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Jonathan A. Dessaules, State Bar No. 019439 
David E. Wood, State Bar No. 021403 
DESSAULES LAW GROUP 
7243 North 16th Street 
Phoenix, Arizona 85020 
602.274.5400 tel. 
602.274.5401 fax 
jdessaules@dessauleslaw.com 
dwood@dessauleslaw.com  
 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

IN THE SUPERIOR COURT OF ARIZONA 

IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF MARICOPA 
 
 
THOMAS J. GUSICH, an individual, 
 

Plaintiff, 
 
 vs. 
 
SUN CITY GRAND COMMUNITY 
ASSOCIATION, INC., an Arizona 
corporation, 
 

Defendant. 

 
Case No. CV2025-002634 
 
PLAINTIFF’S RESPONSE IN 
OPPOSITION TO DEFENDANT’S 
APPLICATION FOR ATTORNEYS’ 
FEES 
 

(The Honorable Jennifer Ryan-Touhill) 

To try and deter any other member of the Association from challenging 

Association rules and actions, the Association requests that this Court award over 

$353,000 against a retiree, which will financially ruin him. Nothing about that sum 

or result is reasonable, especially when compared to the less than $124,000 expended 

by Plaintiff Tom Gusich for the legal work in this very case. Additional flaws justify 

denying all or most of the requested fees. First, the applicable attorneys’ fees 

provisions do not justify a requested award for the entire litigation because they 

apply only to certain types of actions, and/or are discretionary. Second, the 

Association’s complete turnaround regarding A.R.S. § 33-1813 estops it from relying 

on that statute to demand fees. Third, large portions of the demanded fees are 

Clerk of the Superior Court
*** Electronically Filed ***

L. Martinez, Deputy
8/20/2025 6:06:30 PM

Filing ID 20434782
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unreasonable and excessive by any analysis given, duplicative work by too many 

attorneys, at excessive rates, with excessive time spent on tasks. Fourth, and related 

to the excessive hourly rate sought by the Association, the Association was offered 

insurance coverage up to $400 per hour for an attorney to handle this very litigation. 

Fifth, the application demands $13,000 in fees for excessive time spent on Tom’s 

independent, statutory demand for documents, which is covered by a statute that 

only authorizes copy costs.  

I. TOM FILED ONE CONTRACT CLAIM AND TWO INDEPENDENT, SEPARATE CLAIMS 
CHALLENGING THE LEGALITY OF BOARD ACTIONS. THE ASSOCIATION 
AVOIDED ANY MERITS LITIGATION OF THE LATTER TWO CLAIMS.  
The Association requests that this Court award over $353,000 against a 

retiree, claiming that the entire litigation was a breach of contract case, that Tom 

filed a lawsuit about magic language in voting petitions, and was dilatory. Not true. 

The truth and record reflect that Tom lodged novel legal issues without precedent, 

two of which the Association did not successfully defeat on the merits. 

First, the Association miscasts this litigation to label it frivolous and dilatory. 

While he was a member of the Board of Directors, Tom filed a Complaint seeking 

contractual indemnity pursuant to the governing Bylaws as a stand-alone breach of 

contract claim, and a declaratory judgment finding that the Grand Standards are 

invalid or unenforceable and that he did qualify for indemnification. (Compl. ¶¶41, 

46-49)  

Tom did not voluntarily wait until the eve of a special meeting to file his claims 

challenging the process followed for his removal from the Board of Directors. Rather, 

the Association claimed that it was following and applying the A.R.S. § 33-1813 

petition signature process to recall him from the Board of Directors. Here are 

captures from the attached paper petition and announcement from the Board, both 
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reciting that the Association was applying and following § 33-1813, which requires a 

petition with required signatures.  

 

[Exh.’s A, B]  

The Association announced a February 24 recall election, on February 10th. 

[Exh. B] That provided Tom fourteen days to try and figure out where these alleged 

petitions with 982 signatures were and whether they were legally sufficient. The 

alleged signatures were a mystery. Tom had to learn from other residents that the 

Association was claiming that various emails, regardless of contents or instructions 

to the message senders, were electronic signatures. (App. for Preliminary Injunction, 

at 3, 7-11) That prompted the Amended Complaint and Application for Preliminary 

Injunction challenging noncompliance with A.R.S. § 33-1813.  
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The issue of whether the many different emails received by the Association 

qualify as electronic signatures, adding up to the requisite number under A.R.S. § 33-

1813, has not been examined in Arizona. It is extraordinarily novel. To examine those 

alleged signatures, Tom issued to the Association a statutory demand for documents, 

including the petitions and signatures. [Exh. C] After Tom filed his legal challenges, 

the Association changed tactics, claiming that it does not have to follow A.R.S. § 33-

1813 and could remove a Board member without any petition, signatures, or special 

meeting. (Mot. to Dismiss (“MTD”), at 3, 7-8) Against Tom’s arguments that this 

resulted in abrogation of § 33-1813, this Court agreed and dismissed that claim. The 

issues regarding compliance with § 33-1813 remain unexamined.  

Similarly, the Association did not successfully defend the code of conduct 

labeled the Grand Standards. It evaded any legal examination of them. The 

Association argued that Tom lacked standing. (MTD, at 11) This Court agreed and 

dismissed that claim. That is not a merits-based defense or demonstration of lack of 

merit for Tom’s legal challenge. E.g., Sears v. Hull, 192 Ariz. 65, 68 ¶9 (1998) 

(refusing to consider the merits of the claim based on lack of standing); Arreola v. 

Godinez, 546 F.3d 788, 795 (7th Cir. 2008) (“Standing is a prerequisite to filing suit, 

while the underlying merits of a claim (and the laws governing its resolution) 

determine whether the plaintiff is entitled to relief.”). 

II. THE ASSOCIATION WAS OFFERED INSURANCE COVERAGE UP TO $400 PER 
HOUR TO HANDLE THIS LITIGATION AND REJECTED THAT TO HIRE COUNSEL 
AT THE EXCESSIVE RATES REQUESTED. 
The reasonable rates for this type of litigation are outlined below in Section 

IV. Reflective of those reasonable rates, the Association could have handled this 

litigation at $400 per hour. A member of the Board personally informed Tom that 

the insurance carrier offered to pay for the Association’s legal bills, at a rate of $400 

per hour. [Exh. D] That is consistent with the rates for HOA litigation, including for 
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Tom’s counsel. The Association rejected that request and voluntarily incurred the 

excessive rates of three different counsel that it now requests that this Court award. 

[Id.] This Court should reject those rates, as outlined below and for the basis that 

the Association should not be allowed to run up a bill as it seeks to do against Tom. 

III. THE CITED FEE PROVISIONS DO NOT COMPEL A $353,000 FEE AWARD.  

 The Association claims three separate provisions support an award of over 

$353,000 of attorneys’ fees against a retiree for the entirety of this litigation. None 

do. The Declaration only compels an award of fees for the claim for indemnification. 

Arizona’s statutory provision for fees for contract actions is discretionary, applies 

only to the claim for indemnification, and only authorizes reasonable fees. And the 

Association’s conduct in switching its legal position regarding A.R.S. § 33-1813 

estops it from seeking fees under that provision.   

A. Arizona’s contract fee statute is discretionary as to issuing an 
award and any awarded amount.  

Arizona Revised Statutes § 12-341.01(A) does not mandate or presume an 

award of attorneys’ fees for a contract claim. Associated Indem. Corp. v. Warner, 143 

Ariz. 567, 569 (1985). Section 12-341.01(A) authorizes only a discretionary award of 

“reasonable” attorneys’ fees.  

Section 12-341.01(B) further grants the court discretion to award less than a 

party has paid and authorizes the court to grant a lesser amount unrelated to the fee 

application. “It need not equal or relate to the attorney fees actually paid or 

contracted . . . .” A.R.S. § 12-341.01(B).  

And, as outlined above, Tom filed only a single contract claim regarding 

indemnity, which was resolved on pure legal argument.  
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B. The Association’s belated evasion of A.R.S. § 33-1813 estops its 
reliance on that statute to compel any award of attorneys’ fees.  

The Association’s second claim that an award of reasonable attorneys' fees is 

mandated by A.R.S. § 33-1813 should be rejected on the basis that the Association 

asserted it was conducting a recall election based on that statute, and belatedly took 

the position that it has discretion not to follow that statute. Equitable estoppel bars 

a party “from asserting rights which might have otherwise existed against another 

person who in good faith has relied upon the conduct and as a result of such reliance 

has changed his position for the worse.” E.g., Heltzel v. Mecham Pontiac, 152 Ariz. 

58, 61 (1986). That is the case here. 

The Association successfully evaded the merits of any § 33-1813 challenge 

based on this Court’s adoption of the argument that it does not need to follow that 

statute. (July 9, 2025 Minute Entry, at 8 “[T]he Court need not consider the 

sufficiency of the signatures . . . .”) In contrast, for the removal of Tom from the 

Board, the Association expressly stated that it was proceeding with a special meeting 

pursuant to § 33-1813. [Exh’s A, B] 

Tom relied on the Association’s statements that it was allegedly operating 

pursuant to § 33-1813 and challenged its actions as deficient. Only when litigation 

took place did the Association switch course to claim that it did not have to abide by 

§ 33-1813. Against Tom’s reliance on the Association’s stated procedures and his 

arguments that this result rendered § 33-1813 superfluous and meaningless, this 

Court adopted the Association’s arguments that removing Tom could be done by any 

means compliant with instead, Title 10. The Association is estopped from trying to 

compel fees pursuant to a statute that it told Tom it was relying upon, only to 

successfully switch course to avoid the merits of that legal challenge.  

 Additionally, that statutory provision applies only to a claim for the removal 
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of a Board member, which was only part of this litigation.  

C. The Declaration’s fee provision only applies to the 
indemnification claim. 

 Last, the Association incorrectly tries to label the entire litigation as tied to 

the Declaration (contract) as support for awarding all fees, for every argument and 

every claim. (Fee App., at 4-5) That is wrong. The Declaration compels an award of 

fees only for “an action instituted to enforce any of the provisions contained in the 

Governing Documents.” (Am. Compl. Exh. 1, at 66 (emphasis added)) The vast bulk 

of the litigation did not seek to enforce a governing document. 

Tom acknowledges that the claim for indemnity sought to enforce that 

provision in the governing documents. The other claims, which also were the basis 

for the Application for Temporary Restraining Order and previously set hearing on 

the requested injunction, were challenges to the removal of a board member in 

violation of state statute and adopting a code of conduct that abrogated the fiduciary 

duties of elected board members and was applied unreasonably. Tom was not seeking 

to enforce a provision in the governing documents by challenging his removal or a 

code of conduct.  

Tom challenged his removal from the Board as a violation of Title 33. (Compl. 

¶¶38, 59-64) “This violates Arizona statute . . . .” (Id.) That statute prohibits reliance 

on governing documents, specifically the Bylaws. A.R.S. § 33-1813(A). That does not 

qualify as an action to enforce the governing documents and trigger the fee provision 

in the Declaration.  

The Association stretches the filings to try and shoehorn the independent 

claims into alleged claims to enforce the governing documents and compel their 

monumental fee request. The Association attempts to argue that because the 

ByLaws incorporate all state statutes, this transformed Tom’s express statutory 
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claim into enforcement of the governing documents. (Fee App. at 4:21-26) Not so. 

“[S]tatutes of this state are a part of every contract,” Skaggs Drug Ctr., Inc. v. U. S. 

Time Corp., 101 Ariz. 392, 397 (1966), but that does not transform all statutory 

claims into contract claims as the Association attempts to argue. For example, just 

recently, the Court of Appeals vacated a trial court’s award of fees and finding that 

a claim arose from a homeowners’ association contract. See Whitmer v. Hilton Casitas 

Homeowners Ass’n, 1 CA-CV 22-0202, 2023 WL 315328, at *1 ¶1 (App. Jan. 19, 2023). 

The Court found that the duties litigated all arose solely from statute. Id. ¶11. The 

Court rejected the Association’s request for fees, holding that “even if the Declaration 

served as the factual predicate for Whitmer’s claims, it was not the essential basis of 

those claims.”   

Tom lodged a statutory claim, arguing that the Association could not enforce a 

bylaw provision that contradicted the statute. “Defendant’s argument that it 

complied with Title 10 or the Bylaws, in other words, is a red herring.” (Resp. to Mt. 

to Dismiss, at 10:4-5) 

Tom challenged the code of conduct as unlawful and unreasonable in 

application. That was a challenge to the existence and the Association’s enforcement 

of a governing document. That is the exact opposite of Tom seeking to enforce a 

governing document.  

 The indemnification claim was subject only to the Motion to Dismiss, based on 

non-novel argument and citation. Any award of fees for that claim should not exceed 

an award of fifteen hours of work at the billing rate this Court finds reasonable.  That 

is and was the only claim that is subject to the Declaration’s mandatory fees 

provision.  
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IV. IN WHOLE, AND EXAMINED FOR HOURLIES AND TASKS, $353,000 IS SHOCKING, 
OBVIOUSLY EXCESSIVE, AND NOT REASONABLE.  

The Association relies on two fee statutes that allow awards of “reasonable” 

fees, and the Declaration. Compulsory contractual fee provisions do not authorize 

clearly excessive fee requests. Under either analysis, the request for $353,000 is 

shocking and unwarranted. Tom’s attorneys worked the same case for less than 

$124,000. The hourlies requested are excessive for HOA litigation, and include a 

requested $455 hourly rate for a first-year associate against the $385 rate for 

undersigned counsel whom has over 20 years experience. The tasks were overstaffed 

and included work by three or four attorneys, resulting in requests such as $30,000 

for writing a fee application. The appropriate rate for HOA litigation under any 

analysis, is $400 per hour up to $450 for highly experienced attorneys. 

In evaluating a requested fee award for reasonableness, courts evaluate much 

more beyond the contracted hourly fee rate and hours expended. Courts are not 

bound to find reasonable either the contracted hourly fee or the hours of work 

performed.  

Just as the agreed upon billing rate between the parties may be 
considered unreasonable, likewise, the amount of hours claimed may 
also be unreasonable. If a particular task takes an attorney an 
inordinate amount of time, the losing party ought not be required to pay 
for that time. 

Schweiger v. China Doll Rest., Inc., 138 Ariz. 183, 188 (App. 1983). And courts begin 

their analysis only by consideration of time that is “reasonably expended” on the 

litigation. E.g., Burke v. ASRS, 206 Ariz. 269, 275 ¶19 (App. 2003). 

In analyzing a requested fee award for reasonableness, court also analyze 

many factors, including: 

(1) Whether the unsuccessful party’s claim or defense was meritorious; 

(2) Whether the litigation could have been avoided or settled and the 
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successful party’s efforts were completely superfluous in achieving the 
result; 

(3) Whether assessing fees against the unsuccessful party would cause an 
extreme hardship; 

(4) Whether the successful party prevailed with respect to all of the relief 
sought; 

(5) Whether the legal question presented was novel and whether such claim 
or defense have previously been adjudicated in this jurisdiction; and 

(6) Whether the award would discourage other parties with tenable claims 
or defenses from litigating or defending legitimate contract issues for 
fear of incurring liability for substantial amounts of attorney’s fees. 

Wagenseller v. Scottsdale Mem’l Hosp., 147 Ariz. 370, 394 (1985).  

Courts additionally analyze how litigation was handled, including whether too 

many attorneys worked on matters (overstaffing). Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461 U.S. 

424, 434 (1983) (warning against overstaffing and instructing that courts should 

exclude from the “initial fee calculation hours that were not ‘reasonably expended’”). 

Courts also review the hours expended on specific tasks as part of reasonableness. 

Id.  

 Relatedly, when analyzing a mandatory contractual fee provision, courts will 

not enforce a request that is “obviously excessive.” McDowell Mountain Ranch Cmty. 

Ass’n, Inc. v. Simons, 216 Ariz. 266, 270 ¶18 (App. 2007). Only when the moving 

party’s requested fees are facially reasonable does the opposing party have a burden 

to demonstrate that the requested fees are, instead, clearly excessive. Id. ¶20.  

Courts may find and reject the total request as “clearly excessive” in the 

amount of work performed on tasks, and by comparing the relative work and fees 

expended by the opposing parties. In Talking Rock Land, LLC v. Inscription Canyon 

Ranch, LP, 257 Ariz. 267, 270 ¶13 (App. 2024), the Court of Appeals upheld a trial 

court’s refusal to award a homeowner’s association’s total requested fee award as 
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clearly excessive. The Court of Appeals upheld two separate analyses performed by 

the trial court that apply here. First, it upheld the trial court’s findings that specific 

tasks were excessively performed with no requirement that the trial court identify 

specific time entries as excessive. Id. ¶¶10, 12. Second, the Court of Appeals found 

that a trial court can find a requested fee award “clearly excessive” by comparing the 

opposing party’s expended fees as demonstrative of disproportionality or as contrary 

evidence of the reasonable fee in the community. Id. ¶13. 

A. An award to an attorney already paid a $24,000 monthly 
retainer? Including $13,000, for 26.2 hours’ of .1 time entries, to 
“review” messages? 

Telling of the unreasonable and clearly excessive fee request are the entries 

for attorney Curtis Ekmark. Mr. Ekmark is regularly retained by the Association for 

general legal services and paid $24,000 per month regardless of whether any legal 

tasks are performed. [Exh. C] Thus, there are no such fees incurred that the 

Association is obligated to pay related to this litigation, and the requested $34,000 

for fees from Curtis Ekmark should be rejected. Yet, in spite of already paying 

through a retainer, the Association demands payment of $34,000 for this work, which 

includes unreasonable amounts and excessive task entries. 

Attached at Exhibit F21 are just the .1 time entries for Mr. Ekmark. The 

Association has demanded an award of $12,969 for 26.2 hours’ worth of .1 time 

entries for Mr. Ekmark for review or reading of emails. Where most attorneys write 

off such entries, the Association instead is requesting that this Court impose against 

Tom $12,969 for a compilation of tasks that may only be amounting to a few seconds. 

One entry on November 20, 2024 is particularly telling: “Reviewed email from board 

member regarding mediation outcomes.” The parties never mediated. Here are more 

 
1 The conversion of the Association’s documents into Excel created strikethrough font 
on several entries that is not copied from the originals.  
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illustrations of how these very brief entries, that may be acts conducted in seconds, 

are being used to add up to this, again, request to impose $13,000 against Tom: 

1/26/2025: “Reviewed text from board president and drafted response.” (0.1) 
  
11/13/2024: “Reviewed email from Board Member regarding Tom.” (0.1) 
 
5/22/2025: “Drafted text to litigation counsel regarding hearing and reviewed response.” 
(0.1) 
 
5/22/2025: “Reviewed text from litigation counsel and drafted response regarding 
executive sessions.” (0.1) 
  
5/28/2025: “Reviewed order in Tom’s case” (0.1) 
  
4/29/2025: “Reviewed email to litigation counsel” (0.1) 

[Exh. F2] 

B. $15,000 to provide documents pursuant to a compulsory statute 
that authorizes only copy costs is unsupported, unreasonable, 
and clearly excessive.  

The statutory provisions for homeowners’ association members grant them the 

right to inspect and receive copies of the Association documents. A.R.S. § 33-1805(A). 

That statute authorizes only the charging of copy costs. Id. On March 6, 2025, Tom 

sent a statutory demand for the various Association documents that related to this 

litigation such as petitions, signatures, and emails. [Exh. C]  

Section 33-1805 compelled that document production regardless of the 

litigation. It does not contain any provision for attorneys’ fees. Yet, the fee 

application requests an award of $14,929 for 27 hours spent reviewing documents in 

response to that request, by four separate attorneys. Those entries of time are 

attached at Exhibit F1. There is no legal support for awarding fees for that and it 

must be struck. But the request illustrates the endemic problem with the entire fee 

application. It should not take four attorneys 27 hours to collect and produce 
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documents.  

C. Billing for up to five separate attorneys charging $470 to $620 
per hour for related tasks is unreasonable and clearly excessive.  

In addition to accounting for the correct application and rejection of the cited 

attorneys’ fees provisions, there are three separate grounds for rejecting some or all 

of the requested fees as unreasonable or clearly excessive. First, the hourly rates 

charged are excessive. Second, the tasks were overstaffed with attorneys charging 

those excessive rates. Third, many tasks were excessively worked.   

Courts reviewing the hourly rates review the rate for attorneys in the relevant 

community performing “similar work.” State ex rel. Corbin v. Tocco, 173 Ariz. 587, 

590 (App. 1992). Courts are not bound by contracted attorney hourly rates, and may 

reduce the hourly rate requested upon receipt of a contravening affidavit 

demonstrating the appropriate rate for that work. Additionally, courts faced with 

excessive fee award requests exercise discretion to reduce the hourly rates to those 

agreed to with insurance carriers. Medifast, Inc. v. Minkow, 10-CV-382-CAB (MDD), 

2015 WL 13827934, at *2 (S.D. Cal. Mar. 24, 2015) (“[I]n light of the very large 

amount of hours billed, the court finds it reasonable to award fees at the rates 

Coenen’s counsel billed her insurance carrier, rather than the higher rates counsel 

request.”). 

1. The fee application includes excessive rates for this 
litigation.  

The provided billing entries reflect that the Association contracted to pay 

Ms. Stine and Mr. Roberts $620 per hour, and a 2024 law school graduate $455 per 

hour. The Association included even more, with claims that it agreed to pay separate 

counsel $495 per hour (omitting that he was already paid a monthly retainer) and 
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his associate, a 2020 law school graduate $470 per hour.2  

In contrast, the undersigned counsel, a twenty-plus-year attorney, and 

Jonathan Dessaules, also a twenty-plus-year attorney and the separate owner of this 

firm, charged $385 and $450 per hour, respectively. Work performed by Joe Halow, 

a law school graduate awaiting bar licensure, was billed at $225. [Exh. G] The rates 

charged are consistent with the work performed for HOA law.  Attached at Exhibit 

E is the Declaration of Kevin Harper, an equally experienced law firm partner who 

practices primarily HOA law. He bills at $400 hourly and considers any billing in 

this field by an experienced HOA partner above $500 to be excessive. Equally 

reflective of the reasonable rate, the Association’s carrier offered to cover the legal 

billing at $400 per hour. The Association rejected that and voluntarily sought counsel 

at higher rates. [Exh. D] 

There is a very telling demonstration that the Association’s demanded 

$353,000 fee award is both unreasonable and clearly excessive. Tom’s attorneys 

prepared for the same hearings, oral arguments, and drafting. As demonstrated in 

the attached declarations of undersigned counsel and time entries, this work was 

performed for almost 1/3 the cost, less than $124,000. [Exh. G] This drastic 

disproportionality between charged fees demonstrates that the $353,000 request is 

clearly excessive, and that the billing rates are not reasonable, such that this Court 

should reduce those requested hourly fees for any awarded work (in addition to a 

reduction for the duplication of work). That $124,000 reflects reasonable rates, 

consistent with what the Association could have incurred utilizing its insurance 

coverage. That should be adopted as a cap to the Association’s fee application.  

In fact, without even deducting any of the time spent on tasks that are 

duplicative or not awardable, the entire Quarles & Brady bill would amount to 
 

2 https://www.linkedin.com/in/courtney-pecor-a3401a106/.  
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$196,300 if each attorney’s rates were adjusted to the $400 that the Association’s 

carrier offered to cover. $400 would still be an excessive rate for a first-year associate. 

Thus, correcting for a $325 hourly for Mr. Contrera would bring their entire bill in 

at a total of $184,629.50. 

2. $33,000 to write a fee application? Numerous tasks were 
excessively staffed and billed.   

Examination of the tasks performed demonstrates overstaffing of tasks and 

excessive time expended. This starts with the Association’s fee application itself. 

These are standard filings. Attached at Exhibit F5 are the time and fee entries for 

working on that document. The Association requests $32,908.50 for creating that, 

again, standard document. Four attorneys worked on that document for a total of 

54.3 hours. That is excessive and unreasonable in time expended, staffing, and 

hourly rates, and should be rejected entirely or reduced to no more than $12,000. 

But that request is typical of the problems with the fee application.  

Attached at Exhibit F8 are the application entries demonstrating the billing 

for more than 100 hours of work responding to the requested TRO and Preliminary 

Injunction, by four attorneys, for $62,138.50. That is excessive in time expended, 

staffing, and hourly rates, and should be substantially cut in addition to a rate 

reduction.  

The application includes billing for four attorneys’ generic entries, such as 

attending meetings with each other (“conferring”) for 76.8 hours, and a total of 

$42,316. That duplicative and unexplained work should be cut to no more than 38 

hours at a rate of $400. Reyes v. Bakery & Confectionery Union & Indus. Int’l Pension 

Fund, 281 F. Supp. 3d 833, 854 (N.D. Cal. 2017) (acknowledging that some meetings 

are necessary, but heavily discounting such conferences as “excessive”). 
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The application includes billing for four attorneys to work on the Motion to 

Dismiss and the Reply in support. The entries for that work are attached at Exhibits 

F6 and F7. To the extent that there is any award for that work, the hourly rate for 

Ms. Stine and Mr. Roberts should be reduced to $400 and there should be no award 

to include the additional staffing of Mr. Contrera and Mr. Ekmark as unnecessary.  

B.   The requested fee award would be financially ruinous.  
 As part of review for reasonableness and excessiveness, courts consider 

whether the request would work an extreme hardship on the unsuccessful party. 

Wagenseller, 147 Ariz. at 394. Tom’s financial position, especially compared to the 

Association, heavily supports rejecting the fee request or capping the request at 

$124,000. 

The Association has, at the very least, over $26 million in reserve funds to 

cover unforeseen expenses such as those incurred in this lawsuit. [Exh. D] The 

Association budgets for more than $300,000 to cover professional services. [Id.] In 

contrast, Tom’s assets currently consist of IRA accounts totaling slightly over 

$300,000, a half share on a residence amounting to roughly $325,000 with an 

outstanding mortgage balance of $145,500. [Id.] Tom has an emergency reserve of 

roughly $20,000 in liquid savings for discretionary spending. [Id.] He pulls a 

combined $5,027 from his IRAs and Social Security distributions while incurring 

roughly $3,600 in expenses every month. [Id.] 

Beyond this disparity, the Declaration would work a unique hardship with any 

fee award. The Declaration provides that awarded “attorneys’ fees and costs shall be 

a Benefited Assessment with respect to the Lot(s) involved in the action.” (Am. 

Compl. Exh. 1, at 66) The Association would apply that amount against Tom’s home 

ownership interest. Thus, Tom’s limited home ownership interest would be destroyed 

by granting the Association’s request.  



 
 
   
 
 

 

 

 

 
 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

 

 

 

 

 

17 

V. CONCLUSION. 

 There is only one compulsory fee provision, the Declaration. That applies only 

to the breach of contract claim for indemnification. The proper fee award for that 

work should be $6,000 (15 hours’ work x $400 per hour). This Court should reject the 

Association’s reliance on § 33-1318 based on equitable estoppel and refuse to award 

any fees for the vast bulk of the request, which related to that challenge.  

If this Court awards fees for more of this litigation, there are voluminous 

chunks in the fee request not supported or excessive by several measures. Upon 

review of what is appropriate hourly fees for HOA litigation, the excessive time spent 

on tasks, and the duplicative entries, any fee award for the Association should not 

exceed the $124,000 expended by Tom’s attorneys at the standard community rates, 

for this very litigation.   

DATED this 20th day of August 2025. 

DESSAULES LAW GROUP 

By:  /s/ David E. Wood    
Jonathan A. Dessaules 
David E. Wood 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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ORIGINAL of the foregoing e-filed  
this 20th day of August 2025 with: 
 
Clerk of the Court 
Maricopa County Superior Court 
www.turbocourt.com 
 
COPY of the foregoing document eserved and 
emailed this 20th day of August 2025 to: 
 
Lauren Elliot Stine 
Daniel G. Roberts 
QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
One Renaissance Square 
Two North Central Avenue, Suite 600 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004 
Lauren.Stine@quarles.com  
Daniel.Roberts@quarles.com  
Attorneys for Defendant 
 
 
  /s/ Hilary Narveson    
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As membersin good standing ofThe Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

181.3 , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

PrintName Signature Address CAM #
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

, the Board cf Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM #
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal of er: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name _ Signature Address

: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting forrthe purpose
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-181.3 Lof Boa ember: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purposeof recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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ETITIONTO RECAL D MEMBER, TH
As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address. CAM #
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Remov: : Speci , the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
PrintName Signature Address CAM#
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose

of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 val of Bo ber: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM #
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to ansore Statute 33-

ial , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address CAM #
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As membersin good standing of The Gra nd, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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As membersin good standing The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33
181.3 Re Lof Board Me ecial , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name CAM#
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As members in good standing of The Grend, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

of recalling/removingcurrent bosrdtacdirector member, Thomas Gu

antsame Do
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

181.3 Removal of Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose

of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature. Address CAM #
Suaesse SS DEBYY

ore Ao Ssinaasd esh Le AR»

QE

9. OGVen Susan Me bonp Id 2o4s5 N.Sheder” Mh An” ©

a. sully, Axhirglen eSSay Buel Zoo Conn whips 7
G

JanetPerry Pani Boy tertare Bit §94 P-0e/

5. Louse Kelln Heit [C[o8 Ld Genet OG aset hn.9098319
~ Ua Lalallo ety late

|

1. noeBOAORooter \neee Soe

10.

SU
N

C
ITYG

R
A

N
D

000015



As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Val of ber: Speci eeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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PETITION D MEMBE
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As membersin good standing of the Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute
33-

181.3 , the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purpose
of oving current board of director member, Thomas Gusich. CAM#

Leste Cail:(shaebohact yess
—,

YRISI AARE = tdtinn Grate. 585 oshueg | fe Dre |

Zabh Raga ofaslhOkergnoss Ne DUNO De DIT OX

sDebdoas 5 dorDusSyaor iti Netreil Vista DE SHH

5. K owewo UWjarreoGcts Iyohnwe Lol Deco Wrenot ATT6é-2°?

New Dewees ged Gas GATTO

10.

SU
N
C
ITYG

R
A
N
D
000017



181.3 heetin , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
ember: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose

of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature CAM#Address
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 cial Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3

1.

val of

Signature

ting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name

hhaedKEL OL eywalsh ates“CadA
3.

00 2723
UDRSFS3Tibay but

10.

SU
N
C
ITYG

R
A
N
D
000021



, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 val ber: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand cali special meeting for the purposeof recalling/removingcurrent board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
PrintName “Signature Z Address CAM
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARi) MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-181.3 , the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purpose
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pea
As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to arbond Ste 33-

ial Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Addiess 7
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal fe) mber: Special ting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name signature Address CAM #
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PETITIONTO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICHAs members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purposeof recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature_ Address CAM#
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¤ requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing‘current boardof director member. Thomas Gusich,
Print Name Address CAM#
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizoting, the Board of Directors of The Grand cail a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature _ Address CAM #
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal of Boa mber: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purposeof recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
PrintName Signature Address CAM#
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-g, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
oforcaling/removing current board of directorot eter member Thomas Gusich.
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Ae.membeare ingoodstandingofThesand,bysigningthis oatition, weare.re requestingthet, putuantteArizona.Statute
“ASLBeof recellinnaimovingcurrentboardofdirectormember,ThomasGuaich.
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181.3 eeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Address CAM#
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as GuSICH

AS.members in good standingofthe Grand bysigning this petition, we are requesting that,pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
491.3 Removal of Boara.Member: Special Mee ing, theBoard of Directors ofTheGrand calla special meeting

for thepurpose

ofrecalling/removing otcurrentboardofdirectormomber, ThomasGusich. CAM
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MAS. GUSICH
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PETITIONTO RECALLBOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing ofThe Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-181.3 Re , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
PrintName Signature...» ____Adiaiiess._ CAM #
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As.members.ingoodstanaingorTeCorand, signingthispetition,we are requestingthat, pursuant toAiizona Statute23-
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute
33-181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the
purpose of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM #
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH es
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3Removalof Boar er: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name ? Signature Address |

CAM#
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As members in good standing ofThe Grand, by signing this petition we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-431.3 ecial Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomds Gusich.
Print Name_ Signature Address CAM#OO 74-9290

iwwosepk Nale fe —— 16964 t/ Cleatthe Aurpprat he asx

w
e
e
f
e
e

2.

10.

SU
N
C
ITYG

R
A
N
D
000041



As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal of Board Member:Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recailing/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 ial Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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PETITIONTO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand cali a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
PrintName CAM#
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181.3 , the Board cf Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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As membersin good standing ofThe Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-181.3R val of Boa ember: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand calla Special meeting for the purposeof recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
rint Signature Address CAM#
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As members in good standing ofThe Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Address CAM#
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As members in good standing ofThe Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-181.3R val of mber: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of TheGrand calla special meeting for the purposeof recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Signature Address CAM#
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the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of rcalingremovingecurrentboard oofafcireotor member, Thomas Gusich.Jsinliass CAM #
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PETITIONTO RECALLBOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-181.3 Re esting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
PrintMame Signature Address. CAR#
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As members |

in goo" Standing.of The°Grand by sisigning this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
esting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purposerecalling/removina current board director
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g,the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of ‘ccalling/temovingcurrent board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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As membersin goed standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3RB Lof Boa ember: cial Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address CAM #

Krieczé Cameeen lense (CAG We ereldor Add oF

3£69).CoronadéPudgeDe
3. Lyrawan ‘enon pa ah SA.OK SOA DAA pABSAA peter BooshAbie Newel <toar Dion Salas te 10peti5. Janet thetee. eyLod LO &itm Aeros La Surprise hz.gn fa }

6. nar Rafsutle. Ath = wel op He 24 ya de ine OTP Fe

SU
N

C
ITYG

R
A

N
D

000054



of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thom as Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address
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PETITIONTO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition,we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of TheGrand calla special meeting for the purpose
of recatling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
PrintName Signature Address _ CAM#
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As members jin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition,we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
ating, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purposeof recalling/removingcurrent board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Address. CAM #
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As members in good standing ofTheGrand by algning this petition, we arare requesting thet, pureuant to Arizona Statute 33-

181.3Ramove aeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing currentboard of

f dlrector member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name. Signature Address CAM #
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 ber: Special , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Address CAM# -
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signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

ge Board of Directors of The Grand calla special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing currentt board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Signature Address CAM#
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Remov: :

i esting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature CAM #
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
181.3 Removal eeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute
33-181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the
purpose of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM #
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute
33-181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the
purpose of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
falat NamName Signature _Address CAM#

Pale Laveen Duals S\Ko\ Sane

LbbEy Reh Groot. Baeticeer ly. LAC Mey pe ge COllS FO

3, CAMO AMY hap fas [2065 ye Sheden Deal A CO

4. Gayle Kirker [6456 WeBadger 0° T&ZLEO

Xan Gaey Non
6 AN GELA Keobip vA Cuatla W Emo Dt. Stepti Ae CL/6I6|

bey eknesk ChaoShrub 74 W.dlopselpn De, CO6I SEQ

8. Kettlleev Wacz hitb Tee 15322 Pantrrno Dy unpri se oob45o!
Marcia Giver Ware Lane 4046 Wedimoh Way

79 226 420

9.

DeboratAlthouse Rete (Some? hl Borgata apie]

SU
N

C
ITYG

R
A

N
D

000064



PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute
33-181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the
purpose of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM #
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute
33-181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the
purpose of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich. WyPrint Name Signature Address CAM # y
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-
eeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose

ofeascurrent board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
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As membersin good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

PrintName Signature _ Address CAM #
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PETITION TO RECALL BOARD MEMBER, THOMAS GUSICH
As membersin.good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute
33-181.3 Removal of Board Member: Special Meeting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the
purpose of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.
Print Name Signature Address CAM #
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As members in good standing of The Grand, by signing this petition, we are requesting that, pursuant to Arizona Statute 33-

181.3
: Speci ing, the Board of Directors of The Grand calt a special meeting for the purpose

of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Nan Address CAM #
t Signature_
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181.3 , the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Address CAM #Signature
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181.3 eting, the Board of Directors of The Grand call a special meeting for the purpose
of recalling/removing current board of director member, Thomas Gusich.

Print Name Signature Address CAM#
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Audra Sinclair <audrasplanet@gmail.com>

Important Update: Recall Vote for Board Member
1 message

The Grand Board of Directors <noreply@scgcam.com> Mon, Feb 10, 2025 at 3:31 PM
Reply-To: noreply@livegrandaz.com
To: audrasplanet@gmail.com

Can't read or see images? View this email in a browser.

WEBSITE CALENDAR CLASSIFIEDS CONTACT CAM

2/13/25, 1:17 AM Gmail - Important Update: Recall Vote for Board Member

https://mail.google.com/mail/u/0/?ik=56ac92dccb&view=pt&search=all&permthid=thread-f:1823711382062822863&simpl=msg-f:1823711382062822863 1/5

https://northstar.suncitygrand.com/northstar/campaign/email.jsp?e=Vk1abGJZOUtEWGl5dGJkVzZoOElPdz09
https://livegrandaz.com/web/pages/home
https://mail.google.com/livegrandaz.com/group/pages/clubcalendar
https://livegrandaz.com/web/pages/classifieds
https://livegrandaz.com/group/pages/contact-ask-us


2/13/25, 1:17 AM Gmail - Important Update: Recall Vote for Board Member
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February 10, 2025

Dear Residents,

On Friday, February 7th, a petition from a group of residents was received by CAM
with 1,190 signatures to recall Director Tom Gusich. Legal counsel has confirmed
that more than the minimum of 982 signatures were verified.

State law now requires that we conduct a membership meeting within 30
days of receipt of the petition.

As many of you know, Tom Gusich is the director who has sued the Association. His
suit seeks to invalidate the Board Standards of Behavior that he voted in favor of.
The suit also demands that the Association pay all of his attorney’s fees. If this
recall is successful, most of the lawsuit should become moot because Tom will no
longer be on the Board.

At an Executive Session on Saturday, February 8th, the Board of Directors voted to
take the following actions in accordance with ARS 33-1813 and our governing
documents:

A meeting of the membership will be held on February 24, 2025 at
1:00pm in Sagebrush Ballroom to confirm the results of the recall
vote.
On Wednesday, February 12th, Grand’s vendor, Vote Now, will mail, and email,
notices to all homeowners of record as of February 7th at 4pm, with the
details of how to vote electronically, via phone, or in person at the CAM office
during regular business hours. 
O id d i ll d
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One vote per residence owned is allowed.
Absentee, phone, and electronic voting will commence on Wednesday,
February 12th when you receive your unique ID, and close on Friday,
February 21st at noon. 
Vote Now will tally the votes in anticipation of the February 24th Membership
Meeting.
If you were unable to vote during the window above, paper ballots will be
available at the Membership meeting on February 24th at 1:00pm, upon
presentation of your CAM card, and verification that a vote has not been
received for that residence. 
A minimum of 1,000 votes must be cast for the recall to be valid.
The results of the vote will be announced at the Membership Meeting. 

NEXT STEPS

Watch for the email from Vote Now in your email on file with CAM on
February 12th, and also a mailed letter at your address of record after
February 12th; delivery time will vary. 
Vote using your personal code from Vote Now before noon on February 21st
either electronically, via phone, or via absentee ballot. 
Attend the Membership meeting in person on February 24th at 1:00pm in the
Sagebrush Ballroom to hear the results of the recall vote. 
An announcement will be sent electronically via a Community Update to all
residents directly after the meeting on February 24th. 
Additional information related to this recall can be found on the community
website under Community Updates on the home page once you
login: www.livegrandaz.com

Please address any questions to the General Manager’s office at: administration@
livegrandaz.com

Thank you for your attention to this important matter.

Sincerely,

The Board of Directors

Unsubscribe from all The Grand Community Association eNotifications. 
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David	E.	Wood	
dwood@dessauleslaw.com	
	
7243	North	16th	Street	
Phoenix,	Arizona	85020	
	602.753.3841	

dessaules.com	
	
	

 

March 6, 2025 

VIA EMAIL 
 
Lauren Elliot Stine 
Quarles & Brady, LLP 
(602) 229-5474 
Lauren.Stine@quarles.com 

Re: Gusich/Sun City Grand Community Association, Inc. 

Dear Ms. Stine: 

As you know, we represent Tom Gusich in the legal dispute between himself 
and the Board Majority of the Association. This correspondence serves as a 
demand for records pursuant to A.R.S. § 33-1805. 

Please provide us with the following: 

1. All petitions for the recall; 
2. All alleged signatures to petitions for the recall; 
3. All emails to and from recalltomgusich@gmail.com; 
4. All communications submitted to https://recalltomgusichnow.com/ and 

any responses thereby generated; 
5. All communications submitted to https://tomgusichrecall.com/ and any 

responses thereby generated; and 
6. All ballots and instructions for the recall election. 

Section 33-1805 mandates the production of these records within ten business 
days. Please provide the electronic records in their native, electronic format. If 
the Association determines that there are costs for that production, please let 
us know immediately so we can discuss the costs and payment. We look 
forward to your prompt response. 

Sincerely,  
 
David E. Wood 

mailto:recalltomgusich@gmail.com
https://recalltomgusichnow.com/
https://tomgusichrecall.com/
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Chicago • Denver • Indianapolis • Madison • Milwaukee • Minneapolis • Naples • Phoenix • St. Louis • San Diego • Tampa • Tucson • Washington, D.C. 

Quarles & Brady LLP 
Attorneys at Law 
One Renaissance Square 
Two North Central Avenue 
Suite 600 
Phoenix, Arizona  85004-2322 
602-229-5200 
Fax 602-229-5690 

 

Writer's Direct Dial: 602.229.5200 
E-Mail: lauren.stine@quarles.com 

 

20 March 2025 

VIA EMAIL – DWOOD@DESSAULESLAW.COM 

David E. Wood 
Dessaules Law Group 
7243 North 16th Street 
Phoenix, AZ 85020 
 

Re: Gusich/Sun City Grand Community Association, Inc. 

Dear Mr. Wood: 

Pursuant to A.R.S. § 33-1805, and in response to your letter dated March 6, 2025, Sun City 
Grand Community Association. Inc. produces herewith the documents bates labeled 
SUNCITYGRAND000001 through SUNCITYGRAND001225. The documents are accessible for 
download here: https://quarles.sharefile.com/d-s490148c2e51e4160ac1abd503fe74dbd 

Regards, 
 
 
 

Lauren Elliott Stine 
 
 
 
csw 
Enclosures 
 QB\185596.00001\95341645.1 
 

https://quarles.sharefile.com/d-s490148c2e51e4160ac1abd503fe74dbd
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David	E.	Wood	
dwood@dessauleslaw.com	
	
7243	North	16th	Street	
Phoenix,	Arizona	85020	
	602.753.3841	

dessaules.com	
	
	

 

May 1, 2025 

VIA EMAIL 
 
Lauren Elliot Stine 
QUARLES & BRADY, LLP 
One Renaissance Square  
Two North Central Avenue, Suite 600 
Phoenix, Arizona 85004  
Lauren.Stine@quarles.com  

Re: Gusich/Sun City Grand Community Association, Inc. 

Dear Ms. Stine: 

We write in response to your March 20, 2025, correspondence and production 
of documents. While you provided us with some of the documents we requested, 
there are others we still require. 

We again request that you provide us with the following that were requested 
on March 6, 2025: 

1. All petitions for the recall; and  

2. All ballots and instructions for the recall election. 

Please let us know if the Association’s position is that it produced all petitions 
for the recall. Given the parties’ disagreement, it is critical that the Association 
produce everything it claims was the “petition” that authorized a recall 
election.  

The Association did not produce the ballots and instructions for the actual 
election. 

Given that these items were requested with a statutory response deadline, 
we are asking that they be produced by the end of the day next Wednesday, 
May 7, 2025.  

 



	 –	2	–	 May	1,	2025		

 

We also have an additional demand for records pursuant to A.R.S. § 33-1805. 

1. A roster of all members of the Sun City Grand Community 
Association;  

2. A copy of the tally or notes comprising the tally of alleged 
signatures supporting the petition; and 

3. Any community postings, websites or other publications that 
included the link recalltomgusich@gmail.com. 

Section 33-1805 mandates the production of these records within ten business 
days. Please provide the electronic records in their native, electronic format. If 
the Association determines that there are costs for that production, please let 
us know immediately so we can discuss the costs and payment. We look 
forward to your prompt response. 

Sincerely,  
 
David E. Wood 
 
David E. Wood 
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DECLARATION OF THOMAS J. GUSICH 

I, Thomas J. Gusich, hereby make the following declarations: 

1. I am over the age of 18 years old, competent to testify to the truth of the 

matters contained herein, and attest that the foregoing statements made by me are 

based upon my personal knowledge unless otherwise stated. 

2. I am the named Plaintiff in the action Gusich v. Sun City Grand 
Community Association, Inc., Case No. CV2025-002634. 

3. The case was dismissed due to lack of standing. The Association now 

seeks to have me pay $353,743.85. 

4. The attorneys’ fee and costs award of $353,743.85 requested by the 

Association will seriously and adversely impact me financially. 

5. I currently have an income of $5,027 per month with expenses averaging 

roughly $3,600 per month, leaving me with around $1,427 in discretionary spending 

per month. This income derives from $2,193 withdrawals from retirement accounts 

and $2,834 in social security payments. 

6. I have a half-stake ownership in a residential property valued at roughly 

$650,000 ($325,000). This property has an outstanding mortgage balance of roughly 

$291,000, of which I am liable for half ($145,500). I also have roughly $25,000 in 

credit card debt. 

7. I have slightly over $300,000 combined in my IRA accounts and roughly 

$20,000 in liquid savings for emergencies and discretionary spending. 

8. I first took my seat as a Board Member for the Association on April 1, 

2024. During my stint as a participating Board Member, I learned detailed 

information about the Association’s finances. 

9. I learned that the Association has between $26,000,000 and $35,000,000 

in reserve funds. It has an additional, $383,000 per year it is willing to spend on 

Docusign Envelope ID: E3095CBE-7CF6-4B88-BFE1-1BC4E3D4E03F
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2 

expenses for professional contracts. 

10. The Association has projected as of June 30, 2025, a surplus of $600,000 

vs. budget. 

11. The Association also retains Curtis Ekmark for roughly $24,000 per 

month. This retainer fee costs all hours billed in any month on the Association’s 

behalf. Only when Ekmark’s legal fees exceed the retainer is the Association liable 

for the additional hourly fees that he bills. 

12. I regularly communicate with Ben Serns who is a friend and was a fellow 

Board member. 

13. Ben Serns attended a  February 2025 Board meeting during which the 

board members, excluding myself, discussed hiring outside litigation counsel. 

14. Mr. Serns and the other Board members were informed that the 

insurance provider would cover legal expenses of up to $400 per hour. 

15. Mr. Serns conveyed to me that the Board declined to fund the lawsuit 

through its insurance provider based on the figure above. 

16. Instead, the Board hired Quarles & Brady. 

17. The Association had to pay the difference between the rate billed per 

hour between the rate actually billed and the $400 cap imposed by the insurance 

provider. 

I hereby declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and 

correct. 

EXECUTED on ________________. 
 

             
       THOMAS J. GUSICH 
 

Docusign Envelope ID: E3095CBE-7CF6-4B88-BFE1-1BC4E3D4E03F

8/20/2025
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D E C L A R A T I O N O F K E V I N H A R P E R1

I, Kevin Harper, hereby make the following declarations^

Iam over the age of 18 years old, competent to testify to the truth of the

matters contained herein, and attest that the foregoing statements made by me are

based upon my personal knowledge unless otherwise stated.

Iam an attorney licensed to practice law in Arizona (State Bar No.

019118) and apartner at Harper Hall PLC.

Igraduated from the University of Arizona School of Law in 1998 and

have maintained an active license to practice law in Arizona since 1998. Ialso hold

an active license in Idaho since 1999. My practice focuses primarily on civil litigation,

with substantial experience in homeowners association disputes and other real

estate disputes and litigation.

Iam familiar with the hourly rates charged by civil litigations attorneys

in the State of Arizona and, in particular, with the rates charged by litigators

involved in HOA disputes.

My current hourly rate is $400.00 per hour, and another attorney in my

firm with the same years of practice experience bills at the same hourly rate.

Iprimarily represent property owners and in my experience my rates

are commensurate with the rates charged by other partner-level attorneys on both

sides of such disputes.

2

1 .3

4

5

2 .6

7

3 .8

9

1 0

11

12

4 .13

1 4

15

5 .16

17

6 .18

19

2 0

In my professional opinion based on my knowledge of the legal market

in Arizona, hourly rates in excess of $550.00 for partners are excessive in connection

with HOA and/or other real estate related litigation, and hourly rates in excess of

$300.00 are excessive for ajunior level attorney without several years of practice

7 .2 1

2 2

2 3

2 4

e x p e r i e n c e .2 5

2 6



Ihereby declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and1

c o r r e c t .2
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0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 s 4950 $ 4950 $ 4950 s 49.50 s 4950 s 4950 s 4950 49.50 $ 4950 $ 4950 $ 4950 $ 4950 s 49.50 4440 4949 4949 4949 4940 4940 4949 4949 4949 4949 4949 4940 4940 4940 49-40 4440 4949 4949 49-40 4940 4949 4949 4949 4949 4949 49-40 4940 4949 4940 49-40 49-40 4940 4940 4940 4949 4949 4949 4940 49-40 4949 4940 4940 4949 4949 4-440 4449 4949 4949 4949 4949 4949 4949 4949 4949 4940 4940 4940 4940 4940 4949 4949 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 s 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 Narrative regardilg letter from Torn's attomey. Worked on board code Of conduct ssue. response regardhg Tom. from cortvtunny regardhg Ssues. from board presZent to Tom. from Tom and drafted response to board presZent. ertüi from board presZent to Tom counsel and drafted response and drafted to ertüi from cormwnny and drafted ertui to Tortis attomey regarditg ertüi from omer regardilg Tom.

from board regardhg Tom sun and drafted response. from board and drafted response regardhg Tom meethg at hS from board presZent Tom response. from board regardhg post Tom meethg. Research defartütbn cases. Worked on defartütkjn Ssue. ertüi from board regardhg tyafted ertui to cortvtunny regardhg ngatbn. from board regardhg Tom. ertüi from board regarditg Tonis aseqation Of bes bv ertübvee. from board and pohts regarditg Tom. from board presZent to board reqarditq RevÉwed from board presZent to Tom regarditg from board regardhg Tom. ertüi from board regardhg RevÉwed ertüi from cortvtunny and from Tom reqarditq cortvtunny rranager regarditg response to Tom. Review?ed from board regardhg rebuttal to Torfs Review?ed ertüi from board regardhg conversatbn Tom. Review?ed from board regardhg tom hau and by Tom. Telephone conference cortvtwnny and board regarditg from board presZent regardhg from Tom. Reviewed ertüi from board presZent regardhg tMdütbft. ertüi from board regardhg Tortis aseqations. from board regardhg propct ertüi from cormunny regardhg ertüi from board presZent regardhg dead*te. from board regardhg [REDACTED] and drafted response. RevÉwed from board presZent to Tom regarditg RevÉwed from board regardhg Tom law?sun and drafted response.

RevÉwed text from board presZent and drafted response regardhg regarditg Reviewed ertBi from cormunny regardhg tMdütbft. and regardhg ertüi from board regardhg Tom. ertüi from board regardhg Tortis derands. ertüi from board regardhg response. RevÉwed from board regardhg Tortis refusal to ertüi from board presZent regardhg response. ertüi from board regardhg Of response. Reviewed from board regardhg Review?ed from board regardhg Tom. Review?ed text from board presZent regardhg and drafted resoonse reqard"q Tom. from Tom and drafted response. RevÉwed from board regarditg Tom law?sun and drafted response. from board regardhg Tom. Reviewed ertüi from board regarditg [REDACTED] Tom from board presZent regardhg ertüi from board regardhg regardhg regardhg Tom Ssues from board presZent. Reviewed from board presZent regardhg from Tortis attomev. RevÉwed from board regardhg Tom k tter. ertüi from board presZent regardhg tyafted ertüi to cortvtunny regardhg hteractbn Tom. Reviewed ertüi from board regardhg Tom and [REDACTEDI and drafted resoonse. from board regardhg ertüi from board regardhg Tekphone conference board regardhg Tom RevÉwed from board presZent regardhg law?sun and drafted response. from board regardhg sun. Reviewed ertBi from board

presZent regardilg tMdütbft. ertüi from board presZent regardhg tMdütbft. Reviewed from board regardhg from Tom's attomey. from board presZent regardhg and drafted response and rtüde notes for from cormunny regardhg tMdütbft. from cortvtunny regardhg ssues. regardhg process. Reviewed from board regardhg to Tortis attomey regardhg from Tortis counsel and drafted to cotMWnnv and board oresZent from Toms counsel regardhg Tekphone conference cortvtunny regardhg and town hal. Reviewed from board presZent to board regarditg [REDACTED]. Reviewed code Of conduct Ssue. regarditg fMdütbn. from board presZent regardhg Review?ed from board and drafted response regarditg regardhg and drafted response. Reviewed from opposilg counsel regardhg and drafted response. Telephone conference board presZent regardhg and cortvtunetbn. from board presZent regardhg to Tortis attomey regardhg executwe sessbns. Tekphone conference cormunny rranager regarditg executive sessbrts. from Tom's attomey regardhg executwe sessions and response to Tom's counsel regardhg ertüi from counsel for Tom regardhg ertüi to board presZent and cormunny rranager regarditg 'Mdütbn. from board presZent regardhg ertüi from board presZent regardhg and drafted resoonse. Reviewed from board regardhg Tom.

Reviewed report Of sun Bed by Tom. tyafted ertüi to board presZent and cormunny rranager reqarditq sun Bed bv Tom. T&phone conference cortvtunny regardhg sun bv Tom. T&phone conference cortvtunny rranager regarditg sun. ertüi from board presZent regardhg Tortis su from board presZent and drafted response regarditg and serv?e. from board and drafted response regarditg Tom sun. from board regardhg text from board presZent and drafted response ertui to counsel regardhg ertüi to cortmmny and board presZent regardhg [REDACTED]. regarditg law?sun Bed by Tom. ertüi regardilg servze. regarditg [REDACTED]. Reviewed ertüi from board regardhg [REDACTEDI and notes reqarditq RevÉwed from cormunny regardhg sun. regardhg servze. Reviewed ertüi from cormwnny regardhg messaae oertailtta to kwsun. and updated regardhg ertüi from cortvtunny questions. from board presZent to board regarditg ertüi from board regardhg RevÉwed ertüi from board presZent regardhg from board regardhg sun. Review?ed ertüi from board regarditg sun cormwnetjon. from board presZent regardhg law?sun and rtüde notes regardilg sart?e RevÉwed ertüi from board presZent regardhg Tekphone conference cortvtunny rranager regarditg conference cortvtunny rranager regarditg from counsel for regardhg and drafted

response and drafted ertüi to Tekphone conference cortvtunny rranager regarditg representatBn and conference cortvtunny regardh answer and Reviewed from cortvtwnny rranager and drafted response to ngatbrt counsel. Reviewed from M"atbn counsel regardhg [REDACTED]. Review?ed from cortvtwnny rronager and drafted response regardilg extensbrt and denal Review?ed from cormwnny rranager extensbrt request and drafted response. from cortvtunny regardhg ertüi from counsel regardhg answer. Review?ed from counsel and from tom's attomey and drafted to cortvtwnny from counsel regardhg ertüi from cormunny regardhg ertüi from cormunny regardhg from board regardhg defense and drafted response. from board regardhg recal Tekphone conference cortvtunny regardh recal from counsel and drafted response regarditg postig. from M"atbn counsel regardhg ertüi from board regardhg peMbn. and post regardhg [REDACTED). Reviewed from board regardhg [REDACTEDI. Reviewed ertüi from board regardhg [REDACTEDI. Reviewed from M"atBn counsel regardhg [REDACTED] and drafted response. Reviewed ertüi from cortYtWnny regardhg [REDACTED) and drafted ertüi to ngatbn counsel
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Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 47.00 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 47.00 49.50 EKMARK PECOR LAW DESCRIPTION ertüi from counsel and drafted response regarditg pos&n ertBi regardhg hearitg. Tekphone conference cortvmmny? regardhg to cormunny. from board presZent regardhg Tom update to board. update from counsel. Tekphone conference board presZent regardhg to from board presZent regarditg update to cortvtunny. from board presZent regardhg to cortvtunny. from board regardhg to cortvtunny. from board presZent regardhg to cortvtunny. Tekphone conference board regardhg cotMWnetbn to from cortvtunny to ngatbn counsel. from counsel regardhg records request. from counsel regardhg records ertüi regardhg and drafted response. from cormwnny and drafted response regard*lg Tom from board presZent regardhg tom and and conference cormunny rranager regardhg and drafted ertül to M"atbn counsel regarditg tyafted ertüi to counsel regardhg Tom Ssues. from board presZent and drafted response regardhg [REDACTED). from counsel regardhg rmtbn to from counsel and and drafted response. from board presZent to M"atbn counsel regardhg fülg. from counsel regardhg fütg. from M"atön counsel regardhg fütg. from cormwnny manager regarditg fütg. Telephone conference M"atkyn counsel regarditg rWtutes. ertBi from ngatbrt counsel regarditg ryntbrt. from board presZent regardhg fütg. ertüi and regardhg fütg. from board regarditg de&ratbn.

recau from oppositg counsel regardhg response to rrotbn. pkadhg Bed by Tortis attomey tyafted ertüi to ngatbrt counsel regarditg by Tom. Reviewed from counsel regardhg Tortis and drafted response. from cortvtunny rranager regardhg Tom vote. to counsel. to counsel regardhg GusZh s"nature from M"atön counsel regardhg Tom records request and drafted response. from cortYtWnny rranager regardhg Tealstone and drafted to M"atbn RevÉwed by M"atBn counsel. regardhg Tortis records request. ertüi from ngatBn counsel regardhg recal votes. response from cortYtWnny rranager regardhg recal votes. from cortYtWnny regardhg recal vote Ssue. from counsel regardhg votitg alegatBns rtüde by Tom. from counsel regardhg votitg and drafted response. from cortYtWnny to M"atbn counsel regardhg votitg Ssue rased by Tom. from cortvtunny to ngatbn counsel and vote resuns for heamg. Phone cal regardhg recal Ssues. Tekphone conference cortvmmny? rranager regardhg recal Ssues and Tom Pecor,Courtney Ekrturk,CurtS Pecor,Courtney Eknurk,CurtS Ekrtark,CurtS EkrtBrk, Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS EkrtBrk, Ekrtark,CurtS Ekrtark,CurtS Ekrturk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Ekrtark,CurtS Ekflürk,CurtS Ekrtark,CurtS EkrtBrk, Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS EkrtBrk, Eknurk,CurtS Ekrturk,CurtS Ekrturk,CurtS .1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s 49.50 Tekphone conference counsel regardhg dScovery dspute Tortis attomey. s 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50

49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 from counsel regardhg hearitg exhbås. Tekphone conference M"atBn counsel regardhg exhbås. from counsel regardhg rtütutes and exhbts for hearhg. from Tortis attomey regardhg hearhg. from counsel regardhg preparatBn. rtütutes and to be used at trül. regardhg prep for hearhg. and for hearitg exhbis. from counsel to Tom attomey regardhg productbn. from M"atön counsel regardhg petÄbn. ertüi from ngatbrt counsel regardilg wnness prep and drafted response. from M"atön counsel regardhg sea*lg record. from counsel regardhg from cortvtunny regardhg from counsel and from M"atbn counsel regardilg Tom's under standards and drafted response. regarditg wnness preparatbn and drafted Rev?wed from counsel and rtütute enw from court. Worked on recal anaW?sS for hearhg. from counsel regardhg de&ratbft. from M"atön counsel regardhg expense ertüi from convrunny rranager to ngatbrt counsel regarditg ertBi regarditg rtÜ0tness Ssue. updated de&ratbn. from counsel regardhg exhbå. from ngatbn counsel regardilg exhbdS for ertüi from ngatbrt counsel to fütg by ngatbn counsel. from cortvtunny to M"atbn counsel regardhg regardhg at Tortis horre to quash. and board takhg pohts to prepare for hearitg. and executive sessbn rtütutes to prepare for hearhg. censorsh$ pertaililg to Tom. exhbd to be used at heamg. to cortvtunny regardhg exhbå. from board presZent to M"atbn counsel. text to counsel regardhg hearhg and response. Tekphone conference

M"atbn counsel regardhg executive sessbn Ssues. text from M"atBn counsel and drafted response regardhg executive sessbns. to cortvtunny and response to regardhg trül date. from counsel regardhg hearhg. regarditg Tom notze. tyafted ertüi to ngation counsel regardhg hearitg. from ngatbn counsel regardilg hearitg transa?t. order Tom case. from board presZent and text from Tom and drafted response. Worked on rebuttig rtüde by Tortis attomey ropy Worked response to alegatBns Tortis ropy from counsel and drafted response. from counsel and drafted response regardhg oral from counsel. Tekphone conference board regardhg ru&tg. Tekphone conference M"atBn counsel regardhg fee Tekphone conference M"atBn counsel regardhg fee Worked on fee Tekphone conference cortYtWnny regardhg fee Worked on fee
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?CHDB LAW Atorney/ Orig Ws Paralegal 2 154 159 160 161 165 17S 187 188 192 193 196 191 202 201 210 212 217 218 01/27/2025 Ekrnark, Curtis 01/27/2025 01/27/2025 01/28/2025 01129/2025 01/31/2025 02/6/2025 02/13/2025 02/13/2025 02/13/2025 02/15/2025 02/18/2025 02/19/2025 02/20/2025 Ekrtark, Ekrtark, Ekrtark, Curts Ekrtark, Eknark, Ekrtark, CurtB Ekrtark, Curts Eknark, Eknark, Eknark, Eknark, Eknark, Eknurk, 0.20 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.20 0.60 0.20 0.10 0.10 0.20 0.70 0.20 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.10 0.20 4449 49-40 4949 49-59 99-49 gg-:oo 4449 $- 293--99 $- 49-59 $- 49-59 s 99.00 s 346.50 02/20/2025 Ekmark, Curtis 02/21/2025 Ekmark, Curtis 02/22/2025 Ekmark, Curtis 02/22/2025 Ekmark, Curtis 02/25/2025 Ekmark, Curtis 02/26/2025 Ekmark, Curtis 02/27/2025 Ekmark, Curtis s 99.00 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 $99.00 Narrative Tekphone conference ngatk)n counsel regarditg sun Bed by Tom. ertüi regardhg law?sun by Tom. Reviewed regardhg servze. ertüi regarditg [REDACTED]. Review?ed from cormwnny regardhg messaae oertailita to revSed Statutory and drafted to cormwnnv reqarditq same. Tekphone conference M"atiyn counsel. Reviewed from ngatbn counsel regardhg [REDACTED). RevÉwed from counsel and drafted resoonse and drafted to rronaqer Telephone

conference board presZent and cormwnnv and Tehohone conference proposed response from M"atbrt counsel to opposilg counsel and drafted response. Review?ed from ngatön and from torn's attomey and drafted ertüi to cormwnny Review?ed from M"atBn counsel regardhg conference M"atön counsel regardhg pkaditqs Bed bv opposttq counsel. Tebephone conference M"atkyn counsel and board presZent and cortVtWnny rranager regardilg from ngatbn counsel regarditg hearitg date and conference from counsel and drafted response regardilg postitg. ertBi from M"atbn counsel regardhg Reviewed from counsel regardhg [REDACTED] and drafted response. Reviewed from cortVtWnny regardhg [REDACTED] and drafted ertüi to M"atbn counsel Telephone conference M"atbn counsel reqarditq cal Tom's attomev.
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6/2112025 6/23/2025 6/24/2025 6/25/2025 7/11/2025 Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Ekrtark,Curtis Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Ekrturk, Eknurk, Eknurk,CurtS Ekrturk, Eknurk, Eknurk, Eknurk, Eknurk, Pecor,Courtney Ekrtark,CurtS Ekrturk,CurtB Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk, Eknurk,CurtS Pecor,Courtney Pecor,Courtney Eknurk,CurtS Ekrturk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Ekrturk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Ekrtark,Curtis Ekrtark.Curtis Ekrtark,CurtS Eknark,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Ekrtark.Curtis Ekrtark,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Eknurk,CurtS Ekrtark,Curtis Eknurk,CurtS Ekrtark.Curtis Ekrtark,CurtS Ekrtark.Curtis Ekrtark,CurtS CurtS Ekrtark,CurtS Ekrturk, Eknurk, Eknurk, Ekrturk,CurtS 0.5 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.3 0.2 0.3 2.2 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.3 0.2 0.3 0.7 0.7 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.6 0.1 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.3 0.4 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.1 0.5 0.9 0.2 0.8 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.5 1.6 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.3 0.5 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.2 0.2 0.2 0.1 0.1 0.3 0.1 0.5 0.9 s 247.50 $ 49.50 s 247.50 s 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 49.50 $ 148.50 s 99.00 s 148.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s 1.089.oo s s 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 99.00 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 247.50 148.50 99.00 148.50 329.00 346.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 148.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 297.00 47.00 235.00 49.50 49.50 99.00 99.00 148.50 198.00 396.00 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 99.00 247.50 49.50 s 49.50 s 49.50 s

49.50 148.50 $ 49.50 s 49.50 $ 247.50 $ 445.50 s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s s S s s s s s s 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 396.00 49.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 99.00 247.50 792.00 49.50 49.50 99.00 49.50 49.50 99.00 148.50 247.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 99.00 99.00 99.00 49.50 49.50 148.50 49.50 247.50 445.50 EKMARK PECOR LAW DESCRIPTION response drafted by counsel and tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regardhg regarditg heamg. Telephone conference M"atön Øunsel regardhg hearitg and teiephone conference cormwnny regardilg hearitg and rtüde notes Tekphone conference cortvtwnny regarditg to cormunny. from board presZent regardhg Tom update to board. RevÉwed update from M"atBn counsel. Telephone conference board presZent regardhg to Review?ed from board presZent regardhg update to cormwnny. Review?ed from board presZent regardhg to cormwnny. Review?ed from board regardhg to cormwnny. Review?ed from board presZent regardhg to cormwnny. Review?ed and revaed to cormwnny and to board presZent and cormwnny regardilg sartW from cormunny to M"atBn counsel. Reviewed from counsel regardhg sent conference ngatbn counsel regarditg new evZence and strategy. Telephone conference M"atbn counsel regardhg strategy and sent ertu? to board regarditg ertüi sent to omers and evZence. from counsel regardhg records dS&sure. regardhg kgOtön and drafted response. Reviewed ertüi from cormunny and drafted response regarditg Tom settietMnt. Reviewed from board presZent regardhg tom and and teiephone conference cortvtunny regardhg and drafted to M"atbn counsel regarditg tyafted to counsel regardhg Tom Ssues. from M"atbn counsel regardhg

rmtbn to d SrtÉS. Review?ed rmtön to dSrtÉS and drafted notes and to ngatbrt counsel. Review?ed from M"atBn counsel and and drafted response. Review?ed from board presZent to M"atBn counsel regardilg fülg. from M"atBn counsel regardhg fülg. Reviewed from counsel regardhg fütg. ertüi from cormwnny regarditg fütg. Telephone conference M"atön counsel regarditg rrütutes. RevÉwed from ngatbn counsel regarditg rmtjon. from board presZent regardhg fütg. and regardhg fütg. from board regard"lg and rtütutes and drafted to M"atbn Tekphone conference M"atkyn counsel. from oppositg counsel regardhg response to rrotön. pleadhg Bed by Tortis attomey tyafted ertüi to ngatbrt counsel regarditg pkadhg by Tom. Reviewed from counsel regardhg Tortis pkadhg and drafted response. from cortvtunny regardhg Tom vote. to counsel. Prepared for and cal counsel. anaty?sS Of Tom recal vote and drafted to RevÉwed recau for ngatbn counsel. from counsel and to prepare for cal. Zoom counsel regardhg records request and recal s"natures. Zoom M"atBn counsel to dScuss repw and records request from Tom and hearitg. by M"atbn counsel. regardhg Tortis records request. Zoom counsel to dScuss repw text from M"atBn counsel and and regardhg records RevÉwed ertBi from ngatbrt counsel regardhg vothg rtüde by Tom. from counsel regardhg vothg and drafted response. from cortvtunny to M&atbn counsel regardhg vothg Ssue raSed by Tom. from cortvtunny to M"atbn counsel and attached vote resuns for heamg. Review?ed from ngatön regardhg vote akgatöns by Tom and drafted response and conference M"ation counsel regarditg sarth RevÉwed revsed repw brÉf and conference ngatbn counsel regardhg Phone cal regardhg recal Ssues. and

responded to from regardhg peMBn database and spreadsheet. Telephone conference M"atbn counsel regardhg dScovery dspute Tortis attomey. from M"atBn counsel regardhg hearitg exhbts. Tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regardhg hearitg exhbås and from Tortis attomey and text from ngatBn counsel and drafted response. Tekphone conference M"atön counsel regardhg from opposhg counsel regardhg heamg. Worked on recal Ssue for counsel and tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regarditg sartw from ngatön counsel and text from counsel and tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regarditg recau by Tom. Tekphone conference M"atbrt counsel regarditg exhbts. from counsel regardhg rtütutes and exhbås for hearhg. from Tortis attomey regardhg hearhg. from M"atBn counsel regardhg preparatbn. rtütutes and to be used at trül. regardhg prep for hearhg. and for hearitg from counsel to Tom attomey regardhg productbn. ertüi from M"atBn counsel regardhg petÄBn. Reviewed from counsel regarditg dS&sure and drafted response. from ngatbn counsel and conference ngatbn counsel Rev?wed ertüi from counsel and Est Of and exhbås and tekphone RevÉwed ertBi from ngatbrt counsel regardilg prep and drafted response. from counsel regardhg sea*tg record. from counsel regardhg Reviewed from counsel and from ngatbn counsel and and exhbÄ from Migatbn counsel regardilg Tom's under standards and drafted response. RevÉwed regarditg preparatbn and drafted Tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regardhg exhbås and by opposhg counsel. RevÉwed dSOosed by opposhg counsel for hearhg. from counsel regardhg Reviewed from counsel regardhg expense from cormunny to ngatbn counsel regarditg RevÉwed regarditg rtÜ0tness Ssue.

updated ertüi from M"atBn counsel regardhg exhbå. Reviewed from counsel regarditg exhbts for ertüi from M"atbn counsel to fütg by M"ation counsel. Telephone conference M"atön counsel regardhg hearhg ertüi from M"atbn counsel and revsed response to rmtbn to quash. Reviewed and board takhg pohts to prepare for hearhg. erta? and executwe sessbn rtütutes to prepare for hearilg. Tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regarditg and executive sessbn rtütutes pertaüg to Tom case. Tekphone conference M"atön counsel regardhg oral and and drafted response. Zoom M"atbn counsel and exhbÄ to be used at hearitg. from board presZent to M&atbn counsel. Telephone conference M"atön counsel regardhg hearhg strategy. conference Migatbn counsel regarditg executive sessbn Ssues. regardhg trül date. Tekphone conference board presZent regardhg hearitg. Tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regardhg hearhg. from M"atBn counsel and drafted response regardhg standhg and hderrnny from counsel regardhg hearhg. ertüi regarditg Tom notze. tyafted to counsel regardhg hearhg. RevÉwed from ngatbn counsel regarditg hearitg transa?t. Tekphone conference M"atbn counsel regardhg hearitg Ssues. Tebephone conference board presZent regardhg Tom and attomey fee Ssues. conference board presZent regardilg [REDACTED]. from counsel and drafted response. from counsel and drafted response regardhg oral argurtmt. Wde notes and Tekphone conference M"atBn counsel to prepare for oral from counsel. Telephone conference M"atön counsel and tekphone conference cormunny rronager and drafted update to omers. Review?ed text from ngatön and and court's ru&tg and tekphone conference M"atbrt counsel regarditg and conference board

presZent



?c ITEMIZED OGY FEE Amo!?] Descripåon 2 02/20/25 18 02/20/25 19 26 34 37 40 41 42 46 52 59 64 68 77 78 82 85 81 94 97 98 101 112 113 116 120 125 130 131 134 139 141 143 14S 147 149 156 157 159 160 168 170 178 180 182 183 184 188 189 191 19S 201 204 206 212 216 221 235 267 269 275 276 277 278 279 287 295 302 304 316 334 335 336 338 341 344 351 356 357 370 373 375 378 386 392 393 398 404 405 02/21125 02/24/25 02/25/25 02/26/25 02/26/25 02/27/25 03/05/25 03/06/25 03/07/25 03/07/25 03/07/25 03/10/25 03/11 '25 03/15/25 03/15/25 03/17/25 03/17/25 03/18/25 03/18/25 03/19/25 03/20/25 03/20/25 03/20/25 03/28/25 03/28/25 03/28/25 03/31125 03/31/25 04/03/25 04/03/25 04/07/25 04/08/25 04/08/25 04/08/25 04/08/25 04/09/25 04/09/25 04/14/25 04/14/25 04/14/25 04/14/25 04/15/25 04/15/25 04/15/25 04/24/25 04/25/25 04/28/25 04/28/25 04/29/25 04/30/25 04/30/25 04/30/25 05/02/25 05/05/25 05/05/25 05/05/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/08/25 05/15/25 05/15/25 05/15/25 05/16/25 05/16/25 05/16/25 05/16/25 05/16/25 05/16/25 05/18/25 05/19/25 05/19/25 05/21125 05/23/25 05/23/25 05/23/25 05/28/25 06/03/25 06/04/25 06/12/25 06/16/25 06/16/25 07/11/25 07/11/25 07/17/25 07/21/25 07/21/25 07/23/25 07/28/25 07/28/25 07/30/25 07/30/25 07/30/25 Total A TTY/PARA Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Stite, Lauren E. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. Contrera, H.

Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Contrera. H. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Stile, Lauren E. Stile, Lauren E. Stite, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Sthe, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. Sthe, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Stile, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Stile, Lauren E. Stite, Lauren E. Stite, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Stile, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. Stile, Lauren E. Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner

Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner HOW!?] 0.50 4.00 0.20 0.30 0.30 0.10 0.10 0.50 0.10 0.30 0.40 0.10 0.30 0.90 0.30 0.20 0.20 0.20 0.40 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.20 0.30 0.20 0.10 0.30 3.00 0.30 0.30 0.30 1.00 0.30 0.50 0.30 1.00 0.50 0.30 0.20 0.20 0.20 1.60 0.30 0.20 0.40 0.30 0.20 0.10 0.60 0.70 0.20 0.30 0.40 0.70 0.10 0.20 0.90 0.50 0.80 1.00 0.20 0.50 0.40 0.30 0.90 0.90 0.30 0.40 0.20 0.20 0.30 0.80 0.30 1.10 0.70 0.70 0.60 0.30 0.20 0.40 0.20 0.20 0.10 0.30 0.50 0.50 0.10 0.60 0.30 0.30 0.20 0.30 0.30 0.40 0.40 0.50 0.50 $310.00 $2,480.00 $124.00 $186.00 $186.00 $62.00 $62.00 $310.00 $62.00 $186.00 $182.00 $62.00 $186.00 $409.50 $186.00 $124.00 $124.00 $124.00 $248.00 $124.00 $124.00 $62.00 $124.00 $186.00 $124.00 $45.50 $136.50 $1.860.oo $136.50 $186.00 $186.00 $620.00 $186.00 $227.50 $186.00 $620.00 $310.00 $186.00 $124.00 $91.00 $91.00 $728.00 $186.00 $91.00 $248.00 $186.00 $91.00 $62.00 $273.00 $434.00 $91.00 $186.00 $248.00 $434.00 $62.00 $124.00 $558.00 $310.00 $496.00 $620.00 $124.00 $310.00 $248.00 $186.00 $558.00 $558.00 $186.00 $248.00 $124.00 $124.00 $186.00 $496.00 $186.00 $682.00 $318.50 $434.00 $273.00 $186.00 $124.00 $248.00 $124.00

$124.00 $62.00 $186.00 $310.00 $310.00 $62.00 $372.00 $186.00 $136.50 $124.00 $186.00 $186.00 $248.00 $248.00 $310.00 $310.00 Partk*ate conference cal L. Sthe and representatwes. Begh Of cortvüt and TRO appzatbn (2.0) and conferences and C. re: (2.0). Confer itternaW wntl Stile regardhg strategy for rtütter. Confer hternaO? regardhg Status Of rratter and strategy. StrategQe Sthe regardhg rtütter and next steps. Cal and to counsel regardhg order to show cause heamg. Cormwnetkyns C. Eknurk regardhg [REDACTED] Cal regardhg order to show cause heamg and rehted fok)w up cal wntt C. Ekrtürk. RevÉw from oppositg counsel. Cortvmmk.atöns counsel regardhg request and order to show cause heamg. PartZ?ate htemal strategy regardhg and draftilg to dGrrÉS. Review cormwnetbns. Confer hternaO? regardhg drafthg Of to Intemal kgal team dScussitg rmtbn strategy and Confer J. Contrera regardhg draft rmtbrt to disn?iSS and [REDACTED]. Confer hternaty L. Stile regardhg response to request for from Philtff. CortYtunZ.atkyns D. Roberts re: productbn. Confer regardhg rtatter productbn. RevÉw Statute governhg requests from assoütbns and confer hternaO? wntt L. Stile regarditg same. Coord'tate C. Waners. Confer tekphone regardhg productbn pursuant to statutory request. Confer vu regardhg proposed productbn. Coord'tate production Of to counsel. Confer vo tekphone and regarditg Of Cormwnetbrts C. Ekrtürk&rtt regardhg dÉcussbrts oppositg counsel and rekted

fobow up. Confer 'IternaO? regardhg fildhgs Of Confer htemary regardhg edås and to draftita motion to dSrtÉS. Confer titernaty J. Contrera regardhg revbbns to draft rmtbn to dbl'tÉS. Confer htemary regardhg draft to rmtbrt to dSrtÉs. CormwnZatbns J. and C. Eknurk regarditg hearhg. EkrtBrk regardhg [REDACTED]. Cormwnetkyns C. Eknurk re: rmtbn to dSrtÉS and revse sart?e Confer vu regardhg draft rmtbn to and draft support of the mobon. Meetitg kgal team regardhg next Steps prepamg for dbcovery, upcortütg heamg. and response to for pre&Wtary hWnction. Confer regardhg revabns to support Of to Confer hternary Stite and J. Contrera vo team and vu regardhg: strategy. updatitg draft rmtbrt to dÉrtÉs, dScovery; and response to appkatbn for 'tpnctbn. Partk*ate strategy regardhg pre&Tütary hPrtctbn heamg. Confer vu tekphone and counsel regarditg to dSrtÉS and [REDACTED). Cortvmmk.atkyns regardhg exhbås to cortVüt and rtütutes. Confer hternaO? regardhg strategy and updates to draft dbcovery. Confer htemaey to dScuss draftitg pre&Wtary appbcation response. Work on draft w?rnten dscovery rt'üteruis (1.3) and confer hternarv reqardita (.3). Confer 'Iterna?y wntl Stile regarditg strategy and response to for Confer titernaW to dbcuss strategy. Confer regardhg strategy on response to appEatbn for 'tpnction. Strategy cal Eknark recal peMbn anaty?sg. Confer htemary regardhg case strategy and dScussön regardilg revÉOn to response to appbcation for pre&Wtarv 'tunction.

Confer vü C. Ekrturk regardhg Confer hterna»? to dScuss case and next steps. Strategy dScussöns team regardhg ropy support Of to dÉrtÉs and response to appEatbft for 'tpnctbn. Confer regardhg updated response to appscatbn for 'twnctbn (. 1): to begit draftitg repw support Of rmtion to dSrrÉS I. I i. StrategQe regard*lg repw support Of to dÉrrÉS and response to for pre&Tütary h unction. PartZØate conference cal C. Eknark regarditg fülgs. Prepare for and strategy cal C. Ekrtürk regardilg repw support of rmtbrt to disrtiSS and fobow up. Confer Vü counsel Ekrnark regardhg request sent by Philtff. Confer and counsel to conference cal. Prepare for and partZ?ate teleconference cal Ekrtark frrn regarditg requests, evZence to be used support Of defenses to the appEatbn for hpnctwe and Prepare for and cal C.Eknurk dertünd and preparatbn. Prepare for and partZ@ate conference cal and outsZe general counsel regarditg rtütter, responses to StatutOW reauests and defenses. PartZØate strategy cau w?åh C. Ekrtark and J. and general and Confer vü conference cal outsZe general counsel regarditg draft ropy support Of rmtbn to Coord'tate and expanded r&ted to defenses. Confer v? and C. Eknurk regarditg draft repty support Of rmtbrt to and gathemg Of addåional documents response to statutory request for Confer and tekphone outsZe general counsel regard*lg draft repy support of rmtbn to Confer and teiephone and C.Ekrtark regarditg natter, evZence for response to appbcatbn for

'twnctbrt and heamg for the Strategue regardhg preparatön for hearitg on appscatbn for itpnctbn, response to appkatbn, and Other ssues. CortvmmZ.atkyns counsel regardhg and extensbn. Review Platitiffs Of and exhbås and confer and outsZe general counsel regarditg Confer vu oppositg ØunseI regarditg protected Status of exhbåS contaüg personal Of and OOSSbk to seal. Coord'tate fülg Of wnness and exhbå Confer J. Contrera regardhg preparatbn Of addåbnal peMbn exhbå. Confer vu and tekphone the and regarditg draft and exhbd for heamg on appscatbn for 'tpnctbn and draft response to Cortvtwnk.ate counsel and team regardhg request for 'tspectbn. EvakJate plahtffs exhbns and confer outsZe general counsel regarditg sartW Attend strategy for hearhg on for 'Ipnctm. StrategQe htemaW L. Stile regardhg hearitg on 'tpnctbn and response to response to appEatbn for 'twnctjon. Wethg team to dScuss addåbnal hearitg preparatbn steps. Status Of rtütter and consZer addåbnal tasks. Confer vo and outsZe general counsel regarditg transa?t Of heamq. up tasks and cortYtWnZatBns regardhg heamg and next steps. Confer C. Ekrtark re: hearitg and fok)w up. Confer tekphone (J. '%dtrtün) regarditg heamg and Status Of rtütter. Confer va (J. regardhg rtütter. Work on strategy for upcorWtg hearhgs. Confer hternaty J. Contrera and L. Stite regarditg preparatbn for oral argurtmt hearitg on motion to Strategy cau J. Contrera and D. Roberts regarditg researet addåbrtal nnadnd and fn&lw un

Confer D. Roberts regarditg for Fees and Costs. EvakJate ru&tg on Motön to and confer (.3) C. Ekttürk regarditg fee request and CormwnZations D. Roberts re: fee and supportitg rtütetüb for (.3). Confer D. Roberts researet htO attomeys? fees appbcatbn. Confer C. Ekrtark re: fee 1); confer J. re: fee appÉation tiTütg Confer L. Sthe regardhg revSbns to the fee appEatbn and addåbrtal hgal Review by C. Ekrtark to appbcation for award Of fees and costs. Cortvmmetbns C. Ekrtark re: attomeys? fee appbcatbn contents and r&ted htemal fo%w Confer C. Ekrtark regarditg draft de&tatbn and exhbå thereto. C. re: fee strategy (.3); corrttunetbrts J. re: fee aposcatkyn (.2). Cormwntatbrts D. Roberts re: revSbns to fee a pbcatbn and supportitq exhbås.
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?MIZED CHRONOLOGY OF FEES Amo!?] Descripåon 2 07/15/25 371 07/17/25 372 07/17/25 373 07/18/25 374 07/21/25 376 07/21/25 377 07/21/25 378 07/22/25 380 07/22/25 381 07/22/25 382 07/22/25 383 07/23/25 384 07/23/25 385 07/23/25 386 07/23/25 381 07/24/25 388 07/24/25 389 07/25/25 390 07/28/25 391 07/28/25 392 07/28/25 393 07/29/25 394 07/29/25 396 07/30/25 397 07/30/25 07/30/25 07/30/25 07/30/25 A TTY,PARA Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Sthe, Lauren E. Sthe, Lauren E. Tide Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner 2.50 3.80 0.30 5.90 3.20 0.40 0.20 2.80 0.20 1.10 2.30 3.50 1.40 0.30 2.60 2.80 0.80 0.80 1.90 0.30 0.40 2.60 0.80 0.70 3.30 3.30 0.50 0.50 $1$50.00 $2,356.00 $186.00 $3,658.00 $1,984.00 $248.00 $124.00 $1,736.00 $124.00 $682.00 $1.426.oo $2,170.00 $868.00 $186.00 $1,612.00 $1,736.00 $496.00 $496.00 $1,178.00 $186.00 $248.00 $1,612.00 $496.00 $434.00 $2,046.00 $2,046.00 $310.00 $310.00 Begh drafthg for award Of attomeys? fees and

supportitg de&tatbn (2.1): coorditate htemary regarditg prepamg exhbts for rmtbn for award for attomeys? fees (.4). for attomeys? fees and costs and exhbRS thereto (3.5); confer itternaW Stite reqardita (.3). D. Roberts re: fee and supportig rtütetÉ& for (.3). Conthue draftitg and revSitg for award Of attomeys? fees and COStS and supportitg exhbns. Contme draftitg and revütg for attomeys? fees and costs (2.9); confer htemaW J. Contrera regardilg on ssues rekte to 1.3). and researet addåkynal hfom?otbn rehvant to for attomeys? fees and costs. Confer C. Ekrtark re: fee (.1): confer J. re: fee appÉatbrt titütg and revSe for attomeys? fees and costs. researet r&ted to kgal Ssues raSed by appkatbn for award Of attomeys? fees and costs. Research Ssues r&ted to fee and revSe fee (1.0); evakJate nertüed Of fees and costs, Zentåzatbrt Of prw?ege redactbrts (1.3). Review and revae draft fee and supportitg Perform kgal r&ted to Ssues raised by fee appbcatbn. Confer itterna?y L. Sthe regardhg revSbns to the fee and addåbrtal Revise for Attomeys? Fees and Costs (1.2); revse Stite De&tatbn for the for Attomeys? Fees and Costs (1.4). Conthue and revSitg draft appscatbn for attomeys? fees and costs. Perform addåkynal kgal research r&ted to legal ssues tased for attomeys? fees de&tatbns support Of for award Of attomeys? fees and ØStS. and revse de&tatbns support Of appscatbn for fees and COStS (1.3); and documents provZed by C. Ekrtürk füted to appscatbn for award Of fees and

costs. Cormwnetkyns C. Ekrtark re: attomeys? fee contents and htemal fok)w RevÉw and revse exhbåS to appscatbn for attomeys? fees and costs and exhbns thereto. and revse appscatbn for award Of attomeys? fees and costs. and revse draft for attomeys? fees and costs. and revSe draft de&ratbns support Of for attomeys? fees and COStS and exhbåS thereto. and revse fee nertüed Ekrtürk fees, Stite and supportitg papers for fee appbcatbn. Confer C. Ekrtark re: fee strategy (.3); cormunetbrts J. re: fee aposcation (.2). Cormwnetbrts D. Roberts re: revSbns to fee appscatbn and supportitq exhbåS.
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elephone conference W
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?ITEWZED CHRONOLOGY OF FEES Amo!?] Descripåon 2 59 65 67 70 81 88 92 99 103 104 107 108 10-9 110 114 117 118 119 120 121 124 126 127 129 131 132 133 134 135 136 137 138 140 142 144 146 148 Contrera, H. 18S Contrera, H. 194 Contrera, H. 198 Contrera, H. 199 202 210 211 214 215 219 226 228 232 233 234 237 404 03/07/25 03/07/25 03/10/25 03/11125 03/12/25 03/17/25 03/18/25 03/19/25 03/20/25 03/24/25 03/25/25 03/27/25 03/27/25 03/27/25 03/27/25 03/28/25 03/28/25 03/29/25 03/30/25 03/31/25 03/31/25 03/31/25 04/01/25 04/01/25 04/02/25 04/03/25 04/04/25 04/04/25 04/07/25 04/07/25 04/07/25 04/07/25 04/08/25 04/08/25 04/08/25 04/08/25 04/09/25 04/09/25 04/09/25 04/30/25 05/02/25 05/04/25 05/05/25 05/05/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/08/25 05/08/25 05/08/25 Total A TTY/PARA Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Stile, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Sthe, Lauren E. Sthe, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Sthe, Lauren E. Stile, Lauren E.

Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Roberts, G. Stile, Lauren E. Stite, Lauren E. Contrera, H. Roberts, G. Stite, Lauren E. c Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Assoüte Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner Partner 1.80 0.30 4.20 3.30 1.30 0.60 4.30 1.20 1.50 3.80 2.50 0.50 0.60 0.40 1.00 0.70 0.70 3.40 0.70 0.30 0.20 2.30 1.50 1.50 0.30 1.00 1.50 1.00 0.30 1.00 0.50 1.10 2.10 2.10 0.90 1.40 1.80 0.80 0.80 1.70 3.10 1.60 4.30 4.90 3.30 0.40 2.40 1.60 1.20 1.60 0.50 2.30 0.40 3.00 2.60 2.40 2.20 94.70 $819.00 $186.00 $1,911.00 $1 ,501.50 $591.50 $372.00 $2,666.00 $744.00 $930.00 $2,356.00 $1$50.00 $227.50 $372.00 $248.00 $620.00 $318.50 $434.00 $1,547.00 $318.50 $136.50 $91.00 $1.426.oo $930.00 $930.00 $186.00 $620.00 $930.00 $620.00 $186.00 $620.00 $310.00 $682.00 $955.50 $955.50 $558.00 $868.00 $819.00 $496.00 $496.00 $773.50 $1,410.50 $728.00 $1 ,956.50 $3,038.00 $2,046.00 $248.00 $1.488.oo $992.00 $744.00 $728.00 $310.00 $1.426.oo $248.00 $1.860.oo $1,183.00 $1.488.oo $1364.00 sszsss.so Begh draftitg to Confer hternaO? regardhg draftitg Of to to Conthue to draft rmtbn to Fitaüe to dBrtÉS, conduct proofread and kgal team. Review and revse draft rN)tkyn to dbrtÉS. tyaft and revae rmtön to frst and perform rekted to Contitue

drafthg and revSitg to and perform addåbrtal rekted to saru Contitue drafthg and revSitg to Contitue drafthg and revSitg rmtbn to Contme draftitg and revütg rmtBn to and perform addåbrtal rekted to sartW Of revSed to disrtiss and correspondence concernilg proposed revüns. Perform addåönal Segal researet rüted to defenses tased rmtbn to dSrtÉS. and revse draft rN)tkyn to Work on revSbns to to Revise and draft rmtön to dbrtÉS. Work on rmtön to and r&ted to Proofread and rmtbn to Confer htemary regardhg draft language to rmtbn to dbrtÉS. Review partner revSbns to to dSrtÉS. Revise draft to Review and revse draft rN)tkyn to RevSe to (1.1); regarditg (.4). Work regardhg rmtön to Cortvtwnetöns C. Eknark re: rmtbn to disn?iSS and revse Revse draft to (.6); draft support Of rmtön to dSrrÉS (.6); confer L. Stie regarditg to dSrtÉS and strateav 1.3). Contiue to myrk on rmtbn to and supportitg de&tatbn. Confer vu regardhg draft rmtbn to and draft support of the motion. and revSe draft rN)tBn to and de&tatbn support Of to dbrtÉS. Confer L.Stite regarditg myrk on rmtBn to and supportitg and cormunetbrts Work on rmtbrt to and r&ted cormwnetions Of rmtjon to dSrtÉS and supporthg rtüterü&. Prepare and filaQe for fütg. Review and revSe draft to dSrtÉS, certtete Of good fanh consunation, and supportitq de&ration. Work on rmtbn to dGrtÉS and fital edås to Proof, fhaQe, and coordhate fütg Of rrotbn to dÉrtÉS. and revSe draft to and update Work on filaütlg rmtbn to for fütg and füted

cortVtWnzatbrts. Review and anatyze response to rrotbn to and begil draftig ropy bfÉf. Contitue draftitg repw support Of rmtbn to and fact section Of repw suooort Of rmtion to dSrtÉS. hgal repW support Of rmtön to dSrTÉS concernttg Of nonprom Statutes, hdermny, and recau eh&n. Review and revSe draft kgal Of repw support Of to and perform addåbrtal kaal research r&ted to sarth Contitue draftitg and revbilg repw support Of rmtbrt to dSrtÉS. StrategQe regardhg ropy support Of to dSrrÉS and response to appÉation for 'tpnction. Perform researet r&ted to defense agahst hdermny connection ropy support Of rmtbrt to d&rrÉS. Work on revÉ6rts to fact and sectbns Of repy support Of rtntbrt to dGrtÉS. EvakJate kgal for repy support Of rmtbn to Proofread and revSe draft ropy support Of rmtön to d&rrÉS. Review research r&ted to defense agahst hdermny connectbn repty support Of rmtön to dSrtÉS and perform expanded research rekted to same. and revse draft repw support Of rrotbn to strategy cal D. Roberts and C. Ekrtürk and addåkynal edts to repw support Of mobon to dÉnÉS. Review and revse 'Itroduction, fact, and kgal sectbns Of ropy support Of rmtbn to and evanJate expanded case and StatutOW Conduct fital proofread and Of repw suooort Of rtntion to dSrtÉS. and ücukte filaQed filal revSbrts to draft repy support of rmtion to dBrrÉS and filaüe for fülg. Work on fital edåS to ropy support Of to



!
!
!
!

EXHIBIT!F-7!
!

?EXHIBIT F-7



?C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

 M
A

T
T

E
R

'LE
G

 M
A

T
T

E
R

 D
A

T
E

 4/22/2025 4/23/2025 4/23/2025 4/26/2025 4/26/2025 5/5/2025 5m
2025 5,'7/2025 51712025 5/8/2025 A

T
T

Y
/P

A
R

A
. E

km
ark,C

urtis E
krna C

urtis E
km

a rk, C
urtis E

km
ark,C

urtis E
km

a C
urtis E

km
a rk, C

urtis E
km

ark,C
urtis E

krna , C
urtis E

krna rk, C
urtis , C

urtis E
krrE

 rk, C
urtis E

km
ark,C

urtis E
km

ark,C
urtis H

O
U

R
S

 0.1 0.1 0.1 0.9 2.2 0.7 0.1 0.2 0.8 0.9 0.6 49.50 49.50 49.50 49.50 S
 445.50 s 495.00 s 1,089.00 346.50 49.50 99.00 396.00 445.50 297.00 E

K
M

A
R

K
 P

E
C

O
R

 LA
W

 D
E

S
C

R
IP

T
IO

N
 R

eview
ed em

ail from
 opposing counsel regarding response to m

otion. R
eview

ed pleading filed by T
om

's attorney D
rafted em

ail to counsel regarding pleading filed by T
om

. R
eview

ed em
ail from

 litigation counsel regarding T
om

's pleading and drafted response. R
eview

ed recall S
tatute to w

orked on reply brief. R
eview

ed govem
ing docum

ents for argum
ents in support of reply R

eview
ed response to m

otion to dism
iss filed by T

om
 and drafted Z

oom
 W

ith litigation counsel to discuss reply brief and records request from
 T

om
 and hearing. R

eview
ed pleading filed by litigation counsel. Z

oom
 W

ith litigation counsel to discuss reply brief. R
eview

ed N
P

C
A

 and drafted entail to counsel regard*ng sam
e to use in reply brief. R

eview
ed reply brief and drafted em

ail to counsel. R
eview

ed revised reply brief and telephone conference W
ith Itigation counsel regarding sam

e. LIT
IG

A
T

IO
N

 IT
E

M
? R

E
C

O
R

D
S

 R
E

Q
U

E
S

T
? P

E
T

M
O

N
? G

E
N

E
R

IC
?



?D
ate 04/30/25 05/02/25 05/04/25 05/05/25 05/05/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/06/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/07/25 05/08/25 05/08/25 05/08/25 A

T
T

Y
/P

A
R

A
. C

ontrera, Jack H
. C

ontrera, Jack H
. C

ontrera, Jack H
. C

ontrera, Jack H
. R

oberts, D
aniel G

. R
oberts, D

aniel G
. R

oberts, D
aniel G

. R
oberts, D

aniel G
. S

tine, Lauren E
. S

tine, Lauren E
. C

ontrera, Jack H
. R

oberts, D
aniel G

. R
oberts, D

aniel G
. S

tine, Lauren E
. S

tine, Lauren E
. C

ontrera, Jack H
. R

oberts, D
aniel G

. S
tine, Lauren E

. T
itte A

ssociate A
ssociate A

ssociate A
ssociate P

artner P
artner P

artner P
artner P

artner P
artner A

ssociate P
artner P

artner P
artner P

artner A
ssociate P

artner P
artner A

m
o!?] D

escription C
O

M
M

U
N

IT
Y

 M
A

T
T

E
W

LE
G

A
L v 1.70 3.10 1 .60 4.30 4.90 3.30 0.40 2.40 1 .60 1.20 1 .60 0.50 2.30 0.40 3.00 2.60 2.40 2.20 $773.50 $1,410.50 $728.00 $1,956.50 $3,038.00 $2,046.00 $248.00 $1 ,488.oo $992.00 $744.00 $728.00 $310.00 $1 ,426.oo $248.00 $1,860.00 $1 , 183.00 $1 ,488.oo $1,364.00 R
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DECLARATION OF DAVID E. WOOD 
I, David E. Wood, hereby make the following declarations: 

1. I am one of the attorneys for Plaintiff in this matter and have been 

involved in all aspects of this matter since the drafting of the Amended Complaint. 

2. I have personal knowledge of the legal services rendered by my firm. In 

addition, I have reviewed the itemized invoice that is being submitted as Exhibit 1 

to this Declaration and have personal knowledge of said invoice and the charges 

listed therein.  

3. Exhibit 1 reflects that actual attorneys' fees incurred from our firm's 

inception of the matter up through the date of this Declaration.  

4. Ordinarily, the firm would exercise discretion and billing judgment with 

a number of those time entries by either not billing or reducing before the time was 

finalized to avoid duplication or possibly excessive entries. We also regularly 

eliminate time entries at the higher attorney rates for meetings.  

5. I am a senior attorney at the law firm of Dessaules Law Group and 

graduated law school in 2001 from Arizona State University College of Law. I am a 

former law clerk to the Honorable E. G. Noyes Jr. at the Arizona Court of Appeals 

and the Honorable Rebecca White Berch at the Arizona Supreme Court. I have been 

licensed to practice law in Arizona since 2002. My hourly rate in this matter was 

$385.00. 

6. In addition, Joseph Halow, a 2024 law school graduate and law clerk for 

the firm assisted in this matter. His hourly rate in this matter was $225.00 per hour. 

7. In addition, Jonathan A. Dessaules assisted in this matter. He 

graduated law school in 1997 from the Dickinson School of Law of Pennsylvania 

State University and was licensed to practice law in Pennsylvania and New Jersey 

in 1997. He is a former law clerk to the Honorable Earl Carrol for the District of 
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Arizona. He has been licensed to practice law in the State of Arizona since 1999 and 

was subsequently licensed to practice law in the State of California in 2001. His 

hourly rate in this matter was $450.00 per hour. 

8. Additionally, a paralegal Hilary Narveson also provided material 

assistance in this case. She has considerable experience as a paralegal and normally 

bills at a rate of $240.00 per hour, which is consistent with the prevailing rates for 

paralegals in the legal community. 

9. I am familiar with the reasonable billing rates for legal services 

rendered. In this matter, the rates charged to Plaintiff were reasonable within the 

Arizona legal community for services in this type of matter rendered in light of the 

ability, training, education, and experience of the attorneys.  

10. I have reviewed Exhibit 1 and the electronic records from which they 

were produced. These itemizations were created from billing records that are 

regularly prepared in the course of my firm's business.  

11. As a result of this action, Plaintiff has incurred $123,319.00 in attorneys' 

fees for professional services rendered.  

I hereby declare under the penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and 

correct. 

EXECUTED on ________________. 
 

             
       DAVID E. WOOD 
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?EXHIBIT 1



Date User Description Rate 
(per hr)

Billable 
Time

Billable
Amount

11/19/24 Hilary Narveson Begin draft of Complaint. $240.00 0.3 $72.00

11/20/24 Joseph Halow Continue researching and analyzing claims and causes 
of action. $225.00 1.1 $247.50

11/22/24 Joseph Halow Begin drafting complaint. $225.00 0.8 $180.00

11/25/24 Joseph Halow Meet w/ J. Dessaules and H. Narveson regarding case 
status. $225.00 0.1 $22.50

12/10/24 Jonathan Dessaules Emails with C. Ekmark. $450.00 0.1 $45.00
12/16/24 Joseph Halow Continue drafting complaint. $225.00 3.3 $742.50

12/17/24 Joseph Halow Continue reviewing client file, compiling materials, 
drafting complaint. $225.00 1.8 $405.00

12/18/24 Joseph Halow Case strategy meeting. $225.00 0.1 $22.50
12/30/24 Joseph Halow Continue drafting complaint. $225.00 3.9 $877.50

1/6/25 Joseph Halow Call w/ client to  $225.00 0.2 $45.00

1/9/25 Hilary Narveson Telephone call to client  $240.00 0.1 $24.00

1/10/25 Joseph Halow Follow up on client's $225.00 0.2 $45.00
1/10/25 Hilary Narveson Revise and edit draft of Complaint. $240.00 0.5 $120.00
1/13/25 Hilary Narveson Continue to review, revise and edit complaint. $240.00 1.7 $408.00
1/13/25 Joseph Halow Add finishing touches to draft of complaint. $225.00 0.4 $90.00
1/14/25 Jonathan Dessaules Revise and edit complaint. $450.00 1.6 $720.00

1/15/25 Hilary Narveson
Meet with J. Dessaules and J. Halow and discuss status 
of draft Complaint and the need for additional 
information from client.

$240.00 0.2 $48.00

1/15/25 Joseph Halow
Continue drafting complaint. Gathering evidence to 
support our allegations, and determining what we will 
need in discovery.

$225.00 1.7 $382.50

1/16/25 Joseph Halow Talk with client about revisions to complaint. $225.00 0.6 $135.00

1/19/25 Jonathan Dessaules
Emails with client regarding  

 $450.00 0.2 $90.00

1/20/25 Joseph Halow Talk with client about  $225.00 0.7 $157.50

1/21/25 Joseph Halow Discuss . Strategize 
finishing touches on complaint. $225.00 0.2 $45.00

1/21/25 Hilary Narveson Review, revise and edit draft of Complaint and gather 
exhibits thereto. $240.00 1.1 $264.00

1/22/25 Hilary Narveson Revise and finalize Complaint; gather exhibits and draft 
Certificate of Compulsory Arbitration for filing. $240.00 0.6 $144.00

1/23/25 Hilary Narveson

Review and analyze conformed copies of Complaint, 
Certificate of Compulsory Arbitration and issued 
Summons; update docket with service deadline and 
email J. Dessaules and J. Halow regarding service; email 
client regarding service address and send out same for 
service.

$240.00 0.3 $72.00

1/27/25 Jonathan Dessaules Emails with Curtis regarding service. $450.00 0.1 $45.00

1/27/25 Joseph Halow

Phone call regarding  
 $225.00 0.2 $45.00

1/29/25 Joseph Halow
Phone call with client regarding  

 $225.00 0.3 $67.50

1/29/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and analyze various mediators availability for 
mediation and discuss same with J. Dessaules and J. 
Halow.

$240.00 0.3 $72.00

1/30/25 Jonathan Dessaules Emails with client regarding  $450.00 0.2 $90.00

2/3/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with Tom $225.00 0.2 $45.00

REDACTED



Date User Description Rate 
(per hr)

Billable 
Time

Billable
Amount

2/4/25 Joseph Halow
Review materials provided by client. Determine next 
steps and strategize motion for summary judgement on 
issue of indemnification.

$225.00 0.2 $45.00

2/6/25 Joseph Halow
Discuss next steps in the case, strategy surrounding 
answer deadline, Temporary Restraining Order seeking 
to stall enforcement of the Grand Standards.

$225.00 0.3 $67.50

2/7/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with client. $225.00 0.3 $67.50
2/10/25 Joseph Halow Call client to follow up with earlier missed call. $225.00 0.3 $67.50

2/11/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and compare various mediators availability for 
March mediation and refer to Firm's availability; email to 
J. Dessaules and J. Halow regarding same.

$240.00 0.6 $144.00

2/11/25 Hilary Narveson Telephone call with client regarding  $240.00 0.2 $48.00

2/12/25 Hilary Narveson  $240.00 0.2 $48.00

2/13/25 Joseph Halow Phone calls with client, draft application for TRO. $225.00 7.5 $1,687.50

2/13/25 Hilary Narveson

Begin drafting Application and Memorandum for 
Temporary Restraining Order, proposed Temporary 
Restraining Order, Application for Order to Show Cause, 
and proposed Order; email same to J. Halow for further 
revisions.

$240.00 0.6 $144.00

2/13/25 Jonathan Dessaules Review email regarding complaint from Ted Grove. $450.00 0.1 $45.00

2/13/25 Hilary Narveson
Meet with J. Dessaules and J. Halow and discuss the 
need to file temporary restraining order documents and 
potential default.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00

2/14/25 Hilary Narveson
Review, revise, edit and format the Memorandum in 
Support of Temporary Restraining Order and email to J. 
Halow for further revisions.

$240.00 0.5 $120.00

2/15/25 Joseph Halow Continue drafting Application for Temporary Restraining 
Order. $225.00 0.4 $90.00

2/16/25 Joseph Halow Finish drafting TRO. $225.00 2.2 $495.00
2/16/25 Jonathan Dessaules Work on TRO and preliminary injunction application. $450.00 1.5 $675.00
2/17/25 Jonathan Dessaules Revise and edit application for TRO/PI. $450.00 4.3 $1,935.00

2/17/25 Jonathan Dessaules Emails with client regarding  $450.00 0.2 $90.00

2/18/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and analyze Client's emails concerning  

and prepare list of potential witnesses or 
declarants and discuss with J. Halow.

$240.00 0.9 $216.00

2/18/25 Hilary Narveson Begin draft of Amended Complaint. $240.00 0.3 $72.00

2/18/25 Hilary Narveson Begin draft of Declaration of Client and Declaration for L. 
Myrick. $240.00 0.5 $120.00

2/18/25 Hilary Narveson
Discuss updates and procedures for filing the amended 
complaint and the temporary restraining documents with 
J. Halow.

$240.00 0.3 $72.00

2/18/25 David Wood
Reviewed current draft of the application for temporary 
restraining order and outlined arguments to add, rewrite, 
and reorganize.

$385.00 1 $385.00

2/19/25 Joseph Halow

Finalize temporary restraining order, preparing it to 
potentially serve as application for preliminary injunction, 
and coordinating it with amended complaint; prepare, 
edit, and finalize other relevant filing documents.

$225.00 9.7 $2,182.50

2/19/25 David Wood

Revised and rewrote sections of the application for 
temporary restraining order and looked up for reference 
sections of the nonprofit statutes. Left comments for 
discussion with team.

$385.00 2 $770.00

2/19/25 David Wood
Meeting with J. Hallow and H. Narveson to discuss 
necessary declarations for application and timing of 
drafts and filing.

$385.00 0.2 $77.00

REDACTED



Date User Description Rate 
(per hr)

Billable 
Time

Billable
Amount

2/19/25 Hilary Narveson
Discuss plan of action for temporary restraining order 
papers and amended complaint filings with D. Wood 
and J. Halow.

$240.00 0.3 $72.00

2/19/25 Hilary Narveson Begin draft of new declaration for potential witness per 
client email. $240.00 0.2 $48.00

2/19/25 Hilary Narveson
Review, revise and edit Application and Memorandum 
for Temporary Restraining Order and emails with J. 
Dessaules, D. Wood, and J. Halow regarding same.

$240.00 1.1 $264.00

2/19/25 David Wood

Continued writing, editing, and rewriting application for 
temporary restraining order and preliminary injunction, 
proposed order to show cause, and application for order 
to show cause. (6) Meetings and discussions with J. 
Hallow and H. Narveson and J. Dessaules to review 
filings, plan, and ability to get court hearing before 
Monday. (2)

$385.00 8 $3,080.00

2/20/25 David Wood
Rewrote application for order to show cause, prayer for 
relief in amended complaint, and application for 
preliminary injunction.

$385.00 1 $385.00

2/20/25 Joseph Halow Work on TRO proposed order. $225.00 0.3 $67.50

2/20/25 Hilary Narveson Review, revise and edit Amended Complaint; gather and 
prepare exhibits thereto and file the same. $240.00 1.5 $360.00

2/20/25 Sara Bryant Revise Motion to Exceed Page Limitation (0.2); Draft 
Proposed Order in connection to the same (0.2). $150.00 0.5 $75.00

2/20/25 Lisa Lopez

Review Application for Order to Show Cause; proposed 
Order and Temporary Restraining Order; and draft 
Motion to Exceed Page Limitation; and confer with H. 
Narveson and S. Bryant regarding same.

$185.00 0.7 $129.50

2/20/25 Hilary Narveson

Review, revise, finalize and file the Application and 
Memorandum in Support of Temporary Restraining 
Order, exhibits thereto, proposed order, Application for 
Order to Show Cause and proposed Order, and Motion 
to Exceed Page Limitation and proposed Order.

$240.00 3.1 $744.00

2/20/25 David Wood
Multiple meetings with J. Dessaules and H. Narveson to 
coordinate the filings. (.5) Reviewed and edited final 
filings and draft orders. (1)

$385.00 1.5 $577.50

2/21/25 David Wood Reviewed court entry of return hearing date after the 
election. Emailed J. Dessaules. $385.00 0.2 $77.00

2/24/25 Hilary Narveson Email client with information on scheduled order to 
show cause and with a copy of the order. $240.00 0.1 $24.00

2/25/25 Hilary Narveson
Discuss service of Order to Show Cause and documents 
on counsel for Defendant with J. Dessaules and D. 
Wood; email opposing counsel with all documents.

$240.00 0.2 $48.00

2/27/25 Lisa Lopez

Receipt and review Court's Minute regarding signed 
Order granting Motion to Exceed Page Limitation; review 
Court Docket and download Order; and distribute to 
team.

$185.00 0.2 $37.00

2/27/25 David Wood

Call with defense counsel about next week's return 
hearing, possible agreement to a preliminary injunction 
hearing date and disclosures of documents for the 
same.

$385.00 0.2 $77.00

3/3/25 Joseph Halow Review emails, client file, pleadings and other 
communications. $225.00 0.4 $90.00

3/4/25 Joseph Halow
Discuss next steps with David Wood. Proposal for 
moving case forward, discovering additional documents 
regarding recall.

$225.00 0.3 $67.50

3/4/25 Hilary Narveson

Email to J. Dessaules, D. Wood and J. Halow regarding 
upcoming hearing and rescheduling the same; meet and 
discuss same with J. Halow and potential need to 
prepare stipulation.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00

3/5/25 Hilary Narveson Meet with J. Halow and discuss the upcoming hearing 
and our next steps; email to team regarding same. $240.00 0.1 $24.00

REDACTED



Date User Description Rate 
(per hr)

Billable 
Time

Billable
Amount

3/5/25 Joseph Halow

Phone call with client regarding  
 

 $225.00 0.7 $157.50

3/6/25 Joseph Halow
Confer with David Wood and Jon Dessaules about 
Friday hearing, scope of records request, plans for the 
case moving forward.

$225.00 0.4 $90.00

3/6/25 Joseph Halow Draft demand letter for recall record production. $225.00 0.6 $135.00
3/6/25 Jonathan Dessaules Review response to OSC. $450.00 0.3 $135.00

3/6/25 David Wood Meeting with J. Dessaules and J. Halow to plan for the 
return hearing. $385.00 0.1 $38.50

3/6/25 David Wood Wrote email to defense counsel with more details and 
proposed timelines for a preliminary injunction hearing. $385.00 0.1 $38.50

3/6/25 David Wood Revised letter making statutory demand for records from 
the HOA. Emailed to defense counsel. $385.00 0.3 $115.50

3/7/25 David Wood Prepare and outline for argument at return hearing. $385.00 1.2 $462.00
3/7/25 Joseph Halow OSC preparation and hearing. $225.00 1.5 $337.50

3/7/25 Lisa Lopez
Receipt and review Response to Application for Order to 
Show Cause; confer with D. Wood regarding same; and 
telephone call to Court regarding TRO hearing delay.

$185.00 0.3 $55.50

3/7/25 Hilary Narveson Review and analyze document request letter form D. 
Wood and update docket with Association deadline. $240.00 0.1 $24.00

3/7/25 Hilary Narveson Emails with client regarding order to show cause 
hearing. $240.00 0.1 $24.00

3/7/25 David Wood Attended and argued at TRO return hearing. $385.00 0.3 $115.50

3/7/25 David Wood
Meeting with J. Dessaules and J. Hallow regarding TRO 
return hearing and how best to obtain discovery and 
when to issue demands.

$385.00 0.1 $38.50

3/7/25 David Wood
Phone call with client and J. Hallow  

 $385.00 0.2 $77.00

3/10/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with Tom. $225.00 0.2 $45.00
3/11/25 Joseph Halow Discuss/strategize motion for summary judgment $225.00 0.1 $22.50

3/13/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and analyze the Court's recent minute entry 
scheduling the evidentiary hearing and update docket 
with all relevant deadlines.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00

3/18/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and analyze email from Opposing Counsel; draft 
Verification to Amended Complaint and circulate to D. 
Wood for consideration; email same to client.

$240.00 0.5 $120.00

3/18/25 Hilary Narveson Draft Notice of Filing Verification and email to D. Wood 
for approval; finalize and file the same. $240.00 0.4 $96.00

3/21/25 Joseph Halow Review Defendant's document production. $225.00 1.4 $315.00

3/21/25 David Wood

Reviewed documents disclosed by the HOA to do a 
rough count of what they relied upon for signatures to a 
petition and how many signatures the HOA obtained, by 
their actions.

$385.00 0.6 $231.00

3/24/25 Joseph Halow Review voicemail from client, review materials received in 
Defendant's document production, and follow up. $225.00 1.6 $360.00

3/24/25 Hilary Narveson
Discuss email vote documents with D. Wood and begin 
spreadsheet regarding same; review and compare 
information on spreadsheet with emails.

$240.00 0.7 $168.00

3/24/25 David Wood

Call with client and J. Hallow  

 $385.00 1 $385.00

3/24/25 David Wood
Made a chart of electronic signatures requirements and 
allowances for comparison with Title 33 Petition 
requirements.

$385.00 0.3 $115.50

3/24/25 David Wood Reviewed complaint and CC&R's in preparation for 
phone call with client. $385.00 0.2 $77.00

REDACTED



Date User Description Rate 
(per hr)

Billable 
Time

Billable
Amount

3/26/25 Joseph Halow Discuss next steps, legal outline and arguments, 
potential motion for summary judgment. $225.00 0.1 $22.50

3/26/25 Hilary Narveson Review and analyze email votes produced by 
Association and update spreadsheet. $240.00 1.2 $288.00

3/27/25 Joseph Halow Outline legal argument for potential MSJ. $225.00 0.7 $157.50

4/1/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with client to discuss strategy moving 
forward. $225.00 0.5 $112.50

4/1/25 David Wood
Call with J. Hallow and client  

$385.00 0.5 $192.50

4/1/25 David Wood

 
egal 

research for qualified immunity and absolute immunity 
for various types of speech. (.2)

$385.00 0.9 $346.50

4/1/25 Hilary Narveson Continue to review and analyze email votes and update 
spreadsheet; send same to D. Wood and J. Halow. $240.00 1.9 $456.00

4/10/25 Jonathan Dessaules Preliminary review and analysis of defendant’s motion to 
dismiss. $450.00 0.7 $315.00

4/10/25 Joseph Halow Review opposing party's motion to dismiss. $225.00 0.7 $157.50

4/10/25 David Wood Meeting with J. Dessaules and J. Hallow to plan for the 
response and materials to request for the hearing. $385.00 0.2 $77.00

4/11/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with client  $225.00 0.2 $45.00

4/14/25 Joseph Halow Research and begin drafting response to motion to 
dismiss. $225.00 1.3 $292.50

4/15/25 Joseph Halow Continue drafting response to motion to dismiss. $225.00 7.2 $1,620.00
4/16/25 Joseph Halow Continue to draft response to motion to dismiss/mpsj. $225.00 7.7 $1,732.50

4/16/25 David Wood

Call with J. Hallow and client  

 $385.00 0.3 $115.50

4/16/25 David Wood Meeting with J. Hallow to review substance of the 
motion to dismiss and arguments in response. $385.00 0.2 $77.00

4/17/25 Joseph Halow Continue working on response to motion to dismiss. $225.00 6.3 $1,417.50

4/18/25 David Wood Begin reviewing and revising response to motion to 
dismiss. $385.00 0.7 $269.50

4/22/25 David Wood Wrote and sent instructions to J. Hallow for continued 
drafting needs for motion for partial summary judgment. $385.00 0.2 $77.00

4/23/25 Joseph Halow Compile independant statement of facts for MSJ. $225.00 7 $1,575.00

4/23/25 Hilary Narveson

Discuss status of response to motion to dismiss, 
extension thereto, and combined motion for partial 
summary judgment with J. Halow and D. Wood; 
research Judge's protocols and procedures and circulate 
same to attorneys.

$240.00 0.5 $120.00

4/23/25 Hilary Narveson
Begin draft of Notice of Extension to File Response to 
Motion to Dismiss and send to attorneys for 
consideration; finalize and file the same.

$240.00 0.5 $120.00

4/24/25 Joseph Halow Work on synthesizing arguments for response to motion 
to dismiss. $225.00 4.1 $922.50

4/24/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and analyze email from J. Halow regarding 
response to motion to dismiss and discuss same with 
him and D. Wood.

$240.00 0.2 $48.00

4/24/25 David Wood

Continued writing response to motion to dismiss. Legal 
research for rules allowing extrinsic materials in motion 
to dismiss based on jurisdiction, limitations to that 
exception, and general motion to dismiss standards. 
Reviewed and incorporated grand standards into 
response outlining how they were speech inhibiting 
provisions.

$385.00 9 $3,465.00
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4/25/25 Joseph Halow
Phone call with client 

 $225.00 2.3 $517.50

4/25/25 Jonathan Dessaules Revise and edit response to motion to dismiss. $450.00 6.7 $3,015.00

4/25/25 Hilary Narveson
Discuss status of Response to Motion to Dismiss with 
J. Halow and D. Wood; review draft and discuss same 
with L. Lopez.

$240.00 0.3 $72.00

4/25/25 David Wood

Reviewed J. Dessaules's edits and included new 
definitions and links to definitions in the draft. Located 
record citations and incorporated into the draft.  $385.00 3.2 $1,232.00

4/25/25 Lisa Lopez

Review and revise Response to Motion to Dismiss; 
confer with D. Wood and H. Narveson regarding 
finalizing same; finalize and file Response to Motion to 
Dismiss; email to opposing counsel; and update 
calendar accordingly.

$185.00 0.8 $148.00

4/28/25 Joseph Halow Meet internally to strategize filings after response to 
motion to dismiss. $225.00 0.5 $112.50

4/28/25 Joseph Halow Review client file, identify exhibits for forthcoming filings, 
identify information needed in discovery. $225.00 2.3 $517.50

4/28/25 David Wood
Meeting with J. Hallow and J. Dessaules to plan 
discovery requests and preparation for injunction 
hearing.

$385.00 0.2 $77.00

4/29/25 Joseph Halow
Meet internally to discuss information to obtain from 
review of recall materials, strategize next court filing/our 
approach to the upcoming hearing.

$225.00 0.3 $67.50

4/29/25 Hilary Narveson
Meet with J. Dessaules and J. Halow to discuss case 
status, need for preparation for evidentiary hearing and 
further discussions with D. Wood.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00

5/1/25 Hilary Narveson Begin draft of letter to follow up with counsel as to 
records for J. Halow. $240.00 0.2 $48.00

5/1/25 Joseph Halow Analyze vote spreadsheet, identify relevant metrics for 
motion to claims to overturn recall election. $225.00 2.1 $472.50

5/1/25 Hilary Narveson Review, revise and edit follow-up correspondence to L. 
Stine; finalize and send out the same. $240.00 0.4 $96.00

5/6/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with client. $225.00 0.4 $90.00

5/6/25 David Wood
Call with client and J. Hallow  

$385.00 0.3 $115.50

5/6/25 Joseph Halow Meet internally to discuss witnesses for hearing, means 
of contacting those witnesses. $225.00 0.2 $45.00

5/6/25 Hilary Narveson
Meet with D. Wood and J. Halow and discuss 
upcoming hearing, need for subpoenas, scheduling 
telephone calls, potential exhibits and bench brief.

$240.00 0.3 $72.00

5/6/25 David Wood

Meeting with H. Narveson and J. Hallow to outline our 
known exhibits and witness subpoenas for the 
evidentiary hearing. Discussed format of a demonstrative 
exhibit outlining issues with claimed signatures for a 
recall petition.

$385.00 0.2 $77.00

5/7/25 Hilary Narveson
Discuss next steps again for preparation of hearing with 
D. Wood and J. Halow; update J. Dessaules regarding 
same.

$240.00 0.2 $48.00

5/8/25 Joseph Halow Discuss bench brief to draft. $225.00 0.1 $22.50

5/9/25 Joseph Halow Review Defendant's reply to Response to Motion to 
Dismiss. $225.00 0.4 $90.00

5/9/25 Joseph Halow Continue reviewing  Defendant's reply, circulate to client, 
strategize for hearing. $225.00 0.2 $45.00

5/12/25 Joseph Halow
Find contact information for prospective witnesses to 
subpoena; sit in on phone calls of witnesses; prepare 
bench brief to supplement exhibits for hearing.

$225.00 1.3 $292.50
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5/12/25 David Wood
Call with potential witness Nancy Collins  

$385.00 0.2 $77.00

5/13/25 Joseph Halow
Phone call with client regarding new number for Lynn 
Myrick and proposed strategy for approaching him to be 
a witness.

$225.00 0.1 $22.50

5/13/25 Joseph Halow Continue drafting bench brief in advance of hearing. $225.00 0.6 $135.00

5/14/25 Joseph Halow Review evidence; draft bench brief for upcoming 
hearing. $225.00 7.2 $1,620.00

5/14/25 Sara Bryant
Confer with H. Narveson and J. Halow concerning 
subpoenas to be issued, analyze witnesses requested 
for appearance, issue subpoenas for the same.

$150.00 0.6 $90.00

5/14/25 Hilary Narveson Meet with J. Dessaules, D. Wood, J. Halow, and S. Izicki 
regarding preparations for the hearing and next steps. $240.00 1 $240.00

5/14/25 Jonathan Dessaules
Ongoing preparation for hearing, including review of 
emails constituting "signatures," continue analyzing 
emails produced to determine issues to raise at trial.

$450.00 13.8 $6,210.00

5/15/25 Joseph Halow Review emails to determine "signature" count. $225.00 12.5 $2,812.50

5/15/25 Hilary Narveson Discuss service of subpoenas with attorneys and send 
out same for rush service with process server. $240.00 0.3 $72.00

5/15/25 Hilary Narveson Discuss exhibits for hearing with attorneys and begin 
gathering the same. $240.00 0.7 $168.00

5/15/25 Hilary Narveson Begin draft of List of Witnesses and Exhibits. $240.00 0.3 $72.00

5/15/25 Hilary Narveson
Begin draft of Stipulation and proposed Order to 
Continue Deadlines; discuss same with D. Wood; 
finalize and file the same.

$240.00 0.7 $168.00

5/15/25 David Wood

Meeting with J. Dessaules, J. Halverson, H. Narveson, 
and S. Izbicki to review the emails from the HOA, 
categorize them, and determine how to bundle them for 
the evidentiary hearing. Phone call with opposing 
counsel regarding delay of evidence upload and any list 
of alleged signatures to the petition. (.2) Discussed lack 
of disclosure of signatories with J. Dessaules and 
decided to add me as a witness. (.2)

$385.00 2.5 $962.50

5/15/25 Hilary Narveson Meet with D. Wood and J. Halow and discuss status of 
spreadsheet and gathering of exhibits. $240.00 0.3 $72.00

5/15/25 Lisa Lopez
Confer with H. Narveson regarding issuing subpoena for 
C. Ekmark's appearance at hearing; draft subpoena; and 
confer with D. Wood and H. Narveson regarding same.

$185.00 0.2 $37.00

5/15/25 David Wood
Call with Association counsel regarding my request for 
their records of signatures and whether they would 
provide that information.

$385.00 0.2 $77.00

5/15/25 David Wood

Traded emails with Association counsel regarding 
viewing the Petitions and whether they had records 
different than what they had produced. Reviewed letter 
from counsel offering a viewing of new records and 
responded with demand that they email copies.

$385.00 0.2 $77.00

5/15/25 David Wood Rewrote bench brief. Legal research for cases analyzing 
emails as electronic signatures. (.5) $385.00 6 $2,310.00

5/15/25 Jonathan Dessaules Continue preparing for evidentiary hearing. $450.00 12.3 $5,535.00

5/15/25 Lisa Lopez Draft Subpoena for C. Ekmark appearance at hearing; 
and confer with H. Narveson regarding same. $185.00 0.4 $74.00

5/16/25 Joseph Halow Coordinate submission of exhibits, other last steps 
before disclosure for Thursday hearing. $225.00 3.8 $855.00

5/16/25 Sara Bryant Prepare exhibits for hearing preparation, confer with case 
team concerning the same. $150.00 1.7 $255.00

5/16/25 Hilary Narveson
Review, analyze, gather and prepare exhibits to be 
submitted to the Court; update, finalize, and file the List 
of Witnesses and Exhibits.

$240.00 3.9 $936.00
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5/16/25 Valerie Kennedy Assist in exhibit preparation. $225.00 0.1 $22.50

5/16/25 Hilary Narveson
Review, revise, and finalize Bench Brief for filing; 
telephone call to Turbo Court regarding same and email 
to chambers and counsel with brief.

$240.00 0.6 $144.00

5/16/25 Jonathan Dessaules Revise and edit bench memorandum. $450.00 2.6 $1,170.00

5/16/25 Jonathan Dessaules Assist with witness identification and organization; 
review and approve witness and exhibit list. $450.00 2 $900.00

5/19/25 Joseph Halow Speak with client  $225.00 0.4 $90.00

5/19/25 Hilary Narveson Review and file the Bench Brief. $240.00 0.3 $72.00

5/19/25 Hilary Narveson Review and analyze Defendant's exhibits and email 
same to client. $240.00 0.1 $24.00

5/20/25 Hilary Narveson

Review and analyze Response to Application for 
Preliminary Injunction; update docket with reply deadline 
and email attorneys regarding same and preparation for 
hearing.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00

5/20/25 Joseph Halow
Review Defendant's response to application for 
preliminary injunction. Continue analyzing data for 
inconsistencies.

$225.00 7.8 $1,755.00

5/20/25 Jonathan Dessaules Continue preparing for hearing. $450.00 4.1 $1,845.00

5/21/25 Joseph Halow Continue hearing preparation; prepare certain data 
figures from exhibits. $225.00 12.3 $2,767.50

5/21/25 Sara Bryant Analyze and compare exhibits. (2.5); Trial Preparation 
(5.8) $150.00 8.4 $1,260.00

5/21/25 Hilary Narveson
Compare and analyze our exhibits to Defendant's 
exhibits for duplication and provide attorneys with the 
same information.

$240.00 0.7 $168.00

5/21/25 Ashley Hill Review and revise oral argument outline. $360.00 6.6 $2,376.00
5/21/25 Jonathan Dessaules Prepare for hearing. $450.00 12.5 $5,625.00

5/21/25 Hilary Narveson Gather and prepare evidentiary hearing exhibits for J. 
Dessaules' review and preparation. $240.00 0.9 $216.00

5/22/25 Ashley Hill Continue preparing oral argument outline. $360.00 2.7 $972.00
5/22/25 Joseph Halow Hearing prep; hearing. $225.00 2.6 $585.00
5/22/25 Jonathan Dessaules Continue preparing for hearing; attend hearing. $450.00 3.5 $1,575.00
5/22/25 David Wood Drove to and from court for evidentiary hearing. $385.00 0.6 $231.00

5/22/25 David Wood

Attended court argument held in lieu of hearing. Made 
notes for J. Dessaules arguing to the court and advised 
on our plan given court's concerns about the emails and 
volume of emails in evidence.

$385.00 1.3 $500.50

5/22/25 David Wood
Multiple meetings with J. Dessaules and J. Hallow 
regarding plans to present our arguments and case to 
the court.

$385.00 0.3 $115.50

5/27/25 Joseph Halow Review emails to determine effective pleading 
attachments. $225.00 5.3 $1,192.50

5/28/25 Joseph Halow Begin drafting reply to response to motion for TRO. $225.00 7.1 $1,597.50

5/28/25 Joseph Halow
Meet w/ J. Dessaules, D. Wood to strategize motion for 
summary judgment, delegate responsibilities for 
attorneys on case.

$225.00 0.5 $112.50

5/29/25 Joseph Halow Continue drafting reply, compiling demonstrative emails 
for filings, strategizing motion for summary judgment. $225.00 6 $1,350.00

5/29/25 Hilary Narveson Discuss status of draft reply with J. Halow and revise 
and edit current draft. $240.00 0.3 $72.00

5/30/25 David Wood Continued edits to the Reply brief. $385.00 2.2 $847.00

6/2/25 Joseph Halow Input certain numbers to contribute to newest draft of 
Reply. $225.00 1.4 $315.00

6/2/25 Hilary Narveson Begin drafts of Declarations for T. Gusich and L. Myrick 
for D. Wood to revise. $240.00 0.4 $96.00

6/2/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and analyze the minute entry continuing the 
evidentiary hearing and update docket to reflect the 
same.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00
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6/2/25 Hilary Narveson
Review, revise and edit Reply in Support of Application 
for Preliminary Injunction; email same to attorneys for 
consideration; finalize and file the same.

$240.00 1.5 $360.00

6/2/25 David Wood

Reviewed and edited J. Hallow's draft reply and reviewed 
and edited staff edits for finalization of Reply. Wrote, 
reviewed, and edited declarations to include with the 
Reply.

$385.00 2.3 $885.50

6/6/25 Hilary Narveson
Review and analyze email between client and attorneys; 
schedule conference call and circulate information 
regarding same to client.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00

6/10/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with D. Wood and client. $225.00 0.8 $180.00

6/11/25 Joseph Halow Begin compiling previous materials to commence 
drafting motion for summary judgment. $225.00 6.3 $1,417.50

6/11/25 David Wood

Multiple meetings with J. Hallow to outline motion for 
summary judgment and whether to address anticipated 
arguments. Meeting with H. Narveson to outline how to 
produce exhibits and link to them in motion for 
summary judgment.

$385.00 0.3 $115.50

6/11/25 Joseph Halow Discuss strategy for motion for summary judgment, and 
identify exhibits to be included in initial filing. $225.00 0.2 $45.00

6/12/25 Joseph Halow Continue to draft MSJ $225.00 6.2 $1,395.00

6/12/25 David Wood

Legal research for definitions and court treatment of 
terms in the Grand Standards, court findings of 
vagueness and overbreadth for those terms, common 
law duties of corporate directors and standards of 
conduct interfering with those duties.

$385.00 3 $1,155.00

6/13/25 Joseph Halow Continue to draft motion for summary judgment. $225.00 4.7 $1,057.50

6/13/25 Joseph Halow Meet internally to discuss items needed for Motion for 
Summary Judgment. $225.00 0.1 $22.50

6/16/25 Joseph Halow Continue drafting MSJ. Submit to David Wood for 
review. $225.00 4.1 $922.50

6/17/25 David Wood

Continued writing motion for summary judgment. Legal 
research for common law duties of board of directors 
and cases holding that inconsistent application of 
discretion was actionable. (1)

$385.00 7 $2,695.00

6/18/25 Joseph Halow
Compile materials for MSJ Exhibits; Continue drafting 
MSJ; Draft independent statement of facts in support of 
MSJ.

$225.00 9.6 $2,160.00

6/18/25 Hilary Narveson Discuss exhibits with J. Halow; begin preparing and 
gathering exhibits for statement of facts $240.00 0.9 $216.00

6/18/25 David Wood
Legal research for interpretation of indemnification 
provisions and for the common law standards for duties 
and fiduciary duties of corporate board members.

$385.00 2 $770.00

6/19/25 Joseph Halow Continue drafting motion for summary judgment. $225.00 2.9 $652.50

6/20/25 Joseph Halow
Continue drafting independent statement of facts. 
Identify evidentiary deficiencies we need to cover with 
declaration from client.

$225.00 6.4 $1,440.00

6/21/25 David Wood

Legal research for various interpretations and 
expressions of the duties of corporate boards of 
directors, how disagreements are viewed, and the 
requirements of due diligence to fulfill duties. Located 
cases and second sources and began incorporating into 
draft motion for summary judgment.

$385.00 1.7 $654.50

6/21/25 David Wood Began rewrite of motion for summary judgment. $385.00 3 $1,155.00

6/22/25 David Wood

Continued revising motion for summary judgment. 
Legal research for additional cases examining due 
diligence requirement of director fiduciary duties. (1) 
Began rewriting separate statement of facts with 
references to client documents and notes for allegations 
made against him.

$385.00 6 $2,310.00
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6/23/25 Hilary Narveson
Discuss case and meeting with J. Halow; email client 
scheduling conference call and circulate necessary 
information.

$240.00 0.1 $24.00

6/23/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with client regarding motion for summary 
judgment and hearing approach. $225.00 0.5 $112.50

6/23/25 David Wood

Prepared for oral argument on the motion to dismiss. 
Reread all filings in the case and made detailed outline. 
Legal research for timing of statutory amendments for 
argument, and member standing to file suit for 
injunction.

$385.00 5.5 $2,117.50

6/24/25 Joseph Halow Prepare for and attend hearing on motion to dismiss. $225.00 1.5 $337.50

6/24/25 David Wood Drove to and from court for oral argument on motion to 
dismiss. $385.00 0.6 $231.00

6/24/25 David Wood Oral argument on the motion to dismiss.  $385.00 1.2 $462.00

6/24/25 David Wood

Legal research for applicable statutes and other statutes 
expected to be argued by the Association to include in 
oral argument outline and notes, and additional cases 
stating various canons of statutory interpretation 
expected to be argued by the Association. Incorporated 
into oral argument outline and notes.

$385.00 2.2 $847.00

6/25/25 Joseph Halow

Work on building a more robust statement of facts, 
focusing on reducing vagueness of allegations related to 
Tom's 2024 stint as director and early disciplinary 
proceedings.

$225.00 1.6 $360.00

6/26/25 Joseph Halow
Go through client file. Identify exhibits to match 
information in Statement of facts. Also identify 
information needed from client's declaration.

$225.00 1.9 $427.50

7/8/25 Joseph Halow Continue work on independent statement of facts. $225.00 1.5 $337.50

7/14/25 David Wood
Reviewed again the court's minute entry dismissing the 
case in preparation for meeting with the client  $385.00 0.2 $77.00

7/14/25 Joseph Halow Phone call with client  $225.00 0.7 $157.50

7/14/25 David Wood
Legal research for history of the HOA statutes at issue, 
history of Corporation statutes at issue, and conflict 
analysis ignored by the court.

$385.00 0.4 $154.00

7/14/25 David Wood
Call with client,  

 $385.00 0.7 $269.50

417.7 $123,319.00TOTALS:
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