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QUALIFICATIONS

My name is Thomas Cantrill. A true, correct and current copy of my resume is attached to this
report (the “Report”) as Exhibit A, and I adopt Exhibit A and incorporate it into this Report by

reference.

I have been engaged in the practice of law for approximately forty-three years, and during the
entire term of my career my practice has been concentrated in the areas of estate planning, tax
planning, and estate and trust administration. I have represented independent executors,

independent administrators and dependent administrators in estate administration matters, and I
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am familiar with the duties and obligations of fiduciaries (individual and corporate) engaged in
the administration of a decedent’s estate. I am familiar with the appropriate tasks and scope of
responsibilities of attorneys and paralegals who represent fiduciaries of decedent’s estates in
Dallas, Texas, and I am generally familiar with hourly rates charged by attorneys and paralegals
in other firms who render such services in this geographical area. I have on occasion been asked
to review and report on attorney fee affidavits that are required to support a claim for attorney

fees in dependent estate administration and guardianship matters.

SCOPE OF ENGAGEMENT

I am furnishing my opinion as to the reasonableness of fees and expenses charged and collected
by the attorneys and other timekeepers of the law firm of Hunton & Williams LLP (“H&W”)
during the course of its representation of JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A. (“JPM”) as temporary
administrator of the Estate of Max D. Hopper (the “Estate”), in the heirship proceeding that was
a necessary element of JPM’s application to be appointed independent administrator (the
“Administrator”) of the Estate, and in the actual administration of the Estate by the
Administrator. This administration initially was brought under Cause No. 10-1517-3, but the
pending litigation under which the reasonableness of attorney’s fees incurred by the

Administrator is being considered under Cause No. 11-3238-1.

A summary of the nature and extent of the services provided by H&W to the Administrator is
attached as Exhibit B to this Report. This Report will not address the proper allocation of legal

fees and expenses between the community and separate estate of Max D. Hopper and Mrs.
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Hopper, nor the reasonableness of H&W’s legal fees and expenses incurred in litigation matters

involving the Estate, as distinguished from general administration representation as described on

Exhibit B.

MATERIALS REVIEWED
I have served as the attorney primarily responsible for the representation of JPM in the heirship
proceeding, the temporary administration, and the non-litigation aspects of the independent
administration of the Estate from April of 2010 to the present. As such, I am familiar with
correspondence and pleadings related to these matters that have been authored or received by
attorneys of H&W during the course of this representation which relate to general estate
administrative services. [ also reviewed the published monthly accounting statements issued by
the Administrator, and as a consequence of those reviews I am familiar with the expenses
incurred, receipts, and distributions made during the course of the administration of the Estate. I
have reviewed all billing statements issued by H&W to the Administrator for legal services
provided that relate to the estate administration during the course of this representation, which
billing statements have been issued under client number 76995 and matter number 000001 in the
H&W billing system. I was involved in the effort to prepare and file inventories in this
representation, as well as the Estate’s carryover basis filing with the Internal Revenue Service,
and I am familiar with those filings. I was involved in the preparation and release of the Section
149A accounting that has been prepared by the Administrator. In reaching my opinion as to the
reasonable character of the H&W fees charged, I have given consideration to the information

contained in estate correspondence, the accounting reports, the billing statements, the
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inventories, the carryover basis filing, and the Section 149A accounting in the formulation of my

opinions.

I have reviewed excerpts from monthly Billing Rate and Associate Salary Surveys issued by Peer
Monitor for years 2010 through 2016 as applicable to professionals practicing in Dallas, Texas,

and I considered that information in formulating my opinions.

During the course of my service in developing and rendering this opinion, I may have relied
upon decisional law, published articles, and statutes upon which I normally would rely in the
course of providing an opinion as to the reasonableness of attorney’s fees and expenses, some of

which are disclosed in my discussion of the Applicable Legal Standard set forth below.

APPLICABLE LEGAL STANDARD APPLIED

JPM, Mrs. Hopper, Stephen Hopper and Laura Wassmer did enter into a fee agreement to be
applied to JPM’s service as Administrator in this case, and the terms of their contratual
agreement govern charges for attorney fees. The fee agreement provides:
Legal counsel is retained on every account we administer. The attorney
represents the estate in court and oversees legal matters during estate
administration.  Attorney fees, as well as charges by other outside
professionals, are an expense of the estate and are in addition to our
Estate Settlement Fees.
Section 352.051(2) of the Texas Estates Code allows a dependent executor or administrator,

upon satisfactory proof to the court, to recover reasonable attorney’s fees necessarily incurred in

connection with the proceedings and management of an estate. Although an independent
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administrator need not secure court approval prior to incurring and paying attorney’s fees, the
standard set forth in Section 352.051(2) does apply to independent administrators. See Tex. Est.

Code §22.031(b).

Texas law requires a factual analysis in order to form a valid opinion regarding the
reasonableness and necessity of fees charged for legal services and related expenses. The
leading case in this area is Arthur Andersen & Co. v. Perry Equip. Corp., 945 S.W.2d 812, 817-
819 (Tex. 1997) [“Andersen’], which utilized eight separate factors for a court to consider when
determining the reasonableness of a fee for legal services. These Andersen factors are consistent
with the factors in Rule 1.04 of the Texas Disciplinary Rules of Professional Conduct that should
be considered in establishing a fee for legal services. In preparing this Report, I have employed

the Andersen factors as a basis from my evaluation of the reasonableness of the H&W fees

charged.

The Andersen decision identified eight separate factors that should be considered in determining

the reasonableness of a fee. 1 will address each of those factors in the following portions of this

opinion.

1. The time and labor required, the novelty and difficulty of the questions involved,

and the skill required to perform the legal services properly.
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Attached to this Report as Exhibit C is a summary, by year and by timekeeper, of the hours
charged and the rate applied for those hours during the course of what is now into the early
portion of the seventh year of the representation of the Administrator. Based upon the
information provided in the billing statements and the correspondence, it is readily apparent that
there were multiple counsel who were active in this administration, and although counsel for the
Administrator remained constant, Mrs. Hopper on the one hand, and Ms. Wassmer and Dr.
Hopper (Ms. Wassmer and Dr. Hopper shall be referred to as being the “Beneficiaries”, while
Mrs. Hopper, who does have an interest in the Estate as an heir, will be referred to as Mrs.
Hopper), changed counsel on multiple occasions, which required the expenditure of “startup”
time in each instance when their counsel changed. Throughout the period of administation there
has been an adversarial relationship between Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries. From as early
as April of 2010, those adversarial relationships between Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries, and
ultimately between those parties and the Administrator, resulted in attorney overview of what in
many instances would be fairly routine administrative tasks that normally would be
accomplished without resort to services provided by counsel. However, JPM’s practice is to
involve its counsel in matters where Mrs. Hopper and/or the Beneficiaries are being represented
by their counsel. When objections or questions are submitted by counsel for Mrs. Hopper or the
Beneficiaries to the Administrator, the Administrator properly involved its counsel to provide

assistance in responding to those objections or questions.

The preparation and dissemination of the probate inventories filed in this matter serve as an

illustrative example of the reason why counsel fee charges escalated in the estate representation.
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The initial inventory was prepared by JPM personnel, and it was reviewed by counsel, and the
time involved by the Administrator’s counsel in this initial process was limited. Objections were
lodged by counsel for Mrs. Hopper and by counsel for the Beneficiaries as to the accuracy and
completeness of the initial inventory and subsequent amended inventories, and in many cases
those objections were general in nature (not identifying a specific asset that was improperly
valued or omitted), coupled with a refusal by counsel for Mrs. Hopper to specifically identify the
items to which their objection related. Further, the simple task of requesting and receiving
review and comment on draft inventories from the accountant who represented Mr. Hopper
during his lifetime (Ms. Williamson) was frustrated by Mrs. Hopper’s claim that the accountant
was only her accountant, and access to those files, or thoughtful review of draft inventories by
that accountant, was resisted. The degree of resistance eventually led to the filing of a Probate
Code Section 75 petition against Ms. Williamson to obtain access to those files, and a protracted
period of negotiations about how those files would be made available. The natural byproduct of
these actions by counsel for Mrs. Hopper was an increased use of counsel by the Administrator
in many tasks that normally would have required minimal counsel assistance. Better cooperation
from Mr. Hopper’s accountant also would have substantially lessened the time required by the
Administrator to prepare the inventory, and reduced the possibility of having to file both a first

amended and then a second amended inventory.

The assets that were part of the community estate of Mr. and Mrs. Hopper consisted of many
private equity investments and options for which no readily available market value was

available. Valuing those assets required substantial time by the Administrator, and confirming
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those values that were questioned by counsel for Mrs. Hopper or the Beneficiaries required the

assistance of counsel.

Two of the primary issues involved in the Hopper administration involved the authority of the
Administrator to make distributions in undivided interests, and the right and obligation of the
Administrator to administer the personal residence of Mrs. Hopper (referred to as “Robledo”
which is the street upon which such property exists) subject to Mrs. Hopper’s homestead right.
A related Robledo issue involved whether, and to what extent, the Administrator was authorized
to pay repair and maintenance costs associated with the Robledo property. These issues required
legal briefing and time involvement by the Administrator’s counsel even before the issues shifted
to the litigation side of the representation. They presented novel questions, many of which were
not addressed by contemporary legal precedent, and in many instances Mrs. Hopper and the
Beneficiaries reached conflicting conclusions as to the proper course the Administrator should

follow.

Even the distribution of tangible personal property, a golf club collection, a wine collection and
art could not be accomplished by agreement, and each of those matters had to be addressed

repeatedly by the Administrator’s counsel with counsel for each of the parties.

As such, a high degree of skill and time involvement was required from the counsel for the
Administrator. These factors support my conclusion that the legal professional fees incurred by

the Administrator, although substantial and beyond what would be anticipated in an
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administration without conflicting claims from heirs and there counsel, were both reasonable and
necessary. All fees actually charged were based upon hourly rates without any increase due to

the degree of difficulty of the representation.

2. The likelihood that the acceptance of this particular employment will preclude other
employment by the lawyer.
I believe this Andersen factor does not have a material impact on the quantum of fees incurred or

the cost for legal services in this matter.

3. The fee customarily charged in the locality for similar legal services.

Based upon my experience as an estate planning and probate attorney practicing in Dallas,
Texas, I am generally aware of fee charges for representations of decedent’s estates in Dallas,
Texas. This case involves an independent administration by a professional corporate fiduciary,
and therefore the rates charged were not subject to court approval. In my opinion, rates charged
in this independent administration should be evaluated from the standpoint of fees charged in
other private estate independent administrations by professional corporate fiduciaries. Senior
partner attorney rates charged by Messrs. Cantrill and Eichman ranged between $565 and $650
per hour over the seven year representation. These fees are well within the fee range charged by
other senior attorneys with larger or national firms who are practicing in Dallas, Texas during the
subject period. Fees charged by Ms. Alford, who had more than thirty years of experience at the

start of this representation, ranged from $455 to $500. Fees charged by Mr. Linyard, an
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associate attorney, ranged from $225 to $375 per hour. Fees charged by paralegals (Ms. Lunday
and Ms. Wester) ranged from $175 to $240 per hour, which again is well within competitive

norms for similar firms practicing in large metropolitan areas.

The range of hourly rates being recorded by the H&W attorneys and paralegals in this case over
the six year plus period of representation in my opinion fall comfortably within the customary
fees charged in Dallas, Texas by other estate administration counsel in similar firms who are
representing a corporate fiduciary in the administration of an estate of the size of Mr. Hopper’s
estate. It is to be noted, however, that this representation, in my judgment, is unique due to the
excessive involvement of counsel for Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries, and therefore this
representation was more challenging, and it required the expenditure of more time from its legal

professionals, than representations of other large estates of which I have personal knowledge.

4, The amount involved and the results obtained.

This factor is of more significant application to litigation matters, and my opinion is that it can
have some impact on the reasonableness of fee charges in general estate administration matters if
the matter involved is substantial and the issues are somewhat novel. As the amount involved
grows, and the issues become more complex, the use of attorneys with more experience and with
higher hourly rates becomes more justified. I note that the full community and separate property
involved in the administration, as reflected in the second amended inventory, was valued at

$10,164,732.84, plus Mrs. Hopper’s community interest of $9,016,232.84. As such, this is a
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substantial estate administration matter. The year of Mr. Hopper’s death was 2010, a year in
which there was no estate tax, but there was a carryover basis reporting regime in place, which
had not been in use prior to 2010, and thus there were new and novel issues to be addressed with
respect to that report, and the need to gather basis information on most assets that would not have
been a requirement in an estate administration initiated in years other than 2010. During the first
year of administration, the Administrator paid in claims and distributed in property and in cash to
both Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries in excess of fifty percent of the assets originally
committed to its care, which compared to other estate liquidations, even in nontaxable estates,

constituted a significant positive result for Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries.

5. The time limitations imposed by the client or the circumstances.

In a general sense, there was adequate time to marshal assets and prepare necessary probate and
tax filings. The complicating factor in this representation was the difficulty in securing
information from the estate accountant, and after the first six months of administration, from
Mrs. Hopper (who did cooperate with the Administrator in providing helpful information in that
first six months). There were time demands and legal costs imposed early on that necessitated
the institution of a temporary administration undertaken to sell two securities, and the cost of the
temporary administration and heirship proceeding normally would not have been incurred in
other estate administrations. In addition, Mrs. Hopper was a very active correspondent with the
Administrator. At times she took actions that were the proper responsibility of the Administrator
which caused concerns with the Beneficiaries, and ultimately increased involvement by Estate

counsel. Those factors contributed to some extent to increased use of legal services.
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6. The nature and length of the professional relationship with the client.
H&W has represented JPM in other matters on many occasions. The nature and length of the
JPM relationship supports the reasonableness of the legal service fees charged by H&W in the

Hopper administration.

7. The experience, reputation, and ability of the lawyer or lawyers performing the
services.

On the estate administration side of this representation, I was the attorney supervising and
participating heavily in the representation. As Exhibit A discloses, I have over forty years of
experience in this general area of law practice, and am a member of professional organizations
(the American College of Trust and Estate Counsel being one) that signify I do have the
experience and reputation of a senior attorney practicing in this area. Mr. Eichman is a senior
attorney with over thirty years of experience in general and fiduciary litigation matters. Ms.
Alford, who assisted on the estate administration issues, also has more than thirty years of
experience in her probate and estate planning practice. The paralegals supporting the

representation all had years of experience before they became involved in the Hopper case.

8. Whether the fee is fixed or contingent on results obtained or uncertainty of
collection before the legal services have been rendered.

This element of the Andersen tests is not relevant to this representation.
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OPINIONS

Based upon the materials I have reviewed, the nature and novelty of this representation, and the

Andersen factors discussed above, my opinions are as follows.

A. The representation of the Administrator in this case is based upon hourly rates of the
professionals involved, and use of hourly rates in my opinion is a fair and reasonable basis upon

which estate administrations legal services should be charged.

B. The hourly rates charged by the professionals involved for the period between April 2010
through May 2016 were fair and reasonable for professionals having the experience of the

professionals involved in this representation.

C. The extent of the services provided was necessary and appropriate, and the hours required

to provide those services were reasonable in amount.

D. The expenses incurred on behalf of the Administrator and charged to the Administrator
were necessarily incurred and reasonable for the nature of the service or product that generated

such expenses.

E. The total billing for services and expenses from April of 2010 through May of 2016 in
the amount of $1,006,171.55 for legal services and $9,466.36 for expenses is fair and reasonable

given the nature and difficulty of this representation.
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I reserve the right to modify or supplement this Report as necessary if given further information

that would require modification or supplementation.

ry tr 'I//lours < //
very tryly , i

Thomas Cantrill
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EXHIBIT A

Resume of Thomas Cantrill

Hunton & Williams

PRACTICES

CONTACT
tcantrill @ hunton.com

Dallas
p 214.468.3311
f214.740.7112

EDUCATION

JD, The University of Texas,
with honors, Order of the Coif,
1973

BBA, Southern Methodist
University, with honors, 1970

BAR ADMISSIONS
Texas

Mr. Cantrill's practice focuses on estate, gift and generation-
skipping tax transfer planning, probate practice, wealth
preservation planning, community property issues, income
taxation of estate and trusts, and fiduciary litigation. He has
been Board Certified in Estate Planning and Probate Law by
the Texas Board of Legal Specialization since 1978.

Relevant Experience
* Represented individuals in the design of wealth transfer
plans, including lifetime and testamentary transfers.

* Represented individuals in the formation and
reorganization of family businesses (corporate,
partnership, and limited liability company) to achieve family
wealth transfer objectives.

* Represented individuals in the design of trusts benefiting
family members.

* Represented individuals in the design of private
philanthropy, including design and implementation of
private foundations and private gift funds with community
foundations.

* Represented individuals and corporate entities as
executors in the administration of decedent's estates and
as frustees in the administration of both lifetime and
testamentary trusts.

e Represented executors and trustees in disputes with the
Internal Revenue Service relating to estate, gift, and
generation-skipping taxation.

 Represented individuals and entities in fiduciary litigation

matters, including suits for alleged breaches of trust and
abuse of discretion.
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* Represented individuals and entities in will and trust
contests and construction and modification actions.

* Represented individuals preparing to marry in the design of
premarital agreements.

Memberships
* Member, American College of Trust and Estate Counsel,
1984-Present

e Member, The International Academy of Estate and Trust
Law, 1990-Present

* Member, American Bar Association
* Member, Dallas County Bar Association
» Texas State Bar Association

e Board Certified, Estate Planning and Probate Law, Texas
Board of Legal Specialization, 1978-Present

Author/Speaker:

e Author, Estate Planning for the Owner of Qil and Gas
Properties; An Overview of Judicial and Legislative
Developments with Planning Considerations, Oil and Gas
Tax Quarterly 26.1 Page: 10, 1977

» Author/Speaker (Partial Listing): Texas State Bar
Advanced Estate Planning Institute, SMU Symposium on
Estate Planning, Texas CPA Foundation, Dallas Estate
Planning Council, Texas International Law Symposium,
Notre Dame Estate Planning Institute, University of Texas
Annual Taxation Conference, Southwestern Legal
Foundation Wills and Probates Institute, North Texas Audit
Staff, IRS Estate and Gift Tax Board

Awards & Recognition
» Selected for inclusion in "Best Lawyers," Best Lawyers in
America in 2000, 2003-2015

¢ Selected for inclusion in "Texas Super Lawyers," Texas
Monthly, 2007-2015

e Listed among the "Best Business Lawyers in Dallas" and

"Best Personal Lawyers in Dallas," D Magazine, 2007-
2011 and 2009, respectively
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e Listed among the "Best Lawyers in Dallas," D Magazine,
2007-2015

° Named a "Five Star Wealth Manager," Texas Monthly,
2010
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EXHIBIT B

Summary of Hunton & Williams LLP Services

Estate Proceeding

1. Temporary Administration
e Opened a temporary administration to sell two securities.
e Filed inventory and closed temporary administration.

2. Independent Administration and Heirship Proceeding
e Conducted thorough search for a Will signed by Mr. Hopper.
e Opened independent administration by agreement of heirs, with JPM
being the agreed independent administrator, which required a
simultaneous heirship proceeding.
e Worked with Ad Litem to verify family history (necessary for heirship
proceeding).

3. General estate administration

e Coordinate with Susan Novak on a host of valuation issues involving
home and tangible personal property where beneficiaries were not in
agreement as to how to secure valuations, or with valuations obtained.

e Participate in process of appraising and selling automobiles where
beneficiaries were not in agreement as to value.

e Assist Susan Novak in finding an expert to appraise and catalogue Mr.
Hopper’s collection of golf clubs and golf club memorabilia.

e Assist Susan Novak in resolving issues relating to appraisal of wine
collection, Mrs. Hopper’s business assets (Flying Needles), art collection,
and other household tangible personal property.

e Dealt with frequent disagreements between Mrs. Hopper and the
Beneficiaries regarding timing of estate distributions, and division and
distribution of art, wine, golf clubs and other household tangible personal
property.

e Address multiple issues involving treatment of homestead property
(Robledo), including issues involving allocation of costs of maintenance,
taxes and insurance, as well as the right to distribute the property without a
partition proceeding.
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Conferences with multiple attorneys, and succeeding attorneys, relating to
management of securities and options, and regarding partial distributions
of assets. This at times required bringing new counsel up to date on the
history of the administration and the Administrator’s position with respect
to issues arising during administration.

Following the appearance of Jim Jennings as counsel for Mrs. Hopper
(June 1, 2011) and Gary Stolbach as counsel for the Beneficiaries (June
24, ,2011) the time committed to disputes involving the Robledo property
and tangible personal property divisions escalated, and forced
participation in multiple court hearings involving resolution of those
issues.

Conveyance of Robledo property to Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries,
subject to Mrs. Hopper’s homestead right.

Conveyance of Lufkin property, wine collection, golf club collection, and
tangible personal property to Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries.

Assist in determining separate and community property classification
issues, including a determination of property that constituted Mrs.
Hopper’s claimed separate property (primarily art and tangible personal
property).

Work with Susan Novak in addressing frequent issues raised by Mrs.
Hopper relating to the exercise of options, and the distribution and re
registration of securities, partnerships and private equity investments.
Work with respect to expense allocations between Mrs. Hopper and the
Beneficiaries, and disputes with Mrs. Hopper as to the degree she is
responsible for expense allocations.

Consideration of and research regarding Mrs. Hopper’s claim for a
widow’s allowance.

4. Inventory Preparation and Accountings

Work with Susan Novak and Henry Etier in the preparation and filing of
an original inventory (June 24, 2011), a first amended inventory (June 29,
2012), and a second amended inventory (November 1, 2013), and a Rule
11 Agreement pertaining to the second amended inventory which required
hundreds of hours of negotiations expended over a period of time in
excess of two years. Mrs. Hopper, and even the estate’s accountant (Sarah
Williamson) resisted providing information necessary to prepare and file
an accurate inventory.

Prepared pleadings and attended hearings seeking to compel Sarah
Williamson to turn over documents and then reviewed several boxes of
documents.

Work with Susan Novak and Henry Etier in the preparation of a Section
149A accounting from January 25, 2010 through May 31, 2012, and a
supplement to that accounting (not yet released).
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5.

Carryover Basis Report
e Mr. Hopper died in 2010 when there was no estate tax, but there was a
requirement to prepare and file a carryover basis report. Again, hundreds
of hours were spent working on the form of this report, and working with
counsel for Mrs. Hopper and the Beneficiaries as to the content of this

report.
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EXHIBIT C
Summary of Hours and Rates Charged

By Hunton & Williams Timekeepers
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Estate of Max D. Hopper - 76995.01

twvoi H Cradits
frwcice oo | oime Timekesper Billing Raw B;[:I: Fess Expenses Fez

Date

Bitled Billed Adjustments
GO13872 05062010 769951 Cantiid 55550 T80 4.234.00
Arita Kitchsl 18385 8.30 1,157.0¢
5.451.00 40820
GO42512 06072010 769951 Cantil 5850 550 3.33350
Arita Mitchel $90.50 350 25400
4.317.50 -
GO2003s (77123010 769951 Cantrill 58500 2150 2,147 50
Arita Mitchall 19050 11.80 226100
1440850 155.14
(973307 O®05/2510 768951 Cantdl 58560 220 124300
Adard 500.00 18.40 8.260.08
9,443.00 55.10
1E6000053 0% 222010 769951 Cantrif 58540 SBO 3IFFEG
Adford 500.60 350 1.780.00
Lurday 7550 .50 185250
6,680.50 5504
11001027 1V 0772040 T6995.1 Cantri 58500 3480 1,88500
Adord 50080 1340 655006
Lemefay i75.00 2.20 EC.LD
8,805.00 j3:3 ]
TE5002243 1T 1VEND  T8995.1 Cantill 5B5.00 450 255500
Aldord 500.00 15.00 750050
10,082.00 1650
TI6D03233 14 DE200 79951 Jantil E85.50 200 113600
1,130.00 -
116004151 0171072011 76995.1 Canbill 55500 1220 6,883.00
Lunday 17500 220 140.00
7,033.00 1.85
116004883 020772011 76995, Cantilt 56500 3200 18,775.06
Lenday 17505 050 8750
18,862.50 37378
118006203 0302011 76995.1 Cantrill 58550 1.30 73450
73450 -
116007418 04082011 769951 Cantl 585443 3480 23350
dord 500.60 3.30 1.650.00
{nzday 17500 210 141786
5,271.00 3000
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Estate of Max D. Hopper - 76995.01

lvoi Ho Cragits
invoice B:::e ot o Timekeeper Bitling Rate Bil;:: Fees Expenges Fee
Bitled Biffed Adj
118008387 05067201t  76995.1 Cantid 57500 14.40 B 10750
HAford 45500 1.00 455.00
Lundsy 190.05 1400 2EED00
11.22250 3700
116000427 06°07/201t  76995.1 Cantdi E7R.00 11.30 6.38250
Aford 38507 [ehrgd] 31850
Lanciay 20000 270 54000
7.241.00 1608
118010442 O7/10201e  78095.1 Cantall 575460 3170 1B,237.50
Lunday 20000 8830 13.280.00
31.457 50 8850 {3,188.75)
118011542 08082011 769951 Cantidt 575.00 38.80 23,180.00
Ezhman 500.00 3580 23780.00
Aiferd 45500 7a0 358450
Linyard 30500 280 #5400
Lesrday 20000 6.00 1.280.00
Wester 185.00 1.80 32200
55.901.50 58.58 {2,545.00)
116012635 0122011 76895.1 Cantil 57500 4630 26,567.50
Eizhrman 80000 455D 2730000
Adford 45503 ZFED 1251250
Linyard 30500 1010 3.080.50
Lundsy 20000 B350 12,700,006
Wester 1B5.50 500 $25.00
B83,02550 11118 {2,683.00)
118014453 10/06/2011  76995.9 Cantil S7B.40 5050 3484500
Eichman 800.00 48.40 20,040.60
Alford 45500 g.40 382200
Linyard 28500 5370 14.22050
Leunday 20000 3500 780000
Wantar §BE.LD 3500 5,385.00
Brumot BOGO 050 40.00
9514250 243125
116015328 112672011 769951 Cantedli 57584 5150 2851250
Eichman 80050 4380 26,180.00
Adbord 5500 17.20 7EIB00
Uinyard 26580 3290 B.71850
HcRenney 23580 480 112800
Lunday 20000 56.30 11.280.00
Wester 18500 2380 4,403.00
Brunot 8000 250 25000
83.308.00 - {2,148.00)
116015781 12242011 76995.1 Canteal 57500 1260 7.245.00
Eichman £00.00 520 3,120.00
KicKennsy 23500 340 TZRED
Lunday 20060 21.30 4,285.00

Estate of Max D. Hopper: Report of Expert, Thomas Cantrill



Estate of Max D. Hopper - 76895.01

. Credits
Invoice !fg:::e Mz Timekeaper Billing Rate gf;;g’ Fess Expenses Fes
! Billed Billed | Adjusiments
15.353.50 5558
1H8017361 G 12012 789951 Cantilll 575.00 1370 B45250
Eirhman 60063 300 1, 800.00
Lurday 200.00 810 122000
Waster 1B5.05 150 28500
3176850 3558
TIEDTTE3 020672012 769951 Cantsll 575.00 3280 13, 11000
Eichman SO0.00 3.:0 188060
Hitert #5500 11,40 508050
20,020.50 26025
116019052 0306/2012 789895.1 Canidll 575.00 14,10 B107 50
Adford N ey 240 1,032.00
Lunday 200040 43.90 878000
17,879.50 288.50
TIB020360 0471272012 789951 Cantil 57500 38.30 2202250
Eichman 80050 850 3.560.00
Attord 4BE.00 47 .00 2%,385.00
Lunday 2080 34.40 B.8B000
Waester i85 50 550 1,017.80
Lelslyre 20583 G.70 14350
54,748.50 42085
TE8021640 0142012 76095, Cantril] 505 00 2830 14,934.50
Eichnan 80000 7.2 432000
Aiford 480.60 0.50 24000
Lunday 21000 18.50 388500
2337350 73824
116022759 0812012 769951 Cantdll 5O5 80 17.80 0,581 .00
Eichman £820.00 550 345250
Afard ABO.GD 12.80 8.144.00
Lunday 21000 1670 2,247 00
Wester 18500 £.20 3800
22,480.50 122.44 (420.00)
118023777 077132012 769951 Cantif 585.00 31.80 iB,445.00
Etchman 828.00 220 1,38380
Lurgiay 240040 45.50 855500
Wastar 10500 020 3800
204280 88306
116024927 081372012 76995, Cantiil 50500 2380 TSRO0
Eichman £§29.60 1.70 1.089.30
Lenday 210.00 190 20000
Westsr 405 00 0.50 g7 50
18,701.80 20684
118026150 0/ 10/2012 76995.% Cantill £95.00 2040 14858950
Eichman §20.60 4.30 270470

Estate of Max D. Hopper: Report of Expert, Thomas Cantrill



Estate of Max D. Hopper -~ 76995.01

Irrecice Hours Credits
Invoice Date s Timekesper Billing Rate Eilled Fees Expenses Fee

Billed Billed Adj

Afford 4800 0.40 192,00
Lryaed 30200 330 1,477.80

16,034.00 14813
116027649 1072002012 769951 Cantr 53500 880 529550
Eichman 82000 4.10 2578400
Unyard 30200 280 g
Wastar 19550 150 22zs

8.852.10 19740
116028228 1171472042 T76995.1 Cantsy 505.00 1030 512850
Eichman 82005 870 5,472.3C
Linyard 30200 g.10 1.842.30

13,443.00 3359
118020477 127192012 76995.1 Cantil 59540 280 1.E85.00
Fichman £29.00 320 201280
Lurday 21050 130 282400
Wastar 19550 ¢.20 /L0

401180 2,376.48

116030223 D1/142013  78895.1 Bowsn B70.00 750 4.275.00
Cantrifl 595.60 70 4,224.50
Eichnan 820050 11,70 7.258.30
Bond 280.00 G.80 6B.00
Linyard 30200 280 84560
Luraday 29000 240 504.00
Waster 195100 210 408,50
17.825.80 3388
VEBO31335 021372013 T6995.3 Cantill 50500 880 528.00
Echonan 825.60 1210 8.238.90
Linyard 302460 18480 581720
Lurelay 24050 1.90 .00
Wastar 19550 510 S24.50
20,438.80 1406
116032218 DY062013  76995.1 Cantdl 58500 18.20 0,825.00
Eichman 520400 18.70 41.782.30
Linyard 30200 2310 878820
Lurtlay 24050 270 E57.00
34,84850 21882
116033085 04102013 78995.9 Cantrill 58500 2370 14,101.50
Eichman 82000 850 5,348.50
Linyard 30208 2110 8,372.20
Lurday 23000 G50 10500
Wastar 195.00 440 858.00
26,783.20 23800
116034200 051572613 768051 Cantrf 81500 2230 13,714,580
Eichman B3040 1.90 1700
Lurdday 22000 1.40 242.00

Estate of Max D. Hopper: Report of Expert, Thomas Cantrill



Estate of Max D. Hopper - 76995.01

_ Ho Cradits
invoice oot | oiMe Timekesper | Billing Rate s'uf: Feos Expenses Fes
Date ! Bitled Billed | A

15,15350 -
116035044 06/07/2013  76995.1 Lanmtsill 81500 520 312800
3,198.00 -
118036213 07/00/2013 769951 Cantill 51500 2650 12,807 50
Esshman £3050 220 138808
13,983.50 -
18037362 081372013 T8995.1 Lantdl 81500 7 .50 18.812.50
Eichman 53085 9.30 525800
Waster 21560 540 1.083.50
23,868.00 750
146036218 OW 122812 789951 Cantrl 1500 8.10 4,581 50
Eichmzn 6530.00 3.10 1.853.00
Waster 21520 230 434.50
7.422.00 2450
118030186 1192013  76995.1 Cantrli 81580 7.50 4,757 .00
Eichman 83060 1.20 7E500
Hdord 40500 1.20 L8400
6,147.00 -
116038053 1170872013 76995.1 Cantrll B1500 250 547350
Eichman 830,00 320 2800
Lurday 220050 8.20 1.804.00
Westar 29500 G50 750
840100 840
1IE0400963 12111/2013  76995.1 Cantll 81550 .50 278750
Exzhman B3040 .80 37800
Lunday 22000 290 £3R.00
Waster 24544 50 1975
3.851.00 6852
TEE051762 0102014 78005.1 Cantil 81500 15,10 11.745.50
Eichman 83050 10.30 6.485.00
Liryard 33000 23370 10.558.00
Lunday 22080 2.3 46200
2870550 12088 {2,795.50}
118040884 02/14/2014  76895.1 Cantdll 5500 &80 388.00
3£9.00 -
148047455 07/112014  78055.1 Cantl 82500 G50 3250
312,50 -
TIEO51115 117142014 769051 Cantill 82500 8.80 4,250.00
Westar 21500 2.90 £823.50

Estate of Max D. Hopper: Report of Expert, Thomas Cantrill



Estate of Max D. Hopper - 76995.01

Estate of Max D. Hopper: Report of Expert, Thomas Cantrill

Tedits
. Invoice . S— Hours
ivoice Tz Timekespar Billing Ra%k Fees Expenses Fae
Date Billed | gieg Billed
187350 - {2,000.00}
16053350 01/2%/2015 76995.1 Cantdl 85000 G50 32800
Eichman 850.00 480 2,830,600
3,315.00 -
$16053746 027112015 7HO95.1 Cants 85000 17 .18 1111500
Eehrran L 330 2,34880
Lumcizy 280 $HR200
18,412.00 330.8%
V16054525 0% 0B/20%5 780995, Cantrill 850.00 230 1,485.00
1.485.00 -
VIEDE5640 041072015 76995.1 Cantii 850.00 11.20 128000
Eichman 850.60 280 182000
HeKennsy 28580 270 2%
Wastar 23500 G50 11750
9.933.00 - {1,850.00)
TI80566T8 05/ 132015 76995.1 Cantrll £850.00 .20 130.00
13600 ~
FIB05T028 0502015 76895.1 Cantrill 85000 240 135500
Eizhman 85000 6.20 13500
1,485.00 -
45058035 O710/2045  76995.1 Cantrl 850.60 .30 18500
195.00 -
TIE050052 081472015 76995.1 Cantril 850.00 020 130,00
13000 -
118050837 09112015  76995.1 Cantrl 550.00 250 4. 8B5.00
Eizhman B850.00 4.00 280000
Waster 23555 1.50 35250
4,837.50 -
TIEOBITEE 1122015 769951 Cantmi 55000 0.50 32500
325.00 -
1160685115 OX282016  76995.1 Cantrill B50.00 220 1.430.0C
{122015)
1,430.00 -
116065116 0252018  76095.1 Cantsill 85050 358 227500
{01/2016) Eichman 850.60 1.10 71500
Adlen 220.05 700 154000
4,530.00 1285



Estate of Max D. Hopper - 76995.01

Credits
" Irvoice - Hours
inveice Cil= Timekesper Billing Raw ” Fees Expenzes Fao
Date Billed Silled Eilled X
FIE065153 0X3V/201E8 780951 Cantill 850.60 280 1.850.00
212018} Eizhman 850.00 13.00 £,450.06
Adsn 22000 280 818.00
Linyard 37500 340 12500
Wester 20800 450 218.00
12,763.00 -
118086650 05/ 20FEEEe  T8995.4 Uants ks 855 ETEE05
{312018) Eichman £5D.00 .20 17 EE0.00
Liryard 37550 2200 B8,280.00
Waster 20400 16.90 222380
33.838.80 -
118066780 O/032046 76995.1 Cantrill 850.60 230 1.455.00
04:2016)
1.485.00 -
V6067435 O&/27/2018  T6995.1 Cantid 65000 200 1,350,060
{05/2016)
1.300.00 -
Grand Jatals 1.023,602.80 9,305.89 {17,630.25)
Fees + Expenses - CreditsiFee Adjustments = 101556844

Estate of Max D. Hopper: Report of Expert, Thomas Cantrill
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