2. A fundamental principle recognized by paragraph (a) 1s that a lawyer may not represent opposing
parties in litigation. The term “opposing parties” as used in this Rule contemplates a situation where a
Judgment favorable to one of the parties will directly impact unfavorably upon the other party.
Moreover, as a general proposition lovalty to a client prohibits undertaking representation directly
adverse to the representation of that client in a substantially related matter unless that client's fully
informed consent 1s obtained and unless the lawyer reasonably believes that the lawyer's representation
will be reasonably protective of that client's interests. Paragraphs (b) and (c) express that general
concept.

Conflicts in Litigation

3. Paragraph (a) prohibits representation of opposing parties i litigation. Simultaneous representation
of parties whose interests in litigation are not actually directly adverse but where the potential for
conllict exists, such as co-plamtfls or co-defendants, 1s governed by paragraph (b). An impermissible
conflict may exist or develop by reason of substantial discrepancy in the parties' testimony,
incompatibility m positions in relation to an opposing party or the fact that there are substantally
different possibilities of settlement of the claims or liabilities in question. Such conflicts can arise in
crimial cases as well as civil. The potential for conflict of interest in representing multiple defendants
in a crimimal case 1s so grave that ordmarily a lawyer should decline to represent more than one co-
defendant. On the other hand, common representation of persons having similar interests is proper if
the risk of adverse effect 1s minimal and the requirements of paragraph (b) are met. Compare Rule
1.07 mvolving intermediation between clients.

Conflict with Lawyer's Own Interests

4. Lovalty to a client is impaired not only by the representation of opposing parties in situations within
paragraphs (a) and (b)(I) but also in any situation when a lawyer may not be able to consider,
recommend or carry out an appropriate course ol action [or one client because of the lawyer's own
interests or responsibilities to others. The conllict in effect forecloses alternatives that would otherwise
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be available to the client. Paragraph (b)(2) addresses such situations. A potental possible conflict does
not itself necessarily preclude the representation. The crnitical questions are the likelihood that a
conllict exists or will eventuate and, if it does, whether 1t will materially and adversely allect the lawyer's
independent professional judgment in considering alternatives or foreclose courses of action that
reasonably should be pursued on behalf of the client. It 1s for the client to decide whether the client
wishes to accommodate the other interest involved. However, the client's consent to the representation
by the lawyer of another whose interests are directly adverse is msufficient unless the lawyer also
believes that there will be no materially adverse effect upon the interests of either client. See paragraph

(c).

5. The lawver's own interests should not be permitted to have adverse effect on representation of a
client, even where paragraph (b)(2) is not violated. For example, a lawver's need for income should not
lead the lawver to undertake matters that cannot be handled competently and at a reasonable fee. See
Rules 1.01 and 1.04. If the probity of a lawyer's own conduct in a transaction 1s in question, it may be
difficult for the lawver to give a client detached advice. A lawver should not allow related business
interests to affect representation, for example, by referring clients to an enterprise in which the lawyer
has an undisclosed interest.

Meaning of Directly Adverse

6. Within the meaning of Rule 1.06(b), the representation of one client 1s “directly adverse” to the
representation of another client if the lawver's independent judgment on behalf of a client or the
lawyer's ability or willingness to consider, recommend or carry out a course of action will be or 1s
reasonably likely to be adversely affected by the lawyer's representation of, or responsibilities to, the
other client. The dual representation also is directly adverse 1if the lawyer reasonably appears to be
called upon to espouse adverse positions in the same matter or a related matter. On the other hand,
simultaneous representation m unrelated matters of clients whose interests are only generally adverse,
such as competing economic enterprises, does not constitute the representation of directly adverse
interests. Even when neither paragraph (a) nor (b) 1s applicable, a lawyer should realize that a business
rivalry or personal differences between two clients or potential clients may be so important to one or
both that one or the other would consider it contrary to its interests to have the same lawyer as its rival
even in unrelated matters; and in those situations a wise lawver would forego the dual representation.

Full Disclosure and Informed Consent

7. A client under some circumstances may consent to representation notwithstanding a conflict or
potential conllict. However, as indicated in paragraph (c)(1), when a disinterested lawyer would
conclude that the client should not agree to the representation under the circumstances, the lawyer
mvolved should not ask for such agreement or provide representation on the basis of the client's
consent. When more than one client is involved, the question of conflict must be resolved as to each
client. Moreover, there may be circumstances where it 1s impossible to make the full disclosure
necessary to obtain informed consent. For example, when the lawver represents different clients in
related matters and one of the clients reluses to consent to the disclosure necessary to permit the other
client to make an informed decision, the lawyer cannot properly ask the latter to consent.
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8. Disclosure and consent are not formalities. Disclosure sufficient for sophisticated clients may not be
sullicient to permit less sophisticated clients to provide fully informed consent. While it is not required
that the disclosure and consent be in writing, it would be prudent for the lawver to provide potential
dual clients with at least a written summary of the considerations disclosed.

9. In certain situations, such as in the preparation of loan papers or the preparation ol a partmership
agreement, a lawver might have properly undertaken multiple representation and be confronted
subsequently by a dispute among those clients in regard to that matter. Paragraph (d) forbids the
representation of any ol those parties in regard to that dispute unless informed consent is obtained from
all of the parties to the dispute who had been represented by the lawyer in that matter.

10. A lawver may represent parties having antagonistic positions on a legal question that has arisen in
different cases, unless representation of either client would be adversely allected. Thus, it is ordinarily
not improper to assert such positions in cases pending in dilferent trial courts, but it may be improper to
do so in cases pending at the same time in an appellate court.

1. Ordinarily, it is not advisable for a lawyer to act as advocate against a client the lawyer represents in
some other matter, even if the other matter is wholly unrelated and even if paragraphs (a), (b), and (d)
are not applicable. However, there are circumstances i which a lawyer may act as advocate against a
client, for a lawyer is free to do so unless this Rule or another rule of the Texas Disciplinary Rules of
Professional Conduct would be violated. For example, a lawyer representing an enterprise with diverse
operations may accept employment as an advocate against the enterprise in a matter unrelated to any
matter being handled for the enterprise if the representation of one client is not directly adverse to the
representation of the other client. The propriety of concurrent representation can depend on the nature
of the litigation. For example, a suit charging [raud entails conllict to a degree not involved in a suit for
declaratory judgment concerning statutory interpretation.

Interest of Person Paying for a Lawyer's Service

12. A lawyer may be paid from a source other than the client, if the client 1s informed of that fact and
consents and the arrangement does not compromise the lawver's duty of loyalty to the client. See Rule
1.08(e). For example, when an insurer and its insured have conflicting interests in a matter arising from
a hability insurance agreement, and the mmsurer is required to provide special counsel for the msured,
the arrangement should assure the special counsel's professional independence. So also, when a
corporation and its directors or emplovees are involved in a controversy in which they have conflicting
interests, the corporation may provide [unds for separate legal representation of the directors or
employees, 1I the clients consent after consultaton and the arrangement ensures the lawyer's
professional independence.

Non-litigation Conflict Situations

13. Conlflicts of interest in contexts other than litigation sometimes may be difTicult to assess. Relevant
factors in determining whether there is potential for adverse effect include the duration and intimacy of
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the lawver's relationship with the client or clients involved, the functions being performed by the
lawver, the likelihood that actual contlict will arise and the likely prejudice to the client from the

conflict if it does arise. The question is often one of proximity and degree.

14. For example, a lawyer may not represent multiple parties to a negotiation whose interests are
fundamentally antagonistic to each other, but common representation may be permissible where the
clients are generally aligned m mterest even though there 1s some dilference of mterest among them.

15. Conflict questions may also arise in estate planning and estate administration. A lawver may be
called upon to prepare wills for several [amily members, such as husband and wile, and, depending
upon the circumstances, a conflict of interest may arise. In estate administration it may be unclear
whether the client 1s the fiduciary or 1s the estate or trust, including its beneficiaries. The lawver should
make clear the relationship to the parties involved.

16. A lawver for a corporation or other organization who is also a member ol its board of directors
should determine whether the responsibilities of the two roles may conflict. The lawyer may be called
on to advise the corporation in matters involving actions of the directors. Consideration should be
given to the frequency with which such situations may arise, the potential intensity of the conflict, the
effect of the lawyer's resignation from the board and the possibility of the corporation's obtaining legal
advice from another lawyer m such siuations. Il there i1s matenal risk that the dual role will
compromise the lawyer's independence ol prolessional judgment, the lawver should not serve as a
director.

Conflict Charged by an Opposing Party

17. Raising questions of conflict of interest is primarily the responsibility of the lawver undertaking the
representation. In litigation, a court may raise the question when there 1s reason to mfer that the lawyer
has neglected the responsibility. In a criminal case, inquiry by the court is generally required when a
lawyer represents multiple defendants. Where the conflict 1s such as clearly to call n question the far
or efficient administration of justice, opposing counsel may properly raise the question. Such an
objection should be viewed with great caution, however, for it can be misused as a technique of
harassment. See Preamble: Scope.

18. Except when the absolute prohibition of this rule applies or in hitigation when a court passes upon
issues of conflicing interests in determining a question of disqualification of counsel, resolving
questions of conflict of interests may require decisions by all affected clients as well as by the lawver.

Imputed Conflicts, Nonlawyer Employees, and Lawyers Formerly Employed in a Nonlawyer
Role

19. A law firm is not prohibited from representing a client under paragraph (f) merely because a
nonlawyer employee of the firm, such as a paralegal or legal secretary, has a conflict of interest arising
from prior employment or some other source. Nor is a lirm prohibited from representing a client
merely because a lawyer of the firm has a conflict of interest arising from events that occurred before
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the person became a lawver, such as work that the person did as a law clerk or intern. But the firm
must ordmarily screen the person with the conflict from any personal participation i the matter to
prevent the person’s communicating to others in the firm confidential information that the person and
the firm have a legal duty to protect. See Rule 5.03; see also MODEL RULES PROF' L. CONDUCT
r. L.10 emt. 4 (AM. BAR ASS’N 1983); RESTATEMENT (THIRD) OF THE LAW GOVERNING
LAWYERS § 123 cmt.  (AM. LAW INST. 2000).

Rule 1.07. Conflict of Interest: Intermediary
(a) A lawyer shall not act as intermediary between clients unless:

(1) the lawyer consults with ecach client concerning the implications of the common
representation, including the advantages and risks involved, and the effect on the attorney-client
privileges, and obtains each client's written consent to the common representation;

(2) the lawver reasonably believes that the matter can be resolved without the necessity of
contested litigation on terms compatible with the clients' best interests, that each client will be
able to make adequately informed decisions in the matter and that there 1s little sk of material
prejudice to the interests of any of the clients if the contemplated resolution is unsuccessful; and

(3) the lawyer reasonably believes that the common representation can be undertaken
impartially and without improper effect on other responsibilities the lawyer has to any of the
clients.

(b) While acting as intermediary, the lawyer shall consult with each client concerning the decision to be
made and the considerations relevant i making them, so that each clhient can make adequately
mformed decisions.

(c) A lawyer shall withdraw as mtermediary if any of the clients so requests, or if any of the conditions
stated in paragraph (a) is no longer satisfied. Upon withdrawal, the lawyer shall not continue to
represent any of the clients in the matter that was the subject of the intermediation.

(d) Within the meaning ol this Rule, a lawyer acts as intermediary il the lawver represents two or more
parties with potentially conflicuing interests.

(e) I a lawver would be prohibited by this Rule from engaging in particular conduct, no other lawver
while a member of or associated with that lawyer's firm may engage mn that conduct.

Comment:
L. A lawyer acting as intermediary may seek to establish or adjust a relationship between clients on an
amicable and mutually advantageous basis. FFor example, the lawyer may assist in orgamzing a business

m which two or more clients are entrepreneurs, in working out the financial reorganization of an
enterprise in which two or more clients have an interest, in arranging a property distribution in
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settlement of an estate or in mediating a dispute between clients. The lawyer seeks to resolve
potentially conflicting interests by developing the parties’' mutual interests. The alternative can be that
each party may have to obtain separate representation, with the possibility in some situations of
incurring additional cost, complication or even litigation. Given these and other relevant factors, all the
clients may prefer that the lawver act as intermediary.

2. Because confusion can arise as to the lawver's role where cach party 1s not separately represented, 1t
is important that the lawyer make clear the relationship; hence, the requirement of written consent.
Moreover, a lawver should not permit his personal interests to influence his advice relative to a
suggestion by his client that additional counsel be employved. See also Rule 1.06(h).

3. The Rule does not apply to a lawver acting as arbitrator or mediator between or among parties who
are not clients of the lawyer, even where the lawyer has been appointed with the concurrence of the
parties. In performing such a role the lawyer may be subject to applicable codes of ethics, such as the
Code of Ethics for Arbitration in Commercial Disputes prepared by a joint Committee of the
American Bar Association and the American Arbitration Association,

4. In considering whether to act as intermediary between clients, a lawyer should be mindtul that if the
mtermediation fails the result can be additional cost, embarrassment and recrimination. In some
situations, the risk of lailure 1s so great that intermediation 1s plainly impossible. Moreover, a lawyer
cannot undertake common representation ol clients between whom contested litigation 1s reasonably
expected or who contemplate contentious negotiations. More generally, if the relationship between the
parties has already assumed definite antagonism, the possibility that the clients' interests can be adjusted
by intermediation ordinarily is not very good.

5. The appropriateness of intermediation can depend on its form. Forms ol intermediation range from
mformal arbitration, where each chient's case i1s presented by the respective client and the lawyer
decides the outcome, o mediation, (o common representation where the clients' interests are
substantially though not entirely compatible. One form may be appropriate in circumstances where
another would not. Other relevant l[actors are whether the lawyer subsequenty will represent both
parties on a continuing basis and whether the situation involves creating a relationship between the
parties or terminating one.

Confidentiality and Privilege

6. A particularly important factor in determining the appropriateness of intermediation is the effect on
client-lawyer conlidentiality and the attorney-client privilege. In a common representation, the lawyer 1s
still required both to keep each client adequately mformed and to maintain confidentiality of
information relating to the representation, except as to such clients. See Rules 1.03 and 1.04.
Complying with both requirements while acting as mtermediary requires a dehicate balance. If the
balance cannot be maintained, the common representation is improper. With regard to the attorney-
client privilege, the general rule is that as between commonly represented clients the privilege does not
attach. Hence, it must be assumed that if litigation eventuates between the clients, the privilege will not
protect any such communications, and the clients should be so advised.
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7. Since the lawyer 1s required to be impartial between commonly represented clients, intermediation 1s
improper when that impartiality cannot be maintained. For example, a lawyer who has represented one
of the clients for a long period and in a variety of matters might have difficulty being impartial between
that client and one to whom the lawyer has only recently been mtroduced.

Consultation

8. In acting as intermediary between clients, the lawyer should consult with the clients on the
implications of doing so, and proceed only upon informed consent based on such a consultation. The
consultation should make clear that the lawyer's role is not that of partisanship normally expected in
other circumstances.

9. Paragraph (b) is an application of the principle expressed in Rule 1.03. Where the lawyer is
intermediary, the clients ordinarily must assume greater responsibility for decisions than when each
client 1s independently represented.

10. Under this Rule, any condition or circumstance that prevents a particular lawyer either from acting
as mtermediary between chients, or from representing those clients individually in connection with a
matter alter an unsuccesslul intermediation, also prevents any other lawver who 1s or becomes a
member of or associates with that lawver's firm from doing so. See paragraphs (c) and (e).

Withdrawal

1. In the event of withdrawal by one or more parties from the enterprise, the lawver may continue to
act for the remaining parties and the enterprise. See also Rule 1.06(c)(2) which authorizes continuation
of the representation with consent.

Rule 1.08. Contlict of Interest: Prohibited Transactions

(a) A lawyer shall not enter into a business transaction with a client unless:

(1) the transaction and terms on which the lawver acquires the interest are fair and reasonable to
the client and are fully disclosed in a manner which can be reasonably understood by the client;

(2) the client is given a reasonable opportunity to seek the advice of independent counsel in the
transaction; and

(3) the client consents in writing thereto.
(b) A lawyer shall not prepare an instrument giving the lawyer or a person related to the lawyer as a

parent, child, sibling, or spouse any substantial gift from a client, including a testamentary gift, except
where the client is related to the donee.
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(c) Prior to the conclusion of all aspects of the matter giving rise to the lawyer's employment, a lawyer
shall not make or negotiate an agreement with a client, prospective client, or former chent giving the
lawyer literary or media rights to a portrayal or account based in substantial part on information relating
to the representation.

(d) A lawyer shall not provide fnancial assistance to a client in connection with pending or
contemplated liigation or admimistrative proceedings, except that:

(1) a lawyer may advance or guarantee court costs, expenses of liigation or administrative
proceedings, and reasonably necessary medical and living expenses, the repayment of which

may be contingent on the outcome of the matter; and

(2) a lawyer representing an indigent client may pay court costs and expenses of htigation on
behalf of the client.

(e) A lawver shall not accept compensation for representing a client from one other than the client
unless:

(1) the chent consents;

(2) there 1s no interference with the lawyer's independence of professional judgment or with the

client-lawyer relationship; and

(3) information relating to representation of a client is protected as required by Rule 1.05.
() A lawyer who represents two or more clients shall not participate in making an aggregate settlement
of the claims ol or against the clients, or in a criminal case an aggregated agreement to guilty or nolo
contendere pleas, unless each client has consented after consultation, including disclosure of the
existence and nature of all the claims or pleas involved and ol the nature and extent of the participation
ol each person n the setlement.
(g) A lawyer shall not make an agreement prospectively limiting the lawyer's hability to a client for
malpractice unless permitted by law and the client i1s independently represented m making the
agreement, or settle a claim for such Lability with an unrepresented client or former client without first

advising that person in writing that independent representation is appropriate in connection therewith.

(h) A lawyer shall not acquire a proprietary interest in the cause of action or subject matter of litigation
the lawver 1s conducting for a client, except that the lawyer may:

(1) acquire a lien granted by law to secure the lawver's fee or expenses; and
(2) contract in a civil case with a client for a contingent fee that is permissible under Rule 1.04.

(1) If a lawver would be prohibited by this Rule from engaging in particular conduct, no other lawyer

35




while a member of or associated with that lawyer's firm may engage in that conduct.

() As used in this Rule, “business transactions” does not include standard commercial transactions
between the lawyer and the client for products or services that the client generally markets to others.

Comment:
Transactions between Client and Lawyer
L. "T'his rule deals with certamn transactions that per se involve unacceptable conllicts ol interests.

2. As a general principle, all transactions between client and lawyer should be [air and reasonable to the
client. In such transactions a review by independent counsel on behalf of the client is often advisable.
Paragraph (a) does not, however, apply to standard commercial transactions between the lawyver and
the client for products or services that the client generally markets to others such as banking or
brokerage services, medical services, products manufactured or distributed by the client, and uulities
services. In such transactions, the lawver has no advantage in dealing with the client, and the restrictions
n paragraph (a) are unnecessary and impracticable.

3. A lawver may accept a gift [rom a client, il the transaction meets general standards ol lairness. For
example, a simple gilt such as a present given at a hohday or as a token ol appreciation 1s permitted. If
effectnation of a substantial gift requires preparing a legal imnstrument such as a will or convevance,
however, the client should have the detached advice that another lawyer can provide. Paragraph (b)
recognizes an exception where the client is a relative of the donee or the gift is not substantial.

Literary Rights

4. An agreement by which a lawver acquires literary or media rights concerning the conduct of
representation creates a conflict between the interests of the client and the personal interests of the
lawyer. Measures suitable in the representation of the client may detract from the publication value of
an account of the representation. Paragraph (¢) does not prohibit a lawver representing a client in a
transaction concerning literarv property from agreeing that the lawyer's fee shall consist of a share in
ownership in the property, if the arrangement conforms to Rule 1.04 and to paragraph (h) of this Rule.

Person Paying for Lawyer's Services

J. Paragraph (e) requires disclosure to the client of the fact that the lawyer's services are being paid for
by a third party. Such an arrangement must also conform to the requirements of Rule 1.05 concerning
conlidentiality and Rule 1.06 concerning conflict of interest. Where the client is a class, consent may be
obtained on behalfl of the class by court-=supervised procedure. Where an insurance company pays the
lawyer's fee for representing an insured, normally the insured has consented to the arrangement by the
terms of the msurance contract.
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Prospectively Limiting Liability

6. Paragraph (g) 1s not intended to apply to customary qualification and hmitations i legal opinions
and memoranda.

Acquisition of Interest in Litigation

7. This Rule embodies the traditional general precept that lawyers are prohibited from acquiring a
proprietary interest in the subject matter of htigation. This general precept, which has its basis in
common law champerty and maintenance, is subject to specilic exceptions developed in decisional law
and continued m these Rules, such as the exception for contingent lees set forth in Rule 1.04 and the
exception for certain advances of the costs ol htigation set forth in paragraph (d). A special mstance
arises when a lawver proposes to incur hitigation or other expenses with an entity in which the lawyer
has a pecuniary interest. A lawyer should not incur such expenses unless the client has entered into a
written agreement complying with paragraph (a) that contains a full disclosure of the nature and
amount of the possible expenses and the relationship between the lawyer and the other entity involved.

Imputed Disqualifications

8. The prohibiions imposed on an mdividual lawyer by this Rule are imposed by paragraph (1) upon
all other lawvers while practicing with that lawyer's firm.

Rule 1.09. Conflict of Interest: Former Client

(a) Without prior consent, a lawver who personally has formerly represented a client in a matter shall
not therealter represent another person in a matter adverse to the former client:

(1) in which such other person questions the validity of the lawyer's services or work product for
the former client;

(2) if the representation n reasonable probability will mvolve a violation of Rule 1.05; or

(3) if it is the same or a substantially related matter.
(b) Except to the extent authorized by Rule 1.10, when lawvers are or have become members of or
associated with a firm, none of them shall knowingly represent a client il any one of them practicing
alone would be prohibited from doing so by paragraph (a).
() When the association of a lawyer with a firm has terminated, the lawvers who were then associated
with that lawver shall not knowingly represent a client if the lawyer whose association with that firm has

terminated would be prohibited from doing so by paragraph (a)(1) or if the representation in
reasonable probability will involve a violation of Rule 1.05.
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Comment:

L. Rule 1.09 addresses the circumstances in which a lawyer in private practice, and other lawvers who
were, are or become members of or associated with a firm in which that lawyer practiced or practices,
may represent a client against a former client of that lawyer or the lawyer's former irm. Whether a
lawyer, or that lawyer's present or former firm, is prohibited from representing a client in a matter by
reason of the lawyer's successive government and private employment 1s governed by Rule 1.10 rather
than by this Rule.

2. Paragraph (a) concerns the situation where a lawyer once personally represented a client and now
wishes to represent a second client against that former client. Whether such a personal attorney-client
relationship existed mvolves questions of both fact and law that are beyond the scope of these Rules.
See Preamble: Scope. Among the relevant factors, however, would be how the former representation
actually was conducted within the firm; the nature and scope of the former client's contacts with the
{irm (including any restrictions the client may have placed on the dissemination ol conlidential
information within the firm); and the size of the firm.

3. Although paragraph (a) does not absolutely prohibit a lawyer from representing a client agaist a
former client, it does provide that the latter representation is improper if any of three circumstances
exists, except with prior consent. The [irst circumstance 1s that the lawyer may not represent a chent
who questions the validity of the lawyer's services or work product for the former client. Thus, for
example, a lawyer who drew a will leaving a substantial portion of the testator's property to a designated
beneliciary would violate paragraph (a) by representing the testator's heirs at law in an action seeking to
overturn the will.

4. Paragraph (a)'s second limitation on undertaking a representation against a former client is that it
may not be done 1f there 1s a “reasonable probability” that the representation would cause the lawyer to
violate the obligations owed the former client under Rule 1.05. Thus, for example, if there were a
reasonable probability that the subsequent representation would involve cither an unauthorized
disclosure of confidential information under Rule 1.05(b)(1) or an improper use of such information to
the disadvantage of the former client under Rule 1.05(b)(3), that representation would be improper
under paragraph (a). Whether such a reasonable probability exists in any given case will be a question
of fact.

4A. The third situation where representation adverse to a former client is prohibited i1s where the
representation involved the same or a substantially related matter. The “same” matter aspect of this
prohibition prevents a lawyer from switching sides and representing a party whose interests are adverse
to a person who disclosed confidences to the lawyer while seeking in good faith to retain the lawyer.
The prohibition applies when an actual attorney-client relationship was established even if the lawyer
withdrew from the representation before the chient had disclosed any confidential informaton. This
aspect of the prohibition includes, but is somewhat broader than, that contained in paragraph (a)(1) of
this Rule.

4B. The “substantially related” aspect, on the other hand, has a different focus. Although that term is
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not defined in the Rule, it primarily involves situations where a lawyer could have acquired conlidential
information concerning a prior client that could be used either to that prior client's disadvantage or for
the advantage of the lawver's current client or some other person. It thus largely overlaps the
prohibition contained in paragraph (a)(2) of this Rule.

5. Paragraph (b) extends paragraph (a)’s limitations on an individual lawver’s freedom to undertake a
representation against that lawver’s former chent to all other lawyers who are or become members of or
associated with the firm in which that lawyer is practicing. Thus, for example, if a client severs the
attorney-client relationship with a lawyer who remains in a firm, the entitlement of that individual
lawyer to undertake a representation against that former client is governed by paragraph (a); and all
other lawyers who are or become members of or associated with that lawyer’s firm are treated in the
same manner by paragraph (b). Sinularly, if a lawyer severs his or her association with a firm and that
firm retains as a client a person whom the lawver personally represented while with the firm, that
lawyer’s ability therealter to undertake a representation against that chent i1s governed by paragraph (a);
and all other lawvers who are or become members ol or associates with that lawyer’s new [irm are
treated in the same manner by paragraph (b). See also paragraph 19 of the comment to Rule 1.06.

6. Paragraph (c) addresses the situation of former partners or associates of a lawver who once had
represented a client when the relationship between the former partners or associates and the lawyer has
been termmated. In that situation, the former partners or associates are prohibited from questioning
the validity of such lawyer's work product and from undertaking representation which in reasonable
probability will involve a violation of Rule 1.05. Such a violation could occur, for example, when the
former partners or associates retamed materials m their files from the earlier representation ol the
client that, if disclosed or used in connection with the subsequent representation, would violate Rule

1.05(b) (1) or (b)(3).

7. Thus, the effect of paragraph (b) 1s to extend any mability of a particular lawver under paragraph (a)
to undertake a representation against a lormer client (o all other lawvers who are or become members
of or associated with any firm in which that lawver is practicing. I, on the other hand, a lawver
disqualilied by paragraph (a) should leave a [irm, paragraph (c¢) prohibits lawyers remaining in that [irm
from undertaking a representation that would be forbidden to the departed lawyer only if that
representation would violate subparagraphs (a)(1) or (a)(2). Finally, should those other lawvers cease to
be members of the same firm as the lawyer affected by paragraph (a) without personally coming within
its restrictions, they thereafier may undertake the representation against the lawver's former client
unless prevented [rom doing so by some other of these Rules.

8. Although not required to do so by Rule 1.05 or this Rule, some courts, as a procedural decision,
disqualily a lawyer for representing a present client against a former chent when the subject matter of
the present representation is so closely related to the subject matter of the prior representation that
confidences obtained from the former chent might be useful m the representation of the present chient.
See Comment 17 to Rule 1.06. This so-called “substantial relationship” test is defended by asserting
that to require a showing that confidences ol the first client were in fact used for the benelit of the
subsequent client as a condition to procedural disqualification would cause disclosure of the
confidences that the court seeks to protect. A lawyer is not subject to discipline under Rule 1.05(b)(1),
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(3), or (1), however, unless the protected mformation 1s actually used. Likewise, a lawver 1s not subject
to discipline under this Rule unless the new representation by the lawyer in reasonable probability
would result in a violation ol those provisions.

9. Whether the “substantial relationship” test will continue to be employed as a standard for
procedural disqualification 1s a matter beyond the scope of these Rules. See Preamble: Scope. The
possibilitv that such a disqualificaion might be sought by the former client or granted by a court,
however, is a matter that could be of substantial importance to the present client in deciding whether or
not to retain or continue to employ a particular lawyver or law firm as its counsel. Consequently, a
lawyer should disclose those possibilities, as well as their potential consequences for the representation,
to the present client as soon as the lawver becomes aware of them; and the client then should be
allowed to decide whether or not to obtain new counsel. See Rules 1.03(b) and 1.06(b).

10. This Rule 1s primanly lor the protection ol clients and 1its protections can be waived by them. A
waiver is ellective only il there is consent after disclosure of the relevant circumstances, including the
lawyer's past or intended role on behalf of each client, as appropriate. See Comments 7 and 8 to Rule
1.06.

Rule 1.10. Successive Government and Private Employment

(a) Except as law may otherwise expressly permit, a lawver shall not represent a private client in
connection with a matter in which the lawver participated personally and substantially as a public officer
or emplovee, unless the appropriate government agency consents alter consultation.

(b) No lawyer in a firm with which a lawver subject to paragraph (a) i1s associated may knowingly
undertake or continue representation in such a matter unless:

(1) The lawver subject to paragraph (a) is screened from any participation in the matter and is
apportioned no part of the fee therefrom; and

(2) written notice 1s given with reasonable promptness to the appropriate government agency.

(c) Except as law may otherwise expressly permit, a lawyer having information that the lawyer knows or
should know 1s confidential government information about a person or other legal entity acquired
when the lawver was a public officer or employee may not represent a private client whose interests are
adverse to that person or legal entity.

(d) After learning that a lawyer in the firm is subject to paragraph (c) with respect to a particular matter,
a firm may undertake or continue representation in that matter only if that disqualified lawyer 1s
screened from any participation in the matter and 1s apportioned no part of the fee therefrom.

(e) Except as law may otherwise expressly permit, a lawyer serving as a public officer or employee shall
not:




(1) Participate in a matter involving a private client when the lawyer had represented that client
i the same matter while in private practice or nongovernmental employment, unless under
applicable law no one is, or by lawful delegation may be, authorized to act in the lawver's stead
i the matter; or

(2) Negotiate for private employment with any person who is involved as a party or as attorney
for a party in a matter in which the lawver 1s participating personally and substantially.

(D As used in this rule, the term “matter” does not mclude regulation-making or rule-making
proceedings or assignments, but includes:

(1) Any adjudicatory proceeding, application, request for a ruling or other determination,
contract, claim, controversy, investigation, charge accusation, arrest or other similar, particular
transaction involving a specific party or parties; and

(2) any other action or transaction covered by the conflict of interest rules of the appropriate
government agency.

(2) As used in this rule, the term “confidential government mformation™ means information which has
been obtained under governmental authority and which, at the tume this rule 1s applied, the
government 1s prohibited by law from disclosing to the public or has a legal privilege not to disclose,
and which is not otherwise available to the public.

(h) As used in this Rule, “Private Client” mcludes not only a private party but also a governmental
agency 1l the lawyer is not a public officer or emplovee of that agency.

(1) A lawver who serves as a public officer or employee of one body politic alter having served as a
public officer of another body politic shall comply with paragraphs (a) and (¢) as if the second body
politic were a private client and with paragraph (e) as il the first body politic were a private chent.

Comment:
L. This Rule prevents a lawyer from exploiting public office for the advantage of a private client.

2. A lawver licensed or specially admitted m Texas and representing a government agency 1s subject to
the Texas Disciplinary Rules of Professional Conduct, including the prohibition against representing
adverse interests stated in Rule 1.06 and the protections afforded former clients in Rule 1.09. In
addition, such a lawver 1s subject to this Rule and to statutes and government regulations regarding
conflict of interest. Such statutes and regulations mayv circumscribe the extent to which the government
agency may give consent under paragraph (a) of this Rule.

3. Where a public agency and a private client are represented in succession by a lawyer, the risk exists

that power or discretion vested in public authority might be used [or the special benefit of the private
client. A lawyer should not be in a position where benefit to a private client might affect performance
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of the lawyer's professional functions on behall of public authority. Also, unfair advantage could accrue
to the private client by reason of access to confidential government information about the client's
adversary obtainable only through the lawyer's government service. However, the rules governing
lawvers presently or formerly emploved by a government agency should not be so restrictive as to
mhibit transter of employment to and from the government. The government has a legitmate need to
attract qualified lawyers as well as to maintain high ethical standards. The provisions for screening and
walver are necessary to avold imposing too severe a deterrent against entering public service. Although
“screening” 1s not delined, the screening provisions contemplate that the screened lawver has not
furnished and will not furnish other lawvers with information relating to the matter, will not have access
to the files pertaining to the matter, and will not participate in any way as a lawver or adviser in the
matter.

4. When the client of a lawver in private practice is an agency of one government, that agency is a
private client for purposes of this Rule. See paragraph (h). If the lawyer thereafter becomes an oflicer
or employee of an agency of another government, as when a lawyer represents a city and subsequently
is emploved by a federal agency, the lawyer is subject to paragraph (e). A lawyer who has been a public
officer or emplovee of one body politic and who becomes a public officer or employee of another
body politic 1s subject to paragraphs (a), (¢) and (e). See paragraph (). Thus, paragraph (1) protects a
governmental agency without regard to whether the lawyer was or becomes a private practitioner or a
public officer or employee.

5. Paragraphs (b)(1) and (d)(1) do not prohibit a lawver from receiving a salary or partnership share
established by prior independent agreement. They prohibit directly relating the attorney's
compensation to the fee in the matter in which the lawyer is disqualified.

6. Paragraph (b)(2) does not require that a lawver give notice to the governmental agency at a time
when premature disclosure would mjure the client; a requirement for premature disclosure mught
preclude engagement ol the lawyer. Such notice 1s, however, required o be given as soon as practicable
in order that the government agency or alfected person will have a reasonable opportunity to ascertain
compliance with Rule 1.10 and to take appropriate action if necessary.

7. Paragraph (¢) operates only when the lawyer in question has actual as opposed to imputed
knowledge of the confidential government information.

8. Paragraphs (a) and (e) do not prohibit a lawyer [rom jointly representing a private party and a
government agency when doing so is permitted by Rule 1.06 and is not otherwise prohibited by law.

9. Paragraph (e)(1) does not disqualify other lawyers in the agency with which the lawyer in question
has become associated. Although the rule does not require that the lawyer in question be screened
from participation in the matter, the sound practice would be to screen the lawyer to the extent
feasible. In any event, the lawyer in question must comply with Rule 1.05.

10. As used in paragraph (1), “one body politic” refers to one unit or level of government such as the
federal government, a state government, a county, a city or a precinct. The term does not refer to
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different agencies within the same body politic or unit of government.
Rule 1.11. Adjudicatory Official or Law Clerk

(a) A lawver shall not represent anyone in connection with a matter in which the lawyer has passed
upon the merits or otherwise participated personally and substantially as an adjudicatory official or law
clerk to an adjudicatory official, unless all parties to the proceeding consent after disclosure.

(b) A lawyer who is an adjudicatory official shall not negotiate for employment with any person who is
ivolved as a party or as attorney for a party in a pending matter in which that official is participating
personally and substantially. A lawyer serving as a law clerk to an adjudicatory official may negotiate for
employment with a party or attorney involved in a matter in which the clerk is participating personally
and substantially, but only after the clerk has notified the adjudicatory official.

(c) If paragraph (a) is applicable to a lawyer, no other lawyer in a firm with which that lawyer is
associated may knowingly undertake or continue representation in the matter unless:

(1) the lawyer who is subject to paragraph (a) is screened from participation i the matter and 1s
apportioned no part of the fee therefrom; and

(2) written notice 1s promptly given to the other parties to the proceeding,.
Comment:

1. This Rule generally parallels Rule 1.10. The term “personally and substantially” signifies that a judge
who was a member of a multi-member court and thereafter left judicial office to practice law 1s not
prohibited from representing a chient in a matter pending i the court but in which the former judge
did not participate. So also the fact that a former judge exercised administrative responsibility in a court
does not prevent the former judge from acting as a lawver in matters where the judge had previously
exercised remote or incidental administrative responsibility that did not affect the merits. Compare the
Comments to Rule 1.10.

2. The term “Adjudicatory Official” includes not only judges but also comparable officials serving on
tribunals, such as judges pro tempore, referees, special masters, hearing officers and other parajudicial
officers, as well as lawvers who serve as part-time judges. Compliance provisions B(2) and C of the
Texas Code of Judicial Conduct provide that a part-time judge or judge pro tempore may not “act as a
lawyer in a proceeding in which he has served as a judge or in any other proceeding related thereto.”
Although phrased differently from this rule, those provisions correspond in meaning.

3. Some law clerks have not been licensed as lawyers at the time they commence service as law clerks.
Obviously, paragraph (b) cannot apply to a law clerk untl the clerk has been licensed as a lawyer.
Paragraph (a) applies, however, to a lawver without regard to whether the lawver had been licensed at
the time of the service as a law clerk, and once that law clerk 1s licensed as a lawyer and joins a [irm,
paragraph (c) applies to the [irm.
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4. Paragraph (c) does not prohibit a lawyer from receiving a salary or partmership share established by
prior independent agreement. It prohibits directly relating the lawyer's compensation to the fee in the
matter in which the lawyer is disqualified.

Rule 1.12. Organization as a Client

(a) A lawyer employed or retained by an orgamzation represents the entity. While the lawyer i the
ordinary course of working relationships may report to, and accept direction from, an entity's duly
authorized constituents, in the situations described in paragraph (b) the lawyer shall proceed as
reasonably necessary in the best interest of the organization without involving unreasonable risks of
disrupting the organization and of revealing information relating to the representation to persons
outside the organization.

(b) A lawver representing an organization must take reasonable remedial actions whenever the lawver
learns or knows that:

(1) an ofhicer, employee, or other person associated with the organization has committed or
mtends to commit a violation of a legal obligation to the organization or a violation of law which
reasonably might be imputed to the organization;

(2) the violation 1s likely to result in substantial injury to the organization; and

(3) the violation is related to a matter within the scope of the lawyer's representation of the
organization.

(c) Except where prior disclosure to persons outside the organization is required by law or other Rules,
a lawver shall first attempt to resolve a violation by taking measures within the organization. In
determining the internal procedures, actions or measures that are reasonably necessary in order to
comply with paragraphs (a) and (b}, a lawyer shall give due consideration to the seriousness of the
violation and its consequences, the scope and nature of the lawyer's representation, the responsibility in
the organization and the apparent motivation of the person involved, the policies of the organization
concerning such matters, and any other relevant considerations. Such procedures, actions and
measures may include, but are not limited to, the following:

(1) asking reconsideration of the malter;

(2) advising that a separate legal opinion on the matter be sought for presentation to appropriate
authority in the organization; and

(3) referring the matter to higher authority in the organization, including, if warranted by the
seriousness of the matter, referral to the highest authorty that can act in behall of the
organization as determined by applicable law.




(d) Upon a lawvyer's resignation or termination of the relationship in compliance with Rule 1.15, a
lawyer is excused from further proceeding as required by paragraphs (a), (b) and (c), and any further
obligations of the lawyer are determined by Rule 1.05.

(¢) In dealing with an organization's directors, officers, employees, members, sharcholders or other
constituents, a lawyer shall explain the identity of the client when it is apparent that the organization's
interests are adverse to those of the constituents with whom the lawver 1s dealing or when explanation
appears reasonably necessary to avold misunderstanding on their part.

Comment:
The Entty as the Client

1. A lawyer employed or retained to represent an organization represents the organization as distinet
from its directors, officers, employees, members, shareholders or other constituents. Unlike individual
clients who can speak and decide finally and authoritatively for themselves, an organization can speak
and decide only through its agents or constituents such as its officers or employees. In effect, the
lawver-chent relationship must be mamtained through a constituent who acts as an intermediary
between the organizational client and the lawver. This fact requires the lawyer under certain conditions
to be concerned whether the mtermediary legitimately represents the organizational chent.

2. As used i this Rule, the constituents of an organizational client, whether incorporated or an
unincorporated association, include its directors, officers, emplovees, shareholders, members, and
others serving in capacities similar to those positions or capacities. This Rule applies not only to
lawyers representing corporations but to those representing an organization, such as an unincorporated
assoclation, union, or other entity.

3. When one of the constituents of an organizational client communicates with the organization's
lawyer in that person's organizational capacity, the cormmunication is protected by Rule 1.05. Thus, by
way of example, if an officer of an organizational client requests its lawyers to investigate allegations of
wrongdoing, interviews made in the course of that mvestigation between the lawver and the client's
employees or other constituents are covered by Rule 1.05. The lawver may not disclose to such
constituents information relating to the representation except for disclosures permitted by Rule 1.05.

Clarifying the Lawyer's Role

4. There are times when the organization's interest may be or become adverse to those of one or more
of its constituents. In such circumstances the lawyers should advise any constituent, whose interest the
lawyer finds adverse to that of the organization of the conflict or potential conflict of interest, that the
lawyer cannot represent such constituent, and that such person may wish to obtain independent
representation. Care should be taken to assure that the individual understands that, when there is such
adversity of interest, the lawver for the organization cannot provide legal representation for that
constituent individual, and that discussions between the lawyer for the organization and the individual
may not be privileged insolar as that individual is concerned. Whether such a warning should be given
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by the lawver for the organization to any constituent individual may turn on the facts of each case.

J. A lawyer representing an organization may, ol course, also represent any of its directors, officers,
emplovees, members, shareholders, or other constituents, subject to the provisions of Rule 1.06. If the
organization's consent to the dual representation is required by Rule 1.06, the consent ol the
organization should be given by the appropriate official or officials of the organization other than the
mdividual who 1s to be represented, or by the sharcholders.

Decisions by Constituents

6. When constituents of the organization make decisions for it, the decisions ordinarily must be
accepted by the lawver even if their utility or prudence is doubtful. Decisions concerning policy and
operations, including ones entailing serious risk, are not as such in the lawyer's province. However,
different considerations arise when the lawyer knows, in regard to a matter within the scope ol the
lawyer's responsibility, that the organization is likely to be substantially injured by the action of a
constituent that 1s in violation of law or in violation of a legal obligation to the organization. In such
circumstances, the lawyer must take reasonable remedial measure. See paragraph (b). It may be
reasonably necessary, for example, for the lawver to ask the constituent to reconsider the matter. If that
fails, or if the matter is of sufficient seriousness and importance to the organization, it may be
reasonably necessary for the lawver to take steps to have the matter reviewed by a higher authority in
the orgamization. The stated policy of the orgamzation may dehine circumstances and prescribe
channels for such review, and a lawver should encourage the formulation of such a policy. Even in the
absence of organization policy, however, the lawyer may have an obligation to refer a matter to higher
authority, depending on the seriousness of the matter and whether the constituent in question has
apparent motives to act at variance with the orgamization's mterest. At some point it may be useful or
essential to obtain an independent legal opinion.

7. In some cases, it may be reasonably necessary for the lawyer to refer the matter to the organization's
highest responsible authority. See paragraph (c)(3). Ordinarily, that is the board of directors or similar
governing body. However, applicable law may prescribe that under certain conditions highest authority
reposes elsewhere, such as in the independent directors of a corporation. Even that step may be
unsuccessful. The ultimate and difficult ethical question is whether the lawyer should circumvent the
organization's highest authority when it persists in a course ol action that is clearly violative ol law or ol
a legal obligation to the organization and is likely to result in substantial injury to the organization.
These situations are governed by Rule 1.05; see paragraph (d) of this Rule. I the lawyer does not
violate a provision of Rule 1.02 or Rule 1.05 by doing so, the lawyer's [urther remedial action, alter
exhausting remedies within the organization, may mclude revealing imformaton relating to the
representation to persons outside the orgamzation. If the conduct of the constituent of the organization
is likely to result in death or serious bodily injury to another, the lawyer may have a duty of revelation
under Rule 1.05(e). The lawyer may resign, of course, in accordance with Rule 1.15, in which event the
lawyer is excused from further proceeding as required by paragraphs (a), (b), and (c), and any further
obligations are determined by Rule 1.05.




Relation to Other Rules

8. The authority and responsibility provided in this Rule are concurrent with the authorty and
responsibility provided in other Rules. In particular, this Rule is consistent with the lawyer's
responsibility under Rules 1.05, 1.08, 1.15, 3.03, and 4.01. If the lawver's services are being used by an
organization to further a crime or fraud by the organization, Rule 1.02(c) can be applicable.

Government Agency

9. The duty defined in this Rule applies to governmental organizations. However, when the client is a
governmental organization, a different balance may be appropriate between maintaining confidentiality
and assuring that the wrongful official act 1s prevented or rectiied, for public busimess 1s involved. In
addition, duties of lawyers employed by the government or lawyers in military service may be defined
by statutes and regulations. Therefore, defining precisely the identity of the client and prescribing the
resulting obligations ol such lawyers may be more dillicult in the government context. Although in
some circumstances the client mayv be a specific agency, it is generally the government as a whole. For
example, if the action or failure to act involves the head of a bureau, either the department of which the
bureau is a part or the government as a whole may be the client for purpose of this Rule. Moreover, in
a matter involving the conduct of government ofhcials, a government lawver may have authority to
question such conduct more extensively than that of a lawyer for a private organization i sinlar
circumstances. This Rule does not limit that authority. See Preamble: Scope.

Derivative Actions

10. Under generally prevailing law, the sharcholders or members of a corporation may bring suit to
compel the directors to perform their legal obligations in the supervision of the organization. Members
of unincorporated associations have essentally the same right. Such an acttion may be brought
nominally by the orgamization, but usually 1s, in fact, a legal controversy over management ol the
organization.

11. The question can arise whether counsel for the orgamzation may defend such an action. The
proposition that the organization is the lawver's client does not alone resolve the issue. Most derivative
actions are a normal incident of an organization's affairs, to be defended by the organization's lawver
like any other suit. However, 1f the claim mvolves serious charges of wrongdoing by those m control of
the organization, a conflict may arise between the lawver's duty to the organization and the lawyer's
relationship with those managing or controlling its affairs.

Rule 1.13. Conflicts: Public Interests Activities
A lawver serving as a director, officer or member of a legal services, civic, charitable or law reform
organization, apart from the law firm in which the lawver practices, shall not knowingly participate in a

decision or action of the organization:

(a) if participating in the decision would violate the lawyer's obligations to a client under Rule 1.06; or
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(b) where the decision could have a material adverse eftect on the representation of any client of the
organization whose interests are adverse to a client of the lawyer.

Comment:

1. Lawvers are encouraged to serve as directors, oflicers or members of legal services, civic, charitable
or law reform orgamzations, and, with two exceptions, they may do so notwithstanding that the
organization either itself has interests adverse to a client of the lawver or else serves persons having
such adverse nterests.

2. When the lawver is a director, officer or member of a legal services organization, further problems
can arise when a client served by the organization has interests adverse to those of a clhient served by the
lawyer. A lawyer-client relationship with persons served by the orgamization does not result solely from
the lawyer's service in those capacities. Nonetheless, il the lawyer were to participate in an action or
decision of the organization concerning that representation, a real danger of having this quality of the
organizational client's representation being dictated by its adversary would be presented. To avoid that
possibility, paragraph (b) prohibits a lawyer's participation m actions or decisions of the orgamzation
that could have a material adverse effect on the representation of any client of the organization, if that
client's interests are adverse to those of a client of the lawyer.

3. Law reform organizations (like civic and charitable organizations) generally do not have clients, in
which event paragraph (b) does not apply. For reasons of public policy, it is not generally considered a
conflict of Interest for a lawyer to engage in law reform activities even though such activities are adverse
to the interests of the lawyer's private clients. A lawver's representation of a client does not constitute an
endorsement of the client’s political, economic, social or moral views, nor does he forego his own.
When the lawyer knows that the interests of a client may be matenally benefitted by a law reform
decision in which the lawyer participates, the lawyer should disclose that fact but need not identify the
client.

Rule 1.14. Safekeeping Property

(a) A lawver shall hold funds and other property belonging in whole or in part to clients or third
persons that are in a lawyer's possession m connection with a representation separate from the lawyer's
own property. Such funds shall be kept in a separate account, designated as a “trust” or “escrow”
account, maintained in the state where the lawyer's office 1s situated, or elsewhere with the consent of
the client or third person. Other client property shall be identified as such and appropnately
safeguarded. Complete records of such account funds and other property shall be kept by the lawyer
and shall be preserved for a period of five years after termination of the representation.

(b) Upon receiving funds or other property in which a client or third person has an mterest, a lawver
shall promptly notify the client or third person. Except as stated in this rule or otherwise permitted by
law or by agreement with the client, a lawver shall promptly deliver to the client or third person any
funds or other property that the client or third person is entitled to receive and, upon request by the
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client or third person, shall promptly render a full accounting regarding such property.

() When in the course of representation a lawver is in possession of funds or other property in which
both the lawver and another person claim mterests, the property shall be kept separate by the lawver
until there 1s an accounting and severance of their interest. All funds i a trust or escrow account shall
be disbursed only to those persons entitled to receive them by virtue of the representation or by law. If
a dispute arises concerning their respective interests, the portion in dispute shall be kept separated by
the lawver until the dispute 1s resolved, and the undisputed portion shall be distributed appropriately.

Comment:

1. A lawyer should hold property of others with the care required of a professional fiduciary. Securities
should be kept in a safe deposit box, except when some other form of safekeeping 1s warranted by
special circumstances. All property which is the property of clients or third persons should be kept
separate Irom the lawver's business and personal property and, il monies, in one or more trust
accounts. Separate trust accounts mayv be warranted when administering estate monies or acting in
similar fiduciary capacities. Paragraph (a) requires that complete records of the funds and other
property be mamtained.

2. Lawyers often receive [unds [rom third parties [rom which the lawver's fee will be paid. These [unds
should be deposited into a lawyer's trust account. If there is risk that the client may divert the funds
without paving the fee, the lawver is not required to remit the portion from which the fee is to be paid.
However, a lawyer may not hold funds to coerce a client into accepting the lawyer's contention. The
disputed portion of the funds should be kept in trust and the lawver should suggest means for prompt
resolution of the dispute, such as arbitration. The undisputed portion of the funds should be promptly
distributed to those entitled to receive them by virtue of the representation. A lawyer should not use
even that portion of trust account funds due to the lawyer to make direct payment to general creditors
of the lawyer of the lawyer's firm, because such a course of dealing increases the risk that all the assets
of that account will be viewed as the lawyer's property rather than that of clients, and thus as available to
satisty the claims of such creditors. When a lawyer receives from a chient monies that constitute a
prepayment of a fee and that belongs to the client until the services are rendered, the lawyer should
handle the fund in accordance with paragraph (c). After advising the client that the service has been
rendered and the fee earned, and in the absence of a dispute, the lawyer may withdraw the [und [rom
the separate account. Paragraph (¢) does not prohibit participation in an TOLTA or similar program.

3. Third parties, such as client's creditors, may have just claims against funds or other property m a
lawyer's custody. A lawver may have a duty under applicable law to protect such third-party claims
against wronglul mterference by the client, and accordingly may refuse to surrender the property to the
client. However, a lawyer should not unilaterally assume to arbitrate a dispute between the client and
the third party.

4. The obligatons of a lawyer under this Rule are independent of those arising from activity other than

rendering legal service. For example, a lawyer who serves as an escrow agent is governed by the
applicable law relating to fiduciaries even though the lawyer does not render legal services in the

19

dolcefino.com Page | 101




transaction.

5. The “client security fund” in Texas provides a means through the collective efforts of the bar to
reimburse persons who have lost money or property as a result of dishonest conduct of a lawver.

Rule 1.15. Declining or Terminating Representation

(a) A lawver shall decline to represent a client or, where representation has commenced, shall
withdraw, except as stated in paragraph (c), from the representation of a client, if:

(1) the representation will result in violation of Rule 3.08, other applicable rules of professional
conduct or other law;

(2) the lawyer's physical, mental or psychological condition materially impairs the lawyer's fitness
to represent the chent; or

(3) the lawver 1s discharged, with or without good cause.
(b) Except as required by paragraph (a), a lawver shall not withdraw from representing a client unless:
(1) withdrawal can be accomplished without material adverse effect on the mterests of the chent;

(2) the client persists In a course of action mvolving the lawyer's services that the lawyer
reasonably believes may be criminal or fraudulent;

(3) the client has used the lawyer's services to perpetrate a crime or fraud;

(4) a client insists upon pursuing an objective that the lawyer considers repugnant or imprudent
or with which the lawyer has fundamental disagreement;

(5) the client fails substantially to fulfill an obligation to the lawyer regarding the lawyer's
services, including an obligation to pay the lawyer's fee as agreed, and has been given reasonable

warning that the lawyer will withdraw unless the obligation 1s [ullilled;

(0) the representation will result in an unreasonable [inancial burden on the lawyer or has been
rendered unreasonably dilficult by the client; or

(7) other good cause for withdrawal exists.

(¢) When ordered to do so by a tnibunal, a lawyer shall continue representaton notwithstanding good
cause for terminating the representation.

(d) Upon termination of representation, a lawver shall take steps to the extent reasonably practicable to
protect a client's interests, such as giving reasonable notice to the client, allowing time for employment
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of other counsel, surrendering papers and property to which the client is entitled and refunding any
advance payments of fee that has not been earned. The lawyer may retain papers relating to the client
to the extent permitted by other law only if such retention will not prejudice the client in the subject
matter of the representation.

Comment:

I. A lawyer should not accept representation in a matter unless it can be performed competently,
promptly, and without improper conflict of interest. See generally Rules 1.01, 1.06, 1.07, 1.08, and
1.09. Having accepted the representation, a lawyer normally should endeavor to handle the matter to
completion. Nevertheless, in certain situations the lawyer must terminate the representation and in
certain other situations the lawyer is permitted to withdraw.

Mandatory Withdrawal

2. A lawver ordinarily must decline employment if the employment will cause the lawyer to engage in
conduct that the lawyer knows is illegal or that violates the Texas Disciplinary Rules of Professional
Conduct. Rule 1.15()(1); cf. Rules 1.02(c), 3.01, 3.02, 3.03, 3.04, 3.08, 4.01, and 8.04. Similarly,
paragraph (a)(1) of this Rule requires a lawver to withdraw from employment when the lawver knows
that the emplovment will result in a violation of a rule of prolessional conduct or other law. The lawver
1s not obliged to decline or withdraw simply because the client suggests such a course of conduct; a
client may have made such a suggestion in the ill-founded hope that a lawyer will not be constrained by
a professional obligation. Cf. Rule 1.02(c) and (d).

3. When a lawyer has been appointed to represent a client and n certain other mstances m litigation,
withdrawal ordinarily requires approval of the appointing authority or presiding judge. See also Rule
6.01. Difficulty may be encountered if withdrawal 1s based on the client's demand that the lawver
engage in unprofessional conduct. The tribunal may wish an explanation for the withdrawal, while the
lawyer may be bound to keep confidential the facts that would constitute such an explanation. The
lawyer's statement that professional considerations require termination of the representation ordinarily
should be accepted as sufficient. See also Rule 1.06(e).

Discharge

4. A client has the power to discharge a lawyer at any time, with or without cause, subject to liability for
payment for the lawyer's services, and paragraph (a) of this Rule requires that the discharged lawyer
withdraw. Where future dispute about the withdrawal may be anticipated, it may be advisable to
prepare a written statement reciting the circumstances.

5. Whether a chient can discharge an appomted counsel depends on the applicable law. A chient
secking to do so should be given [ull explanation of the consequences. In some mstances the
consequences mayv include a decision by the appointing authority or presiding judge that appointment
ol successor counsel 1s unjustilied, thus requiring the client to represent himsell.
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Mentally Incompetent Client

6. If the client is mentally incompetent, the client may lack the legal capacity to discharge the lawver
(see paragraphs 11 and 12 of Comment to Rule 1.02), and in any event the discharge may be seriously
adverse to the client's interests. The lawver should make special effort to help the incompetent client
consider the consequences (see paragraph 5 of Comment to Rule 1.03) and in some situations may
mitiate proceedings for a conservatorship or similar protection of the client. See Rule 1.02(e).

Optional Withdrawal

7. Paragraph (b) supplements paragraph (a) by permitting a lawyer to withdraw from representation in
some certain additional circumstances. The lawver has the option to withdraw if it can be accomplished
without material adverse effect on the client's interests. Withdrawal is also justified 1if the client persists
in a course of action that the lawver reasonably believes is criminal or fraudulent, for a lawyer is not
required to be associated with such conduct even il the lawver does not further it. A lawver is not
required to discontinue the representation until the lawver knows the conduct will be illegal or in
violation of these rules, at which point the lawyer's withdrawal is mandated by paragraph (a)(1).
Withdrawal 1s also permutted if the lawyer's services were misused in the past. The lawyver also may
withdraw where the client insists on pursuing a repugnant or imprudent objective or one with which the
lawyer has fundamental disagreement. A lawyer may withdraw il the chient reluses, after being duly
warned, to abide by the terms ol an agreement relating to the representation, such as an agreement
concerning fees or court costs or an agreement limiting the objectives of the representation.

8. Withdrawal permitted by paragraph (b)(2) through (7) is optional with the lawyer even though the
withdrawal may have a material adverse effect upon the interests ol the client.

Assisting the Client Upon Withdrawal
9. In cvery instance of withdrawal and cven il the lawyer has been unfanly discharged by the chient, a
lawyer must take all reasonable steps to mitigate the consequences to the client. See paragraph (d). The

lawyer may retain papers as security for a fee only to the extent permitted by law.

10. Other rules, in addition to Rule 1.15, require or suggest withdrawal in certain situations. See Rules
1.01, 1.05 Comment 22, 1.06(e) and 1.07(c), 1.11(c), 1.12(d), and 3.08(a).

II. COUNSELOR
Rule 2.01. Advisor

In advising or otherwise representing a chent, a lawver shall exercise mmdependent professional
Judgment and render candid advice.

Comment:
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HCC hires attorneys to probe vendor hires,
finances after bribery scandal

By Trent Seibert - July 20, 2017

HCC System Chancellor Cesar Maldonado

Houston Community College Chancellor Cesar Maldonado has moved on the hiring of special
counsel to probe the way the college system hires vendors and employees, as well as college
financial issues, according to an email sent to HCC trustees late Wednesday.

The special counsel appointed are former Harris County Commissioner Gene Locke and Vidal
Martinez, who is a former Assistant U.S. Attorney.

These appointments come in the wake of a bribery scandal that shook HCC and grabbed the
attention of Houston’s political community.

Oliver was arrested in March and pleaded guilty to bribery in May. The case was unsealed just
a little less than two weeks ago. Oliver admitted in court records that he accepted bribes in
exchange for helping a company secure contracts with the HCC, the fifth-largest community
college system in the country.

Oliver, the longest-serving HCC trustee, is accused of taking nearly $90,000 in bribes, some of
which came in the form of Visa gift cards, court records show. Oliver pleaded guilty to only one
of two counts on which he was indicted. In the other count, federal prosecutors allege he
accepted $12,000 in bribes.

https://texasmonitor.org/hcc-hires-special-counsel-probe-vendor-hires-finances/ 1/4
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“I'm in favor of us investigating our processes,” HCC Trustee
Robert Glaser told The Texas Monitor. Glaser was recently
appointed chairman of the board’s audit committee — a role
held by QOliver before his arrest and guilty plea became public.

See the email sent to HCC trustees here.

Both attorneys have close ties to the college system and to HCC
trustees — and are both known as politically connected insiders.

Martinez represented both former Chancellor Mary Spangler and
former Deputy Chancellor Art Tyler when HCC trustees forced
Chris Ofiver out the duo in 2013. The total settlement to the pair cost

taxpayers $1.2 million.

Around the same time, trustees tapped longtime HCC general counsel Renee Byas to serve as
acting chancellor, but her tenure as chancellor lasted less than a year — the board hired
Maldonado in April 2014. Martinez had been hired by the trustees to work on the new
Maldonado’s contract.

Byas returned to her job as general counsel, but within months Maldonado placed her on
leave. Martinez was hired again by HCC to gather information about Byas that ultimately led to
Maldonado firing her in August 2014 citing insubordination.

At the time of her termination, Byas was critical of board decisions and was talking to the FBI
about what she considered corruption in HCC's contracting. Byas ultimately won an $850,000
settlement from HCC.

Since then, Martinez has held a high-end fundraiser for at least one prominent trustee and has
taken the board — along with their spouse — out for a lavish multi-course dinner.

Martinez can follow a money trail, as well. His a nationally recognized expert in the Foreign
Corrupt Practices Act and has been at the negotiation table with the U.S. Department of
Justice and the U.S. Securities Exchange Commission

Locke, himself, has served as a trustee, holding a seat from 1989 to 1995, and later served as
the board’s special counsel on elections.

https:/ftexasmonitor.org/hce-hires-special-counsel-probe-vendor-hires-finances/ 2/4
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There may are few attorneys more plugged in to Harris County than Locke.

He has served as the city attorney for the City of Houston, as well as general counsel to the
Harris County-Houston Sports Authority and special counsel to the Metropolitan Transit
Authority, widely known locally as Metro.

Locke ran for mayor of Houston in 2009, losing to Annise Parker.
Locke was appointed Harris County commissioner in early 2016 after the death of longtime
Commissioner El Franco Lee. Locke lost a bid to keep that seat to former state Senator Rodney

Ellis.

Locke practices in the public-law area for the firm of Andrews & Kurth — a firm that has done
work for HCC.

HCC this year bestowed Locke with a 2017 lifetime achievement award.

Trustee Dave Wilson has long called for better oversight into how college system vendors are
hired and fired.

“Regretfully, it takes a bribery charge to get the administration to move on this,” Wilson said.
"I asked for this three years ago. I welcome someone looking into this, but I wish it would

have happened then.”

His concern, though, is that Locke and Martinez are too close to the board, the HCC
administration, and the political establishment to provide an unbiased examination.

“This is a classic case of the fox watching the henhouse,” Wilson said.

Maldonado’s action comes in the wake of the HCC board’s eight other members voting
unanimously last Thursday to censure Oliver, which means he was ripped from his position as
vice-chair of the board.

All trustees expressed their disappointment and anger at Oliver’s actions.

As of today, Oliver remains an HCC trustee. Trustees cannot remove one of their own. Only a
state district judge has the power to pry any trustee from the board, at least until Oliver is

https:/ftexasmonitor.org/hce-hires-special-counsel-probe-vendor-hires-finances/ 3/4
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sentenced on Aug. 28. A convicted felon, once sentenced, cannot hold the post.
Trent Seibert can be reached at tseibert@texasmonitor.org or 832-258-6119.
Trent Seibert
Trent is an award-winning editor and reporter, who has previously worked The Denver Post,
The (Nashville) Tennessean, and the San Diego Union-Tribune. Most recently, he was the
investigative producer for Houston’s KTRK-TV ABC-13. He was also the editor and founder of
Texas Watchdog, a ground-breaking news group that paved the way for this project. Trent is a
teacher of journalism skills, and has shown hundreds of reporters and citizen-journalists how
to use public records, databases and journalism tools to keep a watchful eye on their own local
government.
D4
https:/ftexasmonitor.org/hce-hires-special-counsel-probe-vendor-hires-finances/ 4/4
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Expenses, ethical questions multiply in
rebooted HCC investigation

By Trent Seibert - November 2, 2017

Chancellor Cesar Maldonado (left) with Trustee Chris Oliver (right)

HOUSTON — Less than three months after Houston Community College brought on special
counsel to probe the way the college system hires vendors in the wake of the Trustee Chris
Oliver bribery scandal, the attorneys picked for the job are no longer on the job.

They left behind an unfinished investigation and charged taxpayers $207,607.

The special counsel that had been hired were former Harris County Commissioner Gene Locke
and former Assistant U.S. Attorney Vidal Martinez.

Locke, whose firm Andrews & Kurth billed HCC just over $130,000 for the probe, withdrew
after he said he had a conflict of interest — which some trustees said included links to Oliver.
Martinez charged the college $77,600 before HCC trustees pulled the plug on his review, citing
his high-dollar price tag.

Both attorneys have hourly rates well in excess of $500.

The attorney’s invoices were obtained through the state’s open records law.

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-cliver-cesar-maldonado-expensive-hcc-investigation/ 1/9
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Locke told The Texas Monitor that he had a conflict of interest but would not provide details.
Some trustees said the conflict involved Locke hiring Oliver at some point in the recent past.

Martinez did not return calls seeking comment.

When the duo was hired on July 18 by HCC Chancellor Cesar Maldonado, critics pointed to
Locke and Martinez as having too close ties to the college system, saying that both were
known as politically connected insiders who may not be able to give HCC an unbiased
examination.

Indeed, some Trustees told The Texas Monitor that both were too chummy with institution
officials and other trustees to examine HCC with clear eyes.

Locke had served on the board in the 1990s, his firm is a political donor to trustees and has
done business with the college.

Martinez has also been hired by the college in the past, has sponsored a high-end fundraiser
for at least one prominent trustee, and has taken the board — along with their spouses — out
for a lavish multi-course dinner.

HCC trustees balked earlier this month at bringing in new attorneys to investigate when they
got sticker shock from the amount of money that completing the investigation might cost.

As it stands now, the investigation is incomplete, no findings have been made public, and no
one seems to know what the next steps are to repair an institution that has been tarnished
with one of its trustees pleading guilty to bribery, and which has been mired in controversy for
years.

What's the next step?

On Oct. 31, Maldonado hired attorney Arturo Michel to complete the probe that Locke and
Martinez left undone.

Michel is the former attorney for the city of Houston and former HCC board counsel. His firm’s

political action committee has been a frequent campaign contributor to HCC trustees, including
giving $1,500 to Chris Oliver in 2015.

hitps://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-cesar-maldonado-expensive-hcc-investigation/ 2/9
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He's yet another insider, some leaders told The Texas Monitor.

“We're right back where we started,” said Trustee Robert Glaser, who chairs the board’s audit
committee. “I'm concerned that we're hiring another guy who is not sufficiently at arm’s
length away from the college. He’s too close to the school. We're going to have a clouded
outcome no matter what we get as a result.”

Michel’s hire was done without consulting the trustees.
"I have met with Mr. Michel and he has agreed to accept the engagement as Special Counsel
for this matter,” Maldonado wrote in a private memo to the Board of Trustees obtained by The

Texas Monitor. “"He is finalizing a project team and a budget for the next phase of the
examination.”

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-cesar-maldonado-expensive-hcc-investigation/ 3/9
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The rest of the investigation could cost as much as $750,000, according to interviews with
several trustees.

The bribery scandal

HHC is an institution that has had a long string of controversies.

Questionable land deals.

Eyebrow-raising building purchases.

Juicy taxpayer-funded payouts to former chancellors and former top HCC officials.

But the Chris Oliver bribery scandal may have topped them all.

For years, rumors persistently followed Oliver. That he was dirty. On the take. That he traded
for favars on his position as the longest-serving trustee of one of the largest community
college systems in the United States.

News broke in July about Oliver’s guilty plea in a federal bribery sting.

He is accused of pocketing $12,000 from a major HCC vendor, according to court records.

It was a scandal that shook HCC and grabbed the attention of Houston’s political community.

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-cesar-maldonado-expensive-hcc-investigation/ 4/9
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The bribery scheme in which federal investigators were tracking Oliver began on May 29,
2015, when Oliver and local businessman Karun Sreerama met at a restaurant.

The two discussed how Oliver had helped Sreerama “secure business with HCC in the past,
and how he could do so again in future endeavors,” according to a court transcript.

Sreerama also had previously supplied Oliver with $77,000.

Those payments from Sreerama to Oliver were doled out between December 2010 and August
2013, records show.

Sreerama later described that the $77,000 in payouts were a series of “loans.”

At the restaurant on that May 2015 day, Sreerama said he would pay Oliver approximately
$2,500 per month “based on what he had paid him in the past,” court records show.

The next meeting took place at a coffee shop just days later on June 2, 2015. Sreerama
handed Oliver an envelope filled with $2,500 in cash and Oliver told Sreerama that “if he
found a contract to bid on and a certified company, he would make him a millionaire.”

And the envelopes kept coming.

By November 2015, Sreerama said he found a company to use in order to bid for a pest-
control contract. At this meeting “Oliver discussed exerting his influence at HCC in order to
move the company up the bid list so that they would have a better chance at securing the
contract,” according to court records.

Oliver continued to collect envelopes filled with the FBI's cash until May of last year.

"Oliver continued to insist that he had delayed the bidding process and that he would convince
the board to vote on the basis of best value rather than lowest bid,” but Sreerama told Oliver
he had had enough, and that the company he was using to bid on the pest control contract

was not willing to pay Oliver any more money without some results, court records show,

At that point, and without delivering the promised results, “Oliver ended the relationship,”
federal prosecutors said.

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-cesar-maldonado-expensive-hcc-investigation/ 5/9
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Oliver faces a sentencing hearing on Nov. 13.

The fallout

Few seem happy with the state of HCC’s investigation three-and-a-half months after HCC hired
its initial attorneys to investigate what led to the Oliver bribery scandal.

A new attorney — Lawrence Finder, a former U.S. Attorney for the Southern District of Texas
— was proposed by HCC brass as the new investigator. He was voted down by the trustees.

Longtime investigative reporter Wayne Dolcefino, who was hired by Trustee Dave Wilson to
conduct an investigation congruent to the Locke and Martinez probe, appears particularly
displeased at the process.

“This is the latest example of a place that is wasting so much money that it's not funny
anymore,” said Dolcefino said. "The simple reality is that HCC has so many issues. HCC is a
troubled child. But hiring two insiders to conduct the investigation in the first place was a
mistake.”

His biggest issue: HCC is fighting the release of the unfinished investigation conducted by
Locke and Martinez so the public can’t see the work that was done.

"Now HCC is fighting the release of the documents that would tell us what the heck they did,”
Dolcefino said. "Not only did we waste the money but now the public doesn’t even get to see
what it is they found.”

Dolcefino also said that any new investigation should include why Locke banked $130,000 for
his role in investigating the Oliver fallout before Locke realized he had a conflict.

“The fact he said, ‘Oops, I forgot about my conflict with Chris Oliver?’ Dolcefino said. “That
should be investigated.”

Trustee Glaser told The Texas Monitor his biggest problem with the issue of hiring attorneys to
investigate any issue dealing with Oliver dealt with a lack of transparency.

"The administration decided to do this on their own,” he said. "My opinion is that they should

have involved the board in the decision-making process or how we were going to move ahead

hitps://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-cesar-maldonado-expensive-hcc-investigation/ 6/9
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and work with the board in getting some folks who were truly arm’s length from the college...
so there wouldn’t be any question at the end of the investigation/review that there weren’t
any ties between these vendors, attorneys, the school or the board.”

Glaser added: "I personally think that the amount of money we’re spending is really out of
hand.”

Maldonado defended his move in his memo to trustees. He said a speedy investigation — and
therefore the speedy hiring of special counsel — is paramount.

“As you know, time is of the essence in this matter,” Maldonado wrote. “"The work of the
internal examination is important to determine if any elements in our processes facilitated Mr.
QOliver’s bribery or if our processes can be improved to better protect against such behavior.”

But HCC Trustee Dave Wilson said there are some things that can fix potential pay-to-play
problems at HCC.

“One of the things I want to do in procurement and that I've gotten poo-poo’'d on is that a
vendor could only work for the college for five years and then we have to have a new one,” he
said.

He also questioned the amount of money that Locke and Martinez charged.

“I've looked at those bills and they purported that they were experts in the field of doing these

kinds of investigations, and their bills show they did research to see what they had to do to
make sure they were doing it right,” he said.

https://texasmonitor.org/chris-oliver-cesar-maldonado-expensive-hcc-investigation/ 719
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Another concern? The estimate of up to $750,000 to complete the probe.

“You know how first estimates go,” Wilson said. “It's always more. That's the first bite. They
wade you out to the water knee deep and then they say, ‘we spent more time doing this so
here’s another bill.” You could get to $2 million easy.”

The HCC Board of Trustees will meet Nov. 9.

Trent Seibert can be reached at tseibert@texasmonitor.org or at 832-258-61109.
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Trent Seibert

Trent is an award-winning editor and reporter, who has previously worked The Denver Post,
The (Nashville) Tennessean, and the San Diego Union-Tribune. Most recently, he was the
investigative producer for Houston’s KTRK-TV ABC-13. He was also the editor and founder of
Texas Watchdog, a ground-breaking news group that paved the way for this project. Trent is a
teacher of journalism skills, and has shown hundreds of reporters and citizen-journalists how
to use public records, databases and journalism tools to keep a watchful eye on their own local
government.

<
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records request

From: Zeph Capo

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:09 PM
To: Cesar Maldonado

Cc Jarvis Hollingsworth

Subject: Editorial

This is exactly why | don't want to hear anymore bs complaints about the board having to approve everything. Nothing
discussed in that Damned torture chamber better be acted on without a corresponding vote out front ever again.

| stated this needed to have been done in that room last year and am now the one getting my teeth kicked in because
no one felt it necessary to listen at the time. This stuff isn't hard. Just err on the side of transparency and we won't

have these issues.

Anything fike this again and we will need a new chancellor and new counsel to go along with a new board because | am
tired of having what should be simple things be so difficult.

Zeph

Sent from my iPhone
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records request

From: Zeph Capo

Sent: Wednesday, December 16, 2015 11:02 PM

To: Brad Deutser

Cc Cesar Maldonado

Subject: Where is that meeting with the editorial board?

This is frustrating that even in their own editorial says what the policy is, but they write it like the 200k is one project.
When we will be done with this crap from the past?

Normally, HCC policy only gives the board chairman authority to unilaterally hire an outside attorney if the attorney's
work on any one project doesn't cost more than $75,000. But earlier last year, Martinez was brought on board for work

that ended up totaling more than $200,000 {"HCC board hired lawyer without vote," Page A1, Tuesday).

Sent from my iPhone
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MARTINEZ
PARTNERS LLP

Invoice # GFS

Accounting Department
713.581.1911

vowe for

Houston Comunity College System

Attn: E. Ashley Smith, General Coungel "
o i S Cener! G Invoice
Houston Texas 77002

In -elerance 1o
HCCS / Procuremant / Facilitiss / Perscnnel Raview

Professional Senvices

Hrs/Rote Subiotal
Jut 12, 2017 Daniel Pellegrin 01:3¢  350.G0 $75.00
Posgarchor] cuman Gess v g 0 T 520s O bosa
mernbirs &5 pubis ool
Jul 12, 2017 Daniet Peallegrin 01:00 $50.0D $50.00
1R0encd 1OCTrT @TENgmes (6 XA GOVOrInes T G ans
rarmovel acicrs,
Jul 12, 2017 Daniel Pellagrin 02:15 $50.00 $112.50

Ao rocerT el donis 3 0 MGl 20000E Lrda
loCal QAP mLts (X

Jub12, 2017 Daniel Pellsgrin 02:30 $50.00 $125.C0
Uraricd Mo 85 10 POIUrIal D HCIGE S SQETE LS
OTCEIG COOTEA O 8 ey

Jul 12, 2017 Daniet Petlegrin 01:30 $50.00 $75.00
Hodsod Tomo &8s 0 romod s, T airscw
D" sl Svalr GOOLT R

Jul 20, 2017 Danlel Pellagrin 0015 $50.00 $12.50
Fropand dosumer's ard Sioaar i msass of s irg
= i J ug;ud.v-c;t
_1
Jul 20, 2017 Daniel Pellegein 0216 $60.00 $112.50

Wooing st

J tgerlr gL ]

Page 1

dolcefino.com Page | 124




. & MARTINEZ
Invoice & 675 @ PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Department
713.581.1911

Hrs/Ratw Subrotal
Jul 20, 2097 Danlel Pallegrin 01:00  $50.00 $50.00
Jul 20, 207 Qaniel Pelegrin 03:30 $50.00 $175.00

[cmmdjcsaﬁbegarmaﬁo‘ﬂumas:om'ga:

Jul 21, 2017 Daniel —- 0015 $50.00 $12.50
Contactody - w ]

Jul 21, 2017 Danlal Pallegrin 01:30 $50.00 $75.00
wi\rt Jrega'd'ng

fraﬂednmmmrjastolmmrg

Jul 21, 2017 Daniet Pellegrin — 1:00 $50.00 $50.00

Dratpd roies aswoihe 3 cal vu:hL
Jrogar C L

Jul 21,2017 Danla! Pellegrin S ao 02:30 $50.00 $125.00
Dratted momo as—_xr mootieg wrm[ }of’

Jul21, 2017 Danial Pellsgrin 01:45 $50.00 $87.50
Drafied memo as 10 corororce cal with e AG offce.

Jul 24, 2007 Daniel Pellegrin 02:30 $50.00 $125.00
Rescarch as 1o prior beard ectior of § ICC.

Jul 24, 207 Danlel Pellegrin 01:15 $50.00 $82.50
Rescarch in gcoordarcowilh nvosigation davelopmer's.

Jul 24, 2017 Daniel Pedlegrin 02:30 £50.00 $125.00
Rosearch a5 1@ ¢ihical obigations durrg MOSIgEIor.

Jul 24, 2017 Daniel Fellegrin 01:00 $50.00 $50.00
Drated memo 2s 0 eiHical obligations during investigation.

Jul 25, 2017 Dartel Peftegrin 01:45 $50.00 $87.50
Craliod memo as ‘o airical obligators duirg imostigaionrs.

Jul 25, 2n7 Dantel Pallag 0015 $50.00 $12.50
Corlororog wi ‘]es :OE _J

Jut 25, 20107 Danial Pellagrin 01:45 $50.00 $87.50
{3esearch iro bvesigaioN Mascrs.
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_ MARTINEZ
. Invoice # 675 @ w PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Dapartment
713.581.1911

Subtotal

Jut 25, 217 Danigl Peilegrin 01:30 $50.00 §75.00
Drafted arswer as 1o cirical obbgations pice 1o he infiation of
fonmal proceadings.

Jul 25, 2017 Danie! Peflegrin 0215  $50.00 $112.50
Compled documerss as 1o duies possessod by pubic
oficiels.

Jud 25, 217 Danist Peilegrin 01:30 $50.00 $75.00
Hawmﬁi:isdcm s 10 nicresicd silo
BUErCiCS.

Jul 28, 2017 Dantel Pallegrin 01:30 $50.00 $75.00
Raviowod bylaws ard roguiations mogandirg she govemirg
board of an pLblc rsiion.

Jul 28, 2017 Danie} Pallagrin 02:15 $50.00 $112.50
Researchod obfgatons of public oficigls as 10 daims of
Eerbery.

Jui 28, 2007 Daniel Pellegrin 02:30 $50.00 $125.00
Reviewod ‘exas caso bw as 1o fducery duy ard obigatons
rcumed from a fduciary refatiorship.

Jut 28, 2017 Daniel Pellegrin 01:15 $50.00 $62.50
Compiad documents 68 1o oblgations rpnosed by the sizie
sLdiors offico 1o pubic educaion rsEUioNs.

Jul 18, 2017 Daniel Pelegrin 00:30  $50.00 $25.00
Drafied memo oveniew 1

Jui 27, 2017 Danie! Pallegrin 0145 $50.00 $87.50
Compled documenss as 10 the *duciery duly o pubic oficisls
and rsiagors.,

Jul 27, 2017 Daniel Peflegrin 02:00 $50.00 $100.00

Roscarcrrod mcent imvestigetions profomned by bord retirgs
agency and I Tewas puublic fnance depanmort,

Jul 27, 2017 Danied Peflegrin 01:00 $50,00 $50.00
Compled doamer:s s 1o the juisdicior and rnvesigations
peiomad by the DL hspoctor Senerd.

Jui 28, 2017 Danlel Pallegrin 00:30 $50.00 $25.00

Reviewing retings cowrgrades as 1o HCC bends.
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. Invoice # B7S ﬁ MARTINEZ
) PARTNERS LLP
Accounting Department
713.581.1911
Subtotal

Jul 28, 2017 Danle! Pellegrin 02:45  $50.00 $137.50
Cdjhg and roviowing docLmen's b‘[—

Jul 28, 2017 Danfel rin - 03:30 $50.00 $175.00
Drefira "laj-omL

Jul 28, 2017 Danle! Pellegrin . 01:30 $50.00 $75.00
Drafing section dil _} 7&3 © :hc.[

Jul 31, 2017 Danizl Pellegrin 00:30 $50.00 $25.00
1o fnd copy ol ]bc‘oro

Jul 28, 2017 Carlos Rangel — 01:30 $35.00 $127.50
Condnued rosearch i eranrg wthe

Jul 27, 2017 Carlos Range! o1:15 $85.00 $108.25
Case syudies and research o ‘duciany duly of public o¥cials

Jul 28, 2017 Cartos Range! 01:30 $85.00 $127.50
[Researdhad bribory cisims 2nd The obigatiors ©° publc
oifcials; noic 50 memo “les.

Jud 26, 2017 Carlos Rangs! C0:30 $85.00 $42.50
TRovisions © memg roizing o ethical abigations duing
investigations: compare case siudios and researth.

Jul 12, 2017 Carlos Rangel 0115 $85.00 £106.25
Hesearch poiential romoval 2cH0rs agsing: puble offciais
corviciod o a fdory: resviow comparabie case siudios: rolo
0 mamo producion e

Jul 7, 2017 Vidal G. Marinaz - 01:00 $525.00 £525.00
Rriaw merfia reootgieiephors conference wih

Jui B, 2017 Vidal G. Martinez __ - 02:15 $525.00 $1,181.25
Work conferencaony’ ki
CONErercow 1} fotow LD
ard s
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. Invoice # 675 C@; w MARTINEZ
)4 PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Dapartmeant
713.581.1911

Item Hrs/Rale Subtotal

Jul 10, 2017 03:30  §525.00 $1,837.60
4‘ ma .lnnhj
|
Jul 11, 2017 04:15 $525.00 $2,231.25
uwfﬁa:c wdor (:Aj) 3,
corfefonce; Preser\.auor‘ Noiioo issLes. '
Jul 12, 2017 Videl G. Martinez 05:15  §525.00 $2.7668.25
Roviow mecia repors; macirg ar
» doveion work plar: Frosonvatior NOECE work
cor‘rdrcrm folicw wp and iPsucions,
Jul 13, 2017 Vidal G, Martinez 04:00 $525.00 $2,100.00
Crgegoment eror d’ | contiruad Frosenaiion Notoo
- rjt 2 CoMErence or
l T wiotk corference: | HOC board
TNOING: MGETNG at L J
Jul 14, 2007 Vidal G, Martinez 0515  $525.00 $3,281.25

US Adomey igiophone corioronces; work cor'orence;
agawndvedtrsu.rmsscr‘s glophore corigrenca with
| Pa:l‘wavlorme‘gagemer'

Jul 17, 2017 Vidal G. Martinaz 02:00  $525.00 $1,050.00
TmasAncmechrualH;b&.l irance Diision issuos; infonm
ofiromd imesigation; set LD cortorencs call w AGR
0702, WOIK Corereros o

Jui 18, 2017 Vidal G. Martinez 03115  $525.00 $1,70825
imiral reesioion oivieos ke rss work coriorenca on

o _Jm;sna:or-

chockist: rmrj tokophory conioronces th[_

Jul 18, 2017 Vidal G. inaz 02:30 $525.00 $1,312.580
]_Debn‘e‘ M Jetetzict, worke corfororoe on

+ revdiaw 1900 documionts on: LA
-
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Invoice # 675

Jul 20, 2017

Jul 21, 2017

Jui 24, 2017

Jui 25, 2017

Jul 26, 2007

Jul 27, 2017

Jui 28, 2017

MARTINEZ
PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Department
713.581.1911

nem Hrs/Rata Subtotal

Vida! G. Madiner \ 03:30 $525.00 $1,837.50
Mealing arL hmr wark

conforerea o 1 Toxas Anomoy Gorefal

corfenerea detic’ or irsBigation; ‘aiow up &nd

Vidal G. Martinez 04:30 $525.00 $2,362.50
Datebase preservation wom&ros Paihway budgc: acd

tnSiLCIOrS; Work Coneronoe o _|.

imclre ropors mosirgaly | :c L J

Vidal G, Martinez 08:45 $525.00 $3,843.75

back ard forr: ormails erd igophore on
(( debriet
1 Work corforenoe
'_: HOC
documerts forwarded: reviow research Mamorenda on

conict of inleres:: revicw moda ropons; ‘oliow Lp with ioas
Anomoy Gorerals offico.

Vidal G. Martinez D415 $525.00 $2,231.25
S. Attomey islephono corlgrence; work conioronce at
QJ { forensic scope cralk; follow up
rd inSiRclions. -

Vidal G, Mart [ 0300  $52500  $1,575.00

Mool
L devdoormo‘mkphn US Anoroy
0ofone confererco; cqnjcodwmconfera*oeon[

Vidal G. Martine2 . 0315  $625.00 $1,706.25
U.S. Altamey eophong corferercet
confcroncs wil _1 cmforcnco on

Vida! G. Martinez 03:00 $525.00 $1,575.00
Faviow warscript of Chits Civer hoering Mey 15, 2017; Wark

conlprenca on revise memorargum on

fiduciary duy oanc:fi Jelophone
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Invoice # 675 4 w MARTINEZ
: PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Department
T13.581.1911

Item Hra/Rate Subtotal

Jul 31, 2017 Vidal G. Martinez . 05:45 $525.00 £3.018.75
Excengiod work conferenco ot
‘oronsic issues; rvesTgalion repor; revew seopo of
searchy emalls and ielephone conforences wih,

o
"docLment R follow Lo ard irstn.clions. -4
$39,366.25

Additional Cherges

Qty/Priees Subtotal

Retainer damount
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Payment Method

The total amount owing is $39,366.25. Plarse make a direct wire payment using the banking
information provided balow.

ONLINE WIRE TRANSFER CHECK OR MONEY ORDER

Plaass make a direct wire paymant 1c: | Pisase make a chack payabla to:
Martinaz Partners LLP Martinez Parinars LLP
-1
BankID:[ $$2. 13 and mail to

ACCOUNT: |: gy 3V J Martinez Partnars LLP
919 Milam, Suite 525
Bank of America, N.A. , Houston, Texas 77002

116 West 42nd Street

Naw York, New York 10038

CREDIT/CEBIT CARDS

Please contact tha accounting department at Martinez Partners LLP
io make & payment over the phone or in person by crediit or debit card.
Martinez Partners LLP accepts all major credit cards.
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nvoioe 4 677

(2 w MARTINEZ
&y PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Department
HOUSToR T 713.081.1971
GFEIL,E i3 -,-fmmllECE STEM
UNSEL
InyoiCe for
Houston Comunity College System
Altn: €. Ashley Smith, General Counssl ‘ H
3100 Main St. mVO‘ Ce
Houston Texas 77002

B R W )

HOCS / Procurement / Faclities / Personnel Review

Professional Servces

Hrs/Rate Sulretal
Aug1,2017  Caros A Rangel 00:30  $85.00 $42.50
-5 N 10N S ] 1.
dogosd (‘ J.w nep e ey
Aug 1, 2017 Danled F’ei!egdn 01:45 $50.00 $87.50
LEAAY DTS 3 VORI Sl 9 ORISR R CS 0 o] LT
LI ..33) EL R R _-,fl T
Aug1,2017 Danlel Feltegrin 01:C0 $50.00 $50.00
[STARTELEE'S et g N ISR (R Al IR ] wihn e
C‘— _f..-t.‘.-.;,< l't j
Aug 1, 2017 Vidal G, Martinez 06:15 $525.00 $3,281.25
PR USR5 SR SU B | (R CURNCER M MY " gl
n If‘:L [T IR TN S LR PR I
L’L[_,.w‘“" RNt
uupr;n A FERNEITERARS Y | .
Nukc,tv CILE ok e ardie na e, N
Aug 2, 2017 Daniet Pellegrin 0115 $50.00 $62.50
Hr‘vbw.\-ﬂan;?m ;“e:tf.h\un (EH TS e nj: KON C
Aug 2, 2017 Vidal G, Marlinez - — 04:30 $525.00 $2,362.50
Wtk coreroree we oA anl
o rraa o VL, S Saddig e BT
< ]
Aug 3, 2017 Canlel rin 01:G0 £50.00 $50.00
HropEne ] e BRI
JooumeriG ook sead e caon o,
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Invaice # 677 @ m MARTINEZ
4 PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Department
713.681.1811

Hrs/Rate Sutslotat
Auvg 8, 2017 Vidal G. Mariinez - 03:00 $525.00 $1.575.00
Pathway ard rsinciong:!
repons wit. roview meda reporns: |
miruies revow-en G, Oiver: work ooricroroe ot
-
Aug 4, 2017 Vidal G. — 02:45 $525.00 $1,44375

Respord 1ok . Jsotupscope
mooirg 2t Jaehl;  work o seope of soarcr
PErAMBONs; Work coricrorcr: oliow Lo and inginCicr's,

Aug 7, 2017 L)ﬂdal.?. Mertinez ‘ wﬁ’r{' : o r 01:45 $525.00 $918.75

. scopa Es7 ironviews 0 be
oorducied: GCiosaut issues.

Aug 8, 2017 Vidal G. Martinez - 05:00 $525.00 $2,625.00
Work conferarce on . .. __.-J
revised Prescrvaiior Koo § » MLKD: wiephoro

corirorcos witf  _
jpfcnara:br of disciosure
WULBSTS,
Aug 9, 2017 Carlos A. Range! 00:45  $85.00 $63.75
Revew soope and LYedl B - haen
download; ‘clow Lp with| } _orftp_
_l 13ovicw noics.
Aug 8, 2017 Vidal G, Martinez 04:45  $626.00 $2,493.75
Disclosuae iopon and follow-up: Pathway DLdge: repor;
contiruod woek corfererce or:
- rieohore copl
wih]) L .
ppons ol i {olow up and Nsinaciicrs:

{ Sricorce el feortbrence caton)

]

Aug 10, 2017 Carlos A, Range! 01:00 $85.00 $85.00
Research Espa backgrourd ard owrership: ofaft 2 fndings
foport.
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S MARTINEZ
. iaveice: 4 677 @w PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Department
713.561.1911

Huhitotal

Aug 10, 2017 Vidal G. Martinez ‘—- - 02:45 $525.00 $1,443.75
Furtrer disciosure adie and rmon o} ! werk
cordzrerce onfi .
| Pathway moriging and repon t :

reviewy rescarch momorarda on (GSA soctuing
ard duy to irvestigsie: siand by for | 10C Board meeing
commizee of wholp; Uspa resCarch ropons feview.

Aug 11,2017 - Vidal G. Martinez 06:30 $525.00 $3.412.50
Review rem dooumenss or K. Sreorama rescarch; Fatbway
moriiorng: bugaot 6 mais And (oophont CoMOreas wih
L o rstucions;
Worke ;
s ieniow [3ene Byas matcrials 10 Rooporaie imo -
search; funhpt dsdosure ropor: odis; preparation §

irenviews of
J hd
Aug 14, 2017 Vidal G, Martinez — 04:30  $525.00 $2,362.50
Wod-:oor’a'moconr iplo ¢
corfererces wih E
ﬁbng‘.l‘ymor.o 80 FSTLEIONS 10
Vigoos ©F 18T rarkings - preavins
conrects by board; work corferercaon
;EiOCUTE!" review of £spa research,
Aug 15, 2017 Carios A. Rang F -~ On16  $85.00 $108.25
H@bmﬂwcalsamemqlsw‘:h
0 TCVCW ProcLement
poies. Prooocures: olow up roviow of oritaria for ssarch
tems regarding verdors,
Aug 15, 2017 Vidal Gi. 8z ~ - - 04:18  $525.00 $2,231.25
Meging ai ! . e
r. follow L conf b
o cpont 1o} :
“oilbev Lp ard insiuciors. -

Aug 16,2017 Vidal G, Martin 01:15 $525.00 $656.25

CcmimedL ejhsnuc:brs ard procedures.

Aug 18, 2017 (ym 5. Martinaz 04:00  $525.00 $2,100,00
'mr“ere"ucecaﬂmﬂ*
w&c ard ss;m, oo‘:meddscm;
fra inrs onl
Jooi
mewnmarmorw
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. —— @ w MARTINEZ
' PARTNERS LLP

Accounting Dapartment
713.581.1911

Item Hrs/Rate Subitotul

Aug 16, 2017 . Martinez 01:45 §525.00 $018.75
iripeviaw atE ]

Aug 17, 2017 Vidal G, Martinez 04:00 $525.00 $2,100.00
HOC Board meeling and Excautive Sassion.

Aug 17, 2017 vidal G. Martinaz 01:30 $525.00 $787.80
Preperaton of matorials for closed sessior of | 10T 3oand.

Aug 18, 2017 Vidal G, Martinaz 02:45 $525.00 $1,443.75
Work confercrog

§ Pairway procossing and fuihes refrement of
gatchase dowricad: insinctions 1o proceed with: Charcesor

approvel.
Aupg 18, 2017 Vidal G. Martinez - 01:00  $525.00 $525.00
Irienviow of
L= =
Aug 21, 2017 Vidal G. Martinaz D348 $525.00 $1,868.75
torersic procodures: back ard-forh with
or 4 document reviow from

ProcuemeniTinstnicions or verdar st inormation;
rsinucions or search pgrmetors of past i —_
miugesi  Yyoporoh | olowupwih S

onf,

Aug 22, 2017 Carlos A. Hangel 00:45 $85.C0 $63.756
conererce gl MiJipk o-mels wtl'l ] on
E 4
Aug 22, 2017 Vidal G, Martinez, - 01:45 $525.00 $918.75
Back and-fonh onl seog
Lenv Fingor suggeied tenms; lgponte ard
l‘foﬂo'«v\rup ard insciors. T -4 -
Aug 23, 2017 01:30 $525.00 $787.50
nﬁ swinf | iqersic search
pararrualeﬁ uo ocpesi Ic .
rsn..cncrs on saan:r' protess or HOC
board meelirg miruies,

Aug 28,2017 VicalG. Martinez 60:15 $525.00 $131.25

) ]
L. cou"f:x'c:t'oelv‘.-_J
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MARTINEZ
PARTNERS LLP

GNP

Accounting Department
713.581.1911

Hrs/Hate Subtotal

Aug 29,2017  Cerlos A. Rangel — - 00:45  $85.00 $63.75

Aug 28, 2017 dal 5. Martinaz 00:30  §525.00 $262.50
Jornaiio, _"[: ‘Ciow up ard
SIUCions; rovicw Pallway Si1Us repons.
Aug 30,2017 Videl G. Martiner — — 01:15  $525.00 $656,25
Updaic Jtepor. 0 ; “olow-up &nd
$38,081.25
Additional Charges
Qiy/Price Subtetal
Coples $159.39 $159.39
Copies ard bidirg of documernis.
$159,39

Involce Subtotal

Retainar Amount

Page 5
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Payment Methcd

Tha total amount owing is $38,240,64. Plaase make a direct wire payment using the banking
information provided below.

ONLINE WIRE TRANSFER CHECK OR MONEY ORDER
Please make a direct wire payment to: . Please make a check payabie 10:
Martinez Partners LLP ' Martinez Partnerg LI P
Berkcipe € <212 | and mail to
ACCOUNT: [:- 2 13L j Marlinez Partners LLP

219 Milam, Suite 525
Bank of Amarica, N.A, Houston, Texas 77002
115 Wast 42nd Streat

New York, New York 10036

CREDIT/DEBIT CARDS

Pleasa cantact the accounting department at Martinez Partners LLF
to make a payment over the phone or in person by credit or debit card.
Martinez Partners LLP accepts all major credit cards.

DiscaVER I

it
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/a HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE
ch | GENERAL COUNSEL

DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT
AS SPECIAL COUNSEL

Firm: Thompson & Horton LLP
Representation: Arturo G. Michel
Date: October 24, 2017

1. What have you been hired to do at HCC?
To oversee a review/examination of HCC policies, procedures, regulations, practices, and historical
events regarding procurement for the purpose of assessing why trustee bribery regarding
procurement occurred and recommendations to minimize future incidents.

2. Who hired you?
Either the Board directly or through its delegation to the Chancellor on the recommendation of the
Chancellor and General Counsel

3. When did they hire you?
Anticipated to be on or about October 25, 2017.

4. Have you ever worked for HCC in the past?
From 1986 through February, 2004, | did various transactional, litigation, and general advice work
when employed at Bracewell & Patterson, precursor firm to the current Bracewell firm. Additionally,
| have done various transactional and litigation work for Thompson & Horton from May, 2010
through the present.

5. If so, what were your hired to do?
| do not have access to the records at Bracewell, but | was the primary outside counsel used by HCC
from 1990 to 2004. See response to #6, below, for brief description of work since 2010.

6. How much has HCC paid you for past work?
| do not have access to the 1986 -2004 records when | was at another firm. Below are the amounts
paid by matter since 2010.

1. 3100 Main Issues (real estate matters): $7,621.25
2. Carlton and Reed v. (sexual harassment/discrimination suit against interim $15,445.75
3. Condemnation Advice Total: $1,172.50
4. Contracts: $1,423.75
General Advice: $83.75
Harrington, Carole v. (sister suit to Carlton, Reed): $663.75
DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 1

Firm: Thompson & Horton LLP
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Lumpkin Road (easement dispute/lawsuit): $9,128.75
Martin, Rashard (student disability accommodation lawsuit) $13,860.00

7. When did you learn about Chris Oliver’s indictment?
When reported in major media.

8. When did you learn about Karun Sreerama’s bribery over Chris Oliver?
When reported in major media.

9. What is your relationship with Karun Sreerama?
| know him casually from government governing body meetings and political fundraisers since | was
City Attorney for the City of Houston (2004 — 2010). | have exchanged pleasantries; | have not
discussed government business nor met separately with him.

10. Have you ever presented Karun Sreerama?
No.

11. Have you ever represented any entity related to Karun Sreerama, past or present?
No.

12. Have you donated money to a current or former HCC trustee?
Only through firm PAC.

13. If so, how much?

HCC Political Contributions
Candidate Amount Date
Yolanda Navarro-Flores $  500.00 2/25/2009
Diane Olmos Guzman S 500.00 9/3/2009
Mary Ann Perez S 500.00 2/10/2010
Mary Ann Perez S 500.00 3/1/2011
Richard Schechter $ 500.00 6/21/2011
Bruce Austin $ 500.00 8/8/2011
Chris Oliver $ 1,000.00 10/7/2011
Adriana Tamez S  250.00 1/6/2014
Adriana Tamez S 250.00 3/12/2014
Zeph Capo S  250.00 9/25/2014
Art Murillo S 250.00 10/15/2014
Neeta Sane S 250.00 10/15/2014
Adriana Tamez S 500.00 3/20/2015
Adriana Tamez $  500.00 9/2/2015
Zeph Capo S  500.00 5/28/2015
DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 2

Firm: Thompson & Horton LLP
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14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

Chris Oliver S 500.00 6/9/2015
Eva Loredo S 250.00 8/12/2015
Sandie Moger S 500.00 6/19/2015
Adriana Tamez S 500.00 11/10/2016

When?
See response to # 13.

Has your firm ever donated money to a current or former HCC trustee?
See response to # 13.

If so, how much?
See response to # 13.

When?
See response to # 13.

Has a PAC that you are affiliated with ever donated money to a current or former HCC trustee?
See response to # 13.

If so, how much?
See response to # 13.

When?
See response to # 13.

What is your relationship with Karun Sreerama’s lawyer, Chip Lewis?
I have none.

Are you adverse to him in any litigation?
| am not.

Have you ever worked with him on a matter?
| have not.

Do you believe that you have any conflicts with HCC?

| do not have ethical or legal conflicts. Certain individuals believe that campaign contributions create
a perception of a conflict. The law addresses this issue by requiring public disclosure of campaign
contributions.

If yes, what are they?
See response to # 24.

Can they be overcome?

DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 3
Firm: Thompson & Horton LLP




Yes, they are perceptions only, see response to # 24.

27. Will you put them in writing to the board?
The Board is welcome to review the above HCC campaign contribution chart and indeed has access to
the same information from its own records.

28. If no, don’t you think that these are conflicts?
(1) Any campaign donations

See response to # 24. Our firm PAC contributes to incumbent elected officials of client
governmental entities who request a contribution. They are not excessive when compared to
other vendor contributors. We believe that in our electoral system of representative
government, elected officials should campaign and inform regarding the institution and their role.
This process has a monetary cost and our contributions reflect a belief in aiding this process. We
do not state or imply any connection with work we receive and contributions to elected officials,
and in fact do extensive training with our clients, including elected officials on ethics and
governance.

(2) Anything that is mentioned in the above

DISCLOSURE QUESTIONNAIRE REGARDING ENGAGEMENT AS SPECIAL COUNSEL 4
Firm: Thompson & Horton LLP
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11/21/2017 General Information / Focused on the future- The Raul Yzaguirre School for Success

Focused on the future - The Raul Yzaguirre School for Success

Founded in 1996, the Raul Yzaguirre School for Success (RYSS) was one of the first open-
enrollment charter schools approved by the Texas State Board of Education. By establishing RYSS,
the Tejano Center for Community Concerns worked to provide a college preparatory educational
experience for children of the center’s surrounding neighborhoods in southeast Houston. Today,
RYSS continues its commitment to the success of every student, regardless of his/her academic or
economic background, by offering a superior college preparatory experience, with the goal of having
every student enter and graduate from a four-year university.

Since our modest beginnings in a small rental facility with an enrollment of 100 students, we have
successfully expanded our operation and our reach to a combined enrollment of nearly 1,330 at our
two main campuses: the campus in Houston that now occupies an entire city block and a second
campus in Brownsville, Texas. In Houston, RYSS operates the Elite Primary Academy that serves
children in grades K-5 and the Houston 6-12 STEM and Early College High School. The Brownsville
Raul Yzaguirre School for Success Preparatory (Bryss) was founded in 2002, offering a K-8 college
preparatory academic program.

RYSS is a proud member of both the Houston and Brownsville communities, working alongside our
parent organization—the Tejano Center for Community Concerns—to ensure effective teaching and
learning for all students and proactively engaging parents and local businesses/organizations to
share in the development of productive and responsible citizens.

RYSS at a Glance
(Source: PEIMS 2015-2016 Fall Submission)

1,299 Students enrolled as of October 2015
981 Students enrolled at Elite Primary Academy K-5 and 6-12 STEM and Early College
High School (Houston campuses)
349 Students enrolled at Brownsville RYSS Preparatory (Brownsville campus)
Student Enrollment by Race/Ethnicity
99.2% Hispanic
0.4% White
0.2% American Indian
0.2% Two or more
Student Enrollment by Program
97% Economically Disadvantaged
90% English Language Learners
1% English as a Second Language
36% Bilingual
78% At-Risk
6% Special Education
5% Gifted and Talented
19% CTE
5% Immigrants
94% Graduation rate
100% Title |
http://www.ryss.org/domain/130 1/2
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11/21/2017 Superintendent / WELCOME

Welcome

Dr. Adriana Tamez
Superintendent
Raul Yzaguirre Schools for Success

A great education reveals the great potential in every child. That's what we strive to do at the Raul
Yzaguirre Schools for Success. We are committed to ensure a success story for all students in our
Houston and Brownsville campuses by creating safe environments where high-quality teaching and
learning can flourish and where students learn to be responsible citizens of our community, our state,
and our nation. All of our faculty and staff are united in opening doors to college and careers for our
students, leading them to live up to their potential and take their rightful place in moving our diverse
and boundless society forward.

I am so proud to lead a school district that devotes so much energy and so many resources to the
hopes and dreams of each and every child who enters our doors. We have an awesome
responsibility to the children and their parents, but we have proven that we are up to the task. We
welcome and cherish our students and dedicate ourselves everyday to their success.

http://www.ryss.org/domain/133 1M
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11/21/2017 Office of Harris County District Clerk - Chris Daniel | Search Our Records

Welcome WAYNE DOLCEFINO | Log Out powered by (Google
Home Civil Family Criminal Child Support Online Services HR AboutUs Court Registry Copies Jury FAQs &
[ws4) Home > Online Services > Search Our Records and Documents Houston, Texas | November 21, 2017
Search Results View Mobile Version
Costs and Fees Print Result(s) Print Result(s)
t% Child Support Records Click on the style of the case (cause) to view detailed information for that case (cause) such as court costs, documents,
/p case details, parties, and more. Only public cases will be shown, however no family documents will be available for review.
mm  Jury Services No federal or other County's records, or Justice of the Peace or other Municipalities Class C Misdemeanor will be searched.

[fX3fee Click the icon to FREEfax File a case for all Criminal District courts.
Search Our Records &
Documents

New Search

Background Checks Total records returned from search is 35.

C R

Page 10f1 1
FREEfax
e-Filing
ol
¢4 Foms 201767357-
WILSON, DAVID BUREN vs. HOUSTON
= 7 10/10/2017 270 Civil OTHER CIVIL
W Government Agencies ' COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEMS ™
- Active - Civil
éjﬁ Histarical Documents 201756765~
7 HV BTW LP vs. a/24/2017 | 152 civil Debt / Contract -
Q How to Contact Us Ready HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM ! Other
Docket
@ District Clerk Biography 201749827-
7 PEARSON EDUCATION INC vs. TEJANO Debt / Contract -
i 7/27/2017 19 ivil
‘,_; Order History Disposed CENTER FOR COMMUNITY CONCERNS INC 0 0 G Debt / Contract
(Final)
201722685
g 7 Update Address / ; CRAIG GRASSLE ARCHITECT LLC (DBA NEOS Debt/ Contract -
Information Read AR vs. 4/3/2017 270 Civil Debt / Contract
v VECINO DESIGN BUILD LLC
Docket
”
y Change Password 201642654-
7 MURRY, ADRIENNE BROOKS vs. HOUSTON 6232016 | 189 i Code Violations
Disposed INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT " :
(Final)
Civil Courthouse 201547222-
. 7 CARNEW, JOHN vs. .
201 Caroline i 8/13/2015 061 Civil OTHER CIVIL
Ready  AUSLEY, WAYNE (INDIVIDUALLY AND IN HIS O
Houston, TX 77002
Docket
201463220-
Debt / Contract -
Mailing Address: 7 RESTORATION TEMPLE C.0.G.C.vs. GUESS, | o o o oo
Disposed JOHN L (lll) ‘ .
Harris County District Clerk . Misrepresentation
(Final)
P.O. Box 4651
Houston, Texas 77210 2014?30107 RICKS. JOHN
. Vs. . o
9/17/2014 113 Civil Di ti
Disposed  TCPN MANAGEMENT GROUP LLC "" isermination
(Final)
201450897-
7 SCHWARTZ, W MARG (COURT-APPLINTED Debt / Contract -
i ! 9/5/2014 269 Civil Fraud /
Disposed RECEIV vs. VAUGHN, BRAD ) .
) Misrepresentation
(Final)
http://www.hcdistrictclerk.com/eDocs/Public/Search.aspx? Tab=tabCivil&ShowFF=1 1/3
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11/21/2017 Office of Harris County District Clerk - Chris Daniel | Search Our Records

201346235- TECHNOLOGY CORP (D/B/A CST CROP) vs. 8/7/2013 270 Civil DEBT
7 TEJANO CENTER FOR COMMUNITY
Disposed CONCERNS INC
(Final)
201319107-
7 MINER-DEDERICK CONSTRUCTION Debt / Contract -
LLP vs. TEJANO CENTER FOR COMMUNITY 4/1/2013 295 Civil

DIS}?OSed CONCERNS INC Other
(Final)

200663635-
7 QUINTANILLA, CARMEN D vs. _ BREACH OF
. CONTINENTAL AC SYSTEMS (TEXAS 10/5/2006 269 Civil
Disposed CONTRACT

CORPORATIO
(Final)

200360788-
7 ALCALA, BENITO vs. HOUSTON COMMUNITY
Disposed COLLEGE SYSTEM
(Final)

10/31/2003 055 Civil Termination

200325164-
7 DAVIS, PATRICIA vs.
Disposed HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM
(Final)
200253967
7 HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM ) BREACH OF
~ 10/18/2002 280 Civil
Disposed  vs. AJ'S PAINTING & RESTORATIONS CONTRACT
(Final)
200229027
7 JOHNSON, WANDA HEATH vs.
Disposed GALENA PARK SCHOOL DISTRICT
(Final)

5/13/2003 152 Civil Discrimination

6/7/2002 133 Civil OTHER CIVIL

200224021-
7 HARRIS, LAQUINTA DESHAE vs. HARRIS,  DIVORCE W/
Disposed SCHANTEZ DANYEL 51312002 309 Femily o oRen
(Final)

200115115
7 MILLER OIL & GAS OPERATIONS INC vs.

Disposed CYPRESS-FAIRBANKS INDEPENDENT 3/20/2001 151 Civil INJUNCTION
P SCHOOL DIS
(Final)

200047826-
7
) WALKER, JOHNNY WAYNE JR vs, HOUSTON 0/20/2000 | 151 Civil DEFAMATION
Disposed COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM OF CHARACTER
(Final)
200024575
7 GARCIA, HUGO vs.
Disposed HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE
(Final)
199935112-
7 KERCHEVAL, DAVID R vs. MIR FOX &
Disposed RODRIGUEZ
(Final)
199922174~
7 GOVANT, CASTER DERRA vs.
Disposed HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM
(Final)
199815503-
) 7 PATTERSON, MARY vs. HOUSTON 4211998 | 215 Givil DAMAGES
Disposed COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM (OTHER)
(Final)

5/16/2000 190 Civil Discrimination

7/6/1999 151 Civil CONTRACT

4/28/1999 157 Civil INJUNCTION

199734517-
7 JAMESON, ERIN (DR) vs.
Disposed TEXAS CHIROPRACTIC COLLEGE
(Final)
199729781- MOSLEY, RUBY vs. HOUSTON COMMUNITY  6/5/1997 157 Civil INJUNCTION
7 COLLEGE SYSTEM

6/30/1997 133 Civil Termination

http:/iwww.hcdistrictclerk.com/eDocs/Public/Search.aspx?Tab=tabCivil&ShowFF=1 2/3
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11/21/2017 Office of Harris County District Clerk - Chris Daniel | Search Our Records
Disposed
(Final)
199647696-
7 AMESON, ERIN .
) JAMESON, (BC) vs 9/171996 133 Civil Termination
Disposed TEXAS CHIROPRACTIC COLLEGE
(Final)
1996;5117. YARBOROUGH, FAYE (IND AND ANF OF DAMAGES
Disposed RODNEY vs. RISON, EDWARD (IND AND IN HIS 8/30/1996 127 Civil (OTHER)
" CAPACITY A
(Final)
199635662-
7 WALKER, LORENZO vs.
7/18/1996 080 Civil INJUNCTION
Disposed HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE SYSTEM i
(Final)
199615566-
7 ) BREACH OF
B MCKEOWN, JESS vs. WHARKEN, EDWARD 3/25/1998 129 Civil
Disposed CONTRACT
(Final)
199526611-
7 TYSON-JEAN, VELVA vs. . DAMAGES
5/30M1995 164 Civil
Disposed HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE e (OTHER)
(Final)
199425109-
7 PEARSON, DANIEL LEE vs. SAN JACINTO DAMAGES
’ 5/2711994 129 Civil
Disposed COLLEGE DISTRICT M (OTHER)
(Final)
199341574~
7 ARELLANO, ISIDRO vs. 8/11/1993 | 190 civil DAMAGES
1)
Disposed HOUSTON COMMUNITY COLLEGE (OTHER)
(Final)
199151408-
7 | . ) AMA
) PERRY, EDWARD vs. HOUSTON 107711991 | 129 Givil DAMAGES
Disposed INDEPENDENT SCHOOL DISTRICT (OTHER)
(Final)
198851454- THOMAS, CAROLYN (IND&ANF FOR JAMES
7 THOMA vs. DAMAGES
9/30/1988 061 Civil
Disposed DR PEPPER BOTTLING COMPANY OF e (OTHER)
(Final)  HOUSTON
1 -
98746040 PERSONAL
7 ANDUIZA, RODRICK R vs. THOMPSON, )
) 10/5/1987 165 Civil INJURY (NON-
Disposed WILLIAM S
) AUTO)
(Final)
Page1of1 1
New Search
Search our records and documents to JB For your convenience, forms are available - e-Gov allows users employed by
O L view detailed case (cause) information 7 for downloading or printing. Click to locate government agencies to query and
r (S ! including court, costs, location, d the forms you will need. i i retrieve documents from their office.
— documents, party information, and more. = =
g SECTION
508
[ws4]
Contact Us
http:/iwww.hcdistrictclerk.com/eDocs/Public/Search.aspx?Tab=tabCivil&ShowFF=1 3/3
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ROGERS
MORRIS &
GROVER

5718 WISTIHIMER ROAD, STATE 1200

HOUSTON, TExAS 77057
PIONE: (713)960-6000 = Fax: (713) 960-6025
www.rmgllp.com

October 13, 2017
Honorable Ken Paxton
Office of the Attorney General
Open Records Division
P.O. Box 12548
Austin, Texas 78711-2548
Re:  Request for Open Records Request Ruling — HCC RR 1435

Dear General Paxton:

Information Act.

Wayne Doleefino requesied the following information from HCC:

See Exhibit A, Request.

SARAH WERER LANGLOIS
Dircel Dial: (713) 960-6030
slangloisi@rmgllp.com

Via Certified Mail,
Return Receipt Requested

On behalf of my client, ITouston Community College (“HCC™), 1 request an Attorney
General’s decision pursuant to Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC are exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public

Through a request dated September 23, 2017 and reccived by HCC on that date, requestor

1. All emgils sent & reccived between Chris Oliver and Jackquline
Swindle since January 1, 2015 to the present. You may redact
persenal emails, any email which coniains information that is
considered attorney client privilege, and any information made
confidential under state law. Digilal Production is preferred.

2. All emails sent & received between Chris Oliver and any board
member since January 1, 2015 to the present. You may redact
personal emails, any email which contains information that is
considered attorney client privilege, and any information made
confidential under state law. Digital Production is preferred.

HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a good-faith request for clarification of this request on Seplember
28, 2017, Exhibit B. On Seplember 29, 2017, Mr. Dolcefino responded to HCC’s request for
clarification by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. Exhibii C.




Qetober 13, 2017
Page 2

HCC will release cerlain records responsive to Mr. Doleefino’s request. For other records
responsive to Mr. Dolcefino’s request, HCC requests a ruling that the requested information is
exempt from disclosure pursuant to Sections 552.101 through 552.151 of the Texas Government
Code, including but not necessarily limited to:

{a) TEx. Gov’T. CODE § 552.101, exempting from disclosure information

confidential by law;
(b) Tex. Gov’T. CoDE § 552.103, excmpting from disclosure information relating
to litigation or settlement negotiations; and

(c) TEX. GoV'T. CODE § 552.111, exempting from disclesure certain internal
memoranda or letters protected by the deliberative process and work product
privileges as incorporated from Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 192.5.

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of the requestor’s responsc to HCCs
request for clarification. Pursuant to Tex. Gov’T. Cope §§ 552.301(d) and 552.305, T am
providing Mr. Dolcefino with a copy of this request. Within five (5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information set forth in TEX. Gov’T. CopE § 552.301(e).

Very truly yours,

bl e

Sarah W. Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
HoustoN ComMMUNITY COLLEGE

Enclosures:  Exhibit A: Copy of request for information
Exhibit B: September 28, 2017 request for clarification
Exhibit C: September 29, 2017 response to request for clarification

cc:  Wayne Doleefino Via CMRRR and Electronic Mail fw/o enclosure)
Dolcetine Consulting
3701 Kirby, Suite 560
Houston, Texas 77098
wayne@doleefino.com
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‘Wed 9/20/2017 2:15 PM

WD  Wayne Dolcefino

RE: Appointment to Review Records
To  hcc_recordsrequest

Cc

Will all the phone records be there. Mr. Hollingsworth advised me that he was not aware we had asked for Trustees phone records and e-mails as well. These requests
encompass all devices. If trustees or the chancellor sends a public @ mail covered by this request from their personal phones, or personal computers, they are public under Texas
lawv.

Failure to comply will result in a criminal complaint. The conduct of your public information officer to my staff yesterday is simply unacceptable. Hiding your identity from a
reguestor of public information is a violation of duty.

1'will be there to inspect with staff. We will bring a camera to video the inspection. As soon as we complete the inspection we will be preparing significant new requests.

My firm has been formally engaged by a duly elected trustee to conduct this review. Any interference will result in additional charges that may eventually be paid for by
taxpayers.

‘Wayne Dolcefino
Dolcefino Consulting

From: hce_recordsrequest [mailto:recordsrequest@hccs.edu]

Sent: Wednesday, September 20, 2017 11:48 AM

To: Wayne Dolcefino <wayne@dolcefino.com>
Cc:
Subject: Appointment to Review Records

Dear Mr. Dolcefino,

In the interest of providing records in good faith, a conference room has been reserved on Friday, September 22, 2017 at 2:00 p.m. for you to inspect records related to your
public information requests numbered RR_1413, RR_1414, and RR_1415.

Please respond to this email and confirm your availability at that time.
Sincerely,

Records Request
Houston Community College

recordsrequest@hccs.edu
(713) 718-8293

dolcefino.com Page | 153




EXHIBIT 19

doicefino.com Page | 154




Thu 9/14/2017 3:54 FM

WD  Wayne Dolcefino
RE: Open Records Request_DolcefinoWayne_RR_1420

To hcc_recordsreguest

Cc

Kelly,

This is ridiculous. | haven’t gotten a single record requested since | was retained by Mr. Wilson as an elected member of HCC.

1. We want the payments and docs of what the heck he was being paid for.
2. We just need the payments.
Use Excel, a notebook paper, whatever.

3 If we had a date range in mind we would have put one. In terms of the payments, whatever payments exist in your current
computer system is fine.

I want to be perfectly clear. If | don't start seeing documents within the next few days, | will proceed directly into court with the

permission of my client. | will seek legal fees. Please share with Mr. Jarvis Hollingsworth that my message was quite clear. Do not press
it.

Wayne Dolcefino
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ROGERS
MORRIS &
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October 13, 2017

Honorable Ken Paxton Via Certified Mail,
Office of the Attorney General Return Receipt Requested
Open Records Division

P.O. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

Re:  Request for Open Records Request Ruling — HCC RR 1414
Dear General Paxton:

On behalf of my client, Houston Community College (“HCC™), I request an Attorney
General’s decision pursuant to Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC are exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public
[nformation Act.

Through a request dated August 18, 2017 and received by HCC on that date, requestor
Wayne Dolcefino requested the following information from HCC:

1. Copies of any communication between Chancellor Tir. Cesar
Maldenadoe and AVC Communications & Marketing Linda C.
Toyota including but not limited to emails, between January 1,
2016 and the present. You may withhold any email that made
confidential by attorney client privilege, as well as any mass
comnmunications. Digital copies are preferred.

2. Copies of any communication between any member of the
Houston Community College System Board of Trustees and
AVC Communications & Marketing Linda C. Toyota,
including but not limited to emails, between January 1, 2016 and
the present. You may withhold any email that made confidential
by aftorney client privilege, as wcll as any mass
communicalions. Digital copies are preferred.

See Exhibit A, Request (emphasis in criginal),

HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a good-faith request for clarification of this request on August 24,
2017. Exhibit B. On August 24, 2017, Mr, Dolcefino responded to HCC s request for clarification
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by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. Exaibit C. HCC closed at noon
on August 25, 2017 and remained closed the entire following week (August 28 — September 1,
2017} due to Hurricane Harvey and its aftermath; HCC was also ¢losed on Scptember 4, 2017 in
observance of the Labor Day Holiday. On Seplember 8, 2017, HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a cost
estimate as required under the Texas Public Information Act (the “Act™) relating to his request.
Exhibit D. On September 11, 2017, HCC sent Mr. Doleefino an amended, updated cost estimate
for his request. Exhibir E. On September 12, 2017, Mr. Dolcefino amended his request to ask for
inspection of documents responsive to his request. FExhibir F. Under the Act, modifying or
amending a request in response to a cost estimate letter constitutes the submission of a new request.
See TEX. GOv'TCODE § 552.263(e-1). Following receipt of Mr. Dolcefino’s amended request, on
September 21, 2017, HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a cost estimate letter for personnel time for
manipulation of electronic records for mandatory redactions and required a deposit of 50% of the
cstimated cost.! Exhibit G. HCC reccived Mr. Doleefino’s payment of the deposit on September
29, 2017, as evidenced by the HCC date-stamp on the enclosed cost estimate letter. Exhibit H.

HCC will release certain records responsive to Mr. Doleefino’s requests. For other records
responsive to Mr. Dolcefino’s requests, HCC requests a ruling that the requested information is
exempt from disclosure pursuant to Sections 552,101 through 552.151 of the Texas Government
Code, including but not necessarily limited to:

(a) TEX. Gov’T. CODE § 552.111, exempting from disclosure information protected

by the deliberative process and work product privileges.

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of HCC’s receipt of the requestor’s
payment of the deposit for this request. Pursuant to TEX. Gov'T. Copk §§ 552.301{d) and 552.305,
1 am providing Mr. Doleefino with a copy of this request. Within five {5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information sct forth in Tex. Gov’T. CODE § 552.301(e).

Very truly yours,

b e

Sarah W. Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
Houston ComMMUNITY COLLEGE

Enclosures:  Exhibit A; Cepies of requests for information
Exhibit B: August 24, 2017 request for clarification
Exhibit C: August 24, 2017 response to request for clarification
Exhibit D: September 8, 2017 cost estimate
Exhibit E: September 11, 2017 amended cost estimate
Exhibit F: September 12, 2017 amended request

!In accordance with Texas Government Code § 552.261(e), HCC treated all three requests received by Mr. Dolcefine
on September 12, 2107 as a single request for purposes of caleulating costs. See Exhibir G.
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Exhibit G: September 21, 2017 cost eslimate letter
Exhibit H: September 29, 2017 receipt of deposit
oo Wayne Dolcefino Via CMRRR and Elecironic Mail fw/o enclosure)
Dolcefino Consulting

3701 Kirby, Suite 560
Houston, Texas 77098
wayne@dolcefino.com
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Qctober 13, 2017

Honorable Ken Paxton Via Certified Muail,
Office of the Attorney General Return Receipt Reguested
Open Records Division

P.O. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

Re:  Request for Open Records Request Ruling — HCC RR 1415
Dear General Paxton:

On behalf of my client, ITouston Community College (“HCC™), I request an Attorney
General’s decision pursuant to Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC are exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public
Information Act.

Through a request dated August 18, 2017 and received by HCC on that date, requestor
Wayne Dolcefino requested the following information from HCC:

1. Copies of any communication between Chancellor Dr. Cesar
Maldonade and Chief of Staff Melissa Gonzalez including but
not limited to emails, between January 1, 2016 and the present.
You may withhold any email that [sic] made confidential by
attorney client privilege, as well as any mass communications.

- Digital copies are preferred.

2. Copies of any communication between Chancellor Dr. Cesar
Maldonadoe and any member of the Houston Community
College System Board of Trustees, including but not limited to
emails, between January 1, 2016 and the present. You may
withhold any email that [sic] made confidential by attorney
client privilege, as well as any mass communications. Digiral
copics are preferred.

3. A spreadsheet or other form of accounting of yearly payments
to all vendors paid $100,000 or more, for fiscal years 2014-2017.
Digital copies are preferred.

4. A copy of Chanceller Dr. Cesar Maldonado’s current contract
with HCC. Digital copies are preferred.
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5. A sortable database or spreadsheet of all PCard transactions
between January 1, 2014 and the present.

See Exhibit A, Reguest (emphasis in original).

HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a good-faith request for clarification of this request on August 24,
2017. FExhibit B. On August 24, 2017, Mr. Dolcefino responded to HCC's request for clarification
by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. £xhibir C. HCC closed at noon
on August 25, 2017 and remained closed the entire following week (August 28 — September 1,
2017) due to Hurricane Harvey and its aftermath; HCC was also closed on September 4, 2017 in
observance of the Labor Day Holiday. On September 8, 2017, HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a cost
estimate as required under the Texas Public Information Act (the “Act™) relating to his request.
Exhibit D. On September 11, 2017, HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino an amended, updated cost estimate
for his request. Exhibit E. On September 12, 2017, Mr. Dolceline amended his request to ask for
ingpection of documents responsive to his request numbers 1, 2 and 5. Zxhibir F. Under the Act,
modifying or amending a request in response to a cost estimate letter constitutes the submission of
a new request. See TEx. Gov'T Cone § 5352.263(e-1). Following receipt of Mr. Dolcefino’s
amended request, on September 21, 2017, HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a cost estimate letter for
persomnel time for manipulation of electronic records for mandatory redactions and required a
deposit of 50% of the estimated cost.! Exhibir G. HCC received Mr. Dolcefino’s payment of the
deposit on September 29, 2017, as evidenced by the HCC date-stamp on the enclosed cost estimate
letter. Exhibit £,

HCC has released records responsive to Mr. Dolcefino’s request numbers 3 and 4 above
and will release records responsive to Mr. Doclefine’s request numbers 1, 2, and 5. For other
records responsive to Mr. Dolcefine’s request numbers 1 and 2, HCC requests a ruling that the
requested information is exempt from disclosure pursuant to Sections 552.101 through 552.151 of
the Texas Government Code, including but not necessarily limited to:

(2) TEx. Gov'T.CoDE § 552.111, exempting from disclosure information protected

by the deiiberative process and work product privileges.

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of 1ICC’s receipt of the requestor’s
pavment of the deposit for this request. Pursuant to TEX. Gov’T. CODE §§ 552.301(d) and 552.305,
I am providing Mr. Doleefino with a copy of this request. Within five (5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information set forth in TEX. Gov’T. CoDE § 552.301(c).

Very truly vours,

bl 2o

Sarah W. Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
HoustoN COMMUNITY COLLEGE

! In accordance with Texas Government Code § 552.261{¢), HCC treated all three requests received by Mr. Dolcefino
on September 12, 2107 as a single request for purposes of calculating costs. See Exibit G.
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Enclosures:  Exhibit A:
Exhibit B:
Exhibit C:
Exhibit D:
Exhibit E:

Exhibit F:

Exhibit G:
Exhibit H:

Wayne Dolcetino
Dolcefino Consulting
3701 Kirby, Suite 560

Copies of requests tor information

August 24, 2017 request for clarification

August 24, 2017 response to request for clarification
September 8, 2017 cost estimate

September 11, 2017 amended cost estimate
September 12, 2017 amended request

September 21, 2017 cost estimate letter

September 29, 2017 receipt of deposit

Via CMRRR and Electronic Mail fw/o enclosure)

Houston, Texas 77098
wayne(@dolcefino.com
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October 13, 2017

Honorable Ken Paxton Via Ceriified Mail,
Office of the Attorney General Refurn Receipt Requested
Open Records Division

P.0O. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

Re:  Request for Open Records Request Ruling - HCC RR 1423
Dear General Paxton:

On behalf of my client, Houston Community College (*“HCC™), T request an Attorney
General’s decision pursuvant to Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC are exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public
Information Act.

Through a request dated September 15, 2017 and received by HCC on that date, requestor
Wayne Dolcelino requested the following information from HCC:

1. All invoices from Gene Locke and Vidal Martinez regarding
investigations relating to Houston Community College and the
Board of Trustees.

See Exhibit A, Request.

HCC sent Mr. Deleefino a good-faith request for elarification of this request on September
28, 2017. Exhibit B. On September 29, 2017, Mr. Dolcefine responded tc HCC’s request for
clarification by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. Exhibit C.

HCC requests a ruling that a portion of the requested information is exempt from disclosure
pursuant to Sections 552.101 through 552.151 of the Texas Government Code, including but not
necessarily limited to:

{a) TEX. GoV'T. CODE § 552,101, exempting from disclosure information

confidential by law, including without limitation Texas Rule of Evidence 503;

{b) TEX. Gov’T. CODE § 552,103, exempting from disclosure information relating

to litigation or settlement negotiations;
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{c} TEX. Gov’T. CODE § 552,107, cxempting from disclosure certain legal matters,
including, without limitation, information within the attorney-client privilege;

{d) TEX. Gov'T. CODE § 552.111, exempting from disclosure certain internal
memoranda or letters protected by the deliberative process and work product
privileges as incorporated from Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 192.5; and

(e) TEx. R. EvID. 503, exempting from disclosure information protected within the
attorney-client privilege.

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of the requestor’s response to HCC’s
request for clarification. Pursuant to TEX. Gov’T. CODE §§ 552.301(d) and 552.305, 1 am
providing Mr. Dolcefine with a copy of this request.  Within five (5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information set forth in TEX. Gov'r. CODE § 552.301(¢).

Very truly yours,

bl Zof

Sarah W. Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
HoustoN CoMMUNITY COLLEGE

Enclosures:  Lxhibit A: Copies of requests for information
Exhihit B: September 28, 2017 request for clarification
Exhibit C: September 29, 2017 response to request for clarification

cc: Wayne Dolcefino Via CMRRR and Electronic Muail (w/o enclosure)
Dolcefino Consulting
3701 Kirby, Suite 560
Houston, Texas 77098
wayne@doleefino.com
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October 13, 2017

Honorable Ken Paxton Via Certified Mail,
Office of the Attorney General Return Receipt Requested
Open Records Division

P.O. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

Re:  Request for Open Records Request Ruling — HCC RR 1434
Dear General Paxton:

Cn behalf of my client, Houston Community College (“HCC™), I request an Atlorney
General’s decision pursuant to Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC are exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public
Information Act.

Through a request dated September 25, 2017 and received by HCC on that date, requestor
Wayne Dolcefino requested the following information from HCC:

1. All work product from Gene Locke and Vidal Martinez
regarding investigations relating to Houston Community
College and the Board ot Trustees.

See Exhibit A, Request,

HCC sent Mr, Dolcefino a good-faith request for clarification of this request on September
28, 2017. Exhibit B. On September 29, 2017, Mr. Dolcefino responded to HCC’s request for
clarification by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. Exhibit C.

HCC requests a ruling that the requested information is exempt from disclosure pursuant
to Sections 552.101 through 552.151 of the Texas Government Code, including but not necessarily
limited to:

(a) TEX. Gov’'T. CoDE § 552,101, exempting from disclosure information

confidential by law, including without limitation Texas Rule of Evidence 503;

(b) TEX. Gov'T. CODE § 552.103, exempting from disclosure information relating

to litigation or settlement ncgotiations;
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(¢) TEX. Gov’'1.CoDE § 552.107, exempting from disclosure information protected
by the attorney-client privilege;

{d) TEX. Gov'T. CODE § 552.111, exempting from disclosure certain internal
memoranda or letters protected by the deliberative process and work product
privileges as incorporated [rom Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 192.5;

{e) TEX. Gov'T. CODE § 552.116, exempting from disclosure certain audit working
papers; and

{f) Tex.R.EviD. 503, exempting from disclosure information protected within the
attorney-client privilege.

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of the requestor’s response to HCC’s
request for clarification. Pursuant to Tex. Gov'T. CODE §§ 552.301(d) and 552.303, I am
providing Mr. Dolcefino with a copy of this request. Within five (5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information set forth in TEX. Gov’t. CoDE § 552.301(¢).

Very truly vours,

bl Zof

Sarah W. Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
HoustonN COMMUNITY COLLEGE

Enclosures:  Exhibit A:  Copy of request for information
Exhibit B: September 28, 2017 request for clarification
Exhibit C: September 29, 2017 response to request for clarification

ce: Wayne Dolcelino Vie CMRRR and Electronic Mail fw/o enclosure)
Dolcefino Consuling
3701 Kirby, Suite 560
Houston, Texas 77098
wayne@dolcefinc.com
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October 13, 2017
Honorable Ken Paxton
Office of the Attorney General
Open Records Division
P.O. Box 12548
Austin, Texas 78711-2548
Re:  Request for Open Recards Request Ruling — HCC RR 1435

Dear General Paxton:

Information Act.

Wayne Doleefino requested the following information from HCC:

See Exhibit A, Request.

SARAH WERER LANGLOIS
Direel Dial: {713) 960-6030
slangloisi@rmgllp.com

Via Certified Mail
Refurn Receipt Requested

On behalf of my client, ITouston Community College (“HCC”), 1 request an Attorney
General’s decision pursuant to Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC are exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public

Through a request dated September 25, 2017 and reccived by HCC on that date, requestor

1. All emails sent & received between Chris Oliver and Jackquline
Swindle since January 1, 2015 to the present. You may redact
personal emails, any email which conlains information that is
considered attorney client privilege, and any information made
confidential under state law. Digilal Production is preferrcd.

2. All emails sent & received between Chris Oliver and any board
member since January 1, 2015 10 the present. You may redact
personal emails, any email which contains information that is
considered attorney client privilege, and any information made
confidential under state law. Digital Production is preferred.

HCC sent Mr. Doleefinoe a good-faith request for clarification of this request on September
28, 2017, Exhibit B. On Seplember 29, 2017, Mr. Dolcefino responded to HCC’s request for
clarification by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. Exhibit C.
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HCC will release certain records respensive to Mr. Doleefino’s request. For other records
responsive to Mr. Dolcefino’s request, HCC requests a ruling that the requested information is
exempl from disclosure pursuant to Sections 552.101 through 552.151 of the Texas Governmeni
Code, including but not neecssarily limited to:

{a) Tex. Gov'r. CobpE § 3552.101, exempting from disclosure information

confidential by law;
(b) TEX. GOV'T. CODE § 552.103, excmpting from disclosure information relating
to litigation or settlement negotiations; and

(c) TEX. Gov'T. CobE § 552.111, exempting from disclosure certain internal
memoranda or letters protected by the deliberative process and work product
privileges as incorporated from Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 192.5.

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of the requestor’s response to HCC's
request for clarification, Pursuant to Tex. Gov’T. CopE §§ 552.301(d) and 552.305, T am
providing Mr. Dolceflino with a copy of this request. Within five (5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information set forth in Tex. Gov’T. CobE § 552.301(e).

Very truly vours,

bl e

Sarah W, Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
HousToN CoMMUNITY COLLEGE

Enclosures:  Exhibit A: Copy of request for information
Exhibit B: September 28, 2017 request for clarification
Exhibit C: September 29, 2017 response to request for clarification

el Wayne Doleefino Via CMRRR and Elecironic Mail tw/o enclosure)
Dolcefino Consulting
3701 Kirby, Suite 560
Houston, Texas 77098
wayne@dolcefino.com
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October 13, 2017

Honorable Ken Paxton Via Certified Mail,
Office of the Attomey General Rerurn Receipt Requested
Open Records Division

P.O. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

Re:  Request for Open Records Request Ruling — HCC RR 1437
Dear General Paxton:

On behalf of my client, Houston Community College (“HCC™), I request an Attorney
General’s decision pursuent o Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC arc exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public
[nformation Act.

Through a request dated September 25, 2017 and received by HCC on that date, requestor
Wayne Doleefino requested the following information from HCC:

1. All work product and invoices from Pathway Forensics
regarding investigations relating to Houston Communily
College and the Board of Trustees.

See Exhibit A, Request.

HCC sent Mr. Dolcefino a goud-faith request for clarification of this request on September
28, 2017. Exhibit B. On September 29, 2017, Mr. Dolcetfino responded to HCC’s request for
clarification by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. Exhibir C.

HCC requests a ruling that the requested information i3 exempt fiom disclosure pursuant
to Sections 552.101 through 552.151 of the Texas Government Code, including but not necessarily
limited to:

(a) TEx. Gov’r. ConeE § 552.101, exempting from disclosure information

confidential by law, including without limitation Texas Rulc of Evidence 503;

(b) Tex. Gov’1. CODE § 552.103, exempting from disclosure information relating

to litigation or settlement negotiations;
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(c) TEX. GOV’T. CODE § 552.107, exempting from disclosure information protected
by the attorney-client privilege;

(d) Tex. Gov'r. Cope § 552.111, cxempling from disclosure certain internal
memoranda or letters protected by the deliberative process and work product
privileges as incorporated from Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 192.5;

(e) TEX. GOV'T. CODE § 552.116, exempting from disclosure certain audit working
papers; and

(f) Tex.R.EVID. 503, exempting from disclosure information protected within the
attorney-client privilege.

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of the requestor’s responsc to HCC’s
request for clarification. Pursuant to TEX. GOv’T. CoDE §§ 552.301(d) and 552.305, 1 am
providing Mr. Dolcefino with a copy of this request. Within five (5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information set forth in TEx. Gov’T. Cope § 552.301(e).

Very truly vours,

bkt Zah

Sarah W. Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
HoustoN CoMMUNITY COLLEGE

Enclosures:  Exhibit A: Copy of request for information
Exhibit B: September 28, 2017 request for clarification
Exhibit C: September 29, 2017 response to request for clarification

ce: Wayne Dolcetino Via CMRRR and Electronic Mail (w/o enclosure)
Dolcefine Consulting
3701 Kirby, Suite 560
Houston, Texas 77098
wayne(@dolcefino.com
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October 13, 2017

Honorable Ken Paxton Via Certified Mail,
Office of the Attorney General Return Receipt Requested
Open Records Division

P.O. Box 12548

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

Re:  Request for Open Records Request Ruling - HCC RR 1429
Dear General Paxton:

On behalf of my client, Houston Community College (“HCC™), I request an Attorney
General’s decision pursuant to Texas Government Code § 552.301, concerning whether or not
certain records requested from HCC are exempt from disclosure under the Texas Public
Information Act.

Through a request dated September 21, 2017 and received by 11CC on that date, requestor
Wayne Dolcefino requested the following information from HCC:

1. All emails sent & rcecived by Kelly Fuller between September
19, 2016 and the present. You may redact personal emails, any
email which contains information that is considered attorney
client privilege, and any information made confidential under
state law. Digital Production is preferred.

2. Detailed phone records for Kelly Fuller between September
19, 2016 and the present. These records should include any
device, including a personal cell phone, on which Houston
Cemmunity College business is conducted. You may redact
personal calls, Detailed cell phone billing is available through
your cell phone provider. Digital Production is preferred.

See Exhibit A, Regquest.
HCC sent Mr. Doleefino a good-faith request for clarification of this request on September

28, 2017, Exkibit B. On September 29, 2017, Mr. Dolcefino responded to HCC’s request for
clarification by declining to make any clarification or narrowing of his request. Exhibir C,
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HCC will release certain records responsive to Mr. Dolcefino’s request. For other records
responsive to Mr. Dolcefino’s request, HCC requests a ruling that the requested information is
exempt from disclosure pursuant to Sections 552.101 through 552.151 of the Texas Government
Codc, including but not neeessarily limited to:

(a) TEX. Gov'T. CoDE § 552.101, exempting from disclosure information

confidential by law, including without limitation Texas Rule of Evidence 503;

(b) TEX. Gov’T. CODE § 552.103, exempting from disclosure information relating
to litigation or settlement negotiations;

(¢) Tex. Gov’'t. CODE § 552.111, exempting from disclosure certain internal
memoranda or letters protected by the deliberative process and work product
privileges as incorporated from Texas Rule of Civil Procedure 162.5; and

(dy TEX. R. EvID. 503, exempting from disclosure information protected within the
attorney-client privilege,

This request for a ruling is made within ten (10) days of the requestor’s response to HCC’s
request for clarification. Pursuant to TEX. Gov’'T. CODE §§ 552.301({d) and 552.305, [ am
providing Mr. Dolcefino with a copy of this request. Within five (5) business days, HCC will
supplement this request with the information set forth in TEX, Gov'T. CODE § 552.301(¢).

Very truly yours,

bl Zofe

Sarah W. Langlois
ATTORNEY FOR
Housron Communiy COLLEGE

Enclosures:  Exhibit A: Copics of requests for information
Exhibit B:  September 28, 2017 request for clarification
Exhibit C: September 29, 2017 response to request for clarification

ce:  Wayne Dolcefino Via CMRRR and Electronic Mail fw/o enclosure)
Dolcetino Consulting
3701 Kirby, Suite 560
Houston, Texas 77098
wayne(@doleefino.com
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Tue 1017/2017 11:27 AM

WD  Wayne Dolcefino
TRUSTEE PHONE RECORDS

To  hco_recordsrequest

Cc

This is a formal demand for immediate release of phone records for the trustees of the HCC Board. The
individual members have been served with this request as well for detailed phone records related to HCC
business on any device. You are now in violation of the Texas Public Information Act.

All phone records must be provided by the close of business Friday October 20, 2017 by 5:00 PM, or Dolcefino
Consulting will follow the direction of the statute to file a formal complaint with the Harris County District
Attorney.

Thank you.
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AWZ20, 22011
Preseribed by Secretary of Stute
Sections 141.031, Chepter 144, Texas Election Code

[ All information is required to be provided unless indicated as optional.
|

APPLICATION FOR A PLACE ON THE ‘__"[\fdyemben #:2015 GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT
TO: Secretary of Board W5 JUt ed PH 5 14

I request that my name be placed on the above-named official ballot as a candidate for the office indicated below.

OFFICE SOUGHT INDICATE TERM
Include any place number or other distinguishing number, if any.

Houston Community College Board of Trustee, District il A rui O unexeikep
FULL NAME (First, Middle, Lash) PRINT NAME AS YOU WANT IT TO APPEAR ON THE BALLOT
Adriana Tamez Adriana Tamez

PERMANENT RESIDENCE ADDRESS (Street address and apartment | MAILING ADDRESS (If different from residence address)
number. If none, describe location of residence. Do not include P.O.
Box or Rural Rt) 4436 Jefferson

Houston, Texas 77023

CITY STATE ZIP CITY STATE ZIP
Houston Tx 77023 Houston Tx 77023
EMAIL ADDRESS (Optional) OCCUPATION (Do not leave blank) DATE OF BIRTH COUNTY OF RESIDENCE
Votedadrianalamez@gmail.com | Educational Administration 10 /25 / 1963 Harris
TELEPHONE NUMBER {[nclude area code) (Optional) Length of Continuous Residence as of Date Application Swomn
OFFICE: [N STATE M CITY IN DISTRICT OR PRECINCT
HOME: 281-865-2755 42 yi(s) _42y1(s) 7 yr(s)
____mos ___ _mos ___mos
If using a nickname as part of your name to appear on the ballot, you are also signing and swearing to the following statements: | further

swear that my nicknams does not constitute a slogan nor does it indicate a political, economic, social, or religious view or affilistion. 1 have

been commonly known by this nickname for at least three years prior 1o this clection
Before me, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared (name) Adriana Tamez who being by me

——
here and now duly sworn, upon cath says: "1, (name) Aguana IEEEEE , of __Harris
County, Texas, being a candidate for the office of Housfon Communi ollege Board of Trustee, DistTIT"swear that I will support and
defend the Constitution and laws of the United States and of the State of Texas. [ am a citizen of the United States eligible to hold such office under
the Constitution and laws of this state. [ have not been finally convicted of a felony for which I have not been pardoned or had my full rights of
citizenship restored by other official action. I have not been determined by a final judgment of a court exercising probate jurisdiction to be tatally

mentally incapacitated or partially mentally incapacitated without the right lo vote. [ am aware of the nepotism law, Chapter 573, Government Code.

[ further swear that the foregoing statements included in my application are in all things true and correet,”

~SIGNATURE OF CANDIDATE
S to and st@schF fpre me at Hﬁ,rm COunty ,thisthe  27th day of ___July 2 20156
- SEAL
! DX OMiN.Peasmar
S\lﬁﬂt re of Officer administering oath! Title of Officer administering vath
ao"‘,—’;a P:%f, Jasslca Valenllé'le _Vlllarrea.1
L in Commlsgion Expiras
TO BE COMFLETED BY SECRETA % ._wwgg,wm
(See Section 1.007} oL
Date Received Signature of Secretary
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AW2-20, 572011
Prescrbed by Secreary ol State
Sections 141 458, Chapter 144, Texas Electron Code

All tnformation is required to be provided unless indicated as optionad, o
A BFIARD CF TRUSTE]

APPLICATION FOR A PLACE ON THENOVemM bR r S @013 GENERAL ELECTION BALLOT

200306 22 PN 5¢ 0g

TO: Secretary of Board

request thatmy name be placed on the above-named offical ballal as a cand‘date for the office indicated belaw.

= £
OFFICE SOUGHT INDICATE TERM
Include any place number or other distinguishing number. il any
UNEXPIRED

JF_tQUﬁ']ID Comnm lﬂiﬂpoiiﬁﬁéﬁoﬂ!ﬁ’ﬁmgm ngl—g [ FunL

I8
LU NAME {First, Micldle, Last) PRINT NAME AS YOU WANT IT 10 APFEAR ON THE BALLOT

Adriana Tamez Adciora Tame 2
PERMANENT RESIDENCE ADDRESS (Sireet address and aparunent | MAILING ADDRESS (If ditferent from residence nddress)
number. [I none. describe location of residence. Do nal include PO,

Box or Rural K1)

G4zl Jefferson Same As resdent acdress

CITY STATE ZIP Ciry STATE ZIP
Povston | Texas, | 37023 - — -
EMAIL ADDRESS (Optional) DCCIH’ATIngDn rot leyve blank) DATE OF BIRTH COUNTY OF RESIDENCE
o oy y
uwm&4¥1Q&@Mr.wiM1ﬂl, com Adaurushahan 10 /a5 /(3 Harcis
TELEPHONE NUMBER {Include area code) (Optional) Length of Contincouy Residence as of Date Applfc.ntjon Swomn

OFFICE: ,2(6’! - E{QS h ;1-7 S-S A’vjliob;\-é:] L_l:z\ic;?é) IN DISTE ;n;{;;ﬁcmm
m

It i
GlE 08 mos mos

If using a nickname as part of your name lo appsar un the ballol, you are also signing and swearing 10 e [ollowing statements | further
swear that my nicknamie daes not constit le o slagez wor does it indicate a political, ccanomic, social o) religious view or affiliation | have
been commanly known by tis nickname for at least three years prior 10 1his eleclion

Belure me. the undersigned authority. on this day personally_appeared (name) Q’dru&_ﬂa Emn&l o being by ine |
hete and now duly swern. upon oath says: 1. (name) Yoand 1 amne 7. Lol ea’ +l°,¥_ |
County, Texos, being o condidoe {ur the office of HC PO A Tl STRe. | LUSvCE A , swear that | will sup) and |

defend the Constitulion amd laws ol the Uniled States and of e State of Texes, [ am # citizen of the Lnied States eligibiz 10 hold such office under
the Conslitution and Jaws ol this state. | have not been finally convicted of a ielony for which | have not been pardoned or had my full rights of
vitizenship restored by olher official achon, 1 have not been determined by o final iudgrent of a gourt exereising probote jurisdiction to be totally
mentally incapacitated or partialy mentally incapacitated without the right to vote, Fam aware of the nepotism lasw, Chapter 573, Governmenl Code

| further swear that the faregoing statements included in imy application arg in allthirgs lrue and correct :

X___ st

15I(‘_iNA'(URE OF CANDIDATE

cd before me at fjf 251 . thisihe _Qié V-ﬂd' day ol _&Lﬂq5+ R ;;:Z))—:—S

SV ) Notery Puol' SEAL

Signature of OMicer adminisiering vazh' Tike of Qfficer administering asth
f(ﬁ% Comimission Enpi;ﬁ
N 03-11-201
TO BE COMPLETED BY SECRETARY OF BOARL: }D'g

{8ee Section | 00T) (;%ﬁ@

Date Received Signatare of Secrelary

Sworm lo and sys
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Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth L.LP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Andrews and Kurth LLP.
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP

Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Gi i LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP

Bracewell & Giuliani LLP
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP

0000009050 2

0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 1
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000009050 2
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1
0000020175 1

2 00414531
2 00416418
2 00421850
2 00425119
2 00431950
2 00438069
2 00438592
2 00449404
2 00453665
2 00460041
2 00462461
2 00467152
2 00467995
2 00476296
2 00476784
2 00482259
2 00483407
2 00483408
1 00416458
1 00416459
1 00416467
1 00416469
1 00419946
1 00419947
1 00419949
1 00423666
1 00423668
1 00423679
1 00423681
1 00423683
1 00426857
1 00426857
1 00426858
1 00426858
1 00426864
1 00426864
1 00426865
1 00426865
1 00426942
1 00430690
1 00430691
1 00430710
1 00430711
1 00433169
1 00433170
1 00433232
1 00433234
1 00437391
1 00437393
1 00446094
1 00446095
1 00446101
1 00446102
1 00449405
1 00449406
1 00456128
1 00456129
1 00456130
1 00456699

6490.730 8001102

396.830 8001313
6658.950 8001993
5692.630 8002387
951.750 8003644
1456.200 8005279
136.100 8005476
1142.300 8008876
387.710 8010548
3222900 8013688
2088.000 8014656
9337.200 8017128
21183.160 8017958
94565.440 8022625
66416.800 8022342
3583.780 8025503
8046.450 8026128
11165.380 8026129
3103.200 0363189
130.000 0363189
3526.130 0363189
37327.500 0363189
6136.130 0365000
37931.250 0365000
275.000 0365000
25087.500 0366718
1252.500 0366718
1465.000 0366718
425.000 0366718
10304.260 0366718
4996.760 0367821
4996.760 0368118
865.000 0367821
865.000 0368118
9027.500 0368118
9027.500 0367821
26200.000 0367821
26200.000 0368118
-30.000 0368118
217.540 0369763
180.000 0369763
12811.370 0369763
43048.750 0369763
810.000 0371110
2280.630 0371110
36067.500 0371110
3564.580 0371110
2385.000 0372613

450.000 0372613
8660.250 0376299

425.000 0376299
1809.910 0376299

93333.410 0376299

540.000 0377683

77819.630 0377683
32887.210 0380274
2051.980 0380045
5801.800 0380045
117748.520 0380274

1/22/2010
2/9/2010
4/2/2010

4/30/2010

6/25/2010
8/6/2010

8/12/2010

12/10/2010

1/27/2011
4/1/2011

4/21/2011
6/1/2011

6/17/2011

8/29/2011

8/25/2011

11/14/2011
11/25/2011
11/25/2011
2/3/2010
2/3/2010
2/3/2010
2/3/2010

3/10/2010

3/10/2010

3/10/2010

4/14/2010

4/14/2010

4/14/2010

4/14/2010

4/14/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
5/5/2010
6/9/2010
6/9/2010
6/9/2010
6/9/2010

6/30/2010

6/30/2010

6/30/2010

6/30/2010

7/28/2010

7/28/2010

11/3/2010

11/3/2010

11/3/2010

11/3/2010

12/8/2010

12/8/2010

2/23/2011

2/16/2011

2/16/2011

2/23/2011

6490.730

396.830
6658.950
5692.630

951.750
1456.200

136.100
1142300

387.710
3222.900
2088.000
9337.200

21183.160
94565.440
66416.800
3583.780
8046.450
11165.380
44086.830
44086.830
44086.830
44086.830
44342380
44342380
44342.380
38534.260
38534.260
38534.260
38534.260
38534.260
41089.260
41059.260
41089.260
41059.260
41059.260
41089.260
41089.260
41059.260
41059.260
56257.660
56257.660
56257.660
56257.660
42722.710
42722.710
42722.710
42722.710
2835.000
2835.000
104228.570
104228.570
104228.570
104228.570
78359.630
78359.630
150635.730
7853.780
7853.780
150635.730

Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Void
Paid
Void
Paid
Paid
Void
Void
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid
Paid

> >

>

R R R AR AR R SRFRRFRRRSRSRSRSARFRIE "R FEFRAARRRSRARASAR

6490.730
396.830
6658.950
5692.630
951.750
1456.200
136.100
1142.300
387.710
3222.900
2088.000
9337.200
21183.160
94565.440
66416.800
3583.780
8046.450
11165.380
3103.200
130.000
3526.130
37327.500
6136.130
37931.250
275.000
25087.500
1252.500
1465.000
425.000
10304.260
4996.760
4996.760
865.000
865.000
9027.500
9027.500
26200.000
26200.000
-30.000
217.540
180.000
12811.370
43048.750
810.000
2280.630
36067.500
3564.580
2385.000
450.000
8660.250
425.000
1809.910
93333.410
540.000
77819.630
32887.210
2051.980
5801.800

ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
OTHER PROFESSIONAL FEES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
ELECTION EXPENSES
LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

LEGAL FEES

117748520 LEGAL FEES

2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2012
2012
2012
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2010
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011
2011

e |

1/14/2010

2/1/2010
3/24/2010
4/20/2010
6/16/2010

8/2/2010

8/6/2010
12/6/2010
1/21/2011
3/28/2011
4/15/2011
5/25/2011

6/2/2011
8/15/2011
8/19/2011
11/7/2011

11/17/2011
11/17/2011

2/2/2010

2/2/2010

2/2/2010

2/2/2010

3/3/2010

3/3/2010

3/3/2010

4/8/2010

4/8/2010

4/8/2010

4/8/2010

4/8/2010

5/4/2010

5/4/2010

5/4/2010

5/4/2010

5/4/2010

5/4/2010

5/4/2010

5/4/2010

5/5/2010

6/7/2010

6/7/2010

6/7/2010

6/7/2010
6/25/2010
6/25/2010
6/25/2010
6/25/2010
7/27/2010
7/27/2010
11/2/2010
11/2/2010
11/2/2010
11/2/2010
12/6/2010
12/6/2010
2/15/2011
2/15/2011
2/15/2011
2/22/2011
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Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00457581 2,650 0380599 3/2/2011 64758.040 Pald  VE 2.650 LEGALFEES 2011 3/1/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00457584 16660.950 0380599 3/2/2011 64758.040 Pald  VE 16660.950 LEGAL FEES 2011 3/1/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00457588  48094.400 0380599 3/2/2011 64758.040 Pald  VE 48094.400 LEGAL FEES 2011 3/1/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00462462 60559.150 0382283 4/20/2011 68179.040 Pald  WE 60559.150 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/15/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00462463 7619.890 0382283 4/20/2011 68179.040 Pald  VE 7619.890 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/15/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 0DAGEOGS 405.000 0383589 5/25/2011 405.000 Pald  VE 405.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/18/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00466072 7389.250 0383336 5/18/2011 63565170 Pald  WE 7389250 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/17/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00466074 56175.920 0383336 6/18/2011 63565.170 Pald  VE 56175.920 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/17/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00467991 2462.730 0384133 6/8/2011 53973.700 Pald  VE 2462.730 LEGALFEES 2011 6/2/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00467992 51510.970 0384133 6/8/2011 53973.700 Pald  VE 51510.970 LEGALFEES 2011 6/2/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00469271 337.500 0384426 6/15/2011 337.500 Pald  VE 337.500 LEGALFEES 2011 6/13/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00471649 89218.010 0385414 7/13/2011 121170900 Pald  VE 89218 010 LEGALFEES 2011 7/6/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00471662 31952.890 0385414 7/13/2011 121170900 Pald  VE 31952.890 LEGALFEES 2011 7/6/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00476279 B5976.960 03BGGES 8/17/2011 87193.490 Pald  VE B55976.960 LEGALFEES 2011 8/15/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00476280 1216.530 0386665 8/17/2011 87193.490 Pald  VE 1216.530 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/15/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00476783 27844.150 8022341 8/25/2011 27844.150 Pald  DDVP 27844.150 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/19/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00483429 60707.250 8026133 11/25/2011 60707.250 Pald  DDWP BO707.250 LEGALFEES 2012 11/17/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00483430 10729.620 8026134  11/25/2011 10729620 Pald  DDVP 10729.620 LEGALFEES 2012 11/17/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00483431 9537.970 8026135  11/25/2011 9537.970 Paid  DODWP 9537.970 LEGALFEES 2012 11/17/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLF 0000020175 1 1 00484101 3771.080 8026522  12/12/2011 3771.0680 Fald  DODWP 3771.080 LEGALFEES 2012 11/29/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00484102 35155.350 8026923  12/12/2011 35155.350 Pald  DDWP 35155.350 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/29/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00484103 11092.210 8028924  12/12/2011 11092.210 Pald  DDVP 11092.210 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/29/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00485775 381510 8027564  12/21/2011 381510 Paid  DOWP 381510 LEGALFEES 2012 12/13/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00485777 351.090 8027565  12/21/2011 351.090 Paid  DODWP 351.090 LEGALFEES 2012 12/13/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00485778 32926.240 8027566  12/21/2011 32926.240 Pald  DDVP 32926.240 LEGALFEES 2012 12/13/2011
Bracewell & Giuliani LLP 0000020175 1 1 00485779 3375.910 8027567  12/21/2011 3375910 Paid  DDVP 3375910 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Gresnberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00436883 516.300 0372690 7/28/2010 2115.200 Pald  VE 516.300 LEGALFEES 2010 7f22/2010
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 0DA36EES 516.300 0372690 7/28/2010 2115.200 Pald  VE 516.300 LEGALFEES 2010 7/22/2010
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00436886 541.300 0372690 7/28/2010 2115200 Pald  VE 541.300 LEGALFEES 2010 7/22/2010
Gresnberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00436887 541.300 0372690 7/28/2010 2115.200 Pald  VE 541.300 LEGALFEES 2010 7f22/2010
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00439726 5226560 0373611 8/18/2010 5226560 Pald  VE 5226560 OTHER CONTRACT SERV FEES 2010 8/17/2010
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00446369 15778.500 0376623  11/10/2010 31998.740 Pald  VE 18779.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/4/2010
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00446370 3211.500 0376623  11/10/2010 31998.740 Paid  VE 3211.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/4/2010
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00446371 8007.740 0376623 11/10/2010 31998 740 Pald  VE 8007740 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/4/2010
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 1 1 00448721 2386.500 0377540 12/1/2010 2737.920 Pald  VE 2386.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/29/2010
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 1 1 00448722 351.420 0377540 12/1/2010 2737.920 Paid  VE 351.420 LEGALFEES 2011 11/29/2010
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 1 1 00453655 892,500 0379316 1/26/2011 882500 Pald  VE 892500 LEGALFEES 2011 1/21/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00453659 12905.000 0379315 1/26/2011 12905.000 Paid  VE 12905.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 1/21/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00457552 275.000 0380656 3/2/2011 275.000 Pald  VE 275.000 LEGALFEES 2011 2/28/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00460049 595.000 0381616 3/30/2011 1785.000 Pald  VE 585.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 3/28/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 0D4B00S0 595.000 0381616 3/30/2011 1785.000 Paid  VE 585.000 LEGALFEES 2011 3/28/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00460052 595.000 0381616 3/30/2011 1785000 Pald  VE 585.000 LEGALFEES 2011 3/28/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 1 1 00464634 975.500 0383071 §/11/2011 975500 Pald  VE 975.500 LEGALFEES 2011 §/5/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 0DABT1SE 150.000 0383957 6/1/2011 11243.500 Pald  VE 150.000 LEGALFEES 2011 5/25/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00467157 3894.000 0383357 6/1/2011 11243500 Pald  VE 3894 000 LEGAL FEES 2011 §/25/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00467158 7159.500 0383957 6/1/2011 11243.500 Pald  VE 7159.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 6/25/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00474033 631.250 0386027 7/27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 631.250 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00474034 1025.000 0386027 7/27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 1025.000 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00474035 8592500 0386027 74272011 18134.250 Pald  VE 852,500 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00474036 1430.000 0386027 7/27 2011 18134 250 Pald  WE 1430.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00474037 892500 0386027 7/27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 882500 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00474039 1630.000 0386027 Ti27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 1630.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00474040 892500 0386027 7/27/2011 18134 250 Pald  WE 892500 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00474041 1080.000 0386027 7i27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 1080.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00474042 1250.000 0386027 T{27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 1250.000 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00474043 1487.500 0386027 7/27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 1487.500 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00474088 6523.000 0386027 7i27/2011 18134.250 Pald  VE 6823.000 LEGALFEES 2011 7/26/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00476786 567.500 0387079 9/7/2011 A088.020 Pald  VE 567.500 LEGALFEES 2011 8/19/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00476787 297.500 0387079 8/7/2011 ADEB.020 Pald  VE 287.500 LEGALFEES 2011 8/19/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00475788 297.500 0387079 9/7/2011 4088.020 Paid  VE 257.500 LEGALFEES 2011 8/19/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00476789 257500 0387079 9/7/2011 AD88 020 Pald  VE 257500 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/19/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00476790 2620.500 0387079 9/7/2011 4088.020 Pald  VE 2620.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/19/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00476791 7.520 0387079 9/7/2011 4088.020 Paid  VE 7.520 LEGALFEES 2011 8/19/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00482255 3088.780 0388649 11/8/2011 6309.780 Pald  VE 3088.780 LEGALFEES 2012 11/7/2011
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Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00482256 3221.000 0388649 11/9/2011 6309.780 Paid  VE 3221000 LEGALFEES 2012 11/7/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00485782 10177.000 0389627  12/14/2011 21183400 Paid  VE 10177.000 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00485783 B448.900 0389627  12/14/2011 21183400 Paid  VE B448.900 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00485786 852.500 0389627  12/14/2011 21183400 Paid  VE 852.500 LEGALFEES 2012 12/13/2011
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00485789 1278.750 0389627  12/14/2011 21183400 Paid  VE 1278750 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Greenberg Traurlg 0000020315 2 2 00485790 426250 0389627  12/14/2011 21183400 Paid  VE 426250 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Jackson Walker LLP 0000030674 2 2 00485959 12047.180 0389842  12/16/2011 12047180 Paid  VEX 12047180 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/14/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00413346 45936.460 0362213 1/13/2010 4936.460 Paid  VE 4936.460 LEGALFEES 2010 1/7/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00416473 15238460 0363291 2/3/2010 15238460 Pald  VE 15238 460 LEGAL FEES 2010 2/2/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00419582 4489.740 0364792 3/3/2010 4555.990 Paid  VE 4485.740 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/1/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00419583 66.250 0364792 3/3/2010 4555990 Paid  VE 66.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/1/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00423687 2033.660 0366847 4f14/2010 2774910 Paid  VE 2033660 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/8/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00423688 741.250 0366847 414/2010 2774810 Paid  VE 741.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/8/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00425712 1133.220 0367533 4f28/2010 24254070 Paid  VE 1133.220 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00425713 22392.100 0367533 4/28/2010 24254070 Paid  VE 22392100 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00425718 728.750 0367533 4/28/2010 24254070 Paid  VE 728.750 LEGALFEES 2010 4/26/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00431951 3180.000 0370697 6/23/2010 21657180 Paid  VE 3180.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/16/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00431952 4832.570 0370697 6/23/2010 21657180 Paid  VE 4832570 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/16/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00431953 7951.250 0370697 6/23/2010 21657180 Paid  VE 7951.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/16/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00431954 5693.360 0370697 6/23/2010 21657180 Paid  VE 5693.360 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/16/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00435321 1594.120 0373054 8/4/2010 1584.120 Pald  VE 1594.120 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/29/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00435322 513.480 0372723 7/28/2010 15683730 Paid  VE 513.480 LEGALFEES 2010 7/13/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00437420 331.250 0372723 7/28{2010 15683730 Paid  VE 331.250 LEGALFEES 2010 7/27 /2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00437422 5125.000 0372723 7/28/2010 15683730 Paid  VE 5125.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27 /2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00437423 §714.000 0372723 7/28/2010 15683730 Pald  VE §714.000 LEGALFEES 2010 /272010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00446381 3885.000 0376652  11/10/2010 11472000 Paid  VE 3895.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/4/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00446382 3132.000 0376652  11/10/2010 11472000 Paid  VE 3132.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/4/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00446383 4445.000 0376652 11/10/2010 11472000 Faid  VE 4445000 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/4/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00448717 24590000 0377556 12/1/2010 3285000 Paid  VE 2450.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/29/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00448718 357,500 0377556 12/1/2010 3285000 Pald  VE 357500 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/28/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00448719 387.500 0377556 12/1/2010 3285000 Paid  VE 357.500 LEGALFEES 2011 11/29/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00449402 15150.960 0377770 12/8/2010 19150960 Paid  VE 19150.960 LEGAL FEES 2011 12/6/2010
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00453660 1212.860 0379342 1/26/2011 3266610 Pald  VE 1212860 LEGAL FEES 2011 1/21/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00453661 2053.750 0379342 1/26/2011 3266610 Paid  VE 2053.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 1/21/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00457547 53.000 0380682 3/2/2011 8640320 Paid  VE 53.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 2/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00457548 291.500 0380682 3/2/2011 8640320 Paid  VE 291.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 2/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00457549 45987.380 0380682 3/2/2011 8640.320 Paid  VE 4987.380 LEGAL FEES 2011 2/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00457550 463.750 0380682 3/2/2011 8640.320 Paid  VE 463.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 2/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00457551 2844.690 0380682 3/2/2011 8640.320 Paid  VE 2844.690 LEGAL FEES 2011 2/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00462014 209.000 0382049 41372011 3156670 Paid  VE 208.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/12/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00462017 558.500 0382049 4f13/2011 3156670 Paid  VE 558.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/12/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLF 0000026965 1 1 00462028 2385.170 0382049 4/13/2011 3156670 Pald  VE 2389.170 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/12/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00464638 1573.000 0383096 §/11/2011 6929260 Pald  VE 1973.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/5/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00464639 554.000 0383096 5/11/2011 6929.260 Paid  VE 954.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/5/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00464642 4002260 0383096 5/11/2011 6929260 Pald  VE 4002.260 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/5/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00467160 132,500 0383991 6/1/2011 3426250 Paid  VE 132,500 LEGAL FEES 2011 6/25/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00467161 2689.750 0383991 6/1/2011 3426250 Paid  VE 2689.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/25/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00467162 185.500 0383991 6/1/2011 3426250 Pald  VE 185.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 §/25/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00467163 418.500 0383991 6/1/2011 3426250 Pald  VE 418,500 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/25/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00471669 2260.000 0385496 7/13/2011 4586.450 Pald  VE 2260.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/6/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00471670 2246.950 0385496 7/13/2011 4586.450 Pald  VE 2246950 LEGALFEES 2011 7f8/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00471672 79.500 0385496 7/13/2011 4586.450 Paid  VE 79500 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/6/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00476282 2145.550 8022030 8/19/2011 2145550 Paild  DODVP 2145550 LEGALFEES 2011 8/15/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00476283 3075.000 8022031 8/19/2011 3075.000 Paid  DOVP 3075.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/15/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00476284 1007.000 8022032 8/19/2011 1007.000 Pald  DODVP 1007.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/15/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00476782 1518.800 8022997 9/1/2011 1518.800 Paid  DODVP 1518800 LEGALFEES 2011 8/19/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00482252 312,500 8025500  11/14/2011 312500 Fald  DDVP 312500 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00482253 3722500 8025501 11/14/2011 3722500 Paid  DODVP 3722500 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00482254 582.000 8025502  11/14/2011 552000 Fald  DDVP 582.000 LEGALFEES 2012 11/7/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00454098 6350310 8026919 12/12/2011 6350310 Paid  DOVP 6350.310 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00484099 2338360 BO26920  12/12/2011 2338360 Paid  DOVP 2338360 LEGALFEES 2012 11/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00484100 106.000 8026921  12/12/2011 106.000 Paid  DDVP 106.000 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/28/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00485793 307.360 8027568  12/21/2011 307.360 Paid  DDVP 307.360 LEGALFEES 2012 12/13/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00485794 361060 8027569  12/21/2011 361060 Pald  DDVP 361.060 LEGALFEES 2012 12/13/2011
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Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00485795 96.500 8027570  12/21/2011 96.500 Paid  DOVP 96.500 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00485796 360500 8027571 12/21/2011 365.500 Paid  DDWP 365.500 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00416004 16743930 0363302 2/3/2010 16743930 Paid  VE 16743.930 LEGAL FEES 2010 2f2/2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00417195 24634500 0363644 2/10/2010 24634500 Pald  VE 24634.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 2/8/2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00419964 4922.700 8001685 3f12/2010 4922.700 Paid  DDVP 4922.700 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/3/2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00425124 5531.300 BO02388 4/30/2010 5531300 Paid  DDVP 5531.300 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/20/2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00425125 4430.580 8002389 4/30/2010 4430580 Paid  DDWP 4430.590 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/20/2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00426860 12783450 8002637 §/14/2010 12783450 Paid  DDVP 12783.450 LEGAL FEES 2010 5/4/2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00436785 717.500 8005066 7/30/2010 717.500 Paid  DOVP 717.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/21f2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00437390 513.000 B0OOS201 8/2/2010 513.000 Paid  DOVP 513.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 1 1 00453678 25771720 0379348 1/26/2011 25771720 PFald  WE 25771.720 LEGAL FEES 2011 12101
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00457616 35143 840 8012406 3/7/2011 35143840 Paid  DDWP 35143 840 LEGAL FEES 2011 3/1/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 1 1 00462036 11808850 0382060 4/13/2011 11808850 Paid  VE 11808.850 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/12/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 1 1 00466066 2469.000 0383439 5/18/2011 2469.000 Paid  VE 24B8.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/17/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00476276 45675270 8022624 8/29/2011 45675270 Pald  DODVP 45675.270 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/15/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00482262 667.500 8025504  11f14/2011 667.500 Paid  DDVP 667.500 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00482263 16199310 8025505  11/14/2011 16199310 Paid  DDWP 16199.310 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00483419 15510500 8026131  11/25/2011 15510500 Paid  DODVP 15510500 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/17/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00483420 1850.320 8026132  11/25/2011 1850.320 Paid  DDVP 1850.320 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/17/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00483445 7163.380 8026142  11f25/2011 7163380 Paid  DDVP 7163.380 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/17/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00483446 3199.350 8026143  11/25/2011 3199.350 Paid  DDWP 3199.350 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/17/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00485949 22907.000 8027732  12/28/2011 22907.000 Paid  DDVP 22907.000 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/14/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00485950 2087.500 8027733 12/28/2011 2087.500 Paid  DDVP 2087.500 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/14/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00485951 5824.000 8027734  12/28/2011 5824.000 Paid  DDVP 5824.000 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/14/2011
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025386 2 2 00485952 33531540 8027735 12/28/2011 33531540 Paid  DDWP 33531.540 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/14/2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00412153 9000.000 0361921 1f6/2010 9000.000 Paid  VE 9000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 12/15/2009
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00415242 9000.000 0363303 2/3/2010 $000.000 Paid  VE 5000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 1/21/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00421430 $000.000 0365657 3/24/2010 5000.000 Faid  VE 5000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 3/22/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00424816 4000.000 0367543 4/28/2010 $000.000 Paid  VE S000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 4/19/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00424817 9000.000 0367205 4/21/2010 9000.000 Paid  VE 9000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 4/19/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00427693 9000.000 0368101 5/26/2010 9000.000 Paid  VE 9000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 5/12/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00432254 4000.000 0370707 6/23/2010 5000.000 Paid  VE $000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 6/21/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00437439 4000.000 0373068 8/4/2010 3000.000 Paid ~ VE 9000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 7/27 /2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00440451 4000.000 0374175 4/8/2010 $000.000 Paid  VE 9000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2010 8/24/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00443205 9000.000 0375157 10/6/2010 9000.000 Paid  VE 9000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 10/5/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00445403 5000.000 0376664  11/10/2010 5000.000 Paid  VE 5000.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 11/4/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 1 00448778 4000.000 0377568 12/1/2010 5000.000 Paid  VE 9000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 11/30/2010
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00451369 4500.000 0378547 1/5/2011 9500.000 Paid  VE 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 1/4/2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00455172 9500.000 0379830 2faf2011 9500.000 Paid  VE 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 282011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00457752 4500.000 0380936 3fa/2011 5500.000 Paid ~ VE 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 3f2f2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00458503 4500.000 0381649 3/30/2011 9500.000 Paid  VE 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 3/23f2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00462998 4500.000 0382895 5/4/2011 9500.000 Paid  VE 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 4/20/2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00466495 4500.000 0384004 Bf1/2011 9500.000 Paid  VE 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 8/20f2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00465839 9500.000 0384997 6/29/2011 9500.000 Paid  VE 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 6/20/2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00474313 4500.000 0386752 8/17/2011 5§500.000 Faid  VE 5500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 7/rafr011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00475738 4500.000 8023152 4/9/2011 4500.000 Paid  DOVP 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 8/11/2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00478175 9500.000 8024086  10/12/2011 9500.000 Paid  DOWP 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2011 49/15/2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00481161 9500.000 8025371  11/10/2011 9500.000 Paid  DOVP 9500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2012 10/25/2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 2 00482951 4500.000 8026865  12[12/2011 4500.000 Faid  DOWP 5500.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2012 11/15/2011
Wonty Partners, LLP 0000027600 1 1 00414532 3283800 0362649 1/20/2010 3283800 Paid  VE 3283.800 ELECTION EXPENSES 2010 1/14/2010
Monty Parthers,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00419965 3938400 0365186 3/10/2010 3938400 Paid  VE 3938.400 ELECTION EXPENSES 2010 3/3/2010
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00425127 2508.000 0367222 4/21/2010 2508.000 Paid  VE 2508.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/20/2010
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00426862 1586.200 0367985 5/5/2010 1716.200 Paid ~ VE 1586.200 LEGAL FEES 2010 5/4/2010
Monty Partners, LLP 0000027600 1 1 00426863 130.000 0367985 5/5/2010 1716200 Paid ~ VE 130.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 5/4/2010
Wonty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00431955 891.800 0370731 6/23/2010 891.800 Paid  VE 8591800 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/16/2010
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00436876 9656.400 0372746 7/28/2010 22567390 Paid  VE 9656.400 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/22f2010
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00437370 12910990 0372746 7/28/2010 22567390 Paid  WE 12910.990 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Monty Partners, LLP 0000027600 1 1 00443407 260.000 8008877 12[10/2010 260,000 Paid  DDWP 260.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 12/6/2010
Wonty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00455953 2375.020 8011485 2f18/2011 2375.020 Paid  DDWP 2375.020 LEGAL FEES 2011 2/14/2011
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00457577 5059.750 8012394 3f7/2011 5059.750 Paid  DDVP 5059.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 3f1/2011
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00460029 1406.800 BO13684 4/1/2011 1406.800 Paid — DOVP 1406.800 LEGAL FEES 2011 3/28/2011
Monty Partners, LLP 0000027600 1 1 00467159 174.200 8017129 6/1/2011 174.200 Paid  DDVP 174.200 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/25/2011
Wonty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00467990 685.800 8017562 6/a/2011 685.800 Paid  DDWP 685.800 LEGAL FEES 2011 6/2/2011
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00471663 923.000 8019377 7f1z/2011 923.000 Paid  DOWP 923.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 7f6/2011

dolcefino.com Page | 182




Monty Partrers,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00476281 £193.400 8022029 8/19/2011 6193.400 Paid  DDVP £193.400 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/15/2011
Monty Fartners LLP 0000027600 1 1 D0482237 2303500 8025494  11/14/2011 2303.500 Paid  DDVP 2303.500 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Monty Partners,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00484096 17069.850 8026603 12/5/2011 17069.850 Paid  DDVP 17068.850 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/28/2011
Monty Partrers,LLP 0000027600 1 1 00485799 7758000 8027572 12/21/2011 7758.000 Paid  DDVP 7758.000 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00437379 1132.140 0372778 7/28/2010 1734.570 Paid  VE 1132.140 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Rogers Morris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00437381 210000 0372778 7/28/2010 1734570 Paid  VE 210.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 7f21/2010
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00437382 392.430 0372778 7/28/2010 1734.570 Paid  VE 392.430 LEGALFEES 2010 7/21/2010
Rogers,Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 DD455951 1700.700 0380168 2/16/2011 1700.700 Paid  VE 1700.700 LEGAL FEES 2011 2/14/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLF 0000028617 1 1 00457552 562.500 0380721 3/2/2011 1669.230 Faid  VE 562.500 LEGALFEES 2011 3/1/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00457594 1106.730 0380721 3f1/2011 1669.230 Pald  VE 1106.730 LEGAL FEES 2011 3/1/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00462459 1440.000 0382421 4/20f2011 4223500 Paid  VE 1440.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/15/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 DD4B2460 2783.500 0382421 4202011 4223.500 Paid  VE 2783.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/15/2011
Rogers Morris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00467153 1714.400 0384050 6/1/2011 9263340 Paid  VE 1714.400 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/25/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00467154 7548940 0384050 6/1/2011 9263.340 Pald  VE 7548.940 LEGAL FEES 2011 §/25/2011
Rogers,Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00467993 1338900 0384271 6/8/2011 1398.900 Paid  VE 1338.900 LEGAL FEES 2011 6/2/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00467994 60.000 0384271 6/8/2011 1398.900 Pald  VE 60.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 6/2/2011
Rogers Morris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00471666 90.000 0385548 7/13f2011 1049300 Paid  VE 50.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/6/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00471668 959.300 0385548 7/13f2011 1049.300 Paid  VE 959.300 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/6/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00476274 5658.380 0386780 B/17/2011 5658.380 Paid  VE 5658.380 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/15/2011
Rogers Morris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 DD483405 185.000 0389030  11/21/2011 185.000 Paid  VE 185.000 LEGALFEES 2012 11/17/2011
Rogers Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00484093 2214.100 0389226  11/30/2011 2214100 Paid  VE 2214.100 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/28/2011
Rogers,Marris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 00485797 4234.020 0389693 12142011 4234.020 Paid  VE 4234.020 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/13/2011
Rusty Hardin & Associates 0000018510 1 1 DD419968 1765.360 0365235 3/10/2010 1765.360 Paid  VE 1765.360 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/3/2010
Rusty Hardin & Assaciates 0000018510 1 1 00425132 2430150 0367270 4/21/2010 2430150 Paid  VE 2430150 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/20/2010
Rusty Hardin & Associates 0000018510 1 1 00426859 12762910 0368047 5/5/2010 12762.910 Paid  VE 12762.910 LEGAL FEES 2010 5/4/2010
Rusty Hardin & Associates 0000018510 1 1 00437383 10797900 0372780 7/28/2010 10797.900 Paid  VE 10797.900 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Smyser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 00436807 98097910 0372793 7f28/2010 98097910 Paid  VE 98097 910 LEGAL FEES 2010 7f22/2010
Smyser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 DO446806 38365.100 0376718  11/10/2010 38365.100 Pald  VE 38365.100 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/9/2010
Smyser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 00449403 34475180 0377829 12/8/2010 34475.180 Paid  VE 34475.180 LEGAL FEES 2011 12/6/2010
Sryser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 00454471 200,000 0379668 2/2/2011 200.000 Paid  VE 200.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 1/31/2011
Smyser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 DO4BE077 1723940 0383493 5/18/2011 1723940 Paid  VE 1723940 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/17/2011
Smyser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 00468627 2586.660 0384587 6/15/2011 2586.660 Pald  VE 2586.660 LEGAL FEES 2011 6/8/2011
Smyser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 00471665 10571460 0385558 7/13/2011 10571.460 Paid  VE 10571.460 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/6/2011
Smyser Kaplan & Veselka 0000028514 1 1 D0482236 3140440 0388699 11/9/2011 3140.440 Paid  VE 3140.440 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00414528 672.440 0362712 1/20/2010 3628550 Pald  VE 672.440 LEGAL FEES 2010 1/14/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00414529 398.510 0362712 1f20f2010 3628.550 Paid  VE 398.510 LEGALFEES 2010 1/14/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00414530 2557.600 0362712 1/20/2010 3628.550 Paid  VE 2557.600 LEGAL FEES 2010 1/14/2010
Strashurger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00416323 198.000 0363367 2/3/2010 1233.000 Paid  VE 188.000 LEGALFEES 2010 2{2/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DD416588 795.000 0363367 2/3/2010 1233.000 Paid  VE 795.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 2{2{2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DD416589 240.000 0363367 2/3/2010 1233.000 Paid  VE 240.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 2/2/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 D0419589 510,000 0364874 3/3/2010 510.000 Paid  VE 510.000 LEGALFEES 2010 3/1/2010
Strashurger & Price LLP 0000026818 1 1 00425780 891.000 0367624 4282010 1145310 Pald  VE 851,000 LEGALFEES 2010 4/26/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 1 1 00425781 254.310 0367624 4282010 1145310 Paid  VE 254.310 LEGALFEES 2010 4/26/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DD438759 1782.000 0373362 B/11/2010 1782.000 Paid  VE 1782.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 8/9/2010
Strashurger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00446832 8080500 0376726  11/10/2010 17939500 Fald  VE 8080500 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/9/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 D0446833 9859.000 0376726  11/10/2010 17939.500 Faid  VE 5855.000 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/8/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 1 1 00446834 9356.770 0376727  11/10/2010 9356.770 Paid  VE 9356.770 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/9/2010
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00450533 1373.400 0378236 12/15/2010 1373.400 Paid  VE 1373.400 LEGAL FEES 2011 12/14/2010
Strashurger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00453662 985.400 0379396 1/26/2011 4329200 Paid  VE 585400 LEGALFEES 2011 1/21/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00453663 3343.800 0379396 1/26f2011 4329.200 Paid  VE 3343.800 LEGALFEES 2011 1/21/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DO4B2037 B062.950 0382118 4/13/2011 B062.950 Paid  VE B062.950 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/12/2011
Strashurger & Price LLP 0000026818 1 1 00464645 10477950 0383161 5/11/2011 10477950 Paid  VE 10477950 LEGAL FEES 2011 5/5/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DO46T1SS 13602.750 0384062 6/1/2011 13602.750 Pald  VE 13602.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 §/25/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00471664 14303530 0385565 7f13f2011 14303.530 Paid  VE 14303.530 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/6/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 1 1 00472918 10563.050 0385895 7/20/2011 10563.050 Paid  VE 10563.050 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/19/2011
Strashurger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DD482257 2502 600 0388702 11/8/2011 2502 600 Fald  VE 2502 600 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 00483396 2245290 0389036  11/21/2011 2843.790 Paid  VE 2245290 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/17f2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DD483401 698500 0389036  11/21/2011 2543.790 Paid  VE 6598.500 LEGALFEES 2012 11/17/2011
Strashurger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 DD485961 708760 0389823  12/15/2011 18282 910 Fald  VEX 708.760 LEGALFEES 2012 12/14/2011
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000026818 2 2 D0485962 17574.150 0389823 12/15/2011 18282910 Faid  VEX 17574.150 LEGAL FEES 2012 12/14/2011
Thompson & Hartan LLP 0000026190 1 1 00413345 9231.250 0362358 1/13f2010 9231.250 Paid  VE $231.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 1f7/2010
Thompson & Hartan LLP 0000026190 1 1 DD416496 2144.750 0363387 2/3/2010 23723.170 Paid  VE 2144.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 2/2/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00416500 811.250 0363387 2f3/2010 23723170 Paid  VE 811.250 LEGALFEES 2010 2{2/2010
Thompson & Hartan LLP 0000026190 1 1 00416522 5465.310 0363387 2f3/2010 23723170 Paid  VE 5465.310 LEGAL FEES 2010 2{2/2010
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Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00416523 226.250 0363387 2/3/2010 23723170 Paid  VE 226.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 2f2/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00416524 73.750 0363387 2/3f2010 23723170 Paid  VE 73.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 2242010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00416525 1843.750 0363387 2/3f2010 23723.170 Paid  VE 1843.750 LEGALFEES 2010 2242010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00416526 147.500 0363387 2/3/2010 23723.170 Paid  VE 147.500 LEGALFEES 2010 2/2/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 1 1 00416529 68.750 0363387 2/3/2010 23723170 Faid  VE 68.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 2f2/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 00000261390 1 1 00416530 8985260 0363387 2/3f2010 23723170 Paid  VE 8989260 LEGAL FEES 2010 2f2/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 00000261390 1 1 00416531 3852.600 0363387 2/3/2010 23723170 Paid  VE 3552.600 LEGAL FEES 2010 2f2/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00419976 §753.720 8001686 3/12/2010 5753.720 Paid  DDVWP 6753.720 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/3/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00419977 11437.560 8001687 3/12/2010 11437.560 Paid  DDVP 11437.560 LEGAL FEES 2010 3302010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00415981 3097.500 BOD16ES 3/12/2010 3097.500 Paid  DDVP 3097.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/3/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00415982 7082.530 BOD16EY 3/12/2010 7082.530 Pald  DDVP T082.530 LEGALFEES 2010 3/3/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 00000261390 1 1 00419984 221.250 8001690 3/12/2010 221250 Paid  DDVP 221250 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/3/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 00000261390 1 1 00419985 2286.250 8001691 3/12/2010 2286.250 Paid  DDVP 2286.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/3/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 00000261390 1 1 00419991 663.750 8001692 3/12/2010 663.750 Pald  DDVP 663.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/3/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421839 1180.000 8001984 4422010 1180.000 Paid  DDWP 1180.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421840 516.250 8001985 4422010 516.250 Paid  DDVP 516.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421841 442,500 BOD1S86 4/2/2010 442,500 Paid  DDVP 442.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421842 4952.500 BOOD1SE7 4/2/2010 4952.500 Pald  DDVP 45952.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421843 885.000 8001588 422010 885.000 Paid  DDVP 885.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421844 442500 8001589 4422010 442500 Paid  DDVP 442500 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00421845 2212500 8001880 4422010 2212.500 Paid  DDVWP 2212.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421846 12005.000 8001891 4422010 12005.000 Paid  DDVP 12005.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00421847 1237.800 8001592 4422010 1237.800 Paid  DDVP 1237.800 LEGAL FEES 2010 3/24/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00425722 1106.250 BOD2486 5/4/2010 1106.250 Paid  DDVP 1106.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 1 1 00425726 368.750 8002487 5/4/2010 368.750 Paid  DDVP 368.750 LEGALFEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00425727 2581.250 8002488 5/4/2010 2581.250 Paid  DDVWP 2581.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00425728 3028.750 8002489 5/4/2010 3028.750 Paid  DDWP 3028.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00425729 1327.500 8002450 5/4/2010 1327.500 Paid  DDWP 1327.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00425740  49725.850 8002491 5/4/2010 49725.850 Paid  DDVP 49725850 LEGAL FEES 2010 426/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00425765 2418.060 8002494 5/4/2010 2418.060 Paid  DDVP 2418.060 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00425777 285.000 8002499 5/4/2010 295.000 Paid  DDVP 295.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00425778 1253.750 8002500 5/4/2010 1253.750 Paid  DDVP 1253.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00425779 80.750 8002501 5/4/2010 80.750 Paid  DDVWP 80.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 4/26/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00430781  45526.250 8003461 6/18/2010 45526.250 Paid  DDVP 45526.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430785 4952.850 8003464 6/18/2010 4952.850 Paid  DDVP 4952.850 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430821 1106.250 8003470 6/18/2010 1106.250 Paid  DDWP 1106.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430823 442.500 BOD3ISSS 6/25/2010 442,500 Paid  DDVP 442.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430825 3098.100 800556 6/25/2010 3008.100 Paid  DDVP 3098.100 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430826 6813.500 8003471 6/18/2010 6813.500 Paid  DDVP 6813.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430828 1696.250 8003472 6/18/2010 1696.250 Pald  DDVWP 1696.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430830 73.750 8003473 6/18/2010 73.750 Paid  DDVP 73.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430831 1180.000 8003474 6/18/2010 1180.000 Paid  DDVP 1180.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00430832 1350.000 8003557 6/25/2010 1350.000 Paid  DDVP 1350.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 6/8/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00436789 B63.750 BOOS06T 743042010 663.750 Paid  DOVP 663.750 LEGALFEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 1 1 00436790 4285340 8005068 7/30/2010 4289.340 Paid  DDVP 4289.340 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00436791 45507.020 8005063 7/30/2010 45507.020 Paid ~ DDVP 45507.020 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00436792 1835.000 8005070 7/30/2010 1935.000 Paid  DDVP 1935.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00436794 663.750 8005071 7/30/2010 663.750 Pald  DOVP 663.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00436795 1032.500 8005072 7/30/2010 1032.500 Paid  DDVP 1032.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00436796 BB3.750 8005073 7/30/2010 663.750 Paid  DODVP B63.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00436797 551.250 BOOS074 743042010 591.250 Paid  DOVP 551.250 LEGALFEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 1 1 00436798 1424.500 8005075 7/30/2010 1424.500 Paid  DDVFP 1424.500 LEGALFEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00436799 187.500 8005076 7/30/2010 197.500 Paid  DODVP 197500 LEGALFEES 2010 7/21/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00437463 1180.000 8005223 /22010 1180.000 Paid  DDVWP 1180.000 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00437465 4351.250 8005224 &/2/2010 4351.250 Paid  DODVP 4351.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00437467 147.500 8005225 &/2/2010 147.500 Paid  DODVP 147.500 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00437473 1106.250 8005226 B/2/2010 1106.250 Paid  DDVP 1106.250 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00437474 147.500 8005227 B/2/2010 147.500 Paid  DDVP 147500 LEGALFEES 2010 7/27/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00437475 958.750 8005228 /22010 958.750 Paid  DDVP 958.750 LEGAL FEES 2010 7/27/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00437476 221.250 8005229 822010 221250 Paid  DDVP 221250 LEGALFEES 2010 7/27/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00441603 2433.750 8006723 10/4/2010 2433.750 Paid  DDVP 2433.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 9/17/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00445208 452,500 8007522 11/8/2010 452,500 Paid  DDVP 452.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 10/25/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00446108 958.750 8007559 11/8/2010 958.750 Paid  DDVP 958.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/2/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00446110 737.500 BOO7S60 11/8/2010 737.500 Paid  DDVP 737.500 LEGALFEES 2011 11/2/2010
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Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00446112 3072.440 8007561 11/8/2010 3072.440 Paid  DDVP 3072.440 LEGALFEES 2011 11/2/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00446115 965980 8007562 11/8/2010 965880 Pald  DDVP 965.980 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/2/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00447854 221.250 8008584 12/6/2010 221.250 Pald  DOVP 221.250 LEGALFEES 2011 11/18/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00448710 330.000 8008608 12/6/2010 330.000 Paid  DOVP 330.000 LEGALFEES 2011 11/29/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00448711 157£2.130 8008609 12/6/2010 15782.130 Paid  DOVP 15782.130 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/29/2010
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00448712 1106.250 8008610 12/6/2010 1106.250 Paid  DDVWP 1106.250 LEGALFEES 2011 11/29/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00448713 1116.250 8008611 12/6/2010 1116.250 Paid  DDVP 1116.250 LEGALFEES 2011 11/29/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00448714 221.250 8008612 12/6/2010 221.250 Paid  DODVP 221.250 LEGALFEES 2011 11/29/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00448715 49658.080 8008613 12/6/2010 459698.080 Paid  DDVP 48698.080 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/30/2010
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00448716 27845.450 8008614 12/6/2010 27845.450 Paid  DODVP 27845450 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/29/2010
Thompsoen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00453666 2611.500 8010549 1/27/2011 2611.500 Paid  DDVP 2611.500 LEGALFEES 2011 1/21/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00453668 7833.160 8010550 1/27/2011 7833.160 Paid  DDVP 7833.160 LEGALFEES 2011 1/21/2011
Thompsen & Horten LLP 0000026190 1 1 00453669 7080.000 8010551 1/27/2011 7080.000 Paid  DDVP 7080.000 LEGALFEES 2011 1/21/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 1 1 00457602 73.750 8012393 3/7/2011 73.750 Paid  DDVP 73.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 3f1/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 1 1 00457605 2138.750 8012401 3f7/2011 2138.750 Paid  DDVFP 2138.750 LEGALFEES 2011 3/1/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00457607 580.000 8012402 3f7f2011 590.000 Paid  DODVP 580.000 LEGALFEES 2011 3f1/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00457609 8620500 8012403 3f7f2011 8620500 Paid  DDVP 8620500 LEGALFEES 2011 3f1/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00457611 3625.000 8012404 3f7f2011 3625.000 Paid  DDVWP 3625.000 LEGALFEES 2011 3f1/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00457613 31.000 8012405 3f7f2011 31.000 Paid  DDVWP 31.000 LEGALFEES 2011 3f1/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00462479 1622.500 8014659 4f21/2011 1622.500 Paid  DDVWP 1622.500 LEGALFEES 2011 4/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00462480 73.750 8014660 4f21/2011 73.750 Paid  DDVWP 73.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00462482 192.500 8014661 4421/2011 192,500 Paid  DDVP 192.500 LEGALFEES 2011 4/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00462483 20307.620 8014662 4f21/2011 20307.620 Paid  DDVP 20307.620 LEGAL FEES 2011 4/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00464631 523.620 8015842 §/11/2011 523.620 Paid  DDVP 523620 LEGALFEES 2011 5/5/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00467164 1327.500 0384080 B/1/2011 4165.750 Paid  VE 1327.500 LEGALFEES 2011 5/25/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 DD4ET1ES 811.250 0384080 B/1/2011 4165.750 Paid  VE 811.250 LEGALFEES 2011 5/25/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 DD46T166 2027.000 0384080 B/1/2011 4165.750 Paid  VE 2027.000 LEGALFEES 2011 5/25/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 2 00471673 221.250 8015381 7/13/2011 2850.500 Paid  DDVP 221.250 LEGALFEES 2011 7/6/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 2 00471676 715.000 8015381 7/13/2011 2850.500 Pald  DOVP 715.000 LEGALFEES 2011 7/6/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 2 00471678 §25.000 8015381 7/13/2011 2850.500 Pald  DOVP §25.000 LEGALFEES 2011 7/6/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 1 2 00471681 147.500 8015381 7/13/2011 2850.500 PFaid  DDVFP 147.500 LEGALFEES 2011 7/6/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 2 00471683 841.750 8019381 7/13/2011 2850.500 Paid  DDVP 841.750 LEGALFEES 2011 7/6/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00471686 1401.250 8019413 7/13/2011 1401.250 Paid  DDVP 1401.250 LEGAL FEES 2011 7/6/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00475119 442500 8021529 8f11/2011 442500 Paid  DDVP 442,500 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/5/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00476287 1032.500 8022034 8/19/2011 1032.500 Paid  DDVP 1032.500 LEGALFEES 2011 8/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00476290 408.500 8022035 8/19/2011 408.500 Paid  DDVP 408.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 1 1 00476291 1755.320 8022036 8/19/2011 1755.320 Paid  DDVWP 1755.320 LEGALFEES 2011 8/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00476294 1037.380 8022037 8/19/2011 1037.380 Paid  DDVWP 1037.380 LEGALFEES 2011 8/15/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 1 1 00476295 2876.250 8022038 8/19/2011 2876.250 Paid  DDVWP 2876.250 LEGALFEES 2011 8/15/2011
Thompson & Hortan LLP 0000026190 2 2 00476774 73.750 8023140 9/9f2011 73.750 Paid  DDVP 73.750 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/19/2011
Thompson & Hortan LLP 0000026190 2 2 00476775 4370.250 8023141 9/9f2011 4370.250 Paid  DODVP 4370.250 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/19/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00476776 1917.500 8023142 9/9/2011 1917.500 Paid  DDVP 1917.500 LEGALFEES 2011 8/19/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00476777 B02.500 8023143 9/9/2011 602.500 Paid  DOVP B02.500 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/19/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00476780 B564.500 8023144 9/9/2011 6564.500 Paid  DDVP 6564500 LEGAL FEES 2011 8/19/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00476781 611.500 8023145 9/9/2011 611.500 Paid  DOVP 611.500 LEGALFEES 2011 B/19/2011
Thompsoen & Horten LLP 0000026190 2 2 00482238 148.980 8025495  11/14/2011 148.80 Paid  DDVP 148.980 LEGALFEES 2012 11/7/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 2 2 00382239 32719.600 8025496  11/14/2011 32719.600 Faid  DOVP 32719.600 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026150 2 2 00482240 55.000 8025457  11/14/2011 55.000 Paid  DDVWP 55.000 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00482241 13766.430 8025498  11/14/2011 13766.430 Paid  DDVP 13766.430 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/7/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00482251 147.500 8025499  11/14/2011 147.500 Paid  DDVP 147500 LEGALFEES 2012 11/7/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026130 2 2 00484075 27.500 8026597 12/5/2011 27.500 Paid  DDVWP 27.500 LEGALFEES 2012 11/2%/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00484080 73.750 8026598 12/5/2011 73.750 Paid  DDVWP 73.750 LEGAL FEES 2012 11/2%/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 2 2 00484082 113.250 8026599 12/5/2011 113.250 Paid  DDVP 113.250 LEGALFEES 2012 11/29/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026130 2 2 00434085 221.250 8026600 12/5/2011 221.250 Paid  DDVP 221.250 LEGALFEES 2012 11/29/2011
Thompsen & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00484086 890.250 8026601 12/5/2011 890.250 Paid  DDVP 890.250 LEGALFEES 2012 11/29/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00484092 3104.500 8026602 12/5/2011 3104.500 Paid  DDVP 3104.500 LEGALFEES 2012 11/29/2011
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 2 00485798 350.000 8027702  12/28/2011 350.000 Paid  DDVP 350.000 LEGALFEES 2012 12/13/2011
Zimmerman, Axelrad, Meyer,Stern § 0000028392 1 1 00431956 7502.750 0370878 6/23/2010 7502.750 Paid  VE 7502.750 LEGALFEES 2010 6/16/2010
Zimmerman, Axelrad, Meyer,Stern § 0000028392 1 1 00436784 7489.250 0372843 7/28/2010 7489.250 Paid  VE 7489.250 LEGALFEES 2010 7/21/2010
Zimmerman,Axelrad, Meyer,Stern § 0000028392 1 1 00438590 21.000 0373396 8/11/2010 21.000 Paid  VE 21.000 LEGALFEES 2010 8/6/2010
Zimmerman,Axelrad, Meyer,Stern § 0000028392 1 1 00446372 11292.250 0376778  11/10/2010 11292.250 Paid  VE 11292.250 LEGAL FEES 2011 11/4/2010
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Legal Fees to Law Firms
Paid Directly from Bond Debt Issues
Period from 1/01/12 to 10/10/17

Prepared 10/10/17

Colon
Andrews Greenburg Haynes Law  Bratten &
Bond lssue Date Kurth Traurig EBoone Firm  Associates Bracewell Total
Limited Tax General Obligation Bonds, Series 2013 3/19/13 460,039.88 76500.00 121,125.00 40,375.00 698,039.88
Combined Fee Revenue Refunding Bonds, Series 2014A and 20148 4/16/14  89,510.00 40,000.00 129,510.00
Combined Fee Revenue and Refunding Bonds, Series 2015 7/22/15 8700000 58,389.00 19,462.67 15,570.40 180,422.07
Limited Tax Refunding Bonds, Series 2016 9/21/16 14,711.23  5,16183 4,12947 134,776.80 58,779.33
Maintenance Tax Refunding Bonds, Serles 2016 9/21/16 2522621  7,718.75 7,081.04 47,050.00 87,076.00
Combined Fee Revenue Refunding Bonds, Series 2016 9/21/16 43,048.69 15,104.8¢ 12,083.84 82,500.00 152,737.33

636,549.88 76,500.00 302,500.13 87,823.05 38,864.75 164,326.80 1,305,564.61
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Thompson & Horton LLP 005N 2 2 00532638 B1.7S00C0S081782  B/23/2004 R1.750 PaMd DDVP RL.750 LEGAL FEES 2014 B/18/201
Thompton & Harton LUk DORDZE150 2 2 GysTIeNE AZ6TSOGDOEOBITET  Ef2L/2004 426.750 Pad DOVP 476.750 LEGAL FEES w14 B/15/2014
Thompson & Harton LLP 0050026080 1 2 00573915 335.000 6600000042 S/39/2014 335.000 Paid DOVE 335.008 LAND ACQUESITION 015 s/lbf2018
Thempron & Harton LLP 0006026190 2 2 DOST4634 3221 TS00B0ROKZSSE 104172018 3272750 Paid DbVP 323,750 LEGAL FEES 018 9252014
Themgron & Horton LU UI26150 1 100573635 167500 0000040074 10/27/2014 167,590 Padl oove 167.500 LAND ACQUISITION w01s 8/25/2014
Thotnpson & Horton LK 0300026190 2 2 GasTemal 652500 0008084308 11/4/2014 £562.500 Paid DOVP 542,500 LEGAL FEES 2015 10/29/2014
Thompson & Hortan ILP OOOUIENSD T & DOSTTOA9 1755.250 O0OCOUDI 32 1jajzo14 1758750 Padd bove 1758,750 LAND ACQUISITION 015 w/28f2014
Thompson & Horton LEF CORB026150 2 2 00578347 1591.250 6005045049 11/25/2000 1590.250 Padd DOvE 1591.250 |EGAL FEES 015 11172014
Thompson & Hortan LLP 0000026190 2 200573348 231250 0008085050 11/20/2014 251250 Pad DDVP 251250 LEGALFEES 1018 1172004
Thompen B Hoon LLP 0030026197 1 1 00578345 SEE.2S00000000132  11/29/2014 5B6.250 Fad DOVE 585250 LAND ACQWISITION s 1/18/101a
Thardpion & Horton LLP 0OMN0Z5192 1 1 DOS78546 1395.000 0000000133 11/28/2014 1495.000 Paid DOVB 1455000 LAND ACQUISITION 2018 1w/1e/1014
Thornpson & Heron LB 00D00I6183 2 2 00578940 $02.50D CODECHSA2Z  11/26/2014 £02.500 Paid DOV £02.300 LEGALFEES 2018 11/213/1014
Thorpsan b Homon WP COM0IE190 2 2 00579559 SES.AS0000B0ESTIY  12/10/2014 566.250 Faid DOVF S85.250 LIGAL FEES 2018 12501014
Thampsen l Haron WP 0000025190 2 200575561 5360.000 0008085781 12/10/2019 5360000 Pafd DOVP 360,050 LEGALFEES 2005 12/3/2004
Thampsen B Horten LLP 0000026190 2 2 DOSEDGIE 670.000 000BDEE410 12/22/2014 670,000 Paid DDVP 670.080 LEGALFEES 015 12/16f018
Therepsen B Harton LLP 0093025190 1 7 OSEOEIE 167.500 Q0RSCTNIT0  12/2H 201 167.590 Paid PRVE 167.500 LAND ACOUIRTIGN s 127182012
Thompsen & Hartan WP 0090026190 1 2 00%B4522 I177.5000000000300  2/25/2015 2372500 Paid ] 2177.500 LAND ACQUISION 2018 211771015
Thampson &k Horton LLP GOpO0I60 2 2 ODSEABET 502500 OU0S0SEERD /2171015 502500 Pald Dove 300.500 LEGALFEES 2015 yjiois
Thompsan B Harton P 0023215190 1 1 00586278 3052500 DOO0BODASE  3/12/2015 3052.500 Paid DOVE 3062.5C0 LAND ACQUISIT:ON 2015 310/1015
Tharmpson B Hattan e 1090025190 1 1 00586285 1510000000045 3/13/2015 251250 Poid oovE 351,250 LARD ACOUISITION 208 ¥10/1018
Thempson & Haran ILP 2000226080 1 100587737 1AB7E250D00000S580  4/14/2015 14876.250 Pald bove 4875.250 BUILDING ACOUISITION 015 13071045
Thompean & Hartan LLP 000026180 1 1 00587242 045000 COOTO00S3E  3/31/2015 045000 Faid DovE 9045.000 LAND ACQUISITION 2015 3/30/2015
Tharpon B Hoten LLP 00025150 1 1 DOSBT7AE 2472500 CO0C000538  3/31/2015 2472500 Paid Bove 4472.408 LAND ACOUISITION 25 ¥inz0ss
Thampron & Hortan 1LF 0000026190 2 2 G0S8EOS1 167.500 £O0B090579 47/2015 162.500 Paid pove 167,500 LEGAL FEES s ahnnams
Thompson & Horion LLF 000026390 2 2 00588381 135,208 CODB090806  4/10/2015 335.200 Pad nove 335,200 LEGAL FEES 2015 4/2/2015
Thompsan & lierien LLP G0000261%0 2 2 00585716 1037502 BLOOD005 76 472172015 1022 500 Paid bDOVE 1022.500 HUILDING ACOLISITION 2015 afafans
Thampsan & Horen (1P wDE00262%0 2 2 0589965 2720.000 BO0TBD0584 57872015 2720.000 Paid DOVE 1720.000 BUILDING ACOUISITION 2015 afaz/a015
Thampsan & Horon WP 0000026190 2 2 DnS85356 1551.250 000000585 She/2015 1591 250 Paid bove 1591, 250 LAND ACQUISITION 2015 /2712018
Thompaan & Horton WP SON0026150 2 2 00520115 5386820 0008091939 5/5/2015 53E6.820 Paid DOVP 536,820 LEGAL FEES s 4f3072015
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 200590318 #37.500 002091340 5572015 837.500 Paid g H37.500 LEGAL FEES s 4/30/2015
Thampsan & lionen WP 00DI619E 1 2 Bnssdady 1591 KD OOOIIDNAER  E/271005 1582 380 Puid BOVE 1581250 LAND ACOUSITION 015 €/2312018
Thateasan & Hortan WP 0000026180 2 250595115 3707.740 0008004972 #2/1015 3702740 Paid DovP 3707740 LEGAL FECS s &/2/2018
Thompson & Horton WP BOMO26150 2 2 00596491 6T5006 0000000697 7/22/1015 1675.000 Paid DovE 1675.000 LAND ACQUISITIDN 2015 1afa01%
Thempsea & Horton LLP eDOD026190 2 200597826 S152.990 009096749 Fi30/2015 5153.990 Faid bove 5153.990 LEGAL FEES 2015 ¥3N015
Thompion & Hortan LLF 0300026198 2 2 00598038 §2.750 GO0DB00740 8372015 83750 Paid DOVE H1,750 LAND ALQUNSITON 2005 #2018
Thempion & torton LLP Q000026190 2 1 20600131 2512.500 BL0SQIRITO B/24/7015 2213.508 Pald nove 1913.500 LEGAL FELS 2015 1972015
Thompien & Hortan Wk OUOD0ZELI0 2 2 00E01709 1340.000 COOCODDESE  9/22/2015 1320000 Paid ] 1340000 LAND ACOMISITION 06 177015
Thompson & Horton LLP 0CO0D26150 1 2 00601831 8107.50C000CODDESS  10/5/2015 8207.500 Paid Dova B207.500 LAND ACQWISITION WS 92172015
Thempson & Nertan LB BOBODZE190 2 2 0DE04B12 ATLFCOC0SI00SDL 1171072015 2174.730 Paid DOVE 7171.730 LEGAL FEES 1046 11/8/2015
Thampen & Horten LLF 0000026150 2 2 0B604B1S 2388500 GC0EIO0SUS  11/30/2015 2368500 Pard ROVP 328 500 LEGAL FEES 015 1S
Thompion & Horton P 000026190 2 2 0DBOESIS 435350 GLOSI013590 12/92015 439350 Pad bove 435 350 LEGAL FEES 016 12/4f2005
Thompaen & Horon ILF BORDIEIYD 2 1 opBossal JBAO00 ODOBIONISE L3M/I015 284 600 Fad BbyP 384,000 LEGAL FEES 2016 124472018
Thompton & Horton LLP 0CODOZEIT0 2 2 00806978 502500 GOOCOUICN  1R/14/2015 S02.500 Paid pova 502,500 BLAULOING ACQUISITION 2016 12971018
Thempsen B Honlon WP 0000026490 2 2 OCB0EAAD 423,750 6EO0ODA0NT  12/4472015 1473750 Paid DOVE 143,750 LAND ACGUISITION 2016 12501015
Thaemmon 8 Horen LR 0000026190 2 2 00506041 1172500 0600001811 12/14/2015 1172500 Pand oDvE 1172500 LARD ACCUISITION 0e 1aph0s
Thompton & Horton LLP 0030026190 2 2 00807263 842500 0DOSI0AESY 1271772015 1842 500 Paid BOVP 1347500 1EGAL FEES 016 12/1s0018
Thompson & Horlon 4P 0008026190 2 200807271 12595700 600RRONESD  12/17/2015 12595700 Paid DOVP 2565.700 LEGAL FEES 2016 12/14/1015
Thompsen & Horlen WP 0000026190 1 100807478 437,500 0008101596 12/18/2015 £37.500 Paid [ 17,500 LEGAL FEES 016 12/13f2013
Thompson & Hortan LR 000026190 1 100807479 1441500 DOOEI0ISST  12/26/2015 1421.500 Paid DOVP 1441.500 LEGAL FEES 18 1/15f2015
Thompion & Horeon LLP o0o0odEesn 2 1 DESO7IRD 335000 OCOSM01DOE  12/18/3015 326,000 Poid bove 315000 LEGAL FEES 016 121551013
Thampsen & Hotan LLF BO00026150 1 200507461 671100 0ODBICISOY  12/18/2015 £74.169 Paid oo £71.100 LEGAL FEES FT 12/1572015
Thompson & Horton ELP CODPDZEISD 1 1 20607680 1591250 Q000001036 12/21/2015 1591250 Paid tbve 1591.350 LAND A0QUISITION 2018 1241605
Thompsan & Horton EEP BODBO2EISD 2 200610525 973500 DODEICIESZ  2/19/201G 973,509 Paid cove 973.500 LEGAL FEES BT 162016
Thompsan & Hortan EaP BIDBOMESD 2 200510926 4180500 DOBRICIND3  2/19/2016 4380.500 Paid .03 4300.500 LEGAL FEES 2016 21612015
Thompsan & Horton UP COGU0261%9 1 209611143 3350000 DOD0D012Z7  2429/2016 3350.000 Paid CovE 3350.0% LAND ACQUISITION 016 2/1812016
Thompson & HortonLLP CIBODIEISD 2 2 00613323 671,000 0ODBIOSI06  3426/2016 £71.000 Paid DovE 571,000 LEGAL FEES w16 1142016
Thompsan & Herton LR 000026190 2 200613326 32500 00DRI0SI07  3/28)7016 23,580 Pad L1 33.500 LEGAL FEES me 31D
Thorpson & Horton WP ODOUDDRELD T 2 pOE13sE £533.000 0000001306 A/Sf2016 6533.000 Paid cove B53F.000 LAND ACQUISITION 2016 3/28/206
Thompson & Horton LLP CODIEIND 2 209614872 4B75.000 00DBIOFZZE  S/13/2016 AB75.000 Paid ovE 4875000 LEGAL FEES %16 4812016
Thompsan & Horton LR CODODIE1SD | 100514880 30552500 00D0UOIAZD  4/26/2016 10552.508 Paid oDVE 552,500 LAND ACQUISITION 2016 A78f2016
Thompaan & Hortan LUP GI00DZEIY 7 2 00614960 Q43R.750 DUDBMCG29S  O/08/2016 4235.750 Paid oOVF 4438.750 LEGAL TEES 2016 af11/206
Thompsan & Horon P OODIOREINY I 2 00614951 137.500 000R10B206  4f1412016 137,500 Paid oove 137,500 LEGAL FEES 016 41172016
Thompsan & Hormon WR 0000026190 2 2005184 4338.250 O0DB1CRME 5/26f2016 4338, 750 haid [+l 4335250 LEGAL FEES 016 5{13)2018
Whompson B Horton 4P COBIDIEIND 7 2 MOE18901 537500 DODG01398 &173016 #37.500 Paid ohve BIT.500 LAND ACQUISITION 7016 5/26/2016
Thompson & Homon 4P 00002610 2 200620381 4715000 00DBL09S5S  G/16/2016 4725.000 Paid blve 4775000 LEGAL FEES 2016 6i13/7016
Yhompson & Horton 4P 0OnID2EIND 2 204520387 167.500 00DB10560 6/16/2016 167,500 Paid o 157.500 LEGAL FEES. pu]l] (13873119
Thompean & Hamon 1P DABODIEISN | 2 08630127 335000 DBERAGLARY B23f016 335,000 Paid ODVE 325.000 LAND ACQUISINOMN w06 Bl6/2016
Thommpion B Harlon LLP CODDDREISD T 200622732 180.510 00DB11099G TiH15}2016 2780.500 Paid oove 2730.500 LEGAL FEES 06 1016
Thompion & Horlan LLP 0OCOUREIE0 2 200622832 463.000 D0DELLINSS  7/18/2016 469,060 Pak! (12" 459000 LEGAL FELS 2016 HiNIE
Thompson & Hamen LLP COCO02E190 2 2 BA623208 335000 00DELI1273  1/20)2016 335,000 Pald bove 335.000 LEGAL FEES 2016 7i15/1018
Thompsan & lorton LLP 000026100 2 200625166 1072.000 DODE112565 #/o12016 1072.000 Paic oove 1072030 LEGAL FEES 016 B/Af2016
Thompacn & Nardon LLP COCODEEIR0 2 2 0e5a8167 1536450 00061123566 B/31016 1536460 Pald cove 1536450 LEGAL FEES wie B/4/2016
Thomgsan & Horwn LLP QODO02E190 1 2 0U625564 83,750 00DGA01S46 Bf22j2016 83.750 Paid DOvE B3.750 BUILDING ACOUINTION. 018 £/9/2016
Thompsan & Hartan LLP CABOOREIED T 2 64626050 162500 0OORA1I2R  RAIIOIE 368,500 Pakd nove 368,500 LEGAL FEES 016 [ETE
Thompaan & Hartan LLP CIDODREID0 2 2 00627511 1239500 CODB11ADT}  B/30/7046 1239500 Faid DOVP 1238500 LEGAL FEES e Bf5fams
Tharnpson & Hoeton LLK DIG02E190 2 2 GoB31636 I7A2000 GOOKIIERTA  11/10/2016 2712000 Poid COvP 2712.000 LEGAL FEES w7 11/72015
Thempuon & Hoten LLP 00C0026130 200631639 B37.50D 0008116375 1171072016 2a7.505 Fakd bhve 832 500 LEGAL FEES oy 1)/372018
Thempson & Horlon LLP 0OBOD2519D 2 200623553 1656.000 GODELIZADE  12/8/7016 1656.000 Pald bove 1656000 LEGAL FEES wir 2/E2ME
Thormpsor & Horton LLP 0IC00IEI0 2 200623554 1739.500 0ODELI2AD9  12/5/4016 1239500 Faid Dove 1219500 LEGAL FEES w017 13/6/2016
Thempion & Hovten LLP CoLO0rEL9D 2 100629565 162.500 0006112410 13/5/1016 167,500 Faid oove 162 500 LEGAL FEES w7 13/6/2016
Thompac k & Hodtan LLP 0J00026190 2 200633556 1507500 0088117411 12/9/2018 1507.500 Paid nove 1507 SO0 LEGAL FEES i 13/6/2016
Thompaan & Horton LLP CO00026190 2 2 00632557 167.500 DODBLIMIZ  12/5/2016 187,500 Fakd oave 167 5040 LEGAL FEES 007 13/6/2016
Thempsan & Horten LR TIGOOZEI0 7 2 00634556 1153000 0053117913 12/15/2016 2158.000 Paid DOVP 158,000 LEGAL FEES w7 1241472016
Thompaon 8 Haston LLF 0OCOUEEI0 7 2 634359 34500 CODELITSLS  I19/HL6 292,500 Paid DOVP 214 508 1EGAL FEES w7 1211412016
Thompson & Rarton LLP 000OD2EIS0 I 2 0os3ase0 4.000 0008117919 12/19/2016 24,000 Pald npve 24,000 LEGAL FEES mr 12/14/2016
Thampon & Herton LLF coCogyslen 2 2 DO83ASE} 1605000 0OSB1I7910  LHAIS[I0LE 1608030 Paid oDVR 1508.000 LEGAL FEES w1t 12Har20%6
Thompson & Horton LLP CIBIDLEI90 2 2 637682 920.250 0008119681 2/:3/I017 971250 Faid opve 521.250 LEGAL FEES 017 sj017
Thampson & Harton LLP GI00026190 2 208837663 9t 4CO0MAI9EB? 313017 971589 Paid npvE S71.500 LEGAL FELS 2017 B0
Tharpien & Horton tLE OECOOZEI0 2 2 02537664 117500 00UB119663  7fi3fa0LT 227.500 Paid DDVE 227.500 LEGAL FEES m17 sty
Thempson & Harton LLP CH0HOREINY 2 260537685 134000 000BI196EA  2f13/201F 134.000 Paid DDVR 132,000 (EGAL FEES 2017 202017
Thempaen & Horten LLP CICODRE1SD 2 2 00E4 1462 J03.500 GHE1 21984 33102017 F03.500 Pakd b 702500 LEGAL FEES 301Y gLy
Thampson & Hortan ELP QIDIDFEIN0 2 7 BaEA1665 TIZOCH ORI ATHINT 737009 Paid oove 737000 LEGAL FEES 017 PEEAY
Thempson & Horton LLP 0ODRO26150 7 2 00541691 IEIT000 000812211 A/3/2017 3E1B.604 Paid DDVE 1518.000 LEGAL FEES 2017 329/2017
Thempsen & Horten LLP Ga00036150 ¥ 2 0041695 150r500 0008122122 A3 1507.500 Paid oove 1502.500 LEGAL FEES 2017 312942017
Thompson & Harteh eb CIBOIEIN0 2 2 tosdiéa? EETE T o IR PERR T L E 3317.992 Paid ooV 1317.000 LEGAL FEES 017 faafaonr
Thempson & Hotton LLF GOGUDLELND X 2 00521700 9IDOCDO0IBIAI  Af3[217 930,000 Paid LL 930,000 LEGAL FEES 2017 B0
Thompagn & Horten LP a0 ¥ 0847599 1332.660 0000122685 L0017 1332.660 Pald obve 1332650 LEGAL HES w1y 4112037
Thempsan & Hatton 1LF CIBIOIE190 2 2 80642600 463000 00MIRNEES  &14/I017 4623.000 Paid oove 4622.000 LEGAL FEES 017 apLifanr
Thampson & Harton LF CIDIEI90 2 7 00842602 5192500 O0QB122687  A/14/2017 53192.500 Paid GOVE 5192560 LEGAL FEES 17 LT
Thempaon & Horton ILP 0000026150 2 COE47604 102.350 0008122688 a7 103.350 Pald obve 193,350 LEGAL FEES o017 ey
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Thampson & Horton ILP Q022026490 2 1 00E42605 120.000 000AL22689  4/14/2017 180402 Fad thue 1ABD30 LEGAL FEES 017 AfLif047
Thampsan B Hortan WP om0 & 2 DTG5 I605.000 00BL2TEI  Af16472007 3645003 Foid (10 545.000 LEGAL FEXS i aL1/2017
Thampaan B Heston P CO00D 26190 2 2 DOEA2609 92950 000BL2I691 af14f101? 92950 Faid EDVE 92.950 LEGAL FEES 0¥ 4/11/2017
Tharpsen & Hortan P 0000026190 2 2 DOB42611 167200 0C0BL 22692 41402017 167,560 Paid DDWVFP 167.500 LEGAL FEES 17 aa1.242017
Thompsen & Hostan WP 0O00226190 2 2 00BAS052 2122.500 0008124143 1002017 2122.500 Paid bove 122500 A\EGAL FEES w017 5/5f2017
Thampson & Hoan ELE 0000026190 2 2 00Ba5053 168.000 0008124144 5/10/2017 168.060 Paid (1] 158.000 LEGAL FEES 017 5/5/2017
Therpisn & Hartes LLF 0ODDRRELST 2 DDEASHS4 703500 0008124145 51072017 703,500 Fald ODWF 703.500 LEGAL FEES 017 S/s/a017
Tharmpsen & Horton LLP Q000026150 2 2 BOBASNSS 402.000 00081 24146 81072017 402.060 Paid EDVP 482.000 LEGAL FEES 017 s{sfap1r
Thampson & Herton LLP conns2E190 2 2 BRGA5HEE 2612.000 0008124147 5£10/2017 2613.000 Fold [0 2513.000 LEGAL FEES 01% 5/5/2017
Thompsan & Hortori LLF 0000026190 2 Z 00843057 251250 0008134148 §10/3037 251,250 Pakd opve 51250 1EGA, FEES 017 si5fa017
Thompsen & Horfon LLP CODDOZ6190 2 2 DOGASHG0 566.750 008124151 SHofamn7 565,750 Pai¢ opwP SEE750 LEGAL FEES 07 S/5{2017
Tharmeson & Horton LLP OOOODZEISD 2 1 DEESTSAR 465000 600R11 5837 &1/217 g%t Palt DDA 459,03 LEGAL FEES w7 /212017
Thampson & Horton LLP TDOOZEINE 2 2 DOG4T5EY 3350.000 0008125838 &7/ 3350.000 Pai DDVF 1350.000 NEGAL FEES w017 6/zfz017
Thampsen & Horton WP aco00I610 2 2 TSAT50 B3.750 0008125833 6772017 83.750 Paid DOVP 83.750 LEGAL FEES w017 6/2f1017
Thompsen & Horton WP a0ona26190 2 2 BOBATEYL 502500 0008125840 &f7/2017 502.500 Pald oove 502500 LEGAL FEES w17 L
Hhompson & Hovton P 0CIU026190 2 2 00647572 192000 0008125841 &7/2017 192,060 Fald DDVP 192.600 LEGAL FEES 017 s/212017
Thompson & Horton LLP 0000026198 2 1 D0556435 1971250 000R131709  9/13/2017 1971250 Paki nove 971,250 1EGAL FEES 1017 8/25/7017
Thomasan & Horton P BERUIEING T 2 vossa3y SIS0 UIBLAITLL  BAIfINT S159.000 Fakd DDVP 159,008 LEGAL FEES my B25/2017
Thompson & Haorton LR 0300026190 2 2 DOS5E442 1650.000 0008131714 ar3fm1? 1650000 Paid Dowe L650.000 LEGAL FEES w17 Bf25/2017
Thompsan B Horlon LLP GHG0016100 T 2 POGSEAAS 415,00 DYIB13ITIS /1372017 438 500 Pakd bhwe 415,500 LEGAL FEES w017 BA25JI01Y
‘Wells, Peyton, Greenberg B Hunt LLP 0I60TR53] ¥ 2 FDRR0GTE JA50.00G QDRAIRR07  1317/2014 3450000 Pakd YE 1450000 LEGAL FEES s 12/16f2014
Vielis, Payton, Greenberg & Hunt 4P 0000934531 2 2 DOsEI0 30H000 0OS4 18898 ¥as/m15 300500 Paid VE 300.000 LEGAL FEES 05 32212015
‘Wells, Payton, Grasnbarg & Huni WP 0Pe0033591 1 110588672 20.950 00804 30804 4/15/2015 20.550 Pakl VE 20380 LEGAL FEES 2015 410/2015

)

Andrews and Kurth LLF.

2 CAAB3EA0 1071480 802978

2 132012 E 1071480 ELECTION EXPENSES 2 2rtione
Andraws and Kurih LLP. 2 2 DOAB3E3 51950 BO79769 1/13/2012 $21.9%0 Paid VR 521550 ELECTION EXPENSES 1012 2o
Androws and Kunih LLP, 2 1 DRABERS 2272450 BOI9790 11012 2272.450 Fald Yove 227240 ELECTIOM EXPENSES 2042 012
#mcrews ond Kurih LLF. COMIONED 2 2 DOEBIEEE 5510520 BO25792 232002 5510320 Fakd L 5510.920 ELECTION EXPENSES 012 012
A rwwen and Kurkh LLP, 0030003059 2 200493822 JOBLO.GDO AEANTE 2/38/1a12 10310.603 Fatd oove 10810.600 LEGAL FEES M2 2342012
fwrdrows dnd Kurth LLF. C000003050 7 2 00494250 372300 BOI 2555 4/af2012 3I72.300 Paid DOVR 2872300 ELECTION EXPENSES w12 31372012
Andrews and Kursh LLP. 0ODOODIRS0 2 2 00494505 1665.000 8032715 4/6/2012 1655.000 Paid oevP 1£65.000 ELECTIDN EXPENSES 012 4/2f2012
Androwes and Kunih LLF, ©O3B003050 2 2 00454505 1902.080 BO3 1716 &h6fam?2 1903.000 Pald apv? 1308020 ELECTION EXPENSES 22 012
Androwes and Kudh LLP. SOMOOS050 2 2 ppagseas 475650 8033495 433012 475.650 Pald bbvP A75.65¢ ELECTIDN EXPENSES 012 411772012
Androws and Kyrih LLP, hded00io 2 2 DO495352 3621.150 B3SO0 4/23{2012 3822.150 Pakd bove 3822.150 LEGALFEES 2012 A
Antrews and Kutth LLF, 0000003050 2 3 DOS0U5ST 624,150 BO3639T /202 624.150 Paid [+ 5 624180 LEGAL FEES 2042 G/1fa12
Androws and Kurlh LLP, 0003002050 2 2 60507780 T426.950 804089 B/t3fa013 1426.950 Paid DEVP 1326.050 ELECTION EKPENSES w01z B/1{2012
Angrowt and Kurth LLE, 0020005650 2 2 00S0ET3  30072.100 BO421E 5/4/1m2 10077.100 Pakd L 10077.10% ELECTIDN EXPENSES. w012 #/28/2012
Androws ond Kurth LLF, HOM00INSe 7 2 Cos16AF7 3669.300 B0AS96S 12312013 3669.300 Pard bove 3569300 LEGAL FEES oz 1142742012
Androws and Kurth LLF, 0030009050 2 2 D0518711 T610400 BCA7ITE 12382012 1610400 Paid DOvP 7610400 ELECTION EKPENSES w3 124170012
Antrews and Kurih LLP, 0020009050 2 2 posisted £%$22.200 8047407 124312012 £523.200 Pald DDVP 6521200 ELECTION EXPENSES w3 12441772012
Aoy and Kurih LS, GOSSD0IRse T 2 DO521925 271.800 BDAEFE2 2013 Z71.500 Pald [ 271.800 LLGALFEES FLE a0
Andrised snd Kurtli LLP, 00330050 2 2 COS1I85% 3346650 BDA%GA3 412013 3346650 Paid POWP 3346.650 £LECTION EXPENSES 2013 134101
Anadtewen uhd Kurth LLF, BORARAASYH 2 2 D0526820 2950900 HD5 2030 2f5{2013 1950500 Pald bbwk 2060908 L [GALFELS 013 /2842013
Amdrow and Kurth LILF, 0039009050 7 2 o05I006E 407300 8054398 5/13/2013 5407.200 Pard DOVP 5407.200 LIGAL FELS 013 A4/3012013
#nsdrow ond Kurth LLP 0030009050 1 100542276 1393650 0UOADE17SI  B/3042015 1393650 Paid DDVF 1393,650 LEGAL FEES 013 8/26/12
Kndraws snd Kurih LLP OD30009CE0 3 3 00548581 SS08.450 ODD30S57  11/20/2013 5406 450 Pad DDVR 5%06,450 ELECTIDN EXPENSES w04 nf2200013
Andrewn and Kyrh LLP Q02A0CAC50 3 200549996 1I6V7H60 0UOMEEESI 121013 13677960 Paid BOVF 12677.860 ELECTION EXPENSES 014 N1
Androves and Kurth Lup 0004029650 1 300SSOB0? 67820270 OMOSBSESSA  12/16/2013 &7620.270 Paid BOVP 67820.270 ELECTION EXPENSES 01 12/1042013
Antrews and Kunih LLP 0DBBROIRSH 3 1 00550035 1155.150 OUQERGESEE  12/16/2011 1155.158 Paid BOVP 1155, 180 LEGAL FEES 2014 13/1022013
Andrews and Kyrik LIP 0006009050 3 1 00552965 218.700 DOOROERSOY a0 118.700 Fald bove 218,700 ELECTION EXPENSES 019 Warhims
Abdrgws and Kurth LLP 0oCOaCMS0 3 3 00553885 60625.210 0005069 168 2/13/z013 63535.730 Fald poVP 68635,730 ELECTION EXPENSES 013 4NN
£undtisiel a0 Kuth LIP BOPO009050 3 3 00556963 30116.990 090E071030 Naon 116920 Paid v IDLIE.SRQ ELECTION EXPENSES s ¥14/2014
Andrews and Kurih LLP V0GO0I9TE0 3 3 0O55B78% AIE5 320 DOOROT2 274 441511014 37765320 Paid oovE 37765.320 ELECTIDN EXPENSES w1 21072014
Ardrown s Kurth LLP fonooosniD 3 3 DOS5E904 8405 308 DOOENP221S /1412004 5409100 Fald 100 9409.300 LEGAL FEES 214 4/8f1014
Siredrgwy and Kurih LLP 00009050 3 3 ooSss0i0 1052 6590 CODHOTEABS /137004 1052.690 Pa DDBVF 1051.690 ELECTION EXPENSES Flat] B0
Arclress and Kunih LLP HOMO009US0 3 7 00557360 I7LROS DODSATAISH Futzon 271,800 Poif nove 271800 ELECTION EXPENSES 201 k01
Ainrowd b Kurth LUP 0DEN00SNS0 3 3 Ons7sags T0O00.000 SOOBHONLIR 12/812014 7000000 Paid bove 70000.000 | EQAL FEES 018 12f3/ 1014
Andrewes and Kyrh LUP 00EQ005050 3 3 00557025 1824, 630 CO0B0900MY 3rrfans 1834.650 P2l [ 1834, 650 LEGAL FEES 2015 3iaaj 1%
Ancltowes and Kurth LLP 0BBAOGI0S0 3 3 (0588383 4517.150000E00D808  4710/2015 4517.150 Paid DDWP 45T7.150 LEGAL FEES 2015 AN
Andrewt and Kurih LLP CDE00a5050 3 3 00601124 5000.000 6005005380 8/22/1015 5000600 Pald bbwe 5006.000 LEGAL FEES 2016 8/3f2015
Artlrewes and Kutth LLP CDEO0I9050 3 3 ODBOGSDS 17447.160 0008101337 1278/3015 17447.150 Peld DDVF 17447, 160 LEGAL FEES w16 13/4f2015
Angirows and Kurih LIP GRS 3 3 UAB0g9IZ 41015.07C 0D0Z103137 2A/216 51015070 Fald DDwR 43015070 ELECTION EXPENSES 016 212016
Andtewd atd Kurh LIP 0ba00as0s0 3 3 ODE13313 2574600 6HO51 0548 3/28/1016 2574000 P2id bove 2574000 ELECTION EXPENSES 2016 32172088
Ardrews and Kyrth LLP 0000003050 3 3 ONG24512 11291.300 0003112073 8frfame 11231300 Paid DIwP 11791, 300 ELECTION EXPENSES o016 TIB10I6
Arudroms and Kurth LIP CD0DI30N0 3 300548827 B20.000 GUOBL 27258 32017 4I0.000 Paid bove 220004 LEGRL FEES w7 B2812017
Andrews snd Curth ([P 000009050 3 100550384 4A080.000 000S127CAE  F/nnfannY ADRY. B0 Paid s A389.008 LEGAL FEES EATH] Her017?
Andrews snd Kutth (1P 0200003050 3 ER o 350,000 QODEI21E4T 9f13f201Y 350.000 Paid oDvP 360.000 LEGAL FEES oy Bl25F2017
Andtews and Kurth LP 0oEODASTLE 3 1 00856354 5650920 GOOB1AI72A  5/E3/2017 5580020 Pad nove 5580.920 LEGAL FEES 007 512017
Andrews snd Kurth LLP 0Chooastit 7 DOS56467 1901.500 00E131731 9/13/2017 1901500 Pald bove 2901.500 LEGAL FEES HwEr BAEIT
Sickerstafl Heath belgado Acosta ttF 0OJDDIIMS | 100552970 357500 0OO0C0TI92 12NN 1352.500 Paid WE 2362,500 LLECTION EXPINSES 014 1232012
Bickesstatl Heath Delgado Acotls tLP Lo LEE U 108648385 5415500 DOODLNEADE 57102017 5428.500 Paid vE S428.500 LEGAL FEES w7 3ane1?
Bizke 318t Haaih Dalgedo Acotla LLP 0000033NY ) 109638986 S21B.500 pEOM4M113 3017 5428.500 Vol vE S428.500 LEGAL FEES w17 aenr
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Bickerstaff Heath Delgada Acosta LLP 030603318 1 1 0842022 AK20 000 BOOCA 60 aafonr 4520000 Paid VE 45620.080 LEGAL FEFS 2017 afalron?
Prazewell & Ghufian! |1P 0gRC02007% 3 1 0MEGTIE 71020 BOZELEY ixang 710,320 Pukd bowe 710.220 LEGAL FEES 012 W02
Bracevell & Glulian 127 0020020175 1 100291709 317500 BOINN76 3ef200z 317.508 Paid DDVP 312,500 LEGAL FEES 2012 2p872012
Brasamell & Ghatiand {LP o0pta20a75 1 10043170 1425.850 201N TT /2012 $425.000 Paid BOVR 1435.000 LEGAL FEES 012 2hsf2012
Brazewall & Gl UIP 003000175 1 10093721 41123500 B031NET EL A3723.000 Pkl tove 43721.000 LEGAL FEES w12 o
#racrwell & Giulian] LR 000C020175 1 100835065 £3B00.400 BAIINIE a/16/2007 BYB0DAD0 Paid oove £3600.400 LEGAL FEES 01 afranl
Bracewel & Gulunl (AP 0020020175 1 1 00495549 783,440 gO¥MASS FIE LTI 3TRYALD Pakd BoVR 37R1.440 LEGAL FEES 012 af 112012
Bratewall & Ghulan) (WP CRT020175 1 1095950 37840.300 BDINTS /2372002 S7ER5A0% Patd oovP 37535 200 LEGAL FEES 101 of17/2012
Brasgwell & Ghuluan! ([P 0OC2020075 1 1 97359 831,240 5033367 {2007 831258 Paid DOVP #31.250 LEGAL FEES w2 31720012
Bracewell & Gauluan) LLP 0080020175 1 100998725 116562100 E0ISMA3 $/22{2017  118562.200 Part DDVP 18561 200 LEGAL FEES 012 S71872012
Bacwwrll & GrulionitLP 0000020075 1 119K TR 6500 BOITO G200 MH1EEED Paid bove TOA16,880 LEGAL FEES wz YT H
Brazewell & Ghulani (1P oocto20175 1 1 00505956 51784250 BONMEY 232012 51784350 Prid oove SA784. 150 LEGAL FEES o e
Bracewell & Gulani 14X £OCON201TS 1 1pasa?ny 1302850 2040297 B/t3/2002 1308850 Pakd nove 1308650 LIGAL FEES iz BiH2011
Brecewell & GRilun) LLP 000020175 1 105097 A7956.740 340399 BiHIR ARBETEE Paid Love ATGE6.TE0 \EGAL FEES Wiz 87012
Bracewe!| & GaufianilLP COGDO20EYS 1 1 DI509899 59679200 8042329 bl H 52574200 Pait DDvP 24676, 100 LEGAL FEES 2oL Bfr9fruny
Beacwl] & Givllani LLP 030010175 1 10951374 19781240 BQAA5ED 12002 1978150 Pakd DOVR 19781.250 LEGAL FEES pIrtt] 1071512012
Brapeure /] & Gnliani (0# BIRDIRNTE 1 Trosiedal 19276700 S6MEA32E 12142002 39229700 Paid DDVR 19125.700 LEGAL FELS 1013 1121012
Braoewell & Giiam LW COBR01IS ) 1R TE923.950 039E505 12/18f2002 6923950 Paid L T6323,950 LEGAL FEES 0L 171
Bracewell & Ghalni LLP bO3OOIOLTS 1 1 3051146 0890 550 BO4SIRD 1542013 BAES0.850 Pald bove EDRSC.550 LEGAL FEES 01y 1/29/2013
Bracewell & Gralans LR 0003020175 1 100525598 95823300 8031336 3f2sfzom 95823 300 Poid bove 95821.200 LEGAL FEES mz 3192013
Brocewedl & Glulian] LLP D0O3DZ01T5 1 TROSITES  SAGTR5OO BD52)66 4/e{2003 50572.500 Pid oove BOITE.H00 LEGAL FEES 013 af2t1013
Brocewed] & Grulan) LLP POOTITLTS 3 100510628 GSPEY.DSD BUSAIEY sfafaond BSTH2.060 Pakl oove 5724080 LEGAL FEES 01% 4/10/2013
Bracowsl] & Giutiani LLF D000CI017% 1 100532505 128732450 BUSEQTO 6172012 12B732.450 Pakd oove 787332.450 LEGAL FEES 1013 /3013
Bracowel] & Ghalian! L8 0020020178 3 100517651 €SORTIOCOOSOSIONE  B/22I1) 69053750 Paid DDVR £9051.750 LEGAL FEES 13 TATfI013
Bracwwell & Ghukan] L5 0000T20175 1 100537654 115504.000 GROROSBASA  7/18{201 115504.000 Faid oove 15504,000 LEGAL FEES w3 sz
Bracewell & Ghukani 2P DI0GIA0LIE 1 100549080 B7214.140 000R066047  12/5/2011 87114140 Paid DDYP BII14.140 LEGAL FEES 014 127011
Hracewel) & Ghukani LLP HO0ORINNTE 1 109550041  A2654.100 OBORDEESRT  12/16/2003 ATE54.100 Paid bove 42654.100 LEGAL FEES 014 121001
Oracewsll & Ghubani L 2000020375 1 100550200 105080370 0ROBOETOS4  12/20/2011 105030370 Peld DDVP 05080 370 LEGAL FEES 04 1na
Bracewnl) & Giuban] UP V000020174 A 100553367 76003370 GODBOGE?AS 2/6/2014 76003370 Pakd DDVP T6003,370 LEGAL FEES 014 131/2014
Bapcowgll & Ghlae! LLP 0000020175 1 100556476 3430750 GROBDTOVIS 3/20/20014 #r090.250 Paid DDYR T7490.150 LEGAL FEES 1014 72014
Bracewell & Giukae! LLP 2008C2017E ¥ 100561429 79143.160000807IBEE 5122014 73142100 Paid DDVP T8145.100 LEGAL FEES 2014 57612014
Beacewel] & Giuban: LLP 005020175 1 100564573 E5152.500 000B076062 6/9/2014 85152500 Paid bove B5152,500 LEGAL FEES 2014 /312014
Evatewoll & Ghihan! LLP 0000020175 ) 100567740 SDOE1230 OROBDTEZI laf201 SCOELESD Pakd DOvVP S0CH1,850 LEGAL FEES wa #Brans
Eracewel! & Grukan! LIP 000020175 1 100567742  274B7000000E078293  7/14/2014 B74B7.000 Pzid DDVP 487,000 LEGAL FEES 04 Ffufola
EBaxcoweall B Ghukan! LLP on0o0I01s 1 100873485  B636.350C00209166  5/29{2014 86325.250 Peil DOVP BE)28.390 LEGAL FES 2014 /2312014
Bracewsl] B Grykan: ULF oOUGRI0IFS 1 109578M6  10SB51I00 UDUEGIINAE  LIF2IfI000 1B5E51.000 Pakf oove {GBES]. 000 LEGAL FEES M5 W/17/2014
Bracowell & Grokan tLF 0000020175 1 100579526 43813650 6UOE0S5T50  12/107200¢ AZR13.650 Pekd DOvP 42811.650 LEGAL FEES 015 12/af2012
Eracewrnll & Giykanl LLP 0000220175 1 109579527 TEM11S00005385751  12/30/2014 76281190 Paid pove TE241.190 LEGAL FEES 2005 12/a72014
Bracewel] B Giularl LLF 000007V 35 3 100560504 1OPOS7.000 GOOBUBGIFS  LIF2H/2014  LOFDST.00 Pakd oovR 07057.000 LEGAL FEES s LU1671014
Bracowell B Gaukan! LLP 0000020175 1 100580519 13285000 6008086411 12/23/2014 13285000 Paid oEove 13185.000 LEGAL FEES 015 121162014
Baacewel| & Giukan! (1P 00000175 1 100568089 41195000 CONRORRRTS  2/27/201% 31195000 Pald DovP 1193.000 LEGAL FEES ms y3fI01s
Bracowol B Ghutan) LLP OIS 1 109584391 IISTE7SOODDSIBEETS  1/I7/I015 ITSTRIS0 Paid oove IFETETL0 LEGAL FECS ms wranns
Brsttwell & Giukan! UP 0000030175 ) 100567016 79326000 O03EI9003T 3/27f2015 29425.000 Paid oovP 25426000 LEGAL FEES w15 3f241201%
Eascewsl] B Giukan! LLP oa0G230175 1 TOALARTIN  SOONIOO0CDSR0OIOAS  4/)6/20MS 50005 000 Pakd Dbve $0004,000 LEGAL FEES s af13fa018
Bracewsl] E Giukan! UP 000020175 1 100560738 ISIE2ICOCODHPRINNG  afi6{2028 362350 Paxd bowe 35267.500 LEGAL FEES s 4132015
Beacewel & Gustan! L 0000020175 1 1 DOSERTA0 96951.140 COOBI9I 056 4/16/201% 86952150 Paid oowe 95352.150 LEGAL FEES 2015 471372015
Gracewa!! & Giukan! LLP 0OR0020175 1 109550300 TIOES.S00CO0BIPISIS S5/ M TI0E5500 Pakd oove 73065500 LEGAL FEES 018 af0fas
Bracewel] E Giukan! LLP V000020175 1 100592040 IEAEE.250 QOOBNIIOEY 5290018 AGRER.250 Paid oo 35466250 LEGAL FEES W15 SIS
Bracowad] & Gluhan! LP 00020175 1 100592042 SI00C.000 DOOSIOILES 52NN 37000000 Paid sove 97000.000 LEGAL FEES 05 Sf2LF2015
Brocewall & Giukan! P BO00020175 1 103595091 $1911.250 O00ED9455 RIS $1911.250 Fald [ F1911.250 LEGAL FEES ws (s r i
Oracewell B GrutianiLLP 00600175 1 100535092 787,500 DOGSHHITIES 22018 782.580 Paid 787.500 LEGAL FEES FLL) €/215/1015
Bracewell B Gloliand LLP 0000020175 1 100585093 3437 500 OOGINT6E6 AW 3337.500 Paid 3422.500 LEGAL FEES 018 62972015
Bracewell & Gintm LLP 0000020175 1 100595389 N101R0.400 (O0B0S5193 32015 110120400 Paid i 110140400 LEGAL FEES 1% €/20/2015
Bracewell & Ginlyni LLP BAGO020175 1 100587251 0953400 OD0K0SGI6E 2472015 10993.490 2ald 10931.490 LEGAL FEES Foity 2
Bracrwe!l & Giullan! LLP QEOIHTS 100593202 122961 980 COUB09T595 B/13I0ls 122951 SR LEGAL FEES 01% gilo/xis
racewel) & Glulian LLE 0aBO0NNTS 1 100599203 76215.500 0008097595  BAMNIS 26215 500 LEGAL FEES 1015 srinfams
Aracewel) B Glulan: LU L TR 100608040 37129.000 000S100050  10/30/2015 27129.000 LEGAL TEES 018 104262015
racewel] & Glulian LLF 0300020175 1 100604043 B7185.900 QO0AIGNOS]  1RMOMINLS BT1E9.900 Paig 67187 500 LEGAL FEES me ID/IB72015
Bracewel) & Glulian! LIF 0300075 1 1 00EGA045 373500 GUUEIONDSZ /3072015 373.560 Paid 373,500 LEGAL FEES 016 104262015
Bracewel] & Gruluni LIP 02E00MNTS 1 1 0DGS6I05 1014000 0DORID1IBS  1/EF2018 1014000 Paxt 1014.000 LEGAL FEES. 118 12353018
Brarowol| & Gluliani LUP 000020175 1 1 00636359 45000 0008101299 13/8/2015 46910 Paid 46.000 LEGAL FEES e WIS
Bracewol & Gluliani P 0H000FITS 1 1 00606405 6283500 0008101302 13/8/2015 B2E3.500 Paxd 6282500 LEGAL FEES 2016 127371018
Bracewell A Glulami i oICooAMYS 1 100606407 103938500 0008101303 13/8/2015 103438503 Paid 100438 500 LEGAL FEES me 1432015
Bracewell & Ghulani LP 000002175 1 100507476 13510.750 0008101994 12/1B/2005 13518.750 Pai¢ 13518.750 LEGAL FEES 016 121572015
Beacowal! & Gluliani LIF Bp00A2017S 1 100607477 112214150 0008101595 1XAB/2015  122214.150 Pakd 172214 150 LEGAL FEES 016 L5015
Bsacevel! & Gulun| LLP aTooUIiYs 1 1 00602453 25315.500 GOOB10I04E  12/1B/2015 75315.500 Paid 15315.500 LEGAL FEES 016 121552015
Beacrwal! & Glulan| L 0X00020175 1 100510158 374 000 0008103434 VOI2016 374.000 Paict 374.000 LEGAL FEES 1018 a2
Beacowell & GlulaniLLe PEA0IN TS 1 100E1019%  1DI230.450 000B103495 2/9/2015  102230.450 Paid 102230450 LEGAL €S wme 2{af 016
Beacowel] & Glulan LLP WO00INTS 1 100611408 2491750 000104261 2352015 3253750 Paid 2491.780 LEGAL FEES 6 TG
Sracewell & GlulantLL> WLOIM 5 1 100611507 73102800 GOOBLO4264  2/25/2016 73102880 Paid 73102 600 LEGAL FEES 06 N6
Bracewnl| & Giulaan! LLP o0eoRIM S 1 100613310 47350 0DOBI05206 3/24/2016 479.950 Paid 471,950 LEGAL FEES 16 yaifai6
Bragewell & GlantLLe 0C002M75 1 100613311 393 750 OUB105297 Aiafans 393,750 Paid 39).750 LEGAL TLES G AYIE
Bracewe!| & GlulaniLLF 0000020175 1 100613312 75158.400 0008 05298 2012016 T5158.200 Paig F5158.400 LEGAL FEES 036 INUWIE
Riscewsll & GulanhLLP oBBUIIN 7S 1 100618407 75470.650 GOORICANSY  5/26/2016 5430 640 Paid 75470.650 LEGAL FEES 016 8/23/ 2018
Brarxwpl| & Gighanh LA AATINT5 L 100618408 2362500 0DOS10B352  5£16/2015 362,500 Paid 2352.500 LEGAL FEES. M6 8/13{2016
Bracewell & GlulaniLLP 000020175 1 100518408 SI555.500 GOORIOEIS3 52672016 ©1555.500 Paid 91555.500 LEGAL FEES 016 SN
Bracewell & GlutaniiLh booomImYS 1 100618340 11B1.250 0008106442 sfaNwG 1161.250 Paki 1181.250 LEGAL FECS. 1016 SJNIE
Biacewelt & GlubanitlP 2000030175 1 10UEINEY  G32EOHA0 G0ORIINGAE TV ©3280,900 Poid 63280.980 LEGAL FEES 036 /62016
Bracrwel: & Gikan LLP DOABITS 1 100617308 1KDEZ.500 0DDSLI068  B/30f2015 18057 500 Paid 18057.500 LEGAL FEES 1016 Bj25/M015
Bracewel) & GrutlanitlP SL6002017% 1 100627509 102301130 6008114089  BAO/I01S 192301,150 Paki 10230140 LEGAL FECS N6 B2/ 2016
Eracowelt & Glatanh LP 0BIM 75 3 10061451 SPITS.IE0 GD0RILTEEE 1211016 E9175.360 Paid SI175.360 LEGAL FEES w07 121412016
Bracewell & Galani LLP oDCI0IM TS L | onglasse 56D3.400 0DOGL17074 12152015 603,900 Paid 6603.400 LEGAL FEES 2017 121442016
Bacewsll & GiluniLLP V0IINT7Y 1 100519459 54716.500 0003117075 12/19/2015 54716.500 Paki S4716.500 LEGAL FEES W07 141470016
Btactwell & GlullaniLLP 0000275 1 10053757 62396000 0008117993 121072015 42395.000 Paid 42396.000 LEGAL FEES wr RASINIE
Bracewell & GislaniLLP ALH00ILITS 1 1 00514758 48 00D 0003117994 12/20/2015 402.000 Paid ABB.00D LEGAL FEES 017 12/15/2016
Bracewell & GlulaniLLF 00g0Im 7S 1 1 00G4Z304 18354.500 0003122616 af13r oLy 183%4.500 Paid 18354.500 LEGAL FEES 017 41102047
Brazewell & GiullaniLLP 00oad2ei7s 1 1 GO542895 26843 600 DP9 22682 af14fz017 25843 500 Paid 26513.500 LEGAL FEES 017 afforr
BragewellLLP ALEO02NT5 1 100645393 37358000 0008123426  $/12/2017 37393.000 Pald 37398000 LEGAL IEES 01 sfafzoLy
BrazewellLLP 0000010175 1 100645782 A744.000 02034 24627 LU thg a7ad e Padd 4744.000 LEGAL FEES m7 ST
BratewellLLP QOoOTMY5 1 100548810 6587 500 0008126570 /114017 6587.500 Pard 6587.500 LEGAL FEES w7 BAELT
BratewellLLP BLE00I017S 1 100849520 10117.000 DOOS1 27259 ¥af2017 10137.500 Paid 10137000 LEGAL FEES w7 /1872017
BragewellLLP QOIS 3 100649530 9708400 00081 27160 a3z $708.000 PaHl 9T08.000 LEGAL FEES my BABf20L7
BratrwcllLLP 0000020175 1 100649332 42288320 DDOR1 27261 /32017 42288 320 P2t A2288.320 LTGAL FELS 017 Ef2BLI0LT
BracewellULP [T 100549534 79349 210 0008127162 32017 70349046 Pad 79149.010 1$GAL FEES 2017 6AIB/20LT
Bragrweli AP 00C002017S ) 1 0055645) SOTE00 GBI §f13/2017 902.500 Paid 502 300 LEGAL FEES 01?7 BASAILT
Butk KeenantLP 0200030763 ) 100495053 4875000 0392231 #1121 4835000 Pall Q815000 LEGAL FEES 2012 aj9fz01?
Buck Keerpnile ooeo0Imey 100516530 500000 D138Z4L 13/5/201} 500,008 Paxd 500 000 LEGAL FEES 03 110/2012
Buck XoeranlP 0000030263 1 1 08531650 A75.000 0399568 Velz3 475,000 Pard 475000 LEGAL FEES i 1o
Buck Koenank (P G3LO0307E3 3 100523473 1250:000 399950 212012013 1200002 Paid 1400.000 LEGA) JEES 013 FLEV T
ButkKeensnilp OSCOUINIEY 100530179 1725000 Q40T Sifa013 1775000 Paid 1775000 LEGAL JEES m3 a/30/201%
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Cattor, Darn B, G000DITOFY L 1 tosaze! 2175.000 0000414685 47412017 2275.000 Paid vE 275,000 FMPEE DISPUTE RESOL CLAIM 2017 ap3057
carer, Dereyl B, DERGRIHIFT 1 1 £osa5a02 2175 0000000315616 5/10/2017 3275000 Pald vt 2175.060 EMPEE DISPUTE RESOL CLAIM 2017 s/
Carter, bairyl B, 00DOHINTT 1 1 20645405 1TE0D0MIEIT  S10/2007 2275.000 Paid vE 2175.000 EMPEE DISPUTE RESOLCIAIM 2017 Sfaf037
Cartut, Dasryl B. 00DO0ITAIT 1 1 BOLASEEZ 2273033 0008415724 1172007 2275000 Pald hyd 275,000 EMPEE DISPUTE REEOL Q1AM 2013 S/172017
Cartet, Do B, D0000ITOTT 1 1 13545093 2T5.000 0000335688 6/21/2007 T375.000 Paid VE 2175000 EMPET DISFUTE AESOL QLM 2017 E{2of2017
CoatsRose Yake Ryman Bilee PC 20000126 1 180521662 IC05590 03199579 262013 31559.530 Paid VE 008590 LEGAL FEES 2013 1302013
Coats Roae Yale Ryman & Lea PC BOBOOIISAE 1 100821663 12009.0400155879 e 21556.530 Pad VE 12009,640 LEGAL FEES 2013 1a0p013
Codts Rore Yako Ryman & Lae PC JTTINIHE 1 100521660 16543.100 0199379 weIpn 31559.530 Pakd vE 16543.100 LEGAL FEES 2013 TR
Gardere whynnt SeaclLLP 2000022924 3 o543 20018A500000407131  12/10/2003 I0018.A50 Peid ve 10018.450 LEGAL FEES ma L/10/013
Garders Wyt SewallLLY 2000012024 1 100553366 30187850 00OCADEATS WS 30787 850 Pad vE 10287.850 LEGAL FEES 1014 13341010
Gardren Wyrna Sewef LLP 2000022824 3 JTO556628  29161B5B0C0DA0OIII6  315/2009 29163.850 Pald ¥E 19163,650 LEGAL FEES 2014 3frfon
Gardem Wymna SewslILLP Q000022925 3 TOS61303  2ERAANODQO00S1035] 541/2014 555,000 P2id VE 16348500 LEGAL FEES 2014 SFif014
Gardere Wynne SewslILLP 000002 K94 3 100551028 4RT1GRABEOOB4INISY 54312014 75565.000 Paid vE 48716.500 LEGALFEES 01 SIEFI01A
Gargers Wyrns SowallLLP 2000022928 3 JD0S6TTIS  LI4ID0U0GOOII NS ™0 42279730 Pard vE 11430.850 LEGAL FEES ma HE01S
Gardtre Wi SeweilLLP OB HE 3 BO0S67AS  30B49.730400041200% TS0 42279730 Paid vE 10349.730 LEGAL FEES ;4 RIS
Gatdere Wt SewtlILLP H0bor1aed 2 1 CA586112  SI0IQ0.000 WTGAR) MHE 9/2005 570300009 Pad 570364000 BUTLDING ADQUISITION 2015 yolors
Gardere Wynne SewellLLP 000012928 2 1 0O593448 2100000 0076013303 E5/2015 4209000 Paid BN 8260.500 BULDING ACCUSATION 015 &/5/2015
Garders Wynne SeweALLP 000022922 3 3 pOGITDOR 16000.000 000047 3397 3f12007 14030.000 Pald ¥E 14960.1%30 LEGAL FEES 7z 2232017
Gardero Wynno Sewel LLP 0ooN22922 3 3 pas42on 1A000.000 GO0E132325 4jenan 14008009 Paid bEve 14300.000 LEGAL FEES w7 eplmIr
Gardere Wymna SewelILLP Q0000212924 2 $ CO843868 14000600 00BN 3066 512302017 14000 000 Paid DoWP 149040.030 LEGAL FEES mz af2a02017
Gardere Wynnz SewellLLP WG0022924 3 300636431 14000.05000CENISSEA 5/MS2007 14000.000 Paid OOVF 14000.000 LEGAL FEES wr s/15/2017
Garders Wynns SawelLLP 0000012528 3 JUOGAEB13  LA0O0.00DCUCRITCSTI G/23/3007 14000.000 Paid oove 14060000 LEGAL FEES w7 61642017
Gabbs & Bruns LLP 0000034530 1 1 L0506 15607.500 DODD416340  12/13/2004 155607.500 Paid VE 15607.500 LEGAL FEES 2015 2G04
Gk & Bruns LLP GOB0T3530 1 1COSA39T0  GMIORASDOOBOAITEAR  3/13/2mMS E3706.450 Paid vE BYTBE 45D LEGAL FEES 18 21002018
Gibbs & Brum 1LP 0050334537 1 1COSBABIE  GIEISTRAGOOMAITITA  2/25/2015 61626.750 Paid ¥ G5126,780 LEGAL FEES 2018 2/23j2013
Gibba & Brums LLP COBUIHEID 1 1 6OSESA11  M6M2GATIDGOODSIATIA  4/21/2005  161258.753 Paid vE 161268 790 LEGAL FEES 015 42002015
Gibba & Rrum LLP 6000034530 1 100580101 224867.850800833011) S/6/1015  2NGET.B90 Paid vE 274857 €90 LEGALFEES 015 4/30/201%
Gibbs & Brums 1P 0PI0OI5ID 1 1 COBOABIE 2607.4200000334320  11/13/2015 2607.420 Paid vE 2407420 LEGAL FEES 216 11/5/201%
Gibbs & Bium 1P 0PRIG3530 1 | EOBDGABS  53670.4000000424761  12/5/2015 53570400 Paid vE 53570.900 LEGAL FEES 2016 12/3/201%
Gibbad Brum tLF 0000034530 1 1 COEDII20 17024300 0000515767 2006 17024 502 Pakd VE 17074.500 LEGAL FEES 016 ifiols
Gibby & Brum tLP 00R0G5AD 1 1 COEL0922 4£48000GOO0ATECTT  M/1T/2015 4528 600 Paid e 4549000 LEGAL FEES 16 16/1016
Gibbs & Bruns LLP 00B0ANMSD 1 1 50510923 1147.020G000416078  2/33/2005 1147070 Paid ve 1147.020 LEGAL FEES me IEE
Gibbs B Brum ELP 0000084530 1 1 (618512 B56.500 0000370219 3/25/2018 E28500 Paid VE 884.500 LEGAL FEES 016 S/264i018
Gibbs & Bruns ELP 0000034530 1 1 620383 1600.500 DODOSZRERS 6/15/2016 1600 500 Paid YE FG0MS00 LEGAL FEES 016 €/13}2016
Gibby & Brurs LLP 0000034530 1 1 DOE44%51 243500 DOD0415302 172007 8495030 Pald VE 849.500 LIGAL FEES 17 £/141017
Greanbarg Fraurg 000002031% 2 2 DMBRNY 109,050 BO2599 ER LT H 1.0 Fard oovF 160,000 LEGAL FEES o Wiyl
Greanbirg Traurig 00D0G20315 2 2 D480 100040 BO29599 2101012 109,900 Paid apuP 106000 EEGAL FEES 11 /1072012
Greenberg Fraurlg 0020220315 2 2 oo4BETIL 100,000 E929600 EYILY:LTES 1to050 Paid opve 160.000 LEGAL FEES 2012 13073012
Geeenberg Trayng QOBOCI0ILS 2 2 DMBEZN? £95.000 BO79601 2/10/1012 695.000 Faid QDVFP 595 000 LkGar FEES e vt
Grrenbarg Traurg 0000220315 2 2 vha95957 IDOLLD 6932457 sfe/mz 00003 Paid oove 300.000 LEGAL FEES oz S/473012
Greenbosg Teaurig 0000020315 2 2 00498950 €037.250 $034458 /072012 6017 250 Patd DDVP BT 150 AEGAL FRES Iz sfufaan2
Gipenberg Traurnig 0GHUIONS 1  pmigossY 114850 BO36I92 11012 114458 aovP 134 450 LEGAL FEES 2002 (2T L)
Gewonberng Traung ousBOINLS 2 2 00500554 180.000 8036393 &f3[1012 150,000 Paid DOVP 150000 1EGRE FEES w2 6/1/1012
Greanbeng Teaung oonnddasis 2 2 SIS 28000 BOYENDY £/1/1012 125008 Paid bovp 225 000 LEGAL FEES 2002 6111012
Greenbarg Traurg OIS 2 2 00500556 262.110 8936395 /11017 262130 Paid DOVF 262,130 LEGAL FEES 2012 il
Greenberg Traurg 0000D2031E 2 2 09502761 1108500 BD37A65 /2572012 1308 500 72w DOVE 1308 500 LEGAL FEES 2012 62112012
Grrenberg Traung 000002015 2 2 00202762 2139500 BO3TA66 2S/08 2399500 haid bovP 2399.50% LEGAL FEES 2012 &fz21f1e
Greorberg Trautia ODOCIONS 2 2 00802763 4300600 8037367 E/28/2012 4200.000 Paid DDVP 4700.009 LEGAL FEES w2 /2171012
Geeenberg Taurg 0000020315 2 2 00502764 1005500 8037368 €fasfon 1096500 p31d DDVP 1006500 LEGAL FEES 2012 €/21/1012
Grewnbarg rautiy D0B3020315 2 2 CO02765 14764510 BOITAS 25N 14264520 pald DDVP 14264 520 LEGAL FEES 012 62172012
1
Groenborg teaung 0030020215 2 2 00502267 56,000 B037AT0 €/25/2012 500.000 Paid BOVF 900 000 LEGAL FEES FIoT) 6/21/2012
Greenberg Traung QOFL0ILS I 2 U0SOITEE S00.000 2037471 Liritryi H S00.007 Pald bovP #60.000 LEGAL FEES 2002 S0y
Gresnberg Fraung 0000020315 2 200582769 183,040 #037472 Bi%/2012 1183.040 Paid bOVP 1183.0490 LEGAL FEES 017 2012
Gteonborg Trausg 0090020318 2 700502770 1780.000 8037473 B/3%/2003 17E0.000 Poid [ 750,000 LEGAL FEES 02 672172012
Greenberg Vrausg 00020115 7 ZO0S0277L 37399360 B037474 6/25/2012 27299340 Paid POVP 17399,340 LEGAL FEES FITH &/2172012
Greenberg Fraung DU000315 2 1 00SCHIZS 1500 000 8041372 B/1%/1012 1500.000 Paid bove 1560.000 LEGAL FEES 2017 ERELR
Greenborg Traurig 0p30020315 2 1 D0s0RL?? 2654 560 BO41 135 817201 2654.500 Paid apvp 2654 500 LEGAL FEES 012 &/1372012
Groenberg Trausg 0UI002031E 2 2 GusoEsTY 5073420 8041176 BA7/2012 3073.420 Pakf oovP 507,420 LEGAL FEES 017 8/1272012
Greenberg Nraung 0000020315 2 2 00508380 1657350 BE41ATT BATF12 1057.350 Paid bovP 1057 350 LEGAL FEES 1012 B/13/2017
Grawnbarg frag 0030020315 2 2 COSDB3RG 3874.000 8041179 LI H 13874.003 Faid VP 3874 000 LEGAL FEES 01 8/13/2012
Gieonborg Frausig 0030020315 2 2 wosonIE? 5162000 B84 1180 B/17/2012 $162.000 Feit sovP 5162600 LEGAL FEES w017 81372012
Greenberg Traung 0030070315 2 2 DOS13619 67500 8044923 1141572012 67500 Fard Bove £2.500 LEGAL FEES 03 10/2EF201}
Greenbarg Trausig 0O3ANIMS 2 2 00513621 472,800 8044924 13/15/2012 472.500 PeKd apvP 472500 LEGAL FEES 2013 10/26/2012
Greenberg Trausig GC30N20315 2 2 00513824 1519 500 044935 NA5/2012 1518.500 Pad aove 1519.500 LEGAL FEES 013 102672012
Greenberg Yraung 0000020315 2 1 pOs16aL7 360,000 8546272 12/10/2012 300.000 Pakd oV 300 000 LEGAL FEES 013 1142772012
Greenberg Traung 0300315 2 100521424 45.000 Br4E781 013 45.000 Pald bove 45,000 LEGAL FEES 03 1/i8/201y
Greenberg Traulg 00300203135 2 2 00523790 £00.000 050103 27173 600.000 Paid evE $10.000 LEGAL FEES. w3 2
Grasnborg Frausg 0p2D0ZNNS 2 2 00523795 £40.000 8050105 22172013 600.000 Pald opve 600.000 LEGAL FEES. 013 221013
Greenberg Traung 0000020315 2 00523 12525.250 BOSOIOE 2/23/2013 12525.750 Pald v 12525.250 LEGAL FEES 2019 01
Greenbarg Yraung 0000020315 2 2 00525580 2323.750 BUSI3F? 3/25/2013 2773750 Pald novP 2723.750 LEGALFEES 2013 3/19/7013
Greenberg Trausg 0800020315 2 2 po5a5883 8300.000 £05 1336 3/25/2013 $300.000 Pald bove 9300.000 LEGAL FEES 2003 215/7013
Groonlerg Yrausig RLEsRIONS 2 Z P0SZ7IS 1510.000 BUS2745 /182013 1510.000 Paid DDVF 1530.000 LEGALFELS ma Afya01s
Greenberg Traysig 0000020315 2 2 60532505 120,000 8055503 5/30/2013 120,000 Paid DBVP 120.000 LEGAL FEES 2013 5023/2013
Grawnberi Trawin RO06D20315 2 2 opsaEs07 4280.000 S055847 &/5/2018 4280000 Paid ODvP A280.008 LEGHLFEES 213 572312013
Greenberg Fraung 0000030215 2 2 00543201 1375000 COOB0EI7IS  B/I0/2013 1375.000 Paid DDVP 1374.060 LEGAL FEES w013 8/26{2013
Greunborg Yraudg dooobz0als 2 2 pOS47202 1375.000 GIDBOE1726  5/10/2013 1375000 Paid DIVF 1375.000 LEGAL FEES 2013 826/2013
Grecnberg Traung 00020315 2 1 0054108 1B50.000 OIENE1727 8/30/2013 1550.000 faid DOVP AR50 000 LIGALBEES 2013 &/26/2013
Greenberg Vraurg CODOI20315 2 2 00SA7206 2200000 CICAOESTIB  B/IOY2013 200,000 Pald DIVP 2700000 LEGAL FEES w013 BiZ6/2013
Greenberg Traug 0000020315 2 2 O0542208 3575600 GASBOGITI  B/D/2003 1575.000 Fald DDVP 3575.000 LEGAL FEES 013 #/26/2013
Gracnbarg Trauig COUNEIINIS 7 700548611 12,000 0I0B065613  13/25/205) 12.000 Pald DDVYP 12,000 LEGAL FEES 04 1142242011
Greenberg Yrausig 000020315 2 2 0058625 825000 000ROG5813  11/29/2013 835000 Paif DovR 25,000 LEGAL FEES w014 EFEEY- T
Greenberg Vraug 0006020315 2 2 B05AZE2T 1850800 BASAREERS  11/29/2013 1650.000 Paid pove 1650.000 LEGAL FEES 004 L1022/2011
Greenberg Trawig COM020315 2 2 00568630 TI00.000 COOSOBEEIS  11/29/2013 2200.000 Pait oove 100000 LEGAL FEES e 13/2312013
Greenberg Trausg COGH20715 2 2 00543990 792000 DODROGS0DO  12/5/2013 792002 Paid DDVP 792,000 LEGEL FEES. ws HA62013
Greonbe: ng 0050020315 2 7 00545898 4575.000 DOCBORGOIS  12/5/201% 4675000 Paid nove 4575.000 LEGAL FEES o 10/26/2013
Grewnborg Trawig CON0Z0315 2 2 00549008 6050.000 000S0B3019  12/5/2013 ©a50.000 Pod Dove E030.009 LEGAL FEES me 1426/01
Greenberg Vraudig COOB020315 7 7 00550247 $50.000 DODS0GETON  12/18/2013 550,000 Paid bovre 550.000 LEGAL FEES LT 121272013
Greenberg Fraung 00020315 7 1 00550347 472450 0O0SDRSTER  12/18/2013 578450 Pald onve S7B.4%0 LEGAL FEES 014 1212/2013
Gteonberg Traung 0000020315 2 2 00550350 SE70.240 00DBOGE7IZ  12/18/2013 SE70.240 Parl nove 5670.290 LEGAL FEES 1018 12013
Groenberg Traurig COOBOIO3NS 2 2 DSS0307 335.500 0008065760 13/M6{2013 325.500 Paid DovR 335,500 LEGAL FEES 014 121122013
Greenberg Traung CODG0ION5 2 2 0550325 4092510 0003065763 12/18/2013 4D92.610 Paid neve 4097 510 LEGAL FEES 2014 12/12{2013
Groonborg Trawsig COMNIONS T 00550326 1156250000DACEEPER  L2/E8/2012 11262500 Peid DDVP 11962.500 LEGAL FEES oid izhznn
Greerberg Traurg 0000020315 2 7 00553955 15710000008689137 /L2201 2572000 Paid nove 2572000 LEGAL FEES 2014 2/5f1014
Greenberg raung 0020010M5 2 2 0a8E3487 75000 0008063170 2/1j2014 525000 Pald DDYP RIS AOD LEGAL FEES 1014 N1
Greenberg Traurig COMNI03IS T 2 DOS55606 235250D0008070289  3/4/2006 2132300 Paid ooV 2332.500 LEGAL FEES 014 2R5F2019
Grevnberg Traurlg COBOD2OMS 2 1D0SSERZS  12275.0000008070904  3/20/30kd 12275 200 Paid DDVF 12275 000 LEGAL FEES ma ¥HILR
Grernberg Teaurg COSORT031S 2 1 00558187 208315.1%0 0T0B072156 471472084 28315190 Pald DDVP 28315.190 LEGAL FEES ma LICE
Greenberg Traurig COS0NI03N5 2 100563812 417240 GO0BOTEFTL 614204 437 240 Paid DOVE 432,290 LEGAL FEES. 018 S
Sreonbery Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00552814 576,790 G00RDT5TIZ 6/4/2044 576.190 Paid BOVC STE.790 LEGAL FEES. 2ma S
DOROI2OML5 7 1 00563915 1753000C008075773 67472014 1752000 Pold BOVC 1753.000 LEGAL FELS 014 sfaya0i4
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Greenberg Tranrg BODODIaNS 2 20056281 170S5000000S0750F2  6/9/1014 17055.000 Paid 17065000 LEGAL FEES ma &/3p01a
Greenberg Traurg 0000020055 2 2 003EA3B 1170000 DCISOTEQTE ofafrond $1170.000 Paid 21170,000 LEGAL FLES 014 s/afmo1a
Greenberg Traurig 0000030315 2 2 Gh5EM30 1919700 0603078103 7Rfme 1919.700 Paid 191920 LEGLL FEES b0t o1
Greenbarg Travsig BODOOT0NS 2 20086701 1375000 0008078204 7/14/2014 1375.000 Paid 1374.000 LEGAL FEES poit) vighoa
Greenberg Traurig oUDoDZOIS TONSEFIS4  199EDQ0ODCONOTERYS  TN1&/1Ne 19950000 Pakd 19560.000 LEGAL FEES 013 /801
Gremnberg Teausig 0006020355 2 200573647 3674130 000000003 9/102014 3672.130 Paid 3534.410 LAND ACQUISITION 1S 9/312014
Greenberg Traurig DODOC20DEE 2 2 00574622 1112000 BODOOR0ON) 10712014 15773.000 Pad 13779.000 LAND ACQUSITION M 91512014
Greenbrp Traurig DOMOZONS 2 2005240627 E147.700:DE006O007Y  10/17/201G £147.700 Patd 6147.700 LAND ACOUNSITION wis 91572014
Greenberg Traurig 0000020335 7 200577007 IIMSAIBLLAOMONED  ERfAfI0L4 FATES.LT0 Paid 35765, 170 LAND ACQUISITION 018 101073094
Greenberg Trautty RIS 2 20057802 29,000 COOZ0B5094 13211014 23,000 Pai 4,000 LEGAL FEES s nArIe
Greenboig Trauig 00e302015s 2 2 00573305 3R1S.000 COOSORSOAT 1172172014 3815000 Paid 3215000 LEGAL FEES 2015 AT
Greerberg Traung 00P00ZON5 2 200584540 19560690 0C00000N71  12/13/2014 19560.£90 Pald 19560, B9 LAKD ADOINUTION ms 121652014
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 GO5EDT AGLT00 BEONI0NTE  L2/23/2014 S61.700 Peid 461.700 LAND ACQUSTION ws 121672013
Greenberg Trausig 0DB00IOALS 2 2 C0SEET S50.000 GO0BI0304 41072015 550000 Paid 550,000 LEGAL FEES 015 a/7ra01s
Greenberg Trausiz HUOOLI0LS 2 2 00558380 13250000 BEOADI0B0S 4/10f2015 13290.000 Patd 13290.000 LEGAL FEES W15 Afrfa01s
Greenberg Vaung 0000020315 2 2 08592832 B00.000 OOIONAOST  G/1GFI01S 2000000 Paid BI00 000 LEGAL FEES 215 sf12/2015
Greenber Fraurg 000020315 2 2 00613509 318,190 0002105295 3/29/2016 318.130 Paid 318,190 LEGAL FEES 016 32342016
Greenberg Traurg D00O0T03LE 2 200622188 5417.700 COOAT 10647 /s 5412.707 Peid S417.700 LEGAL FEES 216 HE[016
Greenberg Traurig 000020315 2 2 00625047 12500 0L05)24139  5/10/2017 32500 Paid 32.500 LEGAL FEES mr s/5f2017
Greenberg Troung 0D00T203L5 2 2 COBASIAE 22500 BEDEII4L40 571072017 32.500 Paid 32.500 LEGAL FEES o2 s/5f2017
Greenberg Traurig 000020315 2 2 00645949 32500 GCOEIZ1SE 510727 IZ50D Pard 32,508 LEGAL FEES w017 S/512017
Greenberg Traurig 0000020315 2 2 00B45950 32500 0002124142 57102017 32500 Paid 32.500 LEGAL FEES w7 /57017
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0000024265 2 2008498 19782.909 COOSDSESEY  12/16/2013 19782.900 Paid 19782.900 LEGAL FEES 014 1211012013
HAYNES AT BGONE, LLP 00024265 2 2 00549963 IE9.000 COORDGESIT  12/16/7003 3REL00 Phid 208.030 LEGAL FEES wa 12H0f013
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0000026265 2 200558788 0000 DOGABTZIST  4f14fi004 750000 Paid 750,000 LEGAL FEES 1014 ajeraona
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLF TO000 24268 2 2 00560164 157.500 COOA073009 4/1872014 157.500 Paid 157508 LEGAL FEES 014 AN
HAYNES AND BOOWE, UF 0000024265 2 2 00563802 200000 BOUSHTS25L Ef29/2014 200,000 Paid 200001 LEGAL FEES nma sRYmIA
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 000024265 2 TOMSEINT  ILSEAN9D DOOADISTSE sfaf2ma 31585.650 Paid 11562890 LEGAL FEES 014 572743014
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP RUU 20365 2 7 00564575 213000 LEOANTEQSA. 69 Ima 213,000 Pokd 13.000 LIGAL FEES 014 632013
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0000024265 2 00551410 3948 750 GUOAOTELRY Hofr1a 3548.750 Paid 548,750 LEGAL FEES 2014 Y2018
HAYNES ANO BOORE, LLF 0000020365 3 200570638 TA2AFSCLODAOAORES  B/13f1014 1120.750 Paid 11120750 LEGAL FEES 014 8111
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0000024265 2 2 D0sY4632 1125.000 BOOURO00Y3  L0/17/2014 1125000 Paid 1125000 LEGAL FEES 018 WLIRN
HAYNES ANO BOONE, LLP CO00024265 2 200579522 2070000 GOOSES7AT  12/10/2019 70000 Pak) 2070.000 LLGAL FEES 013 1i/4fz014
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0000024265 1 2 0O580NH 6000000 COOSDBGIRG 12/22/2014 6000000 Pald 6050.000LIGAL FEES s 1211612014
HAYNES AND BOONE. LLF 000024265 2 2 00580592 1012.670 COOSRB63E7  12/11/2019 1012670 Paid 1012 610 LEGAL FEES 15 1215/2018
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0O00024263 2 2 00380597 2917.50DOCDE0AEIIZ  12/22/2014 2937.500 Pold 257,500 LIGAL FEES 1015 1241672014
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP QOO0UIA2ES 2 20039050 1710000 GOUBRIBANT  13/1/70 1710.000 Fatd 1710.000 LEGAL FEES w01% 1/15{3018
HAYNES AND BOONE, UFP 00000253265 2 2 gosesn 38670 CODABOI6L 31712008 658670 Paid 93,610 LEGAL FEES 0L /102025
HAYNES AND ECONE, LLP COO002A2EE 2 2 0D5E4302 545 500 COOSOIESTT /13008 545 500 Pald 45 500 LEGAL FEES s 22372015
HAYNES AND BCONE, WP oOnenIa265 2 7 08584894 3554.550 CODBAGRETE  2/272015 3554550 Puxd $554.550 LEGALFEES 015 esfans
HAYNESAND BOONE UP DOTDUZAZES 2 200584395 1230.000 CODS0EEE TS 2/¥7}2015 1220000 Paid 1230.000 LEGAL FEES 0ms Y315
HAYNESAND BOOKE, LLP DOOCO2516S 1 2 oosetorg 294 870 COOIOIGORS 3220108 8R4 70 Pald B34 870 LEGAL FEES 15 3242015
HAYNES AND 6OONE, UP CCUON2E2ES 3 7 00583340 £914.250 CO0S0D146L  4/23/2015 1114250 Paid 114,250 LEGAL FEES 215 /2002015
HAYRES AND BOONE, LLP Q00025265 2 2 03s50hP 350500 000SI9221B  5/L1/2015 360.500 Paid 350 500 LEGAL FEES w15 /62015
HAYNES AND 620NE, LR 0ODD02S2ES X 260883047 2673 000 DODECIICES 5/25/2015 673000 Pald 2673.000 LEGAL FEES o5 $212015
HAYNES AHD BOOHE, WP 0000025265 2 2 DaseEr 170.000 00DEDGE 1A T30 270000 Paid 270.000 LEGAL FEES 2215 6f30/7015
HAYRES AND GOONE, LLP 00OD025265 2 2 60497264 2650050 CO0S0S6378 7/ 1AF2005 2650 000 Pakd 7430050 LEGAL FEES s 7j21/m15
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0000024265 2 200597265 306760 000305379 7/2472015 305.760 Paid 305,750 LEGAL FEES w15 oy
HAYRES AND BGONE, UP 0000024265 2 2 50599201 1655000 DODA0IT597 B 132015 1565000 Paid 1665000 LEGAL FLES w5 &f10/2015
HAYNESAND BOONE, LLP oM 24265 2 2 B2E0013S 3300.000 0003058174 B/14/2015 3200.000 Paid 700,000 LEGAL FEES 018 8/15/m13.
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP BOGOD292E5 2 2 0080 1542.010 IOAFIBS60 B/18/2015 1582010 Pald 1534500 LEGAL FEES 01s B/ZRII015
MAYNES AND BOQQNE, LLP 000024265 2 2 00600943 1542 D10 0ODBO9B560 Bf28/ 2014 1582010 Ped 2.510 LEGAL FEES 0s BfZ672015
HAYNES AND BOOKE, 4P VCODOAZ65 7 7 06605524 SOEL000ON0RI01398  12/9/Z005 £082.600 Pakd BAE1 000 LEGAL FEES e 13/4f7018
HAYNES AND BOGRE, LLP 0000024265 2 200607265 2691.000 0003101847 12/17/2015 2631500 Paid 2691000 LEGAL FEES e 12/182015
MAYNES AND BOONE, LLP PRRK2A265 2 2 4612870 774009 GOUEINEZ2A  &/13/2016 774000 PaH 774,000 LEGAL FFES 016 4872016
HAYNES AND EOONE, LLP OOBON24265 2 2 oot 3ENT} BA0.000UBOBNLETIA  1/Z3/200F 540,007 Patd 640,000 LEGAL FEES Wz 1772017
HAYNES AND BOONE. LLP 0000824265 2 2 6oEYHI8 REOOOIOSLISINE 21971007 £606.260 Paidl BEOE. 250 LEGAL FEES 117 3f3f2017
HAYNES AND GOONE, LLE 0000024263 2 2 0cEITAI 425.250 GUOBLLETTR  2/14/2007 475.250 Paid 475,250 LEGAL FEES pLTH 2952017
HAYNES AND BOONE, LLP 0030024265 2 2 0eE425097 1109500 M08L23683  4/14/2007 1308502 Paid 1309 500 LEGAL FEES 7 471372017
Jackrom Walker LLP 00O0DIRETA I 200513270 1540600 0397237 10/2472002 154D.809 Pald 540,000 LEGAL FEES 013 10/1972012
Jackian Walkor LLP DUODIDE 2 2 00515485 a750.000 0397903 11/19/2012 4750.009 Paid 4750.000 LEGAL FEES 2013 1142012
lacitspn Walker LLP 00E0A0ET 2 2 00518659 S90.600 0395797 127192002 SHREDD Paid 550,600 LEGAL FEES 2013 12172012
Inchson Walker LLP 0020030674 2 200533574 £0.000 BO57326 E/23/2003 £0.000 Paid 60,000 LEGAL FEES 012 52372013
Jackson Walker WP 008003074 2 2 00549953 520000 CODSOEEEIS  12/16/2013 520.000 Peid 520,090 LEGAL FEES 2014 1241072010
Karcowskf Bradshawe LLF DOSG026965 1 1 00433617 1485000 BO22678 210/20m 1358000 P2id I4BE 000 LEGAL FEES w012 42012
Karezewikt Bradshaw LLP DCoOD2ESES 1 1 00489618 6654590 BO296TS 2/10/2002 6568.59 Pad 6668.590 LIGAL FEES o1y 2012
Karcrewaki Bradshaw LLP 0030026965 1 100492960 6702310 8031851 3/26/2002 £702.310 Paid €201.230 LEGAL FEES 2017 3f20/2032
Karczewski Bradshaw LLF 0000076965 1 100492953 3636.590 RO31852 3/26/2012 3536950 Paid 3636 500 LEGAL FEES o1z 370[2012
Kargewsli Brodihaw LLP DODODIETES 1 1 00495068 4103.480 8933554 4Qastzon 4103.480 Pad 4103 480 LEGAL FFES Fultg /913012
Kastseweskd Bradthave LU noBO0zeSss 1 160485630 0362 103 BB3IFSES a/r3/7002 10362.103 Paid 10362 100 LEGAL FEES 012 ajare0i2
Katctewshi Bradshaw LLP ocoanzeesh 1 4 H455HIE 212.000 BO33565 4{25/2002 212.002 Pakd 212,000 LEGAL FEES w02 af17i2012
Karcsishi Bradthaw LLP DOU0026955 1 1 00495820 1265.000 BU31566 4152012 1265.009 Paid 265,000 LEGAL FEES o TH 4fi1a012
Katcaewsid Bradshaw L 0000026955 1 1 00495935 1310.250 034455 5/5/2002 1310250 Pald 1310.250 LEGAL FEES 2012 anmr
Katerewsil Bradshpw LLP 0ORODIESSS 1 1 GMIGE9IE 18177300 803456 /972002 14372509 Pald 14377.500 LEGAL FEES 017 a1
Karcrowsd Bradshaw LLP 0000026565 1 1 00500550 4519970 8036303 s/15/ 2002 4519970 Pald 4519570 LEGAL FEES w017 sLf01
Karcoewski Bradshaw LLP 0TBO026965 1 1 00500551 6461700 BO3E304 6/15/2012 £451.700 Patd B461,700 LEGAL FEES 2017 &1/2012
Karcsewsbi Bradshaw LLP 000002698 1 1 00501977 7744500 B037D72 E/20/2002 7748500 Pald 7748 500 LEGAL JEES 1012 6/14/2012
Karcrewsld Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 1 00503734 6277.50C BU39635 /182013 §277.500 Pald 5277 500 LEGAL FEES w012 52812031
Karcrewskl Bradshaw LLF 0000026365 1 100505957  24678.040 B3040 TR 24678040 Paid F46T4,080 LEGAL FEES 2012 741812012
Karczowskd Bradshaw LLP 0300026965 1 100507704 53.000 041137 B/17/2002 S3.000 Pald 53.000 LEGAL FEES 012 LTETE b
Karciewskl Bradshaw LL? OOBIAES 1 1 oos0?H0E $28.500 BD4 1135 B/17/2002 528,500 Paid 578 500 LEGAL FFES 2017 Bf23017
Karcrewskl Bradshaw LLP 000I0ZESEY 1 1 00507211 A475.370 BI41140 BN 4476,370 Fakl 4376.370 LEGAL FEES 02 Uizl ot
Karetewskl Bradshaw LLP OODOD26SES 1 1 0DS05E91 163.000 BI42335 R 163,000 PaHd 163.000 LEGAL FEES w12 Bsn0l?
Karciowskl Bradshaw LLP 0030026565 1 1 00505852 #4800 8042336 arifzon 848.000 Pard 248 2800 LEGAL FEES PLIH 829212
Karczewskl Bradshaw LLP 0000026965 1 100505853 1061000 8042337 W 1053000 Pold 1061.080 LEGAL FLES 2012 8/29/2012
Rarciewskl Bradshow LLP 0089026965 1 1 0050989 1272000 B 2338 9/7{20k2 1272.000 Fard 1272.800 LEGA| FEES 012 (7L T H
Karcurwshl Bradshaw LLP 00BODIE9ES 1 1 00513756 £62.300 844719 11/13/2012 §62.300 Pald 862,300 LEGAL FEES m 10/25[7017
Korciewskl Bradshaw LLP 0080026965 1 100513757 3454.000 8044720 11/13/2812 340,000 Pald 3498.000 LIGAL FELS n 10/25/7012
Karcrewskl Bradshaw LLP 0000076965 1 1 09513759 9470690 BO44721 13/13/2012 9470-830 Pald 9470.550 LEGAL FEES 2013 1072842012
Karctewski Bradshaw LLP DODO026%E5 1 1 00516307 185.500 BO46055 12/5/2012 185500 Pald 185.500 L FGAL FEES o3 1]
Karcrewskl Bradshaw LLP 00B0DIE9ES 1 100516408 453500 BIEISE 12/5/2m2 4§3.50D Pald 483,560 LEGAL FEES o 14274012
Kargtewskl Bradshw LLP DOXIIEES 1 100516811 1934500 8040057 12/5/2012 1834.500 Paid 1934.500 LEGAL FEES ELTT) FETeEY
Kartzowshl Bradshaw LLP OCHIIEFES 1 100516412 18914.810 BO46055 12/5/2012 15913510 Pald 18914.B10 LEGAL FEES P E npu2
Karciewskl Beadshaw LLP DOOONIESES 1 100836771 212,000 8047395 12/33)2012 212000 Paid 212,000 LIGAL FEEL 3 12712042
Karcteveskl Bradshpw LLE DooonzETES 1 1 RS IEYTR €36.000 8047397 12ane 636,000 Faid 636.000 LEGAL FEES 013 1271742012
Katcicwski Bradshaw LLP DTRIEEES 1 100515761  IDSSLARO 8047399 12/31/2012 20651.420 Faid 20651470 LEGAL FEES 013 21712032
Karciewskl Bradshsw LLE Dohotriedes 1 100621916 3837.950 BO4GIER 11/213 1837.950 Faid 3937.950 LIGAL FELS 013 /2812013
Karctewskl Bradshaw iLP DRBODIERES 1 1 ouszIan? F619.E00 BUATIEI i 7619.850 Faid 7619.800 LEGAL FEES 013 1h9/2013
Katttewski Brodshaw kP DCIU2EHES 1 1 szssaz 1B5.000 8050858 3nfa012 1B5.008 Faid 185 .00 LEGAL FEES 013 i
Kargipwskl Buadshaw LB DAO00269EL ] 1 pokzasad 5565.110 8050859 203 5565110 Fold S565.110 LEGAL FELS 013 301
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Karcrewski Bradshaw LLF COO0DI6565 1 1 00523844 13313.610 8050860 31172013 11518.610 Paid 11418610 LEGALFEES 012 H13
Karcrews\ Bradshaw LLP DO000I6YES 1 100526814 106.009 8052458 413013 106000 Paid 106 000 LEGAL FEES e Ao
Karcrawski Bradshaw LLF QEO0026965 1 100526816 JE39.260 BDE2I5E e J619.250 Paid 1629.250 LEGAL FEES s fnfo13
Kascrewski Bradshaw L1 P Q000026565 1 100526817 9100.624 8052357 471112043 9100620 Paid £100.620 LEGAL FLES w1 31872013
arcrowshi Bradshaw LP QOPO02ETES 1 160430123 4374.754 8034401 $113/2013 4374 740 P2id 4374790 LEGALFEES 21 473072013
Katcrwskh Bradchorw LLP OoOO0REAES 1 1 00531554 47 D00 B055454 EF3f03 T42.000 Pel. 742040 LEGAL FEES o3 sfa3fzo13
Karczeorskh Bradshaer LUP 0000016565 1 1 60531557 3603.162 BO55395 &3 3608150 Paid 2609.380 LEGALFEES ez /2352013
Karcrewskh Bradihaw LLP Q0000I6SES 1 100535711 2655 E6) BODIOSEDH s 266,860 Paid 1B36.860 LEGAL FEES ol &/rafLa
Kargrewski Brodshow LLP 0000026965 1 10053164 357500 GONRASIARE af1/203 257500 Paid 247500 LEGAL FEES m3 13013
Karcrewskt Bradshaw LU DOCODIE553 1 1 00537648 B960.120 CODSO5 358 Bf172013 8950.1 20 Pad £950.120 LEGALFEES mwn o1
Kprerpwiki Gradibaw LLF QU0 ENEs 1 1 s 195.000 0008051730 B/F/1013 196.000 Faid 195.000 LEGAL FRES 201% B/I6/2013
Karcrewski Bragshao L GO00026565 1 1 00542210 1170.002 0003061731 73072013 11M000 Paid 1170.060 LEGAL FEES ac1s B/ ief1013
Karcrewskl Bradshaw LU 000ORMASE 1 100546205 122409 0003054789 LIFIS2013 132,500 Paud 132 500 LEGAL FEES FLITS 10/28/2013
Karcrewstd Brogehaw LLP QUOO0IESES 1 1 QOSAETSE 3445.760 0008064180 11172013 3435.780 Padt 3845 750 LEGALFEES e 10/28/2013
Karciewski Bradshaw LL? 0oco026585 1 1 00546247 3627670 0008054 FH, 11f1/2013 3527670 Pzid 3527.670 LEGAL FEES 014 10/28/2013
Karehowihl Bradehi LLF 0500026688 1 1 00545007 1510502 6308055049 12/5/2013 1510500 Paig 1510.500 LEGAL FEES. Mme 1142742013
Karcrewskl Bredshaw LL? 0600026555 1 1 00549095 $257.008 G0DAOESOS0 1/S/30N3 $752.000 Peid 5752.000 LIGALFRES e W3
Karczewski Bredshaw LLP DBITDI26855 1 1 00549715 1712008 GI0R0BEIZD  12/13/7013 1212000 Faid 12E2.000 LEGAL FEES. p: 1 12/9f2013
Karcrewski Bradshaw LLP oIcoaM58s 1 1 00548715 3521000 0008066421 12/13/2013 3912000 Payl 1921.080 LEGALFLES 2044 12/972013
Karcsewskd Bradshaw LLP 0D00026555 1 100553384 1537.000 0003054 1L s 1527.000 Pk 1537000 LEGAL FEES 2014 /314
Karzewskl Bradshaw LLP 03CO026558 1 100553396 5522.140 0003058183 27/2me €522.140 P €522.140 LEGAL FEES 2004 2432014
Kargtewsid Bradshew LLP 000 GIES ) 1 00550817 1704.950 0003070922 3120/ 20014 1704.960 P2id 1704 960 LEGAL FELS 2004 304
Karcrewski Bradshaw LLP DOCO0IESES 1 1 00556838 6613000 0003070913 3/0/3014 C6HEO0D Paid 667A.000 |EGAL FEES 014 31014
Karerewshd Bradshaw LLP OIG0026555 1 1 00558768 €34.100 0008072139 4117234 624500 Pald 534.500 LEGAL FEES 2014 /712014
Karcmewskl Bradshaw ELP CH0D26555 1 100560170 1778500 0008073015 /2472018 1718.500 Pl 1776.500 LEGAL FEES. 014 a/22/z019
Karczewsid Bradshaw LLP GH00265855 1 100560172 LESE2.430 000BR73017 4528/ 01 165562.430 Poif 16562.930 LEGAL FEES 2014 4f23{1013
Rorctewsld Bradshaw LLP 0300026555 1 100563400 17920640 000AOTRIS 5292044 17028 640 Pald 7938.540 LEGAL FEES. LIV £/21/3014
Karcrewihi Bradihaw LLP 000026555 1 1 00367737 4743.300 0008076788 7/14/2014 4743.500 Faid 47435300 LEGAL FEES 014 7812014
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP 0380026555 1 1 00568681 5877840 0008078953 7/18/2014 E5T7.840 Paid 6977.34D LEGAL FEES 014 17014
Karczowsd Bradshaw LLP 0300026958 1 100578375 501000 0003085070 11/21/201a 931,000 Pait 901 000 LEGAL FEES 1% /131014
Karcrewsh) Bradshaw LLP 0000026555 1 100576377 3051400 0003085072 11/71/m1a $053.6¢0 Faid 50%1.500 LEGALFEES 015 niraos
Karczewski Bradshaw LLF 0300026855 1 100579529 1219.000 GONB0ESTS3 1107014 1219000 Pait 1215000 LEGAL FEES s 12/4/2014
Rarczewskl Braduhaw LLP ODEODIESSS 1 1 00579557 10806330 £00208STY?  12/10/2014 10826.330 Pald 0805.330 LEGAL FEES 2015 L2014
Karczewa bl Bradshaw LLP 00N002655% 1 1 DOSEOEL 2 967340 CO0IMABI0E 122272014 957.34Q Paid 967,320 LEGAL FEES 1015 1)16/2014
Karczewshi Bradshaw LLP DIG00EEES 1 1 DOSEDELT 1643.000 CO0B0ESI09  12f22/2014 1633.600 Paul 1623.000 LEGAL FES 2018 12/16/2014
Karczewskl Bradshaw LLP DI00026555 1 1 005A3964 165.000 GOQBQBEASE w1 285.000 Psid 65000 LEGAL FIES 018 1/10/2015
Karerowski Sradshaw LLP BI00026553 1 1 003EIGEE D000 CO0SREEISY  HITA0IS 1219.000 Poid 1212.000 LEGAL FIES 2015 21102015
KarciewskiSradshaw LLP 0000026558 1 1 00583969 523,750 COUSASEIEY AT 018 1523.750 Paid 1513.750 LEGAL FEES ful] 21072015
Narcaewahi @radshaw LLP QIC002695% 1 1 005EMOLE 455,750 003090020 326/2015 456.750 Pad 456750 CLLGALFEES Fi 4] 32373015
ParctewshiBradabaw LLP 0OC002696% 1 1 60567013 609500 COO3050021 32612015 603500 Pad 609500 LEGAL FEES ol Elzite L]
Karcrewski Bradshaw LIP 0I00026555 1 100588289 1561300 0008090805 4/10/2015 1553.500 Pad 1543.500 LEGAL FEES 15 412015
Marezewsyi Bradabew LLP OOT00 26555 1 1 00SB2¥90 2123300 CODSIS0810 A 10/1015 1128500 Fad 2374.500 ALGAL FIES 015 af1j015
Marcrewski Hradshaw LLP 0300026355 1 1005%0313 1873.750 COC3A91337 55/ 2015 1823.750 Paid 1823,750 LEGAL FEES 2018 4302015
Karczewski Bradshaw LLP ogeonlesss 1 1 oossansa £375.000 £O03021318 sfsfo8 2370000 Paid E370.000 LEGAL FIES 2018 /2015
Karczewski Bradshaw LLF DITUC2E¥ES 1 1 0Us5318 198 630 DOUBISA3ER #afms §3EB40 Pad 195,840 LEGAL FLES s 612971015
Karcaewnski Bradshaw 1L 0ICO02ERES 1 100595120 2433.000 COOSD54381 18 2438000 Padd 2438.000 LEGALFEES 2015 6232015
RarczewskBradabaw LLP DOCODIENES 1 1 BOEOT5E2 132500 O00BL02045  12/16/2015 132500 Pod 132500 LEGALFES 006 12{15/2018
Karczowski Gradabaw LUF IOOG265ES 1 100510195 £5.250 0004103493 rane 56250 Fadd £6.250 LEGALFIEY 016 Tjafae
Karcrewskd Bradshaw 110 OB00G 26905 1 100613325 1626750 0008103306 INI016 1676750 Paid 1626.250 LEGALFEES 2016 3/21/2016
Karciwwskl Brsdthaw 11P 0SCO0IERSS 1 1 00520384 1325000 00OBIOSES1  G/16/2018 1325000 Paed 1325000 LEGAL FLES 2016 £/13/2016
Karczewski Bracshaw LLP DORN26965 1 100533677 17460 G0SB117480  13/12/2016 1724.460 Patd DOVP 1729460 LEGAL FEES n17 12/7/2016
King & Spalding WP QDCAGIMES 7 2 00556356 2B50.000 GI0RGTID27? 32472014 2050.000 Paid DOVP 28%0.000 LEGAL FEES Fi1Y /182014
King & Spakding 1P 0000013465 2 2 6A560305 2187500 00DBO7HIOL  MI%/2014 2187.500 Paid bove 2187.500 LEGAL FEES 211 afa/ama
ting & $pabling LB 0000003485 2 2 easse 430000 000B0TSINE  S125/2014 420,000 Pad bove 420,600 LEGAL EEES. 1 shyma
King & Spabding LLP Q000345 2 2 CUSBE35E 1918.740 0OTBOT T3S TR 1918,740 Pald LDVR 1918.740 LEGAL FEES 014 6/16/2014
htler Mendelson PC QOTUDIS3ES 2 200390777 12578.090 8030445 421012 12578030 Poid DDYPR 13578.090 LEGAL FEES 012 2/16/2012
Littier Mendelaan PC DODDDI63TE 2 200492970 435.770 BO3184% 1/28/2612 435.770 Pald L1 435770 LEGAL FEES 2017 Sfanja012
Littis¢ Mendelson PC GICL0S3EE ¥ 2 G971 2768500 8031850 3hefxz 763500 Pakt TDVP 2768509 LEGAL FEES o 3/20/2012
Littler Mendelsan PC 0000025386 2 2 03495958 659,360 BO33ESD sf30/2012 589,360 Paid TOVP £89.360 LEGAL FEES 2012 702
Listler Merdelson PC GoDo035380 2 200603738 1B47.91D0 8038151 7/5/2012 1847 820 Pald ooUP 1647920 LEGAL FEES ELT 63412012
Littler Marabelson FC 0300035286 2 BT T 1245.500 £0a0504 sh13fz012 1245 500 Poid Tove 1245.509 LEGAL FEES 017 s
Linker Mergelson PC 0D00025386 2 2 GuS0r2T 12299.750 8040505 8/13/2012 12299750 Paid [pve 12299 750 LEGAL FEES 012 8i7/2012
Liitler Merdelson PC 0004025335 2 0b507730 18679.400 04050 a13/312 15679400 Paid bbve 15676 408 LEGAL FEES 2012 /72012
Littier Mendelson PG 000035386 2 2 00509895 SE6.000 £04121% 9412012 556.000 Fatd cove 556.000 LEGAL FEES 201 8/29/7012
Lutier Myndelson PC QODHD25386 2 2 (ISDHSE 2248020 8042217 /812012 2248.020 Paid Lowe 2248 020 LEGAL FEES 012 8/29/3012
Linfer Mehdelion PC DOp8025386 7 2 6I509857 BA72.50D 8042218 9742012 472,500 Fald bbvP BATLSDD LEGAL FEES w1z L/29/3012
Littkes Merdelsan PC LI03025386 T 2 10515496 B2.50D E045244 1020/2812 B3.500 Paid EDVP 88.500 LEGAL FLES o1y 11143007
Litihor Mendelion PE COROISSS6 2 200515502 B435.000 845245 12072012 5435.000 Fald Lbvk 9435000 LEGAL FEES o1 1173472012
Linte) Merdelson FC CODBD7S3EE 2 200516495 E100.700 8046491 141372012 £100.200 Faid v B10D.200 LEGAL FEES 013 1127/2012
uttler Mendelson PC 0008025386 2 200518775 5534.220 E0ATI93 1231212 5594.290 Paid eDvP 5599.220 LEGAL FEES o1 12172012
Ltles Mardslson PC 0000025386 2 JBNEIERD2  AKTLTAED EOSIRAY 4/512012 25717450 Pald L1 25717.450 LEGAL FEES m w23
Mendelson PG GOVDRSIEE 2 200530059 16013.240 8053950 5/E/2013 16013.249 Pard DoVE 18013.240 LEGAL FEES 013 A/30/2013
Litther Mandelson P DOGU035386 2 2 00530052 1197.770 8054765 52011013 2197.770 Paid DoVP 197770 LEGALFEES 013 4n0/2m3
Littler Mendulsan PC Dm0 e 2 200535575 29.500 8057533 LD LI 25.500 Paid DOV 29.500 LEGAL FIES 013 &11/2m3
Littler Mendplsen PC 0000025386 2 2 00535576 47.850 8057534 %1/2013 47:550 Faid nove 47850 LEGAL FEES 013 &f11/313
Littler Mendelson PC 0000035386 2 2 09535578 1776500 E05T535 Hijm13 1776.500 Paid nove T/76.500 LEGAL FEES ms &f21/2043
Limber Mendulion e DIC00IN3EE 2 2 00535579 6101.500 BD57536 THf003 5101500 Paid DoVP 6108504 LEGAL FEES 012 6/21/2013
Lintler Mendelson PC 0800025386 2 2 00537650 1LI70DJQADSRABG  TAI8A2013 12,270 Paid bowvP 12,270 LEGAL FEES 013 12/A11
Litther hendelsan PC 0008025386 2 200537651 20433400 00080SE367  TAB/20L3 20491400 Paid obvE 20493.400 LEGAL FEES 013 wMa/zn3
Littles Mendelion ¢ BIBNOISIES 2 200529766 15666730 00ONOSOSI4  B/12/013  15666.730 Paid bove 15656730 LEGAY FEES 201 sh/o11
Lintler Mendelzon PC DI0B025386 2 2 0A548ED2 1570610 GOJBOGSR08  11/29/2013 1570.610 Paid Dove 1570610 LEGAL FEES 2011 142202013
Lettler Mendelson PC 00D0G2838G 3 2005dBgos 21550730 GOOBOSSS11 117292018 21556730 Pakd oove 21550 730 LEGAK FEES 2014 11/32/2013
Lritler Mendelson PC DIC0D2S3E6 2 2 00549838 22075.770 GDOROSE52Z  12/16/2013 22075. 770 Pakt apve 22075.776 LEGAR F{ES 014 12/10/2013
Littler Mendelson PC OOONLE5386 1 2 00549947 1450100 BOJBOSES9 1211612013 1450100 Paid nowe 1490.103 LEGAL FEES 2014 xhofon
Litler Kgrdelion PC OBNDISIE6 2 200554756 J0MA610000B0ESSAI  2/21/2014 2624.646 Pakd bbye 303610 kEGAE FEES 2014 21472014
LHiler Mendelion PC COpUPINIEE I 2 (O559735 21361770 DOUBLEIEIE s 27I6LIM Pakd DOVP 27151.770 LEGAL FEES 014 nafmo0
Liler Mendelson PC 0050025386 2 200556831 26034820 0008070918  320/2014 26034.820 Paid [ 26034820 LEGAL FEES 01 3j7f2014
Lmler Mendebion o OOCDIZSIRE 7 2 00556832 7659500 HO0SOT0920 3/20/2014 2650.500 Pakd phve 7659.500 LEGAL FEES 014 4704
Latther Meersdulion PC OCON)s386 T 2 ERa5eTe2 I719.500 0008072133 Wil/2014 19500 Paid DOVP 3712.500 LEGAL FEES 014 272014
Littler Mondykon PC 0000025386 2 ZU0S5B763  27798.8000008072134  4/11/J01d 27198.200 Paid DDVP 21I58.800 LEGAL FEES. 01 afzfona
Littlar Mendunhion FC 00C0D25386 2 1 D0sS9012 016.1500008072281  4/15/2014 2016.950 Patd BOVE 016,150 LEGAL FEES 004 Afjaa
Litthor Mandulion PL 000P25386 2 7 553015 12374500 000807 2285 415/2018 12¥74.500 Fand Dove 17375.500 LEGAL FEES. 2014 491014
Littler Mondelson PC Q0L0025386 2 2 DOSEL33L 050,330 &00807375 S/9/1014 70990.330 Paid DOvP 7050.330 LEGAL, FEES 2014 sjsjmmiz
Lnshes Mendslson e DOCOASIBE 7 IROSER574  16E7AS00000807C063 /31014 16274.506 Paid BOVE 18874500 LEGAL FEES 2014 &n/014
Lattler Mendulson PC O00II5IBE T ZUOS6RSLL  20£69.5000008079647  F/IE/I0N4 20863500 Paid [ 20869.500 LEGAL FEE§ 2014 T22j1014
Lantlor Mendglsan PC DOOP025386 2 2 DOS7B3ED 610500 000SDSS073  11/7)/2014 610,500 Paid LDv 610509 LEGAL FEES 2018 1/17/1014
Littler Mehdelion 7T 00C00R53BE 2 2 BO5TR3AL 7833000 00OBOSSOIA 1173172014 7853.000 Fad bDVP 753,800 LEGAL FELS 2018 11747/2014
Littler Merdelon PG 00LO0ISIBE 2 200578382 15045.220 0DOHDSSOTS 1371173044 15045,220 Paid L1 15045.220 LEGAL FEES 015 1/17f1014
ks Merddelson PG 000025485 T 2 00578523 5367720 DDUBDSSTAS  1240/2014 5367.720 Paid oD 5367.720 LEGAL FEES s 12/4/2014
Lisler Mendnlson PC 0000025386 1 2 Bo57asZa 23805530 D00BOBSTAY  12710/3M4 2780%.85¢C Paid DbV ¥7805.830 LEGAL FEES 2015 12721014
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Littlzr Merdrizon FC DODOOISIEE T 2 DOSE39E0 8612600 OBOSDSSI6T 2172015 E612.000 Poxd oove 0531 £612.000 LEGAL FEES 2005 2/10/2015
Littes Marstalson PC DOE0025386 X 2 00563981 22681.300 0005045168 PV 22681.900 Pald oove 8531 [22683.900 LEGAL FEES 2015 4102018
Litther Mendalson PC DOB02S32E 2 2 00SE4510 4260000 OCOEDASEDT  ZAWI0LS 4260000 Paid nove L1 4260.000 LEGAL FEES s 2/23f2015
Littler Mandselson PC 0000025385 7 2 00584911 4415000 0003043094 2/27/2015 4415000 Pad DEVP 08 4415.000 LEGAL FEES w1s 223205
Uittler Mendelon PT 0320025386 3 2 CR5B7010 19.000 0OOE0I0018 HI6/3005 19.000 Paid DEvP o531 19.000 LEGAL FEES 013 3232015
Lintler Mandelson PC 000o0R53LE T 2 BOSA701L BEES.CO0 DENSOG0IS  3/26/2015 A665.000 Paid DBve 0531 665,000 LEGAL FEES 2015 NS
Littler Mandolson B¢ 0060025386 2 2 60588351 23140 B0OSDSOTR]  4/10/2005 231440 Paid DBV 053 131440 LEGAL FEES 2015 4372015
Litter Mandelson PC 0050025386 2 2 CO58R3SY 1172.500 0003090762 47102085 1177.500 Pald oeve a3l 1177.500 LEGAL FEES 015 Afos
Littler Mendelson PC CO00025386 2 7005BB353 10371500 OOOE0F0763  4710/i015 10372.500 Pald opvP 8531 [10372.500 LFGAL FEES 2015 42015
Lettler Mendelson PC 0020025386 2 2 00532044 177,000 O0OS093066  5/25/201S 172000 Pard bR 8511 177.000 LEGAL FEES 015 5/21/2015
Liwlor Mendolsin PC CORID25356 3 2 WIS9I45 5953.200 OBOFFIZUET 5292015 3853.200 Pakd DOVFP L1515 $853.700 LEGAL FEES 2015 SRS
linler Mendetson PC DORODZSIRE 2 2 DAS92045 1150.500 0B0ADA30RA  5/20/3005 1150.500 Paid DOV a3t 1150.500 LEGAL FEES 015 522015
Lenter Mendelson e DORIZLIRE 2 2 08535084 472,000 GRNZ0GA667 ts 472000 Paid DEVP [133) 471,000 LEGAL FEES 05 623/2015
Lintter Meredolon #C 0000015386 2 209595095 12417.500 0003039863 WHaots 12617.500 Pad DOVE 0531 12427.500 LEGAL FEES 2015 6i29/2035
Utttar Merdelson PC 003025366 2 2 Gh5asia 295000 GO08094882 2015 265000 Pald DENVP 8531 295,000 LEGAL FEES. 2015 6/79f2015
Littler Merdelsan PC OMDDISIE 2 2 raspales 205800 OMHECFEAL &/13/2015 255,000 Pald DOVP [ X1 295,000 LEGAL FEES w15 BAY0LE
Utler Mondelson PG 0002306 2 200559190 11354760 CODBO7SE6  B/13/201% 11252760 Paid pEve w31 [11252.760 LEGAL FEES ms B/10/2035
Littler M8 rdeison PC 000025385 2 2 COS99191 7827.470 0Q0B097587 gf13f2015 827470 Paid DEVP w53l 7327470 LEGAL FEES 018 a/1of201%
Uttlar Mendelsen PC ODIBO2E3EE 2 2 bhsOHIE 10822.350 0ADEBAE 140 Bf2a/1015 10822.250 Pald oBve 0631 10922. 250 LEGAL FEES 015 B/1K015
Untler Mendelscn PC 0000015346 2 2 ODED0126 471000 0D0S0AS16S  B/24/3015 472000 Paid bove 0631 472000 LEGAL FEES s 81972035
Untler Mzndelson PC 0050025306 2 2 ONGD0127 553820 GOOECISIGE  6/24/2005 S13.820 Paid oo 0531 513.520 LEGAL FEES 015 8/19/2018
Littler Mendelsen PC 0DDOSZ5ME 3 2 0060447 655.430 DODEIO0CSA  10/30/2015 E55.430 Pald opve U3z 655,430 LEGAL FEES 016 oji8/2015
Littler Mendelson PC 0000025346 2 2 0060448 2650.820 COOE1000SA  10430/2015 2650.820 Paid bove 0533 2650.B20 LEGAL FEES w016 wyfisfints
Liler Mondalson PC 00DODIS2EE 2 2 0DEDADMS 2050000 COOBI0C0SS  10/30/3015 2050000 baid bbvE 0531 2950.000 LEGAL FEES 06 1042872015
Lintlar Mandelscn PC 000025346 2 2 OBB04450 FEIETE0 DOOLAOCOSE  10/30/2015 7818.750 Paid nove usiz T416.760 LEGAL FEES 016 102672015
Litilzr Mendelacn PC DODOCZSEE 2 2 COGDARDT 74000 OGJSI00500  11/30/2015 7A000 Pard eV 03 74.000 LEGAL FEES 016 /972015
Leriinr Mepdalien PC DODODISHE 2 2 QDEDARDE 4233500 OO0SINASM.  11,/20/201% 4213 500 PaHd aovp [ 73] A4713.500 LEGAL FEES W16 117972015
Littles Mendolson PG 00G02FTE 2 00504809 166.500 CO0E10050Z  11/10/2015 6186.500 Paid bEve 053t 5185500 LEGAL FEES 016 13/9/2015
Lituet Metdutson PC 0000025386 2 2 COB04811 6855.730 DOOBI00503  11/30/2015 6955740 Pakd obvP 0531 €355.740 LEGAL FEES 1016 11{9/2015
Littler Mendelson PC OODO0NSIZE 2 2 QDEONIEE £a84.240 COOL10MEAN  12AAT/iDAS 824,240 Pald aovP 053 8354240 LEGAL FEES bl 121115
Litlor Mendeiscn PG 000025356 2 2 00607167 110.500 GOUEI01BS9  12/17/20E5 H0.500 Paid Ve 0531 110500 LEGAL FEES 1016 12/14f3015
litlar Mendelsan PO 0B00025385 2 2 00607263 BAEQ.500 CODBIAIESD 1212045 £460.500 Pald anve 0531 460,500 LEGAL FEES 016 12/14/2015
Liniler Mendolson PC GO0D0R3ISE 2 2 COBOTEEL 9946350 COORI02040 13872015 9546.350 Pakl 0DvP 9631 ‘9346.350 LIGAL FEES 016 12/15/2015
Lnler Mendelton FC 000025386 2 200ED991S  11305.000 DODRIN3329 2/a}3005 11305.600 Paid 2OVP 053 11305, 000 LEGAL FEES 2016 2/372016
Lilar Mandelson #C 0000025386 2 100609926 11084.870 CODBI0IIAZ 2/4/3096 11964070 Paid aove s 11584 870 LEGAL FEES 016 2irme
Uik Mardeisan FC COUBIZENEE 2 200510974 PH71.6210 DOUBIUHEYL 06 9472630 Paid oOvP 0631 9371620 LiTAL FEES 2016 216/2016
Listtor Mendelson FC 0000025388 2 1 00511455 27000160 DO0£104259 1512005 27000.150 Paid bovP £E31 7000180 LEGAL FEES 016 2{22{2016
Uikiar Mondalyon FC Q000023396 2 2 00613322 19473 840 POOBING3DS /2a/3006 19473 240 Pald oove €631 19473840 LEGAL FEES 1016 3{21/1016
biner Mendelson #C 0000025386 2 2 00614868 9351550 0008106222 &/13/2016 9351690 Paid POVP £EA 935189 LIGAL FEES 016 4/e12016
Litttar Mordelson #C 0000025385 2 2 00618406 59.000 0D0BI0Z3SA  5/26/2015 $9.000 Faid biwP 6631 50,008 LIGAL FEES 2066 5231016
Uttlar Mondalsan FC 0ONDIZIEE 2 ZODE1SS11  1209]157000D8I0R425  5/27/1016 12091570 Pald onve 21 12001 578 LEGAL FEES 2016 SI2412016
Itiler Mprdalsan 2G GOR00Z3IEE 2 2 0U614503 1367.950 CUOB1 12072 slzlme 1IE7.950 Poid 2pyF £631 1367950 LIGAL FEES w6 TIRRIE
Littker Mandaisan PC 0000023356 2 2 02545062 SHI1ZS00 0D0E124152  S/10/2007 812500 Faid DOVP 0631 5B12.500 LIGALFEES W {5177
Littiar Mandeisan bC 0888023326 2 FODESGIAY  11287.5700ENRIINZI? 9132007 1312825870 Fald .1 ;3 1) 11287.570 LEGAL FEES o 82512017
Lhitler Mandelian PC ORIg0T5IN6 2 7 QBESGATL 675000 REIBIANTIA  HIFHIN 75,000 Faid BV ega1 675,000 LEGAL FEES oz &25f2007
ncke Lard Buslt & Latdel] LIP 0ODDO24305 1 100485185 9508.000 EOZ7BIS 2sj200z 9500.00¢ Paid bIvP 60I1 500,000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 2 L#/9 2013
tocke Lotd Blssall & Liddal) LIP OPBOZ4I0E 1 7 0M87M0 500,000 BR29683 FIEETFLTH 9500.000 Patd DOVR 6021 §500.000 CONSULTANTS SERY FEES 012 [HEoH
tocke Lord dssell & Lidds!) LLP 0O0G024308 1 100493570 500,000 8032637 afef201z 2500.000 Faid bDDVE Goxl £500 03¢ CONSULTANTS SEAV FEES EL H 3262012
tocke Lord Bisall & Uddall LIP 0000024305 1 100495416 560,000 8033230 4/18/2012 9500.00¢ Paid DOWP 6o 5500.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 002 /1243012
ocke Lord Bissall & Liddsl LIP 0QO0024305 1 2 0056421 9500.000 8034806 5/16/2012 2500.000 Pald DOVP G021 900,030 CONSULVANTS SERY FECS e Al
Lowhe Lotd Biasell & LiddeD1LP oB0024308 1 2 50SD2054 5500000 6038363 492012 $500.600 Paid oove $500.050 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 012 B/14£2012
lothe Lord Bissell & LdeD LR 0000024395 1 2 DOSDZ350 9500000 BO3T2TA S0 F500.600 Paid oove $500.000 CONSULTANTS SERV $EES LI 618/2017
Locke Lord Brssel & Liddlell LLP 0E0024205 1 2 0050BLLG 9500 030 BIGOES1 w8200 $500.600 Faid oove S500.000 COMSULTANTS SERY FEES mz 182012
Loxke Lord BisseD B Lidell LLF 0500024205 3 1 00508493 5500004 342266 93012 #500.008 Paid bive F500.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 012 Bf14F2032
Lothe Lord B5we0 & Lidd«D) LLP RORZANG 1 200510462 YIP0000 BRI 10/10/2012 500,007 Pad oovE 500,000 CONSUITANTS SERYV FEES 012 21341012
Loake Lord Bissel) & Liddel) LLP 0800026305 1 700518347 9500.000 BB42E09 117772082 9500.060 Paid DIVP 5500000 CONSULTANTS SERV FFES w3 14173012
Lok Losd Bussel) B LideleB LLP [T 2 BoS1avat 9500,000 EL2603D 1sfmor? 9500.600 Pard oove S500.000 CONLULTANTS SERV FLES 013 117012
Loske Lerd Bissell & Liddst) LLP 0000024395 1 ZOOSZIATT 1000000 BOGHZET 213/z013 16000.000 Paid oowe 10095000 CONSULTANTS SERY FEES 013 230013
Locke Lord Bitsell & Eiddall LLP 0200224205 1 20052371 0020003 RO5033) Wi12013 10000000 Paid opve 10000.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 013 2h92013
Lotke kord Buase0 8 udde0 LLP 0060024105 1 20055712 10Da040C BOSILTS ajafsoty 16000650 Paid bove 10000000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 012 3/20/1013
Locke Lord Bissell & Lddell LLP 0000024305 1 200579920 10000000 6054261 5410/2033 10000.600 Paid oowe 30004000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES o af2afzous
Locke Lord Bissetl & Liddell LLP 000029305 1 300531942 10000.000 BOSEOET /712013 16000820 Paid Dove J0000.00¢ CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 03 sfi7h013
Locke bord Biyseh) & Liddel) LIP 0p0002A3056 1 3 00538167 100300 000 0O0B058241 H15fa043 10030000 Paid ooV WO DD COMSITANES SERY FEES w1 6/20£2011
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell L OLO00A305 1 300537431 100G0ODD DODEDEDILS B30t 10090.000 Pard oove 30000.000 CONSUITANTS SERY FEES 013 71072013
Locke Lore Bissell & Liidell LLP 0500024205 1 300540872 10000003 00DBOGIOSS 97972013 10000.000 Paid oove 10000.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 2013 $/121013
lotke Letd Bigel S Ldd el LLP 000024306 1 30054778 10000053 00DE0E5280  11A19/2013 10000.000 Paid oove $0800.000 CONSULFANTS SERV FEES oM 1171302013
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP 0000024305 1 300547920 10000000 CODEDESIST  MLSRYADT3 16000.600 Paid oove 30090.000 CONSUITANTS SERV FEES w01 s
Locke Anrd Blssell & Liddell P 0000024308 1 300548139 L00ADO03 CODEDBSSDI  LL/25/2013 10000.000 Paid oow 10000.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES w01 117192013
locke Lord Blssell B Lddell LLP 0000024306 1 300551796 10000000 CO0BOGTYE Lisjola 10000460 Pakd howve 10000 000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES paity W10/2014
Locke Lord Bissell & tiddell LLF 000024305 1 300552349 10DOD NGO CODBOBROSE  1/23f7014 10002.600 Pakd o 16000.000 CONSULTANTS SERY FEES 2014 11672004
Locks Lord Blssell & Liddell LLP 0000024306 1 300S5TIB  1000O.UOG BODBOTIISO  3/277i0l4 10086650 Paid bove 16000.000 COMSULVANFS SERV FEES 2014 32172004
Locka Lard @issell & Uddell (L VRROIAG 1 3056134 10000 009 COUB0TIIEZ 5/3f2024 1C0U0CT0 Paid oowve 10030.0C0 COMALUTANFS SERV FEES 014 5/512014
Locke Lord Bissall & Lddell LLP OCO0U30E 1 3 0563622 10060.06 BO0B0T75420 5/30f214 10030800 Paid oovE 16000 000 COMSULTANES SERV FEES W1 5/12/1014
Locke Lord Blasell & Liddell LLP DEO0024306 1 100560621 L0DMDVODUODEDTSAZ]  B/I0FA0IA 10000.600 Paid oow 16300.000 COMSULTANES SERV FEES 018 5/23/2014
Lok o Lord Bisselt 8 LidelFLLP DROHIFA306 § 300565857  LODGDOSOGOOBD7ESID 6202034 10000.0600 Faid oow 16000.000 COMSLILTANFS SERV FEES 014 6/16/2014
locke Lord lsseB B Liddels LLP DIP0A306 1 30570198 10000.084 008080034 B/d4fz014 10CU000 Paic el 10000.060 COMSULTANES SERY FEES 014 72912014
Lotk Lard BHse0R LA LLP BADOSAZ0E 1 LSTITS  L00DOODOCODAOEILZ  B/1Bfi0i4 10000.860 Pald oove 10030.000 COMSULTANES SERV FEES 014 8/12/2014
Locke Lord Bissell& Liddeli LLP 0200024305 1 300577393 10000000 C0080SANTE  L1/17/2014 10000.620 Poid oowk 10000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 2008 nhafmne
Lecke Lard Bissel & Lisded LLP 030029306 1 300578313 10000 000 00DB0B5S023 11/20/2014 16000600 Paid Dowe 10300000 COMSULFANTS SERV FEES 2015 11412014
Loche Lord Bivsell & LicdsDILLP OIBHIRA3CE 1 3 0580507 10000000 CODBDEEIZS 122272014 10040.000 Paig oo 18560600 CONSULTANTS SERY FEES 2015 1218/2014
Locke Lard Bissell & LiddeMILLP 0300024306 3 3 00589915 1875.0006000407990 22573015 185,060 Paid VE 1675.000 LEGAL FEES 015 RS
Locke Lord Bissell & Lidde LLP 0300024305 1 300547709 15000033 GAEDIDAT) af2120i5 13000600 Pars oove 13000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES 05 33012015
Lacke Lord Bissell & LddenLLP 0300024306 1 180539737 13000000 COBO4 15831 42312018 13000.600 Paid VEX 13000.000 CONSUITANTS SERV FEES 2015 8/2372015
Locte Lord Btsacll& LiddelILLP 0300024305 1 100585736 13000.000.0000415637  4/23/2015 13002.600 Paid vEL 13000000 CGNSULTANTS SERV FEES s a3l
Locke bard Blssell B LiddeDLLP 0300024306 1 300530440 130D.0DG GOOBORIOIZ sf712018 13650.660 Paid bove 13000.000 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES s S/4f2015
Lacke Lord Bissel B LiddelILLP 0ODO2AR0E 1 300591832 130000040 000BRINESD 5{12fi01% 11000.000 Paid bowve 13000.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 2018 §/19/2015
Locke Lord Bissell & Lidd TP 0I0002a306 1 100593965  13000.000000EDM219  6/22/2015 13000880 Faid DIVP 13000000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES w18 B008
Locke tord Bissell & LiddetiLLr 0000024305 1 3IBOG0MOS  L3000OCH 000ALOISHS  13/ISf201S 1800 880 Paid b 13000 D00 CONSULTANTS SERV FECS 016 Lzf1of2015
Locke Lord Bissen & LiddelILLP 0004306 1 3 00E0TI30 LID00000 0C0BL01888 13/1872015 11600600 Paed bove 13000.E00 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 016 12165018
Lacke Lord Bissell & Liddzll LLP 00024305 1 300503455 13000.000 00DE103111 21/2016 13000060 Paid DDVR 13D00.000 CONSULTEHTS SERY FEES 06 116/0t6
Locke Lord Bisse D& LkideOLLP QEDO0TAE ] 30010927 1275 000 Q000 2009T 1% 1275 090 Paid vE 1275000 LEGAL FEES 2016 16{3016
Locke Lord Bivsell & Lddeli LLP QUVOCIASTE 1 3 IRE11109 130000 GODEL0NDZT  2M13)2015 13000000 Paid DOV 13000200 COMSULTANTS SERV FEES ioie a6
Locke kord Bissel & LiddeDILLP DTI0024305 1 3 NEIZA6T 13500.000 OODELGA 797 ¥e/xole 13600540 Paid buwp 3000000 COMSULTANTS SERY FEES 0t6 101G
Locke Lord Bissel & LuddenILLP OXDOORAIE 1 100617262 12000.000 630107711 S/afrels 13000000 Paud bine T3000.000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 1014 ${10/3016
Locke Lord Bissell & Liddel LLP QUN0T4I0E 1 300616952 13000000 0ODS10BTST 6/272016 13000.000 Pard DOVP 13000000 CONSILTANTS SERV FEES 016 SI2T/2016
Locke Lord Bissell & LiddsTLLP 0000024305 3 300621828 13000000 0000429335 Fefa16 13000.080 Paid VE 13000.006 CONSU{EANTS SERV FEES 016 602015
Locke Lard Bisse & LiddsTILLP Q00024305 1 100623774 11000000 058111688 T/26/2016 13000 065 Paid St 13000.000 CONSULTANTS SERY FEES 016 22016
Lexky Lord Bissell & Ldd el LLP QUOOGIA3IE 1 3 o0AasR) 11000 000 G355 1706 &/2/1016 130000030 Paid i 13000.000 CONSULTANTS SERY FEES 16 TIIB/2016
Locke Lotd Bissell & Lidd<ALLP QRO02A30E 1 3 00621407 11330.000 0050431924 13/32016 13000080 Paxd VEX 13000000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 217 113/2016
Locke Lord Bissell & LiddsTILLP 0000c2a308 1 100631208  110000CO 0ODOAN92S  13/3/2016 13000000 Paid vEX 13000000 CONSULTANTS SEAV FEES 017 nhyme
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Locke Lord Binsel) 8 Uddelt LtP BOBOOIDE 1 00511400 13000000 003041106 M1/3/2006 13000.004 Paid 13080.000 COHSITANTS SERV FEES 2m7 1756
Loxke Lord Bissal B (el (UP 0epO023IE 1 3 GH5TIEG FI0RRG00 00051 17435 1291016 13000.000 Pail 13000.600 CONSL LYANTS SERV FEES 2017 1Hef2016
Loz Lord BisseD & Liadel itP QUO0D22308 1 3 oesa 3l AS50000 03081211498 /2452017 5500060 Paid 4350000 CONSULTANTS SERV FEES 17 anyaong
Leghe Lord BupeD & Litdall LLP 0000023108 1 3 oo54Ma) 4530.000 008121153 42472012 4555.000 Paid 4550000 CONSULTAKTS SERY FEES wm? 471972017
Martinet Partrors LIP DRDOTS004 1 100550446 14437.500 0R00920151 S/Ef2015 14437.500 Faid 14217.500 LEGAL FEES FH s5/1{7015
Martinc Fartnors LIS 0000035009 1 100800705 29201250 00TOOLI30S  3/30/2015 24781.250 Fad 2281 250 LEGay FEES 16 9171015
Martiet Fathers LLP 0sI00N500a 1 ) DOEL2IRY 11541.750 CODDA 25836 3fshiols 12502.750 Paid 11943.750 LEGAL FEES e 5N
Monty & Racvizer_ LL® CoUUIAE0D 3 100515503 1114 000 8025247 1200012 1114600 Pad 1114000 LEGAL FEES 2013 nae012
Wanty & Ramiter, LLP 0000012600 3 1 BA515504 $542.500 6045248 19/2072012 1542 568 Paxd 1942.500 LEGAL FEES 1 Hiain12
Moziy B Ramfrer, LIP COGIDIZEDD 1 100318369 30000 BNTIBY Ay 320000 Paxd ITDOF LEGAL FEES 1013 1apmz
Monty & Ramiter, LLP COODIZ7EO0 1 100518711 JZI000 SDATIEY 1275172012 1270.500 Faid 1220000 LEGAL FEES w3 12/13f2012
Manty & Ramiter, LLF 0000017600 1 100518773 5999.000 8047391 12412012 §949.000 Paid S590.000 LEGA, FEES w1y 124192012
Morty & Ramirez. L COBU0IPESY | 100520424 1247.000 8096760 112013 1147000 Fad 1147000 LEGAL FEES w01 12972013
Manty & Ramirez, LIP BOBOOITEOD 1 100523485 1517.000 8049251 22502013 1517.500 Paid 1517.000 LEGAL FEES m13 9PN
Monty & Ramires, LIP 0000017600 1 100525592 1757.900 8051230 12512013 1757.500 Paid 11500 LEGAL FEES 2012 3/19/2013
Manty B Ramires, LIP QUDPOTIEAD 1 100525590 4702100 05101 Weklx1a 477,100 Faxd 4707300 L EGAL FEES 013 3f19/2013
Manty & Ramlrer, L& 0000017500 1 100529941 2073500 8050395 51312013 2073500 Faid 0500 LEGAL FEES 2013 4302013
Monty & Ramlres, iLP DODDITE0D 1 100530001 1276500 604396 1313 1236.500 Paid 1376500 LEGAL FEES L] a2
Monty & Hamiret, LLP 0ORIOITENO 1 100530054 92500 5054357 /1312013 97500 Faid 92.500 LEGAL FEES 2013 afac/2012
Menty £ Ramirat, LLP 0000017500 1 1005324558 1593250 8055950 E/8f2012 2538.330 Paid 1558.250 LEGAL FEES 1013 5/23/2012
Moniy & Ramirez, LLP COBIDITERD | 100532559 3971950 BOS5959 6/6{2013 971,950 Pawdl 971,550 LEGAL FEES 1013 Sfzajiona
Monty & Ramircz LLP LOBI0ITE00 1 100532561 4ET5.000 EOSE55E 1013 4675.000 Paid 4575.000 LEGAL FEES 013 5/23/2013
Monty & R ires, (LR CODD017600 1 100535713 18500 0008038260 Kf1SY2013 15500 Paid 105060 LEGAL FEES 012 5/24/2013
Monty & Ram|res, LLP 0050027600 1 100525715 430500 0008058264 7/15/2013 400,500 Paid 400.500 LEGAL FEES 1013 6124/2013
Monty & Ramirez, (P DHLTITE00 1 100537605 1257.000 000B0S8422  TA17F2013 2257.000 Paid 1257.000 LEGAL FEES 013 71142013
Menly & Romitex, LLP oooPRitesd 1 1 00537608 LEC0.000 0D0BDSE42Y L K] 1880.600 Paid 1500000 LEGAL FEES wa #Hrijao1a
Monty & Ramitez, LLP 0000027600 1 100539780 650.000 0008050746 B/7/2013 650,000 Paid G000 LEGAL FEES 2013 €/142013
Monty & Ramirez, |LP QUOR02TE00 1 10053578 626000 D008DG024 T B{772013 626000 Paid 3626.000 LEGAL FEES w13 e/fze1d
Maonty & Ramires, LLP KXRU02TE0D L 100530786 16247.600 0008060248 B/7I013 16247800 Paid 16247600 LEGAL FEES 012 8/17013
Manty B Ramirer, WP 00GUU2TENS L 100529747 2531750 D00BOG0249 B/TF2013 2691750 Paid 1631750 LEGAL FEES 013 flf01y
Manty & Ramirse. LLP 0550321608 1L 1 0539807 4815800 800B0KDI5 2 87712013 4615260 Pad 4615.800 LEGAL FEES 013 8142013
Manty & Ramiter, WP 03CU0TE00 1 1 0053580 7298.000 0008060253 Ll TH F2I5.360 Paid 708,900 LEGAL FEES 013 s/y13
Many B Ramirey, LLP 00G0027600 1 560539611 953500 (008060253 B/7f013 3883 560 Paid $543.500 LEGAL FEES 013 8/1/2013
Manty & Ramirer, iLP 0oeos2reds | 1oosdan A59.000 BO0BOEITI2 /1012013 255,004 Pald 259.000 LEGAL FEES w3 slae/ol3
Manty & Ramireg, (P OOLOCITEND 1 1 0054218 510,000 SO0BOEITAZ  B/3072013 510,000 Pald 3510,000 LEGAL FEES 2013 826123
Monty & Ramlrez, thP BAEO02TEO0 1 160842216 E752110-0008061704  8/10/2013 E752.110 Fakd &752.110 LEGAL FEES 0Kt aj2e12018
Manity & Ramires, LEF 0000027600 1 1 D05L6399 4218.700 $008064192 L1/1J2013 L4158, 700 Pad 4418.700 LEGAL FEES 0 10/28{201%
htanty & Rambszz, ELP 00G0027600 1 1 COS4009E. 119E416) 4003066048 12/5/2013 12463.160 Paid 12454, 160 LEGAL FEES i LY 1712013
Manty & Ramirr. LLP 0000027600 1 1 oot0as1 600000808613 12/18/2013 6245500 Pad £245.600 LEGAL FLES 0 11013
Manty & Ramlser, (P BOLU02T600 100554751 DGOAI0OODOBOGRGAD  HAINf2014 23504360 Paid . 2160300 LEGAL FEES F H1e
Manty & Rerirez, LLP 0CSoa27600 1 100556830 15369.390 00080709138 M0J2014 153£9.350 Paid 5 15369350 LEGAL FEES w2 31018
Monty & Rambaes, LLF DeSDOTEND 1 1 COSS876% TIHRITHNARNT A0 42014 13908 470 Paid 1190R.170 LEGAL FEES woia Lre/r
Monzy & Ramisap, LLF 0DGR027600 1 A1CUSEII90  34209.700 00GB07IE13 5/9/2014 35209.700 Prid jos 32209.700 LEGAL FEES 0oL 5/5f3014
Many & Rembrer, (LK 0IC0027600 1 1 00568653 6668.200 000B07631%  1f18f2012 6662750 Faid 5 6668.790 LEGAL FEES 204 1451014
Manty 8 Ramirer, LLP 00C002760C 1 1 COSBRESS 74656900 0008078517 TA8/2014 7655.400 Paid TESEACD L EGAL FEES w0 14014
Monty & Rerirer, LLP 000002760 1 100571025 15203.7700000030660  8/11/2014 15M3.770 Faid 5 15300.770 LEGAL FEES. 14 8/5/201a
Manty & Ramlrer, LLP 0000027600 1 100578361 3NO57.460-000B055060  1L/21/2014 39057460 Pakd 25413660 LEGAL FEES 2018 112773014
Mtanty & Ramirez, LLP 0000027600 1 100578381 39057460 COOROB50S0  11/21/2014 39057460 Patd 33651800 LEGAR FEES 018 111772014
Manty & Ramirer, LLP DoC00 21600 1 1005TRIGE 32666350 ODXBOFSOG63  11/71/2013 32665.380 baid 4 177 B0 | FGAL FEES 015 1Az
Mante & Bsmber LLP 0000027600 1 100578356  3IG66350 0003065063  11/21/2014 32666.350 Paid [0£56.550 LEGAL FEES 018 11174014
Monty & Ramlct, LLF CDO0B2TENY 1 1 DhATAIG £527.150 0DOSBAS067  11/70/2D04 £327.150 Pald G927.150 LEGA] FEES 2015 /172014
Menty & Ramitez, LLP 00R0D27600 1 1 0578373 647.500 0008045069 11/21/20M4 547,500 Fald 647500 LEGALFEES 2018 /1742014
Monty & Ramirer, LLP 0000027600 1 1 BO57BA65 20000 DOOSDES124 112472014 20,000 Paid 20.000 LEGAL FEES s E1{10/2014
Moniy & Remires, LLP ooR0D2YT6s 1 1 09879563 477.500 DOOSCES782  12/10/2014 577,500 Pald 577 800 LEGAL FEES 015 12/212014
Monty & Ramiror, LLF OoB027600 1 1 COSTISEE 1405.500 D0OSEESZHA 177107014 1505.500 Pald 1405.500 LEGAL FEES. 015 12/4f2014
Monty & Ramirer, 1P 0000027600 1 1 00579568 9174350 0O0BDASTHT  A2/10/2054 9174.350 Faid 8172,350 LEGAL FEES 2015 12/48014
Manty B Rimirer, LLF 000007600 1 100570570 16450.650 O0OSBASTAA  N3AN/20M4 16450.650 Pald 16450,650 LEGAL FEES 205 12/4f3014
Monty & Ramirer, LLP 00pO027E0T 1 DOSEOG0G 6203.240 0DOB0RGA00  12/22/20M €203.240 Paid 6H03.340 LEGALFEES 2015 12/16£3014
Monty & Remirer, LU ooum2Teal | 100580608 13353.580 OUOSOEG02  1Z/13/2014 23353580 Paid 23152.54D LEGAL FEES 2015 13/16£2014
Monty & Ramirar, LLP 0000D1T60D 1 1 Co%E1588 23B2400 0DOSDAER%  1/15/201S 2382400 Pald 2383 450 LIGALFEES 2015 /901015
Monty & Ramires, LLF 00027600 1 100564002 4977200 00OBCIEEYE Z/2F/2015 24977.700 Pald 24377300 LEGAL FEES En b 2251015
Monty & Ramirez. LLP OOM02TENS 1 1 BSEATI4 143,600 GUOSDEESS?  Z/2/I0IS 143.500 Paid 143 600 LEGAL FEES 2015 3015
Manty & Ramirer, 1P 0000027640 1 1 DOSEBASY 2840.150 0003090784 471072015 2840.150 Pald 2840 150 LEGAL FEES 01% Af7fs
Hanly B Ramires, LEP OOI0027600 1 1 00588355 333000 DODEDAOTHS 471073085 333,000 Paid 333,000 LEGAL FEES 2018 AFT01S
heanty & Ramirez, LEP 0000027600 1 1 GASBRITS -6423.500 0D0EDG] 04 &/15/7015 35861.720 Pald 6423 500 LEGHL FEES 2018 7r01S
Maonty B Ramires, LiP Q000027640 1 1 CSER548 1841400 0008097511 a/148/1015 1B41.ADD Faid 1841 400 LEGAL FEES 018 4fafans
Manty B Ramsiree, LLP 0000027600 3 100568725 47785230 0003091004 4/15/2015 35861.720 Paid 23785,230 LEGAL FEES 2015 a13/2015
Manty & Ramirer. LLP 0000027600 1 100550304 13197340 0008091928 5fsf2015 15197.340 Paid 13197.330 LEGAL FEES 05 43072015
Maonty & Ramirez, LLP G0O0027600 1 1 00550305 B919.000 0008091529 5/5/2015 B319.008 Faid 8919.000 LIGALFEES 2015 43042018
Monty & Ramirez. LLP 0DB0D2TECD 1 1 80590307 8551 550 DO0BD1S3L 57573015 BS5L.550 Paid 551,550 LIGALFEES 2008 43072018
Monty & Ramirer, LLP 0000027600 1 1 00590312 695 000 CO950A] 536 5/5/2015 £92.000 Fold 698,000 LEGAL FEES 2015 /3042015
Manty & Ramiree, WP ezl 1 1 (A595097 4683.550 GUOBUIASTO Wefams SEBF.55% Fatd 485,550 LIGALFEES ity 6/25/201%
Maonty B Ramirez, LLP 000003 160D 1 1 (9535058 359.000 0008094571 I/2f2m5 259,050 Paid 259 007 | EGAL FEES 2015 81015
Manty & Ramires, LLP 0000027600 1 1BA595111  J4468.950 0003094076 212015 144089850 Patd 14489850 LLGAL FEES 015 B/29/2013
Maonty & Ramires, LLP HUIID2TERS 1 100595002 16372050 DO0ANS4STT Waams 16372.050 Paid 16372050 LEGAL FEES s 6/207 2015
Monty & Ramitez, LLP QUUOD2TE00 1 1 (595145 43B6.260 0ODENG4592 Hzhams 4306788 Faid A3B6,280 LEGALFEES 015 5/29/3015
Monty & Ramirez, LLP 0000027600 1 1 DO%eLIEE 8276.)50 CO0A095 )91 s B276.150 Fald BYJE.18M1 LEGAL FEES 018 6/a8/2018
Monty B Ramirez, LLP 0000027600 1 100507263 134TEFI0CO0KMIEIRT  F/IS[IMLE 13418770 Foid 13418770 LEGAL FEES W18 F21f2015
Monty & Ramirez, LLP DN002TE0D 1 100587824 23604.710 COORMOE74T  7/30/2015 23604.710 Fakd 13604.710 LEGAL FEES 2015 RIS
Monty B Ramleca, LLP QRInD2TENT 1| 100552199 4666 550 (008097595 8132015 4666550 Foit AGEE.550 LEGAL FEES w18 BAIDLS
Honty & Ramlrez_ LLP 2000027660 1 1 asgazen B21850 DOOSBATSIE  BF13/2015 821550 Paid 821,550 LEGAL FEES F) B/10/2015
Menty & Ramirez, LLP 00260 1 1006000H1  369E9.500D002093137 /212015 36959500 Paid 15969.500 LBGAL FEES s shgf01s
Monty B Ramitez, LLF 0o00027600 1 1 DOBCADSEL 1E10.250 DOORMIPRST  10/30/2015 1810250 Pald 1310.250 LEGAL FEES 2016 1042812015
Menty & Ramirez, LLP CHO0D2TE0E 1 1 COBD4D52 5422950 SUDANODISE  10/30/2015 5472.950 Fald 5422.950 LEGAL FEES 2006 10/28/2015
Manty & Ramicez, LLP O002TENS 1 1 CORDESED #480.3000008101407  13/9/2015 8489300 Pald 8489.360 LERAL FEES 16 12412015
Moniy B Ramired, LLP 0DUU0ZTER 1 1 GOBLE261 16.150 GUOENNZ 395 1Fl4{2016 16.150 Paid 16150 LEGAL FEES 06 1812016
Moty & Ramlrez, LLP 0080DITECT 1 1 DOBDE2E2 1574000 CO0ER0Z 396 1/14/2016 1574.000 Paid 1574.000 LEGAL FEES 2016 1/BF2016
Monty 8 Ramires, LLP 0000017603 1 100BDA26T  13REISOCOODENAIOT 171472016 13263.500 Pald 13863.500 LEGAL FLES 2014 /82016
Hgnly & Ramloes, WP QUEI02TERT 1 1 0OB09935 19522700 DODSH0] 340 2/afa0e 19922.700 Pald 19922700 LEGAL FEES w018 1016
Monty & Ramirez, LLP 0000027603 1 1 DO&18402 52400 000SIOL3AT  5/26/2016 52,000 Pzid 52,000 LEGAL FEES W16 sJ13f2016
Monty & Ramiesa, LLP GOLOOITEAN | 108518406 12493 BA0 SONSIORIAS  §/25/2016 13490.000 Paid 13450000 LEGAL PEES 018 5/23{2016
Honty ParineriALP 0000027600 1 1 co498233 005500 8079019 1 006500 Pald T0US.500 LEGAL FEES 2 102012
Manty Partrars AP 0000027600 1 1 00450774 3330.600 $u30250 ynjan 3330600 Paid 13330 630 LEGAL FEES m2 216/2012
Monty ParirersAtP 0080027600 1 10045105 24171875 SiLloe /N JSTEEI0 Paid 24371.870 LEGAL FEES posed Witz
Monty ParinarsALF 0500027600 1 100495055 43205250 $032067 4/13/2012 48205.250 Patd 48105250 LEGAL FEES o1z afafao1r
Monty PartnersAlP noBOB2T600 1 100497344 37162720 5034356 572012 37762220 Paid 37762200 (EGAL FEES 012 $/1f2012
Monty PartnersALP 00r0027600 T 100501929 6144.000 8037073 6/ AW 2012 6244 000 Paid G244 040 LEGAL FEES 02 6142012
Manty ParinarsALF 0000027600 E 100503732 230000 $0I52324 1072012 320,000 Paid 330,000 LEGAL FEES 002 a/i8/a012
Monty PartnarsLF 0200027600 1 1 008DEISR 1527.000 3041173 %012 LT Paid 2927 040 LEGAL PEES 201 832017
Rugeat & Peterson 0036935749 1 1 00606695 50232750 00044792 1338 50232.750 Paid $0233. 750 LEGAL FEES 018 12/7}2015
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Nugent 3, Peterson 2000035749 1 100608250 34491700 RO0A25356  1/13/2016 24491700 Paid VE 2449700 LIGAL FELS 016 1ef018
Nugent & Paterson 0000035743 1 109510200  11374.300 0000423923 2/10/2016 11274.200 Pald vE 11574.200 LEGAL FEES e 141016
RNugen & Peterson 0000925749 1 1036IHSY0  TIDE0OD0 QGO0AZEHY  S/IE/2016 110E0.000 Paid VE 11060.030 £ EGAL FEES 016 512412016
Fraii & Flack LLP L Ll FL Y 1 8184 18205 500 0900378358 SP5/2006 B35 500 Pakd VE 16205 550 LEGAL FEES o6 5232016
Peatl & Flck LLP 0000036174 1 1 Kigoiso 5525.000 0850438008 E/18/1016 5524.000 Pakd VE 5525000 LEGAL FEES 0te /LI W16
RoachGarnan LLP 0000032957 1 100560175 16687.870 CO0BO7300  4/1B/2014 16587 220 Pald DOVP 16687 £20 1EGAL FEES 014 af23/w19
ReachGansan L DOO03ZAT 1 100565350 1325000 CODBOTESED 6/20/2014 1225.000 Pai¢ DDVP 1328000 L EGAL FEES 173 6/16/201a
RaschGanten LLP 0000032357 1 Y DOSTIRE0 075,000 0005031789 B/ILI2014 075.000 Pakd oovP T075.000 LEGAL FEES wa BA5FI08
RaschGannon LUP 0030032957 1 100595119 $865.020 RO0S09TR 722005 $865.030 Paikd Dove EB65.030 LEGAL FEES o5 §1292015
RaachGanron LLP COOUOIIRT | 1 6080013% T4VS00 LOGRDSEIT2  B2ajinNs 157400 Paic nhye 797540 L EGAL FEES s 192018
KoachGannon LLF 000003ZIST L 100606547  1141Z3000C05102402  12/9/2015 13412500 Paki DDVP 11412500 L EGAL FRES e 13/4/ 2015
RoachGannon LIP COU032IET L 100606545 1375000 CUOSL0IAD4 12/9/2015 1375.000 P2id Dove 1375000 LEGAL FEES 2006 12/4f1015
Rechflanran LR 0000032957 1 100607270 6455150 DOOBI0LRSD  12/17/2015 £256.150 Pakd DOVP 486,150 LEGAL FEES e 12/14/3018
Foathnnon L 00ID03295T 1 100803937 B25.000 CODEN03333 w3016 625.000 Faid Dbve 825,000 LEGAL FEES w6 018
RosthGanhon LLP 0080832957 1 100605328 187000 GO0EID3333 2/8/2006 AETDD0H Paid Dove 1870000 LEGAL FEES. 016 Hjots
RoachGannon LLP 082032987 1 108516421 2015600 BONEN0IREN 2/19/2006 A5 600 Pald bavp 3025.000 LEGAL FEES 06 2163016
FoachGanaen LLP 0I00IZIET T 108613129 3057.180 GOOBI0S312  3/24/2006 3067.180 Peld DOVP 3067.180 LEGAL FEES w16 NS
FoachGannon LLP 0000032957 1 100613330 2062500 00061053 3/24/2006 262500 Peid oove 206,500 LEGAL FEES s 3/21{1016
RoachGannen |IP 0000037937 1 1 00615336 BE0.000 DOOSIOEE1S Af1T0LE EE0.000 Makd oovp 660,000 LEGAL FEES me Arfi01e
RoachGancan [P 0000032957 1 100638988 9240000 DODS120537 2f28/3017 9240.000 Paid Dovp 220,000 | EGAL FEES w047 nnan?
RoachZannan LLP 0000032957 1 1 COB41670 6450.000 0008122117 af3fa017 6450.000 Patd pove E450.000 LEGAL FEES w017 Ny
RogernMatrts & Graver LY TG 1 1 09BI514 2777450 DAROTSA 2012 2227.450 Peld VE 2227 A0 LEGAL FEES 012 702
Rogers,Marrly B: Grover.LLP ©000C23617 1 103492979 302.700 391800 3/1ja01 302.700 Pzid VE 307,700 LEGAL FEES 2012 3/20f2012
Aogeen,Morh B Giover,LLP oH0R020617 1 103995062 621.900 1252304 af11/2012 £21.500 Peld VE 621500 LEGALFEES 012 /52012
RegeraMorris B Giower,LLP 00S002EE17 1 100497341 679,550 0392308 572/2012 67£8.550 Pald VE 5289.550 LEGAL FEES 2012 /12012
RogeriMomh & Grover,LLP 0000026617 1 100501528 6349,920 1354364 BN 2012 6349.530 Paid VE 639,930 LEGAL FEES w012 614f2012
RogeriMaich & Giover,LLP ooannzEs1Y 1 I OOS03TYY RSO0 NABMEN FIAfI012 E2.500 Paid VE 82.500 LEGAL FEES 012 E/28f2012
RogersMonh & Grover,LL? BrInZES 1 100539745 2655859 0357360 w/31/z012 055850 Prid vE 2065850 LEGAL FEES 013 10/25/1012
RegertMonts & Grover,LLe DIYOUZEE7 1 I OU516498 1138000 0398371 12152012 113B.000 Paid VE 1130000 LEGALEES 2013 04274012
Regert, Mot & Giovor, LLP COO002E617 1 L OU31BGSE 1950.000 0358300 AT 9931.640 Paid VEX 1950.000 LEGAL FEES 2013 o
Rogers;Mois & Geovor, LLR PO0Q0ZEE1T 1 I Q0518658 7581640 DIGHICO 1212 9531640 Paid VB 7981640 LEGAL TEES m3 127k
RogersMois & Giower,LLP BL36D28817 | 153523801 535,060 DADJI5E 21wia013 10769.350 Paidd vE 2535060 LEGAL FEES 2013 Z21/1013
Rogers,Maris & Geaver, LLP DOTO02E617 3 1 0o523002 BIS1.240 0400154 22013 10768200 kaid VE 251,240 LEGAL FEES 013 K113
RagersMarris & Grover,LLP B03008617 1 100525543 90360 DADOETS 3/20/2013 2317.660 Paid VE 90.360 LEGAL FEES 2013 W19/2013
Rogor Mo & Geovar, LI P DO0B026617 1 100525574 2227300 DADOETS 3/m0/2013 2317.660 Peid VE 2227300 LEGAL FEES 03 3/15/2013
RegeriMorris & Grover,LLp 0OCUD2EE17 3 1 0952611 A5I4ATY 0401055 32013 a524.430 Peid vE 4526490 LEGAL FEES 2003 aetion
RogiernMormis & Grower,LLP 0000024617 1 100530124 9143.040 4401336 S/2013 9142040 Paid VE 943,000 | EGAL FLES w1z 43072013
Rogers,Mare & Graver,LLF o3to8MEe? 1 100532562 1200600 0402776 6/5/201% 202470 Pald VE 1300.080 LEGAL FEES 01 572373013
RegerMonrls B Grover,LLP COTOOZEET? 3 10053256% 3216970 0402776 €/5/2013 6303.470 Paid VE 3116570 LEGAL FEES it ] 5232013
Ragery,Monts & Grover,|LP OX000EEIT 1 100532566 2686500 M02TTE /52013 B363.470 Paid VE 3886500 LEGAL FEES e 53013
RageriMarth & Graver 1P 0OID0I8E1T 1 100535783 530,600 ODDOIDIS 2R 73,2013 F679.200 Pald VE €30.000 LIGAL FEES FLIE) &/14f2011
Rogori,Mosi B Grover,tLP Lo 100525703 824,200 0000303528 i3 7679.200 Prid VE $24.200 LEGAL FEES 2013 &/2afa03
RogeryMonis & GroverAL? OO0028617 1 100535710 EX25.000 0000303528 713/2013 FE75.200 Paid VE 5125.000 LEGAL FEES 2003 62542013
RogerLmores & GrovesdLP 0a50028647 1 100833757 2375700 0000302415 Bf7/2013 26111370 Mald VE 975,700 LEGAL FEES w B/LII013
Rogers.Mome B Grover LLP 0000028617 1 1 00539760 BE10.100 DBROA0A4 15 Br7/a013 26117370 Pakd VE BE10.100 LEGAL FEES FLYE] BfLA2033
Rogers,Morvis & GrovpoLLr CRD02E67 L 1 D05337ES 14531 510 00000 1S Bf#2013 26117370 baid VE 34531,570 LEGAL FEES 03 6/ LII013
Ragers,Momis & Grover,LLP 00b0028617 1 1 00545300 33358260 0000406359 10/30/3013 43211730 Pald VE 4456, J60 LEGAL FEES 014 10/26£2013
RogersBomm. B GrovarLLP 0OC002BE17 1 1 00545301 B753470 0000406259 10/30/2013 43211.730 Paid VE 8753470 LEGAL FEES 018 10/26/2013
Rogers,Momis & Grover LLP OIGEOIBET 1 1 0a54%13) BAZ5.350 0000401035 13/a{2003 10G08.970 P2id VE £425.350 LEGAL FEES 2014 12/H4R1Y
RagersMorma & GrverLLP 0000028617 1 100549151 J0L00 COXMDT0IS 12441013 10008.970 Faid VE 100.000 LEGAL FEES woa JEIETF. FE]
Regeramorms & Growar (LP 004018617 1 1 80548153 32EIEIHODOMMOIANS  134/0L% A0008.970 Paid 3263.620 LEGAL FEES 2004 12212013

Rogors,Morrls & Grovor LLF 0000018617 1 100549957 27765500000407172 12112013 3673.050 Paid 1920550 GALFEES 2014 1271042013

Rpgers,Momns B Grover LLP VO0I07ME1T 1 1 BO529950 WESSHONONAOTITY 11 3673.050 Paif 946,500 LEGAL FEES EIo TS 12/10/2013

AogeisMorm & Grover ALP 2000028617 1 100550752 SA639.6L00008067012  12/20/2013 5463%.650 Paid 54639.650 LEGAL FEES 04 12/16/2003

RogerdMiotis & Groved LLP ComgIeEl? 1 100550733 31320220 0008057013 12f20/7013 31330.320 Pad 31320.320 LEGAL FLES 014 1162013

AogersMnrmis & GroverALF 0OBI0IBEIT 1 100553035 21150.190 D00ROEATSI 4 21150150 Paid 21190.150 LEGAL FEES 2004 12142004

Aopers,Mamns b Grovar, L SOB0IRELT 1 1 00552366 50,000 QDOROERTAE 514 50.000 Pand 60000 LEGAL FEES 204 1/31/2004

Aagernhonis & Grower, LP DODI0IBEI7 1 100553388 256.000 G0O0S0BETTS s 258,000 Paid 258,600 LEGAL FEES M 24311004

Aogers.Monis & Grover, lLP DODIOIEEIT L 100553391 1524.100 DDBOGETTE w4 1524.100 Paid 1524.100 LEGAL FEES 2014 H3004

Rogers,Marris & Growar, LLP 0008018617 1 100555528 JB307.110 0003070290 3811 26607.110 Paid 28007.110 LEGAL F1ES 2014 22572004

Rogershonis & Grover, LP 0OGNOIBEL7 | 1 00556845 2249.170 0008070976 330/ 2239170 Poid 2249.170 LEGAL FEES 08 3/H2014

Rogars,Modsis & Grover, P COODDBE17 L 1 DOSSERAG SOZE 190 GHOEATONE 3famjmie F028.330 Pait 5028.190 LEGAL FEES 2032 3/Tho14

Rogers,Motrid & Grower, P CODODIBELT 1 1 00558174 33266.550 600807 1 766 af3/e 33266.550 Fad 33266.550 LEGAL FEES 20314 1/3k/2018

Regers,Motri & Growor,uf 0500028617 1 100558754 217.000 0008072135 4112054 207,000 Padd 217.000 LEGAL FEES 2034 ef7pa01a

Rogars,Morns & Grower,uP DODI0ZE617 1 1 00558765 1346040 0008072136 4/1L/2014 1340040 Pait 134040 LEGAL FEES 20 471014

Rogars,Morris & Grover, P COOCOZBELT 1 1 00558766 6335020 0008072137 41112014 6335.020 Paid 6335.020 LEGAL FEES 2m4 432014

Rogern.Marms & Grover,UP COBDIERLT 1 100558767 ZISHIBOOOCSOTIIIE  4f1L/2018 22250.350 Paid 27250.380 LEGAL FEES 2014 4ftfia

Rogers,Marns & Grovar, WP 0OGODZBEIT L 100563795 31580.530 000B07 5767 B/4/2014 31560.530 Pakt 11580.530 \EGAL FEES Py s/2242014

consB2a8i? 1 1 on564547 108.600 S0080T 5016 Efafamd 308.500 Paid 308.600 LEGAL FCES Foll) BAR014

Rogats,Marns & Giover, LLP 0006028617 1 1 00564589 453 800 D0OBO7 6077 5/9/2014 452800 Paid A53 800 (EGAL FEES 2004 §/301a

HegetsMotns & Geaver, WP 0000028617 1 1 00564501 1372.750 000807 6070 B/ a4 1372.750 Paud 1373250 LEGAL FEES 2014 sf3j201a

Rogers,Matns b Beover,LUF GODDO7EE Y 1 10056459) 22746030 OUDSOY EOFL 53/ 1014 22746090 Paid 22746.090 LEGAL FEES Fu ] 2T

RogorsMureis & Grover P 0QUeo28617 1 100565542 22702140 000BQA7ET IS 6/18/2014 22702.140 Pard 22702.130 LEGAL FEES 201 S/12/1004

Rogers,Mares & Grover LIF CONNREL? ) 1 005EE972 1224 3306008077713 b et 1204350 Pad 3244390 LEGALFEES H 1 &/26/2004

Rogers,Marvis & Grover,LIP 0000020617 | 1 00sAEaTa B176.36D APOBOT 7741 s BLF5:360 Padl BL76.560 LEGAL FEES 1018 /2612000

Ragers,Marris & Grover,LLF CJDOUNEL? 1 1 00566975 4120600 00807 7742 s 432,000 Paid 412,500 LEGAL FEES 014 /2672008

Rogeis,Mareis & Grover,LLP 0000OZBEL? 1 100566975 852400 0003077743 T2 wia B52.400 Pad 52400 LEGAL FEES 2014 /262004

RogersMareis & Grever, LLP DOBODELY L 100567412 19154930 GDOBOTELE] 7 0a 19154.950 Paid 18154.980 LEGAL FEE S 2014 1014

Rogers,Marris & Grover LLP 00000BELY L 1 00SEFE%Z 126000 0008075286 7/11/2004 126,000 Paid 136,000 LEGAL FEES 2014 7/7fio1a

Razern.Marels K Grover LLP 0I0CTIREL? 1 1 coS67E8] 985.400 0ODBD) 5207 Hujme 985,500 Pad 985.500 LEGAL FEES 014 /22014

Rogors,Moitls & Grover biP 0000028617 1 100567694 325000080788 F1L/2004 2310.250 Paid 7331250 LEGAL FEES 014 2014

Rogers, Mott's & Grover,ILP DAGLEIBELT | 1 BOSGTERS  20353.6700008078M8  F/1LBM4 20883.570 Pad 20383 670 LEGAL FEES 2014 Mo

Rogers,Morvis @ Grover ILP oo00D8E17 | 1 00570542 24572.920 0008050870 6/13/2014 24572920 Pad 24572.900 LEGAL FEES W4 BA172014

Rogers.Mortls & Grover,LLP D000078E1Y L 100571038 770000 0CB0BOGEE  BA1L/MN4 770,000 Paid 770,000 LEGAL FEES. 014 87522014

RagersMontls & Grover,LP DOGIOBELT L 100571035 010000 0003080569  B/1L/2014 2010.000 Paid 2030668 LEGAL FEES 2014 87541014

Rogers.Morrin & GrovarILP CUDGUIBELY 1 100571037 0180000003080571  BfIL/AN4 2418.000 Pad 2438.000 LEGAL FEES 014 8/541014

Ragers,Moiris & Grover,LLP DOODDWEL? L 1 00571038 4029230 0DDB0BOGTZ  Gf1L/AN4 4p29.430 Pad 4039.430 LEGAL FEES. ™14 3/shv1a

Ragers,Morris & Grover LR 0000028617 L 100572616 2116B.8300000000033  5/10/24 21168.550 Paid 21168.590 LEGAL FEES. 013 9/3f1014

ROBEFLMBTNS A GrovertP oooopEELY 1 100574620 3043.9200000000070  Lofi7fma 3zpa2.920 Padl 32013935 LEGAL FEES. 015 $/25/ 2014

Ragers,Morrs & Grove LLP HOTUBEL? L 1 oDSTHE 23146.120 0000000111 Hpajmia 23186.120 Pad 23146.120 LEGAL FEES. 014 10/29/201a

Rogors,Marris & Grover, P noacoze1? L 1 00872350 4535320 0ODBOBEDET  13£21)2014 4D35.320 Pad 405,320 LEGAL FEES 015 11/:12004

Rogers,Morris & Grover,ILP DDOCDBEL? 1 100578352 1681 070 GO0B065057  1X23/TNG 1481070 Fed 1981070 LEGAL FEES w18 narios

Rogers,Morris & Grover P DOC0OZ8ELY L 100578355 251250 6008005054 11f21204 152,250 Paid 251,250 LEGAL FEES w1y 11772014

Ragers Morns & Grover LLP DONCD2ELT L 100583247 166STABAODONO0DILS /015 15657.380 Pasd 16667.480 LEGAL FEES w018 113042018

Rogers,Mormis & Grover 1P DUoORIEELY L 1 a0SEISTZ 101 000 0008068362 17/MAE 101.000 Paid 202000 LEGAL FEES 203 HLofIS

Rogers.Morns & Grover LLP DUDCDWELY L 10056371 191500 0008053363 2f1N/AM5 191500 Paid 191.500 LEGAL FEES w1 11072018

Rogers,Marris & Grover ILP DOGOOBELY 1 1 005E3974 4E4.100 0DDA0E3 164 HNLE 484,168 Faid 4B4 100 LEGAL FEES 2018 F10{201%

Ragers.Mormis & Grover,ILP DocoozBEL? 1 | WSEIS 501250 GODBOBAJES 27/ SPLI5E Faid 501,150 LEGAL FEES w35 2105

Regers,Morris & Grover ILP DOGO02BELY L 1 00563976 1743750 0008083366 Hrals 2743750 Pad 2343.750 LEGAL FEES ms 1ofiots

Rogers.Moros & Grower, WP BOOROIBELY 1 1 005E4520 BSEELDONOIQULISS 2fAS/IOLS JIPBEIN P B29E.£30 LEGAL FEES 1015 111018
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Aogers,Meres B Grower, LLP - H R 100564521  IGT26.620 COODIDO2AS  2f25/IOLS 14226.620 Paid opve 1%126.620 LEGAL FEES 01 s
RegeriMornis & Groner, LLP 0000028617 1 100564877 IDL500 R0O0BDZEBEY 2015 FOL.500 Pakd oowe 301500 LEGAL FEES s idfans
RogersMorrhs B Grower LL# 00CO028E17 1 1 GO5R4879 146 750 GOXEDRASES  DPT/A0LS 385750 Paid Dhwe 385.700 LEGAL FEES ms yBans
RogeraMorts B Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 100564882 1507 500 COOBUSSST  M27/2015 1507.560 Paidd bbve 1507500 LEGAL FEES 15 asims
HogainMorrts B Grover, LUk QUIDLEEI7 1 1 $05EA843 1610.140 000B020868  2/27/2015 1610.140 Faid (11 1510.140 LEGAL FEES wms 23Hans
RegeisMorris B Gower LIP Coo002a6IT 1 1 COSB3EBA 112,004 DODBORESSS IS 1z400 Paid oowe 112.000 LEGAL FEES mis H23/3015
Ragers,Morris & Grover, LLP oononzagI? i L basades? 1L2300 OOKDRISTE  D/27/0LE 12300 Paxd oowe 112300 IEGAE FEES mis YT T
RogeraMarms & Grover,LLP CUO0ZBEIT 2 LOSEGIEC  ADISIGIDGDOOUNASZ  HINOLS 40153610 Faid cove 20153510 BUILIING ACQUISITION w15 31072015
Rogermonis & Grover,LLP DODOD2BELT 1 1 COSEEIEE 18820 450 DOOBIODAS Y 31212015 12320450 Paad [ ] 1BB20.530 LEGAL FEES mls 310415
RogoisMorrts & Grovor, P DOODO2AELT 1 1 00566670 150008 CO0B0E9921 WAEfI01E 150.000 Pyid thwe 150 000 LEGAL FEES 015 NG
Ragros,Marth & Grover, 1P DORIDZBEIT 1 1 GOSB7005 S03.000 GOOBUS201Y  /26/2015 343.000 Paid oowe 547000 LEGAL FEES 015 /s
Ragers,Mams E Grower, LB DO0OREL? 1 1COSETOD7 13303430 000809015 IE/2LS 12383430 Paxd oowe 12383 430 LEGALFEES 10 3231015
Ragets btatres B Grower, 1P DARONIAGLT 1 1 EASRTEN4 Q46500 BINZDSEALT  A26/I0LE 345,600 Paid onve 496,600 LEGAL FEES 2015 323/
RogersMoais & Grover, LLP 0000028617 1 100580255 30715.460 COSDOOPS97 s/8/2035 20215.460 Paxd oova 0215950 LEGA FEES 2018 4f29/2015
Rogen,Mams & Grover, LLP 000617 1 1G0S50256 32795350 DOOO00593 S/8/2015 23295.350 Pasd opve 33395330 BLLDING AEOUSIEDN 2015 S/5/2015
Rageinitona & Grover.LLP 0000028617 1 100550157 35055330 BOUBOORSS 5/8/2015 35055340 Pad DDYE 35055330 EULDING ACOUHSTICN 016 5/4/M15
RogersMorris & Grover ALP 0030028617 1 100550254 9197500 BOALONSES 5/a/2015 19197800 Paid DOVE 15197830 LEGAI FEES 015 Af29/2015
RegarsMonts & Grover ALP DOOROZREL? 1 100550700 164.600 CODBO9I21S  5/11/2015 164,600 Pasd oove 164,600 LEGAL FEES 2015 /62015
RagerMomn 8 Grover, AP Q000028617 1 1 80590701 171000 DOOROIINIT /1118 173.000 Fud obvk 173.000 LEGAL FEES W15 516/ 1045
Regersblarre & Grover 1P LOD00EIT 1 1 00590705 697.900 BDIRDIIIN  S11/20LE 6497500 Paid DDVR 697.500 LEGAL FEES bt 5/6/201%
RogerhMarrs & Grover,LP tob0028617 1 1 40580711 137476 0DIBOSIING  S/11/2005 2379.370 Paxd bove 2379370 LEGAL FEES 018 /52015
foger,bans & Grovor LLP GOOLDZBEI7 1 109550713 1756750 0O0BO9IZI] /1173015 155,750 Paid oove ¥758.750 LEGAL FEES 2015 S/6/1035
fAagecs.harmis & GroverLLP QUooRZEE17 1 1 530117 €003 430 BOOBPITNS 5/11/2015 6003430 Paid oowp 6003.430 LEGAL FEES 015 5/8/2015
Rozers,Morre & Grover,UP 0800028517 1 160590719 562910 000BODIIIT  S/11/2015 2867.910 Pad DDVP 3667910 LEGAL FEES s 5/6/2015
RAugers,Marth & Grawnn WP GUOGUEEIT 1 1 60500723 75000 DO0RYRI2I0 5112018 75400 Paid DDV 75.000 LEGAL FEES niE s/6/2015
Rogers,Warris & Grover,LL# 0006028617 1 100590724 §54.930 0008191291 5/11/2815 954.930 Paid DDVP 953.930 LEGAL FEES F.o ) 5/6/2015
Rogers.Martks B Growar LL9 OABINMEL? 1 160590724 1NG5A.100 0008091242 SH11/M015 13995.150 Potd bove 13950103 LEGALFEES 015 5/6/2015
RogeraMarrhs & Grover,LLP 0pC00zB617 1 1 00591708 2519.930 0008092818 5/21/2015 3539.930 Puid DOVF 3539930 LEGAL FEES ms /182015
Rogers,Morls B Grover,LLP 0000023617 1 1 oasg3saT 1678.240 000BORA1ZS  6/18/2015 1878.240 Paid oowE 1378240 LEGAL FEES 018 /1572015
Aogers,bsorrin  Grover.LP DOC00ZBE17 1 100590848 61,500 0008094178 W19/1015 41,5C0 Patd bowk §1.500 LEGAL FEES 215 Bf15/201%
Rogers,bork B Growor,LUP QIBI0E17 1 1 60593850 ALO00 0008004127 6£19/10LE ALOCO Paid DDVP 41.000 LEGAL FEES o5 E/S5/2015
Rogars.Monks B Grover LLP GGOOIBEAT 1 1 DO5948S 1 1769 950 0008054128 6/15/1015 376980 Paid oovP 27£9.560 LEGAL FLES w18 6/15/2015
Rogor,Momrty B Grover,LLP 0000018617 1 100593858 1519.200 0008024131 619/ 1015 14319.200 Faid oovF 1519200 REGALFEES wis 6/15/301%
Rogere, Mamis B Grover LLP 0ICD08E17 1 100593859 1708.090 pO0BHILLID 6/19/201% 1708 690 Paid DDVE 1708050 LEGAL FEES w015 6/15/201%
Rogars,Mosrs & Grovor up COGOOBE1? 1 100593480 1300230 4008094193 6/18/1015 1201.260 Pasd BEWF 1361250 KEGAL FEES 018 671572014
ROGOISN0ntHs & GIovar,LLP 00CD09617 1 100593861 691 0EINIIS 61977015 2266.910 Paed ooV F65.210 LEGAL FEES s §/15/2015
RogetsMonts B Grover,LLP 00808617 3 100594437 M0SASID-ODODOONESS  G/29/2015 71058.910 Pard bzvE F1098.510 BLALDING ACTOUHTEIN 15 6/12/2035
RogemMoms & Grover,UP 0360018617 1 160524435 1322130 000DAOSEEE  6/20/2015 1322130 Paid nove 1322135 LAND ACOHISTIAN 2015 61113018
Rogers Moeva B Grover LWP 0000028617 1 109593341 5567 090 CO00I0TEET Sf30/2015 5567.090 Paxd Dove $567.090 LEGAL FEES 015 &frzfan1s
Rogers,Momis & Grover, LLP 0000028517 1 100598018 I957.950 0008000739 8/3/2045 3957.990 Paid DOVE 3957.500 LAND ACDLIISITION 1015 72912015
Rogess Moms & Growver 1P 00OR0ZBE17 1 1 00593037 060 G004 40/2085 IMEI0 Pard DOVR 3766310 LEGAL FEES n1s 015
Regem3tomn B GiovarLLP CIGIIIBEIT 1 100598099 6513B.24D80UGDOOTAT  A/3/HIS £5138.2¢0 Pald oove E5138.240 BUILDING ACQUISITIGH s Preip sty
RogtssMomés & Grover, 1P DOGRIIS6I7 1 100599192 0500 S00809TSEE  B713/2015 70.500 Paid DOVP 20,500 UEGAL FEES 015 81072015
Regessond B Grover ALP DALNREIT 3 1 659919Y C1TE0AGDIROITSAD  AFLI}20ME 217.800 Paid nowP 417.800 LEGAL FEES 015 S11072015
Rogersihoma B Grovar AP 0000028617 1 100599159 I0170.000 0D0BOTIS0  SL3/R0IE 10170.000 Pyt pove 10170000 LEGAL FEES 015 /102015
Rgors Mo B Grover ALP 0008028617 1 100599193 1151460 000B0STS91  B/13/R015 1351460 Paid [0 1351640 LEGAL FEES 015 8/10f2015
RogersMoanis & Grover, ILP BO0GDIBEIT ) 1 5059915¢ 4670 510-000B09TEST ELEFTH 2530410 Pald b A5X0.510 LEGAL FEES 015 a/10/2015
Rogernfdomn & GroveriLP 0oTe0ZAE17 1 100599198 30.0C0 COOBOITSS #l3fnis 3000 fadd LRV 0000 LEGAL FEES s B/L0/2015
Regers,Momis & Grover tP 0ODE0IREI7 1 1 00500018 1971490 0000000788 8/21/2015 3971.480 Paid v 3571490 LEGAL FEES 1038 Bf1B{2015
Rogors,Mordn & Grover,LLP Cocodzeslr ) 1 BOB0005E AG135.720 0000000751 a2/ AR13L.730 faid oova S613L.730 BUILDING ACQUISITION iois Br18f2015

Rogery,Morris & Grover,LLP 0000070617 1 1 DO500071 1916680 0000000793 8/21/201% 2948.680 Paxd ooV 3918650 LAND ACOUISITION 2015 af18)2015
Rogera,Morris & Grover,ULP 0000028617 1 1 6RE000SZ 604,680 0U0B0SILIE  B/11/I015 604,580 Faid oDV 504 BED LEGAL FEES 0 8/18) 2018
Rogors.Marris & Grower UL 0000020617 1 1 ppECUDS3 2975 250 (004098139 8l21/z015 2978.860 Paid DOVF 2378 Be0 LEGAL FEES w018 B/18/2015
Rogers,Marris & Grover,up oogopaBel? 1 1 0OS00128 €40.930 000E093167  8/20)201% 640.930 Paid oove £40.930 LESAL FELS w18 E/19/2015
Rogar,Mormn & Grover (P QUDIELT 1 1 Cos00129 SIL.250 DDOBURAIGE  BA2O/I0LY 921,250 Paud ooV 921.250 LEGAL FEES s 8/19/101%
Rogers.Morms & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 100500130 A87.130 CO0BOSR160  BJI4)2015 487.130 Paid oove 2§7.130 LEGAL FEES 015 BH9/1015
Regers,Morrs & Geover,LLP DORK0RELT L 100500132 925000 000R0%A17T  BA24J2015 925 500 Faid e 925.00 LEGAL FEES 018 &/19/201%
Rogor Mot & Grownt, LLP DIRTOIEL? 3 1 Basg32 1R36.25D 000C00NB12  B/IB/T0L5 1255.250 Faid L1 1256.250 BUILGING ACQUISITIC W s a/2%/1015
Fogers,Mona & Grover, LLP DOBIOZEELY 1 1006500959 4DTIZO00 00UCUUIBZY  B/2B1Z05 40732.000 Faid DOVE 40732.060 BUILDING ACOUISITICN 015 81262015
Aogers, ok B Growsr,LLP DopoDIREL? 1 1 cofcoatn 4153450 0O0O0ODA0  BJ38)d0LN 9353 AS Paid nove 9353.800 LEGAL FEES 2018 6/26/2015
Aogers,Monh & GroverLiP CoR0DzEEL? 1 1 DOECDIES 1593500 COODOUUBAS  BJi8/N015 1593.550 Paid oovE 1593.550 LAND ACGUISITION s BA2G/015
Aogers,Moers & Grover,LLP Ua0DZARLT L 1 GaBe1 F04 SOE5.400 DOODONOASZ  9J13)201% 5065 400 Paid oovE 5065.400 BLILDING ACOUISIHON 016 SfL7a0%
Rogers Moo B Graver LLP 0000028617 1 100601705 13254170 0000000853 82212015 13254.120 Paid nove 13254.220 RUNRING ArDUILITIDK W16 wivams
Rogersoerts & Grower,LLP 0300028617 1 103601707 4041010 0000000854 9/23/2015 4091,010 Paid Dove 4041010 LEGAL FEES 06 W17ams
Rogess,Mauns & Growver,LLP 0000028617 1 100601708 11111970 030COO0BSS  9/23/2015 11111 920 Paid Dove 11111.370 LAND ADOUISTHON W16 Sf17018
Ragors, s & GrowenLLP 0000028617 100603969 TAYBEI0 0OCL00D93 172201 7418826 Faid bve TA1H.B30 LEGAL FLES 06 107272015
Regaes, Mottty B Grower LIP 0OUOD2E617 1 100603470 1846.390 0000001932 11722015 2846 340 Paid oove TE46.14D LAND ACQUISTTION 2016 10427/2015
Rogera,Moimy & Grover,LLP CHMIZAELT 1 100602971 1BDNLEI0ODO00ONW 122015 16930.67¢ Paid Dtwe 18530.570 BULLDING ACQUIMTION 16 10423/2m5
Rogeis,Morr & Gravar,LLP C300D286L7 1 103604053 1680000 0008100059 10/30/201% 2660.000 Paid oovP 630.000 LEGAL FEES e WF2B{2014
Ragars,Morrls & Graver,LLP 0OBODZBELT I 100504054 993.700 CO0E100060  10/30/2015 591.700 Paid DOVE 993700 LFGAL FEES e 1072613015
Rogets,Marrls B Graver,LLP 0000028617 1 1COS04055 17121090 0I0R100061 10303015 17121080 Pakd Doar 17121090 LEGAL FEES ni6 10282015
Kagars, Marrs & GIoverALP CIUIDZAGL? 1 1 CUOA5E Z4]0.520 QURBIOHLID  11/3/20i5 2311520 Faul DovP 2411520 LEGAL FEES ini6 WARR12015
Rogors,Morris & Grover, LLP CRDOELY 1 1 0604834 EZ750 0008100508 11/10f2015 68,750 Paid DOVE 58750 LEGAL FEES 2016 n/sfu1s
Rogers,Marrls B GrovorLLP CABOOIRELT 1 1GIB0RSIZ 14235240 OOKIOIMB  1/BI201E 14235190 Pold DOVR 14225240 LEGAL FEES 016 12/4/2015
Rugers,Morris i Grover LLP 0300028617 1 100606526 1053960 0008101362 12/3/2015 1053960 Pakd biowe 1053.960 LEGAL FEES 016 17/9/2015
Rogers, Mot & Grover,LLP 0OCDDZEEL? 1 1 CI06326 63750 (O0BI01BA  12/9)2015 69,750 Paid DOV 58.750 LEGAL FEES 1016 1242015
Rogars,Morms K Grover LR 0000028617 1 1 00606832 226).250 000G101387  12/8/201% 261,750 Pakl DOVP 2261.250 LEGAL FEES 1016 12442015
Ragers.Mares B Grover (LP 0000020617 1 100606576 13600.320 0O0C0DI008 127142015 13660.326 Paid DOVE 13600330 LEGAL FEES 018 12/972015
Rogers,Morms & Grover,ULP 0000028617 1 100606577 8763470 0000001009 12/14/2015 B7E3.470 Fakd Dove 41562470 BUILDING ACQUISITION 016 132015
Rogors,Morre & Grover,iLP 0300028617 1 1 00606976 610470 03000010 12/18)2015 610,470 Paud pove 610470 LAND ACOUISIBION 016 L2/9/205%
Rogets.Mormd & Grover, LLP 0R00028637 1 1 00607708 TRN D20 6001050 1272173018 7871920 Paid bOVE TBI1.920 LEGAL FEES wie 12701
Roguis, Motk & Grover, (P GBE00266E7 1 100667708 ALIRBOD CHOCONINSE 13791 2018 4125.800 Fakd bOVE 4126500 BUILDING ACCRNSITIDN 016 12177018
Rogers,Mores & Grover,LLP 060028637 1 100603264 Z177.500 0008102398 1/14/2016 2177500 Pard DOVE 217500 LEGAL FEES 2016 1/8/2016
Rogers,Mcres & Grover, LUP 0000020617 1 109508265 322000 0008102309 1/14/2016 322,000 Paid DOVP 322.000 LEGAL FEES 1016 182015
RogeisMores & Grovar, LUP 0000020617 1 100603266 3443060 0008102400 1/14/2015 3442.980 Fald DOVP $443.580 LEGAL FEES 116 17812016
Rogers,Mank & GroverlP ILO02865? 1 1 CABI3EE T50.360 008102302 1/19/2016 750,360 Fald bhvk 780.360 LEGAL FEES 16 1B12015
Rogers,Moves & Grovar, LP 0JCOUZBET7 1 1 GI608269 137500 0008102303 i/14/2016 137.500 Faid oovF 137500 1EGAL FEES 018 VAI015
Rogers Mo b Orover, LLP 0000020637 1 1 03810140 1713750 0000001130 110/2016 F719.750 Faid ooV 7718750 LEGAL FEES BLIT yas
Regeis,Motis & Grover, LLF COCO020617 1 006 T73ETH 000001131 io/emis 7728.770 Fad oOVE T728.270 BLILD NG AQQUIATION 016 YAI0L
Hogers,Montis & Grover, LLF 0J0N02E61? 1 1 vasinies 195651 0008103487 2fs/2016 3956.920 Faid ool 3956920 LEGAL FEES 2016 24016
Rogers.Movs & Grover, LLP 0JCODIAGE? 1 103510197 1650.000 0308103458 2/3/2016 1650.500 Fard L1 1650 000 LEGAL FEES 1016 24t010
RogersMoreis & Grover,iLP 0060028657 1 10361019 1695.170 008103459 2016 1891.170 Faid oW 1831.170 LEGAL FEES 2018 2/4/2016
Rogers. Mot & Grovar, LLP OJCODZEEL? 1 109510192 137300 0038103450 U3/1016 137.500 Faid DOV 137500 LEGAL FEES 2016 2412016
fogers Moo & Grovar,LLP 0300018657 1 1 00810154 921250 6008103451 #3j2018 923250 Faid L1 921.350 1EGAL FEES 016 2212016
Rogere Mortis & Grover, LLP 0000028617 1 100610195 243.000 0004103452 2/a/20)6 203.000 Fasd OV 243 000 REGAL FEES 016 242016
fingers,Monts & Grover, 1P 0ODOD2EELY Y 1 poB13333 1800000 CTTBINIIIE  H24/2016 1600.000 Faal (1] 1800.000 LEGAL FEES 016 /212016
Hogers WMons & Grovar. Wl ois0038Gt? 1 1 Cof13337 837500 cooBi05320 yaajinle B3¥,500 Paid ooVe 837500 LEGAL FEFL 016 /216
Rogers,Mortis & Grover (P CR0002B617 1 100613340 TOBOD OMORI0SII2  HM/2036 7018000 Paid COVE 7018.000 LEGAL FEES W% G
fogers Mors & Grover, LLP OICOD2EELY 1 1 oobiaMz SE4LA300000108324  M24/2038 5541520 Faid DOVE 5541520 LEGAL FEES w16 3212016
RogernMoirh & Grover, LUP Q300028617 1 100613805 3715080 0ISD0D 1305 4/sf2016 3715.080 Paid DovE 3715.080 BUADING ACOUINTEON 206 a6
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RogernMons & Grover,LLP 000032617 1 100513807  1M7808 5000801307  4/5/2016 12178.026 Pald bovh 2178.020 LEGAL FEES 2006 LG
RogernMomis & Grover.LLP 0000028617 1 100614065 12488 500 0008105223 4/13/2016 128583.900 Pald DDWP 2286 900 LEGAL FEES b1 4/8[3016
Resgers, Mot & Grower, LLP OON02861T 1 1 DA5)A8T] 1591250 OODBIDE225  4/13/2006 1591250 Paid DOWP 15912501 EGAS FEES 2016 AfBfa016
Ragers, Mot & Grover, LLF CONR025617 1 1 0A614582 F175.500 0000001021 4/26/2016 3174300 Paid bDVE 175500 BUILDING ADQUINTION 2006 4/Bf016
RSger Mo & Grover LLP UD0D0ZE61T 1 1 DO51418) U160 0000001322 S/762006 4171640 Paid oove 4171540 LEGAL FEES w6 48016
RogenuMowh B Grover,LLP 0000022617 1 109514967 T516.760 0OBBIOE30D  5/14/2016 T526.760 Paid DOWP 7536.160 LEGAL FEES W6 A6
Rogen.Momis & Grover.LLP COCDOEE1T ) 100515896 05080 000EI0CANT  4/27{2016 2605.040 Pald DOVP 606,040 LEGAL FEES e 421016
Roger,Momh & Grover LLP 000028647 1 ¥ 0618091 6548.100 00PDODI 361 5/23/2036 6843.100 Pald DDVE 6636, 100 LEGAL FEES 216 AB1E
Rogers,Momis & Grover,LLP £OCOAZEGAT 1 100618425 33516150 00CENOZ362  S/26/2016 13516150 Paid DDV 3516.150 LEGAL FEES 2018 51241016
RogutiMarrls & Grover, 1P £OLO0ISEI7 1 1 00618505 €8.750 000SI0E4)  $/27/2016 £8.750 Pald DOVP ©6.750 LEGALFEES 08 Si162016
Rogery,Morls & GroveratP COLOIZE6A7 X 1 00618506 1943750 00OENDBA2Z  $/2%/2016 1943.750 Paid DDV 1943.758 LEGAL FEES 6 /2472016
Ragers, Marris b Grover,LLP 0000028607 1 1 09518308 S12450 GCOBI0BA23  5/7/2016 5222450 Paid DDV? 5222450 LEGAL FEES 16 SI24/2016
Rageri,Morrls & GrovarLLP 0OCO0ZEENT ¥ 1 00518409 E00000 OCORIRAZA  S/27/2016 £02.000 Paie BOVR £00.000 LEGAL FEES 206 si2/n16
Rogarahors & GravarLLP COODO2EEN7 E 108618526 LN76AS0DODANOR4NS  S/27f2016 12576.060 Paid Dove 2176.450 LEGAL FEES 216 SIa{116
Rogers,Morhs & Grover,LP CONRZEEN? 1 1 D1 FR2A00 GOOSIOLAT  BAAf20NE FI22.400 Paid biyv 7222400 BUILDING ACCLISTION 2016 SI26F1016
Roptr),Morns & Graver,LLF GOC00ZEER7 1 1 24620385 2631 3% 000BROS562 B/16/2016 2831370 Pald bbve 2831.37T% LEGAL FEES a01s GIANR1E
RogeisMorris & GrovanrLLP COCOUZIENY 1 100620586 §346.250 D00BIOTSES  G/16/2016 5346.750 Paid DOVP 346,230 LEGAL FEES 216 LOER T
Rogera Mol & Grover LLP 0O000ZE6LY 1 100820387  12822.100 0008109568  6/16{2016 12622.100 Pkt DOVP 2822, 100 LEGAL FEES ns 6/13/1016
RogersMorrin & GroverLLP ooconiesl? 1 1 ode0m 8862 500 0003001430 B/23j2016 BBE2.600 Paid bova B8EZ.500 BUILDING ACQUISTION 2016 BlIE[I016
RegeryMornia & Grover,LLF TGOO0IBSLY 1 109622733 3064650 0DOB110997  7/15/2016 3064650 Paid pOVe 3054.650 LEGAL FEES ms THB1E
RogersMotiia & Brovat LLF 0CC0028517 1 100622633 1546250 0003111055 7/18/2016 1546.350 Paid pOVP 156,250 LEGAL FEES 114 EET
Regers,Mortis & Giover,LLP 0G000IBSLT 1 100827834 1375000 0008121056 T/18/2016 1375.000 Pald pove 3375030 LEGAL FEES w6 Hanis
Regure,MotHs & Grover LL? DOCODIAGLY 1 100623970 J0445420 DDODCOISYS  B/2/201E 20425420 Pakd pova 04385820 LEGAL FEES s 124016
Regera Morila & Graver,LLP 0000028617 1 100625386 3560.220 0DOS113711  B/10/2016 3560.220 Pald DoVP 3560.220 LEGAL HEES s 1/8/1016
RugersMartts & Grover,LLP ©000028617 1 100625387 2434.900 0003112712 B/1N2016 2484.500 Pald DDVF 484,920 LEGAL FEES w0 BB101E
Regers,Morris & Grover,LUP 0000028517 1 100625290 104,570 CO0B112713 /12016 101670 Pald Dove 101,670 LEGAL FEES 218 #/8f1016
Rogars.Morels & Srovor LLP 0000028617 1 1 00825194 15264130 DDDB112714 B/11/2016 15264120 Pald oove 5164, | P LEGAL FEES 046 /81018
Rogors,Morths & GravordL? ©000028617 1 100626237 20S4BGOD DDOOOCASSI  B/23/2016 H545.600 Pald Dova 0538, 600 BULDING ACGUISITION s 8/15/2015
Rogers,Moris & Graver,UP 00028617 1 100626238 15899770 000001554 8/22/2016 15899.370 Paid oova 5599, 770 BUILDING ACQUISITION 016 8/15/2015
FRagers,Marris & Graver, LLP Q00028617 1 109626339 29929910 DOTH01SES §aing 0 Pand oova 0529.910 LEGAL FEES 1016 8/15/1015
Rogers.Mortis & Grovar,LLP 0000028617 1 100627583 1231500 CCOOOCISSS  $/3M/2016 12315310 Paié £OVa 2318.210 LEGAL FECS 016 #/2602015
Ragers,Mortls & Grover, 1P 0000228617 ) 1 0062ED46 6806750 SCODOBIENE  10/3/2016 6508.750 Pakd oova 6506.750 LEGAL FEES 017 a/28/2015
Rogers,Marrh.B Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 1 DOG2BS50 B3E5.550 OEOMIENT 10732016 BIGE5F0 Paid pova B366.590 LEGAL FEES 017 Y2006
RugersMorris & Grover,LLP 0000028617 1 100533558 65TE CO0R12413  12/9/2006 66570 Padd Dbve 366.5T LEGAL FEES 2017 12/5/2015
Rugers,Morns. B Grover,LLP ooo00IEEL7 1 100433859 GRTSE SLOAIITAIA 12082006 £4.350 Paid BV 6E.750 LEGAL FEES 017 12/6/2016
Rugers,Marra & Grovor,LLP SURZEELY 1 100633560 6950.000 COO117415  12/9/2016 6450.000 Pall LoV 6E30.000 LEGAL FEES w017 12/8/2015
RogenyMarna & Grover,LLP COOUD2EE17 3 100633561 5761000 0008117416 12/9/2016 S752.000 Paid oove 5762.000 LEGAL FEES w17 1252016
Rogers,Mornd & GroverLLP co00B2EE17 1 100833562 1040880 C00R117417 12/9j2016 3040 680 Pand Dove 3040.630 LEGAL FEES w17 1X/E/2016
RogeisMatin & GmvorlLP 0000076517 § 1 0631562 B585.260 GROA1I418 whEmE G556.160 Faid opvFE 65HE.260 LIGAL FEES 2017 17/6/201E
Rogers, Moni & Grover,LLP COOBOZRES? 1 100534576 1910 C004117917 511972016 2213130 Pasdd Dove 21219.130 LEGAL FEFS 2017 12{14/2016
Raugert,Mottid & GroverlIP €0opa2es1? 1 10083457 1925000 0004117918 12/1972016 2975.000 Paid oove 21928 0RO LEGAL FEES 107 13/14/2018
Rugers,Marnia & Grovar,UUP GODG02BEIT 1 1 00634588 1S28.000 GOORYITONL  02/19/2006 2538.000 Pad Love 2520.000 LEGAL FEES 200 1Hidfaie
RogersMoctts § GroveritP CON2BET7 1 1 DCEMTED 180000 B50A117996  R2/20/2006 159000 Paid povP 150.000 LEGAL FEES 017 141572018
Rogers,Mortty & GroveritP CODORIRET7 1 100634767 14764085 MSOS1ITE0R  N)/MII0NE 4764480 Paid pove 4764.430 LEGAL FEES o 12152016
RogarsMorris & GroverdtF TO0OITBE17 1 1 0063476 T663.000 0008117093 12/20/2016 7663.000 Paid £ove 7663.000 LEGAL FEES FTH 1271512016
RogersMorm & Grover P 0000028517 1 100634765 6935.000 QU0BIR00N  2/20/2016 6925000 Faid DOVP 6935000 LEGAL FEES 017 131502016
Rogers,Morrts B Grover,LLF C00002B517 1 1 00634766 3653880 DOOS1IB002 1112072006 3553.880 Pakd Cove 3653.850 LEGAL FECS ol 1150016
Rogers,Morres & Grover, P SODRIEEIT 3 1 005IEEsE I 570 0G0000IBTE L1017 2953.570 Paid vove 2953.5P0 K EGAL FEES o iy
Ragars,Morris & Grover.LP ©OODDTEEL7 1 1 00636507 51250 003116993 1/273/2017 81250 Pakl DovP BL.250 LEGAL FEES 01 14401
Rogors.Morrhs B GroverLLP CO00GZEBIT 1 1006376885 1950.000 0008119665 2/13/2017 1950.000 Paid DovF 1550.000 LEGAL FEES. w01 epnr

Regars Marris & Growsr ILF DOBODIMELT ) 1 Bbadpse? 743.500 D005 119686 3132017 147500 Fud 747.500 LEGAL FEES 2012 /817
Rogoraorris & Grower WP COD002B617 1 1 0053765¢ SS4.4000008LIBELY  MAMI0IT 554,110 Paid $54.110 LEGAL FEES 1L e
RogorsMorris & Growgr ILF CODODIBEIF 1 100537697 1711420 00081 196495 1372017 1711420 Paid 1711 420 LEGAL FEES 017 43h0?
Ragereisrrn & Grawer 1P DODODIREIT ) 1 058300 1078).640 Dons § 19807 31303017 10787540 pald 0787.640 LEGAL FEES a7 FiLTFUITS
Rugars,Morris & Growar WP POGIHINGETF ) 1 R T920 400 0005119698 413017 TILBACS Paid 2928400 LEGAL FEES 007 oy
RogersMorris & Grower LUP DOOOD2REAT 1 1D083TT6 191.500 DODE119721 2/13/2017 191500 Paid 191,500 LEGAL FEES w02 7anoy
Rogers Marrns & Grover WP CotOA2B617 1 Leasyrres 19921110 0003119143 14f2017 13921310 Paid 2921 310 LEGAL FEES 2017 U1
Rogots,Morms & Grower WP COD0028617 1 100507781 16181.4EDDRORLIGINE 14T AG5ET 46D Pard €387 450 LEGAL FEES 217 3007
Rogors.horrs & Grover LS COM0D2E617 1 100557793 5784.3300008149757 21472017 5784.330 Paid 5784330 LEGAL FELS an? 291017
Roger,Morsis & Grower,| Coan028617 1 103847795 676& 25000021 19134 Hifmr BI66.250 Pald E 166,230 LEBAL SEES w2 2911012

DOOD028617 1 100537756 4006, 250 0EDILINIE  HIGFINT 2056 259 Pasd 4086, 260 LEGAL FEES EoH el

Co00028617 1 100530159 6365 e90 00021 )9762 Xiefo1d 5569690 Paid 6569690 LEGAL FEES 017 2/5/2017

CODOOZBE1? 1 1 CO587800 33066500008 1 19762 10y 3305660 Paid 106 640 LEGAL JEES 2012 iz
Rogerihioms & Grower LLF QDOODZEE1T 1 1 DASIIE06 130 PO DOQEL 19765 14f1017 130.000 Paid 130.000 LEGAL FEES 017 2/sfanz
Rogers,Mamis & Grover 1P BO0002WEI? 1 100537808 1500 00ELISI6T  HA4FT0LY 741500 Paid 747.500 LEGAL FEES m7 2313017
Ragett.Muril4 & Grower ILF CCTOD2B617 1 100637510 81,250 00081197469 i E}.250 Paid BL.250 LEGAL FEES 2017 311017
RegersMorns & Grover LUF BODOM2BE17 1 160637813 2845750 00QR 119371 22017 2845 F50 Paid 845,250 LEGAL FEES w7 aor
Rog#s,Moris & Growsr, DoBOG2RE1F 1 1 @osidina F0A1 620 0D0E119I72 2j14f2012 241620 Paid 204 1,620 LEGAL FEES 07 29017
Regershiams & Groverué CWIEIT 1 100537817 1962500 0C0E119774 31472017 1462502 Paid 1462500 LEGAL FEES w017 o1y
Regers,Marrls & Grower, P CoD0028617 1 1 60618981 2971.2500€08170535 282017 2871250 Paid 2671.250 LEGAL FEES 017 yi07
RegeryMarris & Grover ILF COCURIBEN? ) 180638984 13749.250 0041 20516 2j:8f2012 13746250 Paic 3748.150 LEGAL FEES o7 2301y
RegersMorris % Grower \LP CCCO020617 1 100641465 162.500 0GOE121987  333f2017 162500 Pald 162.500 LEGAL FEES FIT om0y
Rugors.harris & Grover \LF CODO0ZBEXF 2 100641468 422,500 0G0121990 33171017 422500 Paid 422 500 LEGAL FEES o1z 3182017
Rogershartit & Grover 107 COCOD2B63T 1 1 00841270 R19.35%0 00081 21997 a7 839390 Pakd 539.39D LEGAL FEES e ElrotrLlhg
Rogers,hiomis & Grower, (Ll COCOCZBEIT 1 100641472 A14.500 0508121904 AIfanz 814,500 Paid 514,504 LEGAL FEES i VIBf2017
Rogerstionis & Grower WP COID28617 1 100640474 1091000 0008121996 3/31/2017 1091.600 Paid 1091,000 LEGAL FEES FLIF] 28017
Rogersbionls & Grover WP COCOIBEET 1 1 00643475 3044.640 0008121893 oz 3044640 Paki 1544 640 LEGAL FEES 007 3/IRFI0LT
Rogerthdorrls & Grover WP COOOORBEIT 1 186478 11280,750 0081 23000 3jasfo0i? 11288.750 Taid 128E.750 LEGAL FELS m7 Mvfair
Rogeryhdosit & Grover UWF DOGORZBELT T 100641654 14190.280 G021 22111 4fafas 14290.790 Pad 4190.280 LEGAL FEES 017 3fi9/017
Rioges ihodrls & Growes, P Cotou28617 1 1 o654 1586 4886.350 0008122113 a3z 4806350 Paid 4836350 LEGAL FEES o7 315f2017
RigersMousls & Grover \LF CODO02661F 1 100641668 5052.510 DI0AI 22115 afrmz 5051510 Paid 5052510 LEGAL FEES 07 W8/I017
Rogers,Mottls & Growet, LLP GOCO028617 ) 100641672 10380.850 00061 22318 </3/2017 10350850 Pakd 0380.E50 LEGAL FEES o7 3281301 ¥
ROgErLMolr & GroveniLF DRUIZEEI? 1 100542511 5628.580 DOOB1 22694 aj16f2017 5625.580 Paxl 5628.580 LEGAL FEES mr 112017
Regeruhlodrt & Grower WP QOCO02HEYT X 1 G0B42515 2125.000 D083 22696 aj1af2017 3125680 Pasl 4125.000 LEGAL FEES 07 212017
Regerifors & Grover WP CRGON2BELT 3 100642618 6372070 ODOAL 22657 41472017 6377.020 Pad 6377.070 LEGAL FEES 01 anfamr
Regrrs Mooty & Grover (LF [LE RISl T 100542618 3374500 DUGHL 22658 af18j2017 1376 600 Pad 378,600 LEGAL FEES 2007 411527
Rogers.Maers & Grover P 0000028617 1 100842620 S49.000 DO0TLZII00  4/14/2017 849 0 Parid 5349000 LEGAL FEES 007 YLpanr
RogeriMosris & Grower WF OCOO02RE1T 1 100542623 1501.420 0009122702 A/1472017 1504 440 Pad 1500440 LEGAL FELS 1017 AfLy20F
Reggers Moy & Grower WP DOCOOZES1T T 100842626 IS A0 0002304 af14f2c17 2875430 Pad 1625 430 LEGAL HES iy Ao
Rogers,Mosris & Grover L 0000028617 1 1 0O&A 2628 152508 5009122706 A/1452617 357 50K Fad 352500 LEGAL FEFS 017 41152017
Rogori Mosris b Griner IS BOLONIREIT 1 180522631 17221000081 2708 471472017 SAT2.318 Paid S172.210 LEGAL FERS o a7y
Regers,Mowmis & Grower WP DOGOOZBELT 1 1 008692635 4B8 730 0O 1¥710 Af147 2017 488250 Faid 488.250 LEGAL FEES o Ay
RogeryMorris & Grover IIF 0000022617 1 1 DOSE2R3IT 150.000 0003122712 A11472017 150.000 Pad 150.000 LEGAL FEES 201¥ a1/
RegersManis & Groner, U@ BOGONIREAT 1 1 OOSAZ6)8  I0SISISO00BIIITIA  af18/2017 10515 360 Pasd 05125360 LEGAL FEES o7 af12017
Regery,Mamns & Grover ILF DOSODZBE1T 1 100545389 292,500 0005] 13423 sizinr 292,500 Paid 2932 500 LEGAL FEES mir 95017
Rogerivorms & Grower,LiF 00B002261T7 1 100645417 3115400 00081 22236 Sf] o017 3715 300 Paxd 3715400 LEGAL FEES 7 SM?D]'
RegorsMornis b Growor, LLF 0000023617 1 100645418 29012160 0008128817 /120017 2802060 Paid 9502150 LEGAL FEES 012 siafa0s?
Roger,homis & Grover L@ 0000028617 1 100645413 1010.560 (0681 28448 /10T 1010500 Paid 1010.500 LEGAL FEES 07 91047
Rugernhiarns & Grower,Lif 0020078617 1 1004521 T452.160 0003120450 sf12/2017 7452160 Pasd 7452.160 LEGAL FEES 017 591017
Regors,horls & Growor L9 000028617 1 1 00E4542Y 195.000 0004) 13481 SMH7F 195000 Paid 135,000 LEGAL FEES w17 3T
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RAngers Moty & Grover,LLP DODCDIRSL? | 1 00845423 QDES TEODOOSNZAAS)  §/12/2017 4065760 Paxd OIVE 4085760 LEGALFEES 20017 54902017
fegers Mo B Graver,LiP oootaBel? L 1 SC6aas 10599 550 £0031 144%) 5122017 10809.550 P2l onve 10899 530 LEGAL FEES o2 SMM01Y
Rogens,Momit & Grover,Lt? DO0CO2BE17 1 1005a3als  1Z520.9300008128454  $12/2017 12520930 Faxd Dive 12520.930 LEGALFEES 207 shfiny
Rogen,Momis & Grower, LLP Q00002B617 1 1 00ba5a2T 6703310 0005115082 S/29/2017 708310 Paid onve 6703310 LEGALFEES m? 5/19{201%
AogersMeniit B Grenet LLP 0000020617 1 | poE4SAZE 3430.650 DEOD12508) sfaaam? 3B30.550 Pald oove 3830650 LEGALFEES 7 SL901T
Rogers Mormis & Graver, ILP 0000028617 1 1 00638296 3310700 0006126309 5151017 3320.700 Paid Dove 1220.700 LEGAL FEES 207 61242017
Rogers,Morwis & Grover ALk 0OGR0MEL? 1 | BOCAEI0B 1137.500 0006126304 5/15/2017 1137.500 Paid oovE 1127580 LEGALFEES 2017 £f13/1017
Rogare,Mernis & Grover,LLP QUoTREEE17 1 1 DO84ELS9 5997620 MXE126305 sf15a7 53976 Fad oovE 9997.620 LEGAL FEES mnr B/1{2017
Rogars Morels & Grover LLP 0oobd28617 1 1 00848300 58.750 0008126304 1512017 S5EI50 Paid agve 55.75¢ LEGAL FEES 2m7 /132017
Regess, Morris £ Grower LLP QICL028E17 1 | oREdedpl 6416 110 00012126307 #/15/2017 6616110 Pald oove €816.110 LEGAL FEES 017 BT
ROg#1s,Morla & Grower UP 000008617 1 1 0084E30] 79.500 0C0BNIEI08  6/15/2017 79500 Pzid oovE 78.508 LEGAL FEES 2017 B/132017
Rogers,Marmis & Grover, Ui oaccoze617 1 1 00648304 46714D0GOOENIEI0Y  6{15/2017 4672400 Paid oove 4672400 LEGAL FEES 2m? 612017
RogetnMotrh & Groven LR ooee028617 1 | COS4BMDE 2989810 0R0812631]1 SHS/LY 298910 Prid onve 2939 RI0 LEGAL FEES 017 6/13/1017
Rogers,Marm & Graver,LLP boee02aE1? 1 1 00646307 A197.160 0003126312 &15f2017 4197.160 Pald onvp 4197,)60 LEGAL FEES m7 st
Rogers,Morris E Grover LLP 0JeR0B617 1 1 00546308 3995210 0008126313 6/15/2017 3996.210 Paid oDvP - 3996.210 LEGAL FEES 207 GAYIIT
Regers.Marrts B GrowerLLP 0000028617 1 1 DOG4EI0S 4452 500 0006126314 6/15/2017 4482.500 Pzid oove 4482.500 LEGAL FEES 2012 &132017
Rogers,Mortis B Grawor, L 000008617 1 1 00646311 1118090 GO0S26316  GA15/200T 11IEQR Pold oove 1118 090 LEGAL FEES 207 6/12/2017
Smyser Keplan & veselka 0000028514 1 100456331 522860 039034 2w 522860 Paid Ve 532.860 LEGAL FEES 2012 /1012
Strasburger B Prece LLP CODDOIG3IE T 2 0430775 63880480 0391177 yunhnz 64227,900 Void VE £388E 4B0 LEGAL FEES 013 2{16/101L
Ysarburger & Prce WP COGODIEEIE T 2 tas0tlE 139470 0391177 He T £4227.900 Voud vE 330 470 LEGAL FECS 2002 2/35/2012
Hrasbuiger B Price LEP CO000I68IE % 2 DOASOYIE 339470 0391203 drafmz 6722.900 Paid WEX 335420 LEGAL FEES w2 2/36/2012
Hrosburger & Preca LEP CODODIGERIE T 109117 GIBE.AED 0121203 Yrfanz GP27.2M P2l VEX G3AR 4B0 LEGAL FEES w2 azfroir
Strasburger B Price LLP QODI0IEALE 1 2 CoA%I95 562.500 0391811 a2 E0B.220 Paid VE 562 500 LEGAL FEES 2012 3/20/2012
Saraybudges B Prise (LP 00068 3 2 t0492977 45,720 0394311 Az BaR.2H Pald VE 45.720 LEGAL FEES 2012 320/2002
Strasburger & Prive LLP 4000016816 1 2 coassos? 120,000 0357309 41122 1035000 paid VE 120 000 LEGAL FECS 2012 4/3/2012
Sgrasburgrr & Pricg LLP 0000016818 2 2 SOASEED 915,000 (I9230% af13/2m17 1035.000 Pzid VE 915 000 LEGAL FEES 2012 4942012
Strashurger & Price LLP SODGNIGALE 1 2 COSBATED 25,100 0194413 §/23/2012 25.100 Pald vE 25,100 LEGAL FEES 012 €/21/2012
Streburger & Price LLF FUCIIGHLY 1 2 cosiE 1ME400 0325 1fmd 1948500 Paid VE 1B (00 LEGAL FEES 013 V2382013
Strasburger & Prica LLP OOORI68LE 2 2 {0521570 112.500 0353636 2462013 B55.000 Paid VE 112.500 LEGAL FEES 013 130/2013
Strasburgor & Prico WP 003016818 1 2005211612 T42.500 0399636 b1 TF 1 E 855,000 Paid VE T42.500 LEGAL FEES W3 1312013
Steasburgos & Prico WP QUOGU26ALE 3 2 $O53156 1406, 100 4DI5ES $irsf013 EE50.610 Pald vE 1406100 LEGAL FEES 2013 5/23/2013
Strasburger & Price LLP oooo026818 2 2 00832570 75910 0402565 5/rsfa01% 5550.510 Paid VE 075,710 LEGAL FEES 013 5/23/2013
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000016816 1 200532571 2109.200 0302565 52872013 5590.510 Pad VE 7109.200 LIGAL FEES 01 5/23/:013
Strasburger & Price WP 00GOUIEBLE 2 2 CO5355E0 95600 0403257 6/26/2013 533200 Paid VE 55 600 LEGAL FEES 013 6/a1/2013
Steasburpor B Priee WP 0000026418} 2 0oh95561 120.800 0403 297 6/2872013 $32.800 Paid wE 120,000 LEGAL FEES 28t3 E/21/2012
Susikurgar & Price LLP ooODI6A1E 1 200535562 118200 0402297 6/26/2013 532.500 Pl VE 316,200 LEGALFELS il K] §/2172013
Stanburger B Price LIP 0000026ALE 2 200537645 H20.700 0000403910 THHINS 1420700 Pakd VE 1430.700 WEGAL FELS N 003
Strasburgar & Price LUP B 1 2 £3.000 11/25/201% B3.110 Paid VE 0080 LEAAL FEES 14 1171273013
Strasburger & Prico WP 0DGo0681E 1 2 GesaEM] TTE110 0000465877 LL/ISAIME B39.110 Faid vE 778,110 LEGAL FIES K /11013
Strasburger & Price P 0DO0O2EHLE 2 2 £O545095 1820.100 0100407043 127423 2820.100 Pait VE 7810,100 LEGAS FEES 201 142772013
Strasbutger & Prive LR 0000C26ALE 1 200540923 9.000 CODMOTIEA  12/11/2013 B79.000 Faid vE 219800 LEGALFEES 01 12/1072013
Swrasburger & Price WP BOGEGI6ALE 2 200399926 100000 UURAGTIBL 11T ETR.000 Fald 3 300.600 LEGALFLES 2004 121072013
Swashurger & Price 11P 00cTUl681E 2 200545934 160.000 DDO407184  121/1013 61000 Paid VE 360.000 LEGALFEES WL 12/10/2033
Strasburger & Prce P OORO026818 1 1 00550 126,700 00007497 1H132013 1HI4ERT Pad wEX 125.700 LEGALFEES 2014 12/17/2053
Strasbarger § Price LLP DOOB02EALE 2 2 geisoen2 2B46 410 0DODAET407  L/1THmMA 11146670 Pold VEX IBOGBI0 LEGAL FEES 204 12/17/2013
Strasbunger & PHCe LLP DODOGIEYLE 2 2 0530417 AL74 300 DOODALTEYT 121371013 11146 870 Fad VEX E174.300 LEGAL FEES 014 1271741013
Strasbyrger & Price LLP 0OBOOJEALE 2 2 00354764 43,050 00OD085T 21912004 12716050 Pad VE 43,090 UGAL FEES 044 41004
Strastuiger & Prico LLP Q000026815 ] 2 COSSATES 2E25 300 0000408573 319/2014 12726.050 Paxd VE 28235300 LEGAL FEES 2014 1 1%/1018
Strasturger & Pric WP opoeIleaLs 2 2 GRSS4TER 657660 Gp004GEETI 19/l 12726.0%0 Fad vE BA37.660 LEGAL FEES 2014 A14/1013
Strasbarrger 8 Priee LLP ooeoulsals 1 20085680 14053 500 (10005279 311972014 T6248.780 Pad VvE 14DED.500 LEGAL FEES 014 frnn
Strasburger & Price LLP 0000025818 2 2 doLSERSE 12155.180 GOOMEF279 1Y/ 0K 26244 750 Paid VE 12185430 LEGAL FEES. W14 77014
Strasburger & Price AP DCO0025818 2 2 00567731 6459 J00 000041 2051 TPRANES 6459 700 Paid vi 6469.700 LEGAL FEES 2014 7841014
Strosburger & Prece LLP 000RIEHIE 2 2 00571005 1174.600 800041 2465, ajpfioLa 1174.000 Pakd vE 1174.000 16GAL FEES. 1014 5018
S0 touiger & Prct UP DOB0G6B1E 2 2 BOSECS21 S0.0000000416386  12M1T22014 20,000 Paid vE 90,000 :GAL FEES 08 12/1611014
Surasbunger & Frice LUP 0po00 25818 2 1 628502 QTRT.000 0000430023 /a6 A4247.000 ¥aid VE A37.000 LEGAS FEES 016 7/28{1016
Urssburger & Price WP BOOOG 241N 3 60831637 150000 0000432023  11/9/2016 150,000 Paid vE 1500040 LEGAL FEES w12 N/F2016
Steasbunger 8 Prece LUP DOOOTZ581E 3 1 00634032 366 00D 000D PG9S Lif14/2016 2366000 ¥aid VE 2366.000 LEGALFLES o 1232006
Strashurger & Price WP DODOD 25818 1 1 00636705 BA0T 530 DONNAZISED niwy B407.520 Faid vE 6407530 LEGAL FEES w017 /2672017
Strashurger & Price WP 0000025816 1 100616707 £361.730 0000433501 Yijamy 21611260 Paid vE €361.730 LEGAL FEES 2007 A 26/201F
Straskurger & Price LUP DOGORIEHIE 3 } 00636713 £446.830 0000933501 i 21611.260 raid vE B346 850 LEGAL FELS 7 V2647017
Steayhurger & Prics LLP DOOD0ZEB1E 1 3 WOEI6714 709.000 0000433501 H1/HAT 21911280 Paid vE 708,000 LEGAL FEES 2007 V26201
Steashurger B Price LIP DOOON2681E 3 3 00636415 4750.720 0600433501 Wy HE1L.I80 Padd WE 4750.720 LEGAL FEES 2017 12842012
Strasburger & Pnze LIF DOGODERIA 1 T 00EIETI7 3531 000 BEOAA33501 HIN17 21EILIED Paid vE 3541 00D LEGAL FEES 2017 vaener
Strasburger & Proe LLF bobs268E ¥ 3 00637675 #470.080 0000433764 2/15/2017 25762510 Paid VE 470,080 LEGAL FEES 2017 2u8l17
Swrasburger B Price LIP DOGONIEAIR 4 3 n0B3TENE 2387400 0000433764 11517 35762510 Paid VE 2287400 LEGAL FEFS o1 2/af201r
Strasburger & Price LIP DOC0D2ERNA 3 3 DOBITET? BSSEOUODOOIAIZTEY  INS/2017 35762510 Paid VE H556 00D LEGAL FEES w017 812017
Strasburger & Prece LU pooon2EME 3 3 00637678 1560.000 0000433764 2/45/2017 35762510 Paid vE 1566.000 LEGAL FELS 017 282017
Staasturgar § Prisy LLP 00000ZE81A 1 1 (0637679 VEAC0DEUDNAIITEE  HNS/NIT 35762510 PaM vE 1568.700 LEGAL FEES w017 27812017
Strashurger & Prie LI 0000026618 1 3 (OE3I7620 T501.600 0000433754 IS MT 35762510 Paid VE 7603, 600 LEGAL FEES 017 UMt
iaibutgar & Pram LIF 0COODZERIE 3 1 00637681 4709.8300000033768  NES/01T 35762910 Paid ve 4702810 LEGAL FEES oar 2842017
Strusburger K Price \LP 0000026816 3 3 vosdewsl 017,600 0009434032 3/1/2007 6017600 Faid VE 017,500 LLGALFEES LT o
Strasburger & Price LLP 0OG002E818 3 3 006383 152,800 0600434031 #/xr 152000 Faid vE 162,000 LEGALFEES i H 2231017
Strashurger & Prcen LLP 0goonIE81E 1 1 00638995 162.000 000434035 /27 152000 Pard vE 162.000 LEGAL FEES 260 243M2017
Steasturgar & Prico L 0UR0DZE81E 3 1 00638997 2160.000 000434036 3172017 260.000 Paid vE TE0000 LEGALFELS o Hane1r
Stuasburger & Prux LLP odt0baE8E 3 3 00638999 162.000 0003434037 ffaar 152,000 P2kl VE 162,080 LEGALFEES 2613 23017
Strasbusgee & Paice LLP DI0ON2EBIE 1 1 JOEA1674 3544.110 0063834732 48007 544,110 Pl vE 544,110 LEGAL FEES 012 {92017
Strashunges & Prcce LIP 00BDOZERIE 2 2 DOE41EE3 X231.100 0D0J4 34733 4/a{2017 2831.100 Pald VE 2B31.000 LEGAL FEES 2017 a7
Shragtrunges £ Paice [LP 0ODON2ERIE 1 240643768 1380.000 GOOJ4IS23)  4/26/2017 14368.530 Pald vE 1389.030 LEGAL FEES Fot 4{24/2011
Strasbusges & Fecce (1P 0200026818 1 2 0843770 1524.550 0000435231 2{26{2017 §4358.530 Paid VE 1544 530 LEGALFEES 2012 afatin?
Strasbusges & Paice (LP 030026818 2 2 00643795 4275.400 0000435231 aj26{2017 TA358.53D Paid VE 4225400 LEGHL FEES 017 af2a£3017
Serasbusger & Pree LLP DOODBIEBIE 3 7 ooEaziey 7417300 0000435231 4/26/2017 14368 530 Pald Ve 217300 LEGALFEES 2007 ajafanir
Strasburger & Prics LLP 00B0026616 2 200643798 1499 GODODUOAISZA1  2/26/2037 14360.530 Paid vE 499,600 LLGKL FRLS 012 a/2af3017
Strashurges & Pasce LLP 0000026818 2 200643800 1292700 0000435231  4/26/017 14368530 Fadl e 1292700 LEGAL FEES a7 4j20f2017
Strasbuges & Peice LLP 0E00DZ6RIA 2 7 0GEAGASD 3084200 OHO043B113 sfaafa01 3084.200 Puid vE 3084 200 LEGALFELS Hu b 5/19/2017
Strashusged & Pece LLP DI0ORZERIE J 7 00546430 £10.000 000435114 5/24/2017 810.000 Paid VE #10.000 LEGAL FILS w7 sisamy
Serasbudgen & Paice ELP 0CC002EBIE 2 2 OCEASBAB 3182.000 0000436508 5/28/2017 3187.002 Pald vE 3187 000 LEGALFEES H01? 6272017
Serashusges & Price WP UEGDIERLE 7 7 OBHATBLE 155,000 ODODAIES0  B/28/2017 155.000 Paid vE £35 000 LEGAL FEES w17 sj21m2
Strasbueges & Proe LU 0000026H1E 2 7 00529671 1123000 DIODAISSID 672872017 1123.003 Paid VE 1173.000 LEGAL FEES 2017 siarI?
Strasbuages & Paxce LLP DOODD58LE 2 1 0CE4S6%6 4922400 DOO043E51) /2872017 4922.103 Pald VE 4922.100 LEGAL FEES w07 B/27j2017
Strasbusges & Peice LAP OOODOREHIE 2 1 0545109 5610700 COOD436512 6/2u/1m? 5610709 Faid VE 5610708 LEGAL FEES o7 [ 1A
Strasburges & Pricy LI DOOGOZ6H4E 2 2 08645712 4904700 000435513 6/28/2017 4904.700 Faid vE Q304,700 LEGAL FEES 7 Gl2tf2017
Stratbusger & Puce tiP DOSCA2ERIE 2 100BASTIO 4904700 DOOGALESN  £/28/2037 2504703 Pakt v 4308700 LEGAL FEES wir &22/2017
Strasbusges & Price tIP COMGOEHIR 7 1 00849756 560800 (000437113 Hsfoonr 560.800 Faid Vi $60.800 LEGAL FEES mr &j2e1017
Strashurges & Proe (1P DOTGIZ6BIE 2 1 (064979 548400 0000437114 s/ S4BA00 Paid VE 548 400 LIGALFEES 2007 62802017
Straibusged & Pexe (LI DO3CYI6EIR 2 2 (DE45800 1121 A0 0000427115 sl M2LATO Prld vE 212047 LLGALFEES w02 /26/2017
Strasburges & Price (P OeO26HI8 3 2 DOE4TE01 606900 0000437116 /5007 E06.900 Paid VE SB06.900 LEGAL FEES 2017 &/2R/7017
Strashunger & Prce P 2000026018 2 1 DBg4ss02 418,100 5000427117 7572007 1418100 Paid VE 1478.100 LEGALFEES 017 P
Stratbusges & Pee LLP 0000026918 2 1 00650226 27808200 0000417118 Ti5/2007 27806300 Paid vE 172D8.300 LEGAL FEES W17 Wiy
Taylos, Yvonne DOBAISIN0 L 1 Dog14an? 3600000 B0004 1 F0BE &fef2016 3660.000 Paid VE 3600.000 LEGALFEES 016 4s5{10i6
Tha Hatres Laws Fiarn Q0027358 2 1 00583412 4521800 0000439517 4722/ 015 4821.500 Paid vE 4521 BEY LEGAL FEES 2015 472072015
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Thampson & Honon UL OSRI61%0 2 2 opaBg M 72000 3029695 /132012 T2.000 Paed bove 22000 LEGAL FEES Wiz LmnMe
Thomgian & Harlan LLP boba025190 2 2 O04BE235 122 T30 8029700 1y 222.730 Faid bove 222,730 LOGAL FEES FLH PE
Thamptan & Hortan LR 0015190 2 2 081205 369130 8031173 B2 369.150 Faid DOVP 369,180 LEGAL FEES w012 2jzef1012
Thompsan & Horton LP 0000026190 2 T 0045107 1540030 8031124 IR2012 1560.000 Paid DOVP 1540.000 LEGAL FEES 12 zime
Thompsan & Hotton ILP P000G2EI0 2 IgoasLaas 1698 500 8031175 e 1658.500 Fad DOvE 1698304 LEGAL FEES 012 01
Thompsan & Horton LEP 0000026190 2 T ooag3gar 7012500 033062 8132 7012.500 Faid DDVR TONLA00 LEGAL FEES w12 41912012
Thompson & lortan LER 00BO026155 1 160495050 11613330 8033065 a/48/2012 11613200 Faid BOVE 1613.290 LEGAL FEES 012 /941012
Thompaon & Horon LLF 00G002619T 2 1 poagsR0d 663.750 5034267 sfifanz 563.75¢ Fad bove 653,750 LDGAL FEES W2 4j16f2012
Thorapson & Horton LLP 0000026190 2 1 00495621 3316.750 8033503 4730/2002 3218.750 Paid DOVF 3318.750 GTHER PROFESSIONAL FEES 2012 4241012
Thompsar & llorton LLP 0OBO026190 2 1 00495623 1715000 9034218 SRR THS.000 Prid DovR 2725000 OTHER PROFESSIORAL FLES 012 4281012
Thompson & Heston LLP 0000026150 2 2 00957202 9762.500803434% AR 9762300 Faid DDVP 762,560 LEGAL FEES w2 a/30fa012
Thompson & Heorton 1P 0000026190 2 100497707  240£7.500 8034346 sfim 24082.500 Faid DOVR 082,500 LEGAL FEES w2 4302012
Thompsan & Hemon LR DOBO02E1S0 2 2 08450430 685,000 6036325 €f3/2012 8BS 000 Paid BOVE RHS 000 LEGAL FEES 012 52212012
Thampaah B Horon WP COPODIEID 2 2 onso0ssE 179320 BUIEAI6 &1z 179350 bard bove 179,130 LEGAL FECS 012 sf1fz12
Tharmpssn & Hortos LLP 0000026150 2 2 00502571 3268.750 B03T609 7122032 3268750 Paid DOVP 3268750 LEGALFEES 2012 6/15/1012
Thomeson & Harton LLP ob0026190 2 2 DDSOLEND 2041.2508039892 /201 2041.250 Fatd DDVP 2001250 TEMAQRARY LAROR SERV FEES 2012 s
Thompsan & Hartor ILF 0OO26190 2 2 DO505447 110,000 8039125 2/19/2017 110.00¢ Feid DOVP 130,000 LEGAL FEES 1 H 13112
Thompson & Hartan WP 0000026180 2 20050830 197.500 8038700 7/26{2011 197.500 Faid DDVF 197,560 CTHER PROFESSICNAL FEES 2012 Tj2072012
Yhompsan & Harton LR GoHNZE10 3 2 bosoTioa 37£00 A040895 Ef33/2012 2508 Patd vk 27.500 LEGALFEES 012 R
“Thompsen & Hoston LLP 0030026190 200513748 27.500 BL44506 145/2012 27500 Fad DDVR 27,500 LEGAL FEES 3 10725/2012
Yhompson & Harton LLP 0000026150 2 2 00513752 332,000 8044507 15/2012 333.000 Pold DDVP 333 .00t LEGALFEES 2013 1072503012
Thempsen & lorat LLP 0030026V50 2 200513753 B45.000 BOASOE 1/5/2012 £45.000 Pald DDV B3 000 LLGALPEES 0 125F 1017
Thompsen & Harton LLP COICOZENSD 2 200513754 1401250 BOA450T 11452012 1401250 Paid BDVF 1401, 250 LEGAL FEES 013 W25/
Thompsen & Hoelan LLP [ 2 005164902 295.000 BOAE26E 12/10/2002 295.000 Fald DDVR 195.000 LEGALFEES 019 12341012
Thumpsan § Harlan LLP 0000026150 T 2 00516405 750.750 8045265 12/10/2002 750.750 Fald DOVP 50,750 LEGALFEES 013 ez
Thompsan & Horton LLP CO0COZ6LSD 2 2 00516406 25E1.750 BO46270 12/10/2002 2581251 Fald DOVE 2581.250 LEGALFEES E2E] 1272012
Thempaan B Horten i P COMNYELID 3 EY. 3T 73,750 BRATIN) 13/38/2002 74,750 Pald bovP 73,750 OTHER PROFESSIOMAL FEES 01 12z
Thampean & Horton 1P COMHIZELST T 2 00516555 242.500 8047204 e L H 442.500 Paid [ #32.500 GTHER PROFESSIONAL FEES 013 12/14f2002
Thompron & Horton LLP COB0DZE190 1 100518783 147.500 0395805 12/18/2002 516.250 Paid un 147.500 LEGAL FEES 2013 1413012
Thempson B Horton LLP 00580026190 1 1 BUS16785 364,750 0395805 12/18/2082 516.150 Pald um 366.780 LEGAL FEES plut] AN
Thempton & Horton LLP 0OJ00I6158 T 2 00516787 4505.750 0395310 12/18/2002 PRITSE Paid umn 4506.250 LEGALFEES 2012 121172002
Thompson & Horton LLP GRDTEIE 2 2 0051678 5457.500 0323800 12/18/2013 SETSE Pald (218 5457.500 LEGAL FEES 0 12{17/2012
Thampian & Horlen LAP 0030036190 2 2 0051427 73.750 8049230 213011 73750 Paid DDVP 73,780 LEGALFEES 01 Lzaf2013
Thempyon B Horten LLR COODDTELSO 2 2 00521528 142.500 8845784 2/13/7013 147,503 Fakd DOVP 147.500 LEGAL FEES. 2013 1129/2013
Tharmpson B Horton LLP 000015190 2 200521830 4376.250 Bo49285 2/13f2013 4376.250 Foid DOVP 4376.280 LEGAL FEES 013 12r010
Thompson & Homan LLF IELSa 2 FR vl H SA50.000 £ 9FF6 yaon S4E.000 Fald bove G430.000 LEGAL FEES 01} 12%en
Thampen B Hortan LLF CO0ODIE19 2 2 BU525576 2112500 E051325 Ely T E] 2212500 Fad bovP 2212.500 LEGAL FEES 013 3/18f2013
Thompson B Horlon LLP BO00TRIS 1 100526318 55,000 BAS2I5E 41142010 295,000 Paid LT 255,600 LEGAL FEES. 1013 3/26/1013
Thampyor B Horlan LLP OOXIPIEIN 2 2 00530132 73.750 8054400 5/13/201 71750 P DOVP 72.750 LEGAL FEES 1013 4/30/2013
Thampson & Horton LLP COUDIIE1H 1 208532390 2712500 BUSELSA 5/10/2083 1332.500 Fad DDVF 2212.500 LEGAL FEES. 013 Si224012
Thampyon B Hortan WP 0023016150 2 2 0a538T2 1353.750 BOSE163 £/16/2011 1253750 Patd ooV 1381.750 LEGAL FEES 201 $/2342013
Thamasen & Horen ULP DOUOOIEISY 7 2 0a535853 3466230 CUDBDTEAS  F/1B/013 3466250 Fod DOVF 366,250 LEGAL FEES F b &/25/2012
Thamgson & Homan (LP LOOOCIELSI 2 2 DO535858 2)1E.750 ODOZDSEAME 18,2013 mI5e rad bbve 2728.750 LEGAL FEES k) /2941013
Thamaen b HoMan WP CO0N1E1%0 2 2 00835015 1335 400 0U0EDSS683 e o] 1325000 Foid oove 1334.000 LEGALFEES 00 Funons
Thamasen B Heren WP DOOBEIELHD 2 2 pas33016 1770000 QUOZDSREE ?/a0f003 1770.000 Pad bive L730.000 LEGAL FEES om3 ¥faajion3
Thompsen b Hoten WP TO00IIR13A 2 2005392 255,000 GUOTDG19 [T o) k] 795000 Paid pove 295,000 LEGAL FEES FOLE] 7/anfiota
Thampson & Heron WP VOOIELN 2 2 Das3I51S 442.500 DIDE0E0T44 E7/2011 442,500 Pard [ A87.500 LEGALFEES o B/1f1013
Thomipien & Hetten WP 00806190 2 2 DA535T28 3761.250 QUOSGEUAS Bf7/2012 3761.250 Paid oove 3761,250 (EGALFEES 2012 &/11013
Thampsen & Horton LLP OSSN 2 200521552 2035 GO0 OEO3BE2214  5/13/2013 2035.000 Paid pove 2035.000 TEMPORARY LABOR SRV FELS 2013 B/1073013
Thompsan & Herton WP DOSN261H 2 i wssdl 67£1.7240 0004553010 1085/2003 BTES.750 Paid oove 5783,15¢ TEMPOAARY LABOA SEAV FEES 2014 91871013
Thamprtan & Haron LLP COCOUEIH 2 2B0%a6150 S02.500 00B80BAZE7  1L/1A2013 501500 Pad oD 502.500 TEMPORARY LABOR SERY FELS 2024 1w/
Thotmpson & Hatton LUP oHD002E180 2 2 COSA980 3926.250 DODBOESSET  13/5/2013 196,250 Paid BOw 3936250 LEGALFEES 2014 172602012
Thomptan & Haron UP 000026190 2 2 cos4R933 6126.370 0008065965  12/5/2013 6126.370 Paid Dpve 6126370 LEGALFEES 018 /2502013
Thompson B Harton LLP OBOG026130 2 2 00548936 7722500 OMIBOE596F  12/5/M013 1722580 Fard bove T722.500 LEGAL FEES 2014 11/25£2013
Thompian & Horlen LLP 000026450 2 2 £0549005 753.750 OUOB0560TE 12/5/2013 753.750 Pad bbwe 753.750 LEGALFELS 2014 11/26/1013
Thampson & Havlon LLP 0REONRELST 2 2 BO549010 2093750 DAEOERN2D 12/572013 T053.750 Foid opve 2093.750 LEGAL FEES w014 11/25{:013
Thompson & Harton LLP opsno2eion 3 EXLTEN 4650.000 HONSOBROEE  12/6/2013 4650800 Pocd oove 4650.000 LEGAL FEES 2014 12013
Thathpsan & Harlak LLF 00e9026180 2 2 CO549167 B1.750 0006056056 12/6/2013 63,750 Paed oove 83,750 LEGAL FEES 31 145013
Thompton & Hotton LLP ORCOI26150 2 2 C0549168 335.000 0ODBOEE083  12/6/2013 335000 Paid bowe 335,000 LEGALFEES 04 12472013
Thompson & Horlon LR 0500026150 2 2 60540189 2659550 DADEDEEOAD  13/6/3013 BGES KD Paid oove 2666.550 LEGALFEES w014 1z/1/2013
Thompson & Horlon LiP CO00ZEIS 2 200549195 135000 000B0E611T  12/32013 333900 Paid bbve 335.000 LEGAL FEES 201 124311013
Hhompson & Horlen LIF 0DCIOTELSE T 1 00549159 130,000 0005066120 12/9/3013 1330600 Paid Dove 1330.000 (EGAL FEES 20M 12/3/12012
Fhompson & Harlan LR 0OBC0TEISO T 2 00t49205 1753750 0006066126 12/9/2013 1758.750 Paid o 1788.750 LEGAL FEES 2014 12/3/2013
Fhompron & HerlonLIP DOTUTELFR ¥ 2 ookdeTe 167.500 DUDEDEGSS3  12/15/2013 167,500 Paid oowP 167,500 LEGAL FEES 20M 12/10/2013
Thompsan & Horton LL? DODOOZEISD 2 2 00549961 £70.000 DODEDEESAS  12/15/2013 20800 Paid DOVP B70.000 LEGAL FEES 20M 12/10/2013
Thompsen & Horlon P ODDOO2EL0 2 1 0D549985 1088.750 OIDBAEGS4?  12/15/2013 10BE. 750 Paid oDwP 1088.750 {EGAL FEES i Ll 131042012
Thampsan & Haran iy P 00pD026190 7 2 00549986 4187.500 DODEUEEIE  12/16/2013 4157500 Paig oo 418,500 LEGAL FEES FO ] 110f2013
Thampsen & Horen 147 (00002610 2 2 00549330 17137.500 OJDEOBESSE  12/16/2013 17137 500 Pasd 0DVP 17137.500 LEGAL FEES fioi L] 12/1072013
Thatmpis t B Hortsn LLP 0000026150 2 2 00550045 765.000 CODE0665EE  12/16/2013 765800 Pad bbw 765,000 TEMPORARY LAROR SERV FEES 2014 12/1042013
Thompson & Horton 11 0000026150 2 2 00550046 1402590 DODEOEES89  13/16/2013 1402500 Paid oo 1402560 TEMPORARY LAEOR SERY FEES 2014 12/1042013
Thompion & Horlan LLP 0O0ORIGLID 1 200553956 15455000 DO0G069136 /132014 16455000 Paxd opve 15455000 L EGAL FEES 2014 161014
fhampian & Martan UP 0poDo26190 1 100553956 135,000 OUOE0ET 3B 11019 335000 Paigd opve 335,000 LEGAL FEES 014 2611014
Thorepssn & Hortan LLP 0000026150 1 3 00553957 6101200 DOOEDE9139  2/12/2014 £201200 Faizt nove 5201.200 LEGAL FEES 014 eiwis
Thompsan & Hoeton LLP BID0026LS0 2 2 00554074 83,750 DIDBOED2S  /13/2014 83,750 Paid bove B3.7540 TEMPORARY LABOR SERY FEES 2014 21014
Thampann & Hortan LLP QEOOXEL0 2 2 D0556416 837500 DOCEO70700 ajLifa018 837 500 Paid oo B37.500 TEMPORARY LABDR SERY MEES 2014 Ifefraia
Thompson & Hartan LLP 000026190 2 2 00556518 418,750 D00EDIO702  3/11/2014 418 750 Paid opwe A18.750 TEMPORARY LABOR SERV FEES. 2014 3641004
Tharapsen & Hostan LLP 0000026180 1 2 00556562 R1750 0006070784 3/11/2014 89.750 Paid B B3.750 LEGAL FEES 2034 3/6/:014
Thompson & Hoatan LLP ouoRIELS0 1 1 00556563 1005030 0IDGOTITIS 31lf01a 1005 000 #aid oove 1005000 LEGAL FEES 014 37el01a
Thompson & Hartan LLP 0B000ZELID 2 2 00558755 1758750 OODEOTZI30  4j13/014 1758.250 Paid DDVP 1758.750 LEGAL FEES 2014 af3pnta
Thampon & Hanten ELP QUOD026190 2 2 00538760 184,500 030€072132 41018 1842 500 #aid DIV 1832500 LEGAL FEES 04 47014
Thompaon & Hartan LLP 0800026190 2 7 00559529 956,900 (J0E072705  4/23/2014 7356900 Paid DOVP 2356900 LEGAL FEES wis 47142018
Thompson & Horton LLP DOODOZELS0 2 7 00560955 1507.500 0008073832 5/12/2014 1507 500 Paid DIRT 1502500 LEGAL FEES. e af29fin1a
Thampion & Honen WP 000026190 1 2 00563404 167.500 D0R0ISTER 6/4f2014 167 500 Paid Dbwe 167500 LEGAL FEES oma sf27/2004
Thompson & Horton LLP oBODEZEL0 3 2 00563807 167.500 DODEGIST69 /af301a 167.500 faid DOVE 167,500 LEGAL TELS 014 S{2TH0M
Thompson & Horen LLF 0000026130 2 1 00563209 418.750 0I0E0Y5770 6/2/2018 418,750 Pald DIVG 418 750 LEGAL FEES 014 542742014
Thameran & Hanon ILP 00026190 2 7 0056336 11028,750 OODE07HE3% [Tt 11028750 Paid DOVP 11028 750 LEGAL FEES 014 S/2afic1a
Thompsen & Horlon LLP 0RO002ELI0 2 2 00563338 1122 500 0JDE0I5637 632014 1122 500 Paid oove 1172 500 LEGAL FEES 014 N4
Thompsan & Horlon WLF 0GOD026190 2 2 00564565 167.590 D0B076083 6/3/201 167 500 Pald DOVP 167 508 LEGAL FEES 1014 B/3f1014
Thampson & Harten ULP ocopRREiNd 1 100564508 1541 500 OJ0R0O76034 6/31014 1842 540 Paid DovP 1842500 LEGAL FEES 2014 6/2f1014
Thompion & Harton LLP 0CODE261%0 2 2 005645SH £85.540 OUOEDTC086 6/ef201a 685580 Paid BOVP 545 550 LEGAL FEES 2014 §/ahima
Thompsan & Harlon LUP 0000026150 2 i 00564500 2161.250 0006076088 /22018 2261.250 Pad BOVP 261240 LEGAL FEES 2014 6/31i014
Thampson & Varton WP 0COUDIEL 2 2 00562055 112.500 DODEDT76C0 7301 1312.5C0 Paid oIV 3512.500 LEGAL FELS 201 &/27/1014
Thompsan & Harton 1P 0000026130 2 1 00568520 81750 000SO7B4Z &0 B3.750 Paid DDVP B3.750 LEGAL FEES 1004 141014
Thompsan & Harton 1P 0000026150 2 7 0086878 £02.400 000E07A46  /13/2018 502500 Paid DOVP 512,560 LEGAL HELS 2004 7142014
Thompson & Horon 1LP opanpzELE0 2 7 0DSEBE7A E93.050 (UGBA7H950  F/18/a0ia 593.050 Pad oDVP 553,050 LEGAL FEES HIL 14fi01a
Thompsan & Harton WP 0CODDZE150 2 2 60570272 413.750 00050BDIIS  B/4F2019 18750 Paid DOVE A34.750 LEGAL FEES 054 ¥19/101a
Thampson & Hareon LLP 00a0C26180 2 100870295 537LIS0 000G05DINT  B/A/I014 5275260 Paid SBVE 5271.250 LEGAL FELS 2014 IS
Thompsan & Horton LLP 00ouCELTT 2 1 sostora 1842.500 0OUS0E0119 /31014 1842.500 Paid DDVF 1B42.500 LEGAL FEES 014 7vf014
Thampsan & Haran LLP 000026150 2 200572139 83,750 D00B08163Y  BJ21/2014 B3.750 Paid oOVE 83750 LEGALFERS ot 8/15/2014
Thampsan & Harton LLP 0C00026180 2 00572633 60.000 008051781 Bi21/1018 60.000 Paid bive 60000 LEGAL FEES w14 S/1572014
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REMIT_VENDOR NAME1 PAYMENT_TOTAL YEAR
0000000209 A Rocket Moving and Storage S 161,607.75 2015
0000000209 A Rocket Moving and Storage S 222,693.76 2016
0000000209 A Rocket Moving and Storage S 157,514.44 2017
0000000808 A/W Mechanical Services Inc S 104,922.00 2015
0000015845 AFLAC S 230,187.43 2015
0000015845 AFLAC ) 293,170.82 2016
0000015845 AFLAC S 201,418.52 2017
0000015722 AIG Valic S 644,224.18 2014
0000015722 AIG Valic ) 1,796,897.79 2015
0000015722 AlG Valic S 1,866,596.12 2016
0000015722 AlG Valic $ 1,191,782.51 2017
0000030969 AlG,c/o Natl Union Fire Insurance Co S 956,226.00 2014
0000030969 AlG,c/o Natl Union Fire Insurance Co S 4,607,883.00 2015
0000030969 AlG,c/o Natl Union Fire Insurance Co S 7,007,638.00 2016
0000008007 Air Gas-Southwest $ 705,675.92 2015
0000008007 Air Gas-Southwest S 154,911.16 2016
0000036252 Airgas, Inc. s 123,626.33 2017
0000000411 Alief Independent School Disctrict S 159,118.84 2015
0000006957 Alliance for Multicultural Comm Svcs S 290,362.60 2015
0000006957 Alliance for Multicultural Comm Svcs S 203,600.70 2016
0000006957 Alliance for Multicultural Comm Svcs S 210,366.24 2017
0000013622 Alliance Laboratories,Inc. S 220,621.70 2016
0000031715 Allied Barton Security Services, LLC S 150,003.22 2014
0000031715 Allied Barton Security Services, LLC S 459,513.14 2015
0000031715 Allied Barton Security Services, LLC S 485,833.07 2016
0000036705 America To Go, LLC S 151,133.70 2016
0000036705 America To Gg, LLC S 670,794.24 2017
0000000511 American Express S 277,899.06 2015
0000000511 American Express ) 331,134.29 2016
0000000511 American Express S 272,807.01 2017
0000016375 Amtech Elevator Services S 127,133.21 2016
0000016375 Amtech Elevator Services S 248,298.65 2017
0000026010 Anasazi Instruments, Inc. S 140,900.00 2016
0000000648 Apple Computer S 318,087.48 2015
0000000648 Apple Computer ) 741,185.03 2016
0000000648 Apple Computer S 576,785.71 2017
0000000727 Assn for Adv Mexican American S 272,069.03 2014
0000000727 Assn for Adv Mexican American S 757,971.35 2015
0000000727 Assn for Adv Mexican American S 679,602.12 2016
0000000727 Assn for Adv Mexican American S 459,948.33 2017
0000000758 AT&T S 276,046.20 2014
0000000758 AT&T S 1,011,399.25 2015
0000000758 AT&T S 1,310,407.81 2016
0000000758 AT&T ) 339,598.79 2017
0000024184 AT & T Datacomm S 322,844.43 2014
0000019945 Atlas Universal S 110,534.74 2016
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0000034529 Austin Ribbon & Computer Supplies, Inc. S 182,979.10 2015
0000034529 Austin Ribbon & Computer Supplies, Inc. S 124,891.72 2016
0000000801 Avance Inc S 117,386.50 2016
0000000800 AVANCE-Houston Inc. S 200,978.82 2015
0000000800 AVANCE-Houston Inc. S 132,150.00 2017
0000009618 B & H Foto & Electronics Corp S 479,957.67 2016
0000000831 Baker and Taylor Co S 258,098.23 2015
0000000852 Barnes & Noble Bookstores, Inc S 5,693,575.18 2014
0000000852 Barnes & Noble Bookstores, Inc S 11,803,799.05 2015
0000000852 Barnes & Noble Bookstores, Inc S 11,015,286.73 2016
0000000852 Barnes & Noble Bookstores, Inc S 5,587,836.30 2017
0000036942 Barron & Adler S 290,917.78 2016
0000035713 Berkeley Research Group, LLC S 198,999.00 2016
0000035116 Blackboard Inc. S 463,600.00 2015
0000020175 Bracewell & Giuliani LLP $ 499,038.53 2014
0000020175 Bracewell & Giuliani LLP $ 1,468,684.82 2015
0000020175 Bracewell & Giuliani LLP S 814,667.14 2016
0000020175 Bracewell LLP S 190,191.83 2017
0000034878 Brixmor Operating Partnership LP ) 582,580.70 2015
0000034878 Brixmor Operating Partnership LP ) 856,741.85 2016
0000034878 Brixmor Operating Partnership LP ) 562,693.58 2017
0000036360 Brown & Root Industrial Services, LLC S 539,768.58 2016
0000036360 Brown & Root Industrial Services, LLC S 291,997.22 2017
0000035294 Buckeye Technology Solutions S 198,837.80 2015
0000035294 Buckeye Technology Solutions S 621,318.13 2016
0000035294 Buckeye Technology Solutions S 585,040.89 2017
0000001085 Buffalo Specialties Inc S 104,671.60 2016
0000001085 Buffalo Specialties Inc S 163,631.26 2017
0000005571 Campus Document Systems, INC ) 830,534.45 2016
0000005571 Campus Document Systems, INC ) 551,766.96 2017
0000023716 Carahsoft Technology Corp S 273,745.02 2015
0000033393 Cavallo Energy Texas LLC S 2,427,061.63 2014
0000033393 Cavallo Energy Texas LLC S 6,819,999.75 2015
0000033393 Cavallo Energy Texas LLC S 6,417,086.72 2016
0000033393 Cavallo Energy Texas LLC ) 4,023,733.52 2017
0000033211 CBRE, Inc. $ 311,572.43 2015
0000033211 CBRE, Inc. ) 276,981.24 2017
0000001242 CDW Government Inc S 869,231.43 2015
0000001242 CDW Government Inc S 1,183,803.17 2016
0000001242 CDW Government Inc S 610,661.41 2017
0000013879 CenterPoint Energy $ 111,762.03 2014
0000013879 CenterPoint Energy S 950,321.03 2015
0000013879 CenterPoint Energy S 368,108.41 2016
0000013879 CenterPoint Energy S 320,000.93 2017
0000018641 Champions Machine Tool Sales, Inc S 506,230.00 2016
0000019565 Chase Insurance S 141,692.98 2014
0000019565 Chase Insurance S 390,688.00 2015
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0000019565 Chase Insurance S 341,232.61 2016
0000019565 Chase Insurance S 201,971.93 2017
0000001324 Chinese Community Center S 253,032.15 2015
0000001324 Chinese Community Center S 199,449.57 2016
0000001324 Chinese Community Center S 144,279.18 2017
0000032544 Citibank N.A. S 782,757.57 2014
0000032544 Citibank N.A. S 3,224,530.55 2015
0000032544 Citibank N.A. ) 4,538,511.64 2016
0000032544 Citibank N.A. ) 3,163,470.25 2017
0000001352 City of Houston ) 293,336.13 2014
0000001352 City of Houston ) 2,027,394.44 2015
0000001352 City of Houston S 2,473,399.66 2016
0000001352 City of Houston ) 2,355,146.25 2017
0000035816 Cognizant Technology Solutions U.S. ) 118,600.00 2016
0000035506 Commonwealth Trading Corporation, Inc. S 129,979.52 2015
0000013882 Community Family Center ) 333,809.89 2014
0000013882 Community Family Center ) 542,287.33 2015
0000013882 Community Family Center ) 454,252.01 2016
0000013882 Community Family Center S 415,592.15 2017
0000036641 Compulink Management System ) 125,340.60 2016
0000036641 Compulink Management System ) 302,666.28 2017
0000030969 Consolidated Health Plans S 3,540,780.00 2016
0000037083 Cowboy Motor Inc. ) 112,851.00 2017
0000036226 CS Advantage USAA Inc. S 430,161.90 2016
0000036226 CS Advantage USAA Inc. S 1,662,847.90 2017
0000007427 Cushman and Wakefield of Texas Inc. S 230,377.68 2016
0000001692 Dallas County Community College District S 213,438.59 2017
0000031608 DataVox, Inc. S 3,268,029.93 2015
0000031608 DataVox, Inc. S 2,089,512.16 2016
0000031608 DataVoy, Inc. ) 2,980,947.02 2017
0000006082 David G Peake, Trustee S 157,178.51 2015
0000006082 David G Peake, Trustee ) 110,999.98 2016
0000001755 Dell Marketing LP ) 212,172.84 2014
0000001755 Dell Marketing LP S 1,599,572.64 2015
0000001755 Dell Marketing LP S 3,980,409.86 2016
0000001755 Dell Marketing LP $ 2,247,956.08 2017
0000035651 Deutser LLC ) 208,419.12 2015
0000035651 Deutser LLC s 2,193,879.40 2016
0000035651 Deutser LLC $ 1,052,066.03 2017
0000035374 Digital Air Control, Inc. ) 121,510.00 2017
0000013758 Digital River Education Services, Inc. S 150,425.85 2014
0000013758 Digital River Education Services, Inc. S 150,425.85 2015
0000034161 DoubleHorn Communications, LLC S 141,239.20 2015
0000034161 DoubleHorn Communications, LLC S 156,176.40 2016
0000034161 DoubleHorn Communications, LLC S 196,376.07 2017
0000022276 Durotech Inc General Contractor S 370,150.00 2015
0000022276 Durotech Inc General Contractor S 3,277,859.11 2016
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0000022276
0000030485
0000030485
0000036335
0000030058
0000030058
0000032872
0000036287
0000028424
0000011138
0000001969
0000001969
0000001969
0000001969
0000030808
0000033969
0000035055
0000035055
0000037080
0000011641
0000011641
0000011641
0000002057
0000002057
0000002057
0000002080
0000002080
0000002080
0000002080
0000002204
0000002207
0000002207
0000002215
0000032828
0000032828
0000032828
0000032828
0000025220
0000025220
0000025220
0000036877
0000002250
0000022924
0000022924
0000031970
0000031970
0000031970

Durotech Inc General Contractor
Dynamo Soccer LLC

Dynamo Soccer LLC

E3 Integral Solutions, Inc.
e-Builder,Inc

e-Builder,Inc

Edminster Hinshaw Russ & Associates, Inc
Education Management Solutions, LLC
ELP Enterprises, Inc.

Elsevier HESI

Employees Retirement System
Employees Retirement System
Employees Retirement System
Employees Retirement System

ERC Environmental Consultants, Inc. DBA
ERP Analysts Inc

ESA Energy Systems Associates, Inc.
ESA Energy Systems Associates, Inc.
Exquisite Group,LLC

Facility Interiors

Facility Interiors

Facility Interiors

Fastsigns

Fastsigns

Fastsigns

Fidelity Investments

Fidelity Investments

Fidelity Investments

Fidelity Investments

FORT BEND CO WCID #2

Fort Bend County

Fort Bend County

Fort Bend Independent School District
Freese and Nichols, Inc.

Freese and Nichols, Inc.

Freese and Nichols, Inc.

Freese and Nichals, Inc.

Fuelman

Fuelman

Fuelman

Fusion Laboratories, Inc

Galveston College/TGCCC

Gardere Wynne Sewell LLP

Gardere Wynne Sewell LLP

GCA Education Services, Inc

GCA Education Services, Inc

GCA Education Services, Inc

B V) Y R L Vs o ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ L ¥ o ¥ ¥ R L W ¥ ¥ ¥ R ¥ R R VAN VoS Vo R Vo Vo R Vo i ) Y

5,567,767.48
352,500.00
105,000.00
457,393.00
348,255.50
134,437.50
121,196.65
130,000.00
126,639.61
170,825.00
302,919.20
929,879.59
996,294.34
812,253.42
109,657.00
120,825.00
110,652.00
251,031.20
655,931.91
4,381,817.66
1,050,801.21
789,211.39
135,345.29
132,837.92
104,185.79
1,067,094.35
2,910,680.29
2,982,925.36
1,772,369.18
103,885.45
319,223.90
383,317.40
163,379.50
330,768.87
710,231.10
1,177,863.83
359,808.56
212,913.46
151,144.57
138,034.22
260,000.77
111,282.38
112,534.49
574,500.00
840,946.11
5,146,076.60
3,839,106.04

2017
2015
2016
2016
2015
2017
2015
2016
2016
2015
2014
2015
2016
2017
2016
2015
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2014
2015
2016
2017
2015
2015
2016
2017
2014
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2017
2016
2014
2015
2014
2015
2016
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0000031970 GCA Education Services, Inc S 4,409,240.10 2017
0000034530 Gibbs & Bruns LLP S 567,747.73 2015
0000022301 Gilbreath Communications,Inc S 491,026.00 2015
0000022301 Gilbreath Communications,Inc S 1,338,588.30 2016
0000022301 Gilbreath Communications,Inc S 220,493.00 2017
0000021293 Grainger S 579,795.50 2015
0000021293 Grainger S 127,021.31 2016
0000021293 Grainger S 220,209.61 2017
0000011533 Grant Thornton LLP ) 128,525.00 2015
0000011533 Grant Thornton LLP S 210,500.00 2016
0000002366 Graybar Electric Company, Inc S 986,855.78 2015
0000020315 Greenberg Traurig ) 115,323.59 2014
0000034529 GTS Technology Solutions S 148,330.92 2017
0000013612 Haddad Interests, Inc. ) 142,635.32 2015
0000013612 Haddad Interests, Inc. s 179,312.72 2016
0000007045 Hampden Engineering Corp. S 144,489.00 2015
0000007045 Hampden Engineering Corp. ) 329,644.10 2016
0000011711 Hancock, Jahn, Lee & Puckett, LLC $ 241,859.25 2014
0000011711 Hancock, Jahn, Lee & Puckett, LLC S 703,462.00 2015
0000011711 Hancock, Jahn, Lee & Puckett, LLC S 779,662.90 2016
0000011711 Hancock, Jahn, Lee & Puckett, LLC S 449,333.21 2017
0000002468 Harco Insurance Services S 896,681.56 2014
0000002468 Harco Insurance Services S 1,190,834.88 2015
0000002468 Harco Insurance Services S 781,024.78 2016
0000002468 Harco Insurance Services S 980,824.18 2017
0000002477 Harris County Appraisal District S 302,882.00 2014
0000002477 Harris County Appraisal District S 1,379,819.00 2015
0000002477 Harris County Appraisal District S 1,326,148.00 2016
0000002477 Harris County Appraisal District S 684,367.00 2017
0000002485 Harris County Tax Assessor-Collector and ) 462,280.51 2017
0000002486 Harris County Treasurer S 122,502.33 2015
0000032825 HDR Architects, Inc. S 332,086.34 2014
0000032825 HDR Architects, Inc. S 2,548,681.59 2015
0000032825 HDR Architects, Inc. ) 1,219,525.19 2016
0000032825 HDR Architects, Inc. S 696,522.60 2017
0000032827 Heery Inernational, Inc. S 251,833.00 2014
0000032827 Heery International, Inc. S 1,032,854.00 2015
0000032827 Heery International, Inc. S 1,550,951.00 2016
0000032827 Heery International, Inc. S 296,400.00 2017
0000027361 Higher One Payments,Inc S 152,117.79 2014
0000027361 Higher One Payments,Inc S 170,429.24 2015
0000027361 Higher One Payments,Inc S 122,985.73 2017
0000030328 HighPoint Technology Solutions,Inc S 176,250.00 2017
0000030410 Horizon International Group,LLC S 349,033.42 2014
0000030410 Horizon International Group,LLC S 4,671,285.70 2015
0000030410 Horizon International Group,LLC S 4,351,772.61 2016
0000030410 Horizon International Group,LLC S 2,461,029.54 2017
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0000002618 Houston Academy of Medicine S 171,208.00 2014
0000002618 Houston Academy of Medicine S 176,737.00 2015
0000002618 Houston Academy of Medicine S 176,786.00 2016
0000031139 Houston Center for Literacy S 194,540.03 2014
0000031139 Houston Center for Literacy S 485,976.96 2015
0000031139 Houston Center for Literacy S 559,925.34 2016
0000031139 Houston Center for Literacy S 288,872.82 2017
0000002645 Houston Chronicle S 192,107.01 2015
0000002645 Houston Chronicle S 328,985.15 2016
0000002511 Houston Community College - Foundation S 127,994.45 2015
0000002511 Houston Community College - Foundation S 276,137.40 2016
0000002581 Houston Independent School District S 733,504.50 2017
0000030268 Houston NFL Holdings S 437,091.00 2014
0000030268 Houston NFL Holdings S 450,946.38 2015
0000030268 Houston NFL Holdings $ 491,208.00 2017
0000036974 HTX Industrial, LLC $ 1,944,609.15 2017
0000002765 HVAC Mechanical Svc ) 182,757.65 2014
0000027355 Identity Automation,LP S 202,266.64 2016
0000033853 Immix Technology, Inc. S 124,522.57 2015
0000033853 Immix Technology, Inc. S 281,542.79 2016
0000015720 ING Life Ins & Annuity Company S 337,807.73 2014
0000015720 ING Life Ins & Annuity Company S 916,486.45 2015
0000015720 ING Life Ins & Annuity Company S 946,149.03 2016
0000015720 ING Life Ins & Annuity Company S 626,422.78 2017
0000002840 Innovative Interfaces Inc S 123,845.87 2015
0000002840 Innovative Interfaces Inc S 127,292.48 2016
0000035768 Instructure, Inc. S 820,613.00 2016
0000029838 Integrated AV Systems S 222,129.04 2014
0000015637 Jack Nadel Inc. S 185,219.02 2015
0000015637 Jack Nadel Inc. S 130,640.24 2016
0000032862 Jacobs Project Management Co. S 756,234.00 2014
0000032862 Jacobs Project Management Co. 5 1,474,364.00 2015
0000032862 Jacobs Project Management Co. s 1,548,387.00 2016
0000032862 Jacobs Project Management Co. S 1,016,631.00 2017
0000013319 Jamail & Smith Construction S 432,859.91 2014
0000013319 Jamail & Smith Construction S 193,209.94 2015
0000036079 loint Apprenticeship Training Committee ) 263,948.64 2016
0000036079 loint Apprenticeship Training Committee ) 216,188.89 2017
0000032822 Jones Lang LaSalle Americas, Inc. S 391,345.04 2014
0000032822 Jones Lang LaSalle Americas, Inc. S 1,360,991.44 2015
0000032822 Jones Lang LaSalle Americas, Inc. S 937,508.56 2016
0000032822 Jones Lang LaSalle Americas, Inc. S 210,723.13 2017
0000008886 lourney Ed.com ) 153,702.45 2015
0000035764 JourneyEd.com, Inc. S 165,081.00 2015
0000035764 lourneyEd.com, Inc. ) 166,590.50 2016
0000012746 IP Morgan Chase Bank S 478,526.20 2015
0000012746 IP Morgan Chase Bank S 520,511.42 2016
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0000012746 IP Morgan Chase Bank S 504,545.63 2017
0000034660 Kaeppel Consulting LLC S 133,563.85 2016
0000028065 Kaltura Inc S 194,458.01 2016
0000026351 Kellogg Brown & Root Svs,Inc S 217,442.21 2014
0000026351 Kellogg Brown & Root Svs,Inc S 453,899.75 2015
0000026351 Kellogg Brown & Root Svs,Inc S 549,494.54 2016
0000026303 Key Government Finance,Inc S 673,298.79 2015
0000026303 Key Government Finance,Inc S 673,298.79 2016
0000026303 Key Government Finance,Inc S 673,298.79 2017
0000017803 Kirksey Architecture S 717,998.65 2014
0000017803 Kirksey Architecture S 2,122,135.34 2015
0000017803 Kirksey Architecture S 710,672.15 2016
0000017803 Kirksey Architecture S 278,848.82 2017
0000031800 Kratos Public Safety & Security, Inc. S 139,926.76 2014
0000031800 Kratos Public Safety & Security, Inc. S 103,683.04 2017
0000003191 Laerdal Medical Corp S 103,974.50 2015
0000003191 Laerdal Medical Corp S 220,914.87 2016
0000012060 Lauren Kellman S 153,295.00 2014
0000012060 Lauren Kellman S 464,947.50 2015
0000012060 Lauren Kellman S 349,706.25 2016
0000012060 Lauren Kellman S 139,208.50 2017
0000035033 Lexmark Enterprise Software, LLC S 116,821.46 2016
0000025386 Littler Mendelson PC S 185,695.92 2015
0000025386 Littler Mendelson PC S 102,505.92 2016
0000013007 Llewelyn-Davies Sahni S 177,017.12 2015
0000013007 Llewelyn-Davies Sahni S 184,662.62 2016
0000024306 Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP S 145,398.95 2015
0000024306 Locke Lord Bissell & Liddell LLP S 157,275.00 2016
0000033750 Logical Front, LLC S 176,306.74 2015
0000023457 M & S Technologies,Inc S 313,757.70 2015
0000033867 Manhattan Construction Company S 2,669,391.00 2015
0000033867 Manhattan Construction Company S 13,338,140.00 2016
0000033867 Manhattan Construction Company S 1,089,948.00 2017
0000035004 Martinez Partners LLP S 226,651.25 2015
0000035518 McFarland PLLC S 216,667.00 2015
0000035473 McGriff,Seibels & Williams of Texas, Inc S 4,363,173.17 2015
0000035473 McGriff,Seibels & Williams of Texas, Inc S 3,353,813.00 2017
0000032815 McKim & Creed Inc. S 132,169.84 2015
0000003579 Metropolitan Life Ins Co S 150,635.74 2015
0000003579 Metropolitan Life Ins Co ] 149,030.43 2016
0000003596 Microsoft Corporation S 109,620.00 2014
0000003596 Microsoft Corporation S 179,520.16 2015
0000003596 Microsoft Corporation S 109,600.00 2016
0000003607 Midwest Library Svs S 131,817.15 2016
0000003607 Midwest Library Svs S 214,002.38 2017
0000030664 Mike Sullivan, Tax Assessor Collector S 238,594.97 2014
0000030664 Mike Sullivan, Tax Assessor Collector S 185,210.83 2015
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0000020445 Miles Insurance Agency S 5,531,583.00 2014
0000020445 Miles Insurance Agency S 1,175,142.42 2015
0000020445 Miles Insurance Agency S 814,799.00 2017
0000027600 Monty & Ramirez, LLP S 425,665.75 2014
0000027600 Monty & Ramirez, LLP S 303,272.78 2015
0000029109 Moodlerooms,Inc S 414,400.00 2014
0000003698 MSC Industrial Supply S 126,905.74 2017
0000035853 Multimedia Solutions , Inc. S 259,378.00 2017
0000034598 NAO Global Health LLC ) 180,871.17 2016
0000030969 National Union Fire Insurance Company S 154,480.00 2016
0000030969 National Union Fire Insurance Company S 5,284,037.00 2017
0000003883 Neighborhood Centers Inc S 302,844.00 2015
0000003883 Neighborhood Centers Inc S 351,710.81 2016
0000003883 Neighborhood Centers Inc S 236,403.51 2017
0000023822 Netsync Network Solutions S 531,325.43 2016
0000026570 Network Cabling Services S 175,260.70 2016
0000003939 Nikon Instrument Group Inc S 284,097.20 2016
0000027022 Old Republic Title Company of Houston s 12,184,964.77 2015
0000029193 Oracle America, Inc S 611,731.21 2014
0000029193 Oracle America, Inc S 2,034,805.39 2015
0000029193 Oracle America, Inc S 2,931,076.32 2016
0000029193 Oracle America, Inc S 2,670,358.27 2017
0000004138 Pasco Scientific S 207,826.18 2016
0000020217 PBK Architects,Inc S 176,777.68 2014
0000020217 PBK Architects,Inc S 2,040,395.28 2015
0000020217 PBK Architects,Inc S 692,402.43 2016
0000020217 PBK Architects,Inc S 120,846.39 2017
0000020221 PDG, Inc S 197,713.01 2014
0000020221 PDG, Inc S 1,006,426.72 2015
0000020221 PDG, Inc ) 434,477.11 2016
0000018860 Pepper-Lawson Construction,L.P. S 567,696.00 2014
0000018860 Pepper-Lawson Construction,L.P. S 208,162.00 2015
0000004201 Petrosys Solutions Inc S 398,836.80 2016
0000032797 Philips Electronics North America Corp. S 107,100.62 2017
0000010655 Pierce Goodwin Alexander & Linville Inc. S 487,928.41 2014
0000010655 Pierce Goodwin Alexander & Linville Inc. S 1,626,583.39 2015
0000010655 Pierce Goodwin Alexander & Linville Inc. S 1,462,187.47 2016
0000010655 Pierce Goodwin Alexander & Linville Inc. S 245,473.14 2017
0000004245 Pitney Bowes $ 169,748.60 2015
0000004245 Pitney Bowes S 157,879.52 2016
0000028957 Pollan Hausman Real Estate Svs,LLC S 340,244.88 2015
0000028957 Pollan Hausman Real Estate Svs,LLC S 223,914.18 2016
0000028957 Pollan Hausman Real Estate Svs,LLC S 138,490.62 2017
0000017231 Precision Task Group S 258,472.25 2014
0000017231 Precision Task Group S 613,349.25 2015
0000017231 Precision Task Group S 339,688.50 2016
0000017231 Precision Task Group S 384,495.32 2017
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0000033383 Premier Staffing Source, Inc. S 302,871.58 2015
0000033383 Premier Staffing Source, Inc. S 372,717.92 2016
0000033383 Premier Staffing Source, Inc. S 316,945.28 2017
0000010910 Pros Revenue Management S 340,912.85 2017
0000031599 Qatus Advisors dbs Qatus Advisors S 108,000.00 2015
0000033185 R.L. Townsend & Associates, Inc. S 262,450.00 2016
0000033185 R.L. Townsend & Associates, Inc. S 122,396.00 2017
0000021729 Raba Kistner Consultants,Inc S 124,914.92 2016
0000035920 Racer Machinery International Inc. S 289,621.92 2016
0000035920 Racer Machinery International Inc. S 386,162.56 2017
0000036844 Retro Lighting and Conservation,LLC S 243,684.46 2017
0000004533 Rex Supply Corp s 137,254.73 2016
0000030873 Robbins Parking Texas LP S 186,100.73 2015
0000030873 Robbins Parking Texas LP ) 156,525.00 2016
0000014623 Rocket Ball,Ltd. s 175,296.67 2014
0000014623 Rocket Ball,Ltd. S 279,335.99 2015
0000014623 Rocket Ball,Ltd. ) 105,767.24 2017
0000028617 Rogers,Morris & Grover,LLP S 121,952.56 2014
0000028617 Rogers,Morris & Grover,LLP S 686,615.45 2015
0000028617 Rogers,Morris & Grover,LLP S 462,750.67 2016
0000028617 Rogers,Morris & Grover,LLP S 295,400.19 2017
0000033761 Ruan Logistics Corporation S 267,500.00 2016
0000004727 Security Benefit Life S 138,868.64 2014
0000004727 Security Benefit Life S 364,649.84 2015
0000004727 Security Benefit Life S 356,080.28 2016
0000004727 Security Benefit Life S 195,336.53 2017
0000020260 SHW Group LLP S 181,687.00 2014
0000020260 SHW Group LLP S 667,786.15 2015
0000035962 Silsbee Ford Inc. S 265,510.00 2016
0000035962 Silsbee Ford Inc. S 170,036.00 2017
0000035353 SimplexGrinnell ) 232,772.03 2017
0000035945 Simtronics Corp. S 254,050.00 2016
0000022292 Skanska USA Building Inc ) 9,513,558.84 2015
0000022292 Skanska USA Building Inc ) 3,987,417.77 2016
0000022292 Skanska USA Building Inc S 125,518.40 2017
0000018189 Smart Financial Credit Union S 506,780.45 2014
0000033548 SMG ) 122,380.00 2016
0000033563 Soal Technologies, LLC S 132,375.00 2015
0000004852 Software House Intl Government Solutions S 106,289.00 2014
0000031657 Sology LLC ) 105,250.37 2015
0000009292 Spectera $ 145,566.76 2015
0000009292 Spectera S 134,337.99 2016
0000027724 Sprint Waste Services, L.P. S 194,251.79 2015
0000027724 Sprint Waste Services, L.P. S 206,019.43 2016
0000027724 Sprint Waste Services, L.P. S 184,640.73 2017
0000032084 SSS Land Development S 110,479.04 2015
0000034062 Stan Stanart, County Clerk S 12,500,000.00 2015
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0000035783
0000018392
0000018392
0000026818
0000030299
0000030299
0000034709
0000024923
0000024923
0000024923
0000024923
0000033972
0000033972
0000033972
0000012737
0000012737
0000012959
0000012959
0000012959
0000012959
0000022629
0000022629
0000022629
0000021178
0000005406
0000001483
0000005456
0000005456
0000005456
0000005468
0000005468
0000005468
0000005468
0000001414
0000001414
0000001414
0000037549
0000008953
0000008953
0000008953
0000008953
0000005596
0000005644
0000005644
0000005644
0000026190
0000005261

Stantec Architecture, Inc.
Stewart Title of Houston
Stewart Title of Houston
Strasburger & Price LLP
Super LLC

Super LLC

Tandus Centiva Inc.
TDIndustries

TDIndustries

TDIndustries

TDIndustries

Teal Construction Company
Teal Construction Company
Teal Construction Company

Technical Labaratory Systems,Inc.
Technical Labaratory Systems,Inc.

Tejas Office Products
Tejas Office Products
Tejas Office Products
Tejas Office Products
Tellepsen Builders,LP
Tellepsen Builders,LP
Tellepsen Builders,LP
Terracon Consultants,Inc

Texas Assn of Community Colleges
Texas Comptroller of Public Accounts
Texas Higher Ed Coordinating Board
Texas Higher Ed Coordinating Board
Texas Higher Ed Coordinating Board

Texas Medical Center

Texas Medical Center

Texas Medical Center

Texas Medical Center

The College Board

The College Board

The College Board

The George Foundation

The Spearhead Group

The Spearhead Group

The Spearhead Group

The Spearhead Group

The Univ of Texas at Austin
Thermal Energy Corporation
Thermal Energy Corporation
Thermal Energy Corporation
Thompson & Horton LLP
TIAA-CREF
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722,748.37
342,559.80
1,361,463.41
158,454.43
381,909.78
254,195.31
101,696.45
1,884,764.87
5,572,131.29
5,648,948.02
3,706,248.59
1,239,327.64
11,200,525.79
2,961,415.05
1,385,571.50
565,537.00
109,686.89
447,931.27
454,616.81
441,570.49
9,924,952.79
68,118,170.56
27,666,803.95
167,765.53
103,191.62
1,422,926.00
102,952.95
120,741.00
255,674.20
184,260.90
488,506.85
507,578.94
274,455.24
189,999.00
239,270.50
286,875.00
143,071.25
552,930.92
1,666,375.07
970,724.14
716,924.82
105,000.00
249,664.56
198,849.67
1,460,935.08
122,454.47
1,199,366.22

2016
2014
2015
2017
2014
2015
2015
2014
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2016
2017
2014
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2016
2015
2015
2014
2016
2017
2014
2015
2016
2017
2014
2015
2017
2017
2014
2015
2016
2017
2014
2015
2016
2017
2015
2014
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0000005261
0000005261
0000005261
0000030775
0000024742
0000024742
0000022497
0000005338
0000005338
0000016418
0000016418
0000016418
0000016418
0000033831
0000033831
0000033831
0000035353
0000005638
0000036985
0000005571
0000005571
0000033094
0000033094
0000033094
0000005658
0000005658
0000014701
0000014701
0000026136
0000026136
0000026136
0000005824
0000005824
0000005824
0000005891
0000005891
0000005891
0000005891
0000015872
0000015872
0000037292

TIAA-CREF

TIAA-CREF

TIAA-CREF

Tolunay-Wong Engineers,Inc

Topp Knotch Personnel

Topp Knotch Personnel

Trane

Travelers Ins Co

Travelers Ins Co

Tribble & Stephens Construction,Ltd.
Tribble & Stephens Construction,Ltd.
Tribble & Stephens Construction,Ltd.
Tribble & Stephens Construction,Ltd.
Turner Construction Company
Turner Construction Company
Turner Construction Company

Tyco Fire and Security (US) Management,
United States Postal Service
Universal Protection Service, LP
University Copy Center, Inc
University Copy Center, Inc

Urban Circle LLC

Urban Circle LLC

Urban Circle LLC

Vanguard Group

Vanguard Group

VWR Funding, Inc

VWR Funding, Inc

Wheless and Associates

Wheless and Associates

Wheless and Associates

William E Heitkamp, Trustee

William E Heitkamp, Trustee

William E Heitkamp,Trustee

Xerox Corporation

Xerox Corporation

Xerox Corporation

Xerox Corporation

Yaffe/Deutser, LLC

Yaffe/Deutser, LLC

Zayo Group Holding Inc
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3,230,396.78
3,354,662.49
2,161,918.72
162,138.25
244,750.80
293,232.49
122,934.00
121,235.04
130,117.48
393,159.00
7,210,594.00
8,252,225.00
3,860,019.00
11,072,644.73
32,387,450.99
7,220,753.31
339,210.60
107,725.09
291,276.86
163,575.97
510,003.99
165,360.65
153,362.73
101,457.82
147,780.00
111,948.00
118,231.32
177,076.76
113,333.00
145,000.00
125,000.00
121,636.18
116,432.19
100,582.94
251,437.95
754,453.97
726,711.99
511,856.58
1,154,400.37
1,180,526.12
209,396.12

2015
2016
2017
2016
2016
2017
2016
2015
2016
2014
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2017
2016
2017
2014
2015
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2015
2016
2017
2014
2015
2016
2017
2014
2015
2017
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EXHIBIT 25

dolcefino.com Page | 212




dolcefino.com Page | 213




| ta[u.l‘ldl;-
Md(}r\r\ Caq,««
DOQ/ s bfmtuugmea(

/LWQLM%W
| WWQ%J-
'#L‘x‘m\\h.rqa'-

aam\a.ynaw

m,b lobx.ma

| ”“zp“ﬂ* 2.0 IL

dolcefino.com Page | 214




Notes

1) Campaign finance reports for the HCC trustees were obtained from
http://www.hccs.edu/district/about-us/boardoftrustee/board-information/campaign-
finance-reports/

2) Reports regarding HBEC PAC were obtained through Texas Ethics Commission state
filings.

3) The following are the dates analyzed in this report, per trustee:

Adriana Tamez - 08/06/2013 through 06/30/2017

Carolyn Evans-Shabazz - 01/01/2015 to 06/30/2017

Eva Loredo - 01/01/2013 to 06/30/2017

John Hansen - 04/15/2015 to 06/30/2017EE

Dave Wilson - 08/26/2013 to 06/30/2017

Christopher Oliver - 01/15/2013 to 12/31/2014 and 07/15/2015 to 01/15/2017.
Note: Mr. Oliver does not appear to have filed the July 15 report for 2015.

Robert Glaser - 07/01/2013 to 06/30/2017

. Neeta Sane - 01/01/2013 to 06/30/2017
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