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City of Meridian v. Petra Ine.

Analysis of Cost of capital uslne the Bulld·Up Method

as of 10/10/10

Element

Proxy for Risk Free Rate
Intermediate Term Equity Risk Premium

Industry Risk Premium

Size Premium
Company Specific Risk
Estimated Cost of Intermediate Term Equity capital

~

1.14%
7.20%

2.04%

3.99"h

3.00%
17.4%

~
US Federal Reserve
Ibbotson Assoclates

Ibbotson Assoclates

Ibbotson Associates
Hooper Cornell

t:bz!n
S·Year Constant Maturity Treasury
Historical Average, 1926-2009

SIC1S

Averaee of 9th and 10th deciles

Schedule 9
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City of Mwldiln ¥. ~rl Inc:. 
AI'IIIlysls of Colt of C.plt.1 usln, thl Bulkl·Up Method 
15 of 10/10/10 

-Proxy fOt Risk Free Rate 
Intermediate Tem Equity Risk Premium 
IndustfY Risk Premium 
Size Premium 
Company S~lfic Risk 
lsUrA.tld Cost of lI1ternI"t. Term Equity Clpkli 

-1.14% 

7.20% 
2.04% 
3._ 
3.""" 
17.4% 

• 

Schedu" g 

- MoW 
US Federal Reserve S·Year COnstant Maturity TmsufY 
Ibbotson Associates Hlstorlcill Aver~e, 1926-2009 
Ibbotson Assocliltes SIC 15 
Ibbot~n Associates Averille of 9th ilnd 10th deci les 
Hooper Cornell 
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CIty of Merhlian II. Petra Inc. 
Calculation of Economic Damll~rio 1 
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OetImtonof Maltt.(:a.... V.rlab...
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................
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Cijyof MerIdian v. Petra Inc. 
Dertvdon.of Mant.ca .... V.rlab ... 

.. MarUI Share 
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Ave ..... 
Pre-Loss Post-Loss 

Market Share Market Share 
5.75" 2.51" 

&.3"' 2.51" 
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3.73% 2.51" 
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3.63" 2.51" 
4.19% 2.51" 
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MedIan 
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Market Share 

3.24" 
3,84" 
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2009 4.69% 
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"AnnUli Chance In us GOP. Nornln.lliIsIs. 1$9-2010 

.. 
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City of Merldilul v. 'etrlinc.
~~ frqmM~ 0..10 $imuiltiQl)

I Simulation statIstICs I
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440,758 379,395 461.657 461,598 462,118 478,751 495.616 514 .. 540. 5",509 558,US sao,315. 
514.57. 429,230 SOD,524 502.197 501.A09 520,816 539,707 SG2,Q21 585,967 611.D36 1537,828 
571,265 461,388 530,588 533.080 532,088 554,105 57S.454 iOO,m 626,189 &54,414 684,580. 
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Edutdgn
Sachet«OfArts (ECOncirnic!). UniversitY of South Florida (Tampa, FlOrida),.l91Jl
Ma.ster of Business: Admh,isttation(FinlhCeJ. BaVlor' Unlvet'$itv (Waco. T_5),1996

emttMlgna''ltUftr.atfOI1l
Chartered finanaaiAnaIy$t-theCfA Institute, Charter Number4S2QS,awarded september 2001•

.Accrtdlted 5eDlnt Appraiser, 8usirte$sValuation:diStipline, UleAtnerical1Society of~prai_s, awarded 2003.

p"'.MifErt!JltMnem tjlMfJ.5-Present I)ir~ ofValuation SenIi¢es, HqerComelt, PLlC. BoiM, Idaho
2009- 2009 Adjunct Professor of finance, Gao,.. FOlI University, Boise tenter

2003-2005 Valu~on Man , PershincYoakJeva Aftodat., ~11e,Tennessee
2000- 2003 Valuation Man , WP ValuationSemtes, fort Worth, Texils

1995 - 2Q()() Ma,....." the Perryman $roup, W'M:bt Texil$

1991-1995 Economist, United States Department.ofAlriculture, Washineton, DC

MlmblrsbfDIpiAffUIItiPnI
• ". CFA Institute (www"dainstitute.org)

• "'CFA~()f 'daho
• The Arnet'Jcan Society of Appraise... (www.appraise[$.orIU
• NatiOnatAssociation for Business Economics (www.nabe.c:ornJ

• National Association of Forensic Economics twww~nafe.net)

• Treas.ur.eVaney Estate Planni,. Council

• Ludwla VQn Mi$t$ institUte for AU$tl'lan Eccmomlcs (www.rnises,org)

• .",sin_Valuation D~ussionGroup (www.bvdg.org)

ArtIdes.P[MnRtI_and Pto'.",lAqMties
• Co=Author. Marketobility & Lodeo/: Control Di«oUltt$, Paper presented to the American Academy of Matrimonial

Lawye~Mareh2002

• Panelist Helping 0 SlJ$inm. SUrvive t;I Down eyel" Pal1eldlscussion fQ( ttM! Fort Worth Chapt.,rof tMTexas Soci4tty
of CPAs, febrUary 2003

• SDftkw... Bulln_ Valrmtfon Vpt/Qt,: Hc)t /$$_1 Ptesented tQ tM InstitUte 'If Manacernent Accountants,E~
Tennesd4t StateOni"f!r$ity., Septemb_2003

• $pMker. BuslM$$ Voluation Update: Hot Issqes, Presentation to the 'nstit",te of Management Accountants,
Knoxville Chapter, Stptember 2003

• Speaker. UtigatiOlt Support & Pro/.SSiomN Practke Vofuot/oo, Presentation to the Institute of Manalament
Accountanb. Knoxville Chapter, December 2003

• Speakw, SPAS No. 14J & 142, Busineu Combinations ond IntongibleAuets, Presentation to the Fort Worth
Chapt.. of the Texas SocietY of CPAs, November, 2002

• Gr.,2002~ 2003, ond2004CbDrteredflnoncltJIAnoIystExominotioos, theCFA Institute, Charlottesville, VA.

• Speaker. NCPA/': PtopoudBUSin.SJ VoIUfltion SfDndctrds, Pr8SCltntation to Idaho SOC:Iety of Certified Publit
Acc:ounuotf,Sttpternber, 2005.

• Member. Domestic Reyiew Team. 2007 Chort«td RmmclotAnolystExomlntJtiDtI, CFA 'nstitUte, Charlott.Vilte, VA.
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EdugIDn 
Bachelor of Arts (Economics:). University of So.uth Florida .(Tampa, Florida), 1991 

Master of Business Administration (Finance', Baylor University (Waco, Tuas), 1996 

ProftpignaJ QtUftr.atlgos 
Otartered Financial Analyst.-the CFA Institute~ Olarter Number 45208, awarded September 2001. 

Accredfted senior Appraiser. Duslness Valuation dlstiJ)line, the Arnerical1Sodety of Ap",..isers, awarded 2003. 

20QS - Prefeftt 

2009-2009 

2003-2005 

2000-2003 

1995-2000 

1991-1995 

DirfttGr of Valuation Sen/ke$, Hooper Cornell, PLlC, Boise, Idaho 

Adjunct Professor of Finance, Gao,.. FOlC University, Boise Center 

Valuation Manapr, PershinaVoakJey:i Associates, ~lte, Tennessee 

Valuation Manapr, WP Valuation Services, Fort Worth, Texas 

Mana..,., the Perryman Group, Wacot T~as 

Economist, United States Department of A&ricultur., Washinaton,. DC 

Mentblrsbra and AffiQItiOnl 
• The CFA Il'I$titute ,www~dainstltute.or&) 

• The CFA $Qdety of Idaho 

• The Amencan SOCiety of Appraisers (www.appraise[!.ora) 

• National Association for Business Economics (www.nabe.coml 

• National Association of Forensic Economics (www.nafe.net) 

• Treasure VaHey Estate Planni", Council 

• Ludwla von Mises Institute for Austrian Economics (WWW.mises.or&) 

• Busine$S Valuation Discussion Group (www.bvdg.orgl 

Mdes. PresentitJPftSW ProfessiOnal Aqlylties 

• Co=Author. Marketllbllity & Lock 01 Control DiSCOunts, Paper presented to the American Academy of Matrimonial 
Lawye~ March 2002 

• Panelist Helping Cl Business Survive a Down Cyc/~# Panel discussion for the Fort Worth Chapter of the Texas Society 
of CPAs, February 2003 

• Speakw .. 'umas VQIUlltion Updot~: HcJt /$Sues, Presented to the Institute of Manacernent Accountants, East 
Tennesse4t Stat. Unlvtrsity# September 2003 

• Spuker. Business Vtlluation Update: Hot Issues, Presentation to the Institute of Management Accountants, 
Knoxville Chapter, September 2003 

• Speaker. LItIgation Support & Prof~ssional Practice Vafuotlon. Presentation to the Institute of Manalement 
Accountants. Knoxville Chapter, December 2003 

• Speabr. SFAS No. 141 & 142, Business Combinations and IntfJfJgib/~ Assets, Presentation to the Fort Worth 
Chapt .. of the Texas Society of CPAs. November, 2002 

• Gr., 2002, 2003, Qnd 2004 Chartered Financial Analyst ExaminatJons. the CFA Institute, Charlottesville, VA. 

• Speaker. NCPA's Propos«! Busin~S$ Vtlluotion Standards, Presentation to Idaho Society of CertifIed Public 
Accountants. September, 200S. 

• Member. Domestic Reyiew Tetro. 2007 ChtJItertdRnanC#QI AnQlyst ExamlnQtiotI, CFA Institute, Charlottesville, VA. 
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l~ IL prnIJ.ertQll, C£A, .A$A.(CGmlI'lUIII.)
.. Speaker. 8U$inctD ValwfitJIJ QtK/ Credit AntJlysis:.Similaritia and D1jJBencd, Pr~tion tel U5 Bank~ Babel

Idaho~ Mit'll 2005.

.. Suaker. AlCPA', p.t~ lJU$htm Voluation$..tklrd$~ Presentatibn to Idllho SocIetY of~ Publk
A¢(C)untaf'lt..~tm.,2005.

.. Speaker. 8tJ,sinasVaJWfi<)n Bolit:$, PresantatiOn toTeehHelp-ldaho Fal"~ SeptC!t'nber~ 2005.

- Speaker, SuslneB VoIUDtion~ Hot/ssues for 2006 and Beyond" Presentatirm to Idaho SOCiety of Certified Public
Accountants, January, 2006.

• Guest~lecturer. Oil/erentes in VaJtH1tionof Pubiidy-TrtlflH ond Privotel'rHeJd CQmponles, Presented to MBA
students. atBoiSlilState Universitf,ApriI, 2006.

.Sueaker, StJ$inctD Voluatiot'l Sosiaond H_to (be. Va/wtiQnjFina1l¢e Theory to /n~miSe the Vohle oj YOUl
lusllIeU, 1Joi$e. Metro Chamb.er of Commerce, May,2Q06.

-$DeaUr,PriWlteJt.-heldC~. v.pubik/y Tt~$ttd:OiJJerenc.es and Issues /01'. ValUQtiOlt,PreJentedto the
CFA Sod«y of Idaho, May 2006.

- Cp-Author, FM What'tJWtw.th~ a rec:urring t;Oh,lmn In the Idaho 8u$ineJS Review, 2.- 2flQ9.
.. Co=Author, ComfHl1ly,..SI1'C!ftc: ~-ADlU-'«ttPqt{lrligm: A New 8_htrJQl., BuslnB$ Valuation RevIew, SprIng

2ClO6~ VoIume2S, No.1.
.. Speaket;. 2fXJ6 TalC CourtCase Updafel Treasure Valley Estate PlIInnirti Coundl, June20Oi.

• Author, 2006 VQ#uotfon court Cttse Update,~ptember 27, 2006.

• SReaker~ Top Estate I'Ionolng, wealth TransjerqmJAssetProfection Techniques, $ept.2006.

• Cp:Author. Tbe Gl.Ildeline PublIcly TrotIf!d ComlH1tlyMe~ Q1tdtheMfll'ketV. of/nt.ted Cspltal, Bu$lness
Vith.latkm Review, Sum.mer2006, Volume 25, No.2.

• Co-Author, QUllntijicotimJ oj CtJntpatri-St*i/ic Risk:AI*w E.itolFt~ .WitIt PreJrtkal Applitofion$!,
8uslne$SValuatktr1 Update, Vf;lJum.1.3, Numb«' 2; February 2007,

• Autbor/Dofl$TbePen$lOfJ Protecf1onAct of 2()(1fllnlH1ct All TalC Volustions?An Asse.sment 0/ the N.w taw's
RtQch, AdjuStinl Entries, the Journal of the ISCPA, l$Sutr I, 2007.

• P,n,Ug. OulmtiJyitJf Compony 5pecijlc: Risk, an audio telephone conference for bustn. appraisers hosted by
Business:Valuation R.ources, MarchI, 2007.

• GuesN,murer. Und#lrstondlng valuation ojPr~ Companies, Presentatlonto ....duat' Ffnana! class at Boise
State Univ«sity~ May, 2007.

- Co:Authorj 1~5eII At#'amlnt$rA MiSnonJer? Adju$tll1fEntties, Journal ofthelSCPA, l-.ae II, 2007.

• 'Maw, SJdinffS$ VoIwtfon 8011(s .. How tQ seN You, Compony Jor Top QoIfQ" PQQrteilo small Business
DevelQpm.mCent.~ ,.reb 2007,

• Speaker, afJQntifying Compohy 5p«ific Risk,intern,' trainingserninar presented toa Top 100 publicaccountinl
firm, MlnnQPQIis~ MN, May 23, 2007.

• Co:Author, o.uontifling Compan.,..Specijic Risk: The Authors Answer YOUF Questions, Business Valuation Update,
Volume 13, Number 5; May 2007.

• Speaker. QutlntiJying Company Spec:ljic: Risk, appraisal training session presented at the Institute of Bushless
AppriMerS .2007 Symposium; Denver, CO, June 2007,

• Co-Author, A Hybrid Restri~ted 5tock/Pre-fPO Doto Point: La~k 0/ Marketability Discotmt fprESOI'$; Bushless
Valuation Review, Summ. 2007, Volume 26, No.2.

• SPeaker, TbeCtJ. of the Disappearing Debt:Vtlluati4" or ttllt Pro/itl with ChonqingAs$umpticms; appraisal
trainhl. Stssion presented at the Institute c:1f BusIness Appraisers 2007 Symposium; Denver, CO, June 2007.

• C9-Author. Compan~ Sp«IlJcRfsk: The Dow 30vs. Pri".te company USA; The Value E)(aminer, September/October
2007.
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keNt Is.., P(nkertQl'l, (fA, ASA (£Gmlnued) 

., Speaker. BU$lneu Valuotien and Credit Analysis: Similarities and DlffBences, Presentation to US Bank, 80isej 

Idaho, MaYI 2005. 

e. Speaker. AlCPA's p,opoRf/ Buslnm Valuation Standards, PresentatiOn to Idaho Society of CertifIed Public: 
N;eountants, Sef,)tnber, 2005. 

.. Speaker. Basinen ValuotiOn Basit:$, PresentatiOn to TeehHeIp-ldaho Falls. September, 2005. 

.. Speaker. Buslnas VoIUDtion~ Hot Issues fOr 2006 and Beyond" Presentation to Idaho Society of Certified Public 
Accountants, January! 2006. 

.. Guest-lecturer. DifJerences in ValtKltion of Publid~ TradH ond Privately-Held Companies, Presented to MBA 
students at Boise State University,AprfI, 2006. 

.. Speaker. Busineu valuation Basla and How to USft Valwtion/Finonce Theory to InclflOSe the V4lue of YOUl 
BuslMIS" 8oi$e Metro Charnb$' of Commerce, May, 2006. 

.. SPeaker, Privotelr-heid Compon;~ v. Publidy TtodtttJSt«k: Diilerenc.es and Issues /Of VtI/Ufltion,. Presented to the 
CFA Society of Idaho, May.2006. 

• Cp-Author. FOI WhcIt 'm Wcwth, a rec:urrins ooh,lmn In the Idaho Busineu RtMew, 2006 - 2009-
.. Co=Author, Company..Sp«fJIc BIsk-A Dlffer."t PCN'D:dfgm: A New 8enchmork, Business Valuation RevIew, SprIns 

2006, Volume 25, No.1. 

.. Speaker. 2006 TalC CourtCase Update, Treasure Valley Estate PlIInni"l Council, June 2006. 

• Author. 2(J(J6 valuation Court Cose UpdJJte, September 27, 2006. 

.. Maker, Top Estate PlQltning, wealth Transfer and Asset Protection Techniques, Sept. 2006. 

.. Cp-Author.. Th. Guide/in. PubIIdy Troded ComPllny M.thod Q1td the MfJIk.t VoIw of Invesr.d Capitol,. BuslheSS 
Valuation Review, Summer 2006, Volume 25, No.2. 

• Co-Author, QwntijkGtitJn oj Compal1Y-Sp«ific Risk: A IWw Empiricol Flt:If'MWOfk WitIt Practical App/icotions, 
BusIness Valuation Update, Vf)lume 13, Number 2; February 2007, 

• Author, Do_ Th. Pension Prot,ctlon Act oj 2001 Impact All Tax Valuations? An Ass •• SlMnt of the N.w Law's 
Reach. Adjustin, Entries, the Journal of the ISCPA, luue I, 2001. 

• P,n.Ust. OuontifyllJ9 Company Specijic: Risk, an audio telephone conference for business appraisers hosted by 
Business Valuation Res.ources, March 8, 2007. 

• Guest-lKturer. Undtlrstondlng Valuation 01 Pr~ Companies, ~ntatlon to .,.adUlt. FInance clU$ at Boise 
State University, May, 2007. 

• Co-Autbor, Buy-Sell Agreements: A Misnomer? Adjustlne Entries, Journal of the ISCPA,IS$.Ie II, 2007. 

• Suaker, SJd/rte5$ Valwtfon Solics & How tQ seN Your Company lor Top QoIlar, Pocatello Small Business 
Development Cent .. , March 2001. 

• Speaker, Qwntffylng Company 5p«ific Risk, internal training seminar presented to a Top 100 public accounting 
firm, Minneapolis, MN, May 23, 2007. 

• Co-Author. QuQltti/'ling Company-Specific Risk: The Authors Answer YOUF Questions, Business Valuation Update, 
Volume 13, Number 5; May 2001. 

.. Speaker. QuantlJying Compony Spec:ific Risk, appraisal traini"l session presented at the Institute of Business 
Appraisers 2007 Symposium; Denver, CO, June 2001. 

• Co-Author. A Hybrid Restricted Stock!Pre-iPO Dato Point: Lack 01 Marketability Discount /or ESOPs; Business 
Valuation Review, SUmmer 2001, Volume 26, No.2. 

• SDeaker. The Co$e of the DisapP«Jring Debt: Valutlt;"n or Lost Profits w;th Chanqing Assumptions; appraisal 
trainin, Session presented at the Institute af Business Appraisers 2007 Symposium; Denver, CO, June 2007. 

• Co-Authpr, Company SpecIfic Risk: The Dow 30 lIS. Private Company USA; The Value f)caminer .. September/October 
2007. 
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Keith '" Plhketh:al\~a=A,.A5A(.nti:"ue~)

• CO:Qeveloper. C9mPfJftt-$f:Htdlk Risk CQlCtJlflt~, a ¢QmmercfalproarJrr\ f~r computtn, (ompany-spe¢iftc rtskfe>r
pubUdy-traded ~marb;availabl"on www.bvm.rkttdata.oom.

• Cb:AuthRr. Stock OpfiOits: Corporat,Lti1tttry T~k.-or Notl Adju$tinc Entries, tMJournll of the ISCPA, Issu., 2,
2007.

• Co-Author,Comparinlthe Sutier-PinkertOtt Model ta Trodltionol Methods Undw Four OoubertCrfterJo;Buslness
Valuatie:vt UPdate, Vofume 13. Number 11; November 2007.

• Co-Author. Q,uonfibfng CompalJY"'$pecificRIsIt-R.rdless O/YOUT Faith in8eta;Busfne$$ AppraisalPraetice,
Wtnter2007

• to-Author, COt1lptJtrr$p«;Jlc Rill: 8e1lt1Ve It or,..,. - You Q',(n Q.!JfIntify Itl Adj\lltinl Errtrles, the Journal of the
ISCPA, l$$Ue I, 2008.

e Panelist. Using. the IlI'M- TotctJ Co# ..0/Eqtlitytlfld Public CQtI'IfX1;fI'1 .$p«iJlc Nslt o,/cUltttoi"; an audiO telep~

¢Ottfer.nce hosted by NACJA and iN.sf".Valuatte:vtRC!So.\Jrtl$, Mar¢h 8, 2001.
• O>-Author, 'r.ltlerPInkertrmModtI"'* FlndsAlHitft.- AppUcotfon in $FIU 113R; la\I.lnm Valu.uon Update, VolUme

14, N~. Mar..h, 200s.

• C9:Aythor. TotalCC1$t o/EC(fIity o/CDmPfJfty-Sp«Ijic Rlsk-A Bett.,- Us. for th, BPM?; 8\I$iness Valuation Update,
Votume14,No.4.. AprIl200a.

• to-Apthor# Why' '/ouShouid B. AWCff. oJ the tmpacto!SSVS..l; .AdJustln. Entries,theJournal of the ISCPA" Issue II..
2008.

• SptiIb:r, PensiOn Plans an.d CJ~H8tdC~ ValuimJTtidcY Asst" it'JDtvorce; pte$ented to the Idaho $tate
BarAsSOdation; Boise, Idaho; May 9, 2008.

• SHaker, Th, Butt.,- Pinkerton Model: ~tI'IP1rlCtlf$JJppfdf /Pr Comp<Iny SpetJJ1¢ R{sk; pres.ented to· the N~on.l

AssGdatlonoftertifiedV.luation Maly$ts, Lasvee., NV; June 10, 2008.

• SHaker, The Butltf PittkdtonM9def: Emp/fical Support /or COmpc;ny Spedfic 1l1sk; presented to the <:aliforni.
$QdetyofC.rtified Pu"fie A(cQuntants-BVFUs.ction, las Ancel.., CA; All' 21,2008.

• Speaker, Ullng the Butler Pinkerton MQdeIin VQluation Reports; an Internet weblnar hosted by the National
A$SO....tIonof certified Valuation Analysts; December 5, .2008.

• Co;Autbpr. Tllere's 0 New Beta in Town, ond It$IVtJ1Tf8is Total Beta; BusinC!$$ Valuation Update, Volume 15, No.3,
March 2009.

eCo-Author, Bud.,- Pinkerton Modet Report, an E-book publfshed by Morninptar, March, 2009.

• Co-Author, A Total Repudiation of Mr. I(osper'scritiqueo! the Butler PInkerton Model, an online article
disseminated throu,h www.bymarketdata.com. May 2009.

e Author. lte$ponse to Larryl(osper Reff1rdfng the tHW1l'si/icotion Argument; The Valu. Examiner, January/February
2010

• Co-Author, Total Beta: the M#$$ing Piece 0/ th, Cost ti1/Capital Puzzle; Valuation Strategies, May/June. 2009•.
• $peaklf, Cost ofCtJPital, california Society of CPAs, May 2009
• Speaker. Cost of Capitat presented to the Nation'" Association of certified Valuation Analysts, Boston, MA; May

27,.2009.

• Speaker,Getting the Most from Your Financial Expert in PersQflallnjfJryUfigotion Matters, aCLE presentation to
various Boi......a law firms, various dates. 2009.

• Author, TheS.arch Jor Volue, published In the quarterly newsletter of Georg. Fox University,Fall, 2009.

• Speiker, Buy-Sell Disa.gr..",.enpond5.o1utions, pre$(ilrrted to the Boise E$tatllPiannirtl COunCil, No~bet 2, 200$.

• Speaker, 'uliness Voluation: CHmystifying the Proc_, presented to attorn. and dients of Perkin, Coill, LLP,
March 30, 2010-

• Co:Autbor, Financing YOUT Practice," Oliropractic Economics, Volume 56, Issue 5; March 29, 2010.

PETRA91257
008009

• ,. 

Keith A.c Plnkertca"~CFA)I ASA (continued) 
• Cp-Qevaloper. Comf1(ln'Y·Specijk Risk Calculfltor, a cQmmercfal prosram f.,r computln, company-specific riSk for 

publidy-traded benchmarks; 'M,nable on www.b .. m@rketdata.com. 

• Cb-Author. Stock OpfiOlts: Corporot~ U.1tte/y Tl£k«-or N4t?, AdjustiJ\8 Entries, 1M Journal of the ISCPA. Issue 2. 
2001. 

- Co-Author, Comparin, the Butler-Pinkerton Modef to Trocltional Methods UntIe! Four Daubert Criteria; Business 
Valuation Update, Volume 13, Number 11; Noftmber 2007. 

• Co-Author. Quantifying Compony-Spuijic R&It-R.rdless 0/ YOUT Faith in Seta; Business Appraisal Prac:tice. 
WmterlOO7 

-Co-Author, Company-Spedjlc R4k: Smleve' It or NtIt - You CD,n Quantify ItJ AdjU$tinl Entries, the Jo.urnal of the 
ISCPA, Issue I, 2008. 

• Panelist. Using the SPM'" Totol Cost of Equity tlnd Public Company 5pedjlt: R41t CtJkiJltltoi'-; an audio telephone 
conference hosted by NAOJA and Business Valultfon Resources, March 8, 2001. 

• Co-Author, Sutler Plnkmon MadeI- Fintb Another App/IcDtfon In SFAS lZ3R; B\lsfnm Valuation Update, Volume 
14, No.3. March, 2008. 

• CO:Auth.or. Totol Cost 0/ Equity o/Company-$p«Ijic Risk-A Sett.- Uu for th~ SPM?; BusinfiS Valuation Update, 
Votume14, No.4 .. April 2008. 

• Co-Author# Why You Should Be Awor. 0/ the/mpoct o!5SVS-l,' Adjusting Entries, the Journal of the lSCPA, Issue II .. 
2008. 

• Speaker. Pension Plans and Oosel:rHeld C~ Valuing Tricky Assets in DlYorce; presented to the Idaho State 
Bar Association; Boise.. Idaho; May 9, 2008. 

• SMaker. Th, Butt.- Pinkerton Mod~/; Ernplrlca{ $Upport for CDmpQny SpWCfjlc: /14k; presented to the National 
AssGciatlon of certified Val.uation Analysts, Las Veeas, Mv; June 10. 2008 •. 

• SDtaker. The BlJtler Pinkerton Model: Empirical Support for Company Specific Risk; presented to the california 
Society of Certified Public Accountants-BVFl$ Settion, Las Anaeles, CA; Au. 21,2008. 

• Speaker. UI/ng the Butler Pinkerton Model in Valuation Reports; an Internet webinar hosted by the National 
Association of certified Valuation Analysts; December 5, 2008. 

• Co-Autbpr. There's a New Beta in Town, and Ib Nome is Total Seta; Business Valuation Update, Volume 15, No.3, 
March 2009. 

• Co-Author, Butl.- Pfnlcerton Model Report, an E-book publfshed by Morninptar, March, 2009. 

• Co-Author. A Total Repudiation 01 Mr. Kosper's Critique oj the SlJtIer Pfnlc~rton Madel, an online artide 
disseminated through www.bymarketdata.com. May 2009. 

• Aythor. Response to Lorry Kosp.- Reprclng the Diversification Argument; The Value Examiner, January/February 
2010 

• CO=Author, Total Beta: the M4sing Piece 0/ fhl CDlt oj Capital Puzzle; Valuation strategies, May/June. 2009. 

• SPeaklf. Cost 0/ Copital, california Society of CPAs, May 2009 

• Speaker. Cost oj Copito~ presented to the National Association of Certified Valuation Analysts, Boston, MA; May 
27,2009. 

• Speaker. Getting the Most from Your Financial Expert in Persono/lnjury Utigotion Matters, a eLE presentation to 
various Boise-area law firms, various dates. 2009. 

• Aythor. The S.arch jor Value, published in the quarterly newsletter of George Fox University, Fall, 2009. 

• Speaker, Buy-Sell D/sogtHments and .$oIutions, presented to the Boise Estate Plannina COuncil, November 2, 2009. 

• Speaker, Business VolfIQtion: Demysr;fying the Process, presented to attorneys and clients of Perkins COie, LLP# 
March 30, 2010. 

• Co-Autbor. Finoncing YaUT Practice, OIiropractic: EconomiCS. Volume 56, Issue 5; March 29, 2010. 
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Keith: A.:. Pfhkertdtl~€FA~ .MA1_flU,.,-,,)
• Author'. Tht. Wonder 'rttQls: IntegfQting YtJW' PrOt:f/e. IntD II CQ#'1fpt'.hlnsiw Rlltirwnent Plolt,ChlropractJ¢

Econom., VolumeS6, I$$ue '~Nlril2(), 2010.

• Iwthor: An Updllte on p~$ed IftS'A/JrJIQi.., Peno/'f1Pr«.edufes,'A4jbstfOlEntries, the Journal of the ISCPA,
IS$U, II, 2010.

• Co-AUthor, GIVe It to mestrolght: Answers to Old questions about Buy orLea$e; .Chiroprac:tic Economics, Volume
56. Issue 7; May 12, 2010.

• Author, SfII.-ot" Your Practice; Chiropractic Econcmics,Volume56, luuel0; June 25. 2010,

• Author, Rnfll'rCifJlkcQUnting fJnd MonfJ~ AttQflt1tfng CCH1JPf1red,a paper to accompany the seminar
Accounting .10J fprAtfo",eys, prescmted.AUpIt 12,. 2010.

• Auth«,FlftI1JtciQlStotement Bask CotJcepJ$,'J)lPtt 'tt)_~ny tn. Mm........ AccQUtttiltfJ 1.01 f« .AttOfn~,

presented Au,ust 12, 2010•
., In$lruetll)r. AtCQ4ntittg 101fprAttt1fnfi'f$,. CLEJ:'r_nta~oo..wn toatea at1«neys·~AUflUst12, 2010
• Speaker,.8uy Sell Agr.",e"ts: 8CH1d MQp to ,S1fCCeS$ Qf R-a,./or OiSC1$ter, presented at tM Id. State Bar's

Aonuaf AdwncedEstate Planning seminar, 5eptember2010.

EIHt1Dsttmoll!
• caYS! No. 99-20905=V in th. SOard DiStnct eourtof Dallas County; Dan~ Te)C~, Tnal Te.timony. Bu$~

Apprafgl for Mantal DI$$oIQtf9n; retained by PlailrtJff($).

• cause No. 296-S0175..,Ql. In the 296th District Court of Colin County; McKinney, Tuas, Trial Testlmonv. Business
Appraisal for Marital Dissolution; retained by Plaintiff(s).

• Cause No, 158174-2 in the Chancery Court for Knox County. l(noxville~ Tennessee. Trial Testimony, Quantff'JCation
of Economic .Damaps-DissentlnIShareholder matter; retained by P1alntiff(s).

• cause No. 153673-3 in the Chitncery Court f()rl(nox County, l<noxviJle, Tennessee, Deposition Testimony,
Quantifieation of damaaesassociated with the purchase ofanoperatlnc business; retainecl by Plaintiffts).

• eMf Action No. 05=Cl-QQ233. Bell Cir(Llit O>uFt,COmmotlwl!ailth of Kentucky, DePQsltlOO TestimClny, BUSiness
appraisal and quantiffcatkJrl of economic dam....for dl$MlltinrsharehClldw mauer; retained by Defendant(s}.

• CiVil Action No. 05-C!..,()Q233.Ben Orcuit Court. Q)mmonweatth of KentuckY, Trial Te$timony, Business appr~i~1

and quantificltion c>feeonomiedamaaesfor di$stntIOlsharehotde' matter: retained by Defe_ntts).

•• gyil Case Np, CV-oS-11224, Canyon County District Q)l,Irt, state of Idaho. Deposition Testimonv. Quantifacationof
damales associated WIth bold faith claim; retalnec;lb¥ Dtfendant(s).

• Civil case No. 1:06-CV-141.,S.EJL. United States District Court District of Idaho, Deposition Testimony,
Quantification ofdamaces associated with alleaed trac:le-load'maand breach of duty; retained by D.efendant(s).

• QyiJ Ca-se No.CV-2005=493;:c' Valley County District Court, State of Idaho~ D.sttion Testimony, Quantification of
damaaes assOCiated with breach of contract; retJlnedb¥.Defnant(s).

• CiVIl Case No. CV OR 9722658, MaCounty OfstrlctCClurt, State .01 IdahO, Trial T_stimony. BUsiness appr;aisal for
marital <Ii_tutton; retJfned by Defendant(s).

• ad os Ho.CV oe 060J4D.Ada County District CoPtt, State of Idahc), Deposition T~monv~ quantification of
damae- assodated with defamation ctalm; r_i~ by Plaintlff(s).

• QyiI Cast No. CV-2OOJ.IQ§9-oc' Bannock county District Court, SUite of Idaho. Deposition Testimony.
quantification of damaces associated with defamation and interferenc:e with prospective adwntaae.

• CiyiI Case No. CY-P,-07184)7, Ada County District Court, State of Idaho. Trial Testimony. quantification of
economic damases associated wrth wronsful death and personal injury; retained by Defendant(s).

• Civil Case No, CV-2006-3325-P', Bannock County District Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony. quantiflcationof
economic darnates associated wrth personal injury; retained by Defendant(s).
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Keith A. Pinkerton" CFA~ AM (conti,. .. d) 
• Author. The Wonder Years: Integroting Your Prot:fie" Int6 fI ComprehaslvJt Retirement Plfln, Chiropractic 

Economics, VolumeS6, l$Sue 6; N»ril 20, 2010. 

• Iwtbor: An Update on Pro{KIsed IRS' AlJptaiW' penalty PrMedures,' Acljustins Entries, the Journal of the ISCPA. 
Issue II, 2010. 

• Co-Author, Give It to mil Stroight: Answers to Old questions about Buy or Lease; Chiropradic Economics, Volume 
56, Issue 7; May 12. 2010. 

• Author. Ssle-abrote Your Practice; Chiropractic Economics, Volume 56, Issue 10; June 2S, 2010. 

• Author. RncmdaI Accounting and Managerfa# Accounting Compsred,a paper to accompany the seminar 
Accounting 101 /or Attam.ys, presented. Ausust 12, 2010. 

• Author. Financial Statement Stlsk Concepts, a paper to acc:ompany th.e semine' AccauntiItfJ 101 for Attornf)';1, 
presented AUlust 12, 2010 • 

., Instructor. Accounting 101 jJJrAttorneys, a q,E pr.ntation Biven to .na attorneys on August 12, 2010 

• Speaker. Buy Sell Agreements: RC1Qd Mop to Succesl Of Recipe for DiSQ$te" presented at th.e Idaho State Bar's 
Annuaf Advanced Estate Ptanni", Seminar, September 2010. 

ExpJrt ljsltlDAOV 
• cause No. 99-2Q905:y in the 303rd District Court of Dallas C'Dunty; Dall~ T.)Cas, Trial T~il11ony, Business 

APpraisal for Marital Dissolution; retained by Plaintlff(s). 

• cause No. 296-S0175-o1 in the 296th District Court of Colin County; McKinney, Texas, Trial Testimony. Business 
Appraisal for Marital Dissolution; retained by Plaintiff(s). 

• Cause No. 158874-2 In the Chancery Court for Knox County, Knoxville, Tennessee, Trial Testimony, Quantif'tcation 
of Economic Damaps-Oissentini Shareholder matter; retained by Plaintiff(s). 

• Cause No. 153673-3 in the Chancery Court for Knox County, Knoxville, Tennessee, Deposition Testimony, 
Quantification of damaaes associated with the purchase of an operati", business; retained by Plaintiff(s). 

• CivIl Action No. OS=Q=OO213. Bell Circuit Court, Commonwealth of Kentucky, Deposition Testimony, Business 
appraisal and quantification of economic damaces for dfSSelltlng shareholder matter; retained by Def~t($). 

• Civil Action No. 0s-ct-D0233. Bell Circuit Court, Commonwealth of Kentucky, Trial Testimony, Business apprais.1 
and quantification of economic damaces for dissentincshareholder matter; ,etained by Defendant(s}. 

• qyil Case No, CV-oS-12224, Canyon County District Cburt, State of Idaho, Deposition Testimony, QuantifICation of 
damales associated with bad faith claimi retained by DefendQnt(s). 

• Civil case No. 1:06-tV-141-s.-EJL. United States District Court, District of Idaho, Deposition Testimony, 
Quantification of darrtates assodated with alleaed trac:Je..load'ma and breach of duty; retained bV DefendantCs). 

• OyiJ Case No. CV-2005-493-c. Valley County District Court, State of Idaho~ Deposition Testimony, Quantification of 
damaaes associated with breach of contract; retained by Defendantfs). 

• CivIl Case No. tv DR 0722658, Ada County District Court, State of Ic.t.bo, Trial Testimony, Business appraisal for 
marital dissolution; retained by Defendant(s). 

• ad Case No. cy OC 0608433. Ada County District Court, State of Idahc>, Deposition Testimony, quantification of 
damaps assocfated with defamation claim; retained by Plaintiff(s). 

• QyiI cast No. CV-2OOJ.IQ69;oc, Bannock County District Court, State of Idaho, Deposition Testimony, 
quantification of damaces associated with defamation and interference with prospective advantaae. 

• CiyiI Case No. CY-PI-D718437, Ada County District Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony. quantification of 
economic damas_ associated wrth wronsful death and personal injury; retained by Defendant(s). 

• Civil Case No. CV-2006-3325-PI, Bannock County District Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony. quantification of 
economic c.t.maa- associated with personal injury; retained by Defendant(s). 

PETRA97258 



...

• CiVil Case No. CV-Plm04811. Ada County Dtstrlct Court, State of Idah<t, Trial Testimony, quantifltatlon of
economiC: dam8lesassoti'ated with p.rsonalinjury;retained by De#endantfs}.

• Appea' Nos. 09-A-U3S and W-A-l336. Idaho 8oardof TQ Appeals; Rebuttal Testimony, ptoPer applieationof
appraisal theory: r~ined by Defendant(s),

• CIvil Case No.QI::01-6§3. Jefferson County District Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony, quantifi~n of
damilces8$SOCiated with bad faith claim; retained b., Defendant(s)•

•, Civil·case No. QlOR~5.Ada County DfStritt Court, State of fdahc), Trial Testimony" Bu$inessapp..-iSal for
marftaldlsSQlutlon; retained by PI.intiff(~).

• Civil Case Nc>. CV QC 0902282. Ada COI,tnty Oistrf<;t Court, St•• fiJf Idaho, DePOSition Ttltimony,am.lysiJof IbSt
profitsaS$odated with bruth of l»ntractand mi$aPPfOPl'latiOn of trade .,ets; r••ined 'by ()c,fendant(s).

• Civil Case No. OJ 00 0902282, Ada County Dlstrid Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony, analysis of lost profItS
assodatedwrth breach ofcontr8Ct and mIsappropriation ottrade secret$; retaIned by Defendant(s).

PIlJfIsIfcmtI.lmirgl DB
$2SSperhQur
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• OVil Case No. CV-PI-ID04871. Ada County District Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony, quantifltatlon of 
economic dam8le5 3Ssotiated with personal injury; retained by Defendantfs). 

• Appeal Nos. 09-A-U3S and 09-A-l336, Idaho Board of Tax Appeals; Rebuttal Testimony. proper application of 
appraisal theory; retained by Defendant(s). 

• Civil case No. RI-01-663. Jefferson County District Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony, quantiffQtiOn of 
damacesassociated with bad faith claim; retained by Defendant($). 

• Qvil C!$! No. QI DR 2009-06035. Ada County DiStrict Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony, Business appraisal for 
maritaldissoluUon; retained by Plaintiff(s). 

• 0ViI Case No, tv QC 0902282. Ada County Oistrk:t Court, Stat. of Idaho, Deposition Testimony, analysie of IbSt 
profits 8S$odattd with breach of contract and misappropriatiOn of trade Herets; ret.ined by Defendant,s). 

• Civil Case No. c.v OC 0902282, Ada County District Court, State of Idaho, Trial Testimony, analysis of lost prof'ltS 
assodated wrth breach of contract and misappropriation of trade secrets; retarned by Defendant{s}. 

protwlcmtllmlrJl Rail 
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1. INTRODUCTION

On Wednesday, March 30, 2011, the City informed the Court and Petra that it intended to

call the following witnesses in rebuttal:

• April 6 and 7, 2011 commencing at 9:00 a.m. - Todd Weltner followed by Laura Knothe
followed by Alvin Hill (Strata);

• April 14 and 15 at 9:00 a.m. - Amento followed by South

Petra informed the Court and the City that it may call these witnesses in rebuttal:

• April 14 and 15 - Richard K. Bauer following the last of the City's rebuttal witnesses,
and then Eugene Bennett.

2. SUMMARY OF ARGUMENT

First, Petra anticipates the City's named rebuttal witnesses will only re-hash evidence put

on in its case-in-chief. Based on Petra's review of the record, the City's opportunity for rebuttal

is severely limited. Petra expects the City's "rebuttal" evidence will be improper.

Second, two of the City's proposed rebuttal witnesses were not disclosed as experts until

after the deadline set by the Court. In fact, one expert witness, Alvin Hill, was not disclosed

until late November of 2010, just days prior to trial, and he was not disclosed in accordance with

Rule 26. A party must disclose its experts in a timely fashion. Adding Alvin Hill and Tom

South months after the deadline for disclosure ofexperts is prejudicial.

Therefore, Petra requests (1) an order excluding testimony that does not constitute proper

rebuttal evidence; (2) an order excluding Tom South and Alvin Hill; and (3) an order directing

the City to state the nature and substance of its intended rebuttal testimony and make offers of
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proof with respect to each rebuttal witness' testimony. If so ordered, Petra would also make its

offers of proof. This procedure will provide the parties with an opportunity to argue the propriety

of the testimony and obtain a ruling from the Court prior to incurring the time and expense of

bringing the witnesses to Court.

3. LAW AND ARGUMENT

3.1 A party's rebuttal evidence must rebut new evidence or new theories
proffered during the other party's case in chief.

The City will likely attempt to offer improper rebuttal testimony. Rebuttal evidence is

evidence that explains, repels, counteracts or disproves evidence that was first offered by or on

behalf of the adverse party during the trial. Van Brunt v. Stoddard, 136 Idaho 681, 685-86, 39

P.3d 621,625-26 (2001).

A party's rebuttal evidence "must rebut new evidence or new theories proffered during

the [other party's] ... case in chief." 2 Handbook of Fed. Evid. § 611:13 (6th ed.). The focus of

rebuttal is to respond to new points or material first introduced by the opposing party." Sirotiak

v. He. Price Co., 758 P.2d 1271, 1277 (Alaska 1988). Proper rebuttal should not merely

contradict or corroborate evidence already presented. Id. In presenting its case, a party "may not

ignore known defense theories or close his or her eyes to evidence that directly counters [the

other party's] . . . prima facie case," and then seek to offer further evidence on rebuttal that

should have been offered in its case-in-chief. Id.; see also Pieniewski v. Benbenek, 56 A.D.2d

710, 392 N.Y.S.2d 732 (1977) (although evidence would have rebutted how accident occurred

evidence should be excluded because it corroborated plaintiffs evidence and should have been in
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its case in chief). Ordinarily, rebuttal testimony "should rebut the testimony supplied during the

[other party's] ... case, and consist of nothing that could have been offered" in the plaintiffs

case in chief. 75 Am. Jur. 2d Trial § 290.

Evidence that is merely cumulative of evidence offered in a party's case-in-chief is not

proper rebuttal. Findley v. Woodall, 86 Idaho 439, 387 P.2d 594 (1963). In other words,

testimony introduced merely as "additional support" for an argument made in the other party's

case-in-chief is not proper rebuttal. Peals v. Terre Haute Police Dept., 535 F.3d 621, 629 (7th

Cir. 2008).

In light of these principles, Petra submits there is little room for proper rebuttal by the

City. Petra's defenses of the City's claims were well known to the City for many months.

Simply because Petra submitted evidence that contradicted the evidence offered by the City

during its case-in-chief does not entitle the City to put on additional evidence "rebutting" Petra's

evidence. This would essentially give the City a second "case-in-chief." If this were the case,

there would be no logical limit or end to a party's opportunity to put on its case.

Therefore, Petra requests that the Court require offers of proof from the City and Petra as

to the testimony of each of the intended rebuttal witnesses. Petra also requests the Court to

exercise its discretion and limit rebuttal testimony in accordance with the criteria set forth above.

This will serve the interests ofjudicial efficiency.
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3.2 Alvin Hill and Tom South should not be allowed to testify in rebuttal.

In order to understand Petra's position, some background may be helpful. The deadline

imposed by the Court for disclosure of expert witnesses was July 28,2010, 126 days before trial.

This deadline gave the City 15 months from the time it filed its complaint to identify its expert

witnesses. On July 28, 2010, the City disclosed a list of witnesses, a list that did not include

Tom South or Alvin Hill.! Petra then moved to exclude the City's experts because its disclosure

did not meet the requirements of Rule 26(b)(4) or provide the information requested in Petra's

Interrogatory NO. 16. The Court ruled the City would have until 45 days prior to trial to

supplement the expert disclosure of the disclosed experts or they would be excluded. The City

then supplemented its discovery response to include some additional information. Again, Tom

South and Alvin Hill were not listed. The City then filed another disclosure of expert witnesses

on October 15, 2010, taking the opportunity to list Tom South. Alvin Hill was not listed. On

November 29,2010, the City disclosed Alvin Hill to Petra as an expert witness for the first time.2

Due to untimeliness of these disclosures, Tom South and Alvin Hill should not be

allowed to testify. Petra respectfully requests the Court to simply enforce its Scheduling Order.

South was disclosed by the City as an expert witness 79 days late and a mere 45 days prior to

trial. Hill was disclosed just four days prior to trial.

Despite these facts, Petra expects the City will make a number of arguments in opposition

to Petra's objection. First, the City may argue it is not required to disclose rebuttal experts. This

1 This list included: Steve Amento, Laura Knothe, Todd Weltner, MTI, Ray Wetherholt, Neil Anderson, Leo Geiss,
Lee Cotton, Jason Neidigh, Mike Simmonds, Steve Turney, and Tim Petchse.
2 Alvin Hill was listed as a co-author ofthe STRATA report that was given to Petra in mid-November.
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is incorrect. The Court's Scheduling Order reqUires the disclosure of all experts without

limitation. Certainly, rebuttal opinions need not be disclosed until the conclusion of a party's

case-in-chief because they are as yet unknown. But it is clear that all experts, rebuttal or not,

must be timely disclosed. When a party fails to comply with an order of the Court with regard to

disclosure of witnesses, the sanction is to exclude the witness. See Edmunds v. Kraner, 142

Idaho 867, 872, 136 P.3d 338,343 (2006).

Second, the Court's Scheduling Order is consistent with Idaho law. For example, in City

of McCall v. Seubert, the Supreme Court addressed the late disclosure of an expert witness,

where the City argued he was "simply a rebuttal witness." 142 Idaho 580, 586, 130 P.3d 1118,

1124 (2006). The Court looked at the fact that the other side had disclosed its experts in advance

of trial and that the City "was well aware of the type of rebuttal testimony it might need" and

could have disclosed its expert at that time." Id. The Court recognized that the "prejudice

resulting from late disclosure may be greater when the witness is an expert." Id.

Third, the City may argue that it had until 45 days before trial to disclose its experts.

Again, this is incorrect. Petra brought a motion in limine to exclude the City's experts based on

the deficient disclosures. This motion was heard on September 27,2010. The experts that were

the subject of this motion were the only experts that were disclosed at that time, a group that did

not include either Tom South or Alvin Hill. The Court conditionally denied Petra's motion and

allowed the City to supplement its disclosures. The City filed a supplemental disclosure on

October 15,2010, in which it took the opportunity to list Mr. South as an expert witness for the
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first time, but not Mr. Hill. The Court's order cannot be construed as allowing additional experts

to be named. Rather, the Court ordered the City to supplement the disclosures of "already

named" expert witnesses.

Fourth, Petra anticipates that Mr. South will attempt to rebut the testimony of John Quapp

and Dennis Reinstein. Both witnesses were disclosed months ago. Petra's financial expert

Dennis Reinstein was disclosed in August of2010. Neither Mr. Quapp nor Mr. Reinstein offered

anything surprising or new that the City could not anticipate. Rebuttal should not merely

contradict or corroborate evidence already presented. Sirotiak v. HC Price Co., 758 P.2d 1271,

1277 (Alaska 1988). In presenting its case, a plaintiff "may not ignore known defense theories

or close his or her eyes to evidence that directly counters plaintiffs prima facie case," and then

seek to offer further evidence on rebuttal that should have been offered in its case-in-chief. Id.

To allow the City to hold back a witness in "rebuttal" simply to re-hash its case-in-chief

is inappropriate, prejudicial, and would unduly extend this trial.

With regard to Alvin Hill - disclosed as a witness four days before trial - the same

arguments apply. Additionally, the City's attempt to offer Mr. Hill's testimony in rebuttal

contravenes the Court's Order on the first day of trial excluding the STRATA report, which Mr.

Hill apparently co-authored, and expressed the new opinions contained therein. Even if Mr. Hill

does not testify about the contents of the STRATA report, the Court should exclude his

testimony because it is not rebuttal. The alleged masonry defects were part of the City's case-in-

chief. Petra simply defended against the City's claims. Adding further evidence on the masonry

MEMORANDUM REGARDING PROCEDURES FOR REBUTTAL AND SURREBUTAL
680995_3.docx

Page 7

008018

first time, but not Mr. Hill. The Court's order cannot be construed as allowing additional experts 

to be named. Rather, the Court ordered the City to supplement the disclosures of "already 

named" expert witnesses. 

Fourth, Petra anticipates that Mr. South will attempt to rebut the testimony of John Quapp 
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by characterizing it as rebuttal is improper. The fact that the City unsuccessfully sought to have

Mr. Hill testify in its case-in-chief regarding the contents of the STRATA Report confirms that

such testimony is not rebuttal. Allowing the City another shot at proving its case-in-chief with

an expert disclosed as a witness four days before trial, who authored an excluded report disclosed

two weeks before trial, would be prejudicial to Petra.

4. CONCLUSION

In conclusion, Petra requests the Court to limit the City's "rebuttal" case by excluding

improper rebuttal as well as testimony from late-disclosed witnesses. Not only has the City

introduced substantial late-disclosed and undisclosed expert opinion on damages (among other

things), it now asks the Court to compound the prejudice by allowing even more untimely

testimony in "rebuttal." And, the City appears to be seeking another chance to re-hash its case-

in-chief.

DATED: April 1, 2011.

LKER
endants/Counterclaimant
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DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE

STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

CITY'S BRIEF REGARDING
REBUTTAL WITNESSES

COMES NOW, the Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, City of Meridian, ("City"), by and through

their counsel of record, Kim. J. Trout of Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, P.A., and submits it

Brief Regarding Rebuttal Witnesses.

INTRODUCTION

Petra rested its case-in-chief on March 30, 2011. The City informed the Court that it

intended to call rebuttal witnesses. Petra objected. The Court directed the parties to submit briefs

regarding the issue. This Brief is supported by the Affidavit of Counsel in Support of the City's

Brief Regarding Rebuttal Witnesses, filed contemporaneously herewith (the "Affidavit of Counsel").
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CONTROLLING LAW

"Rebuttal evidence is evidence which explains, repels, counteracts, or disproves evidence

which has been introduced by or on behalf of the adverse party." Idaho Trial Handbook §9:7, citing

State v. Olsen, 647 P.2d 734 (Idaho 1982). "The fact that rebuttal evidence may also have been

admissible in a party's case-in-chief does not make it any less a rebuttal." Id.

This Court has broad discretion to decide whether to admit rebuttal evidence. Ciry ofMcCall

v. Seubert, 130 P.3d 1118, 1125 (Idaho 2006). The primary concern of the Court is to monitor the

introduction of the rebuttal testimony to prevent a "rehash" of prior testimony. Id. Even where

evidence admitted in rebuttal is not stricdy rebuttal in nature, its admission is within the sound

discretion of this Court, provided that Petra has the opportunity to meet the evidence. Id., citing State

v. Sorrell, 783 P.2d 305 (Idaho App. 1989) andJ.E.T. Development v. Dorsry Constr. Co., Inc., 642 P.2d

954 (Idaho App. 1982).

ARGUMENT

The purpose of the City's intended rebuttal evidence is to rebut testimony submitted by

Petra during its case-in-chief. This Brief will address each rebuttal witness the City intends to call,

and set forth the reasons why the Court should allow each witness' rebuttal testimony.

Todd Weltner. Mr. Weltner was disclosed by the City as an expert who would provide

"rebuttal testimony... in response to evidence that Petra may put on." See Affidavit of Counsel,

para. 9; see also, Id., Exhibit A. During its case-in-chief, Petra introduced evidence regarding the City

Hall masonry work, roof draining systems and exterior water-proofing that the City contends is false

and/or misleading. Id. at para. 9. Mr. Weltner's testimony is necessary to point out why Petra's

evidence on those topics is false and/or misleading. Id. Accordingly, Mr. Weltner should be

allowed to present rebuttal testimony regarding those issues.
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CONTROLLING LAW 

"Rebuttal evidence is evidence which explains, repels, counteracts, or disproves evidence 

which has been introduced by or on behalf of the adverse party." Idaho Trial Handbook §9:7, citing 

State v. Olsen, 647 P.2d 734 (Idaho 1982). "The fact that rebuttal evidence may also have been 

admissible in a party's case-in-chief does not make it any less a rebuttal." Id. 

This Court has broad discretion to decide whether to admit rebuttal evidence. Ciry of McCall 

v. Seubert, 130 P.3d 1118, 1125 (Idaho 2006). The primary concern of the Court is to monitor the 

introduction of the rebuttal testimony to prevent a "rehash" of prior testimony. Id. Even where 

evidence admitted in rebuttal is not stricdy rebuttal in nature, its admission is within the sound 

discretion of this Court, provided that Petra has the opportunity to meet the evidence. Id., citing State 

v. Sorrell, 783 P.2d 305 (Idaho App. 1989) andJ.E.T. Development v. Dorsry Constr. Co., Inc., 642 P.2d 

954 (Idaho App. 1982). 

ARGUMENT 

The purpose of the City's intended rebuttal evidence is to rebut testimony submitted by 

Petra during its case-in-chief. This Brief will address each rebuttal witness the City intends to call, 

and set forth the reasons why the Court should allow each witness' rebuttal testimony. 

Todd Weltner. Mr. Weltner was disclosed by the City as an expert who would provide 

"rebuttal testimony ... in response to evidence that Petra may put on." See Affidavit of Counsel, 

para. 9; see also, Id., Exhibit A. During its case-in-chief, Petra introduced evidence regarding the City 

Hall masonry work, roof draining systems and exterior water-proofing that the City contends is false 

and/or misleading. Id. at para. 9. Mr. Weltner's testimony is necessary to point out why Petra's 

evidence on those topics is false and/or misleading. Id. Accordingly, Mr. Weltner should be 

allowed to present rebuttal testimony regarding those issues. 
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Laura Knothe. Ms. I<nothe was disclosed by the City as an expert who would provide

"rebuttal testimony... in response to evidence that Petra may put on." See Affidavit of Counsel,

para. 9; see also, ld., Exhibit A. During its case-in-chief, Petra introduced evidence regarding the

delay caused by Rule Steel, evidence regarding Petra's claim that the HVAC system was installed and

properly working, evidence regarding the masonry being correct pursuant to industry standards, as

well as the water features having no defects, all of which the City contends is false and/or

misleading. ld. at para. 10. Ms. I<nothe's testimony is necessary to point out why Petra's evidence

on those topics is false and/or misleading. ld. Accordingly, Ms. I<nothe should be allowed to

present rebuttal testimony regarding that issue.

Tom South. Mr. South was disclosed by the City as an expert who would provide rebuttal

testimony regarding, among other things, the "calculations performed by Dennis Reinstein, Keith

Pinkerton and Hooper Cornell's staff." See Affidavit of Counsel, para. 11; see also, ld., Exhibit A.

Petra introduced evidence regarding the profitability of the Project for Petra during its case-in-chief

that the City contends is false and/or misleading. ld. at para. 11. Mr. South's testimony is necessary

to point out why Petra's evidence on the topic is false and/or misleading. ld. Accordingly, Mr.

South should be allowed to present rebuttal testimony regarding that issue.

Steven Amento. Mr. Amento was disclosed by the City as an expert who would provide

"rebuttal testimony... in response to evidence that Petra may put on." See Affidavit of Counsel,

para. 12; see also, !d., Exhibit A. Mr. Amento is expected to testify in rebuttal to Mr. Bauer's schedule

analysis, Petra's claims that it timely completed the Project, and Mr. Reinstein's profitability analysis.

See Affidavit of Counsel, para. 12; see also, !d., Exhibit A. The City contends that the evidence

introduced by Petra on these topics during its case-in-chief was false and/or misleading. ld. at para

12. Mr. Amento's testimony is necessary to point out why Petra's evidence on these topics is false
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and/or misleading. Id. Accordingly, Mr. Amento should be allowed to present rebuttal testimony

regarding that issue.

Alvin Hill. As the Court is aware, after David Cram refused to allow Rusty Boicourt to

perform his obligations as the City's masonry expert, the City was required to retain Mr. Hill with

STRATA. Mr. Hill was disclosed by the City as an expert who would provide testimony regarding,

among other things, the City Hall masonry work. See Affidavit of Counsel, paras. 13-14. Petra

introduced evidence regarding the City Hall masonry work during its case-in-chief that the City

contends is false and/or misleading. Id. at paras. 13-14 Mr. Hill's testimony is necessary to point

out why Petra's evidence on the topic is false and/or misleading. Id.

Mr. Hill was disclosed as a potential expert witness on November 16, 2010 after the expert

witness disclosure deadline. Id. However, the City has a legitimate excuse for Mr. Hill's late

disclosure.1 In this respect, the city originally retained, and timely disclosed, Rusty Boicourt of

Materials Testing & Inspection, Inc. ("MTI") as its expert regarding the City Hall masonry work. Id.

On November 3, 2010, after the expert witness disclosure deadline had lapsed, MTI informed

counsel for the City that MTI was no longer willing to allow Mr. Boicourt to testify as an expert for

the City. Id. The City immediately retained Mr. Hill to replace Mr. Boicourt. Id. On November 16,

2010, 16 days before the commencement of this trial, the City disclosed Mr. Hill's involvement to

Petra and on November 24, 2010 provided Petra with Mr. Hill's report (City Exhibit 2202). Id.

Petra has had several months to review Mr. Hill's report and prepare for his testimony.

Through Mr. Bauer and Mr. McGorty, Petra has alleged that the plans and specifications for

the Meridian City Hall incorporate some industry standard for viewing the finished masonry

product. Additionally, Petra has asserted that the finished masonry is within the plans and specs.

Mr. Hill will be called to direcdy rebut these two claims. Mr. Hill was not allowed to testify on
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behalf of the City during its case-in-chief. Accordingly, his report has not been offered into

evidence. However, he was disclosed before trial and during the course of the trial Petra had the

opportunity to conduct a review of Mr. Hill's report for accuracy.

In McDonald v. Scifewqy Stores, Inc., 707 P.2d 416 (Idaho 1985), the plaintiff (McDonald)

slipped and fell in a Safeway store that had been conducting an ice cream demonstration.

McDonald brought an action for damages for injuries she sustained as a result of the fall. Id.

McDonald failed to disclose her safety expert until just prior to trial, in violation of LR.C.P. 26(b)(4),

and was therefore not allowed to put the safety expert's testimony on during her case-in-chief. Id.

Safeway, during its case-in-chief, presented expert opinion testimony that Safeway had acted with

due care. McDonald's safety expert was called to rebut that opinion, and the court allowed it. Id.

The Idaho Supreme Court found that the trial court did not abuse its discretion in permitting that

testimony. Id.

Here, Mr. McGorty's and Mr. Bauer's testimony presented during Petra's case-in-chief were

that the cast stone and masonry met the plans and specifications; or if they did not meet the plans

and specifications, they met an industry standard. Mr. Hill's testimony is necessary to point out why

Petra's evidence on this topic is false and/or misleading. See Affidavit of Counsel, paras. 13-14. As

explained by the Idaho Supreme Court in McDonald, the preclusion of Mr. Hill's testimony during

the City's case-in-chief does not preclude the City from calling Mr. Hill to rebut the testimony of

Petra's witnesses.

Cliff Chamberlain. As a result of the inappropriate conduct of Petra's president, Jerry Frank,

the Court allowed Cliff Chamberlain to replace Mr. Neidigh as an expert witness with respect to,

among other things, the central core reheat issue. During Petra's case-in-chief, it presented

testimony, both through witnesses called as "fact witnesses" and Mr. Bauer, Petra's expert witness,

1 Late disclosure is not a bar to the allowance of a witness' testimony, so long as there is a "legitimate excuse" for the late
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Cliff Chamberlain. As a result of the inappropriate conduct of Petra's president, Jerry Frank, 

the Court allowed Cliff Chamberlain to replace Mr. Neidigh as an expert witness with respect to, 

among other things, the central core reheat issue. During Petra's case-in-chief, it presented 

testimony, both through witnesses called as "fact witnesses" and Mr. Bauer, Petra's expert witness, 
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CITY'S BRIEF REGARDING REBUTTAL WITNESSES - 5 



that City Hall has central core reheat. The City contends that testimony is false and/or misleading.

See Affidavit of Counsel, para. 15. Mr. Chamberlain's testimony is necessary to point out why

Petra's evidence on this topic is false and/or misleading. Accordingly, Mr. Amento should be

allowed to present rebuttal testimony regarding that issue.

CONCLUSION

The City's intended rebuttal evidence is necessary to rebut claims and assertions made by

Petra's witnesses during Petra's case-in-chief. There is no valid reason for denying the City the

opportunity to introduce its rebuttal evidence. Accordingly, the Court should allow the City to

introduce rebuttal evidence through the above-described expert witnesses on the above-described

topics.

DATED this 1st day of April, 2011.

TROUT. JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A.

By:

Daniel Loras Glynn
Attorneys for Plaintiff

disclosure. See, e.g., Seubert at 1124, citing Bramwell v. South Riglry Canal Co., 39 P.3d 588, 592 (Idaho 2001).
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I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1st day of April, 2011, a true and correct copy of the
above and foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

Thomas G. Walker
MacKenzie Whatcott
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
U.S. Mail
Fax
Email
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DANIEL LORAS GLYNN, ISB #5113
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHIlL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise,ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
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DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE

STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

STATE OF IDAHO)
) ss.

County of Ada )

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

AFFIDAVIT OF KIMJ. TROUT IN
SUPPORT OF THE CITY'S BRIEF
REGARDING REBUTTAL WITNESSES

I, KIM J. TROUT, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

1. I am one of the attorneys of record for the PlaintiffjCounterdefendant, City of

Meridian ("City"), in the above-entitled action and I make this affidavit based on my own personal

knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I submit this affidavit in support of the City's Brief Regarding Rebuttal Witnesses.

3. The Court's July 28, 2009 Order Setting Proceedings and Trial, paragraph 6 related

to the Disclosure of Experts and stated in relevant part:

AFFIDAVIT OF KIM J. TROUT IN SUPPORT OF THE CITY'S
BRIEF REGARDING REBUTTAL WITNESSES
Page -1
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225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise,ID 83701 
Telephone: (208) 331-1170 
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By LARA AMES 
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DISCLOSURE OF EXPERTS: The advancing party's expert witnesses
shall be disclosed no later than 126 days prior to trial. The responding
party's expert witnesses shall be disclosed no later than 77 days prior to
trial. All parties' disclosure as to experts, shall be in compliance with Rule
26(b) (4). An expert is deftned under Rule 702 of the Idaho Rules of
Evidence.

4. On July 28, 2010 the City ftled a list of Expert Witnesses with the Court and served

it upon Petra.

5. On August 25, 2010 Petra ftled its Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony and

Documents by Meridian's Experts, which motion was heard on September 27,2010.

6. During the hearing on September 27, 2010, the City advised the Court that Petra's

ftrst set of discovery requests required supplementation 45 days prior to the trial and that Petra's

Motion in Limine was premature. In denying Petra's Motion in Limine, the Court stated:

I think by all rights and based on the express language of the interrogatories,
the ftrst set of interrogatories that the City of Meridian should have up to 45
days before trial, and we can revisit the issue if there are named experts who
have not yet complied with their 26(b)(4) opinions after that date, after 45
days before trial. And I think that's it on that issue.

7. Petra did not differentiate between its case-in-chief witnesses and its rebuttal

witnesses. Therefore, the City believes that all of the witnesses put on were put on during Petra's

case-in-chief.

8. On October 15, 2010, 48 days prior to the start of the trial, the City served upon

Petra Plaintiffs Disclosure of Expert Witnesses Dated October 15, 2010 ("Disclosure"). Attached

hereto as Exhibit "A" is a true and correct copy of said disclosures.

9. Todd Weltner was disclosed in the Disclosure at page 4. Petra put on testimony

during its case regarding the roof draining systems, exterior water-prooftng, and masonry that the

City contends is false and/or misleading. It is necessary for the City to call Mr. Weltner as a rebuttal

witness to point out why Petra's evidence is false and/or misleading. Mr. Weltner's disclosure as a
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rebuttal witness provided that he "may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in

response to evidence that Petra may put on."

10. Laura I<nothe was disclosed in the Disclosure at page 3. Petra put on testimony

during its case regarding the installation of the HVAC system, water features, and masonry in

compliance with the plans and specifications for the Meridian City Hall Project ("Project").

Additionally, Petra put on testimony during its case regarding the delay caused by Rule Steel. The

City contends that the testimony put on by Petra was false and/or misleading. It is necessary for the

City to call Ms. Knothe as a rebuttal witness to point out why Petra's evidence is false and/or

misleading. Ms. Knothe's disclosure as a rebuttal witness provided that she "may also provide

expert rebuttal testimony and documents in response to evidence that Petra may put on."

11. Tom South was disclosed in the Disclosure at page 12. Petra, through Mr. Reinstein,

put on testimony regarding Petra's alleged profitability on this job. Mr. South was disclosed to

"provide rebuttal testimony regarding the calculations performed by Dennis Reinstein, Keith

Pinkerton and Hooper Cornell's staff." The City believes the testimony put on by Mr. Reinstein was

false and/or misleading. Therefore, it is necessary for the City to call Mr. South as a rebuttal witness

to point out why Petra's evidence is false and/or misleading.

12. Steven Amento was disclosed in the Disclosure at page 1. Petra put on extensive

testimony regarding schedule analysis that Mr. Bennett and his "staff' performed, as well as multiple

schedule analysis that were performed by Mr. Bauer.1 Additionally, Petra put on testimony through

Mr. Reinstein regarding Petra's profit on the job. The City contends that the schedule analysis

performed by Mr. Bauer and Mr. Bennett as well as the profit analysis performed by Mr. Reinstein

are false and/or misleading. It is necessary for the City to call Mr. Amento as a rebuttal witness to

1 It is important to note that Mr. Bennett in his testimony testified that he and his staff created Exhibit 755,
however as is evidenced by Mr. Bauer's testimony, Mr. Bauer not only created the exhibit but also has
never been a member of Mr. Bennett's staff.
AFFIDAVIT OF KIM]. TROUT IN SUPPORT OF THE CITY'S
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rebuttal witness provided that he "may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in 

response to evidence that Petra may put on." 
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City to call Ms. Knothe as a rebuttal witness to point out why Petra's evidence is false and/or 

misleading. Ms. Knothe's disclosure as a rebuttal witness provided that she "may also provide 

expert rebuttal testimony and documents in response to evidence that Petra may put on." 

11. Tom South was disclosed in the Disclosure at page 12. Petra, through Mr. Reinstein, 

put on testimony regarding Petra's alleged profitability on this job. Mr. South was disclosed to 

"provide rebuttal testimony regarding the calculations performed by Dennis Reinstein, Keith 

Pinkerton and Hooper Cornell's staff." The City believes the testimony put on by Mr. Reinstein was 

false and/or misleading. Therefore, it is necessary for the City to call Mr. South as a rebuttal witness 

to point out why Petra's evidence is false and/or misleading. 

12. Steven Amento was disclosed in the Disclosure at page 1. Petra put on extensive 

testimony regarding schedule analysis that Mr. Bennett and his "staff' performed, as well as multiple 

schedule analysis that were performed by Mr. Bauer.1 Additionally, Petra put on testimony through 

Mr. Reinstein regarding Petra's profit on the job. The City contends that the schedule analysis 

performed by Mr. Bauer and Mr. Bennett as well as the profit analysis performed by Mr. Reinstein 

are false and/or misleading. It is necessary for the City to call Mr. Amento as a rebuttal witness to 

1 It is important to note that Mr. Bennett in his testimony testified that he and his staff created Exhibit 755, 
however as is evidenced by Mr. Bauer's testimony, Mr. Bauer not only created the exhibit but also has 
never been a member of Mr. Bennett's staff. 
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point out why Petra's evidence is false or misleading. Mr. Amento's disclosure as a rebuttal witness

provided that he "may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in response to

evidence that Petra may put on."

13. Alvin Hill, an employee of Strata, was disclosed via correspondence to Mr. Walker

and would provide testimony regarding, among other things, the failure of TMC, the masonry

contractor, to actually install the masonry pursuant to the plans and specifications. As I have

previously informed the Court, Mr. Rusty Boicourt, a member of MTI's staff, was hired to conduct

an analysis of the masonry installed on the project. Mr. Boicourt was timely disclosed, however on

November 3, 2010, David Cram of MTI informed the City that due to ongoing relationships with

Petra that they would perform no additional work, nor would Mr. Boicourt be allowed to testify as

an expert or fact witness on behalf of the City. After receiving the notice on November 3, 2010, the

City immediately retained Mr. Hill to replace Mr. Boicourt. The City provided Petra, via DVD, a

copy of Mr. Hill's report, which is Exhibit 2202, on November 24, 2010. Petra has had several

months to review Mr. Hill's report and prepare for his testimony.

14. Additionally, Petra put on testimony through Mr. McGorty, Mr. Bauer, Mr. Bennett

and Mr. Coughlin that TMC complied with the plans and specifications for the Project.

Additionally, Petra put on testimony which may allow the Court to conclude that the plans and

specifications incorporated some industry standard into them. The City contends that this

testimony is false and/or misleading. It is necessary to call Mr. Hill to point out why Petra's

evidence is false or misleading.

15. Cliff Chamberalin was disclosed and allowed as a replacement to Jason Neidigh. As

the Court is aware, after Jerry Frank's inappropriate conduct of contacting expert witnesses for the

City, the Court sanctioned Petra by allowing the City to substitute Mr. Chamberlain in for Mr.

Neidigh. Petra was allowed to present evidence through Mr. Bauer as well as witnesses called as so-
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point out why Petra's evidence is false or misleading. Mr. Amento's disclosure as a rebuttal witness 

provided that he "may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in response to 

evidence that Petra may put on." 

13. Alvin Hill, an employee of Strata, was disclosed via correspondence to Mr. Walker 

and would provide testimony regarding, among other things, the failure of TMC, the masonry 

contractor, to actually install the masonry pursuant to the plans and specifications. As I have 

previously informed the Court, Mr. Rusty Boicourt, a member of MTI's staff, was hired to conduct 

an analysis of the masonry installed on the project. Mr. Boicourt was timely disclosed, however on 

November 3, 2010, David Cram of MTI informed the City that due to ongoing relationships with 

Petra that they would perform no additional work, nor would Mr. Boicourt be allowed to testify as 

an expert or fact witness on behalf of the City. After receiving the notice on November 3, 2010, the 

City immediately retained Mr. Hill to replace Mr. Boicourt. The City provided Petra, via DVD, a 

copy of Mr. Hill's report, which is Exhibit 2202, on November 24, 2010. Petra has had several 

months to review Mr. Hill's report and prepare for his testimony. 

14. Additionally, Petra put on testimony through Mr. McGorty, Mr. Bauer, Mr. Bennett 

and Mr. Coughlin that TMC complied with the plans and specifications for the Project. 

Additionally, Petra put on testimony which may allow the Court to conclude that the plans and 

specifications incorporated some industry standard into them. The City contends that this 

testimony is false and/or misleading. It is necessary to call Mr. Hill to point out why Petra's 

evidence is false or misleading. 

15. Cliff Chamberalin was disclosed and allowed as a replacement to Jason Neidigh. As 

the Court is aware, after Jerry Frank's inappropriate conduct of contacting expert witnesses for the 

City, the Court sanctioned Petra by allowing the City to substitute Mr. Chamberlain in for Mr. 

Neidigh. Petra was allowed to present evidence through Mr. Bauer as well as witnesses called as so-
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called "fact witnesses" that the Meridian City Hall has central core reheat. The City contends this is

false and/or misleading. Mr. Chamberlain's testimony is necessary to point out why Petra's

evidence is false or misleading.

FURTHER YOUR AFIANT SAYETH NOT.

Kim]. Trout

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 1st day of April, 2011.

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1st day of April, 2011, a true and correct copy of the
above and foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

Thomas G. Walker
Erika Klein
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518
Fax: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
U.S. Mail
Fax
Fed. Express
Email

~-
Kim]. Trout

D
D
D
D
~
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called "fact witnesses" that the Meridian City Hall has central core reheat. The City contends this is 

false and/or misleading. Mr. Chamberlain's testimony is necessary to point out why Petra's 

evidence is false or misleading. 

FURTHER YOUR AFIANT SA YETH NOT. 

Kim]. Trout 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 1 st day of April, 2011. 

Notary Public for Idaho 
Residing at Meridian, Idaho 
Commission expires: Nov. 3,2014 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 1st day of April, 2011, a true and correct copy of the 
above and foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Erika Klein 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 
Fax: (208) 639-5609 

Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Email 

~--r--_---
Kim]. Trout 
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c::) 225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
c:.;)' P.O. Box 1091

Boise, ID 83101
...... Telephone: (208) 331-1110
--' Facsimile: (208) 331-1529--'.... Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICI' OF THE
. STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation, Case No. CV OC 09-1251

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

PLAINTIFFS DISCLOSURE OF
EXPERT WITNESSES DATED
OCTOBER 15, 2010

Defendant.

COMES NOW the Plaintiff/Counterdefendant City ofMetidian (<tCity"), by and through its

counsel of recom, 'Kim J. Trout of the finn Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, ,PA., and .

hereby submits Plaintiffs Disclosute of Expert Witnesses Dated October 15,2010, pursuant to the

o.rder ·enteted by the Court, 'This disclosure is intended as a supplementation to the discovery

requests served upon it by the Defendant.

Steven]. Ameoto
Corke Amento,Inc.
110r Avenue, Ste. 820
Seattle, Washington 98104
(206) 682-9722

Pursuant to lR.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete' statement of all opinions to be exptessed: Mr. Amento's opinions are stated in:
his Affidavit served on or about July 6, 2010 and Mr. Amenta's Affidavit dated September
20,2010, which has not yet been filed with the Court, and is attached hereto as Bates No.
CM114401 through CMl14408. Additionally Mr. Amento has given deposition t~eiisbtnii'.o.n.. .....

!J«

~A!o:

~«

PLAINTIFF'S DISCLOSURE OF EXPERT WITNESSES DATED OCTOBER 15,2010
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IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICI' OF THE 
. STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho 
Municipal Corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
Corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No. CV OC 09-1251 

PLAINTIFFS DISCLOSURE OF 
EXPERT WITNESSES DATED 
OCTOBER 15, 2010 

COMES NOW the Plaintiff/Counterdefendant City ofMerictian (<<City''). by and through its 

counsel of recotd, 'Kim J. Trout of the finn Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, ,P.A., and ' 

hereby submits Plaintiffs Disclosute of Expert Witnesses Dated October 15,2010, pursuant to the 

o.rder ,enteted by the Court, 'This disclosure is intended as a supplementation to the discovery 

requests served upon it by the Defendant. 

Steven1. Ameoto 
Corke Amento,Inc. 
110 r Avenue, Ste. 820 
Seattle, Washington 98104 
(206) 682-9722 

Pursuant to I.R.c.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete' statement of all opinions to be exptessed: Mr. Amento's opinions are stated in: 
his Affidavit served on or about July 6, 2010 and Mr. Amenta's Affidavit dated September 
20,2010, which has not yet been filed with the Court, and is attached hereto as Bates No. 
CM114401 through CM114408. Additionally Mr. Amento has given deposition t~eiistunii' .o.n
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Mr. Amento has also been retained by the City as the 30(b)(6) designee with tespec~ to
damages, and will testify to the amount of damages suffered by the City. Mt. .Amento is
reviewing documents provided by the litigation team, and will provide an opinion reguding
the damage claim at his deposition which is cw:rently scheduled for October 25, 2010.

The basis and reasons for the opinions; The basis and reasons for the opinions ate set forth
in each of the affidavits and Mr. Amento's depositions.

The data or other information considered in forming the opinions: Mr. Amento utilized
. Project RecoMs and documents produced during the discovery of this matter to (onn his
opinions.

Exh1pits to be used 118 a sumDl9Q of Of s~ort for the opinions: Mr. Amento exPects to
prepate exhibits for use at hearings and the trial of this case that summarize his opinions.
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requited by the Court.

Qualifications of the witness. including a list of all publications authored by the witness
within the preceding ten yeats; Mr. Amenta's CV produced as Bates number CM115952;
Mr. Amento and his fum, Corke Amento, have provided construction management services
and consttuction claims/litigation support to hundreds of clients within the preceding 10
yeats. Mr. Amento has authored no publications during the last ten years.

CO!Jll2ensation: Corke Amento is paid on an hourly basis plus expenses. Corke Amento has
bee.n paid approximately $61,000 to date.

Listing of other Cases in which the witness has testified as an ewert at trial OI by deposition
within the preceding four Years; See list attached hereto as Bates number CM115906.

Rebuttal; Mr. Amento may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in
response ~ evidence that Petta may put on.

Dave Powell
RiveRidge Engineering Company
3046 'S. Brown Way
Boise, Idaho 83706
(208) 344-1180

Pursuant to I.R.c.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed: Mr. Powell's opinions ate stated in
his Affidavit that was served on Petta on or about July 6, 2010.

The basis and reasons for the opinions: After meeting with litigation staff, Mr. Powell was
provided with computer record data on the Meridian City Hall, which included drawings and
asked to plovide square footage estimates. Mr. Powell utili%ed AutoCAD to scale the
drawings of all four floors to measure areas identified by litigation staff as common areas,
vertical shafts, storage areas, open space, and office areas. Mr. Powell then calculated the
square footage, rounded to the neatest foot, for each of these areas.
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Mr. Amento has also been retained by the City as the 30(b)(6) designee with tespec~ to 
damages, and will testify to the amount of damages suffered by the City. Mt. .Amento is 
reviewing documents provided by the litigation team, and will provide an opinion reguding 
the damage claim at his deposition which is currently scheduled for October 25, 2010. 

The basis and reasons for the opinions; The basis and reasons for the opinions ate set forth 
in each of the affidavits and Mr. Amento's depositions. 

The data or other information considered in forming the opinions: Mr. Amento utilized 
. Project Records and documents produced during the discovery of this matter to (onn his 
opinions. 

Exh1pits to be used 118 a sumDl9Q of at s\!Pl1ort for the opinions: Mr. Amento expects to 
prepate exhibits for use at hearings and the trial of this case that summarize his opinions. 
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requited by the Court. 

Qualifications of the witness. including a list of all publications authored by the witness 
within the preceding ten yeats: Mr. Amenta's CV produced as Bates number CM115952; 
Mr. Amento and his fum, Codre Amento, have provided construction management services 
and consttuction claims/litigation support to hundreds of clients within the preceding 10 
yeats. Mr. Amento has authored no pUblications during the last ten years. 

CO!Jll2ensation: Corke Amento is paid on an hourly basis plus expenses. Corke Amento has 
bee.n paid approximately $61,000 to date. 

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an ~ at trial or by deposition 
within the preceding four yeatS; See list attached hereto as Bates number CM115906. 

Rebuttal; Mr. Amento may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in 
response ~ evidence that Petta may put on. 

Dave Powell 
RiveRidge Engineering Company 
3046 S. Brown Way 
Boise, Idaho 83706 
(208) 344-1180 

Pursuant to 1.R.c.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed: Mr. Powell's opinions ate stated in 
his Affidavit that was served on Petta on or about July 6, 2010. 

The basis and reasons for the opinions: After meeting with litigation staff, Mr. Powell was 
provided with computer record data on the Meridian City Hall, which included drawings and 
asked to plovide square footage estimates. Mr. Powell utili%ed AutoCAD to scale the 
drawings of all four floors to measure areas identified by litigation staff as common areas, 
vertical shafts, storage areas, open space, and office areas. Mr. Powell then calculated the 
square footage, rounded to the neatest foot, for each of these areas. 
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the data or other infotm!ltion considered in fOtDling the opinions: Mr. Powell relied upon
as-built drawings imported into AutoCAD and his expertise in scaling and measuring the
previously identified areas. Mr. Powell produced documents as CM115936..cM115951.

Exhibits to be used 38· a munmaq of or support for the opiniQns: Mr. Powell expects to
p.repue exhibits for use at· hearings and the trial of this case that summarize his opinions.
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as required by the Court.

Qualifications of the witness, ipcluding a list of all publications authored by the witness
within the preceding ten years; Mr. Powell is a licensed Professional Civil Engineer, licensed
in the State of Idaho, Certificate No. 5756. Mr. Powell graduated in May 1984 from
University of Idaho and received his Civil License in July of 1988, and has practiced civil
engineering continually to the present Attached hereto .as Bates number CM115907 is Mr.

. Powell's CV. ..

Compensation: Mr. Powell billed for his services by the time actually spent plus expenses.
Mr. Powell's billing rate is $150 pet hour plus expenses.

Listing Qf other cases in which the witness has testified as an eJij)ert at trial OJ: by deposition
within the p.receding (ow: years: Mr. Powell has not testified as an expert at trial or by
deposition within the preceding four years.

LawaKnothe
The New Energy Company
8720 Vic Lane
Middleton, ID 83644
(208) 890-8783

Putsuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement of all Qpinions to be expressed: Ms. Knothe's opinions are stated in
her Affidavitsetved on or about July 6, 2010. Ms. Knothe also has proyided an opinion as
to the causation of the damages suffered by the City of Meridian. S" Bates numbe:m CM
CM 115913. Additionally, Ms. Knothe has had hel deposition taken and is currendy
scheduled tQ have her depositiQn retaken.

The basis and reasons fot the opinions: The basis and reasQns for the opiniQns are set forth
in Ms. KnQthe's affidavit, her deposition, and the causation opinion letter discussed abQve.

The data Qr other infQnnation cQnsidered in forming the opinions: Ms. Knothe has
l:eviewed Pl:oject RecQrds, cQnducted site visits, had detailed cQnversations with City
employees and Prime CQntractors, as well as reviewing documents prQduced during the
discovery Qf this matter.

Ex:hibits to be used as a s\1ll1tXlW Qf Ol: support fOl: the opinions: Ms. Knothe expects to
prepare exhibits for use at hearings and the trial Qf this case that summarize her QpiniQns.
Copies will be prQvided to the CQurt and cQunsel as requi.red by the CQurt.
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the data or other infottniltion considered in fOlDling the opinions: Mr. Powell relied upon 
as-built drawings imported into AutoCAD and his expertise in scaling and measuring the 
previously identified areas. Mr. Powell produced documents as CM115936..cM115951. 

Exhibits to be used 38· a munmaq of or support for the opinioos: Mr. Powell expects to 
p.repue exhibits for use at· hearings and the trial of this case that summarize his opinions. 
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as required by the Court. 

Qualifications of the witness, ipcluding a list of all publications authored by the witness 
within the preceding ten years; Mr. Powell is a licensed Professional Civil Engineer, licensed 
in the State of Idaho, Certificate No. 5756. Mr. Powell graduated in May 1984 from 
University of Idaho and received his Civil License in July of 1988, and has practiced civil 
engineering continually to the present Attached hereto .as Bates number CM115907 is Mr . 

. Powell's CV. .. 

Compensation: Mr. Powell billed for his services by the time actually spent plus expenses. 
Mr. Powell's billing rate is $150 pet hour plus expenses. 

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an eJij)ert at trial OJ: by deposition 
within the p.receding (ow: years: Mr. Powell has not testified as an expert at trial or by 
deposition within the pteceding four years. 

LawaKnothe 
The New Energy Company 
8720 Vic Lane 
Middleton, ID 83644 
(208) 890-8783 

Putsuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement of all Qpinions to be expressed: Ms. Knothe's opinions are stated in 
her Affidavitsetved on or about July 6, 2010. Ms. Knothe also has proyided an opinion as 
to the causation of the damages suffered by the City of Meridian. S" Bates numbe:m CM 
CM 115913. Additionally, Ms. Knothe has had hel deposition taken and is currendy 
scheduled to have her deposition retaken. 

The basis and reasons fot the opinions: The basis and reasons for the opinions are set forth 
in Ms. Knothe's affidavit, her deposition, and the causation opinion letter discussed above. 

The data or other infonnation considered in forming the opinions: Ms. Knothe has 
l:eviewed Pl:oject Records, conducted site visits, had detailed conversations with City 
employees and Prime Contractors, as well as reviewing documents produced during the 
discovery of this matter. 

Ex:hibits to be used as a s\lll1tXlW of Ol: support fOl: the opinions: Ms. Knothe expects to 
prepare exhibits for use at hearings and the trial of this case that summarize her opinions. 
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requi.red by the Court. 
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Quplifications of the witness, including a Jist of all publications authored by the witness
withip the precedIDg ten yem: Ms. Knothe's CV is produced herewith as Bates number
CM115914. Additionally~Ms. Knothe has authored no publications within the preceding ten
years.

Compensation; Ms. ·Knothe is compensated for actual time spent on an hourly basis plus
expenses. Ms. Knothe's hourly.rate is $85 per hour plus expenses.

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an qpert at tria' or by deposition
within the preceding four years; Ms. Knothe has not testified as an expert at trial ot by .
deposition within the preceding four yeats.

Rebuttal: Ms. Knothe may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in
response to evidence that Petta :blay put on.

Todd Weltner
VERTICAL Corp.
555 W. Bannock: St.
Boise,ID 83702
(208) 336-9860

Pmsuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement of all QPinions to be expressed; Mr. WeItner's opinions are stated in
his previously filed affidavits and the depositions taken to date in this matter. Additionally,
based upon Mr. WeItner's affidavits and depositions, he intends to opine on the fact that
Petra, as the Construction Manager on this project, failed to perfoan proper oversight of the
Wo.rk as it was being installed. There is a systemic proble:tn in that there ate numerous
conditions involving nwnero~ prime contractors that have resulted in a finished product
that is plone to excessive maintenance, acceIerated degradation and improperly functioning
systems. Specifically. Mr. WeItner has identified problems with the water features, plumbing
systems. the HVAC sys~ the roofing system, the masonry wotk, nutnerous miscellaneous
defects and lack of proper docwuentation in the close-out and operating & maintenance
requirements. Mr. WeItner will opine that there is a consistent pattern of failure to complete
contraetually-obligated tasks.

The basis and reasons for the opinions: Mr. WeItnerconducted seve.ral visits to the Project
and visual inspections of the work, in ad~tion to reviewing the Project Records and
docwnents produced during the course of discovery in this matter. Based upon these visits
and visual inspections, details do not appear to have been followed, procedures were not
followed~ repairs were not completed and documentation is missing. Also, Mr. WeItner
spoke with severnl City of Meridian employees, forensic consultants and trades people
regarding existing conditions of building systems in fonning his opinions.

The data or other infonnation considered in fonning the opinions: Mr. WeItner reviewed
the Project Records, Contract Documents. testing reports, photos. and other documents
produced during discovery in this matter.
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Qualifications Qf the witness, including a list Qf all publications authored by the witness 
withip the precedIDg ten yem: Ms. Knothe's CV is produced herewith as Bates Dumber 
CM115914. Additionally, Ms. Knothe has authored no publications within the preceding ten 
years. 

Compensation; Ms. ·Knothe is compensated for actual time spent on an hourly basis plus 
expenses. Ms. Knothe's hourly.rate is $85 per hour plus expenses. 

Listing of oth" cases in which the witness has testified as an qpert at tria' Qr by deposition 
within the preceding four years; Ms. Knothe has not testified as an expert at trial or by . 
deposition within the preceding fQur yeats. 

Rebuttal: Ms. Knothe may also provide expert rebuttal testimQny and documents in 
response to evidence that Petta illay put on. 

Todd Weltner 
VERTICAL Corp. 
555 W. Bannock: St. 
Boise,lD 83702 
(208) 336-9860 

Pmsuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement of all QPinions to be expressed; Mr. WeItners Qpinions are stated in 
his previQusly filed affidavits and the depositions taken to date in this matter. AdditiQnally, 
based upon Mr. WeItner's affidavits and depositions, he intends to opine on the fact that 
Petra, as the Construction Manager 00. this project, failed to petfoan proper oversight of the 
Wo.rk as it was being installed. There is a systemic proble:tn in that there ate numerous 
conditions involving nwnero~ prime contractors that have resulted in a finished product 
that is ptone tQ excessive tnaintenance, acceIerated degradation and improperly functioning 
systems. Specifically, Mr. WeItner has identified problems with the water features, plumbing 
systems, the HV AC system, the roofing system, the masonry wotk, nutnerous miscellaneous 
defects and lack of prQper dQcwuentation in the close-out and operating & maintenance 
requirements. Mr. Weltner will opine that there is a consistent pattern of failure to complete 
contractually-obligated tasks. 

The basis and reasons for the opinions: Mr. WeItner conducted seve.ral visits to the Project 
and visual inspections of the wotk, in ad~tion tQ reviewing the Project Records and 
docwnents produced during the course of discovery in this matter. Based upon these visits 
and visual inspections, details do not appear to have been follQwed, procedures were not 
followed, repairs were not completed and documentation is missing. Also, Mr. WeItner 
sPQke with severnl City of Meridian employees, forensic cQnsultants and trades people 
regarding existing conditions Qf building systems in fQnning his Qpinions. 

The data or other infonnation considered in fonning the opinions: Mr. WeItner reviewed 
the Project Records, CQntract Documents, testing reports, photos, and Qther documents 
produced during discovery in this matter. 
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Exhibits to be used as a mrnmuy of or 81ijtport for the opinions: Mr. Weimer expects to
have exhibits prepared ror use at heatings and the trial of this case that snmtnarize the
opinions set forth in Mr. Welmeis affidavits, deposition testimony, and this disclosure.
Copies will he provided to the Court and counsel as .requited by the Court.

,
Qpa.1itjcations of the witness, including a Jist of an publiQltions authored by the witness
within the preceding ten years: The qualifications of Mr. WeItner are produced herewith as
Bates nutnber CM115953. Additionally, Mr. WeItner has had his deposition taken on two
separate occasians, in which Mr. Weltneis qualifications were extensively discussed. Mr.
Weimer has not authored any publications within the preceding ten years.

Compensation: Mr. WeItner is biDing for his services by the time actually spent plus
expenses. Mr. Weltner's billing rate is 1125 per hout plus expenses.

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at mal or by depositiQn
within the prececli.ngfour yew: Mr. Weltner has not testified in any other cases as an expert
at trial or by deposition.

Rebuttal: Mr. Weltner may also provide expert rebuttal testitnQny and dQcuments in
response to evidence that Petra may put Qn.

Rusty Boicourt
MTI
2791 S. Victory View Way
Boise, Idaho 83709
(208) 376-4748

Putsuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement of all Qpinions to be qp~essed; Mr. Boicoutt prepared a Drafl;
Forensic Observation of Exterior Masonty for the Meridian City Hall report dated
September 29, 2010, directed to Mr. TOdd WeIUler at Vettical Cotporation. The opinions of
Mr. Baicourt are stated in said report, produced herewith as Bates number CM115917.

The basis and reasons for the opinions: The basis and reasons for the opinions are set fQrth
in Mr. Boicourt's report.

The data or other infortnation considered in ronning the opinions; Mr. Boicourt review~
specificatiQn sectiQns 04720 and 04810 and conducted measurements on the Meridian City
Hall.

Exhibits to be used as a summat;y' of Qr sUllport for the opiniQns: Mr. WetherhQlt expects to
have exhibits prepared for use at hearings and the trial Qf this case that sutntnarize the
opinions set forth in Mr. BQicoutt's report described above. Copies will be provided to the
CQurt and CQunsel as required by the Court.
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Exhibits to be used as a !!UP1muy of or S1ijtport for the opinions: Mr. Weimer expects to 
have exhibits prepared ror use at heatings and the trial of this case that snmtnarize the 
opinions set forth in Mr. Welmeis affidavits, deposition testimony, and this disclosure. 
Copies will he provided to the Court and counsel as .requited by the Court. 

. 
Qpa.1iflcations of the witness, including a Jist of an publiQltions authored by the witness 
within the preceding ten years: The qualifications of Mr. WeItner are produced herewith as 
Bates nutnber CM115953. Additionally, Mr. WeItner has had his deposition taken on two 
separate occasions, in which Mr. Weltneis qualifications were extensively discussed. Mr. 
Weimer has not authored any publications within the preceding ten years. 

Compensation: Mr. WeItner is biDing for his services by the time actually spent plus 
expenses. Mr. Weltner's billing rate is 1125 per hout plus expenses. 

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at mal or by deposition 
within the prececli.ng four yeats: Mr. Weimer has not testified in any other cases as an expert 
at trial or by deposition. 

Rebuttal: Mr. Weltner may also provide expert rebuttal testitnony and documents in 
response to evidence that Petra may put on. 

Rusty Boicourt 
MTI 
2791 S. Victory View Way 
Boise, Idaho 83709 
(208) 376-4748 

Putsuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement of all opinions to be WW,-essedi Mr. Boicoutt prepared a Drafl; 
Forensic Observation of Exterior Masonty for the Meridian City Hall report dated 
September 29, 2010, directed to Mr. TOdd WeItner at Vettical Cotporation. The opinions of 
Mr. Beicourt ate stated in said report, produced herewith as Bates number CM115917. 

The basis and reasons for the opinions: The basis and reasons for the opinions are set forth 
in Mr. Boicourt's report. 

The data or other infortnation considered in ronning the opinions; Mr. Boicourt review~ 
specification sections 04720 and 04810 and conducted measurements on the Meridian City 
Hall. 

Exhibits to be used as a sutnmat;)" of or sUllport for the opinions: Mr. Wetherholt expects to 
have exhibits prepared for use at hearings and the trial of this case that sutntnatize the 
opinions set forth in Mr. Boicourt's report described above. Copies will be provided to the 
Court and counsel as required by the Court. 
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Qualifications of the witness, including a list of all publication, authored by the witness
within the preceding ten YearS; Mr. Boicourt has been with Materials Testing & Inspection
£01' approximately seventeen yeus. and is ew:rently the Euvironmental Services Manager.
Mr. Boicourt attended San]ose State University from 1987 to 1992 and attended Boise State
University from 1992 to 1993.

Compensation: Mr. Boicourt and MTI was compensated approximately $1,000.

Listing of other cases in whicb the witness has testified as an expert at trial or by depositioA
within the preceding four years: Mr. Boicoutt has testified in the preceding four years.

, Ray Wetherholt
Weatherholt and Associates. Inc.
13104 NE 85th St.
Kirldand. WA 98083
(425) 822-8397

Pursuant "to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement Qf all <wimons to be §Pressed; Mr. Wethe.rholt's opinions are stated
in-his repQrt (Bates numbered CM112451-112521). AdditionaJJ.y, Mr. WetherhQlt's
deposition is currendy scheduled to be taken on OctQber 26, 2010. At that time, Mr.
Wetherholt may express additional Qpinions or expand upQn the opinions presented in his
report.

The basis and reasons for the QpiniQns: The basis and reasons fQr the opinions are set forth
in Mr. WetherhQlt's repQrt descn"bed above.

The data or Qther informatiQn considered in fanning the qpiniQPs: The data Qr other
informatiQn considered by the witness in fQrming the opinions are set fQrth in Mr.
WetherhQlt's repQrt desc:.tibed abQve. Additionally, Petra has requested that Mr. Wetherholt
provide, at his deposition, a substantial attlount Qf documents that Mr. Wetherholt ttlay have
in his possessiQn. Mr. Wetherholt.may have relied upon these documents as well in fQnning
his opinion.

Exhibits to be used as a S1l1lltP3t1 ofor suWOrt for the opinions: Mr. Wetherholt expects to
have exhibits prepared for use at hearings and the trial Qf this case that~ the
QpiniQns set forth in Mr. Wethetholt's report described above. Copies will be prQvided to
the CQurt and counsd as :required by the Court.

Qua1i~cations of the witness. including a list of all publications authQred by the witness
within the preceding ten yeats: Please see the attached CV from Mr. Wethe:tholt, Bates
numbered CMl15901-CM115902.

CQmpensation: Mr. WetherhQlt is billing for his services by the time actually spent plus
expenses. Mr. Wetherholt's billing :tate is $185 per hour fQ:r consultfug work and $200 per
hour fQr litigatiQn work plus expenses.
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Qualifications of the witness, including a list of all publication, authored by the witness 
within the preceding ten years; Mr. Boicourt has been with Materials Testing & Inspection 
fot approximately seventeen yeats, and is cw:rently the Euvironmental Services Manager. 
Mr. Boicourt attended San]ose State University from 1987 to 1992 and attended Boise State 
University from 1992 to 1993. 

Compensation: Mr. Boicourt and MTI was compensated approximately $1,000. 

Listing of other cases in whicb the witness has testified as an expert at trial or by deposition 
within the preceding four years: Mr. Boicoutt has testified in the preceding foUl: years. 

, Ray Wethetholt 
Weatherholt and Associates, Inc. 
13104 NE 85th St. 
Kirldand, WA 98083 
(425) 822-8397 

Pursuant "to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement of all qpinions to be §Pressed; Mr. Wethe.rholt's opinions are stated 
in-his report (Bates numbered CM1124S1-112521). Additioruiny, Mr. Wetherholt's 
deposition is currendy scheduled to be taken on October 26, 2010. At that time, Mr. 
Wetherholt may express additional opinions or expand upon the opinions presented in his 
report. 

The basis and reasons for the opinions: The basis and reasons for the opinions are set forth 
in Mr. Wetherholt's report descn'bed above. 

The data or other information considered in fanning the qpinions: The data or other 
information considered by the witness in forming the opinions are set forth in Mr. 
Wetherholt's report desc:.tibed above. Additionally, Petra has tequested that Mr. Wetherholt 
provide, at his deposition, a substantial attlount of documents that Mr. Wetherholt ttlay have 
in his possession. Mr. Wetherholt.may have relied upon these documents as well in fonning 
his opinion. 

Exhibits to be used as a S1l1lltll3t1 of or su,WOrt for the opinions: Mr. Wetherholt expects to 
have exhibits prepared for use at hearings and the trial of this case that ~ the 
opinions set forth in Mr. Wethetholt's report described above. Copies will be provided to 
the Court and counsd as tequired by the Court. 

Quali~cations of the witness. including a list of all publications authored by the witness 
within the preceding ten yeats: Please see the attached CV from Mr. Wethe:tholt, Bates 
numbered CMl15901-CM115902. 

Compensation: Mr. Wetherholt is billing for his services by the time actually spent plus 
expenses. Mr. Wetherholt's billing :tate is $185 per hour fot consultfug work and $200 per 
hour for litigation work plus expenses. 
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L§tiug of other cases in which the witness has testified as an. expert at trid or by depositiQA
within the preceding fQur yeats; Mr. Wethetholt has testified in over forty cases dw:iAg the
last five years. Attached hereto as Bates nwnber CM115904-CM115905 is a listing of cases
whieh Mr. Wetherholt testified in.

Rebuttal; Mr. WethemQlt may also ptQvide expert tebuttal testimony and documents in
response tQ evidence that Petra may put on.

Leo Geis
Idaho Airships. Inc & Votum Theanogmphy
2940 S. Goshen
Boise, ID 83709
(208) 344-7410

Pursuant to I.R.c.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed: Mr. Geis is expected to testify to the
visible band photographic attifacts taken as wen as the wom. performed in Adobe Systems,
Inc. softwate applications, including Photoshop, Flash, and any other softwate package
utilized.

The basis and reasons for the opinions; The City of Meridian engaged Idaho Aitships and
Votum Thennography to conduct thermal and visible band photographic sessions on the
Meridian City Hall. Mr. Geis is an expert with respect to Adobe Systems, Inc. softwate
packages, including Photoshop and Flash. .

The data or other infonnarion considered in fanning the qpinions: Mr. Geis produced
several visible band photographic artifacts and utilized Adobe Systems. Inc. software
packages to combine the visible band photographic artifacts with theanogmpbic images to
create a Flash presentation, which has been previously produced

,
Exhibits to be used as a !Ultlltm.J;y of Qr sypport for the opinions; Mr. Geis will use Adobe
Acrobat "documents of orthographic (vertical) images of the Meridian City HaD, enhanced
with outlines and other digital techniques. Mr. Geis also will use Adobe Flash interactive
display of ground:"based photography and theanography of interior and exterior subjects as
contained in the file named mch.swf. Adobe Flash interactive display of ground and aerial
based itnaging as contained in the file named m~roof.swf

Qualifications of the witnesS, including a list of all publications authored by the witness
within the preceding ten years: Mr. Geis' qualificatioils have been previously produced Mr.
Geis is a Certified "Aerial Photographer by the Professional Aerial Photographers"
Association, an Adobe Certified Expert in Photoshop, an Adobe Online Moderator for the
Flash Community Hdp, an Adobe Online Moderator for the Photoshop CottUnunity Help,
a Lecturer regarding Digital Exhibits for Litigation for Law Seminars International, and a
regulat lecturer on various digital imagery and Photoshop for the professional Aerial
Photographers Association, Intemational's regional and intemational events. Mr. Geis is
also the Director of the Professional Aerial Photographers Association, International Iron
Photoshop Contest.
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L§tiug of other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at trial or by depositiQA 
within the preceding four yeats; Mr. Wethetholt has testified in over forty cases during the 
Jut five years. Attached hereto as Bates nwnber CM115904-CM115905 is a listing of cases 
whieh Mr. Wetherholt testified in. 

Rebuttal; Mr. Wethemolt may also ptovide expert tebuttal testimony and documents in 
response to evidence that Petra may put on. 

Leo Geis 
Idaho Airships, Inc & Votum Theanogmphy 
2940 S. Goshen 
Boise, ID 83709 
(208) 344-7410 

Pursuant to I.R.c.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed: Mr. Geis is expected to testify to the 
visible band photographic attifacts taken as wen as the wom. performed in Adobe Systems, 
Inc. softwate applications, including Photoshop, Flash, and any other softwate package 
utilized. 

The basis and reasons for the opinions; The City of Meridian engaged Idaho Aitships and 
Votum Thennography to conduct thermal and visible band photographic sessions on the 
Meridian City Hall. Mr. Geis is an expert with respect to Adobe Systems, Inc. softwate 
packages, including Photoshop and Flash. ' 

The data or other infonnation considered in fanning the qpWons: Mr. Geis produced 
several visible band photographic artifacts and utilized Adobe Systems, Inc. software 
packages to combine the visible band photographic artifacts with thettnogmpbic images to 
create a Flash presentation, which has been previously produced 

, 
Exhibits to be used as a !UltDtm.t;y of or sypport for the opinions; Mr. Geis will use Adobe 
Acrobat 'documents of orthographic (vertical) images of the Meridian City HaD, enhanced 
with outlines and other digital techniques. Mr. Geis also will use Adobe Flash interactive 
display of ground:"based photography and theanography of interior and exterior subjects as 
contained in the file named mch.swf. Adobe Flash interactive display of ground and aerial 
based itnaging as contained in the file named m~roof.swf 

Qualifi.cations of the witnesS. including a list of all publications authored by the witness 
within the preceding ten Years: Mr. Geis' qualifications have been previously produced Mr. 
Geis is a Certified "Aerial Photographer by the Professional Aerial Photographers' 
Association, an Adobe Certi.fi.ed Expert in Photoshop, an Adobe Online Moderator for the 
Flash Community Hdp, an Adobe Online Moderator for the Photoshop CottUnunity Help, 
a Lecturer regarding Digital Exhibits for litigation for Law Seminars International, and a 
regulat lecturer on various digital imagery and Photoshop for the professional Aerial 
Photographers Association, Intemational's regional and intemational events. Mr. Geis is 
also the Director of the Professional Aerial Photographers Association, International Iron 
Photoshop Contest. 
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Mr. Geis has also authored over fifteen. online tutorials for the Professional Aerial
Photographers Association, and has been featured in the Quartetly publication of the
Professional Aerial Photographers Association) International on September 2008 (Why
Should Aerial Photographers Move to Photoshop CS4 Extended)t the June 2009 edition
(photoshop CS4 and Other Photography Tips) and the September 2010 edition
(Introduction to Adobe's C.reative Suite CS5: Photoshop, Premiere PrOt .After Effects).

C9mpensaUon: Mr. Geis charges $140 per hout plus expenses for any tasks .related to the
case other than Unaging or digital lab time spent in the production ofexhibits.

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an. qpert at trial or by deposition
}Vithin the preceding four yeats: Mr. Geis has not testified as an expert at trial or deposition
within the preceding four years.

Lee Cotten
Votum Thennography
Boise, ID 83709
(208) 941-2545

Pw:suant to I.RC.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement of all 9pinions to be expressed: Mr. Cotten is expected to testify to
the interpretation of the thermographic inlages. This includes the appearance that there is
water under the roof membrane and the finding of several large spans of the roofing
membrane not being fastened, which shows up as a "bubble." Mr. Cotten was also asked to
take thermographic images of the water leak on the S.W. corner, which it appears water was
inside the walls.

]he basis and reasons for the opinions: Mr. Cotten relied upon thermographic images taken
with the use of a thermographic cametat and he interpreted those images.

The data or other infotmatiog. considered in forming the o.pinions; Mr. Cotten relied upon
the thennographic images produced and the interpretation of those thermographic itnages.

Exhibits to be used as a SUlllttlaJ;y of or mpport for the opinions; Mr. Cotten will rely upon
the thermographic images with the overlays prepared by Mr. Geis.

Qnalifications of the witness, includ.i.ng a list of all publications authored by the witness
within the preceding ten yeats: Please see the CV attached hereto as Bates number
CM115954. Mr Cotten has not authored any publications in the last ten years.

Compensation: Mr. Cotten charges $140 per hout for expert testimony.

y,stina 9£ other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at trilll or by deposition
within the preceding four years: Mr. Cotten has not testified as an expert at trial or by
deposition within the preceding four years.
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Mr. Geis has also authored over fifteeo. online tutorials for the Professional Aerial 
Photographers Association, and has been featured in the Quartetly publication of the 
Professional Aeria.J. Photographers Association, International on September 2008 (Why 
Should Aerial Photographers Move to Photomop CS4 Extended), the June 2009 edition 
(photoshop CS4 and Other Photography Tips) and the September 2010 edition 
(Introduction to Adobe's C.reative Suite CS5: Photoshop, Premiere Pro, .After Effects). 

C9mpensation: Mr. Geis charges $140 per hout plus expeo.ses for any tasks .related to the 
case other than Unaging or digital lab time spent in the production of exhibits. 

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an qpert at trial or by deposition 
}Vithin the preceding four yeats: Mr. Geis has not testified as an expert at trial or deposition 
within the preceding four years. 

Lee Cotten 
Votum Thertnography 
Boise, ID 83709 
(208) 941-2545 

Pw:suant to I.RC.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement of all 9pinions to be expressed: Mr. Cotten is expected to testify to 
the interpretation of the thermographic inlages. This includes the appearance that there is 
water under the roof membrane and the finding of several 1atge spans of the roofing 
membrane not being fastened, which shows up as a "bubble." Mr. Cotten was also asked to 
take thermographic images of the water leak on the S.W. corner, which it appears water was 
inside the walls. 

The basis and reasons for the opinions: Mr. Cotten relied upon thermographic images taken 
with the use of a thermographic camera, and he interpreted those images. 

The data or other infotmatiog. considered in forming the o.pinions; Mr. Cotten relied upon 
the thennographic images produced and the interpretation of those thermographic itnages. 

Exhibits to be used as a Sll1lllIlat1 of or mpport for the opinions; Mr. Cotten will rely upon 
the thermographic images with the overlays prepared by Mr. Geis. 

Qualifications of the witness. includ.i.ng a list of all publications authored by the witness 
within the preceding ten yeats: Please see the CV attached hereto as Bates number 
CM115954. Mr Cotten has not authored any publications in the last ten years. 

Compensation: Mr. Cotten charges $140 per hout for expert testimony. 

y,stina 9£ other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at trial or by deposition 
within the preceding four years: Mr. Cotten has not testified as an expert at trial or by 
deposition within the preceding four yeats. 
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Nell Anderson
Neil O. Anderson & Associates
902 Iitdustrial Way
Lodi, CA 95240
(209) 367-3701

Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement piaU opinions to be qpressed: Mr. Anderson's opinions ate stated in
his report (Bates numbered CM111870-111902). Additionally, Mr. Andenon's deposition is
currently scheduled to be taken on October 25, 2010. At that time, Mr. Anderson may
exptess additional opinions or expand upon the opUrlons presented in his report.

The basis and reasons for the opinions: The basis and reasons for the opinions are set forth
in Mr. Anderson's report described above.

The data or other infottnation considered in fanning the opinions: The data or other
info.rmation considered by the witness in fonning the opinions are set forth in Mr.
Anderson's repo.rt described above. Additionally, produced herewith as Bates numbers
CM114316 through CM114368, are Mr. Andenon's files--exc1usi:ve of photos which will be
produced at his deposition, that Mr. Anderson utilized in formittg his opinio~.

B!hibits to be used as a SumPlaJ;f of or SlIWort for the opinions: Mr. Anderson expects to
have exhibits prepared for use at hearings and the trial of this case that summarize the
opinions set forth in Mr. Anderson's report described above. Copies will be provided to the
Court and counsel as required by the Court

QyaljficatiQ11s of the witness. including a list of all pub)ications authored by the witness
Etbin the preceding ten years: Mr. Anderson's educational background, qualifications and

. experience are described in his CUtticu1um Vitae attached hereto as Bates numbers
CM114367 through CM114368. Additionally attached hereto as Bates numbers CM114316
is an article SU11UDary prepared by Mr. Anderson.

Compensation: Mr. Anderson is billing fot his services by the time actually spent Mt."
Anderson's billing rate is $198 per hour plus expenses.

listing of other cases in which the witness has testified "as an gpert at trial or by ckposition
within the preceding four years: Please see the attached CUtticu1um Vitae.

Rebuttal; Mr. Anderson may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and doewnents in
response to evidence that Petra may put on.
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Nell Anderson 
Neil O. Anderson & Associates 
902 Iitdustrial Way 
Lodi, CA 95240 
(209) 367-3701 

Pursuant to I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete statement pi all Qpinions to be qpressed: Mr. Anderson's opinions ate stated in 
his report (Bates numbered CM111870-111902). Additionally, Mr. Andenon's deposition is 
currently scheduled to be taken on October 25, 2010. At that time, Mr. Anderson may 
express additional opinions or expand upon the opUrlons presented .in his report. 

Ibe basis and reasons for the opinions: The basis and reasons for the opinions are set forth 
in Mr. Anderson's report described above. 

The data or other infottnation considered in fanning the opinions: The data or other 
info.rmation considered by the witness in fonning the opinions are set forth in Mr. 
Anderson's repo.rt described above. Additionally, produced herewith as Bates numbers 
CM114316 through CM114368, are Mr. Andetson's files--exclusi:ve of photos which will be 
produced at his deposition, that Mr. Anderson utilized in formittg his opinio~ . 

.B!hibits to be used as a sumroatY of or SlIWort for the opinions: Mr. Anderson expects to 
have exhibits prepared for use at hearings and the trial of this case that summarize the 
opinions set forth in Mr. Anderson's report described above. Copies will be provided to the 
Court and counsel as required by the Court 

.QyaljficatiQns of the witness. including a list of aU pubJications authored by the witness 
lYithin the preceding ten years: Mr. Anderson's educational background, qualifications and 

. experience are described in his CUtticu1um Vitae attached hereto as Bates numbers 
CM114367 through CM114368. Additionally attached hereto as Bates numbers CM114316 
is an article sun:unaty prepared by Mr. Anderson. 

Compensation: Mr. Anderson is billing for his services by the time actually spent Mr .. 
Anderson's billing rate is $198 per hour plus expenses. 

listing of other cases in which the witness has testified·as an gpert at trial ot by ckposition 
within the preceding {out years: Please see the attached CUtticulum Vitae. 

Rebuttal; Mr. Anderson may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and docwnents in 
response to evidence that Petra may put on. 
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Jason Neidigh
DeBest Plwnbing, Inc.
11477 W. President Dr.
Boise, 10 83713
(208) 322-4844

Pursuant to I.RC.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete Stlltement of all Qpinions to be expresse¢ Mr. Neidigh will opine that the
. backwater valves installed were done so in ditect violation of plumbing code section 710.'
Unifonn Plumbing Code, 2003 edition. Mr. Neidigh will opine that the backwater valves
installed. did not open fully to prevent screening of sewage and became blocked with solids
that ultimately caused a sewage flood. Mr. Neidigh will also opine that he found no evidence
to suggest that clean outs were installed above the basement level allowing the servicing of
the drainage systetn. Mr. Neidigh recorded video of the backwater valves from the inside of
the pipe to demonsttate the potential for blockage and took pictures of the exposed flood
site to show that the cleanouts were not buried behind sheet rock at the flood location.

The basis and reasons for the Qpinions: Mr. Neidigh's expertise in plumbing and knowledge
with the Unifotnl Plumbing Code. 2003 edition. as wen as his review of the installation of
the backwater valves is the basis for his opinion.

The data or other infotmation considered in fo11l'1iAg the Qpinions: Mr. Neidigh performed
a site visit, including an inspection of the backwater valves of the Meridian City HaJJ,
reviewed plans maintained at Meridian City Hall. had conversations with City employees,

. and took photos and videos ofhis findings.

EJbibits tQ be used as a suttltIlaJ;y of or sypport for the opiniQ11S: Mr. Neidigh expects to
prepare exhibits fQr use at hearings and the trial Qf this case that summarize his opinions.
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requited by the Court. Specifically. but
without limitations, Mr. Neidigh will rely upon the photos and video he took upon his site
visit, a copy of which is produced as Bates nwnber CM115267.

Qualifications of the witness, incl.&, a list of all publications authored by the witnesS'
within the preceding ten years: Please see CV (When and what batesnumbet)

Compensation: Mr. Neidigh is compensated on an hourly basis for the time actually spent.
Mr. Neidigh's billing .rate is $85 per hour plus expenses.

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at trial or by deposition
within the preceding four years: Adkins VB. Evans Construction Management Company,
Case No. CV OC 07-19626.

PLAINrIFF'S DISCLOSURE OF EXPBRT WITNESSES DATED .OCTOBER 15,2010
Page -10

008042

Jason Neidigh 
DeBest Plwnbing, Inc. 
11477 W. President Dr. 
Boise, 10 83713 
(208) 322-4844 

Pursuant to I.RC.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i) 

A complete Stlltement of all Qpinions to be expresse¢ Mr. Neidigh will opine that the 
. backwater valves installed were done so in ditect violation of plumbing code section 710 . .
Unifonn Plumbing Code, 2003 edition. Mr. NeiWgh will opine that the backwater valves 
installed. did not open fully to prevent screening of sewage and became blocked with solids 
that ultimately caused a sewage flood. Mr. Neidigh will also opine that he found no ev.:idence 
to suggest that clean outs were installed above the basement level allowing the servicing of 
the drainage systetn. Mr. Neidigh recorded video of the backwater valves from the inside of 
the pipe to demonstrate the potential for blockage and took pictures of the exposed flood 
site to show that the cleanouts were not buried behind sheet rock at the flood location. 

The basis and reasons for the QPinions: Mr. Neidigh's expertise in plumbing and knowledge 
with the Unifotnl Plumbing Code, 2003 edition, as well as his review of the installation of 
the backwater valves is the basis for his opinion. 

The data or other infotmation considered in f011l"liAg the Qpinions: Mr. Neidigh performed 
a site visit, including an inspection of the backwater valves of the Meridian City HaJJ, 
reviewed plans maintained at Meridian City Hall, had conversations with City employees, 

. and took photos and videos of his findings. 

H,mibits to be used as a s1ltt1tWll;y of or sypport for the opinions: Mr. Neidigh expects to 
prepare exhibits for use at hearings and the trial of this case that summarize his opinions. 
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requited by the Court. Specifically, but 
without limitations, Mr. Neidigh will rely upon the photos and video he took upon his site 
visit, a copy of which is produced as Bates nwnber CM115267. 

Qualifications of the witness, incl.&, a list of all publications authored by the witnesS' 
within the preceding ten years: Please see CV (When and what batesnumbet) 

Compensation: Mr. Neidigh is compensated on an hourly basis for the time actually spent. 
Mr. Neidigh's billing .tate is $85 per hour plus expenses. 

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at trial or by deposition 
within the preceding four years: Adkins VB. Evans Construction Management Company, 
Case No. CV OC 07-19626. 
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Mike Simmonds
565 W. Myrtle, Ste. 225
Boise, 10 83702
(208) 345-8872
850-4180

Putsuant to l.RC.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A wmplete statement ofall opinions to be expressed; Mt. Simmonds' opinions are stated in .
his report dated September 12,2010 (Bates number CM112450-CM112521).

The basis and reasons fQr the o.pinions; The basis and reasons fQr Mr. Simmonds' QpiniQns
ate set forth in his report

The data or other: information cQnsidete4 in fQrming the QpiniQns; Mr. Simmonds .reviewed
Project RecQrds, documents prQduced cluritlg the discovery Qf this matter. and had
conversations with other City ofMeridian designated experts.

Exhibits tQ be used as a sU1lln1lU;y of Qr support for the opinions: Mr. Sinttnonds expects to
prepare exhibits for use at hearings and.th~ trial of this case that summarize his opinions.
CQpies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requited by the Court.

Qualifications of the witness, including a list of all publicatiQns authored by the witness
within the preceding ten years: Mr. Simmonds' CV was previously produced. Mr.
Simmonds has not published anything within the preceding ten years.

Cotnpeosation: Mr. SitnlnQnds is cQmpensated Qn an hourly basis plus expenses. Mr.
Sitnmonds' is cQmpensated at $150 per hQur for consultant wott and $250 fQr testifying.

Listing of other cases in which the witness has telitified IS an expert at trillI or by d~sition

within the preceding four years: Mr. Simmonds has not testified in the previous fQur yeam
as an expert witness.

Rebuttal; Mr. Simmonds may alsQ prQvide expert rebuttal testifnQny and documents in
response to evidence that Petra may put on.

Tim Petsche
TEP, Inc.
3726 S. Selatir PI.
Meridian, In 83642

Pursuant tQ I.R.c.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A cQmplete statement of all opiniQns to be e;pressed: Mr. Petsche has provided a
preliminary report (Bates numbered CM112408 thrQugh CM112443). Additionally. Mr.
Petsche has prepared and provided a causation report regarding the HVAC defects (Bates
number CMl15359 through CM115361). AdditiQnally. Mr. Petsche has conducted
hydronics testing and testing on the controls. The final reports for the testing of the
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Mike Simmonds 
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850-4180 
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ate set forth in his report 

The data or other: information considete4 in forming the opinions; Mr. Simmonds .reviewed 
Project Records, documents produced during the discovery of this matter, and had 
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prepare exhibits for use at hearings and. th~ trial of this case that summarize his opinions. 
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requited by the Court. 

Qualifications of the witness, includipg a list of all publications authored by the witness 
within the prececling ten years: Mr. Simmonds' CV was previously produced. Mr. 
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Cotnpeosation: Mr. Simlnonds is compensated on an hourly basis plus expenses. Mr. 
Sitnmonds' is compensated at $150 per hour for consultant wott and $250 for testifying. 

Listing of other cases in which the witness has te!itified IS an expert at trill I or by d~sition 
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as an expert witness. 
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A complete statement of all opinions to be e;pressed: Mr. Petsche has provided a 
preliminary report (Bates numbered CM112408 through CM112443). Additionally, Mr. 
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number CMl15359 through CM115361). Additionally, Mr. Petsche has conducted 
hydrorucs testing and testing on the controls. The final reports for the testing of the 
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controls and the hydronics test has Dot been completed as of the date of this disclosure,
however as soon as it is completed, it will be provided. Mr. Petsche is expected to testify as
to the causation of the HVAC problems at the Meridian City Hall as well as the contents of
the hycb:onics testing teport and the controls .report.

The basis and teaSQDS for the gpiniQPBi Mr. Petsche conducted several site visits, conducted
or directed to be conducted, hydronics testing and testing of the controls, as well as
reviewing the Project Records. Contract Documents. and conversations with City
employees. including EricJensen.

The data or other information considered.in fonning the opinions~ Mt. Petsche relied upon
Pb:>ject Records, Contract DoCUttlents, multiple tests. and extensive discussions with City
employees.

Exhibits to be used as a SllmmllQ of oJ: §ul!POrt for the opinions: Mr. Petsche expects to
prepare exhibits for use at hearings and the trial of this case that summarize his opinions.
Copies will be provided to the Court and counsel as requited by the Court.

Qualifications of the witness, including a Jist of all publications authored by the witness
within the pteceding ten years: 1bird generation heating and cooling in the trade. Was the
owner/operator of his own business from 1982-2005 dealing extensively in 'design/build of
comme.tcial projects. Since 2005. Mr. Petsche has been acting as an independent
contractor/consultant for the Hampton Inns for their heating and air conditioning. Mr.
Petsche has not authored any publications.

Compensation: $125 per hour plus expenses.

Listing of other cases in which the witness has testified as an ewert at trial or by <kposition
within the preceding four years: Mr. Petsche has not testified as an expert witness.

Rebuttal: M!. Petsche may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in
response to evidence that Petra may put OD.

Thomas J. South
Le Master & Daniels, PILe
1010 W.Jefferson St. #200
Boise, ID 83702-5453
(208) 658-8200

Pursuant to I.RC.P. 26(b)(4)(A)(i)

A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed: Mr. South is expected to ptovide
rebuttal testimony regarding the calculations pe.tfoItned by Dennis Reinstein, Keith
Pinke.tton and Hooper Cornell's staff.

The basis and reasons for the opinions: The basis and reasons for the opinion will consist of
an analysis ofM!. Reinstein's. Mr. Pinkerton's and Hooper Cornell's staffs analysis. .
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(208) 658-8200 
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A complete statement of all opinions to be expressed: Mr. South is expected to ptovide 
rebuttal testitnony regarding the calculations performed by Dennis Reinstein, Keith 
Pinke.tton and Hooper Cornell's staff. 
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The data or otbet information considered in forming the opinions: Mr. South will review
the analysis ofMr. Pinkerton and Mr. Reinstein and othet pertinent information and data.

Qw1ifications of the witness. including a list of all publications authored by the witness
withig the preceding ten years; Upon receipt, Mr. South's CV will be produced.

Compensation; Mr. South is billing for his services by the time actually spent plus expenses.
Upon receipt, Mr. South's billing %ate is $260 per hour and $325 per hour for deposition and
trial testimony.

Listiug of other cases in which the witness has testified as an expert at tria] or by deposition
within the preceding fout yearsj· Upon belief, Mr. South has testified as an expert at trial or
by deposition within the preceding four years. Upon receipt, this information will be
provided.

Rebuttal; Mr. South may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in response
to evidence that the City ofMeridian may put on.

Plaintiff reserves the right to supplement this disclosure. as discovery in this matter is still

ongoing and the Plaintiff may be requited to hire additional expert witnesses.

DATED this 15th day of October, 2010.

TROUT +JONES +GLEDHILL. fuHRMAN
+GOURLEY, P.A.

BY'~ 'J<:::S;
:;T:ut

Attomeys for Plaintiff
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Rebuttal; Mr. South may also provide expert rebuttal testimony and documents in response 
to evidence that the City of Meridian may put on. 
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DATED this 15th day of October, 2010. 
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Attomeys for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 15th day ofOctober, 2010, a true and correct copy of the
above and fo.regoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

Thomas G. Walker
MacKenzie Whatcott
COSHO HUMPHREY. ILP
800 Park Blvd.) Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
U.S. Mail
Fax
Email

Boo
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 15th day of October, 2010, a true and correct copy of the 
above and fo.regoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below: 

Thomas G. Walker 
MacKenzie Whatcott 
COSHO HUMPHREY. ILP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 

Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
Email 
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Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com:eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

: __---.JFaf1~

MAY 09 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

Ely CARLY LATIMORE
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR TUE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

PETRA'S CLOSING ARGUMENT
DATED MAY 9, 2011

The above-named Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated ("Petra"), by and

through its attorney of record, Thomas G. Walker, of the law firm Cosho Humphrey, LLP

submits its closing argument pursuant to the Court's Order dated April 7, 2011.
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1. INTRODUCTION!

The City of Meridian ("City") seeks a declaratory judgment that Petra is not entitled to an

equitable adjustment in its construction management fee because it breached the terms and

conditions of the Construction Management Agreement and was negligent in managing the

construction of the Meridian City Hall building and improvements (the "Project"). The City

seeks damages proximately caused by Petra's alleged breach of contract and negligence.

This lawsuit is in part a product of the changing times. The strong growth experienced by

the City in 2006 and 2007, when the City Council and the Mayor were making the decisions that

shaped the Project, had all but stopped by 2009 when the City sued Petra. This is a dispute about

the City seeking to avoid paying Petra for the services it provided. It is also about the City's

wrongful attempts to shift the City's responsibility for warranty administration and quality

control inspections to Petra and hold Petra accountable for the decisions its Council made. The

examples cited by the City during the trial to support its allegations are insignificant when

compared to size, scope and complexity of the Project and Petra's nearly three years of work.

Importantly, the evidence at trial supports a finding that the City did not contact Petra at

any time after its personnel left the Project site on July 2, 2009 to report any of the issues about

which it now complains. Consequently, the City did not provide Petra with the opportunity to

cure any alleged deficiencies in Petra's performance as required by section 9.3 of the

Construction Management Agreement. Along these same lines, the City did not contact the

I The relevant facts described in this Closing Argument are supported by Petra's proposed Findings of Fact
("Findings") and the applicable law referred to is supported by Petra's proposed Conclusions of Law
("Conclusions"). The Findings and Conclusions are being filed and served simultaneously with this Closing
Argument as required by the Court's order.
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prime contractors, except perhaps Western Roofing and Hobson Fabricators, to obtain resolution

of defects or deficiencies that were covered by warranties. Taken as a whole, the City's failure

to address the alleged deficiencies in a timely manner reveals the City's improper purpose

underlying this lawsuit of preserving the problems for litigation purposes rather than obtaining

solutions from the responsible prime contractors.

In response to the City's complaint, Petra filed an answer and counterclaim. In its

counterclaim, Petra seeks an equitable adjustment of its Construction Manager's fee,

reimbursement of salaries and additional general conditions costs it incurred, plus interest and

litigation related costs and attorney fees.

In August of 2006, the City entered into the Construction Management Agreement with

Petra. The City represented to Petra that the maximum price of the Project was $12,200,000.

Based on this representation and the scope of services, project size, schedule and the then

anticipated complexity of the Project, Petra agreed to a fee of $574,000; not-to-exceed

reimbursable staff expenses of $29,818 for preconstruction and $249,994 for construction phase

services at an established rate schedule; plus reimbursable general conditions expenses at the

cost incurred by Petra. The City's representations proved to be false. By August 2007, the City

had substantially expanded the original Project to a 104,000+ square-foot, LEED Silver 

certified three-story stone and brick clad building with a large basement? The City signed prime

contracts and issued purchase and work orders for the Project totaling $21,773,078.3 Richard K.

2 The square footage of the basement is approximately two-thirds of that of the fIrst floor.
3 The cost to date of the Project managed by Petra, not including the East Parking Lot, was $21,513,416, or
$259,662 less than the $21,773,078 contract totals.
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Bauer ("Bauer"), Petra's construction and construction management expert, opined that

$574,000 was a reasonable fee for managing the standard Class A office building project

described in the Construction Management Agreement. Notably, the Construction Management

Agreement included a provision at Article 7 for increasing Petra's compensation if the size,

complexity, schedule, budget or other aspects of the Project changed significantly. Similarly,

section 6.2.2 of the Construction Management Agreement provided for an increase in

reimbursable expenses.

Under the Construction Management Agreement, Petra served as the City's agent for

management of the prime contracts. Petra's services were intended to extend over a 6-month

preconstruction phase and an I8-month construction phase.4 The City reserved to itself the

responsibility for warranty administration. It also retained responsibility for inspection and

testing services, which were provided by LCA, engineers, testing companies and city code

inspectors, none of whom were controlled by Petra. Neither the warranty administration nor the

inspection and testing services were included in Petra's scope and there was no cost for these

items included in Petra's rate schedule. In addition, during the Procedures and Processes

meeting held on October 4,2006, the City retained responsibility for directing the design.

LCA Architects, PA ("LCA") was the City's architect. LCA was already under contract

to the City when the City and Petra entered into the Construction Management Agreement. The

Construction Management Agreement states "the owner has retained LCA Architects, PA . . . to

4 Petra's preconstruction services extended into the first quarter of 2008 because of design changes, including a
greatly expanded public plaza. The construction period started on May 7, 2007 and lasted 17.4 months. There was
substantial overlap of the preconstruction and construction periods because of the Project's fast track schedule.
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provide professional architectural services for the project," and that Petra will "consult and

coordinate with the architect as needed" to fulfill Petra's duties. Petra's scope of service

described in the Construction Management Agreement did not include being the "agent of the

Owner" vis-a.-vis LCA. Petra was only required to act as the owner's representative with respect

to the construction contracts. The City managed the contract with LCA directly (not through

Petra), even to the extent that the cost for LCA's services and its hired consultants were not

included in the budgets submitted by Petra and the payments to LCA and its consultants were not

processed through or reviewed by Petra. However, the payments to Petra and the prime

contractors were reviewed and approved by LCA.

The project described in the Construction Management Agreement was simply never

designed by LCA or built. The evidence is that the City never provided Petra with a design for

an 80,000 square foot standard Class A office building from which it could prepare the

Preliminary Price Estimate called for in the Construction Management Agreement. Rather,

under the management and direction of the City, LCA prepared a design for a building consisting

of three stories plus a basement, totaling approximately 104,000 square feet. Instead of standard

Class A office space, the building has a number of special features including a large column free

council chamber, better than standard exterior stone and brick cladding, special high

performance mechanical and electrical systems, finished individual offices in lieu of open office

space, and LEED silver certification. The project as designed by LCA, under the City's direction,

was a significantly larger, more complex, higher quality and more expensive project than the

project described in the Construction Management Agreement.
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Petra prepared and submitted cost estimates and performed value engineering for the

design provided by LCA as required by the Construction Management Agreement. The City, in

particular the Mayor's Building Committee, was kept fully informed of the estimated cost of the

Project as designed, and Petra managed the construction of the Project within those estimates.

However, the post-August 2006 design drove the increased cost and growth in the Project, and

the design was a product of the City's direction ofLCA.

2. THE CITY DID NOT PROVE THE ELEMENTS OF ITS CASE.

The City's complaint seeks a declaratory judgment that Petra is not entitled to an

equitable adjustment in its construction management fee because it failed to obtain prior

approval for the additional services it rendered on the Project; it failed to give timely notice of its

request for an equitable adjustment of its construction manager's fee; it breached terms and

conditions of the Construction Management Agreement; and, it was negligent in managing the

construction of the Project. The evidence does not support a finding that Petra breached the

terms and conditions of the Construction Management Agreement. Regarding its negligence

claim, the City must prove that Petra owed a duty to the City; that Petra breached its duty; that

the City suffered damage proximately caused by of the breach; and the amount of damages. The

City failed to meet its burden.
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2.1 Petra's performance of its duties under the Construction Management
Agreement met the applicable standard of care.s

Richard Bauer testified as a construction and construction management expert during the

trial. He meticulously evaluated and testified about Petra's performance of its duties and

responsibilities under the Construction Management Agreement. Bauer has more than 40 years

of experience in construction, construction management and engineering. Unlike the City's

experts, who were touted as "champions" of the City's positions, Bauer's credentials and

integrity are above question.6 One of Bauer's most recent assignments was as Program Director

for construction management services on the Idaho State Capitol Restoration and Expansion

Program. In conducting his reviews and reaching his opinions Bauer employed his knowledge of

the prevailing standards applicable to construction managers as well as his own experience and

expertise in this area. Consequently, he was well qualified to render opinions regarding Petra's

performance under the Construction Management Agreement.

In this regard, Bauer testified that it was his opinion, within a reasonable degree of

professional certainty, that Petra performed its work in accordance with the applicable standard

of care contained in section 1.1 of the Construction Management Agreement by exercising

ordinary and reasonable care with the same degree of professional skill, diligence and judgment

as is customary in this community among construction managers of similar reputation

performing work for projects of a size, scope and complexity similar to the Project. Thus, the

5 See Findings at" 1 - 217 and Conclusions at' , 246-260.
6 Not surprisingly, the Court stated that it was "put off' by the City's representation that its experts were
"champions" of its cause. As the City stated in its briefmg "... the City rightfully has the right to believe that the
inviolate relationship it should have with its expert witness, its champion in this cause, has been compromised."
Supplemental Memorandum in Support ofPlaintiff's Motionfor Sanctions, filed January 6, 2011, at p. 3.
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evidence at trial, as noted above and more fully below, supports a conclusion that Petra fully

discharged its duties and responsibilities under the Construction Management Agreement.

Bauer also confirmed that the "Construction Contracts" referred to in the Construction

Management Agreement included the AlA AlOl/CMa™ - 1992, Standard Form of Agreement

between Owner and Contractor ("A101"), and the AlA A2011CMa™- 1992, General Conditions

of the Contract for Construction where the Construction Manager is NOT a Constructor

("A201"). Regarding the A201, Bauer testified that it was reasonable for Petra to rely on

sections 4.6.4, 4.6.6, 4.6.21 and 4.6.22 in conducting its work on the Project. These provisions

specifically limited the scope of Petra's work and support a finding that the City's claims seek to

significantly expand Petra's duties as a construction manager, notwithstanding the limitations

contained in the Construction Management Agreement and the Construction Contracts. Bauer

also testified about his close examination of Petra's performance of each phase identified in the

Construction Management Agreement, including the Development Strategies Phase, the Site

Preparation Phase, the Preliminary Design Phase, the Construction Documents Phase, the

Bidding Phase, and the Construction Phase. Bauer's testimony was illustrated by six exhibits.

Bauer concluded his testimony regarding each phase by opining that "based on his review of the

Project Records, other data and information he gathered, and interviews he conducted, all of

which are of the type relied upon by construction managers in forming opinions and evaluating

the performance of contractors and construction managers, his opinion, to a reasonable degree of

professional certainty, is that Petra's performance met the applicable standard of care.
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2.2 Petra properly managed the construction of the Project.7

2.2.1 Petra did notfail to guard against defects in construction.

The City claimed that Petra breached the Construction Management Agreement and was

negligent because it failed to guard against defective construction and failed to ensure that the

construction ("Work") by prime contractors was in accordance with the plans and specifications.

In addition, the City claimed that a "first class result" was not achieved by certain contractors,

but none of the City's witnesses defined what that term meant. The City also presented dubious

testimony that "best construction practices" were not followed by some of the contractors.

However, the testimony offered by the City misconstrued how the best construction practices

principle was to be applied in this case. Best construction practices vary by geographical region.

Commercial office buildings are very site-specific and best construction practices depend on,

among other things: geography, climate, local codes, local talents, local customs, contractor

preference, owner preference, schedule, and budget. The City's proof failed with respect to each

of the claimed defects, including those identified below.

2.2.1.1 HVAC System.8

Tim Petsche testified as the City's expert regarding the HVAC system despite not having

any qualifications relevant to the high performance systems installed in the new Meridian City

Hall building.9 Petsche implied in his testimony that Petra was responsible to insure that the

7 See Findings at ~ ~ 1 - 217 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260.
8 See Findings at ~ ~ 135-148 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260.
9 Curiously, the City's lawyer made a comment about Chuck Hum, the Commissioning Agent, which is a more
appropriate commentary on Petsche and Weltner, two of the City's witnesses: "It's also beyond the skill set of this
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required commissioning was completed. However, Heery performed the commissioning and

training under a subcontract with LCA, not Petra. Heery joined the LCA Design Team prior to

January 10, 2007, and participated as the commissioning agent until the final assessment made

more than a year after the building was commissioned and occupied. During the commissioning

process Heery kept a log of unresolved issues. As of the final assessment submitted on

November 10,2009, all items on the Commissioning Issues Log were closed. The inspection of

the various system installations was the responsibility of the City through LCA, its code

inspectors, engineers, and commissioning agent. The HVAC contractor's work was inspected, a

punch list was generated and the items on the punch list were cleared before Petra left the Project

site. If any issues arose after the punch list was closed, those items would be covered by the

contractor's warranty. The City was responsible for administering warranties and making

warranty claims. Since Petra was not hired to administer warranties, once the punch list and

Commissioning Issues Log were closed, Petra's duties and responsibilities were complete.

Amazingly, Petsche estimated the HVAC correction costs at $1,854,025, including

$1,500,000 million to install reheat in the central core of the building. 1O As part of his

"estimated" cost, Petsche testified that a full investigation of the underfloor delivery system was

necessary, but he did not describe the objectives of this investigation. Mike Wisdom, the

Engineer of Record, Hobson Fabrication and Buss Mechanical, the wet and dry side contractors,

and Heery International, the Commissioning Agent, would not need to perform an investigation

witness. He is not a licensed mechanical engineer in this state; and therefore, there's no foundation for his
commentary on what something was designed to do or not."
10 The original contract to supply and install the entire HVAC system for the new Meridian City Hall building was
$2,060,000 for Hobson and $963,385 for Buss (includes both plumbing and hydronics).

PETRA'S CLOSING ARGUMENT DATED MAY 9, 2011
698624

Page 10

008056

required commissioning was completed. However, Heery performed the commissioning and 

training under a subcontract with LCA, not Petra. Heery joined the LCA Design Team prior to 

January 10, 2007, and participated as the commissioning agent until the final assessment made 

more than a year after the building was commissioned and occupied. During the commissioning 

process Heery kept a log of unresolved issues. As of the final assessment submitted on 

November 10,2009, all items on the Commissioning Issues Log were closed. The inspection of 

the various system installations was the responsibility of the City through LCA, its code 

inspectors, engineers, and commissioning agent. The HVAC contractor's work was inspected, a 

punch list was generated and the items on the punch list were cleared before Petra left the Project 

site. If any issues arose after the punch list was closed, those items would be covered by the 

contractor's warranty. The City was responsible for administering warranties and making 

warranty claims. Since Petra was not hired to administer warranties, once the punch list and 

Commissioning Issues Log were closed, Petra's duties and responsibilities were complete. 

Amazingly, Petsche estimated the HVAC correction costs at $1,854,025, including 

$1,500,000 million to install reheat in the central core of the building. 1O As part of his 

"estimated" cost, Petsche testified that a full investigation of the underfloor delivery system was 

necessary, but he did not describe the objectives of this investigation. Mike Wisdom, the 

Engineer of Record, Hobson Fabrication and Buss Mechanical, the wet and dry side contractors, 

and Heery International, the Commissioning Agent, would not need to perform an investigation 

witness. He is not a licensed mechanical engineer in this state; and therefore, there's no foundation for his 
commentary on what something was designed to do or not." 
10 The original contract to supply and install the entire HV AC system for the new Meridian City Hall building was 
$2,060,000 for Hobson and $963,385 for Buss (includes both plumbing and hydronics). 

PETRA'S CLOSING ARGUMENT DATED MAY 9, 2011 
698624 

Page 10 



of the system because they are all familiar with it and they understand how to obtain information

from the Building Automation System ("BAS"), something that Petsche is not qualified to do.

Reery recommended that the building be re-commissioned at a cost of between $5,000

and $6,000 because the BAS settings made by the City's facilities technician, Eric Jensen, no

longer comply with the original parameters. This issue is also due to furniture locations, and

other adjustments and revisions made by the City since occupancy. This work would be

considered maintenance, which is the City's responsibility.

As noted above, Petsche claimed reheat needs to be added to the central core. The

drawings and the testimony of Mike Wisdom, Ted Frisbee, Jr., Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin

all confirmed that reheat was installed in the central core of the building and was in full working

order when Petra left the Project site.

2.2.1.2 Roof 11

Ray Wetherholt, the roofing expert hired by the City, testified that the roof installation

generally complies with manufacturer's instructions and industry practices. Rob Drinkard of

Western Roofing testified that his workers protected the roof membrane during construction.

They used excess sheets of the roof membrane that was not readily visible in the long distance

photos the City used during Wetherholt's testimony. Drinkard also testified that the roof repairs

were completed by the fall of 2009 and all damage to the membrane was repaired by that time.

Thus, the evidence supports a finding that the roof leaks are due to post-construction and

maintenance activities that resulted in puncture and cut damage of the membrane after the fall of

II See Findings at" 168-179 and Conclusions at" 246-260.
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2009. Wetherholt also criticized the design that did not require saddle flashing and none was

installed. Steve Simmons and Steve Christiansen, the LCA architects primarily involved in the

Project, testified that saddle flashing is not best construction practices in this geographic locale.

The photographs presented during Wetherholt's testimony indicate that some minor

repairs and design changes may be appropriate. However, the cost estimates provided by the

City do not distinguish between repairs and revisions to the design. Nor do the City's estimates

differentiate between repairs for construction related activities and repairs for damage from

maintenance activities after construction was complete.

The inspection of the installation of the roof was the responsibility of the City through

LCA and Versico, the manufacturer of the roof membrane. The contractor's work was

inspected, a punch list was generated and the items on the punch list were cleared before Petra

left the Project site. Issues arising after the punch list was closed would be covered by the

contractor's warranty. Once the punch list was closed, Petra's duties and responsibilities were

complete. In any event, the roof contractor and manufacturer would be responsible for any

construction or warrantable defects. The evidence is that Western Roofing and Versico have

been cooperative in this regard. Finally, the City is responsible for damage due to maintenance

and any City directed design revisions.

2.2.1.3 Water Features12

The City's water feature expert, Neil Anderson, provided testimony and a report that

stated with some minor to moderate changes and repairs to various feature details, and moderate

12 See Findings at ~ ~ 180-188 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260.
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changes to the mechanical system, the City can have both an aesthetically pleasing and well

functioning attraction. Anderson testified that neither a complete tear-down nor major

reconstruction is necessary or warranted. In addition, Anderson testified that the water loss when

the pump was turned off was not a leak but was related to the design. Anderson felt that the

storage tank was too small, and when the pump was shut off the water overflow went into the

sewer. This issue is the result of a design change approved by the City, LCA and the City staff.

The warranties issued by the contractors to the City for the water features and masonry

would have covered the items identified by Anderson as defects. The evidence is that Alpha

Masonry offered to replace the defective capstones, but the City has not allowed Alpha Masonry

to do so. Prior to leaving the Project site, Petra recommended that Alpha Masonry's retention

and bond not be released until these issues are resolved. Petra's recommendation was

appropriate under the circumstances and fulfilled its contractual obligations. Finally, the City

would be responsible for any design upgrades or changes to the water features that it desires,

including changes to the sheer descents at the entry pools which were operating properly in

November of2008.

2.2.1.4 Masonry13

Todd Weltner testified as the City's masonry expert despite not having any professional

credentials to address masonry issues. There was no credible evidence to support Weltner's

testimony or his damage estimates. On the other hand, Ray Miller, an eminently qualified

masonry expert, testified that the workmanship of TMC's masons of the masonry on the new

13 See Findings at ~ ~ 112-134 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260..
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Meridian City Hall building is in accordance with applicable industry standards, including the

Arriscraft calcium silicate unit specifications. Further, Richard Bauer testified that TMC's work

was in accord with the plans and specifications and the Arriscraft specifications.

Although the warranty period for TMC's work has expired, Tim McGourty, TMC's

president, testified that TMC would do the required repair work. McGourty testified that based

upon his personal observations of the masonry work, the repairs would have a value of between

$5,000 and $6,000. In addition, McGourty testified that TMC would refund the $40,000

overpayment for winter conditions to the City.

2.2.1.5 Plumbing.14

Clifford Chamberlain testified on behalf of the City regarding plumbing issues.

According to Mr. Chamberlain, the design calling for the installation of back water valves in the

sewer lines was not compliant with section 710.1 of the Uniform Plumbing Code (2003)

("UPC"). Chamberlain's analysis of the installation and his reading of the UPC were incorrect.

The last sentence of 710.1 reads: "Fixtures above such elevation shall not discharge through the

backwater valve." That sentence states "the" backwater valve, not "a" backwater valve. In fact,

the fixtures above the basement did not flow through "the" backwater valve installed in the

pressure discharge sewage pipe serving fixtures located below the street manhole elevation. The

discharge sewage line serving the fixtures above the street manhole elevation had its own

separate backwater valve. And, these two back water valves were installed more than 60 feet

apart as required by the Code. The two different waste systems (basement and above) tied into

14 See Findings at ~ ~ 189-198 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260.

PETRA'S CLOSING ARGUMENT DATED MAY 9, 2011
698624

Page 14

008060

Meridian City Hall building is in accordance with applicable industry standards, including the 

Arriscraft calcium silicate unit specifications. Further, Richard Bauer testified that TMC's work 

was in accord with the plans and specifications and the Arriscraft specifications. 

Although the warranty period for TMC's work has expired, Tim McGourty, TMC's 

president, testified that TMC would do the required repair work. McGourty testified that based 

upon his personal observations of the masonry work, the repairs would have a value of between 

$5,000 and $6,000. In addition, McGourty testified that TMC would refund the $40,000 

overpayment for winter conditions to the City. 

2.2.1.5 Plumbing.14 

Clifford Chamberlain testified on behalf of the City regarding plumbing issues. 

According to Mr. Chamberlain, the design calling for the installation of back water valves in the 

sewer lines was not compliant with section 710.1 of the Uniform Plumbing Code (2003) 

("UPC"). Chamberlain's analysis of the installation and his reading of the UPC were incorrect. 

The last sentence of 710.1 reads: "Fixtures above such elevation shall not discharge through the 

backwater valve." That sentence states "the" backwater valve, not "a" backwater valve. In fact, 

the fixtures above the basement did not flow through "the" backwater valve installed in the 

pressure discharge sewage pipe serving fixtures located below the street manhole elevation. The 

discharge sewage line serving the fixtures above the street manhole elevation had its own 

separate backwater valve. And, these two back water valves were installed more than 60 feet 

apart as required by the Code. The two different waste systems (basement and above) tied into 

14 See Findings at ~ ~ 189-198 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260. 

PETRA'S CLOSING ARGUMENT DATED MAY 9, 2011 
698624 

Page 14 



the same main line beyond the two backwater valves before flowing into the street sewer. Each

of the backwater valves were certified by the manufacturer to be in compliance with the Uniform

Plumbing Code; and, the City's plumbing inspectors passed the backwater valves as being UPC

compliant. So, the two code-compliant backwater valves did not violate the UPC regarding

restrictions in the waste system lines.

Chamberlain also mistakenly testified that the sewer lines in the basement lacked

required seismic bracing. Notably, Mr. Chamberlain did not consider that the new Meridian City

Hall was located in the lowest seismic hazard level, i.e. "D." Buildings located in the D hazard

level do not require seismic bracing on exposed sewer lines at all. Rather, standard lateral

bracing is only required if the pipe hanger lengths are more than 12 inches long. For pipes with

hangers more than 12 inches long, a lateral brace is required every 40 feet. If the pipe runs

through a wall, the wall is considered a lateral brace. All pipes on upper floors are braced and

tied to the building structure by uni-struts or metal steel plates secured to the walls, so no

additional bracing is required on the upper floors. Mike Wisdom, the Engineer of Record,

inspected and passed the bracing. In addition, the City plumbing inspectors, inspected and

passed the bracing.

Chamberlain also testified that there were missing cleanouts. His testimony was based

upon the erroneous assumption that the plumber had to install each and every cleanout set forth

in the schematic isometric drawings. Mike Wisdom, Lenny Buss and Steve Christiansen all

testified that the drawings were merely schematic guidelines and the plumber had discretion

under the UPC to change the routing of pipes depending on on-site conditions and
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constructability issues. Rerouting the lines in the Meridian City Hall's building eliminated a

number of cleanouts. In addition, the UPC states that in multi-story buildings the cleanouts can

be eliminated in the upper floors.

Chamberlain also testified that certain sewer lines in the basement did not have at least a

one-percent slope. Chamberlain's testimony ignored the realities that the plumber faced

regarding the elevation of the building vis-a.-vis the elevation of the main sewer line located in

the street. The physical relationship between these two elevations dictated the slope of the sewer

lines in the basement. As with all of the plumbing issues raised by Chamberlain, Mike Wisdom

and the City's code inspectors inspected and passed the plumbing installation. It was reasonable

and in accord with the applicable standard of care set forth in section 1.1 of the Construction

Management Agreement for Petra to rely upon the Engineer of Record, the licensed plumber,

and the City's licensed code inspectors for technical compliance with the plans and

specifications and applicable codes.

The City retained the responsibility to inspect the work including the plumbing, and the

required inspections were performed by the Authority Having Jurisdiction ("AHJ") to verify the

plumbing complied with the Uniform Plumbing Code. Further, the plumbing punch lists were

completed and closed. In any event, correcting deficiencies in the plumber's work is the

contractor's responsibility, not the construction manager's.
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2.2.1.6 Southwest Leak and Roof Drains.ls

Todd Weltner testified regarding issues he identified regarding certain leaks and roof

drains at the west pilasters. Weltner testified that the roof drains are PVC and they should be

cast iron. Since the installation was outside the building envelope, PVC was used to reduce the

weight and the installation was approved by the City code inspectors and Mike Wisdom, the

Engineer ofRecord.

Eric Jensen testified that when a leak in the receiving room was first discovered, he

worked with Tom Coughlin to resolve the problem. Their investigation found that the leak was

around a window. The City caulked the window and no further leaks were reported to Petra in

that area prior to Petra leaving the Project site on July 2,2009. There was also a leak due to the

misplacement of the domes over the overflow and main roof drains. This issue was fixed and no

other leaks were reported to Petra prior to July 2,2009.

Weltner testified that the site drain lines outside of the building should be cast iron rather

than PVC. The Division 2 specification that was admitted into evidence confirms that the plans

and specifications noted on the site civil drawings call for PVC and Weltner's testimony was

erroneous.

As noted above regarding plumbing issues, Mike Wisdom and the City's code inspectors,

inspected and passed the drain installations. It was reasonable for Petra to rely upon the

Engineer of Record, the licensed plumber, and the City's licensed code inspectors for technical

compliance with the plans and specifications and applicable codes.

IS See Findings at ~ ~ 199-202 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260..
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2.2.1.7 Water Leaks and Basement Electrical Pad Issues!6

Todd Weltner testified regarding a water main leak and the basement equipment pad

issue. Weltner did not testify as to when the alleged leak was first noted. If the leak was

discovered during the warranty period, then correcting the leak would be a matter of the City

properly administering the warranty. Weltner appeared to attribute the leak to an alleged lack of

water proofing on the foundation up to grade level. The evidence at trial, however, supports a

finding that the water proofing membrane was properly installed and the water infiltration

resulted from a 1/8 inch hole in the main water line coming into the building. The proper

placement of the water proofing was confirmed by Petra's site visitation on February 8, 2011 as

testified to by Gene Bennett. There is a small area on the west side that was not water proofed.

This occurred at the location of a raised landscaping berm added by the City that was not

included in the original plans and specifications. Regardless, the evidence is that there is no

moisture leaking into the basement now.

Regarding the deteriorated equipment pad, it is out of warranty. The failure of the pad's

front edge is likely related to the quality of the concrete from which a four inch extension to the

pad was constructed after the main pad was installed. Inspection of the pad and testing of the

concrete was the City's responsibility. This item did not show up on any punch list and all of the

punch lists were closed before Petra's personnel left the site on July 2,2009.

16 See Findings at ~ ~ 203 - 205 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260.
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2.2.1.8 Mayor's Reception Area17

Weltner also testified about air and insect infiltration in the Mayor's reception area. The

evidence at trial was that none of the observers or inspectors noticed the missing caulking and

closure strips that may have resulted in the infiltration. This issue was not listed on any punch

list and the City did not notify Petra of the issue while its personnel were still on site. Correction

of this item would have been under warranty, if the warranty was properly administered by the

City. No evidence was offered by the City that this matter was submitted to the responsible

contractor as a warranty item. In any event, Weltner testified that he was paid by the City to fix

the problem. 18 The City did not offer any evidence regarding why it did not contact the

responsible contractor to fix the problem under warranty.

2.2.1.9 Access Floors19

Weltner testified about the access floor system despite not having any relevant experience

with systems of the type installed in the new Meridian City Hall building. Weltner speculated

about damages. His estimate was based upon the erroneous assumption that one-third of the

access floor panels needed to be adjusted or replaced. As the Court knows, Petra participated in

a site inspection on February 8, 2011 during which Gene Bennett determined that at most two

percent of the access floor panels would need to be adjusted by competent technicians. Most of

the access floor "clickers" resulted from the City's use of untrained personnel to remove and

replace access floor panels after Petra completed its work and left the site. No unresolved clicker

17 See Findings at ~ 206 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260.
18 Weltner had a conflict of interest as the person who was paid to fix the problem at the same time he was retained
to testify as the City's expert.
19 See Findings at ~ 207 - 208 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 246-260.
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issues were listed after the punch lists were closed, and the City did not report any issues with

the access floor to Petra prior to its personnel leaving the site on July 2, 2009. If any issues arose

after that date, the City should have administered the warranty PacWest delivered to it. Steve

Packard of PacWest testified that he was not contacted at any time after completion of the punch

lists to perform any warranty work.

2.2.2 Petra properly assessed liquidated damages. 20

The City claimed that Petra breached the Construction Management Agreement, by not

recommending liquidated damages against all of the prime contractors. Steve Amento, a

designated expert with questionable credentials, testified that $1,650,000 in liquidated damages

should have been recommended by Petra. According to Amento, the Project was delayed 75

days - from August 1,2008 to October 15,2008 - and none of the delay was caused by the City,

or by circumstances beyond the control of the prime contractors. Therefore, Amento theorized

Petra is liable to pay the City $1,650,000 in liquidated damages that Petra should have

recommended against all of the prime contractors (75 days x 44 contractors x $500 =

$1,650,000).

The City failed to meet its burden of proving by a preponderance of the evidence that

additional damages were owed the City and that Petra should have recommended their

assessment. Petra proved that: Petra properly assessed all liquidated damages owed to the City

20 See Findings at ~ ~ 209 - 217 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 285- 305.
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due to contractor-caused delays and fully complied with the applicable standard of care?l Any

delay in the completion of the Project was due to the City's acts or omissions, or was otherwise

excusable delay, with the exception of the Rule Steel delay for which Petra, with full approval by

the City, negotiated liquidated damages of $14,000, and a contract extension of 97 days due to

excused delays.

In any event, the City's theory in calculating its "lost" liquidated damages fails as a

matter of law because delay damages are assessed on per day basis and only against the

contractor causing the delay. The City agreed to an August 28,2008 prime contractor substantial

completion date. This date was set for the prime contractors' Work to be completed and allowed

six weeks for punchlist and LEED air flush prior to the City's occupancy. Thereafter, the City,

LCA and Petra agreed to an occupancy date of October 15,2008 and to have that as the unified

substantial completion date for most contractors. This agreement maximized the City's benefits

under the warranties. The City waived its right to assess additional liquidated damages and did

so with full knowledge of all the circumstances. The City's liquidated damage claim is

speculative, not supported by the evidence, and fails to consider potential cost and harm that

would have resulted from arguing each alleged claim for liquidated damages.

2.2.3 Petra properly managed contractor change orders.

The City also asserted that Petra breached the Construction Management Agreement by

not properly managing certain contractor change orders, resulting in unnecessary charges to the

21 The City's claim that Rule Steel's unexcused one-month delay put the project into winter conditions is in error.
Had the unexcused delay not occurred, Rule's completion date would have been in January rather than February.
Both are winter months.
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Project. However, the City did not present any evidence of damages proximately caused by

Petra's alleged mismanagement of contractor change orders. On the other hand, Petra proved

that the change orders submitted for payment were amounts properly payable by the City; the

City waived its right to question the change orders because the City approved them with full

knowledge of all relevant circumstances and because the City made final payment to each

contractor; alternatively, any mistaken payments by the City were due to accounting errors and

not the fault of the prime contractor, and should be repaid to the City by the prime contractor?2

2.3 Petra fulfilled its duties under the Construction Management Agreement
according to the professionals hired by Meridian and its own building
inspectors.23

The issues for which the city seeks damages fall into three categories: (1) defects in the

work by the prime contractors, (2) shortcomings in the design, and (3) improper management of

the contracts by Petra?4 The prime contractors were responsible to perform the work in

accordance with the plans and specifications. The work was warranted. Obtaining correction of

defects in the work is a matter of proper warranty administration. The City held the contract

with LCA. LCA contracted with the other members of the design team. The City directed the

design. Any design revisions or corrections the City may now want - and the work to make

those changes - are matters to be resolved between the City and the designers.

Petra fulfilled its duties and responsibilities under the Construction Management

22 To the extent the City offered Keith Watts' spreadsheet (Exhibit 2608) as evidence of overpayments, an analysis
of his spreadsheet revealed substantial math and accounting methodology errors.
23 See Findings at ~ ~ 72 - 83, 89-101 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 285- 305.
24 Petra's management of the prime contracts, including liquidated damages, is discussed above.
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Agreement according to the professionals hired by the City, including: LCA, its consultants and

the independent inspection and testing companies, such as Materials Inspection and Testing, the

City's commissioning agent, Heery International, and Meridian's own employees and building

code inspectors. Petra was hired as the construction manager for the Project until its services

were completed. It is undisputed that Petra's services were completed no later than July 2,2009

when its personnel left the Project site after all of the final items on the punch lists had been

closed. Additionally, the City terminated the Construction Management Agreement by filing and

prosecuting the lawsuit, notwithstanding the provisions of section 9.3 of the Construction

Management Agreement that required the City to give Petra notice and an opportunity to cure

whatever deficiencies the City considered as grounds for termination.

Once Petra's work on the Project was accepted and the Occupancy Permits were issued,

Petra's duties under the Construction Management Agreement were concluded. These

certifications bar the City's belated and contradictory claims that Petra failed to do its job

properly. The City had the burden of proving that Petra failed to meet the applicable standard of

care described in the Construction Management Agreement, that the failure caused damage to the

City, and the amount of any such damage. In this regard, the City failed to prove by a

preponderance of the evidence that Petra's duty to observe the Work included a duty to discover

defects and deficiencies that were subject to testing and technical and code inspections by other

entities hired by the City.
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2.4 The City's claims sought to expand Petra's duties.

In this lawsuit, the City sought to expand Petra's duties as a construction manager beyond

those provided in the Construction Management Agreement. A number of defects claimed by

the City, if they actually exist, are design issues for which Petra was not responsible, since the

City directed the design. In addition, the claimed defects, if they actually exist, were covered by

warranties; were not of the type that Petra had a duty to detect through observation; were not

discoverable within the means and authority given Petra under the Construction Management

Agreement, as amended by the parties' course of dealing and conduct; were developed post-

occupancy; or were caused by the City or third parties not under Petra's control.

In any event, the City waived its right to make a claim based on any of the alleged defects

by its actions and representations, including the final inspections carried out by independent

entities hired by the City and by its own code inspectors, close out of all punch lists, and the final

payments made by the City to the prime contractors after Petra personnel left the Project site.

Finally, as pointed out above, the City failed to mitigate its alleged damages by not allowing the

contractors or Petra to assess and, if necessary, correct the alleged defects because the City

wanted the problems for litigation purposes and was not interested in obtaining solutions.

2.5 Petra gave timely notice of its request for an equitable adjustment of its
construction manager's fee and obtained the City's approval before
performing additional services.2s

The evidence is that Petra did not perform any additional services for which it seeks an

increase in its fee until long after August 28, 2007, the date of the cost report listing an additional

25 See Findings at" 218-244 and Conclusions at" 261-263.
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fee was delivered to the City. In addition to the August 28, 2007 report, Wes Bettis and Keith

Watts exchanged emails on September 5, 2007 in which an increase in Petra's fee was addressed.

Further, by correspondence dated November 5, 2007, Bettis notified the City again that Petra

would be submitting a change order request for an additional construction manager's fee. Then,

by Change Order Request No.2 dated April 8, 2008, Petra requested an additional fee of

$386,392. The April request did not seek reimbursement of additional expenses as a good faith

gesture by Petra to reach a prompt settlement of the additional fee matter. In response to Ted

Baird's request for more information dated May 29,2008, Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin met

with Baird on or about August 8, 2008 and responded to his questions. Thereafter, on October 3,

2008, Petra delivered the requested backup for Change Order Request No.2 to the City, which

included fee and additional reimbursable salaries. Although the additional reimbursable salaries

were due under section 6.2.2 of the Construction Management Agreement, Gene Bennett

informed Keith Watts that Petra would settle just for the increased fee. The City did not respond

to the October 3,2008 backup for Change Order Request No.2 until February 24,2009.

Petra continued to perform construction management services from and after August 28,

2007, the date it notified the City of its intention to seek an additional fee, until February 24,

2009, the date the City denied Change Order Request No.2. As required by paragraph 8.1 of the

CMA, Petra continued to provide services until July 2, 2009 when Coughlin completed the final

punch list and all Petra personnel left the Project site. Throughout the Project period, the City

ordered and approved changes, stood by while Petra worked to implement these changes through

contractors and vendors with whom the City had contracted, and never once directed Petra to
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stop providing the extra services. Later, the City's own building officials accepted the completed

punch lists and certified that the Project was complete and accepted. Accordingly, as a matter of

law, this Court should conclude that the City waived its right to claim that Petra is not entitled to

an equitable adjustment of it fee and reimbursement of additional salaries and expenses.

2.6 The Citrc hired LCA as the Project architect and directed the design of the
Project. 6

Simply stated, Petra is not liable for the acts or omissions of LCA and Petra is not liable

for defects or deficiencies attributable to the design of the Project.

3. PETRA PROVED EACH OF THE ELEMENTS OF ITS CASE27

3.1 The City breached the Construction Management Agreement and the
covenant of good faith and fair dealing.

Petra had the burden of proving each of the following elements: a contract existed

between the City and Petra; the City breached the contract; Petra has been damaged on account

of the breach; and the amount of damages. There is no dispute that a contract existed between

Petra and the City. In its case in chief, Petra proved that the City breached the Construction

Management Agreement and the covenant of good faith and fair dealing: (1) by failing to pay the

full amount of its earned compensation and reimbursable salaries and expenses, (2) by failing to

engage in mediation within the times and in the manner set forth in the Construction

Management Agreement, and (3) by failing to provide Petra with an opportunity to cure any of

the alleged issues with its management of the Project.

26 See Findings at ~ ~ 12 - 16 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 296 - 301.
27 See Findings at ~~ 218-245 and Conclusions at 261-263.

PETRA'S CLOSING ARGUMENT DATED MAY 9, 2011
698624

Page 26

008072

.. 

stop providing the extra services. Later, the City's own building officials accepted the completed 

punch lists and certified that the Project was complete and accepted. Accordingly, as a matter of 

law, this Court should conclude that the City waived its right to claim that Petra is not entitled to 

an equitable adjustment of it fee and reimbursement of additional salaries and expenses. 

2.6 The Citrc hired LCA as the Project architect and directed the design of the 
Project. 6 

Simply stated, Petra is not liable for the acts or omissions of LCA and Petra is not liable 

for defects or deficiencies attributable to the design of the Project. 

3. PETRA PROVED EACH OF THE ELEMENTS OF ITS CASE27 

3.1 The City breached the Construction Management Agreement and the 
covenant of good faith and fair dealing. 

Petra had the burden of proving each of the following elements: a contract existed 

between the City and Petra; the City breached the contract; Petra has been damaged on account 

of the breach; and the amount of damages. There is no dispute that a contract existed between 

Petra and the City. In its case in chief, Petra proved that the City breached the Construction 

Management Agreement and the covenant of good faith and fair dealing: (1) by failing to pay the 

full amount of its earned compensation and reimbursable salaries and expenses, (2) by failing to 

engage in mediation within the times and in the manner set forth in the Construction 

Management Agreement, and (3) by failing to provide Petra with an opportunity to cure any of 

the alleged issues with its management of the Project. 

26 See Findings at ~ ~ 12 - 16 and Conclusions at ~ ~ 296 - 301. 
27 See Findings at ~~ 218-245 and Conclusions at 261-263. 

PETRA'S CLOSING ARGUMENT DATED MAY 9, 2011 
698624 

Page 26 



•

3.2 Petra is entitled to an additional fee and reimbursement of expenses.

Petra is entitled to recover its reimbursable salaries and expenses and an equitable

adjustment of its construction manager's fee because the City substantially altered the schedule

and increased the size, quality, complexity, budget and procurement methods of the Project. The

City's refusal to pay is a breach of the Construction Management Agreement and the covenant of

good faith and fair dealing and has damaged Petra in the amount of $648,636.04, consisting of

$522,589 for unpaid reimbursable expenses and an equitable adjustment in its Construction

Manager's fee, $74,894.25 for unpaid general conditions incurred on the main Project; and

$51,152.79 for unpaid salaries and general conditions for management of construction of the east

parking lot. Petra is also entitled to interest and finance charges at the rate of .75% per month on

the unpaid construction manager's fee, reimbursable salaries and general conditions costs it

incurred as provided in the Construction Management Agreement.

The City's defense of these claims failed because it did not prove that the Project did not

increase in size, scope, and complexity; that the amount of the construction manager's fee had no

basis in the Construction Management Agreement; that Petra failed to properly track

reimbursable costs; that Petra failed to seek and obtain approval of the additional construction

manager's fee and reimbursable expenses prior to performing the services; and that Petra failed

to timely request the construction manager's fee and reimbursable expenses under Section 8 of

the Construction Management Agreement.

On the other hand, Petra proved the City greatly expanded the preconstruction schedule

and increased the size, scope, and complexity of the Project. At a minimum the parties agreed in
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Petra's Change Order Request No.1 that 4.7% is a reasonable percentage for calculating an

equitable adjustment to Petra's construction manager's fee. Alternatively, Petra proved its

Change Order Request No.2 presented a reasonable equitable adjustment in its fee considering

all of the relevant facts and circumstances; Petra tracked its time and reimbursable expenses in a

manner consistent with a reasonable interpretation of Sections 6.2.2 and 7 of the Construction

Management Agreement; and, the City never complained about the expense tracking during the

course of the Project.

3.3 Breach of contract implied-in-fact (quantum meruit)

Even if the Court concludes that the Construction Management Agreement does not

govern the equitable adjustment of Petra's Construction Manager's fee, the doctrine of quantum

meruit allows "recovery, on the basis of an implied promise to pay, of the reasonable value of the

services rendered or the materials provided." Under quantum meruit, Petra proved that the

circumstances implied that the City requested additional performance by Petra to manage the

increased size, scope, and complexity of the Project; the circumstances implied a promise by the

City to compensate Petra for such performance; and Petra performed as requested.

3.4 Breach of contract implied-in-Iaw (unjust enrichment)

Alternatively, Petra proved that the City will be unjustly enriched and is, therefore,

entitled to restitution under a contract implied in law theory. In this regard, Petra proved that it

provided a benefit - construction management services - to the City; the City accepted this

benefit; and under the circumstances, it would be unjust for the City to retain the benefit without

compensating Petra for its value.
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4. CONCLUSION

Considering the foregoing arguments and the Findings and Conclusions, Petra asks that

judgment be entered in its favor in all respects and that the Court find and conclude that Petra is

the prevailing party in this lawsuit and is entitled to interest on the unpaid amounts and an award

of its costs and fees.

DATED: May 9,2011.

By:
-..3oL---=---:..-----fJf--~""---.M<:...-.-..::::--

THOMAS G. WA ER
Attorneys for Defi ndants/Counterclaimant

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 9th day of May, 2011, a true and correct copy of the

within and foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, Idaho 83701

o
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u.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
Ely CARlY LATIMORE

Dl!PUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF
THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

PETRA'S PROPOSED FINDINGS OF
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated ("Petra"), through its attorneys of record,

Cosho Humphrey, LLP, submits these proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law

pursuant to the Court's Order dated April 7, 2011.
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PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT

If a finding of fact is, or should be, a conclusion of law, such finding shall be deemed to

also be a conclusion of law.

THE PARTIES TO THE LAWSUIT

1. Plaintiff/Counterdefendant is the City of Meridian (the "City"), an Idaho

municipal corporation located in Ada County, Idaho. Defendant/Counterclaimant is Petra

Incorporated ("Petra"), an Idaho corporation in good standing. Petra served as the Construction

Manager on the Project.

THE LAWSUIT

2. This case arises out of work Petra performed as the Construction Manager for the

construction of the new Meridian City Hall building and facilities ("Project") and the City's

failure to pay Petra its entitled fee and reimbursable expenses.

THE CITY'S CLAIMS

A. The Construction Management Agreement

3. In April, 2006, the City issued a Request for Statements of Qualifications seeking

proposals from qualified persons for construction management services "for the design, bidding,

site demolition, and construction of a new approximately 80,000 square foot Meridian City Hall.

,,1

I Exhibit 501, p. 1; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 4851: 1.
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4. Petra submitted a proposal and presented it to the City? The City selected Petra

and the parties began negotiations? The City hired outside counsel, Frank Lee of Givens Pursley,

to draft a contract.4 Mr. Lee drafted the Construction Management Agreement ("CMA,,). 5 The

parties executed the CMA effective August 1,2006.6

5. The City represented to Petra that the maximum price for the Project was $12.2

million.7

6. The CMA provided for "six months Preconstruction Phase and 18 months

Construction Phase," but no specific schedule for construction is referenced.8

7. As of August 1,2006, no plans or final design existed for the Project.9

8. Petra agreed to perform "its services under this Agreement, in the exercise of

ordinary and reasonable care and with the same degree of professional skill, diligence and

judgment as is customary among construction managers of similar reputation performing work

for projects of a size, scope and complexity similar to the Project."lO

9. The City hired Petra to manage the Work of multiple prime contractors. ll Each

prime contractor contracted directly with the City, not Petra. 12 Petra was the City's agent with

2 Exhibit 2001; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 4850; Testimony of Ted Baird, at 101.
3 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 133-134.
4 Testimony ofTed Baird, at 134-135.
5 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 4852:1; Testimony of Franklin Lee, at 3891: 1.
6 Exhibit 2003; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 4856.
7 Exhibit 2003, at pp. 9, 18 (Sections 4.4(t) and 6.2.2(b) of the CMA); Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5352:24-11.
8 Exhibit 2003, at p. 18, (Section 6.2.2(b) ofthe CMA).
9 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5353:12-20.
10 Exhibit 2003, at p.5 (Section 1.1 of the CMA).
11 Exhibit 2003, at p. 11 (Section 3.4 of the CMA);Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5335:6-10.
12 See, e.g., Exhibit 2017; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5334: 1-5334:4, 5334:24-5335:5.
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4 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 134-135. 
5 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 4852:1; Testimony of Franklin Lee, at 3891: 1. 
6 Exhibit 2003; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 4856. 
7 Exhibit 2003, at pp. 9, 18 (Sections 4.4(t) and 6.2.2(b) of the CMA); Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5352:24-1l. 
8 Exhibit 2003, at p. 18, (Section 6.2.2(b) ofthe CMA). 
9 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5353:12-20. 
10 Exhibit 2003, at p.5 (Section 1.1 of the CMA). 
II Exhibit 2003, at p. 11 (Section 3.4 of the CMA);Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5335:6-10. 
12 See, e.g., Exhibit 2017; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5334: 1-5334:4, 5334:24-5335:5. 
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respect to each prime contractor. 13 Petra had the duties set forth in the CMA and in the AlA

A201/CMa - 1992 ("A201") General Conditions.14 Petra's scope of services included observing

the Work of the prime contractors and protecting the City against defects. IS

10. Petra did not guarantee the Work of the prime contractors. Pursuant to Section

4.6.6 of the A201 General Conditions, Petra as Construction Manager was not "responsible for

the Contractor's failure to carry out the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents.,,16

11. Section 1.2 of the CMA requires the parties to name an authorized

representative. 17 Keith Watts was the City's authorized representative. 18

B. The Professional Services Agreement with LeA Architects

12. The City hired LCA Architects, P.A. ("LCA") as Project Architect. 19

13. LCA and the City signed a contract 20 days prior to the CMA's effective date?O

14. The CMA states "the Owner has retained LCA Architects, PA ... to provide

professional architectural services for the project," and that Petra shall "consult and coordinate

with Architect as needed to fulfill its duties hereunder, and shall assist Architect as needed for

Architect to fulfill its duties to Owner under the Architectural Agreement.,,2I

13 Exhibit 2003, p. 15, Section 4.7.2; Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9536:7-16.
14 Exhibit 2003, p. 15 (Section 4.7.1 of the CMA);Exhibit 2017, P 6 (Section 4.6.6 of the A201 General Conditions).
15 Exhibit 2003, p. 16 (Section 4.7.9 of the CMA).
16 Exhibit 2017, p. 28 (Section 4.6.6 of the A201 General Conditions).
17 Exhibit 2003, p. 6 (Section 1.2 of the CMA).
18 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5350:1-3; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8673:2-8674:3; Testimony of Steve
Christiansen, at 8213: 20-23; Testimony of Steve Simmons, 7180:25-7181: 13; Exhibit 609, p. 11; Exhibit 535.
19 Testimony ofTed Baird, at 172:17-25.
20 Exhibit 2002; Testimony of Ted Baird, at 174:7-11.
21 Exhibit 2003.
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respect to each prime contractor. 13 Petra had the duties set forth in the CMA and in the AlA 

A201/CMa - 1992 ("A201") General Conditions.14 Petra's scope of services included observing 

the Work of the prime contractors and protecting the City against defects. IS 

10. Petra did not guarantee the Work of the prime contractors. Pursuant to Section 

4.6.6 of the A201 General Conditions, Petra as Construction Manager was not "responsible for 

the Contractor's failure to carry out the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents.,,16 

11. Section 1.2 of the CMA requires the parties to name an authorized 

representative. 17 Keith Watts was the City's authorized representative. 18 

B. The Professional Services Agreement with LeA Architects 

12. The City hired LCA Architects, P.A. ("LCA") as Project Architect. 19 

13. LCA and the City signed a contract 20 days prior to the CMA's effective date?O 

14. The CMA states "the Owner has retained LCA Architects, PA ... to provide 

professional architectural services for the project," and that Petra shall "consult and coordinate 

with Architect as needed to fulfill its duties hereunder, and shall assist Architect as needed for 

Architect to fulfill its duties to Owner under the Architectural Agreement.,,2I 

13 Exhibit 2003, p. 15, Section 4.7.2; Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9536:7-16. 
14 Exhibit 2003, p. 15 (Section 4.7.1 of the CMA);Exhibit 2017, P 6 (Section 4.6.6 of the A201 General Conditions). 
15 Exhibit 2003, p. 16 (Section 4.7.9 of the CMA). 
16 Exhibit 2017, p. 28 (Section 4.6.6 of the A201 General Conditions). 
17 Exhibit 2003, p. 6 (Section 1.2 of the CMA). 
18 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5350:1-3; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8673:2-8674:3; Testimony of Steve 
Christiansen, at 8213: 20-23; Testimony of Steve Simmons, 7180:25-7181: 13; Exhibit 609, p. 11; Exhibit 535. 
19 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 172:17-25. 
20 Exhibit 2002; Testimony of Ted Baird, at 174:7-11. 
21 Exhibit 2003. 
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15. Section 4.6.1 of LCA's contract states: "Architect shall have and perform those

duties, obligations and responsibilities set forth in the construction agreements between Owner

and each contractor (the "Construction Contracts,,).,,22 Pursuant to this section, LCA had all the

duties of "Architect" as defined in the A201, General Conditions.23

16. The City contracted directly with LCA.24 The City did not assign LCA's contract

to Petra25 and expressly retained sole contractual authority to direct LCA.26 LCA made its pay

requests directly to the City, not through Petra, and Petra did not review them?? The City

directed the Project design, not Petra.28 LCA prepared the design as directed by the City.29

C. The Construction of the Project and Petra's Performance

17. Petra achieved the City's goal: The City took beneficial occupancy on October

15, 2008 of a new cost-efficient city hall and public plaza?O

18. Petra timely completed the Project for less than the Final Cost Estimate.3)

19. Petra ensured that each prime contractor gave the City a warranty.32

a. Development Strategies Phase

22 Exhibit 2002, p. 13.
23 Exhibit 2002, p. 13.
24 Exhibit 2002, p. 25.
25 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 2193:5-7.
26 Exhibit 2136, p. 12.
27 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7209:6-7209:19.
28 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5336:1-5336:11; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7167:9-12 and 7167:20-22;
Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, 9449:2-8; 9575:15-24.
29 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7158:23-7159:1; 7242:12-16.
30 See, e.g., Exhibit 599, Mayor's
31 Compare Exhibit 561 (Final Cost Estimate of$21,773,078) with Testimony Gene Bennett, at 5493:20-5494:3
(detailing total approvals for the Meridian City Hall of$21,395,962.13).
32 Exhibit 545A; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr. at 6849: 17-21; Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7703 :24-25;
Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7906:6-7907:13; Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8634:5-23.
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15. Section 4.6.1 of LCA's contract states: "Architect shall have and perform those 

duties, obligations and responsibilities set forth in the construction agreements between Owner 

and each contractor (the "Construction Contracts,,).,,22 Pursuant to this section, LCA had all the 

duties of "Architect" as defined in the A201, General Conditions.23 

16. The City contracted directly with LCA.24 The City did not assign LCA's contract 

to Petra25 and expressly retained sole contractual authority to direct LCA.26 LCA made its pay 

requests directly to the City, not through Petra, and Petra did not review them?7 The City 

directed the Project design, not Petra.28 LCA prepared the design as directed by the City.29 

C. The Construction of the Project and Petra's Performance 

17. Petra achieved the City's goal: The City took beneficial occupancy on October 

15, 2008 of a new cost-efficient city hall and public plaza?O 

18. Petra timely completed the Project for less than the Final Cost Estimate.3) 

19. Petra ensured that each prime contractor gave the City a warranty. 32 

a. Development Strategies Phase 

22 Exhibit 2002, p. 13. 
23 Exhibit 2002, p. 13. 
24 Exhibit 2002, p. 25. 
25 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 2193:5-7. 
26 Exhibit 2136, p. 12. 
27 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7209:6-7209:19. 
28 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5336:1-5336:11; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7167:9-12 and 7167:20-22; 
Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, 9449:2-8; 9575:15-24. 
29 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7158:23-7159:1; 7242:12-16. 
30 See, e.g., Exhibit 599, Mayor's 
31 Compare Exhibit 561 (Final Cost Estimate of$21,773,078) with Testimony Gene Bennett, at 5493:20-5494:3 
(detailing total approvals for the Meridian City Hall of$21,395,962.13). 
32 Exhibit 545A; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr. at 6849: 17-21; Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7703 :24-25; 
Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7906:6-7907:13; Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8634:5-23. 
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20. During this Phase, multiple design coordination meetings were held between

LCA, the City, and Petra.33

21. LCA designed the Project with "minimal" assistance from Petra.34 The City and

LCA developed the design of the Project largely independent of Petra. 35

22. Steve Simmons testified LCA was "responsible" for managing the design of the

Project.36 Petra ensured the design packages were kept on schedule.37

23. Item 0003 of the Procedures and Processes meeting minutes states: "The City has

the contractual relationship with the Design Team, and while the CM will maintain a strong and

proactive relationship with the Design Team to maintain an effective triangle relationship, the

City is the one with the authority when it comes to directing the Design Team.,,38 Petra's

role with regard to the design included reviewing conceptual designs for constructability in order

to make value engineering suggestions.39

24. Petra met its responsibility to provide a response to the "Owner's Criteria" by

engaging in a collaborative effort with LCA and the City during the Development Strategies

Phase and throughout the course of the Project.40

25. The first time the City alleged it was unsatisfied with Petra's performance in the

33 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7167: 18-7171;Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8198:18-8200:17;
34 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7166:23-7167:1.
35 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9575:16-24.
36 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7242:12-16.
37 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7167:13-17.
38 Exhibit 2136, p. 12 (emphasis added); see also Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9449:2-8.
39 Exhibit 2136, p. 12
40 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9446:22-9447:1; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5353:21-5355:16.
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20. During this Phase, multiple design coordination meetings were held between 

LCA, the City, and Petra.33 

21. LCA designed the Project with "minimal" assistance from Petra.34 The City and 

LCA developed the design of the Project largely independent of Petra. 35 

22. Steve Simmons testified LCA was "responsible" for managing the design of the 

Project. 36 Petra ensured the design packages were kept on schedule. 37 

23. Item 0003 of the Procedures and Processes meeting minutes states: "The City has 

the contractual relationship with the Design Team, and while the CM will maintain a strong and 

proactive relationship with the Design Team to maintain an effective triangle relationship, the 

City is the one with the authority when it comes to directing the Design Team.,,38 Petra's 

role with regard to the design included reviewing conceptual designs for constructability in order 

to make value engineering suggestions.39 

24. Petra met its responsibility to provide a response to the "Owner's Criteria" by 

engaging in a collaborative effort with LCA and the City during the Development Strategies 

Phase and throughout the course of the Project.40 

25. The first time the City alleged it was unsatisfied with Petra's performance in the 

33 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7167: 18-7171;Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8198:18-8200:17; 
34 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7166:23-7167:1. 
35 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9575:16-24. 
36 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7242:12-16. 
37 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7167:13-17. 
38 Exhibit 2136, p. 12 (emphasis added); see also Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9449:2-8. 
39 Exhibit 2136, p. 12 
40 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9446:22-9447:1; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5353:21-5355:16. 
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Development Strategies phase was in the February 24, 2009 letter denying Petra's fee request.41

26. Petra met the standard of care during the Development Strategies Phase.42

b. Site Preparation Phase

27. Petra reviewed Ideal Demolition's demolition plan.43 Petra managed the bid

document preparation, bidding, demolition and abatement of the old creamery, and preparation

of the Project site for construction, all with City's approval as required.44

28. In February - March of 2007, contaminated soil was discovered on the Project

site. Petra managed the remediation of the soil contamination and recommended (with LCA)

raising the building four feet to keep it above a clay layer to protect the groundwater.45

29. During the course of the demolition, well heads were damaged by Ideal

Demolition. Petra coordinated a deductive change order to Ideal's contract whereby Ideal

credited the City for the costs of repairing the damaged well-heads.46

30. Gene Bennett reported to the City regarding Petra's management of the soil

abatement process.47 Petra protected the City from environmental liability and managed the

successful remediation of the Project site.48

31. Actual abatement of contaminated soils lasted from March 5 to May 14, 2007.49

41 Exhibit 540.
42 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9463:10-21.
43 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 6042:15-19; Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9466:24-9467:3.
44 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9463:22-9474:18; Exhibit 951 (illus.).
45 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5384: 12-5385:2.
46 Exhibit 2056, p. 2(line indicating "C/O #6 Well Head Damage Repriation [sic"); Testimony ofGene Bennett, at
5494:235495: 16.
47 Exhibit 2261.
48 Exhibit 2261.
49 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5701:9-12.

PETRA'S PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
698630

Page 7

008082

Development Strategies phase was in the February 24, 2009 letter denying Petra's fee request.41 

26. Petra met the standard of care during the Development Strategies Phase.42 

h. Site Preparation Phase 

27. Petra reviewed Ideal Demolition's demolition plan.43 Petra managed the bid 

document preparation, bidding, demolition and abatement of the old creamery, and preparation 

of the Project site for construction, all with City's approval as required.44 

28. In February - March of 2007, contaminated soil was discovered on the Project 

site. Petra managed the remediation of the soil contamination and recommended (with LCA) 

raising the building four feet to keep it above a clay layer to protect the groundwater.45 

29. During the course of the demolition, well heads were damaged by Ideal 

Demolition. Petra coordinated a deductive change order to Ideal's contract whereby Ideal 

credited the City for the costs of repairing the damaged well-heads.46 

30. Gene Bennett reported to the City regarding Petra's management of the soil 

abatement process.47 Petra protected the City from environmental liability and managed the 

successful remediation of the Project site.48 

31. Actual abatement of contaminated soils lasted from March 5 to May 14, 2007.49 

41 Exhibit 540. 
42 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9463:10-21. 
43 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 6042:15-19; Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9466:24-9467:3. 
44 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9463:22-9474:18; Exhibit 951 (illus.). 
45 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5384: 12-5385:2. 
46 Exhibit 2056, p. 2(line indicating "C/O #6 Well Head Damage Repriation [sic"); Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 
5494:235495: 16. 
47 Exhibit 2261. 
48 Exhibit 2261. 
49 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5701:9-12. 
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32. The soil contamination was unforeseen and delayed the Project schedule.5o

33. Although the City expressed some concerns about Petra's performance during

March 2007, Petra and the City met and those concerns were satisfactorily addressed,51 as

evidenced by Councilman Joe Borton's comments shortly thereafter at a Council meeting:

I did put a comment to Jerry and Wes and Gene probably know this, but in light
of my comments from not too long ago, being grumpy and being short about
items with this project, I have heard nothing by compliments with what is
going on with Petra's work and I put a call into Jerry and I thought it only fair if
I am ever being snippy on something, but when thing are going great I call as
well, so I would definitely like the public to recognize Petra's efforts and things
are going great and I would love to hear it, so we appreciate you a lot.52

34. Petra met the standard of care during the Site Preparation Phase. 53

c. Preliminary Design Phase

35. On October 4, 2006, at a meeting, Petra discussed how the schedule would be

updated throughout the Project. Petra reported "The evolving schedule will become a working

schedule for the live construction project.,,54

36. Petra issued a project schedule on January 19,2007 as required by CMA 4.4.1 (b)

and gave it to the City. 55

37. Under the January 19, 2007 conceptual schedule, construction was to last 16

months and occupancy of the building was to occur on August 1, 2008.56 The foundation

50 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5699:11-17.
51 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5876:11-15.
52 Exhibit 613, p. 2 (emphasis added).
53 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at p. 9474:12-21.
54 Exhibit 2136, p. 1; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9450:3-8.
55 Exhibit 2132; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5653: 18-20; Exhibit 755 (illus.).
56 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5699:5-7; Exhibit 755, pI (illus.).
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32. The soil contamination was unforeseen and delayed the Project schedule.5o 

33. Although the City expressed some concerns about Petra's performance during 

March 2007, Petra and the City met and those concerns were satisfactorily addressed,51 as 

evidenced by Councilman Joe Borton's comments shortly thereafter at a Council meeting: 

I did put a comment to Jerry and Wes and Gene probably know this, but in light 
of my comments from not too long ago, being grumpy and being short about 
items with this project, I have heard nothing by compliments with what is 
going on with Petra's work and I put a call into Jerry and I thought it only fair if 
I am ever being snippy on something, but when thing are going great I call as 
well, so I would definitely like the public to recognize Petra's efforts and things 
are going great and I would love to hear it, so we appreciate you a lot. 52 

34. Petra met the standard of care during the Site Preparation Phase. 53 

c. Preliminary Design Phase 

35. On October 4, 2006, at a meeting, Petra discussed how the schedule would be 

updated throughout the Project. Petra reported "The evolving schedule will become a working 

schedule for the live construction project.,,54 

36. Petra issued a project schedule on January 19,2007 as required by CMA 4.4.1 (b) 

and gave it to the City. 55 

37. Under the January 19, 2007 conceptual schedule, construction was to last 16 

months and occupancy of the building was to occur on August 1, 2008.56 The foundation 

50 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5699: 11-17. 
51 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5876:11-15. 
52 Exhibit 613, p. 2 (emphasis added). 
53 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at p. 9474:12-21. 
54 Exhibit 2136, p. 1; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9450:3-8. 
55 Exhibit 2132; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5653: 18-20; Exhibit 755 (illus.). 
56 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5699:5-7; Exhibit 755, pI (illus.). 
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excavation was to start on April 4, 2007 and concrete footings were to start on May 2, 2007.57

38. On May 22, 2007, Petra issued an updated schedule.58

39. The May 22, 2007 schedule shows foundation excavation was delayed from April

4, 2007 to May 7, 2007, and the start of the footings delayed to May 21, 2007, both due to the

contaminated soil remediation. 59 The move-in date was moved to August 27, 2008.60 This

schedule had 15.7 month duration for construction.61

40. Petra issued another updated Project Schedule dated January 29, 2008 entitled

Master Production Schedule and presented it to the City Council.62 This was a critical path

schedule beginning on May 7, 2007 and move-in beginning October 10, 2008. It had the same

15.7 month duration for construction as the May 22, 2007 schedule, but showed the 6-week

impact to the schedule from ASI's and weather, as required by Section 4.5.3 of the CMA. The

total duration, including the schedule impacts up to that time, was increased to 17.4 months.63

41. Petra provided the City with a Construction Management Plan,64 a dynamic plan

that evolved as the Project design changed. Petra informed the City of its intent to provide

ongoing supplementation of the Plan in a transmittal dated January 19, 2007,65 which it did.66

This plan included the elements required by the CMA as well as a communications plan and a

57 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5669:20-5670: 1; Exhibit 755 (inus.).
58 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5673:3-5680:17; Exhibit 755 (inus.).
59 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5679:3-9; Exhibit 755 (inus).
60 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5680:15-17; Exhibit 755 (inus).
61 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5679:10-13; Exhibit 755 (inus).
62 Exhibit 561, pp. 6-7.
63 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5702:6-5703:5.
64 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5398:3-5402:20.
65 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5398:3-5402:2; Exhibit 2236.
66 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5398:3-5402:2.
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excavation was to start on April 4, 2007 and concrete footings were to start on May 2, 2007.57 

38. On May 22, 2007, Petra issued an updated schedule.58 

39. The May 22, 2007 schedule shows foundation excavation was delayed from April 

4, 2007 to May 7, 2007, and the start of the footings delayed to May 21, 2007, both due to the 

contaminated soil remediation. 59 The move-in date was moved to August 27, 2008.60 This 

schedule had 15.7 month duration for construction.61 

40. Petra issued another updated Project Schedule dated January 29, 2008 entitled 

Master Production Schedule and presented it to the City Council. 62 This was a critical path 

schedule beginning on May 7, 2007 and move-in beginning October 10, 2008. It had the same 

15.7 month duration for construction as the May 22, 2007 schedule, but showed the 6-week 

impact to the schedule from ASI's and weather, as required by Section 4.5.3 of the CMA. The 

total duration, including the schedule impacts up to that time, was increased to 17.4 months.63 

41. Petra provided the City with a Construction Management Plan,64 a dynamic plan 

that evolved as the Project design changed. Petra informed the City of its intent to provide 

ongoing supplementation of the Plan in a transmittal dated January 19, 2007,65 which it did.66 

This plan included the elements required by the CMA as well as a communications plan and a 

57 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5669:20-5670: 1; Exhibit 755 (inus.). 
58 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5673:3-5680:17; Exhibit 755 (inus.). 
59 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5679:3-9; Exhibit 755 (inus). 
60 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5680:15-17; Exhibit 755 (inus). 
61 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5679:10-13; Exhibit 755 (inus). 
62 Exhibit 561, pp. 6-7. 
63 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5702:6-5703:5. 
64 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5398:3-5402:20. 
65 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5398:3-5402:2; Exhibit 2236. 
66 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5398:3-5402:2. 
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quality management plan as required by Section 4.4.1 of the CMA.67

42. Petra gave the City a preliminary price estimate dated January 15,2007.68

43. Petra met the standard of care during the Preliminary Design Phase.69

d. Construction Documents Phase

44. This Phase consisted of three primary phases: the core and shell, the tenant

improvements, and the site work and plaza; and three secondary phases: the demolition and

abatement of the Site, the separate bid for interior signs, and the east parking lot.70

45. Per Section 4.5.1 of the CMA, Petra provided a Construction Management Plan in

loose leaf binder form for filing of updates as they were issued.71

46. Per Section 4.5.2 of the CMA, Petra monitored schedule compliance and issued

immediate reports on material deviations and periodic progress reports. 72

47. Per Section 4.5.3 of the CMA, Petra reviewed construction documents at

appropriate intervals,73 made recommendations to the City and LCA regarding constructability,

cost-effectiveness, clarity, consistency coordination/4 and obtained peer reviews. 75

48. Petra helped separate work into bid packages/6 conducted all necessary Project

67 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9491:25-9492:5.
68 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5388:4-11; Exhibit 770, p. 1; Exhibit 2007.
69 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9500:25-9501 :8.
70 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9502:25-9503:15.
71 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9504:9-9505:15; Exhibit 2236; Exhibit 2237; Exhibit 2238.
72 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9506:9-9507:6; Exhibit 2136, p.34 (Items 00001, 00003, 00007); Exhibit 953, pp. 4
5 (illus.); Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5644:24-5646:3; 5649: 19-5705:21; Exhibit 755 (illus.)
73 See, e.g., Exhibit 770, p.1; Exhibit 2007;
74 See, e.g., Exhibit 772; Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:21-5397:10; 5354:19-5355:16.
75 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5787:6-5789:18; Exhibit 2137, pp. 17, 19,20; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at
9508: 14-9509: 17.
76 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9510:1-8; Exhibit 953 (illus).
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quality management plan as required by Section 4.4.1 of the CMA.67 

42. Petra gave the City a preliminary price estimate dated January 15,2007.68 

43. Petra met the standard of care during the Preliminary Design Phase.69 

d. Construction Documents Phase 

44. This Phase consisted of three primary phases: the core and shell, the tenant 

improvements, and the site work and plaza; and three secondary phases: the demolition and 

abatement of the Site, the separate bid for interior signs, and the east parking lot. 70 

45. Per Section 4.5.1 of the CMA, Petra provided a Construction Management Plan in 

loose leaf binder form for filing of updates as they were issued.71 

46. Per Section 4.5.2 of the CMA, Petra monitored schedule compliance and issued 

immediate reports on material deviations and periodic progress reports. 72 

47. Per Section 4.5.3 of the CMA, Petra reviewed construction documents at 

appropriate intervals,73 made recommendations to the City and LCA regarding constructability, 

cost-effectiveness, clarity, consistency coordination,14 and obtained peer reviews. 75 

48. Petra helped separate work into bid packages,16 conducted all necessary Project 

67 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9491:25-9492:5. 
68 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5388:4-11; Exhibit 770, p. 1; Exhibit 2007. 
69 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9500:25-9501 :8. 
70 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9502:25-9503:15. 
71 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9504:9-9505:15; Exhibit 2236; Exhibit 2237; Exhibit 2238. 
72 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9506:9-9507:6; Exhibit 2l36, p.34 (Items 00001, 00003, 00007); Exhibit 953, pp. 4-
5 (illus.); Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5644:24-5646:3; 5649: 19-5705:21; Exhibit 755 (illus.) 
73 See, e.g., Exhibit 770, p.1; Exhibit 2007; 
74 See, e.g., Exhibit 772; Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:21-5397:10; 5354:19-5355:16. 
75 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5787:6-5789:18; Exhibit 2l37, pp. 17, 19,20; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 
9508: 14-9509: 17. 
76 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9510:1-8; Exhibit 953 (illus). 
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meetings,77 kept and distributed the minutes, coordinated transmittal of documents to regulatory

agencies,78 provided value engineering suggestions,79 and provided a Final Cost Estimate.80

49. Petra met the standard of care during the Construction Documents Phase.81

e. The Bidding Phase

50. Petra assisted the City in preparing bid packages during the bidding process. 82

51. Petra met the standard of care during the Bidding Phase.83

f. The Construction Phase

52. Petra met the standard of care during the Construction Phase.84 With regard to this

phase, the City has cited certain of the Work of the prime contractors, which will be discussed,

among other aspects of Petra's performance, in the remaining sections of these proposed

Findings of Fact.

D. Third-Party Inspections and Observation

53. The CMA states: "Owner shall provide for all required testing or inspections of

the Work as may be mandated by law, the Construction Documents or the Construction

Contracts.,,85 Petra helped schedule inspections.86

54. Along with Petra's observation of the Work, LCA,87 the Engineer of Record

77 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9510:9-24; Exhibit 2136.
78 See, e.g., Exhibit 2136, p. 13 (Item 00008 of Meeting Minutes No. 00003).
79 Exhibit 772; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5416: 1; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7196; Testimony of Rich
Bauer, at 9511:24-9516:25; Exhibit 953, pp. 13, 16-37.
80 Exhibit 561, p. PETRA94208-94209; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5480:5-17.
81 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9519.
82 Testimony ofRich Bauer, at 9522:1-9533:5.
83 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9617:7-23.
84 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9561:9562:1.
85 Exhibit 2003, p. 10 (Section 3.2.5 of the CMA).
86 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5511 :5-6.
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77 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9510:9-24; Exhibit 2136. 
78 See, e.g., Exhibit 2136, p. 13 (Item 00008 of Meeting Minutes No. 00003). 
79 Exhibit 772; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5416: 1; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7196; Testimony of Rich 
Bauer, at 9511:24-9516:25; Exhibit 953, pp. 13, 16-37. 
80 Exhibit 561, p. PETRA94208-94209; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5480:5-17. 
81 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9519. 
82 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9522:1-9533:5. 
83 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9617:7-23. 
84 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9561:9562:1. 
85 Exhibit 2003, p. 10 (Section 3.2.5 of the CMA). 
86 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5511 :5-6. 
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(Mike Wisdom),88 the Structural Engineer (Jan Welch),89 and Heery International (Chuck Hum,

Commissioning Agent) made all required observations.9o Materials Testing & Inspection

("MTI") (Dave Cram)91 and the City's building department inspectors (including, but not limited

to, Ed Ankenman and Tom Johnson)92 performed required testing and inspections.

55. Heery International contracted directly with LCA to provide the commissioning

of the building.93 Heery's Commissioning Agent, Chuck Hum, conducted his commissioning of

the building independent of Petra.94

56. Heery commissioned the following systems: Air Handlers, Fan Systems, Terminal

Boxes, Exhaust Fans, Direct Digital Controls System, Pumping Systems, Cooling Systems,

Heating Systems, Domestic Hot Water Systems, Lighting Systems, Emergency Generation

Systems, as well as the associated operational components installed within the above systems.95

57. Under Heery's contract with LCA, Chuck Hum visited the site multiple times,

drafted several site visit reports for construction quality,96 directed functional testing and proving

of the various systems,97 and produced detailed reports that were transmitted to LCA.98

58. In its September 8, 2008 report, Heery represented that "All building systems and

87 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8343:19-8344:7; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5513:14-18;
88 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 7032:10-18.
89 Testimony ofJan Welch, at 7088: 12-18;Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5550:1-5551 :1-9;
90 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 4966:21-5014:6; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5513: 19-24.
91 Testimony of Dave Cram, at 6766:16-6775:2; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5582:11-14.
92 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5513:2-5,5582:23-5583:1; Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6958:21-6959:1;
93 Exhibit 691.
94 Testimony of Chuck Hum, 4962: 15-18.
95 Exhibit 691.
96 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 4967:1-20.
97 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 4969:10 -5014:6.
98 Exhibit 2143; Exhibit 546A; Exhibit 763; Exhibit 764;Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 5014:7-.5044:2
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equipment installed in this project were fully tested. Heery's issues log cites remaining

unresolved items with the absence of seismic bracing, chiller unit noise/vibration and EF-2 duct

noise being the most significant.,,99 Each of these issues was verified as closed by Heery.loo

59. MTI contracted with the City to perform testing and inspections in these areas: (1)

geotechnical observation/recommendations; (2) soils density testing; (3) structural masonry

testing/inspection; (4) epoxy installation of bolts/dowels inspection; (5) structural steel, high

strength bolting inspection; (6) structural steel welding inspection and non-destructive testing. 101

60. After completing testing, MTI issued a Certificate of Compliance, which stated:

We certify that, to the best of our knowledge, the requirements of the 2006
International Building Code and the approved plans and specifications have been
complied with, insofar as meeting the portion of the aforementioned inspections
requiring special inspection under Chapter 17 of the IBC, except as noted below:
All non-compliance issues were corrected, and all structural steel welding and
high strength bolting has been approved by Gordon Finlay (American Welding
Society certified Welding Inspector). 102

61. MTI ensured that all non-compliant work was retested and passed. 103

62. Dave Cram of MTI testified: "Our obligation is to ensure that everything is

constructed in accordance with the plans and specifications and at the end of the project, to

provide a final certification letter. And that-that's by code. And that's what we've done.,,104

63. Stapley Engineering contracted with LCA to provide structural engineering

99 Exhibit 546A, p. HeeryReport98006.
100 Exhibit 764.
101 Exhibit 2149, p. 4; Testimony of Dave Cram, at 6766:19-6767:4.
102 Exhibit 2149, p. 4.
103 Testimony of Dave Cram, at 6770:23-6771 :5.
104 Testimony of Dave Cram, at 6780:13-18.
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99 Exhibit 546A, p. HeeryReport98006. 
100 Exhibit 764. 
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services for the Project. IOS The Structural Engineer, Jan Welch, observed construction of the

structural systems on a monthly basis and reviewed MTI's test reports that came to her almost

daily during construction. 106 Any and all deficiencies noted by MTI were corrected. 107

64. Ms. Welch testified, from personal knowledge of the MTI welding test reports

given to her during construction (September 28, 2007 to January 28, 2008), that 364 welds were

tested out of which 6 percent failed. Subsequent reports indicated all these welds were retested

and passed. 108

E. Substantial Completion ofthe Project, Punch Lists, and Warranties

65. The Project achieved substantial completion under Petra's guidance on October

15,2008109
- ahead of schedule. llo

66. The CMA does not contain a Project schedule or any milestone dates, other than

an "Owner's Schedule" of six months for Preconstruction Phase Services and 18 months for

Construction Phase Services. III

67. The City required Petra to start before completion of the plans and

specifications, 112 making it a fast-track project. I 13 The City wanted to move in before the winter

of 2008. 114 LCA asked the City "What exactly is the overall project budget and what is driving

105 Testimony of Jan Welch, at 7088: 12.
106 Testimony of Jan Welch, at 7088-12; 7090:16.
107 Testimony ofJan Welch, at 7091:5-6.
108 Testimony of Jan Welch,7135:2-12
109 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 277:4-11; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5643:10-5644:1,5633:1419.
110 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9488:12-2.
111 Exhibit 2003.
112 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5448:12-19.
113 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5449:5-8; Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6962: 1-22.
114 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5449:22-5450: 18.
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67. The City required Petra to start before completion of the plans and 

specifications, 112 making it a fast-track project. I 13 The City wanted to move in before the winter 
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105 Testimony of Jan Welch, at 7088: 12. 
106 Testimony of Jan Welch, at 7088-12; 7090:16. 
107 Testimony ofJan Welch, at 7091:5-6. 
\08 Testimony of Jan Welch,7135:2-12 
\09 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 277:4-11; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5643:10-5644:1,5633:1419. 
110 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9488:12-2. 
III Exhibit 2003. 
112 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5448:12-19. 
I \3 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5449:5-8; Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6962: 1-22. 
114 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5449:22-5450: 18. 
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such an accelerated design and construction schedule?,,115 Everyone was "trying to march" to

meet the Mayor's timeframe. 1I6

68. The Project was extended because of ASI's, RFI's, weather, Rule Steel's

unexcused one-month delay, and a 12-day LEED air flush. With a seven day move-in, the

impact to the January 29, 2008 critical path schedule could have led to an occupancy date of

December 25, 2008. 117

69. However, due to time made up by contractors under Petra's supervIsIon, the

Project was completed in 17.4 months, ahead of schedule. 118

70. Per Section 9.8.2 of the A201, Petra assisted LCA in the preparation, completion

and close out of multiple punch lists during the Project. 119 The City also actively participated in

the creation and closeout of multiple punch listS.120 Multiple versions of various punchlists were

created and exist in the record, but each punch list item was corrected before July 2, 2009, the

date Petra personnel left the Project site. 121

71. Final punchlists were closed out by the City's building inspectors. 122

72. Keith Watts, the City's authorized representative, admitted that after the

115 Exhibit 588, p. 2.
116 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7203:17-15; see also Exhibit 635.
117 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5702:6-5705: 18.
118 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5702:6-5705:18; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9487:9-9489:8; Exhibit 755, p.
6(illus.).
119 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8723 :8724:3; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8220: 18-8225:4.
120 Testimony ofTom Coughlin, at 8724:4-8730:21; Exhibit 548; Exhibit 626.
121 Exhibit 548; Testimony ofTom Coughlin, at 8695:9-8736:3.
122 Exhibit 548; Exhibit 872; Exhibit 871;Testimony ofEd Ankenman, at 8097:7-8099:13; Testimony ofTom
Coughlin, at 8796:20-24, 8731:1-7.
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116 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7203:17-15; see also Exhibit 635. 
117 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5702:6-5705: 18. 
118 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5702:6-5705:18; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9487:9-9489:8; Exhibit 755, p. 
6(illus.). 
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121 Exhibit 548; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8695:9-8736:3. 
122 Exhibit 548; Exhibit 872; Exhibit 871;Testimony of Ed Ankenman, at 8097:7-8099:13; Testimony of Tom 
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punchlists were completed, any remaining items were warranty items. 123

73. The City, Petra, and LCA agreed to a unified substantial completion date of

October 15,2008 for purposes of warranties, risk ofloss, security, utilities, etc. 124

74. Each prime contractor gave the City a warranty of workmanship and materials,

the majority of which officially commenced on October 15,2008. 125

75. The unified substantial completion date maximized the warranty benefits for the

City by extending the actual warranty periods for many of the prime contractors. 126

76. City building inspectors issued certificates of occupancy for the City Hall and the

City took beneficial occupancy on October 15, 2008. 127

77. Petra delivered a closeout package consisting of the O&M Manuals and the

warranty sheets. 128 Petra also delivered the as-built drawings. 129

78. Section 9.8.2 of the A201 states: "Architect will prepare a Certificate of

Substantial Completion ....,,130

79. Petra requested that LCA issue certificates of substantial completion. Despite

Petra's request, LCA did not do SO.13I

80. After October 15, 2008, Petra's duties under the CMA were limited to: (1)

123 Exhibit 733.
124 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8301:23-8302:1; 8353:15-19.
125 Exhibit 545A; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr. at 6849:17-21; Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7703:24-25;
Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7906:6-7907: 13; Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8634:5-23.
126 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5642:16-5643:9.
127 Exhibit 543 and Exhibit 543(a).
128 Exhibit 794.
129 Exhibit 603.
130 Exhibit 2017, at p. 42 (Section 9.8.2 of the A201 General Conditions).
131 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8614:11-18.
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125 Exhibit 545A; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr. at 6849:17-21; Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7703:24-25; 
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administering change orders for the City's additions to the Project scope, (2) processing pay

applications, (3) supervising completion of punchlists, and (4) coordinating closeout of the prime

construction contracts. 132

81. From October, 2008 to the end of January, 2009, Petra assisted with managing

warranties at the City's request because it had not yet hired Eric Jensen, its facilities manager. 133

82. There is no evidence that the City contacted Petra after July 2, 2009 to report the

issues about which the City now complains. 134

F. Project Cost

83. The CMA required the City to provide Petra with the City's budget. 135 The City

represented to Petra the Project Budget was $12,200,000.136 The City did not provide Petra with

an updated budget. 137 The City had de facto control over the Project Budget, not Petra. Petra's

role was to provide periodic estimates, value engineering suggestions, and actual cost reports. 138

84. The City was kept fully informed of the cost of the Project. 139 The City approved

every contract,140 every change order,141 every contractor paYment, and thus, the total cost of the

Project, with full knowledge of the relevant and material facts. 142

132 See Exhibit 2003 (Section 4 of CMA).
133 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5717:6-5718:16.
134 See, e.g., Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5608:21-5609:5; 5633:4-13.
135 Exhibit 2003, p. 9, (Section 3.2.2 of the CMA).
136 Exhibit 2003, (Section 4.4.1 (f) of the CMA); Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5352:24-5353: 1-3.
137 9360:10-13.
138 See Exhibit 2003 (Section 4 of the CMA).
139 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5394:1-5395:6Testimony of Jon Anderson, 7475:5-21; Testimony of Will Berg, at
7388:13-7389:9; Exhibit 549-561.
140 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 2205:21-25.
141 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 2206:1-5.
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\32 See Exhibit 2003 (Section 4 of CMA). 
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134 See, e.g., Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5608:21-5609:5; 5633:4-13. 
135 Exhibit 2003, p. 9, (Section 3.2.2 of the CMA). 
136 Exhibit 2003, (Section 4.4.1 (f) of the CMA); Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5352:24-5353: 1-3. 
137 9360:10-13. 
138 See Exhibit 2003 (Section 4 of the CMA). 
139 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5394:1-5395:6Testimony of Jon Anderson, 7475:5-21; Testimony of Will Berg, at 
7388:13-7389:9; Exhibit 549-561. 
140 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 2205:21-25. 
141 Testimony of Ted Baird, at 2206:1-5. 
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85. In fact, Mayor Tammy de Weerd, Councilman Keith Bird, City Attorney Bill

Nary, Deputy City Attorney Ted Baird, Finance Director Stacey Kilchenmann, and Keith Watts,

authorized representative, debated and discussed the Project cost over email in July, 2007.

While the Mayor was very critical of LCA, Councilman Keith Bird stated "We [the City] are the

ones that have let the costs go up, not the architect or cm [Construction Manager, Petra]." Bill

Nary agreed, stating "I didn't think. [sic] that the CM or architect caused the additional costS.,,143

86. LCA delivered conceptual design documents to Petra in December 2006.144

These documents included the conceptual architectural elevations and floor plans but did not

include any structural steel drawings or any mechanical/electrical drawings. 145

87. LCA delivered 20% core and shell drawings to Petra in late December 2006. 146

88. Petra provided the Preliminary Price Estimate to the City of $15,475,160 for

building construction plus $1,319,266 for construction management and site acquisition costsl47

based on these 20% documents. 148 Gene Bennett presented this cost estimate at a Mayor's

Building Committee Meeting on January 10, 2007. 149

89. At this meeting, Keith Watts recorded Councilman Keith Bird stating "the cost

did not surprise him and he would proceed as he thought we could find the extra $2,275,000.,,150

142 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at p. 5486:18-24; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 5680:6-8693:5; Exhibit 583, p. 1;
Exhibit 597; Exhibit 791.
143 Exhibit 597.
144 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5388:9-5389: 1.
145 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:1-11.
146 Testimony Gene Bennett, at 388:4-11.
147 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:12-20.
148 Testimony of Ted Baird, 223:14-19.
149 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:21-5397:10.
150 Exhibit 606, p. 6.

PETRA'S PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
698630

Page 18

008093

85. In fact, Mayor Tammy de Weerd, Councilman Keith Bird, City Attorney Bill 

Nary, Deputy City Attorney Ted Baird, Finance Director Stacey Kilchenmann, and Keith Watts, 

authorized representative, debated and discussed the Project cost over email in July, 2007. 

While the Mayor was very critical of LCA, Councilman Keith Bird stated "We [the City] are the 

ones that have let the costs go up, not the architect or cm [Construction Manager, Petra]." Bill 

Nary agreed, stating "I didn't think. [sic] that the CM or architect caused the additional costS.,,143 

86. LCA delivered conceptual design documents to Petra in December 2006.144 

These documents included the conceptual architectural elevations and floor plans but did not 

include any structural steel drawings or any mechanical/electrical drawings. 145 

87. LCA delivered 20% core and shell drawings to Petra in late December 2006. 146 

88. Petra provided the Preliminary Price Estimate to the City of $15,475,160 for 

building construction plus $1,319,266 for construction management and site acquisition costsl47 

based on these 20% documents. 148 Gene Bennett presented this cost estimate at a Mayor's 

Building Committee Meeting on January 10, 2007. 149 

89. At this meeting, Keith Watts recorded Councilman Keith Bird stating "the cost 

did not surprise him and he would proceed as he thought we could find the extra $2,275,000.,,150 

142 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at p. 5486:18-24; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 5680:6-8693:5; Exhibit 583, p. 1; 
Exhibit 597; Exhibit 791. 
143 Exhibit 597. 
144 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5388:9-5389: 1. 
145 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:1-11. 
146 Testimony Gene Bennett, at 388:4-11. 
147 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:12-20. 
148 Testimony of Ted Baird, 223:14-19. 
149 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5394:21-5397:10. 
150 Exhibit 606, p. 6. 
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•
90. This price estimate was officially transmitted to the City on January 22, 2007. 151

91. After receiving the Preliminary Price Estimate, the City did not direct LCA to

redesign the Project to bring it under $12.2 million; it could have done so pursuant to Section

4.4.3 of the CMA152

92. Around February, 2007, Petra received 60% drawings from LCA 153 After

receiving them, Petra provided a detailed second cost estimate to the City. 154

93. This cost estimate was divided up into bid packages for phase 2, core & shell,

phase 3, MEP and TI's, and general conditions, as required by Section 4.5.9 of the CMA 155

94. Based on these drawings, Petra prepared a detailed second cost estimate for the

City, called the "60 percent estimate.,,156 This cost estimate was transmitted to the City in

February, 2007. 157 It reflected an increase to $16,254,033 for construction costS. 158 Petra

presented this cost estimate to the City on February 12, 2007 and at the Mayor's Building

Committee meeting on February 26, 2007. 159

95. On February 26, 2007, the City told Petra that the Council wanted the "full

building as designed.,,160 The City directed LCA to complete the drawings161 and directed Petra

to put the Project out for bid in the first part of March. 162

151 Exhibit 770, p. 1.
152 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7172: 1-7; Exhibit 2003.
153 Exhibit 804; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5408:13-14.
154 Exhibit 804; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5403:8-16.
155 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5408:15-5412:22.
156 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5402:21-5403:16; Exhibit 804.
157 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5402:25-5403:2.
158 Exhibit 804; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5406:19-5412:22.
159 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5412:23-5415:22.
160 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414: 13-18.
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• 
90. This price estimate was officially transmitted to the City on January 22, 2007. 151 

91. After receiving the Preliminary Price Estimate, the City did not direct LCA to 

redesign the Project to bring it under $12.2 million; it could have done so pursuant to Section 

4.4.3 of the CMA152 

92. Around February, 2007, Petra received 60% drawings from LCA 153 After 

receiving them, Petra provided a detailed second cost estimate to the City. 154 

93. This cost estimate was divided up into bid packages for phase 2, core & shell, 

phase 3, MEP and TI's, and general conditions, as required by Section 4.5.9 of the CMA 155 

94. Based on these drawings, Petra prepared a detailed second cost estimate for the 

City, called the "60 percent estimate.,,156 This cost estimate was transmitted to the City in 

February, 2007. 157 It reflected an increase to $16,254,033 for construction costS. 158 Petra 

presented this cost estimate to the City on February 12, 2007 and at the Mayor's Building 

Committee meeting on February 26, 2007. 159 

95. On February 26, 2007, the City told Petra that the Council wanted the "full 

building as designed.,,160 The City directed LCA to complete the drawings161 and directed Petra 

to put the Project out for bid in the first part of March. 162 

151 Exhibit 770, p. 1. 
152 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7172: 1-7; Exhibit 2003. 
153 Exhibit 804; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5408:13-14. 
154 Exhibit 804; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5403:8-16. 
155 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5408:15-5412:22. 
156 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5402:21-5403:16; Exhibit 804. 
157 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5402:25-5403:2. 
158 Exhibit 804; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5406:19-5412:22. 
159 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5412:23-5415:22. 
160 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414: 13-18. 
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96. LCA did not provide a complete set of bid documents for the core and shell until

approximately March 12,2007.163

97. Petra issued an updated cost estimate in July, 2007 of just under $20.5 million,

which included site development, LEED, and FF&E in addition to construction costs. 164

98. Petra provided a final cost estimate to the City of $21,773,078, which excluded

the east parking lot, in February of2008. 165

99. The City was fully aware of and approved the total Project cost. 166

100. Steve Christiansen of LCA recalled Councilman Bird saying words to the effect:

"Not to worry about the cost. We've got plenty of money. We've got to make sure that we do the

project right. This is our one shot to do it SO.,,167

101. By February, 2008, City-ordered changes increased the cost to $21,395,962.13.168

102. The Project did not exceed the Final Cost Estimate. 169

G. Value Engineering

104. On of around February 12,2007, Petra worked with LCA and the City to develop

value engineering suggestions as required by sections 2.5 and 4.5.8 of the CMA, in order to bring

down the cost of the Project. 170

161 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414: 13-18.
162 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414: 13-18.
163 Exhibit 2136, p. 24 (Item 00018 of meeting minutes).
164 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5466: 15-17.
165 Exhibit 561; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5480:1-17; see also Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8205:22
8208:7.
166 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5487:23-5494:3; Exhibit 592 (inus).
167 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8208:2-7.
168 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5493:17-5494:2; Exhibit 592 (inus).
169 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5493:17-5494:2; Exhibit 592 (inus).
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96. LCA did not provide a complete set of bid documents for the core and shell until 

approximately March 12,2007.163 

97. Petra issued an updated cost estimate in July, 2007 of just under $20.5 million, 

which included site development, LEED, and FF&E in addition to construction costs. 164 

98. Petra provided a final cost estimate to the City of $21,773,078, which excluded 

the east parking lot, in February of2008. 165 

99. The City was fully aware of and approved the total Project cost. 166 

100. Steve Christiansen of LCA recalled Councilman Bird saying words to the effect: 

"Not to worry about the cost. We've got plenty of money. We've got to make sure that we do the 

project right. This is our one shot to do it SO.,,167 

101. By February, 2008, City-ordered changes increased the cost to $21,395,962.13.168 

102. The Project did not exceed the Final Cost Estimate. 169 

G. Value Engineering 

104. On of around February 12,2007, Petra worked with LCA and the City to develop 

value engineering suggestions as required by sections 2.5 and 4.5.8 of the CMA, in order to bring 

down the cost of the Project. 170 

161 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414: 13-18. 
162 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414: 13-18. 
163 Exhibit 2136, p. 24 (Item 00018 of meeting minutes). 
164 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5466: 15-17. 
165 Exhibit 561; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5480:1-17; see also Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8205:22-
8208:7. 
166 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5487:23-5494:3; Exhibit 592 (illus). 
167 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8208:2-7. 
168 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5493:17-5494:2; Exhibit 592 (illus). 
169 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5493:17-5494:2; Exhibit 592 (illus). 
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105. Some of the value engineering suggestions included deleting the finishes in the

unassigned areas, deleting the access floor in the unassigned areas, deleting the electrical

distribution in the unassigned areas, deleting the basement, and deleting the south wing. 171

106. Around April, 2007, Petra and LCA proposed "bid alternates" giving the City the

option of deleting the basement and/or the south wing, and raising the building by four feet. 172

107. The City rejected the majority of Petra's and LCA's value engineering options.

The City made the express decision to go forward with the building "as designed.,,173

H. Pay Applications

108. Petra handled the pay applications in accordance with the CMA and Section 9 of

the A201, which Petra relied on and followed. 174 Petra assembled the documents, including the

prime contractors' pay applications, signed the certification sheet (the G-702), and forwarded the

packages to LCA. 175

109. LCA signed and certified all pay applications, with the exception of early

preconstruction applications not part of their scope of work. 176 LCA approved the Work that was

the subject of the pay applications, certified the progress of the prime contractors seeking

payment, and approved the payment amounts. 177

170 Exhibit 772; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5416:1; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7196.
171 Exhibit 772; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 54204: 1-5426
172 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5429:22-5430:8.
173 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414:5-18.
174 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5475:6-5768:18.
175 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8680:6-8683:5; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5764:25-5768:12.
176 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8231: 15-17.
177 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8228:25-8231:13; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8680:6-8683:5;
Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5764:25-5768:12.
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105. Some of the value engineering suggestions included deleting the finishes in the 

unassigned areas, deleting the access floor in the unassigned areas, deleting the electrical 

distribution in the unassigned areas, deleting the basement, and deleting the south wing.171 

106. Around April, 2007, Petra and LCA proposed "bid alternates" giving the City the 

option of deleting the basement and/or the south wing, and raising the building by four feet. 172 

107. The City rejected the majority of Petra's and LCA's value engineering options. 

The City made the express decision to go forward with the building "as designed.,,173 

H. Pay Applications 

108. Petra handled the pay applications in accordance with the CMA and Section 9 of 

the A201, which Petra relied on and followed. 174 Petra assembled the documents, including the 

prime contractors' pay applications, signed the certification sheet (the G-702), and forwarded the 

packages to LCA. 175 

109. LCA signed and certified all pay applications, with the exception of early 

preconstruction applications not part of their scope of work. 176 LCA approved the Work that was 

the subject of the pay applications, certified the progress of the prime contractors seeking 

payment, and approved the payment amounts. 177 

170 Exhibit 772; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5416:1; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7196. 
171 Exhibit 772; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 54204: 1-5426 
172 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5429:22-5430:8. 
173 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5414:5-18. 
174 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5475:6-5768:18. 
175 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8680:6-8683:5; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5764:25-5768:12. 
176 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8231: 15-17. 
177 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8228:25-8231:13; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8680:6-8683:5; 
Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5764:25-5768:12. 
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110. LCA was responsible for reviewing the pay applications to determine whether

payment was due in accordance with the construction contracts. 178

111. After LCA's certification, Keith Watts reviewed the pay applications and decided

whether to approve them. 179 The City did not return all of the signed pay applications to Petra. 180

I. The Masonry Veneer and TMC's Winter Conditions Charges

112. The masonry was installed by TMC, Inc. 181 pursuant to a contract with the City. 182

113. TMC began its masonry work on or around July 2, 2007 in accordance with the

then most recent and current construction schedule. 183 The City approved Change Order No.3

changing TMC's date of substantial completion to August 28,2008. 184

114. TMC did not cause any delays to the Project schedule. 18s

115. TMC's work on the masonry veneer was accepted by LCA. 186

116. During the final punch list walk through, Tom Johnson, the City's building

inspector, specifically complimented the masonry, and said words to the effect: "[E]veryone was

pleased with the way the building had come out overall.,,187

117. On the Project, the plans and specifications for the masonry worked together with

the product specifications and ASTM standards governing the industry. 188

178 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7258:1-7258:24; 7321:23-7322:2.
179 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8682:9-8693:25; Exhibit 887; Exhibit 583, p. 1; Testimony of Keith Watts.
180 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5768: 13-18.
181 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7677:3-18; 7680: 15-25; Exhibit 2018.
182 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7677:3-18; 7680:15-25; Exhibit 2018.
183 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7838: 18-23.
184 Exhibit 2068.
185 Testimony ofTim McGourty, 7692:11-13; Testimony of Gene Bennett
186 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255:14; Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7697:12-21.
187 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7807:3-12.
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110. LCA was responsible for reviewing the pay applications to determine whether 

payment was due in accordance with the construction contracts. 178 

111. After LCA' s certification, Keith Watts reviewed the pay applications and decided 

whether to approve them. 179 The City did not return all of the signed pay applications to Petra. 180 

I. The Masonry Veneer and TMC's Winter Conditions Charges 

112. The masonry was installed by TMC, Inc. 181 pursuant to a contract with the City. 182 

113. TMC began its masonry work on or around July 2, 2007 in accordance with the 

then most recent and current construction schedule. 183 The City approved Change Order No.3 

changing TMC's date of substantial completion to August 28,2008. 184 

114. TMC did not cause any delays to the Project schedule.18s 

115. TMC's work on the masonry veneer was accepted by LCA. 186 

116. During the final punch list walk through, Tom Johnson, the City'S building 

inspector, specifically complimented the masonry, and said words to the effect: "[E]veryone was 

pleased with the way the building had come out overall.,,187 

117. On the Project, the plans and specifications for the masonry worked together with 

the product specifications and ASTM standards governing the industry. 188 

178 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7258:1-7258:24; 7321:23-7322:2. 
179 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8682:9-8693:25; Exhibit 887; Exhibit 583, p. 1; Testimony of Keith Watts. 
180 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5768: 13-18. 
181 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7677:3-18; 7680: 15-25; Exhibit 2018. 
182 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7677:3-18; 7680:15-25; Exhibit 2018. 
183 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7838: 18-23. 
184 Exhibit 2068. 
185 Testimony of Tim McGourty, 7692:11-13; Testimony of Gene Bennett 
186 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255:14; Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7697:12-21. 
187 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7807:3-12. 
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118. Steve Christiansen of LCA testified how the plans and specifications work

together with the Arriscraft product specifications, in the case of alignment tolerances:

And within the Arriscraft specifications, there are, in fact, manufacturer
tolerances plus or minus an 1/8 inch. Our specifications call out for plus or minus
an 1/8 of an inch for masonry joints as they go along. So there are a couple of
different tolerances in play when you go ahead and erect a masonry wall: One,
based on the actual type masonry unit you're laying, and then the specific
tolerance of the actual installer that he is allowed. So when the two come together,
those tolerances have to be looked at, and they come together to make either an
acceptable product or installation or a nonacceptable installation. 189

119. TMC, in accordance with industry standards for masonry installers, must rely on

the specifications for the material that is specified in the plans and specifications.19o

120. Tim McGourty testified as to the standards TMC followed:

"--they have clearly identified a manufacturer and, in this particular case a
particular size unit, both of which have specific variations that are allowed and
that the team that created the contract, the architects, are basically including in the
contract. And so, therefore, the tolerance to only be considered in the strictest
sense of 1/8 of an inch here, without given to the material that the creators of the
contract specified, is an absence of any understanding of what we're really
working with.,,191

121. Todd Weltner erroneously failed to consider the appropriate tolerances in the

masonry when opining as to alleged "defects" in the masonry veneer. 192

122. TMC achieved substantial completion on or around May 18,2008. 193

188 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7759: 15-19; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8264: 16-8269:23; Testimony
of Tim McGourty, at 7769:4-16; 7771:2-8; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9592:14-9598:9.
189 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8265:4-19.
190 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7772: 1-6.
191 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7775:8-20.
192 Testimony ofTodd Weltner, at 3538:12-3540:19.
193 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7832:6-17.
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118. Steve Christiansen of LCA testified how the plans and specifications work 

together with the Arriscraft product specifications, in the case of alignment tolerances: 

And within the Arriscraft specifications, there are, in fact, manufacturer 
tolerances plus or minus an 1/8 inch. Our specifications call out for plus or minus 
an 1/8 of an inch for masonry joints as they go along. So there are a couple of 
different tolerances in play when you go ahead and erect a masonry wall: One, 
based on the actual type masonry unit you're laying, and then the specific 
tolerance of the actual installer that he is allowed. So when the two come together, 
those tolerances have to be looked at, and they come together to make either an 
acceptable product or installation or a nonacceptable installation. 189 

119. TMC, in accordance with industry standards for masonry installers, must rely on 

the specifications for the material that is specified in the plans and specifications.19o 

120. Tim McGourty testified as to the standards TMC followed: 

"--they have clearly identified a manufacturer and, in this particular case a 
particular size unit, both of which have specific variations that are allowed and 
that the team that created the contract, the architects, are basically including in the 
contract. And so, therefore, the tolerance to only be considered in the strictest 
sense of 1/8 of an inch here, without given to the material that the creators of the 
contract specified, is an absence of any understanding of what we're really 
working with.,,191 

121. Todd Weltner erroneously failed to consider the appropriate tolerances in the 

masonry when opining as to alleged "defects" in the masonry veneer. 192 

122. TMC achieved substantial completion on or around May 18,2008. 193 

188 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7759: 15-19; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8264: 16-8269:23; Testimony 
of Tim McGourty, at 7769:4-16; 7771:2-8; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9592:14-9598:9. 
189 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8265:4-19. 
190 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7772: 1-6. 
191 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7775:8-20. 
192 Testimony of Todd Weltner, at 3538:12-3540:19. 
193 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7832:6-17. 
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123. TMC completed two punch lists for the masonry veneer. 194 LCA approved TMC's

completion of the first punch list. 195 The City and LCA approved TMC's completion of the

second punch liSt. 196 The City paid TMC's retention. 197

124. After substantial completion of the Project, it appeared to the City that certain

aspects of the masonry needed repair. 198 These masonry "defects" in the veneer are aesthetic

issues, not structural. l99 Aesthetic issues fall within the realm and expertise of LCA, who

approved the masonry veneer at least twice during the final punchlist process?OO

125. These minor "defects" fall under TMC's warranty.201 They are likely due to the

normal separation, settling, and movement that typically occurs with the Arriscraft product.202

126. Petra ensured that TMC gave a one-year warranty to the City, which was effective

until October 15, 2009?03 The City acknowledged its warranty rights in a letter to TMC?04

127. Pursuant to this letter, TMC became aware of the City's concerns and is willing,

and was always willing since completing its work, to address them?05

128. TMC tried to work with the City through Laura Knothe,206 a contractor of Trout

194 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255: 14.
195 Testimony of Tim McGourty, 7697:18-21.
196 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255:14.
197 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7706: 12-7708: 1.
198 Exhibit 846.
199 Testimony of Rich Bauer, 9718:18-9719:4; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8301:7-12; Testimony of Rich
Bauer, at 9596:2-18.
200 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255: 14.
201 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9785:5-12.
202 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7811:16-7813: 1.
203 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7703:24-7704:21.
204 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7708:5-25; Exhibit 846.
205 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7711:19-21,7716:18-7717:1,7741:21-25; Exhibit 845.
206 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7714:21-7720:20.
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123. TMC completed two punch lists for the masonry veneer. 194 LCA approved TMC's 

completion of the first punch list. 195 The City and LCA approved TMC's completion of the 

second punch liSt. 196 The City paid TMC's retention. 197 

124. After substantial completion of the Project, it appeared to the City that certain 

aspects of the masonry needed repair. 198 These masonry "defects" in the veneer are aesthetic 

issues, not structural. l99 Aesthetic issues fall within the realm and expertise of LCA, who 

approved the masonry veneer at least twice during the final punchlist process?OO 

125. These minor "defects" fall under TMC's warranty.201 They are likely due to the 

normal separation, settling, and movement that typically occurs with the Arriscraft product. 202 

126. Petra ensured that TMC gave a one-year warranty to the City, which was effective 

until October 15, 2009?03 The City acknowledged its warranty rights in a letter to TMC?04 

127. Pursuant to this letter, TMC became aware of the City's concerns and is willing, 

and was always willing since completing its work, to address them?05 

128. TMC tried to work with the City through Laura Knothe,206 a contractor of Trout 

194 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255: 14. 
195 Testimony of Tim McGourty, 7697:18-21. 
196 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255:14. 
197 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7706: 12-7708: 1. 
198 Exhibit 846. 
199 Testimony of Rich Bauer, 9718:18-9719:4; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8301:7-12; Testimony of Rich 
Bauer, at 9596:2-18. 
200 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8254:4-8255: 14. 
201 Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9785:5-12. 
202 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7811:16-7813: 1. 
203 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7703:24-7704:21. 
204 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7708:5-25; Exhibit 846. 
205 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7711:19-21,7716:18-7717:1,7741:21-25; Exhibit 845. 
206 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7714:21-7720:20. 
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Jones.207 Tim McGourty understood Ms. Knothe was working on behalf of the City?08

129. The City was not willing to work with TMC to resolve its concerns. Laura Knothe

told Tim McGourty the City was not interested in identifying the issues and that "she wasn't sure

if she would contact me again.,,209 Instead, the City sent a demand letter in November, 2010.210

130. The City ignored its warranty rights with regard to TMC, despite the fact that

TMC clearly expressed a willingness to address the City's concerns?ll

131. Tim McGourty, a 30-year industry veteran, testified the alleged deficiencies

raised by the City could be repaired for $5,000-$6,000, based on his personal knowledge of both

the masonry installation and alleged deficiencies raised by the City?12

132. TMC billed separately for extra expenses related to winter conditions?13

133. TMC had made allowance during its bid for winter conditions and this allowance

was within TMC's schedule of values, but was not a separate line item.214

134. Billing separately for winter conditions was a mistake no one found until months

after completion of the Project,215 TMC agreed to reimburse the extra charges to the City.216

J. The HVAC System

135. Engineering, Inc. (Mike Wisdom) designed the HVAC system under a contract

207 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8257:1-13.
208 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7716:2-6.
209 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7717:14-18.
210 Exhibit 843.
211 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7739:11-7740:6,7752:12-16; see also Exhibit 842.
m Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7751 :5-7752: 12-16.
213 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7688:7-25.
214 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7688:10-7692:10,7844:1-7848:8.
215 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7844:1-7848:8.
216 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7847:6-7848:8.
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told Tim McGourty the City was not interested in identifying the issues and that "she wasn't sure 
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132. TMC billed separately for extra expenses related to winter conditions?13 
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J. The HV AC System 

135. Engineering, Inc. (Mike Wisdom) designed the HVAC system under a contract 

207 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8257:1-13. 
208 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7716:2-6. 
209 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7717:14-18. 
210 Exhibit 843. 
211 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7739:11-7740:6,7752:12-16; see also Exhibit 842. 
212 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7751 :5-7752: 12-16. 
213 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7688:7-25. 
214 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7688:10-7692:10,7844:1-7848:8. 
215 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7844:1-7848:8. 
216 Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7847:6-7848:8. 
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with LCA.217 Mr. Wisdom is a professional engineer licensed in the State ofIdaho and he served

as the mechanical Engineer of Record for the Project,218 Hobson Fabricating Inc. installed the

dry side portion of the HVAC system?19 Hobson sub-contracted with Yamas Controls?20

136. Petra did not direct the design of the HVAC system,221 but observed its

installation?22

137. Originally, Engineering, Inc. contracted with LCA to design a "standard typical

mechanical system for a midrise office with overhead supply using packaged rooftop HVAC

systems, low pressure air distribution and basic packaged controls.,,223

138. Mr. Wisdom personally made presentations to the City regarding the HVAC

system and was involved in the City's selection of the ultimate design for the HVAC system.224

During the design process, he gave a schematic design presentation to the City?25

139. Mr. Wisdom personally discussed with the City options for the design of the

HVAC system, specifically whether to use a "standard roof-type system" or an "underfloor

positive displacement" system?26

140. City representatives toured Banner Bank building to view its underfloor HVAC

system?27 Based in part on that tour, the City decided to install an underfloor system.

217 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6915:2-10.
218 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6910:4-6, 6915:4.
219 Exhibit 570.
220 Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr, at 6846:12-13.
221 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6925:21-24.
222 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5606:2-12.
223 Exhibit 580.
224 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6918:10-6919:4; Exhibit 2898.
225 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6925:16-20.
226 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6923:12-16.
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with LCA.217 Mr. Wisdom is a professional engineer licensed in the State ofIdaho and he served 
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systems, low pressure air distribution and basic packaged controls.,,223 
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system and was involved in the City's selection of the ultimate design for the HVAC system?24 

During the design process, he gave a schematic design presentation to the City?25 

139. Mr. Wisdom personally discussed with the City options for the design of the 

HV AC system, specifically whether to use a "standard roof-type system" or an "underfloor 

positive displacement" system?26 

140. City representatives toured Banner Bank building to view its underfloor HVAC 
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217 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6915:2-10. 
218 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6910:4-6, 6915:4. 
219 Exhibit 570. 
220 Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr, at 6846:12-13. 
221 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6925:21-24. 
222 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5606:2-12. 
223 Exhibit 580. 
224 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6918:10-6919:4; Exhibit 2898. 
225 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6925:16-20. 
226 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6923:12-16. 
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141. During a subsequent design development meeting, Mr. Wisdom presented a

design concept to the City.228 After the design options were presented, LCA directed Mr.

Wisdom to design the HVAC system that is currently installed in the Meridian City Ha11.229

142. At a project meeting on February 12, 2007, the HVAC system was discussed in

the context of value engineering.230 The Mayor expressed concerns that the underfloor system at

the Water Center in Boise "blows cold air all the time.,,231 To alleviate the Mayor's concerns,

LCA stated the Water Center system was a "much cheaper and stripped down version utilizing

the entire floor cavity as the air plenum vs. the controlled and regulated plenum as designed.,,232

143. At this February 12, 2007 meeting, as recounted by Keith Watts, Jerry Frank,

Petra's President, pushed for a change in the HVAC system to a traditional HVAC system?33 In

response to Jerry Frank, Keith Bird (as recounted by Keith Watts) stated "he is not willing to

make drastic changes because one guy has said he does not like it.,,234 The meeting minutes state

"Keith Bird went on the record of reinforcing that cost and performance of all building

components needs to be reviewed, but without 'cheapening the building. ",235

144. The HVAC system installed in the City Hall, specified by LCA and designed by

the Engineer of Record, is a complex and technologically advanced system. 236 Under the HVAC

227 Exhibit 2898; Testimony of Steve Simmons, 7206:21-7207:11.
228 Exhibit 2898.
229 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6925:8-24
230 Exhibit 2136; Exhibit 606.
231 Exhibit 2136.
232 Exhibit 2136, p. 17.
233 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5804: 18-25.
234 Exhibit 606, p. 7.
235 Exhibit 2136, at p. 17 (Item 00013).
236 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at
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227 Exhibit 2898; Testimony of Steve Simmons, 7206:21-7207:11. 
228 Exhibit 2898. 
229 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6925:8-24 
230 Exhibit 2136; Exhibit 606. 
231 Exhibit 2136. 
232 Exhibit 2136, p. 17. 
233 Exhibit 606; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5804: 18-25. 
234 Exhibit 606, p. 7. 
235 Exhibit 2136, at p. 17 (Item 00013). 
236 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 

PETRA'S PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
698630 

Page 27 



system, the heating and cooling is directly related to underfloor plenum pressure,z37 This

pressure, and the system as a whole, is centrally controlled by a Direct Digital Control system.238

145. After installation, the system had a shake-down period involving troubleshooting

by Hobson, its subcontractors and suppliers, Mike Wisdom, and Petra,z39

146. Tim Petsche, the City's expert, testified the areas of concern were (1) chiller

vibration; (2) lack of central re-heat; (3) system hydronics; (4) final test and balance report; (5)

Building Automation System and underfloor pressure.240

147. Tim Petsche admitted he has no experience with a HVAC system comparable to

the Meridian City Hall,z41 Mr. Petsche admitted has never designed or installed a HVAC system

like the one installed at the City Hall, and he admitted he does not have the skills to adjust the

control system of the HVAC system at the Meridian City Hall.242

148. Tim Petsche is not a licensed engineer.243 He admitted he had no knowledge of

what adjustments City personnel had made to the system,z44 He admitted he had never read the

Heery report drafted by the Commissioning Agent of the HVAC system245 or spoke with its

designer, Mike Wisdom, the Engineer of Record. 246

a. Chiller Vibration

237 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6936:5-14.
238 Testimony of Chuck Hum; Exhibit 546.
239 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5597:15-5599:14.
240 See generally, Testimony of Tim Petsche, at 1526: 16-1719:3.
241 Testimony ofTim Petsche, at 1692:15-1695:4.
242 Testimony ofTim Petsche, at 1692:15-1695:4, 1695:16-1696:3.
243 Testimony of Tim Petsche, at 1691:21-23.
244 Testimony of Tim Petsche, at 1699:1-5, 16-20.
245 Testimony of Tim Petsche, at 1699:6-15.
246 Testimony of Tim Petsche, at 1696:4-7.
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149. The HVAC system was installed in accordance with the plans and specifications,

with the exception of a lack of spring isolators on the chiller mounts?47 Mike Wisdom was

responsible for the design of the chiller mounts.248

150. Trane, the supplier of the chiller, provided a chiller unit with rubber isolators

between it and its mounting frame, instead of the spring isolators that were specified.249

151. Petra discovered the lack of spring isolators and notified Mike Wisdom, the

Engineer of Record.250 Petra recommended to the City that it withhold $15,000 from Buss' final

payment in order to get the issue resolved?51

152. After identifying the chiller mount problem, the correct mounts were installed.252

b. Central Core Reheat

153. Contrary to the City's erroneous understanding of the HVAC system, central core

reheat units are presently installed in the HVAC system, as testified to by Mike Wisdom, the

Engineer of Record, who designed the system,253 and Ted Frisbee, Jr. of Hobson Fabricating, the

. h' 11 d h . . 254pnme contractor w 0 msta e t e eqUipment.

c. System Hydronics

154. Initially, the system was designed by LCA and the Engineer of Record without a

specification for a glycol solution in the hydronic heating loop. This oversight in the plans and

247 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, 6929:13-6930:7.
248 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 5602:14-5604:1.
249 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6930:1-7.
250 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5600:17-23.
251 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5601 :8-5602:4.
252 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6930; Exhibit 763, p. 11; Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8661: 16-8663:4.
253 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6915:2-10.
254Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6944:18-6946:7; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr., at 6849:4-16.
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247 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, 6929:l3-6930:7. 
248 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 5602:14-5604:1. 
249 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6930:1-7. 
250 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5600:17-23. 
251 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5601 :8-5602:4. 
252 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6930; Exhibit 763, p. 11; Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8661: 16-8663:4. 
253 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6915:2-10. 
254Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6944:18-6946:7; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr., at 6849:4-16. 
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specifications was addressed through a change order to Buss Mechanical's contract. 255

155. Buss flushed the hydronic lines per the plans and specifications?56 After the

Project was substantially complete, a leak developed that Buss fixed under its warranty?57

d. Final Test and Balance Report

156. The Commissioning Agent was contractually required to issue a final test and

balance report.258 Heery reviewed test and balance reports for the hydronic and air systems.259

157. Heery included what it considered the final test and balance report Heery's final

commissioning report.260

158. As Heery indicates in its final report to the City and LCA, "All building systems

and equipment in this project were fully tested.,,261

159. There is no need to do any further retesting and balancing of the system?62

e. Building Automation System, Comfort Issues, and Plenum Pressure

160. As of November, 2009, the HVAC system appeared to the Commissioning Agent

to be operating per design.263 There were potential issues identified with the Building

Automation System or Direct Digital Control system?64

255 Exhibit 2169, p. 26.
256 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8650:9-16; 8652:3-7.
257 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8658:24-8659:20.
258 Exhibit 2153, p. 93.
259 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 5180:6-11; Exhibit 546, p. 99331-99397.
260 Exhibit 546, p. 99331-99397.
261 Exhibit 546, at p. 98006.
262 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6946:8-16.
263 Exhibit 763, p. 3.
264 Exhibit 763, P 3.
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263 Exhibit 763, p. 3. 
264 Exhibit 763, p 3. 

PETRA'S PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
698630 

Page 30 



161. Any discomfort experienced by occupants is not from the lack of central core

reheat, which exists, but is likely related to the City's adjustments to the system?65

162. The design intent of the system was to "minimize the user input" and "manage the

system from a global aspect [to] control the building and not just a room or space.,,266

163. During the commissioning period, plenum pressure was set per the supplier of the

relevant equipment.267

164. After the commissioning period, and after the City occupied the building, the City

Facilities Manager, Eric Jensen, adjusted the settings268 and threw the system out ofbalance.269

165. Mike Wisdom returned to the facility, with the contractors and subcontractors,

and worked on adjusting the settings and correcting any problems with the HVAC system.270

166. Tim Petsche's criticisms of the Building Automation System (BAS) did not

implicate any of the work of the prime contractors (or their subcontractors). Petsche did not

opine that the BAS contained a construction defect. Rather, Petsche appeared to criticize the

design of the system, a hybrid system with two types of controls (Yamas and York). Mr.

Petsche's criticisms implicate the design of the system by Mike Wisdom?7l

167. There is no need to replace the BAS.272

K. Roof

265 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6935:2-6936:14.
266 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 5038: 14-20.
267 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6936:19-6937:2.
268 Testimony ofEric Jensen, at 4441:15-4441:3.
269 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6933:22-6934:17,6935:2-6938:9.
270 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6938:11-21.
271 See Testimony ofTim Petsche, at 1666:19-1668:20.
272 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6942:7-9.
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Facilities Manager, Eric Jensen, adjusted the settings268 and threw the system out ofbalance.269 

165. Mike Wisdom returned to the facility, with the contractors and subcontractors, 

and worked on adjusting the settings and correcting any problems with the HVAC system.270 

166. Tim Petsche's criticisms of the Building Automation System (BAS) did not 

implicate any of the work of the prime contractors (or their subcontractors). Petsche did not 

opine that the BAS contained a construction defect. Rather, Petsche appeared to criticize the 
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265 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6935:2-6936:14. 
266 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 5038: 14-20. 
267 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6936:19-6937:2. 
268 Testimony of Eric Jensen, at 4441:15-4441:3. 
269 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6933:22-6934:17,6935:2-6938:9. 
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168. The roof system was designed by LCA and installed by Western Roofing under a

contract with the City.273 LCA specified the type of membrane installed on the roof.274

169. Saddle flashing was not specified by LCA in the plans and specifications.275

Saddle flashing is not a required specification for this geographic locale.276

170. Western Roofing gave the City a two-year warranty effective October 15,2008.277

171. After inspecting the roof twice, LCA closed out Western Roofing's punch listS?78

172. Western Roofing protected the roof during construction?79

173. In the fall of 2009, Western Roofing made repairs to the roof after Versico made a

detailed inspection.28o Then Versico re-inspected and warranted the membrane as installed.281

Rob Drinkard personally delivered the Versico Warranty to the City?82

174. Rob Drinkard, Western Roofing's owner, personally inspected the roof after the

Versico warranty inspection in fall of 2009. He inspected the roof four months later and noted

new damage had occurred to the roof.283

175. The City's expert visited the roof over a year after the Project was completed.284

176. The City's expert was only speculating by opining that damage he pointed out

273 Exhibit 2014.
274 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8247:3-12,
275 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8247:13-16; Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 8009:22-25
276 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8247:13-16.
277 Exhibit 545A, pp.21-22; Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7906:6-11.
278 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8250: 14-8251: 17.
279 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7936:1-12.
280 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7899:23-7901:2.
281 Exhibit 545A, pp. 23-24; Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7905:9-19; 8028:18-8031 :1; Exhibit 604; Exhibit 863;
Exhibit 864.
282 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 8030:14-8031:1.
283 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7912:17-7914:11.
284 Testimony of Ray Wetherholt, at 963:2-5.
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168. The roof system was designed by LCA and installed by Western Roofing under a 

contract with the City?73 LCA specified the type of membrane installed on the roof.274 

169. Saddle flashing was not specified by LCA in the plans and specifications.275 

Saddle flashing is not a required specification for this geographic locale?76 

170. Western Roofing gave the City a two-year warranty effective October 15, 2008?77 

171. After inspecting the roof twice, LCA closed out Western Roofing's punch listS?78 

172. Western Roofing protected the roof during construction?79 

173. In the fall of 2009, Western Roofing made repairs to the roof after Versico made a 

detailed inspection.28o Then Versico re-inspected and warranted the membrane as installed.281 

Rob Drinkard personally delivered the Versico Warranty to the City?82 

174. Rob Drinkard, Western Roofing's owner, personally inspected the roof after the 

Versico warranty inspection in fall of 2009. He inspected the roof four months later and noted 

new damage had occurred to the roof. 283 

175. The City's expert visited the roof over a year after the Project was completed.284 

176. The City's expert was only speculating by opining that damage he pointed out 

273 Exhibit 2014. 
274 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8247:3-12, 
275 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8247:13-16; Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 8009:22-25 
276 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8247:13-16. 
277 Exhibit 545A, pp.21-22; Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7906:6-11. 
278 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8250: 14-8251: 17. 
279 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7936:1-12. 
280 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7899:23-7901:2. 
281 Exhibit 545A, pp. 23-24; Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7905:9-19; 8028:18-8031 :1; Exhibit 604; Exhibit 863; 
Exhibit 864. 
282 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 8030:14-8031:1. 
283 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7912:17-7914:11. 
284 Testimony of Ray Wetherholt, at 963:2-5. 
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occurred during construction or after construction was completed when the City had control of

the Project site.285

177. Some damage is expected in any construction project and all damage was

repaired, at no cost to the City, prior to Versico issuing its warranty.286

178. Based on the Versico inspection and issuance of its warranty, Western Roofing's

completion of the punch list, Western Roofing's repairs of the roof in the fall of 2009, coupled

with the fact that the City's expert witness first visited the roof in 2010, it is more likely than not

that the roof was damaged after the City took occupancy and after Petra was no longer onsite.

Therefore, any roof leaks are more likely than not the product of this new damage.287

179. The City's expert gave a cost estimate that does not differentiate between damage,

warranty items, and alleged failures to comply with the plans and specifications.288 It is more

than double the original contract amount of $182,990.00 to install the existing roof system.289

L. Water Features

180. The City's expert opined that with some minor to moderate changes and repairs to

various feature details, and moderate changes to the mechanical system, the City can have both

an aesthetically pleasing and well functioning attraction. Neither a complete tear-down nor

major reconstruction is necessary or warranted.29o

181. The City's expert opined the water features suffer from some design issues,

285 See Testimony of Ray Wetherholt, 656:13-658:8.
286 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7935:14-25,7905:9-19.
287 See supra, ~~ 168-177.
288 Testimony of Ray Wetherholt, 954:23-24.
289 Exhibit 2014, p. 3.
290 Testimony ofNeil Anderson, at 791: 15-792:4.
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occurred during construction or after construction was completed when the City had control of 

the Project site.285 

177. Some damage is expected in any construction project and all damage was 

repaired, at no cost to the City, prior to Versico issuing its warranty.286 

178. Based on the Versico inspection and issuance of its warranty, Western Roofing's 

completion of the punch list, Western Roofing's repairs of the roof in the fall of 2009, coupled 

with the fact that the City's expert witness first visited the roof in 2010, it is more likely than not 

that the roof was damaged after the City took occupancy and after Petra was no longer onsite. 

Therefore, any roof leaks are more likely than not the product of this new damage.287 

179. The City'S expert gave a cost estimate that does not differentiate between damage, 

warranty items, and alleged failures to comply with the plans and specifications.288 It is more 

than double the original contract amount of $182,990.00 to install the existing roof system.289 

L. Water Features 

180. The City's expert opined that with some minor to moderate changes and repairs to 

various feature details, and moderate changes to the mechanical system, the City can have both 

an aesthetically pleasing and well functioning attraction. Neither a complete tear-down nor 

major reconstruction is necessary or warranted.29o 

181. The City's expert opined the water features suffer from some design issues, 

285 See Testimony of Ray Wetherholt, 656:13-658:8. 
286 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7935:14-25,7905:9-19. 
287 See supra, ~~ 168-177. 
288 Testimony of Ray Wetherholt, 954:23-24. 
289 Exhibit 2014, p. 3. 
290 Testimony of Neil Anderson, at 791: 15-792:4. 
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including that the water storage tank was too small and when the pump shuts off the water

overflow goes into the sewer,z91 The storage tank size was a design change,z92

182. LCA's subcontractor, Hatch-Mueller, designed the water features,z93

183. The punch lists for the water features were completed and closed.294

184. LCA inspected the water features after their construction, MTI performed testing

on the concrete and grout, and Bill LaRue, the designer, inspected the water features,z95

185. M.R. Miller and Alpha Masonry, the prime contractors who built the water

features, both gave the City a warranty for the workmanship and materials, but there is no

evidence they were called to perform under their warranties.296

186. Over the winter, the water features developed certain problems with the

capstones. Petra advised the City not to release Alpha Masonry's retention or its bond,z97

187. Just one day after Petra was sued by the City, Tom Coughlin of Petra was

working with Keith Watts, Tom Johnson, and Ted Baird to devise a solution for deteriorating

capstones,z98 Petra recommended that Alpha Masonry's retention not be released,z99

188. Neil Anderson's lump sum cost estimate does not distinguish between

workmanship issues and design issues. 30o

291 Testimony ofNeil Anderson, at 795:18-25.
292 Testimony ofNeil Anderson, at 796: 18-23.
293 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5345:23-25; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8239:21-8240:4.
294 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5624:12-14.
295 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5623:4-12.
296 Exhibit 545A, p 11; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5345:19-22.
297 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5624:18-5625:11; Exhibit 791.
298 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5631:14-20; Exhibit 2446; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8226: 1-8228:2.
299 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5624:12-5625:1.
300 Testimony ofNeil Anderson, at 790:19-790:25.
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including that the water storage tank was too small and when the pump shuts off the water 

overflow goes into the sewer,z91 The storage tank size was a design change,z92 

182. LCA's subcontractor, Hatch-Mueller, designed the water features,z93 

183. The punch lists for the water features were completed and closed.294 

184. LCA inspected the water features after their construction, MTI performed testing 

on the concrete and grout, and Bill LaRue, the designer, inspected the water features,z95 

185. M.R. Miller and Alpha Masonry, the prime contractors who built the water 

features, both gave the City a warranty for the workmanship and materials, but there is no 

evidence they were called to perform under their warranties.296 

186. Over the winter, the water features developed certain problems with the 

capstones. Petra advised the City not to release Alpha Masonry's retention or its bond,z97 

187. Just one day after Petra was sued by the City, Tom Coughlin of Petra was 

working with Keith Watts, Tom Johnson, and Ted Baird to devise a solution for deteriorating 

capstones,z98 Petra recommended that Alpha Masonry's retention not be released,z99 

188. Neil Anderson's lump sum cost estimate does not distinguish between 

workmanship issues and design issues. 30o 

291 Testimony of Neil Anderson, at 795:18-25. 
292 Testimony of Neil Anderson, at 796: 18-23. 
293 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5345:23-25; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8239:21-8240:4. 
294 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5624:12-14. 
295 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5623:4-12. 
296 Exhibit 545A, p 11; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5345:19-22. 
297 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5624:18-5625:11; Exhibit 791. 
298 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5631:14-20; Exhibit 2446; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8226: 1-8228:2. 
299 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5624:12-5625:1. 
300 Testimony of Neil Anderson, at 790:19-790:25. 
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M. The Plumbing Systems

189. The City's plumbing expert erroneously testified that Mike Wisdom, the Engineer

ofRecord, made a mistake when he specified two back-check valves in the City Hal1.301

190. The back-water valves complied with Section 710.1 of the Uniform Plumbing

Code (UPC) because they did not serve the fixtures above the basement and above the manhole

cover of the sewer system. Section 710.1's prohibition on sewage discharging through a back-

water valve is limited to sewage from fixtures above the basement.302

191. The authority having jurisdiction over the plumbing installed at City Hall is the

plumbing inspector for the City of Meridian.303 The City's plumbing inspector, specifically

charged with code inspections, passed the plumbing system with the back-water valves.304

192. The City's expert testified on an alleged lack of seismic bracing on basement

sewer runs, but the City's plumbing inspector passed the plumbing system, with the seismic

bracing that existed, as code-compliant.30s

193. The City Hall is in a seismic hazard level D area, the minimum leve1.306

194. The City never contacted Buss Mechanical, the contractor that had the

responsibility to install seismic bracing, to ask Buss Mechanical to install the seismic bracing.307

Any missing seismic bracing was covered by Buss' warranty.308

301 Testimony of Clifford Chamberlain, at 4013:16-4014:5; 3998:22-25.
302 Exhibit 2755, p. 3 (Section 710.1 of the UPC); Testimony of Clifford Chamberlain, at 4066:17-22.
303 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6955:12-15.
304 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6954:16-6955:15,6958:4-15.
305 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6960:10-20.
306 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, 6959:6-8.
307 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 6942:2-6.
308 Testimony ofLenny Buss, at 6942:7-15.
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M. The Plumbing Systems 

189. The City's plumbing expert erroneously testified that Mike Wisdom, the Engineer 

of Record, made a mistake when he specified two back-check valves in the City Hal1.301 

190. The back-water valves complied with Section 710.1 of the Uniform Plumbing 

Code CUPC) because they did not serve the fixtures above the basement and above the manhole 

cover of the sewer system. Section 710.1's prohibition on sewage discharging through a back-

water valve is limited to sewage from fixtures above the basement. 302 

191. The authority having jurisdiction over the plumbing installed at City Hall is the 

plumbing inspector for the City of Meridian.303 The City'S plumbing inspector, specifically 

charged with code inspections, passed the plumbing system with the back-water valves.304 

192. The City'S expert testified on an alleged lack of seismic bracing on basement 

sewer runs, but the City's plumbing inspector passed the plumbing system, with the seismic 

bracing that existed, as code-compliant.30s 

193. The City Hall is in a seismic hazard level D area, the minimum leve1.306 

194. The City never contacted Buss Mechanical, the contractor that had the 

responsibility to install seismic bracing, to ask Buss Mechanical to install the seismic bracing.307 

Any missing seismic bracing was covered by Buss' warranty. 308 

301 Testimony of Clifford Chamberlain, at 4013:16-4014:5; 3998:22-25. 
302 Exhibit 2755, p. 3 (Section 7lO.I of the UPC); Testimony of Clifford Chamberlain, at 4066:17-22. 
303 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6955:12-15. 
304 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6954:16-6955:15,6958:4-15. 
305 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6960:10-20. 
306 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, 6959:6-8. 
307 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 6942:2-6. 
308 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 6942:7-15. 
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195. The City's expert witness testified that certain piping was not sloped correctly,

but the City's plumbing inspector passed the plumbing system, with the piping slopes, as code-

compliane09 and the City has never contacted Buss regarding pipe sloping.3lO

196. The piping is sloped as it is due to the elevation as the pipe exits the building.311

197. The City's expert testified that a certain number of cleanouts were missing, but

the number and location of cleanouts initially specified is not a rigid number. Buss had

discretion in routing the piping and installing cleanouts.3 12 Buss re-routed some of the sewer

waste piping eliminating the need for some cleanouts.3 13 Mike Wisdom and the City's code

inspectors approved of Buss re-routing of the sewer waste pipes.314

198. Mr. Wisdom prepared punch lists for the plumbing systems, which were

completed.315

N. Southwest Corner Leak and Roof Drains

199. The City witnesses testified about a leak in a roof drain pipe, based on a faulty

connection to a scupper. This occurred sometime on the spring of 2010, approximately a year

after Petra left the Project site.316 Eric Jensen testified he had removed the scupper.317

Considering how long it had been since construction without a leak, it is more likely that the

scupper was removed and not reconnected properly post-construction. And, the City never called

309 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6958:16-24.
310 Testimony ofLenny Buss, at 8663:21-25.
3lI Testimony ofLenny Buss, at 8663:21-25.
312 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, 6957:10-18.
313 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6954:10-17.
314 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6957:19-6958:3,6955:8-11.
315 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6955:12-6956:3.
316 Testimony ofTodd Wehner, at
317 Testimony ofEric Jensen, at 4465:20-4466:1.
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195. The City's expert witness testified that certain piping was not sloped correctly, 

but the City's plumbing inspector passed the plumbing system, with the piping slopes, as code-

compliane09 and the City has never contacted Buss regarding pipe sloping.3lO 

196. The piping is sloped as it is due to the elevation as the pipe exits the building.311 

197. The City's expert testified that a certain number of cleanouts were missing, but 

the number and location of cleanouts initially specified is not a rigid number. Buss had 

discretion in routing the piping and installing cleanouts?12 Buss re-routed some of the sewer 

waste piping eliminating the need for some cleanouts?I3 Mike Wisdom and the City's code 

inspectors approved of Buss re-routing of the sewer waste pipes.314 

198. Mr. Wisdom prepared punch lists for the plumbing systems, which were 

completed.315 

N. Southwest Corner Leak and Roof Drains 

199. The City witnesses testified about a leak in a roof drain pipe, based on a faulty 

connection to a scupper. This occurred sometime on the spring of 2010, approximately a year 

after Petra left the Project site.316 Eric Jensen testified he had removed the scupper.317 

Considering how long it had been since construction without a leak, it is more likely that the 

scupper was removed and not reconnected properly post-construction. And, the City never called 

309 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6958:16-24. 
310 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8663:21-25. 
3\1 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8663:21-25. 
312 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, 6957:10-18. 
3\3 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6954:10-17. 
314 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6957:19-6958:3,6955:8-11. 
315 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6955:12-6956:3. 
316 Testimony of Todd Weltner, at 
317 Testimony of Eric Jensen, at 4465:20-4466:1. 
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Buss to address this.318 Lenny Buss testified this was a warranty item he would have fixed.319

200. Roof overflow drains on the pilasters on the exterior of the building are outside

the building envelope.32o Therefore, the use of PVC for the roof drains was approved by the

City's plumbing inspector, the authority havingjurisdiction.321

201. The PVC underground storm drains were installed outside the building under the

landscaping.322 Todd Wehner erroneously testified that these should have been cast iron. The

civil drawings specify PVC.323 Todd Wehner relied on the wrong specification when he rendered

his opinion. He relied on Division 15, which is the wrong specification, instead of Division 2,

the correct specification, which calls for PVC.324

202. Todd Wehner testified that the main drain and the overflow drain were reversed.

However, Rob Drinkard testified he was called out to switch back the roof drain dome and the

overflow dome, which had been inadvertently mixed up. The drains are not "cross-piped.,,325

O. WaterproofingIBasement Electrical PadlMayor's Reception Area

203. It is more likely than not that waterproofing exists up to grade on the exterior

foundation of the building. Gene Bennett, in a site inspection on February 8, 2011, excavated a

portion of the foundation and confirmed the existence of waterproofing up to grade on a section

of foundation located on the opposite side of the building from the section viewed by Todd

318 Testimony ofLenny Buss, at 8658:7-23.
319 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8658:13-23.
320 Testimony of Jon Anderson, at 7491 :25-7492:2.
321 Testimony ofMike Wisdom, at 6955:8-11.
322 Testimony of Jon Anderson, at 7493:6-10.
323 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5609:6-5623:1; Exhibits 754, 756, 757.
324 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5612:1-5612:20; Exhibit 757.
325 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7940:3-9.
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Buss to address this.318 Lenny Buss testified this was a warranty item he would have fixed.319 

200. Roof overflow drains on the pilasters on the exterior of the building are outside 

the building envelope.32o Therefore, the use of PVC for the roof drains was approved by the 

City's plumbing inspector, the authority havingjurisdiction.321 

201. The PVC underground storm drains were installed outside the building under the 

landscaping.322 Todd Wehner erroneously testified that these should have been cast iron. The 

civil drawings specify PVC.323 Todd Wehner relied on the wrong specification when he rendered 

his opinion. He relied on Division 15, which is the wrong specification, instead of Division 2, 

the correct specification, which calls for PVC.324 

202. Todd Wehner testified that the main drain and the overflow drain were reversed. 

However, Rob Drinkard testified he was called out to switch back the roof drain dome and the 

overflow dome, which had been inadvertently mixed up. The drains are not "cross-piped.,,325 

O. Waterproofing/Basement Electrical PadlMayor's Reception Area 

203. It is more likely than not that waterproofing exists up to grade on the exterior 

foundation of the building. Gene Bennett, in a site inspection on February 8, 2011, excavated a 

portion of the foundation and confirmed the existence of waterproofing up to grade on a section 

of foundation located on the opposite side of the building from the section viewed by Todd 

318 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8658:7-23. 
319 Testimony of Lenny Buss, at 8658:l3-23. 
320 Testimony of Jon Anderson, at 7491 :25-7492:2. 
321 Testimony of Mike Wisdom, at 6955:8-11. 
322 Testimony of Jon Anderson, at 7493:6-10. 
323 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5609:6-5623:1; Exhibits 754, 756, 757. 
324 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5612:1-5612:20; Exhibit 757. 
325 Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7940:3-9. 
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Weltner.326 Steve Christiansen also testified the "waterproofing was in place, and I witnessed it

and saw it prior to backfilling.,,327 Sealco, the responsible prime contractor, also told the City the

waterproofing had been done. The City has never asked Sealco to redo the waterproofing.328

204. Todd Weltner's testimony was limited to a section of above-grade foundation that

may lack some waterproofing on the west where a landscaping berm was added by the City. He

admitted he had not dug any holes to ascertain the presence of waterproofing elsewhere.329

205. Any deterioration of the electrical pad in the basement area is a warranty item.

There is no evidence the City contacted the responsible prime contractor.330

206. Any missing caulking or closure strips in the Mayor's Reception area was not

identified on a punch list and is a warranty item.33
! There is no evidence on the record that the

City called the prime contractor or made a warranty claim.332 The City did not notify Petra.333

Further, the City, despite knowing of missing flashing, has not attempted to mitigate the

problem.334

P. Access Floors

207. Weltner's opinion that one-third of the access floor panels needed to be adjusted

or replaced is erroneous. During a site inspection, Gene Bennett personally inspected the access

326 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5881:12-5883:3; Exhibit 825 (photographs only).
327 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8315: 11-8316:2.
328 Testimony of Eric Jensen, at 4467:3-19.
329 Testimony ofTodd Weltner, at 3807:6-13.
330 Testimony of Todd Weltner, at 3808:13-23.
331 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5633:3-5633:13;
332 Testimony ofEric Jensen, at 4468:8-4469:4; Todd Weltner Eric Jensen.
333 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5633:4-13.
334 Testimony of Eric Jensen, at 4468:8-4469:4.

PETRA'S PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
698630

Page 38

008113

Weltner.326 Steve Christiansen also testified the "waterproofing was in place, and I witnessed it 

and saw it prior to backfilling.,,327 Sealco, the responsible prime contractor, also told the City the 

waterproofing had been done. The City has never asked Sealco to redo the waterproofing.328 

204. Todd Weltner's testimony was limited to a section of above-grade foundation that 

may lack some waterproofing on the west where a landscaping berm was added by the City. He 

admitted he had not dug any holes to ascertain the presence of waterproofing elsewhere.329 

205. Any deterioration of the electrical pad in the basement area is a warranty item. 

There is no evidence the City contacted the responsible prime contractor.330 

206. Any missing caulking or closure strips in the Mayor's Reception area was not 

identified on a punch list and is a warranty item.33
! There is no evidence on the record that the 

City called the prime contractor or made a warranty claim.332 The City did not notify Petra.333 

Further, the City, despite knowing of missing flashing, has not attempted to mitigate the 

problem.334 

P. Access Floors 

207. Weltner's opinion that one-third of the access floor panels needed to be adjusted 

or replaced is erroneous. During a site inspection, Gene Bennett personally inspected the access 

326 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5881:12-5883:3; Exhibit 825 (photographs only). 
327 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8315: 11-8316:2. 
328 Testimony of Eric Jensen, at 4467:3-19. 
329 Testimony of Todd Weltner, at 3807:6-13. 
330 Testimony of Todd Weltner, at 3808:13-23. 
331 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5633:3-5633:13; 
332 Testimony of Eric Jensen, at 4468:8-4469:4; Todd Weltner Eric Jensen. 
333 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5633:4-13. 
334 Testimony of Eric Jensen, at 4468:8-4469:4. 
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floor panels and determined that at most 2 percent need to be adjusted in the high traffic areas.335

208. Weltner admitted that he did not know the extent of the repairs that may be

necessary. He admitted he has never installed access floor panels like the ones in the City Hall.336

Q. Rule Steel Delay and Petra's Assessment of Liquidated Damages

209. Petra recommended that the City assess liquidated damages against the only

contractor who caused unexcused delay to the critical path schedule.337 The City assessed Rule

Steel $14,000 in liquidated damages as part of Rule Steel's Change Order No. 3.338

210. Rule Steel began its Work July 30, 2007, instead of July 16, 2007, the original

start date.339 Rule Steel started with a substantial completion date of October 19, 2007.340

211. Rule Steel had a total delay of approximately four months, achieving substantial

completion February 8, 2008.341 Petra determined not all the delay was Rule Steel's fault. 342

212. Keith Watts issued a document entitled Change Order No.1 for Rule Steel to

address additional work done pursuant to ASI's 7, 8, 18, 19 & 23.343 When it was delivered to

Petra by Keith Watts, it already contained the signatures of the City's representatives, but did not

contain the signature of Petra or of Rule Steel and was not a fully executed change order.344

335 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5883:4-5587:14.
336 Testimony of Todd Weltner, at 3806:4-9;
337 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5714:14-5716:2; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9591 :9-12.
338 Exhibit 2117.
339 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5709:2-11.
340 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5711 :4-12.
341 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5711 :18-5713:9; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, 8767:20-8768:5; Exhibit 2117, pp.
6-7.
342 Exhibit 2117, pp. 6-7; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8764:18-8768:5; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5711: 18
5713:9.
343 Exhibit 2044; Testimony of Keith Watts, at 2863.
344 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8756:24-8759:7; Exhibit 2044.
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floor panels and determined that at most 2 percent need to be adjusted in the high traffic areas.335 

208. Weltner admitted that he did not know the extent of the repairs that may be 

necessary. He admitted he has never installed access floor panels like the ones in the City Hall.336 

Q. Rule Steel Delay and Petra's Assessment of Liquidated Damages 

209. Petra recommended that the City assess liquidated damages against the only 

contractor who caused unexcused delay to the critical path schedule.337 The City assessed Rule 

Steel $14,000 in liquidated damages as part of Rule Steel's Change Order No. 3?38 

210. Rule Steel began its Work July 30, 2007, instead of July 16, 2007, the original 

start date.339 Rule Steel started with a substantial completion date of October 19, 2007.340 

211. Rule Steel had a total delay of approximately four months, achieving substantial 

completion February 8, 2008.341 Petra determined not all the delay was Rule Steel's fault. 342 

212. Keith Watts issued a document entitled Change Order No.1 for Rule Steel to 

address additional work done pursuant to ASI's 7, 8, 18, 19 & 23?43 When it was delivered to 

Petra by Keith Watts, it already contained the signatures of the City's representatives, but did not 

contain the signature of Petra or of Rule Steel and was not a fully executed change order.344 

335 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5883:4-5587:14. 
336 Testimony of Todd Weltner, at 3806:4-9; 
337 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5714:14-5716:2; Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9591 :9-12. 
338 Exhibit 2117. 
339 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5709:2-11. 
340 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5711 :4-12. 
341 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5711 :18-5713:9; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, 8767:20-8768:5; Exhibit 2117, pp. 
6-7. 
342 Exhibit 2117, pp. 6-7; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8764:18-8768:5; Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5711: 18-
5713:9. 
343 Exhibit 2044; Testimony of Keith Watts, at 2863. 
344 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8756:24-8759:7; Exhibit 2044. 
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213. Petra forwarded the copy of Change Order No 1 to Rule Steel and Ron Allen of

Rule Steel handwrote in a 27 day time extension request to address ASI's 7, 8, 18, 19, and 23.345

Tom Coughlin of Petra then crossed this out and made the notation "TBD" because Petra had

determined to keep the time extension issue in abeyance until Rule Steel had completed its work

on the Project.346 This is why Change Order No.1, which addressed ASI's 7, 8, 18, 19, and 23,

does not contain a time extension for Rule Stee1.347

214. After making the notations, Tom Coughlin spoke with Ron Allen of Rule Steel

and sent the document back to Keith Watts. Keith Watts and Tom Coughlin spoke about the

Change Order (containing the notations) and Petra's view that the issue should be "settled up to

include everything; the time they had requested, the time that was the result of their delays, and

any weather issues, it would all have to be determined and agreed to by all parties.,,348

215. Petra determined that out of the four-month delay, two months were due to design

changes, one month was from weather, and approximately one month was unexcused delay.349

216. Petra recommended Change Order No.3, changing Rule Steel's substantial

completion date to January 11, 2008.350 Since its actual date of substantial completion was

February 8, 2008, Petra recommended assessing liquidated damages of $14,000 for 28 days of

unexcused delay, reflecting the negotiated settlement.351 Petra's goal was to settle the issue in

345 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8757:19- 8759:7; Exhibit 2082.
346 Testimony ofTom Coughlin, at 8759:11- 8760: 1; Exhibit 2082; Exhibit 2117, pp. 6-7.
347 Exhibit 2117, pp. 6-7;Exhibit 2082.
348 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8762:24-8763:4.
349 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5711 :18-5713:9; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8764: 18-8766: 14;; see also Exhibit
2117, pp. 6-7; Exhibit 2035.
350 Testimony ofTom Coughlin, at 8766:15-8768:5; Exhibit 2117, pp. 1-5.
351 Exhibit 2117, p. 7.
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213. Petra forwarded the copy of Change Order No 1 to Rule Steel and Ron Allen of 

Rule Steel handwrote in a 27 day time extension request to address ASI's 7, 8, 18, 19, and 23?45 

Tom Coughlin of Petra then crossed this out and made the notation "TBD" because Petra had 

determined to keep the time extension issue in abeyance until Rule Steel had completed its work 

on the Project.346 This is why Change Order No.1, which addressed ASI's 7, 8, 18, 19, and 23, 

does not contain a time extension for Rule Stee1.347 

214. After making the notations, Tom Coughlin spoke with Ron Allen of Rule Steel 

and sent the document back to Keith Watts. Keith Watts and Tom Coughlin spoke about the 

Change Order (containing the notations) and Petra's view that the issue should be "settled up to 

include everything; the time they had requested, the time that was the result of their delays, and 

any weather issues, it would all have to be determined and agreed to by all parties.,,348 

215. Petra determined that out of the four-month delay, two months were due to design 

changes, one month was from weather, and approximately one month was unexcused delay.349 

216. Petra recommended Change Order No.3, changing Rule Steel's substantial 

completion date to January 11, 2008.350 Since its actual date of substantial completion was 

February 8, 2008, Petra recommended assessing liquidated damages of $14,000 for 28 days of 

unexcused delay, reflecting the negotiated settlement. 351 Petra's goal was to settle the issue in 

345 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8757:19- 8759:7; Exhibit 2082. 
346 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8759:11- 8760: 1; Exhibit 2082; Exhibit 2117, pp. 6-7. 
347 Exhibit 2117, pp. 6-7;Exhibit 2082. 
348 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8762:24-8763:4. 
349 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5711 :18-5713:9; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8764: 18-8766: 14;; see also Exhibit 
2117, pp. 6-7; Exhibit 2035. 
350 Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8766:15-8768:5; Exhibit 2117, pp. 1-5. 
351 Exhibit 2117, p. 7. 
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the most "expeditious and fair way possible for both the City and Rule Steel.,,352

217. In an extensive memoranda, Petra communicated to the City all the facts

surrounding the Rule Steel issue and Petra's recommendation for a negotiated settlement.353 The

City Council approved the settlement in Change Order No. 3.354

PETRA'S COUNTERCLAIM

218. Petra's services were impacted by significant changes to the Project, including

changes to its size, quality, complexity, cost, and Owner's schedule.355

219. In the CMA, the City represented that it wanted a "four-story structure with

approximately 80,000 square feet of standard Class A office space and related improvements

with surface parking.,,356 The City represented that its maximum price was $12.2 million.357

220. The City admitted that it originally sought to build a "Class A, 80,000 square foot

structure," and that the size of the building was increased.358 The structure the City actually had

built was 104,000 square feet. 359 The City admitted the original building concept had changed.36o

221. At the time the CMA was signed, no plans existed for the building.361

222. After hiring Petra, the City directed LCA to design a building that was far more

complex than what was contemplated when the parties executed the CMA.362

352 Testimony of Tom Coughlin at p. 8766: 1
353 Exhibit 2305; Exhibit 2117; Exhibit 527, p. 17; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8762:24-8763: 13.
354 Exhibit 2117, p. 1.
355 See infra, ~~ 221-231.
356 Exhibit 2003.
357 Exhibit 2003.
358 Exhibit 840, pp. 12, 13(Supp. Responses to Request for Admissions Nos. 5 and 8).
359 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5820-5821.
360 See, e.g., Exhibit 609, pp. 16-17 (as redacted).
361 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5353:17-20.
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the most "expeditious and fair way possible for both the City and Rule Steel.,,352 

217. In an extensive memoranda, Petra communicated to the City all the facts 

surrounding the Rule Steel issue and Petra's recommendation for a negotiated settlement.353 The 

City Council approved the settlement in Change Order No. 3.354 

PETRA'S COUNTERCLAIM 

218. Petra's services were impacted by significant changes to the Project, including 

changes to its size, quality, complexity, cost, and Owner's schedule.355 

219. In the CMA, the City represented that it wanted a "four-story structure with 

approximately 80,000 square feet of standard Class A office space and related improvements 

with surface parking.,,356 The City represented that its maximum price was $12.2 million.357 

220. The City admitted that it originally sought to build a "Class A, 80,000 square foot 

structure," and that the size of the building was increased.358 The structure the City actually had 

built was 104,000 square feet. 359 The City admitted the original building concept had changed.36o 

221. At the time the CMA was signed, no plans existed for the building.361 

222. After hiring Petra, the City directed LCA to design a building that was far more 

complex than what was contemplated when the parties executed the CMA. 362 

352 Testimony of Tom Coughlin at p. 8766: 1 
353 Exhibit 2305; Exhibit 2117; Exhibit 527, p. 17; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8762:24-8763: 13. 
354 Exhibit 2117, p. l. 
355 See infra, ~~ 221-231. 
356 Exhibit 2003. 
357 Exhibit 2003. 
358 Exhibit 840, pp. 12, 13(Supp. Responses to Request for Admissions Nos. 5 and 8). 
359 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5820-5821. 
360 See, e.g., Exhibit 609, pp. 16-17 (as redacted). 
361 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5353:17-20. 
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223. The City Hall is a $21.7 million dollar, 104,000 square foot LEED-certified three-

story building with a basement, a large column-free council chamber, exterior stone and brick

cladding, IT server room upgrades, extensive cabinetry throughout, high-tech mechanical and

electrical systems, and finished offices in lieu of open office space. The steel structure is a four-

way moment frame system. There is an additional parking lot and a more elaborate plaza with a

separate building, amphitheatre, and four integrated water features.363

224. After August of 2006, the City added an underfloor HVAC system, a system not

noted in the City's Request for Qualifications when it originally sought architectural services.364

225. Chuck Hum, the Heery Commissioning Agent, considered the building a

prototype building because there were so few like it in this area.365

226. Petra managed approximately 150 change orders, hundreds of ASI's, and 150-200

RFI'S.366

227. During August 2008, the City added the "East Parking Lot" to the Project due to

the increased size of the building. This impacted Petra's management of the overall Project,367

228. LCA also sought an equitable adjustment to its fee based on changes to the

Project's size, scope, and complexity.368 LCA informed the City "A significant change to the

project has occurred in the size, complexity and budget since our contract was executed.,,369

362 Testimony of Gene Bennett; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7211 :14-7212:15.
363 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5820-5821.
364 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7215:24-25; Exhibit 839.
365 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 5037:2-8.
366 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5461:2-5465:21.
367 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5452:3-5452:15.
368 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7218:9-22; Exhibit 612, p. 2-4.
369 Exhibit 612, p. 2.
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223. The City Hall is a $21.7 million dollar, 104,000 square foot LEED-certified three-

story building with a basement, a large column-free council chamber, exterior stone and brick 

cladding, IT server room upgrades, extensive cabinetry throughout, high-tech mechanical and 

electrical systems, and finished offices in lieu of open office space. The steel structure is a four-

way moment frame system. There is an additional parking lot and a more elaborate plaza with a 

separate building, amphitheatre, and four integrated water features?63 

224. After August of 2006, the City added an underfloor HV AC system, a system not 

noted in the City'S Request for Qualifications when it originally sought architectural services.364 

225. Chuck Hum, the Heery Commissioning Agent, considered the building a 

prototype building because there were so few like it in this area.365 

226. Petra managed approximately 150 change orders, hundreds of ASI's, and 150-200 

RFI'S.366 

227. During August 2008, the City added the "East Parking Lot" to the Project due to 

the increased size of the building. This impacted Petra's management of the overall Project.367 

228. LCA also sought an equitable adjustment to its fee based on changes to the 

Project's size, scope, and complexity.368 LCA informed the City "A significant change to the 

project has occurred in the size, complexity and budget since our contract was executed.,,369 

362 Testimony of Gene Bennett; Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7211 :14-7212:15. 
363 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5820-5821. 
364 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7215:24-25; Exhibit 839. 
365 Testimony of Chuck Hum, at 5037:2-8. 
366 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5461:2-5465:21. 
367 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5452:3-5452:15. 
368 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7218:9-22; Exhibit 612, p. 2-4. 
369 Exhibit 612, p. 2. 
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229. Mike Wisdom of Engineering, Inc. sent a letter to LCA on September 25, 2008,

requesting an additional fee for his HVAC design services. He stated that he initially was hired

to design a far less sophisticated system than what he was eventually directed to design.37o

230. Based on these changes, Petra disclosed its intent to seek an equitable adjustment

on or about August 20,2007.371 This cost estimate had a line denoted "CM contract adjustment

for change in project scale.,,372 This line item was included Change Order Request No. 2.373

231. The December, 2007, and the January-November, 2008 monthly reports given to

the City showed Petra's "CM fee, pending change order change in scope & complexity.,,374

232. The fee request was not put into the cost estimate until August of 2007 because

final acceptance of Phase 3 bids was not until July, 2007, enabling Petra to use actual contract

amounts for the Project budgeting, except for the final plaza design and some remaining value

engineering.375 It was not until August, 2007 that Petra could determine the Project's scope.376

233. As of August-September of 2007, Petra had not yet performed any services

covered by the additional fee request because the original work cannot be separated from the

additional work, given the way the Project evolved.377

370 Exhibit 580.
371 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5467:3-4; Exhibit 2148.
372 Exhibit 2148.
373 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5471:15-18.
374 Exhibit 549, p. 14; Exhibit 550, p. 14; Exhibit 551.
375 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5481 :4-5481: 16.
376 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9580:21-9582:25.
377 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9582: 1-25.
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229. Mike Wisdom of Engineering, Inc. sent a letter to LCA on September 25, 2008, 

requesting an additional fee for his HV AC design services. He stated that he initially was hired 

to design a far less sophisticated system than what he was eventually directed to design.37o 

230. Based on these changes, Petra disclosed its intent to seek an equitable adjustment 

on or about August 20,2007.371 This cost estimate had a line denoted "CM contract adjustment 

for change in project scale.,,372 This line item was included Change Order Request No. 2.373 

231. The December, 2007, and the January-November, 2008 monthly reports given to 

the City showed Petra's "CM fee, pending change order change in scope & complexity.,,374 

232. The fee request was not put into the cost estimate until August of 2007 because 

final acceptance of Phase 3 bids was not until July, 2007, enabling Petra to use actual contract 

amounts for the Project budgeting, except for the final plaza design and some remaining value 

engineering.375 It was not until August, 2007 that Petra could determine the Project's scope.376 

233. As of August-September of 2007, Petra had not yet performed any services 

covered by the additional fee request because the original work cannot be separated from the 

additional work, given the way the Project evolved.377 

370 Exhibit 580. 
371 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5467:3-4; Exhibit 2148. 
372 Exhibit 2148. 
373 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5471:15-18. 
374 Exhibit 549, p. 14; Exhibit 550, p. 14; Exhibit 551. 
375 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5481 :4-5481: 16. 
376 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9580:21-9582:25. 
377 Testimony of Rich Bauer, at 9582: 1-25. 
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234. Petra notified the City of its fee request prior to providing the additional services

that fell under Change Order Request No.2.378 The costs incurred in constructing the Project did

not exceed $12.2 million until February of 2008.379

235. In a September 5, 2007 email to the City'sauthorizedrepresentative, Mr. Watts,

Petra informed the City of its change order request due to "change in project complexity from a

$12.2 million 80,000 SF to $19.9 Million 100,000 SF project. .. " Mr. Bettis stated Petra would

"hold off formal submittal until the Plaza is bid and the final base contract value is determined so

that everything stays current and we do not create an image of 'nickel and dime-ing' the project."

Mr. Watts replied: "Good idea on the 2nd one," referring to Change Order Request No. 2.380

236. Based on Watts' email, Petra delayed formal presentation of its request,381

237. Through a letter dated November 5, 2007, Petra notified the City again of its

intent to seek an additional fee, giving as a basis the increased size, complexity, and budget,382

238. In April of2008, Petra sent the formal Change Order Request No.2 to the City.383

239. Ted Baird requested more information and in October of 2008 Petra provided

additional information regarding man-hours spent in furtherance of the changes.384

378 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5496.
379 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5496:16-24.
380 Exhibit 535.
381 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5484.
382 Exhibit 2285
383 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5365:10-20; Exhibit 537.
384 Exhibit 538; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5365: 13-5366:3,5840: 11-5841: 10.
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234. Petra notified the City of its fee request prior to providing the additional services 

that fell under Change Order Request No.2. 378 The costs incurred in constructing the Project did 

not exceed $12.2 million until February of 2008.379 

235. In a September 5, 2007 email to the Cit y'sauthorizedrepresentative, Mr. Watts, 

Petra informed the City of its change order request due to "change in project complexity from a 

$12.2 million 80,000 SF to $19.9 Million 100,000 SF project..." Mr. Bettis stated Petra would 

"hold off formal submittal until the Plaza is bid and the final base contract value is determined so 

that everything stays current and we do not create an image of 'nickel and dime-ing' the project." 

Mr. Watts replied: "Good idea on the 2nd one," referring to Change Order Request No. 2?80 

236. Based on Watts' email, Petra delayed formal presentation of its request.381 

237. Through a letter dated November 5, 2007, Petra notified the City again of its 

intent to seek an additional fee, giving as a basis the increased size, complexity, and budget.382 

238. In April of2008, Petra sent the formal Change Order Request No.2 to the City.383 

239. Ted Baird requested more information and in October of 2008 Petra provided 

additional information regarding man-hours spent in furtherance of the changes.384 

378 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5496. 
379 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5496:16-24. 
380 Exhibit 535. 
381 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5484. 
382 Exhibit 2285 
383 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5365:10-20; Exhibit 537. 
384 Exhibit 538; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5365: 13-5366:3,5840: 11-5841: 10. 
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240. City did not contact Petra about Change Order Request No.2 until February 24,

2009, when the City sent a letter denying the request.385 From August, 2007 until February 24,

2009, the City never challenged it, save for a request for additional supporting information.386

241. In May 2010, Petra delivered a revised Change Order Request No.2 for $522,589

for unpaid reimbursables and an equitable adjustment in its fee. 387

242. The City approved all changes to the Work that comprise the basis for Petra

Change Order Request No. 2.388

243. In fact, the City had previously approved without objection Petra's Change Order

No.1 for Petra's management of the soil contamination knowing it was after Petra had rendered

the services and knowing that Petra's fee was calculated using 4.7% of the total extra cost

incurred in addressing the soil contamination.389

244. The City's denial of Change Order Request No.2 came approximately nineteen

months after learning of the additional fee and reimbursable expenses request and approximately

eleven months after Petra made an official request.390

245. Petra and the City agreed Petra would manage construction of the East Parking

Lot in exchange for a construction manager's fee of $25,000, plus reimbursable expenses.391

The City has failed to pay Petra all of its fee and reimbursables for the East Parking Lot, at total

385 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5366: 12-17; Exhibit 540.
386 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5482: 1-20.
387 Exhibit 541.
388 Testimony of Gene Bennett,
389 Exhibit 521; Testimony ofTed Baird, at 2233:21-2234:13.
390 Exhibit 540.
391 Exhibit 773; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5453:8-5459:9; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8738:25-8740:16.
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240. City did not contact Petra about Change Order Request No.2 until February 24, 

2009, when the City sent a letter denying the request.385 From August, 2007 until February 24, 

2009, the City never challenged it, save for a request for additional supporting information.386 

241. In May 2010, Petra delivered a revised Change Order Request No.2 for $522,589 

for unpaid reimbursables and an equitable adjustment in its fee. 387 

242. The City approved all changes to the Work that comprise the basis for Petra 

Change Order Request No. 2.388 

243. In fact, the City had previously approved without objection Petra's Change Order 

No.1 for Petra's management of the soil contamination knowing it was after Petra had rendered 

the services and knowing that Petra's fee was calculated using 4.7% of the total extra cost 

incurred in addressing the soil contamination.389 

244. The City's denial of Change Order Request No.2 came approximately nineteen 

months after learning of the additional fee and reimbursable expenses request and approximately 

eleven months after Petra made an official request.390 

245. Petra and the City agreed Petra would manage construction of the East Parking 

Lot in exchange for a construction manager's fee of $25,000, plus reimbursable expenses.391 

The City has failed to pay Petra all of its fee and reimbursables for the East Parking Lot, at total 

385 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 5366: 12-17; Exhibit 540. 
386 Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5482: 1-20. 
387 Exhibit 541. 
388 Testimony of Gene Bennett, 
389 Exhibit 521; Testimony of Ted Baird, at 2233:21-2234:13. 
390 Exhibit 540. 
391 Exhibit 773; Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5453:8-5459:9; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8738:25-8740:16. 
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of$51,152.79.392 The City has also failed to pay $74,894.25 in reimbursables for the Project,393

PROPOSED CONCLUSIONS OF LAW
The City's Claims

246. The City has failed to prove breach of contract by a preponderance of the

evidence. Petra fulfilled its obligations under the CMA and performed in accordance with the

standard of care by, among other things, observing and coordinating the Work of the prime

contractors, keeping the City fully informed, bringing the Project to completion under the Final

Cost Estimate and within schedule, providing value engineering suggestions, correctly managing

the prime contracts, and recommending assessment of all appropriate liquidated damages.

247. The City attempts to expand Petra's duties under these contract documents

considered as a whole. An unambiguous contract will be given its plain meaning. The purpose of

interpreting a contract is to determine the intent of the contracting parties at the time the contract

was entered. Bakker v. Thunder Spring-Wareham, LLC, 141 Idaho 185, 190, 108 P.3d 332, 337

(2005). The CMA incorporates the A201. Pursuant to Section 4.6.6 of the A201 Petra was not

"responsible for the Contractor's failure to carry out the Work in accordance with the Contract

Documents." Petra agreed to observe the Work of the prime contractors and protect the City

against defects. Petra agreed to "schedule and coordinate the activities of the contractors in

accordance with the latest-approved project construction schedule." But, under the CMA and the

A201, Petra did not agree to guarantee the Work of the prime contractors.

392 Testimony of John Quapp, at 9177: 1O-16;Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8740: 14-16.
393 Testimony of John Quapp, at 9168:3-8.
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of$51,152.79?92 The City has also failed to pay $74,894.25 in reimbursables for the Project.393 

PROPOSED CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 
The City's Claims 

246. The City has failed to prove breach of contract by a preponderance of the 

evidence. Petra fulfilled its obligations under the CMA and performed in accordance with the 

standard of care by, among other things, observing and coordinating the Work of the prime 

contractors, keeping the City fully informed, bringing the Project to completion under the Final 

Cost Estimate and within schedule, providing value engineering suggestions, correctly managing 

the prime contracts, and recommending assessment of all appropriate liquidated damages. 

247. The City attempts to expand Petra's duties under these contract documents 

considered as a whole. An unambiguous contract will be given its plain meaning. The purpose of 

interpreting a contract is to determine the intent of the contracting parties at the time the contract 

was entered. Bakker v. Thunder Spring-Wareham, LLC, 141 Idaho 185, 190, 108 P.3d 332, 337 

(2005). The CMA incorporates the A201. Pursuant to Section 4.6.6 of the A201 Petra was not 

"responsible for the Contractor's failure to carry out the Work in accordance with the Contract 

Documents." Petra agreed to observe the Work of the prime contractors and protect the City 

against defects. Petra agreed to "schedule and coordinate the activities of the contractors in 

accordance with the latest-approved project construction schedule." But, under the CMA and the 

A201, Petra did not agree to guarantee the Work of the prime contractors. 

392 Testimony of John Quapp, at 9177: 1O-16;Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8740: 14-16. 
393 Testimony of John Quapp, at 9168:3-8. 
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•

248. Petra properly discharged its duty to observe the Work. Some alleged defects are

latent and could not have been observed by Petra.

249. Pursuant to the CMA, Petra did not guarantee the cost or price of the Project.

250. Any damage the City allegedly suffered flows from the City's failure to mitigate

its damages by asserting its warranty rights with responsible prime contractors. The duty to

mitigate requires the injured party to take reasonable measures to avoid injury from the conduct.

Davis v. First Interstate Bank ofIdaho, NA., 115 Idaho 169,765 P.2d 680 (1988). All alleged

defects were covered by warranties and should have been addressed with the prime contractor.

Due to the existence ofwarranties, no alleged defect would have caused damage to the City.

251. The City's damages are speculative, in part because they are tied to what are, if

anything, design defects - LCA's responsibility. Hertz v. Fiscus, 98 Idaho 456, 567 P.2d 1

(1977) (proof of damage too speculative where party proved expenditures but was unable to

segregate those properly recoverable as damages from those unrelated to breach).

252. Many of the alleged damages are design defects, particularly with regard to the

water features, HVAC system, plumbing system, and roofing system

253. Alternatively, any damages that may be awardable against Petra are less than 1%

of the total price of the Project and are not recoverable under Section 2.1.4 of the CMA.

254. LCA's Agreement and the CMA cross-reference each other. The phrase "manage

and coordinate the design and construction of the Project" must be read in conjunction with

LCA's Agreement, which gave LCA the responsibility to design the Project as the Project

Architect under the direction of the City. In determining the intent of the parties, this Court must
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view the contract as a whole. Shawver v. Huckleberry Estates, L.L.c., 140 Idaho 354, 361, 93

P.3d 685, 692 (2004). The CMA does not obligate Petra to perform design services and Petra

was not given the authority to direct LCA's design or required to identify design defects.

255. Even if the CMA is given the City's reading, the City modified the contractual

duties with regard to design. Consent to modification ofa written contract may be implied from a

course of conduct consistent with the asserted modification. Res. Eng'g, Inc. v. Siler, 94 Idaho

935,938,500 P.2d 836,839 (1972). The modification is memorialized in the meeting minutes.394

256. LCA's Agreement incorporates the A201. LCA was required to certify and

approve pay applications, approve the punch-lists, and issue certificates of substantial

completion.

257. Petra was not responsible for the acts or omissions ofLCA and its subcontractors.

258. Further, the City's claims are barred because it cannot enforce a contract it

breached by failing to pay Petra its fee, failing to mediate, and by wrongfully terminating Petra.

259. The City has the burden to prove not only that it was injured, but that its injury

was the result of the defendant's breach; both amount and causation must be proven with

reasonable certainty. See Griffith v. Clear Lakes Trout Co., 143 Idaho 733, 740, 152 P.3d 604,

611 (2006). The City sustained no damages caused by any act, representation, or omission of

Petra. There is no evidence that any of the alleged damages - implicating the Work of the prime

contractors and the design team - were caused by Petra's performance as construction manager.

394 "The City has the contractual relationship with the Design Team, and while the CM will maintain a strong and

proactive relationship with the Design Team to maintain an effective triangle relationship, the City is the one with
the authority when it comes to directing the Design Team."
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260. The City waived its claims against Petra by its actions and representations.

Waiver is a "voluntary, intentional relinquishment of a known right or advantage." Margaret H

Wayne Trust v. Lipsky, 123 Idaho 253, 256, 846 P.2d 904, 907 (1993). The City hired

independent entities to do testing and inspections, had final inspections done by its own code

inspectors, closed out final punch lists, and made final payments to the contractors.

Petra's Counterclaim

261. The City breached the CMA by failing to pay Petra an equitable adjustment of its

CM fee, reimbursable expenses, and certain general conditions. Petra should be awarded an

equitable adjustment, reimbursable costs pursuant to Section 7 of the CMA, and unpaid general

conditions, in the total amount of $648,636.04, because:

261.1 The size, quality, complexity, Owner's schedule, budget and procurement

methods of the Project changed from that described in the CMA.

261.2 Petra submitted timely notice of its request for an equitable adjustment of

its construction manager's fee and for additional reimbursable costs. The Court has ruled

that the 21-day requirement of Section 8 is inapplicable to the Change Order Request.395

261.3 Petra tracked its time and reimbursable expenses in accordance with the

requirements of the CMA, as amended by the parties' conduct and course of dealing.

395 See Order Denying PlaintiffMeridian's Motionfor Summary Judgment, entered November 23, 2010, at pp. 3-4
("In this case, the Court finds that Meridian's motion [for summary judgment as to Change Order No.2 based on
Petra's failure to comply with the CMA's notice of claim provision in ~8] more properly implicates ... ~ 7 as
opposed to ~ 8 .....The 'claim' that Petra asserts in its counterclaim is not the same as the change that occurred in
the 'size, quality, and complexity' of the Project.").
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261.4 The City failed to pay properly billed general conditions in the amount of

$74,894.25 for the Project and $51,152.79 in general conditions for managing

construction of the East Parking Lot.

261.5 Petra is entitled to interest on the unpaid balances owed of $648,636.04, at

the rate of .75% per month as of December 1,2010 of $132,831.38, and thereafter in the

per diem amount of$192.83 until paid in full, as provided in Section 6.3.2 ofCMA.

262. The City breached Section 8.2 of the CMA and the covenant of good faith and fair

dealing by failing to mediate Petra's claim within 60 days of Petra's request.

263. The City breached Section 9.3 of the CMA by wrongfully terminating Petra by

filing this lawsuit while Petra was still completing its work, not giving Petra written notice of its

alleged failures, and by not giving Petra an opportunity to cure.

DATED: May 9, 2011.

ALKER
efendants/Counterclaimant
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 9th day May, 2011, a true and correct copy of the

within and foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Daniel Loras Glynn, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, Idaho 83701

D
[8]
D
D
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• DEPUTY
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225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
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Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE

STATE OF IDAHO. IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

TIIE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Cotporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT
CITY OF MERlDJANtS WRITTEN
CWSING ARGUMENT

The Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, City of Meridian, (,'City"), by and through its counsel of

record, Kim J. Trout of Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, P.A, and pursuant to this Court's

order submits this Written Closing Argument.

INTRODUCTION

In one sense, this matter is a straightforward breach of contract case. Charged with the

public trust, the City contracted with the Defendant/Counterclaimant Petra, Incotporated ("Petra")

for the construction of a new City Hall. To this end, the City and Petra entered into a Construction

Management Agreement dated August 7, 2006 ("CMA''). Under the express and unambiguous

tenus of the CMA, Petra assumed not only a duty to exercise "ordinary and reasonable care" in its
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public trust, the City contracted with the Defendant/ Counterclaimant Petra, Incotporated ("Petra") 
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Management Agreement dated August 7, 2006 ("CMA''). Under the express and unambiguous 

terms of the CMA, Petra assumed not only a duty to exercise "ordinary and reasonable care" in its 
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role as construction manager ~'CM'') of the Meridian City Hall C'MCH''), but moreover "to do all

things necessary" to achieve what Petra acknowledged to the City would be a "first class result". As

a result, Petra expressly agreed to manage and coordinate every aspect of the design and

construction of the MCH from assuring that it understood the City's needs and expectations

("Owner's Criteria'') to then meeting those requirements throughout the design, pre-construction,

construction and final inspection phases. Unfortunately, as the evidence has shown, from the outset

Petra woefully failed in its undertaking, causing substantial and significant damages to the City, and

by consequence the citizens of Meridian. To add insult to injury, Petra not only materially breached

its agreement with the City, it then demanded, without any basis and contrary to the express terms

of the CMA, that it be paid an additional half a million dollars.

However, as the Court has seen from the evidence in the case, Petra's failures were not

merely breaches of a construction agreement as normally seen in the unfortunate circumstance of

litigation. Petra's failures were breaches of its express and acknowledged position as a fiduciary,

charged with the "trust and confidence" of the City and by extension its citizenry. The City placed

its trust in Petra's self-professed professional expertise, in Petra's representations of its ability to

perform every task identified, and in Petra's administration of the MCH Project as a good steward of

the public funds which financed this project.1 More than that, the City placed its trust in Petra's

honesty and good faith in all things. This case is not just about Petra's breach of its agreement with

the City. This case is equally, if not more so, about Petra's breach of trust and how Idaho law

compels the result that Petra be made to answer for this breach.

1 Ex. 2267, p. 9, (last bullet point).
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ARGUMENT

I. Petta Breached the FidudaJy and Express Duties Owed to the City.

A. The CMA Expressly, Clearly and Unambiguously Imposed Upon Petta a Fiduciary
Duty to Do AD Tbinp Necessuy to Achieve the Construction of a Fint Class City
Hall.

The smrting point, and in truth, the ending point, for the ultimate conclusion that Petra

breached its agreement with, and the trust of, the City is within the express and unambiguous terms

of the CMA. It is axiomatic that "[i]f a contract is clear and unambiguous, the determination of the

contract's meaning and legal effect are questions of law, and the intent of the parties must be

determined from the plain meaning of the contract's own words." Johnson v. Lambros, 143 Idaho 468,

147 P.3d 100, 105 (Idaho Ct. App. 2006); To~ v. THI Co., 140 Idaho 253, 260, 92 P.3d 503, 510

(2004); Ory of Idaho Falls v. Home Indem. Co., 126 Idaho 604 (1995); Borchert v. Hecla Mining Compmry,

109 Idaho 482, 485, 708 P.2d 887, 890 (1985).

The express, clear, and unambiguous terms of the CMA imposed a fiduciary duty upon

Petra. Section 1.1 of the CMA required that Petra acknowledge and accept "the relationship of trust

and confidence established with" the City. The common use or settled legal meanings of these

terms are those used to descnbe a relationship which is fiduciary in nature. See High Valley COflcrete,

ILC v. Sargent, 149 Idaho 423,234 P.3d 747 (2010); Grqy v. Tri-W'!i' Const. Sernces, Inc., 147 Idaho

378,386,210 P.3d 63, 71 (2009); Mitchell v. Barendregt, 120 Idaho 837, 844,820 P.2d 707, 714 (Ct.

App. 1991). Thus, it is without question that Petra stood in the role of a fiduciary to the City with

respect to all duties to be performed by it under the CMA. See Sorensen v. Saint AlphOflsus &giOflal

Medical Center, Inc., 141 Idaho 754, 765, 118 P.3d 86, 98 (2005) (acknowledging that a party to a

contract can contractually bind itself to be a fiduciary to the other party to the contract.)

Petra's fiduciary duty extended "to do all things" and compel the architect and every Prime

Contractor "to do all things necessary, appropriate or convenient to achieve the end result desired
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by [the City).''2 This included a duty to manage and coordinate the design and construction of the

Project and to assure a "first class result".3

B. Peua Substantially and Materially Breached its Fiduciary Duty To Do AD ThiDp
Expressed Within the CMA.

The evidence in the case has established that Petra breached its fiduciary undertaking with

the City on multiple occasions starting from the very beginning of its work on the MCH and these

breaches continued through to the City's present occupation of the MCR. See Ervin Const. Co. P.

Van Orden, 125 Idaho 695, 700, 874 P.2d 506, 510 (1993) ("A substantial or material breach of

contract is one which touches the fundamental purpose of the contract and defeats the object of the

parties in entering into the contract.'').

1 Petra Breached the CMA by FaiJiDI to Post Payment and Performance Bonds.

Section 10.3 of the CMA required that Petra post payment and performance bonds. This is

not simply a contractual obligation; this is a contractual term which recognizes the express

requirements of the Idaho Code which concerns public works contracts such as that concerning the

City of Meridian and Petra in this instance. Idaho Code §54-4512 provides that any licensed CM or

fmn providing public works construction management services shall post payment and performance

bonds. There are no exceptions. Petra tailed to comply with this mandatory contractual and

statutory requirement.4 Thus, it is no exaggeration to say that the series of Petra's breaches of the

CMA commenced from the very first act it undertook, or tailed to undertake, with regard to the

Project

2 Ex. 2003, P. 11, §4.1.
3 Ex. 2003, P. 11, §4.1; Ex. 2017, P. 21, §3.5.1.
4 Astonishingly, Petra's purported CM expert witness, Mr. Bauer, failed to even know that Petra as a licensed CM, or
any CM in Idaho for that matter was required to post the statutorily required bonds.
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2. Petta Breached The CMA by FaiIin& to Reject Non-CoDfonniDg WOJ'k.

Sections 4.7.9 and 4.7.10 of the CMA required Petra to observe, which, as interpreted by

Petra, meant to perform "[d]aily inspection for correctness and quality of work being

installed....confirming that the work is being installed in accordance with the contract design and

best construction practices."5 Bearing in mind that Petra's status as a fiduciary required it to "do all

things" to achieve a "first class result." Petra was obligated to inspect and guard the City against

defects and deficiencies in the Work and reject non-conforming Work under the A201 General

Conditions of each Prime Contract between the City and the Prime Contractors.6 Petra materially

breached its contractual duty by repeatedly and inexcusably failing to reject non-conforming work. 7

These breaches include the following:

a. The Roof.

It is undisputed that the 'roof on MCH has leaked from almost immediately after occupancy

by the City. The uncontradicted testimony from both City personnel, the City's expert, Ray

Wetherholt, and the admissions of Rob Drinkard from Western Roofing all compel the conclusion

that all of the elements of the plans were not met and that the roof has continually leaked since the

first weather event in November of 2008. It is therefore indisputable that the 'Work' for the roof

was never completed in compliance with the plans and specifications, 'best construction practices',

or as a first class result. Petra's failure to inspect and reject Western's deficient and defective Work

is a substantial and material breach of the CMA.

b. The Masomy.

Despite Petra's 'general opinions', it is undisputed that Petra failed to 'inspect' or measure

the masonry to determine if it met the plans and specifications of the Project. TMC's President, Tim

5 Ex. 2267, P. 23, §III.) c.).
6 Ex. 2017, P. 28, §§4.6.2, 4.6.10.
7 As Gene Bennett conceded, any work not meeting the plans and specifications was deficient and defective. Tr.
Transcr.6029:22-25.
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McGorty admitted that the 'mock up', which the specifications called for to be used as the 'standard'

for quality control, was never completed in accord with the specifications. Steve Christiansen of

LCA likewise admitted that the only documented evidence of a 'mock up' failed to meet the

requirements of the specifications. Unfortunately, Petra's failure to require TMC to prepare

specifICation compliant 'mock ups' was just the beginning of the Petra failures with respect to

masonry.

As the evidence has proved, Petra's failures include: 1) Failure to 'observe' and 'inspect' to

determine if the installed masonry met the tolerance and installation requirements of the MCH

specifications; 2) Failure to require TMC to install the flashings at both the east and west fa~ade of

the MCH in accord with the plans and specifications; 3) Failure to reject TMC's non-conforming

work; 4) Failure to require that TMC account for and apply the 'allowance' of $40,000.00 for 'winter

heat and tenting' 5) Failure to require TMC to achieve 'substantial completion' on or before

December 21, 2007 ; and 6) Failure to assess liquidated damages or actual damages for the failure to

meet the 'substantial completion' date required by the TMC A101 Contract.

The proof is in an actual physical examination of the masonry work compared to the plans,

specifications, best construction practices, and the City's sought after 'first class result.' The TMC

masonry work is, by both observation and measurement, very poor quality. The poor quality is

evidenced by the fact that only 5% of the masonry met the requirements of the specifications.

Petra's failure to observe, inspect, and reject non-conforming masonry work is undeniable. Even

Petra's CM expert witness, Mr. Bauer was forced to admit that he observed the defects in the small

sampling ofphotos which he was shown on cross-examination.

c. The HVAC system.

As it concerned the HVAC system, Petra's failures began with the failure to require LCA and

its team (Engineering, Inc. (Mike Wisdom) and HEERY International (Chuck Hum)), to complete
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the documentation of ''Design Intent," (the ''DI''), ''Basis of Design," (the "BoD''), and "Owner's

Project Requirements" (the ''OPR''). Petra's failure to require and obtain the standard by which the

HVAC system perfonnance would be judged led to the result that Mayor DeWeerd specifically

warned of in February of 2007: "Concern was expressed over the access floor system at the water

center facility in downtown Boise that ''blows cold air" all the time.''S The City's evidence of the

precise condition about which the Mayor was concerned is uncontradicted.

Petra failed to require that the HVAC system met even the mtOtmum perfollDance

requirements of the specifications. Hobson, the HVAC Prime Contractor, submitted a Preliminary

Test Adjust and Balance t'TAB'') report which proved that the system failed to meet the

perfollDance requirements of the specifications. Moreover, Petra never required a Fino/TAB report

that demonstrated that the system functioned in accord with the specifteation tolerances, let alone

compliance with the 01, BoD, and OPR, which had never been created (in short, Petra's failure to

identify the baseline against which the HVAC system should have been measured). Petra was told

directly, that Felts-House Engineering was simply going to put a different cover page on the

Preliminary TAB report and call it good. The HVAC system has never operated according to the

specifications, thus the 'Work' has never been completed as required by the contract documents.

The 'Work' was, is, and remains defective and Petra was under direct contractual duty to reject the

HVACWork.

Petra's failure to reject the HVAC Work is a material breach. The uncontradicted testimony

of the City's witnesses is that the building fails to meet any reasonable standard of comfort and that

condition has not changed since the date of move in by the City. Under any standard, the HVAC

system is defective and deficient.

8 Tr. Transcr. 4137:16-4138:15; Ex. 2136, P. 17, Item 00011.
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d. The Water Features.

The water features have leaked over 3000 gallons per day since first put into operation. The

leakage finally reached a level where the City simply had to stop operations. It is clear that the

Tamoseal failed to adequately replace the specification-required PVC liner, which use was approved

by an unlicensed and unapproved landscaper, Bill LaRue. Petra failed to require that LCA obtain

City permission to substitute Bill LaRue when the licensed landscape architect to LCA, Hatch

Meuller, went out of business mid-project. Petra also failed to require that the key, and critical

submittal for the water features was supplied, reviewed, and approved.9

The uncontradicted testimony of Neil Anderson is that the water features have never

functioned in accord with the intended design criteria. The water feature's hydraulic system was

completely 'changed' by M.R Miller without any documented approval process. Finally, as is evident

in unrebutted evidence, the water features suffer from significant degradation by reason of improper

capstones that were allowed to be installed without Petra requiring any submittals as well as

significant degradation due to the water leakage from "the inside out" causing efflorescence on the

exterior brickworks. Little of the water feature work met specifications and much now must be

replaced.

Again, the 'Work' was never complete and Petra failed to reject the defective and deficient

work.

9 Ex. 2159, P. 449; Tr. Transcr. 752:23-753:25.
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3. Petra Breaehed the CMA by its Failure to Perform the Express Dudes as CM.

a. Petra Breached its Dudes as CM in the Pre-Construetion Phase.

In the course of this trial, this Court has had the opportunity to review substantial evidence,

often unrefuted, that Petra breached the express provisions of the CMA during the pre-construction

phase.to These pre-construction breaches are numerous.

First, Petra failed to manage the design as expressly required by Section 4.1 of the CMA; a

conclusion ultimately admitted to by Petra's own CM expert Mr. Bauer. In addition to Mr. Bauer's

admission that Petra failed to manage the design, the record is replete with other evidence

supporting this conclusion. As previously noted, Petra failed to require the creation of the BOD

and DI documents, each ofwhich were to be utilized to establish the Owner's Project Requirements

("aPR"), i.e., the baseline against which the HVAC system should be measured. This failure, as

explained above, is a direct and proximate cause of the failure of the performance of the HVAC

system.

Second, Petra failed to perform the Development Strategies Phase as expressly required by

Section 4.2 of the CMA. Despite Mr. Bauer's acknowledgment that Petra was provided with the

Owner's Criteria, Petra failed to "prepare and submit to Owner a written report detailing its

understanding of Owner's Criteria:' CMA Section 4.2 required nine (9) separate criteria be

addressed to insure that the project to be built met the City's requirements. Petra wholly failed in

this task. Mr. Bauer's effort to 'explain away' Petra's failure by Petra's holding of 'meetings' neither

eliminated nor satisfied this critical planning element.

Third, Petra failed to perform the Site Preparation Phase. In this regard, Petra failed to

submit to the City a demolition plan. As the evidence proved, the City suffered both delay and

economic damages resulting from damages to existing on site wells and known drainage facilities.

10 Intetestingly, Petra represented to the City that Mr. Bennett, as the Project Manager ("PM"), would devote 192 hours
as the PM during the Preconstmction Services Phase. Petm's records reflect he spent only 26 hours.
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These damages would have been avoided had Petra simply addressed such in a properly prepared

and submitted demolition plan.

Fourth, Petra failed to perform the Preliminary Design Phase as required by Section 4.4.1(a)

of the CMA. Although Petra submitted iterations of the "Construction Management Plan"

("CMP"), none of the requirements set forth in Section 4.4.1(a) were ever met.

Fifth, Petra breached the CMA by failing to complete a 'comprehensive master Project

schedule' as required by Section 4.4.1(b). Although Petra created what it called 'conceptual

schedules' and Master Production Schedules, Petra never created a 'comprehensive master Project

schedule...divided into separate task and phases as desired by Owner and shall include the tasks of the

011l1ter, Atrhitect, Construction Manager and each Contractor." (Emphasis added). Petra's failure to

create a realistic Master Project Schedule led to Petra's failure to meet the Project time requirements.

Petra wholly failed to seek, or obtain, any review and approval of the Preliminary Design Phase

documents by the City.

Finally, and most obviously, Petra breached the CMA by failing to meet the Project schedule

set forth in section 6.2.2 of the CMA. This section specifically identified the "Owner's schedule" to

be "six months Preconstmction Phase Services, eighteen months Construction Phase Services!'

CMA Section 5, provides the "time limits established by the Project Schedule are of the essence".

All Preconstruction Phase Services by both Petra and LCA were to have been completed by January

31,2007. Petra failed to meet both milestones of the Project Schedule, and further failed to require

either LCA or the Prime Contractors to achieve their milestones in the Project Schedule.11

11 In this regard, the City acknowledged that a one-month delay in schedule due to contaminated soil should be credited
to Petra, and only to Petra, in this analysis. However, all Prime ContrActor contrActs and schedules were adjusted for
the 'one-month' prior to commencement of building constmction. Thus, even with the one month adjustment, the
construction phASe should hAVe been completed well before August 28, 2008 - a result that would have been achieved
had, AS explained later, Petra not failed to manage Rule Steel and the completion of the interior finish work
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Petra breached nearly every duty accepted by it in the CMA during the pre-construction

phase. Unfortunately, Petra's breaches were not limited to the perfonnance of its CM duties in the

pre-construction phase. As the evidence has established, Petra further breached the CMA with

regard to the perfonnance of its CM duties during the construction phase.

b. Petra Breached its Duties in the ConstrudiOD Phase.

i. Petra Failed To Obtain Required Shop Drawings And Submittals.

Petra breached Section 4.7.8 of the CMA by failing to require 'contractor's shop drawings

and submittals. In this regard, the Court has seen the undisputed evidence that Petra failed to require

the detailed submittal requirements for the water features. With regard to the water feature, Ex.

2159, P. 449 explicitly stated that "[c]omplete shop drawings shall be required for approval prior to

installation illustrating piping schematic, complete materials schedule and hydraulic calculations."

The failure of the water features to meet specifications and perfonnance requirements is directly

attributable to Petra's failure to ensure the creation and approval of these shop drawings. This

failure was compounded, to the City's damage, by the fact that Petra allowed LCA to utilize an

unlicensed consultant, Bill LaRue, to review other submittals related to the water feature, such as the

use of Tamoseal paint product in lieu of the specified PVC liner which has allowed severe leakage in

the water features.

it Petra Failed To Manage The Construction Schedule.

Petra's failure in the construction phase is not limited only to the failure to obtain drawings

and related submittals. The evidence establishes that Petra totally failed to manage Rule Steel to

"meet schedule" by failing to require Rule Steel to achieve its contractually obligated schedule, regain

schedule, or account in actual damages for the delay cost of Rule's failures. A review of Petra's daily

reports laid out a painful recitation of Rule's continued and repeated failures in getting to work,

providing properly fabricated materials, and correcting the errors in fabrication and erection that
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plagued Rule's work effort. Rule's cash flow issues impacted its sub-contractor Boise Steel Erectors.

The evidence proves that Gene Bennett, in his role as Petra's Project Manager and as the licensed

CM on the Project, did little to nothing to 'manage' the Rule delay, and Petra presented no evidence

of any management of Rule to have Rule either mitigate, regain, or achieve schedule.12 Quite simply,

Petra, Bennett and Coughlin approved and buried the costs of Rule's delay in the general conditions

then submitted them to be paid by the City.

Rule was to be 'substantially complete' by October 5, 2007. Petra declared Rule

'substantially complete' as of February 8, 2008. Yet, that doesn't square with Petra's Ex. 755 in

which Bennett/staff/Bauer's 'schedule analysis' evidences Rule to be not 'substantially complete',

but totally 'complete' as ofJanuary 14,2008. It is apparent that Petra's own documents created both

before and during trial, are internally inconsistent as to when, if at all, Rule Steel's work was

'substantially complete'. One fact however is not in dispute: Rule failed to achieve 'substantial

completion' by October 5, 2007 and the City suffered actual damages in extra costs for 'winter

conditions', 'job conditions' and 'extra work orders' as a result of Petra's failure to manage the Rule

Steel delay.

In addition, Petra failed to accurately schedule or manage the 'finish' of the Project In this

regard, Petra's Ex. 755 is a telling proof of Petra's apparent lack of experience in multi-story

commercial office space construction. An examination of Petra's Ex. 755, P. 3, Items 69 and 70 for

"Building Rough-In and Building Finishes", shows that Petra predicted 142 'working days' total

time. An examination of Petra's Master Production Schedule dated January 9, 2008 (Ex. 755, P. 4)

evidences that time for commencement/completion of Building Rough In to Floor Coverings (rows

27-41) had ballooned to 214 working days. Finally, Ex. 755, P. 6, which is Petra's Master

12 This failure is primarily attributable to Bennett, who, as his reported time canis reflect, was 'noticeably absent' from
the Project during the Project critical periods. Despite Keith Watts request that Petra exetCise judgment 'in the best
interests of the City', Petra materially breached its duties under the CMA with respect to the management of Rule Steel
as a Prime Contractor to the City.
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Production Schedule dated October 1, 2008 Gust 14 days before City moved in to the MCll), the

time for commencement/completion of Building Rough In to Floor Coverings (rows 27-41)

ballooned to 235 working days, or more than 3 months increase in the estimated time. From this

Exhibit, only one of two conclusions can be drawn. Petra either materially underestimated the time

for completion of these work items (due to Petra's inexperience in commercial office building

structures), or, if Petra's estimated schedule was accurate, Petra materially failed to manage these

work items in accord with the 'conceptual schedules' which Petra created for the Project. Either way,

Petra materially failed to comply with the Owner's Project Schedule as required by the CMA in

Petra's management of the design and construction for the Project.

Petra, Bennett, and Bauer totally fail to account for a three full month (i.e. 60%) increase in

working days for this category of the 'Work'. Yet Petra claims in Ex. 755 to have either 'made up 1.4

Months by Trade Contractors' or '2.2 Months of Schedule was "compressed" by Trade Contractors

and Petra'. The proof of Petra's failure is clearly evidenced by both the time overrun, but also by so

called 'punchlist' of September 28, 2008, just days before "move in," where more than 2,600 items

ofWork were deficient or defective. 13

Petra's multiple stories are mutually inconsistent, and are discredited by the evidence before

the Court. Petra's multiple stories evidence a lack of credibility as to the schedule analysis and it is

clear that Petra materially breached the CMA in its failure to manage the schedule for the Project in

accord with the schedule requirements.

iii. Petra Failed To Manage The Substantial Completion Process.

In addition to failing to manage the construction schedule, Petra materially failed to manage

the 'substantial completion' process and requirements as expressed in The A201, Section 9.8. This

section unambiguously delineates Petra's duties with respect to both determination and achievement

13 Ex. 2175.
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of 'substantial completion' by each Prime Contractor. Petra represented itself as the CM professional

and knew of the material significance of the A201 contractual substantial completion requirements.

Laura Knothe, one of the City's CM experts testified that Petra's "the building got built" attitude is

inexcusable. Petra's position reflects its attitude during the Project, and is an insult to qualified CM

professionals. Even Petra's CM expert Mr. Bauer did not claim that this total failure to comply with

the requirements for 'substantial completion' was 'usual and customary' amongst construction

managers in the years 2006 through 2008.

The evidence is undisputed: not one single certificate of substantial completion was issued

on this Project. Petra, however, appears to have realized too late its failure and attempted to have the

Prime Contractors mask Petra's failure by the issuance of so-called 'warranty' letters drafted by

Petra, stating an alleged 'substantial completion' date of October 15, 2008. Petra's efforts here need

only be contrasted with Petra's approval of Prime Contractor's Change Orders with multiple and

inconsistent substantial completion dates, even after the so-called warranty letters were issued by

Prime Contractors. The problem with Petra's 'stories' are just that: they are 'stories' made up to

cover up Petra's failure to manage this Project in an honest and professional manner. Petra

materially breached its contractual duties with respect to the administration of the Prime Contracts

and substantial completion.

4. Petra, In Its Role As A Fiduciary, Wholly Betrayed The Trust And Confidence
That The City Placed Upon It.

As established above, Petra accepted the role of not only a CM with respect to its

relationship to the City, but accepted the role of a fiduciary to the City, complete with the total trust

and confidence that is implicit in such a relationship. In this regard, it must always be remembered

that "[t]he law guards the fiduciary relation ... with jealous care. ... It demands that the agent shall

work with an eye single to the interest of his principal. It forbids him from acting adversely to his

principal, either for himself or for others." Jensen v. Sidnry Stevens lmpkment Co., 36 Idaho 348, 210 P.
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1003, 1005 (1922). For example, Jon Anderson, Petra's superintendent for the Project, admitted that

on a regular basis he made recommendations to Prime Contractors to that they should submit a

change order request.14

Petra's breaches were not mere breaches of express duties, but were further breaches of its

fiduciary duty to act with singularity and devotion of purpose to the City in all respects. As the

Court learned from the first day of trial, where evidence was taken concerning Petra's lack of candor

with the judicial process, there is more than a substantial question concerning the honesty, and

hence the credibility, of Petra's leadership. Simply put, Petra was not honest in its dealings with the

citizens of Meridian and the record is replete with examples where Petra put its interest ahead of the

City.

Petra breached its fiduciary duty by identifying "general conditions" items for

reimbursement by the City which were to be paid from Petra's CM Fee or by Prime Contractors.

Section 6.1 of the CMA prescribes items to be paid from the CM Fee as follows:

The Construction Manager's Fee includes Construction Manager's overhead,
profit, home office expenses, transportation expenses and field office
supplies and expenses, such as communications (i.e., telephones, cell phones,
facsimiles) and photocopies.

Instead of honoring the requirements of CMA §6.1, Petra billed the City for its own

overhead expenses, field office supplies and expenses, and communications cost which clearly

should have been borne exclusively by Petra. Likewise, Petra charged the City for General

Conditions 'reimbursement' in Change Order No. 115 without any documentation that Petra ever

spent one additional dime on General Conditions related to the contaminated soil. Petra had 30 days

in its case in chief to produce the evidence of invoices and cancelled checks: it provided nothing.

14 Tr. Transcr. 7612:12-7613:1.
15 Ex. 2281, P. 2, Item 4.
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Mr. Bennett testified that the General Conditions reimbursement in the Change Order had been

'negotiated'. It provided no documentary evidence to support his claim.

However, not only did Petra shift costs that were either never actually incurred or were to be

borne by Petra and not the City, Petra had the City pay for a scanner, a camera, meals, coats, signs

and never accounted to the City for items which Petra kept or benefitted from. 16 Incredible as it

may seem, Petra never credibly sought to explain or justify its conduct

There are multiple instances where the evidence proves that Petra falsified material for the

sole purpose of covering up its own fuilures and shifting the consequential cost to the City. Perhaps

the most egregious example is that concerning Tom Coughlin manufacturing of documents to

cover-up Petra's superintendant's mistake regarding elevation and imposing the cost upon the City.

The evidence is clear that Mr. Coughlin submitted the PacWest invoice for repairs which he labeled

"elevation adjustment - job conditions", masking the revelation of Petra's own error and sent it to

the City for payment.17 Petra never expected anyone to discover the truth or the "tail of the 't''' in

the original document evidencing Petra's responsibility for the costly error.18

Other examples of this lack of honesty include the fact that Mr. Coughlin knew about the

$40,000 TMC allowance for winter heat and tentingl9, but sought to bury TMC's overtime charges

in the general conditions without ever bringing the City's overpayment to TMC to either the City's

or TMC's attention. In addition, the evidence reveals that Mr. Coughlin altered Change Order No. 1

for Rule after it had been approved and signed by the City,zo and then explained to Rule what to say

in an e-mail written days after he had already altered the document.

16 Ex. 2086; Ex. 2061; Ex. 2074, P. 85; Ex. 2111, PP. 126 & 130; Ex. 2076, P, 75; Ex. 2092, P. 102; Ex. 2113, P. 36; Ex.
2097, PP. 55-56; Ex. 2074, PP. 135-136; Ex. 2076, P. 94; Ex. 2684; Tr. Transcr. 2423:4-5.
17 Ex. 2058.
18 Ex. 2059.
19 Ex. 2018, P. 3; Ex. 2991.
20 Ex. 2044; Ex. 2082; Ex. 2299, P. 2.
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The evidence also revealed that on multiple occasions Petra permitted contractors to use

substandard and cheaper materials in the construction of the MCH, but never once advised the City

of this determination let alone credited the City with the cost savings as a result. For example, Petra

allowed Buss Mechanical to install PVC pipe instead of hubless cast iron below the foundation of

the building and never told the City nor asked Buss to give the City a credit for less expensive

materials.21

Perhaps just as egregious as Petra's manipulation of the evidence to cover up its own failures

and errors, is Petra's conduct with regard to its claim that the City owes Petra an additional half

million dollars in increased CM Fee and Reimbursibles. Over a period of six (6) months from

January of 2007 through July of 2007, Petra had six meetings with the City Council in which it could

have disclosed its intention to seek additional money for its services. As the evidence also proved, in

August of 2007, Petra for the first time revised its own budgets to reflect an increased CM Fee.

However, there is absolutely no evidence proving that this August 2007 spreadsheet was ever

provided to the City. To the contrary, from January 12,2007 through August 19,2007, Petra said

nothing, and affirmatively told the City its costs would not change <'by one penny". Petra's failure to

be honest with the City is the key which unlocks the door of Petra responsibility for its failures

under the CMA.

As Mr. Bennett admitted, <"leadership" is critically important in the context of construction

management.22 Mr. Bennett had a direct line of communication with the City Council any time he

chose to use it. Not once did Mr. Bennett appear before the City Council and state that Petra was

seeking an additional CM Fee or Reimbursable expenses. Why not? The answer may be too obvious

to even discuss, but it is clear Mr. Bennett and Petra didn't want that discussion because they could

justify neither their conduct nor such a claim.

21 Tr. Transcr. 9004:8-16.
22 Tr. Transcr. 6193:24-6194:2.
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The foregoing acts would certainly be violative of the covenant of good faith and fair dealing

which is implied within every contract. However, in Petra's case, where it understood and accepted

its role as a fiduciary to the City, its conduct is reprehensible and should not be countenanced in

even the smallest measure.

C. A. A Result OfThe Substantial And Material Breaches Of Petra's Express And
Fiduciary Duties, The City Has Been Directly And Proximately Damqed.

Upon breach, a breaching party is liable for damages incidental to the contract and caused by

its breach that could have been reasonably anticipated by the parties at the time the contract was

entered into. '~ose damages which arise upon the direct, necessary and immediate effects are

always recoverable because every person is supposed to foresee and intend the direct and natural

results of his acts; those which ensue in the ordinary course of things, considering the particular

nature and subject-matter of the contract. It is conclusively presumed that a party violating his

contract contemplates the damages which directly ensue from the breach." LJckwood Graders ofIdaho,

Inc. tJ. Neibam; 80 Idaho 123, 128, 326 P.2d 675, 677 (1958), quoting Sutherland on Damages by

Berryman, Fourth Edition, vol. 1, sec. 45, p. 170.

"For breach of contract the law of damages seeks to place the aggrieved party in the same

economic position he would have had if the contract had been performed." Gilbert tJ. City ofCaldTllCIl,

112 Idaho 386, 395, 732 P.2d 355, 364 (Ct. App 1987). Accordingly, the "ordinary" and "correct"

measure of damages in a breach of contract case is the cost-of-repair measure of damages reflecting

a method of repair that would result in strict or full compliance with the terms of the contract.

Gilbert tJ. City ofCaldTllCIl, 112 Idaho 386,395, 732 P.2d 355, 364 (Ct. App 1987). '~ere is no general

license to install whatever, in the builder's judgment, may be regarded as 'just as good'" .... as "the

courts never say that one who makes a contract fills the measure of his duty by less than full

performance." Id (Internal citations omitted).
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The evidence in this case proves that the City has been damaged in the amount of

$8,590,761.00 comprised of the following elements:

Liquidated Damages:
WlOter Conditions:
Failure to administer contract
Repairs to Meridian City Hall:

$1,650,000.00
$166,154.00
$951,257.00
$5,823,350.00

II.
PETRA'S CLAIMS AGAINST THE CITY ARE WITHOUT MERIT AND SHOULD BE

SUMMARILY REJECTED.

A. In View Of Petra'. Material Breaches Of The CMA, The City Is Legally Excused
From Any Further Payment To Petra.

As noted in the foregoing, Petra on numerous occasions materially breached the CMA from

the outset with its failure to post a bond to the failure to fulfill its various express and fiduciary

duties over the pre-construction and construction phase of the MCH. The law is clear that if a

breach of contract is material, the other party's performance is excused. J.P. Stravens Planning

Associates, Inc. v. Dry of Wallace, 129 Idaho 542, 545, 928 P.2d 46, 49 (1996). Particularly here, the

City's obligation to pay Petra is excused as Petra's material breach runs directly to the fiduciary position

oftrust and confidence, as well as Petra's affirmative duty to comply 'with all applicable laws... '23 Thus,

the City is wholly excused from any duty to pay Petra,24 let alone any duty to pay Petra what it seeks

in its claims.25

B. Petra'. Claims Are Barred by Its Failure to Comply With the Idaho Tort Oaims Act.

As this Court is aware from the City's prior Motion to Dismiss, in addition to Petra's

material breaches of the CMA, the Idaho Tort Claims Act ("ITCA") also precludes Petra's claims.

I.C § 6-901 r'[a]ll claims for damages against a city must be filed as prescribed"). In all actions

against a governmental entity such as the City here, the party asserting a claim must both plead awl

23 Ex. 2003, P. 8, §2.7.
24 It/.
25Id.
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The evidence in this case proves that the City has been damaged in the amount of 

$8,590,761.00 comprised of the following elements: 

Liquidated Damages: 
Wmter Conditions: 
Failure to administer contract 
Repairs to Meridian City Hall: 

$1,650,000.00 
$166,154.00 
$951,257.00 
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23 Ex. 2003, P. 8, §2.7. 
24 Id. 
25Id. 
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~ that he or she has complied with the requirements of the ITCA. Pounds v. Dennison, 120 Idaho

425, 816 P.2d 982 (1991). Petra has wholly failed to prove that it has complied with the

requirements of the ITCA and its claim should be dismissed. Drigger.r v. Gn(e, 148 Idaho 295, 297,

221 P.2d 521, 523 (Ct App. 2009) (the "failure to comply with the notice requirement bars a suit

regardless of how legitimate it might be.',).

Petra had an unlimited number of opportunities to tell the City it was going to seek an

additional CM Fee and added reimbursable expense. Instead of full disclosure, Petm chose to not

only remain silent, but also chose to affirmatively represent to the City that the CM Fee and

Reimbursable costs were not going to change one penny.26 This fact is significant as, for the

purposes of the ITCA, the date a "claim" arises has been defined as the date that a party has

"[k]nowleclge of the facts which would put a reasonably prudent person on inquiry" of a wrongful

act. Magnuson Properties Partner.rhip, v. City rfCoeurd'Alene, 138 Idaho 166, 169,59 P.3d 971, 974 (2002

[quoting McQuillen v. City of Ammon, 113 Idaho 719, 722, 747 P.2d 741, 744 (1987). Thus, in

determining when a claim arose under the ITCA, "the 180-day notice period begins to run at the

occurrence of a wrongful act, even if the extent of damages is not known or is unpredictable at the

time." Magnuson Properties Partner.rhip v. City rf Coeur d'Alene, 138 Idaho 166, 59 P.3d 971 (2002). In

this regard "a claimant is not required to know all the facts and details of a claim because such a

prerequisite would allow a claimant to delay completion of their investigation before triggering the

notice requirement." Mitchell v. Bingham Memorial HOJP., 130 Idaho 420, 423, 942 P.2d 544, 547

(1997).

The evidence establishes that Petra knew or reasonably should have known of its claim for

increased CM Fee or Reimbursables as early as January of 2007. Instead of providing the City with

notice of its claim within one hundred eighty days of the facts giving rise to its intended claim, let

26 Ex. 2007, 2183, 2145,2184, and 2025, P. 46.
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alone within twenty-one days as required by Section 8 of the CMA, Petra waited until far later.

Based upon the foregoing, Petra did not serve a timely ITCA compliant notice upon the Meridian

City Clerk within 180 days. Petra's claim is barred by its failure to comply with the ITCA.27

C. Petra', Claim, lue lJmitecl To Its Claims For Equitable Adjustment AmI No Other
Claim For Reimbunement.

At the outset, even if Petra's claims for compensation are properly considered, Petra's claims

against the City must be limited solely to its claims for equitable adjustments of the CM Fee

($386,392) and Labor Reimbursables ($136,197) pursuant to Change Order No.2.

Petra's Amended Counterclaim sought to include a claim for $155,99281 for "the remaining

amount owed by [the City] under the basic Agreement." See, Ex. 2032. Petra's failure to supplement

the City's Interrogatory No. 32 as to this claim precludes Petra's claim as to this matter, as a matter

of law. Petra's only legally cognizable claim, as supported by the Court's exclusionary orders, is

based upon Petra's Change Order No.2 as submitted in October of 2008.28

Petra also mentioned in its Pre-Trial Memorandum that it was seeking damages for

"reimbursement of General Conditions under the contract for management of construction of the

east parking lot in the amount of $51,152.79." Petra admitted during trial that the construction of

the east parking lot was done under a separate contract, and it is undisputed that the parties never

modified the CMA in writing. Petra's Amended Counterclaim does not include a cause of action

related to this separate contract, and Petra never amended, nor sought to amend, its Amended

Counterclaim to include such a cause of action. Additionally, Petra never introduced any evidence

establishing the basis of these claimed damages. Having failed to supplement its discovery responses

in this matter, Petra is barred from asserting this claim.

27 This Court pteviously ruled that the "ITCA 18O-day notice teqUirement was triggered by Meridian's February 24,
2009 letter to Petra informing Petra that it did not intend to pay Petra an elevated fee in conjunction with [tevised]
Change Order No.2." Set Order Granting Plaintiffs Motion to Dismiss Defendant's Claim for Lost Profits and/or
Business Devastation Pursuant to the Idaho Tort Claims Act, p. 3. After hearing all the evidence at trial, the City
tespectfully tequests the Court reconsider that ruling.
28 Ex. 2343.
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Having properly placed Petra's claims in context, Petra's claims related to Change Order No.

2 must be dismissed because: (a) As to the claimed Labor Reimbursables, Petra failed to comply with

Section 6.2.2 of the CMA; (b) Petra expressly waived any claim for an additional Labor

Reimbursables; (c) As to all Petra claims, Petra failed to comply with Section 7 of the CMA; (d) As

to all Petra claims, Petra failed to comply with Section 8 of the CMA; (e) Petra failed to introduce

any evidence establishing the claimed damages; (f) Petra expressly waived any claim for an equitable

adjustment; and (g) Petra is estopped from making any claim for additional compensation.

D. Petra's Claims Me Barred By Its Failure To Comply With Section 7 OfThe CMA.

Before addressing the actual merits of Petra's claims for additional half million dollars in

compensation, it should be noted that the City is fully entitled to rely upon compliance with the

express provisions of the CMA. It has been recognized in a context similar to the instant matter

that where a contract provides a procedure for claims for extra work, which provisions are

mandatory, a contractor's failure to follow these procedures results in waiver of the contractor's

claim Absher Construction Co. v. Kent School District No. 415, 890 P.2d 1071 (Wa. Ct. App. 1995). In

this regard, «actual notice is not an exception to contract compliance". Johnson v. County ofSpokane, 78

P.3d 161, 169 (Wa. 2003).

Moreover, it must be remembered that Idaho law is clear that «[B]y merely standing upon

the terms of a contract, a party does not fail to deal honestly with another party regardless of how

onerous the terms of that contract may be." Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Bliss Valley Foods, Inc., 121 Idaho

266,288, 824 P.2d 841, 863 (1991). See also George v. University of Idaho, 121 Idaho 30, 37, 822 P.2d

549,556 (Ct. App. 1991).

Petra has repeatedly argued that the grounds for its claimed «equitable adjustment" are as

follows: (a) increased size of the Building; (b) increased quality of interior finishes; (c) improvements

to the plaza and site work; (d) increased amount of moment welds; (e) use of stone and brick on
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exterior of Building; (f) upgrade to a "state-of-the-art" HVAC system; (g) upgrade to a "state-of-the-

art" electrical system; (h) upgrade to LEED certification; (1) switch to a "fast track" construction

schedule; G) increased budget from $12.2 million to $21.5 million (the "Changes").29

To qualify for an equitable adjustment pursuant to Section 7 of the CMA Petra had to prove

it reached an agreement with the City before performing any of the claimed additional services. Petra

had the burden of establishing that (a) its services as defined in the CMA were materially affected by

the Changes; (b) it notified the City of the Changes prior to providing any additional services; (c) the

City agreed to the performance of the additional services; and (d) the City and Petra agreed upon an

equitable adjustment to compensate for the additional services. Petra failed to put on any proof as

to these elements and failed to meet its burden ofproofas to these issues.

First, it must be noted that the controlling question is not whether the Project underwent

changes during the design phase. The controlling question is whether Petra proved that the Changes

materially affected the scope of services Petra agreed to perform pursuant to the CMA. Petra never

submitted a written report as required by Section 4.2 of the CMA. Therefore, other than an increase

in estimated cost, a baseline was never established from which the parties could effectively

determine if there was a change to the Project and/or if Petra's services were materially altered.

More importantly, Petra never introduced evidence establishing that any of the Changes

materially affected its services. Petra simply relied on the concept that a more expensive Project

equaled more compensation to the CM, on a proportional percentage basis which Petra claimed to

be 4.7%. The plain language of the CMA rejects that concept and did not contain any stated

percentage. As the Idaho Supreme Court recognized:

A party's subjective, undisclosed intent is immaterial to the interpretation of a
contract, as under the objective law of contract interpretation, the court will give
force and effect to the words of the contract without regard to what the parties to
the contract thought it meant or what they actually intended for it to mean. The

29 Petra's Pre-Trial Memorandum, pp. 9-11; Ex. 2285.
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court will not attempt to ascertain the actual mental processes of the parties in
entering into the particular contract; rather the law presumes that the parties
understood the import of their contract and that they had the intention which its
terms manifest.

J.R Simp/ot Co. v. Boscn, 144 Idaho 611, 614,167 P.3d 748, 751 (2006).

Petra had the burden of proving the Changes materially affected Petra's services, and Petra

failed to meet that burden.

Even if Petra could have proved that its services were materially affected by any or all of the

Changes, Petra had to prove that, prior to commencing the additional services, the City agreed to a

4.7% equitable adjustment based on the increased cost of the Project. Again, Petra failed to prove

any such agreement. In fact, the City previously rejected the percentage method twice as not

acceptable. The evidence at trial established only that the City approved the increased costs based

upon Petra's multiple, express representations that the increased costs would not result in any change

in the CM Fee or Labor Reimbursables as stated in four separate Petra prepared cost estimates

ranging from January 15, 2007 through July 24,2007.30

Petra did not inform the City that it intended to seek an equitable adjustment pursuant to

Section 7 of the CMA until November 5, 2007, approximately six months after construction

commenced, and at least four months after Petra presented $20.4M cost estimate to the City, along

with its express representation that at that cost there would be no increase in the CM Fee or

Reimbursables.31 The $20.4M figure is precisely identical to the amount stated in Petra's Amended

Counterclaim.32

Petra chose not to comply with Section 7 of the CMA. Why? Had Petra been honest with

the City about its intent to seek more money, it would have been fired on April 3, 2007 when Petra

30 Ex.'s 2007, 2183, 2145, 2184 and 2025, p. 6.
31 Ex. 2184 and 2025, p. 46.
32 Ex. 2032, P. 12, Para. 60.
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1. I,

met with the City to discuss what Petra called the 'attack lettei'.33 Petra's very characterization of the

letter as an 'attack lettei, reveals that Petra's interests were antagonistic to that of the City. To

conduct itself in such a way as to allow antagonism to occur revealed that even as of April 2007,

Petra had breached its duty of loyalty to the City.34

E. Petta Failed To Comply With Section 8 OfThe CMA.

Because Petra failed to pursue the consensual contractual mechanism provided in Section 7

of the CM.A, Change Order No. 2 was not really a "request" by Petra for additional compensation.

It was, and remains, a "claim" as contemplated by Section 8 of the CMA.

Section 8 required Petra to submit a written notice of a claim to the City within twenty-one

days of the "first appearance of the circumstances giving rise to the claim." "The intent of the

parties is determined from the plain meaning of the words." See, Clear Likes Trout Co., Inc. v. Clear

Springs Foods, Inc., 141 Idaho 117, 120, 106 P. 3d 443, 446 (2005). The word 'claim' means: "The

aggregate operativefacts giving rise to a right enforceable I(y a court':· "the assertion 0/any existing right; a'!Y right to

p'!Yment or to an equitable remetfy, even ifcontingentorprotisionaL35 Black's L:nv Dictionary, 9th Ed. P. 281.

Change Order No. 2 stated that the claim for additional compensation was based on the

alleged increase in the size of the Building and the "corresponding" increase in the cost from ''$12.2

Million to ... $19.6 Million.''36 Petra was aware of both of those "circumstances" or 'aggregate

operative facts' by, at the latest, July 12, 2007, when it presented its cost estimate to the City.37 In

fact, the evidence establishes that Petra knew as early as August of 2007 of its intended increased

CM Fee, as such was included in its undisclosed to the City spreadsheet, yet did not notify the City

of its intent to claim additional compensation for those "circumstances" until, at the earliest

33 Ex. 2130, P. 279 (Div. 1 dated April 3,2007)
34 WescoARltJbot!Y Sttpp!J, Inc. v. Ernest, 243 P. 3d 1069,1080 (2010)
35 Black's L11I' Dictionary, 9th Ed. P. 281.
36 Ex. 2285.
37 Ex. 2184.
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fact, the evidence establishes that Petra knew as early as August of 2007 of its intended increased 

CM Fee, as such was included in its undisclosed to the City spreadsheet, yet did not notify the City 

of its intent to claim additional compensation for those "circumstances" until. at the earliest 

33 Ex. 2130, P. 279 (Div. 1 dated April 3,2007) 
34 WescoARltJ!Jot!y S1IJ>PtJ, I1Ic. v. Ernest, 243 P. 3d 1069,1080 (2010) 
35 Black's L11I' Dictionary, 9th Ed. P. 281. 
36 Ex. 2285. 
37 Ex. 2184. 

PLAINTIFF/COUN1ERDEFENDANT CITY OF MERIDIAN'S WRITTEN CLOSING ARGUMENT - 2S 



'II. '"

November 5, 2007. That notification was too late and deprived the City of its opportunity to

"timely review the circumstances of the [c]laim.''38

Petra failed to comply with Section 8 of the CMA. Thus, its claims for additional

compensation pursuant to Section 8 of the CMA must be dismissed.

F. Petta Failed To "Track The Change" As Required By Section 6.2.2 OfThe CMA.

Section 6.2.2 of the CMA states that the not-to-exceed limits of the Reimbursables "shall be

adjusted up or down accordingly based upon the actual number of hours worked in furtherance of

[a] change." Mr. Bennett admitted that Petra had the ability to track the actual number of hours in

furtherance of a change as required by Section 6.2.2, but Petra chose not to do SO.39 Additionally,

Petra expressly waived any claim to "an additional reimbursable expense or general conditions

reimbursables as part of' Change Order No.240 Petra's claim for additional Reimbursables must be

dismissed.

G. Petta Failed To Introduce Evidence Establishing Its Claimed Damages

Even if Petra could have established that it complied with one of the above-discussed

sections of the CMA, Petra failed to introduce evidence of its damages.

None of Petra's evidence included testimony or documentation substantiating any of the

damage amounts claimed by Petra in its Amended Counterclaim. Furthermore, Petra failed to put

on any proof that it actually suffered a monetary loss by way of the City's claimed failure to pay.

Petra failed to introduce a single cancelled check, unpaid invoice, or corroborating evidence of its

claimed loss. Petra's only 'claim' consisted of Change Order No. 2, and was based purely on the

application of a fictional percentage to the City's costs, and 'estimates' of labor without any

substantiation. Petra's only pU1ported evidence of damage was the pU1ported backup for Change

38 Ex. 2003, P. 20 §8.1.
39 Tr. TrllIlscr. 6078:9-22.
40 Ex. 2309, p.2.
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Order No.2. Change Order No.2 was actually submitted by Petra on April 4, 2008, and is based

purely upon the theory of applying a percentage to the claimed total cost of the Project. The simple

'claim' of applying a percentage which is not stated anywhere in the CMA, as against total cost is the

only claimed basis for an award of damages under the CMA. Petra's claim lacks any substantiation.

Establishing damages is one of the core elements of a breach of contract claim. Petra's

failure to introduce any such evidence precludes the Court from finding a breach of contract by the

City.

H. Petra Waived Any Claims For Addidonal Compensadon

"Waiver is a voluntary, intentional relinquishment of a known right or advantage." Stoddard v.

Hagadone Corp., 147 Idaho 186, 191, 207 P.3d 162, 167 (2009) (quoting Brand S Corp. v. King, 102

Idaho 731, 734, 639 P.2d 429, 432 (1981)). ''It is a voluntary act and implies election by a party to

dispense with something of value or to forego some right or advantage which he might at his option

have demanded and insisted upon." Id. (quoting Crouch v. Bischoff, 78 Idaho 364, 368, 304 P.2d 646,

649 (1956)). "A party asserting waiver must have acted in reliance upon the waiver and altered the

party's position." Id. (quoting Hecla Mining Co. v. Star-Morning Mining Co., 122 Idaho 778, 782, 839

P.2d 1192, 1196 (1992)). As discussed above, on four separate occasions41 from January 15,2007

through July 24,2007, Petra represented to the City that the Changes would not result in an increase

in the CM Fee or the Reimbursables. The City reasonably relied on Petra's representations in

deciding to proceed forward with the Project

I. Petra Is Estopped From Making Its Claims For Addidonal Compensadon

The doctrine of "quasi-estoppel" is properly invoked against a person asserting a claim

inconsistent with a position previously taken by him, with knowledge of the facts and his rights, to

the detriment of the person seeking application of the doctrine. Obrt:g v. MitcheU, 98 Idaho 533, 535-

41 Ex.'s 2007, 2183, 2145, 2184, and 2025, p. 46.
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540,567 P.2d 1284, 1286 - 1291 (1977) (citing Evans v. Idaho State Tax Commission, 97 Idaho 148, 

540 P.2d 810 (1975». As discussed above, Petra repeatedly represented to the City that the Changes 

would not result in an increase in the CM Fee or the Reimbursables. The City reasonably relied on 

Petra's representations in deciding to proceed forward with the Project. 

CONCLUSION 

The evidence leads to a singular conclusion: Petra was placed in a fiduciary position to 

protect the Citizens of Meridian both with regard to the construction of the MCH and in the 

expenditure of taxpayer's money. Petra breached that "trust and confidence" in almost every 

conceivable way, and Petra must be held accountable for its conduct. For this reason, the City 

requests that this Court enter judgment in favor of the City in the amount of $8,477,559, plus 

attorney fees and costs, and further find that Petra's claims be dismissed in their entirety. 

DATED this 9th day ofMay 2011. 

TROUT.JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A. 

BY~J. Trou~--------
Daniel Loras Glynn 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff 

-
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MAY 09 2011

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

TIlE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal C01poration,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
C01poration,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

THE CITY'S PROPOSED FINDINGS
OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF
LAW

Comes now, the City of Meridian (the "City"), by and through its counsel of record,

and submits its Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions ofLaw.

INTRODUCTION

This is a breach of contract case. The contract in question relates to Petra's

management of the construction of Meridian City Hall and its related facilities. The City

alleges Petra breached the contract, and Petra alleges the City breached the contract.

The court trial began on December 2, 2010. The parties rested on April 7, 2011,

after 59 days of trial. Six-hundred and sixty exhibits, consisting of over twelve thousand

pages, were introduced into evidence. Twenty-four fact witnesses testified, and eleven

expert witnesses testified. The City was represented by Kim Trout. Petra, Inc. ("Petra'') was

represented by Tom Walker and Erika Klein.
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The Court conducted a site visit of the subject project during trial to gain a better

understanding of the factual disputes raised by the parties.

At the close of trial, the Court instructed the parties to submit simultaneous closing

arguments and proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law by May 9, 2011. All

rebuttals were due two weeks later on May 23, 2011, upon which date the Court took the

matter under advisement.

FINDINGS OF FAct

1. Prior to 2006, the Citizens of Meridian, Idaho (the "City") decided to build a

New City Hall (the ''Project'').

2. In 2006, the City chose to hire a professional construction manager (''eM'')

to manage the design and construction of the Project because the City did not have the

experience, man-power or skill to manage such a project.1

3. The City initiated a process to select a qualified CM for the Project.

4. Based upon its Statement of Qualifications and presentltion to the City

during the selection process, Defendant Petra, Incorporated ("Petra'') was selected to act as

the CM for the Project.2

5. Petra represented that Gene Bennett held an Idaho professional CM license

as well as an Idaho professional engineering license.3 In fact, Bennett has never held an

engineering license in the state of Idaho.4

6. On July 11, 2006, the City retained LCA Architects, P.A., pursuant to a

Professional Services Agreement, to provide architectural services on the Project.5

1 Tr. Transcr. 149:3-13 & 1825:15-20.
2 Ex. 2001.
3 Ex. 2001, p. 36.
4 Tr. Transcr. 6572:14-6573:15.
5 Ex. 2002.
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7. On August 7, 2006, the City and Petra entered into the Construction

Management Agreement, (the ''CMA''), which set forth the terms and conditions upon

which Petra would manage the design and construction of the Project.6

8. A principal putpose of the CMA was to create a relationship of "trust and

conftdence" between the parties, wherein Petra accepted the fiduciary role of using its

claimed skills, qualifications and experience in the construction industry to "manag[e] and

coordinat[e] the design and construction of the Project on behalf of [the City]" and in

furtherance of "the interests of [the City] through efficient business administration and

management.,,7

9. The general scope of Petra's responsibilities was defined as follows: "... to

do all things, or, when appropriate, require [Lombard-Conrad Architects, P.A. ("LCA'')] and

each [prime Contractor] to do all things necessary, appropriate or convenient to achieve the

end result desired by Owner.... '>8

10. In addition to the general scope of services set forth above, Petra agreed to

perform specifically enumerated duties which were set forth in the CMA.

11. The CMA specifically provided that "time is of the essence" for all duties

under the CMA.9

12. The CMA could only be modified "in writing signed by both parties."lO

13. Petra was provided with authority to act on behalf of the City so it could

achieve the City's objectives.ll

6 Ex. 2003.
7 Id, at p. 5, §1.1 & p. 11, §4.1.
8 Id, at p. 11, §4.1.
9 Id., 2003 p. 25, §10.13.
10 Id, p. 26, §10.17.
11 Id, at p. 6, §1.3 & p. 9, §3.1.
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14. The City agreed not to exercise any control over the manner or method by

which Petra performed its services under the CMA.12

15. Petra agreed to perform the expressly identified services under the CMA "in

the exercise of ordinary and reasonable care and with the same degree of professional skill,

diligence and judgment as is customary among construction managers of similar reputation

performing work for projects of a size, scope and complexity similar to the Project.,,13

16. As compensation for its services, Petra agreed to be paid a fixed management

fee (the "CM Fee"), along with repayment of certain "not-to-exceed" reimbursable expenses

for Petra's direct labor costs (the ''Reimbursables''). The CM Fee was $574,000. The not-

to-exceed limit for the Reimbursables was $279,81214

17. Petra was required to maintain all Project Records, including full and detailed

expense records. More specifically, Petra was required to maintain receipts and records of all

reimbursable expenses and exercise such controls as may be necessary for proper financial

management and control of the Project. Such records were to be made available for

inspection by the City.1s

18. It was Petra's stated policy, that all Project communication be documented in

writing.16

19. In the event the Project was delayed due to causes beyond Petra's contro~

Petra's "sole right and remedy against [the City was] an extension of time and reimbursable

expenses pursuant to Section 6.2... .',17 However, if Petra felt the City was causing delays

and/or actively interfering with the Project, Petra could bypass the strict damages limitation

12 It/., at p. 8, §2.8.
13 It/., at p. 5, §1.1.
14 It/., at p. 17, §6.
15 It/., at p. 7, §2.4 & p. 19 §6.2.4.
16 Ex. 2001, p. 17
17 See, Ex. 2003, p. 17, §5.2.
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set forth in Section 5.2 by providing the City with written notice of such interference.1s

Upon providing such notice, Petra was entitled to seek "an equitable adjustment in its

compensation pursuant to [Section] 7... ,,19 Petra never provided the City with any such

written notice.3)

20. Pursuant to Section 7 of the CMA, the CM Fee and not-to-exceed limit for

the Reimbursables were potentially subject to "equitable adjustments" if any of the following

events "materially affected" Petra's services:

a. A change in the instructions or approvals given by [the City] that
necessitate revisions to previously prepared documents or the
reperformance ofpreviously performed services;

b. Significant change to the Project, including, but not limited to size,
quality, complexity, [the City's] schedule, budget or procurement
method;

c. [petra] performs additional services because of active [City]
interference pursuant to Section 5.2 [of the CMA], or

d. Preparation for and attendance at a dispute resolution proceeding or
a legal proceeding except where [petra] is a party thereto or where
[petra's] performance is an issue in such proceeding.

See, Ex. 2003, p. 20, § 7.

21. If Petra believed one of the above changes would materially affect its

services, and Petra desired an equitable adjustment related to the change, Petra was required

to follow the process set forth in Section 7 of the CMA, which is:

Step 1 - Notify the City of the proposed change in services;

Step 2 - Obtain mutual agreement between the City and Petra regarding the
amount of the equitable adjustment; and

Step 3 - Obtain the City's advance approval before providing the additional
servIces.

18 Ex. 2003, p. 17, §5.2.
19Id

20 Tr. Transcr. 5969:5-11.
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22. If Petra felt it was entitled to additional compensation, but either did not or

could not proceed pursuant to the consensual procedure set forth in Section 7 of the CMA,

Petra had the option of claiming additional compensation pursuant to Section 8 of the

CMA.Z1 Any such claim was required to be made in writing no later than twenty-one

calendar days after the first appearance of the circumstances giving rise to the Claim.22

23. To be entitled to an increase in the not-to-exceed limits of the Reimbursables

(either through Section 5.2, Section 7, or Section 8), Petra was required to establish "the

actual number of hours worked in furtherance of [a] change:'23 The "actual number of

hours" were required to be "described with reasonable particularity Lincluding] each service

rendered, the date thereof, the time expended, and the persons rendering such service.,,24

24. Despite its ability to do so, and despite the fact it required its own

consultants to do so, Petra did not track its hours or properly describe its services with

particularity as required by Section 6 of the CMA2S

25. Section 3.2.2 of the CMA required the City, at the outset of the Project, to

convey to Petra its preliminary planning and programming information regarding the

Project, including, but not limited to, the City's "purposes, concepts, desires and any design,

construction, scheduling, budgetary or operational needs, restrictions or requirements..." (the

"Owner's Criteria'').

21 Ex. 2003, p. 20, §8.
22 It/.
23 It/., p. 18, §6.2.2.
24 It/., p. 19, §6.3.1.
25 Tr. Transcr. 4679:14-4680:2, 6008:14-6009:22, 6078:9-22; Ex. 2003, p. 19, §6.3.1; Ex. 2076, p. 20; Ex. 2097 p.
124.
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26. The City timely conveyed the Owner's Criteria to Petta through a series of

meetings and written correspondence.26

27. The Owner's Criteria was, essentially, "to develop a new cost efficient city

hall facility and public plaza[,]" designed to and accommodate "approximately 80,000 square

feet of Class A office space and related improvements" (i.e., entry ways, bathrooms,

hallways, elevators, stairwells, mechanical rooms, storage rooms, etc.) (the "Building").27

The Owner's Criteria also included surface parking.28 The "Project Budget" as defined by

the CMA was $12,200,000.29

28. Idaho Code §54-4512 specifically required that Petra post performance and

payment bonds related to its services. The CMA also referenced this duty.30 Petra failed to

provide such bonds.31

29. Petra's management of the Project consisted of at least sixty, separately

identiftable duties.32 These duties can be divided into six general phases: (1) Development

Strategies Phase, Section 4.2; (2) Site Preparation Phase, Section 4.3; (3) Preliminary Design

Phase, Section 4.4; (4) Construction Documents Phase, Section 4.5; (5) Bidding Phase,

Section 4.6; and (6) Construction Phase, Section 4.7.33

30. Petra failed to perform forty-three percent of the sixty separately identifiable

duties; twenty-eight percent of the duties were incomplete; only twenty-eight percent were

satisfactorily performed.34

26 Tr. Transcr. 9632:11 - 9633:7.
27 Ex. 2003, p. 9, §3.1 & p. 5, Recital B, .
28 Id, p. 5, Recital B.
29 Id, p. 13, §4.4.1(t).
30 It/, at p. 23, §10.3 & p. 8, §2.7.
31 Tr. Transcr. 6539:11-14.
32 Ex. 2780; Tr. Transcr. 4531:3-7.
33 Ex. 2003, p. 11, §4.
34 Ex. 2780; Tr. Transcr. 4620:21 - 4621:3.
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DcvelQpmcnt Stratqjcs Ph'"

31. Section 4.2 of the CMA required Petra to: (1) prepare and submit to the City

a written report detailing its understanding of the Owner's Criteria and identifying any

design, construction, scheduling, budgetary, operational or other problems or

recommendations that may result from the Owner's Criteria (the ''Prc-Consttuetion

Written Report''); and (2) develop a preliminary schedule.35

32. Petra did not deliver a Pre-Construction Written Report or a contractually

compliant preliminary schedule to the City.36 The failure to create the written report

documenting Petra's understanding of the Owner's Criteria had severe consequences.37 This

failure, cultivated a culture wherein ignoring the contract documents and requirements was

acceptable.38

Site Preparation PhaaC

33. Section 4.3 of the CMA required Petra to prepare and submit to the City a

plan for the demolition of the existing improvements on the site where the Project was to be

constructed (the ''Demolition PIan'').39

34. Petra never prepared a Demolition Plan. In lieu of preparing a Demolition

Plan, Petra submitted a plan prepared by Ideal Demolition. Ideal Demolition's plan and

Ideal Demolition's workmanship under Petra's supervision, failed to protect existing utilities

on site, causing both damage and delay.4O

35 Ex. 2003, p. 11, §4.2.
36 Tr. Transcr. 5920:3-20.
37 Tr. Transcr. 4258:11-4259:2.
38]d

39 Ex. 2003, p. 11, §4.3
40 Tr. Transcr. 203:12-22; Tr. Vol6043:1-24; Ex. 2952.
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35. At least three months prior to demolition of the Project site, Petra became

aware of the existence of a water well and irrigation line that might be affected by the

demolition. 41 This issue was not addressed in the plan prepared by Ideal Demolition.

36. In the demolition process, the water well was damaged and the irrigation line

was destroyed, causing both damage and delay.42

37. Section 4.4 of the CMA required Petra to prepare and submit the following

to the City for approval:

a. a Construction Management Plan;

b. a Master Project Schedule;

c. a Preliminary Price Estimate;

d. a Communications Plan; and

e. a Quality Management Plan.

38. On January 15, 2007, Petra presented the Preliminary Price Estimate to the

City.43 Petra stated an estimated cost of $15,400,000 to build the Project, and included line

items for the CM Fee and Reimbursambles, which amounts remained unchanged from the

amounts stated in the CMA. Petra did not inform the City that the increased costs or

changes in the Project, as reflected in the Preliminary Price Estimate, would require Petra to

perform "additional services" as that term is used in Section 7 of the CMA.

41 Ex. 2952.
42 Tr. Transcr. 388:17-389:9.
43 Ex. 2007.
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39. On January 19, 2007, Petra presented a portion of the Construction

Management Plan to the City (the "CMp").44 The CMP included sections addressing the

project schedule, the communications plan and the quality management plan.

40. The CMP failed to contain all information required by Section 4.4 of the

CMA. The CMP's Organizational Chart failed to provide any organizational information.45

Additionally, Petra failed to itemize the tasks of LCA, Petra, and any that Petra might deem

to be the City's. It also failed to create a schedule providing for completion of the Pre-

Construction Services to match the Project Schedule (i.e. within six months of the execution

of the CMA).46

41. Section 4.5 of the CMA required Petra to, among other things, "[r]eview the

Construction Documents at appropriate intervals during their preparation to make

recommendations to [the City and LCA as to] their constmctability, cost-effectiveness,

clarity, consistency and coordination." It required that review to "include peer reviews by

electrical, mechanical, structural and architectural professionals for up to two (2) work days

per discipline."47

42. Petra failed to perform its Section 5.4 review, and failed to cause the Section

4.5 peer reviews to occur.

44 Ex. 2236. Ex. 2547. Petra submitted two subsequent iterations of the CMP, Ex. 2132 and Ex. 2267. The
subsequent iterations were very similar to the original version. To the extent there are any material differences,
those differences wiD be specifically addressed, i'!fm.
45 Ex. 2547, p. 7-8.
46 Ex. 2003, p. 18, §6.2.2; Ex. 2547, p. 34.
47 Id, p. 13, §4.5.3.
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Other Prc-COIIItDJetioA Phi., Illuca and Events

43. As of November 27, 2006, Petra had billed 100% of the Development

Strategies Phase.43

44. Section 6.2.2 of the CMA required all Pre-Construction services to be

completed within 6 months, i.e. January 31, 2007.49 Petra failed to complete all Pre-

Construction services by January 31, 2007, and failed to manage and require LCA to

complete all of its Pre-Construction services by January 31, 2007.50

45. As of January 27, 2007, Gene Bennett had only recorded 26 hours of his

contractually mandated 192 hours for Preconstruction Services.51

46. On February 12, 2007, Petra presented what it termed the 'fmal cost

estimate.'52 The 'final cost estimate' was required to be provided prior to the completion of

the Pre-Construction Services, and prior to actual construction. Petra stated an estimated

cost of $16,200,000 to build the Project. As of that date, Petra was aware of the fact that the

City had approved the Building to be four stories, including a basement, and that the HVAC

and plumbing systems were going to be "state-of-the-art". Despite the 32% increase in the

estimated cost for the Project and the fact that the Building was going to include "state-of-

the-art" mechanical systems, Petra represented to the City that the CM Fee and the

Reimbursables remained unchanged from the amounts stated in the CMA. Petra did not

inform the City that the increased costs or changes in the project as reflected in the February

12 cost estimate would require Petra to perform "additional services" as that term is used in

Section 7 of the CMA.

48 Ex. 2005, p. 3.
49 Ex. 2003, p. 18, §6.2.2.
50 Ex. 2261; Tr. Transcr. 6181:5-12.
51 Tr. Transcr. 6190:25 - 6191:3; Ex. 2003, p. 18, §6.2.2(a) (Project Manager 6 Months x 32 hrs/month =192
hours).
52 Tr. Transcr. 6554:7-10 (Deposition Testimony of Gene Bennett read into the trial record).
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47. During the first quarter of 2007, the City was becoming increasingly

frustrated with Petra's failure to perfonn. For example, Petra caused delays in addressing an

irrigation ditch issue, securing a surveyor, and bidding the shell and core for the Building.53

Also, Petra had allowed improper staff substitutions, poorly managed the demolition

contractor and improperly managed the contaminated soil removal.54

48. On March 31,2007, as a result of increasing frustration on the part of the

City as to Petra's delayed and incomplete performance of its duties under the CMA, Ted

Baird sent Petra a letter outlining Petra's failures and the City's concerns, reiterating Petra's

duties as set forth in the CMA, and requesting Petra to attend an April 3, 2007, City Council

executive session to address the issues raised in the letter.55

49. Upon receipt of the letter, Gene Bennett met with Petra personnel to review

the City's letter. Petra characterized as the City "attack letter.,,56

50. On April 3, 2007, Gene Bennett sent the City a reply, denying any

responsibility for the delays and failures complained of by the City.57 In effect, Petra blamed

others for its failed performance.

51. The City was contemplating terminating Petra prior to the April 3, 2007

. • 58
executtve sessIOn.

52. On April 3, 2007, Petra presented a revision to the February 12 cost estimate.

The revised estimate was based upon receipt of the Phase IT bids for the Project Core and

Shell. These bids included the cost for constructing the basement, as well as the costs for

53 Ex. 2258; Tr. Tl'lI.Il5Cr. 383:17-384:21 & 387:7 - 389:9.
54 Tr. Tl'lI.Ilscr. 2067:17-2068:9; Tr. Traoscr. 203:12-22; Tr. Tl'lI.Ilscr. 401:11 - 403:14; Tr. Tl'lI.Il5Cr. 1956:25
1957:6.
55 Ex. 2258.

56 Ex. 2130, p. 279.
57 Ex. 2261.

58 Tr. Traoscr. 1956:16 -1957:19; Tr. Tl'lI.Ilscr. 3927:21 - 3928:12; Tr. Tl'lI.Il5Cr. 3933:25 - 3934:2.
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the exterior stone and brickwork.59 The updated estimated cost was $18,100,000 to build the

Project. The April 3 cost estimate included line items for the CM Fee and the

Reimbursables. The CM Fee and the Reimbursables remained unchanged from the amounts

stated in the CMA. Petra did not inform the City that the increased costs or changes in the

Project as reflected in the April 3 cost estimate would require Petra to perform "additional

services" as that term is used in Section 7 of the CMA60

53. At the April 3, 2007 Executive Session, Petra met with the City Council,

staff, and the City's extemallegal counsel, Frank Lee.61 At the meeting. Petra's President,

Jerry Frank, admitted that he had not previously read the CMA and that he was not aware of

the duties required of Petra by the CMA.62 Mr. Frank assured the City that he now

understood the requirements of the CMA, and that, even though the CMA required more of

Petra than he initially thought, Petra would perform all of the duties set forth in the CMA as

the Project moved forward.63

54. The City relied upon Mr. Frank's express representation in allowing Petra to

remain on the Project, and as the basis for not terminating the CMA as of that meeting.64

55. Mr. Frank did not advise the City that the increased cost of the Project was

going to result in Petra seeking an increased CM Fee or Reimbursables.65

56. The Preconstroction services phase was supposed to be completed within

six-months from the signing of the CMA, i.e. by the end ofJanuary 2007.66 As of the April

3, 2007 meeting, Petra had still not completed the Pre Construction services.

59 Ex. 2145.
60 Tr. Transcr. 4165:21 - 25.
61 Tr. Transcr. 376:2-377:2; Tr. Transcr. 3916:15 - 3917:3.
62 Tr. Transcr. 3917:19-3918:2.
63 Tr. Transcr. 3918:21 - 3919:3; Tr. Transcr. 1831:2 - 10.
64 Tr. Transcr. 3933:25 - 3934:2; Tr. Transcr. 4149:19 - 22; Tr. Transcr. 1831:18 - 25.
65 Tr. Transcr. 4165:21-25.
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57. As of May 17, 2007, Mr. Bennett reported that he had spent a total of 144

hours working on the Project67 Of those 144 hours, 82 hours were solely related to the

management of the contaminated SOil.
68 Mr. Bennett spent a total of 62 hours, or

approximately 6 hours per month working on the Project.69

Cgnatrystion Pha'c

58. The construction phase commenced on May 7, 2007.70 The Construction

Phase was to consist of Petra managing the construction of the Project to insure that it was

built in accordance with best construction practices, free of defects or deficiencies, and in

conformance with the plans and specifications to achieve a <first class result' for the City.

59. Petra had a specific contractual duty to administer and manage each Prime

Contract/Prime Contractor and reject any deficient or defective Work.71 Deficient or

defective Work was work that failed to meet the requirements of the Contract Documents.72

60. The Construction Contracts required that a Certificate of Substantial

Completion be issued by the Architect for each Prime Contractor as it completed its portion

of the Work, in conjunction with Petra's duty to inspect the Work.73 Upon the issuance of

the Certificates of Substantial Completion for each individual Prime Contractor, the Prime

Contractor was required to provide a one-year warranty phase.74

66 Ex. 2003, p. 18, §6.2.2.
67 Tr. Tmnscr. 4741:2-5.
68 Tr. Tmnscr. 4741:18-21.
69 Tr. Transcr. 4743:5-12.
70 Ex. 2130, p. 254, div-Ol.
71 Ex. 2003, p. 16, §§4.7.9 & 4.7.10.
72 Tr. TrlUlScr. 6029:22-25; Ex. 2017, p. 21, §3.5.1
73 Ex. 2017, p. 42, §§9.8.1, 9.8.2 & 9.8.3.
74 Id.
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61. Pursuant to the CMA, it was Petra's responsibility to inspect the Work prior

to the issuance of the Certificates of Substantial Completion, and when appropriate, to

ensure that the Certificates of Substantial Completion were issued.75

62.

63. On May 9, 2007 (two days after construction began on the Project), Petra

submitted an update to the CMP (the ''Updated eMP''). The Updated CMP contained

multiple representations by Petra as to how it would manage the Project, including:

a. Represent the City in the design process and provide insight to
meeting the City's expectations for the project;76

b. Provide regular inspections of work in progress to support Project
Superintendent for the project duration;77

c. Provide regular public updates to the City on the job cost and
schedule performance as a good steward of the public funds
fmancing this Project;78

d. Manage and coordinate the sequencing of the work in progress in
accordance with the project schedule to ensure timely completion of
the Projeet;79

e. Provide the front line of quality control in the installation of the
contracted work and, insure timely response to questions or requests
regarding the work in progress from all parties;80

f. Keep daily reports filed in chronological order.81

64. The Updated CMP also contained a section addressing "Claims and Change

Order Management.'>82 That section begins with the following statement:

a. Claims avoidance starts with the conceptual design stage with the
Design T earn and [petra] listening to the City and defining the
expectations of the finished product in a format that all of the team
understands. This repetitive, re-stating of the perceived expectations
helps to set the tone for the design details that will become the basis

75 Ex. 2003, p. 5, §1.1 and p. 11, §4.1 (the 'do aU things' clause)
76 Ex. 2267, p. 9.
77Id
78Id
79 Id, p. 10.
80 Id
81 Id, p. lI.
82 Id, pp. 14 - 15.
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for the conceptual and preliminary budgets and drive the
construction documents phase.

65. That section of the Updated CMP goes on to provide that. "[i]n all matters

regarding claims and change requests, each request will be documented and addressed

quickly to avoid delays in the schedule that could impact the project schedule and to protect

the City against latent claims after the [PJroject is complete."

66. The Updated CMP included the Master Project Schedule.83 The Master

Project Schedule was incomplete because it did not identify any tasks for LCA.84

67. The Updated CMP also included the Communication Plan and Project

Staffing Recommendations.85 The Communication Plan and Project Staffing

Recommendations set forth the manner in which the parties were to communicate with each

other during the course of the Project. Several representatives of the City, including Keith

Watts and Ted Baird, were referenced as contact points. No one was identified as an

individual who was authorized to make decisions on behalf of the City, or as the City's

'authorized representative',

68. The Updated CMP also included the Quality Management Plan (the

"QMP"), The QMP stated, in relevant part, that during construction the "Petra Team is

specifically responsible for ... [d]aily inspection for correctness and quality of work being

installed by the Petra Project Management team confirming that the work is being installed

in accordance with the contract design and best construction practices." 86

83 Ex. 2267, p. 16. The Master Project Schedule was delivered as part of the updated CMP.
84 Ex. 2003, p. 12, §4.4.1(b).
85 Ex. 2267, pp. 8-10 & 19-21.
86 Set, Ex. 2547, pp. 57-58, §I1I.c.; Ex. 2267, pp.22-24.
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69. The Quality Management Plan also stated that, in order to "insure that all

equipment and building components are operating correctly[,]" it was Petra's duty to, among

other things:

(a) " ... [I]nsure a smooth transition between the construction and

operation of the facility[;]"

(b) "Schedule and direct the City and the Design Tearn in the Punch list

process and then manage the punch list[;]"

(c) Implement the contract warranty procedure, and address any and all

warranty calls from the City in a timely manner to minimize negative

impact on the City and to insure proper material and equipment

warranties and operation. Log and track aU warranty reports to

identify trends and notify the City of any potential patent or latent

product or workmanship issues that may require further action by the

City[;] and

(d) At the end of the one-year builder's warranty, deliver to the City a

binder containing all warranty call back information, results and any

warranty extensions or warranty claim documentation.87

70. The CMP contained a tool called the Non-Compliance Notice, which could

have been used to notify the City or LCA of failures to meet specific contract milestones.88

At no time did Petra issue a non-compliance notice to the City or LCA.89

71. The Updated CMP failed to correctly identify the appropriate contractual and

working relationships between Petra, the City, LCA, and the Prime Contractors.90

87 Id. at §§IV.c & IV.d;Ex. 2267,pp.22-24.
88 Ex. 2267, p. 12.
89 Tr. Transcr. 274:8-19; 6066:19-22; Tr. Transcr. 7309:16-19.
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72. On July 12, 2007, Petra presented another revised cost estimate to the City.91

It stated an estimated cost of $20,400,000 to build the Project. As of that date, the City and

Petra had received and reviewed the bids for the Phase III, Mechanical, Electrical, Plumbing,

and Interior Finish Work of the Building. The July 12 cost estimate included line items for

the CM Fee and the Reimbursables. The CM Fee and Reimbursables remained unchanged

from the amounts stated in the CMA. Petra did not inform the City that the increased costs

or changes to the project as reflected in the July 12 cost estimate would require Petra to

perform "additional services" as that term is used in Section 7 of the CMA.

73. At a July 24, 2007 City Council Meeting, Wes Bettis, the Project Engineer for

Petra, assured the City that the July 12 cost estimate included ["all items they can think

ofl92 Mr. Bettis did not mention any perceived "additional services" to be performed by

Petra or the need to negotiate any corresponding "equitable adjustment" pursuant to Section

7 of the CMA.

74. As of July 24, 2007, the plans and specifications for the Project were

essentially complete and included each of the items of 'claimed' changes, which Petra

identifted in its Amended Counterclaim, Ex. 2032. There were no material changes to the

plans and specifications for the Project after that date. Additionany, there were no material

changes to the budget after that date.93

75. In August of 2007, Petra prepared an updated budget which included, for the

first time, an increase in the line item for the CM Fee.94 Petra did not provide a copy of this

updated budget to the City.95

90 Ex. 2267, p. 7.
91 Ex. 2184.
92 Ex. 2025, pp. 46-48.
93 Ex. 2032,1160 (sffirmatively stating the Project had a cost of$2O.4~.
94 Ex. 2148.
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76. Other than the addition of the increased CM Fee, there is no material

difference between Petra's July 2007 estimated budget and its August 2007 estimated budget.

77. On September 14, 2007, the City received "COR No.1 for CM Fee on

Contaminated Soil Removal with supporting documentation" from Petra claiming an

increase in the CM Fee and the not-to-exceed Reimbursables related to the discovery and

removal of contaminated soil on the Project, which discovery occurred in approximately

mid-February, 2007 ("Chanle Order No. f').96

78. Change Order No. 1 consisted of Petra demanding an increase in the CM

Fee and the not-to-exceed limit for the Reimbursables, as well as an additional sum claimed

for one month of General Conditions.97

79. In Change Order No.1, Petra billed the City for Wes Bettis' and Adam

johnson's time attributed to the management of the contaminated soils issue. Additionally,

Petra attributed all but four hours of Gene Bennett's time to the contaminated soil issue.

BO. With respect to the Reimbursables, Petra billed the City $11,314 for 'one

month of general conditions'.98 Petra provided no supporting invoices or receipts for the

general conditions billing as required by the CMA §6.2.3 & §6.2.4.99

81. The City paid Change Order No. 1 because it trusted that Petra was acting in

accord with Petra's fiduciary duty to the City and in the City's best interests.1OO The City did

not realize at that time, that Change Order No. 1 was submitted in violation of the CMA

82. On November 5, 2007, the City received a letter from Petra advising that

Petra would be submitting a "change order", claiming a $374,800.00 increase in the CM Fee

95 Tr. Transcr. 5467:3-5470:21,6620:17-6621:11.
96 Ex. 2281.
97Id.

98 Ex. 2281, p. 2.
99 Ex. 2281; Ex. 2003, p. 19, §6.2.3 & §6.2.4; Tr. Transcr. 1980:7 - 19; Tr. Transcr. 5991:11-23.
100 Ex. 2308.
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and a $5,508.00 increase in the not-to-exceed limit for the Reimbursables. Petra explained in

the letter that the "additional fee is based upon the difference in contract values, $7.4 Million

at 4.7% with a Phase IV-Plaza & Site Improvements budget of $1.5 Million or a total fee

increase of $347,800.00."101 Petra's letter said nothing about any "material affect" on Petra's

CM services, and made no attempt to commence negotiations for an equitable adjustment

pursuant to Section 7 of the CMA.

83. Petra admitted that the November 5, 2007 letter was the first time it advised

the City of its intent to seek additional compensation related to the increased budget.102

84. The City did not respond to the November 5, 2007 letter.

85. On April 4, 2008, Petra submitted what it tided "Change Order No. 2",

demanding a CM Fee increase in the amount of $376,808 ("Change Order No. 2")103.

Petra explained that the demanded increases were required because of a "net increase of

$8,221,103.00 to the budget."104 Petra withdrew its claim for "an additional reimbursable

expense or general conditions reimbursable" as part of this change order because they

<'believe[d] sufficient funds [we]re available to cover theO cost thru the contract completion

86. Change Order No.2 was accompanied by a letter of the same date. In the

letter, of April 4, 2008, Petra claimed that the increased CM Fee was due to "significant

changes to the [P]roject size, complexity and budget that have occurred since the [CMA] was

executed.,,106 Petra also explained that the requested increase in the CM Fee was calculated

by <<Using the contract CM rate of 4.7% on the budget..." and applying it against the overall

101 Ex. 2285.
102 Tr. Transcr. 6620:17-6621:11.
103 Ex. 2309.
104 Id at p. 1
105Id at p. 2; Ex. 2285.
106 Id at p. 1.
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Project budget. Petra did not mention anything about its services being "materially altered"

as a result of any of the claimed changes to its services. Likewise, Petra did not seek to

negotiate an "equitable adjustment" to its CM Fee or Reimbursables pursuant to Section 7 of

theCMA.

87. Petra's explanation for the long delay in claiming an increased CM Fee and

Reimbursables was that it was waiting for the construction budget for the Project's Plaza to

be completed (i.e. for the "Total Cost" of the project, as that term is used in the

construction induStry).l07 Petra's explanation was that it was simply waiting to account for

the total cost of the Project

88. On May 9, 2008, Keith Watts wrote the following to Tom Coughlin and

Gene Bennett: " ... Council was not happy with [Change Order No. 2] and you will need to

address it at a Council Meeting in DETAIL before they will take any action:,108 Petra did

not respond to the City's invitation.109

89. On May 29, 2008, the City sent Petra a letter rejecting Change Order No.2

on the grounds that (1) "simply applying a percentage to the total budget is not acceptable";

(2) the number of change orders was indicative of a project that had not been managed with

diligence; and (3) there were unexplained discrepancies in the hours claimed.no The letter

rejected Petra's claim of 4.7% of the final cost and indicated the City would reconsider its

position if Petra could provide satisfactory grounds justifying additional CM Fee and/or

Reimbursables.

90. Petra did not send notice of a claim pursuant to Section 8 of the CMA within

21 days of receiving the City's May 28, 2008 rejection letter.

107Id
108 Ex. 2705.
109 Tr. Transcr. 3118:11-2119:25.
110 Ex. 2326, p. 1,2.
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Project budget. Petra did not mention anything about its services being "materially altered" 

as a result of any of the claimed changes to its services. Likewise, Petra did not seek to 

negotiate an "equitable adjustment" to its CM Fee or Reimbursables pursuant to Section 7 of 

theCMA. 

87. Petra's explanation for the long delay in claiming an increased CM Fee and 

Reimbursables was that it was waiting for the construction budget for the Project's Plaza to 

be completed (i.e. for the "Total Cost" of the project, as that term is used in the 

construction induStry).l07 Petra's explanation was that it was simply waiting to account for 

the total cost of the Project 

88. On May 9, 2008, Keith Watts wrote the following to Tom Coughlin and 

Gene Bennett: " ... Council was not happy with [Change Order No. 2] and you will need to 

address it at a Council Meeting in DETAIL before they will take any action.,,108 Petra did 

not respond to the City's invitation.109 

89. On May 29, 2008, the City sent Petra a letter rejecting Change Order No.2 

on the grounds that (1) "simply applying a percentage to the total budget is not acceptable"; 

(2) the number of change orders was indicative of a project that had not been managed with 

diligence; and (3) there were unexplained discrepancies in the hours claimed.110 The letter 

rejected Petra's claim of 4.7% of the final cost and indicated the City would reconsider its 

position if Petra could provide satisfactory grounds justifying additional CM Fee and/or 

Reimbursables. 

90. Petra did not send notice of a claim pursuant to Section 8 of the CMA within 

21 days of receiving the City's May 28, 2008 rejection letter. 
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110 Ex. 2326, p. 1,2. 

PROPOSED FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW Page 21 



91. The CMA required the Project to be completed by August 28, 2008. The

Project was not complete as of that date.

92. Various punchlists, which were lists of deficient and defective work to be

corrected by the Prime Contractors, were created either by Petra or LCA during the later

stages of the Project. There was conflicting testimony by Mr. Christiansen of LCA and Mr.

Coughlin of Petra as to whether LCA or Petra created the punchlists.

93. As of September 26, 2008, Petra was aware of at least 2,692 deficient,

defective, and non-conforming items on the punchlist for the Project.111

94. On October 3, 2008, 5 months after the City rejected Change Order No. 2,

Petra provided the City with a revised Change Order No. 2.112 This revised Change Order

No.2 sought, in addition to the change in CM Fee, additional 'reimbursable expenses' in the

amount of $128,035.00.113 Petra acknowledged revised Change Order No.2 was submitted

after the "claim had been rejected."u4

95. No Certificates of Substantial Completion have ever been issued for the

Work on the Project.l1S

96. On October 15, 2008, although no Certificates of Substantial Completion

had been issued to any Prime Contractor for any portion of the Work, and the items on the

punch lists remained unresolved, Petra advised the City to move into the Building.

97. Additionally, Petra advised the City to issue final payments to all of the Prime

Contractors, and to release all retainage for all Prime Contractors, with two minor

exceptions.116

111 Ex. 2175.
112 Ex. 2343.
113 It/, at p. 4.
114 Tr. Transcr. 6106:17 - 6108:22
115 Tr. Transcr. 8057:6-8; Tr. Transcr. 8904:4-9.
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91. The CMA required the Project to be completed by August 28, 2008. The 

Project was not complete as of that date. 

92. Various punchlists, which were lists of deficient and defective work to be 

corrected by the Prime Contractors, were created either by Petra or LCA during the later 

stages of the Project. There was conflicting testimony by Mr. Christiansen of LCA and Mr. 

Coughlin of Petra as to whether LCA or Petra created the punchlists. 

93. As of September 26, 2008, Petra was aware of at least 2,692 deficient, 

defective, and non-conforming items on the punchlist for the Project.111 

94. On October 3, 2008, 5 months after the City rejected Change Order No. 2, 

Petra provided the City with a revised Change Order No. 2.112 This revised Change Order 

No.2 sought, in addition to the change in CM Fee, additional 'reimbursable expenses' in the 

amount of $128,035.00.113 Petra acknowledged revised Change Order No.2 was submitted 

after the "claim had been rejected."u4 

95. No Certificates of Substantial Completion have ever been issued for the 

Work on the Project. us 

96. On October 15, 2008, although no Certificates of Substantial Completion 

had been issued to any Prime Contractor for any portion of the Work, and the items on the 

punch lists remained unresolved, Petra advised the City to move into the Building. 

97. Additionally, Petra advised the City to issue final payments to all of the Prime 

Contractors, and to release all retainage for all Prime Contractors, with two minor 

exceptions.U6 
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98. On February 24, 2009, the City sent Petra a letter again rejecting Change

Order No. 2.117 The City stated, again, that simply applying a percentage to the total budget

is not acceptable.

99. Heery was the Commissioning Agent ("CA") retained by LeA as a sub-

consultant on the Project. Heery had multiple duties in accord with the Project

Specifications.

100. On May 9, 2009, Heery issued a Commissioning Report dated September

2008 which identified major issues of deficient and defective Work on the Project. lIS

101. Since occupying the Meridian City Hall Building and assuming operational

control of the Project, the City has discovered (and continues to discover) multiple defects in

its construction that would have, and should have been prevented if Petra had performed its

duties pursuant to the terms of the CMA and the A201 General Conditions of the Prime

Contracts. The defects, and the related damages, will be itemized and discussed in the

Conclusions of Law.

102. The City advised Petra of the defects and Petra refused to properly remedy

the defects, or to cause the respective Prime Contractors to remedy the defects. Instead,

Petra continued to demand payment of revised Change Order No.2.

103. The City attempted to contact the Prime Contractors directly, but the Prime

Contractors refused to remedy the defects to meet the plans and specs.1I9

104. Petra did not require Western Roofing to complete the roof pursuant to the

plans and specification and allowed damage to the roof by allowing materials to be

116 Ex. 2379; Ex. 2380; Tr. TllUlscr. 2960:3-5; Tr. TllUlscr. 2963:11-23.
117 Ex. 2386; Tr. TllUl5Ct. 5017:2-5.
118 Ex. 546A.

119 Tr. TllUlScr. 4335:21-4337:1.
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98. On February 24, 2009, the City sent Petra a letter again rejecting Change 

Order No. 2.117 The City stated, again, that simply applying a percentage to the total budget 

is not acceptable. 

99. Heery was the Commissioning Agent ("CA") retained by LCA as a sub-

consultant on the Project. Heery had multiple duties in accord with the Project 

Specifications. 

100. On May 9, 2009, Heery issued a Commissioning Report dated September 

2008 which identified major issues of deficient and defective Work on the Project.11S 

101. Since occupying the Meridian City Hall Building and assuming operational 

control of the Project, the City has discovered (and continues to discover) multiple defects in 

its construction that would have, and should have been prevented if Petra had performed its 

duties pursuant to the terms of the CMA and the A201 General Conditions of the Prime 

Contracts. The defects, and the related damages, will be itemized and discussed in the 

Conclusions of Law. 

102. The City advised Petra of the defects and Petra refused to properly remedy 

the defects, or to cause the respective Prime Contractors to remedy the defects. Instead, 

Petra continued to demand payment of revised Change Order No.2. 

103. The City attempted to contact the Prime Contractors directly, but the Prime 

Contractors refused to remedy the defects to meet the plans and specs.119 

104. Petra did not require Western Roofing to complete the roof pursuant to the 

plans and specification and allowed damage to the roof by allowing materials to be 

116 Ex. 2379; Ex. 2380; Tr. TllUlscr. 2960:3-5; Tr. TllUlscr. 2963:11-23. 
117 Ex. 2386; Tr. TllUlscr. 5017:2-5. 
118 Ex. 546A. 

119 Tr. TllUlScr. 4335:21-4337:1. 
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inappropriately stored on the roof. l20 Ray Wetherholt., the City's expert witness regarding

roofing, opined that the roof should have been rejected because it is not complete and it

continues to leak.121 Mr. Wetherholt also opined that the roof should be replaced. l22

105. Todd Weltner, one of the City's construction experts, opined that Rule Steel

failed to complete its Work, including work upon the steel fascia, and it would not be

appropriate to issue a certificate of substantial completion.l23 In addition, Petra did not

deem Rule Steel substantially complete until at least February 8, 2008.124 Petra never

required Rule Steel to regain its schedule nor did Petra assess Rule Steel actual damages as

suffered by the City ofMeridian.l25

106. Petra allowed masonry to be installed that deviated from the Contract

Documents.l26 Ninety-fwe percent of the cast stone units deviated from the tolerances

contained in the plans and specifications.1Z7 The masonry as installed does not meet best

construction practices.128

107. Petra did not require the HVAC contractors to complete the Work pursuant

to the plans and specifications. l29 Petra failed to require the creation of the Owner's Project

Requirements, the Basis of Design, and 'Design Intent' Documents.l30 The Owner's Project

Requirements, Basis of Design and Design Intent documents are required so as to provide a

120 Tr. Transcr. 4273:1-4274:15,816:12-20,942:16-943:12,944:20-25.
121 Tr. Transcr. 948:24-949:3; Tr. Transcr: 952:1-13.
122 Tr. Transcr. 952:14-23 (Ihe trial transcript at page 952:21 states "hasn't leaked", however as multiple City
witnesses testified, the roof continually leaked since instsllstion. Set Tr. Transcr. 277:24-278:10. The City
believes that either Mr. Wetherholt misspoke or this page was transcribed incorrectly.)
123 Tr. Transcr. 3359:13-19.
124 Ex. 2305.

125 Tr. Transcr. 2892:2-11, 6408:1-5, 6393:3-6.
126 Tr. Transcr. 4296:2-14.
127 Tr. Transcr. 9901:3-8.
128 Tr. Transcr. 4304:9-19.
129 Tr. Transcr. 1661:12-20,4274:16-4287:14.
130 Tr. Transcr. 4576:9-13
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inappropriately stored on the roof.120 Ray Wetherholt., the City's expert witness regarding 

roofing, opined that the roof should have been rejected because it is not complete and it 

continues to leak.121 Mr. Wetherholt also opined that the roof should be replaced. l22 

105. Todd Weltner, one of the City's construction experts, opined that Rule Steel 

failed to complete its Work, including work upon the steel fascia, and it would not be 

appropriate to issue a certificate of substantial completion.l23 In addition, Petra did not 

deem Rule Steel substantially complete until at least February 8, 2008.124 Petra never 

required Rule Steel to regain its schedule nor did Petra assess Rule Steel actual damages as 

suffered by the City of Meridian.125 

106. Petra allowed masonry to be installed that deviated from the Contract 

Documents.126 Ninety-five percent of the cast stone units deviated from the tolerances 

contained in the plans and specifications.1Z7 The masonry as installed does not meet best 

construction practices.128 
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to the plans and specifications. l29 Petra failed to require the creation of the Owner's Project 
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baseline against which the HVAC system perfonnance would be judged. The HVAC

installation Work does not meet best construction practices.l3l

108. Hobsons Fabricating was required to provide both a preliminary and final

Testing, Adjusting and Balancing Report, (''TAB'') to show compliance with the plans and

sepcifieations.132 Hobsons Fabricating created a Preliminary TAB Report, which, according

to Heery International, evidenced not only significant operational issues, but also incomplete

Work. l33 Petra failed to require Hobsons to retest the HVAC system and provide a Final

TAB Report.l34

109. The water feature systems leak and as a result the City has been required to

tum off the canal system.13S In addition to leaking, the water feature has never operated with

the design intent, nor does the Work on the water features meet best construction

practices.l36 Petra failed to require M.R. Miller to provide complete shop drawings for the

water feature.137 Many of the issues with the water features could have been worked out

prior to construction, if the shop drawings had been submitted, or Petra had required them

to be submitted.l33

110. As a result of Petra's failures to inspect and reject deficient, defective, and

non-conforming construction Work on the Project, the City has been damaged in the

amount of $5,823,350, comprised of the following:

131 Tr. Transcr. 1661:21-1662:15.
132 Tr. Transcr. 7011:8-19.
133 Tr. Transcr. 5181:2-5182:1.
134 Tr. Transcr. 5174:25-5175:13,9727:1-9728:4.
135 Tr. Transcr. 310:24-311:7.
136 Tr. Transcr. 787:23-788:7, 708:16-709:14.
137 Tr. Transcr. 693:3-9.
138 Tr. Transcr. 705:20-707:15.
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baseline against which the HV AC system perfonnance would be judged. The HV AC 

installation Work does not meet best construction practices.l3l 

108. Hobsons Fabricating was required to provide both a preliminary and final 

Testing, Adjusting and Balancing Report, (''TAB'') to show compliance with the plans and 

sepcifications.132 Hobsons Fabricating created a Preliminary TAB Report, which, according 

to Heery International. evidenced not only significant operational issues, but also incomplete 

Work. l33 Petra failed to require Hobsons to retest the HV AC system and provide a Final 

TAB Report.l34 

109. The water feature systems leak and as a result the City has been required to 

tum off the canal system.13S In addition to leaking, the water feature has never operated with 

the design intent, nor does the Work on the water features meet best construction 

practices.l36 Petra failed to require M.R. Miller to provide complete shop drawings for the 

water feature.137 Many of the issues with the water features could have been worked out 

prior to construction, if the shop drawings had been submitted, or Petra had required them 

to be submitted.l33 

110. As a result of Petra's failures to inspect and reject deficient, defective, and 

non-conforming construction Work on the Project, the City has been damaged in the 

amount of $5,823,350, comprised of the following: 
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Source Witness DescriDtion Amount
Tr. Transcr. 790:3-25 Anderson, N eit Water Feature Repairs $315,000

Tr. Transcr. 954:14-24 Wetherholt, Ray Roo~costtore~k $450,000
(mcluding $192,000 in

roofing materials)

Tr. Transcr. Petsche, Tim HVAC-Flush, Clean $16,000
1685:22-1686:3 Recharge hydronic loops

Tr. Transcr. Petsche, Tim HVAC-Chiller installation $5,000
1686:4-10 replUr

Tr. Transcr. Petsche, Tim HVAC-Conrols repairs $250,000
1686: 11-18

Tr. Transcr. 1686:19-25 Petsche, Tim HVAC-Interior Reheat $1,500,000

Tr. Transcr. 1687:1-7 Petsche, Tim HVAC-Testingand $83,025
Balancing system (3 vistis at

@25,675

Tr. Transer. 3726:9-17 WeItner, Todd Access Floor -- Correct and $212,000
replUr

Tr. Transer. Weltner, Todd Mayor's Reception-Correct $95,850
3735:16-3736:3 and repair

Tr. Transer. WeItner, Todd Basement Mechanical Room $665,275
3739:18 & 3740-2 Correction

Tr. Transcr. 3750:3-14 Weltner, Todd Correct Southwest Corrner $743,600

Tr. T ranscr. WeItner, Todd Plumbing-Correct plumbing $222,600
3754:21-3755:3

Tr. Transcr. WeItner, Todd Masonry correction $1,265,000
3757:21-3758:9

TOTAL $5,823,350

111. Mr. Christiansen ofLCA testified that Certificates of Substantial Completion

were required for each Prime Contraetor.l39 Mr. Bennett testified that Certificates of

Substantial Completion were important documents to be issued.l40

112. Petra failed to obtain, and failed to require LCA to issue any Certificate of

Substantial Completion for any Prime Contractor.141 As a result, the City accrued liquidated

damages pursuant to the CMA in the amount of $1,650,000.142

139 Tr. Transcr. 7320:10-16.
140 Tt. Traoscr. 8784:14-8785:17.
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Source Witness Description Amount 
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were required for each Prime Contractor.l39 Mr. Bennett testified that Certificates of 
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113. As a result of Petra's failure to properly administer the contracts, the City has

accrued damages as follows:

Source Witn... Description Amount
Tr. Transcr. Packard, Steve Pac-West-repairs $71,767

1811:22-1812:3
Tr. Transcr. Weimer, Todd Change Orders $543,837

3863:20-3863:25
Tr. Transcr. 3864:6 Weimer, Todd Change Orders $105,011

Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Tools $3,208
2423:4-5

Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Signage $1,712
2446:22-25
Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Job Conditions $57,077
2492:16-21

Ex. 2127, PP. 10-12 Watts, Keith Extra Work Order $80,545

Tr. Transcr. Packard, Steve Pac-West-repairs contained -$71,767
1811:22-1812:3 within Job Conditions and

Extra Work Orders

Ex. 2127, P. 12 Watts, Keith LEED $0
Ex. 2127, P. 18 Watts, Keith Project Meetings $2,213

Ex. 2127, P. 48 Watts, Keith Twice Weekly Clean Up $2,383

Ex. 2127, P. 49 Watts, Keith Storage Container $529

Ex. 2127, P. 49 Watts, Keith Project Trailer $25,302

Ex. 2127, P. 50 Watts, Keith Drinking Water $748

Ex. 2127, P. 50 Watts, Keith Material Delivery $3,282

Ex. 2127, P. 50 Watts, Keith Photographs $2,626

Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Plans and Printing $1,166
2366:24-2369:10
Ex. 2127, P. 54 Watts, Keith Safety Equipment $0
Ex. 2127, P. 58 Watts, Keith Small Tools $0

Ex. 2127, PP. 59-61 Watts, Keith supplies & Postage $4,721

Ex. 2127, P. 61 Watts, Keith Telephone $8,758

Ex. 2127, P. 73 Watts, Keith Punch List $2,688

Tr. Tramcr. 2358: 14 Watts, Keith Labor Ready-LEED $59,241
Ex. 2605, P. 5

Tr. Transcr. 2358:14 Watts, Keith Labor Ready-Cleanup $46,211
Ex. 2605, P. 5

TOTAL $951,257

141 Tr. Transcr. 8784:22 - 8785:1; Tr. Tnnscr. 8076:25 - 8077:7; Tr. Transcr. 8057:6-8; Tr. Transcr. 7320:10 
7321:1; Tr. Transcr. 5589:8 - 5590:9; Tr. Transcr. 8904:4-9.
142 Ex. 2792A; Tr. Transcr. 4689: 25 - 4695:13.
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113. As a result of Petra's failure to properly administer the contracts, the City has 

accrued damages as follows: 

Source Witn ... Description Amount 
Tr. Transcr. Packard, Steve Pac-West-repairs $71,767 

1811:22-1812:3 
Tr. Transcr. Weltner, Todd Change Orders $543,837 

3863:20-3863:25 
Tr. Transcr. 3864:6 Weimer, Todd Change Orders $105,011 

Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Tools $3,208 
2423:4-5 

Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Signage $1,712 
2446:22-25 
Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Job Conditions $57,077 
2492:16-21 

Ex. 2127,PP. 10-12 Watts, Keith Extra Work Order $80,545 

Tr. Transcr. Packard, Steve Pac-West-repairs contained -$71,767 
1811:22-1812:3 within Job Conditions and 

Extra Work Orders 

Ex. 2127, P. 12 Watts, Keith LEED $0 
Ex. 2127, P. 18 Watts, Keith Project Meetings $2,213 

Ex. 2127, P. 48 Watts, Keith Twice Weekly Clean Up $2,383 

Ex. 2127, P. 49 Watts, Keith Storage Container $529 

Ex. 2127, P. 49 Watts, Keith Project Trailer $25,302 

Ex. 2127, P. 50 Watts, Keith Drinking Water $748 

Ex. 2127, P. 50 Watts, Keith Material Delivery $3,282 

Ex. 2127, P. 50 Watts, Keith Photographs $2,626 

Tr. Transcr. Watts, Keith Plans and Printing $1,166 
2366:24-2369:10 
Ex. 2127, P. 54 Watts, Keith Safety Equipment $0 
Ex. 2127, P. 58 Watts, Keith Small Tools $0 

Ex. 2127, PP. 59-61 Watts, Keith supplies & Postage $4,721 

Ex. 2127, P. 61 Watts, Keith Telephone $8,758 

Ex. 2127, P. 73 Watts, Keith Punch List $2,688 

Tr. Tramcr. 2358: 14 Watts, Keith Labor Ready-LEED $59,241 
Ex. 2605,P. 5 

Tr. Transcr. 2358:14 Watts, Keith Labor Ready-Cleanup $46,211 
Ex. 2605, P. 5 

TOTAL $951,257 

141 Tr. Transcr. 8784:22 - 8785:1; Tr. Tnnscr. 8076:25 - 8077:7; Tr. Transcr. 8057:6-8; Tr. Transcr. 7320:10 -
7321:1; Tr. Transcr. 5589:8 - 5590:9; Tr. Transcr. 8904:4-9. 
142 Ex. 2792A; Tr. Transcr. 4689: 25 - 4695:13. 
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114. As a result of Petra's failure to properly administer winter conditions, the

City has accrued damages as follows:

Sourc:e Witnesa Dcac:riDtion Amount
Tr. Transer. 4702:7-16 Amento, Steve Winter Conditions $166,154

$166,154

115. On April 16,2009, due to Petra's failure to properly address the defects of

the Project, the City filed this lawsuit.

116. The City filed this lawsuit on April 16, 2009, seeking a declaratory judgment

that Petra is not entitled to the payments being sought through revised Change Order No. 2,

and for breach of contract due to Petra's mismanagement of the Project.

117. On May 6, 2009, Petra filed its Answer and Counterclaim. The Answer

denied any wrong-doing by Petra. The Counterclaim sought $512,427 in damages from the

City for breach of contract, breach of the covenant of good faith and fair dealing, breach of

contract implied-in-fact, and breach of contract implied-in-Iaw. The Counterclaim also

referenced a claims for ''lost past and future earnings and benefits Petra would have realized

had Meridian not breached~and] lost business and investment opportunities...."

118. Petra abandoned its work on the Project in July of 2009.143

119. On August 24, 2009, Petra filed its Answer and Amended Counterclaim

denying it breached the CMA, and accusing the City of breaching the CMA by failing to pay

Petra's claim for Change Order No.2 The Amended Counterclaim added a claim of

$155,992.81 for "the remaining amount owed by Meridian under the basic Agreement...."

120. Petra later declared that it was seeking ''between 4.7 million and $5.0 million"

in damages for its claim related to lost profits and/or business devastation. l44

143 Tr. TrQllSer. 5608:21-5609:5; Tr. Tanser. 8056:16-19.
144 Sit, t.g., Petra's Pre-Trial Memorandum, p. 3.
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121. On November 3, 2010, the Court entered an Order dismissing Petra's lost

profits and business devastation claims on the grounds that they were not made in

compliance with the Idaho Tort Claims Act.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

1. To the extent any Findings of Fact are deemed to be Conclusions of Law,

they are incorporated into these Conclusions ofLaw.

2. The outcome of this lawsuit depends tn large part upon the Court's

interpretation of the CMA.

CngtmWng Law BcpnIiPI Contract IptapgtatiQA

3. The "most important function of courts of justice is U to maintain and

enforce contracts ...." Marshall v. CotJington, 81 Idaho 199,205,339 P.2d 504 (1959).

4. "If a contract is clear and unambiguous, the determination of the contract's

meaning and legal effect are questions of law, and the intent of the parties must be

determined from the plain meaning of the contract's own words." Johnson v. Lambros, 143

Idaho 468, 147 P.3d 100, 105 (Idaho Ct App. 2006); To~ v. 1HI Co., 140 Idaho 253, 260,

92 P.3d 503, 510 (2004); City ofIdaho Falls v. Home Intlem. Co., 126 Idaho 604 (1995); Borchert v.

Hecla Mining Company, 109 Idaho 482, 485, 708 P.2d 887, 890 (1985).

5. ''A party's subjective, undisclosed intent is immaterial to the interpretation of

a contract, as under the objective law of contract interpretation, the court will give force and

effect to the words of the contract without regard to what the parties to the contract thought

it meant or what they actually intended for it to mean. The court will not attempt to

ascertain the actual mental processes of the parties in entering into the particular contract;

rather the law presumes that the parties understood the import of their contract and that
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they had the intention which its terms manifest." l.R Simplot Co. I). Bosen, 144 Idaho 611,

614,167 P.3d 748, 751 (2006).

6. ''In construing a written instrument this Court must consider it as a whole

and give meaning to all the provisions of the writing to the extent possible." Magic Vallf:y

Radiology Associates, PA. I). Professional Bminess Service, Inc., 119 Idaho 558, 565, 808 P.2d 1303,

1310 (1991); see also, Nordstrom v. Guidon, 135 Idaho 343, 347, 17 P.3d 287, 291 (2000); Liklry

v. Max Herbold, Inc., 133 Idaho 209, 211, 984 P.2d 697, 699 (1999); Magic Valley Radiology

Associates, PA. I). Professional Bminess Services, Inc., 119 Idaho 558, 808 P.2d 1303 (1991).

7. ''In construing a contract, an interpretation should be avoided that would

render meaningless any particular provision in the contract." Star Phoenix Mining Company v.

Hecla Mining Company, 130 Idaho 223, 233, P.2d 542, 552 (1997).

8. Only when a contract term is ambiguous may extrinsic evidence be

considered. See International Engineering Co., Inc. v. Daum Industries, Inc., 102 Idaho 363, 365,

630 P.2d 155, 157 (1981). When determining whether a contract is ambiguous, a court is to

give "the words or phrases used their established definitions in common use or settled legal

meanings." Swanson I). Bero Construction Co., Inc., 145 Idaho 59, 62,175 P.3d 748, 751 (2007).

9. "[qourts do not possess the roving power to rewrite contracts in order to

make them more equitable. Losee I). Idaho Co., 148 Idaho 219, 220 P.3d 575, 579 (2009); see

also, Harshbarger I). E!?y, 28 Idaho 753,156 P. 619,621 (1916).

10. Implied terms derived from usage and custom can supplement the terms of a

parties' agreement for the purpose of defining, explaining or clarifying certain terms.

Commercial Insurance Co. v. Hartwell Excavating Co., 89 Idaho 531, 541, 407 P.2d 312, 317-318

(1965). However, such implied terms cannot be used to contradict express terms, as the

purpose is to determine '<What the contract really was and not to overthrow it." Id.
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The City's Claim. Agaip'! Petra

11. A valid, binding written agreement exists between the City and Petra, the

terms ofwhich are embodied in the CMA entered on or about August 7, 2006.

12. The terms of the CMA are clear and unambiguous. As such, this Court will

not consider extrinsic evidence or evidence related to the parties conduct and course of

dealing.

13. Section 1.1 of the CMA required that Petra acknowledge and accept "the

relationship of trust and confidence established with" the City. The common use or settled

legal meanings of these terms are those used to describe a relationship, which is fiduciary in

nature. See High Valley Concrete, U£ tJ. Sargent, 149 Idaho 423, 234 P.3d 747 (2010); Grty tJ.

Tri-Wqy Const. Senices, Inc., 147 Idaho 378, 386,210 P.3d 63, 71 (2009); Mitchell tJ. Barendregt,

120 Idaho 837, 844, 820 P.2d 707, 714 (Ct. App. 1991). Pursuant to the express, clear and

unambiguous terms of the CMA, Petra stood in the role of a fiduciary to the City with

respect to all duties to be performed by it under the CMA. See Sorensen tJ. Saint Alphonstls

RegionalMedical Center, Inc., 141 Idaho 754, 765,118 P.3d 86, 98 (2005) (acknowledging that a

party to a contract can conttactually bind itself to be a fiduciary to the other party to the

contract).

14. '7he law guards the fiduciary relation ... with jealous care. ... It demands

that the agent shall work with an eye single to the interest of his principal. It forbids him

from acting adversely to his principal, either for himself or for others." Jensen tJ. Sidney StetJe1lS

Implement Co., 36 Idaho 348,210 P. 1003, 1005 (1922).

15. Pursuant to the express, clear and unambiguous terms of the CMA, Petta

owed the City a duty "to do all things" and compel the architect and every Prime Contractor
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"to do all things necessary, appropriate or convenient to achieve the end result desired by

[the City].,,145

16. Pursuant to the express, clear and unambiguous terms of the CMA, Petra

owed the City a duty to manage and coordinate the design and construction of the Project.l46

17. ''If a breach of contract is alleged, the burden is upon the claimant to show

'the making of the contract, an obligation assumed by defendants, and their breach or failure

to meet such obligation." Reynolds v. American Hardware Mut. Ins. Co., 115 Idaho 362, 365, 766

P.2d 1243, 1246 (1988) quoting in part Thomas v. Cafe, 78 Idaho 29, 31, 296 P.2d 1033, 1035

(1956).

18. "A substantial or material breach of contract is one which touches the

fundamental putpose of the contract and defeats the object of the parties in entering into the

contract" Ervin Const. Co. v. VanOrden, 125 Idaho 695, 700,874 P.2d 506, 510 (1993).

19. Idaho Code § 54-4512 provides that any licensed construction manager or

firm providing public works construction management services shall post a payment and

performance bond or bonds. Petra's failure to obtain and/or post a payment and

performance bond(s) was a substantial and material breach of its express and fiduciary duties

under the CMA.

20. Petra's failure to require the creation of the Owner's Project Requirements,

the Basis of Design, and 'Design Intent' Documents, each of which were to establish the

standards for the performance of the HVAC system was a substantial and material breach of

its express and fiduciary duties under the Section 4.1 of the CMA to manage the design.

145 Ex. 2003, §4.1.
146 Id at §2.1.3.
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21. Petra's failure to prepare and submit to the City a written report detailing its

understanding of the Owner's Criteria as required by Section 4.2 of the CMA was a

substantial and material breach of its express and fiduciary duties under the CMA.

22. Petra's failure to submit to the City a demolition plan as required by the

CMA's site preparation phase requirements was a substantial and material breach of its

express and fiduciary duties under the CMA.

23. Petra's failure to provide a "comprehensive master Project

schedule...divided into separate tasks and phases as desired by Owner [mcluding] tasks of

the Owner, Architect, Construction Manager and each Contractor" was a substantial and

material breach of its express and fiduciary duties under section 4.4.1 of the CMA.

24. Petra's failure to require contractor "shop drawings" and related "submittals"

was a substantial and material breach of its express and fiduciary duties under Section 4.7.8

oftheCMA.

25. Pursuant to the express terms of the CMA, Petra was required to complete

all preconstruction Phase Services by January 31, 2007 and complete all work by August 28,

2008. Petra's failure to meet this project schedule was a substantial and material breach of

its express and fiduciary duties under Section 6.2.2 of the CMA.

26. Rule Steel was not substantially complete with the performance of its work

by October 5,2007. Petra's failure to require Rule Steel to either achieve schedule, regain

schedule, or account in actual damages for the delay cost of Rule Steel's failures was a

substantial and material breach of its express and fiduciary duties under the CMA.

27. Petra's failure to reject non-conforming work relating to the roof, the

masonry, the HVAC system, and the water feature was a substantial and material breach of

its express and fiduciary duties under Sections 4.7.9 and 4.7.10 of the CMA.
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28, Petra's failure to obtain any certificates of substantial completion as required

by the A201, Section 9.8, as incorporated into the CMA by Section 4.7.1, was a substantial

and material breach of its express and fiduciary duties of the CMA.

29. Directing the City to issue fmal payments to the Prime Contractors prior to

issuance of Certificates of Substantial Completion was a substantial and material breach of

its express and fiduciary duties of the CMA.

30. Directing the City to issue final payments to the Prime Contractors whose

Work was incomplete and/or defective was a substantial and material breach of Petra's

express and fiduciary duties of the CMA.

31. Allowing the City to move into the Building prior to its completion was a

substantial and material breach of Petra's express and fiduciary duties of the CMA.

32. Petra's failure to manage the warranty procedures pursuant to the CMA was

a substantial and material breach of Petra's express and fiduciary duties of the CMA.

33. Upon breach, a breaching party is liable for damages incidental to the

contract and caused by its breach that could have been reasonably anticipated by the parties

at the time the contract was entered into. "lbose damages which arise upon the direct,

necessary and immediate effects are always recoverable because every person is supposed to

foresee and intend the direct and natural results of his acts; those which ensue in the

ordinary course of things, considering the particular nature and subject-matter of the

contract. It is conclusively presumed that a party violating his contract contemplates the

damages which directly ensue from the breach," LJckwood Graders ofIdaho, Inc. tJ. Neibaur, 80

Idaho 123, 128, 326 P.2d 675, 677 (1958), quoting Sutherland on Damages by Berryman,

Fourth Edition, vol. 1, sec. 45, p. 170.
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34. "For breach of contract the law of damages seeks to place the aggrieved

party in the same economic position he would have had if the contract had been

perfo1llled." Gilbert v. City ofCaldwell, 112 Idaho 386, 395, 732 P.2d 355, 364 (Ct. App 1987).

35. The "ordinary" and "correct" measure of damages in a breach of contract

case is the cost-of-repair measure of damages reflecting a method of repair that would result

in strict or full compliance with the te1lllS of the contract Gilbert v. City of Caldwel4 112

Idaho 386, 395, 732 P.2d 355, 364 (Ct. App 1987). '''There is no general license to install

whatever, in the builder's judgment, may be regarded as 'just as good'" .... as "the courts

never say that one who makes a contract ftlls the measure of his duty by less than full

performance." ld. (jntemal citations omitted). Only upon a showing of economic waste or

resultant windfall to the injured party should the Court consider alternate measure of

damages. ld.

36. No evidence was introduced suggesting that the cost-of-repair measure of

damages would result in economic waste or a windfall to the City.

37. As a direct and proximate result of the Petra's material and substantial breach

of the CMA, the City is entitled to recover in damages $8,590,761. This amount includes the

amounts set forth in the Findings of Fact, which amounts are reasonably within the

contemplation of the parties at the time the CMA was entered, and which amounts

consequently flowed from Petra's failures to perfo1lll its duties under the CMA and under

the A201 General Conditions of the Prime Contracts.

Petra's nairo• Aping the CkY

38. Petra's Amended Counterclaim included a claim for $155,992.81 for "the

remaining amount owed by [the City] under the basic Agreement.,,147 Petra did not

147 Ex. 2032, p. 19, '99.
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contemplation of the parties at the time the CMA was entered, and which amounts 

consequently flowed from Petra's failures to perfo1lll its duties under the CMA and under 

the A201 General Conditions of the Prime Contracts. 

Petra's nairo• Aping the CQy 

38. Petra's Amended Counterclaim included a claim for $155,992.81 for "the 

remaining amount owed by [the City] under the basic Agreement.,,147 Petra did not 

147 Ex. 2032, p. 19, ,99. 
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introduce any evidence at trial regarding these additional claimed damages, and they will

therefore not be considered by this Court. Moreover, Petra failed to timely disclose this

claim as part of its claimed damages in response to City Interrogatory No. 32.

39. Petra also mentioned in its Pre-Trial Memorandum that it was seeking

damages for "reimbursement of General Conditions under the contract for management of

construction of the east parking lot in the amount of $51,152.79." Petra admitted during

trial that the construction of the east parking lot was done under a separate contract.148

Petra's Amended Counterclaim does not include a cause of action related to this separate

contract, and Petra never amended its Amended Counterclaim to include such a cause of

action. Additionally, Petra never introduced any evidence establishing the amount of these

claimed damages. For these reasons, the Court will not consider whether Petra is entitled to

any damages with respect to the alleged breach of the contract for the construction of the

east parking lot.

40. Likewise, Petra's claims for breaches of implied-in-fact and implied-in-Iaw

contracts cannot be considered by this Court. In this respect, claims based on implied

contractual theories cannot exist ''where there is an express contract governing the

relationship of the parties." Bakker v. Thunder Spring-Wareham, 141 Idaho 185, 191, 108 P.3d

332,338 (2005); see also, Great Plains Equip., Inc. v. Northwest Pipeline Corp., 132 Idaho 754, 767,

979 P.2d 627, 640 (1999).

41. The express, clear and unambiguous terms of the CMA define under what

circumstances Petra was entitled to an increased CM Fee and Reimbursables, as well as the

manner and method by which such claims were to be presented by Petra to the City for

148 Tr. Transcr. 8845:s.S846:20.
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consideration. Accordingly, Petra cannot claim a recovery under any of its implied

contractual theories.

42. Based upon the foregoing, Petra's claims against the City are limited to its

claims of breach of contract and breach of the implied covenant of good faith and fair

dealing. Those claims demand equitable adjustments of the CM Fee ($386,392) and

Reimbursables ($136,197) pursuant to revised Change Order No.2.

43. The CMA clearly and unambiguously provided that Petra's CM Fee was to

be $574,000, with a not-to-exceed limitation for the Reimbursables in the amount of

$279,812.

44. There were four sections to the CMA that provided mechanisms for

increasing the CM Fee or not-to-exceed limitation for the Reimbursables: Sections 5.2, 6.2.2,

7 and 8.

45. Where a contract provides a procedure for claims for extra work, which

provisions are mandatory, a contractor's failure to follow these procedures results in waiver

of the contractor's claim Absher Construction Co. v. Kent School District No. 415, 890 P.2d 1071

(\Va. Ct. App. 1995). In this regard, "actual notice is not an exception to contract

compliance". Johnson v. County ofSpokane, 78 P.3d 161, 169 (\Va. 2003).

46. Section 5.2 of the CMA clearly and unambiguously limited Petra's remedies

for extra time spent on the Project to "an extension of time and reimbursable expenses

pursuant to Section 6.2...." Petra was entitled to seek "an equitable adjustment in its

compensation pursuant to [Section] 7..." if Petra provided the City with written notice of a

delay which it perceived to be caused by the City's "active interference." However, Petra

never provided the City with any such written notice. Accordingly, Petra's only remedy for
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the alleged costs associated with extra time it claims to have accrued on the Project was an

extension of time and a claim for extra Reimbursables pursuant to Section 6.22.

47. Section 6.2.2 of the CMA clearly and unambiguously provided that, in the

event Petra desired an increase in the Reimbursables, Petra was required to track the hours

''based upon the actual number of hours worked in furtherance of the change." The "actual

number of hours" were required to be "described with reasonably particularity Lincluding]

each service rendered, the date thereof, the time expended, and the persons rendering such

service." Petra failed to properly track its alleged hours. Therefore, Petra's claim for

additional Reimbursables is barred.

48. Section 7 of the CMA clearly and unambiguously provided that "prior to

providing any additional services" Petra was to "notify [the City] of the proposed change in

services and receive [the City's] approval for the change." Additionally, it required Petra to

establish that its services were materially affected by the proposed change and for the City

and Petra to agree upon an appropriate equitable adjustment prior to Petra performing the

additional work (as opposed to simply applying a fixed 4.7% increase to the extra cost as

Petra argues). The City approved all of the costs, but only after Petra informed the City that

the costs would not result in an increased CM Fee or Reimbursables. Petra's attempt to add

in the increased CM Fee and Reimbursables after the City approved the Changes was not in

compliance with Section 7 of the CMA.

49. Section 8.1 of the CMA clearly and unambiguously provided that if Petra

wished to present a claim to the City, it was required to do so ''by written notice no later

than twenty-one (21) calendar days after the event or the first appearance of the

circumstances giving rise to the Claim, and that such written notice shall set forth in detail all

facts and circumstances supporting the Claim." Since Petra failed to comply with Section 7
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of the CMA, its demand for increased CM Fee and Reimbursables was tantamount to a

claim under Section 8.1.

SO. Petra's claim for an increased CM Fee and Reimbursables is based on Petra's

assertion of increased complexity and cost. The event or first appearance of the

circumstances giving rise to its claim was as early as January of 2007. Petra commenced

providing the 'additional services' related to the basis upon which it asserts an increased CM

Fee and Reimbursables upon commencement of the basement construction on May 7,2007.

Petra also included the extra CM Fee expense in its August 2007 budget. However, Petra

did not provide the budget or any other written notice of its claim to the City until, at the

earliest, November 5, 2007. Thus, Petra did not comply with Section 8.1 of the CMA.

51. Upon a material breach of contract, "the other party's performance 1S

excused." J.P. Stravens Planning Associates, Inc. 1). Oty ofWallate, 129 Idaho 542, 545, 928 P.2d

46, 49 (Ct. App. 1996); Peterson 1). Shore, 146 Idaho 476, 483, 197 P.3d 789, 796 (Ct. App.

2(08). Petra's breaches (identified above) also constitute grounds for the City denying

paying Petra the claimed additional CM Fee and Reimbursables.

52. Idaho Code § 50-219 also precludes Petra's claims. That code section states

that "[a]ll claims for damages against a city must be filed as prescribed" by the Idaho Tort

Claims Act, § 6-901 et seq. (''ITCA''). The "failure to comply with the notice requirement

bars a suit regardless of how legitimate it might be." Drigger.r 1). Grafe, 148 Idaho 295, 297,

221 P.2d 521, 523 (Ct. App. 2009). Pursuant to Idaho Code § 6-907, Petra was required

serve a notice of claim '\vithin one hundred eighty (180) days from the date the claim arose

or reasonably should have been discovered, whichever is later." I.e. § 6-907.

53. For the purposes of the ITCA, the date a "claim" arises has been defined as

the date that a party has "[k]nowledge of the facts which would put a reasonably prudent
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person on inquiry" of a wrongful act Magnuson Properties Partnership, v. City if CoetlT' d'Alene,

138 Idaho 166, 169,59 P.3d 971, 974 (2002 [quoting McQuillen v. City 0/Ammon, 113 Idaho

719, 722, 747 P.2d 741, 744 (1987). Thus, in determining when a claim arose under the

ITCA, "the 180-day notice period begins to run at the occurrence of a wrongful act, even if

the extent of damages is not known or is unpredictable at the time." Magnuson Properties

Partnership v. City 0/ Coeur d'Alene, 138 Idaho 166, 59 P.3d 971 (2002). In this regard "a

claimant is not required to know all the facts and details of a claim because such a

prerequisite would allow a claimant to delay completion of their investigation before

triggering the notice requirement." Mitchell v. Bingham Memorial Hosp., 130 Idaho 420, 423,

942 P.2d 544, 547 (1997).

54. Petra knew or reasonably should have known of its claim for increased CM

Fee or Reimbursables as early as January, 152007. Nevertheless, Petra kept telling the City it

did not intend to increase its CM fee or Reimbursables. Petra was presumably cautious to

advise the City of the claim at that early date in the Project, because it knew the City was

unhappy with its performance. Instead, Petra waited until November 5, 2007 to provide the

City with notice of its claim.

55. Based upon the foregoing, Petra did not serve an ITCA compliant notice

upon the Meridian City Clerk within 180 days of becoming aware of the facts which gave

rise to its claim. Petra's claim is therefore barred by its failure to comply with the ITCA 149

56. One party to a written contract cannot alter the terms of the contract without

the assent of the other. See Great Plains Equipment, Inc. v Northwest Pipeline Corp., 132 Idaho

149 This Court previously mled that the ''ITCA ISO-day notice requirement was triggered by Meridi8ll's
Februuy 24, 2009 letter to Petra infouning Petra that it did not intend to pay Petra an elevated fee in
conjunction with [revised] Change Order No.2:' Set Order Graoting Plaintiffs Motion to Dismiss
Defendant's Qaim for Lost Profits and/or Business Devastation Pursuant to the Idaho Tort Qaims Act, p. 3.
After hearing all the evidence at trial, the Court has reconsidered that ruling.
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754, 769, 979 P.2d 627, 642 (1999). A party seeking to establish a parol modification to an

existing written agreement must establish the modification by clear and convincing evidence.

Off-Ida Potato Prrxiucts, Inc. v. 1..Ar.fen, 83 Idaho 290, 293-94, 362 P.2d 384, 385 (1961). See also

Bouten Const. Co. v. M&L Land Co., 125 Idaho 957, 965, 877 P.2d 928, 936 (Ct. App. 1994).

57. Petra has not sustained its burden of proof in demonstrating by clear and

convincing evidence that any of the express, clear and unambiguous terms of the CMA were

modified.

58. ''Waiver is a voluntary, intentional relinquishment of a known right or

advantage." Brand S. Cotp. v. J.(jng, 102 Idaho 731, 733-34, 639 P.2d 429, 431-32 (1981).

"[W]aiver will not be inferred except from a clear and unequivocal act manifesting an intent

to waive." Medical Sernces Group, Inc. v. Boise Lodge No. 310, 126 Idaho 90, 878 P.2d 789

(Ct.App. 1994).

59. Petra has not sustained its burden of proof in demonstrating that the City

waived any of the express, clear and unambiguous terms of the CMA.

60. The implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing "arises only regarding

terms agreed to by the parties, and requires that the parties perform, in good faith, the

obligations imposed by their agreement" and as a result, "cannot override an express

provision in the contract." Independence Lead Mines v. Hecla Mining Co., 143 Idaho 22, 26, 137

P.3d 409, 413 (2006). "No covenant will be implied which is contrary to the terms of the

contract negotiated and executed by the parties." Idaho Power Co. v. Cogeneration, Inc., 134

Idaho 738, 750, 9 P.3d 1204, 1216 (2000).

61. "[B]y merely standing upon the terms of a contract, a party does not fail to

deal honesdy with another party regardless of how onerous the terms of that contract may

be." Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Bliss Valley Foods, Inc., 121 Idaho 266, 288, 824 P.2d 841, 863
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(1991). See also Gernge P. Universiry of Idaho, 121 Idaho 30, 37, 822 P.2d 549, 556 (Ct. App.

1991).

62. As the express, clear and unambiguous terms of the CMA defme under what

circumstances Petta was entitled to an increased CM Fee and Reimbursables, as well as the

manner and method by which such claims were to be presented and approved by Petta to

the City, the City has not violated the implied covenant of good faith and fair dealing by

refusing to pay the additional compensation in view of Petta's non-compliance with these

provIsions.

63. Petra's claims are also barred by the doctrines ofwaiver and quasi-estoppel.

64. "Waiver is a voluntary, intentional relinquishment of a known right or

advantage." Stoddard P. Hagadone Corp., 147 Idaho 186,191,207 P.3d 162, 167 (2009) (quoting

Brand S Corp. P. King, 102 Idaho 731, 734, 639 P.2d 429, 432 (1981)). ''It is a voluntary act and

implies election by a party to dispense with something of value or to forego some right or

advantage which he might at his option have demanded and insisted upon." Id (quoting

Crouch P. Bischoff, 78 Idaho 364, 368, 304 P.2d 646, 649 (1956)). "A party asserting waiver

must have acted in reliance upon the waiver and altered the party's position." Id. (quoting

Hecla Mining Co. P. Star-Morning Mining Co., 122 Idaho 778, 782, 839 P.2d 1192, 1196 (1992)).

65. Petra waived any claim to an increased CM Fee and Reimbursables because it

expressly represented to the City that the increased costs would not result in an increased

CM Fee or Reimbursables. These representations occurred multiple times between January

and July of 2007. There is no evidence that Petra became aware of any new information in

the month of August when it created its internal budget, that would affect its CM Fee and

Reimbursables.
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66. Petra was aware of the grounds upon which it was seeking an increased CM

Fee when it represented to the City (multiple times) that the Changes would not result in an

increased CM Fee or Reimbursables. Accordingly, Petra's representations to the City that

the Changes would not result in an increase CM Fee or Reimbursables were a waiver of

Petra's claims for those items.

67. Additionally, Petra's claim for additional Reimbursables was expressly and

unequivocally waived by Petra in its April 4, 2008 letter, which accompanied Change Order

No.2.

68. For the same reasons, the doctrine of quasi-estoppel bars Petra's claims for

additional CM Fee and Reimbursables. The doctrine of quasi estoppel is "properly invoked

against a person asserting a claim inconsistent with a position previously taken by him, with

knowledge of the facts and his rights, to the detriment of the person seeking application of

the doctrine."

69. The City approved the Changes based upon Petra's representation that no

additional CM Fee or Reimbursables would be charged. Petra's subsequent claim for

increased CM Fee and Reimbursables was inconsistent with its earlier representations to the

City. At the time of making the earlier representation, Petra possessed knowledge of the

facts, which formed the basis for its claimed increase in CM Fee and Reimbursables. Petra's

subsequent inconsistent position, ifallowed, would be to the unfair detriment of the City.

70. For the reasons stated above, this Court concludes Petra has not carried its

burden of proof in demonstrating, under either a theory of law or equity, it is entitled to an

equitable adjustment of the CM Fee ($386,392) or Reimbursables ($136,197).
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CONCLUSION

Based upon the foregoing Findings of Fact and Conclusions ofLaw, it is hereby

ORDERED as follows:

1. The City shall have judgment against Petra in the amount of $8,590,761,

together with prejudgment interest pursuant to Idaho Code § 28-22-104, calculated from

October 15, 2008, through the date of judgment herein, and interest thereafter accruing at

the statutorily mandated post-judgment interest rate.

2. Petra's claims against the City shall be dismissed with prejudice, with Petra

taking nothing thereby.

3. Pursuant to Idaho Code §12-120(3) and the CMA, the City is also entitled to

an award for its reasonably attorney fees and costs incurred in prosecuting and defending

this lawsuit Attorney fees and costs will be determined based upon application, pursuant to

statute and I.R.C.P. 54.

4. Counsel for the City is ordered to prepare and file a judgment in conformity

with this Court's opinion within ten (10) working days.

IT IS SO ORDERED

Dated this __ day of -', 2011.

RONALDJ. WILPER
District Judge
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1. Introduction.

The City's case rests on legally flawed arguments, a litigation-driven revisionist history,

and a misrepresentation of the respective duties and responsibilities of Petra, the Architect, the

prime contractors, and the City itself. The City's damage claims are speculative and unsupported,

except by flawed "expert" testimony. Despite the length of its presentation of evidence, the City

cannot overcome fundamental problems with its case, to wit: First, the City contracted directly

with the prime contractors. Each contractor agreed, pursuant to sections 3.51 and 12.2.2 of the

A201, to be responsible for its Work. Consequently, pursuant to section 12.2.2 of the A201, and

again in separate documents, each contractor provided the City with a warranty. The City had

responsibility to administer the warranties and it failed to do so. Now, the City incredibly argues

that the warranties never existed. Second the City chose not to address its perceived problems

with the design with the Architect it hired. The City now asks the Court to read certain

provisions in the Contract Documents out of context to make Petra responsible for the design.

Third, the City chose to be intimately involved in the Project and charted a mutual course of

conduct regarding the parties' respective contractual duties, but now seeks to have the Court find

it was an unwitting victim, despite being a sophisticated entity with three full time staff

attorneys, a Mayor, five member City Council, and a purchasing agent I who took charge of

making a recommendation on every single payment and change order.2 Petra submits the City's

I The purchasing agent, Keith Watts, was designated the City's "authorized representative."
2 The City's revisionist history is no better illustrated than by Keith Watts' incredible testimony during this
exchange at trial: Q. [Mr. Walker] And then you reviewed the change orders, though. Isn't that right? A. [Mr.
Watts] No, sir. I did not review the change orders." Testimony of Keith Watts, at 3013:1-4. One only need to
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repeated invocation of the words "fiduciary duty" is an attempt to rewrite the history of this

Project and absolve the City of responsibility for decisions made by its Mayor, City Council and

employees.

The evidence demonstrates that the City: (1) misrepresented Petra's duties under the

Contract Documents;3 (2) offered flawed expert testimony and highly speculative damage

amounts that grew by leaps and bounds even after the trial started; (3) failed to administer its

warranty rights; and (4) defended Petra's Counterclaim by accusing it of evil motives simply for

exercising its contractual right to an equitable adjustment of its fee and reimbursement of costs.4

As is apparent from the tenor of the City's arguments it believes Petra should have

maintained an adversarial relationship with the prime contractors. Not only is this wrongheaded,

it is contrary to the requirements of section 1.6.2 of the A201, which states in relevant part: "In

furtherance of the objectives set forth in Section 1.6.1, the Owner and Contractor shall endeavor

to promote harmony and cooperation among each other and others employed for the Project, and

agree to deal with each other and others in a fair, reasonable, trusting and professional manner."s

2. The plain language of the Contract Documents and the existence of
warranties mandate a finding for Petra on the City's claims.

review a sampling of the emails in evidence to know that Keith Watts chose to be heavily involved in the Project.
See, e,g., Exhibits 868, 887, 881, 583 p. I.,
3 The main Contract Documents include the Construction Management Agreement, the AI0I for each prime
contract and the AlA A201, and LCA's Professional Services Agreement.
4 The City rehashes arguments it made prior to trial - including that the Section 8 "Claim" provisions govern the
equitable adjustment and that Petra's equitable adjustment and other damage claims are barred by the Idaho Tort
Claims Act. The City's arguments lack merit, as the Court has already found. Likewise, the Court's rulings were
legal rulings unaffected by the facts established at trial. The City points to nothing new that would support
reconsideration. Petra requests that the Court deny the City's "motion" for reconsideration.
S See section 1.6.2 of the A201for the rest of this provision.
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2.1 The City's case rests on several fundamentally flawed and convoluted
interpretations of the Contract Documents.6

The parties agree that Petra's duties are described in the CMA and the A201. But the City

extracts provisions out of context, ignores others, and refuses to acknowledge that the Contract

Documents were intended to work together as a whole. When interpreting a contract, the court

detennines "the intent of the contracting parties at the time the contract was entered into . .. by

viewing the contract as a whole." Bybee v. Isaac, 145 Idaho 251, 256, 178 P.3d 616, 621 (2008)

(emphasis added); Panike & Sons Farms, Inc. v. Smith, 147 Idaho 562, 566, 212 P.3d 992, 996

(2009) ("When interpreting a contract provision, we must view the entire agreement as a whole

to discern the parties' intentions."). The Court has already ruled that it does not view contract

tenns in a "vacuum."7

First, the Contract Documents do not assign Petra the responsibility for failures of the

prime contractors. The Construction Manager is not "responsible for the Contractor's failure to

carry out the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents."s Petra did not guarantee the

Work of the prime contractors. The A201 states "The presence of ... Construction Manager[] at

the Project site is for the purpose of providing to Owner greater degree of confidence that the

completed work will confonn with the Contract Documents ....,,9 Under the CMA, if Petra

6 Convolution persisted throughout the City's case making Occam's Razor particularly apropos. This principle of
logic, scientific inquiry and simple common sense formulated by the 14th century English philosopher and
Franciscan friar William of Occam, applies in this case: "The simplest and most straightforward explanation is
usually the correct one."
7 Order Denying Plaintiff Meridian's Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
entered on November 23,2010, at p.3.
8 See Sections 4.6.6, 4.6.21 and 4.6.22 of the A201.
9 Section 4.6.21 of the A201.

PETRA'S REBUTTAL ARGUMENT DATED MAY 23, 2011
699432_9

Page 4

008204

2.1 The City's case rests on several fundamentally flawed and convoluted 
interpretations of the Contract Documents.6 

The parties agree that Petra's duties are described in the CMA and the A201. But the City 

extracts provisions out of context, ignores others, and refuses to acknowledge that the Contract 

Documents were intended to work together as a whole. When interpreting a contract, the court 

detennines "the intent of the contracting parties at the time the contract was entered into . .. by 

viewing the contract as a whole." Bybee v. Isaac, 145 Idaho 251, 256, 178 P.3d 616, 621 (2008) 

(emphasis added); Pan ike & Sons Farms, Inc. v. Smith, 147 Idaho 562, 566, 212 P.3d 992, 996 

(2009) ("When interpreting a contract provision, we must view the entire agreement as a whole 

to discern the parties' intentions."). The Court has already ruled that it does not view contract 

tenns in a "vacuum." 7 

First, the Contract Documents do not assign Petra the responsibility for failures of the 

prime contractors. The Construction Manager is not "responsible for the Contractor's failure to 

carry out the Work in accordance with the Contract Documents."s Petra did not guarantee the 

Work of the prime contractors. The A201 states "The presence of ... Construction Manager[] at 

the Project site is for the purpose of providing to Owner greater degree of confidence that the 

completed work will confonn with the Contract Documents .... ,,9 Under the CMA, if Petra 

6 Convolution persisted throughout the City's case making Occam's Razor particularly apropos. This principle of 
logic, scientific inquiry and simple common sense formulated by the 14th century English philosopher and 
Franciscan friar William of Occam, applies in this case: "The simplest and most straightforward explanation is 
usually the correct one." 
7 Order Denying Plaintiff Meridian's Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment 
entered on November 23,2010, at p.3. 
8 See Sections 4.6.6, 4.6.21 and 4.6.22 of the A201. 
9 Section 4.6.21 of the A201. 

PETRA'S REBUTTAL ARGUMENT DATED MAY 23, 2011 
699432_9 

Page 4 



" ,

observed non-conforming Work, it was to reject the Work. The record is replete with examples

of Petra's on-site personnel exercising this responsibility. 10

Petra did not agree to be strictly liable for the Work of the contractors. That is why

warranties were required by the Contract Documents. I I Logically, if Petra was strictly liable, the

contractors' commitments and warranties would be meaningless. And, the CMA would include

a warranty provision, which it does not have. The contractors would simply ignore their

responsibilities and shift the burden to the construction manager. The City's primary position in

this case - that Petra is strictly liable for the Work of the prime contractors - is not supported by

the Contract Documents. The City's interpretation reads out substantial portions of the Contract

Documents. 12 It is fundamental that an interpretation of a contract that "gives effect to all

provisions of the contract is preferred to one which renders a portion of the writing superfluous,

useless or inexplicable." 11 Williston on Contracts § 32:5 (4th ed.). Under the contractual

framework here, Petra was tasked with providing management of the contracts and a layer of

protection for the City, but defective work by a contractor that was latent and not observable by

Petra or was not caught by third-party inspections remained the responsibility of the prime

contractor. I3 The City asks the Court to ignore CMA section 3.5.1 because it failed to administer

the warranties with the prime contractors. If the City felt Work was defective, it was required to

10 See, e.g., Exhibit 2130, pp. 10, 12, 18,86, 144, 180, 190,232; Testimony of Jon Anderson, at 7472:17-7474:16;
Testimony of Gene Bennett, at 5554:6-17.
11 Section 12.2 of the A201.
12 See, e.g., Section 3.5.1 of the A201, General Conditions.
13 A careful analysis of the City's allegations shows that the vast majority, if not all, of the City's damage claims do
not implicate a failure to comply with the plans and specifications.
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assert its warranty rights. 14 The City chose not to do so. The Court should not rewrite the

parties' contracts and place all the duties and obligations of the City, LCA, and the prime

contractors on Petra alone. In short, most of the allegations made at trial were directed at the

wrong entity.

Second, the City isolates phrases out of context and misconstrues Petra's duties under the

Contract Documents. For instance, the City states Petra was to "do all things." By isolating these

three words, the City mangles the meaning of the sentence: "[t]he general scope of Construction

Manager's responsibilities is to do all things, or, when appropriate, require Architect and

Contractor to do all things necessary, appropriate or convenient to achieve the end result desired

by Owner ...." The City asks the Court to ignore the fact that there was an Architect on the

Project with a separate contract establishing separate and distinct duties and obligations. The

City did not assign LCA's contract to Petra. IS Petra did not agree to assume LCA's duties. In

any event, the phrase "do all things" is meaningless and ambiguous on its own - it must be read

in conjunction with the rest of the Contract Documents, including the A10l and A20l, and

LCA's contract. Doing all things "appropriate" would necessarily mean not assuming LCA's

duties in contravention of the City's contract with LCA. The City misconstrues this phrase

because many of its claims implicate the building's design. Petra had a right to rely on other

14 The City's assertion in its Findings that it called the prime contractors but they "refused" to address the City's
concerns is unsupported by the evidence. Nowhere in the record is there evidence a prime contractor refusing to
honor its warranty-quite the contrary. A review of Tim McGourty's testimony reveals the City's conduct with
regard to addressing its concerns. In fact, Section 12.2.2 required the City to promptly provide written notice to a
contractor to correct work. There are no written notices in the record.
15 Testimony ofTed Baird, at 2193:5-7.
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professionals, particularly the Design Team consisting of LCA and its consultants, including the

Engineers of Record. The City chose not to take up its complaints regarding the design with

LCA, its consultants, or the Engineers ofRecord.

Third, again isolating phrases out of context, the City's counsel repeatedly intoned at trial

the phrase "manage and coordinate the design." By this canard, the City asks the Court to place

LCA's responsibilities on Petra, despite the obvious fact that Petra is not an architectural firm

and has no licensed architects on its staff. This phrase did not put Petra in charge of the design

of the Project. In fact, the phrase, in its entirety, states "manage and coordinate the design and

construction of the Project." Even if this phrase has the City's meaning, there is clear evidence

that the City directed LCA's design of the Project independent of Petra. 16 The City expressly

wanted this relationship.I7 The City misconstrues this phrase in order to shift LCA's obligations

to Petra. Common sense dictates that Petra was entitled to rely on LCA's professional judgment

and is not liable for any design defects or alleged errors or omissions by LCA.

Petra's duty was to manage the construction of the Project. To the extent it identified

constructability issues it noted those in a collaborative process with LCA. IS No better way exists

to determine the parties' intent, the goal of contract interpretation, than by looking at their

16 Testimony of Steve Simmons, at 7166:23-7167:1 and 7242:12-16; Exhibit 2136, p. 12 (Item 0003 of the
Procedures and Processes meeting minutes); Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5336:1-5336:11.
17 Exhibit 2136, p. 12 (Item 0003 of the Procedures and Processes meeting minutes).
18 Exhibit 2136, p. 12.
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..

mutual interpretation of the term: the City was to direct LCA's design. 19 The record is replete

with examples of communications on design solely between LCA and the City?O

Fourth, the City repeatedly invoked at trial "first class result" and "best construction

practices." Neither phrase is defined in the Contract Documents. Instead, the City's experts

deemed at trial what met these two "standards" - in effect, interpreting the meaning of the

contract. After ten thousand pages of trial transcript, the meaning of these two phrases still

remains a mystery. The City trotted out these phrases because the vast majority of its damage

claims do not implicate a failure to comply with the plans and specifications. A good example of

this came during the testimony of the City's roofing expert. He candidly admitted that saddle

flashing was not required by the plans and specifications?1 After hearing this, counsel for the

City grasped the ambiguous "first class result" and "best construction practices" mantra in an

attempt to rehabilitate the testimony.22 Use of undefined "standards" to support a breach of

contract claim is improper, just as a contract is unenforceable if it is "so vague, indefinite and

uncertain that the intent of the parties cannot be ascertained . . . ." Griffith v. Clear Lakes Trout

Co., Inc., 143 Idaho 733, 737, 152 Idaho P.3d 604,608 (2007).

In sum, the City's case rests on erroneous interpretations of the Contract Documents.

The City built its case on these false premises. As the Court ruled, "... the Court does not read

19 "The City has the contractual relationship with the Design Team and while the CM will maintain a strong and
proactive relationship with the Design Team, the City is the one with the authority when it comes to directing the
Design Team." Exhibit 2136, p. 12. The City's repeated insistence at trial that it was a completely uninvolved is
belied by the evidence.
20 Exhibit 620; Exhibit 588; Exhibit 514; Exhibit 530, p. 4, 5, 6, 7, 8; Exhibit 689.
21 Testimony ofRay Wetherholt, at 577:25-578:3.
22 Testimony ofRay Wetherholt, at 578:23-579:8.
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provisions of the CMA in a vacuum. Instead, the Court looks to the entirety of the agreement in

determining each party's duties under it.',23 By carving out isolated phrases, the City wrongfully

attempts to shift responsibility away from the City and LCA. This device is an attempt to

absolve the City of its responsibility for the City inspectors' acceptance of the work, warranty

administration and the third-party quality control inspections. A fair reading of the Contract

Documents reveals Petra did not have the authority or the responsibility to direct the design,

administer the warranties, perform quality control inspections, or require decisions by the City

Council. Petra served only as the City's agent for management of the prime contracts.

2.2 The prime contractors gave the City warranties of workmanship and
materials.

The majority of the City's case-in-chief was directed at the Work of the pnme

contractors. The City's evidence and "expert" testimony on these issues is faulty. But more

importantly, the City did not offer evidence of how Petra's management of the Project caused

any of the alleged defects. Each of the prime contractors gave the City a warranty of

workmanship and materials, both via the warranty documents and also pursuant to section 12.2.2

of the A201.24 The City and its trial counsel used Laura Knothe, a litigation consultant and

expert witness, to allegedly administer its warranties?5 It is not surprising that Ms. Knothe failed

23 Order Denying Plaintiff Meridian's Motion for Summary Judgment and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment
entered on November 23,2010, at p.3.
24 Exhibit 545A; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr. at 6849:17-21; Testimony of Tim McGourty, at 7703:24-25;
Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7906:6-7907:13; Testimony ofLenny Buss, at 8634:5-23.
2S Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8257:1-13.
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considering her employers were more interested in the litigation than the solutions to the

problems.

Despite substantial evidence to the contrary, the City now denies the existence of the

warranties. This argument is surprising because the City expressly recognized them after taking

occupancy of the building, even going so far as to ask Petra to help administer the warranties

until it hired a new facilities manager.26 The warranties are in the record.27 Even if they were

not, the prime contractors warranted their Work pursuant to Section 12.2.2 of the A201. LCA's

representatives testified about them, as did four of the prime contractors.28 Going even further,

the City falsely states that it attempted to call the prime contractors, but they refused to fix the

"defects." This assertion, like many in the City's Closing Argument and Proposed Findings, is

completely unsupported by the record. One only needs to review the testimony of Tim McGourty

to understand that the City was not interested in working with the prime contractors to

substantively address its concerns.29

Petra does not make this point about warranties in order to obscure its own obligations.

Rather, the City's position with regard to the warranties not only flows from its misinterpretation

of the Contract Documents, it demonstrates a failure to mitigate damages. "The duty to mitigate

... provides that a plaintiff who is injured by actionable conduct of the defendant, is ordinarily

26 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5717:11-5718:16.
27 Exhibit 545A.
28 Testimony of Steve Christiansen, at 8300:9-8300:14; Testimony of Ted Frisbee, Jr. at 6849:17-21; Testimony of
Tim McGourty, at 7703:24-25; Testimony of Rob Drinkard, at 7906:6-7907:13; Testimony of Lenny Buss, at
8634:5-23.
29 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7716:2-7717:18.
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denied recovery for damages which could have been avoided by reasonable acts, including

reasonable expenditures, after the actionable conduct has taken place." Davis v. First Interstate

Bank ofIdaho, N.A., 115 Idaho 169, 170, 765 P.2d 680, 681 (1988). The "reasonableness of the

method selected to minimize damages" is a question of fact. Id. The City failed to administer

these warranties and failed to even give prompt notice to prime contractors after discovering

Work that needed correction. This was a breach of the City's obligations under Section 12.2.2 of

the A201.

3. The City's allegations are not supported by the facts established at trial.

3.1 The fiduciary duty theme adopted by the City seeks to obscure the evidence.

The City's heavy reliance on its fiduciary duty argument is symptomatic of the revisionist

history it employed in this case. Preliminarily, breach of fiduciary duty was never pled by the

City and was not tried by consent of the parties, as Petra objected each time it was brought up by

the City, as required by I.R.C.P. 15(b) and Lindberg v. Roseth, 137 Idaho 222, 226, 46 P.3d 518,

521 (2002). Without waiving this objection, the City's argument misconstrues the law of

fiduciary duty. While there are cases in Idaho that describe the concept of fiduciary duty in

terms of "trust and confidence," the City does not cite a case where a court found that a contract

created a fiduciary duty solely because it contained the phrase "trust and confidence.,,3o In fact,

the Idaho Supreme Court held that "mere respect for another's judgment or trust in his character

30 The City cites Sorenson v. Saint Alphonsus Regional Medical Center, Inc., 141 Idaho 754, 118 P.3d 86 (2005),
where the Court held a fiduciary relationship existed between a retirement plan administrators and beneficiaries. In
that case, the contract between the parties stated: "the people who are responsible for the operation of the Retirement
Plan are called 'fiduciaries' of the plan. They have a duty to operate your plan prudently and in the interest of you
and other plan participants and beneficiaries" (emphasis added).
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is usually not sufficient to establish such a relationship." Idaho First National Bank v. Bliss

Valley Foods, 121 Idaho 266, 277, 824 P.2d 841, 852 (1991). This distinction is particularly

important where, as here, Idaho courts have not held that the relationship between a construction

manager and an owner is fiduciary in nature.31 If the City intended to create a fiduciary duty by

contract, it could have simply used the term "fiduciary." In fact, in all the documents generated

in this case prior to the commencement of litigation, Petra is unaware of a single use of the word

"fiduciary" with regard to the relationship between the City and Petra. Importantly, the word

does not appear in the City's Complaint.

But most importantly, whether Petra owed a fiduciary duty or not, it does not make a

difference in this case - Petra stands by the integrity of its work on the Project. While there may

have been some mistakes in billing (not surprising in a Project of this magnitude) the City's

claims that Petra acted dishonestly or "hid" overcharges from the City are false. Mistakes are

typically found during the audit that takes place at the end of every project. On this Project the

audit never occurred due to the litigation. During the case, the City took every opportunity - not

only with Petra but also with representatives of LCA and several prime contractors - to conjure

every possible oversight or error into a willful act of dishonesty. By painting with this broad

brush the City seeks to hinder discovery of the truth.

3.2 Petra did not breach any duty by not posting a bond.

31 The City has simply searched for cases containing the terms "trust and confidence." These cases describe
relationships; they do not shed light on whether use of the terms alone in a contract is sufficient to create a fiduciary
duty.
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With regard to the payment and performance bond issue, the City attempts to revise the

facts. 32 Petra informed the City (which has three staff attorneys) about the payment and

performance bond requirement.33 The City and Petra agreed that Petra would provide an Errors

& Omissions policy instead.34 Further, the City ignores the fact that both the CMA and the

statute placed the onus on the City as the Owner. Section 10.3 states "Ifand when requested by

Owner, the Construction Manager shall provide Owner with a payment and performance bond ..

." The City requested an E&O policy instead ofa bond. Likewise, Idaho Code § 54-4512 places

the burden on the owner to request the bond: "A licensed construction manager or firm

providing public works construction management services shall be required to post a payment

and performance bond ..." However, no matter what conclusion the Court reaches with regard

to the bond issue, the City did not suffer any damage because of its absence. Without damages,

breach of contract is not actionable.

3.3 Petra observed the Work and rejected non-conforming work.

The City's position regarding allegedly non-conforming Work, besides ignoring that any

defects in workmanship fall squarely under the contractors' warranties, is self-contradictory and

unsupported by the record, largely implicates the design, and is based on cursory inspections by

unqualified experts almost two years after the Project was substantially complete.

32 The City persists in attempting to mislead the Court in much of its closing argument. Its arguments pile so many
erroneous conclusions atop skewed observations atop false premises that we hardly know where to start.
33 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 6539:15-23.
34 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5834:16-5835:13.
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Among other things, the City's claim that Petra failed to reject non-conforming work

completely ignores the extensive punch-list process. There is substantial evidence demonstrating

that Petra coordinated and assisted LCA and the City in bringing the' punchlist process to

completion.35 In fact, the City criticizes Petra for having an extensive punch-list when the

Project was substantially complete.36 The City cannot have it both ways. Did Petra overlook

non-conforming Work? Or did Petra catch too many instances of non-conforming Work?

Extensive punch lists were created and closed out under the guidance of Petra, LCA, and the

City's own inspectors. This process proves Petra observed the Work and rejected non-

conforming Work. If there is a latent, and thus an unobservable defect, the Contract Documents

unambiguously place the responsibility on the contractor who actually performed the Work.3
?

3.4 Petra met the standard of care during the Development Strategies Phase,

Again, the City alleges Petra did not provide a written report detailing its understanding

of the Owner's Criteria. In its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, the City attempts to

address its own failure to provide a coherent Owner's Criteria that could be responded to in kind

by Petra. Incredibly, the City, after criticizing Petra for how it responded to the Owner's Criteria

during several meetings and through a collaborative process with LCA, states: "The City timely

conveyed the Owner's Criteria to Petra through a series of meetings and written

35 Exhibit 548; Exhibit 872; Exhibit 871;Testimony of Ed Ankenman, at 8097:7-8099:13; Testimony of Tom
Coughlin, at 8796:20-24, 8731:1-7;Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8723:8724:3; Testimony of Steve Christiansen,
at 8220:18-8225:4; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8724:4-8730:21; Exhibit 626; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at
8695:9-8736:3.
36 The City admits that Petra, LCA, and the City caught 2,692 non-conforming items prior and after substantial
completion. These punch-list items-which did not interfere with the City's ability to put the building to beneficial
use-were all completed and closed out.
37 Section 4.6.6 of the A201, General Conditions.
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Coughlin, at 8796:20-24, 8731:1-7;Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8723:8724:3; Testimony of Steve Christiansen, 
at 8220:18-8225:4; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 8724:4-8730:21; Exhibit 626; Testimony of Tom Coughlin, at 
8695:9-8736:3. 
36 The City admits that Petra, LCA, and the City caught 2,692 non-conforming items prior and after substantial 
completion. These punch-list items-which did not interfere with the City's ability to put the building to beneficial 
use-were all completed and closed out. 
37 Section 4.6.6 of the A201, General Conditions. 
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correspondence.,,38 The fact is that the City never once raised an objection about the

Development Strategies phase until February 24, 2009. The law rejects this type of

inconsistency. See Obray v. Mitchell, 98 Idaho 533, 536, 567 P.2d 1284, 1287 (1977).

3.5. Petra met the standard of care during the Site Preparation phase.

The City's criticism of Petra's performance during the site demolition ignores the

evidence. Petra reviewed Ideal Demolition's Demolition Plan, approved it, and submitted it to

the City.39 During the demolition, Ideal damaged a well and later credited the City pursuant to

Petra's direction.4o The City suffered no damage-in fact, Petra protected its interests. The

City's fails to acknowledge this because it does not fit its theme.

3.6 Petra correctly managed the Project Schedule.

The City's argument with regard to the Rule Steel delay ignores two fundamental truths:

(1) Rule Steel's delay did not add any additional cost to the Project because the Project schedule,

under any set of circumstances, contemplated construction during winter; (2) the only Owner's

Project Schedule in the Contract Documents is six months for pre-construction and 18 months

for construction.41 It is undisputed that the contractors substantially completed the building in

less than 18 months after finishing abatement of the contaminated soil. The City stated it wanted

to be in the building before the winter of 2008. The conceptual schedule issued in January of

2007 had an August completion date. The City occupied the building in October. The difference

38 The City's Proposed Findings ofFact and Conclusions ofLaw, at ~26.
39 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 6042:15-19; Testimony of Richard K. Bauer, at 9466:24-9467:3.
40 Exhibit 2056, p. 2(line indicating "C/O #6 Well Head Damage Repriation [sic"); Testimony of Gene Bennett, at
5494:235495:16.
41 Testimony ofGene Bennett, at 5760:2-10; Section 6.2.2 of the CMA.
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was due to delays from LEED certification, design changes, Rule Steel, the large number of

ASI's and RFI's, the weather, and the unforeseen soil contamination. Whether the City can

second-guess Petra's management of the critical path schedule, based on its litigation team's

review of every single draft iteration of the Project schedule, is immaterial. The key fact here is

not whether various components such as "Building Rough-In and Building Finishes," of the

critical path schedule were adjusted - they were - the key is that the original conceptual Project

schedule was 16 months and Petra guided the Project to completion in 17 months in spite of the

contaminated soil, LEED certification and the numerous City driven changes.

In sum, Petra fulfilled its contractual requirement to bring the Project to completion in

less than 18 months. "If a contract is clear and unambiguous, the determination of the contract's

meaning and legal effect are questions of law, and the intent of the parties must be determined

from the plain meaning of the contract's own words." Johnson v. Lambros, 143 Idaho 468, 147

P.3d 100, 105 (Ct. App. 2006). The CMA states: "Owner's schedule (Le. six months

Preconstruction Phase Services, eighteen months Construction Phase Services) . . . .,,42 The

City's arguments with regard to managing the schedule rest on a false premise that Petra did not

have the authority to adjust the critical path schedule in the field as circumstances required.

Petra plainly did and built the building from the "inside out" in order to accomplish the City's

objectives.

42 Section 6.2.2 of the CMA.
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3.7 Petra fulfilled its duties with regard to the substantial completion process.

Substantial completion occurs when "the work is sufficiently complete in accordance

with the contract documents so that the owner can occupy or utilize the work for its intended

use." 2 Bruner & O'Connor Construction Law § 5:182. There is no dispute that this occurred.

The City issued certificates of occupancy, moved into the building, and continued conducting

City business.43 The Mayor, in early November, was proclaiming the "building is ours now" and

directing that the City was to take charge.44

The City, in an attempt to convince the Court that warranties never existed (to excuse the

City's failure to administer its rights under the warranties), accuses Petra of deviously issuing

"so-called" warranty letters and concocting "stories" about the substantial completion date of

October 15, 2008. As discussed in detail elsewhere, there is no doubt the warranties were in

effect. LCA's failure to issue certificates of substantial completion, despite Petra's request, did

not impact or cause any harm to the City. The City, LCA, and Petra all agree that the City took

beneficial occupancy of the building on October 15, 2008 - the date of substantial completion.

3.8 Petra did not breach any fiduciary duty to the City.

The City's allegations regarding Petra's "betrayal" of the City's trust are against the

weight of the evidence and require the Court to adopt the City's paranoid view of every single

aspect of Petra's management of this Project. The City primarily focuses on the Pac-West

43 Exhibit 543 and Exhibit 543(a).
44 Exhibit 602, p. 1.
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billing, the TMC winter conditions billing, Rule Steel, and Petra's billing of certain office

expenses.

Pac-West: The relevant question is not whether Petra's superintendant made a mistake

with regard to the elevation. A mistake was made. What the City conveniently leaves out is that

the City was informed of the mistake and decided to cover it nonetheless. One can construct any

variety of scenarios by taking emails out of context and "cherry-picking" documents. The

evidence established at trial was that Tom Coughlin specifically informed Keith Watts about this

issue.45 Not only did Tom Coughlin testify to this, the City produced from its records the Pac-

West invoice, admitted at trial, containing the notation: "Pac-West was given the wrong

benchmark elevation to use in setting the floor. Petra supt. Confused the marks.,,46 The City

paid this with full knowledge of the relevant facts.

Rule Steel:47 In the face of extensive emails, memos, and testimony, the City persists in

alleging dishonesty with regard to the Rule Steel delay. Tom Coughlin testified that a fully

executed version of Change Order No. 1 was never altered by Petra. Rather Rule Steel made a

notation on the change order prepared and offered by the City in an effort to negotiate a

compromise. This notation was crossed out by Tom Coughlin before it was returned to the City

as a counteroffer. The facts are clear: the City had signed the change order first before it was

45 Testimony ofTom Coughlin, at 8689:19-8693:25; Exhibit 583, p. 1, p. 39.
46 Exhibit 583, p. 39.
47 See Petra's Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, at ~~209-217 for a comprehensive summary of the
facts regarding Petra's assessment liquidated damages against Rule Steel.
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circulated and ultimately approved the change order with full knowledge of the relevant

circumstances. The City's argument takes Change Order No.1, Exhibit 2082, out of context.

TMC Winter Conditions: The City's allegation is contrary to the evidence. The facts are

that TMC was the only prime contractor that had a winter allowance built into its contract.48 It

was accounted for in TMC's schedule of values, but it was not a separate line item.49 In

addition, Petra set up a $200,000 winter allowance for the Project. Tim McGourty unequivocally

stated that collection of the $40,000 was a mistake and TMC was willing to reimburse the City

the $40,000.50 Despite the City's insinuation of a "cover-up," the facts are that an honest

mistake was made. 51

General Conditions Billing: The City's allegations regarding Petra billing the City for its

own expenses rests on the false premise that the City had no role to play in the billing for the

Project. General Condition reimbursables noted in section 4.7.11 of the CMA were identified in

the Construction Management Plan estimate issued in February of 2007. The specific items

mentioned in the CMA as part of the fee were transportation expenses, office supplies, phones

and photocopies. Transportation expenses and phone were never billed to the City. Office

48 Exhibit 2018.
49 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7844:1-7845:1.
50 Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7691:9-12.
51 Mr. McGourty summed it up best: "In my letter I clearly identified that we were willing to take care of that.
Obviously, in the middle of these excessive and outlandish criticisms, we haven't done anything yet. I told Tom
[Coughlin] point-blank, we have no issue with that. The minute he called me, accounting went through it. They
brought it in front of me. We identified it. We responded back to Petra and said: Here is what happened. The
common practice in our operation is winter protection is billed every month through the winter. Accounting was not
aware of that allowance. It didn't get identified, and it was simply an oversight. You don't exist for 30-some years
being dishonest." Testimony ofTim McGourty, at 7847:18-7848:8.
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supplies and photocopies were billed as part of the LEED documentation and certification. All

charges were reviewed in detail and paid by the City.

In sum, the City's use of the term fiduciary duty is an attempt to gloss over the course of

conduct between the parties-the City was involved in the Project with its eyes wide open.

4. The City damage claims are speculative and unsupported by the evidence.

The amounts claimed by the City as damages boggles the mind and are not well grounded

in fact or warranted by applicable law. After citing boilerplate cases on damages, the City lists

various unsubstantiated amounts. This ignores the law that damages cannot be speculative. More

importantly, the City fails to address how these alleged damages were caused by Petra.

Liquidated Damages

The City's claim for $1,650,000 in liquidated damages shows the length a paid expert

will go in testifying as directed by counsel. Even if all the City's allegations are correct

regarding the alleged number of days f delay, the most the City would be owed is $37,500 -

chargeable to the responsible contractor. Simply stating that since one cannot determine which

contractor caused the delay, therefore all are responsible, misstates the appropriate inquiry. The

focus of delay damages must be on how many days over the scheduled completion the owner

was without use of the building. Delay damages are calculated per the A101 on a per day basis.

There is simply no logical basis for multiplying 44 contractors by the $500 per day liquidated

damage amount and then multiplying that by 75 days. The fact that Steve Amento would testify
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to this undercuts the credibility of his entire testimony and is emblematic of the City's use of its

"champions."

Winter Conditions

The City's claim for $166,154 in winter conditions sidesteps two facts: (1) a $200,000

winter conditions fund was set up and these expenses were reimbursable; (2) under any scenario,

work on the Project was going to proceed through one winter. The fallacy of Steve Amento's

analysis is easily discovered. Despite the fact that construction was slated for 18 months, which

is why the a winter conditions fund was set up, Mr. Amento added up all the winter conditions

expenses, $166,154, and attributes them to Rule Steel's delay. Rule Steel's delay did not create

the need for constructing the City Hall during winter.52 In fact, had Petra not managed the prime

contractors and mitigated the impact of the changes and weather, the City could have incurred

additional winter conditions in late 2008. Mr. Amento's opinion, and this damage claim, is

contrary to the evidence.

Failure to properly administer the contracts

The City's claim that Petra approved $543,387 in change orders without back-up is based

on the following exchange between counsel for the City and Mr. Wehner: "And, sir, based on

your review, did you understand that Petra submitted $543,837 of additive change orders without

any backup material? A. Yes." This is not evidence. It is pure speculation, completely lacks

52 Of the four-month steel delay, two months were due to design changes, one month due to weather and one month
due to Rule Steel. The Project would have required winter heat regardless of whether the steel was completed in
January or February.
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foundation, and is the testimony of the City's lawyer. The change orders were submitted with

backup.53

The City's claims amount to $8,590,761, or nearly 40% of the total cost of the Project,

not including the East Parking Lot.54 The precise amount claimed by the City is belied by the

actual testimony, largely based on pure speculation. Particularly noteworthy in this regard are:

(a) the $1,500,000 "estimate" by Tim Petsche to install reheat in the central core of the building

that was already installed; (b) Todd Weltner's estimate of $1,265,000 to correct the masonry, as

opposed to the $5,000-$6,000 estimate given by Tim McGourty; and (c) Steve Amento's claim

that Petra should have assessed liquidated damages against each and every prime contractor in

the total amount of $1,650,000. The remaining items of claimed damages in the amount of

$4,175,761 are no more compelling or supported by the evidence than these three glaring

examples of preposterousness.

The table below addresses the City's damage claims.

CITATION
DESCRIPTION AMOUNT REBUTTAL REFERENCE

LIQUIDATED Bauer testimony: Amento's calculation is in error. Prime contractors Ex 755;Tr 9488:17-
DAMAGES $1,650,000 made up time; Petra administered liquidated damages properly. 21; Tr 9591 :8-11

Winter heat Owner
Item; Ex. 2152 P 96

Cost of winter heat, identified in bid documents as Owner Furnished CMP Est; Ex 804 P
WINTER Item, and as reimbursable in General Conditions ("GC") est. ofthe CMP 2; CMA Ex 2003 p
CONDITIONS $166,154 perCMA4.7.11 17; Ex 792

53 See, e.g., Exhibits 2013, 2033, 2037, 2040, 2040-2052, 2063-2071, 2075, 2077, 2078, 2079, 2080, 2081, 2082,
2083.
54 The cost to date ofthe Project managed by Petra, not including the East Parking Lot, was $21,513,416.
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ASI 88 - Ex 2160 pp
309-313; RFI 103 to
pipe schematic; Ex
2161 pg199; RFI 110
to Arch on Flow
Calcs and Tank Size
Ex 2161 p 210;
Material Submittal

Sizing of the feature, piping, tanks, and pumps was the responsibility of Log Ex 559,p90;
LCNHatch Mueller. Piping schematic shown in RFI 103. Material Retention Release

WATER Schedule contained is ASI 88. Material Submittals were approved by List - Ex 2379 P 2;
FEATURE LCA as shown in the submittal log. Hydraulic calculations are shown in Sheer Descent
REPAIRS $315,000 RFI 110. Petra never recommended release of Alpha Masonry. Pictures-Ex 560, p27

Drinkard Tr 7899:6 -
Warranty issues are between City ofMeridian. Western 7907:10 Versico
RoofingIVersico. Roofing system - 15 year warranty. Roof does not Warranty Ex 545, 23;
need to be replaced per Versico. Warranty and repairs that have been Subsequent damage
made. Damage occurred after the warranty was issued in fall 2009. Tr 7911:1-9; Tr
WetherhoIt est. for membrane was $200,000; Sheet Metal was $250,000 7942:4-12
for saddle flashing that is not on the drawings or required in Boise Christiansen Tr
climate. Christian testified mitered and caulked coping at comers is 8247:13-16; 8563:18

ROOFING $450,000 acceptable. - 8565:7
FLUSH AND
CLEAN
HYDRONIC
LOOPS $16,000 Buss testified this was performed. Tr 8652:3-18

$15,000 retention-
Petra recommended City hold $15,000 for spring repair; work was Ex 2379 p2; Wisdom
performed after Petra left project; Wisdom testified unit is operating Tr6931:17-25;

CHILLER $5,000 correctly per City reports. 6932:1
HVAC Wisdom Tr 6942:8-
CONTROLS $250,000 Wisdom testified controls are fine and do not need to be replaced. 10

INTERIOR Wisdom testified there is interior reheat, but the City is "monkeying" Wisdom Tr 6945:6-
REHEAT $1,500,000 with the floor plenum pressure settings causing problems. 25; 6946:1-8
TEST & Wisdom Tr 6946:9-
BALANCE $83,025 Wisdom testified there is no need to retest and balance the system 17

WeItner Tr 3804:16
ACCESS Weltner guessed that 33% of the floor has clickers. Actual field & 3806:6; Bennett Tr
FLOOR $212,000 measurements revealed only 2% which is a City maintenance issue. 5887 :7-14

Christiansen Tr 8613-
15 - 8614. Weltner
Tr 3452:20-
3454:19; WeltnerTr

Problem was discovered after Petra left the Project; City has only fixed 3803:8 - 3804:2;
I item and has not contacted the remaining prime contractors to perform Weltner Tr 3813:22 -

MAYOR'S warranty repairs of latent defects. Neither LCA nor Petra was informed 3814:22; Jensen Tr
RECEPTION $95,850 of any problem until 2010. 4468:8-4469: 10

Christiansen Tr
8315:11 - 8316-6

This is Weltner's estimate to add water proofing to basement walls; Weltner Tr 3740:7-
BASEMENT water proofing is present per field investigation and confirmed by 3747:3;Weltner Tr
MECH.ROOM $665,275 Christiansen. 3806: 10-3807:18;
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Sizing of the feature, piping, tanks, and pumps was the responsibility of 
LCNHatch Mueller. Piping schematic shown in RFI 103. Material 

WATER Schedule contained is ASI 88. Material Submittals were approved by 
FEATURE LCA as shown in the submittal log. Hydraulic calculations are shown in 
REPAIRS $315,000 RFI 110. Petra never recommended release of Alpha Masonry. 

Warranty issues are between City of Meridian. Western 
RoofingIV ersico. Roofing system - 15 year warranty. Roof does not 
need to be replaced per Versico. Warranty and repairs that have been 
made. Damage occurred after the warranty was issued in fall 2009. 
Wetherholt est. for membrane was $200,000; Sheet Metal was $250,000 
for saddle flashing that is not on the drawings or required in Boise 
climate. Christian testified mitered and caulked coping at comers is 

ROOFING $450,000 acceptable. 
FLUSH AND 
CLEAN 
HYDRONIC 
LOOPS $16,000 Buss testified this was performed. 

Petra recommended City hold $15,000 for spring repair; work was 
performed after Petra left project; Wisdom testified unit is operating 

CHILLER $5,000 correctly per City reports. 
HVAC 
CONTROLS $250,000 Wisdom testified controls are fine and do not need to be replaced. 

INTERIOR Wisdom testified there is interior reheat, but the City is "monkeying" 
REHEAT $1,500,000 with the floor plenum pressure settings causing problems. 
TEST & 
BALANCE $83,025 Wisdom testified there is no need to retest and balance the system 

ACCESS Weltner guessed that 33% of the floor has clickers. Actual field 
FLOOR $212,000 measurements revealed only 2% which is a City maintenance issue. 

Problem was discovered after Petra left the Project; City has only fixed 
I item and has not contacted the remaining prime contractors to perform 

MAYOR'S warranty repairs of latent defects. Neither LCA nor Petra was informed 
RECEPTION $95,850 of any problem until 20 to. 

This is Weltner's estimate to add water proofing to basement walls; 
BASEMENT water proofing is present per field investigation and confirmed by 
MECH.ROOM $665,275 Christiansen. 
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Log Ex 559,p90; 
Retention Release 
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Pictures-Ex 560, p27 
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Warranty Ex 545, 23; 
Subsequent damage 
Tr 7911:1-9; Tr 
7942:4-12 
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8247:13-16; 8563:18 
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Tr 8652:3-18 
$15,000 retention-
Ex 2379 p2; Wisdom 
Tr6931:17-25; 
6932:1 
Wisdom Tr 6942:8-
10 

Wisdom Tr 6945:6-
25; 6946:1-8 
Wisdom Tr 6946:9-
17 
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5887 :7-14 
Christiansen Tr 8613-
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Tr 3452:20-
3454:19; WeltnerTr 
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Weltner Tr 3813 :22 -
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Christiansen Tr 
8315:11 - 8316-6 
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Bennett Tr 5881 :12-
5883:3

Bennett Tr 5609:8-
5623:1;Div 2 Spec
for site(not Div 15);
Ex 754:5; 3.3A; PVC
Pipe called for Tr
5619:19 &

Weltner's erroneous opinion that PVC pipe was not called for in the site 5622:18;Site
SOUTHWEST stonn drain. Weltner erred using Div 15 spec instead ofDiv 2 spec and Drawings-Exs
CORNER $743,600 site drawings for Stonn Drain which calls for PVC 757,756,790

Est. is for cleanout costs and seismic bracing which were inspected and Wisdom Tr6957:14
approved as installed by the City Inspector (AHJ). Wisdom testified - 6960:21; Wisdom -
that the cleanouts are ok and seismic bracing was not required. Buss City AHJ Tr 6957:14
testified ifthere are lateral braces missing he will install at no cost to the - 6958:4 Buss Tr

PLUMBING $222,600 City., 8641:13 - 8643:2
Miller Tr 9930:18-
9933:3; McGourty Tr
7752:12-16; 7804:1 -
7807:22; 7706:12-
7708:1; Coughlin Tr

Installation meets industry standards with minor defects per Miller. 8734:6 - 8736:3;
Installation accepted by Christiansen and City Inspector, Tom Johnson. Bennett Tr 5582:4 -

MASONRY $1,265,000 McGorty agreed to fix minor latent defects at no cost to the City. 5583:3
Tightening up "clickers" was required to provide a quiet floor prior to
carpet. Costs were charged to LEED since the work was a result of Bennett Tr 5568:22 -
MEP contractors and City communication contractors reopening the 5582:3; Innovative
floor after installation by Pac West in order to perform LEED Design Credit Tr
commissioning. Pac West's work to achieve the Innovative Design 5572:1-13 & Tr

PAC WEST $71,767 Credit for reduced air loss under the LEED program. 5579:7 - 5580:8

Weltner opinion that they should be rejected due to lack ofbackup. Reference Ex 2013,
CHANGE Backup was provided with each change order, reviewed by LCA, 2033,2037,2040-
ORDERS- reviewed by Watts, and approved by City Council. If the backup docs 2052, 2063-2071,
BACKUP $543,837 are not in City files now, Petra does not know what they did with them. 2073-83

CHANGE These were deductive change orders and so it should have read a
ORDERS- negative -$105,011. (A credit to Petra??) These were approved by all
BACKUP $105,011 parties and Petra does not know what the City did with the backup. See Comments above

Pay App 15 Ex 2056,
approval p6 -LEED;
Approval p24 -
Winter
Conditions;Approval
p49-50 Safety Phase
2 Reimb.; CMP est;

The tools listed are nonnal consumables in the construction process and Ex804p2
they are also expenses associated with LEED documentation / Construction
certification, safety, and winter conditions. All items were billed with Management
complete backup invoices and reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird.- Agreement, Ex 2003

TOOLS $3,208 Approved by City Council and paid. p 17
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Weltner's erroneous opinion that PVC pipe was not called for in the site 
SOUTHWEST stonn drain. Weltner erred using Div 15 spec instead ofDiv 2 spec and 
CORNER $743,600 site drawings for Stonn Drain which calls for PVC 

Est. is for cleanout costs and seismic bracing which were inspected and 
approved as installed by the City Inspector (AHJ). Wisdom testified 
that the cleanouts are ok and seismic bracing was not required. Buss 
testified ifthere are lateral braces missing he will install at no cost to the 

PLUMBING $222,600 City., 

Installation meets industry standards with minor defects per Miller. 
Installation accepted by Christiansen and City Inspector, Tom Johnson. 

MASONRY $1,265,000 McGorty agreed to fix minor latent defects at no cost to the City. 
Tightening up "clickers" was required to provide a quiet floor prior to 
carpet. Costs were charged to LEED since the work was a result of 
MEP contractors and City communication contractors reopening the 
floor after installation by Pac West in order to perform LEED 
commissioning. Pac West's work to achieve the Innovative Design 

PAC WEST $71,767 Credit for reduced air loss under the LEED program. 

Weltner opinion that they should be rejected due to lack of backup. 
CHANGE Backup was provided with each change order, reviewed by LCA, 
ORDERS- reviewed by Watts, and approved by City Council. If the backup docs 
BACKUP $543,837 are not in City files now, Petra does not know what they did with them. 

CHANGE These were deductive change orders and so it should have read a 
ORDERS- negative -$105,011. (A credit to Petra??) These were approved by all 
BACKUP $105,011 parties and Petra does not know what the City did with the backup. 

The tools listed are nonnal consumables in the construction process and 
they are also expenses associated with LEED documentation / 
certification, safety, and winter conditions. All items were billed with 
complete backup invoices and reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird.-

TOOLS $3,208 Approved by City Council and paid. 
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5619:19 & 
5622: 18;Site 
Drawings-Exs 
757,756,790 
Wisdom Tr6957:14 
- 6960:21; Wisdom -
City AHJ Tr 6957:14 
- 6958:4 Buss Tr 
8641:13 - 8643:2 
Miller Tr 9930:18-
9933:3; McGourty Tr 
7752:12-16; 7804:1 -
7807:22; 7706:12-
7708:1; Coughlin Tr 
8734:6 - 8736:3; 
Bennett Tr 5582:4 -
5583:3 

Bennett Tr 5568:22 -
5582:3; Innovative 
Design Credit Tr 
5572:1-13 & Tr 
5579:7 - 5580:8 

Reference Ex 2013, 
2033,2037,2040-
2052, 2063-2071, 
2073-83 

See Comments above 
Pay App 15 Ex 2056, 
approval p6 -LEED; 
Approval p24 -
Winter 
Conditions;Approval 
p49-50 Safety Phase 
2 Reimb.; CMP est; 
Ex804p2 
Construction 
Management 
Agreement, Ex 2003 
p 17 
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The testimony referenced in the document does not add up to $1712 but CMP est.- Ex 804 pg
adds up to $381.07. Signage was listed in the GC est. as a reimbursable 2; CMA Ex 2003 pg

SIGNAGE $1,712 per CMA 4.7.11. 17
Job Conditions Ex

The testimony referenced in the doc does not add up to $57,077 but adds 2061 p82; Watts &
up to $8,465.76.These amounts were for work not contained in Prime Bird review &
Contractor work scopes but was required to complete the Project. approval ofJob

JOB Amounts reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird. Approved by City Conditions Ex 2061
CONDITIONS $57,077 Council and paid. pp 8&9.

Bennett Tr 5783:5-
15; Pay App 23 Sept
08-Extra Work
2097:18-19; Server
Rm 2097:231ce

Extra Work Orders were directed by the City through Watts in August Maker / Plumbing
2008. First billed to the City in Sept 2008; reviewed in detail by Watts 2097:26; Medallion

EXTRA WORK and Bird. Approved by City Council and paid. Extra work orders were 2097:28; Motorized
ORDERS $80,545 City modification reauests at the end ofthe project Shades 2097:31

See note for Pac
PAC WEST -$71,767 Credit for "clicker" amount above. West above.

Job Cost Detail- Ex
The City $ amount taken from Job Cost report. Actual amount billed 2127:18; Pay App

PROJECT was $1120.64 (Pay App 30) and reflects adjustments to the actual 30; Ex 2126
MEETINGS $2,213 amount spent as a result of City review and reauested adjustments. pp22&23
TWICE CMP est - Ex 804 P
WEEKLY Cleanup was listed as reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per CMA 2; CMA- Ex 2003 P
CLEANUP $2,383 4.7.11. 17

CMP est - Ex 804 P
STORAGE Storage container was listed as reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per 2; CMA- Ex 2003 P
CONTAINER $529 CMA4.7.11. 17

CMP est - Exhibit
PROJECT Project Trailer listed as a reimbursable in GC est. ofthe CMP per CMA 804 p 2; CMA- Ex
TRAILER $25,302 4.7.11. 2003 p 17

CMP est - Ex 804 P
DRINKING Drinking Water listed as a reimbursable in GC est. ofthe CMP per 2; CMA- Ex 2003 pg
WATER $748 CMA 4.7.1 1. 17

CMP estimate - Ex
MATERIAL Material Delivery (Hoisting & Craning & Off Loading) listed as a 804 p 2; CMA-Ex
DELIVERY $3,282 reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per CMA 4.7.11. 2003 P217

Photographs listed as a reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per CMA CMP est-Ex 804 p 2;
PHOTOGRAPHS $2,626 4.7.11. CMA- Ex 2003 p 17

PLANS AND Plans and Printing (Plan Reproduction) listed as a reimbursable in GC CMP est-Ex 804 p 2;
PRINTING $1,166 est. of the CMP per CMA 4.7.11. CMA-Ex 2003 p 17

CMP est-Ex 804 pg
SUPPLIES AND Supplies and Postage listed as a reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per 2; CMA-Ex 2003 P
POSTAGE $4,721 CMA4.7.11. 17

Job Cost Detail-Ex
The City was not billed any ofthe cost for telephone. This amount is 2127 p 61;Pay
from the Job Cost Detail Sheet and does not reflect the actual billing App.30 - Ex 2126 pp

TELEPHONE $8,758 which was zero (See Pay App 30) as per CMA. 22&23
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.. 

The testimony referenced in the document does not add up to $1712 but 
adds up to $381.07. Signage was listed in the GC est. as a reimbursable 

SIGNAGE $1,712 per CMA 4.7.11. 

The testimony referenced in the doc does not add up to $57,077 but adds 
up to $8,465.76.These amounts were for work not contained in Prime 
Contractor work scopes but was required to complete the Project. 

JOB Amounts reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird. Approved by City 
CONDITIONS $57,077 Council and paid. 

Extra Work Orders were directed by the City through Watts in August 
2008. First billed to the City in Sept 2008; reviewed in detail by Watts 

EXTRA WORK and Bird. Approved by City Council and paid. Extra work orders were 
ORDERS $80,545 City modification requests at the end ofthe jlfoject 

PAC WEST -$71,767 Credit for "clicker" amount above. 

The City $ amount taken from Job Cost report. Actual amount billed 
PROJECT was $1120.64 (Pay App 30) and reflects adjustments to the actual 
MEETINGS $2,213 amount spent as a result of City review and requested adjustments. 
TWICE 
WEEKLY Cleanup was listed as reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per CMA 
CLEANUP $2,383 4.7.11. 

STORAGE Storage container was listed as reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per 
CONTAINER $529 CMA4.7.11. 

PROJECT Project Trailer listed as a reimbursable in GC est. ofthe CMP per CMA 
TRAILER $25,302 4.7.11. 

DRINKING Drinking Water listed as a reimbursable in GC est. ofthe CMP per 
WATER $748 CMA 4.7.1 1. 

MATERIAL Material Delivery (Hoisting & Craning & Off Loading) listed as a 
DELIVERY $3,282 reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP j>er CMA 4.7.11. 

Photographs listed as a reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per CMA 
PHOTOGRAPHS $2,626 4.7.11. 

PLANS AND Plans and Printing (Plan Reproduction) listed as a reimbursable in GC 
PRINTING $1,166 est. of the CMP j>er CMA 4.7.11. 

SUPPLIES AND Supplies and Postage listed as a reimbursable in GC est. of the CMP per 
POSTAGE $4,721 CMA4.7.11. 

The City was not billed any ofthe cost for telephone. This amount is 
from the Job Cost Detail Sheet and does not reflect the actual billing 

TELEPHONE $8,758 which was zero (See Pay App 30) as per CMA. 
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2; CMA Ex 2003 pg 
17 
Job Conditions Ex 
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Bennett Tr 5783:5-
15; Pay App 23 Sept 
08-Extra Work 
2097:18-19; Server 
Rm 2097:23 Ice 
Maker / Plumbing 
2097:26; Medallion 
2097:28; Motorized 
Shades 2097:31 
See note for Pac 
West above. 
Job Cost Detail- Ex 
2127:18; Pay App 
30; Ex 2126 
pp22&23 
CMP est - Ex 804 P 
2; CMA- Ex 2003 P 
17 
CMP est - Ex 804 P 
2; CMA- Ex 2003 P 
17 
CMP est - Exhibit 
804 p 2; CMA- Ex 
2003 p 17 
CMP est - Ex 804 P 
2; CMA- Ex 2003 pg 
17 
CMP estimate - Ex 
804 p 2; CMA-Ex 
2003 pg 17 

CMP est-Ex 804 p 2; 
CMA- Ex 2003 P 17 
CMP est-Ex 804 p 2; 
CMA-Ex 2003 p 17 
CMP est-Ex 804 pg 
2; CMA-Ex 2003 P 
17 
Job Cost Detail-Ex 
2127 p 61;Pay 
App.30 - Ex 2126 pp 
22&23 
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Actual billing to City for Punch List was $1936.33 and covered items
that were not part of the Prime Contractor's responsibility (touch up
paint after 4 mos ofuse by the City) during the 2nd City requested Pay App 30-Ex 2126

PUNCH LIST $2,688 punch list but were required bv the City to provide a finished product. p 30

Costs included the cost associated with LEED requirements in order to
achieve LEED Silver; were not part of the Prime Contractors work
scopes which covered LEED Certified only. Included such items as
additional work to achieve the Innovative Design Credit for pressure
loss that was better than that allowed by access floor manufacturer. All Bennett Tr 5571:22-

LABOR READY invoices were reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird. Approved by City 5572:13;Ex 2604 pp
-LEED $59,241 Council and paid. 177 & 233

Costs included Daily Cleanup beyond the Prime Contractors cleanup
work scope in order to achieve LEED Silver and the associated recycle
requirements, set up for special events held by the City including tours,
TV broadcasts, and special recognition events. Daily Cleanup was listed Exhibit 2605 p 178;
as a reimbursable in the G C est. ofthe CMP per CMA 4.7.11 All CMP est - Ex 804

LABOR READY invoices reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird. Approved by City p2;CMA-Ex 2003
- Cleanup $46,211 Council and paid p17

5. Petra proved its right to an equitable adjustment and reimbursement of costs.

The City retained Petra to manage the construction of an 80,000 square foot building with

a budget of $12.2 million. Motivated by the desire to be a leader in the region, the City then

directed the development of a City Hall that has few counterparts in the area. There is no doubt

the City Hall increased in size, scope, budget, and complexity. Petra was not the only

professional entity to recognize this and ask for a fee adjustment. LCA did as well. The fact is

that the City negotiated Petra's fee with artificially low metrics and now, not only seeks to deny

Petra's fee request, but uses Petra's request as a basis for an erroneous claim of breach of

fiduciary duty. The City's ludicrous arguments should be rejected.

Petra will not repeat here the evidence on this issue that was established at tria1.55

Instead, Petra must address several mischaracterizations of the record by the City, as well as the

SS See Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, at ~~ 218-245.
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• 

Actual billing to City for Punch List was $1936.33 and covered items 
that were not part of the Prime Contractor's responsibility (touch up 
paint after 4 mos of use by the City) during the 2nd City requested Pay App 30-Ex 2126 

PUNCH LIST $2,688 punch list but were required by the City to provide a finished product. p 30 

Costs included the cost associated with LEED requirements in order to 
achieve LEED Silver; were not part of the Prime Contractors work 
scopes which covered LEED Certified only. Included such items as 
additional work to achieve the Innovative Design Credit for pressure 
loss that was better than that allowed by access floor manufacturer. All Bennett Tr 5571:22-

LABOR READY invoices were reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird. Approved by City 5572:13;Ex 2604 pp 
-LEED $59,241 Council and paid. 177 & 233 

Costs included Daily Cleanup beyond the Prime Contractors cleanup 
work scope in order to achieve LEED Silver and the associated recycle 
requirements, set up for special events held by the City including tours, 
TV broadcasts, and special recognition events. Daily Cleanup was listed Exhibit 2605 p 178; 
as a reimbursable in the G C est. ofthe CMP per CMA 4.7.11 All CMP est - Ex 804 

LABOR READY invoices reviewed in detail by Watts and Bird. Approved by City p2;CMA-Ex 2003 
- Cleanup $46,211 Council and paid p17 

5. Petra proved its right to an equitable adjustment and reimbursement of costs. 

The City retained Petra to manage the construction of an 80,000 square foot building with 

a budget of $12.2 million. Motivated by the desire to be a leader in the region, the City then 

directed the development of a City Hall that has few counterparts in the area. There is no doubt 

the City Hall increased in size, scope, budget, and complexity. Petra was not the only 

professional entity to recognize this and ask for a fee adjustment. LCA did as well. The fact is 

that the City negotiated Petra's fee with artificially low metrics and now, not only seeks to deny 

Petra's fee request, but uses Petra's request as a basis for an erroneous claim of breach of 

fiduciary duty. The City's ludicrous arguments should be rejected. 

Petra will not repeat here the evidence on this issue that was established at tria1.55 

Instead, Petra must address several mischaracterizations of the record by the City, as well as the 

SS See Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law, at ~~ 218-245. 
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City's flawed legal analysis. First, the City's statement that "Petra did not inform the City that it

intended to seek an equitable adjustment . . . until November 5, 2007 . . ." is a

mischaracterization of the record. Petra informed Keith Watts, the City's authorized

representative, of its intent in September and Keith Watts agreed that holding off would be a

"good idea."s6

Second, Petra never made any "express representation" regarding its fee. In fact, Wes

Bettis of Petra ended his remarks at a City Council meeting in July with "... so that we have a

starting place to address the value engineering issues and work with you to make a good working

budget out of this project."S7 It was not dishonest for Petra to determine a month later that its

services had been impacted by the new Project. In fact, there is no contemporaneous evidence

that the City was particularly taken aback or shocked by the request. Counsel for the City makes

the outrageous assertion, completely unsupported in the record, that Petra would have been fired

by the City on April 3, 2007, had it merely told the City of its fee request. In other words, the

request for additional compensation would be a breach of contract. This is unsound contract

interpretation and unhinged legal rhetoric.

Third, if anyone made an express representation regarding the Project, it was the City in

Recital B and Section 4.4 of the CMA. Common sense dictates that the original plan, a $12.2

million, 80,000 square foot office building, would require less staff labor and expense than what

was actually designed and built. Petra continued its work despite the City's disregard for the

56 Exhibit 535.
57 Exhibit 2025, p. 46.
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City's flawed legal analysis. First, the City's statement that "Petra did not inform the City that it 

intended to seek an equitable adjustment . . . until November 5, 2007 . . ." is a 

mischaracterization of the record. Petra informed Keith Watts, the City's authorized 

representative, of its intent in September and Keith Watts agreed that holding off would be a 

"good idea."s6 

Second, Petra never made any "express representation" regarding its fee. In fact, Wes 

Bettis of Petra ended his remarks at a City Council meeting in July with " ... so that we have a 

starting place to address the value engineering issues and work with you to make a good working 

budget out of this project."S7 It was not dishonest for Petra to determine a month later that its 

services had been impacted by the new Project. In fact, there is no contemporaneous evidence 

that the City was particularly taken aback or shocked by the request. Counsel for the City makes 

the outrageous assertion, completely unsupported in the record, that Petra would have been fired 

by the City on April 3, 2007, had it merely told the City of its fee request. In other words, the 

request for additional compensation would be a breach of contract. This is unsound contract 

interpretation and unhinged legal rhetoric. 

Third, if anyone made an express representation regarding the Project, it was the City in 

Recital B and Section 4.4 of the CMA. Common sense dictates that the original plan, a $12.2 

million, 80,000 square foot office building, would require less staff labor and expense than what 

was actually designed and built. Petra continued its work despite the City's disregard for the 

56 Exhibit 535. 
57 Exhibit 2025, p. 46. 
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representation it made in the CMA. The City now feigns outrage that Petra (and LCA) requested

fair compensation.

Fourth, the Court has already ruled that Petra's change order is not a "claim" under

Section 8 of the CMA. Likewise, the Idaho Tort Claims Act is inapplicable. Both fall under the

law of the case doctrine and the City offers nothing new that would support reconsideration.

Fifth, Petra's original fee was calculated by using 4.7% of the total cost as a guide.

Petra's fee in Change Order No.1, approved by the City, was expressly calculated using this

same percentage. It is hardly a "fictional percentage" as the City now claims.

Lastly, the City repeats the argument that had it known about Petra's $386,392 fee

request the City would not have gone forward with completing a Project it ultimately chose to

spend over $20 million on. To state the argument is to recognize its absurdity.

The bottom line with regard to Petra's fee request is simple. During the construction of

the Project (over a year before it was completed and before performing the work) Petra made a

request for additional compensation. The Meridian City Hall, by all accounts, is more complex,

bigger, more expensive, and required more work from the professionals involved, both LCA and

Petra. The City was notified of the increased in fee request as early as August of 2007. In early

September 2007, Keith Watts informed Petra in an email that holding off submitting the request

was a "good idea." The City never objected to the concept of the request, but did ask for more

back-up. On February 24,2009, more than 540 days later, the City rejected Petra's request, after

hiring outside counsel and while Petra was still working on the Project. A few weeks later, the
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City sued Petra. The requirement of good faith and fair dealing works both ways in every

contract. Petra's request was consistent with the terms of the CMA and fully disclosed to the

City. Although legally incorrect, the City had a right to disagree with the request. But accusing

Petra of breaching the contract and breaching a fiduciary duty by simply making the request

evidences lack of good faith on the part of the City to resolve the parties' differences without

resort to litigation.

6. CONCLUSION

Considering the foregoing, Petra's closing argument, and the record in this case, Petra

asks that judgment be entered in its favor in all respects and that the Court find and conclude that

Petra is the prevailing party in this lawsuit and is entitled to interest on the unpaid amounts and

an award of its costs and fees.

DATED: May 23,2011.
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By LARA AMES
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE

STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT
CITY OF MERIDIAN'S REBUTTAL
ARGUMENT

The Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, City of Meridian, ("City"), by and through its counsel of

re'cord, Kim J. Trout of Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, P.A., and pursuant to this Court's

order, submits this Rebuttal Argument in Response to Petra's Closing Argument Dated May 9, 2011.

INTRODUCTION

After reviewing Petra's Closing Argument, one cannot help but be left to wonder what

service Petra feels it provided to the City that justified the nearly $1,110,319 it has already received,

and even more than that, what additional services Petra feels it provided to the City justifying it to

an additional half million dollar payment.
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In its Closing Argument, Petra tacidy admits multiple deficiencies with regard to the Project.

However, under Petra's view, none of these are Petra's fault. From the outset of its Closing

Argument, Petra's entire defense consists of the assertion that everything is the fault of everyone but

itself. Under Petra's analysis, the lack of certificates of substantial completion, the failure to assure

that any work performed was in accordance with plans and specifications, and the failure to assure

that the work was free of defects, was the fault of the architect (LCA), the contractors, and even the

City. Nevermind, Petra appears to argue, that these duties were expressly imposed upon Petra. In

fact, even the economy is apparendy to blame as Petra believes this case to be in part about

"changing times" and slowed "economic growth." Perhaps most astonishing of all, Petra even

asserts that the City purposefully allowed the deficiencies to exist solely to create a lawsuit with

Petra.

Most telling of all, however, is that while Petra points the finger of blame at everything and

everyone but itself, Petra's Closing Argument is without a single acknowledgement to the fact that

under the express terms of the CMA, it accepted the City's "trust and confidence" that it would "do

all things" to achieve "a first class result." Petra makes not even a passing reference to its

unquestionable fiduciary responsibility to the City. Petra did not exercise ordinary care, it did not

discharge its fiduciary duty, and it did not "do all things" required. Rather, it appears that Petra

believes it was paid, and deserves to be paid more, for doing nothing more than directing payment

and assigning fault.

Perhaps the best illustration of the fallacy of Petra's position is evident from its argument

that a "defect" is subject to a "warranty" and Petra is not responsible for warranty work, only the

Prime Contractors are. Petra's view is that of a General Contractor, not the Construction Manager

on this Project who is subject to express contract duties. A General Contractor is responsible for all

defects and all work is subject to a single General Contractor's Warranty to complete the Project, no
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matter when the defect is found. Here, by the terms of the express A201 contracts, the warranty

cannot issue until all Work is substantially complete.1 Defective Work and deficient Work render the

Work incomplete. As a matter of contractual definition, and fact on this Project, Petra simply

ignores its express contractual duty of inspection, and its duty to reject defective and deficient work,

by broadly declaring that all defective Work is warranty work, and someone else's responsibility.

Again, if this was not Petra's responsibility then one has to ask, why was Petra hired and paid?

If the Court accepts Petra's theory, then it must ignore the contractual duties of the CMA to

do so. To find for Petra, this Court will be required to, as explained herein and in the City's Written

Closing:

1) Ignore that HVAC equipment will not meet specifications after 8 weeks of testing,
and can allow the contractor to simply slap a "Final" cover page on the same
defective test results and call it good;

2) Ignore that even after occupancy,2 Petra's on-site superintendant3 made adjustments
every single day from November 08 through February 09 to the HVAC system
trying to get it to stop blowing cold air all the time and simply declare that the system
meets the plans and specifications for the Project;

3) Ignore that there were no submittals for the hydraulic function of the water feature,
no submittals for the capstones, and no pressure testing done as required by the
specifications, and then simply declare it good for final payment;

4) Ignore the fact that the roof has leaked from the first weather event following move
in, up to and during the trial two years later; and

5) Ignore that only 5% of the masonry meets the specifications.

The simple answer to these questions is that Petra asks the Court to ignore its express

contractual promises and duties to the City. If the Court applies the law of contracts to the CMA, it

1 See, Ex. 2017, P. 42, §§9.8.1, 9.8.2, and 9.8.3.
2 It should be noted that in its proposed Findings of Fact, Petra states that it "achieved the City's goal [because] the City
took beneficial occupancy of [the Project]." Petra's statement completely disregards the fact that the Project had major
defects upon the City taking occupancy, and that multiple defects arose subsequent to the City taking occupancy. The
City did not bargain for that and it is disingenuous for Petra to take such an oversimplified stance on the issue.
3 Tr. Transcr. Oensen) 4100:22-2104:3,4442:4-12.
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will come to the conclusion that Petra's efforts to deceive,4 its effort to fabricate that which was not

real,S its efforts to say that it met the standard of care when neither its Project Manager nor its

purported expert even knew of Petra's duty to post bonds6 - all fail.

If the Court measures Petra's undisputed conduct against the express contractual duties,

Petra will be responsible for: 1) Buss's taking short cuts7 - a. installing PVC instead of Cast Iron with

Petra's approval8; b. failure to install required seismic bracing; c. failure to install required clean outs;

2) TMC's slip shod masonry Work with only 5% meeting the tolerances of the specifications and

completely missing metal flashings at the front and rear of the building; 3) MR Miller's water feature

mess of failed hydraulics, leaking features, deteriorating capstone, and effervescence covered brick

work; 4) Western's continually leaking roof; 5) Hobson's failed HVAC system which "blows cold air

all the time;" 6) Petra's mismanagement of public money: a. $40,000 paid to TMC; b. more than

$71,000 paid to PacWest; c. $11,314 in General Conditions for costs never incurred by Petra.

Petra's litany of undocumented oral agreements, its multiple stories and dates of so-called

"substantial completion"9, its mantra of objections during trial about incomplete City Pay

Applications when its own records were fatally flawed with unsigned G702's, all lead to only one

factually accurate and legally permissible conclusion: Petra was not honest with the City. When its

job performance was being questioned, Petra told the City repeatedly its CM Fee and Reimbursables

would not change. Why? Why didn't Petra simply stand up at a City Council meeting and announce

their Fee and Reimbursable costs were going to be $342,000 greater because of the costs of the

Project? Why did Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin decline Keith Watts' invitation to appear before

4 See, Exs. 2058 and 2059. Coughlin's effort to have the City pay for Petra's mistake, (a.k.a. the tail of the 'T).
5 Ex. 755, P. 6. Petra's illustrative trial exhibit shows Rule Steel had totally finished its Work by December 14, 2007.
6 Tr. Transcr. (Bennett) 6539:4-6541:13; Tr. Transcr. (Bauer) 9699:9-21.
7 Tr. Transcr. (Wehner) 3886:7-9
8 Ex. 2130, P. 105, div-15.
9 An examination of the Project Records show that while Petra did many things during the Project which created
multiple dates of substantial completion, (i.e. Prime Contractor's Change Orders and correspondence to Prime
Contractors (Exs. 2083, 2117, 2119, 2122, 3100, 2693, 2106, 2107, 2109, 2110, 2114, 2115, 2118», it is undisputed that
not one "Certificate of Substantial Completion" was ever issued on the Project under Petra's management.
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the City Council the very next weeklO after the City had rejected Petra's Change Order No.2 to have

an open discussion about Petra's claim? If Petra had done nothing wrong, and had nothing to hide,

why did Gene Bennett refuse to have an open discussion with them in an open meeting? What did

Petra have to hide?

The answer to these questions is quite simple: Petra didn't want their conduct to be exposed

to the light of day. Petra did not want the City to ask all of the hard questions that this litigation has

uncovered. Petra didn't want an honest examination of their conduct in the light of day. Petra did

not want the citizens of Meridian to realize that Petra failed to do its job, mismanaged the citizens'

money, and left the citizens with a huge bill for deficient and defective Work which should have

been rejected by Petra if it had it simply done its job. Petra never expected anyone to really look at

invoices, pay applications, e-mails, plan sheets, specifications, or to actually observe and inspect the

Work performed on Petra's watch. Petra never expected anyone to question its honesty or integrity.

Instead, Petra expected that like the "%of Contractual GC's for 1 extra month of services due to

unforeseen conditions"ll the City would just pay, and pay, and pay, just like the City paid the Prime

Contractors based upon Petra's recommendation to pay them in full. Petra expected to take

advantage of the City's lack of skill, lack of experience, and its trust in Petra. The City did trust

Petra, and that trust was misplaced.

10 See, Ex. 2705.
11 See, Ex. 2281, P. 2, item 0004.
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ARGUMENT

I. The Evidence Presented Compels the Conclusion that Petra Materially and
Substantially Breached its Fiduciary and Contractual Duties to the City.

A. The Evidence Is That Petra Failed To Perform Its Duties As A Fiduciary To
"To Do All Things Necessary" To Achieve A "First Class Result" In
Accordance With The City's Expectations.

Petra makes no reference to its express contractual acknowledgement and acceptance of the

City's "trust and confidence."12 This is a heightened standard of care, exceeding the ordinary

standard of care, both of which standards Petra failed to meet. This is evident and illustrated by the

report card13 prepared by the City's expert, Steve Amento, as well as the testimony of Laura IZnothe.

As Ms. Knothe testified:

Q. Now, based upon your education, trammg, and experience as a project
engineer and construction manager, in the period from 2006 through the end
of 2008, was it customary in this locale for construction managers to allow
work to go uncompleted and then turn over projects to owners?

A. No.
Q. If a construction manager during the years 2006 through 2008, allowed

incomplete work to be turned over to an owner, do you have an opinion as
to whether or not such actions by a construction manager would violate the
standard of care?

***
A. It does violate the standard of care.14

Ms. IZnothe further testified clearly and unequivocally:

Q. Based on your review, your experience, and your education and training as a
construction management professional, have you formed an opinion as to
whether or not Petra turned this project over to the City of Meridian without
work in complete compliance with the plans and specifications?

A. Yes.
Q. What's that opinion?
A. They have not; they did not. is

Finally, Ms. Knothe testified:

12 The City has already briefed this issue in its Written Closing Argument and incorporates those arguments which now
stand unchallenged in the record.
13 See, Ex. 2780.
14 Tr. Transcr. (Knothe) 4345:8-25.
15 Tr. Transcr. (Knothe) 4346:17-4347:1.
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ARGUMENT 
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A. The Evidence Is That Petra Failed To Perform Its Duties As A Fiduciary To 
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Q. Based upon your education, your training, and your experience, and your
work on this project, in reviewing Petra's performance, have you formed an
opinion as to whether or not Petra did all things or required the architect and
each contractor to do all things necessary, appropriate or convenient to
achieve the end result desired by the city?

A. I have formed an opinion, and they did not, in my opinion.16

Petra had a fiduciary duty to do all things necessary to assure a first class result as it

concerned the construction of the Project. Not only did Petra fail to meet these fiduciary

responsibilities and exacting expectations, the evidence in the record establishes that Petra failed to

even satisfy expectations of ordinary care.

B. Petra's Failure to Ensure Warranties, Certificates of Substantial Completion
and Final Payments were Substantial, Material Breaches of the CMA.

Petra argues that it "fulfilled its obligations under the CMA and performed in accordance

with the standard of care by, among other things ... correcdy managing the prime contracts."17 That

is an incorrect statement. Petra failed to manage the prime contracts, and its failure has caused the

City significant damage. Petra's failure is highlighted by the fact that, among other things, it: (1)

advised the City to issue final payments even though no Certificates of Substantial Completion had

been issued; (2) advised the City to issue final payments even though it was aware of major defects;

(3) caused warranties to be issued even though no Certificates of Substantial Completion had been

issued; and (4) caused warranties to be issued even though it was aware of major defects.

Petra's duty was to manage and direct the close-out process, as the City's agent, by making

sure all the proper steps were taken prior to issuance of the Certificates of Substantial Completion.

Once that was done, it was Petra's duty to make sure the Certificates of Substantial Completion

were issued. The City's only duty in this close-out process was to pay each Prime Contractor after

the issuance of a Certificate of Substantial Completion. In other words, there was nothing for the

City to approve or reject. It was relying on Petra to take care of the approval!rejection process and

16 Tr. Transcr. (Knothe) 4351:17-4352:1.
17 See, Petra's FFCL, p.46, ~ 246.
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then tell the City when, who and how much to pay. This concept is clearly set forth in the A201's

which state, in relevant part, as follows:

When the Contractor considers that the Work ... is substantially complete, the
Contractor and Construction Manager shall joindy prepare and submit to LCA a
comprehensive list of items to be completed or corrected [the "Punch List"] ....
Upon receipt of the [punch List], LCA, assisted by the Construction Manager, will
make an inspection to determine whether the Work ... is substantially complete....
When the Work ... is substantially complete, LCA will prepare a Certificate of
Substantial Completion which shall establish the date of Substantial Completion,
shall establish responsibilities of the Owner and Contractor for security,
maintenance, heat, utilities, damage to the Work and insurance, and shall fix the time
within which the Contractor shall finish all items on the [punch List] accompanying
the Certificate. Warranties required by the Contract Documents shall commence on
the date of Substantial Completion of the Work ... unless otherwise provided in the
Certificate of Substantial Completion. The Certificate of Substantial Completion
shall be submitted to the Owner and Contractor for their written acceptance of
responsibilities assigned to them in such Certificate.

See, e.g., Ex. 2017, Rule Steel Contract, ~ 9.8.2

Petra did not follow that process. Instead, Petra recommended and allowed the final

payments to be made, and warranties issued, even though Petra (the City's agent) knew about

multiple defects, and knowing that LCA had not certified that the work was substantially complete.

Petra's actions not only caused the City to pay for defective, non-conforming and/or incomplete

work, they also allowed LCA to argue that it has no liability because it never certified that the Work

was performed in accordance with the plans and specifications, and the prime contractors to argue

that the City, through Petra, waived any right to claim that the Work was defective.

The term "Certificate of Substantial Completion" is a term which has a very specific purpose

and meaning in the construction industry, especially when, as here, the Prime Contracts were drafted

on standard AIA forms. The purpose of the Certificate of Substantial Completion is to insure that

the work has been completed as required by the plans and specifications for the benefit of the City.

Mr. Coughlin acknowledged and understood the critical importance of the Certificates.18 In addition

18 Tr. Transcr. (Coughlin) 8784:14-21
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Mr. Coughlin acknowledged the Certificate of Substantial Completion signified acceptance of the

prime contractor's work by the owner19 and "it signifies when the work is complete."2o

Petra attempted to retroactively fix its mistake by getting the parties to agree to a "unified

substantial completion date" of October 15, 2008. This argument falls flat because: (1) any

modification to the A201's had to be in writing; (2) there is no testimony that any of the Prime

Contractors agreed to the modification (the self-serving testimony was that LCA, the City and Petra

agreed to a verbal modification); and (3) the terms of the supposed modification are undefined (i.e.,

was it supposed to replace the requirement that LCA certify in writing that the Work was completed

in conformance with the plans and specifications?).

Petra also attempts to confuse the Certificate of Substantial Completion issue by loosely

using the term "substantial completion" throughout its closing argument and proposed findings of

fact and conclusions of law. There are too many examples of this fallacy to cite. As Petra has done

throughout the course of this litigation, Petra's litany of language in the form of ipse dixit is rampant.

Petra confuses the issue by claiming the City issued a "Certificate: of Completion." The City did

not. The City issued a "Letter of Substantial Completion."21 Petra's fiction totally ignores that the

"City's Letter" addressed only Core and Shell code compliance. Thus, Petra continues it litany of

falsehoods. Those two concepts are not germane to issue of whether Petra breached the CMA by

failing to obtain Certificates of Substantial Completion and advising the City to move forward

without them.

Approved Punch Lists. As set forth in the express language of the Prime Contracts (see

above), Petra and the Contractors were responsible for creating the Punch Lists. Mr. Coughlin

19 Tr. Transcr. (Coughlin) 8785:6-12
20 Tr. Transcr. (Coughlin) 8786:20-22
21 See, Ex. 543 P. 15
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testified that a punch list was not created for every Prime Contractor.22 Petra was then responsible

for assisting LCA in conducting an inspection to determine whether the Work was substantially

complete. Only after Petra and LCA were satisfied that the Work was substantially complete, Petra

was then supposed to ensure that LCA issued a Certificate of Substantial Completion. In other

words, the creation of a Punch List was step one in the process of issuing a Certificate of Substantial

Completion. Step two was the inspection by LCA and Petra. Step three was the issuance of the

Certificate of Substantial Completion. Each step triggered different rights and duties of the parties,

and it is clear that the rights and duties triggered by the issuance of a Certificate of Substantial

Completion are separate and distinct from the rights and duties triggered by the first two steps.

Certificates of Occupancy. Similar to the Punch Lists, Certificates of Occupancy have a

purpose and meaning distinctly different from a Certificate of Substantial Completion; i.e., they

trigger a set of rights and duties separate and distinct from a Certificate of Substantial Completion

which causes confusion when the two terms are used interchangeably.

The Meridian City Code defines the term "Certificate of Occupancy" as follows:

Official certification that a building and site conform to the provisions of city codes,
including appropriate conditions such as a development agreement, and/or
conditional use permit.

See Meridian City Code, Section ll-lA-1.

This definition is consistent with the common understanding of the term in the construction

industry:

The certificate of occupancy is complementary to the building permit. The building
permit states that what the landowner intends to do with his property, as evidenced
by his application for the permit and the plans and specifications f1led in connection
therewith, complies with the provisions of the zoning ordinance and that the
structural features comply with the building code. The certificate of occupancy,
which is issued only after completion of a structure and its inspection by a building
inspector, evidences that what has been accomplished is in compliance with the

22 Tr. Transcr. 8783:12-18.
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building code, and with the nonuse provisions of the ordinance.... The certificate of
occupancy also states what the use permitted in the structure or on the land may be.

See Rathkopfs The Law of Zoning and Planning § 69:24 (4th ed.).

The issuance of a certificate of occupancy is not, as Petra argues, a statement by the issuing

party that the subject building project is free from defective workmanship. Nor is it a statement that

the subject building project was built in compliance with the subject plans and specifications. More

importantly, it is not a statement of "acceptance" of the work by the issuing party. Rather, a

certificate of occupancy is merely a statement that the subject building project was built in

conformance with the applicable building code, and with the nonuse provisions of the applicable

ordinances. See, e.g., Reeder v. Knapik, 2008 WL 3843521 (S.D. Cal. 2008).

In Reeder, the District Court for the Southern District of California explained as follows:

Plaintiff first asserts that the City's building inspectors failed to take notice of
deficiencies in the remodeling construction. The City's inspection of building
projects is not intended to determine if construction is being completed to the home
owner's satisfaction. Instead, during construction, building officials periodically
inspect work for conformance with the local building code and verify that
contractors performing the work hold licenses required by law. Upon substantial
completion of construction, the building official inspects the completed work to
verify that it has been constructed in conformance with code and, if found to be so,
to issue a certificate of occupancy authorizing the owner's occupancy and use of the
project for its intended purposes.

Id. at *2.

Petra turned the close-out process on its head. Petra knew the importance of obtaining

Certificates of Substantial Completion,23 and prior to issuing final payments.24 Petra allowed the City

to move in prior to the issuance of Certificates of Substantial Completion even though Petra knew

23 Tr. Transcr: (Coughlin) 8784:14-21, 8785:6-12 and 8786:5-24.
24 In Petra's Finding of Fact, P. 15, '1172, Petra wrongly asserts that Keith Watts "admitted that after the punchlists were
completed, any remaining items were warranty items." That "admission" from Mr. Watts is gleaned from an email chain
between City employees and Petra. As explained later in this briefing" Mr. Watts is not the City's authorized
representative and therefore he cannot make admissions on behalf of the City. Petra's claimed evidence actually
illustrates the fact that Petra was misleading the City as to the proper procedures for close-out of the Project, and that
Mr. Watts and the rest of the City employees bought into Petra's story hook, line and sinker. Additionally, the concept
Petra asserts is established through Mr. Watts' "admission" is a legal conclusion. Even if Mr. Watts had the authority to
bind the City with his admissions, he cannot be deemed to make legal conclusions on behalf of the City.
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there were over 2,600 defects in the workmanship. Petra then advised the City to issue final

payments to all the Prime Contractors. Petra's actions resulted in a breach of the CMA and have

caused the City significant damage.

Petra's fall-back argument is that Section 4.6.6 of the A201 's exonerates Petra from any

responsibility to ensure the Prime Contractors carried out "the Work in accordance with the

Contract Documents."25 Petra misinterprets Section 4.6.6 of the A201. That section is meant to

preclude the Prime Contractor from suing Petra for any damages sustained by the Prime Contractor

for its defective work. Petra's interpretation of that section creates a conflict with Section 4.6.2 of

the A201, which states that Petra "will ... determine that the Work is being performed in

accordance with the requirements of the Contract Documents, will keep the Owner informed of the

progress of the Work, and will guard the Owner against defects and deficiencies in the Work."

More importandy, Petra's interpretation of that section creates a conflict with the CMA, which

specifically states Petra is responsible for ensuring all work is performed in conformance with the

plans and specifications.26 Petra even acknowledged during trial that "Petra was responsible to

require LCA and all contractors to achieve the owner's desired result[.]"27

Petra also tries to shirk its duties by arguing that all of the defects arising as a result of the

design process were solely the responsibility of LCA. Petra is correct that LCA contractually agreed

to perform certain tasks and be liable for its failure to perform those tasks. However, it was Petra's

job to act on behalf of the City to make sure that LCA properly performed its duties, and to manage

the design process. Managing the design process is not the same as actually designing the Project.

Petra did not have the skill or expertise to design the Project. However, Petra said it had the skill

and expertise to manage the design process and, through the CMA, agreed to do so. To the extent

25 Petta's FFCL, p. 46, ~ 247.
26 See, Ex. 2003, P. 16, § 4.7.9
27 Tr. Transcr. (Coughlin) 8860:18-23

PLAINTIFF/COUNTERDEFENDANT CITY OF MERIDIAN'S
WRITTEN REBUTTAL ARGUMENT - Page 12

008242

there were over 2,600 defects in the workmanship. Petra then advised the City to issue final 

payments to all the Prime Contractors. Petra's actions resulted in a breach of the CMA and have 

caused the City significant damage. 

Petra's fall-back argument is that Section 4.6.6 of the A201 's exonerates Petra from any 

responsibility to ensure the Prime Contractors carried out "the Work in accordance with the 

Contract Documents."25 Petra misinterprets Section 4.6.6 of the A201. That section is meant to 

preclude the Prime Contractor from suing Petra for any damages sustained by the Prime Contractor 

for its defective work. Petra's interpretation of that section creates a conflict with Section 4.6.2 of 

the A201, which states that Petra "will ... determine that the Work is being performed in 

accordance with the requirements of the Contract Documents, will keep the Owner informed of the 

progress of the Work, and will guard the Owner against defects and deficiencies in the Work." 

More importandy, Petra's interpretation of that section creates a conflict with the CMA, which 

specifically states Petra is responsible for ensuring all work is performed in conformance with the 

plans and specifications.26 Petra even acknowledged during trial that "Petra was responsible to 

require LCA and all contractors to achieve the owner's desired result[.],,27 

Petra also tries to shirk its duties by arguing that all of the defects arising as a result of the 

design process were solely the responsibility of LCA. Petra is correct that LCA contractually agreed 

to perform certain tasks and be liable for its failure to perform those tasks. However, it was Petra's 

job to act on behalf of the City to make sure that LCA properly performed its duties, and to manage 

the design process. Managing the design process is not the same as actually designing the Project. 
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25 Petta's FFCL, p. 46, ~ 247. 
26 See, Ex. 2003, P. 16, § 4.7.9 
27 Tr. Transcr. (Coughlin) 8860:18-23 
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LCA's and Petra's duties overlapped, the City has the right to hold either or both of the parties liable

for the failure. The CMA does not contain any language absolving Petra of any duties in the event

the City contracts with another party to perform the same duties. Likewise, there is no rule of law

precluding the City from choosing to sue Petra for its breach of the CMA, while choosing not to sue

LCA for its breach of some of the same duties under a separate contract. Petra cannot absolve itself

of its duties simply because someone else was supposed to perform the same duties.

C. Petra Wholly Failed to Manage The Project.

In its Closing Argument, Petra seeks to diminish and evade the glaring deficiencies in the

work performed by the various contractors that Petra advised the City to proceed to pay without

certificates of substantial completion. The City has already explained in detail the material and

substantial breaches with regard to each of the subjects identified by Petra in the City's Written

Closing Argument filed on May 9, 2011. Those arguments should be incorporated herein. However,

a few additional responses are in order given the assertions of Petra in its own Closing Argument.

1. The HVAC System.

Petra was fully aware of the failed Preliminary TAB test results28• Under Petra's watch, Petra,

Hurn, Wisdom and LCA allowed the City to move into a building, in which the HVAC Work was

incomplete, and which never met the requirements of the specifications. Under Petra's supervision,

Petra allowed the move in to occur without warning.29 Petra knew, or should have known that the

"construction phase CX (commissioning process) was incomplete because the noted deficiencies30

had not been 'corrected, [or] proven to comply with the contract specifications ... "31 It is undisputed

that as of the time of trial, the City's witnesses and Petra's witnesses, Christiansen, Wisdom and

28 See, Exs. 2797,2804, and 2804A; Tr. Transcr. (Hum) 5140:4-5162:14.
29 Tr. Transcr. (Wisdom) 7021:11-7023:3, 7023:4-11, 7029:11-21.
30 Exs. 2804 and 2804A. Tr. Transcr. (Hum) 5140:4-5162:14. The Preliminary TAB Report clearly showed obvious, and
major deficiencies in the failure of the equipment to meet the Specification Tolerances.
31 See, Ex. 2153, P. 85, §1.7 F
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Hum all acknowledged that the building was still "blowing cold air all the time" or "pufftng" and

that this problem was an irreparable problem in the controls of the HVAC system, of which Petra

knew or should have known.

Petra further knew, or should have known that both Hobson's and Buss's Work could not

have been complete simply because each Prime Contractor was responsible for "furnishing a

working system."32 Petra's failure to reject the non-conforming Work is yet another material breach

of its contractual duties to the City.

Mr. Hum testifted the only TAB report utilized was the Preliminary report.33 To date, the

HVAC system has never been tested to clearly and unequivocally demonstrate that the Work in

place has ever complied with the specifted TAB tolerance requirements. As was evidenced at trial,

given the obvious and speciftc multiple failures to meet the tolerances specifted previously noted34,

Petra had the clear obligation to reject the Work, and insure correction and retesting to bring the

HVAC system into compliance as noted in the contract document speciftcations:

Correct deftciencies (differences between specifted and observed performance) as
interpreted by the CA, CM and AlE and retest the equipment.35

As recent as March 23, of 2010, Heery's "assessment" contains no less than forty (40)

notations of failures, missing readings, unfound items, questions, issues or concerns by Heery36

clearly stating that the HVAC was not then, and is not today, functioning in compliance with the

speciftcations, contract documents. These conclusions were simply verifted by the City's expert, Tim

32 See, Ex. 2153, P. 93, §3.15: (06016.01 The project acceptance criteria listed below come from the plans, specifications,
and equipment manufacturer's operating criteria. The fact that not all specified design criteria are listed below does not
relieve the contractor from meeting contractual requirements found in the plans and specifications. The contractor is
reminded of their responsibility for furnishing a working system.)
33 Tr. Transcr. (Hum) 5112:12-15
34 Tr. Transcr. (Hum) 5147:14-5148:20
35 See, Ex. 2153, P. 290, §1.2 A.15 (emphasis added).
36 See, Ex. 746. A careful reading of the assessment evidences that most, if not all, of the items of concern which were
noted by Hum in the body of the assessment were never addressed in the issues list. If they truly had been, then why
would Hum have urged a recommissioning of the building?
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Petsche, whose more than 30 years of HVAC experience, along with the testing performed by him

or at his direction, caused him to reach the same conclusions as did Hurn.37

2. The Roof.

While the majority of Petra's arguments on the roof are addressed in the City's Written

Closing Argument, the City is compelled to address Petra's assertions raised in the proposed

Findings of Fact. In particular, proposed fInding number 177 asserts that "Some damage is

expected in any construction project and all damage was repaired, at no cost to the City, prior to

Versico issuing its warranty." No one testifIed that all the damage was repaired. The testimony is

that the roof has always leaked and, as confIrmed by Mr. Drinkard, the roof was not completed in

conformance with the plans and specifIcations.38 The roof leaks because the damage was not

repaired and/or the roof was not installed per the plans and specifications. Petra is responsible for

both of those failures.

In addition, in paragraph 178 Petra lays out a series of weakly linked, mosdy disputed factual

assertions, as the foundation for the conclusion that "it is more likely than not that the roof was

damaged after the City took occupancy and after Petra was no longer onsite [, and that, therefore,]

any roof leaks are more likely than not the product of this new damage." The preponderance of the

evidence points to the conclusion that the leaks which were in existence when the City moved in are

the same leaks the City still suffers from. Accordingly, the concept that someone went up to the

roof and damaged it after construction activities were stopped is highly unlikely.39 The undisputed

fact is that the roof has never worked, and it should have never been accepted by Petra.

3. The Water Features.

37 Tr. Transer. (petsche) 1685:15-1688:1.
38 Tr. Transer. (Wetherholt) 980:3-14; Tr. Transer. (Christiansen) 8550:1-5; Tr. Transer. (Drinkard) 7949:7-12,7972:17
22,7993:7-14,7993:18-22, and 8000:3-18.
39 Tr. Transer. (Wetherholt) 599:5 - 600:16, 620:9-15, 624:2-21, 643:2-22; Tr. Transer. 657:13-19; Ex. 2198 P. 212
(photo).
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Petra had the obligation to insure the water features were pressure tested to a specific level40

to insure a "leak proof" system. Petra failed to introduce any evidence that the water features were

ever tested, thus Petra produced no proof of Work being completed as required in the contract

documents. Without the necessary tests, test results, Petra's claim of the leak being a problem that

occurred after construction again falls as mere speculation.

In addition, to the extent that Petra seeks to assert LCA is solely responsible for the change

in design for the water feature as it does in its proposed finding of fact number 181, that argument is

without merit. It is correct that the "storage tank size was a design change." Petra fails to note,

however, that any such design change has to go through a process, and that Petra was responsible

for ensuring the process was completed prior to allowing the change to occur. In this respect, the

A201 required submittals for any changes in design including all supporting hydraulic calculations.41

Petra failed to require the process to be followed. The defect would have been discovered if Petra

had performed its duty and required the process to be followed.

4. The Masonry.

Petra's argument is based primarily on the assertion that that the "masonry defects in the

veneer are aesthetic issues, not structural [, and that] aesthetic issues fall within the realm and

expertise of LCA, who approved the masonry veneer at least twice during the final punchlist

process." Contrary to Petra's theory, only the certificate of substantial completion denotes

acceptance of the work42 and the punchlist is merely a tool to be used along that path. The problem

with this statement is that there is no proof LCA approved the masonry veneer. Also, the statement

disregards the fact that it was Petra's duty to ensure all Work conformed to the plans and

specifications. Aesthetics may fall within the architect's realm, but compliance with plans and

40 See, Ex. 2154, P. 125, §3.2 D. Nor did Petra ever produce in discovery any Project Record evidencing any such testing.
41 See, Ex. 2159, P. 449 (First entry under Notes).
42 See Tr. Transcr. (Coughlin) 8785:6-12
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specifications falls within Petra's realm.43 The masonry is defective because the alignment, the

tooling, and workmanship are grossly out of conformance with the plans and specifications. It was

Petra's duty to reject this Work. Petra failed to do so, and instead advised the City to pay for the

defective, non-conforming Work.

5. The Plumbing.

Petra's attempt to discredit Mr. Chamberlin is all hinged on its assertion that the "back-water

valves complied with Section 710.1 of the Uniform Plumbing Code because they did not serve the

fixtures above the basement. .. "44 However, Ex. 2159, pages 323 and 324 do not reflect the as-built

condition.45 As verified by Chamberlin's physical inspection of the building, both of the upper floor

fixture stacks drain through the two back-water valves located in the basement level.

The Uniform Building Code absolutely prohibits the drainage of the upper floors through

the backwater valve serving that drain line: "Fixtures above such elevation shall not discharge

through the backwater valve."46 As with both the seismic bracing and missing cleanouts Gust two

more of the list of Buss "shortcuts" - all of which saved Buss money and all without any credit

being sought by Petra for the City as the Court duly noted in its question to Lenny Buss), Petra's

assertion finds no support in evidence introduced at trial. There was no evidence presented by Petra

where Buss sought, obtained, or was provided any deviation from the requirements of the

Specifications. There is no exception in the Specifications for a Seismic Hazard Level D. As

important, there is no change order allowing Buss to fail to include all of the cleanouts called for in

the Plans. Regardless of the claimed approval by Wisdom, City code inspectors, or anyone else for

that matter, without a City approved change order Buss was required to install all requirements of

43 See, Ex. 2003, P. 16, §§4.7.9 & 4.7.10, Ex. 2267, P. 23, III. c.
44 See, Petra Closing Argument, p. 15.
45 It should be remembered that Buss, among its many shortcuts failed to provide accurate as-built drawings. See, Ex.
2552, P. 11, which shows the missing c1eanouts never installed by Buss as yet another of its many shortcuts.
46 See, Ex. 2880, P. 6, §710.1
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the Plans and Specifications, with no exceptions. This is simply another example of Petra failing to

reject non-conforming Work to "further the interest of Owner through efficient business

administration and management."47

As with every other noted defect, Petra simply brushes off its responsibility by asserting that

"deficiencies in the plumber's work is the contractor's responsibility, not the construction

manager's".48 Distilled to its essence, Petra's assertion is that regardless of what its duties under the

CMA duties were, Petra was free to, and in fact chose to simply ignore them assuming no

consequence for their failures. Petra was duty bound as the City's fiduciary and agent, to "reject any

deficient work"49 and Petra's failure to do so is a material breach of its contractual and fiduciary

duties. The law is the law and it must be enforced to hold Petra accountable to the City.

6. Southwest Leak and Roof Drains.

Petra had the obligation to insure the roof drains, including the SW roof drain that leaked

through an incomplete or failed connection,so were installed correctly and done in accordance with

plans and specifications. The fact evident from the record is that they were never tested. Thus Petra

has no proof of work being completed as required in the contract documents. Without the necessary

testing and test results, Petra's claim of the leak being a problem that occurred after construction has

no foundation. 51

7. Mayor's Reception Area.

It is undisputed that Petra simply wasn't paying attention during the construction of this

area. To allow the area to be built in a manner which allowed total exposure to the elements and the

intrusion of insects (five gallon bucket of dead flies) is simply incredible. Moreover, the failure of

47 See, Ex. 2003, P. 5, §1.1; P. 16, §§ 4.7.9 and 4.7.10.
48 See, Petra's Closing Argument, P. 16.
49 See, Ex. 2003, P. 5, §1.1; P. 16, §§ 4.7.9 and 4.7.10.
50 See, Ex. 2200 P. 13 (photo), Tr. Transer. (Wehner) 3283:10-24.
51 See, Ex. 2672, PP. 29, 30, §§ 3.7 D1 through 3.7 D5.
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Petra to even know that the required exterior flashing had never been installed is simply ludicrous.

The intrusion of water and weather has now damaged both the interior walls of the Mayor's

reception area and the opposite wall of the gallery.

II. The Evidence Presented Compels the Conclusion that Petra is Not Entitled To An
Increased CM Fee, Additional Reimbursables, or Other Damages.

A. Petra Did Not Give Timely Notice of Its Request for Equitable Adjustment
and did not get Approval for Such Prior to Performing the Alleged Additional
Services.

At pages 24-26 of its Closing Argument, Petra seeks to evade the express provisions of the

CMA as it concerns claims for equitable adjustment of the CM Fee as well as reimbursables, by

apparendy arguing that it gave the City informal notice of its intention to seek an increased fee.

These arguments should be rejected outright as the time for, and the requirements of, any such

request was clearly and expressly set forth in the CMA. As noted in the City's Written Closing

Argument, where a public works contract provides a procedure for claims for extra work, which

provisions are mandatory, a contractor's failure to follow these procedures results in waiver of the

contractor's claim Absher Construction Co. v. Kent School District No. 415, 890 P.2d 1071 (Wa. Ct. App.

1995). Significandy, "actual notice is not an exception to contract compliance". Johnson v. Counry of

Spokane, 78 P.3d 161, 169 (Wa. 2003).

However, even if this Court were to give consideration to Petra's argument that it could seek

its request and obtain approval in a manner other than expressly provided within the CMA, the

factual basis for Petra's claim is foundationally flawed and without any evidentiary support. For

example, Petra relies on Exhibit 535 as the basis for its assertion that it notified the City of its fee

request prior to providing the additional services that fell under Change Order Request No.2.

Before addressing the actual contents of that email chain contained in that exhibit, it must be noted
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Petra to even know that the required exterior flashing had never been installed is simply ludicrous. 
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factual basis for Petra's claim is foundationally flawed and without any evidentiary support. For 

example, Petra relies on Exhibit 535 as the basis for its assertion that it notified the City of its fee 

request prior to providing the additional services that fell under Change Order Request No.2. 

Before addressing the actual contents of that email chain contained in that exhibit, it must be noted 
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this assertion is premised upon Petra's own, unsupported assertion that the City named Keith Watts

as its "authorized representative."52

Petra's assertion is simply untrue. The evidence shows the City never appointed an

authorized representative, Petra was fully aware of the lack of a authorized representative, and knew,

as a result, all decisions had to therefore be made by the City Council. Mr. Watts was merely the

conduit or "point of contact."53 Being a point of contact is not the same as being the authorized

representative. The term "authorized representative" implies that the person has the authority to

make decisions on behalf of a group or entity. In Mr. Watts' words, he was "only managing the

direction of [the City] Council and Mayor [, and that he was not] empowered to 'make' changes."54

Accordingly, Mr. Watts could not have been the authorized representative as that term is used in the

CMA.

Not only does Petra's assertion not withstand scrutiny based on a review of the evidence, its

position is legally unsupportable. The City simply could not have appointed Mr. Watts, or any such

individual, as its "authorized representative" as such action would have been null and void. In this

respect, I.e. §67-2340 et. seq., Idaho's open meeting law, states that any action, or decision-making

that leads to an action, which fails to comply with the open meeting law, is "null and void." See I. e.

67-2347. Accordingly, the City did not have the ability to grant Mr. Watts the authority to make

decisions on its behalf because it would have been in violation of Idaho's open meeting law.

With that background, the fallacy of Petra's position is made evident in the review of the

purported email chain between Mr. Bennett and Mr. Watts. In this respect, Mr. Bettis specifically

52 Paragraph 1.2 of the CMA states "Owner and Construction Manager shall designate a representative who shall be
authorized to act on that party's behalf with respect to the Project. Each party's representative shall render decisions in a
timely manner in order to avoid unreasonable delay in the progress of the Project. Each party may rely upon the
directions and decisions of such representatives as the directions and decisions of the other party. Neither Owner nor
Construction Manager shall change its authorized representative without five (5) days prior written notice to the other
party." Ex. 2003, P. 6, § 1.2.
53 See, Ex. 2267, P. 8, 'Staffing Recommendations' - the updated CM Plan drafted by Petra and submitted to the City on
May 9, 2008, more than a month after the City Council/Petra Executive Session held on April 3, 2008.
54 See, Ex. 597(A), P. 4.
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states in the email that he did not intend to notify the City of Petra's plan to demand additional

money until a later date.55 Thus, the statement that the email was intended to "notif[y] the City of

its fee request" is wrong. The email would be nonsensical if Petra thought telling Mr. Watts was

tantamount to telling the City. The email actually shows that Mr. Bettis treated Mr. Watts more as a

confidante; letting Mr. Watts in on Petra's plan to demand more money from the City, but

explaining to Mr. Watts that Petra wants to keep the City in the dark on the issue until a later date.

Of equal significance, the email highlights the fact that Petra did not view a statement made to Mr.

Watts as tantamount to a statement made to the City (i.e., Petra did not view Mr. Watts as the City's

authorized representative).

Equally problematic about Petra's position based on this exhibit is that Petra's position, even

if supportable, would disregard the CMA's requirement to negotiate an "equitable adjustment" prior

to the performance of the allegedly changed work. Petra never attempted to negotiate an equitable

adjustment for the additional work it claims it did on the Project. Thus, Section 7 of the CMA

cannot be grounds for an equitable adjustment. When Petra fmally made its demand to the City in

April of 2008 via Change Order No.2, the City told Petra it was not going to pay the demanded

amount. Petra did not make a claim pursuant to Section 8 of the CMA within twenty-one days of

the rejection. Nor did Petra accept the City's offer to have Petra appear at the City Council meeting

to explain its ill-timed and unsupported demand. Instead, Petra waited until October 3, 2008 and

submitted a revised Change Order No.2. Revised Change Order No.2 was also rejected by the

City.

In addition, Petra's own evidence negates, rather than supports, its claims. As this Court is

aware, Petra has claimed that it notified the City of its fee increase in August of 2007, but there is

not a single written word evidencing any discussion between any Petra employee, particularly Gene

55 See, Ex. 535.
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Bennett as Project Manager, and anyone at the City regarding this mysterious spreadsheet. There is

no Project Record of any kind showing that Petra's claimed August spreadsheet was ever in the

possession of the City. However, taking Petra's assertion that it notified the City of the intended

increase, it becomes evident that as ofJuly 12,2007, which was when final acceptance of the Phase

3 bids occurred, Petra knew it was going to add in a request for additional CM Fee and

Reimbursables (as explained in the City's Written Closing, Petra actually knew, or should have

known of the basis for Change Order No.2 as early as January 2007). Nevertheless, Petra

represented to City Council on July 24, 2007, that it could not think of any additional costs.56 The

additional CM Fee demanded through Change Order No.2 was a significant additional cost. Petra

knew it was going to ask for it down the road, but decided to keep quiet about it because it knew it

would raise a red flag with the City.

As demonstrated within Exhibit 535, Mr. Bettis advised Mr. Watts that he was concerned

about asking for more money from the City because he did not want to create the image of "nickel

and dim-ing" the [p]roject." That is not an acceptable excuse for hiding Petra's intention to seek

additional payment. In fact, the CMA requires those issues to be raised promptly so that the parties

can address the issue, or potential issue, before it is too late. See Sections 7 and 8 of the CMA.

Instead of being up-front and proactive, as required by the CMA, and as the City's fiduciary, Petra

chose to lie in the weeds until it was too late for the City to fire it, and then submitted its Change

Order No.2. Petra's course of conduct was a breach of the CMA, a breach of its fiduciary duty to

put the interests of the City ahead of all else, and, at minimum, resulted in a waiver or estoppel of

Petra's ability to claim additional compensation under the CMA.

As a final matter, this Court should disregard the attempt by Petra to assert that it did not

begin any of the work contemplated by the increased CM Fee and Reimbursables until after it

56 See, Ex. 2025, PP. 45-46.
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provided informal notice to the City.57 To the contrary, the undisputed evidence is that Petra

commenced performing work on the Changes (alleged increased size, number of stories, basement

addition, complexity, etc.) as early as May 2007, when excavation began on the Building.58 The

question of when the original budget was exceeded is a fabrication, and simply not relevant to the

equitable adjustment issue. The relevant question is whether Petra negotiated an equitable

adjustment prior to commencing work on the Changes. Not only did Petra fail to do that, it also hid

its intentions to seek the equitable adjustment from the City Council for several months, knowing

that bringing up the issue would upset the City.

In sum, Petra's assertion that it timely and properly gave notice, and obtained the City's

consent, before commencing the alleged additional work is without merit.

B. Petra Did Not Prove Its Damages.

Petra's claim is a total cost claim. Petra's witness, Reinstein, admitted that Petra's claim is a

total cost claim.59 Bennett concurred that Petra's claim is a "total cost" claim.60 Amento likewise

agreed, and characterized Petra's claim as a 'total cost' claim.61

Total cost claims are not favored by the law because they provide no causal relationship

between the claimed breach of contract and damages. While the Idaho Supreme Court has not

expressly addressed the matter, the Idaho Supreme Court did give guidance as to its inclinations

towards the total cost claim theory when it stated, "While we do not reach the merits of this

argument, for purposes of the new trial we note that the total cost approach to calculation of

57 Petra attempts to create this argument by asserting that "[t]he costs incurred in constructing the Project did not exceed
$12.2 million until February of 2008." The inference Petra makes is that Section 7 of the CMA was not implicated until
February of 2008 since the original budget had not been expended prior to that. The conclusion Petra hopes the Court
will draw from that illogical inference is that Petra complied with Section 7 of the CMA since Petra allegedly provided
notice to the City prior to February of 2008.
58 See, Ex. 2130, p. 254, div-01.
59 Tr. Transcr. (Reinstein) 9398:8-12.
60 Tr. Transcr. (Bennett) 5989:23-5990:1 & 6196:9-22.
61 Tr. Transcr. (Amento) 4712:13-20 & 4766:6-17.
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construction damages is not favored by the courts and would not constitute adequate proof of

damages in this case."62

As the Court in Bqyqjian v. United States, 423 F.2d 1231, 191 Ct.Cl. 233 (1970)63

acknowledged, the "total cost" method is unacceptable. In so holding, the Court stated:

Recovery of damages for a breach of contract is not allowed unless acceptable
evidence demonstrates that the damages claimed resulted from and were caused by
the breach. 'The costs must be tied in to fault on defendant's part.' As in all breach
of contract cases, the proper measure of damages for defendant's breaches is the
amount of plaintiff's extra costs direcdy attributable to said breaches.

These take the form of delay damages compensated as increased overhead incurred
as a result of the protracted performance. Moreover, the contractor is entided to
recover its additional expenditures direcdy attributable to the breach. In computing
the additional overhead, we have held that a contractor is entided to recover as
damages the amount of overhead on a daily basis allocable to the period of overrun
for which the government is responsible.
Defendant properly contends that the excess costs claimed must be tied in to
defendant's breaches. * * *

However, contrary to these basic causal-connection damage principles, no attempt is
here made to relate any specific amount of increased costs to any particular alleged
breach. Nor is any satisfactory explanation given as to why such an attempt was not
made or why it would not have produced reasonably accurate results. Instead, the
damage proof consists only of an accountant's schedule (and the accountant's
testimony in support thereof), setting forth computations, based on plaintiff's books
and records, of plaintiff's total expenditures in performing the contract, and
subtracting therefrom the total contract receipts, thus arriving at a total 'loss' figure,
for which plaintiff demands recoupment. 64

Petra's total cost claim is likewise flawed. Petra's failure to track and account with

particularity for the claimed increased costs attributable to claimed 'changes' in the Project preclude

its claim.65

Even if Petra's "total cost" assertion were a cognizable theory of damages, and even if this

Court could ignore that the admission of Petra's Chief Financial Officer that Petra's fmancial

62 Clearwater Const. & Engineering, Inc. v. Wickes Forest Industries, a Div. of the Wickes Corp., 108 Idaho 132, 133, 697 P.2d
1146,1147 (1985).
63 !d.
64 Boyqjian v. U. S., 423 F.2d 1231, 1235 (Ctn. 1970).
6S See, Ex. 2003, P. 18, §6.2.2
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records were flawed66, Petra's expert Mr. Reinstein's "profit/loss" analysis is erroneous. Reinstein

claimed the 'expense burden rate' included costs which are wholly discretionary, not in any way

related to the City Hall Project, and wholly inappropriate to charge to CM projects. These costs

include: l)charitable contributions; 2)bad debt expense; 3) depreciation; and 4) airplane expenses,

none of which have any reasonable relationship to the City Hall Project.

Utilizing Reinstein's flawed methodology (volume method) and applying it to of Petra's CM

Jobs67, results in 53% of Petra's CM jobs having a loss of $395,482 on a total volume of $70.4M in

work. In other words, if Petra had the loss 'opined' by Reinstein on CM work, Petra would have

been out of business long ago.

By sharp contrast, the Amento methodology of allocating cost to the same volume (revenue

method) results in a net profit of $1.49M on the same volume of work. It's only rational that Petra

would continue doing CM work only if profitable and not subject to the loss predicted by Reinstein.

A charted analysis of Petra's largest CM jobs, representing 53% of all Petra's CM jobs for the

years 2007-2009 is as follows:

66 Tr. Transcrip. (Quapp) 9210:15-17 & 9219:3-9235:22
67 See, Petra's Financial Statementsfor: Job No.'s 060675, 061035, 061210, 071015, 071120, 071125, 080920, 051205, 060740,
070100, from Ex. 2771, pp. 24 & 25; Ex. 2773, pp. 12, 14, 16; Ex. 2772, pp. 23 & 24.
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060675 Meridian City Hall 1,682,550 • 18,571,040 • 20,253,590 • 328,153 c 816,220 e $ (488,067) f

061035 Donnelly Elementary 216,980' 2,349,657' 2,566,637' 10,603 c 103,435 e $ (92,832) f

061210 McCall Elementary 1,224,930' 10,406,831 • 11,631,761 • 374,785 c 468,760 e $ (93,975) f

071015 McCall High School 2,376,650' 12,637,315 • 15,013,965 • 516,880 c 605,063 e $ (88,183) f

071120
Minidoka-Acquia

764,926 • 7,223,760' 7,988,686' 447,052 c 321,944 e $ 125,108 f
Element

071125
Minidoka-Hayburn

711,944' 6,742,234' 7,454,178' 420,641 c 300,403 e $ 120,238 f
Elementa

071130
Minidoka - Paul

147,902' 829,118' 977,020' 53,801 c 39,374 e $ 14,427 f
Elementa

080920
Meridian City Hall

81,773 b 318,887 b 400,660 b 16,587 c 16,147 e $ 440 f
Parkin Lot

051205 Rosario Place 1,095,104 b _ b 1,095,104 b 4,873 d 44,133 e $ (39,260) f

060740
Mid-Mountain

2,689,962 b _ b 2,689,962 b 268,291 d 108,405 e $ 159,886 f
Restaurant

070100 Rosario Place TI 364,579 b _ b 364,579 b 1,429 d 14,693 e $ (13,264) f

TOTAL 11,357,300 59,078,842 70,436,142 2,443,095 2,838,577 $ (395,482)

Profit Analysis with 'volume method' G&A allocation $ 2,443,095 $ 2,849,180 $ (395,482)

Profit Analysis with 'revenue method' G&A allocation $ 2,443,095 $ 944,594 $ 1,498,501

a_ Ex. 2773, pp. 12, 14 & 16
b_ Ex. 2773, pp. 14 & 16
c _ Ex. 2772, pp. 23 & 24
d_ Ex. 2771, pp. 24 & 25
e _ Equals 4.03% x Total Volume
f _ Equals Gross Profit minus G&A Expenses

The reason for the sharp contrast between Amento and Reinstein is due to Reinstein's

burdening of CM jobs with overhead costs that are unrelated to the CM business activity, such as

charitable contributions.
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GL 
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Profit Analysis with 'revenue method' G&A allocation 
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$ 2,443,095 $ 944,594 $ 1,498,501 
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PLAINTIFFjCOUNTERDEFENDANT CITY OF MERIDIAN'S 
WRITTEN REBUTTAL ARGUMENT - Page 26 



This discussion ends when we look at Ex. 2706, where in June of 2008 Coughlin estimates

Petra's profit on the City Hall Project to be $374,500. That is unsupportable. As reflected in the

Coughlin e-mailed spreadsheet, Petra anticipated the entire CM Fee of $574,000 would be profit.68

C. The City Did Not Waive Its Right to Deny Petra's Claim for Equitable
Adjustment.

"Waiver is a voluntary, intentional relinquishment of a known right or advantage." Stoddard v.

Hagadone Corp., 147 Idaho 186, 191, 207 P.3d 162, 167 (2009) (quoting Brand S Corp. v. King, 102

Idaho 731, 734, 639 P.2d 429, 432 (1981)). "It is a voluntary act and implies election by a party to

dispense with something of value or to forego some right or advantage which he might at his option

have demanded and insisted upon." Id. (quoting Crouch v. Bischoff, 78 Idaho 364, 368, 304 P.2d 646,

649 (1956)). "A party asserting waiver must have acted in reliance upon the waiver and altered the

party's position." Id. (quoting Hecla Mining Co. v. Star-Morning Mining Co., 122 Idaho 778, 782, 839

P.2d 1192, 1196 (1992)).

As explained above in Paragraph II.A, the CMA contains express provisions for Petra to

seek additional compensation. Petra knew of these provisions and wholly failed to comply with

them. The City did not waive those requirements and Petra is barred from asserting them here.

Absher Construction Co. v. Kent Schoo! District No. 415, 890 P.2d 1071 (Wa. Ct. App. 1995); Johnson v.

Counry ofSpokane, 78 P.3d 161, 169 (Wa.2003).

D. The City Did Not Breach The Covenant of Good Faith and Fair Dealing.

Without any supporting argument, Petra simply asserts that the City breached the implied

covenant of good faith and fair dealing by (1) failing to pay Petra what it demanded, (2) by failing to

engage in pre-suit mediation, and (3) by failing to allow Petra to cure any alleged issues. Although

unsupported they are readily dismissed.

68 See, Ex. 2706.
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First, as explained above, Petra did not follow the terms of the CMA as it concerned when,

and on what basis, it could seek an increased fee. The law is clear that "by merely standing upon the

terms of a contract, a party does not fail to deal honestly with another party regardless of how

onerous the terms of that contract may be." Idaho First Nat. Bank v. Bliss Val/ry Foods, Inc., 121 Idaho

266,288,824 P.2d 841, 863 (1991). See also Geor;ge v. Universiry if Idaho, 121 Idaho 30, 37, 822 P.2d

549,556 (Ct. App. 1991).

Second, Petra's assertion that the City's breached the implied covenant by not allowing it to

remedy the alleged issues with the management of the project simply cannot be reconciled with its

position in this case that all issues are the fault and responsibility of everyone and everything but

Petra. It is difficult to see how the City could have breached the implied covenant by not allowing

Petra an earlier opportunity to advise the City that its complaints are the City's own fault.

Third, there simply can be no claim under the implied covenant based on an alleged failure

to mediate prior to suit. To support this claim, Petra would be required to show that such breach

was "substantial or material," such that it "touches the fundamental purpose of the contract and

defeats the object of the parties in entering into the contract." See Ervin Const. Co. v. Van Orden, 125

Idaho 695, 700, 874 P.2d 506,510 (1993). It cannot. Second, even if Petra had presented evidence

that such an act was a breach, as the Court correctly noted during trial Petra's additional damage

claims must be rejected as it failed to timely give timely notice to its claimed damages under the

Idaho Tort Claims Act and failed to disclose any claimed damages by its failure to supplement

Interrogatory No. 32.

There is no basis in law or fact for Petra's assertion of the implied covenant of good faith

and fair dealing.
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E. Petra Cannot Recover on the Basis of Implied Contract/Quantum Meruit.

Petra simply cannot assert any claim for implied contract as it is well recognized that implied

contractual theories cannot exist "where there is an express contract governing the relationship of

the parties." Bakker v. Thunder Spring-Wareham, 141 Idaho 185, 191, 108 P.3d 332, 338 (2005); see also,

Great Plains Equip., Inc. v. Northwest Pipeline Cop., 132 Idaho 754, 767, 979 P.2d 627, 640 (1999).

Petra's claims for compensation are expressly addressed in the CMA. Petra did not comply with

those provisions and it cannot now seek to create an implied contractual right to that which is

barred by the express terms of an existing contract.

CONCLUSION

Why Was Petra Hired? From a reading of Petra's Closing Argument, it appears that Petra

believes it was hired to do nothing more than direct the City to make payments to the various

contractors to the Project and to not only pay Petra the contractually agreed amounts, but an

additional half million dollars as well. This argument fInds no support in the express terms of the

CMA and was a belief expressly dispelled by the City during the April 3, 2007 Executive Session

meeting with Petra. The express terms of the CMA, terms which flnd very little citation within

Petra's argument, clearly and unequivocally expressed why Petra was hired and what it was expected

to perform. Petra was not hired to assign responsibility and discharge liability. Yet that is exactly

what Petra asks this Court to flnd.

Petra accepted the role of a fIduciary, represented that it would do all things necessary to

achieve what it acknowledged would be a fust class result. Petra failed at every level with regard to

its undertaking. The City expected better and its citizens deserved better. Accordingly, this Court

should uphold the express terms of the CMA, apply the law, reject Petra's claims and defenses and

enter a judgment in favor of the City.
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DATED this 23rd day of May 2011.

TROUT. JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A.

By: 'L:? ='? <2s
K.im]. Trout
Daniel Loras Glynn
Attorneys for Plaintiff

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 23rd day of May 2011, a true and correct copy of the
above and foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

Thomas G. Walker
Erika K.. Klein
MacK.enzie Whatcott
COSHO HUMPHREY, UP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
U.S. Mail
Fax
Email

"~~~Kim]. Trout
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TROUT. JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A. 

By: 'L:? -'? <2s 
K.im]. Trout 
Daniel Loras Glynn 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 23rd day of May 2011, a true and correct copy of the 
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This case was tried to the court sitting without a jury beginning on December 2, 2010, and

continuing on and off for 59 trial days, ending on April 7, 2011. At the conclusion of the trial the

court directed the parties to submit written closing arguments and proposed findings of fact and

conclusions oflaw. Rebuttal closing arguments were simultaneously submitted by both parties on

May 23,2011, at which time the court considered the case fully under advisement.

The Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, City ofMeridian was represented by Mr. Kim Trout of

the law firm of Trout, Jones, Gledhill, Fuhrman and Gourley, P.A. The

Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra, Incorporated, was represented by Thomas G. Walker and Erika

Klein of the law firm of Cosho Humphrey, LLP.

These Findings ofFact and Conclusions ofLaw are made pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil

:::~ 52(a) and constitute the Court's decisions on all issuesr-qontroversy in this case. Each
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I,

finding of fact is based on substantial and competent, but often conflicting, evidence and

testimony. The conclusions of law are based on application of the law to the material facts.

The Court carefully observed the trial witnesses, judged their credibility and weighed their

testimony. All of the documentary evidence admitted during the course of the trial was

considered, as were the parties' Arguments and Proposed Findings of Fact and Conclusions of

Law.

If any Finding of Fact is more properly deemed a Conclusion of Law, or any Conclusion

ofLaw a Finding ofFact, it is the Court's intention that however they are characterized, these

Findings and Conclusions constitute the Court's decision.

BACKGROUND AND PRIOR PROCEEDINGS

In 2006 the City of Meridian, Idaho, was experiencing rapid growth. The Mayor and City

Council (the City) decided to build a new City Hall. The City envisioned approximately 80,000

square feet of standard Class A office space with related improvements and surface parking (the

Project). The maximum budget was $12.2 million. The City selected LCA Architects, P.A.,

(LCA) to design the project and Petra, Incorporated, to manage construction. The City entered

into direct contracts with multiple prime contractors to perform the work. As the project

progressed, the City expanded the size of the building to 104,000 square feet, made quality

improvements added features and made changes that increased the cost to approximately $21.3

million. The city took occupancy of the new building in October 2008.

Before the project was finished Petra had requested an equitable increase in its fees and

reimbursable expenses under the terms of its agreement with the City. The request was based on

the increased size, cost, quality and complexity of the project. The City did not immediately make

a decision but asked for and received additional information, eventually refused the request and
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filed this lawsuit against Petra on April 16, 2009. The City asked the Court for a Declaratory

Judgment to the effect that Petra was not entitled to any increase in the fee it originally agreed to

when the project budget was $12.2 million. In its Complaint, the City also sought an award of

money damages against Petra, ultimately calculated at $8.5 million, for breach of contract and

attorney fees in an amount to be determined. Petra filed an Answer and Counterclaim on May 6,

2009. Petra remained on the project site to finish managing the construction of a parking lot and

to assist the City with post-occupancy issues until July 2,2009. Petra amended its counterclaim

on August 21, 2009.

During the pre-trial phase of the lawsuit, both parties filed numerous substantive and

procedural motions. For example, the City made a Motion for Summary Judgment asking the

court to dismiss Petra's breach of contract claim for failure to comply with the six month notice

requirement of the Idaho Tort Claims Act. The court denied the motion. Petra moved to amend

its Counterclaim to add tort claims. The court denied that motion because the claims sounding in

tort were barred by the same notice requirement that the court held was inapplicable to Petra's

contract claim. The City moved to amend its Complaint to add a claim for punitive damages.

The court denied the motion. The Court granted Petra's Motion for Mediation and denied the

City's Motion for Interlocutory Appeal. All of the substantive motions were vigorously argued

and contested. Each of the court's pre-trial rulings and orders, some 16 in all, are part of the

record in this case.
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ORDER-3

FINDINGS OF FACT

The Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, the City of Meridian (the City), is a municipal

corporation located in Ada County, Idaho.
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to assist the City with post-occupancy issues until July 2,2009. Petra amended its counterclaim 

on August 21, 2009. 

During the pre-trial phase of the lawsuit, both parties filed numerous substantive and 

procedural motions. For example, the City made a Motion for Summary Judgment asking the 

court to dismiss Petra's breach of contract claim for failure to comply with the six month notice 

requirement of the Idaho Tort Claims Act. The court denied the motion. Petra moved to amend 

its Counterclaim to add tort claims. The court denied that motion because the claims sounding in 

tort were barred by the same notice requirement that the court held was inapplicable to Petra's 

contract claim. The City moved to amend its Complaint to add a claim for punitive damages. 

The court denied the motion. The Court granted Petra's Motion for Mediation and denied the 

City's Motion for Interlocutory Appeal. All of the substantive motions were vigorously argued 

and contested. Each of the court's pre-trial rulings and orders, some 16 in all, are part of the 

record in this case. 

1. 

ORDER-3 

FINDINGS OF FACT 

The Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, the City of Meridian (the City), is a municipal 

corporation located in Ada County, Idaho. 
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The Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated (Petra), is an Idaho

Corporation qualified to do business in the State of Idaho.

The City originally intended to build a facility consisting of a four story building

with approximately 80,000 square feet of standard Class A office space and related

improvements with surface parking (the Project) on a two-acre parcel owned by

the City.

The City represented to Petra that the maximum budget for construction of the

project would be $12.2 million.

5. The City selected Petra from among several candidates to perform construction

management services for the construction of the project.

6. Attorney Frank Lee was hired by the City and drafted the Construction

Management Agreement (the CMA) which forms the basis of the contract between

the City and Petra.

7. In addition to the CMA, the agreement between the parties included the provisions

of a document called the AlA A20l/CMA - 1992 General Conditions (the A201).

8. The CMA incorporated by reference the Professional Services Agreement between

the City and LCA Architects, P.A. (LCA), the project architect.

9. Consistent with the parties' agreement, Petra provided the City a $2 million errors

and omissions liability insurance policy.

10. The City had the right to request that Petra provide payment and performance

bonds, the cost of which would have been reimbursed by the City, but the City

made no such request.
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2. The DefendantiCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated (Petra), is an Idaho 

Corporation qualified to do business in the State of Idaho. 

3. The City originally intended to build a facility consisting of a four story building 

with approximately 80,000 square feet of standard Class A office space and related 

improvements with surface parking (the Project) on a two-acre parcel owned by 

the City. 

4. The City represented to Petra that the maximum budget for construction of the 

project would be $12.2 million. 

5. 

6. 

7. 

The City selected Petra from among several candidates to perform construction 

management services for the construction of the project. 

Attorney Frank Lee was hired by the City and drafted the Construction 

Management Agreement (the CMA) which forms the basis of the contract between 

the City and Petra. 

In addition to the CMA, the agreement between the parties included the provisions 

of a document called the AlA A201lCMA - 1992 General Conditions (the A201). 

8. The CMA incorporated by reference the Professional Services Agreement between 

9. 

10. 

ORDER-4 

the City and LCA Architects, P.A. (LCA), the project architect. 

Consistent with the parties' agreement, Petra provided the City a $2 million errors 

and omissions liability insurance policy. 

The City had the right to request that Petra provide payment and performance 

bonds, the cost of which would have been reimbursed by the City, but the City 

made no such request. 
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The parties agreed that any errors or omissions by Petra would not increase the

total construction price of the project by more than 1%.

The City executed its agreement with LCA effective July 11, 2006.

The City and Petra executed their agreement effective August 1, 2006.

The City agreed to pay Petra a construction management fee of $574,000.00 plus

reimbursable expenses.

15. Reimbursable expenses were to be paid for direct personal services of certain Petra

professional project staff, including the project manager, project engineer, project

superintendent and project foreman.

16. The City also agreed to pay Petra's certain reimbursable expenses for "General

Conditions", defined as items designated for procurement by Petra, and reimbursed

at Petra's cost.

17. The City agreed that late payments to Petra would accrue interest at the rate of

.75% per month until paid.

18. The parties agreed that in the event Petra's services were materially affected by

significant changes in the size, quality, complexity, schedule or budget of the

project, Petra would be entitled to an equitable adjustment of their construction

management fee and their reimbursable expenses.

19. Prior to providing additional management services based on project changes, Petra

agreed to notify the City and receive the City's approval for the additional services.

20. The City's objective of having a cost efficient city hall facility and public plaza

was achieved.
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11. 

12. 

13. 

14. 

The parties agreed that any errors or omissions by Petra would not increase the 

total construction price of the project by more than 1%. 

The City executed its agreement with LCA effective July 11, 2006. 

The City and Petra executed their agreement effective August 1, 2006. 

The City agreed to pay Petra a construction management fee of $574,000.00 plus 

reimbursable expenses. 

15. Reimbursable expenses were to be paid for direct personal services of certain Petra 

16. 

17. 

18. 

19. 

20. 

ORDER-5 

professional project staff, including the project manager, project engineer, project 

superintendent and project foreman. 

The City also agreed to pay Petra's certain reimbursable expenses for "General 

Conditions", defined as items designated for procurement by Petra, and reimbursed 

at Petra's cost. 

The City agreed that late payments to Petra would accrue interest at the rate of 

.75% per month until paid. 

The parties agreed that in the event Petra's services were materially affected by 

significant changes in the size, quality, complexity, schedule or budget of the 

project, Petra would be entitled to an equitable adjustment of their construction 

management fee and their reimbursable expenses. 

Prior to providing additional management services based on project changes, Petra 

agreed to notify the City and receive the City's approval for the additional services. 

The City's objective of having a cost efficient city hall facility and public plaza 

was achieved. 
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The parties agreed to mediate any claims prior to the institution of any legal

proceedings, or to stay legal proceedings for 60 days ifa request for mediation was

made concurrently with the filing of a legal proceeding.

The parties agreed that the prevailing party in any lawsuit involving a breach of

their agreement would entitle the prevailing party to costs, damages, expenses and

reasonable attorney fees.

The parties agree that the law ofthe State of Idaho would govern the agreement.

Petra agreed to perform its services on the project with the same degree of

professional skill, diligence and judgment as was then customary among

construction managers of similar reputation performing work for projects of

similar size, scope and complexity.

The project increased in size, scope, quality and complexity after the agreement

was executed.

The agreement did not contain a specific time schedule for construction, but

provided for a six month pre-construction phase and an eighteen month

construction phase.

The final design of the project did not yet exist at the time the agreement was

executed.

The prime contractors who performed construction services on the project

contracted directly with the City.

Petra agreed to act as the City's agent with respect to each ofthe prime contractors.

The scope of Petra's duties with respect to the prime contractors was set forth in

the agreement, that is, the CMA and the A201.
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21. 

22. 

The parties agreed to mediate any claims prior to the institution of any legal 

proceedings, or to stay legal proceedings for 60 days if a request for mediation was 

made concurrently with the filing of a legal proceeding. 

The parties agreed that the prevailing party in any lawsuit involving a breach of 

their agreement would entitle the prevailing party to costs, damages, expenses and 

reasonable attorney fees. 

23. The parties agree that the law of the State of Idaho would govern the agreement. 

24. Petra agreed to perform its services on the project with the same degree of 

professional skill, diligence and judgment as was then customary among 

construction managers of similar reputation performing work for projects of 

similar size, scope and complexity. 

25. 

26. 

27. 

28. 

29. 

30. 

ORDER-6 

The project increased in size, scope, quality and complexity after the agreement 

was executed. 

The agreement did not contain a specific time schedule for construction, but 

provided for a six month pre-construction phase and an eighteen month 

construction phase. 

The final design of the project did not yet exist at the time the agreement was 

executed. 

The prime contractors who performed construction services on the project 

contracted directly with the City. 

Petra agreed to act as the City's agent with respect to each of the prime contractors. 

The scope of Petra's duties with respect to the prime contractors was set forth in 

the agreement, that is, the CMA and the A201. 
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Petra agreed to observe each contractor's work at the project site at least once a

day and report to the City and LCA on the quantity and quality of work observed.

Petra agreed to reject any work of a contractor that was not in compliance with the

construction documents.

The parties agreed that Petra was not responsible for any of the contractors' failure

to carry out their work in accordance with the contract documents.

Petra did not guarantee the work of the contractors.

Each prime contractor gave the City a warranty.

Although he was not designated as such in the agreement, Meridian's purchasing

agent Keith Watts was the City's agent and authorized representative in the City's

dealings with Petra.

Petra agreed to assist, consult and coordinate with LCA as needed.

As the project architect, LCA had certain obligations as set forth in its own

agreement and within the individual prime contracts between the City and each

prime contractor.

The City directed the design of the project with appropriate assistance from Petra

throughout the course of the project.

The City took beneficial occupancy of the new City Hall on October 15,2008.

Petra stayed on the site until July 2,2009, in order to fulfill post-construction

obligations and to assist the City in warranty administration.

The final cost of the project was $21,395,962.13.

The City hired Ideal Demolition to help prepare the project site.
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31. 

32. 

33. 

Petra agreed to observe each contractor's work at the project site at least once a 

day and report to the City and LCA on the quantity and quality of work observed. 

Petra agreed to reject any work of a contractor that was not in compliance with the 

construction documents. 

The parties agreed that Petra was not responsible for any of the contractors' failure 

to carry out their work in accordance with the contract documents. 

34. Petra did not guarantee the work of the contractors. 

35. 

36. 

37. 

38. 

Each prime contractor gave the City a warranty. 

Although he was not designated as such in the agreement, Meridian's purchasing 

agent Keith Watts was the City's agent and authorized representative in the City's 

dealings with Petra. 

Petra agreed to assist, consult and coordinate with LCA as needed. 

As the project architect, LCA had certain obligations as set forth in its own 

agreement and within the individual prime contracts between the City and each 

prime contractor. 

39. The City directed the design of the project with appropriate assistance from Petra 

40. 

41. 

42. 

43. 

ORDER-7 

throughout the course of the project. 

The City took beneficial occupancy of the new City Hall on October 15,2008. 

Petra stayed on the site until July 2,2009, in order to fulfill post-construction 

obligations and to assist the City in warranty administration. 

The final cost of the project was $21,395,962.13. 

The City hired Ideal Demolition to help prepare the project site. 
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ORDER-8

During demolition of an old creamery on the site, Ideal damaged one or more well

heads.

Ideal Demolition paid for the damage.

Contaminated soil was discovered at the project site. The additional work required

to remediate the contamination was managed by Petra. The work delayed the

project substantially. The delay in the schedule was not caused by Petra.

The City paid Petra for the additional work Petra performed in managing the

contaminated soil remediation. The payment for these services was consistent

with the parties agreement with respect to Petra's additional work

Petra delivered an initial project schedule to the City on January 19,2007.

Construction was scheduled to take sixteen months, beginning with excavation on

April 4, 2007.

The City was to take occupancy of the building on August 1, 2008.

On May 22, 2007, Petra issued an updated schedule to account for the delay caused

by the contaminated soil. The new occupancy date was scheduled for August 27,

2008.

On January 29,2008, Petra presented the City with another updated schedule with

an occupancy date of October 10, 2008, still within the originally contemplated

eighteen month construction time estimate.

Petra provided a Construction Management Plan (CMA) early in the project as

required by the parties' agreement. The CMA was updated and supplemented

throughout the course of the project as the scope, complexity and size of the

project changed.
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ORDER-8 

During demolition of an old creamery on the site, Ideal damaged one or more well 

heads. 

Ideal Demolition paid for the damage. 

Contaminated soil was discovered at the project site. The additional work required 

to remediate the contamination was managed by Petra. The work delayed the 

project substantially. The delay in the schedule was not caused by Petra. 

The City paid Petra for the additional work Petra performed in managing the 

contaminated soil remediation. The payment for these services was consistent 

with the parties agreement with respect to Petra's additional work 

Petra delivered an initial project schedule to the City on January 19,2007. 

Construction was scheduled to take sixteen months, beginning with excavation on 

April 4, 2007. 

The City was to take occupancy of the building on August 1, 2008. 

On May 22, 2007, Petra issued an updated schedule to account for the delay caused 

by the contaminated soil. The new occupancy date was scheduled for August 27, 

2008. 

On January 29,2008, Petra presented the City with another updated schedule with 

an occupancy date of October 10, 2008, still within the originally contemplated 

eighteen month construction time estimate. 

Petra provided a Construction Management Plan (CMA) early in the project as 

required by the parties' agreement. The CMA was updated and supplemented 

throughout the course of the project as the scope, complexity and size of the 

project changed. 



54. Throughout the project, Petra monitored the schedule and reported frequently to

the City.2
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ORDER-9

Petra made recommendations to the City and LCA regarding various aspects of the

project, including recommendations to keep costs under control.

Several "value engineering" suggestions Petra made in an attempt to help the City

decrease the cost and complexity of the project were rejected by the City.

Petra kept the City well informed of the progress of all aspects of the project.

The City agreed to provide for all of the required testing and inspections of the

project during construction.

Required observation, testing and inspection was performed by several companies

and individuals including Petra, LCA, engineers Mike Wisdom and Jan Welch,

Commissioning agent Chuck Hum ofHeery International, Dave Cram ofMaterials

Testing and Inspection (MTI), and City Building Inspectors Ed Ankenman and

Tom Johnson.

LCA, not Petra, hired the Commissioning Agent who conducted his work

independent of Petra.

The Commissioning Agent conducted multiple site visits and performed multiple

tests of a broad variety of mechanical and electrical systems. His reports were

properly transmitted to LCA.

With a few identified exceptions, all systems passed inspection.

MTI was hired by the City to perform inspection and testing of structural

components and other materials related to the project. Anything that did not pass

initial code inspection was corrected satisfactorily.
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54. 

55. 

56. 

Throughout the project, Petra monitored the schedule and reported frequently to 

the City. 

Petra made recommendations to the City and LCA regarding various aspects of the 

project, including recommendations to keep costs under control. 

Several "value engineering" suggestions Petra made in an attempt to help the City 

decrease the cost and complexity of the project were rejected by the City. 

57. Petra kept the City well informed of the progress of all aspects of the project. 

58. The City agreed to provide for all of the required testing and inspections of the 

project during construction. 

59. 

60. 

61. 

62. 

63. 

ORDER-9 

Required observation, testing and inspection was performed by several companies 

and individuals including Petra, LCA, engineers Mike Wisdom and Jan Welch, 

Commissioning agent Chuck Hum of Heery International, Dave Cram of Materials 

Testing and Inspection (MTI), and City Building Inspectors Ed Ankenman and 

Tom Johnson. 

LCA, not Petra, hired the Commissioning Agent who conducted his work 

independent of Petra. 

The Commissioning Agent conducted multiple site visits and performed multiple 

tests of a broad variety of mechanical and electrical systems. His reports were 

properly transmitted to LCA. 

With a few identified exceptions, all systems passed inspection. 

MTI was hired by the City to perform inspection and testing of structural 

components and other materials related to the project. Anything that did not pass 

initial code inspection was corrected satisfactorily. 



the fault of Petra.

Petra and LCA worked together to develop punch lists of items that needed to be

corrected and all items were corrected.

Any items remaining after the punch list items were closed out were warranty

items.

October 15,2008.

Petra asked LCA to issue a certificate of substantial completion, but LCA did not

do so.

After October 15,2008, Petra performed its remaining contractual obligations.

The City filed the instant lawsuit against Petra on April 16, 2009. Petra had no

more involvement on the project after July 2, 2009.

Every prime contractor gave the City a warranty for their workmanship and

materials.

The City, LCA and Petra agreed to a unified substantial completion date of

October 15,2008, for purposes of warranties, utilities and risk ofloss. This had

the effect of extending and maximizing warranty periods for the majority of the

prime contractors and benefitted the City.

70. City inspectors issued certificates of occupancy and the City took occupancy on

71.

69.

72.

73.

68.

64. Structural engineer Jan Welch, whose firm Stapley Engineering was hired by LCA,

observed the construction of structural components, worked with MTI and ensured

that any deficiencies noted by MTI were properly corrected.

The project was completed on time despite unexpected delays, none of which were

67.

66.

65.
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64. 

65. 

66. 

Structural engineer Jan Welch, whose firm Stapley Engineering was hired by LCA, 

observed the construction of structural components, worked with MTI and ensured 

that any deficiencies noted by MTI were properly corrected. 

The project was completed on time despite unexpected delays, none of which were 

the fault of Petra. 

Petra and LCA worked together to develop punch lists of items that needed to be 

corrected and all items were corrected. 

67. Any items remaining after the punch list items were closed out were warranty 

68. 

69. 

items. 

Every prime contractor gave the City a warranty for their workmanship and 

materials. 

The City, LCA and Petra agreed to a unified substantial completion date of 

October 15,2008, for purposes of warranties, utilities and risk ofloss. This had 

the effect of extending and maximizing warranty periods for the majority of the 

prime contractors and benefitted the City. 

70. City inspectors issued certificates of occupancy and the City took occupancy on 

71. 

72. 

73. 

ORDER-tO 

October 15,2008. 

Petra asked LCA to issue a certificate of substantial completion, but LCA did not 

do so. 

After October 15,2008, Petra performed its remaining contractual obligations. 

The City filed the instant lawsuit against Petra on April 16, 2009. Petra had no 

more involvement on the project after July 2, 2009. 
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74. Any opportunity that Petra might have had to mitigate any damages or to cure any

deficiencies or perceived deficiencies was foreclosed by the City after July 2,2009.

75. The project was what is referred to in the construction industry as a "fast track"

project. The design and construction schedules were driven by the City's Mayor

and Council.

76. The construction of the project was extended due to a substantial delay caused by

one of the City's prime contractors, Rule Steel.

77. Petra negotiated a settlement with Rule Steel which was recommended to and

accepted by the City whereby Rule Steel was assessed liquidated damages for

causing construction delays.

78. The project was also extended by the City's decision during the project to achieve

"LEED Silver" certification, a designation conferred upon exceptionally energy

efficient buildings.

79. Besides the LEED silver certification change, significant changes to the project

included: increased size; the addition of a basement to effectively contend with an

unanticipated ground water issue; upgraded offices and council chambers from

those contemplated in the parties' original agreement; re-design of the Mayor's

office suite; better than standard exterior stone and brick; high tech mechanical and

electrical systems; and an upgraded public plaza and amphitheater.

80. All of the changes to the project increased Petra's services and reimbursable

expenses.

ORDER-ll
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75. 

76. 

77. 

78. 

79. 

80. 

ORDER-ll 

Any opportunity that Petra might have had to mitigate any damages or to cure any 

deficiencies or perceived deficiencies was foreclosed by the City after July 2,2009. 

The project was what is referred to in the construction industry as a "fast track" 

project. The design and construction schedules were driven by the City's Mayor 

and Council. 

The construction of the project was extended due to a substantial delay caused by 

one of the City's prime contractors, Rule Steel. 

Petra negotiated a settlement with Rule Steel which was recommended to and 

accepted by the City whereby Rule Steel was assessed liquidated damages for 

causing construction delays. 

The project was also extended by the City's decision during the project to achieve 

"LEED Silver" certification, a designation conferred upon exceptionally energy 

efficient buildings. 

Besides the LEED silver certification change, significant changes to the project 

included: increased size; the addition of a basement to effectively contend with an 

unanticipated ground water issue; upgraded offices and council chambers from 

those contemplated in the parties' original agreement; re-design of the Mayor's 

office suite; better than standard exterior stone and brick; high tech mechanical and 

electrical systems; and an upgraded public plaza and amphitheater. 

All of the changes to the project increased Petra's services and reimbursable 

expenses. 
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81. The changes to the project were directed by the City and were the cause of the

increase in project budget ofnearly 75% over the City's budget set forth in their

agreement with Petra.

82. Even with the changes, Petra completed the construction phase of the project on

schedule.

83. Petra kept the City fully informed of the costs and progress of the project.

84. Petra did not mislead the City.

85. In late December 2006, LCA delivered the core and shell drawings to Petra. On

January 10, 2007, Petra presented a preliminary price estimate to the Mayor's

Building Committee of$15,475,160.00 for construction and $1,319,266.00 for

construction management and site acquisition.

86. The City officially accepted the preliminary price estimate even though it exceeded

the original budget. The City had the authority under their agreement to have LCA

adjust the design to bring the price down but did not do so.

87. After receiving the next set of drawings from LCA, Petra provided the City with a

budget for construction of$16,254,033.00. The City approved that budget

estimate on February 26,2007.

88. The next cost estimate was provided to the City in July 2007. It included most, if

not all, the significant changes the City had made. This budget was over $20

million.

89. The final cost estimate was $21,773,078.00. It was presented by Petra in February

2008. It did not include the east parking lot project which Petra managed for the

City under a separate agreement.

ORDER-12
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81. 

82. 

83. 

The changes to the project were directed by the City and were the cause of the 

increase in project budget of nearly 75% over the City's budget set forth in their 

agreement with Petra. 

Even with the changes, Petra completed the construction phase of the project on 

schedule. 

Petra kept the City fully informed of the costs and progress of the project. 

84. Petra did not mislead the City. 

85. 
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In late December 2006, LCA delivered the core and shell drawings to Petra. On 

January 10, 2007, Petra presented a preliminary price estimate to the Mayor's 

Building Committee of$15,475,160.00 for construction and $1,319,266.00 for 

construction management and site acquisition. 

The City officially accepted the preliminary price estimate even though it exceeded 

the original budget. The City had the authority under their agreement to have LCA 

adjust the design to bring the price down but did not do so. 

After receiving the next set of drawings from LCA, Petra provided the City with a 

budget for construction of$16,254,033.00. The City approved that budget 

estimate on February 26,2007. 

The next cost estimate was provided to the City in July 2007. It included most, if 

not all, the significant changes the City had made. This budget was over $20 

million. 

The final cost estimate was $21,773,078.00. It was presented by Petra in February 

2008. It did not include the east parking lot project which Petra managed for the 

City under a separate agreement. 
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90. The City approved each budget.

91. The final cost of the project was $21,395,962.13.

92. Petra charged Meridian for a number of General Condition Reimbursables that

were in some cases not provided for in the Construction Management Plan or

which exceeded the limits for such reimbursables. Meridian paid some if not all of

these charges.

93. It is exceptionally difficult and time consuming, if not impossible, to calculate

precisely the amount of General Condition Reimbursables Meridian overpaid

Petra.

94. It would be inequitable to allow Petra to retain that money.

95. While the amount is somewhat imprecise, the Court has calculated with reasonable

accuracy and without resorting to speculation that the sum total of the

overpayments was $52,000.00.

96. In February 2007, Petra and LCA made value engineering suggestions to the City

which would have significantly reduced the cost of the project. The City rejected

the suggested options and decided to build the project as designed.

97. Petra assembled, certified and forwarded the numerous periodic pay applications to

LCA for approval. LCA in turn certified the progress of the work of the prime

contractors.

98. Pay applications were reviewed by the City's Purchasing Agent, Keith Watts. He

reviewed the pay applications, inquired ofPetra when he had questions about

them, and decided whether to pay them.
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precisely the amount of General Condition Reimbursables Meridian overpaid 

Petra. 

It would be inequitable to allow Petra to retain that money. 

While the amount is somewhat imprecise, the Court has calculated with reasonable 

accuracy and without resorting to speculation that the sum total of the 

overpayments was $52,000.00. 

In February 2007, Petra and LCA made value engineering suggestions to the City 

which would have significantly reduced the cost of the project. The City rejected 

the suggested options and decided to build the project as designed. 

Petra assembled, certified and forwarded the numerous periodic pay applications to 

LCA for approval. LCA in turn certified the progress of the work of the prime 

contractors. 

Pay applications were reviewed by the City's Purchasing Agent, Keith Watts. He 

reviewed the pay applications, inquired of Petra when he had questions about 

them, and decided whether to pay them. 
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TMC, Inc., the City's prime masonry contractor, received a $40,000.00

overpayment due to Petra's failure to attribute that sum to TMC's budget. Instead,

it was approved for payment by Petra from the project's winter conditions budget.

The error was discovered during a forensic audit of the project costs months after

the project was completed.

100. TMC's contract differed from those of the other prime contractors in that TMC's

contract uniquely contained a provision for winter conditions. All other prime

contractors' claims for winter condition costs were charged against the

$200,000.00 winter allowance budget.

101. While this was a substantial error on the part of Petra, it was nothing more than an

error. Petra did not intend to deceive the City. TMC's President Tim McGourty

testified at trial that he realized that this was an overpayment and that he would

reimburse the City.

102. TMC did not delay the project.

103. TMC's work on the masonry veneer was accepted by LCA.

104. TMC's work on the cast stone masonry veneer was flawed in some places in that

the alignment of the stones was outside of the tolerances specified in the project's

plans and specifications

105. Based on substantial and credible expert testimony, the court finds that it was the

standard in the masonry industry to make adjustments in the installation of this

manufactured product to allow for slight variations in the individual stones for

aesthetic purposes.
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standard in the masonry industry to make adjustments in the installation of this 

manufactured product to allow for slight variations in the individual stones for 

aesthetic purposes. 
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106. In some places the alignment of these stones deviated slightly from the tolerances

in the plans and specifications, even allowing for the additional variations in the

individual stones.

107. In addition to the imprecise installation of a small number of the manufactured

stone products, other aspects of the masonry work were not performed according to

the plans and specifications.

108. In some spots grout was applied imperfectly.

109. All other aspects of the masonry contractor's work were performed according to

the plans and specifications.

110. The trial testimony of the City's masonry expert was based on an incorrect

standard in that the standard he applied failed to allow for slight variations in the

stones themselves.

111. TMC warranted its workmanship.

112. Repair of the flaws in the masonry work will not require removal and re

installation of all of the masonry veneer on the entire building at a cost of over

$1.2 million as opined by the City's expert witness.

113. The court finds the testimony of Mr. McGourty himself to be more credible on this

point. Based on all of the evidence and testimony on this issue, the court finds the

cost of repairing flawed masonry installation to be $6,000.00.

114. The heating, ventilation and cooling (HVAC) system for the building was designed

by Mike Wisdom ofEngineering, Inc., under a contract with LCA.

115. Hobson Fabricating, Inc., installed the "dry side" portion of the system.

116. Yamas Controls supplied the control system for the HVAC system.
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the plans and specifications. 

108. In some spots grout was applied imperfectly. 
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112. Repair of the flaws in the masonry work will not require removal and re

installation of all of the masonry veneer on the entire building at a cost of over 

$1.2 million as opined by the City's expert witness. 

113. The court finds the testimony of Mr. McGourty himself to be more credible on this 

point. Based on all of the evidence and testimony on this issue, the court finds the 

cost of repairing flawed masonry installation to be $6,000.00. 

114. The heating, ventilation and cooling (HVAC) system for the building was designed 
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117. The City chose the "under-floor positive displacement" HVAC system over a

standard roof-type system after City officials toured several office buildings known

for their use of state of the art, highly efficient and environmentally friendly

technology, including the Banner Bank building and the Idaho Water Center

building in Boise, as well as a Credit Union building in Eastern Idaho.

118. The City was made aware of the fact that the complex and technologically

advanced system would require a well trained operator, but did not heed this

advice.

119. The City presented evidence and testimony to support its contention that problems

the City was experiencing with the HVAC system post-completion were caused by

design, installation and testing failures which were Petra's fault. The City's expert

witness opined that the expenses related to these repairs would be nearly $2

million. This expert's estimate included the installation ofa central core re-heat

system which he testified did not exist in the system as designed and constructed.

The court did not find this testimony credible.

120. The HVAC system provides central core re-heat to the building as it was designed

and constructed to do.

121. A chiller unit on the roof of the building was installed without specified spring

isolator mounts, but with rubber isolators instead. This caused excessive vibration.

Petra recommended that the City hold back $15,000.00 from Buss Mechanical's

final payment so Buss would correct the error. The City adopted the

recommendation and the proper spring isolators were installed. The fact that Petra

initially observed and approved the installation of the rubber isolators was the type
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117. The City chose the "under-floor positive displacement" HVAC system over a 

standard roof-type system after City officials toured several office buildings known 

for their use of state of the art, highly efficient and environmentally friendly 

technology, including the Banner Bank building and the Idaho Water Center 

building in Boise, as well as a Credit Union building in Eastern Idaho. 

118. The City was made aware of the fact that the complex and technologically 

advanced system would require a well trained operator, but did not heed this 

advice. 

119. The City presented evidence and testimony to support its contention that problems 

the City was experiencing with the HV AC system post-completion were caused by 

design, installation and testing failures which were Petra's fault. The City's expert 

witness opined that the expenses related to these repairs would be nearly $2 

million. This expert's estimate included the installation of a central core re-heat 

system which he testified did not exist in the system as designed and constructed. 

The court did not find this testimony credible. 

120. The HV AC system provides central core re-heat to the building as it was designed 

and constructed to do. 

121. A chiller unit on the roof of the building was installed without specified spring 

isolator mounts, but with rubber isolators instead. This caused excessive vibration. 

Petra recommended that the City hold back $15,000.00 from Buss Mechanical's 

final payment so Buss would correct the error. The City adopted the 

recommendation and the proper spring isolators were installed. The fact that Petra 

initially observed and approved the installation of the rubber isolators was the type 
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of error that should be discovered and corrected by a construction manager, and it

was.

122. LCA and the project engineer designed the HVAC system without a specification

for a glycol solution in the heating loop. This oversight was corrected through the

change order process as specified in the contract documents.

123. A glycol leak in the line was repaired by the contractor under its warranty.

124. The project's commissioning agent, Heery International, reviewed all testing and

balancing reports of the building's systems and equipment and found no need to

conduct further testing and balancing.

125. The HVAC system was designed to be managed and controlled centrally rather

than from room to room. Because it was technologically advanced, a hybrid

control system was designed employing controls manufactured by two different

manufacturers, York and Yamas. Criticism ofthe design of the system is more

appropriately directed at LCA and the project engineer rather than Petra.

126. The court is persuaded that complaints the City has with respect to various aspects

of the HVAC system are more likely than not the result of operator error rather

than a design defect and certainly not a construction defect attributable to Petra.

127. LCA designed the roof. Western Roofing installed it.

128. The roof leaked after it was installed.

129. Western Roofing gave the City a two-year warranty.

130. Versico manufactured the membrane material that covered the roof.

131. Versico gave the city a warranty for the material.

132. LCA did not specify saddle flashing in the plans and specifications.
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ORDER-17 



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

133. The roofwas inspected several times after construction. LCA closed out Western

Roofing's punch lists.

134. Four months after an inspection in the fall of 2009, new post-inspection damage

was discovered on the roof.

135. Any damage to the roof that was caused during construction was repaired at no

cost to the City.

136. LCA sub-contracted with Hatch-Mueller to design the water features in and around

the public plaza.

137. The water storage tank was too small. This was a design flaw and not a

construction flaw.

138. Capstones installed by Alpha Masonry began to deteriorate over the winter of

2008-2009.

139. In April 2009 Petra recommended that the City not release Alpha Masonry's

retention in order to ensure the problem would be repaired.

140. Buss Mechanical was the City's plumbing contractor.

141. Project Engineer Mike Wisdom specified back check valves which complied with

the relevant section of the Uniform Plumbing Code and passed City inspection.

142. Seismic bracing of the basement sewer pipes was installed in a manner that passed

code inspection.

143. To the extent that Buss installed insufficient seismic bracing, which is not the case,

such a defect would be a warranty item between the City and Buss.

144. The slope of the piping in the basement was passed as Code compliant by the

City's inspector.
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141. Project Engineer Mike Wisdom specified back check valves which complied with 

the relevant section of the Uniform Plumbing Code and passed City inspection. 

142. Seismic bracing of the basement sewer pipes was installed in a manner that passed 

code inspection. 

143. To the extent that Buss installed insufficient seismic bracing, which is not the case, 

such a defect would be a warranty item between the City and Buss. 

144. The slope of the piping in the basement was passed as Code compliant by the 

City's inspector. 
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145. The slope of the piping was consistent with the plans and specifications.

146. The number of sewer pipe cleanouts was fewer than specified in the plans and

specifications.

147. The plumbing contractor had the discretion to route the piping and increase or

decrease the number ofcleanouts as necessary. The number and location of

cleanouts were sufficient.

148. The City's code inspector approved the sewer plumbing.

149. The sewer pipe plumbing was consistent with the plans and specifications.

150. Project engineer Wisdom prepared the plumbing system punch lists. The punch

list items were closed out.

151. Buss Mechanical plumbed the roof drainage system.

152. PVC pipe was used for this system.

153. The overflow drains were outside the building envelope. Use of PVC pipe at these

locations was within the plans and specifications.

154. The roof drainage system includes side by side drains and overflow drains. The
17

difference between the two is that the overflow drain is fitted with a collar several
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inches in height so water does not flow through the overflow drain unless and until

the regular drain becomes clogged or the water on the roof for any other reason

gets so deep that it flows into the overflow drain. The overflow water flows out of

a downspout or "scupper" distinct from the regular scupper. This is to give a

visual alert that the water on the roof is especially deep.

155. At one drain location on the roof, the collar was inadvertently installed on the

regular drain instead of the overflow drain. The collar was easily switched when

ORDER-19
008279

2 

3 

145. The slope of the piping was consistent with the plans and specifications. 

146. The number of sewer pipe cleanouts was fewer than specified in the plans and 

specifications. 

4 147. The plumbing contractor had the discretion to route the piping and increase or 

5 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 

decrease the number of cleanouts as necessary. The number and location of 

cleanouts were sufficient. 

148. The City's code inspector approved the sewer plumbing. 

149. The sewer pipe plumbing was consistent with the plans and specifications. 

150. Project engineer Wisdom prepared the plumbing system punch lists. The punch 

list items were closed out. 

151. Buss Mechanical plumbed the roof drainage system. 

152. PVC pipe was used for this system. 
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gets so deep that it flows into the overflow drain. The overflow water flows out of 

a downspout or "scupper" distinct from the regular scupper. This is to give a 

visual alert that the water on the roof is especially deep. 

155. At one drain location on the roof, the collar was inadvertently installed on the 

regular drain instead of the overflow drain. The collar was easily switched when 
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the error was discovered. The expense to make this minor repair was a warranty

item. The drains were not "cross piped" as alleged by the City's witness.

156. The City suffered no damage as a result of this minor error in construction.

157. The underground storm drains were installed outside the building. They were

constructed with PVC pipe as specified in the relevant specifications.

158. There was a decorative mental scupper that the City installed after the building was

finished. The City failed to properly connect it to the drain pipe. This caused

storm water to leak inside the wall and into the basement. Damage caused was due

to neither Petra nor Buss Mechanical. Had it been the fault of Buss, it would have

been covered under Buss's warranty.

159. Sealco was the contractor responsible for installation ofwaterproofing on and

around the exterior of the building up to grade.

160. After a small leak in a water main allowed water into the basement the area of the

leak was excavated for repair. At that time it was discovered that waterproofing

material had not been installed at the location of the excavation.

161. Waterproofing had been properly installed around the entire building.

162. The area that was excavated was an area where the grade had been increased and

landscaping added by City.

163. Any absence ofwaterproofing in this area was not Petra's fault.

164. A cement pad installed to keep electrical equipment above floor level deteriorated

after the water main leaked and the scupper connection problem combined to allow

water into the basement in the area of the cement pad.
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to neither Petra nor Buss Mechanical. Had it been the fault of Buss, it would have 

been covered under Buss's warranty. 

159. Sealco was the contractor responsible for installation of waterproofing on and 

around the exterior of the building up to grade. 

160. After a small leak in a water main allowed water into the basement the area of the 

leak was excavated for repair. At that time it was discovered that waterproofing 

material had not been installed at the location of the excavation. 

161. Waterproofing had been properly installed around the entire building. 

162. The area that was excavated was an area where the grade had been increased and 

landscaping added by City. 

21 163. Any absence of waterproofing in this area was not Petra's fault. 

22 164. A cement pad installed to keep electrical equipment above floor level deteriorated 

23 

24 

25 

26 
ORDER-20 

after the water main leaked and the scupper connection problem combined to allow 

water into the basement in the area of the cement pad. 
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165. Had the cement pad been poorly constructed, it would have been a warranty item.

Because the cause of the deterioration was not the fault ofPetra's alleged failures

to properly observe the work, this issue, and any damage suffered by the City

related to this issue is not attributable to Petra.

166. A missing closure strip and inadequate caulking in the area of the Mayor's suite

and reception area allowed air, water and insects to enter the interior of the

building. Because these construction defects were in an area not readily accessible

for inspection, they were missed and did not appear on any punch list.

167. When discovered, these defects would have been repaired under the contractor's

warranty.

168. Although there was testimony offered and received at trial to the effect that the

defect caused interior walls to buckle, the evidence presented failed to persuade to

court that such damage had occurred. If such had been the case, the damage would

have been a warranty item.

169. The access floor panels needed to be adjusted in a few locations to eliminate

"clickers", so called because of the clicking noise they make when people walk on

them. The evidence was conflicting with respect the extent of the adjustments that

would be required. There was evidence that some ofthe panels were removed

during plenum pressure testing and were not properly re-installed by testing

personnel.

170. While the testimony about the extent of the clicker problem was conflicting, the

court finds it affected no more than 2% ofthe panels.
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and reception area allowed air, water and insects to enter the interior of the 

building. Because these construction defects were in an area not readily accessible 

for inspection, they were missed and did not appear on any punch list. 

167. When discovered, these defects would have been repaired under the contractor's 

warranty. 

12 168. Although there was testimony offered and received at trial to the effect that the 
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defect caused interior walls to buckle, the evidence presented failed to persuade to 

court that such damage had occurred. If such had been the case, the damage would 

have been a warranty item. 

169. The access floor panels needed to be adjusted in a few locations to eliminate 

"clickers", so called because of the clicking noise they make when people walk on 

them. The evidence was conflicting with respect the extent of the adjustments that 

would be required. There was evidence that some of the panels were removed 

during plenum pressure testing and were not properly re-installed by testing 

personnel. 

170. While the testimony about the extent of the clicker problem was conflicting, the 

court finds it affected no more than 2% of the panels. 

ORDER-21 



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

171. Any access floor panel adjustments not covered by the contractor's warranty are

not attributable to Petra because the incidence of such problems is small and the

court is not persuaded that all such panel adjustments were not caused by

inspection personnel or City personnel.

172. Furthermore, the evidence of the cost of repairing or adjusting the panels was too

speculative for the court to make a finding as to the amount of damages on this

Issue.

173. Rule Steel caused delays during the construction of the project.

174. After thorough discussion with the City and extensive negotiation with Rule Steel,

Petra recommended a negotiated settlement be approved.

175. The City approved the recommendation that Rule be assessed liquidated damages

of $14,000.00 to settle the issue. The agreement was a full and final resolution of

the Rule Steel delay issue as set forth in Change Order No.3.

176. On August 20,2007, Petra disclosed its intention to request an increase in its

construction management fee in the amount of$384,782.00 because of the change

in the scale of the project.

177. On August 20,2007, Petra had not yet provided additional services on the project.

178. The costs incurred on the project did not exceed the original $12.2 million budget

until after February 2008.

179. On or about September 5, 2007, and in response to Petra's suggestion, the City's

agent Keith Watts agreed on behalf of the City that Petra should wait to submit the

formal proposal for an equitable adjustment in Petra's fees until the final value of

the project was determined.
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171. Any access floor panel adjustments not covered by the contractor's warranty are 

not attributable to Petra because the incidence of such problems is small and the 

court is not persuaded that all such panel adjustments were not caused by 

inspection personnel or City personnel. 

172. Furthermore, the evidence of the cost of repairing or adjusting the panels was too 

speculative for the court to make a finding as to the amount of damages on this 

lssue. 

173. Rule Steel caused delays during the construction of the project. 

174. After thorough discussion with the City and extensive negotiation with Rule Steel, 

Petra recommended a negotiated settlement be approved. 

175. The City approved the recommendation that Rule be assessed liquidated damages 

of $14,000.00 to settle the issue. The agreement was a full and final resolution of 

the Rule Steel delay issue as set forth in Change Order No.3. 

176. On August 20,2007, Petra disclosed its intention to request an increase in its 

construction management fee in the amount of$384,782.00 because of the change 

in the scale of the project. 

177. On August 20,2007, Petra had not yet provided additional services on the project. 

178. The costs incurred on the project did not exceed the original $12.2 million budget 

until after February 2008. 

179. On or about September 5, 2007, and in response to Petra's suggestion, the City's 

agent Keith Watts agreed on behalf of the City that Petra should wait to submit the 

formal proposal for an equitable adjustment in Petra's fees until the final value of 

the project was determined. 
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180. On November 5, 2007, Petra sent a letter to the City to again remind the City that

Petra would be seeking an additional fee.

181. Petra reasonably relied on Mr. Watt's September 2007 representation and did not

formally submit the request for equitable adjustment until April 4, 2008, in the

form of Change Order No.2.

182. By April 4, 2008, Petra had provided extra services on the project.

183. The amount of Petra's Change Order No.2 request was $376,808.00; some

$8,000.00 less than the amount reflected in the August 20, 2007 budget.

184. Petra provided the City additional information in support of the request in October

2008.

185. The City did not approve the request.

186. The City finally denied the request on February 24,2009. This was some eighteen

months after the City was first made aware of Petra's intent to seek an equitable

adjustment and ten months after Change Order No.2 was formally submitted to

the City.

187. The City knew the projeet had increased in size, scope, cost and complexity by

August 2007 because th(;: City had so directed.

188. None of the increases in the scale of the project were the result of Petra's

performance of its work.

189. The City denied Petra's request for equitable adjustment of its fee at least in part

because the City disagreed with the manner in which Petra calculated the amount

of the increased fee.
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because the City disagreed with the manner in which Petra calculated the amount 

of the increased fee. 



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

190. Petra calculated the amount of its fee request by multiplying the cost of the project

in excess of$12.2 million by a factor of4.7%; the same ratio Petra's original fee

bore to the original budget.

191. Between August 2006 and August 2007 the project budget increased from $12.2

million to slightly over $20.3.million.

192. In May 2010, Petra submitted Revised Change Order No.2 which included both

the equitable fee adjustment and unpaid reimbursables.

193. The City had approved all changes to the work, which naturally caused an increase

in the services Petra had to perform and which formed the basis for Petra's request.

194. At the beginning ofthe site preparation phase of the project, the City had approved

Petra's Change Order No.1 for additional work Petra performed on the

contaminated soil remediation effort. The fee was calculated at 4.7% of the

increased cost of the project.

195. The City has not paid Petra for Change Order No.2.

196. Gene Bennett from Petra was mistaken about the status ofhis Montana

engineering license. He b(:lieved it was renewable. A statutory or regulatory

change he was not aware ofwould have precluded him from renewing that license.

He did not intend to misrepresent his professional credentials.

197. In a separate agreement, Petra agreed to manage the construction of the East

Parking Lot and Petra claims fees and reimbursable expenses for that project in the

amount of$51,152.79.
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in excess of$12.2 million by a factor of 4.7%; the same ratio Petra's original fee 

bore to the original budget. 

191. Between August 2006 and August 2007 the project budget increased from $12.2 

million to slightly over $20.3.million. 

192. In May 2010, Petra submitted Revised Change Order No.2 which included both 

the equitable fee adjustment and unpaid reimbursables. 

193. The City had approved all changes to the work, which naturally caused an increase 

in the services Petra had to perform and which formed the basis for Petra's request. 

194. At the beginning of the site preparation phase of the project, the City had approved 

Petra's Change Order No.1 for additional work Petra performed on the 

contaminated soil remediation effort. The fee was calculated at 4.7% of the 

increased cost of the project. 

195. The City has not paid Petra for Change Order No.2. 

196. Gene Bennett from Petra was mistaken about the status of his Montana 

engineering license. He b(:lieved it was renewable. A statutory or regulatory 

change he was not aware of would have precluded him from renewing that license. 

He did not intend to misrepresent his professional credentials. 
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Parking Lot and Petra claims fees and reimbursable expenses for that project in the 

amount of$51,152.79. 
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198. Petra's claim against the City for the work on the East Parking Lot is separate and

distinct from the contract with the City for the project which is the subject of this

lawsuit.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

To the extent that these Conclusions of Law refer to facts not set forth above, the same are

perceived by the Court to be mixed questions of law and fact. Any such new facts should be

construed as additional Findings of Fact.

A. The City has failed to prove its breach of contract claim against Petra.

B. Damages attributed to Petra were speculative.

C. Alleged construction defects were relatively minor.

D. The cost to repair alleged construction defects and the cost to reimburse the City

for a $40,000.00 accounting error equal a sum less than 1% of the original project

budget of $12.2 million, much less the final cost of $21.3 million.

E. To the extent there were General Condition Reimbursables that exceeded the

budgeted limits or were otherwise improperly charged to and paid by the City, the

aggregate amount of such overpayments was $52,000.00 and increased the cost of

the project by less than 1%.

F. The grand total by which Petra's errors and/or omissions increased the cost of the

project was less than 1%.

G. TMC is not a party to this lawsuit. The court has no authority in the context of this

case to order TMC to reimburse the City. During the trial, TMC's president

testified that he would rdmburse the City for the City's overpayment to his

company. There is nothing in the record since that testimony to show whether or
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198. Petra's claim against the City for the work on the East Parking Lot is separate and 

distinct from the contract with the City for the project which is the subject of this 

lawsuit. 

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

To the extent that these Conclusions of Law refer to facts not set forth above, the same are 

perceived by the Court to be mixed questions of law and fact. Any such new facts should be 

construed as additional Findings of Fact. 

A. 

B. 

C. 

D. 
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F. 

G. 
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The City has failed to prove its breach of contract claim against Petra. 

Damages attributed to Petra were speculative. 

Alleged construction defects were relatively minor. 

The cost to repair alleged construction defects and the cost to reimburse the City 

for a $40,000.00 accounting error equal a sum less than 1 % of the original project 

budget of $12.2 million, much less the final cost of $21.3 million. 

To the extent there were General Condition Reimbursables that exceeded the 

budgeted limits or were otherwise improperly charged to and paid by the City, the 

aggregate amount of such overpayments was $52,000.00 and increased the cost of 

the project by less than 1%. 

The grand total by which Petra's errors and/or omissions increased the cost of the 

project was less than 1 %. 

TMC is not a party to this lawsuit. The court has no authority in the context of this 

case to order TMC to reimburse the City. During the trial, TMC's president 

testified that he would rdmburse the City for the City's overpayment to his 

company. There is nothing in the record since that testimony to show whether or 
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not TMC has or has not tendered the $40,000 to the City; whether TMC is

unwilling or unable to do so; or whether or not the City has asked or demanded

that TMC do so. In any event, the City has not only the right to ask for the money,

but the duty to do so in order to mitigate its damages.

Petra has proven its counterclaim against the City.

The City waived its contractual right to pre-approve the request for equitable

adjustment and is estoppc:::d from denying fee request.

Petra is entitled to an equitable adjustment of its Construction Management fee and

contract reimbursable expenses based on the increased services Petra performed.

The amount of$376,808.00 requested on April 4, 2008, is reasonable.

The City unreasonably ddayed making a decision on the request.

Petra is entitled to interest on the unpaid balance at the contract rate of .75% per

month from sixty days of the date of the request, i.e. from June 3, 2008.

The City is entitled to an offset of$52,000.00.

Petra's revised Change Order Request No.2, submitted in May 2010 and

containing additional Rdmbursables and larger equitable adjustment, was not

timely filed. The additional amount over and above the original Change Order

Request No.2 is denied.

The Contract Documents which define the parties' respective promises and duties

were clear and unambiguous. Petra expressly accepted that the contract

established a relationship of trust and confidence between itself and the City.

This Court has previously ruled that Petra's relationship with the City was not that

ofa fiduciary. The City has asked the Court to reconsider that decision.
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contract reimbursable expenses based on the increased services Petra performed. 

The amount of$376,808.00 requested on April 4, 2008, is reasonable. 

The City unreasonably ddayed making a decision on the request. 

Petra is entitled to interest on the unpaid balance at the contract rate of .75% per 

month from sixty days of the date of the request, i.e. from June 3, 2008. 

The City is entitled to an offset of $52,000.00. 

Petra's revised Change Order Request No.2, submitted in May 2010 and 

containing additional Rdmbursables and larger equitable adjustment, was not 

timely filed. The additional amount over and above the original Change Order 

Request No.2 is denied. 

The Contract Documents which define the parties' respective promises and duties 

were clear and unambiguous. Petra expressly accepted that the contract 

established a relationship of trust and confidence between itself and the City. 

This Court has previously ruled that Petra's relationship with the City was not that 

of a fiduciary. The City has asked the Court to reconsider that decision. 



CONCLUSIONS

Based on the foregoing findings, it is this Court's conclusion that the work done by Petra

was performed in a manner consistent with the parties' agreement. Petra is entitled to additional

compensation of $324,808.00 after consideration of a $52,000.00 offset. Petra is entitled to

1

2

3

4

5

6

7

8

9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

R.

S.

T.

u.

The Court has again considered whether section 1.1 of the CMA may reasonably

be construed as having cf(~ated a fiduciary relationship between the parties. If so,

and if the contrary constmction is also reasonable, the ambiguity favors Petra

rather than the City because the City employed the attorney who drafted the

contract.

Alternatively, if this Cow·t's previous ruling on the fiduciary question was in error

and if the language in section 1.1 clearly and unambiguously shows the parties

intended that Petra was the City's fiduciary, Petra's dealings with and on behalf of

the City did not violate that duty.

Petra did not wrongfully disclose confidential information the City entrusted to it.

Petra acted primarily for the benefit ofthe City. Petra did not violate the trust of

the City.

Supplemental Decision and Order re: Sanctions

As the trial was about to get underway Mr. Trout, on behalf of the City brought a motion

for sanctions against Petra for two alleged violations of Rule 26(b)(4)(iii) of the Idaho Rules of

Civil Procedure. Specifically, he presented evidence that Jerry Frank, Petra's President, violated

ORDER-27

Judgment in this amount. Judgment should enter for the amount owed, together with pre
19

20 judgment interest, costs allowed under LR.C.P. 54, and reasonable attorney fees incurred.

21 Counsel for Petra is directed to prepare a Judgment consistent with this decision.
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The Court has again considered whether section 1.1 of the CMA may reasonably 

be construed as having cf(~ated a fiduciary relationship between the parties. If so, 

and if the contrary constmction is also reasonable, the ambiguity favors Petra 

rather than the City because the City employed the attorney who drafted the 

contract. 

Alternatively, if this Cow·t's previous ruling on the fiduciary question was in error 

and if the language in section 1.1 clearly and unambiguously shows the parties 

intended that Petra was the City's fiduciary, Petra's dealings with and on behalf of 

the City did not violate that duty. 

Petra did not wrongfully disclose confidential information the City entrusted to it. 

Petra acted primarily for the benefit of the City. Petra did not violate the trust of 

the City. 

CONCLUSIONS 

Based on the foregoing findings, it is this Court's conclusion that the work done by Petra 

was performed in a manner consistent with the parties' agreement. Petra is entitled to additional 

compensation of $324,808.00 after consideration of a $52,000.00 offset. Petra is entitled to 

Judgment in this amount. Judgment should enter for the amount owed, together with pre-

20 judgment interest, costs allowed under I.R.C.P. 54, and reasonable attorney fees incurred. 
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this rule by contacting two of the City's €:xpert witnesses without first obtaining permission from

the City or the Court. Mr. Trout proved to the Court's satisfaction that Mr. Frank had indeed

made such prohibited contact. One of the witnesses, the City's plumbing expert, had been

contacted indirectly through a third party who happened to be well acquainted with Mr. Frank and

related to the witness. The other had be€:ll contacted by telephone directly by Mr. Frank. Both of

the witnesses and Mr. Frank himself testified in connection with the contacts. The indirect

contact with the City's plumbing expert caused unfair prejudice to the City. The contact with the

other expert did not cause such prejudicl~, but the testimony provided by him in connection with

the issue added credence to the City's claim that both contacts were made for an improper

purpose; that is, to try to dissuade the witnesses from testifying in favor of the City. The sanction

Mr. Trout recommended was that the Court strike Petra's pleading or, in the alternative, to grant

Petra a continuance in order to give the City an opportunity to obtain an alternative plumbing

expert. The Court weighed the equities and determined that less severe remedial sanction would

be more appropriate than either of the allternatives suggested by Mr. Trout.

Eventually, the City was allowed to obtain an alternative plumbing expert, even though

the deadline for expert witness disclosure had passed.

The Court did not impose a punitive sanc!ion against Petra for the direct contact with the

other witness. The Court believed at the time and continues to believe that Mr. Frank's contact

with the witness was improper and warrants a punitive monetary sanction against Mr. Frank in his

individual capacity. The Court orders Jerry Frank to pay $2,000.00 to the City as a sanction for

his violation of I.R.C.P. 26(b)(4)(iii). This sanction is in the nature of a civil contempt sanction.

Mr. Trout recorded a telephone conversation he had with the City's first plumbing expert

and provided a transcript of the conversation in support of his motion for sanctions. The expert's
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evidence and testimony in support of the claim that in doing so, Mr. Trout had violated the Idaho

Rules of Professional Responsibility that apply to all attorneys licensed to practice in Idaho. Such

allegations may be directed to the to the Idaho State Bar Association's Office of Bar Counsel.
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IT IS SO ORDERED.

Dated this LQ1;'ofJune 2011.
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14 By 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

26 
ORDER-30 
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THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs. JUDGMENT

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

This case was tried to the court without a jury and the following decision was reached:

IT IS ORDERED that Petra Incorporated recover from the City of Meridian the amount
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District Judge
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 15.- day of June, 2011, a true and correct copy of

the within and foregoing judgment was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

Thomas G. Walker, Esq.
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
Boise, ID 83712

JUDGMENT
713005.docx

EQ U.S. Mailo Hand Deliveryo Overnight Couriero Facsimile: 331-1529
DE-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com

CfI U.S. Mailo Hand Deliveryo Overnight Couriero Facsimile: 639-5601
DE-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com
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ORIGINAL
Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (lSB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

NO.~
A.M.~S"~-----'-----

JUN 2 12011
CHRJSTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

VS.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

DefendantlCounterclaimant.

PETRA INCORPORATED'S
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS FEES

Petra Incorporated ("Petra") submits this memorandum of costs and attorneys' fees

("Memorandum") in compliance with LR.C.P. 54, in accordance with the Court's Findings of

Fact and Conclusions of Law dated June 10, 2011 and pursuant to the judgment filed June 15,

2011 ("Judgment"). This Memorandum also includes Petra's claim for prejudgment interest and

post judgment interest.

PETRA INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
715923
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Petra Incorporated ("Petra") submits this memorandum of costs and attorneys' fees 
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1. The undersigned makes this Memorandum to the best of his knowledge and

belief.

2. This Memorandum is supported by the following: (a) Affidavit of Thomas G.

Walker dated June 17,2011, (b) Affidavit of Erika K. Klein dated June 15, 2011, (c) Affidavit of

Mackenzie E. Whatcott, dated June 20, 2011, (d) Affidavit of Matthew B. Schelstrate dated June

20, 2011, (e) Affidavit of Pamela R. Carson dated June 20, 2011, (e) Affidavit of J. Walter

Sinclair dated June 17,2011, and (f) Affidavit of David Leroy dated June 20, 2011.

3. Petra is entitled to an award of attorneys' fees pursuant to section 10.6 of the

Construction Management Agreement, Idaho Code §12-120(3) and LR.C.P. 54 in the amount of

$1,275,416.50. See Exhibit A.

4. The costs identified below are submitted in compliance with LR.C.P. 54(d)(5).

5. Petra is entitled to an award of costs as a matter of right pursuant to LR.C.P

54(d)(l)(C) in the amount of$35,770.71. See Exhibit B.

6. Petra is entitled to an award of discretionary costs pursuant to LR.C.P 54(d)(1)(D)

in the amount in the amount of$561,399.34. See Exhibit C.

7. Petra is entitled to an award of prejudgment interest pursuant to section 6.3.2 of

the Construction Management Agreement in the amount of$101,508.19. See Exhibit D.

8. Petra is entitled to an award of post judgment interest pursuant to Idaho Code §

28-22-104(b) from and after June 15, 2011 until the judgment is paid. The amount of post

judgment interests will be determined after the Court makes an award pursuant to Petra's claims

made in this Memorandum. Thereafter, an amended judgment will be filed.

PETRA INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
715923
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Considering the foregoing, Petra requests that the Court award it:

Attorneys' fees
Costs as a matter of right
Discretionary costs
Prejudgment interest

$1,275,416.50
35,770.71

561,399.34
101,508.19

Subtotal $1.974,094.74

LKE
(Sf-

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN Tobo~unL

NOTARY PUBLIC FOR Idaho
Residing at Boise, Idah0.3/ /
My Commission Expires::3/ ct a I ~

DATED: June 1-1,2011.

Plus post judgment interest to be determined and subsequently evidenced by an amended

judgment.

PETRA INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
715923
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the.%l- day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim 1. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

o
[0"
ooo

U.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Courier
Facsimile: 331-1529

mail: ktrout@idalaw.com

PETRA INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
715923
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[0" 
o o o 

u.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

3/2/2009 TGW Review email from Tom Coughlin and attached February 0040 275.00 110.00
24, 2009 letter from City of Meridian

3/3/2009 TGW Respond to Coughlin's request for comments on 0.70 275.00 192.50
Meridian's February 24th letter

3/4/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
letter to City of Meridian requesting mediation

3/6/2009 TGW Review amended change order #2; prepare demand letter 0040 275.00 110.00
for client's review and approval

3/13/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
letter to City of Meridian; revise letter for mailing on
Monday, March 16th

3/19/2009 TGW Receive voice message from Ted Baird, counsel for City 0.60 275.00 165.00
of Meridian; email three candidates to Jerry for approval;
telephone conference with Ted Baird, City Attorney
regarding candidates: Shilling, Carey and Magel

3/30/2009 TGW Review correspondence from Kim Trout; telephone 0.60 275.00 165.00
conference with Gene Bennett regarding Meridian's
request for delay in mediation proceedings; prepare
correspondence to Kim regarding scheduling mediation
and making a request for production of documents

3/30/2009 PRC Review, track and classify electronic correspondence 0.20 95.00 19.00
with Kim Trout regarding production of emails and
documents regarding Meridian City contract.

4/1/2009 TGW Review April 1, 2009 letter from opposing counsel and 0.60 275.00 165.00
forward to Petra; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin regarding same; telephone conference with
Kim Trout regarding same

4/10/2009 TGW Follow up with Kim Trout, opposing counsel, regarding 0.20 275.00 55.00
status of meeting to select a mediator and access to
City's file on the project

4/13/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Kim Trout, opposing 0040 275.00 110.00
counsel; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding same; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin regarding City's preliminary claims

4/14/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 0.30 275.00 82.50
Coughlin regarding deliverables

4/16/2009 TGW Review email form Kim Trout and forward with comments 0.30 275.00 82.50
to Petra management

4/20/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
extension of time to June 15, 2009 for the City to prepare
for mediation session; email Kim Trout, opposing
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 
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20771-008 

Date 

3/2/2009 

3/3/2009 

3/4/2009 
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4/1/2009 

4/10/2009 

4/13/2009 

4/1412009 

4/16/2009 

4/20/2009 

Prof 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

PRC 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review email from Tom Coughlin and attached February 
24, 2009 letter from City of Meridian 

Respond to Coughlin's request for comments on 
Meridian's February 24th letter 

Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 
letter to City of Meridian requesting mediation 

Review amended change order #2; prepare demand letter 
for client's review and approval 

Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 
letter to City of Meridian; revise letter for mailing on 
Monday, March 16th 

Receive voice message from Ted Baird, counsel for City 
of Meridian; email three candidates to Jerry for approval; 
telephone conference with Ted Baird, City Attorney 
regarding candidates: Shilling, Carey and Magel 

Review correspondence from Kim Trout; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding Meridian's 
request for delay in mediation proceedings; prepare 
correspondence to Kim regarding scheduling mediation 
and making a request for production of documents 

Review, track and classify electronic correspondence 
with Kim Trout regarding production of em ails and 
documents regarding Meridian City contract. 

Review April 1, 2009 letter from opposing counsel and 
forward to Petra; telephone conference with Tom 
Coughlin regarding same; telephone conference with 
Kim Trout regarding same 

Follow up with Kim Trout, opposing counsel, regarding 
status of meeting to select a mediator and access to 
City's file on the project 

Telephone conference with Kim Trout, opposing 
counsel; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding same; telephone conference with Tom 
Coughlin regarding City's preliminary claims 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding deliverables 

Review email form Kim Trout and forward with comments 
to Petra management 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
extension of time to June 15, 2009 for the City to prepare 
for mediation session; email Kim Trout, opposing 
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0040 275.00 110.00 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0040 275.00 110.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

0.20 95.00 19.00 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

0.20 275.00 55.00 

0040 275.00 110.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

counsel, regarding same

4/21/2009 TGW Review complaint filed by City of Meridian; two 0.70 275.00 192.50
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same;
initiate preparation of Notice of Appearance and draft
Answer

4/21/2009 PRC Prepare Notice of Appearance for filing and service; 2.30 95.00 218.50
prepare first drafts of Case Management Procedures
letter and Evidence Preservation letter; prepare draft of
Rule 16 Stipulation; review Complaint by City of
Meridian; prepare first draft of Answer to Complaint and
Counterclaim.

4/22/2009 TGW Review and revise evidence preservation and case 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
management letters to opposing counsel; review and
revise proposed Stipulation for Scheduling and
Planning; review and revise draft answer, affirmative
defenses and counterclaim

4/22/2009 PRC Work on answer and counterclaim to complaint filed by 0.70 95.00 66.50
City of Meridian.

4/23/2009 TGW Final review of answer and counterclaim before 0.80 275.00 220.00
forwarded to Petra's management for review and
comment

4/23/2009 PRC Review, edit and fmalize first draft of Answer and 1.90 95.00 180.50
Counterclaim; case management; prepare comprehensive
litigation file and docketing; review file and client
documents; prepare first set of Interrogatories, Requests
for Production of Documents and Requests for
Admissions; draft Notice of Service of Discovery.

4/24/2009 TGW Research additional affirmative defenses to Meridian's 0.60 275.00 165.00
declaratory judgment action; revise draft answer
regarding same

4/27/2009 TGW Exchange several email messages with Kim Trout, 0.30 275.00 82.50
opposing counsel, regarding pending matters

5/4/2009 TGW Work on first round of discovery requests 0.60 275.00 165.00

5/6/2009 TGW Prepare for and conference with Jerry Frank, Gene 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
Bennett, John Quapp and Tom Coughlin regarding
answer and counterclaim and first round of discovery
requests; review answer and counterclaim and discovery
requests pursuant to conference with Jerry and Gene

5/6/2009 PRC Finalize Answer and Counterclaim; finalize First Set of 1.00 95.00 95.00
Discovery Requests; prepare Notice of Service of
Discovery and process for filing with court; prepare
email correspondence to opposing counsel regarding

6/20/2011 9:53:55 AM Page: 2
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 
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20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/2112009 TGW 

4121/2009 PRC 

4122/2009 TGW 

4/22/2009 PRC 
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4/23/2009 PRC 
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5/4/2009 TGW 
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5/6/2009 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

counsel, regarding same 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review complaint filed by City of Meridian; two 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same; 
initiate preparation of Notice of Appearance and draft 
Answer 

Prepare Notice of Appearance for filing and service; 
prepare first drafts of Case Management Procedures 
letter and Evidence Preservation letter; prepare draft of 
Rule 16 Stipulation; review Complaint by City of 
Meridian; prepare first draft of Answer to Complaint and 
Counterclaim. 

Review and revise evidence preservation and case 
management letters to opposing counsel; review and 
revise proposed Stipulation for Scheduling and 
Planning; review and revise draft answer, affirmative 
defenses and counterclaim 

Work on answer and counterclaim to complaint filed by 
City of Meridian. 

Final review of answer and counterclaim before 
forwarded to Petra's management for review and 
comment 

Review, edit and fmalize first draft of Answer and 
Counterclaim; case management; prepare comprehensive 
litigation file and docketing; review file and client 
documents; prepare first set of Interrogatories, Requests 
for Production of Documents and Requests for 
Admissions; draft Notice of Service of Discovery. 

Research additional affirmative defenses to Meridian's 
declaratory judgment action; revise draft answer 
regarding same 

Exchange several email messages with Kim Trout, 
opposing counsel, regarding pending matters 

Work on first round of discovery requests 

Prepare for and conference with Jerry Frank, Gene 
Bennett, John Quapp and Tom Coughlin regarding 
answer and counterclaim and first round of discovery 
requests; review answer and counterclaim and discovery 
requests pursuant to conference with Jerry and Gene 

Finalize Answer and Counterclaim; finalize First Set of 
Discovery Requests; prepare Notice of Service of 
Discovery and process for filing with court; prepare 
email correspondence to opposing counsel regarding 
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Units Price Value 
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2.30 95.00 218.50 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
same.

5/27/2009 TGW Review Meridian's reply to Petra's counterclaim 0.50 275.00 137.50

6/1/2009 PRC Reviews Notice of Status Conference Under I.R.C.P. 0.20 95.00 19.00
16(a); task and calendar.

6/1/2009 TGW Review Court's request for status conference; revise and 0.40 275.00 110.00
email proposed Rule 16 Stipulation to opposing counsel

6/2/2009 PRC Review Meridian's Reply to Counterclaim and prepare 1.70 95.00 161.50
working analysis for attorney.

6/4/2009 TGW Review analysis of Meridian's reply to Petra's 0.30 275.00 82.50
counterclaim; email to Petra's management team

6/8/2009 TGW Exchange emails with Tom Coughlin regarding 2.00 275.00 550.00
production of documents; review Meridian's document
production; conduct additional research to compel
adequate discovery responses by Meridian; work on
letter to opposing counsel regarding discovery
deficiencies

6/9/2009 TGW Continue research and work on correspondence to Trout 3.20 275.00 880.00
regarding the city's deficient discovery responses;
conduct additional research regarding discovery abuses;
continue work on correspondence to Trout seeking more
defmite and meaningful responses; conference with Erika
Klein regarding same; conference with Tom Coughlin
regarding Petra's production

6/9/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on discovery issues; reviewed 1.70 190.00 323.00
opposing counsel's discovery responses in case;
research related to discovery issues.

6/10/2009 EKK Review discovery production from opposing party; 1.30 190.00 247.00
review pleadings in matter; work on discovery letter and
related research; review correspondence to opposing
counsel.

6/10/2009 PRC Work on production to City of Meridian; organize 2.80 95.00 266.00
electronic files and electronically Bates number pdfs;
import PST files for review; confer with attorney
regarding files to be produced un-bates numbered
produced in native fonn or internet explorer files; prepare
duplicate files for transmittal to counsel for City of
Meridian.

6/10/2009 TGW Continue review of documents provided by Petra for 3.40 275.00 935.00
production to Meridian; exchange emails with Coughlin
and other Petra personnel; prepare correspondence to
opposing counsel regarding Petra's document
production

6/20/2011 9:53:55 AM Page: 3
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/27/2009 TGW 

611/2009 PRC 

6/1/2009 TGW 

6/2/2009 PRC 

6/4/2009 TGW 

6/8/2009 TGW 

6/9/2009 TGW 

6/9/2009 EKK 

6/10/2009 EKK 

6110/2009 PRC 

6110/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 
same. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review Meridian's reply to Petra's counterclaim 

Reviews Notice of Status Conference Under I.R.C.P. 
16(a); task and calendar. 

Review Court's request for status conference; revise and 
email proposed Rule 16 Stipulation to opposing counsel 

Review Meridian's Reply to Counterclaim and prepare 
working analysis for attorney. 

Review analysis of Meridian's reply to Petra's 
counterclaim; email to Petra's management team 

Exchange emails with Tom Coughlin regarding 
production of documents; review Meridian's document 
production; conduct additional research to compel 
adequate discovery responses by Meridian; work on 
letter to opposing counsel regarding discovery 
deficiencies 

Continue research and work on correspondence to Trout 
regarding the city's deficient discovery responses; 
conduct additional research regarding discovery abuses; 
continue work on correspondence to Trout seeking more 
defmite and meaningful responses; conference with Erika 
Klein regarding same; conference with Tom Coughlin 
regarding Petra's production 

Conferred with T. Walker on discovery issues; reviewed 
opposing counsel's discovery responses in case; 
research related to discovery issues. 

Review discovery production from opposing party; 
review pleadings in matter; work on discovery letter and 
related research; review correspondence to opposing 
counsel. 

Work on production to City of Meridian; organize 
electronic files and electronically Bates number pdfs; 
import PST files for review; confer with attorney 
regarding files to be produced un-bates numbered 
produced in native fonn or internet explorer files; prepare 
duplicate files for transmittal to counsel for City of 
Meridian. 

Continue review of documents provided by Petra for 
production to Meridian; exchange emails with Coughlin 
and other Petra personnel; prepare correspondence to 
opposing counsel regarding Petra's document 
production 

6/20/2011 9:53:55 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

0.20 95.00 19.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

1.70 95.00 161.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

2.00 275.00 550.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

1.70 190.00 323.00 

1.30 190.00 247.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

3.40 275.00 935.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
6/11/2009 EKK Continue work on discovery letter; conferred with T. 1.10 190.00 209.00

Walker;

6/12/2009 EKK Complete additions and research for discovery letter. 0.80 190.00 152.00

6/12/2009 TGW Continue to work on the City's deficient discovery 1.20 275.00 330.00
responses; finalize letter to Trout regarding same

6/12/2009 PRC Review, edit and finalize correspondence to opposing 0.30 95.00 28.50
counsel regarding discovery deficiencies.

6/15/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 0.30 275.00 82.50
Coughlin regarding unpaid billings owed by City

6/16/2009 EKK Review correspondence on discovery. 0.10 190.00 19.00

6/26/2009 TGW Follow up on pending discovery matters and timing for 0.30 275.00 82.50
adding claims to Petra's counterclaims for the City's
unpaid billings

6/29/2009 TGW Conduct additionallegal research; prepare motion to 4.50 275.00 1,237.50
compel discovery responses, prepare supporting
memorandum; review Rule 16 stipulation submitted by
opposing counsel; complete and file stipulation

6/29/2009 PRC Review, edit and finalize Memorandum in Support of 2.60 95.00 247.00
Motion to Compel Discovery Responses; prepare
footnote citations; review file correspondence files and
compile, organize and mark exhibits for attachment to
counsel's affidavit; Bates number attachments for
footnote citations; prepare affidavit of Tom Coughlin;
prepare email correspondence to Tom Coughlin; prepare
affidavit of Thomas Walker; telephone call to Judge
Wilper's chambers for scheduling hearing on Motion to
Compel; finalize Motion and prepare Notice of Hearing;
process for filing and service; finalize Stipulation for
Order for Scheduling and Planning; prepare for filing
with Court.

6/30/2009 TGW Review correspondence and file and respond to 0.60 275.00 165.00
correspondence from Trout regarding stipulation for
scheduling and planning

7/2/2009 TGW Continue litigation planning, including establishment of 0.40 275.00 110.00
benchmarks and deadlines

7/8/2009 PRC Prepare affidavit for counsellodging original signature 0.40 95.00 38.00
page of Tom Coughlin.

7/9/2009 PRC Case management and pleading docketing; verify 0.60 95.00 57.00
electronic calendar scheduling and tasking for upcoming
deadlines.

7/10/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Jerry regarding amending 2.30 275.00 632.50
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008300

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

6/1112009 

6/12/2009 

6112/2009 

6112/2009 

6115/2009 

6116/2009 

6/26/2009 

6/29/2009 

6/29/2009 

6/30/2009 

7/2/2009 

7/8/2009 

7/9/2009 

7110/2009 

Prof 

EKK 

EKK 

TGW 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

TGW 

TGW 

PRC 

TGW 

TGW 

PRC 

PRC 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue work on discovery letter; conferred with T. 
Walker; 

Complete additions and research for discovery letter. 

Continue to work on the City's deficient discovery 
responses; finalize letter to Trout regarding same 

Review, edit and finalize correspondence to opposing 
counsel regarding discovery deficiencies. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding unpaid billings owed by City 

Review correspondence on discovery. 

Follow up on pending discovery matters and timing for 
adding claims to Petra's counterclaims for the City's 
unpaid billings 

Conduct additional legal research; prepare motion to 
compel discovery responses, prepare supporting 
memorandum; review Rule 16 stipulation submitted by 
opposing counsel; complete and file stipulation 

Review, edit and finalize Memorandum in Support of 
Motion to Compel Discovery Responses; prepare 
footnote citations; review file correspondence files and 
compile, organize and mark exhibits for attachment to 
counsel's affidavit; Bates number attachments for 
footnote citations; prepare affidavit of Tom Coughlin; 
prepare email correspondence to Tom Coughlin; prepare 
affidavit of Thomas Walker; telephone call to Judge 
Wilper's chambers for scheduling hearing on Motion to 
Compel; finalize Motion and prepare Notice of Hearing; 
process for filing and service; finalize Stipulation for 
Order for Scheduling and Planning; prepare for filing 
with Court. 

Review correspondence and file and respond to 
correspondence from Trout regarding stipulation for 
scheduling and planning 

Continue litigation planning, including establishment of 
benchmarks and deadlines 

Prepare affidavit for counsellodging original signature 
page of Tom Coughlin. 

Case management and pleading docketing; verify 
electronic calendar scheduling and tasking for upcoming 
deadlines. 

Telephone conference with Jerry regarding amending 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.10 190.00 209.00 

0.80 190.00 152.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.10 190.00 19.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

4.50 275.00 1,237.50 

2.60 95.00 247.00 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

2.30 275.00 632.50 
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Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
counterclaim to add claims for amounts due under the
contract; review accounting from John Quapp;
commence preparation of Motion for Leave to Amend
and First Amended Counterclaim and supporting papers;
fmalize and arrange for filing a service on opposing
counsel

7/10/2009 PRC Prepare Motion for Leave to File First Amended 1.50 95.00 142.50
Counterclaim; Memorandum in Support of First
Amended Counterclaim and Consent to File.

7/14/2009 TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's Motion to 1.80 275.00 495.00
Compel; commence preparation of reply; conference with
MacKenzie regarding same; review Meridian's motion to
strike; commence preparation of response to motion to
strike

7/14/2009 MEW Review opposing counsel's opposition to motion to 2.70 180.00 486.00
compel and prepare response; review opposing
counsel's motion to strike and memorandum; review
federal cases cited by opposing counsel; research Idaho
cases.

7/15/2009 TGW Continue preparation for hearing on discovery matters; 3.20 275.00 880.00
conduct additional legal research and factual
investigation; continue case preparation

7/15/2009 PRC Prepare email correspondence to opposing counsel's 0.30 95.00 28.50
office regarding inability to access documents produced
on CD.

7/16/2009 TGW Review and revise Reply Memorandum regarding Petra's 3.40 275.00 935.00
Motion to Compel; preliminary review of July 15th
document production by Meridian

7/16/2009 PRC Review, amend and fmalize Reply Memorandum to 0.80 95.00 76.00
Petra's Motion to Compel Discovery Responses; verify
case citations and authorities for Table of Authorities;
amend and finalize Opposition to Motion to Strike;
process for filing and service and for service of
chamber's copy to Judge Wilper.

7/17/2009 TGW Work on document review matters; telephone 0.60 275.00 165.00
conference with Bridge City regarding same

7/20/2009 TGW Prepare for and argue at hearing on Petra's motion to 2.80 275.00 770.00
compel discovery responses; review supplemental
discovery responses served at 11 :30 a.m. today; prepare
email to opposing counsel regarding possible vacation
of hearing

7/22/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Aaron Flake regarding 0.40 275.00 110.00
iConect data base and document discovery comparison
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Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7110/2009 PRC 

711412009 TGW 

7114/2009 MEW 

7/15/2009 TGW 

7115/2009 PRC 

7/16/2009 TGW 

7/16/2009 PRC 

7/17/2009 TGW 

7/20/2009 TGW 

7/22/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

counterclaim to add claims for amounts due under the 
contract; review accounting from John Quapp; 
commence preparation of Motion for Leave to Amend 
and First Amended Counterclaim and supporting papers; 
fmalize and arrange for filing a service on opposing 
counsel 

Prepare Motion for Leave to File First Amended 
Counterclaim; Memorandum in Support of First 
Amended Counterclaim and Consent to File. 

Review Meridian's response to Petra's Motion to 
Compel; commence preparation of reply; conference with 
MacKenzie regarding same; review Meridian's motion to 
strike; commence preparation of response to motion to 
strike 

Review opposing counsel's opposition to motion to 
compel and prepare response; review opposing 
counsel's motion to strike and memorandum; review 
federal cases cited by opposing counsel; research Idaho 
cases. 

Continue preparation for hearing on discovery matters; 
conduct additional legal research and factual 
investigation; continue case preparation 

Prepare email correspondence to opposing counsel's 
office regarding inability to access documents produced 
on CD. 

Review and revise Reply Memorandum regarding Petra's 
Motion to Compel; preliminary review of July 15th 
document production by Meridian 

Review, amend and fmalize Reply Memorandum to 
Petra's Motion to Compel Discovery Responses; verify 
case citations and authorities for Table of Authorities; 
amend and finalize Opposition to Motion to Strike; 
process for filing and service and for service of 
chamber's copy to Judge Wilper. 

Work on document review matters; telephone 
conference with Bridge City regarding same 

Prepare for and argue at hearing on Petra's motion to 
compel discovery responses; review supplemental 
discovery responses served at 11 :30 a.m. today; prepare 
email to opposing counsel regarding possible vacation 
of hearing 

Telephone conference with Aaron Flake regarding 
iConect data base and document discovery comparison 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

1.80 275.00 495.00 

2.70 180.00 486.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

3.40 275.00 935.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

2.80 275.00 770.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

and analysis issues

7/23/2009 TGW Review Meridian's first set of discovery requests; 0.70 275.00 192.50
transmit to Petra

7/23/2009 PRC Prepare first draft of Petra's Response to Meridian's First 1.50 95.00 142.50
Set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production and
Request for Admissions.

7/27/2009 TGW Follow up with opposing counsel regarding consent to 0.30 275.00 82.50
filing amended pleading

7/28/2009 TGW Receive inquiry from Jerry regarding Errors & Omissions 1.70 275.00 467.50
insurance; respond regarding submittal of claim;
telephone conference with Marilyn White, PFG Wodd,
E& 0 broker; transmit pleadings to Ms. White as
requested; review E & 0 Policy; work on document
discovery matters

7/30/2009 PRC Review Order Setting Proceedings and Trial; calculate 0.90 95.00 85.50
pretrial cutoffs; electronically task and calendar.

7/30/2009 TGW Exchange several emails with Kurt Kramer, Claims 0.50 275.00 137.50
Analyst, Phelps Dunbar LLP, regarding Errors and
Omissions coverage

7/31/2009 TGW Transmit Construction Management Agreement and 0.60 275.00 165.00
Scheduling Order to Kurt Kramer; prepare for and hold
telephone conference with Mr. Kramer regarding Errors
& Omissions policy; email Jerry et al. information on
telephone conference; review and forward
correspondence from insurer's counsel regarding policy

8/10/2009 MEW Review opposing counsel's memorandum in opposition 0.20 180.00 36.00
to motion for leave to amend.

8/11/2009 TGW Review and analyze Meridian's opposition to Petra's 1.20 275.00 330.00
motion for leave to amend; initiate preparation of reply;
work on discovery

8/11/2009 MEW Draft response to opposing counsel's brief; review cases 4.80 180.00 864.00
and authorities cited; research case law and authorities
on judicial admissions; status to T. Walker.

8/12/2009 TGW Conduct additional legal research and case review; 1.60 275.00 440.00
review and revise Reply to Meridian's opposition to
Petra's motion for leave to file an amended counterclaim

8/12/2009 TGW Work on discovery responses; telephone conference 1.l0 275.00 302.50
with Tom Coughlin; exchange emails with Tom and
review Tom's responses

8/13/2009 TGW Commence preparation for oral argument; review briefing 1.00 275.00 275.00
and cases
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008302

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7/23/2009 TGW 

7/23/2009 PRC 

7/27/2009 TGW 

7/28/2009 TGW 

7/30/2009 PRC 

7/30/2009 TGW 

7/3112009 TGW 

8110/2009 MEW 

811112009 TGW 

811112009 MEW 

8112/2009 TGW 

8112/2009 TGW 

8/13/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

and analysis issues 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review Meridian's first set of discovery requests; 
transmit to Petra 

Prepare first draft of Petra's Response to Meridian's First 
Set of Interrogatories, Requests for Production and 
Request for Admissions. 

Follow up with opposing counsel regarding consent to 
filing amended pleading 

Receive inquiry from Jerry regarding Errors & Omissions 
insurance; respond regarding submittal of claim; 
telephone conference with Marilyn White, PFG Wodd, 
E& 0 broker; transmit pleadings to Ms. White as 
requested; review E & 0 Policy; work on document 
discovery matters 

Review Order Setting Proceedings and Trial; calculate 
pretrial cutoffs; electronically task and calendar. 

Exchange several emails with Kurt Kramer, Claims 
Analyst, Phelps Dunbar LLP, regarding Errors and 
Omissions coverage 

Transmit Construction Management Agreement and 
Scheduling Order to Kurt Kramer; prepare for and hold 
telephone conference with Mr. Kramer regarding Errors 
& Omissions policy; email Jerry et al. information on 
telephone conference; review and forward 
correspondence from insurer's counsel regarding policy 

Review opposing counsel's memorandum in opposition 
to motion for leave to amend. 

Review and analyze Meridian's opposition to Petra's 
motion for leave to amend; initiate preparation of reply; 
work on discovery 

Draft response to opposing counsel's brief; review cases 
and authorities cited; research case law and authorities 
on judicial admissions; status to T. Walker. 

Conduct additional legal research and case review; 
review and revise Reply to Meridian's opposition to 
Petra's motion for leave to file an amended counterclaim 

Work on discovery responses; telephone conference 
with Tom Coughlin; exchange emails with Tom and 
review Tom's responses 

Commence preparation for oral argument; review briefing 
and cases 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

l.70 275.00 467.50 

0.90 95.00 85.50 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

0.20 180.00 36.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

4.80 180.00 864.00 

l.60 275.00 440.00 

1.10 275.00 302.50 

l.00 275.00 275.00 
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Transactions Fee Li"ung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

8/13/2009 PRC Work on Petra's response to Meridian's Interrogatories, 3.10 95.00 294.50
Requests for Production and Requests for Admission;

8/14/2009 TGW Conference with Gene Bennett regarding latest 0.60 275.00 165.00
correspondence from the City regarding subcontractor
payment matters; review emails and correspondence
regarding same

8/17/2009 TGW Review correspondence and emails regarding Meridian's 3.20 275.00 880.00
dispute of Payment Application #24 and other claims by
the City; telephone conference with Gene Bennett;
prepare for, attend and argue at hearing on Motion for
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; email to Kurt
Kramer results of hearing; initiate drafting of order
granting motion for leave to file the First Amended
Counterclaim; work on discovery matters

8/17/2009 SWW Conference with Thomas Walker regarding amended 0.30 275.00 82.50
complaint

8/17/2009 PRC Prepare proposed Order granting Petra's Motion for 0.60 95.00 57.00
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; prepare letter
to Judge Wilper regarding same.

8/17/2009 PRC Continue work on fIrst draft of responses to 1.80 95.00 171.00
Interrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests
for Admission.

8/18/2009 PRC Finalize proposed order granting Defendant's Motion for 1.80 95.00 171.00
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; process for
hand delivery and service; continue work on Petra's
Response to First Set of Interrogatories, Requests for
Production and Requests for Admission.

8/18/2009 TGW Review responses to requests for admission provided by 2.60 275.00 715.00
Petra; continue work on responses to outstanding
discovery requests; conference with Gene Bennett
regarding General Conditions dispute recently
promulgated by Meridian

8/19/2009 TGW Continue work on discovery responses; continue 2.30 275.00 632.50
document review; conference with Maureen Walsh and
Kelly Roberts regarding additional research and
evidence management

8/19/2009 PRC Conduct document review on Iconect regarding 1.60 95.00 152.00
documents produced by City of Meridian for executive
meeting minutes.

8/19/2009 MFW Conference with T. Walker regarding background facts. 1.00 150.00 150.00

8/20/2009 TGW Continue work on discovery responses 0.40 275.00 110.00
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008303

Transactions Fee Li"ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8113/2009 PRC 

8114/2009 TGW 

8/17/2009 TGW 

8117/2009 SWW 

8117/2009 PRC 

8117/2009 PRC 

8/18/2009 PRC 

8118/2009 TGW 

8119/2009 TGW 

8/19/2009 PRC 

8119/2009 MFW 

8/20/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Work on Petra's response to Meridian's Interrogatories, 
Requests for Production and Requests for Admission; 

Conference with Gene Bennett regarding latest 
correspondence from the City regarding subcontractor 
payment matters; review emails and correspondence 
regarding same 

Review correspondence and emails regarding Meridian's 
dispute of Payment Application #24 and other claims by 
the City; telephone conference with Gene Bennett; 
prepare for, attend and argue at hearing on Motion for 
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; email to Kurt 
Kramer results of hearing; initiate drafting of order 
granting motion for leave to file the First Amended 
Counterclaim; work on discovery matters 

Conference with Thomas Walker regarding amended 
complaint 

Prepare proposed Order granting Petra's Motion for 
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; prepare letter 
to Judge Wilper regarding same. 

Continue work on fIrst draft of responses to 
Interrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests 
for Admission. 

Finalize proposed order granting Defendant's Motion for 
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; process for 
hand delivery and service; continue work on Petra's 
Response to First Set of Interrogatories, Requests for 
Production and Requests for Admission. 

Review responses to requests for admission provided by 
Petra; continue work on responses to outstanding 
discovery requests; conference with Gene Bennett 
regarding General Conditions dispute recently 
promulgated by Meridian 

Continue work on discovery responses; continue 
document review; conference with Maureen Walsh and 
Kelly Roberts regarding additional research and 
evidence management 

Conduct document review on Iconect regarding 
documents produced by City of Meridian for executive 
meeting minutes. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding background facts. 

Continue work on discovery responses 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

2.60 275.00 715.00 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

1.60 95.00 152.00 

1.00 150.00 150.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
8/20/2009 MFW Review Construction Management Agreement and City 7.40 150.00 1,110.00

of Meridian Complaint; review Petra's Answer To First
Amended Complaint and First Amended Counterclaim;
review Meridian City Hall notes and summaries regarding
project size, building complexity, budget and change
orders; prepare notes for research; review Plaintiffs
Responses to Defendant's First Set of Interrogatories,
Requests for Production of Documents and Requests for
admissions; review Memorandum in support of Petra's
Motion For Leave To File First Amended Complaint;
review Reply Memorandum in support of Petra's Motion
For Leave to file First Amended Counterclaim; review
correspondence from Tom Coughlin to Keith Watts
dated April 4, 2008; review City of Meridian letter dated
February 24, 2009.

8/21/2009 TGW Continue preparation ofresponses to discovery 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
requests; continue document review

8/21/2009 PRC Review Order allowing filing of First Amended 0.80 95.00 76.00
Counterclaim by Judge Wilper; process for filing and
service; fmalize and process for filing and service
Defendant's Response to Meridian's First Set of
Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents
and Requests for Admission; prepare email
correspondence to client regarding same.

8/21/2009 MFW Research Idaho law regarding oral modifications to 11.60 150.00 1,740.00
express contracts; research implied agreements and
implied agreements with express contracts; research
Ninth Circuit law regarding oral modifications to express
contracts; research implied agreements and implied
agreements with express contracts; research Idaho law
regarding terms implied as part of express contract;
research adding terms to contract by course of dealing of
parties; research key cites and review cases and prepare
notes; review Fox, keycite and pull cases cited therein;
prepare notes for research memorandum; research the
Idaho VCC and provisions regarding course of dealing,
course of performance and usage of trade and cases
regarding construction there under; review Idaho law
regarding rights and remedies of contractors for not
getting paid; research Ninth Circuit law regarding VCC
and provisions regarding course of dealing, course of
performance; and usage of trade and cases regarding
construction there under; review law regarding rights
and remedies of contractors for not getting paid; run
searches.

8/23/2009 MFW Draft outline of research for memorandum; draft issue 7.60 150.00 1,140.00

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM Page: 8
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/20/2009 MFW 

8/2112009 TGW 

8/2112009 PRC 

8/2112009 MFW 

8/23/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review Construction Management Agreement and City 
of Meridian Complaint; review Petra's Answer To First 
Amended Complaint and First Amended Counterclaim; 
review Meridian City Hall notes and summaries regarding 
project size, building complexity, budget and change 
orders; prepare notes for research; review Plaintiffs 
Responses to Defendant's First Set of Interrogatories, 
Requests for Production of Documents and Requests for 
admissions; review Memorandum in support of Petra's 
Motion For Leave To File First Amended Complaint; 
review Reply Memorandum in support of Petra's Motion 
For Leave to file First Amended Counterclaim; review 
correspondence from Tom Coughlin to Keith Watts 
dated April 4, 2008; review City of Meridian letter dated 
February 24, 2009. 

Continue preparation of responses to discovery 
requests; continue document review 

Review Order allowing filing of First Amended 
Counterclaim by Judge Wilper; process for filing and 
service; fmalize and process for filing and service 
Defendant's Response to Meridian's First Set of 
Interrogatories, Requests for Production of Documents 
and Requests for Admission; prepare email 
correspondence to client regarding same. 

Research Idaho law regarding oral modifications to 
express contracts; research implied agreements and 
implied agreements with express contracts; research 
Ninth Circuit law regarding oral modifications to express 
contracts; research implied agreements and implied 
agreements with express contracts; research Idaho law 
regarding terms implied as part of express contract; 
research adding terms to contract by course of dealing of 
parties; research key cites and review cases and prepare 
notes; review Fox, key cite and pull cases cited therein; 
prepare notes for research memorandum; research the 
Idaho VCC and provisions regarding course of dealing, 
course of performance and usage of trade and cases 
regarding construction there under; review Idaho law 
regarding rights and remedies of contractors for not 
getting paid; research Ninth Circuit law regarding VCC 
and provisions regarding course of dealing, course of 
performance; and usage of trade and cases regarding 
construction there under; review law regarding rights 
and remedies of contractors for not getting paid; run 
searches. 

Draft outline of research for memorandum; draft issue 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.40 150.00 1,110.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

11.60 150.00 1,740.00 

7.60 150.00 1,140.00 
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Transactions Fee Li.,,,lng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

presented; draft introduction about the three types of
contracts Idaho recognizes in construction type cases;
draft discussion about tenns implied or added to the
CMA based on the custom and practice of the parties;
insert Archer, Davis and Star Phoenix; draft section
about conduct indicating and implied in fact contract;
insert and discuss Kennedy and Fox Mountain; draft
section about the three tenns of the VCC that might be
relevant for discovery; draft section about implied in fact
contract and relief in those cases; insert and discuss
Barry and Gray.

8/24/2009 TGW Review initial research on modification of written 0.30 275.00 82.50
contract by course of dealing; telephone conference with
Jerry Frank. regarding status of case

8/24/2009 MFW Email to T. Walker about Construction Practitioner; 7.60 150.00 1,140.00
research construction cases and prior key numbered
searches in new database; review tenns implied in
construction contracts and new construction data base;
revise memorandum and insert Gillette; research adding
tenns in construction database; research course of
dealing; research course of perfonnance in construction
database; draft, revise and edit sections of research
memorandum; draft summary; draft conclusion; proof
citations and add parentheticals and page numbers to
cases cited in memo; review implied covenant of good
faith and fair dealing and delays in payments and revise
Gillette discussion.

8/25/2009 TGW Review research and cases regarding course of dealing 0.70 275.00 192.50
modifications to written agreements; exchange emails
with research assistant

8/25/2009 MFW Proof, revise and add discussion of additional Idaho 2.80 150.00 420.00
cases into research memo and email to T. Walker for his
review; emails with T. Walker regarding facts and
language of CMA; case law research.

8/26/2009 TGW Continue review of research memoranda; review draft of 3.80 275.00 1,045.00
letter to City by Gene Bennett and comment; telephone
conference with Gene regarding same; prepare
memorandum to file

8/26/2009 PRC Review data base of documents and compile search 2.50 95.00 237.50
parameters for documents produced by City of Meridian.

8/26/2009 MFW Review of email regarding payments for General 8.00 150.00 1,200.00
Conditions and Project General Conditions and letter
dated August 20, 2009 from City of Meridian regarding
payments; review of CMA and conference with T.
Walker regarding same; conference with Westlaw
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Transactions Fee Li.,,,lng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/24/2009 TGW 

8/24/2009 MFW 

8/25/2009 TGW 

8/25/2009 MFW 

8/26/2009 TGW 

8/26/2009 PRC 

8/26/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

presented; draft introduction about the three types of 
contracts Idaho recognizes in construction type cases; 
draft discussion about tenns implied or added to the 
CMA based on the custom and practice of the parties; 
insert Archer, Davis and Star Phoenix; draft section 
about conduct indicating and implied in fact contract; 
insert and discuss Kennedy and Fox Mountain; draft 
section about the three tenns of the VCC that might be 
relevant for discovery; draft section about implied in fact 
contract and relief in those cases; insert and discuss 
Barry and Gray. 

Review initial research on modification of written 
contract by course of dealing; telephone conference with 
Jerry Frank regarding status of case 

Email to T. Walker about Construction Practitioner; 
research construction cases and prior key numbered 
searches in new database; review tenns implied in 
construction contracts and new construction data base; 
revise memorandum and insert Gillette; research adding 
tenns in construction database; research course of 
dealing; research course of perfonnance in construction 
database; draft, revise and edit sections of research 
memorandum; draft summary; draft conclusion; proof 
citations and add parentheticals and page numbers to 
cases cited in memo; review implied covenant of good 
faith and fair dealing and delays in payments and revise 
Gillette discussion. 

Review research and cases regarding course of dealing 
modifications to written agreements; exchange emails 
with research assistant 

Proof, revise and add discussion of additional Idaho 
cases into research memo and email to T. Walker for his 
review; emails with T. Walker regarding facts and 
language of CMA; case law research. 

Continue review of research memoranda; review draft of 
letter to City by Gene Bennett and comment; telephone 
conference with Gene regarding same; prepare 
memorandum to file 

Review data base of documents and compile search 
parameters for documents produced by City of Meridian. 

Review of email regarding payments for General 
Conditions and Project General Conditions and letter 
dated August 20, 2009 from City of Meridian regarding 
payments; review of CMA and conference with T. 
Walker regarding same; conference with Westlaw 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

7.60 150.00 1,140.00 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

2.80 150.00 420.00 

3.80 275.00 1,045.00 

2.50 95.00 237.50 

8.00 150.00 1,200.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

regarding Construction Practitioner; review August 20,
2009 letter from Baird regarding provisions under CMA
regarding checks; research amendments to contracts
regarding direct payments to subcontractors under
Idaho and 9th Circuit; research possible summary
judgment claims; review CM Agreement and list of
sections for summary judgment.

8/27/2009 TGW Continue to work on implied-in-fact and implied-in law 1.80 275.00 495.00
concepts, including review of case law regarding same as
supporting course of dealing modifications to written
contracts; telephone conference with Gene Bennett and
Tom Coughlin

8/27/2009 PRC Review email correspondence from John Quapp; draft 0.50 95.00 47.50
Petra's Supplemental Response to Meridian's First Set of
Interrogatories.

8/27/2009 MFW Research summary judgment construction cases and key 3.80 150.00 570.00
cites under Construction cases; review treatise indexes
for construction disputes and change orders; prepare
notes

8/28/2009 TGW Continue work on defenses to Meridian's claims 0.70 275.00 192.50

8/28/2009 MFW Review email from T. Walker regarding Motion to 8.40 150.00 1,260.00
Dismiss Complaint pursuant to 12(b)6; review of
attachments and emails regarding same; research
elements of declaratory judgment action under Idaho law
and compare with Count One; prepare notes regarding
same; research 12(b)6 annotations in Idaho and 9th
Circuit; research detail required under Idaho law for
pleading and notice requirements; research failure to
provide services under Idaho law and review cases
under 12(b)(6) standards; review Twombly; keycite and
review cases in 9th Circuit regarding same.

8/29/2009 MFW Review Ashcroft; key cite Ashcroft; review 9th circuit 7.10 150.00 1,065.00
cases under Ashcroft; search Westlaw for construction
cases under Ashcroft or Twombly; review cases and
prepare notes for motion to dismiss; research Ashcroft
and Twombly and summary judgment cases in Idaho and
9th Circuit; research Idaho standards under 12(b)6;
review cases and key cites and notes regarding same;
review recent Idaho Supreme Court cases and Orrock
and interpreting complaints with "every reasonable
intendment"; review key cites and key numbers
regarding same

8/30/2009 MFW Research Johnson and key cites and Idaho law and 4.00 150.00 600.00

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM Page: 10

008306

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/27/2009 TGW 

8/27/2009 PRC 

8/27/2009 MFW 

8/28/2009 TGW 

8/28/2009 MFW 

8/2912009 MFW 

8/30/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

regarding Construction Practitioner; review August 20, 
2009 letter from Baird regarding provisions under CMA 
regarding checks; research amendments to contracts 
regarding direct payments to subcontractors under 
Idaho and 9th Circuit; research possible summary 
judgment claims; review CM Agreement and list of 
sections for summary judgment. 

Continue to work on implied-in-fact and implied-in law 
concepts, including review of case law regarding same as 
supporting course of dealing modifications to written 
contracts; telephone conference with Gene Bennett and 
Tom Coughlin 

Review email correspondence from John Quapp; draft 
Petra's Supplemental Response to Meridian's First Set of 
Interrogatories. 

Research summary judgment construction cases and key 
cites under Construction cases; review treatise indexes 
for construction disputes and change orders; prepare 
notes 

Continue work on defenses to Meridian's claims 

Review email from T. Walker regarding Motion to 
Dismiss Complaint pursuant to 12(b)6; review of 
attachments and emails regarding same; research 
elements of declaratory judgment action under Idaho law 
and compare with Count One; prepare notes regarding 
same; research 12(b)6 annotations in Idaho and 9th 
Circuit; research detail required under Idaho law for 
pleading and notice requirements; research failure to 
provide services under Idaho law and review cases 
under 12(b)(6) standards; review Twombly; key cite and 
review cases in 9th Circuit regarding same. 

Review Ashcroft; key cite Ashcroft; review 9th circuit 
cases under Ashcroft; search Westlaw for construction 
cases under Ashcroft or Twombly; review cases and 
prepare notes for motion to dismiss; research Ashcroft 
and Twombly and summary judgment cases in Idaho and 
9th Circuit; research Idaho standards under 12(b)6; 
review cases and key cites and notes regarding same; 
review recent Idaho Supreme Court cases and Orrock 
and interpreting complaints with "every reasonable 
intendment"; review key cites and key numbers 
regarding same 

Research Johnson and key cites and Idaho law and 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.80 275.00 495.00 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

3.80 150.00 570.00 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

8.40 150.00 1,260.00 

7.10 150.00 1,065.00 

4.00 150.00 600.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

briefs quoting same; review additional citations and
references of Ashcroft and Twombly in Idaho; review
key cite searches of all cases.

8/31/2009 TGW Prepare for and conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 3.10 275.00 852.50
Coughlin; continue review of cases regarding course of
dealing modifications to written contracts; review City's
responses to discover requests; telephone conference
with Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett regarding motion to
dismiss Meridian complaint; exchange emails with
research assistant regarding same

8/31/2009 MFW Review briefs for Ashcroft; review Twombly and 8.30 150.00 1,245.00
progeny; key cite Ashcroft and review Ninth Circuit
cases; notes for motion to dismiss; review Briefs in
Taylor v. Babbit and McNichols and 2009 statements of
Idaho law on motion to dismiss; research Idaho briefs
mentioning Ashcroft, Twombly and Iquae; review cases
and briefs regarding same; review section 8.1 of the
CMA regarding mediation; research Idaho law for failure
to request mediation and review cases in Idaho and 9th
circuit for view toward motion to dismiss; research Idaho
law under Ashcroft; review recent Idaho Supreme Court
cases regarding their review of Ashcroft.

9/1/2009 TGW Review emails from Tom Coughlin regarding 1.60 275.00 440.00
supplementation of responses to requests for admission;
review responses and determine whether
supplementation is necessary; respond to email and
initiate preparation of supplemental responses; review
and revise supplemental responses and email to Petra for
correction and/or supplementation

9/1/2009 PRC Prepare Supplemental Response to Meridian's First 0.80 95.00 76.00
Requests for Admissions.

9/1/2009 PRC Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 0.20 95.00 19.00
scheduling of hearing on Motion to Dismiss to be filed.

9/1/2009 MFW Research briefs in Westlaw to determine any cases citing 7.40 150.00 1,110.00
Ashcroft or Twombly in any Idaho court including Idaho
Supreme Court; list recent 12(b)6 cases In Idaho Supreme
Court regarding 12(b) 6 since Ashcroft and cites
regarding same; prepare text cites of nutshell thesis in
Idaho for pleading requirements; research cases in 9th
Circuit citing Ashcroft and Twomlby and granting
12(b)6 motions to dismiss; organize and review those
cases; cross check to see if any construction cases
citing Ashcroft or Twombly and 12(b)6.
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date 

8/31/2009 

8/31/2009 

9/1/2009 

9/1/2009 

9/1/2009 

9/1/2009 

Prof 

TGW 

MFW 

TGW 

PRC 

PRC 

MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

briefs quoting same; review additional citations and 
references of Ashcroft and Twombly in Idaho; review 
key cite searches of all cases. 

Prepare for and conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin; continue review of cases regarding course of 
dealing modifications to written contracts; review City's 
responses to discover requests; telephone conference 
with Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett regarding motion to 
dismiss Meridian complaint; exchange emails with 
research assistant regarding same 

Review briefs for Ashcroft; review Twombly and 
progeny; key cite Ashcroft and review Ninth Circuit 
cases; notes for motion to dismiss; review Briefs in 
Taylor v. Babbit and McNichols and 2009 statements of 
Idaho law on motion to dismiss; research Idaho briefs 
mentioning Ashcroft, Twombly and Iquae; review cases 
and briefs regarding same; review section 8.1 of the 
CMA regarding mediation; research Idaho law for failure 
to request mediation and review cases in Idaho and 9th 
circuit for view toward motion to dismiss; research Idaho 
law under Ashcroft; review recent Idaho Supreme Court 
cases regarding their review of Ashcroft. 

Review emails from Tom Coughlin regarding 
supplementation of responses to requests for admission; 
review responses and determine whether 
supplementation is necessary; respond to email and 
initiate preparation of supplemental responses; review 
and revise supplemental responses and email to Petra for 
correction and/or supplementation 

Prepare Supplemental Response to Meridian's First 
Requests for Admissions. 

Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 
scheduling of hearing on Motion to Dismiss to be filed. 

Research briefs in Westlaw to determine any cases citing 
Ashcroft or Twombly in any Idaho court including Idaho 
Supreme Court; list recent 12(b)6 cases In Idaho Supreme 
Court regarding 12(b) 6 since Ashcroft and cites 
regarding same; prepare text cites of nutshell thesis in 
Idaho for pleading requirements; research cases in 9th 
Circuit citing Ashcroft and Twomlby and granting 
12(b)6 motions to dismiss; organize and review those 
cases; cross check to see if any construction cases 
citing Ashcroft or Twombly and 12(b)6. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.10 275.00 852.50 

8.30 150.00 1,245.00 

1.60 275.00 440.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

0.20 95.00 19.00 

7.40 150.00 1,110.00 
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Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

9/2/2009 TGW Continue work on discovery responses; telephone 0.80 275.00 220.00
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding same;
telephone conference with Maureen regarding additional
research for motion to dismiss Meridian's complaint

9/2/2009 PRC Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 0.30 95.00 28.50
scheduling of hearing on Motion to Dismiss; telephone
call from Judge Wilper's clerk regarding same; task and
calendar hearing scheduled for October 5th.

9/2/2009 MFW Draft outline of research for discussion with T. Walker 4.00 150.00 600.00
regarding motion to dismiss and chances for success;
review Idaho Rules regarding leave to amend and review
annotated cases regarding same; research cases where
parties have asked for a more defmite statement of
pleadings in discovery.

9/3/2009 TGW Work on discovery issues; conference with Tom 0.70 275.00 192.50
Coughlin and Barbara Crawford regarding remote access
to documents produced in this case; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding motion to dismiss
to be filed; work on motion to dismiss

9/3/2009 PRC Review file; prepare draft Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 0.60 95.00 57.00
12(b)(6); prepare Notice of Hearing on Motion to
Dismiss.

9/3/2009 MFW Conference with T. Walker regarding outline of motion to 8.20 150.00 1,230.00
dismiss; review Idaho law as opposed to federal law
under Ashcroft and differences between recent Idaho
Supreme Court cases and Ashcroft and progeny;
develop outline of motion to dismiss Counts Two and
Three; research Idaho cases for proposition that Idaho
rules are to be interpreted in accord with federal law;
research key cites and review Hoopes and progeny for
best presentation; draft, revise and edit section about
need for more than mere conclusions; draft, revise and
edit section regarding plausible basis for relief.

9/4/2009 MFW Draft, revise and edit section that Counts Two and Three 7.40 150.00 1,110.00
are devoid of factual allegations and contain legal
conclusions; draft revise and edit section that Counts
Two and Three do not contain a plausible basis for relief;
draft, revise and edit section on applicable legal rules;
draft, revise and edit footnote about comparisons; add
cases under Idaho law regarding treating federal and
state rules similarly; add parentheticals; draft, revise and
edit section explaining two working principals in
Ashcroft and Twombly

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM Page: 12

008308

Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/2/2009 TGW 

9/2/2009 PRC 

9/2/2009 MFW 

9/3/2009 TGW 

9/3/2009 PRC 

9/3/2009 MFW 

9/4/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue work on discovery responses; telephone 
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding same; 
telephone conference with Maureen regarding additional 
research for motion to dismiss Meridian's complaint 

Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 
scheduling of hearing on Motion to Dismiss; telephone 
call from Judge Wilper's clerk regarding same; task and 
calendar hearing scheduled for October Sth. 

Draft outline of research for discussion with T. Walker 
regarding motion to dismiss and chances for success; 
review Idaho Rules regarding leave to amend and review 
annotated cases regarding same; research cases where 
parties have asked for a more defmite statement of 
pleadings in discovery. 

Work on discovery issues; conference with Tom 
Coughlin and Barbara Crawford regarding remote access 
to documents produced in this case; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding motion to dismiss 
to be filed; work on motion to dismiss 

Review file; prepare draft Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 
12(b)(6); prepare Notice of Hearing on Motion to 
Dismiss. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding outline of motion to 
dismiss; review Idaho law as opposed to federal law 
under Ashcroft and differences between recent Idaho 
Supreme Court cases and Ashcroft and progeny; 
develop outline of motion to dismiss Counts Two and 
Three; research Idaho cases for proposition that Idaho 
rules are to be interpreted in accord with federal law ; 
research key cites and review Hoopes and progeny for 
best presentation; draft, revise and edit section about 
need for more than mere conclusions; draft, revise and 
edit section regarding plausible basis for relief. 

Draft, revise and edit section that Counts Two and Three 
are devoid of factual allegations and contain legal 
conclusions; draft revise and edit section that Counts 
Two and Three do not contain a plausible basis for relief; 
draft, revise and edit section on applicable legal rules; 
draft, revise and edit footnote about comparisons; add 
cases under Idaho law regarding treating federal and 
state rules similarly; add parentheticals; draft, revise and 
edit section explaining two working principals in 
Ashcroft and Twombly 

6/20/2011 9:S3:S6 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.80 27S.00 220.00 

0.30 9S.00 28.S0 

4.00 ISO.OO 600.00 

0.70 27S.00 192.S0 

0.60 9S.00 S7.00 

8.20 lS0.00 1,230.00 

7.40 ISO.OO 1,110.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

9/7/2009 MFW Draft, revise and edit Introduction and Procedural 7.80 150.00 1,170.00
History; draft Summary conclusion; review filings and
dates; add footnote regarding minor differences between
Idaho Rule 8 and Federal Rule 8; add section describing
court's application of principals in Twombly; draft and
add section on how dismissal can be based on two
different factors; amend discussion of Twombly into
summary footnote for illustration; add specific language
from counts to show how they lack specific factual
allegations; include references to paragraphs in
pleadings.

9/8/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
Interrogatory No.4 and Requests for Admission 19 and
22

9/8/2009 MFW Proof revise, edit and cross check the federal rules for 2.60 150.00 390.00
identical nature to Idaho Rules cited in brief; add
parentheticals; check cites and email to T. Walker for
review.

9/9/2009 TGW Review and revise letter proposed by Petra to send to 0040 275.00 110.00
opposing counsel regarding response to Ted Baird's
August 25th email transmitting a letter dated August
20th; prepare letter and email to Trout

9/11/2009 TGW Prepare contract; commence review of documents 1.30 275.00 357.50
provided by Petra for response to City's claims;
conference with Erika Klein regarding response and
additional research; continue work on motion to dismiss;
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding documents to
be produced

9/14/2009 TGW Review draft correspondence to City of Meridian; review 2.30 275.00 632.50
documents provided by Petra; revise draft letter
response to Watts' July 28, 2009 letter for Petra's
approval; email to Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett for
approval; continue work on on discovery responses

9/15/2009 TGW Work on discovery responses; continue work on motion 4.70 275.00 1,292.50
to dismiss; conduct additional research; fmalize motion
to dismiss and supporting memorandum fmalize letter
responding to Watts' July 28, 2009 letter

9/15/2009 PRC Edit and fmalize Memorandum in Support of Motion to 0.80 95.00 76.00
Dismiss; confirm and prepare case authority and
citations table for brief; fmalize Motion to Dismiss;
prepare Notice of Hearing; prepare email correspondence
to clients regarding filing of same.

6/20/20119:53:56 AM Page: 13

008309

Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

91712009 MFW 

9/8/2009 TGW 

9/8/2009 MFW 

9/9/2009 TGW 

9111/2009 TGW 

9114/2009 TGW 

9115/2009 TGW 

9/15/2009 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Draft, revise and edit Introduction and Procedural 
History; draft Summary conclusion; review filings and 
dates; add footnote regarding minor differences between 
Idaho Rule 8 and Federal Rule 8; add section describing 
court's application of principals in Twombly; draft and 
add section on how dismissal can be based on two 
different factors; amend discussion of Twombly into 
summary footnote for illustration; add specific language 
from counts to show how they lack specific factual 
allegations; include references to paragraphs in 
pleadings. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
Interrogatory No.4 and Requests for Admission 19 and 
22 

Proof revise, edit and cross check the federal rules for 
identical nature to Idaho Rules cited in brief; add 
parentheticals; check cites and email to T. Walker for 
review. 

Review and revise letter proposed by Petra to send to 
opposing counsel regarding response to Ted Baird's 
August 25th email transmitting a letter dated August 
20th; prepare letter and email to Trout 

Prepare contract; commence review of documents 
provided by Petra for response to City's claims; 
conference with Erika Klein regarding response and 
additional research; continue work on motion to dismiss; 
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding documents to 
be produced 

Review draft correspondence to City of Meridian; review 
documents provided by Petra; revise draft letter 
response to Watts' July 28, 2009 letter for Petra's 
approval; email to Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett for 
approval; continue work on on discovery responses 

Work on discovery responses; continue work on motion 
to dismiss; conduct additional research; fmalize motion 
to dismiss and supporting memorandum fmalize letter 
responding to Watts' July 28, 2009 letter 

Edit and fmalize Memorandum in Support of Motion to 
Dismiss; confirm and prepare case authority and 
citations table for brief; fmalize Motion to Dismiss; 
prepare Notice of Hearing; prepare email correspondence 
to clients regarding filing of same. 

6/20/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.80 150.00 1,170.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

2.60 150.00 390.00 

0040 275.00 110.00 

1.30 275.00 357.50 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

4.70 275.00 1,292.50 

0.80 95.00 76.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
9/15/2009 MFW Conference with T. Walker regarding 12(b)6) motion to 7.80 150.00 1,170.00

dismiss and planning of timing of motions and briefs;
research for Summary Judgment motion and
memorandum; resume summary judgment research and
review of cases for filing soon and to keep February
2010 trial date; review research regarding enforcement of
mediation provisions in contracts and summary
judgment motion regarding same; organize all research in
categories for summary judgment memorandum and filing
after hearing on motion to dismiss; research cases where
Court ordered mediation provisions in contract before
trial; research limiting issues for trial and/or mediation.

9/16/2009 MFW Revise summary judgment outline per T. Walker 6.60 150.00 990.00
conversation; organize summary judgment construction
cases in Idaho, 9th Circuit and all states; review cases;
research summary judgment cases involving change
orders in Idaho, 9th Circuit and all states.

9/17/2009 TGW Review Motion and Trout's affidavit requesting 1.60 275.00 440.00
extension of time set forth in the scheduling order;
forward to Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin
for analysis and comment; telephone conference with
Jerry Frank regarding status of case and discovery
issues; continue to work on summary judgment issues;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin regarding discovery matters

9/21/2009 TGW Exchange emails with Gene Bennett regarding the City's 0.80 275.00 220.00
claims of deficient systems; telephone conference with
Gene regarding same; exchange emai1s with Kelly
Roberts, Bridge City Legal, regarding opposing counsel's
claims about discovery deficiencies; prepare
correspondence to opposing counsel regarding Motion
to Alter Scheduling Order

9/21/2009 MFW Review current pleadings and draft outline of possible 8.00 150.00 1,200.00
items we could obtain dismissal on partial summary
judgment; revise list and insert; review Idaho cases
regarding course of dealing changing procedures for
change orders; review Harrington, Fox and Obray; key
cite same in Ninth Circuit; review all states key number
for necessity that authority be in writing and waiver of
that requirement; review 68 pages of head notes for
similar fact patterns.

9/22/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Jerry regarding latest claims 1.10 275.00 302.50
of deficiencies in various systems; conference call with
Bridge City Legal and opposing counsel regarding

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM Page: 14

008310

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 
9/15/2009 MFW 

9/16/2009 MFW 

9/17/2009 TGW 

9/2112009 TGW 

9/2112009 MFW 

9/22/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Conference with T. Walker regarding 12(b)6) motion to 
dismiss and planning of timing of motions and briefs; 
research for Summary Judgment motion and 
memorandum; resume summary judgment research and 
review of cases for filing soon and to keep February 
2010 trial date; review research regarding enforcement of 
mediation provisions in contracts and summary 
judgment motion regarding same; organize all research in 
categories for summary judgment memorandum and filing 
after hearing on motion to dismiss; research cases where 
Court ordered mediation provisions in contract before 
trial; research limiting issues for trial and/or mediation. 

Revise summary judgment outline per T. Walker 
conversation; organize summary judgment construction 
cases in Idaho, 9th Circuit and all states; review cases; 
research summary judgment cases involving change 
orders in Idaho, 9th Circuit and all states. 

Review Motion and Trout's affidavit requesting 
extension of time set forth in the scheduling order; 
forward to Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin 
for analysis and comment; telephone conference with 
Jerry Frank regarding status of case and discovery 
issues; continue to work on summary judgment issues; 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding discovery matters 

Exchange emails with Gene Bennett regarding the City's 
claims of deficient systems; telephone conference with 
Gene regarding same; exchange emails with Kelly 
Roberts, Bridge City Legal, regarding opposing counsel's 
claims about discovery deficiencies; prepare 
correspondence to opposing counsel regarding Motion 
to Alter Scheduling Order 

Review current pleadings and draft outline of possible 
items we could obtain dismissal on partial summary 
judgment; revise list and insert; review Idaho cases 
regarding course of dealing changing procedures for 
change orders; review Harrington, Fox and Obray; key 
cite same in Ninth Circuit; review all states key number 
for necessity that authority be in writing and waiver of 
that requirement; review 68 pages of head notes for 
similar fact patterns. 

Telephone conference with Jerry regarding latest claims 
of deficiencies in various systems; conference call with 
Bridge City Legal and opposing counsel regarding 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 
7.80 150.00 1,170.00 

6.60 150.00 990.00 

1.60 275.00 440.00 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

8.00 150.00 1,200.00 

1.10 275.00 302.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

discovery matters

9/22/2009 PRC Meeting with Bridge City litigation data support 0.30 95.00 28.50
regarding additional documents from Petra to be Bates
numbered and produced and uploaded to Iconect data
base.

9/23/2009 TGW Review correspondence from opposing counsel 0.70 275.00 192.50
regarding conference call with Bridge City Legal about
discovery matters; telephone conference with Maureen
Walsh regarding additional research for reply to
Meridian's opposition; review draft correspondence to
Meridian regarding problems reconciling pay application
with proposed payments

9/23/2009 EKK Review correspondence from opposing counsel. 0.10 190.00 19.00

9/23/2009 MFW Prepare research for conference call with T. Walker; 7.80 150.00 1,170.00
conference call with T. Walker; prepare outline list of
points for summary judgment to obtain dismissal;
research regarding closing package in construction
cases; research Westlaw for warranty claims in
construction cases; research waiver of warranty claims
for construction research under summary judgment and
Motions to dismiss for inclusion into summary judgment
motion.

9/24/2009 TGW Deal with additional discovery issues; exchange email 0.40 275.00 110.00
regarding same with Kelly Robert, Bridge City Legal;
review draft and prepare correspondence to opposing
counsel regarding warranty walk-through

9/25/2009 TGW Review and forward correspondence from Kim Trout 0.80 275.00 220.00
regarding discovery deficiencies; prepare response;
correct warranty walk-through letter; telephone
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding same; work on
discovery response issues

9/25/2009 EKK Review correspondence from opposing counsel. 0.20 190.00 38.00

9/28/2009 TGW Work on discovery matters related to Meridian's claims, 1.60 275.00 440.00
including review of documents recently produced by
Meridian and supplemental responses to Meridian
requests for admissions; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett on 9/25/09 regarding same; review
reservations of rights letter from Phelps Dunbar, LLP;
initiate preparation of required reporting; exchange
emails with trial team members regarding Underwriter's
requirement; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer, Phelps
Dunbar, regarding same; continue to work on motion to
dismiss reply brief
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/22/2009 PRC 

9/23/2009 TGW 

9/23/2009 EKK 

9/23/2009 MFW 

9/24/2009 TGW 

9/25/2009 TGW 

9/25/2009 EKK 

9/28/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

discovery matters 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Meeting with Bridge City litigation data support 
regarding additional documents from Petra to be Bates 
numbered and produced and uploaded to Iconect data 
base. 

Review correspondence from opposing counsel 
regarding conference call with Bridge City Legal about 
discovery matters; telephone conference with Maureen 
Walsh regarding additional research for reply to 
Meridian's opposition; review draft correspondence to 
Meridian regarding problems reconciling pay application 
with proposed payments 

Review correspondence from opposing counsel. 

Prepare research for conference call with T. Walker; 
conference call with T. Walker; prepare outline list of 
points for summary judgment to obtain dismissal; 
research regarding closing package in construction 
cases; research Westlaw for warranty claims in 
construction cases; research waiver of warranty claims 
for construction research under summary judgment and 
Motions to dismiss for inclusion into summary judgment 
motion. 

Deal with additional discovery issues; exchange email 
regarding same with Kelly Robert, Bridge City Legal; 
review draft and prepare correspondence to opposing 
counsel regarding warranty walk-through 

Review and forward correspondence from Kim Trout 
regarding discovery deficiencies; prepare response; 
correct warranty walk-through letter; telephone 
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding same; work on 
discovery response issues 

Review correspondence from opposing counsel. 

Work on discovery matters related to Meridian's claims, 
including review of documents recently produced by 
Meridian and supplemental responses to Meridian 
requests for admissions; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett on 9/25109 regarding same; review 
reservations of rights letter from Phelps Dunbar, LLP; 
initiate preparation of required reporting; exchange 
emails with trial team members regarding Underwriter's 
requirement; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer, Phelps 
Dunbar, regarding same; continue to work on motion to 
dismiss reply brief 

6120/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

0.10 190.00 19.00 

7.80 150.00 1,170.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

1.60 275.00 440.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

9/28/2009 EKK Review correspondence; began preparing table on 1.80 190.00 342.00
discovery deficiencies in case.

9/28/2009 MFW Review of infonnation regarding underwriters' letter and 2.80 150.00 420.00
email regarding Phelps Dunbar and email from T. Walker
regarding same; review of Plaintiffs Memorandum in
opposition to Motion to Dismiss, Affidavit of Watts and
attachments; compare complaint with statements in brief;
outline objections for conversation and review with T.
Walker.

9/29/2009 TGW Review and analyze Meridian's response to Petra's 3.10 275.00 852.50
motion to dismiss; telephone conference with Maureen
Walsh regarding vacation of hearing on motion to
dismiss and motion of summary judgment proceedings;
conduct additional fact investigation and legal research
in support of motion for summary judgment; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin
regarding Meridian's claims of deficiencies in certain
structures and systems; work on substantive notice of
vacation of hearing; work on motion for an order for
mediation under Rule 16(k)

9/29/2009 PRC Prepare first draft of Motion for Court Ordered 1.00 95.00 95.00
Mediation, Affidavit of Thomas Walker and supporting
Memorandum; review pleadings filed by both sides and
upload into Case Notebook Litigation program.

9/29/2009 FJH Memorandum from Tom; worked on memorandum in 1.80 190.00 342.00
support of motion for mediation; revised the motion for
mediation; reviewed CMA mediation provision.

9/29/2009 MFW Research conversion to summary judgment motion and 4.80 150.00 720.00
review Watt's Affidavit for compliance with rules of
evidence; review prior objections to summary judgment
affidavits under the rules of evidence; outline of
problems and defects in response; conference with T.
Walker regarding same; emails regarding court ordered
mediation; review of warranty walk through letter.

9/30/2009 TGW Work on supplemental discovery responses and 3.20 275.00 880.00
document review; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin and Erika Klein regarding extensive document
review required to prepare sufficient supplemental
response; exchange several emails regarding Meridian's
claims and a list of claimed defects to be provided as a
result of the one-year warranty walk through; several
telephone conference with Coughlin regarding same;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding
Meridian's latest claims and responses to City's attempts
to impose duties and responsibilities upon Petra that are
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/28/2009 EKK 

9/28/2009 MFW 

9/29/2009 TGW 

9/29/2009 PRC 

9/29/2009 FJH 

9/29/2009 MFW 

9/30/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review correspondence; began preparing table on 
discovery deficiencies in case. 

Review of infonnation regarding underwriters' letter and 
email regarding Phelps Dunbar and email from T. Walker 
regarding same; review of Plaintiffs Memorandum in 
opposition to Motion to Dismiss, Affidavit of Watts and 
attachments; compare complaint with statements in brief; 
outline objections for conversation and review with T. 
Walker. 

Review and analyze Meridian's response to Petra's 
motion to dismiss; telephone conference with Maureen 
Walsh regarding vacation of hearing on motion to 
dismiss and motion of summary judgment proceedings; 
conduct additional fact investigation and legal research 
in support of motion for summary judgment; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin 
regarding Meridian's claims of deficiencies in certain 
structures and systems; work on substantive notice of 
vacation of hearing; work on motion for an order for 
mediation under Rule 16(k) 

Prepare first draft of Motion for Court Ordered 
Mediation, Affidavit of Thomas Walker and supporting 
Memorandum; review pleadings filed by both sides and 
upload into Case Notebook Litigation program. 

Memorandum from Tom; worked on memorandum in 
support of motion for mediation; revised the motion for 
mediation; reviewed CMA mediation provision. 

Research conversion to summary judgment motion and 
review Watt's Affidavit for compliance with rules of 
evidence; review prior objections to summary judgment 
affidavits under the rules of evidence; outline of 
problems and defects in response; conference with T. 
Walker regarding same; emails regarding court ordered 
mediation; review of warranty walk through letter. 

Work on supplemental discovery responses and 
document review; telephone conference with Tom 
Coughlin and Erika Klein regarding extensive document 
review required to prepare sufficient supplemental 
response; exchange several em ails regarding Meridian'S 
claims and a list of claimed defects to be provided as a 
result of the one-year warranty walk through; several 
telephone conference with Coughlin regarding same; 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding 
Meridian's latest claims and responses to City's attempts 
to impose duties and responsibilities upon Petra that are 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.80 190.00 342.00 

2.80 150.00 420.00 

3.10 275.00 852.50 

1.00 95.00 95.00 

1.80 190.00 342.00 

4.80 150.00 720.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

Page: 16 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

beyond those provided for in the CMA

9/30/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on meeting and additional 0.60 190.00 114.00
information to be prepared for meeting on discovery;
examined correspondence on warranty issues; reviewed
motion to vacate and reset dates from opposing counsel.

9/30/2009 PRC Review, edit and fmalize supplemental responses to 0.70 95.00 66.50
discovery; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery
Responses for filing with court and letter to Kim Trout
regarding same; prepare email correspondence to client
regarding signing of verifications for loding with
opposing counsel; several telephone calls with Bridge
City Legal regarding extensive document uploading and
production.

9/30/2009 FJH Revised Motion for Mediation; prepared Affidavit of 5.20 190.00 988.00
Tom Walker in support of Motion for Mediation;
completed the memorandum of law in support of motion
for mediation.

9/30/2009 MFW Review of Petra's Notice vacating hearing on Rule 2.00 150.00 300.00
12(b)(6) motion to dismiss; emails to T. Walker regarding
court ordered mediation; review of Trout September 30
letter regarding warranty walk through and problems
associated therewith; review Trout memorandum for
revised scheduling Order and Alternative Enlargement of
Time

10/1/2009 TGW Continue work on contract analysis and preparation of 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
response to Meridian's latest position on one-year
warranty walk through and its attempt to enlarge the
scope of Petra's duties and responsibilities under the
CMA; continue work on motion for summary judgment;
review and revise motion for court ordered mediation and
supporting papers

10/1/2009 FJH Conference with Tom regarding Motion for Order for 0.20 190.00 38.00
Mediation.

10/1/2009 PRC Review, edit and fmalize Motion for Court Ordered 2.80 95.00 266.00
Mediation, memorandum and Affidavit of Thomas
Walker; review DVD's of documents Bates numbered
and prepare for supplemental production to opposing
counsel.

10/1/2009 MFW Draft, revise and edit statement of undisputed material 6.40 150.00 960.00
facts regarding the important relevant provisions of the
CMA; review CMA regarding same; draft, revise and
edit section regarding biweekly and monthly meetings
for project; draft, revise and edit history of Change Order
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/30/2009 EKK 

9/30/2009 PRC 

9/30/2009 FJH 

9/30/2009 MFW 

10/1/2009 TGW 

10/1/2009 FJH 

10/1/2009 PRC 

10/1/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

beyond those provided for in the CMA 

Conferred with T. Walker on meeting and additional 
information to be prepared for meeting on discovery; 
examined correspondence on warranty issues; reviewed 
motion to vacate and reset dates from opposing counsel. 

Review, edit and fmalize supplemental responses to 
discovery; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery 
Responses for filing with court and letter to Kim Trout 
regarding same; prepare email correspondence to client 
regarding signing of verifications for loding with 
opposing counsel; several telephone calls with Bridge 
City Legal regarding extensive document uploading and 
production. 

Revised Motion for Mediation; prepared Affidavit of 
Tom Walker in support of Motion for Mediation; 
completed the memorandum of law in support of motion 
for mediation. 

Review of Petra's Notice vacating hearing on Rule 
12(b)(6) motion to dismiss; emails to T. Walker regarding 
court ordered mediation; review of Trout September 30 
letter regarding warranty walk through and problems 
associated therewith; review Trout memorandum for 
revised scheduling Order and Alternative Enlargement of 
Time 

Continue work on contract analysis and preparation of 
response to Meridian's latest position on one-year 
warranty walk through and its attempt to enlarge the 
scope of Petra's duties and responsibilities under the 
CMA; continue work on motion for summary judgment; 
review and revise motion for court ordered mediation and 
supporting papers 

Conference with Tom regarding Motion for Order for 
Mediation. 

Review, edit and fmalize Motion for Court Ordered 
Mediation, memorandum and Affidavit of Thomas 
Walker; review DVD's of documents Bates numbered 
and prepare for supplemental production to opposing 
counsel. 

Draft, revise and edit statement of undisputed material 
facts regarding the important relevant provisions of the 
CMA; review CMA regarding same; draft, revise and 
edit section regarding biweekly and monthly meetings 
for project; draft, revise and edit history of Change Order 

6/20/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

5.20 190.00 988.00 

2.00 150.00 300.00 

6.50 275.00 1,787.50 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

6.40 150.00 960.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

No.2 request for additional compensation; draft, revise
and edit section for statement of undisputed material
facts regarding monies owed Meridian; draft, revise and
edit section of proceedings in court to date, review of
pleadings and additions regarding same; review research
to date and outline new arguments for summary
judgment brief based on Trout's response to Motion to
dismiss.

10/2/2009 TGW Review revised notes from Coughlin regarding Trout's 1.30 275.00 357.50
claims of Petra's failure to perform its duties and
responsibilities; respond to notes and email additional
inquiries to Petra personnel regarding implementation of
terms of CMA; telephone conference with Tom Coughlin
and Gene Bennett regarding facts in support of motion
for summary judgment; continue work on summary
judgment

10/2/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on new information related to 0.60 190.00 114.00
discovery; work with database on document naming.

10/2/2009 PRC Prepare Petra's Supplemental Response to Requests for 2.10 95.00 199.50
Production of Documents for production of Volumes 7
and 8; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery response.

10/2/2009 MFW Review T. Walker email regarding paragraph 4.7 of the 7.00 150.00 1,050.00
CMA to T. Coughlin; review CMA and relevant
provisions to insert into summary judgment brief;
research Idaho law regarding disputed issues of fact to
preclude summary judgment must be significant and/or
material and related to the pleadings; research and
review articles regarding duties of construction manager
as distinguished from contractor and owner; review key
numbered searches for same in Idaho and all states;
draft, revise and edit section regarding parties.

10/4/2009 MFW Draft, revise and edit summary introduction; review 8.80 150.00 1,320.00
summary judgment construction cases; draft, revise and
edit initial summary judgment standards; draft, revise
and edit Meridian's claims are barred because Meridian's
officials certified the project as complete; draft, revise
and edit initial section that Meridian has waived its right
to complain; research Idaho law for elements of waiver
and insert regarding same; draft, revise and edit first
draft of estoppel section of brief; draft, revise and edit
agency section; review CMA provisions regarding
agency and Petra as independent contractor and
research regarding same in terms of estoppel to complain
about acts of Petra.
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

10/2/2009 

10/2/2009 

10/2/2009 

10/2/2009 

10/4/2009 

Prof 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

MFW 

MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

No.2 request for additional compensation; draft, revise 
and edit section for statement of undisputed material 
facts regarding monies owed Meridian; draft, revise and 
edit section of proceedings in court to date, review of 
pleadings and additions regarding same; review research 
to date and outline new arguments for summary 
judgment brief based on Trout's response to Motion to 
dismiss. 

Review revised notes from Coughlin regarding Trout's 
claims of Petra's failure to perform its duties and 
responsibilities; respond to notes and email additional 
inquiries to Petra personnel regarding implementation of 
terms of CMA; telephone conference with Tom Coughlin 
and Gene Bennett regarding facts in support of motion 
for summary judgment; continue work on summary 
judgment 

Conferred with T. Walker on new information related to 
discovery; work with database on document naming. 

Prepare Petra's Supplemental Response to Requests for 
Production of Documents for production of Volumes 7 
and 8; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery response. 

Review T. Walker email regarding paragraph 4.7 of the 
CMA to T. Coughlin; review CMA and relevant 
provisions to insert into summary judgment brief; 
research Idaho law regarding disputed issues of fact to 
preclude summary judgment must be significant and/or 
material and related to the pleadings; research and 
review articles regarding duties of construction manager 
as distinguished from contractor and owner; review key 
numbered searches for same in Idaho and all states; 
draft, revise and edit section regarding parties. 

Draft, revise and edit summary introduction; review 
summary judgment construction cases; draft, revise and 
edit initial summary judgment standards; draft, revise 
and edit Meridian's claims are barred because Meridian'S 
officials certified the project as complete; draft, revise 
and edit initial section that Meridian has waived its right 
to complain; research Idaho law for elements of waiver 
and insert regarding same; draft, revise and edit first 
draft of estoppel section of brief; draft, revise and edit 
agency section; review CMA provisions regarding 
agency and Petra as independent contractor and 
research regarding same in terms of estoppel to complain 
about acts of Petra. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.30 275.00 357.50 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

7.00 150.00 1,050.00 

8.80 150.00 1,320.00 

Page: 18 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

10/5/2009 TGW Work on response to opposing counsel's letter regarding 4.50 275.00 1,237.50
Petra's alleged negligence in exercising his quality
control duties; conference with Gene Bennett,Tom
Coughlin and Erika Klein regarding same and facts in
support of Petra's proposed motion for summary
judgment; continue work on motion for summary
judgment

10/5/2009 EKK Prepare further information on discovery issues; 1.60 190.00 304.00
conferred with T. Walker and reviewed response letter
and notes from Tom Coughlin for meeting today;
meeting with Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin and T.
Walker; review further case information.

10/5/2009 PRC Prepare letter to opposing counsel regarding 0.20 95.00 19.00
verifications to discovery responses.

10/5/2009 MFW Emails from T. Walker; conference call with T. Walker; 9.40 150.00 1,410.00
review T. Coughlin's notes regarding motion to dismiss
and motion for Summary Judgment; draft new list of
items to include in summary judgment motion; draft
initial summary of monthly and bi-week1y notification for
summary judgment; draft, summary of why negligence
claims are precluded and research regarding same; emails
with P. Carson; review of mediation memorandum; draft,
revise and edit section regarding Meridian breached
covenant of good faith and fair dealing; research
elements of negligence claim including damages; draft,
revise and edit section where damages precluded
because they do not exceed one percent of the contract;
draft additional argument regarding Section 2.1.4 of the
CMA

10/6/2009 TGW Continue to work on motion for summary judgment; 1.80 275.00 495.00
review various letters and certificates of substantial
completion; fmalize letter to opposing counsel regarding
fulfillment of Petra's duties and responsibilities under the
CMA

10/6/2009 EKK Review proposed correspondence and exhibits to be 0.30 190.00 57.00
attached thereto.

10/6/2009 PRC Review, amend and finalize letter to City of Meridian; 0.70 95.00 66.50
mark exhibits and prepare for final review by clients;
prepare email correspondence to K. Kramer regarding
recent activity on case.

10/6/2009 MFW Emails with E. Klein and T. Walker regarding patent or 9.80 150.00 1,470.00
latent defects, acceptance and waiver; review draft letter
to Trout; research agency argument regarding notice
about changes; review statements in plaintiffs brief in
opposition to motion to dismiss; draft, revise and edit
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1015/2009 TGW 

1015/2009 EKK 

1015/2009 PRC 

10/5/2009 MFW 

10/6/2009 TGW 

10/6/2009 EKK 

10/6/2009 PRC 

10/6/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Work on response to opposing counsel's letter regarding 
Petra's alleged negligence in exercising his quality 
control duties; conference with Gene Bennett,Tom 
Coughlin and Erika Klein regarding same and facts in 
support of Petra's proposed motion for summary 
judgment; continue work on motion for summary 
judgment 

Prepare further information on discovery issues; 
conferred with T. Walker and reviewed response letter 
and notes from Tom Coughlin for meeting today; 
meeting with Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin and T. 
Walker; review further case information. 

Prepare letter to opposing counsel regarding 
verifications to discovery responses. 

Emails from T. Walker; conference call with T. Walker; 
review T. Coughlin's notes regarding motion to dismiss 
and motion for Summary Judgment; draft new list of 
items to include in summary judgment motion; draft 
initial summary of monthly and bi-weekly notification for 
summary judgment; draft, summary of why negligence 
claims are precluded and research regarding same; emails 
with P. Carson; review of mediation memorandum; draft, 
revise and edit section regarding Meridian breached 
covenant of good faith and fair dealing; research 
elements of negligence claim including damages; draft, 
revise and edit section where damages precluded 
because they do not exceed one percent of the contract; 
draft additional argument regarding Section 2.1.4 of the 
CMA 

Continue to work on motion for summary judgment; 
review various letters and certificates of substantial 
completion; fmalize letter to opposing counsel regarding 
fulfillment of Petra's duties and responsibilities under the 
CMA 

Review proposed correspondence and exhibits to be 
attached thereto. 

Review, amend and finalize letter to City of Meridian; 
mark exhibits and prepare for final review by clients; 
prepare email correspondence to K. Kramer regarding 
recent activity on case. 

Emails with E. Klein and T. Walker regarding patent or 
latent defects, acceptance and waiver; review draft letter 
to Trout; research agency argument regarding notice 
about changes; review statements in plaintiffs brief in 
opposition to motion to dismiss; draft, revise and edit 

6120/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.50 275.00 1,237.50 

1.60 190.00 304.00 

0.20 95.00 19.00 

9.40 150.00 1,410.00 

1.80 275.00 495.00 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

9.80 150.00 1,470.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

section that mediation is required under CMA and
summary judgment should be entered regarding same;
draft, revise and edit section that Petra has fulfilled all
obligations under the CMA; emails with MP regarding
estoppel; review pleadings for assertion of same; draft,
revise and edit entitlement to costs fees and expenses
under CMA; draft, revise and edit estoppel section
argument; add elements of estoppel; review research
regarding time is of the essence in building contract;
review research regarding waiver that extra work be in
writing under ID and 9th Circuit; begin draft of statement
of undisputed materials facts; draft section regarding
parties; draft section regarding project; insert references
to record and draft initial record footnote

10/7/2009 TGW Receive approval from Jerry Frank and finalize 0.40 275.00 110.00
correspondence to Trout regarding Petra's fulfillment of
its duties under the CMA

10/7/2009 EKK Work on naming of documents in iConect system for use 3.20 190.00 608.00
in responding to discovery.

10/7/2009 PRC Commence preparation of timeline of significant events 0.80 95.00 76.00
in Casemap.

10/7/2009 MFW Review final letter to Trout; review exhibits and notes for 10.60 150.00 1,590.00
summary judgment regarding same, with exhibits
regarding acceptance of the project; draft, revise and edit
section regarding law applicable to summary judgment
motions; research and draft section that Petra is owed
money for additional services; draft, revise and edit
Barry, Farrell section regarding unjust enrichment and
same for Meridian; emails with P. Carson; draft, revise
and edit argument about mediation under summary
judgment standards; draft, revise and edit Section 2.1.4
negligence section; draft, revise and edit gross
negligence argument per CMA provisions; draft, revise
and edit that Meridian is required to conduct mediation
pursuant to section 8.2 of the CMA; review revised
Coughlin comments for summary judgment with
comments from Gene and Jerry; draft, revise and edit
section that Petra is not contractor for project and insert
discussion from cases explaining same; draft section that
project changes in size, complexity and budget for
statement of facts

10/8/2009 PRC Prepare correspondence to opposing counsel regarding 0.80 95.00 76.00
verifications; continue work on facts timeline.

10/8/2009 TGW Continue to work on motion for summary judgment; 1.10 275.00 302.50
exchange emails with Maureen Walsh regarding research
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/7/2009 TGW 

10/7/2009 EKK 

10/7/2009 PRC 

10/7/2009 MFW 

10/8/2009 PRC 

10/8/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

section that mediation is required under CMA and 
summary judgment should be entered regarding same; 
draft, revise and edit section that Petra has fulfilled all 
obligations under the CMA; emails with MP regarding 
estoppel; review pleadings for assertion of same; draft, 
revise and edit entitlement to costs fees and expenses 
under CMA; draft, revise and edit estoppel section 
argument; add elements of estoppel; review research 
regarding time is of the essence in building contract; 
review research regarding waiver that extra work be in 
writing under ID and 9th Circuit; begin draft of statement 
of undisputed materials facts; draft section regarding 
parties; draft section regarding project; insert references 
to record and draft initial record footnote 

Receive approval from Jerry Frank and finalize 
correspondence to Trout regarding Petra's fulfillment of 
its duties under the CMA 

Work on naming of documents in iConect system for use 
in responding to discovery. 

Commence preparation of time line of significant events 
in Casemap. 

Review final letter to Trout; review exhibits and notes for 
summary judgment regarding same, with exhibits 
regarding acceptance of the project; draft, revise and edit 
section regarding law applicable to summary judgment 
motions; research and draft section that Petra is owed 
money for additional services; draft, revise and edit 
Barry, Farrell section regarding unjust enrichment and 
same for Meridian; em ails with P. Carson; draft, revise 
and edit argument about mediation under summary 
judgment standards; draft, revise and edit Section 2.1.4 
negligence section; draft, revise and edit gross 
negligence argument per CMA provisions; draft, revise 
and edit that Meridian is required to conduct mediation 
pursuant to section 8.2 of the CMA; review revised 
Coughlin comments for summary judgment with 
comments from Gene and Jerry; draft, revise and edit 
section that Petra is not contractor for project and insert 
discussion from cases explaining same; draft section that 
project changes in size, complexity and budget for 
statement of facts 

Prepare correspondence to opposing counsel regarding 
verifications; continue work on facts time line. 

Continue to work on motion for summary judgment; 
exchange em ails with Maureen Walsh regarding research 

6120/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

3.20 190.00 608.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

10.60 150.00 1,590.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

1.10 275.00 302.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
matters

10/8/2009 EKK Continue work on document naming. 0.60 190.00 114.00

10/8/2009 MFW Emails and conferences with P. Carson; review and insert 9.60 150.00 1,440.00
relevant referenced provisions of CMA into Statement of
Undisputed Material Facts; correct OCR version in
statement; insert section about interpreting contracts
according to their plain meaning; draft, revise and edit
section regarding time is of the essence; draft, revise and
insert section of CMA regarding prompt response of
Meridian to Petra; draft, revise and edit section that
Meridian's own inspectors certified the project as
complete; research construction practitioner sections
regarding certifications for completion and for
occupancy; draft, revise and edit section that Meridian's
claims are barred by certificates of completion; research
similar cases under construction practitioner; draft,
revise and edit section that five defects are not
responsibility of Petra; review and insert warranty
research regarding same

10/9/2009 MFW Draft revise and edit undisputed fact section regarding 12.60 150.00 1,890.00
parties; draft, revise and edit section regarding the
project; draft, revise and edit section regarding changes
to the project; draft, revise and edit section regarding
approval of increased budget; draft, revise and edit
section regarding Meridian's knowledge and approval of
changes; draft, revise and edit section that Meridian
entered into contracts for good and services; research
knowledge of contracts you sign under Idaho law;
research time is of the essence under Idaho law; research
time is of the essence in construction cases; draft, revise
and edit section regarding Meridian's acceptance of the
project and dates regarding same; add provisions about
additional compensation; draft, revise and edit section
regarding Change Order No.2; draft, revise and edit
section regarding Meridian's refusal to mediate; draft,
revise and edit section regarding monies currently owed
Petra; draft, revise and edit section regarding
proceedings in court to date

10/10/2009 MFW Draft and revise add fifth day case; draft, revise and edit 11.60 150.00 1,740.00
section that Petra was not a contractor for the project;
research elements of estoppel; draft, revise and edit table
of contents and reorder arguments in brief; begin to
insert record citations to brief from affidavits; draft,
revise and edit five defects section; update and insert
summary judgment standards and add section about
disputed facts being material; draft, revise and edit
section that knowledge of changes; add information from
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/8/2009 EKK 

10/8/2009 MFW 

1019/2009 MFW 

10/10/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

matters 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue work on document naming. 

Emails and conferences with P. Carson; review and insert 
relevant referenced provisions of CMA into Statement of 
Undisputed Material Facts; correct OCR version in 
statement; insert section about interpreting contracts 
according to their plain meaning; draft, revise and edit 
section regarding time is of the essence; draft, revise and 
insert section of CMA regarding prompt response of 
Meridian to Petra; draft, revise and edit section that 
Meridian's own inspectors certified the project as 
complete; research construction practitioner sections 
regarding certifications for completion and for 
occupancy; draft, revise and edit section that Meridian's 
claims are barred by certificates of completion; research 
similar cases under construction practitioner; draft, 
revise and edit section that five defects are not 
responsibility of Petra; review and insert warranty 
research regarding same 

Draft revise and edit undisputed fact section regarding 
parties; draft, revise and edit section regarding the 
project; draft, revise and edit section regarding changes 
to the project; draft, revise and edit section regarding 
approval of increased budget; draft, revise and edit 
section regarding Meridian's knowledge and approval of 
changes; draft, revise and edit section that Meridian 
entered into contracts for good and services; research 
know ledge of contracts you sign under Idaho law; 
research time is of the essence under Idaho law; research 
time is of the essence in construction cases; draft, revise 
and edit section regarding Meridian's acceptance of the 
project and dates regarding same; add provisions about 
additional compensation; draft, revise and edit section 
regarding Change Order No.2; draft, revise and edit 
section regarding Meridian's refusal to mediate; draft, 
revise and edit section regarding monies currently owed 
Petra; draft, revise and edit section regarding 
proceedings in court to date 

Draft and revise add fifth day case; draft, revise and edit 
section that Petra was not a contractor for the project; 
research elements of estoppel; draft, revise and edit table 
of contents and reorder arguments in brief; begin to 
insert record citations to brief from affidavits; draft, 
revise and edit five defects section; update and insert 
summary judgment standards and add section about 
disputed facts being material; draft, revise and edit 
section that knowledge of changes; add information from 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

9.60 150.00 1,440.00 

12.60 150.00 1,890.00 

11.60 150.00 1,740.00 
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Counterclaim; draft, revise and edit section about
Meridian signing contracts directly with contractors for
services and materials it now claims it didn't know about;
draft, revise and edit section that Meridian is stopped to
complain about Petra's services; draft, revise and edit
section that Meridian has not plead gross negligence;
draft, revise and edit section that no actual loss and
therefore no negligence claim; add Idaho law regarding
elements of negligence claims.

10/11/2009 MFW Draft, revise and edit section that there were substantial 2.40 150.00 360.00
changes to the size, complexity and budget for the
project; draft, revise and edit section that CMA
expressly provides for an equitable adjustment in
compensation.

10/12/2009 TGW Exchange emai1s with opposing counsel regarding meet 0.30 275.00 82.50
and conference; review file regarding information for
meet and confer

10/12/2009 MFW Research deemed to have knowledge of contracts; 4.80 150.00 720.00
research Idaho courts enforce provisions regarding
attorneys fees; draft, revise and edit section that
Meridian breached implied in law contract and insert
Idaho law regarding measure of compensation for breach
of implied in law contract; draft, revise and edit section
that Petra is entitled to summary judgment and immediate
payment of$155,992.81; review pleadings and discovery
responses of Meridian regarding same.

10/13/2009 MFW Re-organize brief and place mediation argument at front; 12.60 150.00 1,890.00
add citations to footnotes and amend and expand record
to be included with summary judgment motion; draft
revise and edit conclusion; draft revise and edit
alternatives for entry of summary judgment; draft, revise
and edit table of contents for statement of facts; research
in Westlaw failure to mediate in construction cases;
revise section seeking summary judgment for failure to
mediate; revise mediation section and insert cases
dismissing complaints for failure to mediate frrst;review
Memorandum of Law and insert record footnotes; add
footnote about section 4.7; research own breach as no
excuse for failing to comply; add section about owner's
criteria for the project; re-review Coughlin comments for
summary judgment motion; review statement of facts and
insert footnotes to record and possible sources of
verification for facts.

10/14/2009 TGW Work on memorandum in support of motion for summary 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10111/2009 MFW 

10/12/2009 TGW 

10112/2009 MFW 

10/13/2009 MFW 

10114/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Counterclaim; draft, revise and edit section about 
Meridian signing contracts directly with contractors for 
services and materials it now claims it didn't know about; 
draft, revise and edit section that Meridian is stopped to 
complain about Petra's services; draft, revise and edit 
section that Meridian has not plead gross negligence; 
draft, revise and edit section that no actual loss and 
therefore no negligence claim; add Idaho law regarding 
elements of negligence claims. 

Draft, revise and edit section that there were substantial 
changes to the size, complexity and budget for the 
project; draft, revise and edit section that CMA 
expressly provides for an equitable adjustment in 
compensation. 

Exchange emails with opposing counsel regarding meet 
and conference; review file regarding information for 
meet and confer 

Research deemed to have knowledge of contracts; 
research Idaho courts enforce provisions regarding 
attorneys fees; draft, revise and edit section that 
Meridian breached implied in law contract and insert 
Idaho law regarding measure of compensation for breach 
of implied in law contract; draft, revise and edit section 
that Petra is entitled to summary judgment and immediate 
payment of$155,992.81; review pleadings and discovery 
responses of Meridian regarding same. 

Re-organize brief and place mediation argument at front; 
add citations to footnotes and amend and expand record 
to be included with summary judgment motion; draft 
revise and edit conclusion; draft revise and edit 
alternatives for entry of summary judgment; draft, revise 
and edit table of contents for statement of facts; research 
in Westlaw failure to mediate in construction cases; 
revise section seeking summary judgment for failure to 
mediate; revise mediation section and insert cases 
dismissing complaints for failure to mediate frrst;review 
Memorandum of Law and insert record footnotes; add 
footnote about section 4.7; research own breach as no 
excuse for failing to comply; add section about owner's 
criteria for the project; re-review Coughlin comments for 
summary judgment motion; review statement of facts and 
insert footnotes to record and possible sources of 
verification for facts. 

Work on memorandum in support of motion for summary 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.40 150.00 360.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

4.80 150.00 720.00 

12.60 150.00 1,890.00 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

judgment and statement of undisputed facts

10/14/2009 EKK Review correspondence in case. 0.30 190.00 57.00

10/14/2009 PRC Work on Statement of Undisputed Facts and 1.90 95.00 180.50
Memorandum of Law; prepare fIrst drafts of AffIdavits
for Thomas Walker, Jerald Frank, Tom Coughlin and
Gene Bennett in support of Motion for Summary
Judgment and/or Motion to Dismiss

10/14/2009 MFW Reorder arguments; proof, revise and edit statement of 3.60 150.00 540.00
undisputed facts; proof revise and edit summary
judgment brief; revise table and email statement of facts
and summary judgment brief to T. Walker for review;
proof and edit tables and footnotes.

10/15/2009 TGW Continue work on summary judgment, including review 3.20 275.00 880.00
and revision of statement of undisputed facts and
supporting affIdavits

10/16/2009 TGW Continue work on statement of undisputed facts and 4.50 275.00 1,237.50
corroborating testimony and documentary evidence

10/16/2009 EKK Review correspondence; continued work on document 0.90 190.00 171.00
identifIcation.

10/16/2009 PRC Telephone call to Judge Wilper's chambers regarding 0.50 95.00 47.50
scheduling hearing on Motion for Summary Judgment;
prepare Notice of Hearing for fIling and service;
telephone call to Magel's offIce regarding scheduling of
mediation.

10/19/2009 TGW Conduct additional legal research regarding issues 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
implicated in Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment;
review and revise latest draft of Memorandum in Support
of Motion for Summary Judgment; review

10/19/2009 PRC Telephone call from John Magel's offIce regarding 0.40 95.00 38.00
scheduling tentative date for mediation; provide Magel's
offIce with information regarding case.

10/19/2009 MFW Review revised brief and comments from T. Walker; 3.00 150.00 450.00
emails with P. Carson; review T. Walker comments and
make list of additional research items; review
CH estoppel memorandum; research Idaho law regarding
insert for completed duties of construction manger
entitled to be paid; draft, revise and edit insert.

10/20/2009 TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's Court Order 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
Mediation, including 178 page affIdavit and attached
exhibits; prepare reply and order and arrange for fIling
with the Court; review discovery in preparation for meet
and conference with conference with opposing counsel;
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10114/2009 EKK 

10/14/2009 PRC 

10114/2009 MFW 

10/15/2009 TGW 

10/16/2009 TGW 

1011612009 EKK 

10116/2009 PRC 

10119/2009 TGW 

10119/2009 PRC 

10119/2009 MFW 

10/20/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

judgment and statement of undisputed facts 

Review correspondence in case. 

Work on Statement of Undisputed Facts and 
Memorandum of Law; prepare fIrst drafts of AffIdavits 
for Thomas Walker, Jerald Frank, Tom Coughlin and 
Gene Bennett in support of Motion for Summary 
Judgment and/or Motion to Dismiss 

Reorder arguments; proof, revise and edit statement of 
undisputed facts; proof revise and edit summary 
judgment brief; revise table and email statement of facts 
and summary judgment brief to T. Walker for review; 
proof and edit tables and footnotes. 

Continue work on summary judgment, including review 
and revision of statement of undisputed facts and 
supporting affIdavits 

Continue work on statement of undisputed facts and 
corroborating testimony and documentary evidence 

Review correspondence; continued work on document 
identifIcation. 

Telephone call to Judge Wilper's chambers regarding 
scheduling hearing on Motion for Summary Judgment; 
prepare Notice of Hearing for fIling and service; 
telephone call to Magel's offIce regarding scheduling of 
mediation. 

Conduct additional legal research regarding issues 
implicated in Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; 
review and revise latest draft of Memorandum in Support 
of Motion for Summary Judgment; review 

Telephone call from John Magel's offIce regarding 
scheduling tentative date for mediation; provide Magel's 
offIce with information regarding case. 

Review revised brief and comments from T. Walker; 
emails with P. Carson; review T. Walker comments and 
make list of additional research items; review 
CH estoppel memorandum; research Idaho law regarding 
insert for completed duties of construction manger 
entitled to be paid; draft, revise and edit insert. 

Review Meridian's response to Petra's Court Order 
Mediation, including 178 page affIdavit and attached 
exhibits; prepare reply and order and arrange for fIling 
with the Court; review discovery in preparation for meet 
and conference with conference with opposing counsel; 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

3.60 150.00 540.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

4.50 275.00 1,237.50 

0.90 190.00 171.00 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

4.20 275.00 1,155.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

3.00 150.00 450.00 

6.50 275.00 1,787.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

rework and supplement Statement of Facts in support of
Petra Motion for Summary Judgment; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin
regarding preparation for meet and confer

10/20/2009 PRC Prepare draft of Order Granting Defendant's Motion for 2.90 95.00 275.50
Court Ordered Mediation; prepare Second Requests for
Production of Documents; prepare Notice of Service of
Discovery; review and continue research and review of
documents produced by City of Meridian iConect for
specific language relating to subcontractor's contracts
with City of Meridian.

10/20/2009 EKK Correspondence on discovery; examined statement of 0.50 190.00 95.00
undisputed facts in preparation for meeting.

10/20/2009 MFW Review Meridian's Answer to Counterclaim; research 7.60 150.00 1,140.00
construction manager and privity claims; research
certifications ofjobs done properly as bar to complaints;
run numerous searches through Westlaw and review of
prior research regarding same; draft, revise and edit
section regarding cases regarding bar to claims and note
cases contra; research patent vs. latent defects;
Research patent versus latent defects in summary
judgment context and organize and review cases; draft
and insert best patent case in construction summary
judgment case regarding same; review Coughlin notes
regarding five defects and patency regarding same and
certifications in punch whole release lists; privity
research under Idaho law.

10/2112009 TGW Prepare for and attend meet and confer conference with 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
opposing counsel to work on discovery issues; continue
to marshall evidence for statement of facts in support on
motion for summary judgment; review document
production report prepared by Bridge City Legal

10/2112009 EKK Meeting with opposing counsel and T. Walker on 2.20 190.00 418.00
discovery; review additional discovery requests received
from opposing counsel.

10/21/2009 PRC Compile documents for discovery conference with 3.80 95.00 361.00
opposing counsel; work on third supplemental discovery
responses; prepare first draft; telephone call to Richard
Cummings office regarding prior litigation information
per John Quapp's direction; finalize Reply to Petra's
Motion for Court Ordered Mediation; facsimile file and
serve; meeting with attorney regarding supplemental
discovery responses.

10/2112009 MFW Review contractor's language in contract and email T. 9.80 150.00 1,470.00
Walker; research and review research regarding not
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008320

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/20/2009 PRC 

10120/2009 EKK 

10/20/2009 MFW 

10/2112009 TGW 

10/2112009 EKK 

10/21/2009 PRC 

10/2112009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

rework and supplement Statement of Facts in support of 
Petra Motion for Summary Judgment; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin 
regarding preparation for meet and confer 

Prepare draft of Order Granting Defendant's Motion for 
Court Ordered Mediation; prepare Second Requests for 
Production of Documents; prepare Notice of Service of 
Discovery; review and continue research and review of 
documents produced by City of Meridian iConect for 
specific language relating to subcontractor's contracts 
with City of Meridian. 

Correspondence on discovery; examined statement of 
undisputed facts in preparation for meeting. 

Review Meridian's Answer to Counterclaim; research 
construction manager and privity claims; research 
certifications of jobs done properly as bar to complaints; 
run numerous searches through Westlaw and review of 
prior research regarding same; draft, revise and edit 
section regarding cases regarding bar to claims and note 
cases contra; research patent vs. latent defects; 
Research patent versus latent defects in summary 
judgment context and organize and review cases; draft 
and insert best patent case in construction summary 
judgment case regarding same; review Coughlin notes 
regarding five defects and patency regarding same and 
certifications in punch whole release lists; privity 
research under Idaho law. 

Prepare for and attend meet and confer conference with 
opposing counsel to work on discovery issues; continue 
to marshall evidence for statement of facts in support on 
motion for summary judgment; review document 
production report prepared by Bridge City Legal 

Meeting with opposing counsel and T. Walker on 
discovery; review additional discovery requests received 
from opposing counsel. 

Compile documents for discovery conference with 
opposing counsel; work on third supplemental discovery 
responses; prepare first draft; telephone call to Richard 
Cummings office regarding prior litigation information 
per John Quapp's direction; finalize Reply to Petra's 
Motion for Court Ordered Mediation; facsimile file and 
serve; meeting with attorney regarding supplemental 
discovery responses. 

Review contractor's language in contract and email T. 
Walker; research and review research regarding not 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.90 95.00 275.50 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

7.60 150.00 1,140.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

2.20 190.00 418.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

9.80 150.00 1,470.00 
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Transactions Fee Li"ung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

responsible for resolution of warranty claims; run
searches regarding warranty claims through various
databases; review of cases; draft, revise and edit
argument for warranty resolution and privity of contract
cases under Idaho law; add new time is ofthe essence
cases to brief; run key numbers and "completed work"
through Westlaw; research quasi estoppel and draft
revise and edit new argument regarding summary
judgment warranted under Idaho law regarding quasi
estoppel; proof and email T. Walker revised brief with
notes about cases ruling against summary judgment;
run negligence claims not involving health safety or
welfare or injury through Westlaw per T. Walker
comments for inserts; draft, revise and edit argument
about no dispute regarding monies owed as approved by
purchasing agent Keith Watts; research waiver cases
where contractors performance not criticized by Court;
revise arguments; add new and updated cases regarding
quasi-estoppel; research new key numbers regarding
substantial performance under contract and general
Idaho law.

10/22/2009 TGW Review and revise latest draft of memorandum in support 7.30 275.00 2,007.50
of motion for summary judgment; continue review of
documents and refmement of statement of facts;
conference with Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin; Erika
Klein and Pam Carson regarding testimonial and
documentary evidence to be submitted in support of
motion for summary judgment; review Meridian's latest
discovery requests and work on additional discovery
responses

10/22/2009 EKK Review case information; meeting with T. Walker, G. lAO 190.00 266.00
Bennett and T. Coughlin.

10/22/2009 PRC Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 2.80 95.00 266.00
scheduled hearing on Motion for Court Ordered
Mediation; telephone call from Paula at Richard
Cummings office regarding case numbers for prior
litigation; update supplemental responses with
additional information; meeting with attorneys and
clients regarding discovery response issues and review
of summary judgment processes; review and research
iConect and search for Bates numbered documents
regarding timeline prepared by Keith Watts.

10/22/2009 MFW Proof and send re-revised version of summary judgment 1.20 150.00 180.00
brief to T. Walker for review and meeting with clients;
add parentheticals to cases.
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Transactions Fee Li"ung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10122/2009 TGW 

10/22/2009 EKK 

10/22/2009 PRC 

10/22/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

responsible for resolution of warranty claims; run 
searches regarding warranty claims through various 
databases; review of cases; draft, revise and edit 
argument for warranty resolution and privity of contract 
cases under Idaho law; add new time is ofthe essence 
cases to brief; run key numbers and "completed work" 
through Westlaw; research quasi estoppel and draft 
revise and edit new argument regarding summary 
judgment warranted under Idaho law regarding quasi 
estoppel; proof and email T. Walker revised brief with 
notes about cases ruling against summary judgment; 
run negligence claims not involving health safety or 
welfare or injury through Westlaw per T. Walker 
comments for inserts; draft, revise and edit argument 
about no dispute regarding monies owed as approved by 
purchasing agent Keith Watts; research waiver cases 
where contractors performance not criticized by Court; 
revise arguments; add new and updated cases regarding 
quasi-estoppel; research new key numbers regarding 
substantial performance under contract and general 
Idaho law. 

Review and revise latest draft of memorandum in support 
of motion for summary judgment; continue review of 
documents and refmement of statement of facts; 
conference with Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin; Erika 
Klein and Pam Carson regarding testimonial and 
documentary evidence to be submitted in support of 
motion for summary judgment; review Meridian's latest 
discovery requests and work on additional discovery 
responses 

Review case information; meeting with T. Walker, G. 
Bennett and T. Coughlin. 

Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 
scheduled hearing on Motion for Court Ordered 
Mediation; telephone call from Paula at Richard 
Cummings office regarding case numbers for prior 
litigation; update supplemental responses with 
additional information; meeting with attorneys and 
clients regarding discovery response issues and review 
of summary judgment processes; review and research 
iConect and search for Bates numbered documents 
regarding time line prepared by Keith Watts. 

Proof and send re-revised version of summary judgment 
brief to T. Walker for review and meeting with clients; 
add parentheticals to cases. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.30 275.00 2,007.50 

1.40 190.00 266.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

1.20 150.00 180.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
10/23/2009 TGW Continue document review and marshaling of evidence 7.50 275.00 2,062.50

for statement of facts in support of motion for summary
judgment; continue work on legal memorandum in
support of motion for summary judgment; continue with
additional research and interviews of Petra personnel

10/23/2009 PRC Work on file; prepare draft of Response to Second Set of 2.80 95.00 266.00
Discovery by Meridian to Petra.

10/23/2009 EKK Review correspondence on discovery matters; examined 2.10 190.00 399.00
information from opposing counsel's office on
documents to review for issues; conferred with T.
Walker and P. Carson on same; examined two letters on
warranty issues from opposing counsel.

10/23/2009 MFW Research regarding election of remedies, sufficiency of 9.00 150.00 1,350.00
evidence as to building contracts, completed and
accepted doctrine, accepted work doctrine, permits,
certificates and appraisals; research key numbers for
personal service cases and not contractor cases;
conference with T. Walker regarding research and
amendments to brief; research waiver cases.

10/24/2009 MFW Westlaw research regarding review of contractor versus 8.40 150.00 1,260.00
construction manager cases and differences regarding
same; review treatises and run searches in all relevant
key numbers for personal services contracts related to
the CMA; research and run key numbered searches for
substantial completion of contract and entitlement to
payment in ID, 9th Circuit and all states excluding
construction contractor cases; research and review
cases for CMA as personal services contract; review
summary judgment cases for substantial completion of
personal services
contract; sort cases where summary judgment granted
on disputed issue of fact; review TGW revised statement
of facts for completion of work issues.

10/25/2009 MFW Research regarding personal services contracts and 8.80 150.00 1,320.00
substantial completion and performance; run searches
for authority to perform extra work for Construction
managers, project developers, owners' representatives;
draft, revise and sort cases where summary judgment
denied based on disputed issue of material fact of
whether work was completed; review cases for estoppel
key numbers for personal services cases in ID, 9th
Circuit and all states; review key cites searches; research
non construction cases for waiver of defect claims under
CMA; highlight cases and sort research, notes.
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/23/2009 TGW 

10/23/2009 PRC 

10/23/2009 EKK 

10/23/2009 MFW 

10/24/2009 MFW 

10/25/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue document review and marshaling of evidence 
for statement of facts in support of motion for summary 
judgment; continue work on legal memorandum in 
support of motion for summary judgment; continue with 
additional research and interviews of Petra personnel 

Work on file; prepare draft of Response to Second Set of 
Discovery by Meridian to Petra. 

Review correspondence on discovery matters; examined 
information from opposing counsel's office on 
documents to review for issues; conferred with T. 
Walker and P. Carson on same; examined two letters on 
warranty issues from opposing counsel. 

Research regarding election of remedies, sufficiency of 
evidence as to building contracts, completed and 
accepted doctrine, accepted work doctrine, permits, 
certificates and appraisals; research key numbers for 
personal service cases and not contractor cases; 
conference with T. Walker regarding research and 
amendments to brief; research waiver cases. 

Westlaw research regarding review of contractor versus 
construction manager cases and differences regarding 
same; review treatises and run searches in all relevant 
key numbers for personal services contracts related to 
the CMA; research and run key numbered searches for 
substantial completion of contract and entitlement to 
payment in ID, 9th Circuit and all states excluding 
construction contractor cases; research and review 
cases for CMA as personal services contract; review 
summary judgment cases for substantial completion of 
personal services 
contract; sort cases where summary judgment granted 
on disputed issue of fact; review TGW revised statement 
of facts for completion of work issues. 

Research regarding personal services contracts and 
substantial completion and performance; run searches 
for authority to perform extra work for Construction 
managers, project developers, owners' representatives; 
draft, revise and sort cases where summary judgment 
denied based on disputed issue of material fact of 
whether work was completed; review cases for estoppel 
key numbers for personal services cases in ID, 9th 
Circuit and all states; review key cites searches; research 
non construction cases for waiver of defect claims under 
CMA; highlight cases and sort research, notes. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.50 275.00 2,062.50 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

2.10 190.00 399.00 

9.00 150.00 1,350.00 

8.40 150.00 1,260.00 

8.80 150.00 1,320.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisdng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

10/26/2009 TGW Review and analyze two letters from opposing counsel 5.10 275.00 1,402.50
and incorporate responses into statement of facts and
memorandum in support of motion for summary
judgment

10/26/2009 EKK Correspondence on new claims raised by City; research 3.30 190.00 627.00
on City, State and County applicable ordinances;
conferred with T. Walker; research on building inspector
issue; work on spreadsheet on document issues raised
by opposing party.

10/26/2009 PRC Review and research documents on iConect data base 3.50 95.00 332.50
regarding discovery deficiencies; telephone
conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding same.

10/26/2009 MFW Research all states for certificate of completion, 8.00 150.00 1,200.00
substantial completion, and certificates of occupancy;
review of cases; research all cases for authority to do
extra work cases in non construction cases and/or
personal services cases; review Section 2-4-4 of
Meridian's City Code and entire Meridian City website;
research approval of city official under various agency
theories as binding upon Meridian and precluding
current objections; research architect cases where
approval binding upon City officials and conclusive as
to monies due; keycite Obray and Herrington regarding
additional services questions.

10/27/2009 TGW Continue to work on memorandum in support of motion 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
for summary judgment; review pertinent sections of
Bruner & O'Connor on Construction Law and
incorporate additional legal research into memorandum;
review Construction Management Plan

10/27/2009 EKK Meeting with T. Walker and P. Carson on document 1.20 190.00 228.00
issue from City of Meridian and next steps in Motion for
Summary Judgment preparation; sent information Tom
Coughlin and Gene Bennett to review and respond.

10/27/2009 Fill Memorandum from Tom; Westlaw research for brief. 2.00 190.00 380.00

10/27/2009 MFW Review of current and revised draft of summary 8.40 150.00 1,260.00
judgment brief with T. Walker comments and notes for
further research; list research items from latest version of
brief; review cases regarding substantial completion and
issuance of certificates of occupancy and how courts
have treated them; re run searches for certifications of
completion by City's own building inspectors; review
cases where change orders were not required to be in
writing; review Watts timeline; review key search for
Idaho cases in all states; draft, revise and edit section of
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Transactions Fee Lisdng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/26/2009 TGW 

10/26/2009 EKK 

10/26/2009 PRC 

10/26/2009 MFW 

10127/2009 TGW 

10/27/2009 EKK 

10/27/2009 FJH 

10/27/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review and analyze two letters from opposing counsel 
and incorporate responses into statement of facts and 
memorandum in support of motion for summary 
judgment 

Correspondence on new claims raised by City; research 
on City, State and County applicable ordinances; 
conferred with T. Walker; research on building inspector 
issue; work on spreadsheet on document issues raised 
by opposing party. 

Review and research documents on iConect data base 
regarding discovery deficiencies; telephone 
conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding same. 

Research all states for certificate of completion, 
substantial completion, and certificates of occupancy; 
review of cases; research all cases for authority to do 
extra work cases in non construction cases and/or 
personal services cases; review Section 2-4-4 of 
Meridian's City Code and entire Meridian City website; 
research approval of city official under various agency 
theories as binding upon Meridian and precluding 
current objections; research architect cases where 
approval binding upon City officials and conclusive as 
to monies due; keycite Obray and Herrington regarding 
additional services questions. 

Continue to work on memorandum in support of motion 
for summary judgment; review pertinent sections of 
Bruner & O'Connor on Construction Law and 
incorporate additional legal research into memorandum; 
review Construction Management Plan 

Meeting with T. Walker and P. Carson on document 
issue from City of Meridian and next steps in Motion for 
Summary Judgment preparation; sent information Tom 
Coughlin and Gene Bennett to review and respond. 

Memorandum from Tom; Westlaw research for brief. 

Review of current and revised draft of summary 
judgment brief with T. Walker comments and notes for 
further research; list research items from latest version of 
brief; review cases regarding substantial completion and 
issuance of certificates of occupancy and how courts 
have treated them; re run searches for certifications of 
completion by City's own building inspectors; review 
cases where change orders were not required to be in 
writing; review Watts timeline; review key search for 
Idaho cases in all states; draft, revise and edit section of 

6120/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

5.10 275.00 1,402.50 

3.30 190.00 627.00 

3.50 95.00 332.50 

8.00 150.00 1,200.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

1.20 190.00 228.00 

2.00 190.00 380.00 

8.40 150.00 1,260.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

research regarding substantial completion of personal
services contracts; draft, revise and edit section
regarding PLI Article.

10/28/2009 TGW Add to legal argument based on additional research and 0.70 275.00 192.50
fact investigation

10/28/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on information on general 0.50 190.00 95.00
conditions issues; examined revised statement of facts to
identify exhibits.

10/28/2009 FJH Conference with Tom regarding summary judgment 2.50 190.00 475.00
motion; completed legal research for motion for summary
judgment.

10/28/2009 MFW Research purchasing agents' authority, agency 7.80 150.00 1,170.00
principles to bind municipality; review City of Meridian
webcite; review City of Meridian's City Code; draft,
revise and edit section of research memo regarding
waiver of defects for inclusion in section 3.3 and 4.3 of
draft summary judgment memorandum; draft, revise and
edit section regarding waiver by City after issuance of
certificates; run and review numerous key searches
through Westlaw; insert cases into research memo for T.
Walker; draft, revise and edit section regarding
estoppels in personal services context; draft, revise and
edit section regarding authority to do extra work and
cases regarding same.

10/29/2009 TGW Add citations and more argument regarding contract 2.10 275.00 577.50
damages in memorandum supporting motion for
summary judgment; review additional comments and
facts received from Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett for
incorporation into Statement of Facts and Memorandum
in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment

10/29/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on information needed for 3.90 190.00 741.00
statement of facts; review correspondence; examined
memorandum in support of Motion for Summary
Judgment; meeting with T. Coughlin and P. Carson on
Statement of Facts evidence to support each fact.

10/29/2009 PRC Meeting with Bridge City regarding additional discovery 2.10 95.00 199.50
production processing;meeting with Erika and Tom
Coughlin to commence review of Statement of Facts for
Summary Judgment and identify exhibits.

10/29/2009 MFW Draft and revise sections of research memorandum; add 7.60 150.00 1,140.00
negative cases where summary judgment denied and
basis there for; proof new research memorandum and
email to T. Walker for inclusion into brief; add questions
about approval procedures for progress payments as
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/28/2009 TGW 

10/28/2009 EKK 

10/28/2009 FJH 

10/28/2009 MFW 

10/2912009 TGW 

10/29/2009 EKK 

10/29/2009 PRC 

10/29/2009 MFW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

research regarding substantial completion of personal 
services contracts; draft, revise and edit section 
regarding PLI Article. 

Add to legal argument based on additional research and 
fact investigation 

Conferred with T. Walker on information on general 
conditions issues; examined revised statement of facts to 
identify exhibits. 

Conference with Tom regarding summary judgment 
motion; completed legal research for motion for summary 
judgment. 

Research purchasing agents' authority, agency 
principles to bind municipality; review City of Meridian 
webcite; review City of Meridian's City Code; draft, 
revise and edit section of research memo regarding 
waiver of defects for inclusion in section 3.3 and 4.3 of 
draft summary judgment memorandum; draft, revise and 
edit section regarding waiver by City after issuance of 
certificates; run and review numerous key searches 
through Westlaw; insert cases into research memo for T. 
Walker; draft, revise and edit section regarding 
estoppels in personal services context; draft, revise and 
edit section regarding authority to do extra work and 
cases regarding same. 

Add citations and more argument regarding contract 
damages in memorandum supporting motion for 
summary judgment; review additional comments and 
facts received from Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett for 
incorporation into Statement of Facts and Memorandum 
in Support of Motion for Summary Judgment 

Conferred with T. Walker on information needed for 
statement of facts; review correspondence; examined 
memorandum in support of Motion for Summary 
Judgment; meeting with T. Coughlin and P. Carson on 
Statement of Facts evidence to support each fact. 

Meeting with Bridge City regarding additional discovery 
production processing;meeting with Erika and Tom 
Coughlin to commence review of Statement of Facts for 
Summary Judgment and identify exhibits. 

Draft and revise sections of research memorandum; add 
negative cases where summary judgment denied and 
basis there for; proof new research memorandum and 
email to T. Walker for inclusion into brief; add questions 
about approval procedures for progress payments as 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

2.50 190.00 475.00 

7.80 150.00 1,170.00 

2.10 275.00 577.50 

3.90 190.00 741.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

7.60 150.00 1,140.00 
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

binding upon the parties; references and questioner:
Meridian's City Code; draft, revise and edit section of
email regarding progress payment s and architects
contract; review, proof and email to T. Walker for
inclusion into draft summary judgment brief.

10/30/2009 TGW Review additional legal research memorandum and 2.60 275.00 715.00
incorporate into brief in support of motion for summary
judgment; review discovery responses and incorporate
additions into statement of undisputed facts

10/30/2009 EKK Update to T. Walker on consultation meeting with Tom 0.80 190.00 152.00
Coughlin on case; further document preparation and
location.

10/30/2009 PRC Review information received and prepare Third 1.30 95.00 123.50
Supplemental Response to Requests for Production of
Documents and produce Vol. 10 CD

10/30/2009 MFW Emails regarding research memorandum with P. Carson 0.20 150.00 30.00
and inclusion into brief regarding same

11/2/2009 TGW Continue to work on motion for summary judgment; 1.20 275.00 330.00
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding
retention of construction expert

11/2/2009 EKK Review case information; updated spreadsheet on 0.40 190.00 76.00
questionable discovery documents; draft letter to
opposing counsel.

11/3/2009 TGW Work on case and issue analysis and preparation of 5.80 275.00 1,595.00
mediation statement for presentation to John Magel

11/3/2009 EKK Met with T. Walker on statement offacts information; 0.50 190.00 95.00
complete preparation of additional discovery information
to opposing counsel; work on statement of facts.

11/3/2009 PRC Amend, fmalize and process for service on opposing 0.40 95.00 38.00
counsel partial response regarding discovery
deficiencies.

11/4/2009 EKK Receipt of statement of facts changes from Petra; 4.80 190.00 912.00
conferred with T. Walker; prepare for meeting with Tom
Coughlin; consultation meeting with Tom Coughlin on
statement of facts exhibits.

11/4/2009 TGW Review additional comments from Gene Bennett and Tom 1.10 275.00 302.50
Coughlin regarding the Statement of Undisputed Facts;
conference with Erika Klein and Tom Coughlin regarding
integration of changes into statement of facts

11/4/2009 PRC Review production documents; compile documents for 0.70 95.00 66.50
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008325

Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/30/2009 TGW 

10/30/2009 EKK 

10/30/2009 PRC 

10/30/2009 MFW 

1112/2009 TGW 

1112/2009 EKK 

11/3/2009 TGW 

1113/2009 EKK 

11/3/2009 PRC 

1114/2009 EKK 

1114/2009 TGW 

1114/2009 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

binding upon the parties; references and questioner: 
Meridian's City Code; draft, revise and edit section of 
email regarding progress payment s and architects 
contract; review, proof and email to T. Walker for 
inclusion into draft summary judgment brief. 

Review additional legal research memorandum and 
incorporate into brief in support of motion for summary 
judgment; review discovery responses and incorporate 
additions into statement of undisputed facts 

Update to T. Walker on consultation meeting with Tom 
Coughlin on case; further document preparation and 
location. 

Review information received and prepare Third 
Supplemental Response to Requests for Production of 
Documents and produce Vol. 10 CD 

Emails regarding research memorandum with P. Carson 
and inclusion into brief regarding same 

Continue to work on motion for summary judgment; 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding 
retention of construction expert 

Review case information; updated spreadsheet on 
questionable discovery documents; draft letter to 
opposing counsel. 

Work on case and issue analysis and preparation of 
mediation statement for presentation to John Magel 

Met with T. Walker on statement off acts information; 
complete preparation of additional discovery information 
to opposing counsel; work on statement of facts. 

Amend, fmalize and process for service on opposing 
counsel partial response regarding discovery 
deficiencies. 

Receipt of statement of facts changes from Petra; 
conferred with T. Walker; prepare for meeting with Tom 
Coughlin; consultation meeting with Tom Coughlin on 
statement of facts exhibits. 

Review additional comments from Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding the Statement of Undisputed Facts; 
conference with Erika Klein and Tom Coughlin regarding 
integration of changes into statement of facts 

Review production documents; compile documents for 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.60 275.00 715.00 

0.80 190.00 152.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

0.20 150.00 30.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

0040 190.00 76.00 

5.80 275.00 1,595.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

0040 95.00 38.00 

4.80 190.00 912.00 

1.10 275.00 302.50 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

Page: 29 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

attorney's meeting with Tom Coughlin.

11/5/2009 TGW Review correspondence from Trout regarding discovery 1.80 275.00 495.00
matters; conference with Erika Klein regarding same and
Petra's response; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin regarding same and required responses; work
on summary judgment facts

11/5/2009 EKK Review discovery correspondence from opposing 1.40 190.00 266.00
counsel; and consultation on telephone conference with
T. Walker and Tom Coughlin; work on statement of
facts.

11/6/2009 EKK Work on Statement of Facts; added to statement with 4.20 190.00 798.00
information from Tom Coughlin and sent version to him
to review and add information.

11/6/2009 PRC Prepare documents for Footnote 27. 0.80 95.00 76.00

11/9/2009 TGW Exchange several emails with Kurt Kramer, counsel for 2.40 275.00 660.00
the underwriters, regarding mediation and motion for
summary judgment; continue work on facts in support of
motion; telephone conference with Tom Coughlin
regarding development of facts in support on motion for
summary judgment, including the architect's
responsibilities of inspection and testing; review policy
for coverage in the event of off set against Petra's
complaint fee against City's claims; telephone conference
with Jerry Frank regarding damages definition excludes
reduction ofprofessional fees

11/9/2009 EKK Continue work on statement of facts; examination of 2.80 190.00 532.00
terms of LCA contract with City of Meridian.

11/9/2009 PRC Compile and organize additional documents regarding 0.80 95.00 76.00
footnotes to Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment.

11/10/2009 TGW Review Meridian's Second Supplemental Responses to 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
Defendant's First Set of Discovery; commence review of
20,000 pages of documents produced with Second
Supplemental Responses; review Professional Services
Agreement (Architectural Services) between Meridian
and LCA Architects, P.A.; conference with Erika Klein
regarding Meridian's production and possible use of
some of the documents in support of motion for
summary judgment; review Meridian's Audited Financial
Statements for 2006, 2007 and 2008

11/10/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on new discovery from 5.10 190.00 969.00
opposing counsel and review additional information
received from opposing counsel including city council
meeting transcripts and identified further exhibits for
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1115/2009 TGW 

1115/2009 EKK 

11/6/2009 EKK 

1116/2009 PRC 

1119/2009 TGW 

1119/2009 EKK 

1119/2009 PRC 

11110/2009 TGW 

11110/2009 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

attorney's meeting with Tom Coughlin. 

Review correspondence from Trout regarding discovery 
matters; conference with Erika Klein regarding same and 
Petra's response; telephone conference with Tom 
Coughlin regarding same and required responses; work 
on summary jUdgment facts 

Review discovery correspondence from opposing 
counsel; and consultation on telephone conference with 
T. Walker and Tom Coughlin; work on statement of 
facts. 

Work on Statement of Facts; added to statement with 
information from Tom Coughlin and sent version to him 
to review and add information. 

Prepare documents for Footnote 27. 

Exchange several em ails with Kurt Kramer, counsel for 
the underwriters, regarding mediation and motion for 
summary judgment; continue work on facts in support of 
motion; telephone conference with Tom Coughlin 
regarding development of facts in support on motion for 
summary judgment, including the architect's 
responsibilities of inspection and testing; review policy 
for coverage in the event of off set against Petra's 
complaint fee against City's claims; telephone conference 
with Jerry Frank regarding damages definition excludes 
reduction of professional fees 

Continue work on statement of facts; examination of 
terms of LCA contract with City of Meridian. 

Compile and organize additional documents regarding 
footnotes to Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment. 

Review Meridian's Second Supplemental Responses to 
Defendant's First Set of Discovery; commence review of 
20,000 pages of documents produced with Second 
Supplemental Responses; review Professional Services 
Agreement (Architectural Services) between Meridian 
and LCA Architects, P.A.; conference with Erika Klein 
regarding Meridian's production and possible use of 
some of the documents in support of motion for 
summary judgment; review Meridian's Audited Financial 
Statements for 2006, 2007 and 2008 

Conferred with T. Walker on new discovery from 
opposing counsel and review additional information 
received from opposing counsel including city council 
meeting transcripts and identified further exhibits for 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.80 275.00 495.00 

1.40 190.00 266.00 

4.20 190.00 798.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

2.40 275.00 660.00 

2.80 190.00 532.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

4.20 275.00 1,155.00 

5.10 190.00 969.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
statement of facts; editing of statement of facts based on
information provided by consultant T. Coughlin.

11/10/2009 PRC Work on Motion for Summary Judgment Statement of 4.50 95.00 427.50
Facts; commence drafting of additional affidavits in
support thereof.

11/11/2009 TGW Continue review of latest round of documents produced 2.10 275.00 577.50
by the City; review and respond to emails from Kurt
Kramer regarding pre-mediation report and delay of
hearing on motion for summary judgment; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding Meridian's
complaint regarding Petra's performance in March 2007
and Petra's response and attendance at a City Council's
Executive Session

11/11/2009 EKK Conferred on status of matter and timing of Motion for 0.90 190.00 171.00
Summary Judgment filing and concerns on letter from
City of Meridian and response.

11/11/2009 PRC Meeting regarding logistics and status of preparation of 2.80 95.00 266.00
summary judgment motion and compilation of evidence
and preparation of affidavits; telephone call to Judge
Wilper's clerk regarding new schedule for filing of
summary judgment motions; review email from Mr.
Coughlin; commence search of documents to determine
status of production to Meridian.

11/12/2009 EKK Correspondence with consultant Tom Coughlin on 0.10 190.00 19.00
status of information.

11/12/2009 TGW Conduct search for construction expert; contact Richard 1.80 275.00 495.00
Bauer, Lemley International, about serving as an expert
witness; arrange meeting date, time and place; continue
review additional document produced the City

11/12/2009 PRC Telephone call to Clerk's office regarding hearing on 0.60 95.00 57.00
Motion for Summary Judgment

11/13/2009 TGW Work on Petra's discovery responses 0.50 275.00 137.50

11/13/2009 PRC Review and respond to email regarding status of Petra's 0.30 95.00 28.50
response to Second Set of Discovery requests by City of
Meridian.

11/16/2009 TGW Work on pre-mediation statement for insurance company 1.20 275.00 330.00
representative

11/16/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
responses to outstanding discovery requests

11/16/2009 EKK Telephone conference with consultant Tom Coughlin on 0.20 190.00 38.00
discovery information; review subpoena from opposing
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11110/2009 PRC 

11111/2009 TGW 

1111112009 EKK 

1111112009 PRC 

11112/2009 EKK 

11112/2009 TGW 

11/12/2009 PRC 

11113/2009 TGW 

11/13/2009 PRC 

11116/2009 TGW 

11/16/2009 TGW 

11116/2009 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

statement of facts; editing of statement of facts based on 
information provided by consultant T. Coughlin. 

Work on Motion for Summary Judgment Statement of 
Facts; commence drafting of additional affidavits in 
support thereof. 

Continue review of latest round of documents produced 
by the City; review and respond to em ails from Kurt 
Kramer regarding pre-mediation report and delay of 
hearing on motion for summary judgment; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding Meridian's 
complaint regarding Petra's performance in March 2007 
and Petra's response and attendance at a City Council's 
Executive Session 

Conferred on status of matter and timing of Motion for 
Summary Judgment filing and concerns on letter from 
City of Meridian and response. 

Meeting regarding logistics and status of preparation of 
summary judgment motion and compilation of evidence 
and preparation of affidavits; telephone call to Judge 
Wilper's clerk regarding new schedule for filing of 
summary judgment motions; review email from Mr. 
Coughlin; commence search of documents to determine 
status of production to Meridian. 

Correspondence with consultant Tom Coughlin on 
status of information. 

Conduct search for construction expert; contact Richard 
Bauer, Lemley International, about serving as an expert 
witness; arrange meeting date, time and place; continue 
review additional document produced the City 

Telephone call to Clerk's office regarding hearing on 
Motion for Summary Judgment 

Work on Petra's discovery responses 

Review and respond to email regarding status of Petra's 
response to Second Set of Discovery requests by City of 
Meridian. 

Work on pre-mediation statement for insurance company 
representative 

Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 
responses to outstanding discovery requests 

Telephone conference with consultant Tom Coughlin on 
discovery information; review subpoena from opposing 

6/20/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.50 95.00 427.50 

2.10 275.00 577.50 

0.90 190.00 171.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

0.10 190.00 19.00 

1.80 275.00 495.00 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.20 190.00 38.00 
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

counsel; examined information from Tom Coughlin.

11/16/2009 PRC Prepare response to Second Requests for Admission by 1.90 95.00 180.50
City of Meridian; prepare correspondence to Kim Trout
requesting extension to Respond to Second
Interrogatories and Requests for Production.

11/17/2009 TGW Work on motion for a protective order; conduct 3.80 275.00 1,045.00
additional legal research; request additional research;
work on pre-mediation statement for Lloyd's underwriters

11/17/2009 MEW Work on brief in support of motion for protective order. 3.20 180.00 576.00

11/17/2009 PRC Prepare drafts of Affidavit for John Quapp and Thomas 2.80 95.00 266.00
Walker in support of Petra's Motion for Protective Order;
review and finalize Petra's Motion for Protective Order;
prepare Motion to Shorten Time and proposed Order;
telephone call to Judge Wilper's chambers regarding
special scheduling Petra's Motion for Protective Order;
prepare Notice of Hearing; finalize correspondence
regarding extension of time to respond to discovery;
process Response to Second Requests for Admission
and Notice of Service for filing and service; prepare
Fourth Supplemental Response to Requests for
Production (1st) by City of Meridian; prepare Notice of
Service; review and organize Bates numbered documents
to be produced.

11/18/2009 EKK Correspondence on case; review response information 0.60 190.00 114.00
from Tom Coughlin on response to November 4, 2009
letter from opposing counsel; began preparing response
to November 4,2009 discovery letter.

11/18/2009 TGW Continue work on pre-mediation report to Lloyds' 2.60 275.00 715.00
underwriters

11/18/2009 PRC Finalize Fourth Supplemental Discovery Response and 1.80 95.00 171.00
process documents for hand delivery to opposing
counsel; review and respond to email correspondence
from Thomas Coughlin regarding production of monthly
reports; case management and discovery file update.

11/19/2009 EKK Complete draft letter to opposing counsel on discovery 0.30 190.00 57.00
and to T. Walker.

11/19/2009 PRC Prepare Supplemental Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker 0.70 95.00 66.50
lodging original affidavit of John Quapp with court;
prepare oral argument notebook for hearing.

11/19/2009 TGW Work on discovery responses; exchange emails with 0.80 275.00 220.00
opposing counsel and client regarding mediation

11/20/2009 TGW Commence preparation for hearing on Petra's motion for 2.10 275.00 577.50
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11116/2009 PRC 

11117/2009 TGW 

11117/2009 MEW 

11117/2009 PRC 

11118/2009 EKK 

11118/2009 TGW 

11118/2009 PRC 

11119/2009 EKK 

11119/2009 PRC 

11119/2009 TGW 

11120/2009 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

counsel; examined information from Tom Coughlin. 

Prepare response to Second Requests for Admission by 
City of Meridian; prepare correspondence to Kim Trout 
requesting extension to Respond to Second 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production. 

Work on motion for a protective order; conduct 
additional legal research; request additional research; 
work on pre-mediation statement for Lloyd's underwriters 

Work on brief in support of motion for protective order. 

Prepare drafts of Affidavit for John Quapp and Thomas 
Walker in support of Petra's Motion for Protective Order; 
review and finalize Petra's Motion for Protective Order; 
prepare Motion to Shorten Time and proposed Order; 
telephone call to Judge Wilper's chambers regarding 
special scheduling Petra's Motion for Protective Order; 
prepare Notice of Hearing; finalize correspondence 
regarding extension of time to respond to discovery; 
process Response to Second Requests for Admission 
and Notice of Service for filing and service; prepare 
Fourth Supplemental Response to Requests for 
Production (1st) by City of Meridian; prepare Notice of 
Service; review and organize Bates numbered documents 
to be produced. 

Correspondence on case; review response information 
from Tom Coughlin on response to November 4, 2009 
letter from opposing counsel; began preparing response 
to November 4,2009 discovery letter. 

Continue work on pre-mediation report to Lloyds' 
underwriters 

Finalize Fourth Supplemental Discovery Response and 
process documents for hand delivery to opposing 
counsel; review and respond to email correspondence 
from Thomas Coughlin regarding production of monthly 
reports; case management and discovery file update. 

Complete draft letter to opposing counsel on discovery 
and to T. Walker. 

Prepare Supplemental Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker 
lodging original affidavit of John Quapp with court; 
prepare oral argument notebook for hearing. 

Work on discovery responses; exchange emails with 
opposing counsel and client regarding mediation 

Commence preparation for hearing on Petra's motion for 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

3.80 275.00 1,045.00 

3.20 180.00 576.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

2.60 275.00 715.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

2.10 275.00 577.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisl,.Ing (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

a protective order; conference with Mackenzie regarding
additional research for motions in limine; continue to
work on supporting papers for motion for summary
judgment

11/20/2009 EKK Review correspondence from consultant; meeting with T. 0.70 190.00 133.00
Walker and P. Carson on same; email to consultant on
clarification of information needed relating to discovery;
examined protective order issue pleadings from opposing
counsel.

11/20/2009 PRC Meeting with attorneys regarding outstanding discovery 1.10 95.00 104.50
and hearing on Motion for Protective Order; research
Court repository regarding filings by Trout; prepare
Second Supplemental Affidavit of Thomas Walker
lodging Notice of30(b)(6) Deposition of Petra
Incorporated.

11/20/2009 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding research on 0.40 180.00 72.00
executive meetings and spoliation of evidence; review
opposing counsel's objection to protective order.

11/20/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
hearing on Petra's motion for a protective order

11/23/2009 TGW Continue preparation for hearing on motion for a 1.60 275.00 440.00
protective order; telephone conference with Rory Jones,
opposing counsel; attend and argue at hearing

11/23/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on protective order hearing 1.90 190.00 361.00
issues; work on statement of facts; examined mediation
facts.

11/24/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Jerry regarding results of 1.40 275.00 385.00
hearing on Petra's motion for a protective order;
commence preparation for Petra Rule 30(b)(6) deposition,
Gene Bennett as the witness for the corporation; receive
notice of cancellation of deposition and stop
preparation; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding Meridian's threat to file a motion to reconsider;
continue work on motion for summary judgment;
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding same; draft
Order granting Petra's Motion for a Protective Order;
transmit to opposing counsel for review before filing
with the Court; review emails from opposing counsel
regarding Meridian's planned motion to reconsider;
continue work on motion for summary judgment

11/24/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on status of task items, 2.80 190.00 532.00
outcome an new arguments from opposing counsel
raised at protective order hearing; review order in case;
examined information from Tom Coughlin; work on
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008329

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11120/2009 EKK 

11120/2009 PRC 

11120/2009 MEW 

11120/2009 TGW 

11123/2009 TGW 

11123/2009 EKK 

11124/2009 TGW 

11/24/2009 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

a protective order; conference with Mackenzie regarding 
additional research for motions in limine; continue to 
work on supporting papers for motion for summary 
judgment 

Review correspondence from consultant; meeting with T. 
Walker and P. Carson on same; email to consultant on 
clarification of information needed relating to discovery; 
examined protective order issue pleadings from opposing 
counsel. 

Meeting with attorneys regarding outstanding discovery 
and hearing on Motion for Protective Order; research 
Court repository regarding filings by Trout; prepare 
Second Supplemental Affidavit of Thomas Walker 
lodging Notice of30(b)(6) Deposition of Petra 
Incorporated. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding research on 
executive meetings and spoliation of evidence; review 
opposing counsel's objection to protective order. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
hearing on Petra's motion for a protective order 

Continue preparation for hearing on motion for a 
protective order; telephone conference with Rory Jones, 
opposing counsel; attend and argue at hearing 

Conferred with T. Walker on protective order hearing 
issues; work on statement of facts; examined mediation 
facts. 

Telephone conference with Jerry regarding results of 
hearing on Petra's motion for a protective order; 
commence preparation for Petra Rule 30(b)(6) deposition, 
Gene Bennett as the witness for the corporation; receive 
notice of cancellation of deposition and stop 
preparation; telephone conference with Gene Bennett 
regarding Meridian's threat to file a motion to reconsider; 
continue work on motion for summary judgment; 
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding same; draft 
Order granting Petra's Motion for a Protective Order; 
transmit to opposing counsel for review before filing 
with the Court; review emails from opposing counsel 
regarding Meridian's planned motion to reconsider; 
continue work on motion for summary judgment 

Conferred with T. Walker on status of task items, 
outcome an new arguments from opposing counsel 
raised at protective order hearing; review order in case; 
examined information from Tom Coughlin; work on 
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Units Price Value 

0.70 190.00 133.00 

1.10 95.00 104.50 

0.40 180.00 72.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

1.60 275.00 440.00 

1.90 190.00 361.00 

1.40 275.00 385.00 

2.80 190.00 532.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

editing and supplementing statement of facts and
locating additional exhibits; reviewed motion for
reconsideration filed in case; review further
correspondence from opposing counsel.

11/24/2009 MEW Research case law regarding illegal executive sessions 1.90 180.00 342.00
and inadmissibility at trial of evidence; review motion to
reconsider from opposing counsel and opposing
counsel's correspondence.

11/25/2009 TGW Review correspondence from Trout regarding discovery 2.60 275.00 715.00
and mediation matters; draft response and provide to
Petra personnel for comment before emailing to Trout;
continue to work on motion for summary judgment
documentation

11/25/2009 EKK Review draft response letter to opposing counsel; 1.80 190.00 342.00
conferred with T. Walker and M. Whatcott; work on
statement of facts and related exhibits.

11/25/2009 MEW Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 0.30 180.00 54.00
opposing counsel's motion to reconsider and response.

11/25/2009 PRC Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 1.80 95.00 171.00
case management;review, amend and fmalize
correspondence to Trout; prepare Fifth Supplemental
Response to Discovery Requests by Plaintiff; process
documents and CD for production and hand delivery to
opposing counsel.; telephone call to John Magel's office
regarding mediation procedures; prepare email
correspondence to Tom Coughlin regarding City of
Meridian's production of pay applications.

11/29/2009 EKK Work on Summary Judgment documents 0.40 190.00 76.00

11/30/2009 TGW Prepare confidential mediation statement; telephone 3.20 275.00 880.00
conference with Jerry Frank; telephone conference with
Rich Bauer, potential expert witness; continue work on
motion for summary judgment

11/30/2009 PRC Prepare and compile discovery documents for mediation 0.40 95.00 38.00
session; review, edit and fmalize mediation statement for
hand delivery to John Magel.

11/30/2009 EKK Correspondence on matter; work on facts. 1.40 190.00 266.00

12/1/2009 EKK Review correspondence; work on summary judgment 0.50 190.00 95.00
documents; examined recent filings and correspondence
on options based on same.

12/1/2009 PRC Review iCoNnect Data Base and compile Bates 1.80 95.00 171.00
numbered documents for Mediation Session.
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11/24/2009 MEW 

11125/2009 TGW 

11/25/2009 EKK 

11125/2009 MEW 

11125/2009 PRC 

11/29/2009 EKK 

11130/2009 TGW 

11130/2009 PRC 

11/30/2009 EKK 

12/1/2009 EKK 

12/1/2009 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

editing and supplementing statement of facts and 
locating additional exhibits; reviewed motion for 
reconsideration filed in case; review further 
correspondence from opposing counsel. 

Research case law regarding illegal executive sessions 
and inadmissibility at trial of evidence; review motion to 
reconsider from opposing counsel and opposing 
counsel's correspondence. 

Review correspondence from Trout regarding discovery 
and mediation matters; draft response and provide to 
Petra personnel for comment before emailing to Trout; 
continue to work on motion for summary judgment 
documentation 

Review draft response letter to opposing counsel; 
conferred with T. Walker and M. Whatcott; work on 
statement of facts and related exhibits. 

Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 
opposing counsel's motion to reconsider and response. 

Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 
case management;review, amend and fmalize 
correspondence to Trout; prepare Fifth Supplemental 
Response to Discovery Requests by Plaintiff; process 
documents and CD for production and hand delivery to 
opposing counsel.; telephone call to John Magel's office 
regarding mediation procedures; prepare email 
correspondence to Tom Coughlin regarding City of 
Meridian's production of pay applications. 

Work on Summary Judgment documents 

Prepare confidential mediation statement; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank; telephone conference with 
Rich Bauer, potential expert witness; continue work on 
motion for summary judgment 

Prepare and compile discovery documents for mediation 
session; review, edit and fmalize mediation statement for 
hand delivery to John Magel. 

Correspondence on matter; work on facts. 

Review correspondence; work on summary judgment 
documents; examined recent filings and correspondence 
on options based on same. 

Review iCoNnect Data Base and compile Bates 
numbered documents for Mediation Session. 
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Units Price Value 

1.90 180.00 342.00 

2.60 275.00 715.00 

1.80 190.00 342.00 

0.30 180.00 54.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

0.40 190.00 76.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

1.40 190.00 266.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 
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Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
12/212009 TGW Review draft discovery responses prepared by Tom 3.10 275.00 852.50

Coughlin; work on mediation preparation; exchange
several emails with Petra personnel; work on motion for
summary judgment

12/2/2009 EKK Editing of Statement of Facts; conferred with T. Walker. 1.50 190.00 285.00

12/3/2009 EKK Review changes to facts from consultant and included 1.80 190.00 342.00
same.

12/3/2009 TGW Continue preparation for mediation 0.50 275.00 137.50

12/3/2009 PRC Commence work and editing on draft Response to 1.80 95.00 171.00
Second Set of Interrogatories.

12/412009 TGW Exchange emails with Kurt Kramer regarding mediation; 5.80 275.00 1,595.00
continue preparation for mediation, including preparation
of draft mediated settlement agreement; attend mediation
session; conference with Erika Klein regarding additional
research need on breach of fiduciary duty issue raised
by the City for failure to manage the project within the
original $12.2 million budget; conduct preliminary
research on this issue

12/4/2009 EKK Met with T. Walker on outcome of mediation and 0.70 190.00 133.00
information learned from same; telephone conference
with Tom C. and T. Walker; examined additional
information on Meridian's knowledge of project; case
meeting; review correspondence.

12/4/2009 PRC Meeting regarding mediation and discovery planning 1.00 95.00 95.00
meeting; prepare email correspondence to client
regarding discovery responses by City of Meridian.

12/7/2009 TGW Review correspondence from John Quapp regarding 1.80 275.00 495.00
Meridian's audited fmancial statements; review
discovery requests; review law dealing with fiduciary
duties by a construction manager; draft new discovery;

12/7/2009 EKK Review additional information on City's budget; 1.10 190.00 209.00
examined revised discovery responses; review additional
discovery requests; review correspondence.

12/7/2009 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding research on 3.30 180.00 594.00
fiduciary duty.

12/7/2009 PRC Edit and revise Petra's Response to City of Meridian's 2.90 95.00 275.50
Second Discovery Requests; prepare email to Tom
Coughlin regarding same; prepare Petra's Second
Interrogatories and Third Requests for Production of
Documents; prepare Notice of Service for filing with
Court and facsimile service.
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008331

Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 
12/212009 

12/2/2009 

12/3/2009 

12/3/2009 

12/3/2009 

12/412009 

12/4/2009 

12/4/2009 

121712009 

121712009 

121712009 

121712009 

Prof 
TGW 

EKK 

EKK 

TGW 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

MEW 

PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review draft discovery responses prepared by Tom 
Coughlin; work on mediation preparation; exchange 
several emails with Petra personnel; work on motion for 
summary judgment 

Editing of Statement of Facts; conferred with T. Walker. 

Review changes to facts from consultant and included 
same. 

Continue preparation for mediation 

Commence work and editing on draft Response to 
Second Set of Interrogatories. 

Exchange emails with Kurt Kramer regarding mediation; 
continue preparation for mediation, including preparation 
of draft mediated settlement agreement; attend mediation 
session; conference with Erika Klein regarding additional 
research need on breach of fiduciary duty issue raised 
by the City for failure to manage the project within the 
original $12.2 million budget; conduct preliminary 
research on this issue 

Met with T. Walker on outcome of mediation and 
information learned from same; telephone conference 
with Tom C. and T. Walker; examined additional 
information on Meridian's knowledge of project; case 
meeting; review correspondence. 

Meeting regarding mediation and discovery planning 
meeting; prepare email correspondence to client 
regarding discovery responses by City of Meridian. 

Review correspondence from John Quapp regarding 
Meridian's audited fmancial statements; review 
discovery requests; review law dealing with fiduciary 
duties by a construction manager; draft new discovery; 

Review additional information on City's budget; 
examined revised discovery responses; review additional 
discovery requests; review correspondence. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding research on 
fiduciary duty. 

Edit and revise Petra's Response to City of Meridian's 
Second Discovery Requests; prepare email to Tom 
Coughlin regarding same; prepare Petra's Second 
Interrogatories and Third Requests for Production of 
Documents; prepare Notice of Service for filing with 
Court and facsimile service. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.10 275.00 852.50 

1.50 190.00 285.00 

1.80 190.00 342.00 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

5.80 275.00 1,595.00 

0.70 190.00 133.00 

1.00 95.00 95.00 

1.80 275.00 495.00 

1.10 190.00 209.00 

3.30 180.00 594.00 

2.90 95.00 275.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

12/8/2009 MEW Continue researching fiduciary duties of construction 2.50 180.00 450.00
manager and draft memorandum to T. Walker.

12/9/2009 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from Tom 1.70 95.00 161.50
Coughlin; edit and revise additional draft of responses to
Second Discovery Requests by City of Meridian.

12/10/2009 TGW Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support of Motion 0.80 275.00 220.00
for Reconsideration of Protective Order; conduct
preliminary research regarding use of in camera
affidavits; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding same; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin regarding same

12/10/2009 EKK Review pleadings from opposing counsel; discussed 0.50 190.00 95.00
with trial team.

12/10/2009 PRC Meeting with attorney regarding City of Meridian's 1.30 95.00 123.50
filings; case management and pleading docketing.

12/10/2009 MEW Review motion to reconsider and affidavit in support; 1.30 180.00 234.00
conference with T. Walker; conference with T. Walker
regarding fiduciary duty research.

12/11/2009 PRC Prepare email correspondence to Tom and Gene 0.30 95.00 28.50
following up on draft responses to Second set of
discovery by City of Meridian.

12/11/2009 EKK Work on locating council meeting minutes in support of 1.60 190.00 304.00
the Capital Improvement plan and audit.

12/11/2009 PRC Amend and edit Version 3 of Petra's discovery response 1.30 95.00 123.50
per client's most recent draft submission; telephone
conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding discovery
documents; telephone call to Bridge City Legal regarding
same.

12/11/2009 TGW Work on discovery responses; telephone conference 0.80 275.00 220.00
with Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett regarding same
and regarding Meridian's Motion for Reconsideration

12/14/2009 TGW Review and revise extensive discovery responses to be 2.30 275.00 632.50
served this week by Petra

12/14/2009 EKK Review correspondence and discovery. 0.20 190.00 38.00

12/14/2009 PRC Review, edit and fmalize discovery responses to 1.50 95.00 142.50
Meridian's Second Set of Discovery for processing and
service; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery for filing
with court; process and Bates number additional
documents to attach to discovery; prepare letter to
opposing counsel regarding same; prepare letter to
clients regarding discovery responses and requesting
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12/8/2009 MEW 

12/9/2009 PRC 

12110/2009 TGW 

12/10/2009 EKK 

12/10/2009 PRC 

12/10/2009 MEW 

1211112009 PRC 

12/1112009 EKK 

12/1112009 PRC 

12111/2009 TGW 

12114/2009 TGW 

12/14/2009 EKK 

12/14/2009 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue researching fiduciary duties of construction 
manager and draft memorandum to T. Walker. 

Review and respond to email correspondence from Tom 
Coughlin; edit and revise additional draft of responses to 
Second Discovery Requests by City of Meridian. 

Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support of Motion 
for Reconsideration of Protective Order; conduct 
preliminary research regarding use of in camera 
affidavits; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding same; telephone conference with Tom 
Coughlin regarding same 

Review pleadings from opposing counsel; discussed 
with trial team. 

Meeting with attorney regarding City of Meridian's 
filings; case management and pleading docketing. 

Review motion to reconsider and affidavit in support; 
conference with T. Walker; conference with T. Walker 
regarding fiduciary duty research. 

Prepare email correspondence to Tom and Gene 
following up on draft responses to Second set of 
discovery by City of Meridian. 

Work on locating council meeting minutes in support of 
the Capital Improvement plan and audit. 

Amend and edit Version 3 of Petra's discovery response 
per client's most recent draft submission; telephone 
conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding discovery 
documents; telephone call to Bridge City Legal regarding 
same. 

Work on discovery responses; telephone conference 
with Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett regarding same 
and regarding Meridian's Motion for Reconsideration 

Review and revise extensive discovery responses to be 
served this week by Petra 

Review correspondence and discovery. 

Review, edit and fmalize discovery responses to 
Meridian's Second Set of Discovery for processing and 
service; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery for filing 
with court; process and Bates number additional 
documents to attach to discovery; prepare letter to 
opposing counsel regarding same; prepare letter to 
clients regarding discovery responses and requesting 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.50 180.00 450.00 

1.70 95.00 161.50 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

1.30 180.00 234.00 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

1.60 190.00 304.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
signature on verification; research on iConect data base.

12/15/2009 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from Tom 3.20 95.00 304.00
Coughlin; telephone call from Tom Coughlin; prepare
Addendum to Response to Second Set of Discovery;
prepare Notice of Service; continue work on Statement of
Facts, commence compiling and preparation of exhibits
to footnotes in Statement of Facts.

12/15/2009 TGW Follow up on inclusion of additional information and 1.20 275.00 330.00
documents obtained for Petra's response to Meridian's
second set of discovery requests into supporting papers
for motion for summary judgment; review Tom
Coughlin's comments on Meridian's Motion for
Reconsideration

12/15/2009 EKK Review correspondence and response information on 0.30 190.00 57.00
motion to reconsider.

12/16/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on additional information to 0.50 190.00 95.00
add to statement of facts; review correspondence.

12/16/2009 TGW Exchange several emails with Tom Coughlin regarding 0.40 275.00 110.00
protection of third party job cost accounting records;
draft form of Third Party Affidavit

12/16/2009 PRC Prepare Supplemental Response to Meridian's Second 0.70 95.00 66.50
Set of Requests for Production of Documents

12/17/2009 EKK Work on discovery supplemental information to add to 0.60 190.00 114.00
statement of facts; reviewed statutes governing capital
improvement plans.

12/21/2009 PRC Telephone call to Judge Wilper's chambers regarding 0.40 95.00 38.00
vacating hearing; prepare Notice of Vacation of Hearing.

12/21/2009 TGW Exchange emails with Tom Coughlin regarding status of 0.30 275.00 82.50
case and motion for summary judgment

12/21/2009 EKK Review correspondence on upcoming issues. 0.10 190.00 19.00

12/29/2009 EKK Work on adding to statement of facts from discovery; 1.20 200.00 240.00
correspondence with T. Walker on same.

1/8/2010 PRC Review file regarding Meridian's Motion for 0.40 95.00 38.00
Reconsideration; provide status update to attorney.

1/11/2010 EKK Conferred on status of documents; conference with T. 0.20 200.00 40.00
Walker on email information already disclosed based on
new discovery requests by opposing counsel.

1/11/2010 TGW Work on discovery and deposition matters 0.50 275.00 137.50

1/11/2010 PRC Prepare letter to opposing counsel regarding 0.30 95.00 28.50
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Transactions Fee Li;:,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12/15/2009 PRC 

12/15/2009 TGW 

12/15/2009 EKK 

12116/2009 EKK 

12116/2009 TGW 

12116/2009 PRC 

12/17/2009 EKK 

12/2112009 PRC 

12/2112009 TGW 

12/2112009 EKK 

12/29/2009 EKK 

118/2010 PRC 

111112010 EKK 

111112010 TGW 

111112010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

signature on verification; research on iConect data base. 

Review and respond to email correspondence from Tom 
Coughlin; telephone call from Tom Coughlin; prepare 
Addendum to Response to Second Set of Discovery; 
prepare Notice of Service; continue work on Statement of 
Facts, commence compiling and preparation of exhibits 
to footnotes in Statement of Facts. 

Follow up on inclusion of additional information and 
documents obtained for Petra's response to Meridian's 
second set of discovery requests into supporting papers 
for motion for summary judgment; review Tom 
Coughlin's comments on Meridian's Motion for 
Reconsideration 

Review correspondence and response information on 
motion to reconsider. 

Conferred with T. Walker on additional information to 
add to statement of facts; review correspondence. 

Exchange several emails with Tom Coughlin regarding 
protection of third party job cost accounting records; 
draft form of Third Party Affidavit 

Prepare Supplemental Response to Meridian's Second 
Set of Requests for Production of Documents 

Work on discovery supplemental information to add to 
statement of facts; reviewed statutes governing capital 
improvement plans. 

Telephone call to Judge Wilper's chambers regarding 
vacating hearing; prepare Notice of Vacation of Hearing. 

Exchange emails with Tom Coughlin regarding status of 
case and motion for summary judgment 

Review correspondence on upcoming issues. 

Work on adding to statement of facts from discovery; 
correspondence with T. Walker on same. 

Review file regarding Meridian's Motion for 
Reconsideration; provide status update to attorney. 

Conferred on status of documents; conference with T. 
Walker on email information already disclosed based on 
new discovery requests by opposing counsel. 

Work on discovery and deposition matters 

Prepare letter to opposing counsel regarding 
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Units Price Value 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.10 190.00 19.00 

1.20 200.00 240.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

0.50 275.00 l37.50 

0.30 95.00 28.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
confinnation on Petra's personnel to be deposed and
specific dates.

1112/2010 TGW Commence review of Meridian's discovery responses 1.40 275.00 385.00
served on January 11,2010; conference with Erika and
Pam regarding same; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin

1112/2010 EKK Review discovery requests in case. 0.10 200.00 20.00

1/12/2010 PRC Review Stipulation and reconfrrrn task and calendaring 0.60 95.00 57.00
for trial date; prepare letter to Jerry Frank regarding
Meridian's responses to Petra's discovery; review
Meridian's Third Set of Requests for Production; confinn
tasked and calendared; prepare email correspondence to
clients regarding same and confinning production to
Meridian.

1/13/2010 EKK Examined discovery responses to third set and 1.70 200.00 340.00
supplemental responses documents; conferred with T.
Walker on same; examined discovery on discs provided
by opposing counsel; status to T. Walker.

1/13/2010 PRC Review Notices of Deposition; review and respond to 0.50 95.00 47.50
email correspondence from Jerry Frank; review and
respond to email correspondence from opposing
counsel's office regarding scheduling.

1114/2010 PRC Review Third Requests for Production of Documents; 0.70 95.00 66.50
prepare draft Response to Third Requests for Production
of Documents with objection; prepare Notice of Service
of Discovery Response.

1/15/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.70 275.00 192.50
addition of claim of lost business opportunities;
exchange emails with Kim Trout regarding discovery
matter; work on discovery matters

1/15/2010 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on documents from opposing 0.30 200.00 60.00
counsel and case tasks; review correspondence from
opposing counsel

1/15/2010 PRC Review and respond to email from Kim Trout regarding 0.40 95.00 38.00
production of photographs; review Petra discovery files;
confer with handling attorney regarding same.

1118/2010 EKK Work on review of statement of facts including editing of 1.60 200.00 320.00
same.

1/19/2010 EKK Correspondence on case; conferred with T. Walker; 0.20 200.00 40.00
review infonnation on discovery to opposing party.

1/19/2010 TGW Exchange several emails with opposing counsel and 0.40 275.00 110.00
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1112/2010 TGW 

1112/2010 EKK 

1112/2010 PRC 

1113/2010 EKK 

1113/2010 PRC 

1114/2010 PRC 

1115/2010 TGW 

1115/2010 EKK 

1115/2010 PRC 

1118/2010 EKK 

1119/2010 EKK 

1119/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

confinnation on Petra's personnel to be deposed and 
specific dates. 

Commence review of Meridian's discovery responses 
served on January 11,2010; conference with Erika and 
Pam regarding same; telephone conference with Tom 
Coughlin 

Review discovery requests in case. 

Review Stipulation and reconfrrm task and calendaring 
for trial date; prepare letter to Jerry Frank regarding 
Meridian's responses to Petra's discovery; review 
Meridian's Third Set of Requests for Production; confinn 
tasked and calendared; prepare email correspondence to 
clients regarding same and confinning production to 
Meridian. 

Examined discovery responses to third set and 
supplemental responses documents; conferred with T. 
Walker on same; examined discovery on discs provided 
by opposing counsel; status to T. Walker. 

Review Notices of Deposition; review and respond to 
email correspondence from Jerry Frank; review and 
respond to email correspondence from opposing 
counsel's office regarding scheduling. 

Review Third Requests for Production of Documents; 
prepare draft Response to Third Requests for Production 
of Documents with objection; prepare Notice of Service 
of Discovery Response. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
addition of claim of lost business opportunities; 
exchange emails with Kim Trout regarding discovery 
matter; work on discovery matters 

Conferred with T. Walker on documents from opposing 
counsel and case tasks; review correspondence from 
opposing counsel 

Review and respond to email from Kim Trout regarding 
production of photographs; review Petra discovery files; 
confer with handling attorney regarding same. 

Work on review of statement of facts including editing of 
same. 

Correspondence on case; conferred with T. Walker; 
review infonnation on discovery to opposing party. 

Exchange several em ails with opposing counsel and 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.40 275.00 385.00 

0.10 200.00 20.00 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

l.70 200.00 340.00 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

l.60 200.00 320.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
clients regarding discovery matters

1/20/2010 TGW Review emails from Tom Coughlin regarding Idaho 0.50 275.00 137.50
Airship matter; send email to opposing counsel
regarding same; work on discover issues, including
scheduling of Meridian personnel depositions

1/20/2010 EKK Review case information; sent statement of facts to Tom 0.20 200.00 40.00
C. to review.

1/20/2010 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from 1.30 95.00 123.50
opposing counsel and coordinate scheduling of
depositions of Petra personnel; prepare email to Jerry
Frank regarding same; prepare letter to Tom Coughlin
regarding CD's produced by Meridian in response to
Petra's last discovery.

1/21/2010 TGW Work on discovery matters, including depositions of 0.60 275.00 165.00
Petra's personnel; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
and Gene Bennett regarding same

1/21/2010 EKK Review case information and correspondence on 0.20 200.00 40.00
discovery and case dates.

1/21/2010 PRC Deposition scheduling coordination; telephone call to 2.00 95.00 190.00
Tom Coughlin regarding same; review and respond to
email correspondence from client regarding discovery
responses by City of Meridian; review new Scheduling
Order signed by Judge Wilper; prepare email
correspondence to client regarding order and new dates
for trial; electronically task and calendar pretrial
scheduling deadlines according to original stipulation for
cutoff dates.

1/22/2010 EKK Review correspondence; conferred with T. Walker. 0.20 200.00 40.00

1/22/2010 TGW Continue to work on discovery matters with opposing 1.30 275.00 357.50
counsel and client's representatives; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank

1/22/2010 PRC Prepare witness files for preparation of deposition 0.90 95.00 85.50
outlines; review email from Bridge City; telephone call
from Tom Coughlin regarding trial.

1/25/2010 PRC Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 1.80 95.00 171.00
confirm task and calendared new dates for deposition
scheduling; telephone call to Joseph Borton and Franklin
Lee regarding scheduling depositions; telephone call to
Kim Trout's office; commence preparation of draft
subpoenas and notices of depositions for non-Meridian
affiliates.
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1120/2010 TGW 

1120/2010 EKK 

1120/2010 PRC 

1/2112010 TGW 

112112010 EKK 

112112010 PRC 

1122/2010 EKK 

1122/2010 TGW 

1122/2010 PRC 

1125/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

clients regarding discovery matters 

Review emails from Tom Coughlin regarding Idaho 
Airship matter; send email to opposing counsel 
regarding same; work on discover issues, including 
scheduling of Meridian personnel depositions 

Review case information; sent statement of facts to Tom 
C. to review. 

Review and respond to email correspondence from 
opposing counsel and coordinate scheduling of 
depositions of Petra personnel; prepare email to Jerry 
Frank regarding same; prepare letter to Tom Coughlin 
regarding CD's produced by Meridian in response to 
Petra's last discovery. 

Work on discovery matters, including depositions of 
Petra's personnel; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
and Gene Bennett regarding same 

Review case information and correspondence on 
discovery and case dates. 

Deposition scheduling coordination; telephone call to 
Tom Coughlin regarding same; review and respond to 
email correspondence from client regarding discovery 
responses by City of Meridian; review new Scheduling 
Order signed by Judge Wilper; prepare email 
correspondence to client regarding order and new dates 
for trial; electronically task and calendar pretrial 
scheduling deadlines according to original stipulation for 
cutoff dates. 

Review correspondence; conferred with T. Walker. 

Continue to work on discovery matters with opposing 
counsel and client's representatives; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin; 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank 

Prepare witness files for preparation of deposition 
outlines; review email from Bridge City; telephone call 
from Tom Coughlin regarding trial. 

Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 
confirm task and calendared new dates for deposition 
scheduling; telephone call to Joseph Borton and Franklin 
Lee regarding scheduling depositions; telephone call to 
Kim Trout's office; commence preparation of draft 
subpoenas and notices of depositions for non-Meridian 
affiliates. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

2.00 95.00 190.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.30 275.00 357.50 

0.90 95.00 85.50 

l.80 95.00 171.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
1/25/2010 EKK Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin; status to T. 0.30 200.00 60.00

Walker.

1/26/2010 EKK Review corrections from Tom C. and edited statement of 1.20 200.00 240.00
facts with same; noted points for T. Walker and reviewed
cited documents; statement to T. Walker to review.

1/26/2010 PRC Review and respond to emails from Tom Coughlin 1.50 95.00 142.50
regarding discovery responses and 30(b)(6) depositions;
review email from opposing counsel regarding
depositions of Meridian personnel; continue drafting
Notices of Depositions and subpoenas as required.

1/27/2010 TOW Review, revise and execute deposition notices and 0.30 275.00 82.50
subpoenas for Meridian witnesses

1/27/2010 PRC Finalize Subpoenas and Notices of Deposition for 1.60 95.00 152.00
issuance; prepare updated table of deposition schedule;
review notice of Jerry Frank and prepare letter to
opposing counsel confirming depositions and
amendment of Frank's deposition notice to reflect correct
date; process subpoenas and witness fees for service on
deponents; prepare letter to Joseph Borton.

1/28/2010 TOW Continue review and revision of statement of facts in 1.30 275.00 357.50
support of motions for summary judgment and for
deposition preparation of Petra witnesses

1/28/2010 PRC Work on file and responses to the City of Meridian's 1.70 95.00 161.50
Third Requests for Production of Documents; process
and generate reports outlining Bates numbered
documents for electronic correspondence requested of
Petra employees for discovery response.

1/29/2010 TGW Continue review and revision of statement of facts 0.30 275.00 82.50

2/1/2010 PRC Finalize Petra's Response to Third Requests for 1.00 95.00 95.00
Production of Documents; continue generation of
electronic correspondence reports from iConect.

2/2/2010 TGW Continue work on Statement of Undisputed Facts and 1.20 275.00 330.00
preparation for upcoming depositions of Petra personnel

2/2/2010 EKK Examined contracts on project received from Petra 1.20 200.00 240.00
including the general conditions; conferred with T.
Walker on same.

2/2/2010 PRC Amend and fmalize response to Third Requests for 0.40 95.00 38.00
Production by Meridian; prepare exhibit attachments to
same; process for filing and service.

2/3/2010 TGW Work on deposition preparations 0.30 275.00 82.50

2/3/2010 PRC Review file; review email correspondence from Kim Trout 1.70 95.00 161.50
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008336

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 
1125/2010 

1126/2010 

1126/2010 

1127/2010 

1/27/2010 

1128/2010 

1/28/2010 

1129/2010 

2/112010 

2/2/2010 

2/2/2010 

2/2/2010 

2/3/2010 

2/312010 

Prof 
EKK 

EKK 

PRC 

TOW 

PRC 

TOW 

PRC 

TGW 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin; status to T. 
Walker. 

Review corrections from Tom C. and edited statement of 
facts with same; noted points for T. Walker and reviewed 
cited documents; statement to T. Walker to review. 

Review and respond to emails from Tom Coughlin 
regarding discovery responses and 30(b)(6) depositions; 
review email from opposing counsel regarding 
depositions of Meridian personnel; continue drafting 
Notices of Depositions and subpoenas as required. 

Review, revise and execute deposition notices and 
subpoenas for Meridian witnesses 

Finalize Subpoenas and Notices of Deposition for 
issuance; prepare updated table of deposition schedule; 
review notice of Jerry Frank and prepare letter to 
opposing counsel confirming depositions and 
amendment of Frank's deposition notice to reflect correct 
date; process subpoenas and witness fees for service on 
deponents; prepare letter to Joseph Borton. 

Continue review and revision of statement of facts in 
support of motions for summary judgment and for 
deposition preparation of Petra witnesses 

Work on file and responses to the City of Meridian's 
Third Requests for Production of Documents; process 
and generate reports outlining Bates numbered 
documents for electronic correspondence requested of 
Petra employees for discovery response. 

Continue review and revision of statement of facts 

Finalize Petra's Response to Third Requests for 
Production of Documents; continue generation of 
electronic correspondence reports from iConect. 

Continue work on Statement of Undisputed Facts and 
preparation for upcoming depositions of Petra personnel 

Examined contracts on project received from Petra 
including the general conditions; conferred with T. 
Walker on same. 

Amend and fmalize response to Third Requests for 
Production by Meridian; prepare exhibit attachments to 
same; process for filing and service. 

Work on deposition preparations 

Review file; review email correspondence from Kim Trout 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

1.20 200.00 240.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

1.60 95.00 152.00 

1.30 275.00 357.50 

1.70 95.00 161.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

1.00 95.00 95.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

1.20 200.00 240.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

1.70 95.00 161.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~,lng (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

regarding deposition scheduling; prepare Notices of
Deposition for additional Meridian personnel; file and
serve; electronically task and calendar deposition
schedule; update deposition schedule spreadsheet.

2/4/2010 PRC Prepare Supplemental Response to First Set of 0.50 95.00 47.50
Interrogatories by City of Meridian; prepare Notice of
Service for filing with Court.

2/5/2010 PRC Finalize discovery responses for hand delivery to 2.20 95.00 209.00
opposing counsel; review Bates numbered contracts
entered into by City of Meridian; prepare itemized excel
spreadsheet regarding same.

2/8/2010 EKK Review spreadsheet on payments on City contracts. 0.20 200.00 40.00

2/9/2010 EKK Meeting on case. 0.30 200.00 60.00

2/9/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 0.20 190.00 38.00
deposition schedules.

2/9/2010 PRC Review deposition schedule; meeting with attorney's to 1.00 95.00 95.00
review coverage on depositions; update and amend
schedule; reconcile contractor spreadsheet with that of
Petra's summary.

211012010 TGW Work on deposition preparation; email Petra's personnel 6.90 275.00 1,897.50
regarding same; review and revise statement of facts to
provide fact review for deposition preparation

2110/2010 EKK Review information on depositions and revised notices; 0.30 200.00 60.00
conferred with P. Carson on documents needed.

2/10/2010 MEW Email correspondence regarding deposition schedule; 0.20 190.00 38.00
conference with T. Walker.

2110/2010 PRC Update and confirm deposition schedules; finalize master 1.20 95.00 114.00
deposition schedule; prepare email to clients regarding
same; update witness files.; review iConect data base
and pull documents for commencement of Meridian
deposition exhibits.

2/11/2010 TGW Continue work on deposition outlines for Meridian 5.80 275.00 1,595.00
witnesses

2/11/2010 EKK Review correspondence on case facts. 0.20 200.00 40.00

2/11/2010 PRC Review discovery files by City of Meridian; continue 1.40 95.00 133.00
compiling documents for use as deposition exhibits
during Meridian depositions.

2112/2010 TGW Continue preparation of deposition outline and exhibit 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
assembly for Tammy DeWeerd, Mayor of Meridian;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same;
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Transactions Fee Li~'lng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/4/2010 PRC 

2/5/2010 PRC 

2/8/2010 EKK 

2/9/2010 EKK 

2/9/2010 MEW 

2/9/2010 PRC 

2110/2010 TGW 

2110/2010 EKK 

2/10/2010 MEW 

2110/2010 PRC 

2/1112010 TGW 

2/11/2010 EKK 

2/1112010 PRC 

2112/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

regarding deposition scheduling; prepare Notices of 
Deposition for additional Meridian personnel; file and 
serve; electronically task and calendar deposition 
schedule; update deposition schedule spreadsheet. 

Prepare Supplemental Response to First Set of 
Interrogatories by City of Meridian; prepare Notice of 
Service for filing with Court. 

Finalize discovery responses for hand delivery to 
opposing counsel; review Bates numbered contracts 
entered into by City of Meridian; prepare itemized excel 
spreadsheet regarding same. 

Review spreadsheet on payments on City contracts. 

Meeting on case. 

Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 
deposition schedules. 

Review deposition schedule; meeting with attorney's to 
review coverage on depositions; update and amend 
schedule; reconcile contractor spreadsheet with that of 
Petra's summary. 

Work on deposition preparation; email Petra's personnel 
regarding same; review and revise statement of facts to 
provide fact review for deposition preparation 

Review information on depositions and revised notices; 
conferred with P. Carson on documents needed. 

Email correspondence regarding deposition schedule; 
conference with T. Walker. 

Update and confirm deposition schedules; finalize master 
deposition schedule; prepare email to clients regarding 
same; update witness files.; review iConect data base 
and pull documents for commencement of Meridian 
deposition exhibits. 

Continue work on deposition outlines for Meridian 
witnesses 

Review correspondence on case facts. 

Review discovery files by City of Meridian; continue 
compiling documents for use as deposition exhibits 
during Meridian depositions. 

Continue preparation of deposition outline and exhibit 
assembly for Tammy DeWeerd, Mayor of Meridian; 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same; 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

2.20 95.00 209.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

1.00 95.00 95.00 

6.90 275.00 1,897.50 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

1.20 95.00 114.00 

5.80 275.00 1,595.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

lAO 95.00 133.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
conference with John Quapp

2/12/2010 EKK Fact information review; conferred with T. Walker on 0.30 200.00 60.00
facts and further exhibits in case.

2/12/2010 PRC Edit and revise Contractor's spreadsheet for City of 1.30 95.00 123.50
Meridian for preparation of deposition exhibit.

2/15/2010 TGW Review extensive notes from Gene Bennett regarding 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
areas of inquiry for Meridian witnesses; continue
preparation of Meridian deposition outlines

2/15/2010 EKK Review information from G. Bennett on questioning of 0.50 200.00 100.00
witnesses; review correspondence.

2/16/2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions, including review 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
of extensive documentation; conference with Gene
Bennett and Tom Coughlin for their deposition
preparation

2/16/2010 EKK Deposition preparation sessions; further 2.20 200.00 440.00
correspondence on matter; identifying information
needed for depositions.

2/16/2010 PRC Review files and production documents; commence 2.30 95.00 218.50
compilation of exhibits for deposition of Tammy de
Weerd.

2/17/2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions of Meridian 0.70 275.00 192.50
witnesses; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding same; order amended notices and subpoenas
for video depositions

2/17/2010 PRC Confer with attorney regarding depositions; issue and 1.30 95.00 123.50
served Amended Notices of Audio Video Depositions of
City of Meridian deponents.

2/18/2010 PRC Prepare letters to Will Berg, Joe Borton and Franklin Lee 0.50 95.00 47.50
regarding Amended Notice of Deposition advising of
video recording.

2/18/2010 EKK Examined further materials in preparation for Bennett 0.90 200.00 180.00
deposition.

2/18/2010 PRC Review production documents; continue work on 1.40 95.00 133.00
compiling deposition exhibits for Mayor de Weerd's
deposition.

2/19/2010 EKK Deposition of Gene Bennett; telephone conference with 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
T. Walker on status.

2/19/2010 PRC Review production documents; commence preparation of 2.10 95.00 199.50
deposition exhibits for Meridian personnel depositions.
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

2112/2010 

2112/2010 

2115/2010 

2/15/2010 

2/16/2010 

2116/2010 

2116/2010 

2/17/2010 

2117/2010 

2118/2010 

2/18/2010 

2118/2010 

2119/2010 

2119/2010 

Prof 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

PRC 

PRC 

EKK 

PRC 

EKK 

PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

conference with John Quapp 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Fact information review; conferred with T. Walker on 
facts and further exhibits in case. 

Edit and revise Contractor's spreadsheet for City of 
Meridian for preparation of deposition exhibit. 

Review extensive notes from Gene Bennett regarding 
areas of inquiry for Meridian witnesses; continue 
preparation of Meridian deposition outlines 

Review information from G. Bennett on questioning of 
witnesses; review correspondence. 

Continue preparation for depositions, including review 
of extensive documentation; conference with Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coughlin for their deposition 
preparation 

Deposition preparation sessions; further 
correspondence on matter; identifying information 
needed for depositions. 

Review files and production documents; commence 
compilation of exhibits for deposition of Tammy de 
Weerd. 

Continue preparation for depositions of Meridian 
witnesses; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding same; order amended notices and subpoenas 
for video depositions 

Confer with attorney regarding depositions; issue and 
served Amended Notices of Audio Video Depositions of 
City of Meridian deponents. 

Prepare letters to Will Berg, Joe Borton and Franklin Lee 
regarding Amended Notice of Deposition advising of 
video recording. 

Examined further materials in preparation for Bennett 
deposition. 

Review production documents; continue work on 
compiling deposition exhibits for Mayor de Weerd's 
deposition. 

Deposition of Gene Bennett; telephone conference with 
T. Walker on status. 

Review production documents; commence preparation of 
deposition exhibits for Meridian personnel depositions. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 

2.20 200.00 440.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

0.90 200.00 180.00 

1.40 95.00 133.00 

7.10 200.00 1,420.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

2/19/2010 MEW Research performance bond. 0.40 190.00 76.00

2/20/2010 TGW Exchange several emails with Erika and Mackenzie 0.40 275.00 110.00
regarding the Idaho law on performance bonds; review
relevant statutes

2/21/2010 EKK Email to T. Walker on areas to discuss regarding Friday's 0.20 200.00 40.00
deposition.

2/22/2010 TGW Prepare for and with conference Jerry Frank for 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
deposition preparation; commence review of rough draft
of Gene Bennett's February 19th deposition

2/22/2010 PRC Prepare Second Amended Notice of Taking Deposition 0.70 95.00 66.50
Duces Tecum and Amended Subpoena for service on
Franklin Lee.

2/22/2010 EKK Meeting with T. Walker on update from Bennett 3.30 200.00 660.00
deposition; deposition preparation meeting with T.
Walker, 1. Frank, T. Coughlin and G. Bennett; located
document needed for review; conferred with T. Walker
on further research to do.

2/23/2010 PRC Coordinate available dates for rescheduling both 30(b)(6) 0.60 95.00 57.00
depositions; telephone call to Gene Bennett; prepare
correspondence to Kim Trout regarding same.

2/23/2010 EKK Work on documents needed for upcoming depositions. 0.20 200.00 40.00

2/24/2010 TGW Continue review of transcript of Gene Bennett's 0.60 275.00 165.00
deposition

2/24/2010 PRC Continue work on Tammy deWeerd's deposition outline 3.50 95.00 332.50
and deposition exhibits.

2/25/2010 TGW Continue review of Gene Bennett's deposition transcript 0.80 275.00 220.00
in preparation for defending Tom Coughlin's deposition
scheduled for tomorrow, February 26, 2010; exchange
emails with opposing counsel regarding depositions;
telephone conference with Joe Borton regarding his
upcoming depositions; email Mr. Borton the complaint
and answer and counterclaim

2/25/2010 EKK Research on statutes relating to Mayor and City Council 0.30 200.00 60.00
statutory duties.

2/25/2010 PRC Continue work on compiling documents for deposition 3.20 95.00 304.00
exhibits for Tammy de Weerd.

2/26/2010 TGW Prepare for and defend Tom Coughlin's deposition; 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding the
30(b)(6) deposition

2/26/2010 TGW Continue to work on closing argument; conference with 2.20 275.00 605.00
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Transactions Fee Lisnng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/19/2010 MEW 

2/20/2010 TGW 

2/21/2010 EKK 

2/22/2010 TGW 

2/22/2010 PRC 

2/22/2010 EKK 

2/23/2010 PRC 

2/23/2010 EKK 

2/24/2010 TGW 

2/24/2010 PRC 

2/25/2010 TGW 

2/25/2010 EKK 

2/25/2010 PRC 

2/2612010 TGW 

2/26/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Research performance bond. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Exchange several emails with Erika and Mackenzie 
regarding the Idaho law on performance bonds; review 
relevant statutes 

Email to T. Walker on areas to discuss regarding Friday's 
deposition. 

Prepare for and with conference Jerry Frank for 
deposition preparation; commence review of rough draft 
of Gene Bennett's February 19th deposition 

Prepare Second Amended Notice of Taking Deposition 
Duces Tecum and Amended Subpoena for service on 
Franklin Lee. 

Meeting with T. Walker on update from Bennett 
deposition; deposition preparation meeting with T. 
Walker, J. Frank, T. Coughlin and G. Bennett; located 
document needed for review; conferred with T. Walker 
on further research to do. 

Coordinate available dates for rescheduling both 30(b)(6) 
depositions; telephone call to Gene Bennett; prepare 
correspondence to Kim Trout regarding same. 

Work on documents needed for upcoming depositions. 

Continue review of transcript of Gene Bennett's 
deposition 

Continue work on Tammy deWeerd's deposition outline 
and deposition exhibits. 

Continue review of Gene Bennett's deposition transcript 
in preparation for defending Tom Coughlin's deposition 
scheduled for tomorrow, February 26, 2010; exchange 
emails with opposing counsel regarding depositions; 
telephone conference with Joe Borton regarding his 
upcoming depositions; email Mr. Borton the complaint 
and answer and counterclaim 

Research on statutes relating to Mayor and City Council 
statutory duties. 

Continue work on compiling documents for deposition 
exhibits for Tammy de Weerd. 

Prepare for and defend Tom Coughlin's deposition; 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding the 
30(b)( 6) deposition 

Continue to work on closing argument; conference with 

6/2012011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.40 190.00 76.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

3.30 200.00 660.00 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

3.50 95.00 332.50 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

2.20 275.00 605.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Mackenzie Whatcott regarding additional required
research

2/26/2010 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on status of research on mayor 0.30 200.00 60.00
and council's statutory duties; correspondence on
information from deposition.

2/26/2010 PRC Review discovery documents; work on deposition 6.00 95.00 570.00
exhibits for Meridian depositions; review and respond to
emails from attorney during Coughlin's deposition
regarding items produced and search on iConect.

3/1/2010 TGW Continue review of Gene Bennett's deposition transcript; 4.30 275.00 1,182.50
prepare for conference with Jerry Frank regarding his
deposition set for March

3/1/2010 EKK Review correspondence; research on Mayor and City 2.60 200.00 520.00
Council duties; conferred with T. Walker.

3/1/2010 PRC File management; review deposition exhibits entered to 3.60 95.00 342.00
date for Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin; prepare
consolidated deposition index; telephone call to M&M
regarding original depositions; review drafts of
Construction Management Agreements and red line
changes for attorney's deposition preparation.

3/2/2010 TGW Continue preparation for taking depositions of Meridian 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
witnesses; conference with Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin regarding same; review prior drafts of
Construction Management Agreement and analyze
changes; conference with Pam Carson to organize
exhibits for mayor's deposition; review and revise
deposition outline for Tammy DeWeerd, Mayor

3/2/2010 EKK Deposition preparation meeting with T. Walker; Tom 1.20 200.00 240.00
Coughlin and G. Bennett; research on Meridian Mayor
and Council duties from City ordinances.

3/2/2010 PRC Meeting with attorney for deposition preparation and 4.30 95.00 408.50
deposition and document review; work on deposition
outline.

3/3/2010 TGW Conference with Jerry Frank; defend Jerry's deposition; 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
conference with Erika for 30(b)(6) and Coughlin
deposition preparation

3/3/2010 EKK Review information on status of depositions; work on 2.50 200.00 500.00
further information for deposition exhibits; review
information from City of Meridian on budgeting;
examined Coughlin deposition in preparation for 30(b)(6)
deposition tomorrow; conferred with T. Walker on
deposition outcome today and reviewed information for
tomorrow.
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008340

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/26/2010 EKK 

2/26/2010 PRC 

3/1/2010 TGW 

3/1/2010 EKK 

3/1/2010 PRC 

3/2/2010 TGW 

3/2/2010 EKK 

3/2/2010 PRC 

3/3/2010 TGW 

3/3/2010 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Mackenzie Whatcott regarding additional required 
research 

Conferred with T. Walker on status of research on mayor 
and council's statutory duties; correspondence on 
information from deposition. 

Review discovery documents; work on deposition 
exhibits for Meridian depositions; review and respond to 
emails from attorney during Coughlin's deposition 
regarding items produced and search on iConect. 

Continue review of Gene Bennett's deposition transcript; 
prepare for conference with Jerry Frank regarding his 
deposition set for March 

Review correspondence; research on Mayor and City 
Council duties; conferred with T. Walker. 

File management; review deposition exhibits entered to 
date for Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin; prepare 
consolidated deposition index; telephone call to M&M 
regarding original depositions; review drafts of 
Construction Management Agreements and red line 
changes for attorney's deposition preparation. 

Continue preparation for taking depositions of Meridian 
witnesses; conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding same; review prior drafts of 
Construction Management Agreement and analyze 
changes; conference with Pam Carson to organize 
exhibits for mayor's deposition; review and revise 
deposition outline for Tammy DeWeerd, Mayor 

Deposition preparation meeting with T. Walker; Tom 
Coughlin and G. Bennett; research on Meridian Mayor 
and Council duties from City ordinances. 

Meeting with attorney for deposition preparation and 
deposition and document review; work on deposition 
outline. 

Conference with Jerry Frank; defend Jerry's deposition; 
conference with Erika for 30(b)(6) and Coughlin 
deposition preparation 

Review information on status of depositions; work on 
further information for deposition exhibits; review 
information from City of Meridian on budgeting; 
examined Coughlin deposition in preparation for 30(b)(6) 
deposition tomorrow; conferred with T. Walker on 
deposition outcome today and reviewed information for 
tomorrow. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

6.00 95.00 570.00 

4.30 275.00 1,182.50 

2.60 200.00 520.00 

3.60 95.00 342.00 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

1.20 200.00 240.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

2.50 200.00 500.00 
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Transactions Fee Lis"lng (Original Value)

MatterlD

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

3/3/2010 PRC Review production documents and exhibits with 4.90 95.00 465.50
attorney; compile and mark deposition exhibits for
Meridian personnel depositions.

3/4/2010 EKK Complete examination of ftrst portion of deposition of 6.30 200.00 1,260.00
Tom Coughlin; prepare and defend 30(b)(6) deposition of
Petra witness Tom Coughlin; conference with Tom
Coughlin on same; status to T. Walker.

3/4/2010 TGW Conference with Erika Klein regarding Coughlin's 0.30 275.00 82.50
continuing deposition

3/4/2010 PRC Draft Supplemental Response to Meridian's First Set of 0.70 95.00 66.50
Requests for Production; prepare Notice of Service of
Discovery Responses for mingo

3/5/2010 TGW Continue preparation of depositions of Meridian 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
witnesses

3/5/2010 PRC Prepare Supplemental Response to Requests for 0.60 95.00 57.00
Production of Documents and Notice of Service; prepare
letter to client returning original photographs.

3/6/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Meridian witness depositions 6.50 275.00 1,787.50

3/8/2010 TGW Continue to prepare for Meridian witness depositions; 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
take the deposition of Tammy DeWeerd, Mayor

3/8/2010 PRC Finalize deposition exhibits and index for Tammy 1.50 95.00 142.50
DeWeerd's deposition; edit exhibits per attorney's
comments.

3/8/2010 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on outcome of Mayor's 0.20 200.00 40.00
deposition.

3/9/2010 TGW Review additional notes and questions submitted by 8.50 275.00 2,337.50
Bennett and Coughlin; prepare for and take deposition of
Keith Bird, Meridian City Councilman; prepare for
deposition of Keith Watts; telephone conference with
Jerry Frank regarding same

3/9/2010 PRC Review City of Meridian production documents and 6.80 95.00 646.00
research production of Petra's Monthly Reports for City
of Meridian City Hall project; compile and prepare
additional deposition exhibits for Keith Bird's deposition;
review entire production of Meridian City Council and
Special City Council meetings for 2006 and 2007; compile
relevant minutes.

3110/2010 TGW Continue to prepare for deposition of Keith Watts; take 6.30 275.00 1,732.50
initial deposition of Keith Watts; continue Watts'
deposition and vacate remaining deposition for this
round pending determination of potential problem with
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008341

Transactions Fee Lisl-Ing (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3/3/2010 PRC 

3/4/2010 EKK 

3/4/2010 TGW 

3/4/2010 PRC 

3/5/2010 TGW 

3/5/2010 PRC 

3/6/2010 TGW 

3/8/2010 TGW 

3/8/2010 PRC 

3/8/2010 EKK 

3/9/2010 TGW 

3/9/2010 PRC 

3110/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review production documents and exhibits with 
attorney; compile and mark deposition exhibits for 
Meridian personnel depositions. 

Complete examination of ftrst portion of deposition of 
Tom Coughlin; prepare and defend 30(b)(6) deposition of 
Petra witness Tom Coughlin; conference with Tom 
Coughlin on same; status to T. Walker. 

Conference with Erika Klein regarding Coughlin's 
continuing deposition 

Draft Supplemental Response to Meridian's First Set of 
Requests for Production; prepare Notice of Service of 
Discovery Responses for mingo 

Continue preparation of depositions of Meridian 
witnesses 

Prepare Supplemental Response to Requests for 
Production of Documents and Notice of Service; prepare 
letter to client returning original photographs. 

Continue preparation for Meridian witness depositions 

Continue to prepare for Meridian witness depositions; 
take the deposition of Tammy DeWeerd, Mayor 

Finalize deposition exhibits and index for Tammy 
DeWeerd's deposition; edit exhibits per attorney's 
comments. 

Conferred with T. Walker on outcome of Mayor's 
deposition. 

Review additional notes and questions submitted by 
Bennett and Coughlin; prepare for and take deposition of 
Keith Bird, Meridian City Councilman; prepare for 
deposition of Keith Watts; telephone conference with 
Jerry Frank regarding same 

Review City of Meridian production documents and 
research production of Petra's Monthly Reports for City 
of Meridian City Hall project; compile and prepare 
additional deposition exhibits for Keith Bird's deposition; 
review entire production of Meridian City Council and 
Special City Council meetings for 2006 and 2007; compile 
relevant minutes. 

Continue to prepare for deposition of Keith Watts; take 
initial deposition of Keith Watts; continue Watts' 
deposition and vacate remaining deposition for this 
round pending determination of potential problem with 

6/20/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.90 95.00 465.50 

6.30 200.00 1,260.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

6.50 275.00 1,787.50 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

6.50 275.00 1,787.50 

8.40 275.00 2,310.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

8.50 275.00 2,337.50 

6.80 95.00 646.00 

6.30 275.00 1,732.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

document production; telephone conference with Jerry
Frank and Gene Bennett regarding same; conference with
Tom Coughlin regarding same; telephone conference
with Tom Coughlin regarding same; review and forward
opposing counsel correspondence to client regarding
document issue

3/10/2010 EKK Examined information for subpoena duces tecum; 0.50 200.00 100.00
conferred with T. Walker on deposition issues; review
correspondence on document! discovery issues and
response.

3/10/2010 PRC Meeting with Tom Coughlin regarding deposition 2.40 95.00 228.00
exhibits and to review CD's of document production by
City of Meridian; prepare Notice of Vacation; review City
of Meridian correspondence; research production and
prepare partial response to City of Meridian's March 10th
correspondence.

3/11/2010 TGW Review copies of correspondence and emails regarding 1.30 275.00 357.50
the City's comments on the construction management
plan; exchange emails with Coughlin regarding same;
telephone conference with Gene and Tom Coughlin
regarding document production issues; conference with
Gene and Tom regarding same

3/11/2010 EKK Meeting with T. Walker, Tom Coughlin and Gene 1.00 200.00 200.00
Bennett; conference with T. Walker and P. Carson on
discovery and tasks to do.

3/11/2010 PRC Prepare deposition transcripts for client's review; prepare 0.50 95.00 47.50
letters to Thomas Coughlin, Gene Bennett and Jerry
Frank regarding review of transcripts and return of
verification.

3/12/2010 TGW Continue to work on discovery issues, including 0.40 275.00 110.00
electronic files and hard copies productions; telephone
conference with Tom Coughlin

3/12/2010 PRC Review file; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer with copies of 0.40 95.00 38.00
Petra deposition transcripts and exhibits.

3/12/2010 EKK Review deposition exhibits for which City of Meridian 0.40 200.00 80.00
bates numbers are needed; letter to opposing counsel on
information needed; conferred with P. Carson.

3/15/2010 PRC Prepare deposition transcript and exhibits for insurance 0.40 95.00 38.00
adjuster; prepare letter to insurance adjuster.

3/15/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 0.50 275.00 137.50
Coughlin regarding electronic document discovery
issues; telephone conference with Chuck Page,
Sawtooth Technology regarding same; conference with
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008342

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

3110/2010 

3110/2010 

3/1112010 

311112010 

3/1112010 

3/12/2010 

3/12/2010 

3/12/2010 

3115/2010 

3/15/2010 

Prof 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

PRC 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

document production; telephone conference with Jerry 
Frank and Gene Bennett regarding same; conference with 
Tom Coughlin regarding same; telephone conference 
with Tom Coughlin regarding same; review and forward 
opposing counsel correspondence to client regarding 
document issue 

Examined information for subpoena duces tecum; 
conferred with T. Walker on deposition issues; review 
correspondence on document! discovery issues and 
response. 

Meeting with Tom Coughlin regarding deposition 
exhibits and to review CD's of document production by 
City of Meridian; prepare Notice of Vacation; review City 
of Meridian correspondence; research production and 
prepare partial response to City of Meridian's March 10th 
correspondence. 

Review copies of correspondence and emails regarding 
the City's comments on the construction management 
plan; exchange em ails with Coughlin regarding same; 
telephone conference with Gene and Tom Coughlin 
regarding document production issues; conference with 
Gene and Tom regarding same 

Meeting with T. Walker, Tom Coughlin and Gene 
Bennett; conference with T. Walker and P. Carson on 
discovery and tasks to do. 

Prepare deposition transcripts for client's review; prepare 
letters to Thomas Coughlin, Gene Bennett and Jerry 
Frank regarding review of transcripts and return of 
verification. 

Continue to work on discovery issues, including 
electronic files and hard copies productions; telephone 
conference with Tom Coughlin 

Review file; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer with copies of 
Petra deposition transcripts and exhibits. 

Review deposition exhibits for which City of Meridian 
bates numbers are needed; letter to opposing counsel on 
information needed; conferred with P. Carson. 

Prepare deposition transcript and exhibits for insurance 
adjuster; prepare letter to insurance adjuster. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding electronic document discovery 
issues; telephone conference with Chuck Page, 
Sawtooth Technology regarding same; conference with 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

2.40 95.00 228.00 

1.30 275.00 357.50 

1.00 200.00 200.00 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

0.50 275.00 137.50 
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Transactions Fee LI~I,ing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Erika Klein regarding same

3/16/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
pending electronic document production issues;
telephone conference with Robin Lindsey regarding first
server crash

3116/2010 EKK Review correspondence on warranty issues. 0.20 200.00 40.00

3117/2010 TGW Respond to Jerry Frank's voice mail regarding status; 1.60 275.00 440.00
work on summary judgment and trial preparation,
including electronic document review and analysis;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin regarding electronic document production;
prepare status report to Kurt Kramer; review
correspondence from opposing counsel regarding
document issues; respond to opposing counsel's
correspondence

3117/2010 EKK Review case information; conference on correspondence 0.50 200.00 100.00
from opposing counsel; examined information from
opposing counsel.

311712010 PRC Prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding deposition 0.70 95.00 66.50
testimony of Keith Bird; prepare email correspondence to
opposing counsel regarding rescheduling of depositions
of Meridian witnesses.

3/18/2010 EKK Correspondence with consultant on documents; review 0.20 200.00 40.00
correspondence on computer issues.

3/18/2010 TGW Work on electronic document discovery issues; 0.40 275.00 110.00
telephone conference with Chuck Page of Sawtooth
Technology regarding same

3/22/2010 EKK Review correspondence. 0.10 200.00 20.00

3123/2010 EKK Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin on documents 0.40 200.00 80.00
with City of Meridian; correspondence on status of
same; review amended deposition notices; review
correspondence on pleading issues.

3/23/2010 PRC Prepare for filing and service on opposing counsel, 0.50 95.00 47.50
Amended Notices of Deposition for Franklin Lee, Joseph
Borton and Will Berg

3/24/2010 MEW Research failure to join indispensible party. 0.60 190.00 114.00

3/24/2010 PRC Prepare amended deposition subpoenas for Joe Borton, 0.90 95.00 85.50
Franklin Lee and Will Berg; prepare letters to each
regarding deposition schedule and subpoena; telephone
conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding document
comparison and production.
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008343

Transactions Fee LI~"ing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3/16/2010 TGW 

3116/2010 EKK 

3117/2010 TGW 

3117/2010 EKK 

311712010 PRC 

3/18/2010 EKK 

3/18/2010 TGW 

3/22/2010 EKK 

3123/2010 EKK 

3/23/2010 PRC 

3/24/2010 MEW 

3/24/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Erika Klein regarding same 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
pending electronic document production issues; 
telephone conference with Robin Lindsey regarding first 
server crash 

Review correspondence on warranty issues. 

Respond to Jerry Frank's voice mail regarding status; 
work on summary judgment and trial preparation, 
including electronic document review and analysis; 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding electronic document production; 
prepare status report to Kurt Kramer; review 
correspondence from opposing counsel regarding 
document issues; respond to opposing counsel's 
correspondence 

Review case information; conference on correspondence 
from opposing counsel; examined information from 
opposing counsel. 

Prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding deposition 
testimony of Keith Bird; prepare email correspondence to 
opposing counsel regarding rescheduling of depositions 
of Meridian witnesses. 

Correspondence with consultant on documents; review 
correspondence on computer issues. 

Work on electronic document discovery issues; 
telephone conference with Chuck Page of Sawtooth 
Technology regarding same 

Review correspondence. 

Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin on documents 
with City of Meridian; correspondence on status of 
same; review amended deposition notices; review 
correspondence on pleading issues. 

Prepare for filing and service on opposing counsel, 
Amended Notices of Deposition for Franklin Lee, Joseph 
Borton and Will Berg 

Research failure to join indispensible party. 

Prepare amended deposition subpoenas for Joe Borton, 
Franklin Lee and Will Berg; prepare letters to each 
regarding deposition schedule and subpoena; telephone 
conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding document 
comparison and production. 

6/20/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.60 275.00 440.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

0.10 200.00 20.00 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

0.90 95.00 85.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~llng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

3/24/2010 EKK Review amended notices; meeting with T. Coughlin on 0.50 200.00 100.00
document information; conferred with P. Carson on
responsive information and discovery received.

3/25/2010 EKK Review invoice information. 0.10 200.00 20.00

3/26/2010 PRC Prepare email correspondence to opposing counsel's 0.30 95.00 28.50
office regarding rescheduling of depositions for
Meridian witnesses.

3/29/2010 TGW Prepare litigation status report for Kramer; telephone 1.10 275.00 302.50
conference with Gene Bennett regarding continuing
depositions; review City's latest document production

3/29/2010 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on status and plan moving 0.30 200.00 60.00
forward; review changes from Gene to deposition.

3/29/2010 PRC Prepare follow up to opposing counsel regarding 0.90 95.00 85.50
Meridian deposition schedule; review changes to Tom
Coughlin's deposition and prepare letter to Associated
Reporting regarding Verification and changes to Thomas
Coughlin's deposition; prepare email to Gene Bennett
regarding deposition transcripts and instructions for
opening software.

3/30/2010 EKK Review correspondence. 0.10 200.00 20.00

3/30/2010 PRC Prepare for filing and service Notice Vacating 0.40 95.00 38.00
Depositions of Joseph Borton, Franklin Lee and Will
Berg; service on opposing counsel and deponents;
telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding hearing
scheduling of Motion for Summary Judgment;
electronically task and calendar all deadlines associated
with hearing on Motion for Summary Judgment.

3/30/2010 TGW Review correspondence from Sawtooth Technology 0.50 275.00 137.50
regarding server crashes; review selected documents on
DVD provided by Sawtooth Technology; telephone
conference with Chuck Page regarding content ofDVD

3/31/2010 TGW Review information provided by Sawtooth Technology 0.80 275.00 220.00
and Petra; prepare response to opposing counsel's letter
regarding electronic documents; work on electronic
document production matters

3/31/2010 PRC Compile and pull documents from Petra and City of 0.80 95.00 76.00
Meridian's production documents for use in response to
Kim Trout's regarding document comparison.

4/1/2010 TGW Review Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add 5.30 275.00 1,457.50
claim for punitive damages; conference with Erika Klein,
Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam Carson regarding work
assignments for response; telephone conference with
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Transactions Fee Li~llng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3/24/2010 EKK 

3/25/2010 EKK 

3/26/2010 PRC 

3/29/2010 TGW 

3/29/2010 EKK 

3/29/2010 PRC 

3/30/2010 EKK 

3/30/2010 PRC 

3/30/2010 TGW 

3/31/2010 TGW 

3/3112010 PRC 

4/1/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review amended notices; meeting with T. Coughlin on 
document information; conferred with P. Carson on 
responsive information and discovery received. 

Review invoice information. 

Prepare email correspondence to opposing counsel's 
office regarding rescheduling of depositions for 
Meridian witnesses. 

Prepare litigation status report for Kramer; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding continuing 
depositions; review City's latest document production 

Conferred with T. Walker on status and plan moving 
forward; review changes from Gene to deposition. 

Prepare follow up to opposing counsel regarding 
Meridian deposition schedule; review changes to Tom 
Coughlin's deposition and prepare letter to Associated 
Reporting regarding Verification and changes to Thomas 
Coughlin's deposition; prepare email to Gene Bennett 
regarding deposition transcripts and instructions for 
opening software. 

Review correspondence. 

Prepare for filing and service Notice Vacating 
Depositions of Joseph Borton, Franklin Lee and Will 
Berg; service on opposing counsel and deponents; 
telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding hearing 
scheduling of Motion for Summary Judgment; 
electronically task and calendar all deadlines associated 
with hearing on Motion for Summary Judgment. 

Review correspondence from Sawtooth Technology 
regarding server crashes; review selected documents on 
DVD provided by Sawtooth Technology; telephone 
conference with Chuck Page regarding content ofDVD 

Review information provided by Sawtooth Technology 
and Petra; prepare response to opposing counsel's letter 
regarding electronic documents; work on electronic 
document production matters 

Compile and pull documents from Petra and City of 
Meridian's production documents for use in response to 
Kim Trout's regarding document comparison. 

Review Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add 
claim for punitive damages; conference with Erika Klein, 
Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam Carson regarding work 
assignments for response; telephone conference with 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

0.10 200.00 20.00 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

1.10 275.00 302.50 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

0.90 95.00 85.50 

0.10 200.00 20.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

5.30 275.00 1,457.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

MatterlD

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett regarding same; continue
to work on memorandum in support of summary
judgment and identify excerpts that can be used in
response to Meridian's motion for leave to amend

4/1/2010 EKK Review of Motion for Punitive Damages filed by 0.70 200.00 140.00
opposing counsel; examined affidavit and memorandum
in support of motion.

4/1/2010 PRC Prepare email correspondence to clients and Kurt Kramer 0040 95.00 38.00
regarding Meridian's Motion for Leave to File First
Amended Complaint; review Notice of Hearing and task
and calendar hearing and deadline for filing objection;
prepare letter to Associated Reporting lodging Gene
Bennett's verification and changes.

4/1/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding opposing counsel's 0.20 190.00 38.00
motion for punitive damages.

4/2/2010 TGW Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support of Motion 1.10 275.00 302.50
for Leave to Amend and support affidavit by Theordore
W. Baird, Jr.; initiate preparation of motion to strike
affidavit; initiate preparation of response

4/2/2010 EKK Review correspondence; telephone conference with 0.60 200.00 120.00
Gene Bennett; conferred with M. Whatcott on facts for
Petra case.

4/2/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's motion for leave to amend, 6.70 190.00 1,273.00
memorandum and affidavit of Theodore Baird; prepare
motion to strike; draft memorandum in support of motion
to strike; research issues for evidentiary argument; draft
memorandum in opposition to motion to amend; research
standards and case law addressing punitive damages;
conference with E. Klein regarding opposing counsel's
affidavit; status to T. Walker.

4/2/2010 PRC Review Memorandum and Affidavit of Theodore Baird; 1.80 95.00 171.00
prepare email correspondence to Kurt Kramer regarding
same; telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding
hearing on Motion to Strike Affidavit of Ted Baird and
Motion to Shorten Time; draft Motion to Shorten Time
for Hearing and Notice of Hearing; review website and
video webcam of Meridian City Hall grand opening.

4/5/2010 TGW Continue work on motion to strike and response to City's 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
Motion for Leave to Amend to add a claim for punitive
damages

4/5/2010 EKK Meeting on punitive damages issue. 0.10 200.00 20.00

4/5/2010 PRC Review, edit and fmalize and process for filing and serve 2.10 95.00 199.50
Motion to Strike and Memorandum in Support of Motion
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/1/2010 EKK 

4/1/2010 PRC 

4/1/2010 MEW 

4/2/2010 TGW 

4/212010 EKK 

4/2/2010 MEW 

4/2/2010 PRC 

4/5/2010 TGW 

4/5/2010 EKK 

4/5/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett regarding same; continue 
to work on memorandum in support of summary 
judgment and identify excerpts that can be used in 
response to Meridian's motion for leave to amend 

Review of Motion for Punitive Damages filed by 
opposing counsel; examined affidavit and memorandum 
in support of motion. 

Prepare email correspondence to clients and Kurt Kramer 
regarding Meridian's Motion for Leave to File First 
Amended Complaint; review Notice of Hearing and task 
and calendar hearing and deadline for filing objection; 
prepare letter to Associated Reporting lodging Gene 
Bennett's verification and changes. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding opposing counsel's 
motion for punitive damages. 

Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support of Motion 
for Leave to Amend and support affidavit by Theordore 
W. Baird, Jr.; initiate preparation of motion to strike 
affidavit; initiate preparation of response 

Review correspondence; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett; conferred with M. Whatcott on facts for 
Petra case. 

Review opposing counsel's motion for leave to amend, 
memorandum and affidavit of Theodore Baird; prepare 
motion to strike; draft memorandum in support of motion 
to strike; research issues for evidentiary argument; draft 
memorandum in opposition to motion to amend; research 
standards and case law addressing punitive damages; 
conference with E. Klein regarding opposing counsel's 
affidavit; status to T. Walker. 

Review Memorandum and Affidavit of Theodore Baird; 
prepare email correspondence to Kurt Kramer regarding 
same; telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 
hearing on Motion to Strike Affidavit of Ted Baird and 
Motion to Shorten Time; draft Motion to Shorten Time 
for Hearing and Notice of Hearing; review website and 
video webcam of Meridian City Hall grand opening. 

Continue work on motion to strike and response to City's 
Motion for Leave to Amend to add a claim for punitive 
damages 

Meeting on punitive damages issue. 

Review, edit and fmalize and process for filing and serve 
Motion to Strike and Memorandum in Support of Motion 

6/2012011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

0040 95.00 38.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

1.10 275.00 302.50 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

6.70 190.00 1,273.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 

0.10 200.00 20.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee LI.,.ing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

to Strike Affidavit of Ted Baird; review and edit
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Leave to
Amend by City of Meridian; prepare email
correspondence to Gene Bennett regarding same;
prepare email to Kurt Kramer regarding filings.

4/5/2010 MEW Research additional case law for citations in support of 4.50 190.00 855.00
motion to strike; conference with T. Walker; G. Bennett
and 1. Frank; work on memorandum in opposition to
motion for punitive damages.

4/6/2010 TGW Continue work on opposition to Meridian's motion for 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
leave to amend to add punitive damages claims; review
and revise motion for enlargement prior to filing; review
and select documents for exhibits; several telephone
conference with Jerry and Gene Bennett; exchange
several emails regarding same with Gene Bennett; work
on Bennett's April 7, 2010 affidavit

4/6/2010 EKK Review video and obtained quotations for use in 1.60 200.00 320.00
response to motion for punitive damages and provided
same to T. Walker; review correspondence.

4/6/2010 PRC Prepare Petra's Motion for Enlargement of Page 6.30 95.00 598.50
Limitation and proposed Order and file with Court and
service on opposing counsel; review and edit
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Leave to
Amend; work on Affidavit of Gene Bennett; review
deposition exhibits and production documents. and
identify exhibits to affidavit.

4/6/2010 MEW Draft portions on memorandum in support of motion for 1.00 190.00 190.00
summary judgment regarding legal standard for court
trial and section on course of dealing; status to T.
Walker.

4/7/2010 TGW Continue work on response to Meridian's motion for 5040 275.00 1,485.00
leave to amend to add punitive damages

41712010 EKK Assist with gathering documents for use for response to 0040 200.00 80.00
Motion for Punitive Damages.

41712010 MEW Research current appellate decisions addressing punitive 1.50 190.00 285.00
damages; review cases and supplement briefing with
additional legal authority; status to T. Walker.

4/7/2010 PRC Compile and mark exhibits to Gene Bennett's affidavit; 5.50 95.00 522.50
review and search Meridian documents for relevant
minutes; finalize Memorandum and affidavits of Gene
Bennett, Thomas Walker and Jerry Frank; review and
respond to emails from client regarding same; process
and prepare all for filing.
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008346

Transactions Fee LI.,l,ing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/5/2010 MEW 

4/6/2010 TGW 

4/6/2010 EKK 

4/6/2010 PRC 

4/6/2010 MEW 

4/7/2010 TGW 

41712010 EKK 

41712010 MEW 

4/7/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

to Strike Affidavit of Ted Baird; review and edit 
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Leave to 
Amend by City of Meridian; prepare email 
correspondence to Gene Bennett regarding same; 
prepare email to Kurt Kramer regarding filings. 

Research additional case law for citations in support of 
motion to strike; conference with T. Walker; G. Bennett 
and 1. Frank; work on memorandum in opposition to 
motion for punitive damages. 

Continue work on opposition to Meridian's motion for 
leave to amend to add punitive damages claims; review 
and revise motion for enlargement prior to filing; review 
and select documents for exhibits; several telephone 
conference with Jerry and Gene Bennett; exchange 
several emails regarding same with Gene Bennett; work 
on Bennett's April 7, 2010 affidavit 

Review video and obtained quotations for use in 
response to motion for punitive damages and provided 
same to T. Walker; review correspondence. 

Prepare Petra's Motion for Enlargement of Page 
Limitation and proposed Order and file with Court and 
service on opposing counsel; review and edit 
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Leave to 
Amend; work on Affidavit of Gene Bennett; review 
deposition exhibits and production documents. and 
identify exhibits to affidavit. 

Draft portions on memorandum in support of motion for 
summary judgment regarding legal standard for court 
trial and section on course of dealing; status to T. 
Walker. 

Continue work on response to Meridian's motion for 
leave to amend to add punitive damages 

Assist with gathering documents for use for response to 
Motion for Punitive Damages. 

Research current appellate decisions addressing punitive 
damages; review cases and supplement briefing with 
additionallegal authority; status to T. Walker. 

Compile and mark exhibits to Gene Bennett's affidavit; 
review and search Meridian documents for relevant 
minutes; finalize Memorandum and affidavits of Gene 
Bennett, Thomas Walker and Jerry Frank; review and 
respond to emails from client regarding same; process 
and prepare all for filing. 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.50 190.00 855.00 

4.80 275.00 1,320.00 

1.60 200.00 320.00 

6.30 95.00 598.50 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

5.40 275.00 1,485.00 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

1.50 190.00 285.00 

5.50 95.00 522.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

4/8/2010 PRC Case management and pleading docketing; prepare oral 1.60 95.00 152.00
argument hearing notebook for attorney's hearing
preparation; telephone conference with Judge Wilper's
clerk regarding rescheduling hearings on pending
motions; prepare Amended Notice of Hearing for filing
and service; prepare email correspondence to Kurt
Kramer regarding Petra's filing of Opposition
Memorandum and supporting affidavits; prepare email
correspondence to client regarding status update of
hearing on pending motions.

4/9/2010 MEW Review memorandum in opposition to motion for leave to 0.50 190.00 95.00
amend and work on shortening per court order.

4/12/2010 TGW Prepare motion for leave to file substitute brief in 3.10 275.00 852.50
response to Judge Wilper's order limiting the number of
pages to 35 instead of 50; work on revisions to brief;
lenghty telephone conference with Jerry regarding status
of punitive damages and summary judgment proceedings

4/12/2010 PRC Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding Order 1.40 95.00 133.00
for Enlargement of Page Limitation; telephone call from
Judge Wilper's clerk regarding same; confer with
attorney; prepare Motion for Leave to File Substitute
Memorandum; Motion for Order to Shorten Time for
Hearing; Notice of Hearing and proposed orders; fmalize
and process for service on opposing counsel and filing;
telephone call to opposing counsel regarding
rescheduling of continued deposition of Thomas
Coughlin; coordinate date with Tom Coughlin and
attorney.

4/13/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding shortening brief 0.20 190.00 38.00
and sections to omit.

4/13/2010 TGW Deal with Substituted Memorandum issues 0.30 275.00 82.50

4/13/2010 EKK Review further pleadings from opposing counsel; review 0.20 200.00 40.00
correspondence on case tasks.

4/13/2010 PRC Telephone call from Clerk's office regarding filing; 0.60 95.00 57.00
telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk; prepare correct ex
parte motion to file substitute brief; prepare draft order;
review and respond to email from Tom Coughlin
regarding upcoming depositions.

4/14/2010 TGW Commence preparation for oral argument in opposition to 1.20 275.00 330.00
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add a claim for
punitive damages

4/14/2010 PRC Telephone call to Inga at Judge Wilper's chambers 0.30 95.00 28.50
regarding Order to File Substitute Brief; telephone call to
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/8/2010 PRC 

4/9/2010 MEW 

4/12/2010 TGW 

4112/2010 PRC 

4/13/2010 MEW 

4113/2010 TGW 

4/1312010 EKK 

4/13/2010 PRC 

4/14/2010 TGW 

4114/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Case management and pleading docketing; prepare oral 
argument hearing notebook for attorney's hearing 
preparation; telephone conference with Judge Wi1per's 
clerk regarding rescheduling hearings on pending 
motions; prepare Amended Notice of Hearing for filing 
and service; prepare email correspondence to Kurt 
Kramer regarding Petra's filing of Opposition 
Memorandum and supporting affidavits; prepare email 
correspondence to client regarding status update of 
hearing on pending motions. 

Review memorandum in opposition to motion for leave to 
amend and work on shortening per court order. 

Prepare motion for leave to file substitute brief in 
response to Judge Wilper's order limiting the number of 
pages to 35 instead of 50; work on revisions to brief; 
lenghty telephone conference with Jerry regarding status 
of punitive damages and summary judgment proceedings 

Telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding Order 
for Enlargement of Page Limitation; telephone call from 
Judge Wilper's clerk regarding same; confer with 
attorney; prepare Motion for Leave to File Substitute 
Memorandum; Motion for Order to Shorten Time for 
Hearing; Notice of Hearing and proposed orders; fmalize 
and process for service on opposing counsel and filing; 
telephone call to opposing counsel regarding 
rescheduling of continued deposition of Thomas 
Coughlin; coordinate date with Tom Coughlin and 
attorney. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding shortening brief 
and sections to omit. 

Deal with Substituted Memorandum issues 

Review further pleadings from opposing counsel; review 
correspondence on case tasks. 

Telephone call from Clerk's office regarding filing; 
telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk; prepare correct ex 
parte motion to file substitute brief; prepare draft order; 
review and respond to email from Tom Coughlin 
regarding upcoming depositions. 

Commence preparation for oral argument in opposition to 
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add a claim for 
punitive damages 

Telephone call to Inga at Judge Wilper's chambers 
regarding Order to File Substitute Brief; telephone call to 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.60 95.00 152.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

3.10 275.00 852.50 

1.40 95.00 133.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

Page: 51 



Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Inga regarding filing of Memorandum and confIrmation
that same was filed and lodged; review facsimile
confIrmation of filing of Substitute Memorandum.

4/14/2010 EKK Conferred with on plans in case moving forward and 0.20 200.00 40.00
tasks to do.

4/15/2010 TGW Continue review of briefs and cases in preparation for 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
oral argument on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to
add a claim for punitive damages; telephone conference
with Gene Bennett and Jerry regarding retention of an
expert; telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding
same; prepare letter of explanation for Rich Bauer; work
on revised memorandum in support of Petra's motion for
summary judgment, removing facts, law and argument
covered in Petra's opposition to Meridian's motion for
leave to amend to add punitive damages

4/15/2010 PRC Ready exhibits for deposition of Thomas Coughlin; 1.90 95.00 180.50
review email correspondence from opposing counsel
regarding cancellation of deposition; telephone calls to
reach Tom Coughlin regarding same; review Substitute
Memorandum; prepare Errata sheet to clarify certain
footnote references to City of Meridian Bates numbers
and exhibit references; file and serve; review attorney's
oral argument outline; meeting with attorney regarding
same; commence review and comparison of
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Amend to Add
a Claim for Punitives and draft summary judgment
memorandum and identify areas of duplication or to be
amended.

4/16/2010 TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion to strike 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
the Baird affIdavit; conference with Mackenzie regarding
same; continue work on oral argument on Meridian's
motion for leave to add punitive damages; continue work
on summary judgment memorandum considering the
facts, law and arguments submitted previously in Petra's
motion to dismiss and opposition to Meridian's motion
for leave to amend

4/16/2010 PRC Prepare Motion to Withdraw Motion to Strike AffIdavit 0.80 95.00 76.00
of Theodore Baird for filing and facsimile service on
opposing counsel;

4/16/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's objection to our motion to 0.60 190.00 114.00
strike; conference with T. Walker.

4/19/2010 TGW Prepare for conference with Rich Bauer, construction 2.80 275.00 770.00
management expert, Jerry, Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin; exchange communications with experts;
initiate assembly of documents for delivery to experts
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008348

Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4114/2010 EKK 

4/15/2010 TGW 

4115/2010 PRC 

4116/2010 TGW 

4/16/2010 PRC 

4/16/2010 MEW 

4119/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Inga regarding filing of Memorandum and confIrmation 
that same was filed and lodged; review facsimile 
confIrmation of filing of Substitute Memorandum. 

Conferred with on plans in case moving forward and 
tasks to do. 

Continue review of briefs and cases in preparation for 
oral argument on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to 
add a claim for punitive damages; telephone conference 
with Gene Bennett and Jerry regarding retention of an 
expert; telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding 
same; prepare letter of explanation for Rich Bauer; work 
on revised memorandum in support of Petra's motion for 
summary judgment, removing facts, law and argument 
covered in Petra's opposition to Meridian's motion for 
leave to amend to add punitive damages 

Ready exhibits for deposition of Thomas Coughlin; 
review email correspondence from opposing counsel 
regarding cancellation of deposition; telephone calls to 
reach Tom Coughlin regarding same; review Substitute 
Memorandum; prepare Errata sheet to clarify certain 
footnote references to City of Meridian Bates numbers 
and exhibit references; file and serve; review attorney's 
oral argument outline; meeting with attorney regarding 
same; commence review and comparison of 
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Amend to Add 
a Claim for Punitives and draft summary judgment 
memorandum and identify areas of duplication or to be 
amended. 

Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion to strike 
the Baird affIdavit; conference with Mackenzie regarding 
same; continue work on oral argument on Meridian's 
motion for leave to add punitive damages; continue work 
on summary judgment memorandum considering the 
facts, law and arguments submitted previously in Petra's 
motion to dismiss and opposition to Meridian's motion 
for leave to amend 

Prepare Motion to Withdraw Motion to Strike AffIdavit 
of Theodore Baird for filing and facsimile service on 
opposing counsel; 

Review opposing counsel's objection to our motion to 
strike; conference with T. Walker. 

Prepare for conference with Rich Bauer, construction 
management expert, Jerry, Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin; exchange communications with experts; 
initiate assembly of documents for delivery to experts 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

4.80 275.00 1,320.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

2.80 275.00 770.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

4/19/2010 EKK Review latest case information. 0.20 200.00 40.00

4/19/2010 PRC Work on Summary Judgment Memorandum and 6.30 95.00 598.50
Statement of Undisputed Facts; commence preparation
of affidavits for Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin;
prepare package for expert witness for hand delivery.

4/20/2010 TGW Review Meridian's Reply Memorandum; send email to 11.80 275.00 3,245.00
Trout regarding same and his notice regarding an
evidentiary hearing on the motion for leave to amend to
add punitive damages; prepare for and defend continued
deposition of Gene Bennett; post deposition wrap up
and analysis; conference with Gene Bennett; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding same

4/20/2010 EKK Review information related to expert and latest filing by 0040 200.00 80.00
opposing counsel relating to punitive damages.

4/20/2010 PRC Finalize document package for hand delivery to expert 2.30 95.00 218.50
witnesses; prepare letter to experts regarding same;
review, track and classify electronic correspondence;
document search for attorney during deposition of Gene
Bennett for relevant warranty and contract information.

4/20/2010 MEW Review reply from opposing counsel to motion for leave 1.10 190.00 209.00
to amend; research cases regarding protective orders for
abusive discovery tactics in depositions.

4/21/2010 TGW Prepare for day three continuation of Gene Bennett's 11.50 275.00 3,162.50
deposition; initiate assembly of Monthly Reports for
experts' review; attend and defend continued deposition
of Gene Bennett; several conferences with Gene Bennett;
several telephone conferences with Jerry Frank regarding
deposition testimony; post deposition wrap and report
to Jerry Frank

4/21/2010 SWW Conference with Tom Walker regarding punitive damage 0.50 275.00 137.50
hearing

4/21/2010 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on depositions; examined 0.30 200.00 60.00
information related to current issues.

4/21/2010 PRC Work on Statement of Undisputed Facts; stand ready 4.50 95.00 427.50
and research and review during deposition by opposing
counsel regarding documents produced by both sides
for relevant information and status updates to attorney;
several telephone calls to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding
vacation and rescheduling of hearing on Meridian's
Motion for Leave to File Amended Complaint; telephone
call to client regarding same and status of hearing;
prepare Motion to Vacate Hearing and Reschedule;
Motion to Shorten Time for Hearing; Notice of Hearing
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4119/2010 EKK 

4/19/2010 PRC 

4/20/2010 TGW 

4/20/2010 EKK 

4/20/2010 PRC 

4/20/2010 MEW 

4/2112010 TGW 

4/2112010 SWW 

4/2112010 EKK 

4/21/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Review latest case information. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Work on Summary Judgment Memorandum and 
Statement of Undisputed Facts; commence preparation 
of affidavits for Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin; 
prepare package for expert witness for hand delivery. 

Review Meridian's Reply Memorandum; send email to 
Trout regarding same and his notice regarding an 
evidentiary hearing on the motion for leave to amend to 
add punitive damages; prepare for and defend continued 
deposition of Gene Bennett; post deposition wrap up 
and analysis; conference with Gene Bennett; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding same 

Review information related to expert and latest filing by 
opposing counsel relating to punitive damages. 

Finalize document package for hand delivery to expert 
witnesses; prepare letter to experts regarding same; 
review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 
document search for attorney during deposition of Gene 
Bennett for relevant warranty and contract information. 

Review reply from opposing counsel to motion for leave 
to amend; research cases regarding protective orders for 
abusive discovery tactics in depositions. 

Prepare for day three continuation of Gene Bennett's 
deposition; initiate assembly of Monthly Reports for 
experts' review; attend and defend continued deposition 
of Gene Bennett; several conferences with Gene Bennett; 
several telephone conferences with Jerry Frank regarding 
deposition testimony; post deposition wrap and report 
to Jerry Frank 

Conference with Tom Walker regarding punitive damage 
hearing 

Conferred with T. Walker on depositions; examined 
information related to current issues. 

Work on Statement of Undisputed Facts; stand ready 
and research and review during deposition by opposing 
counsel regarding documents produced by both sides 
for relevant information and status updates to attorney; 
several telephone calls to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 
vacation and rescheduling of hearing on Meridian's 
Motion for Leave to File Amended Complaint; telephone 
call to client regarding same and status of hearing; 
prepare Motion to Vacate Hearing and Reschedule; 
Motion to Shorten Time for Hearing; Notice of Hearing 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

6.30 95.00 598.50 

11.80 275.00 3,245.00 

0040 200.00 80.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

1.10 190.00 209.00 

11.50 275.00 3,162.50 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

4.50 95.00 427.50 
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

and Affidavit of Thomas Walker; mark exhibits to
Affidavit of Thomas Walker.

4/21/2010 MEW Research abusive discovery tactics; work on 2.50 190.00 475.00
memorandum to T. Walker; review punitive damages
cases regarding evidentiary hearings; status to T.
Walker

4/22/2010 TGW Work on motion and affidavit to vacate and reset 1.30 275.00 357.50
evidentiary hearing; work on Motion for Summary
Judgment brief and statement of facts

4/22/2010 EKK Review information on possible revised billings. 0.10 200.00 20.00

4/22/2010 PRC Review and respond to emails from Gene Bennett and 2.30 95.00 218.50
Tom Coughlin; case and document management; amend
and finalize Affidavit of Thomas Walker; process all for
filing and facsimile service; prepare documents for
attorney's review regarding prime contracts; continue
work on Statement of Facts and footnote references to
affidavit testimony.

4/23/2010 EKK Review information relating to architect; updated 0.30 200.00 60.00
information on expert and review of site; review
additional pleadings by opposing counsel.

4/23/2010 TGW Continue work on motion for summary judgment, 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
including extensive statement of undisputed facts and
supporting affidavits; exchange numerous emails with
Petra personnel regarding supporting documents for
motion for summary judgment

4123/2010 MEW Finalize memorandum to T. Walker regarding abusive 1.50 190.00 285.00
discovery tactics.

4/23/2010 TGW Review Meridian's motion to vacate trial date; 0.40 275.00 110.00
conference call with Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett
regarding Meridian's motion to vacate the trial date

4/23/2010 PRC Work on Statement of Facts; continue to review and 1.10 95.00 104.50
compile documents for additional exhibits to affidavits in
support of Motion for Summary Judgment.

4/26/2010 TGW Review memorandum regarding abuse of discovery 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
potentially in support of a motion for a protective order
to preclude further depositions and written discovery;
conduct additional research regarding cardinal change
doctrine; revise undisputed statement of facts and
memorandum in support of motion for summary
judgment; telephone conference with Richard Bauer,
expert witness, regarding affidavit testimony and expert's
report; telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding
same; participate in telephonic hearing on Petra's motion

6/20/20119:53:56 AM Page: 54
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/2112010 MEW 

4/22/2010 TGW 

4/22/2010 EKK 

4/22/2010 PRC 

4/23/2010 EKK 

4/23/2010 TGW 

4123/2010 MEW 

4/23/2010 TGW 

4/23/2010 PRC 

4/26/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

and Affidavit of Thomas Walker; mark exhibits to 
Affidavit of Thomas Walker. 

Research abusive discovery tactics; work on 
memorandum to T. Walker; review punitive damages 
cases regarding evidentiary hearings; status to T. 
Walker 

Work on motion and affidavit to vacate and reset 
evidentiary hearing; work on Motion for Summary 
Judgment brief and statement of facts 

Review information on possible revised billings. 

Review and respond to emails from Gene Bennett and 
Tom Coughlin; case and document management; amend 
and finalize Affidavit of Thomas Walker; process all for 
filing and facsimile service; prepare documents for 
attorney's review regarding prime contracts; continue 
work on Statement of Facts and footnote references to 
affidavit testimony. 

Review information relating to architect; updated 
information on expert and review of site; review 
additional pleadings by opposing counsel. 

Continue work on motion for summary judgment, 
including extensive statement of undisputed facts and 
supporting affidavits; exchange numerous emails with 
Petra personnel regarding supporting documents for 
motion for summary judgment 

Finalize memorandum to T. Walker regarding abusive 
discovery tactics. 

Review Meridian's motion to vacate trial date; 
conference call with Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett 
regarding Meridian's motion to vacate the trial date 

Work on Statement of Facts; continue to review and 
compile documents for additional exhibits to affidavits in 
support of Motion for Summary Judgment. 

Review memorandum regarding abuse of discovery 
potentially in support of a motion for a protective order 
to preclude further depositions and written discovery; 
conduct additional research regarding cardinal change 
doctrine; revise undisputed statement of facts and 
memorandum in support of motion for summary 
judgment; telephone conference with Richard Bauer, 
expert witness, regarding affidavit testimony and expert's 
report; telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding 
same; participate in telephonic hearing on Petra's motion 

6/20/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.50 190.00 475.00 

1.30 275.00 357.50 

0.10 200.00 20.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

6.50 275.00 1,787.50 

1.50 190.00 285.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

1.10 95.00 104.50 

8.40 275.00 2,310.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~.ing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

to vacate April 29, 2010 evidentiary hearing and
Meridian's motion to vacate the trial date

4/26/2010 PRC Review, track and classify electronic correspondence 0.30 95.00 28.50
with clients and expert witnesses; compile documents for
use at scheduling conference on Motion to Vacate
hearing on Motion to Amend.

4/26/2010 PRC Work on Statement of Facts and commence drafts of 4.30 95.00 408.50
affidavits of Gene Bennett and Thomas Coughlin;
research production and iConect documents and
commence compilation of additional project documents
for use as exhibits.

4/27/2010 TGW Exchange emails with Petra personnel regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
accounting and change order issues relevant to the
motion for summary judgment

4/27/2010 PRC Work on Statement of Facts; review production 4.30 95.00 408.50
documents and data base and continue compiling
documents relevant to footnote and affidavit testimony.

4/28/2010 TGW Follow up on back up for affidavits in support of motion 1.10 275.00 302.50
for summary judgment; exchange several emails with
Petra personnel regarding same; telephone conference
with Rich Bauer regarding Jack Lemley's affidavit
testimony; fmalize affidavit; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding supporting
affidavits for summary judgment; assist is assembling
documentary evidence; conduct additional research
regarding the cardinal change doctrine

4/28/2010 PRC Continue work on Statement of Facts and review of 5.30 95.00 503.50
production documents and compilation of exhibits for
supporting affidavits; prepare draft of Affidavit of
Thomas Walker in support of Motion for Summary
Judgment and affidavit of John Quapp; review and
respond to emails from clients regarding review of
Statement of Facts.

4/29/2010 TGW Review and revise affidavits in support of motion for 2.40 275.00 660.00
summary judgment; exchange emails with Petra
personnel regarding statement of facts; conference with
Pam Carson regarding same; continue work on witness
examination for hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to
amend to add a claim for punitive damages

4/29/2010 PRC Edit and finalize Affidavit of Thomas Walker and Jerry 2.80 95.00 266.00
Frank in support of Petra's Motion for Summary
Judgment; work on document production and exhibit
preparation for Statement of Facts; review and respond
to client's correspondence and review on Statement of
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Transactions Fee Li~.ing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/26/2010 PRC 

4/26/2010 PRC 

4/27/2010 TGW 

4/27/2010 PRC 

4/28/2010 TGW 

4/28/2010 PRC 

4/29/2010 TGW 

4/2912010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

to vacate April 29, 2010 evidentiary hearing and 
Meridian's motion to vacate the trial date 

Review, track and classify electronic correspondence 
with clients and expert witnesses; compile documents for 
use at scheduling conference on Motion to Vacate 
hearing on Motion to Amend. 

Work on Statement of Facts and commence drafts of 
affidavits of Gene Bennett and Thomas Coughlin; 
research production and iConect documents and 
commence compilation of additional project documents 
for use as exhibits. 

Exchange em ails with Petra personnel regarding 
accounting and change order issues relevant to the 
motion for summary judgment 

Work on Statement of Facts; review production 
documents and data base and continue compiling 
documents relevant to footnote and affidavit testimony. 

Follow up on back up for affidavits in support of motion 
for summary judgment; exchange several emails with 
Petra personnel regarding same; telephone conference 
with Rich Bauer regarding Jack Lemley's affidavit 
testimony; fmalize affidavit; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding supporting 
affidavits for summary judgment; assist is assembling 
documentary evidence; conduct additional research 
regarding the cardinal change doctrine 

Continue work on Statement of Facts and review of 
production documents and compilation of exhibits for 
supporting affidavits; prepare draft of Affidavit of 
Thomas Walker in support of Motion for Summary 
Judgment and affidavit of John Quapp; review and 
respond to emails from clients regarding review of 
Statement of Facts. 

Review and revise affidavits in support of motion for 
summary judgment; exchange emails with Petra 
personnel regarding statement of facts; conference with 
Pam Carson regarding same; continue work on witness 
examination for hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to 
amend to add a claim for punitive damages 

Edit and finalize Affidavit of Thomas Walker and Jerry 
Frank in support of Petra's Motion for Summary 
Judgment; work on document production and exhibit 
preparation for Statement of Facts; review and respond 
to client's correspondence and review on Statement of 
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Units Price Value 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

1.10 275.00 302.50 

5.30 95.00 503.50 

2.40 275.00 660.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Facts.

4/30/2010 TGW Prepare for and participate in conference with 8.50 275.00 2,337.50
Lombard-Conrad architects and their counsel, along with
Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin; continue
to work on witness examinations for evidentiary hearing
on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; commence work on next round of written
discovery requests; conference with Jack Lemley
regarding affidavit testimony

4/30/2010 PRC Work with client to identify additional exhibits and City 5.70 95.00 541.50
Council meeting minutes to support affidavit testimony.

5/3/2010 TGW Exchange emails with Lemley International regarding 5.30 275.00 1,457.50
expert witness matters; revise affidavits for Bennett and
Coughlin and transmit to them for final review and
comment; several conferences with trial team regarding
issues to be resolved on summary judgment

5/3/2010 PRC Continue work on compiling and marking exhibits in 3.80 95.00 361.00
support of Statement of Facts and Affidavits of Thomas
Coughlin and Eugene Bennett

5/4/2010 TGW Review and revise John Quapp's affidavit; revise 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
statement of facts for account for new information

5/4/2010 PRC Work on Memorandum and verify supporting affidavit 2.40 95.00 228.00
testimony for support in memorandum; prepare
Chamber's copy of exhibits to Motion for Summary
Judgment and index to same; prepare email
correspondence to John Quapp regarding affidavit;
review Deposition transcript; prepare letter to Gene
Bennett regarding deadline for review and comment on
deposition testimony; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer
regarding same.

5/5/2010 TGW Review and revise memorandum in support of motion for 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
summary judgment to incorporate additional facts
provided by witness affidavits and documents; exchange
several emails with Petra personnel regarding revised
Change Order No.2 and other [mal matters for inclusion
in statement of facts and affidavits; work on another
round of discovery requests; prepare oral arguments for
hearing on Petra's motion for summary judgment and in
opposition to Meridian's motion for leave to file a First
Amended Complaint adding a claim for punitive damages

5/5/2010 PRC Finalize Notice of Hearing, Motion for Summary 4.10 95.00 389.50
Judgment, Memorandum, and Statement of Facts; review
and finalize Exhibits and confirm references to affidavit
testimony; prepare for filing with Court and service;
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/30/2010 TGW 

4/30/2010 PRC 

5/3/2010 TGW 

5/3/2010 PRC 

5/4/2010 TGW 

5/4/2010 PRC 

5/5/2010 TGW 

5/5/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 
Facts. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Prepare for and participate in conference with 
Lombard-Conrad architects and their counsel, along with 
Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin; continue 
to work on witness examinations for evidentiary hearing 
on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
damages; commence work on next round of written 
discovery requests; conference with Jack Lemley 
regarding affidavit testimony 

Work with client to identify additional exhibits and City 
Council meeting minutes to support affidavit testimony. 

Exchange emails with Lemley International regarding 
expert witness matters; revise affidavits for Bennett and 
Coughlin and transmit to them for final review and 
comment; several conferences with trial team regarding 
issues to be resolved on summary judgment 

Continue work on compiling and marking exhibits in 
support of Statement of Facts and Affidavits of Thomas 
Coughlin and Eugene Bennett 

Review and revise John Quapp's affidavit; revise 
statement of facts for account for new information 

Work on Memorandum and verify supporting affidavit 
testimony for support in memorandum; prepare 
Chamber's copy of exhibits to Motion for Summary 
Judgment and index to same; prepare email 
correspondence to John Quapp regarding affidavit; 
review Deposition transcript; prepare letter to Gene 
Bennett regarding deadline for review and comment on 
deposition testimony; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer 
regarding same. 

Review and revise memorandum in support of motion for 
summary judgment to incorporate additional facts 
provided by witness affidavits and documents; exchange 
several emails with Petra personnel regarding revised 
Change Order No.2 and other [mal matters for inclusion 
in statement of facts and affidavits; work on another 
round of discovery requests; prepare oral arguments for 
hearing on Petra's motion for summary judgment and in 
opposition to Meridian's motion for leave to file a First 
Amended Complaint adding a claim for punitive damages 

Finalize Notice of Hearing, Motion for Summary 
Judgment, Memorandum, and Statement of Facts; review 
and finalize Exhibits and confirm references to affidavit 
testimony; prepare for filing with Court and service; 
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Units Price Value 

8.50 275.00 2,337.50 

5.70 95.00 541.50 

5.30 275.00 1,457.50 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

4.80 275.00 1,320.00 

2.40 95.00 228.00 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 
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Transactions Fee Lis"lng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

prepare Chamber's copy and index for Judge Wilper;
scan into data base exhibits supporting Statement of
Facts and affidavits; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer
regarding Summary Judgment filings.

5/6/2010 TGW Continue work on direct examinations for evidentiary 6.30 275.00 1,732.50
hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to add punitive
damages; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer regarding
current status of case and filing of Petra's summary
judgment papers

5/6/2010 PRC Review emails from Kurt Kramer regarding status of 2.60 95.00 247.00
case; prepare correspondence to Kurt Kramer; prepare
pdf exhibits to Eugene Bennett's April 7, 2010 Affidavit
and Supplemental Affidavit for overnight Federal
Express Courier; prepare letter to client regarding status
of summary judgment filings; case management and
docketing.

5/8/2010 TGW Continue work on witness examination for evidentiary 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add
punitive damages

5/10/2010 TGW Continue work on witness examinations and cross 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
examinations for evidentiary hearing on Meridian's
motion for leave to file first amended complaint to add a
claim for punitive damages; conduct additional research
and prepare opposition to anticipated motion by
Meridian to vacate the hearing on Petra's motion for
summary judgment

5/10/2010 PRC Review, edit and finalize drafts of direct exams and cross 4.10 95.00 389.50
exams for evidentiary hearing; edit and finalize
correspondence to client regarding same; commence
preparation of exhibits for use at evidentiary hearing;
review and respond to email correspondence from client.

5/11/2010 MEW Work on memorandum in support of opposition to 56(f) 0.30 190.00 57.00
motion.

5/12/2010 TGW Exchange information with Petra personnel regarding 0.70 275.00 192.50
contents of direct and cross examination outlines;
conference with Mackenzie regarding additional research
necessary to oppose expected Rule 56(f) motion; review
case in which opposing counsel lost a Rule 56(f) motion

5/12/2010 MEW Continue working on brief in opposition to the City's 2.70 190.00 513.00
56(f) motion; research federal district court cases and
supplement legal argument; status to T. Walker.

5/12/2010 PRC Review Statement of Undisputed Facts and affidavits; 2.10 95.00 199.50
commence work on timeline relating to City of Meridian
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Transactions Fee Lisl-Ing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/6/2010 TGW 

5/6/2010 PRC 

5/8/2010 TGW 

5/lO/2010 TGW 

5/10/20lO PRC 

511112010 MEW 

511212010 TGW 

5112/2010 MEW 

5112/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

prepare Chamber's copy and index for Judge Wilper; 
scan into data base exhibits supporting Statement of 
Facts and affidavits; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer 
regarding Summary Judgment filings. 

Continue work on direct examinations for evidentiary 
hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to add punitive 
damages; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer regarding 
current status of case and filing of Petra's summary 
judgment papers 

Review emails from Kurt Kramer regarding status of 
case; prepare correspondence to Kurt Kramer; prepare 
pdf exhibits to Eugene Bennett's April 7, 2010 Affidavit 
and Supplemental Affidavit for overnight Federal 
Express Courier; prepare letter to client regarding status 
of summary judgment filings; case management and 
docketing. 

Continue work on witness examination for evidentiary 
hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add 
punitive damages 

Continue work on witness examinations and cross 
examinations for evidentiary hearing on Meridian's 
motion for leave to file first amended complaint to add a 
claim for punitive damages; conduct additional research 
and prepare opposition to anticipated motion by 
Meridian to vacate the hearing on Petra's motion for 
summary judgment 

Review, edit and finalize drafts of direct exams and cross 
exams for evidentiary hearing; edit and finalize 
correspondence to client regarding same; commence 
preparation of exhibits for use at evidentiary hearing; 
review and respond to email correspondence from client. 

Work on memorandum in support of opposition to 56(f) 
motion. 

Exchange information with Petra personnel regarding 
contents of direct and cross examination outlines; 
conference with Mackenzie regarding additional research 
necessary to oppose expected Rule 56(f) motion; review 
case in which opposing counsel lost a Rule 56(f) motion 

Continue working on brief in opposition to the City's 
56(f) motion; research federal district court cases and 
supplement legal argument; status to T. Walker. 

Review Statement of Undisputed Facts and affidavits; 
commence work on time line relating to City of Meridian 
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Units Price Value 

6.30 275.00 1,732.50 

2.60 95.00 247.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

4.10 95.00 389.50 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

0.70 275.00 192.50 

2.70 190.00 513.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

City Hall Project; prepare draft of Errata to Statement of
Undisputed Facts; prepare Second Supplemental
Affidavit of Eugene Bennett

5/13/2010 TGW Review and revise timeline in preparation for conference 2.60 275.00 715.00
with Gene Bennett on dates and events; review
proposed Errata for the Undisputed Statement of Facts,
and a Second Supplemental Affidavit of Eugene Bennett
to correct a year change discovered when going through
the Statement of Facts; email opposing counsel with
suggested procedures for evidentiary hearing

5/13/2010 PRC Review file and exhibits to summary judgment pleadings; 1.90 95.00 180.50
completion of initial draft of Timeline regarding Meridian
City Hall project for meeting with client.

5/13/2010 EKK Review correspondence on case; examined spreadsheets 0.20 200.00 40.00
on money still unpaid by City of Meridian.

5/14/2010 TGW Prepare for and conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 2.60 275.00 715.00
Coughlin regarding key event dates and timeline; revise
timeline per discussions with Gene and Tom; awaiting
additional input from Gene and Tom regarding further
refinement of timeline

5/14/2010 PRC Meeting with attorney and clients regarding timeline, 1.50 95.00 142.50
testimony for evidentiary hearing and affidavits.

5/17/2010 TGW Review Coughlin's revised timeline; commence review of 0040 275.00 110.00
his notes on Meridian's witnesses depositions

5/18/2010 PRC Review timeline prepared by client; update timeline 2.80 95.00 266.00
exhibit for use at evidentiary hearing; commence
identifying and referencing exhibits for timeline entries.

5/18/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
direct and cross examinations

5/19/2010 TGW Continue work on time line and revisions to direct and 3040 275.00 935.00
cross examinations; review comments from Bennett and
Coughlin regarding same

5/19/2010 EKK Examined notes on depositions and timelines from 0.60 200.00 120.00
consultant; review correspondence.

5/19/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's 56(f) motion and affidavit 0.30 190.00 57.00
and brief.

5/20/2010 TGW Review Meridian's Rule 56(f), motion and supporting 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
affidavit; conduct additional legal research and work on
response to Meridian's motion, including supporting
affidavits

5/20/2010 EKK Examined Rule 56(f) filings from opposing party and 0.60 200.00 120.00
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/13/2010 TGW 

5/13/2010 PRC 

5/13/2010 EKK 

5/14/2010 TGW 

5/14/2010 PRC 

5/17/2010 TGW 

5/18/2010 PRC 

5/18/2010 TGW 

5/19/2010 TGW 

5/19/2010 EKK 

5/19/2010 MEW 

5/20/2010 TGW 

5/20/2010 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

City Hall Project; prepare draft of Errata to Statement of 
Undisputed Facts; prepare Second Supplemental 
Affidavit of Eugene Bennett 

Review and revise timeline in preparation for conference 
with Gene Bennett on dates and events; review 
proposed Errata for the Undisputed Statement of Facts, 
and a Second Supplemental Affidavit of Eugene Bennett 
to correct a year change discovered when going through 
the Statement of Facts; email opposing counsel with 
suggested procedures for evidentiary hearing 

Review file and exhibits to summary judgment pleadings; 
completion of initial draft of Timeline regarding Meridian 
City Hall project for meeting with client. 

Review correspondence on case; examined spreadsheets 
on money still unpaid by City of Meridian. 

Prepare for and conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding key event dates and timeline; revise 
time line per discussions with Gene and Tom; awaiting 
additional input from Gene and Tom regarding further 
refinement of time line 

Meeting with attorney and clients regarding time line, 
testimony for evidentiary hearing and affidavits. 

Review Coughlin's revised time line; commence review of 
his notes on Meridian's witnesses depositions 

Review timeline prepared by client; update time line 
exhibit for use at evidentiary hearing; commence 
identifying and referencing exhibits for timeline entries. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
direct and cross examinations 

Continue work on time line and revisions to direct and 
cross examinations; review comments from Bennett and 
Coughlin regarding same 

Examined notes on depositions and time lines from 
consultant; review correspondence. 

Review opposing counsel's 56(f) motion and affidavit 
and brief. 

Review Meridian's Rule 56(f), motion and supporting 
affidavit; conduct additional legal research and work on 
response to Meridian's motion, including supporting 
affidavits 

Examined Rule 56(f) filings from opposing party and 
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Units Price Value 

2.60 275.00 715.00 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

2.60 275.00 715.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

0040 275.00 110.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

3040 275.00 935.00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 
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Transactions Fee Li.,llng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

conferred on same.

5/20/2010 PRC Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support of Rule 56(t) 3.10 95.00 294.50
Motion; prepare Affidavit of Thomas Walker in support
of Petra's Opposition to Rule 56(t) Motion; prepare
Affidavit of Jerry Frank; review, edit and fmalize
Memorandum in Opposition to Rule 56(t) Motion.

5/20/2010 MEW Research additional case law for opposition to 56(t) 0.60 190.00 114.00
motion; status to T. Walker.

5/20/2010 FJH Conference with Tom; reviewed and revised 1.00 190.00 190.00
memorandum of law in opposition to further delay by
Meridian.

5/21/2010 PRC Finalize and process for filing Opposition, Affidavit of 1.80 95.00 171.00
Thomas Walker and Affidavit of Jerry Frank; prepare
correspondence to Kurt Kramer regarding Meridian's
Rule 56(t) Motion and our opposition; prepare email to
client regarding same; process for facsimile service on
opposing counsel.

5/22/2010 TGW Commence preparation for oral argument on Meridian's 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
Rule 56(t) motion

5/24/2010 TGW Continue preparation for oral argument; review cases 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
and all briefmg; review Construction Management
Agreement; conference with Mackenzie regarding
argument for hearing and possible schedule of
preparation of a reply; attend and argue at hearing; post
hearing conference with Gene Bennett and Tom
coughlin; lengthy telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding same and status of case going forward

5/24/2010 PRC Several telephone calls with Bridge City regarding 0.70 95.00 66.50
production project; prepare first draft of Response to
City of Meridian's Fourth Requests for Production of
Documents; draft Notice of Service of Discovery.

5/25/2010 TGW Conduct additional legal research and commence 5.60 275.00 1,540.00
preparation of Supplemental Memorandum regarding
section 2.1.5 of the Construction Management
Agreement providing that Petra will not be liable for the
intentional acts of its employees or those retained by
Petra; telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding
preparation for upcoming evidentiary hearing

5/25/2010 PRC Telephone conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding 0.50 95.00 47.50
discovery responses and review of DVD's; review
proposal by Bridge City; telephone to Bridge City
regarding revision to same; prepare follow up email
correspondence to opposing counsel regarding
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Transactions Fee Li.,tlng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/20/2010 PRC 

5/20/2010 MEW 

5/20/2010 FJH 

5/2112010 PRC 

5/22/2010 TGW 

5/24/2010 TGW 

5/24/2010 PRC 

5/25/2010 TGW 

5/25/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

conferred on same. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support of Rule 56(t) 
Motion; prepare Affidavit of Thomas Walker in support 
of Petra's Opposition to Rule 56(t) Motion; prepare 
Affidavit of Jerry Frank; review, edit and fmalize 
Memorandum in Opposition to Rule 56(t) Motion. 

Research additional case law for opposition to 56(t) 
motion; status to T. Walker. 

Conference with Tom; reviewed and revised 
memorandum of law in opposition to further delay by 
Meridian. 

Finalize and process for filing Opposition, Affidavit of 
Thomas Walker and Affidavit of Jerry Frank; prepare 
correspondence to Kurt Kramer regarding Meridian's 
Rule 56(t) Motion and our opposition; prepare email to 
client regarding same; process for facsimile service on 
opposing counsel. 

Commence preparation for oral argument on Meridian's 
Rule 56(t) motion 

Continue preparation for oral argument; review cases 
and all briefmg; review Construction Management 
Agreement; conference with Mackenzie regarding 
argument for hearing and possible schedule of 
preparation of a reply; attend and argue at hearing; post 
hearing conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
coughlin; lengthy telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding same and status of case going forward 

Several telephone calls with Bridge City regarding 
production project; prepare first draft of Response to 
City of Meridian's Fourth Requests for Production of 
Documents; draft Notice of Service of Discovery. 

Conduct additional legal research and commence 
preparation of Supplemental Memorandum regarding 
section 2.1.5 of the Construction Management 
Agreement providing that Petra will not be liable for the 
intentional acts of its employees or those retained by 
Petra; telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
preparation for upcoming evidentiary hearing 

Telephone conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding 
discovery responses and review of DVD's; review 
proposal by Bridge City; telephone to Bridge City 
regarding revision to same; prepare follow up email 
correspondence to opposing counsel regarding 
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Units Price Value 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

5.60 275.00 1,540.00 

0.50 95.00 47.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

procedure for evidentiary and trial exhibit numbering.

5/25/2010 MEW Research case law authority regarding intentional 2.00 190.00 380.00
conduct for supplemental brief regard exclusion clause in
contract for intentional conduct; research authority
regarding public policy and regarding liability of
employer; supplement brief; status to T. Walker.

5/26/2010 TGW Continue work on legal memorandum regarding 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
paragraph 2.1.5 of the Construction Management
Agreement; conference with Stan Welsh and Mackenzie
Whatcott regarding same; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding depositions;
several telephone conferences with Gene Bennett
regarding evidentiary hearing testimony; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank; exchange several emails
with experts; notify opposing counsel of available
deposition dates

5/26/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding supplemental brief 2.80 190.00 532.00
regarding exclusionary provision in contract; conference
with T. Walker; E. Klein and P.Carson regarding strategy
and preparation for evidentiary hearing; draft motion for
order for procedure at hearing; draft memorandum in
support and prepare draft order; status to T. Walker.

5/26/2010 PRC Review discovery documents produced by both City of 3.10 95.00 294.50
Meridian and Petra; meeting with attorneys regarding
case strategy and upcoming evidentiary hearing
preparation; telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk to
schedule telephonic conference on Motion for Order
Regarding Procedure for Evidentiary Hearing; prepare
Notice of Telephonic Hearing; prepare Motion to
Shorten Time; prepare proposed order.

5/27/2010 TGW Continue work on preparation for evidentiary hearing, 5.80 275.00 1,595.00
including review and revision of motion regarding
procedures and direct and cross examinations

5/27/2010 PRC Prepare Affidavit of Thomas Walker in support of 0.80 95.00 76.00
Motion for Order Regarding Procedure for Evidentiary
Hearing; pull and mark exhibits for affidavit; edit and
finalize Motion and Memorandum; process for filing and
service on opposing counsel.

5/27/2010 EKK Review correspondence on case. 0.30 200.00 60.00

5/27/2010 PRC Document search on iConect; upload and print City of 2.30 95.00 218.50
Meridian meeting minutes and provide to client for
review.

5/28/2010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/25/2010 MEW 

5/26/2010 TGW 

5/26/2010 MEW 

5/26/2010 PRC 

5/27/2010 TGW 

5/27/2010 PRC 

5/27/2010 EKK 

5/27/2010 PRC 

5/28/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

procedure for evidentiary and trial exhibit numbering. 

Research case law authority regarding intentional 
conduct for supplemental brief regard exclusion clause in 
contract for intentional conduct; research authority 
regarding public policy and regarding liability of 
employer; supplement brief; status to T. Walker. 

Continue work on legal memorandum regarding 
paragraph 2.1.5 of the Construction Management 
Agreement; conference with Stan Welsh and Mackenzie 
Whatcott regarding same; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding depositions; 
several telephone conferences with Gene Bennett 
regarding evidentiary hearing testimony; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank; exchange several emails 
with experts; notify opposing counsel of available 
deposition dates 

Conference with T. Walker regarding supplemental brief 
regarding exclusionary provision in contract; conference 
with T. Walker; E. Klein and P.Carson regarding strategy 
and preparation for evidentiary hearing; draft motion for 
order for procedure at hearing; draft memorandum in 
support and prepare draft order; status to T. Walker. 

Review discovery documents produced by both City of 
Meridian and Petra; meeting with attorneys regarding 
case strategy and upcoming evidentiary hearing 
preparation; telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk to 
schedule telephonic conference on Motion for Order 
Regarding Procedure for Evidentiary Hearing; prepare 
Notice of Telephonic Hearing; prepare Motion to 
Shorten Time; prepare proposed order. 

Continue work on preparation for evidentiary hearing, 
including review and revision of motion regarding 
procedures and direct and cross examinations 

Prepare Affidavit of Thomas Walker in support of 
Motion for Order Regarding Procedure for Evidentiary 
Hearing; pull and mark exhibits for affidavit; edit and 
finalize Motion and Memorandum; process for filing and 
service on opposing counsel. 

Review correspondence on case. 

Document search on iConect; upload and print City of 
Meridian meeting minutes and provide to client for 
review. 

Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 

6/20/20119:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.00 190.00 380.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

2.80 190.00 532.00 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

5.80 275.00 1,595.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Meridian's motion for leave to amend, including
preparation of plan; examinations and cross
examinations; continue preparation for continuing
depositions of Petra's witnesses; continue trial
preparation; exchange emails with Petra personnel and
trial team regarding same; prepare preparation plan for
hearing and continuing depositions; review Valley Times
Article and provide copy to Petra personnel; attempt to
trace owner of petragotsued@gmai1.com; request
authorization to have professional search perfonned;
draft response to Editor of The Valley times

5/28/2010 EKK Review correspondence on case and potential issues; 0.30 200.00 60.00
examined article and draft response.

611/2010 TGW Continue work on direct and cross examinations; review 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
Coughlin's notes on Meridian's motion for leave to
amend and Ted Baird affidavit; conduct detailed review
of analysis of pay application no. 17; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding gathering and
analysis of infonnation; conduct research on Ann
Jackson, owner of petragotsued@gmai1.com; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding preparation for
evidentiary hearing

6/112010 EKK Conferred with P. Carson on pay applications; telephone 2.00 200.00 400.00
conference with T. Coughlin and G. Bennett; meeting
with P. Carson and T. Walker; examined infonnation from
T. Coughlin on Baird's filing and the City's motion;
began pay application comparison of documents.

611/2010 PRC Research documents produced by the City of Meridian; 3.80 95.00 361.00
prepare copies of Meridian's pay applications; telephone
conference with Gene and Tom Coughlin regarding
review of pay applications.

6/2/2010 TGW Continue analysis and preparation for evidentiary 3.20 275.00 880.00
hearing; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding same, as well as Petra's response to fourth
Requests for Production by City of Meridian

6/2/2010 PRC Review documents produced by Meridian; review direct 3.20 95.00 304.00
examination outlines; prepare draft of exhibit list for
evidentiary hearing.

6/3/2010 EKK Review correspondence; further analysis of pay 2.20 200.00 440.00
applications and comparison of documents; telephone
conference with Tom Coughlin; correspondence on
case; review infonnation for meeting tomorrow.

6/3/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 3.40 275.00 935.00
Coughlin regarding pending matters in preparation for
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/28/2010 EKK 

611/2010 TGW 

6/112010 EKK 

611/2010 PRC 

6/2/2010 TGW 

6/2/2010 PRC 

6/3/2010 EKK 

6/3/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Meridian's motion for leave to amend, including 
preparation of plan; examinations and cross 
examinations; continue preparation for continuing 
depositions of Petra's witnesses; continue trial 
preparation; exchange emails with Petra personnel and 
trial team regarding same; prepare preparation plan for 
hearing and continuing depositions; review Valley Times 
Article and provide copy to Petra personnel; attempt to 
trace owner of petragotsued@gmail.com; request 
authorization to have professional search perfonned; 
draft response to Editor of The Valley times 

Review correspondence on case and potential issues; 
examined article and draft response. 

Continue work on direct and cross examinations; review 
Coughlin's notes on Meridian's motion for leave to 
amend and Ted Baird affidavit; conduct detailed review 
of analysis of pay application no. 17; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding gathering and 
analysis of infonnation; conduct research on Ann 
Jackson, owner of petragotsued@gmail.com; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding preparation for 
evidentiary hearing 

Conferred with P. Carson on pay applications; telephone 
conference with T. Coughlin and G. Bennett; meeting 
with P. Carson and T. Walker; examined infonnation from 
T. Coughlin on Baird's filing and the City's motion; 
began pay application comparison of documents. 

Research documents produced by the City of Meridian; 
prepare copies of Meridian's pay applications; telephone 
conference with Gene and Tom Coughlin regarding 
review of pay applications. 

Continue analysis and preparation for evidentiary 
hearing; telephone conference with Gene Bennett 
regarding same, as well as Petra's response to fourth 
Requests for Production by City of Meridian 

Review documents produced by Meridian; review direct 
examination outlines; prepare draft of exhibit list for 
evidentiary hearing. 

Review correspondence; further analysis of pay 
applications and comparison of documents; telephone 
conference with Tom Coughlin; correspondence on 
case; review infonnation for meeting tomorrow. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding pending matters in preparation for 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

2.00 200.00 400.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

2.20 200.00 440.00 

3.40 275.00 935.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

evidentiary hearing; exchange emails with Rich Bauer,
Lemley International, regarding expert's report;
conference with Erika Klein and Pam Carson regarding
pay application and minute reviews

6/3/2010 PRC Prepare for meeting with clients; compile exhibits for 1.80 95.00 171.00
evidentiary hearing and prepare proposed exhibit list;
review emails from client regarding responses to issues
raised by Trout.

6/4/2010 TGW Prepare for and conduct witness preparation conference; 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
prepare affidavit for Jack Vaughn; conference with
Mackenzie regarding demonstrative exhibits for summary
judgment hearing

6/4/2010 EKK Witness preparation meeting in case; review further 3.10 200.00 620.00
correspondence.

6/4/2010 MEW Attend meeting with Petra for preparation for June 14th 2.70 190.00 513.00
hearing; conference with T. Walker.

6/4/2010 PRC Preparation meeting for Evidentiary Hearing with clients; 3.40 95.00 323.00
telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding
scheduling hearing on Motion for Summary Judgment;
task and calendar; prepare email to clients regarding
same; prepare email to Jack Lemley and Richard Bauer
regarding deposition of Jack Lemley; electronically task
and calendar.

61712010 TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's request for a 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
status conference to determine procedures for
evidentiary hearing; conduct additional legal research
and prepare oral argument; two lengthy telephone
conferences with Jerry regarding Meridian's response;
two telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding
same; telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding
requests for additional City Council meeting minutes
dealing with budgets and cost estimates; conduct
additional legal research in preparation for hearing;
participate in hearing; telephone conference with Jerry

61712010 MEW Work on oral argumen~ responding to City's response to 1.60 190.00 304.00
disclosure of exhibit and witnesses; draft memorandum
regarding exclusion of Steve Amento's testimony.

61712010 EKK Review of pleading relating to scheduling order from 0.50 200.00 100.00
opposing counsel; conferred with T. Walker on same;
examined notes for argument in case; conferred on
hearing outcome.

6/7/2010 PRC Review City of Meridian's production documents and 3.20 95.00 304.00
City Council meeting minutes for information regarding
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008358

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6/3/2010 PRC 

6/4/2010 TGW 

6/4/2010 EKK 

6/4/2010 MEW 

6/4/2010 PRC 

61712010 TGW 

61712010 MEW 

61712010 EKK 

6/7/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

evidentiary hearing; exchange em ails with Rich Bauer, 
Lemley International, regarding expert's report; 
conference with Erika Klein and Pam Carson regarding 
pay application and minute reviews 

Prepare for meeting with clients; compile exhibits for 
evidentiary hearing and prepare proposed exhibit list; 
review emails from client regarding responses to issues 
raised by Trout. 

Prepare for and conduct witness preparation conference; 
prepare affidavit for Jack Vaughn; conference with 
Mackenzie regarding demonstrative exhibits for summary 
judgment hearing 

Witness preparation meeting in case; review further 
correspondence. 

Attend meeting with Petra for preparation for June 14th 
hearing; conference with T. Walker. 

Preparation meeting for Evidentiary Hearing with clients; 
telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk regarding 
scheduling hearing on Motion for Summary Judgment; 
task and calendar; prepare email to clients regarding 
same; prepare email to Jack Lemley and Richard Bauer 
regarding deposition of Jack Lemley; electronically task 
and calendar. 

Review Meridian's response to Petra's request for a 
status conference to determine procedures for 
evidentiary hearing; conduct additional legal research 
and prepare oral argument; two lengthy telephone 
conferences with Jerry regarding Meridian's response; 
two telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
same; telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding 
requests for additional City Council meeting minutes 
dealing with budgets and cost estimates; conduct 
additional legal research in preparation for hearing; 
participate in hearing; telephone conference with Jerry 

Work on oral argumen~ responding to City's response to 
disclosure of exhibit and witnesses; draft memorandum 
regarding exclusion of Steve Amento's testimony. 

Review of pleading relating to scheduling order from 
opposing counsel; conferred with T. Walker on same; 
examined notes for argument in case; conferred on 
hearing outcome. 

Review City of Meridian's production documents and 
City Council meeting minutes for information regarding 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

l.80 95.00 17l.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

3.10 200.00 620.00 

2.70 190.00 513.00 

3.40 95.00 323.00 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 

l.60 190.00 304.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

presentation of budgets to City Council.

6/8/2010 TGW Review communications from expert witness; review and 10.50 275.00 2,887.50
select additional exhibits for evidentiary hearing; rework
direct and cross examinations; conduct additional legal
research; several telephone conferences with Jerry Frank
and Gene Bennett; conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom
Coughlin regarding examinations and expert's report

6/8/2010 MEW Finalize research and brief on excluding Amento's 1.40 190.00 266.00
testimony; review Lemley letter.

6/8/2010 PRC Review documents by City of Meridian on iConect data 2.10 95.00 199.50
base for project cost summaries for use at evidentiary
hearing; prepare Objection to the Testimony of Steve
Amento; prepare Motion to Shorten Time; draft Order to
Shorten Time and Notice of Hearing; prepare draft of
Supplemental Discovery Response to Meridian's First
Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of
Documents regarding expert witness disclosure; prepare
Notice of Service of Discovery.

6/9/2010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing; conference 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
with experts and Petra personnel; revise examination per
meetings

6/9/2010 PRC Review documents and prepare for meeting with expert 1.70 95.00 161.50
witnesses; draft Affidavit of Thomas Walker in Support
of Objection to the Testimony of Steve Amento.

6/9/2010 MEW Research fiduciary duty issue regarding construction 0.80 190.00 152.00
management.

6/10/2010 TGW Continue to update and revise direct and cross 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
examinations; review latest draft of expert's report;
exchange emails with expert regarding same; fmalize
objection to testimony and report of Steve Amento,
Meridian's expert; finalize supplemental discovery
responses regarding expert disclosures; review research
memorandum regarding fiduciary duties of a
construction manager not-at-risk; several telephone
conferences with Rich Bauer; several telephone
conferences with Jerry Frank; conduct fmal review of
expert's report and supplemental discovery responses
regarding expert's disclosure and report

6110/2010 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on research to do in Petra case; 1.70 200.00 340.00
research for information needed for punitive damages
hearing; meeting with T. Walker on hearing preparation;
review and editing of witness examination notes in case.

6/10/2010 PRC Prepare, mark and process exhibits for evidentiary 4.10 95.00 389.50
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6/8/2010 TGW 

6/8/2010 MEW 

6/8/2010 PRC 

6/9/2010 TGW 

6/9/2010 PRC 

6/9/2010 MEW 

6/10/2010 TGW 

6110/2010 EKK 

6/1012010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

presentation of budgets to City Council. 

Review communications from expert witness; review and 
select additional exhibits for evidentiary hearing; rework 
direct and cross examinations; conduct additional legal 
research; several telephone conferences with Jerry Frank 
and Gene Bennett; conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom 
Coughlin regarding examinations and expert's report 

Finalize research and brief on excluding Amento's 
testimony; review Lemley letter. 

Review documents by City of Meridian on iConect data 
base for project cost summaries for use at evidentiary 
hearing; prepare Objection to the Testimony of Steve 
Amento; prepare Motion to Shorten Time; draft Order to 
Shorten Time and Notice of Hearing; prepare draft of 
Supplemental Discovery Response to Meridian's First 
Set of Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents regarding expert witness disclosure; prepare 
Notice of Service of Discovery. 

Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing; conference 
with experts and Petra personnel; revise examination per 
meetings 

Review documents and prepare for meeting with expert 
witnesses; draft Affidavit of Thomas Walker in Support 
of Objection to the Testimony of Steve Amento. 

Research fiduciary duty issue regarding construction 
management. 

Continue to update and revise direct and cross 
examinations; review latest draft of expert's report; 
exchange emails with expert regarding same; fmalize 
objection to testimony and report of Steve Amento, 
Meridian's expert; finalize supplemental discovery 
responses regarding expert disclosures; review research 
memorandum regarding fiduciary duties of a 
construction manager not-at-risk; several telephone 
conferences with Rich Bauer; several telephone 
conferences with Jerry Frank; conduct fmal review of 
expert's report and supplemental discovery responses 
regarding expert's disclosure and report 

Conferred with T. Walker on research to do in Petra case; 
research for information needed for punitive damages 
hearing; meeting with T. Walker on hearing preparation; 
review and editing of witness examination notes in case. 

Prepare, mark and process exhibits for evidentiary 

6/20/2011 9:53:56 AM 

Units Price Value 

10.50 275.00 2,887.50 

1.40 190.00 266.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 

1.70 95.00 161.50 

0.80 190.00 152.00 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 

1.70 200.00 340.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

hearing; review information and report from expert
witness; prepare and process for disclosure to opposing
counsel; prepare Disclosure of Witnesses for
Evidentiary Hearing; fmalize Motion to Shorten Time and
proposed Order; Objection to the Testimony and
Reports of Steve Amento; finalize Petra's Supplemental
Response to the City of Meridian's First Requests for
Production of Documents regarding expert witness
disclosure; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery;
process for filing with Court and service on opposing
counsel.

6/11/2010 TGW Continue refming examinations and cross examinations; 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
conference with Erika Klein regarding evidentiary issues;
conference with Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin for final witness preparation; deal with hearing
vacation issues

6/11/2010 EKK Conferred with P. Carson on case information; review 0.30 200.00 60.00
correspondence on hearing vacated.

6/11/2010 PRC Preparation for evidentiary hearing; finalize exhibits for 3.80 95.00 361.00
use during direct and cross-examinations.

6/14/2010 TGW Consider alternate methods to obtain dismissal of the 1.80 275.00 495.00
City's punitive damages claims; telephone conference
with Jerry Frank regarding same as well as settlement
possibilities; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding case matters going forward; commence
preparation of draft settlement offer; transmit first draft
of settlement offer to Jerry Frank; telephone conference
with Gene regarding Jerry's email requesting changes to
proposed settlement offer; revise settlement; offer and
transmit to Jerry and Gene; review
GeotechnicallPavement Engineering Reports; calculate
daily interest amount and confirm it with John Quapp

6/14/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding filing motion 0.20 190.00 38.00
objecting or striking opposing counsel's motion for leave
to amend due to continuous vacations of hearing.

6/14/2010 EKK Review settlement proposal letter and conferred with T. 0040 200.00 80.00
Walker on same; reviewnotices from opposing counsel.

6/14/2010 PRC Case and document management; review Notice of 1.30 95.00 123.50
Deposition ofLCA Architects; management of witness
files for upcoming depositions.

6/15/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding lAO 275.00 385.00
depositions; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding Lemley report; exchange emails with Jack
Lemley and Rich Bauer regarding Jack's deposition;
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008360

Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

6111/2010 

6111/2010 

6111/2010 

6114/2010 

6114/2010 

6/14/2010 

6114/2010 

6115/2010 

Prof 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

MEW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

hearing; review information and report from expert 
witness; prepare and process for disclosure to opposing 
counsel; prepare Disclosure of Witnesses for 
Evidentiary Hearing; fmalize Motion to Shorten Time and 
proposed Order; Objection to the Testimony and 
Reports of Steve Amento; finalize Petra's Supplemental 
Response to the City of Meridian's First Requests for 
Production of Documents regarding expert witness 
disclosure; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery; 
process for filing with Court and service on opposing 
counsel. 

Continue refming examinations and cross examinations; 
conference with Erika Klein regarding evidentiary issues; 
conference with Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin for final witness preparation; deal with hearing 
vacation issues 

Conferred with P. Carson on case information; review 
correspondence on hearing vacated. 

Preparation for evidentiary hearing; finalize exhibits for 
use during direct and cross-examinations. 

Consider alternate methods to obtain dismissal of the 
City's punitive damages claims; telephone conference 
with Jerry Frank regarding same as well as settlement 
possibilities; telephone conference with Gene Bennett 
regarding case matters going forward; commence 
preparation of draft settlement offer; transmit first draft 
of settlement offer to Jerry Frank; telephone conference 
with Gene regarding Jerry's email requesting changes to 
proposed settlement offer; revise settlement; offer and 
transmit to Jerry and Gene; review 
GeotechnicallPavement Engineering Reports; calculate 
daily interest amount and confirm it with John Quapp 

Conference with T. Walker regarding filing motion 
objecting or striking opposing counsel's motion for leave 
to amend due to continuous vacations of hearing. 

Review settlement proposal letter and conferred with T. 
Walker on same; review notices from opposing counsel. 

Case and document management; review Notice of 
Deposition ofLCA Architects; management of witness 
files for upcoming depositions. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
depositions; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding Lemley report; exchange emails with Jack 
Lemley and Rich Bauer regarding Jack's deposition; 

6/2012011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

1.80 275.00 495.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

0040 200.00 80.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

lAO 275.00 385.00 
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Transactions Fee Li:!uing (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
telephone conference with Jerry Frank; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett;; lenghty telephone
conference with Rich Bauer

6/16/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding Jack 9.00 275.00 2,475.00
Lemley's deposition and conflict in Construction
Management Agreement on instructions to LCA;
prepare for and defend deposition of Jack Lemley;
exchange several email with Petra personnel and trial
team regarding issues being raised during Lemley's
deposition; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding same

6/16/2010 EKK Review contract interpretation information; conferred 0.20 200.00 40.00
regarding depositions in case.

6/16/2010 PRC Prepare draft of Stipulation for Entry of Protective Order 1.40 95.00 133.00
for proprietary information; prepare draft of Protective
Order and Appendix; prepare confidentiality labels.

6/16/2010 MEW Research case law regarding protective order to prevent 1.70 190.00 323.00
further depositions of Gene Bennett.

6/17/2010 TGW Prepare correspondence to Petra personnel regarding 5.10 275.00 1,402.50
Jack Lemley's deposition; telephone conference with
Jerry Frank regarding same; review documents to be
produced by Lemley to Meridian; review and revise
proposed stipulation and protective order; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding proposed
settlement letter

6/17/2010 EKK Examined information on deposition areas regarding 0.70 200.00 140.00
expert.

6/17/2010 PRC Case and document management; update consolidated 1.30 95.00 123.50
deposition index; review, edit and finalize
correspondence to clients regarding Jack Lemley's
deposition; meeting with counsel regarding depositions
and status of pending motions.

6/17/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding issues 1.50 190.00 285.00
raised in expert's deposition; research case law for
grounds for protection order; research rule regarding
opposing counsel paying for expert fees for deposition;
status to T. Walker.

6/18/2010 TGW Prepare for conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom 5.80 275.00 1,595.00
regarding next weeks depositions and review of Jack
Lemley's deposition; exchange several emails with Rob
Anderson, LCA's counsel; transmit billing for Lemley's
deposition to Trout for payment

6/18/2010 PRC Assist in document compilation for client meeting 2.10 95.00 199.50
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Transactions Fee Li:!uing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6/16/2010 TGW 

6/16/2010 EKK 

6116/2010 PRC 

6/16/2010 MEW 

6/17/2010 TGW 

6117/2010 EKK 

6117/2010 PRC 

6/17/2010 MEW 

6118/2010 TGW 

6/18/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

telephone conference with Jerry Frank; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett;; lenghty telephone 
conference with Rich Bauer 

Telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding Jack 
Lemley's deposition and conflict in Construction 
Management Agreement on instructions to LCA; 
prepare for and defend deposition of Jack Lemley; 
exchange several email with Petra personnel and trial 
team regarding issues being raised during Lemley's 
deposition; telephone conference with Gene Bennett 
regarding same 

Review contract interpretation information; conferred 
regarding depositions in case. 

Prepare draft of Stipulation for Entry of Protective Order 
for proprietary information; prepare draft of Protective 
Order and Appendix; prepare confidentiality labels. 

Research case law regarding protective order to prevent 
further depositions of Gene Bennett. 

Prepare correspondence to Petra personnel regarding 
Jack Lemley's deposition; telephone conference with 
Jerry Frank regarding same; review documents to be 
produced by Lemley to Meridian; review and revise 
proposed stipulation and protective order; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding proposed 
settlement letter 

Examined information on deposition areas regarding 
expert. 

Case and document management; update consolidated 
deposition index; review, edit and finalize 
correspondence to clients regarding Jack Lemley's 
deposition; meeting with counsel regarding depositions 
and status of pending motions. 

Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding issues 
raised in expert's deposition; research case law for 
grounds for protection order; research rule regarding 
opposing counsel paying for expert fees for deposition; 
status to T. Walker. 

Prepare for conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom 
regarding next weeks depositions and review of Jack 
Lemley's deposition; exchange several emails with Rob 
Anderson, LCA's counsel; transmit billing for Lemley's 
deposition to Trout for payment 

Assist in document compilation for client meeting 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.00 275.00 2,475.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.40 95.00 133.00 

1.70 190.00 323.00 

5.10 275.00 1,402.50 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

1.50 190.00 285.00 

5.80 275.00 1,595.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

regarding upcoming deposition preparation and motion
preparation; prepare fIrst draft of Motion for Leave to
File Second Amended Complaint, Memorandum and and
proposed Second Amended Complaint

6/18/2010 MEW Research cause of action for bringing baseless lawsuit 2.30 190.00 437.00
and damages; status to T. Walker with case law.

6/21/2010 TGW Prepare for and defend continuing deposition of Tom 10.00 275.00 2,750.00
Coughlin; continue work on Second Amended Complaint
fIling

6/21/2010 PRC Review and respond to electronic correspondence 1.10 95.00 104.50
during continued depositions; review production
documents and transcripts and provide attorney with
information during depositions; prepare fIrst draft of
Second Errata to Statement of Facts for Motion for
Summary Judgment; review affIdavit testimony;
telephone call to Gene Bennett regarding review of
affIdavits in preparation of depositions; prepare fIrst
draft of Second Supplemental AffIdavit of Gene Bennett
to correct affIdavit of April 7, 2010.

6/21/2010 MEW Research case law regarding elements of fraud in the 0.40 190.00 76.00
inducements; status to T. Walker.

6/21/2010 EKK Examined points of information from Coughlin 0.20 200.00 40.00
deposition.

6/22/2010 TGW Continue work on First Amended Answer and Second 9.50 275.00 2,612.50
Amended Counterclaim; telephone conference with Gene
Bennett and Tom Coughlin; prepare for and defend
deposition of Gene Bennett; transmit recap of deposition
items to Jerry, Gene And Tom; telephone conference
with Jerry Frank regarding Gene's deposition

6/22/2010 PRC Review O&M Manuals and iConect data production 2.40 95.00 228.00
regarding warranty information and pass off to City of
Meridian; edit and fInalize Erratas to Memorandum in
Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Leave to
Amend to Add Claims for Punitive Damages; review and
respond to inquiry emails during deposition of Gene
Bennett by attorney for additional document research.

6/23/2010 TGW Prepare for and defend Gene Bennett's continuing 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
deposition; continue work on First Amended Answer
and Second Amended Counterclaim

6/23/2010 MEW Work on memorandum in support of motion for leave to 1.40 190.00 266.00
amend.

6/23/2010 PRC Document production review and research; telephone 2.90 95.00 275.50
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6118/2010 MEW 

6/2112010 TGW 

6/2112010 PRC 

6/21/2010 MEW 

6/2112010 EKK 

6/22/2010 TGW 

6/22/2010 PRC 

6/23/2010 TGW 

6/23/2010 MEW 

6/23/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

regarding upcoming deposition preparation and motion 
preparation; prepare fIrst draft of Motion for Leave to 
File Second Amended Complaint, Memorandum and and 
proposed Second Amended Complaint 

Research cause of action for bringing baseless lawsuit 
and damages; status to T. Walker with case law. 

Prepare for and defend continuing deposition of Tom 
Coughlin; continue work on Second Amended Complaint 
fIling 

Review and respond to electronic correspondence 
during continued depositions; review production 
documents and transcripts and provide attorney with 
information during depositions; prepare fIrst draft of 
Second Errata to Statement of Facts for Motion for 
Summary Judgment; review affIdavit testimony; 
telephone call to Gene Bennett regarding review of 
affIdavits in preparation of depositions; prepare fIrst 
draft of Second Supplemental AffIdavit of Gene Bennett 
to correct affIdavit of April 7, 2010. 

Research case law regarding elements of fraud in the 
inducements; status to T. Walker. 

Examined points of information from Coughlin 
deposition. 

Continue work on First Amended Answer and Second 
Amended Counterclaim; telephone conference with Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coughlin; prepare for and defend 
deposition of Gene Bennett; transmit recap of deposition 
items to Jerry, Gene And Tom; telephone conference 
with Jerry Frank regarding Gene's deposition 

Review O&M Manuals and iConect data production 
regarding warranty information and pass off to City of 
Meridian; edit and fInalize Erratas to Memorandum in 
Support of Motion for Summary Judgment and 
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion for Leave to 
Amend to Add Claims for Punitive Damages; review and 
respond to inquiry emails during deposition of Gene 
Bennett by attorney for additional document research. 

Prepare for and defend Gene Bennett's continuing 
deposition; continue work on First Amended Answer 
and Second Amended Counterclaim 

Work on memorandum in support of motion for leave to 
amend. 

Document production review and research; telephone 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.30 190.00 437.00 

10.00 275.00 2,750.00 

1.10 95.00 104.50 

0.40 190.00 76.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

9.50 275.00 2,612.50 

2.40 95.00 228.00 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

1.40 190.00 266.00 

2.90 95.00 275.50 
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Transactions Fee LI~~ing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

call to Judge Wilper's office regarding scheduling items;
prepare Notice of Hearing on Motion for Leave to File
First Amended Counterclaim; prepare letter to Kurt
Kramer regarding Jack Lemley's deposition; prepare email
to Jack Lemley's office regarding additional dates for
continuation of deposition; prepare email
correspondence to opposing counsel regarding
deposition dates for scheduling Lemley's continued
deposition; prepare letter to Jack Lemley regarding
deposition transcript review and lodging with court
reporter; review and respond to emails from client
regarding information for inclusion in proposed Second
Amended Counterclaim.

6/24/2010 TGW Continue work on First Amended Answer and Second 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
Amended Counterclaim; several telephone conference
with Jerry Frank regarding status and strategy going
forward

6/24/2010 MEW Continue work on memorandum in support of motion for 1.70 190.00 323.00
leave to amend.

6/24/2010 PRC Review of deposition transcripts for citations supporting 1.30 95.00 123.50
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Leave to File
First Amended Counterclaim; review and respond to
email correspondence from clients regarding warranty
information; review and respond to email from Richard
Bauer regarding status of deposition of Lemley.

6/25/2010 TGW Continue work on First Amended Answer and Second 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
Amended Counterclaim; continue work on motion for
leave to file First Amended Answer and Second
Amended Counterclaim, supporting memorandum and
affidavits; two telephone conference with John Quapp
regarding calculation of damages; two telephone
conference with Jerry regarding settlement offer; fmalize
and transmit settlement offer; telephone conference with
Rich Bauer regarding agency issues; review and revise
motion and memorandum for leave to file First Amended
Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim

6/25/2010 EKK Review information on damages for case; examined 0.20 200.00 40.00
settlement information.

6/25/2010 MEW Research law regarding whether municipalities are 3.00 190.00 570.00
immune from punitive damages; research damages
recoverable under breach of covenant of good faith and
fair dealing; memorandum to T. Walker.

6/25/2010 PRC Review and edit Motion for Leave to File First Amended 2.30 95.00 218.50
Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim; prepare
Amended Notice of Hearing for filing and service;
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Transactions Fee LI~'ning (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6/24/2010 TGW 

6/24/2010 MEW 

6/24/2010 PRC 

6/25/2010 TGW 

6/25/2010 EKK 

6/25/2010 MEW 

6/25/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

call to Judge Wilper's office regarding scheduling items; 
prepare Notice of Hearing on Motion for Leave to File 
First Amended Counterclaim; prepare letter to Kurt 
Kramer regarding Jack Lemley's deposition; prepare email 
to Jack Lemley's office regarding additional dates for 
continuation of deposition; prepare email 
correspondence to opposing counsel regarding 
deposition dates for scheduling Lemley's continued 
deposition; prepare letter to Jack Lemley regarding 
deposition transcript review and lodging with court 
reporter; review and respond to em ails from client 
regarding information for inclusion in proposed Second 
Amended Counterclaim. 

Continue work on First Amended Answer and Second 
Amended Counterclaim; several telephone conference 
with Jerry Frank regarding status and strategy going 
forward 

Continue work on memorandum in support of motion for 
leave to amend. 

Review of deposition transcripts for citations supporting 
Memorandum in Support of Motion for Leave to File 
First Amended Counterclaim; review and respond to 
email correspondence from clients regarding warranty 
information; review and respond to email from Richard 
Bauer regarding status of deposition of Lemley. 

Continue work on First Amended Answer and Second 
Amended Counterclaim; continue work on motion for 
leave to file First Amended Answer and Second 
Amended Counterclaim, supporting memorandum and 
affidavits; two telephone conference with John Quapp 
regarding calculation of damages; two telephone 
conference with Jerry regarding settlement offer; fmalize 
and transmit settlement offer; telephone conference with 
Rich Bauer regarding agency issues; review and revise 
motion and memorandum for leave to file First Amended 
Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim 

Review information on damages for case; examined 
settlement information. 

Research law regarding whether municipalities are 
immune from punitive damages; research damages 
recoverable under breach of covenant of good faith and 
fair dealing; memorandum to T. Walker. 

Review and edit Motion for Leave to File First Amended 
Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim; prepare 
Amended Notice of Hearing for filing and service; 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

1.70 190.00 323.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

3.00 190.00 570.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 
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Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

prepare and fmalize Memorandum in Support of Motion
for Leave to Amend; edit and review First Amended
Answer and Counterclaim.

6/28/2010 TGW Work on fmal version of motion for leave to file First lAO 275.00 385.00
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding status
of case; exchange emails with opposing counsel and
witnesses regarding scheduling ofevidentiary hearing

6/28/2010 EKK Review possible scenarios on filings for this week and 0.20 200.00 40.00
response.

6/28/2010 MEW Review Construction Management Agreement regarding 1.00 190.00 190.00
any provision that could indicate intent of parties to
include lost profits as damages; status to T. Walker.

6/28/2010 PRC Finalize for filing Motion, Memorandum and Exhibit A 0.80 95.00 76.00
First Amended Answer and Second Amended
Complaint.

6/28/2010 Fill Memorandum from Tom; printed, reviewed and revised 3.00 190.00 570.00
Motion to Amend, Memorandum of Law to support
motion to amend, and Amended Answer and
Counterclaim.

6/29/2010 TGW Review suggested changes to First Amended Answer 4.60 275.00 1,265.00
and Second Amended Counterclaim by Bennett and
Coughlin; make selected changes; finalize motion for
leave to file First Amended Answer and Second
Amended Counterclaim and supporting memorandum;
review all supporting affidavit and fmalize for filing;
telephone conference with Dennis Reinstein, valuation
expert for calculation of lost business opportunities

6/29/2010 PRC Amend, edit and finalize Motion and Memorandum in 1.20 95.00 114.00
Support of Motion for Leave to Amend; review and
respond to emails from opposing counsel's office
regarding hearing scheduling; process all for service and
filing; prepare letter to client; prepare letter to Kurt
Kramer with motion and memorandum.

6/30/2010 PRC Case management; update witness and deposition 1.70 95.00 161.50
exhibit files; pleading docketing.

6/30/2010 EKK Examined late day filings by opposing counsel. 0.30 200.00 60.00

7/1/2010 PRC Review Motion to Amend Scheduling Order to Extend 1.50 95.00 142.50
Deadline for the Filing of Amendments to the Pleadings
Notice of Deposition Joinder of Parties; task and
calendar hearing on Meridian's motion; prepare first draft
of Petra's Opposition to Motion to Amend and Extend;
telephone call to Court reporter regarding transcript on
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008364

Transactions Fee Li,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6/28/2010 TGW 

6/28/2010 EKK 

6/28/2010 MEW 

6/28/2010 PRC 

6/28/2010 Fill 

6/29/2010 TGW 

6/29/2010 PRC 

6/30/2010 PRC 

6/30/2010 EKK 

7/1/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

prepare and fmalize Memorandum in Support of Motion 
for Leave to Amend; edit and review First Amended 
Answer and Counterclaim. 

Work on fmal version of motion for leave to file First 
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim; 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding status 
of case; exchange emails with opposing counsel and 
witnesses regarding scheduling of evidentiary hearing 

Review possible scenarios on filings for this week and 
response. 

Review Construction Management Agreement regarding 
any provision that could indicate intent of parties to 
include lost profits as damages; status to T. Walker. 

Finalize for filing Motion, Memorandum and Exhibit A 
First Amended Answer and Second Amended 
Complaint. 

Memorandum from Tom; printed, reviewed and revised 
Motion to Amend, Memorandum of Law to support 
motion to amend, and Amended Answer and 
Counterclaim. 

Review suggested changes to First Amended Answer 
and Second Amended Counterclaim by Bennett and 
Coughlin; make selected changes; finalize motion for 
leave to file First Amended Answer and Second 
Amended Counterclaim and supporting memorandum; 
review all supporting affidavit and fmalize for filing; 
telephone conference with Dennis Reinstein, valuation 
expert for calculation of lost business opportunities 

Amend, edit and finalize Motion and Memorandum in 
Support of Motion for Leave to Amend; review and 
respond to em ails from opposing counsel's office 
regarding hearing scheduling; process all for service and 
filing; prepare letter to client; prepare letter to Kurt 
Kramer with motion and memorandum. 

Case management; update witness and deposition 
exhibit files; pleading docketing. 

Examined late day filings by opposing counsel. 

Review Motion to Amend Scheduling Order to Extend 
Deadline for the Filing of Amendments to the Pleadings 
Notice of Deposition Joinder of Parties; task and 
calendar hearing on Meridian's motion; prepare first draft 
of Petra's Opposition to Motion to Amend and Extend; 
telephone call to Court reporter regarding transcript on 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.40 275.00 385.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

3.00 190.00 570.00 

4.60 275.00 1,265.00 

1.20 95.00 114.00 

1.70 95.00 16l.50 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
Rule 56(f) hearing; update handling attorney regarding
same.

7/1/2010 EKK Correspondence on status; examined information from 0.20 200.00 40.00
opposing counsel.

71712010 TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion for 5.80 275.00 1,595.00
summary judgment; email Jerry, Gene and Tom regarding
same; commence preparation of disputed issues list,
source and rebuttal; telephone conference with Gene and
Tom regarding revised Exhibit 511; telephone conference
with Jerry regarding Meridian's response to Petra's
motion for summary judgment

71712010 PRC Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 1.50 95.00 142.50
prepare index of documents filed by the City of Meridian
in response to Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment;
prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding same.

7/8/2010 TGW Continue to work on analysis of issues raised in 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
Meridian's response to Petra's motion for summary
judgment; email Rob Anderson, LCA's counsel,
regarding Amento's claim that Petra owed a fiduciary
duty to the City; email opposing counsel regarding
deposition schedule for Meridian's witnesses; lengthy
telephone conference with Jerry and Gene regarding
Petra's responses to Meridian's opposition to Petra's
motion for summary judgment

7/8/2010 EKK Examined correspondence with Architect and latest case 0.20 200.00 40.00
information.

7/8/2010 PRC Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 0.80 95.00 76.00
telephone call to Will Berg regarding scheduling of
interview regarding City Hall Project; telephone
calVvoice mail with Joe Borton regarding scheduling of
meeting.

7/8/2010 MEW Draft memorandum in opposition to Meridian's motion to 1.00 190.00 190.00
strike portions of affidavits; research issues regarding
expert testimony; conference with T. Walker.

7/8/2010 PRC Review documents and spreadsheets; prepare 0.30 95.00 28.50
documents for meeting with damages expert.

7/9/2010 TGW Continue work on analysis of issues raised by Meridian 8.10 275.00 2,227.50
in its response to Petra's motion for summary judgment;
telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding same;
prepare for and conference with Jerry Frank, Gene
Bennett, Tom Coughlin and Keith Pinkerton regarding
damages for lost business opportunities

7/9/2010 PRC Review Affidavits filed by opposing counsel in response 1.80 95.00 171.00
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008365

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7/1/2010 EKK 

71712010 TGW 

71712010 PRC 

7/8/2010 TGW 

7/8/2010 EKK 

7/8/2010 PRC 

7/8/2010 MEW 

7/8/2010 PRC 

7/9/2010 TGW 

7/9/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Rule 56(f) hearing; update handling attorney regarding 
same. 

Correspondence on status; examined information from 
opposing counsel. 

Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion for 
summary judgment; email Jerry, Gene and Tom regarding 
same; commence preparation of disputed issues list, 
source and rebuttal; telephone conference with Gene and 
Tom regarding revised Exhibit 511; telephone conference 
with Jerry regarding Meridian's response to Petra's 
motion for summary judgment 

Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 
prepare index of documents filed by the City of Meridian 
in response to Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; 
prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding same. 

Continue to work on analysis of issues raised in 
Meridian's response to Petra's motion for summary 
judgment; email Rob Anderson, LCA's counsel, 
regarding Amento's claim that Petra owed a fiduciary 
duty to the City; email opposing counsel regarding 
deposition schedule for Meridian's witnesses; lengthy 
telephone conference with Jerry and Gene regarding 
Petra's responses to Meridian's opposition to Petra's 
motion for summary judgment 

Examined correspondence with Architect and latest case 
information. 

Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 
telephone call to Will Berg regarding scheduling of 
interview regarding City Hall Project; telephone 
calVvoice mail with Joe Borton regarding scheduling of 
meeting. 

Draft memorandum in opposition to Meridian's motion to 
strike portions of affidavits; research issues regarding 
expert testimony; conference with T. Walker. 

Review documents and spreadsheets; prepare 
documents for meeting with damages expert. 

Continue work on analysis of issues raised by Meridian 
in its response to Petra's motion for summary judgment; 
telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding same; 
prepare for and conference with Jerry Frank, Gene 
Bennett, Tom Coughlin and Keith Pinkerton regarding 
damages for lost business opportunities 

Review Affidavits filed by opposing counsel in response 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

5.80 275.00 1,595.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

8.10 275.00 2,227.50 

1.80 95.00 171.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

to Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; set up for use
in issues preparation.

7/12/2010 TGW Continue work on analysis of issues presented by 5.30 275.00 1,457.50
Meridian's response to Petra's motion for summary
judgment; commence review of deposition transcripts of
DeWeerd, Bird and partial for Watts

7/12/2010 EKK Correspondence on possible position by opposing 1.70 200.00 340.00
party; research Meridian codes on related information
and issues raised by opposing party's summary
judgment filings; research on code provisions; locate
additional Idaho code section information needed for
case.

7/12/2010 PRC Review Affidavit testimony and prepare Analysis of 3.80 95.00 361.00
Issues raised in Trout's response to Petra's Motion for
Summary Judgment; review affidavit testimony for
analysis.

7/12/2010 PRC Case management; update witness files; research 0.70 95.00 66.50
production documents for upcoming scheduled
depositions; prepare email correspondence to expert
witness regarding review and verification of deposition
transcript.

7/13/2010 TGW Continue review of deposition transcripts in preparation 5.70 275.00 1,567.50
for upcoming depositions of Meridian's witnesses;
exchange several emails with Coughlin regarding
additional information and documents to Meridian
witness depositions

7/13/2010 PRC Continue review of Affidavit Testimony and work on 4.30 95.00 408.50
issues analysis identified in Meridian's response to
Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; case management
and docketing

7/14/2010 TGW Continue review of deposition transcripts in preparation 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
for Meridian's witnesses' depositions; work on Petra's
responses in the analysis of issues raised by Meridian in
its response to Petra's motion for summary judgment

7/14/2010 EKK Examined City [mancial information regarding fees of 0.80 200.00 160.00
Trout; research information on public records request
and made request for same; review spreadsheet on
communications with City point of contact.

7/14/2010 PRC Continue review of documents produced by City of 2.10 95.00 199.50
Meridian and compile relevant email correspondence for
continued deposition of Keith Watts; coordinate
scheduling of depositions of Meridian's witnesses;
confirm tasked and calendared; research iConect data
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008366

Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7112/2010 TGW 

7/12/2010 EKK 

7112/2010 PRC 

7112/2010 PRC 

7/13/2010 TGW 

7113/2010 PRC 

7/14/2010 TGW 

7/14/2010 EKK 

7/14/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

to Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; set up for use 
in issues preparation. 

Continue work on analysis of issues presented by 
Meridian's response to Petra's motion for summary 
judgment; commence review of deposition transcripts of 
DeWeerd, Bird and partial for Watts 

Correspondence on possible position by opposing 
party; research Meridian codes on related information 
and issues raised by opposing party's summary 
judgment filings; research on code provisions; locate 
additional Idaho code section information needed for 
case. 

Review Affidavit testimony and prepare Analysis of 
Issues raised in Trout's response to Petra's Motion for 
Summary Judgment; review affidavit testimony for 
analysis. 

Case management; update witness files; research 
production documents for upcoming scheduled 
depositions; prepare email correspondence to expert 
witness regarding review and verification of deposition 
transcript. 

Continue review of deposition transcripts in preparation 
for upcoming depositions of Meridian's witnesses; 
exchange several emails with Coughlin regarding 
additional information and documents to Meridian 
witness depositions 

Continue review of Affidavit Testimony and work on 
issues analysis identified in Meridian's response to 
Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; case management 
and docketing 

Continue review of deposition transcripts in preparation 
for Meridian's witnesses' depositions; work on Petra's 
responses in the analysis of issues raised by Meridian in 
its response to Petra's motion for summary judgment 

Examined City fmancial information regarding fees of 
Trout; research information on public records request 
and made request for same; review spreadsheet on 
communications with City point of contact. 

Continue review of documents produced by City of 
Meridian and compile relevant email correspondence for 
continued deposition of Keith Watts; coordinate 
scheduling of depositions of Meridian's witnesses; 
confirm tasked and calendared; research iConect data 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

5.30 275.00 1,457.50 

1.70 200.00 340.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

0.70 95.00 66.50 

5.70 275.00 1,567.50 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee LI~Ling (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

base and compile documents relating to certificates of
occupancy and inspections conducted by City of
Meridian.

7/15/2010 TGW Continue work on analysis of Meridian's response to 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
Petra's motion for summary judgment; continue
preparation for depositions of Meridian's witnesses;
review and revise Meridian witness deposition notices

7/15/2010 PRC Review Affidavits of Meridian's expert witnesses; 4.10 95.00 389.50
prepare Notices of Audio Video Deposition Duces
Tecum of Meridian's witnesses, including experts;
research production documents; update spreadsheet and
compile documents supporting spreadsheet on
inspections and occupancy permits for upcoming
depositions; review deposition transcripts and update
exhibits and index for upcoming depositions.

7/16/2010 EKK Work on identifying violations by Meridian City Council 0.80 200.00 160.00
of Open Meetings law requirements related to Executive
Sessions.

7/16/2010 PRC Review and respond to email from Thomas Coughlin; 2.60 95.00 247.00
review documents produced in discovery for upcoming
depositions; review client spreadsheet regarding
pertinent City inspections and segregate inspection
reports; prepare email correspondence to Associated
Reporting regarding deposition scheduling.

7/16/2010 MEW Continue research regarding opposing counsel's motion 0.90 190.00 171.00
. to strike for preparation for evidentiary hearing.

7/16/2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions of Meridian's 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
witnesses; continue work on analysis of issues raised by
Meridian in response to Petra's motion for summary
judgment; review additional documents provided by
Coughlin regarding Keith Watts

7/19/2010 TGW Finalize brief in opposition to Meridian's motion to 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
Amend Scheduling Order to Extend Deadlines for the
filing of Amendments to Pleadings and Joinder of
Parties; continue preparation for depositions of
Meridian's witnesses; review Lemley deposition
transcript in preparation for his continued deposition
scheduled for July 22, 2010

7/19/2010 MEW Finalize memorandum in opposition to motion to amend 2.90 190.00 551.00
scheduling order to extend deadlines; supplement with
legal research and citations; review opposing counsel's
memorandum in opposition to our motion to amend.

7/19/2010 PRe Work on file and review production documents and 3.20 95.00 304.00
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Transactions Fee LI~Ling (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7115/2010 TGW 

7115/2010 PRC 

7116/2010 EKK 

7/16/2010 PRC 

7/16/2010 MEW 

7116/2010 TGW 

7119/2010 TGW 

7/19/2010 MEW 

7119/2010 PRe 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

base and compile documents relating to certificates of 
occupancy and inspections conducted by City of 
Meridian. 

Continue work on analysis of Meridian's response to 
Petra's motion for summary judgment; continue 
preparation for depositions of Meridian's witnesses; 
review and revise Meridian witness deposition notices 

Review Affidavits of Meridian's expert witnesses; 
prepare Notices of Audio Video Deposition Duces 
Tecum of Meridian's witnesses, including experts; 
research production documents; update spreadsheet and 
compile documents supporting spreadsheet on 
inspections and occupancy permits for upcoming 
depositions; review deposition transcripts and update 
exhibits and index for upcoming depositions. 

Work on identifying violations by Meridian City Council 
of Open Meetings law requirements related to Executive 
Sessions. 

Review and respond to email from Thomas Coughlin; 
review documents produced in discovery for upcoming 
depositions; review client spreadsheet regarding 
pertinent City inspections and segregate inspection 
reports; prepare email correspondence to Associated 
Reporting regarding deposition scheduling. 

Continue research regarding opposing counsel's motion 
. to strike for preparation for evidentiary hearing. 

Continue preparation for depositions of Meridian's 
witnesses; continue work on analysis of issues raised by 
Meridian in response to Petra's motion for summary 
judgment; review additional documents provided by 
Coughlin regarding Keith Watts 

Finalize brief in opposition to Meridian's motion to 
Amend Scheduling Order to Extend Deadlines for the 
filing of Amendments to Pleadings and Joinder of 
Parties; continue preparation for depositions of 
Meridian's witnesses; review Lemley deposition 
transcript in preparation for his continued deposition 
scheduled for July 22, 2010 

Finalize memorandum in opposition to motion to amend 
scheduling order to extend deadlines; supplement with 
legal research and citations; review opposing counsel's 
memorandum in opposition to our motion to amend. 

Work on file and review production documents and 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

2.60 95.00 247.00 

0.90 190.00 171.00 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

2.90 190.00 551.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

affidavits; update witness files and deposition exhibit
preparation; edit and finalize Petra's Opposition to
Meridian's Motion to Amend Scheduling Order and to
Extend Deadlines to Join Parties; prepare Affidavit of
Thomas Walker in support thereof.

7119/2010 EKK Review information on executive session research for 2.10 200.00 420.00
options; further work on City Council meeting minutes
and executive session and council person knowledge
issues; review preliminary response to public records
request.

7/20/2010 EKK Work on meeting issues; review correspondence on 0.40 200.00 80.00
possible executive session communications.

7/20/2010 TGW Prepare for and conference with Jack Lemley and Rich 3.80 275.00 1,045.00
Bauer; review additional documents provided by
Coughlin for Watts' deposition

7/20/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding response to 2.80 190.00 532.00
opposing counsel's objection to motion to amend; draft
reply brief.

7/20/2010 PRC Review production by City of Meridian; compile 1.20 95.00 114.00
Meridian's bates numbered copies of certain meeting
minutes regarding warranty implementation; prepare
correspondence to Associated Reporting with
verification by Tom Coughlin; prepare Fifth Set of
Requests for Production of Documents and Notice of
Service of Discovery for service on opposing counsel.

7/21/2010 TGW Continue review of documents in preparation for Watts 3.80 275.00 1,045.00
deposition; telephone conference with Rich Bauer
regarding documents; telephone conference with Jerry
Frank regarding status of comments on analysis ofCity
issues; review and revise reply to Meridian's response to
Petra's Motion for Leave to File First Amended Answer
and Second Amended Counterclaim

7/21/2010 MEW Finalize reply brief in support of motion to amend; status 0.90 190.00 171.00
to T. Walker.

7/21/2010 EKK Review correspondence; research on budgeting 1.10 200.00 220.00
information and issues and information provided to T.
Walker on same.

7/21/2010 PRC Research and compile documents for review by expert 2.10 95.00 199.50
witness prior to continued deposition; amend, edit and
fmalize Reply to Plaintiffs Memorandum in Opposition to
Petra's Motion for Leave to File First Amended Answer
and Second Amended Counterclaim; prepare oral
argument notebook for hearing on Motion for Leave to
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7119/2010 EKK 

7/20/2010 EKK 

7/20/2010 TGW 

7/20/2010 MEW 

7/20/2010 PRC 

7/2112010 TGW 

7/2112010 MEW 

7/2112010 EKK 

7/2112010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

affidavits; update witness files and deposition exhibit 
preparation; edit and finalize Petra's Opposition to 
Meridian's Motion to Amend Scheduling Order and to 
Extend Deadlines to Join Parties; prepare Affidavit of 
Thomas Walker in support thereof. 

Review information on executive session research for 
options; further work on City Council meeting minutes 
and executive session and council person knowledge 
issues; review preliminary response to public records 
request. 

Work on meeting issues; review correspondence on 
possible executive session communications. 

Prepare for and conference with Jack Lemley and Rich 
Bauer; review additional documents provided by 
Coughlin for Watts' deposition 

Conference with T. Walker regarding response to 
opposing counsel's objection to motion to amend; draft 
reply brief. 

Review production by City of Meridian; compile 
Meridian's bates numbered copies of certain meeting 
minutes regarding warranty implementation; prepare 
correspondence to Associated Reporting with 
verification by Tom Coughlin; prepare Fifth Set of 
Requests for Production of Documents and Notice of 
Service of Discovery for service on opposing counsel. 

Continue review of documents in preparation for Watts 
deposition; telephone conference with Rich Bauer 
regarding documents; telephone conference with Jerry 
Frank regarding status of comments on analysis of City 
issues; review and revise reply to Meridian's response to 
Petra's Motion for Leave to File First Amended Answer 
and Second Amended Counterclaim 

Finalize reply brief in support of motion to amend; status 
to T. Walker. 

Review correspondence; research on budgeting 
information and issues and information provided to T. 
Walker on same. 

Research and compile documents for review by expert 
witness prior to continued deposition; amend, edit and 
fmalize Reply to Plaintiffs Memorandum in Opposition to 
Petra's Motion for Leave to File First Amended Answer 
and Second Amended Counterclaim; prepare oral 
argument notebook for hearing on Motion for Leave to 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.10 200.00 420.00 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

3.80 275.00 1,045.00 

2.80 190.00 532.00 

1.20 95.00 114.00 

3.80 275.00 1,045.00 

0.90 190.00 171.00 

1.10 200.00 220.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Amend

7/22/2010 TGW Continue review of documents in preparation for Watts 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
deposition; prepare for and defend Jack Lemley's
continuing deposition; several conferences with Jack;
exchange several emails with Coughlin regarding
documents supporting Petra's case and Lemley's
testimony

7/22/2010 EKK Research information on City of Meridian directors and 0.40 200.00 80.00
employees related to case; receipt and review of denial of
public records request of City for attorney information;
review information on depositions.

7/22/2010 PRC Work on file; begin work on exhibit preparation for Keith 1.30 95.00 123.50
Watt's deposition; review and respond to emails during
deposition of Jack Lemley; and compile and pull
information required.

7/23/2010 TGW Review documents of disks to be produced by Lemley 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
International; continue preparation for July 26, 2010
hearings on Petra's motion for leave to file First
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim,
and Meridian's motion for extension of deadline to add
parties; continue review and assembly of documents for
upcoming Meridian witness depositions; continue
preparation for Keith Watts deposition; telephone
conference with Tom Coughlin and Jerry Franks
regarding Lemley deposition; review cases on deposition
discovery abuses in anticipation of making a motion for a
protective order precluding Trout from taking any further
depositions of Jack Lemley

7/23/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding motion to prevent 1.50 190.00 285.00
continued deposition of Lemley; continue research
regarding abusive deposition tactics.

7/23/2010 PRC Review clients' comments and response to Keith Watts' 1.50 95.00 142.50
affidavit; telephone call to Jack Lemley's office regarding
redacted information on Exhibit 612; prepare email to Jack
Lemley's office regarding same; commence preparation of
Privilege Log in response to opposing counsel's request
for redacted material.

7/23/2010 EKK Review exhibit information in case. 0.20 200.00 40.00

7/24/2010 TGW Continue review of documents provided by Coughlin for 5.60 275.00 1,540.00
Watts' deposition; review Coughlin's comments on
Watts' May 24, 2010 affidavit; continue preparation for
oral arguments on pending motions; review cases cited
in briefmg
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7/22/2010 TGW 

7/22/2010 EKK 

7/22/2010 PRC 

7/23/2010 TGW 

7/23/2010 MEW 

7/23/2010 PRC 

7123/2010 EKK 

7/24/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Amend 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue review of documents in preparation for Watts 
deposition; prepare for and defend Jack Lemley's 
continuing deposition; several conferences with Jack; 
exchange several emails with Coughlin regarding 
documents supporting Petra's case and Lemley's 
testimony 

Research information on City of Meridian directors and 
employees related to case; receipt and review of denial of 
public records request of City for attorney information; 
review information on depositions. 

Work on file; begin work on exhibit preparation for Keith 
Watt's deposition; review and respond to emails during 
deposition of Jack Lemley; and compile and pull 
information required. 

Review documents of disks to be produced by Lemley 
International; continue preparation for July 26, 2010 
hearings on Petra's motion for leave to file First 
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim, 
and Meridian's motion for extension of deadline to add 
parties; continue review and assembly of documents for 
upcoming Meridian witness depositions; continue 
preparation for Keith Watts deposition; telephone 
conference with Tom Coughlin and Jerry Franks 
regarding Lemley deposition; review cases on deposition 
discovery abuses in anticipation of making a motion for a 
protective order precluding Trout from taking any further 
depositions of Jack Lemley 

Conference with T. Walker regarding motion to prevent 
continued deposition of Lemley; continue research 
regarding abusive deposition tactics. 

Review clients' comments and response to Keith Watts' 
affidavit; telephone call to Jack Lemley's office regarding 
redacted information on Exhibit 612; prepare email to Jack 
Lemley's office regarding same; commence preparation of 
Privilege Log in response to opposing counsel's request 
for redacted material. 

Review exhibit information in case. 

Continue review of documents provided by Coughlin for 
Watts' deposition; review Coughlin's comments on 
Watts' May 24, 2010 affidavit; continue preparation for 
oral arguments on pending motions; review cases cited 
in briefmg 
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Units Price Value 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

1.50 190.00 285.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

5.60 275.00 1,540.00 
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Transactions Fee LI~ling (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
7/26/2010 TGW Continue preparation for oral arguments on hearings set 8.30 275.00 2,282.50

for today on Petra's motion for leave to file fIrst amended
answer and second amended counterclaim; continue
preparation for Keith Watts' deposition

7/26/2010 EKK Work on information on meetings to use for depositions. 0.20 200.00 40.00

7/26/2010 PRC Work on deposition exhibit preparation for Keith Watts' 6.10 95.00 579.50
deposition; review and research City produced
documents.

7/27/2010 TGW Continue document review and preparation for 5.60 275.00 1,540.00
deposition of Meridian's witnesses

7/27/2010 EKK Discussed records request and prepared information to 0.30 200.00 60.00
resubmit the same; research on further database on City
of Meridian site for helpful information.

7/27/2010 PRC Continue work on exhibits in preparation for deposition 4.80 95.00 456.00
of Keith Watts; review and respond to emails from client
regarding identifying specifIc exhibits and documents
produced by Meridian.

7/28/2010 TGW Continue preparation for and take deposition of Keith 9.00 275.00 2,475.00
Watts; several conferences with Tom Coughlin

7/28/2010 PRC Document research and continued exhibit preparation 1.30 95.00 123.50
during deposition of Keith Watts; prepare letter to Jack
Lemley regarding review of transcript of continued
deposition taken July 22nd; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer
regarding Jack Lemley's deposition transcript Vol. 2.

7/29/2010 TGW Continue preparation of hearings on pending motions; 7.30 275.00 2,007.50
review Case Repository for update on Meridian
disclosure of its expert witnesses; attend and argue at
hearing on Petra's Motion for Leave to File First
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim
and Meridian's Motion for an Extension of Time to
amend its pleadings and join additional parties;
conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom following hearing;
continue preparation for witness interviews of Will Berg,
former City Clerk, and Joe Borton, former City
Councilman

7/29/2010 PRC Review Meridian's Disclosure of Expert Witnesses; 2.50 95.00 237.50
prepare email correspondence to client regarding same;
review Order Setting Procedures and Trial and Rule
26(b)(4); prepare Request for Supplementation of
Discovery Response regarding Interrogatory No. 16 and
Notice of Service for filing with Court; telephone call
from Jack Lemley's offIce regarding hearing date and
transcript of Lemley's July 22nd deposition; prepare
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Transactions Fee LI~ling (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date 

7/26/2010 

7/26/2010 

7/26/2010 

7/27/2010 

7/27/2010 

7/27/2010 

7/28/2010 

7/28/2010 

7129/2010 

7/29/2010 

Prof 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

PRC 

TGW 

PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue preparation for oral arguments on hearings set 
for today on Petra's motion for leave to file fIrst amended 
answer and second amended counterclaim; continue 
preparation for Keith Watts' deposition 

Work on information on meetings to use for depositions. 

Work on deposition exhibit preparation for Keith Watts' 
deposition; review and research City produced 
documents. 

Continue document review and preparation for 
deposition of Meridian's witnesses 

Discussed records request and prepared information to 
resubmit the same; research on further database on City 
of Meridian site for helpful information. 

Continue work on exhibits in preparation for deposition 
of Keith Watts; review and respond to em ails from client 
regarding identifying specifIc exhibits and documents 
produced by Meridian. 

Continue preparation for and take deposition of Keith 
Watts; several conferences with Tom Coughlin 

Document research and continued exhibit preparation 
during deposition of Keith Watts; prepare letter to Jack 
Lemley regarding review of transcript of continued 
deposition taken July 22nd; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer 
regarding Jack Lemley's deposition transcript Vol. 2. 

Continue preparation of hearings on pending motions; 
review Case Repository for update on Meridian 
disclosure of its expert witnesses; attend and argue at 
hearing on Petra's Motion for Leave to File First 
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim 
and Meridian's Motion for an Extension of Time to 
amend its pleadings and join additional parties; 
conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom following hearing; 
continue preparation for witness interviews of Will Berg, 
former City Clerk, and Joe Borton, former City 
Councilman 

Review Meridian's Disclosure of Expert Witnesses; 
prepare email correspondence to client regarding same; 
review Order Setting Procedures and Trial and Rule 
26(b)(4); prepare Request for Supplementation of 
Discovery Response regarding Interrogatory No. 16 and 
Notice of Service for filing with Court; telephone call 
from Jack Lemley's offIce regarding hearing date and 
transcript of Lemley's July 22nd deposition; prepare 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

6.10 95.00 579.50 

5.60 275.00 1,540.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

4.80 95.00 456.00 

9.00 275.00 2,475.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

7.30 275.00 2,007.50 

2.50 95.00 237.50 

Page: 74 



Transactions Fee Li;:,ung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
email to Rich Bauer regarding same; research and
compile documents for interviews with witnesses Will
Berg and Joseph Borton.

7/30/2010 PRC Research document production files and compile 1.30 95.00 123.50
additional exhibits in preparation of Berg and Borton's
interviews; review and respond to emails from client;
prepare draft of Seventh Requests for Production of
Documents based on deposition testimony of Keith
Watts; prepare Notice of Service.

7/30/2010 TGW Continue preparation for witness interviews and 2.30 275.00 632.50
depositions; several telephone conferences with Tom
Coughlin regarding same; review Coughlin's notes for
witness interviews

8/2/2010 EKK Review notes regarding possible witness Will Berg. 0.20 200.00 40.00

8/2/2010 PRC Review Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding 1.80 95.00 171.00
subpoena for document production on non-party entity;
prepare Subpoena for ZGA Architects and Planners
Chartered; prepare letter to Kim Trout regarding same;
edit and finalize Petra Incorporated's Seventh Requests
for Production of Documents; prepare Notice of Service
of Discovery.

8/2/2010 TGW Continue preparation for interview with Joe Borton, 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
former City Councilman; continue preparation for
deposition of Laura Knothe; telephone conference with
Scott Hess regarding his dealing with Trout in the
current McCall case

8/3/2010 TGW Prepare for and conduct interview of Will Berg; prepare 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
notes of interview for future use and Petra's information;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding same;
prepare for deposition testimony of Laura Knothe

8/3/2010 PRC Prepare email correspondence to opposing counsel 1.00 95.00 95.00
regarding request for available dates of Eric Jensen;
prepare Supplement to Seventh Requests for Production
of Documents to serve on opposing counsel; prepare
Notice of Service for filing with the Court.

8/4/2010 TGW Prepare report on interview with Joe Borton; forward to 5.70 275.00 1,567.50
Petra personnel; continue preparation for deposition of
Ted Baird; review Judge McLaughlin's July 28, 2010
Memorandum Decision in McCall vs. Payette Lakes
striking McCall's damages claim because of Kim Trout's
dilatory tactics; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding same

8/4/2010 EKK Review information regarding tactics of opposing 1.00 200.00 200.00
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Transactions Fee Li;:,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

7/30/2010 PRC 

7/30/2010 TGW 

8/2/2010 EKK 

8/2/2010 PRC 

8/2/2010 TGW 

8/3/2010 TGW 

8/312010 PRC 

8/4/2010 TGW 

8/4/2010 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

email to Rich Bauer regarding same; research and 
compile documents for interviews with witnesses Will 
Berg and Joseph Borton. 

Research document production files and compile 
additional exhibits in preparation of Berg and Borton's 
interviews; review and respond to em ails from client; 
prepare draft of Seventh Requests for Production of 
Documents based on deposition testimony of Keith 
Watts; prepare Notice of Service. 

Continue preparation for witness interviews and 
depositions; several telephone conferences with Tom 
Coughlin regarding same; review Coughlin's notes for 
witness interviews 

Review notes regarding possible witness Will Berg. 

Review Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure regarding 
subpoena for document production on non-party entity; 
prepare Subpoena for ZGA Architects and Planners 
Chartered; prepare letter to Kim Trout regarding same; 
edit and finalize Petra Incorporated's Seventh Requests 
for Production of Documents; prepare Notice of Service 
of Discovery. 

Continue preparation for interview with Joe Borton, 
former City Councilman; continue preparation for 
deposition of Laura Knothe; telephone conference with 
Scott Hess regarding his dealing with Trout in the 
current McCall case 

Prepare for and conduct interview of Will Berg; prepare 
notes of interview for future use and Petra's information; 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding same; 
prepare for deposition testimony of Laura Knothe 

Prepare email correspondence to opposing counsel 
regarding request for available dates of Eric Jensen; 
prepare Supplement to Seventh Requests for Production 
of Documents to serve on opposing counsel; prepare 
Notice of Service for filing with the Court. 

Prepare report on interview with Joe Borton; forward to 
Petra personnel; continue preparation for deposition of 
Ted Baird; review Judge McLaughlin's July 28, 2010 
Memorandum Decision in McCall vs. Payette Lakes 
striking McCall's damages claim because of Kim Trout's 
dilatory tactics; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding same 

Review information regarding tactics of opposing 
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Units Price Value 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

1.00 95.00 95.00 

5.70 275.00 1,567.50 

1.00 200.00 200.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
counsel and decision in another case involving
opposing counsel with similar issues; examined the
payments made to Trout's fInn.

8/4/2010 PRC Review discovery fIles; review City of Meridian Finance 2.50 95.00 237.50
Department website infonnation for City Expenditure
reports and compile report regarding payments to
opposing counsel for litigation; telephone call to
opposing counsel's office regarding additional
scheduling of depositions for Meridian witnesses.

8/4/2010 MEW Review City of McCall decision; conference with E. 0.50 190.00 95.00
Klein.

8/5/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Ted Baird deposition 6040 275.00 1,760.00

8/5/2010 EKK Meeting with trial team on case. 0.50 200.00 100.00

8/5/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 0040 190.00 76.00
litigation strategy on motions in limine and narrowing the
scope of the case.

8/5/2010 PRC Meeting regarding deposition preparation and motion in 1.60 95.00 152.00
limine and motion to strike preparation for trial; review
Order by Judge Wilper; prepare email correspondence to
clients regarding same; prepare email correspondence to
opposing counsel's office regarding additional
deposition scheduling.

8/6/2010 PRC Review and respond to email from opposing counsel 0.20 95.00 19.00
regarding deposition scheduling ofEric Jensen; prepare
witness fIle.

8/6/2010 EKK Examined analysis of witness infonnation. 0.20 200.00 40.00

8/6/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Meridian's witness depositions, 6.00 275.00 1,650.00
including Knothe, Lee and Baird; work on revised
schedule of estimated costs and fees for remainder of
case

8/9/2010 EKK Examined case infonnation; meeting on case. 0.70 200.00 140.00

8/9/2010 PRC Finalize and process ZGA Subpoena for Document 2.10 95.00 199.50
Production; prepare Affidavit for ZGA signature and
letter of instruction; prepare draft Subpoena for
Materials Testing & Inspection, Inc.; prepare required
seven day notice of subpoena issuance to Trout;
research documents for upcoming deposition
preparation.

8/9/2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions of Meridian's 7.30 275.00 2,007.50
witnesses, including Knothe, Baird and Amento; review
and revise Eric Jensen's duces tecum list of documents;
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/4/2010 PRC 

8/4/2010 MEW 

8/5/2010 TGW 

8/5/2010 EKK 

8/5/2010 MEW 

8/5/2010 PRC 

8/6/2010 PRC 

8/6/2010 EKK 

8/6/2010 TGW 

8/9/2010 EKK 

8/9/2010 PRC 

8/9/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

counsel and decision in another case involving 
opposing counsel with similar issues; examined the 
payments made to Trout's fInn. 

Review discovery fIles; review City of Meridian Finance 
Department website infonnation for City Expenditure 
reports and compile report regarding payments to 
opposing counsel for litigation; telephone call to 
opposing counsel's office regarding additional 
scheduling of depositions for Meridian witnesses. 

Review City of McCall decision; conference with E. 
Klein. 

Continue preparation for Ted Baird deposition 

Meeting with trial team on case. 

Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 
litigation strategy on motions in limine and narrowing the 
scope of the case. 

Meeting regarding deposition preparation and motion in 
limine and motion to strike preparation for trial; review 
Order by Judge Wilper; prepare email correspondence to 
clients regarding same; prepare email correspondence to 
opposing counsel's office regarding additional 
deposition scheduling. 

Review and respond to email from opposing counsel 
regarding deposition scheduling of Eric Jensen; prepare 
witness fIle. 

Examined analysis of witness infonnation. 

Continue preparation for Meridian's witness depositions, 
including Knothe, Lee and Baird; work on revised 
schedule of estimated costs and fees for remainder of 
case 

Examined case infonnation; meeting on case. 

Finalize and process ZGA Subpoena for Document 
Production; prepare Affidavit for ZGA signature and 
letter of instruction; prepare draft Subpoena for 
Materials Testing & Inspection, Inc.; prepare required 
seven day notice of subpoena issuance to Trout; 
research documents for upcoming deposition 
preparation. 

Continue preparation for depositions of Meridian's 
witnesses, including Knothe, Baird and Amento; review 
and revise Eric Jensen's duces tecum list of documents; 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.50 95.00 237.50 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

6040 275.00 1,760.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

0040 190.00 76.00 

1.60 95.00 152.00 

0.20 95.00 19.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

6.00 275.00 1,650.00 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

7.30 275.00 2,007.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~dng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

review Hooper Cornell engagement letter and forward to
Dennis Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank; exchange several emails
with Tom Coughlin regarding discovery matters and
subpoenas; telephone conference with Kurt Kramer
regarding status; telephone conference with Keith
Pinkerton regarding study regarding lost business
opportunities

8110/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Meridian witness depositions; 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
lengthy telephone conference with Kurt Kramer
regarding status and estimated costs and fees through
the anticipated remainder of the case

8110/2010 EKK Review case information. 0.30 200.00 60.00

8110/2010 MEW Review Coughlin comments for Knothe deposition and 0.70 190.00 133.00
Knothe affidavit; conference with T. Walker and E. Klein.

8110/2010 PRC Review deposition outline of Laura Knothe; prepare and 4.90 95.00 465.50
mark deposition exhibits; prepare Notice of Audio Video
Deposition Duces Tecum of Eric Jensen; review
memorandum from attorney regarding document
production subpoenas; research entity information from
Secretary of State website; research, review and compile
and mark exhibits for deposition of Ted Baird; work on
Petra Incorporated's Disclosure of Expert Witnesses;
telephone call to Richard Bauer regarding same; prepare
Subpoenas for Document Production on Heery
International, Inc., Elk Mountain Engineering, Inc.,
Stapley Engineering, P.A., Engineering, Inc., Eidam and
Associates, Ltd. And AAtronics Incorporated

8111/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Meridian witness deposition; 10.00 275.00 2,750.00
take deposition of Laura Knothe, one of Meridian's
experts; continue to work on report of fees and costs
estimate for insurer; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer
regarding offer ofjudgment; conference with Tom
Coughlin regarding Baird and Amento depositions;
review Petra's Disclosure of Expert Witnesses

8/11/2010 EKK Review case information and information on experts. 0.60 200.00 120.00

8111/2010 PRC Finalize Subpoenas for Document Production and 1.90 95.00 180.50
service on opposing counsel; prepare letter to Kurt
Kramer regarding deposition transcript and exhibits of
Keith Watts; fmalize Petra Incorporated's Disclosure of
Expert Witnesses; prepare email to experts and clients
requesting review prior to filing and service.

8112/2010 TGW Review notes from Bennett and Coughlin regarding Baird 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
deposition; continue preparation for and take deposition
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Transactions Fee Li~dng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8110/2010 TGW 

8110/2010 EKK 

8110/2010 MEW 

8110/2010 PRC 

811112010 TGW 

8/1112010 EKK 

811112010 PRC 

811212010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

review Hooper Cornell engagement letter and forward to 
Dennis Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank; exchange several emails 
with Tom Coughlin regarding discovery matters and 
subpoenas; telephone conference with Kurt Kramer 
regarding status; telephone conference with Keith 
Pinkerton regarding study regarding lost business 
opportunities 

Continue preparation for Meridian witness depositions; 
lengthy telephone conference with Kurt Kramer 
regarding status and estimated costs and fees through 
the anticipated remainder of the case 

Review case information. 

Review Coughlin comments for Knothe deposition and 
Knothe affidavit; conference with T. Walker and E. Klein. 

Review deposition outline of Laura Knothe; prepare and 
mark deposition exhibits; prepare Notice of Audio Video 
Deposition Duces Tecum of Eric Jensen; review 
memorandum from attorney regarding document 
production subpoenas; research entity information from 
Secretary of State website; research, review and compile 
and mark exhibits for deposition of Ted Baird; work on 
Petra Incorporated's Disclosure of Expert Witnesses; 
telephone call to Richard Bauer regarding same; prepare 
Subpoenas for Document Production on Heery 
International, Inc., Elk Mountain Engineering, Inc., 
Stapley Engineering, P.A., Engineering, Inc., Eidam and 
Associates, Ltd. And AAtronics Incorporated 

Continue preparation for Meridian witness deposition; 
take deposition of Laura Knothe, one of Meridian's 
experts; continue to work on report of fees and costs 
estimate for insurer; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer 
regarding offer of judgment; conference with Tom 
Coughlin regarding Baird and Amento depositions; 
review Petra's Disclosure of Expert Witnesses 

Review case information and information on experts. 

Finalize Subpoenas for Document Production and 
service on opposing counsel; prepare letter to Kurt 
Kramer regarding deposition transcript and exhibits of 
Keith Watts; fmalize Petra Incorporated's Disclosure of 
Expert Witnesses; prepare email to experts and clients 
requesting review prior to filing and service. 

Review notes from Bennett and Coughlin regarding Baird 
deposition; continue preparation for and take deposition 
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Units Price Value 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

0.70 190.00 133.00 

4.90 95.00 465.50 

10.00 275.00 2,750.00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

8.60 275.00 2,365.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~'lng (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

of Ted Baird, Deputy City Attorney, conferences with
Tom Coughlin regarding same

8112/2010 PRC Deposition exhibit preparation; case management; 0.90 95.00 85.50
prepare email to Richard Bauer regarding Petra's Expert
Witness Disclosure; fmalize Petra Incorporated's Expert
Witness Disclosure for filing and service

8/13/2010 EKK Correspondence on case and review of information 0.70 200.00 140.00
needed for discovery; discuss information on exclusion
of information for hearing.

8/13/2010 MEW Research exclusion of evidence outside scope of 3.30 190.00 627.00
documents provided.

8/13/2010 PRC Review correspondence from client; prepare draft of 0.40 95.00 38.00
Eighth Requests for Production of Documents to City of
Meridian; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery.

8/13/2010 TGW Review McCall v. Payette Recreation regarding motions 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
to exclude testimony from Meridian's experts and
regarding damages

8/14/2010 TGW Review and respond to additional questions from Kurt 3.00 275.00 825.00
Kramer regarding offer ofjudgment procedures and
consequences; continue work on preparation for
depositions of Steve Amento and Todd Weltner;
conduct preliminary review of notes from Bennett and
Coughlin regarding same

8116/2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions of Amento and 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
Weltner; conference with Erika, Mackenzie and Pam
regarding interviews of contractor and vendor
witnesses; work on scheduling for preparation session
for evidentiary hearing set for August 30,2010; work on
timeline with emphasis on trying to identify Petra's extra
work following November 2007

8116/2010 EKK Trial team meeting on case; review information on 1.70 200.00 340.00
research on fee recovery; review correspondence
relating to contract negotiations in preparation for
witness interviews and depositions.

8116/2010 MEW Research viability of making a Rule 68 offer ofjudgment; 2.80 190.00 532.00
continue research regarding opposition to additional
evidence at hearing; draft brief and motion.

8/16/2010 PRC Review discovery documents and compile documents for 2.60 95.00 247.00
deposition exhibits and interviews of prime contractors;
meeting with attorney regarding evidentiary hearing
preparation and service of additional discovery; edit and
fmalize Eighth Requests for Production of Documents
and Notice of Service of Discovery; confer with
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Transactions Fee Li~'lng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8112/2010 PRC 

8/13/2010 EKK 

8/13/2010 MEW 

8/13/2010 PRC 

8/13/2010 TGW 

8/14/2010 TGW 

8116/2010 TGW 

8116/2010 EKK 

8116/2010 MEW 

8/16/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

of Ted Baird, Deputy City Attorney, conferences with 
Tom Coughlin regarding same 

Deposition exhibit preparation; case management; 
prepare email to Richard Bauer regarding Petra's Expert 
Witness Disclosure; fmalize Petra Incorporated's Expert 
Witness Disclosure for filing and service 

Correspondence on case and review of information 
needed for discovery; discuss information on exclusion 
of information for hearing. 

Research exclusion of evidence outside scope of 
documents provided. 

Review correspondence from client; prepare draft of 
Eighth Requests for Production of Documents to City of 
Meridian; prepare Notice of Service of Discovery. 

Review McCall v. Payette Recreation regarding motions 
to exclude testimony from Meridian's experts and 
regarding damages 

Review and respond to additional questions from Kurt 
Kramer regarding offer of judgment procedures and 
consequences; continue work on preparation for 
depositions of Steve Amento and Todd Weltner; 
conduct preliminary review of notes from Bennett and 
Coughlin regarding same 

Continue preparation for depositions of Amento and 
Weltner; conference with Erika, Mackenzie and Pam 
regarding interviews of contractor and vendor 
witnesses; work on scheduling for preparation session 
for evidentiary hearing set for August 30,2010; work on 
time line with emphasis on trying to identify Petra's extra 
work following November 2007 

Trial team meeting on case; review information on 
research on fee recovery; review correspondence 
relating to contract negotiations in preparation for 
witness interviews and depositions. 

Research viability of making a Rule 68 offer of judgment; 
continue research regarding opposition to additional 
evidence at hearing; draft brief and motion. 

Review discovery documents and compile documents for 
deposition exhibits and interviews of prime contractors; 
meeting with attorney regarding evidentiary hearing 
preparation and service of additional discovery; edit and 
fmalize Eighth Requests for Production of Documents 
and Notice of Service of Discovery; confer with 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.90 95.00 85.50 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

3.30 190.00 627.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 

4.20 275.00 1,155.00 

3.00 275.00 825.00 

8.70 275.00 2,392.50 

l.70 200.00 340.00 

2.80 190.00 532.00 

2.60 95.00 247.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Associated Reporting regarding status of deposition
scheduling and receipt of transcripts; telephone call to
prime contractors for scheduling interviews; prepare
Petra Incorporated's Ninth Requests for Production of
Documents from review of Ted Baird's deposition
testimony; prepare and mark exhibits for Steve Amento's
deposition.

8/17/2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions of Amento and 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
WeItner; transmit response to Kurt Kramer's inquiry
regarding Rule 68 offer ofjudgment; respond again to
Kramer's further inquiry; take Amento's deposition

8/17/2010 PRC Review, edit and fmalize direct exam of Jack Lemley for 4.10 95.00 389.50
Evidentiary Hearing; prepare letter to Jack Lemley and
Rich Bauer regarding same; review and finalize
Deposition Outline for Todd Weltner; compile, organize
and mark exhibits for Weltner deposition; continue
scheduling of interviews with prime contractors on City
of Meridian job; telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk
regarding rescheduling hearing on Motion for Summary
Judgment.

8/17/2010 MEW Continue working on memorandum regarding objection 7.70 190.00 1,463.00
to scope of evidence; review all of Meridian's pleadings
in support of motion to amend and responding to
summary judgment in order to determine what evidence
they may try to introduce and what is outside the scope
of court's order; attend portion of Amento's deposition
to review documents he produced pursuant to the
notice; review opposing counsel's motion to dismiss;
conference with T. Walker; research ITCA and cases;
draft opposition brief to motion.

8/18/2010 TGW Continue preparation for deposition of Todd Weltner; 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
exchange emails with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin
regarding case issues raised during depositions; take
deposition of Todd Weltner; several conferences with
Tom Coughlin, Erika Klein, Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam
Carson regarding pending matters; conduct additional
research regarding the Idaho Tort Claims Act and its
possible application to Petra's claims against the City;
review cases regarding same

8/18/2010 EKK Preparation for interview of Pat Kershisnik; preparation 3.70 200.00 740.00
for deposition of Frank Lee; interview of Pat Kershisnik.

8/18/2010 PRC Prepare email correspondence to insurance company 2.30 95.00 218.50
regarding Motion to Dismiss and Memorandum filed by
City of Meridian; prepare and mark exhibits to deposition

. of Todd Weltner; continue scheduling of Prime
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008375

Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8117/2010 TGW 

8117/2010 PRC 

8117/2010 MEW 

8/18/2010 TGW 

8/18/2010 EKK 

8118/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Associated Reporting regarding status of deposition 
scheduling and receipt of transcripts; telephone call to 
prime contractors for scheduling interviews; prepare 
Petra Incorporated's Ninth Requests for Production of 
Documents from review of Ted Baird's deposition 
testimony; prepare and mark exhibits for Steve Amento's 
deposition. 

Continue preparation for depositions of Amento and 
Weltner; transmit response to Kurt Kramer's inquiry 
regarding Rule 68 offer of judgment; respond again to 
Kramer's further inquiry; take Amento's deposition 

Review, edit and fmalize direct exam of Jack Lemley for 
Evidentiary Hearing; prepare letter to Jack Lemley and 
Rich Bauer regarding same; review and finalize 
Deposition Outline for Todd Weltner; compile, organize 
and mark exhibits for Weltner deposition; continue 
scheduling of interviews with prime contractors on City 
of Meridian job; telephone call to Judge Wilper's clerk 
regarding rescheduling hearing on Motion for Summary 
Judgment. 

Continue working on memorandum regarding objection 
to scope of evidence; review all of Meridian's pleadings 
in support of motion to amend and responding to 
summary judgment in order to determine what evidence 
they may try to introduce and what is outside the scope 
of court's order; attend portion of Amento's deposition 
to review documents he produced pursuant to the 
notice; review opposing counsel's motion to dismiss; 
conference with T. Walker; research ITCA and cases; 
draft opposition brief to motion. 

Continue preparation for deposition of Todd Weltner; 
exchange em ails with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin 
regarding case issues raised during depositions; take 
deposition of Todd Weltner; several conferences with 
Tom Coughlin, Erika Klein, Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam 
Carson regarding pending matters; conduct additional 
research regarding the Idaho Tort Claims Act and its 
possible application to Petra's claims against the City; 
review cases regarding same 

Preparation for interview of Pat Kershisnik; preparation 
for deposition of Frank Lee; interview of Pat Kershisnik. 

Prepare email correspondence to insurance company 
regarding Motion to Dismiss and Memorandum filed by 
City of Meridian; prepare and mark exhibits to deposition 

. of Todd Weltner; continue scheduling of Prime 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 

7.70 190.00 1,463.00 

8.70 275.00 2,392.50 

3.70 200.00 740.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~llng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Contractor interviews.

8/18/2010 MEW Continue working on brief in opposition to opposing 7.20 190.00 1,368.00
counsel's motion to dismiss; attend Welter deposition to
review documents; research cases on when claim arises;
research other jurisdictions; conferences with T. Walker.

8/19/2010 TGW Continue preparation for possible evidentiary hearing; 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
exchange emails with Kurt Kramer regarding fees and
costs issues raised by the underwriter; conference with
Erika Klein, Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam Carson
regarding motions, including Petra's Rule 7(b)(3)(A) and
motions to exclude evidence by Meridian's experts and
its damages

8/19/2010 PRC Edit and finalize Tenth Requests for Production of 3.10 95.00 294.50
Documents; prepare Notice of Service for filing with
Court; several telephone conversations with Judge
Wilper's clerk regarding schedule issues; prepare Notice
of Hearing for Motion to Shorten Time Objection and
Motion for Order Regarding Oral Argument v.
Evidentiary hearing; prepare proposed Order to Shorten
Time; amend and edit Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker;
compile and mark exhibits to affidavit; edit and finalize
memorandums in support of motions; process for filing
and service.

8/19/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding Fourth Amended 7.60 190.00 1,444.00
Notice of Hearing; draft objection and motion to vacate
evidentiary hearing; draft memorandum in support and
Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker; draft motion to convert
evidentiary hearing to be heard only on briefs and
affidavits; draft memorandum in support; continue
working on brief in opposition to motion to dismiss and
researching various points of argument.

8/19/2010 EKK Review pleadings in case and preparation for deposition 0.40 200.00 80.00
of Franklin Lee.

8/20/2010 EKK Complete preparation for Deposition of Franklin Lee; 4.30 200.00 860.00
deposition of Mr. Lee; review pleadings and
correspondence on case.

8/20/2010 PRC Prepare for Franklin Lee's deposition; compile and mark 1.10 95.00 104.50
exhibits for same.

8/20/2010 MEW Continue working on brief and research in opposition to 2.80 190.00 532.00
opposing counsel's motion to dismiss; continue working
on brief regarding scope of evidence presented at
hearing; status to T. Walker.

8/20/2010 PRC Telephone call from Judge Wilper's Clerk regarding 0.40 95.00 38.00
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008376

Transactions Fee Li~llng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/18/2010 MEW 

8119/2010 TGW 

8/19/2010 PRC 

8119/2010 MEW 

811912010 EKK 

8/2012010 EKK 

8/20/2010 PRC 

8/20/2010 MEW 

8/20/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Contractor interviews. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue working on brief in opposition to opposing 
counsel's motion to dismiss; attend Welter deposition to 
review documents; research cases on when claim arises; 
research other jurisdictions; conferences with T. Walker. 

Continue preparation for possible evidentiary hearing; 
exchange em ails with Kurt Kramer regarding fees and 
costs issues raised by the underwriter; conference with 
Erika Klein, Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam Carson 
regarding motions, including Petra's Rule 7(b)(3)(A) and 
motions to exclude evidence by Meridian's experts and 
its damages 

Edit and finalize Tenth Requests for Production of 
Documents; prepare Notice of Service for filing with 
Court; several telephone conversations with Judge 
Wilper's clerk regarding schedule issues; prepare Notice 
of Hearing for Motion to Shorten Time Objection and 
Motion for Order Regarding Oral Argument v. 
Evidentiary hearing; prepare proposed Order to Shorten 
Time; amend and edit Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker; 
compile and mark exhibits to affidavit; edit and finalize 
memorandums in support of motions; process for filing 
and service. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding Fourth Amended 
Notice of Hearing; draft objection and motion to vacate 
evidentiary hearing; draft memorandum in support and 
Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker; draft motion to convert 
evidentiary hearing to be heard only on briefs and 
affidavits; draft memorandum in support; continue 
working on brief in opposition to motion to dismiss and 
researching various points of argument. 

Review pleadings in case and preparation for deposition 
of Franklin Lee. 

Complete preparation for Deposition of Franklin Lee; 
deposition of Mr. Lee; review pleadings and 
correspondence on case. 

Prepare for Franklin Lee's deposition; compile and mark 
exhibits for same. 

Continue working on brief and research in opposition to 
opposing counsel's motion to dismiss; continue working 
on brief regarding scope of evidence presented at 
hearing; status to T. Walker. 

Telephone call from Judge Wilper's Clerk regarding 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.20 190.00 1,368.00 

8.60 275.00 2,365.00 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

7.60 190.00 1,444.00 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

4.30 200.00 860.00 

1.10 95.00 104.50 

2.80 190.00 532.00 

0.40 95.00 38.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

scheduling; electronically amend task and calendar;
prepare Amended Notice of Hearing on Petra's motions.

8/20/2010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; review memorandum in opposition to
Meridian's motion to dismiss under the Idaho Tort
Claims Act; commence revisions of same;

8/23/2010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; prepare for and conduct document review at
LCA's offices; revise memorandum on opposition to
Meridian's motion to dismiss under the Idaho Tort
Claims Act; conference with Matthew Schelstrate
regarding research and writing assignment for the
preparation of motions in limine to exclude testimony and
document by Meridian's experts; telephone; conference
with Jerry Frank regarding evidentiary preparation and
hearing on motion to vacate; telephone conference with
Rich Bauer regarding evidentiary hearing; conduct
document review at LCA

8/23/2010 EKK Deposition information review; examination of 2.10 200.00 420.00
documents at offices of LCA.

8/23/2010 MBS Review file; begin drafting motion to exclude damages 7.00 180.00 1,260.00

8/23/2010 MEW Work on brief regarding scope; conference with T. 1.90 190.00 361.00
Walker and S. Welsh regarding all pending motions.

8/23/2010 PRC Prepare for evidentiary hearing; review direct and cross 3.30 95.00 313.50
examinations; compile and mark additional exhibits for
direct examinations; edit Memorandum in Support of
Motion in Limine to Exclude Damage Evidence.

8/24/2010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; prepare letter to Rob Anderson requesting
copies of certain documents in LCA files; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank; exchange numerous emails
with Petra personnel regarding depositions of Amento
and Baird

8/24/2010 EKK Provided information to request from LCA per document 0.80 200.00 160.00
review; examined affidavits for information needed for
interviews of subcontractors in case; review case
information; examined relevant deposition testimony.

8/24/2010 MEW Continue working on brief regarding scope. 2.50 190.00 475.00

8/24/2010 PRC Review deposition testimony of Steve Amento; research 2.10 95.00 199.50
Court repository in Blaine County for case where
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008377

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/20/2010 TGW 

8/23/2010 TGW 

8/23/2010 EKK 

8/23/2010 MBS 

8/23/2010 MEW 

8/23/2010 PRC 

8/24/2010 TGW 

8/24/2010 EKK 

8/24/2010 MEW 

8/24/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

scheduling; electronically amend task and calendar; 
prepare Amended Notice of Hearing on Petra's motions. 

Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
damages; review memorandum in opposition to 
Meridian's motion to dismiss under the Idaho Tort 
Claims Act; commence revisions of same; 

Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
damages; prepare for and conduct document review at 
LCA's offices; revise memorandum on opposition to 
Meridian's motion to dismiss under the Idaho Tort 
Claims Act; conference with Matthew Schelstrate 
regarding research and writing assignment for the 
preparation of motions in limine to exclude testimony and 
document by Meridian's experts; telephone; conference 
with Jerry Frank regarding evidentiary preparation and 
hearing on motion to vacate; telephone conference with 
Rich Bauer regarding evidentiary hearing; conduct 
document review at LCA 

Deposition information review; examination of 
documents at offices of LCA. 

Review file; begin drafting motion to exclude damages 

Work on brief regarding scope; conference with T. 
Walker and S. Welsh regarding all pending motions. 

Prepare for evidentiary hearing; review direct and cross 
examinations; compile and mark additional exhibits for 
direct examinations; edit Memorandum in Support of 
Motion in Limine to Exclude Damage Evidence. 

Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
damages; prepare letter to Rob Anderson requesting 
copies of certain documents in LCA files; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank; exchange numerous em ails 
with Petra personnel regarding depositions of Amento 
and Baird 

Provided information to request from LCA per document 
review; examined affidavits for information needed for 
interviews of subcontractors in case; review case 
information; examined relevant deposition testimony. 

Continue working on brief regarding scope. 

Review deposition testimony of Steve Amento; research 
Court repository in Blaine County for case where 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

2.10 200.00 420.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

1.90 190.00 361.00 

3.30 95.00 313.50 

8.70 275.00 2,392.50 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

2.50 190.00 475.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Amento is acting as expert witness; compile information
for attorney; research fmancial expenditure reports on
City of Meridian website for updating spreadsheet
regarding legal expenditures; amend and edit
correspondence to Robert Anderson regarding review of
LCA files and records.

8/24/2010 MBS Research and draft motion to exclude damage claims. 4.00 180.00 720.00

8/25/2010 TGW Prepare for and conduct evidentiary hearing preparation 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
session with Jack Lemley and Rich Bauer; review and
revise brief in support of motion in limine to exclude
documents and testimony regarding Meridian's claimed
damages; review and revise brief in support of motion in
limine to exclude documents and testimony by
Meridian's experts; review and revise brief in opposition
to Meridian's motion to dismiss Petra's claims under the
Idaho Tort Claims Act; continue review of transcript of
Baird's deposition; review Coughlin's Check Mate list on
Watts May 24, 2010 affidavit

8/25/2010 PRC Prepare Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony and 2.40 95.00 228.00
Documents of Meridian's Experts; prepare Motion in
Limine to Exclude Testimony and Documents regarding
Meridian's Claimed Damages; prepare Notices of
Hearing; prepare and fmalize First and Second Affidavits
in support of motions; research, compile and mark
exhibits to same; prepare letter to clients; prepare letter
to Kurt Kramer regarding status of filings.

8/25/2010 EKK Review case information; discussion of information for 1.10 200.00 220.00
deposition of Eric Jensen; review additional filings by
opposing counsel.

8/25/2010 MEW Supplement memorandum in support of motion in limine 2.90 190.00 551.00
regarding experts; research case law; status to T.
Walker; conference with T. Walker regarding evidentiary
hearing; review deposition transcript testimony.

8/25/2010 MBS Review and update motion to exclude damage claim; edit 5.00 180.00 900.00
motion to exclude expert witnesses; revise and draft
additions to response to motion to dismiss

8/26/2010 TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion to vacate 10.70 275.00 2,942.50
the evidentiary hearing and submit the issue of punitive
damages to the Court on affidavits and oral argument;
prepare for oral argument; review previous filings
regarding the City's motion for leave to amend to
determine sufficiency of Petra's response; continue
review of deposition transcripts; work on motions to
strike witness affidavit submitted by Meridian;
conference with trial team regarding same; work on
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008378

Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/24/2010 MBS 

8/25/2010 TGW 

8/25/2010 PRC 

8/25/2010 EKK 

8/25/2010 MEW 

8/25/2010 MBS 

8/26/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Amento is acting as expert witness; compile information 
for attorney; research fmancial expenditure reports on 
City of Meridian website for updating spreadsheet 
regarding legal expenditures; amend and edit 
correspondence to Robert Anderson regarding review of 
LCA files and records. 

Research and draft motion to exclude damage claims. 

Prepare for and conduct evidentiary hearing preparation 
session with Jack Lemley and Rich Bauer; review and 
revise brief in support of motion in limine to exclude 
documents and testimony regarding Meridian's claimed 
damages; review and revise brief in support of motion in 
limine to exclude documents and testimony by 
Meridian's experts; review and revise brief in opposition 
to Meridian's motion to dismiss Petra's claims under the 
Idaho Tort Claims Act; continue review of transcript of 
Baird's deposition; review Coughlin's Check Mate list on 
Watts May 24, 2010 affidavit 

Prepare Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony and 
Documents of Meridian's Experts; prepare Motion in 
Limine to Exclude Testimony and Documents regarding 
Meridian's Claimed Damages; prepare Notices of 
Hearing; prepare and fmalize First and Second Affidavits 
in support of motions; research, compile and mark 
exhibits to same; prepare letter to clients; prepare letter 
to Kurt Kramer regarding status of filings. 

Review case information; discussion of information for 
deposition of Eric Jensen; review additional filings by 
opposing counsel. 

Supplement memorandum in support of motion in limine 
regarding experts; research case law; status to T. 
Walker; conference with T. Walker regarding evidentiary 
hearing; review deposition transcript testimony. 

Review and update motion to exclude damage claim; edit 
motion to exclude expert witnesses; revise and draft 
additions to response to motion to dismiss 

Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion to vacate 
the evidentiary hearing and submit the issue of punitive 
damages to the Court on affidavits and oral argument; 
prepare for oral argument; review previous filings 
regarding the City's motion for leave to amend to 
determine sufficiency of Petra's response; continue 
review of deposition transcripts; work on motions to 
strike witness affidavit submitted by Meridian; 
conference with trial team regarding same; work on 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

2.40 95.00 228.00 

1.10 200.00 220.00 

2.90 190.00 551.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

10.70 275.00 2,942.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

response to Meridian's motion to dismiss (Idaho Trot
Claims Act); attend and argue at hearing on Petra's
motion to vacate the evidentiary hearing

8/26/2010 EKK Examined case information; provided input regarding oral 1.30 200.00 260.00
argument for today; examined information regarding
Weltner in case; work on deposition preparation for Eric
Jensen; update on hearing in case.

8/26/2010 MEW Review and status to T. Walker regarding oral argument 3.60 190.00 684.00
on motions

8/26/2010 PRC Review files; meeting with associate attorney regarding 2.90 95.00 275.50
pending motions and responses required; telephone
conversation with Inga regarding scheduling issues;
prepare Notice of Hearing on Petra's Motion to Strike
Affidavits and Second Amended Notice of Hearing on
Motion for Summary Judgment; research discovery
documents and compile additional exhibits for
evidentiary hearing.

8/26/2010 MBS Draft additions to opposition to City's Motion to Dismiss 4.50 180.00 810.00

8/26/2010 MBS Begin research and drafting of motions to strike 4.00 180.00 720.00

8/27/2010 TGW Finish reviewing volume II transcript of Keith Watts' 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
deposition; review Franklin Lee's deposition and duces
tecum production; exchange numerous emails with
Coughlin regarding pending matters; review Alpha
Masonry documents provided by Coughlin and forward
same to Rich Bauer per Rich's request; several
conferences with trial team regarding research and
drafting assignments

8/27/2010 EKK Review correspondence in case; work on deposition 3.40 200.00 680.00
preparation and review of related documents as part of
same.

8/27/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding all pending 1.10 190.00 209.00
motions, responses, and necessary affidavits; draft reply
brief in support of our motion for summary judgment;
review cases regarding standard on punitive damages
and Rule 15; conference with M. Schelstrate.

8/27/2010 PRC Meeting with attorney; commence preparation of 3.80 95.00 361.00
affidavits in opposition to (reply) to Meridian's Motion
for Leave to File First Amended Complaint and add Claim
for Punitive Damages; review AlA General Conditions
Contract regarding notice requirements; prepare letter to
opposing counsel regarding continued deposition
scheduling; review Court Scheduling Order; prepare
letter to opposing counsel regarding outstanding
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/26/2010 EKK 

8/26/2010 MEW 

8/26/2010 PRC 

8/26/2010 MBS 

8/26/2010 MBS 

8/27/2010 TGW 

8/27/2010 EKK 

8/27/2010 MEW 

8/27/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

response to Meridian's motion to dismiss (Idaho Trot 
Claims Act); attend and argue at hearing on Petra's 
motion to vacate the evidentiary hearing 

Examined case information; provided input regarding oral 
argument for today; examined information regarding 
Wehner in case; work on deposition preparation for Eric 
Jensen; update on hearing in case. 

Review and status to T. Walker regarding oral argument 
on motions 

Review files; meeting with associate attorney regarding 
pending motions and responses required; telephone 
conversation with Inga regarding scheduling issues; 
prepare Notice of Hearing on Petra's Motion to Strike 
Affidavits and Second Amended Notice of Hearing on 
Motion for Summary Judgment; research discovery 
documents and compile additional exhibits for 
evidentiary hearing. 

Draft additions to opposition to City's Motion to Dismiss 

Begin research and drafting of motions to strike 

Finish reviewing volume II transcript of Keith Watts' 
deposition; review Franklin Lee's deposition and duces 
tecum production; exchange numerous emails with 
Coughlin regarding pending matters; review Alpha 
Masonry documents provided by Coughlin and forward 
same to Rich Bauer per Rich's request; several 
conferences with trial team regarding research and 
drafting assignments 

Review correspondence in case; work on deposition 
preparation and review of related documents as part of 
same. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding all pending 
motions, responses, and necessary affidavits; draft reply 
brief in support of our motion for summary jUdgment; 
review cases regarding standard on punitive damages 
and Rule 15; conference with M. Schelstrate. 

Meeting with attorney; commence preparation of 
affidavits in opposition to (reply) to Meridian's Motion 
for Leave to File First Amended Complaint and add Claim 
for Punitive Damages; review AlA General Conditions 
Contract regarding notice requirements; prepare letter to 
opposing counsel regarding continued deposition 
scheduling; review Court Scheduling Order; prepare 
letter to opposing counsel regarding outstanding 

6120/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.30 200.00 260.00 

3.60 190.00 684.00 

2.90 95.00 275.50 

4.50 180.00 810.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

3.40 200.00 680.00 

1.10 190.00 209.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

discovery responses.

8/27/2010 MBS Draft Motions to Strike 7.00 180.00 1,260.00

8/28/2010 MBS Draft Motions to Strike 6.00 180.00 1,080.00

8/30/2010 TGW Continue review of documents produced by Steve 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
Amento; review draft of memorandum in opposition of
Meridian's motion dismiss (Idaho Tort Claims Act) and
suggest further research and changes; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding status of
document review; exchange emails with Petra's
management regarding same

8/30/2010 MBS Revise response to motion to dismiss 1.20 180.00 216.00

8/30/2010 MEW Review memorandum in support of opposition to 0.20 190.00 38.00
dismiss; status to T. Walker.

8/30/2010 PRC Continue work on Affidavits in Opposition to Motion for 3.10 95.00 294.50
Leave to Amend to Add Claim for Punitives; commence
review of Keith Watts deposition testimony regarding
documents for production; review Petra's Opposition to
Motion to Dismiss; commence work on affidavits of
Gene Bennett and Thomas Walker; review
correspondence files and compile and mark exhibits for
Affidavit of Thomas Walker.

8/30/2010 EKK Review correspondence in case, including memorandum 2.40 200.00 480.00
from opposing counsel to City attorney; further
preparation of Eric Jensen deposition questions;
examination of Heery report.

8/30/2010 MBS Draft Motions to Strike 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

8/3112010 TGW Review three affidavit filed and served on August 30, 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
2010 in support of Meridian's motion for leave to amend
to add punitive damages; email comments to Petra,
Lemley International, Kramer and trial team; review
Meridian's latest responses to Petra's discovery
requests; work on motions to strike; telephone
conference with Dennis Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton
regarding damages calculations; conference with Petra
personnel and trial team regarding responses to pending
motions

8/3112010 EKK Review correspondence in case; examined supplemental 4.90 200.00 980.00
pleadings filed by opposing counsel; deposition of Eric
Jensen; case meeting with Petra representatives; follow
up contact with K. Dinius regarding Western Roofmg.

8/3112010 PRe Continue work on Affidavits in support of Petra's 5.20 95.00 494.00
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008380

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/27/2010 MBS 

8/28/2010 MBS 

8/30/2010 TGW 

8/30/2010 MBS 

8/30/2010 MEW 

8/30/2010 PRC 

8/30/2010 EKK 

8/30/2010 MBS 

8/3112010 TGW 

8/3112010 EKK 

8/3112010 PRe 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

discovery responses. 

Draft Motions to Strike 

Draft Motions to Strike 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue review of documents produced by Steve 
Amento; review draft of memorandum in opposition of 
Meridian's motion dismiss (Idaho Tort Claims Act) and 
suggest further research and changes; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding status of 
document review; exchange emails with Petra's 
management regarding same 

Revise response to motion to dismiss 

Review memorandum in support of opposition to 
dismiss; status to T. Walker. 

Continue work on Affidavits in Opposition to Motion for 
Leave to Amend to Add Claim for Punitives; commence 
review of Keith Watts deposition testimony regarding 
documents for production; review Petra's Opposition to 
Motion to Dismiss; commence work on affidavits of 
Gene Bennett and Thomas Walker; review 
correspondence files and compile and mark exhibits for 
Affidavit of Thomas Walker. 

Review correspondence in case, including memorandum 
from opposing counsel to City attorney; further 
preparation of Eric Jensen deposition questions; 
examination of Heery report. 

Draft Motions to Strike 

Review three affidavit filed and served on August 30, 
2010 in support of Meridian's motion for leave to amend 
to add punitive damages; email comments to Petra, 
Lemley International, Kramer and trial team; review 
Meridian's latest responses to Petra's discovery 
requests; work on motions to strike; telephone 
conference with Dennis Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton 
regarding damages calculations; conference with Petra 
personnel and trial team regarding responses to pending 
motions 

Review correspondence in case; examined supplemental 
pleadings filed by opposing counsel; deposition of Eric 
Jensen; case meeting with Petra representatives; follow 
up contact with K. Dinius regarding Western Roofmg. 

Continue work on Affidavits in support of Petra's 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 

1.20 180.00 216.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

2.40 200.00 480.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

4.90 200.00 980.00 

5.20 95.00 494.00 

Page: 84 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (Idaho Tort Claims
Act); review and edit Opposition to Meridian's Motion
to Dismiss; prepare and mark exhibits for deposition of
Eric Jensen; review Affidavits Neil O. Anderson, David
Zarema and Supplemental Affidavit of Theodore W.
Baird; prepare email correspondence to clients regarding
same; prepare for meeting with Trial Team, experts and
Petra regarding hearings and responses and affidavits in
support of Opposition to Motion for Leave to File First
Amended Complaint and Motion for Summary Judgment.

8/31/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's affidavits; conference with 4.10 190.00 779.00
T. Walker; attend meeting regarding affidavits; work on
Affidavit of Tom Coughlin; fma1ize brief in opposition to
motion to strike; draft reply brief in support of motion for
summary judgment.

8/31/2010 MBS Draft Motions to Strike; case meeting; research Punitive 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
Damage brief; analyze new affidavits submitted by Trout

9/1/2010 TGW Review and revise memoranda in support of motions to 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
strike portions of the affidavit testimony of Meridian's
witnesses; review and revise motions to strike; prepare
for and interview LCA architects; work on Rich Bauer's
affidavit

9/1/2010 EKK Review correspondence; meeting/interview with LCA 2.90 200.00 580.00
representatives.

9/1/2010 MEW Work on memorandum in opposition to motion to strike; 5.10 190.00 969.00
work on summary judgment reply brief.

9/1/2010 PRC Prepare Motions to Strike the Affidavits of Ted Baird, 4.60 95.00 437.00
Todd Weltner, Keith Watts, Laura Knothe, Steve
Amento, Franklin Lee; prepare letter to Richard Bauer
regarding delivery of production documents; prepare
Eleventh Requests for Production of Documents;
prepare Notice of Service of Discovery; prepare Affidavit
of Thomas Walker; compile and mark exhibits to affidavit
of Walker.

9/1/2010 MBS Revise Motion to Strike regarding summary judgment 9.00 180.00 1,620.00
and regarding punitive damages; memorandum in
opposition to punitive damages

9/2/2010 TGW Continue to review and revise motions to strike 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
Meridian's witness affidavits and supporting
memoranda; continue to work on affidavits in opposition
to Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; several conferences with trial team regarding
assignments for submissions regarding the City's
pending motions

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM Page: 85

008381

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

8/3112010 MEW 

8/3112010 MBS 

9/1/2010 TGW 

9/1/2010 EKK 

9/1/2010 MEW 

9/1/2010 PRC 

9/1/2010 MBS 

9/2/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (Idaho Tort Claims 
Act); review and edit Opposition to Meridian's Motion 
to Dismiss; prepare and mark exhibits for deposition of 
Eric Jensen; review Affidavits Neil O. Anderson, David 
Zarema and Supplemental Affidavit of Theodore W. 
Baird; prepare email correspondence to clients regarding 
same; prepare for meeting with Trial Team, experts and 
Petra regarding hearings and responses and affidavits in 
support of Opposition to Motion for Leave to File First 
Amended Complaint and Motion for Summary Judgment. 

Review opposing counsel's affidavits; conference with 
T. Walker; attend meeting regarding affidavits; work on 
Affidavit of Tom Coughlin; fmalize brief in opposition to 
motion to strike; draft reply brief in support of motion for 
summary judgment. 

Draft Motions to Strike; case meeting; research Punitive 
Damage brief; analyze new affidavits submitted by Trout 

Review and revise memoranda in support of motions to 
strike portions of the affidavit testimony of Meridian's 
witnesses; review and revise motions to strike; prepare 
for and interview LCA architects; work on Rich Bauer's 
affidavit 

Review correspondence; meeting/interview with LCA 
representatives. 

Work on memorandum in opposition to motion to strike; 
work on summary judgment reply brief. 

Prepare Motions to Strike the Affidavits of Ted Baird, 
Todd Weltner, Keith Watts, Laura Knothe, Steve 
Amento, Franklin Lee; prepare letter to Richard Bauer 
regarding delivery of production documents; prepare 
Eleventh Requests for Production of Documents; 
prepare Notice of Service of Discovery; prepare Affidavit 
of Thomas Walker; compile and mark exhibits to affidavit 
of Walker. 

Revise Motion to Strike regarding summary judgment 
and regarding punitive damages; memorandum in 
opposition to punitive damages 

Continue to review and revise motions to strike 
Meridian's witness affidavits and supporting 
memoranda; continue to work on affidavits in opposition 
to Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
damages; several conferences with trial team regarding 
assignments for submissions regarding the City's 
pending motions 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.10 190.00 779.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

8.60 275.00 2,365.00 

2.90 200.00 580.00 

5.10 190.00 969.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

Page: 85 



Transactions Fee Li~,ing (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
9/2/2010 EKK Review case information; prepare notes for meeting with 0.90 200.00 180.00

Stewart Jensen; examined draft pleadings; review
correspondence from opposing counsel.

9/2/2010 PRC Finalize all filings regarding Motions to Strike and 3.80 95.00 361.00
Memorandums; process for service and filing and
delivery to Judge Wilper; review Meridian's Motions for
Summary Judgment; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer and
clients regarding same; prepare letter to expert witness
regarding Meridian's Motions for Summary Judgment.

9/2/2010 MEW Continue drafting reply brief in support of motion for 4.20 190.00 798.00
summary judgment.

9/2/2010 MBS Draft Opposition to punitive damages; draft potential 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
inserts to Gene Bennett affidavit; review City's Motion
for Summary Judgment and PMSJ materials.

9/3/2010 EKK Interview of Stewart Jensen with D and A Doors, 1.90 200.00 380.00
formerly ABS; email to client on same; examined
summary judgment pleadings from opposing counsel.

9/3/2010 MBS Draft memorandum in opposition to City Motion for 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
leave to amend and add a claim for punitive damages

91712010 MEW Final edits and revisions to reply brief in support of 3.70 190.00 703.00
summary judgment; review opposing counsel motion
and brief for partial summary judgment; draft opposition
brief; research applicable case law.

91712010 EKK Prepare for meeting with Buss Mechanical 1.50 200.00 300.00
representatives; interview at Buss Mechanical.

91712010 MBS Research and begin drafting Petra's Response to City's 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
Motion for Summary Judgment; revise Motion in
opposition to punitive damages

9/8/2010 TGW Continue work on affidavits in opposition to City's 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
motion for leave to amend to add punitive damages;
fmalize brief in opposition to Meridian;s motion to
dismiss; fmalize reply brief in support of Petra's motion
for summary judgment; exchange several calls with Gene
Bennett and Tom Coughlin; telephone conference with
Keith Pinkerton regarding damages claims

9/8/2010 EKK Meeting with Tri State Electric Jay Gooden; work on 2.20 200.00 440.00
documents needed for filings; meeting with MR Miller
representatives; telephone conference with LCA.

9/8/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker; fmal revisions to reply brief 0.50 190.00 95.00
in support of summary judgment motion.

9/8/2010 TGW Conduct witness interviews of Mike Wisdom, 1.50 275.00 412.50
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008382

Transactions Fee Li~,ing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

9/2/2010 

9/2/2010 

9/2/2010 

9/2/2010 

9/3/2010 

9/3/2010 

91712010 

91712010 

91712010 

918/2010 

9/812010 

9/8/2010 

9/8/2010 

Prof 

EKK 

PRC 

MEW 

MBS 

EKK 

MBS 

MEW 

EKK 

MBS 

TGW 

EKK 

MEW 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review case information; prepare notes for meeting with 
Stewart Jensen; examined draft pleadings; review 
correspondence from opposing counsel. 

Finalize all filings regarding Motions to Strike and 
Memorandums; process for service and filing and 
delivery to Judge Wilper; review Meridian's Motions for 
Summary Judgment; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer and 
clients regarding same; prepare letter to expert witness 
regarding Meridian's Motions for Summary Judgment. 

Continue drafting reply brief in support of motion for 
summary judgment. 

Draft Opposition to punitive damages; draft potential 
inserts to Gene Bennett affidavit; review City's Motion 
for Summary Judgment and PMSJ materials. 

Interview of Stewart Jensen with D and A Doors, 
formerly ABS; email to client on same; examined 
summary judgment pleadings from opposing counsel. 

Draft memorandum in opposition to City Motion for 
leave to amend and add a claim for punitive damages 

Final edits and revisions to reply brief in support of 
summary judgment; review opposing counsel motion 
and brief for partial summary judgment; draft opposition 
brief; research applicable case law. 

Prepare for meeting with Buss Mechanical 
representatives; interview at Buss Mechanical. 

Research and begin drafting Petra's Response to City's 
Motion for Summary Judgment; revise Motion in 
opposition to punitive damages 

Continue work on affidavits in opposition to City's 
motion for leave to amend to add punitive damages; 
fmalize brief in opposition to Meridian;s motion to 
dismiss; fmalize reply brief in support of Petra's motion 
for summary judgment; exchange several calls with Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coughlin; telephone conference with 
Keith Pinkerton regarding damages claims 

Meeting with Tri State Electric Jay Gooden; work on 
documents needed for filings; meeting with MR Miller 
representatives; telephone conference with LCA. 

Conference with T. Walker; fmal revisions to reply brief 
in support of summary judgment motion. 

Conduct witness interviews of Mike Wisdom, 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.90 200.00 180.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

4.20 190.00 798.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

1.90 200.00 380.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

3.70 190.00 703.00 

1.50 200.00 300.00 

9.50 180.00 1,710.00 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

2.20 200.00 440.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

1.50 275.00 412.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Engineering, Inc., Steve Christianson, LCA Architects
and Jeff Johnson, electrical engineer

9/8/2010 MBS Draft Petra's Response to City's Motion for Summary 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
Judgment; revise Opposition to Punitive Damages

9/8/2010 PRC Work on Affidavits in Opposition to Petra's Motion to 3.50 95.00 332.50
Dismiss; finalize and mark exhibits; amend and fmalize
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (Tort
Claims Act); edit and fmalize Memorandum in Support of
Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; telephone call to
expert witness; compile additional documents for review
by expert.

9/9/2010 TGW Conduct witness interviews of Ted Frisbee and Ted 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
Frisbee, Jr., Hobson Fabricating; continue work on
affidavits of Tom Coughlin and Jerry Frank in opposition
to Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; conference with Rich Bauer regarding his
affidavit in opposition to Meridian's motion for leave to
amend to add punitive damages; telephone conference
with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding their
affidavits in opposition to Meridian's motion for leave to
amend to add punitive damages; fmalize Reply Brief in
support of Petra's motion for summary judgment; follow
up on legal research of economic loss issue; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin regarding affidavits

9/9/2010 PRC Amend edit and finalize Objection to Meridian's Motion 2.30 95.00 218.50
to Strike Affidavits of Frank, Bennett, Coughlin and
Lemley; finalize affidavit of Thomas Walker; prepare and
mark exhibits.

9/9/2010 MBS Draft Response to Motion for Summary Judgment; revise 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
opposition to punitive damages; research economic loss
rule

9110/2010 TGW Conduct additional research of the economic loss rule 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
and respond to inquiry from Kurt Kramer; continue work
on Jerry Frank's affidavit in opposition to the City's
motion for leave to amend to add punitive damages;
conference with Gene Bennett to fmalize his affidavit;
follow up on exhibits to be attached to the various
witness affidavits; conference with Tom Coughlin;
telephone conference with Rich Bauer; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding his affidavit

9110/2010 EKK Review correspondence; examined latest pleadings from 0.50 200.00 100.00
opposing counsel.

9/10/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's briefs in opposition to 1.20 190.00 228.00
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008383

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/8/2010 MBS 

9/8/2010 PRC 

9/9/2010 TGW 

9/9/2010 PRC 

9/9/2010 MBS 

9110/2010 TGW 

9110/2010 EKK 

9/10/2010 MEW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Engineering, Inc., Steve Christianson, LCA Architects 
and Jeff Johnson, electrical engineer 

Draft Petra's Response to City's Motion for Summary 
Judgment; revise Opposition to Punitive Damages 

Work on Affidavits in Opposition to Petra's Motion to 
Dismiss; finalize and mark exhibits; amend and fmalize 
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (Tort 
Claims Act); edit and fmalize Memorandum in Support of 
Petra's Motion for Summary Judgment; telephone call to 
expert witness; compile additional documents for review 
by expert. 

Conduct witness interviews of Ted Frisbee and Ted 
Frisbee, Jr., Hobson Fabricating; continue work on 
affidavits of Tom Coughlin and Jerry Frank in opposition 
to Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
damages; conference with Rich Bauer regarding his 
affidavit in opposition to Meridian's motion for leave to 
amend to add punitive damages; telephone conference 
with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding their 
affidavits in opposition to Meridian's motion for leave to 
amend to add punitive damages; fmalize Reply Brief in 
support of Petra's motion for summary judgment; follow 
up on legal research of economic loss issue; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin regarding affidavits 

Amend edit and finalize Objection to Meridian's Motion 
to Strike Affidavits of Frank, Bennett, Coughlin and 
Lemley; finalize affidavit of Thomas Walker; prepare and 
mark exhibits. 

Draft Response to Motion for Summary Judgment; revise 
opposition to punitive damages; research economic loss 
rule 

Conduct additional research of the economic loss rule 
and respond to inquiry from Kurt Kramer; continue work 
on Jerry Frank's affidavit in opposition to the City's 
motion for leave to amend to add punitive damages; 
conference with Gene Bennett to fmalize his affidavit; 
follow up on exhibits to be attached to the various 
witness affidavits; conference with Tom Coughlin; 
telephone conference with Rich Bauer; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding his affidavit 

Review correspondence; examined latest pleadings from 
opposing counsel. 

Review opposing counsel's briefs in opposition to 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.50 180.00 1,710.00 

3.50 95.00 332.50 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

1.20 190.00 228.00 

Page: 87 



Transactions Fee Li~~ing (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

motions to strike.

9/10/2010 MBS Draft Response to Motion for Summary Judgment; revise 9.80 180.00 1,764.00
opposition to punitive damages

9/12/2010 EKK Examined new pleadings from opposing counsel. 0.30 200.00 60.00

9/13/2010 TGW Finalize affidavits in opposition to Meridian's motion for 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
leave to amend to add punitive damages; incorporate
additional deposition testimony of Meridian's witnesses
challenging the qualifications of Meridian's expert
witnesses; fmalize briefmg in opposition to motion for
leave to amend to add punitive damages; exchange
emails with Petra personnel regarding same; work on oral
arguments in opposition to motion for leave to amend
and motion to dismiss (ITCA); work on oral argument in
support of Petra's motion for summary judgment;
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton and Dennis
Reinstein regarding rebuttal of damages claims against
Petra; telephone conference with Jerry Frank and Gene
Bennett regarding same; review Meridian's latest motion
for summary judgment based on lack of notice issues;
review Meridian's motion for summary judgment
regarding; exchange several emails with opposing
counsel regarding scheduling of depositions during
September and October; commence review of ZGA
Architect's document production in response to
subpoena

9/13/2010 PRC Continue work on Affidavits and preparation and 5.80 95.00 551.00
marking of exhibits for attaching to all affidavits; edit and
finalize Supplemental Memorandum; work on scheduling
additional depositions of Meridian's newly disclosed
experts; process Supplemental Memorandum for filing
and prepare oral argument notebook for attorney and
client; review and respond to emails from clients
regarding same.

9/13/2010 MBS Revise Punitive Damages; draft Response to PMSJ 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

9/14/2010 TGW Review and provide preliminary analysis of Meridian's 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
motion to exclude the expert testimony of Jerry Frank,
Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin and Jack Lemley; continue
preparation for oral arguments; review briefmg and
affidavits; review and revise discovery requests;
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding briefmg
assignment for Petra's responses to Meridian's recently
filed motions for summary judgment; conference with
Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett, John Quapp, Dennis
Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding damages issues;
review and revise expert disclosure
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008384

Transactions Fee Li~~ing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/10/2010 MBS 

9112/2010 EKK 

9113/2010 TGW 

9/13/2010 PRC 

9/13/2010 MBS 

9114/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

motions to strike. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Draft Response to Motion for Summary Judgment; revise 
opposition to punitive damages 

Examined new pleadings from opposing counsel. 

Finalize affidavits in opposition to Meridian's motion for 
leave to amend to add punitive damages; incorporate 
additional deposition testimony of Meridian's witnesses 
challenging the qualifications of Meridian's expert 
witnesses; fmalize briefmg in opposition to motion for 
leave to amend to add punitive damages; exchange 
emails with Petra personnel regarding same; work on oral 
arguments in opposition to motion for leave to amend 
and motion to dismiss (ITCA); work on oral argument in 
support of Petra's motion for summary judgment; 
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton and Dennis 
Reinstein regarding rebuttal of damages claims against 
Petra; telephone conference with Jerry Frank and Gene 
Bennett regarding same; review Meridian's latest motion 
for summary judgment based on lack of notice issues; 
review Meridian's motion for summary judgment 
regarding; exchange several emails with opposing 
counsel regarding scheduling of depositions during 
September and October; commence review of ZGA 
Architect's document production in response to 
subpoena 

Continue work on Affidavits and preparation and 
marking of exhibits for attaching to all affidavits; edit and 
finalize Supplemental Memorandum; work on scheduling 
additional depositions of Meridian's newly disclosed 
experts; process Supplemental Memorandum for filing 
and prepare oral argument notebook for attorney and 
client; review and respond to emails from clients 
regarding same. 

Revise Punitive Damages; draft Response to PMSJ 

Review and provide preliminary analysis of Meridian's 
motion to exclude the expert testimony of Jerry Frank, 
Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin and Jack Lemley; continue 
preparation for oral arguments; review briefmg and 
affidavits; review and revise discovery requests; 
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding briefmg 
assignment for Petra's responses to Meridian's recently 
filed motions for summary judgment; conference with 
Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett, John Quapp, Dennis 
Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding damages issues; 
review and revise expert disclosure 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.80 180.00 1,764.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

9.10 275.00 2,502.50 

5.80 95.00 551.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

8.60 275.00 2,365.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~"lng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
9/14/2010 EKK Review latest pleadings by opposing counsel; review 0.40 200.00 80.00

case infonnation.

9/14/2010 PRC Coordinate scheduling and task and calendar; prepare 4.20 95.00 399.00
Notices of Audio Video Depositions

9114/2010 MBS Draft Response to PMSJ and Motion for Summary 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
Judgment

9/15/2010 TGW Review Meridian's reply memorandum in support of 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
motion to dismiss (Idaho Tort Claims Act);; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding the reply brief;
exchange emails with Coughlin regarding response to
opposing counsel's meet and conference with letter;
conduct additional research regarding the Idaho Tort
Claims Act and section 50-219; continue preparation for
hearings; work on briefmg due on September 20th

9115/2010 EKK Review correspondence and latest pleadings and reply 2.60 200.00 520.00
memorandum from opposing counsel; began preparation
for depositions of Charlie Rountree and Bill Nary for next
week.

9115/2010 MEW Review Oregon cases in support of our opposition to 3.30 190.00 627.00
opposing counsel's motion to dismiss; and research
application of "damages" in Section 50-219; status of
research to T. Walker.

9115/2010 MBS Draft response to Motion for Summary Judgment and 10.10 180.00 1,818.00
partial Motion for Summary Judgment; draft Coughlin
affidavit

9115/2010 PRC Update witness files in preparation for upcoming 3.20 95.00 304.00
depositions; compile and organize documents for oral
argument preparation; research hearing transcripts for
testimony regarding continued depositions, including
30(b)(6) of Petra.

9116/2010 TGW Continue preparation for today's hearings on four 10.20 275.00 2,805.00
substantive motions; review and revise briefmg and
affidavits due to be filed on September 20,2010; attend
and argue motions at two hour hearing

9116/2010 EKK Review case infonnation and further deposition 0.90 200.00 180.00
preparation.

9116/2010 MEW Review memorandum in opposition to summary 1.00 190.00 190.00
judgment motions; conference with M. Schelstrate.

9116/2010 PRC Work on Memorandums and Affidavits in Opposition to 3.20 95.00 304.00
Meridian's Motions for Summary Judgment; compile and
mark exhibits to Tom Coughlin's affidavits.
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Transactions Fee Li~"lng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/14/2010 EKK 

9/14/2010 PRC 

9114/2010 MBS 

9/15/2010 TGW 

9115/2010 EKK 

9115/2010 MEW 

9115/2010 MBS 

9115/2010 PRC 

9116/2010 TGW 

9116/2010 EKK 

9116/2010 MEW 

9116/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review latest pleadings by opposing counsel; review 
case infonnation. 

Coordinate scheduling and task and calendar; prepare 
Notices of Audio Video Depositions 

Draft Response to PMSJ and Motion for Summary 
Judgment 

Review Meridian's reply memorandum in support of 
motion to dismiss (Idaho Tort Claims Act);; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding the reply brief; 
exchange emails with Coughlin regarding response to 
opposing counsel's meet and conference with letter; 
conduct additional research regarding the Idaho Tort 
Claims Act and section 50-219; continue preparation for 
hearings; work on briefmg due on September 20th 

Review correspondence and latest pleadings and reply 
memorandum from opposing counsel; began preparation 
for depositions of Charlie Rountree and Bill Nary for next 
week. 

Review Oregon cases in support of our opposition to 
opposing counsel's motion to dismiss; and research 
application of "damages" in Section 50-219; status of 
research to T. Walker. 

Draft response to Motion for Summary Judgment and 
partial Motion for Summary Judgment; draft Coughlin 
affidavit 

Update witness files in preparation for upcoming 
depositions; compile and organize documents for oral 
argument preparation; research hearing transcripts for 
testimony regarding continued depositions, including 
30(b)(6) of Petra. 

Continue preparation for today's hearings on four 
substantive motions; review and revise briefmg and 
affidavits due to be filed on September 20,2010; attend 
and argue motions at two hour hearing 

Review case infonnation and further deposition 
preparation. 

Review memorandum in opposition to summary 
judgment motions; conference with M. Schelstrate. 

Work on Memorandums and Affidavits in Opposition to 
Meridian's Motions for Summary Judgment; compile and 
mark exhibits to Tom Coughlin's affidavits. 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 

9.50 180.00 1,710.00 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

2.60 200.00 520.00 

3.30 190.00 627.00 

10.10 180.00 1,818.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

10.20 275.00 2,805.00 

0.90 200.00 180.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisl.lng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
9/16/2010 MBS Draft responses to Motion for Summary Judgment and 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

PMSJ; Coughlin and Bennett affidavits

9/17/2010 TGW Continue review and revisions of briefs and affidavits 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
due on September 20, 2010

9/17/2010 PRC Review, edit and finalize Memorandum in Opposition to 3.20 95.00 304.00
Motion in Limine filed by Meridian; edit and fmalize
Memorandums in Opposition to Motions for Summary
Judgment; fmalize Affidavits and Exhibits in support
thereof; review task list and discovery files; prepare
facsimile correspondence to opposing counsel regarding
responses due by Meridian to Petra's discovery.

9/17/2010 MBS Continue to draft responses to Motion for Summary 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
Judgment and PMSJ; Coughlin and Bennett affidavits

9/17/2010 MBS Draft responses to two City motions in limine 1.50 180.00 270.00

9/18/2010 EKK Deposition review for preparation for deposition of 1.50 200.00 300.00
Charlie Rountree.

9/20/2010 TGW Continue reviews and revisions on briefs on various 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
motions to be filed today; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett regarding revisions to his affidavit; make
revisions and forward to Gene for execution; exchange
emails with Tom Coughlin regarding fmal changes to his
affidavit; continue review of documents produced by
ZGA Architects; conference with Erika Klein regarding
deposition of Charlie Roundtree, City Council President

9/20/2010 EKK Complete deposition preparation; deposition of Charlie 4.00 200.00 800.00
Rountree; provided update on same; examined additional
ZGA information; review further filings by opposing
counsel.

9/20/2010 PRC Review, edit and fmalize Memorandums in Opposition to 3.30 95.00 313.50
Meridian's Motion for Summary Judgment regarding
Liability and Motion for Summary Judgment; finalize
affidavits and prepare and mark exhibits; process for
filing and service on opposing counsel.

9/20/2010 MBS Revise memos; revise affidavits 4.00 180.00 720.00

9/21/2010 TGW Review Meridian's briefs in response to Petra's motions 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
in limine to exclude experts and evidence regarding
elements and amounts of damages; conference with Matt
Schelstrate regarding research and briefing assignment;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett
regarding the City's briefmg and our planned replies;
commence preparation for three oral arguments for the
September 27 hearings; work on discovery matters,
including following up on past due discovery responses
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Transactions Fee Lisl.lng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9116/2010 MBS 

9117/2010 TGW 

9/17/2010 PRC 

9117/2010 MBS 

9117/2010 MBS 

9/18/2010 EKK 

9/20/2010 TGW 

9/20/2010 EKK 

9/20/2010 PRC 

9/20/2010 MBS 

9/21/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Draft responses to Motion for Summary Judgment and 
PMSJ; Coughlin and Bennett affidavits 

Continue review and revisions of briefs and affidavits 
due on September 20, 2010 

Review, edit and finalize Memorandum in Opposition to 
Motion in Limine filed by Meridian; edit and fmalize 
Memorandums in Opposition to Motions for Summary 
Judgment; fmalize Affidavits and Exhibits in support 
thereof; review task list and discovery files; prepare 
facsimile correspondence to opposing counsel regarding 
responses due by Meridian to Petra's discovery. 

Continue to draft responses to Motion for Summary 
Judgment and PMSJ; Coughlin and Bennett affidavits 

Draft responses to two City motions in limine 

Deposition review for preparation for deposition of 
Charlie Rountree. 

Continue reviews and revisions on briefs on various 
motions to be filed today; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett regarding revisions to his affidavit; make 
revisions and forward to Gene for execution; exchange 
emails with Tom Coughlin regarding fmal changes to his 
affidavit; continue review of documents produced by 
ZGA Architects; conference with Erika Klein regarding 
deposition of Charlie Roundtree, City Council President 

Complete deposition preparation; deposition of Charlie 
Rountree; provided update on same; examined additional 
ZGA information; review further filings by opposing 
counsel. 

Review, edit and fmalize Memorandums in Opposition to 
Meridian's Motion for Summary Judgment regarding 
Liability and Motion for Summary Judgment; finalize 
affidavits and prepare and mark exhibits; process for 
filing and service on opposing counsel. 

Revise memos; revise affidavits 

Review Meridian's briefs in response to Petra's motions 
in limine to exclude experts and evidence regarding 
elements and amounts of damages; conference with Matt 
Schelstrate regarding research and briefing assignment; 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett 
regarding the City's briefmg and our planned replies; 
commence preparation for three oral arguments for the 
September 27 hearings; work on discovery matters, 
including following up on past due discovery responses 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

1.50 180.00 270.00 

1.50 200.00 300.00 

4.80 275.00 1,320.00 

4.00 200.00 800.00 

3.30 95.00 313.50 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

owed by Meridian; draft Rule 30(b)(6) notice regarding
Meridian's claimed damages

9/21/2010 EKK Examined notices in case and provided input on same; 2.40 200.00 480.00
review correspondence; work on preparation for Bill
Nary deposition.

9/21/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel reply briefs in opposition to 0.20 190.00 38.00
motion in limine; review 30(b)(6) notice; status to T.
Walker regarding revisions.

9/21/2010 MBS Research and draft reply briefs to City's motions in limine 8.00 180.00 1,440.00

9/22/2010 TGW Continue preparation for three oral arguments for the 6.60 275.00 1,815.00
September 27 hearings; follow up on Rule 30(b)(6) notice
regarding Meridian's claimed damages; review and
respond to email inquiry from Kurt Kramer

9/22/2010 EKK Review case information complete deposition 3.10 200.00 620.00
preparation; deposition of Bill Nary; examined
information on fiduciary duty.

9/22/2010 MEW Review file and review opposing counsel's supplemental 0.80 190.00 152.00
discovery responses to prepare for reply brief;
conference with S. Welsh regarding expert disclosure.

9/22/2010 MBS Draft reply briefs to two motions in limine; research 9.00 180.00 1,620.00
fiduciary duty; draft memorandum on fiduciary duty case
law

9/23/2010 TGW Finalize reply briefmg for motions in limine; continue 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
preparation for hearings set for Monday, September 27,
2010; review information provided by Gene Bennett
regarding fiduciary duty in the construction industry;
review additional research and respond to Petra
regarding same; initiate preparation of cross
examinations of Meridian's witnesses; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding pending matters

9/24/2010 TGW Continue preparation for hearings scheduled for 5.60 275.00 1,540.00
Monday, September 27,2010; conference with Jerry
Frank and Gene Bennett regarding fiduciary duty claims
by the City and our opinion regarding strategies for
dealing with the issue; commence review of Meridian's
latest document production

9/24/2010 EKK Prepare notes for interview with Ed Ankenman; interview 1.60 200.00 320.00
with Ed.

9/24/2010 MEW Research regarding fiduciary duty and application of 1.00 190.00 190.00
foreign unpublished cases and authority; status to T.
Walker.
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/2112010 EKK 

9/2112010 MEW 

9/2112010 MBS 

9/22/2010 TGW 

9/22/2010 EKK 

9/22/2010 MEW 

9/22/2010 MBS 

9123/2010 TGW 

9/24/2010 TGW 

9/24/2010 EKK 

9/24/2010 MEW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

owed by Meridian; draft Rule 30(b)(6) notice regarding 
Meridian's claimed damages 

Examined notices in case and provided input on same; 
review correspondence; work on preparation for Bill 
Nary deposition. 

Review opposing counsel reply briefs in opposition to 
motion in limine; review 30(b)(6) notice; status to T. 
Walker regarding revisions. 

Research and draft reply briefs to City's motions in limine 

Continue preparation for three oral arguments for the 
September 27 hearings; follow up on Rule 30(b)(6) notice 
regarding Meridian's claimed damages; review and 
respond to email inquiry from Kurt Kramer 

Review case information complete deposition 
preparation; deposition of Bill Nary; examined 
information on fiduciary duty. 

Review file and review opposing counsel's supplemental 
discovery responses to prepare for reply brief; 
conference with S. Welsh regarding expert disclosure. 

Draft reply briefs to two motions in limine; research 
fiduciary duty; draft memorandum on fiduciary duty case 
law 

Finalize reply briefmg for motions in limine; continue 
preparation for hearings set for Monday, September 27, 
2010; review information provided by Gene Bennett 
regarding fiduciary duty in the construction industry; 
review additional research and respond to Petra 
regarding same; initiate preparation of cross 
examinations of Meridian's witnesses; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding pending matters 

Continue preparation for hearings scheduled for 
Monday, September 27,2010; conference with Jerry 
Frank and Gene Bennett regarding fiduciary duty claims 
by the City and our opinion regarding strategies for 
dealing with the issue; commence review of Meridian's 
latest document production 

Prepare notes for interview with Ed Ankenman; interview 
with Ed. 

Research regarding fiduciary duty and application of 
foreign unpublished cases and authority; status to T. 
Walker. 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.40 200.00 480.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

6.60 275.00 1,815.00 

3.10 200.00 620.00 

0.80 190.00 152.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

5.60 275.00 1,540.00 

1.60 200.00 320.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 
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Transactions Fee Li."lng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

9/24/2010 MBS Cross exam of de Weerd and Bird; research on fiduciary 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
duty

9/26/2010 EKK Review infonnation and analysis on fiduciary duty issue; 0.50 200.00 100.00
examined trial points and notes on experts and response
to city's allegations.

9/27/2010 TGW Continue preparation for hearings today; review all 6.00 275.00 1,650.00
briefing and supporting affidavits; attend and argue at
hearings; review Judge Wilper's orders on pending
motions and forward to Petra and Kramer; two telephone
conferences with Jerry regarding same; attend and argue
at 2 hour hearing; post hearing conference with Jerry,
Gene and Tom

9/27/2010 EKK Review infonnation on court's decisions on case issues 0.30 200.00 60.00
including punitive damages; review of hearing result
infonnation in case; examined latest additional filings in
case.

9/27/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's reply briefs in support of 0.30 190.00 57.00
motions for summary judgment.

9/27/2010 PRC Review email correspondence and pleadings filed; 4.60 95.00 437.00
update witness files in preparation for expert
depositions; review all discovery files; telephone call to
opposing counsel's office regarding missing discovery
CD's not provide with responses; draft three orders
denying Meridian's Motions in Limine and Motion to
Dismiss.

9/27/2010 MBS Cross-exam of DeWeerd and Bird; research into 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
expert/lay witness issue

9/28/2010 TGW Review Reply Briefs filed by Meridian regarding its two 2.40 275.00 660.00
motions for summary judgment; forward to clients and
Kramer; commence work on oral argument in opposition
to City's two motions for summary judgment; conference
with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional research on
waiver and estoppel against a municipality

9/28/2010 EKK Review case infonnation; examined question areas for 0.50 200.00 100.00
expert; expert disclosures of opposing party examined.

9/28/2010 PRC Prepare oral argument notebook for Hearing on 2.60 95.00 247.00
Meridian's Motions for Summary Judgment for October
4, 2010; fmalize Orders denying certain Meridian
motions; prepare email correspondence to Judge Wilper
regarding same; review discovery documents and
compile documents for additional exhibits to upcoming
depositions.

9/28/2010 MBS Draft rebuttal to summary judgment motions for oral 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
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Transactions Fee Li."lng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/24/2010 MBS 

9/26/2010 EKK 

9/27/2010 TGW 

9/27/2010 EKK 

9/27/2010 MEW 

9127/2010 PRC 

9/27/2010 MBS 

9/28/2010 TGW 

9/28/2010 EKK 

9/28/2010 PRC 

9/28/2010 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Cross exam of de Weerd and Bird; research on fiduciary 
duty 

Review infonnation and analysis on fiduciary duty issue; 
examined trial points and notes on experts and response 
to city's allegations. 

Continue preparation for hearings today; review all 
briefing and supporting affidavits; attend and argue at 
hearings; review Judge Wilper's orders on pending 
motions and forward to Petra and Kramer; two telephone 
conferences with Jerry regarding same; attend and argue 
at 2 hour hearing; post hearing conference with Jerry, 
Gene and Tom 

Review infonnation on court's decisions on case issues 
including punitive damages; review of hearing result 
infonnation in case; examined latest additional filings in 
case. 

Review opposing counsel's reply briefs in support of 
motions for summary judgment. 

Review email correspondence and pleadings filed; 
update witness files in preparation for expert 
depositions; review all discovery files; telephone call to 
opposing counsel's office regarding missing discovery 
CD's not provide with responses; draft three orders 
denying Meridian's Motions in Limine and Motion to 
Dismiss. 

Cross-exam of DeWeerd and Bird; research into 
expert/lay witness issue 

Review Reply Briefs filed by Meridian regarding its two 
motions for summary judgment; forward to clients and 
Kramer; commence work on oral argument in opposition 
to City's two motions for summary judgment; conference 
with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional research on 
waiver and estoppel against a municipality 

Review case infonnation; examined question areas for 
expert; expert disclosures of opposing party examined. 

Prepare oral argument notebook for Hearing on 
Meridian's Motions for Summary Judgment for October 
4, 2010; fmalize Orders denying certain Meridian 
motions; prepare email correspondence to Judge Wilper 
regarding same; review discovery documents and 
compile documents for additional exhibits to upcoming 
depositions. 

Draft rebuttal to summary judgment motions for oral 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

6.00 275.00 1,650.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

2.40 275.00 660.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

2.60 95.00 247.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

argument; research waiver and estoppel issue

9/29/2010 TGW Continue preparation for oral argument for 101411 0 4.70 275.00 1,292.50
hearing on City's two motions for summary judgment;
continue preparation for continuing deposition of Baird,
Amento and Wehner

9/29/2010 EKK Examined testimony on city's alleged damages; 0.40 200.00 80.00
correspondence on discovery issues.

9/29/2010 PRC Review file and discovery responses from Petra to City 2.60 95.00 247.00
of Meridian; review correspondence to opposing
counsel; prepare draft response to opposing counsel
regarding allegations of discovery response deficiencies;
review deposition transcripts of William Nary and
Rountree.

9/29/2010 MBS Draft rebuttal; research waiver and estoppel; 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
Cross-examination of de-Weerd and of Bird

9/30/2010 TGW Continue preparation for hearing on City's motions for 3.60 275.00 990.00
summary judgment set for October 4,2010; review
rebuttal legal memorandum; continue preparation for
continuation depositions scheduled for next week

9/30/2010 EKK Examined latest discovery requests from opposing 0.30 200.00 60.00
counsel; began work on Tim Petsche deposition
preparation.

9/30/2010 PRC Process discovery documents and prepare for clients 1.50 95.00 142.50
review; prepare spreadsheets referenced in Watts'
deposition testimony; prepare letter to John Quapp
regarding same.

9/30/2010 MBS Rebuttal additions 1.00 180.00 180.00

9/30/2010 MBS Cross-exam of deWeerd and of Bird 4.00 180.00 720.00

10/1/2010 EKK Examined court decisions including stricken evidence. 0.50 200.00 100.00

10/1/2010 PRC Review pretrial scheduling order and confirm all cutoff 1.50 95.00 142.50
dates; prepare first draft of response to Plaintiffs Fifth
Requests for Production of Documents.

10/1/2010 MEW Conference with M. Schelstrate regarding research on 0.30 190.00 57.00
party experts waiving privilege; review case law.

10/1/2010 TGW Continue preparation for next week's depositions of 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
Meridian's witnesses Baird, Amento and Weltner

10/1/2010 MBS Work on cross-examinations 5.50 180.00 990.00

10/1/2010 MBS Research attorney client issue regarding expert 1.50 180.00 270.00
witnesses
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

9/29/2010 TGW 

9/29/2010 EKK 

9/29/2010 PRC 

9/29/2010 MBS 

9/30/2010 TGW 

9/30/2010 EKK 

9/30/2010 PRC 

9/30/2010 MBS 

9/30/2010 MBS 

10/1/2010 EKK 

10/1/2010 PRC 

10/1/2010 MEW 

10/1/2010 TGW 

10/1/2010 MBS 

10/1/2010 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

argument; research waiver and estoppel issue 

Continue preparation for oral argument for 10/411 0 
hearing on City's two motions for summary judgment; 
continue preparation for continuing deposition of Baird, 
Amento and Wehner 

Examined testimony on city's alleged damages; 
correspondence on discovery issues. 

Review file and discovery responses from Petra to City 
of Meridian; review correspondence to opposing 
counsel; prepare draft response to opposing counsel 
regarding allegations of discovery response deficiencies; 
review deposition transcripts of William Nary and 
Rountree. 

Draft rebuttal; research waiver and estoppel; 
Cross-examination of de-Weerd and of Bird 

Continue preparation for hearing on City's motions for 
summary judgment set for October 4,2010; review 
rebuttal legal memorandum; continue preparation for 
continuation depositions scheduled for next week 

Examined latest discovery requests from opposing 
counsel; began work on Tim Petsche deposition 
preparation. 

Process discovery documents and prepare for clients 
review; prepare spreadsheets referenced in Watts' 
deposition testimony; prepare letter to John Quapp 
regarding same. 

Rebuttal additions 

Cross-exam of deWeerd and of Bird 

Examined court decisions including stricken evidence. 

Review pretrial scheduling order and confirm all cutoff 
dates; prepare first draft of response to Plaintiffs Fifth 
Requests for Production of Documents. 

Conference with M. Schelstrate regarding research on 
party experts waiving privilege; review case law. 

Continue preparation for next week's depositions of 
Meridian's witnesses Baird, Amento and Weltner 

Work on cross-examinations 

Research attorney client issue regarding expert 
witnesses 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.70 275.00 1,292.50 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

2.60 95.00 247.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

3.60 275.00 990.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

1.00 180.00 180.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

5.50 180.00 990.00 

1.50 180.00 270.00 
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

10/4/2010 TGW Continue preparation for oral argument in opposition to 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
Meridian's two motions for summary judgment; continue
preparation for taking Meridian witness depositions this
week; attend and argue at hearing; post hearing
conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom

10/4/2010 PRC Work on file; prepare and mark additional deposition 2.10 95.00 199.50
exhibits for depositions of Baird, Amento and Weltner;
prepare Notice of Withdrawal of Second Disclosure of
Expert Witnesses.

10/4/2010 MBS Continue work on cross-examinations 7.00 180.00 1,260.00

10/5/2010 TGW Prepare for and take continued deposition of Ted Baird; 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
conference with Daniel Glynn regarding settlement
possibilities; conference with Tom Coughlin regarding
Steve Amento's records and deposition; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding possible mediation
and obtain authorization to contact opposing counsel
regarding scheduling mediation; work on trial
preparation including initial assembly of issues and
evidence; conference with trial team regarding
assignments for trial preparation

10/5/2010 EKK Review correspondence; examined additional exhibits; 1.10 200.00 220.00
received update on continued deposition of Ted Baird;
trial team conference on status and approach to possible
pursuit of settlement.

10/5/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker; E. Klein; and M. Schelstrate 0.90 190.00 171.00
regarding mediation and settlement.

10/5/2010 PRC Preparation and marking of deposition exhibits for Ted 2.90 95.00 275.50
Baird and Steve Amento; prepare email correspondence
to opposing counsel regarding receipt of CV for Tim
Petsche; research City of Meridian website and
download City Hall Grand Opening Ceremony.

10/5/2010 MBS Draft triable issues document 5.50 180.00 990.00

10/6/2010 TGW Review email from Trout regarding December 2009 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
mediation session; telephone conference with Jerry,
Gene and Tom regarding same; continue preparation for
and take deposition of Steven J. Amento; prepare
response to Trout's October 5, 2010 email regarding
mediation; conference with Daniel Glynn regarding
possible settlement of case; review recent Idaho
Supreme Court case dealing with the ITCA; conference
with Tom Coughlin regarding pertinent documents;
conference with trial team regarding trial preparation and
deposition assignments; prepare for Todd Weltner
deposition scheduled for October 7, 2010;
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/4/2010 TGW 

10/4/2010 PRC 

10/4/2010 MBS 

10/5/2010 TGW 

10/5/2010 EKK 

10/5/2010 MEW 

10/5/2010 PRC 

10/5/2010 MBS 

10/6/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue preparation for oral argument in opposition to 
Meridian's two motions for summary judgment; continue 
preparation for taking Meridian witness depositions this 
week; attend and argue at hearing; post hearing 
conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom 

Work on file; prepare and mark additional deposition 
exhibits for depositions of Baird, Amento and Weltner; 
prepare Notice of Withdrawal of Second Disclosure of 
Expert Witnesses. 

Continue work on cross-examinations 

Prepare for and take continued deposition of Ted Baird; 
conference with Daniel Glynn regarding settlement 
possibilities; conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 
Steve Amento's records and deposition; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding possible mediation 
and obtain authorization to contact opposing counsel 
regarding scheduling mediation; work on trial 
preparation including initial assembly of issues and 
evidence; conference with trial team regarding 
assignments for trial preparation 

Review correspondence; examined additional exhibits; 
received update on continued deposition of Ted Baird; 
trial team conference on status and approach to possible 
pursuit of settlement. 

Conference with T. Walker; E. Klein; and M. Schelstrate 
regarding mediation and settlement. 

Preparation and marking of deposition exhibits for Ted 
Baird and Steve Amento; prepare email correspondence 
to opposing counsel regarding receipt of CV for Tim 
Petsche; research City of Meridian website and 
download City Hall Grand Opening Ceremony. 

Draft triable issues document 

Review email from Trout regarding December 2009 
mediation session; telephone conference with Jerry, 
Gene and Tom regarding same; continue preparation for 
and take deposition of Steven J. Amento; prepare 
response to Trout's October 5, 2010 email regarding 
mediation; conference with Daniel Glynn regarding 
possible settlement of case; review recent Idaho 
Supreme Court case dealing with the ITCA; conference 
with Tom Coughlin regarding pertinent documents; 
conference with trial team regarding trial preparation and 
deposition assignments; prepare for Todd Weltner 
deposition scheduled for October 7, 2010; 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 

1.10 200.00 220.00 

0.90 190.00 171.00 

2.90 95.00 275.50 

5.50 180.00 990.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~.,}ng (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
10/6/2010 EKK Review email from opposing counsel; conferred with trial 2.30 200.00 460.00

team on same and reviewed response draft; research
information for Petsche deposition and review
documents he provided on his area of knowledge;
receipt of information on most recent deposition;
examined CV of Petsche; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett; telephone conference with Jerry Frank.

10/6/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding mediation; review 0.30 190.00 57.00
recent Supreme Court decision on ITCA; status to T.
Walker.

10/6/2010 MBS Begin additions to case notebook, triable issues; draft 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
cross-exams; review discovery

101712010 TGW Continue trial preparation work on analysis of issues and 6.40 275.00 1,760.00
key facts and law for each issue; conduct deposition of
Todd Weltner, one of the City's construction experts

101712010 EKK Examined latest correspondence from opposing counsel; 0.70 200.00 140.00
receipt of status on mediation option; fmalize deposition
preparation for Tim Petsche, Meridian's listed expert.

101712010 PRC Commence work on trial preparation; prepare character 3.80 95.00 361.00
list in West Live Note for use at trial and to link affidavit
testimony and issues.

101712010 MBS Review discovery for potential admissions and 7.10 180.00 1,278.00
impeachment of DeWeerd, Watts, Bird, Baird, Nary; draft
additions to Case Notebook

10/8/2010 TGW Continue with trial preparation including analysis of 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
issues and identification of testimony and documents in
support of defenses against the City's claims; conference
with Daniel Glynn regarding settlement possibilities and
remaining deposition scheduling; conference with Stan
Welsh regarding same; telephone conference with Gene
Bennett regarding MTI's report on the masonry

10/8/2010 EKK Review pleadings in case; deposition of Tim Petsche; 2.70 200.00 540.00
review correspondence.

10/8/2010 PRC Continue work on character building for trial witnesses 1.30 95.00 123.50
and preparation of cross examinations.

10/8/2010 MBS Continue reviewing discovery for admissions and 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
impeachment; draft DeWeerd cross-exam; draft additions
to case notebook

10/1112010 TGW Work on mediation statement; continue to work on trial 3.60 275.00 990.00
preparation including association of evidence with
issues
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Transactions Fee Li~.,.ng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date 

10/6/2010 

10/6/2010 

10/6/2010 

101712010 

101712010 

101712010 

101712010 

10/8/2010 

10/8/2010 

10/8/2010 

10/8/2010 

1011112010 

Prof 

EKK 

MEW 

MBS 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review email from opposing counsel; conferred with trial 
team on same and reviewed response draft; research 
information for Petsche deposition and review 
documents he provided on his area of knowledge; 
receipt of information on most recent deposition; 
examined CV of Petsche; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett; telephone conference with Jerry Frank. 

Conference with T. Walker regarding mediation; review 
recent Supreme Court decision on ITCA; status to T. 
Walker. 

Begin additions to case notebook, triable issues; draft 
cross-exams; review discovery 

Continue trial preparation work on analysis of issues and 
key facts and law for each issue; conduct deposition of 
Todd Weltner, one of the City's construction experts 

Examined latest correspondence from opposing counsel; 
receipt of status on mediation option; fmalize deposition 
preparation for Tim Petsche, Meridian's listed expert. 

Commence work on trial preparation; prepare character 
list in West Live Note for use at trial and to link affidavit 
testimony and issues. 

Review discovery for potential admissions and 
impeachment of DeWeerd, Watts, Bird, Baird, Nary; draft 
additions to Case Notebook 

Continue with trial preparation including analysis of 
issues and identification of testimony and documents in 
support of defenses against the City's claims; conference 
with Daniel Glynn regarding settlement possibilities and 
remaining deposition scheduling; conference with Stan 
Welsh regarding same; telephone conference with Gene 
Bennett regarding MTI's report on the masonry 

Review pleadings in case; deposition of Tim Petsche; 
review correspondence. 

Continue work on character building for trial witnesses 
and preparation of cross examinations. 

Continue reviewing discovery for admissions and 
impeachment; draft DeWeerd cross-exam; draft additions 
to case notebook 

Work on mediation statement; continue to work on trial 
preparation including association of evidence with 
issues 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.30 200.00 460.00 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 

6.40 275.00 1,760.00 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

7.10 180.00 1,278.00 

4.80 275.00 1,320.00 

2.70 200.00 540.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

8.50 180.00 1,530.00 

3.60 275.00 990.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

10/1112010 EKK Began preparing notes for deposition of Mike Simmonds 1.90 200.00 380.00
and reviewing his report for same.

10/11/2010 PRC Review and respond to emails from client regarding 0.80 95.00 76.00
report by MTI introduced during Weltner's deposition;
review and respond to email from Eugene Bennett
regarding Valley Times news article archived.

10/1112010 MEW Prepare for deposition of Lee Cotton; review curriculum 1.30 190.00 247.00
vitae and discovery responses; prepare deposition
outline.

10/11/2010 MBS Review discovery for impeachment, admissions and for 9.40 180.00 1,692.00
trial preparation.

10/12/2010 TGW Continue work on mediation statement; continue 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
preparation for trial; email Coughlin regarding assembly
of field reports and punch lists; work with Matt
Schelstrate regarding identification of key documents;
Kurt Kramer regarding mediation; telephone conference
with Jerry Frank regarding mediation and settlement
strategies; conference with Erika Klein regarding
upcoming depositions and area of inquiry

10/12/2010 EKK Review correspondence between members of the City of 1.10 200.00 220.00
Meridian and their counsel; review additional
information on emails about the City's knowledge in this
matter and discussion of additional topic areas for
deposition of Mike Simmonds.

10/12/2010 MEW Finalize outline for Lee Cotten deposition. 0.90 190.00 171.00

10/12/2010 PRC Work on mediation statement and exhibits notebook for 3.50 95.00 332.50
delivery to mediator; commence work on issues analysis
for trial and Petra's response to allegations.

10/12/2010 MBS Continue work on cross-exams; continue document 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
review

10/13/2010 TGW Finalize mediation statement and arrange for delivery to 6.40 275.00 1,760.00
John Magel; continue preparation for depositions set for
next week of Knothe, Baird and Amento; lengthy
telephone conference with Jerry regarding same;
conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding damages
calculations

10/13/2010 EKK Review spreadsheet evidence; examined mediation 1.50 200.00 300.00
statement and documents; prepare witness notes from
interviews of Ed Ankenman, M.R. Miller and Tri-State
Electric; review damages report information.

10/13/2010 PRC Trial preparation; work on demonstrative spreadsheets 5.50 95.00 522.50
for trial regarding warranty issues and prime contracts;
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/1112010 EKK 

10/11/2010 PRC 

10/1112010 MEW 

10/11/2010 MBS 

10/12/2010 TGW 

10/12/2010 EKK 

10112/2010 MEW 

10/12/2010 PRC 

10112/2010 MBS 

10/13/2010 TGW 

10/13/2010 EKK 

10113/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Began preparing notes for deposition of Mike Simmonds 
and reviewing his report for same. 

Review and respond to emails from client regarding 
report by MTI introduced during Weltner's deposition; 
review and respond to email from Eugene Bennett 
regarding Valley Times news article archived. 

Prepare for deposition of Lee Cotton; review curriculum 
vitae and discovery responses; prepare deposition 
outline. 

Review discovery for impeachment, admissions and for 
trial preparation. 

Continue work on mediation statement; continue 
preparation for trial; email Coughlin regarding assembly 
of field reports and punch lists; work with Matt 
Schelstrate regarding identification of key documents; 
Kurt Kramer regarding mediation; telephone conference 
with Jerry Frank regarding mediation and settlement 
strategies; conference with Erika Klein regarding 
upcoming depositions and area of inquiry 

Review correspondence between members of the City of 
Meridian and their counsel; review additional 
information on emails about the City's knowledge in this 
matter and discussion of additional topic areas for 
deposition of Mike Simmonds. 

Finalize outline for Lee Cotten deposition. 

Work on mediation statement and exhibits notebook for 
delivery to mediator; commence work on issues analysis 
for trial and Petra's response to allegations. 

Continue work on cross-exams; continue document 
review 

Finalize mediation statement and arrange for delivery to 
John Magel; continue preparation for depositions set for 
next week of Knothe, Baird and Amento; lengthy 
telephone conference with Jerry regarding same; 
conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding damages 
calculations 

Review spreadsheet evidence; examined mediation 
statement and documents; prepare witness notes from 
interviews of Ed Ankenman, M.R. Miller and Tri-State 
Electric; review damages report information. 

Trial preparation; work on demonstrative spreadsheets 
for trial regarding warranty issues and prime contracts; 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.90 200.00 380.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

1.30 190.00 247.00 

9.40 180.00 1,692.00 

9.10 275.00 2,502.50 

1.10 200.00 220.00 

0.90 190.00 171.00 

3.50 95.00 332.50 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

6.40 275.00 1,760.00 

1.50 200.00 300.00 

5.50 95.00 522.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

prepare issues spreadsheet for preparation for continued
deposition of Laura Knothe and 30(b)(6) depositions of
Meridian.

10/13/2010 MBS Continue document review for cross-exams; build case 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
notebook; trial preparation.

10/14/2010 TGW Continue preparation for mediation and trial review 3.60 275.00 990.00
deposition transcripts of Eric Jensen

10/14/2010 EKK Review case information; examined additional possible 1.00 200.00 200.00
trial exhibits; review witness notes prepared.

10/14/2010 PRC Work on Analysis ofIssues and Petra's responses for 3.80 95.00 361.00
trial preparation and cross examination preparations;
compile documents for mediation session.

10/14/2010 TGW Continue preparation for mediation session; exchange 1.20 275.00 330.00
several emails and phone calls regarding same

10/14/2010 MBS Document review for cross-exam; research liquidated 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
damage issue; trial preparation.

10/15/2010 EKK Extensive correspondence on case and new filings and 1.20 200.00 240.00
issues related to same; telephone conference with
opposing counsel Glynn; conferred with T. Walker;
further case correspondence on trial issues and review
potential exhibits.

10/15/2010 TGW Continue preparation for trial; review opposing expert 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
reports on masonry and roof; exchange emails with
Bennett and Coughlin regarding same; deal with possible
issue of an interlocutory appeal by the City; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding possible appeal;
telephone conference with Erika regarding mediation
strategy; exchange emails with Daniel Glynn regarding
depositions and mediation

10/15/2010 PRC Work on file; review documents for policies and 2.00 95.00 190.00
procedures; compile documents for mediation session;
continue work on Analysis of Issues for trial
preparation; review judicial repository.

10/15/2010 MEW Research Rules of Civil Procedure regarding proper 0.50 190.00 95.00
service and notice; review appellate rules on time for
filing; status to T. Walker.

10/15/2010 MBS Document review (emails between City and Petra); trial 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
preparation; research on permissive appeal; research on
liquidated damages; research on ethical obligations of
public officials

10/18/2010 TGW Continue preparation for and attend mediation session; 13.00 275.00 3,575.00
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10113/2010 MBS 

10/14/2010 TGW 

10/14/2010 EKK 

10/14/2010 PRC 

10114/2010 TGW 

1011412010 MBS 

10115/2010 EKK 

10/15/2010 TGW 

10115/2010 PRC 

10/15/2010 MEW 

10/15/2010 MBS 

10118/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

prepare issues spreadsheet for preparation for continued 
deposition of Laura Knothe and 30(b)(6) depositions of 
Meridian. 

Continue document review for cross-exams; build case 
notebook; trial preparation. 

Continue preparation for mediation and trial review 
deposition transcripts of Eric Jensen 

Review case information; examined additional possible 
trial exhibits; review witness notes prepared. 

Work on Analysis ofIssues and Petra's responses for 
trial preparation and cross examination preparations; 
compile documents for mediation session. 

Continue preparation for mediation session; exchange 
several emails and phone calls regarding same 

Document review for cross-exam; research liquidated 
damage issue; trial preparation. 

Extensive correspondence on case and new filings and 
issues related to same; telephone conference with 
opposing counsel Glynn; conferred with T. Walker; 
further case correspondence on trial issues and review 
potential exhibits. 

Continue preparation for trial; review opposing expert 
reports on masonry and roof; exchange emails with 
Bennett and Coughlin regarding same; deal with possible 
issue of an interlocutory appeal by the City; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding possible appeal; 
telephone conference with Erika regarding mediation 
strategy; exchange emails with Daniel Glynn regarding 
depositions and mediation 

Work on file; review documents for policies and 
procedures; compile documents for mediation session; 
continue work on Analysis of Issues for trial 
preparation; review judicial repository. 

Research Rules of Civil Procedure regarding proper 
service and notice; review appellate rules on time for 
filing; status to T. Walker. 

Document review (emails between City and Petra); trial 
preparation; research on permissive appeal; research on 
liquidated damages; research on ethical obligations of 
public officials 

Continue preparation for and attend mediation session; 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 

3.60 275.00 990.00 

1.00 200.00 200.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

1.20 200.00 240.00 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

2.00 95.00 190.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

13.00 275.00 3,575.00 
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Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

several conferences with John Magel, Kim Trout and
Daniel Glynn; several conferences with Jerry Frank, Gene
Bennett, and Tom Coughlin; exchange emails with Kurt
Kramer regarding mediation status; meet with mediator
and Glynn to frame a possible settlement scenario;
commence preparation of a settlement agreement

10/18/2010 EKK Review appeal pleadings from opposing counsel; review 1.30 200.00 260.00
of new damage report from opposing counsel and
discussion of same; continue preparation of deposition
of Mike Simmonds; telephone conference with T. Walker
and review correspondence regarding mediation and
deposition status.

10118/2010 PRC Continue working on Petra's responses to issues 2.10 95.00 199.50
analysis; review DVD produced by City of Meridian in
response to damages report; prepare exhibits for
deposition of Mike Simmonds.

10/18/2010 MBS Continue documents review; research permissive appeal; 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
review damage report by City; review City's brief on
permissive appeal; begin drafting response brief on
permissive appeal

10/19/2010 TGW Review motion regarding interlocutory appeal and 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
supporting information filed by the City; conference with
Matt Schelstrate regarding response to City's motion;
commence review of City's damages and causation
production; review and respond to additional email from
Kurt Kramer regarding settlement efforts; lengthy
conference with Daniel Glynn and Erika regarding
settlement possibilities and discovery depositions going
forward if the case does not settle

10/19/2010 EKK Conference on resetting dates; settlement terms and 1.60 200.00 320.00
latest case information.

10119/2010 PRC Work on file; prepare and compile documents for 1.80 95.00 171.00
insurance adjuster; update witness files in preparation
for depositions; meeting with attorneys regarding
deposition scheduling

10/19/2010 MBS Draft brief opposing permissive appeal; research 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
liquidated damage issue raised by City's damage claims;
draft research summary on liquidated damage issue for T.
Walker.

10/20/2010 TGW Continue work on settlement agreements and related 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
matters; continue trial preparation, including review of
recently produced documents by the City; conduct
witness examination planning; telephone conference
with Dennis Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding
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Transactions Fee Li.,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/18/2010 EKK 

10118/2010 PRC 

10/18/2010 MBS 

10/19/2010 TGW 

10/19/2010 EKK 

10119/2010 PRC 

10/19/2010 MBS 

10/20/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

several conferences with John Magel, Kim Trout and 
Daniel Glynn; several conferences with Jerry Frank, Gene 
Bennett, and Tom Coughlin; exchange emails with Kurt 
Kramer regarding mediation status; meet with mediator 
and Glynn to frame a possible settlement scenario; 
commence preparation of a settlement agreement 

Review appeal pleadings from opposing counsel; review 
of new damage report from opposing counsel and 
discussion of same; continue preparation of deposition 
of Mike Simmonds; telephone conference with T. Walker 
and review correspondence regarding mediation and 
deposition status. 

Continue working on Petra's responses to issues 
analysis; review DVD produced by City of Meridian in 
response to damages report; prepare exhibits for 
deposition of Mike Simmonds. 

Continue documents review; research permissive appeal; 
review damage report by City; review City's brief on 
permissive appeal; begin drafting response brief on 
permissive appeal 

Review motion regarding interlocutory appeal and 
supporting information filed by the City; conference with 
Matt Schelstrate regarding response to City's motion; 
commence review of City's damages and causation 
production; review and respond to additional email from 
Kurt Kramer regarding settlement efforts; lengthy 
conference with Daniel Glynn and Erika regarding 
settlement possibilities and discovery depositions going 
forward if the case does not settle 

Conference on resetting dates; settlement terms and 
latest case information. 

Work on file; prepare and compile documents for 
insurance adjuster; update witness files in preparation 
for depositions; meeting with attorneys regarding 
deposition scheduling 

Draft brief opposing permissive appeal; research 
liquidated damage issue raised by City's damage claims; 
draft research summary on liquidated damage issue for T. 
Walker. 

Continue work on settlement agreements and related 
matters; continue trial preparation, including review of 
recently produced documents by the City; conduct 
witness examination planning; telephone conference 
with Dennis Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.30 200.00 260.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 

1.60 200.00 320.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisl1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

City's damages claims; lengthy telephone conference
with Rich Bauer regarding City's damages claims and the
City's allegations regarding causation; review and revise
Petra's opposition to City motion for a permissive
interlocutory appeal and arrange for filing and service;
review case law on liquidated damages; conference call
with Petra managers regarding settlement agreements

10/20/2010 EKK Review case information and discussion of trial issues; 0.80 200.00 160.00
trial preparation work.

10/20/2010 PRC Work on file; work on deposition scheduling 5.30 95.00 503.50
coordination; edit and finalize Memorandum in
Opposition to Permissive Appeal and Affidavit of
Thomas Walker; review production disks for information
regarding Labor Ready.

10/20/2010 MBS Finish brief on permissive appeal; draft affidavit with 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
exhibit; research liquidated damage issue; continued
document review and trial preparation.

10/2112010 TGW Work on discovery response due on October 29, 2010; 6.30 275.00 1,732.50
continue trial preparation; exchange emails with Petra's
management regarding settlement efforts; deal with
witness issues

10/21/2010 EKK Case work on deposition and trial preparation issues; 2.30 200.00 460.00
review correspondence from opposing counsel.

10/2112010 MBS Documents review; permissive appeal changes; trial 4.00 180.00 720.00
preparation for DeWeerd cross; liquidated damage
research

10/2112010 PRC Trial preparation; update witness files; compile 6.20 95.00 589.00
documents for exhibits to upcoming depositions; amend
Notices of Deposition pursuant to schedule change
agreed upon with opposing counsel; prepare
Supplemental Disclosure to Expert Witness Information;
amend and finalize Memorandum in Opposition to
Permissive Appeal and Affidavit of Thomas Walker;
prepare email to opposing counsel regarding same;
process for filing and service; prepare subpoena for
Labor Ready for documents relating to Project; provide
required 7 days service notice; prepare letter to opposing
counsel regarding same.

10/22/2010 TGW Continue to deal with witness matters; conduct 4.60 275.00 1,265.00
additional legal research; conference with trial team
regarding assignments; conference with Jerry Frank
regarding witness matters; conference with Gene Bennett
and Tom Coughlin regarding status of settlement
possibilities; email Daniel Glynn regarding same;
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Transactions Fee Lisl1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/20/2010 EKK 

1012012010 PRC 

10/20/2010 MBS 

10/2112010 TGW 

10/21/2010 EKK 

10/2112010 MBS 

10/2112010 PRC 

10/22/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

City's damages claims; lengthy telephone conference 
with Rich Bauer regarding City's damages claims and the 
City's allegations regarding causation; review and revise 
Petra's opposition to City motion for a permissive 
interlocutory appeal and arrange for filing and service; 
review case law on liquidated damages; conference call 
with Petra managers regarding settlement agreements 

Review case information and discussion of trial issues; 
trial preparation work. 

Work on file; work on deposition scheduling 
coordination; edit and finalize Memorandum in 
Opposition to Permissive Appeal and Affidavit of 
Thomas Walker; review production disks for information 
regarding Labor Ready. 

Finish brief on permissive appeal; draft affidavit with 
exhibit; research liquidated damage issue; continued 
document review and trial preparation. 

Work on discovery response due on October 29, 2010; 
continue trial preparation; exchange emails with Petra's 
management regarding settlement efforts; deal with 
witness issues 

Case work on deposition and trial preparation issues; 
review correspondence from opposing counsel. 

Documents review; permissive appeal changes; trial 
preparation for DeWeerd cross; liquidated damage 
research 

Trial preparation; update witness files; compile 
documents for exhibits to upcoming depositions; amend 
Notices of Deposition pursuant to schedule change 
agreed upon with opposing counsel; prepare 
Supplemental Disclosure to Expert Witness Information; 
amend and finalize Memorandum in Opposition to 
Permissive Appeal and Affidavit of Thomas Walker; 
prepare email to opposing counsel regarding same; 
process for filing and service; prepare subpoena for 
Labor Ready for documents relating to Project; provide 
required 7 days service notice; prepare letter to opposing 
counsel regarding same. 

Continue to deal with witness matters; conduct 
additional legal research; conference with trial team 
regarding assignments; conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding witness matters; conference with Gene Bennett 
and Tom Coughlin regarding status of settlement 
possibilities; email Daniel Glynn regarding same; 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

5.30 95.00 503.50 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

6.30 275.00 1,732.50 

2.30 200.00 460.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

6.20 95.00 589.00 

4.60 275.00 1,265.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

continue trial preparation; telephone conference with
Dennis Reinstein regarding rebuttals to City's damages
claims; telephone conference with Jerry regarding
possibility of stay being granted upon Trout's motion
based upon witness issues

10/22/2010 EKK Continue with case preparation; meetings on case 3.50 200.00 700.00
issues; deposition preparation.

10/22/2010 PRC Meeting with trial team regarding status of pending 1.60 95.00 152.00
matters; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding
deposition transcripts; prepare Notice to Vacate
depositions of Lee Cotton, Leo Geiss and Jason Neidigh;
continue work on Petra's response to Meridian's Fifth
Requests for Production of Documents.

10/22/2010 MBS Research witness intimidation; strategy discussion; draft 3.50 180.00 630.00
Watts cross; work on building case in case notebook

10/24/2010 EKK Examined damage calculation back up documentation 1.80 200.00 360.00
from opposing counsel and reviewed portions related to
deposition preparation; further deposition preparation.

10/25/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation, including review of deposition 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
transcripts, and preparation of direct

10/25/2010 EKK Complete deposition preparation; deposition of Neil 5.10 200.00 1,020.00
Anderson; further deposition preparation.

10/26/2010 TGW Supplement discovery responses; send email to Jerry 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
requesting a detailed statement about his contact with
the City's experts; conference with Matt Schelstrate
regarding preparation of pretrial brief as required by the
Court's scheduling order; continue trial preparation;
several conference with Erika Klein and Tom Coughlin
during the deposition ofWeaterholt, the City's roofing
expert

10/26/2010 EKK Review correspondence; deposition of Ray Wetherholt; 4.40 200.00 880.00
conferred on outcome of same; complete deposition
preparation for Simmonds.

10/26/2010 PRC Review discovery documents; prepare Supplemental 4.20 95.00 399.00
Response to First Interrogatories and Requests for
Production; prepare Notice of Service; edit and finalize
Petra's response to Fifth Requests for Production of
Documents by City of Meridian and Notice of Service;
Bates number additional documents and process for
service on City of Meridian.

10/26/2010 MBS Begin researching and drafting pre-trial memorandum 2.50 180.00 450.00

10/27/2010 TGW Review and revise Petra's supplemental responses to the 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date 

10/22/2010 

10/22/2010 

10/22/2010 

10/24/2010 

10/25/2010 

10/25/2010 

10/26/2010 

10/26/2010 

10/26/2010 

10/26/2010 

10/27/2010 

Prof 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

EKK 

TGW 

EKK 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

continue trial preparation; telephone conference with 
Dennis Reinstein regarding rebuttals to City's damages 
claims; telephone conference with Jerry regarding 
possibility of stay being granted upon Trout's motion 
based upon witness issues 

Continue with case preparation; meetings on case 
issues; deposition preparation. 

Meeting with trial team regarding status of pending 
matters; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding 
deposition transcripts; prepare Notice to Vacate 
depositions of Lee Cotton, Leo Geiss and Jason Neidigh; 
continue work on Petra's response to Meridian's Fifth 
Requests for Production of Documents. 

Research witness intimidation; strategy discussion; draft 
Watts cross; work on building case in case notebook 

Examined damage calculation back up documentation 
from opposing counsel and reviewed portions related to 
deposition preparation; further deposition preparation. 

Continue trial preparation, including review of deposition 
transcripts, and preparation of direct 

Complete deposition preparation; deposition of Neil 
Anderson; further deposition preparation. 

Supplement discovery responses; send email to Jerry 
requesting a detailed statement about his contact with 
the City's experts; conference with Matt Schelstrate 
regarding preparation of pretrial brief as required by the 
Court's scheduling order; continue trial preparation; 
several conference with Erika Klein and Tom Coughlin 
during the deposition ofWeaterholt, the City's roofing 
expert 

Review correspondence; deposition of Ray Wetherholt; 
conferred on outcome of same; complete deposition 
preparation for Simmonds. 

Review discovery documents; prepare Supplemental 
Response to First Interrogatories and Requests for 
Production; prepare Notice of Service; edit and finalize 
Petra's response to Fifth Requests for Production of 
Documents by City of Meridian and Notice of Service; 
Bates number additional documents and process for 
service on City of Meridian. 

Begin researching and drafting pre-trial memorandum 

Review and revise Petra's supplemental responses to the 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.50 200.00 700.00 

1.60 95.00 152.00 

3.50 180.00 630.00 

1.80 200.00 360.00 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 

5.10 200.00 1,020.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

4.40 200.00 880.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 

2.50 180.00 450.00 

7.20 275.00 1,980.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

City's discovery requests; prepare for and attend
deposition preparation session with Rich Bauer,
construction management and construction expert;
continue preparation of direct examinations; several
telephone conferences with Jerry and Gene; conference
with Tom Coughlin; conference with Daniel Glynn and
Erika Klein; telephone conference with Kurt Kramer
regarding settlement possibilities; exchange emails with
clients and experts

10/27/2010 EKK Deposition of Mike Simmonds; review damage 2.90 200.00 580.00
information from expert in case; review correspondence;
examined information from opposing counsel.

10/27/2010 PRC Review, edit and fmalize discovery responses to 1.80 95.00 171.00
Meridian's Fifth Requests for Production and
Supplemental Response to Meridian's First
Interrogatories and Requests for Production of
Documents pursuant to cutoff; compile and prepare
documents for Richard Bauer, Petra's Expert in
preparation for deposition.

10/27/2010 MBS Continue drafting pre-trial memorandum 5.00 180.00 900.00

10/28/2010 PRC Commence work on trial exhibit list. 3.80 95.00 361.00

10/28/2010 MBS Continue drafting pre-trial memorandum; review labor 4.30 180.00 774.00
ready document discovery

10/29/2010 EKK Review subpoena documents for signature and service. 0.20 200.00 40.00

10/29/2010 PRC Finalize discovery responses and process for filing and 1.20 95.00 114.00
service; finalize subpoena for service on Labor Ready
Northwest; review Notice of Hearing; electronically task
and calendar; prepare email correspondence to client
regarding verification of discovery; prepare email
correspondence to Mr. Pinkerton and Mr. Reinstein
regarding depositions.

10/2912010 MBS Continue drafting pretrial memorandum; begin 5.00 180.00 900.00
researching and drafting Baird cross-examination

111112010 TGW Prepare response regarding mediation; continue trial 3.40 275.00 935.00
preparation; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding development of schedule for November;
continue preparation for hearing on permissive
interlocutory appeal

111112010 EKK Review correspondence to mediator on case. 0.20 200.00 40.00

1111/2010 MBS Work on drafting cross-examinations of Nary, Bird; 3.50 180.00 630.00
continue drafting pretrial memorandum
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

10/27/2010 EKK 

10/27/2010 PRC 

10/27/2010 MBS 

10/28/2010 PRC 

10/28/2010 MBS 

10/29/2010 EKK 

10/29/2010 PRC 

10/2912010 MBS 

111112010 TGW 

111112010 EKK 

111112010 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

City's discovery requests; prepare for and attend 
deposition preparation session with Rich Bauer, 
construction management and construction expert; 
continue preparation of direct examinations; several 
telephone conferences with Jerry and Gene; conference 
with Tom Coughlin; conference with Daniel Glynn and 
Erika Klein; telephone conference with Kurt Kramer 
regarding settlement possibilities; exchange emails with 
clients and experts 

Deposition of Mike Simmonds; review damage 
information from expert in case; review correspondence; 
examined information from opposing counsel. 

Review, edit and fmalize discovery responses to 
Meridian's Fifth Requests for Production and 
Supplemental Response to Meridian's First 
Interrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents pursuant to cutoff; compile and prepare 
documents for Richard Bauer, Petra's Expert in 
preparation for deposition. 

Continue drafting pre-trial memorandum 

Commence work on trial exhibit list. 

Continue drafting pre-trial memorandum; review labor 
ready document discovery 

Review subpoena documents for signature and service. 

Finalize discovery responses and process for filing and 
service; finalize subpoena for service on Labor Ready 
Northwest; review Notice of Hearing; electronically task 
and calendar; prepare email correspondence to client 
regarding verification of discovery; prepare email 
correspondence to Mr. Pinkerton and Mr. Reinstein 
regarding depositions. 

Continue drafting pretrial memorandum; begin 
researching and drafting Baird cross-examination 

Prepare response regarding mediation; continue trial 
preparation; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding development of schedule for November; 
continue preparation for hearing on permissive 
interlocutory appeal 

Review correspondence to mediator on case. 

Work on drafting cross-examinations of Nary, Bird; 
continue drafting pretrial memorandum 
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Units Price Value 

2.90 200.00 580.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

4.30 180.00 774.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.20 95.00 114.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

3.40 275.00 935.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

3.50 180.00 630.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
11/1/2010 PRC Prepare oral argument notebook on Meridian's Motion 1.40 95.00 133.00

for Permission to Appeal on an Interlocutory Order;
finalize correspondence to John Magel regarding
mediation.

11/2/2010 TGW Continue preparation for oral argument on permissive 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
interlocutory appeal; continue trial preparation

11/2/2010 EKK Trial work in case. 0.20 200.00 40.00

11/2/2010 PRC Work on file and prepare deposition exhibits for 30(b)(6) 2.40 95.00 228.00
deposition of Theodore Baird.

11/2/2010 MBS Continue drafting Baird cross-examination; review 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
documents for evidence of post-occupancy HVAC
repair; analyze documents for exhibit list for trial

11/3/2010 TGW Continue preparation for 30(b)(6) deposition of Ted 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
Baird; continue trial preparation, including review of
deposition transcripts; take 30(b)(6) deposition of Ted
Baird

11/3/2010 EKK Trial preparation; examined additional expert reports in 0.80 200.00 160.00
case; review correspondence from opposing counsel;
reviewed briefmg from opposing counsel.

11/3/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's reply memorandum regarding 0.30 190.00 57.00
permissive appeal.

11/3/2010 MBS Review and collect documents for trial exhibit list; 5.20 180.00 936.00
continue with Keith Watts' cross-examination

11/3/2010 PRC Work on file; prepare CD's of deposition transcripts and 1.30 95.00 123.50
exhibits for delivery to expert witness Rich Bauer;
prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding same; update
consolidated deposition index and compile additional
exhibits for 30(b)(6) deposition of Ted Baird.

11/4/2010 TGW Continue preparation for 30(b)(6) deposition of Steve 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
Amento regarding the City's damages claims; review
City's Reply in support of its motion for a permissive
interlocutory appeal; conduct addition legal research;
work on oral argument; take Amento's deposition;
continue preparation for trial, including review of
deposition transcripts

11/4/2010 EKK Review case information; examined information and case 1.30 200.00 260.00
facts related to motions in limine; review briefmg on
obstructionist tactics for motion preparation.

11/4/2010 PRC Research regarding deposition exhibits and witness 0.80 95.00 76.00
documents.

11/4/2010 GS Prepare objection schedule for two depositions. 1.80 95.00 171.00
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

111112010 PRC 

1112/2010 TGW 

1112/2010 EKK 

1112/2010 PRC 

1112/2010 MBS 

1113/2010 TGW 

1113/2010 EKK 

11/3/2010 MEW 

11/3/2010 MBS 

1113/2010 PRC 

1114/2010 TGW 

1114/2010 EKK 

1114/2010 PRC 

1114/2010 GS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Prepare oral argument notebook on Meridian's Motion 
for Permission to Appeal on an Interlocutory Order; 
finalize correspondence to John Magel regarding 
mediation. 

Continue preparation for oral argument on permissive 
interlocutory appeal; continue trial preparation 

Trial work in case. 

Work on file and prepare deposition exhibits for 30(b)(6) 
deposition of Theodore Baird. 

Continue drafting Baird cross-examination; review 
documents for evidence of post-occupancy HVAC 
repair; analyze documents for exhibit list for trial 

Continue preparation for 30(b)(6) deposition of Ted 
Baird; continue trial preparation, including review of 
deposition transcripts; take 30(b)(6) deposition of Ted 
Baird 

Trial preparation; examined additional expert reports in 
case; review correspondence from opposing counsel; 
reviewed briefmg from opposing counsel. 

Review opposing counsel's reply memorandum regarding 
permissive appeal. 

Review and collect documents for trial exhibit list; 
continue with Keith Watts' cross-examination 

Work on file; prepare CD's of deposition transcripts and 
exhibits for delivery to expert witness Rich Bauer; 
prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding same; update 
consolidated deposition index and compile additional 
exhibits for 30(b)(6) deposition of Ted Baird. 

Continue preparation for 30(b)(6) deposition of Steve 
Amento regarding the City's damages claims; review 
City's Reply in support of its motion for a permissive 
interlocutory appeal; conduct addition legal research; 
work on oral argument; take Amento's deposition; 
continue preparation for trial, including review of 
deposition transcripts 

Review case information; examined information and case 
facts related to motions in limine; review briefmg on 
obstructionist tactics for motion preparation. 

Research regarding deposition exhibits and witness 
documents. 

Prepare objection schedule for two depositions. 
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Units Price Value 

1.40 95.00 133.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

2.40 95.00 228.00 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

5.20 180.00 936.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

1.30 200.00 260.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~.1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

11/4/2010 MEW Research expert issue regarding underlying reports relied 5.70 190.00 1,083.00
upon and extent their contents can be testified;
conference with T. Walker; draft legal research
memorandum.

11/4/2010 MBS Begin researching and drafting renewed motion to 8.20 180.00 1,476.00
exclude evidence of damages and motion for sanctions
for obstructionist tactics at depositions; review and
assess City's reply memorandum on permissive appeal;
continue drafting Watts Cross-examination; continue
with selecting documents for exhibit list

11/5/2010 TGW Review City's motion to dismiss Petra's claim for lost 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
profits and/or business devastation pursuant to the
Idaho Tort Claims Act; conduct preliminary research and
initiate preparation of brief; conference with Matt
Schelstrate regarding same; continue preparation for oral
argument on City's motion for a permissive interlocutory
appeal; continue trial preparation including direct
examinations of Petra's witnesses; lengthy telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding status of trial
preparation; exchange several emails with Kurt Kramer
regarding mediation; telephone conference with Keith
Pinkerton regarding damages; attend and argue at
hearing

11/5/2010 MEW Review motion to dismiss filed by opposing counsel; 1.00 190.00 190.00
conference with T. Walker regarding motion for
sanctions and case strategy.

11/5/2010 EKK Review correspondence on case and examined new 2.00 200.00 400.00
report information; review of latest filings; conferred on
outcome of hearing; review further new pleadings and
notices from opposing counsel; examined masonry
expert report.

11/5/2010 MBS Research and draft memorandum to exclude expert 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
testimony regarding damages; assess City's ITCA
motion for areas of rebuttal

11/5/2010 TGW Review and respond to numerous emails from opposing 0.80 275.00 220.00
counsel, including various notices and subpoenas for
depositions; forward all to client and trial team;
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding
expert testimony

11/5/2010 PRC Trial preparation; commence drafting Civil Trial 3.80 95.00 361.00
Subpoena for witnesses in case-in-chief; review
documents filed by opposing counsel; prepare email to
clients regarding same; commence preparation of
affidavit of Thomas Walker in Support of Petra's
opposition to Motion to Dismiss damages claims.
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Transactions Fee Li~.1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11/4/2010 MEW 

1114/2010 MBS 

1115/2010 TGW 

1115/2010 MEW 

1115/2010 EKK 

1115/2010 MBS 

1115/2010 TGW 

1115/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Research expert issue regarding underlying reports relied 
upon and extent their contents can be testified; 
conference with T. Walker; draft legal research 
memorandum. 

Begin researching and drafting renewed motion to 
exclude evidence of damages and motion for sanctions 
for obstructionist tactics at depositions; review and 
assess City's reply memorandum on permissive appeal; 
continue drafting Watts Cross-examination; continue 
with selecting documents for exhibit list 

Review City's motion to dismiss Petra's claim for lost 
profits and/or business devastation pursuant to the 
Idaho Tort Claims Act; conduct preliminary research and 
initiate preparation of brief; conference with Matt 
Schelstrate regarding same; continue preparation for oral 
argument on City's motion for a permissive interlocutory 
appeal; continue trial preparation including direct 
examinations of Petra's witnesses; lengthy telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding status of trial 
preparation; exchange several em ails with Kurt Kramer 
regarding mediation; telephone conference with Keith 
Pinkerton regarding damages; attend and argue at 
hearing 

Review motion to dismiss filed by opposing counsel; 
conference with T. Walker regarding motion for 
sanctions and case strategy. 

Review correspondence on case and examined new 
report information; review of latest filings; conferred on 
outcome of hearing; review further new pleadings and 
notices from opposing counsel; examined masonry 
expert report. 

Research and draft memorandum to exclude expert 
testimony regarding damages; assess City's ITCA 
motion for areas of rebuttal 

Review and respond to numerous em ails from opposing 
counsel, including various notices and subpoenas for 
depositions; forward all to client and trial team; 
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding 
expert testimony 

Trial preparation; commence drafting Civil Trial 
Subpoena for witnesses in case-in-chief; review 
documents filed by opposing counsel; prepare email to 
clients regarding same; commence preparation of 
affidavit of Thomas Walker in Support of Petra's 
opposition to Motion to Dismiss damages claims. 
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Units Price Value 

5.70 190.00 1,083.00 

8.20 180.00 1,476.00 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

2.00 200.00 400.00 

9.50 180.00 1,710.00 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
1116/2010 MBS Research and draft renewed motions to exclude experts 4.00 180.00 720.00

and to exclude evidence of damages

111712010 MBS Research and draft motions to exclude damages and 4.50 180.00 810.00
exclude experts

1118/2010 TGW Continue preparation for trial, including supplementation 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
of direct examinations of Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett;
conference with Keith Pinkerton for deposition
preparation; strategy session with trial team regarding
witness assignments and litigation tactics

1118/2010 EKK Review correspondence; case strategy meeting; trial 3.60 200.00 720.00
preparation including preparing witness examinations.

1118/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker, E. Klein, P. Carson and 6.00 190.00 1,140.00
M.Scheistrate regarding case strategy; review opposing
counsel's motion for sanctions and affidavit; prepare
motion to strike, memorandum in support of motion to
strike, opposition brief and affidavit.

1118/2010 PRC Trial preparation; prepare Notices of Hearing on 4.30 95.00 408.50
Renewed Motions to Exclude Witness Testimony and
Damages Testimony; prepare Motion to Shorten Time
for Hearing.

1118/2010 MBS Draft renewed motions in limine, review deposition 10.50 180.00 1,890.00
transcripts for abusive tactics

1119/2010 TGW Review and forward second letter from Trout requesting 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
a continued mediation session; continue trial preparation
including preparation of direct and cross examinations;
prepare 30(b)(6) examination instructions for Gene
Bennett; telephone conference with Gene regarding
same; telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding
continued mediation; review notes on the City's damage
claims provided by Rich Bauer; review and revise
renewed motions in limine; two telephone conference
with Rich Bauer regarding his upcoming deposition;
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding
provision in construction management agreement;
telephone conference with John Magel regarding
proposed continued mediation session; review
documents to be produced by Rich Bauer at his
deposition; telephone conference with Jerry regarding
his unavailability for a November 18 mediation session

11/9/2010 MEW Research and work on brief in opposition to Meridian's 5.30 190.00 1,007.00
motion for sanctions.

11/9/2010 EKK Review case information; continue trial preparation work. 0.60 200.00 120.00

1119/2010 MBS Finish and edit renewed motions in limine, draft 4.50 180.00 810.00
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 
1116/2010 MBS 

111712010 MBS 

1118/2010 TGW 

1118/2010 EKK 

1118/2010 MEW 

1118/2010 PRC 

1118/2010 MBS 

1119/2010 TGW 

11/9/2010 MEW 

11/9/2010 EKK 

1119/2010 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Research and draft renewed motions to exclude experts 
and to exclude evidence of damages 

Research and draft motions to exclude damages and 
exclude experts 

Continue preparation for trial, including supplementation 
of direct examinations of Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett; 
conference with Keith Pinkerton for deposition 
preparation; strategy session with trial team regarding 
witness assignments and litigation tactics 

Review correspondence; case strategy meeting; trial 
preparation including preparing witness examinations. 

Conference with T. Walker, E. Klein, P. Carson and 
M.Schelstrate regarding case strategy; review opposing 
counsel's motion for sanctions and affidavit; prepare 
motion to strike, memorandum in support of motion to 
strike, opposition brief and affidavit. 

Trial preparation; prepare Notices of Hearing on 
Renewed Motions to Exclude Witness Testimony and 
Damages Testimony; prepare Motion to Shorten Time 
for Hearing. 

Draft renewed motions in limine, review deposition 
transcripts for abusive tactics 

Review and forward second letter from Trout requesting 
a continued mediation session; continue trial preparation 
including preparation of direct and cross examinations; 
prepare 30(b)(6) examination instructions for Gene 
Bennett; telephone conference with Gene regarding 
same; telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding 
continued mediation; review notes on the City's damage 
claims provided by Rich Bauer; review and revise 
renewed motions in limine; two telephone conference 
with Rich Bauer regarding his upcoming deposition; 
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding 
provision in construction management agreement; 
telephone conference with John Magel regarding 
proposed continued mediation session; review 
documents to be produced by Rich Bauer at his 
deposition; telephone conference with Jerry regarding 
his unavailability for a November 18 mediation session 

Research and work on brief in opposition to Meridian's 
motion for sanctions. 

Review case information; continue trial preparation work. 

Finish and edit renewed motions in limine, draft 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

4.50 180.00 810.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

3.60 200.00 720.00 

6.00 190.00 1,140.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

10.50 180.00 1,890.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

5.30 190.00 1,007.00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

4.50 180.00 810.00 

Page: 104 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

supporting affidavits, assemble exhibits

1119/2010 MBS Draft response to City's motion to dismiss claim for 3.00 180.00 540.00
business devastation (ITCA)

11/9/2010 GS Finish preparing schedule of objections regarding 0.30 95.00 28.50
deposition of Baird.

1119/2010 PRC Update witness files and video depositions; compile 4.80 95.00 456.00
documents for attorney's trial preparation; edit and
prepare renewed Motions in Limine regarding excluding
damages testimony and expert witness testimony;
fmalize affidavit of Thomas Walker and mark exhibits;
prepare letter to Kurt Kramer and clients regarding same.

11110/2010 TGW Prepare direct examination outline for prime contractors; 10.40 275.00 2,860.00
prepare for and defend Rich Bauer's deposition; several
conferences with Rich regarding same

11/10/2010 EKK Review additional witness information; trial preparation 1.70 200.00 340.00
work in case including witness examinations and
correspondence related to same for preparation of
exhibits etc.

11110/2010 MEW Research service of subpoenas on City's witnesses, fees 1.10 190.00 209.00
and mileage required.

11110/2010 MBS Finish opposition to City's Motion to Dismiss; research 5.00 180.00 900.00
waiver and acceptance issue; research permissive
appeal; document review for trial regarding Tom Johnson
and punch lists.

11110/2010 PRC Pull documents from Meridian's discovery; update 5.30 95.00 503.50
exhibit list; finalize review of Jerry Frank's direct
examination; commence review and editing of Gene
Bennett's direct examination; update Civil Trial
subpoenas.

1111112010 TGW Continue trial preparation; review City's Motion for 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
Acceptance of Appeal by Permission filed with the
Supreme Court; arrange for response to be prepared;
conference with Jerry Frank regarding deposition; attend
and defend Frank deposition

1111112010 EKK Review case information; examined information from Tom 4.60 200.00 920.00
Coughlin related to request for information and
response; review further notices from opposing counsel;
defend continued deposition of expert R. Bauer and
summary on same for T. Walker.

11/1112010 MEW Research rules and statutes regarding procedure for 1.70 190.00 323.00
serving subpoena on city officials and employees.
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1119/2010 MBS 

11/9/2010 GS 

1119/2010 PRC 

11110/2010 TGW 

11110/2010 EKK 

11110/2010 MEW 

11110/2010 MBS 

11110/2010 PRC 

1111112010 TGW 

1111112010 EKK 

1111112010 MEW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

supporting affidavits, assemble exhibits 

Draft response to City's motion to dismiss claim for 
business devastation (ITCA) 

Finish preparing schedule of objections regarding 
deposition of Baird. 

Update witness files and video depositions; compile 
documents for attorney's trial preparation; edit and 
prepare renewed Motions in Limine regarding excluding 
damages testimony and expert witness testimony; 
fmalize affidavit of Thomas Walker and mark exhibits; 
prepare letter to Kurt Kramer and clients regarding same. 

Prepare direct examination outline for prime contractors; 
prepare for and defend Rich Bauer's deposition; several 
conferences with Rich regarding same 

Review additional witness information; trial preparation 
work in case including witness examinations and 
correspondence related to same for preparation of 
exhibits etc. 

Research service of subpoenas on City's witnesses, fees 
and mileage required. 

Finish opposition to City's Motion to Dismiss; research 
waiver and acceptance issue; research permissive 
appeal; document review for trial regarding Tom Johnson 
and punch lists. 

Pull documents from Meridian's discovery; update 
exhibit list; finalize review of Jerry Frank's direct 
examination; commence review and editing of Gene 
Bennett's direct examination; update Civil Trial 
subpoenas. 

Continue trial preparation; review City's Motion for 
Acceptance of Appeal by Permission filed with the 
Supreme Court; arrange for response to be prepared; 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding deposition; attend 
and defend Frank deposition 

Review case information; examined information from Tom 
Coughlin related to request for information and 
response; review further notices from opposing counsel; 
defend continued deposition of expert R. Bauer and 
summary on same for T. Walker. 

Research rules and statutes regarding procedure for 
serving subpoena on city officials and employees. 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

0.30 95.00 28.50 

4.80 95.00 456.00 

10.40 275.00 2,860.00 

1.70 200.00 340.00 

1.10 190.00 209.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

5.30 95.00 503.50 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

4.60 200.00 920.00 

1.70 190.00 323.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

11/11/2010 MBS Research and draft opposition to City's Motion for 9.20 180.00 1,656.00
Acceptance of Appeal by Pennission filed with the Idaho
Supreme Court

11/12/2010 EKK Examined infonnation for use on witness examination 1.60 200.00 320.00
preparation; continue trial preparation; review
documents for exhibits for depositions on Monday.

11/12/2010 PRC Trial preparation; review and compile spreadsheets from 4.30 95.00 408.50
John Quapp for use at Gene Bennett's deposition;
meeting with Keith Pinkerton regarding disk of
documents for Bennett's deposition; commence
preparation of exhibits.

11/12/2010 MEW Telephone conference with Meade regarding subpoena; 0.30 190.00 57.00
conference with T. Walker regarding waiver.

11/12/2010 MBS Continued drafting brief opposing City's Motion for 10.00 180.00 1,800.00
Pennissive appeal; edited cross-examinations for Watts
and deWeerd; drafted affidavit in support of opposition
to pennissive appeal; research question regarding work
product doctrine and expert witnesses in advance of
expert's depositions

11/12/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; review MTI and Heery 10.70 275.00 2,942.50
Reports; exchange numerous emails with Petra personnel
and trial team; continue work on witness examinations

11/13/2010 EKK Trial preparation work. 1.20 200.00 240.00

11/15/2010 TGW Review City's motion in limine to exclude witnesses or in 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
the alternative to vacate trial; conference with trial team
regarding response; review discovery requests and
responses; review and revise numerous briefs in
response to recent motions filed by the City; conference
with Erika regarding 30(b)(6) deposition of Gene Bennett
and deposition of Milford Terrell

11/15/2010 EKK Conferred regarding depositions for today; defend 6.30 200.00 1,260.00
30(b)(6) damages deposition; participate in M. Terrell
deposition; deposition fact outcome infonnation
provided.

11/15/2010 PRC Trial preparation; preparation of Affidavits of Thomas 6.40 95.00 608.00
Walker and marking of exhibits for filing with Court; edit
and fmalize Memorandums responding to Meridian's
latest motions; review and respond to email
correspondence from client; prepare letter to clients with
filings; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding same.

11/15/2010 MBS Draft opposition to City's motion in limine to exclude 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
witnesses
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1111112010 MBS 

11112/2010 EKK 

11112/2010 PRC 

11112/2010 MEW 

11112/2010 MBS 

11112/2010 TGW 

11/13/2010 EKK 

11115/2010 TGW 

11115/2010 EKK 

11115/2010 PRC 

11115/2010 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Research and draft opposition to City's Motion for 
Acceptance of Appeal by Pennission filed with the Idaho 
Supreme Court 

Examined infonnation for use on witness examination 
preparation; continue trial preparation; review 
documents for exhibits for depositions on Monday. 

Trial preparation; review and compile spreadsheets from 
John Quapp for use at Gene Bennett's deposition; 
meeting with Keith Pinkerton regarding disk of 
documents for Bennett's deposition; commence 
preparation of exhibits. 

Telephone conference with Meade regarding subpoena; 
conference with T. Walker regarding waiver. 

Continued drafting brief opposing City's Motion for 
Pennissive appeal; edited cross-examinations for Watts 
and deWeerd; drafted affidavit in support of opposition 
to pennissive appeal; research question regarding work 
product doctrine and expert witnesses in advance of 
expert's depositions 

Continue trial preparation; review MTI and Heery 
Reports; exchange numerous emails with Petra personnel 
and trial team; continue work on witness examinations 

Trial preparation work. 

Review City's motion in limine to exclude witnesses or in 
the alternative to vacate trial; conference with trial team 
regarding response; review discovery requests and 
responses; review and revise numerous briefs in 
response to recent motions filed by the City; conference 
with Erika regarding 30(b)(6) deposition of Gene Bennett 
and deposition of Milford Terrell 

Conferred regarding depositions for today; defend 
30(b)(6) damages deposition; participate in M. Terrell 
deposition; deposition fact outcome infonnation 
provided. 

Trial preparation; preparation of Affidavits of Thomas 
Walker and marking of exhibits for filing with Court; edit 
and fmalize Memorandums responding to Meridian's 
latest motions; review and respond to email 
correspondence from client; prepare letter to clients with 
filings; prepare letter to Kurt Kramer regarding same. 

Draft opposition to City's motion in limine to exclude 
witnesses 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.20 180.00 1,656.00 

1.60 200.00 320.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

0.30 190.00 57.00 

10.00 180.00 1,800.00 

10.70 275.00 2,942.50 

1.20 200.00 240.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

6.30 200.00 1,260.00 

6.40 95.00 608.00 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~.1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

11116/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation, including review of additional 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
Heery Reports and work on preparation of examination of
Chuck Hum, Heery employee; exchange emails with
Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett regarding
miscellaneous trial preparation issues, including
identification and assembly of exhibits

11116/2010 EKK Review correspondence; examined documents for expert 0.60 200.00 120.00
in case.

11/16/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation including review of expert 2.30 275.00 632.50
reports and preparation of witness examinations

11116/2010 PRC Trial and Exhibit Preparation; prepare first draft of 5.60 95.00 532.00
Witness List for Trial; research contact infonnation on
Westlaw for subpoena infonnation.

11/16/2010 MBS Finish drafting opposition to City's motion in limine to 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
exclude Petra's witnesses; fmish cross-examination for
deWeerd and Baird; begin researching and drafting
cross-examinations for Chuck Hum and Tom McGourty

11117/2010 TGW Continue with trial preparation; review and revise pretrial 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
memorandum; conduct additional research regarding
same; several conferences with trial team regarding trial
preparation and trial assignments; work up trial exhibit
categories and commence organizing trial exhibits

11/17/2010 EKK Review latest filings with court; trial team meeting on 2.60 200.00 520.00
response options; trial preparation; review and noted
editing of Pretrial Conference memorandum; further trial
preparation.

11117/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker; E. Klein; and M. Schelstrate 0.90 190.00 171.00
regarding opposing counsel's supplemental brief in
support of summary judgment on liability; review pretrial
memorandum.

11117/2010 PRC Trial preparation; work on exhibit lists and exhibits; 6.40 95.00 608.00
continue preparation of trial subpoenas, letters to
witnesses regarding subpoenas and witness fees;
review, edit and finalize for client's review PreTrial
Memorandum

11117/2010 MBS Draft direct and cross examinations; draft motion to 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
strike; review pretrial memorandum; review exhibits

11118/2010 TGW Continue with trial preparation; continue work on Trial 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Exhibits; conference with Tom Coughlin and Pam Carson
regarding same; work on direct and cross examinations;
several telephone conference with Gene Bennett and
Tom Coughlin regarding trial preparation matters and
Trial Exhibits
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Transactions Fee Li~.1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11116/2010 TGW 

11116/2010 EKK 

11116/2010 TGW 

11116/2010 PRC 

11116/2010 MBS 

11117/2010 TGW 

1111712010 EKK 

11117/2010 MEW 

11117/2010 PRC 

11117/2010 MBS 

11118/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue trial preparation, including review of additional 
Heery Reports and work on preparation of examination of 
Chuck Hum, Heery employee; exchange emails with 
Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett regarding 
miscellaneous trial preparation issues, including 
identification and assembly of exhibits 

Review correspondence; examined documents for expert 
in case. 

Continue trial preparation including review of expert 
reports and preparation of witness examinations 

Trial and Exhibit Preparation; prepare first draft of 
Witness List for Trial; research contact infonnation on 
Westlaw for subpoena infonnation. 

Finish drafting opposition to City's motion in limine to 
exclude Petra's witnesses; fmish cross-examination for 
deWeerd and Baird; begin researching and drafting 
cross-examinations for Chuck Hum and Tom McGourty 

Continue with trial preparation; review and revise pretrial 
memorandum; conduct additional research regarding 
same; several conferences with trial team regarding trial 
preparation and trial assignments; work up trial exhibit 
categories and commence organizing trial exhibits 

Review latest filings with court; trial team meeting on 
response options; trial preparation; review and noted 
editing of Pretrial Conference memorandum; further trial 
preparation. 

Conference with T. Walker; E. Klein; and M. Schelstrate 
regarding opposing counsel's supplemental brief in 
support of summary judgment on liability; review pretrial 
memorandum. 

Trial preparation; work on exhibit lists and exhibits; 
continue preparation of trial subpoenas, letters to 
witnesses regarding subpoenas and witness fees; 
review, edit and finalize for client's review PreTrial 
Memorandum 

Draft direct and cross examinations; draft motion to 
strike; review pretrial memorandum; review exhibits 

Continue with trial preparation; continue work on Trial 
Exhibits; conference with Tom Coughlin and Pam Carson 
regarding same; work on direct and cross examinations; 
several telephone conference with Gene Bennett and 
Tom Coughlin regarding trial preparation matters and 
Trial Exhibits 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

8.30 275.00 2,282.50 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

5.60 95.00 532.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

2.60 200.00 520.00 

0.90 190.00 171.00 

6.40 95.00 608.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

Page: 107 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

11/18/2010 EKK Review case infonnation; review draft affidavit for 3.30 200.00 660.00
corrections; trial preparation work on direct and cross
examinations.

11/18/2010 MBS Compile and sort exhibits; draft cross-examinations 8.00 180.00 1,440.00

11/18/2010 PRC Trial preparation. 7.30 95.00 693.50

11/19/2010 SWW Review material regarding request for sanctions; 0.60 275.00 165.00
conference with Tom Walker regarding argument on
sanctions

11/19/2010 TGW Review latest filings by the City and conference with trail 8040 275.00 2,310.00
team regarding same; continue preparation for pending
hearings; review the City's pretrial memorandum; lengthy
conference with Jerry and Gene; continue to assist with
preparation of Trial Exhibits

11/19/2010 MEW Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 0040 190.00 76.00
opposing counsel supplemental briefmg.

11/19/2010 EKK Review latest filings by opposing counsel; continue trial 1.80 200.00 360.00
witness direct and cross examination preparation; review
additional new fmdings.

11/19/2010 PRC Trial Preparation - Research document production and 11.00 95.00 1,045.00
prepare and mark exhibits for trial; prepare letter to
opposing counsel regarding subpoenas.

11/19/2010 MBS Trial exhibit preparation 9.50 180.00 1,710.00

11/20/2010 TGW Review legal memoranda filed by Trout late on Friday, 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
November 19,2010; continue preparation for hearing on
Monday, November 22,2010; continue trial preparation,
including review of deposition transcripts

11/20/2010 EKK Examined latest pleadings from opposing counsel and 0.70 200.00 140.00
work on trial related to same.

11/22/2010 TGW Continue preparation for today's hearings; continue 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
preparation for pretrial conference; continue preparation
for trial; attend and argue at hearings on pending
motions; conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom regarding
same

11/22/2010 EKK Review additional filings from opposing counsel; 2.60 200.00 520.00
continue trial preparation with witness examinations.

11/22/2010 MEW Correspondence with client regarding site visit; 7.00 190.00 1,330.00
conference with T. Walker; continue research regarding
expert testimony; fmalize memorandum; status to T.
Walker; draft motion to amend to confonn to evidence
and memorandum in support; draft motion for
involuntary dismissal and memorandum in support;
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

11118/2010 

11118/2010 

11118/2010 

11119/2010 

11119/2010 

11119/2010 

11119/2010 

11119/2010 

11/19/2010 

11120/2010 

11120/2010 

11122/2010 

11122/2010 

11122/2010 

Prof 

EKK 

MBS 

PRC 

SWW 

TGW 

MEW 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

TGW 

EKK 

TGW 

EKK 

MEW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review case infonnation; review draft affidavit for 
corrections; trial preparation work on direct and cross 
examinations. 

Compile and sort exhibits; draft cross-examinations 

Trial preparation. 

Review material regarding request for sanctions; 
conference with Tom Walker regarding argument on 
sanctions 

Review latest filings by the City and conference with trail 
team regarding same; continue preparation for pending 
hearings; review the City's pretrial memorandum; lengthy 
conference with Jerry and Gene; continue to assist with 
preparation of Trial Exhibits 

Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 
opposing counsel supplemental briefmg. 

Review latest filings by opposing counsel; continue trial 
witness direct and cross examination preparation; review 
additional new fmdings. 

Trial Preparation - Research document production and 
prepare and mark exhibits for trial; prepare letter to 
opposing counsel regarding subpoenas. 

Trial exhibit preparation 

Review legal memoranda filed by Trout late on Friday, 
November 19,2010; continue preparation for hearing on 
Monday, November 22,2010; continue trial preparation, 
including review of deposition transcripts 

Examined latest pleadings from opposing counsel and 
work on trial related to same. 

Continue preparation for today's hearings; continue 
preparation for pretrial conference; continue preparation 
for trial; attend and argue at hearings on pending 
motions; conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom regarding 
same 

Review additional filings from opposing counsel; 
continue trial preparation with witness examinations. 

Correspondence with client regarding site visit; 
conference with T. Walker; continue research regarding 
expert testimony; fmalize memorandum; status to T. 
Walker; draft motion to amend to confonn to evidence 
and memorandum in support; draft motion for 
involuntary dismissal and memorandum in support; 

6/20/20119:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.30 200.00 660.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

7.30 95.00 693.50 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

8040 275.00 2,310.00 

0040 190.00 76.00 

1.80 200.00 360.00 

11.00 95.00 1,045.00 

9.50 180.00 1,710.00 

7.80 275.00 2,145.00 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

2.60 200.00 520.00 

7.00 190.00 1,330.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

begin research and memorandum regarding impeachment
of City experts based upon bias and barring City's
testimony regarding what transpired during executive
sessions.

11/22/2010 PRC Trial preparation; continued preparation of exhibits and 6.40 95.00 608.00
exhibit list; coordinate with Bridge City.

11/22/2010 MBS Research requirements for damage claim; continue 1.70 180.00 306.00
drafting cross-examinations

11/23/2010 TGW Continue preparation for trial; prepare report to Kurt 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
Kramer with copies to Petra; several trial team
conferences regarding anticipated issues for trial; initiate
preparation of memoranda in support of anticipated
objections and motions we will make during trial,
including limitation of the City's presentation of evidence
based upon the original complaint; review and revise
motion under Rule 41 (b) to be made at the conclusion of
the City's case; review and revise a motion and
memorandum regarding conforming the pleadings to the
proof to be made at the conclusion of the trial; exchange
numerous emails with Petra personnel, Kurt Kramer and
Petra's experts; telephone conference with Kurt Kramer
regarding mediation planning

11/23/2010 EKK Review case information; continue work with trial team 0.80 200.00 160.00
and preparation.

11/23/2010 MEW Continue work on research regarding executive sessions 7.00 190.00 1,330.00
and witness bias; work on memorandum; attend
inspection at Meridian City Hall.

11/23/2010 PRC Trial preparation; review of City produced documents 4.30 95.00 408.50
and mark additional trial exhibits; prepare spreadsheet
regarding amounts due; review information from Tri
County Process Service; fmalize subpoena for document
production on MTI.

11/23/2010 MBS Work on exhibits, specifically change order approvals 1.50 180.00 270.00
and city council meeting minutes

11/24/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; review Petra's trial exhibits 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
and request changes and additions; work on cross
examinations; review Judge Wilper's decision granting
the City's 12(b)(6) motion regarding lost profits; review
Judge Wilper's denials of the City's Motion for Summary
Judgment and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment;
telephone conversations with Jerry and Gene regarding
same; exchange emails with Tom Coughlin regarding trial
issues; review comments provide by several prime
contractors; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer regarding
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11/22/2010 PRC 

11122/2010 MBS 

11123/2010 TGW 

11123/2010 EKK 

11123/2010 MEW 

11123/2010 PRC 

11123/2010 MBS 

11124/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

begin research and memorandum regarding impeachment 
of City experts based upon bias and barring City's 
testimony regarding what transpired during executive 
sessions. 

Trial preparation; continued preparation of exhibits and 
exhibit list; coordinate with Bridge City. 

Research requirements for damage claim; continue 
drafting cross-examinations 

Continue preparation for trial; prepare report to Kurt 
Kramer with copies to Petra; several trial team 
conferences regarding anticipated issues for trial; initiate 
preparation of memoranda in support of anticipated 
objections and motions we will make during trial, 
including limitation of the City's presentation of evidence 
based upon the original complaint; review and revise 
motion under Rule 41 (b) to be made at the conclusion of 
the City's case; review and revise a motion and 
memorandum regarding conforming the pleadings to the 
proof to be made at the conclusion of the trial; exchange 
numerous emails with Petra personnel, Kurt Kramer and 
Petra's experts; telephone conference with Kurt Kramer 
regarding mediation planning 

Review case information; continue work with trial team 
and preparation. 

Continue work on research regarding executive sessions 
and witness bias; work on memorandum; attend 
inspection at Meridian City Hall. 

Trial preparation; review of City produced documents 
and mark additional trial exhibits; prepare spreadsheet 
regarding amounts due; review information from Tri 
County Process Service; fmalize subpoena for document 
production on MTI. 

Work on exhibits, specifically change order approvals 
and city council meeting minutes 

Continue trial preparation; review Petra's trial exhibits 
and request changes and additions; work on cross 
examinations; review Judge Wilper's decision granting 
the City's 12(b)(6) motion regarding lost profits; review 
Judge Wilper's denials of the City's Motion for Summary 
Judgment and Motion for Partial Summary Judgment; 
telephone conversations with Jerry and Gene regarding 
same; exchange emails with Tom Coughlin regarding trial 
issues; review comments provide by several prime 
contractors; exchange emails with Kurt Kramer regarding 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

6.40 95.00 608.00 

1.70 180.00 306.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

7.00 190.00 1,330.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

1.50 180.00 270.00 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

funds remaining in insurance coverage; review research
and legal memoranda for pretrial and trial motions;
telephone conference with John Insinger regarding
testimony of Milford Terrlee and Jason Neidigh;
telephone conference Jerry Frank regarding same;
conference with Erika and Matt regarding evidentiary
hearing on City's motion for sanctions

11/24/2010 EKK Review newest written rulings by the court; conferred 3.20 200.00 640.00
with trial team on building site visit outcome; examined
information on expert reports for use on cross
examination questions; trial preparation

11/24/2010 MEW Review orders; conference with T. Walker regarding 1.70 190.00 323.00
inspection; fmalize research memorandum on executive
sessions and bias of experts; status to T. Walker.

11/24/2010 PRC Finalize Exhibit lists and CD's for court and opposing 4.30 95.00 408.50
counsel; update exhibit list

11/24/2010 MBS Draft cross-examination for Chuck Hum; assemble trial 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
exhibits; research the law on a view by a judge and draft
motion and begin drafting brief; assess trial court's
rulings.

11/26/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation including review of trial 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
exhibits; work on direct and cross exams

11/27/2010 EKK Trial preparation work including review of transcripts 3.80 200.00 760.00
and preparation of witness examinations.

11/27/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; work on direct and cross 4.60 275.00 1,265.00
examinations

11/27/2010 MBS Finish motion and memoranda for site view; review and 2.50 180.00 450.00
coordinate exhibits with examinations

11/28/2010 MBS Review and coordination exhibits with examinations; 2.50 180.00 450.00
research and draft motion to exclude experts

11/29/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; work on direct examination of 11.00 275.00 3,025.00
Chuck Hum, Heery International, the commissioning
agent; review; review and revise motion and supporting
memoranda for a site view by the Court of the City Hall;
attend pre-trial conference; attend mediation session;
exchange emails with Kurt Kramer; telephone conference
with Kurt Kramer regarding settlement

11/29/2010 EKK Continue trial preparation. 4.60 200.00 920.00
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11124/2010 EKK 

11124/2010 MEW 

11124/2010 PRC 

11124/2010 MBS 

11126/2010 TGW 

11127/2010 EKK 

11127/2010 TGW 

11127/2010 MBS 

11128/2010 MBS 

11129/2010 TGW 

11129/2010 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

funds remaining in insurance coverage; review research 
and legal memoranda for pretrial and trial motions; 
telephone conference with John Insinger regarding 
testimony of Milford Terrlee and Jason Neidigh; 
telephone conference Jerry Frank regarding same; 
conference with Erika and Matt regarding evidentiary 
hearing on City's motion for sanctions 

Review newest written rulings by the court; conferred 
with trial team on building site visit outcome; examined 
information on expert reports for use on cross 
examination questions; trial preparation 

Review orders; conference with T. Walker regarding 
inspection; fmalize research memorandum on executive 
sessions and bias of experts; status to T. Walker. 

Finalize Exhibit lists and CD's for court and opposing 
counsel; update exhibit list 

Draft cross-examination for Chuck Hum; assemble trial 
exhibits; research the law on a view by a judge and draft 
motion and begin drafting brief; assess trial court's 
rulings. 

Continue trial preparation including review of trial 
exhibits; work on direct and cross exams 

Trial preparation work including review of transcripts 
and preparation of witness examinations. 

Continue trial preparation; work on direct and cross 
examinations 

Finish motion and memoranda for site view; review and 
coordinate exhibits with examinations 

Review and coordination exhibits with examinations; 
research and draft motion to exclude experts 

Continue trial preparation; work on direct examination of 
Chuck Hum, Heery International, the commissioning 
agent; review; review and revise motion and supporting 
memoranda for a site view by the Court of the City Hall; 
attend pre-trial conference; attend mediation session; 
exchange emails with Kurt Kramer; telephone conference 
with Kurt Kramer regarding settlement 

Continue trial preparation. 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.20 200.00 640.00 

1.70 190.00 323.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

3.80 200.00 760.00 

4.60 275.00 1,265.00 

2.50 180.00 450.00 

2.50 180.00 450.00 

11.00 275.00 3,025.00 

4.60 200.00 920.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~~lng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

11129/2010 PRC Work on file and trial preparation; prepare and mark 3.80 95.00 361.00
additional exhibits; review service documents from Tri
County Process service regarding trial subpoenas;
prepare for filing with court; fmalize exhibit list and
witness list for filing.

11129/2010 MBS Collect fmal exhibits for pretrial; draft motion, 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
memoranda, and affidavit to exclude City's experts

11130/2010 TGW Follow up on settlement matters; exchange emails with 0.60 275.00 165.00
opposing counsel's office; conference with Erika Klein
regarding evidentiary hearing still scheduled for
tomorrow; telephone conference with Jerry Frank
regarding same

11/30/2010 EKK Conferred on case status; correspondence regarding 3.40 200.00 680.00
possible witnesses and meetings; continue preparation
for first couple days of trial and evidentiary hearing;
telephone conference with attorney for evidentiary
hearing witness.

12/112010 TGW Prepare for pre-trial evidentiary hearing; attend and 9.00 275.00 2,475.00
participate in evidentiary hearing; continue trial
preparation

12/112010 EKK Telephone call to counsel for witnesses; conferred on 6.90 200.00 1,380.00
status; review correspondence from opposing counsel;
court on evidentiary hearing; continue trial preparation.

12/1/2010 MBS Research professional conduct issue; general trial 4.00 180.00 720.00
preparation assistance; add section to cross-examination
of Neil Anderson

12/112010 PRC Compile documents and deposition transcripts for trial; 5.50 95.00 522.50
update witness files; prepare Meridian's trial exhibits for
review by client; finalize Motion for Site Visit and
Motion to Exclude Expert Testimony and Documents by
Meridian's newly disclosed experts.

12/2/2010 TGW Prepare for and attend Trial Day No.1 and prepare for 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
Trial Day 2

12/2/2010 EKK Attend day one of trial; reviewed notes and further 7.40 200.00 1,480.00
examination work for case.

12/2/2010 PRC Trial work. 1.80 95.00 171.00

12/3/2010 TGW Prepare for and attend Trial Day No.2 and commence 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
preparation for Trial Day 3

12/3/2010 EKK Attend trial day two; telephone conference with Jerry. 6.20 200.00 1,240.00

12/3/2010 PRC Track down documents for trial; update Meridian's 1.50 95.00 142.50
Witness List for conversion for uploading for trial.

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM Page: 111
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Transactions Fee Li~~lng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11129/2010 PRC 

11129/2010 MBS 

11130/2010 TGW 

11/30/2010 EKK 

12/112010 TGW 

12/112010 EKK 

12/1/2010 MBS 

12/112010 PRC 

12/2/2010 TGW 

12/2/2010 EKK 

12/2/2010 PRC 

12/3/2010 TGW 

12/3/2010 EKK 

12/3/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Work on file and trial preparation; prepare and mark 
additional exhibits; review service documents from Tri 
County Process service regarding trial subpoenas; 
prepare for filing with court; fmalize exhibit list and 
witness list for filing. 

Collect fmal exhibits for pretrial; draft motion, 
memoranda, and affidavit to exclude City's experts 

Follow up on settlement matters; exchange emails with 
opposing counsel's office; conference with Erika Klein 
regarding evidentiary hearing still scheduled for 
tomorrow; telephone conference with Jerry Frank 
regarding same 

Conferred on case status; correspondence regarding 
possible witnesses and meetings; continue preparation 
for first couple days of trial and evidentiary hearing; 
telephone conference with attorney for evidentiary 
hearing witness. 

Prepare for pre-trial evidentiary hearing; attend and 
participate in evidentiary hearing; continue trial 
preparation 

Telephone call to counsel for witnesses; conferred on 
status; review correspondence from opposing counsel; 
court on evidentiary hearing; continue trial preparation. 

Research professional conduct issue; general trial 
preparation assistance; add section to cross-examination 
of Neil Anderson 

Compile documents and deposition transcripts for trial; 
update witness files; prepare Meridian's trial exhibits for 
review by client; finalize Motion for Site Visit and 
Motion to Exclude Expert Testimony and Documents by 
Meridian's newly disclosed experts. 

Prepare for and attend Trial Day No.1 and prepare for 
Trial Day 2 

Attend day one of trial; reviewed notes and further 
examination work for case. 

Trial work. 

Prepare for and attend Trial Day No.2 and commence 
preparation for Trial Day 3 

Attend trial day two; telephone conference with Jerry. 

Track down documents for trial; update Meridian's 
Witness List for conversion for uploading for trial. 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

3.40 200.00 680.00 

9.00 275.00 2,475.00 

6.90 200.00 1,380.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

5.50 95.00 522.50 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

7.40 200.00 1,480.00 

1.80 95.00 171.00 

9.60 275.00 2,640.00 

6.20 200.00 1,240.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

12/3/2010 MBS Research legal issue for trial 0.70 180.00 126.00

12/5/2010 EKK Trial preparation. 1.30 200.00 260.00

12/5/2010 TGW Work on cross examination of Ted Baird; telephone 2.10 275.00 577.50
conference with Gene Bennett regarding same

12/6/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day No.3; participate in 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
Trial Day 3

12/6/2010 EKK Attend trial day 3; continue trial preparation. 6.70 200.00 1,340.00

12/6/2010 PRC Case management and docketing of pleadings 4.20 95.00 399.00

121712010 TGW Recap Trial Day 3 and integrate into Baird cross 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
examination; prepare for Wetherholt and Anderson cross
examinations; several conferences with trial team
regarding status of case and work assignments;
conference with LCA Architects for witness preparation;
exchange several emails and phone calls with Gene
Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding Wetherholt and
Anderson

121712010 EKK Trial preparation. 3.80 200.00 760.00

121712010 PRC Continue case management and pleading docketing; 5.20 95.00 494.00
compile documents for relevant witness testimony and
trial preparation.

121712010 MBS Research trial objection issue 2.00 180.00 360.00

121712010 MBS Research Baird trial objection; draft memorandum to T. 1.20 180.00 216.00
Walker.

12/8/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 4 of Trial; participate in 9.50 275.00 2,612.50
Day 4; telephone conference with Jerry regarding
scheduling

12/8/2010 MBS Research Baird objection issue; draft email to T. Walker 0.90 180.00 162.00

12/8/2010 EKK Attend trial day 4. 6.60 200.00 1,320.00

12/8/2010 MBS Research potential Eragrain and deWeerd conflict issue; 1.70 180.00 306.00
draft memorandum to T. Walker

12/9/2010 TGW Render a status report to Kurt Kramer; continue 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
preparation for Day 5 of trial; participate in Day 5

12/9/2010 EKK Attend trial day 5. 6.40 200.00 1,280.00

12/9/2010 PRC Review and research iConect for City's produced 2.50 95.00 237.50
documents for use in rebuttal on cross examination.

12/9/2010 MBS Document review for impeachment at trial 0.30 180.00 54.00

12/10/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 6 of trial; participate in Day 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12/3/2010 MBS 

12/5/2010 EKK 

12/5/2010 TGW 

12/6/2010 TGW 

12/6/2010 EKK 

12/6/2010 PRC 

121712010 TGW 

121712010 EKK 

121712010 PRC 

121712010 MBS 

121712010 MBS 

12/8/2010 TGW 

12/8/2010 MBS 

12/8/2010 EKK 

12/8/2010 MBS 

12/9/2010 TGW 

12/9/2010 EKK 

12/9/2010 PRC 

12/9/2010 MBS 

12/10/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Research legal issue for trial 

Trial preparation. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Work on cross examination of Ted Baird; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding same 

Continue preparation for Trial Day No.3; participate in 
Trial Day 3 

Attend trial day 3; continue trial preparation. 

Case management and docketing of pleadings 

Recap Trial Day 3 and integrate into Baird cross 
examination; prepare for Wetherholt and Anderson cross 
examinations; several conferences with trial team 
regarding status of case and work assignments; 
conference with LCA Architects for witness preparation; 
exchange several emails and phone calls with Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding Wetherholt and 
Anderson 

Trial preparation. 

Continue case management and pleading docketing; 
compile documents for relevant witness testimony and 
trial preparation. 

Research trial objection issue 

Research Baird trial objection; draft memorandum to T. 
Walker. 

Continue preparation for Day 4 of Trial; participate in 
Day 4; telephone conference with Jerry regarding 
scheduling 

Research Baird objection issue; draft email to T. Walker 

Attend trial day 4. 

Research potential Eragrain and deWeerd conflict issue; 
draft memorandum to T. Walker 

Render a status report to Kurt Kramer; continue 
preparation for Day 5 of trial; participate in Day 5 

Attend trial day 5. 

Review and research iConect for City's produced 
documents for use in rebuttal on cross examination. 

Document review for impeachment at trial 

Continue preparation for Day 6 of trial; participate in Day 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.70 180.00 126.00 

l.30 200.00 260.00 

2.10 275.00 577.50 

9.60 275.00 2,640.00 

6.70 200.00 1,340.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

3.80 200.00 760.00 

5.20 95.00 494.00 

2.00 180.00 360.00 

1.20 180.00 216.00 

9.50 275.00 2,612.50 

0.90 180.00 162.00 

6.60 200.00 1,320.00 

1.70 180.00 306.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

6.40 200.00 1,280.00 

2.50 95.00 237.50 

0.30 180.00 54.00 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~llng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
6

12/10/2010 EKK Trial preparation; attend trial day 6. 6.60 200.00 1,320.00

12/10/2010 MBS Document review for Baird impeachment and Wetherholt 0.40 180.00 72.00
cross-examination

12/10/2010 PRC Review discovery documents and compile copies of 4.00 95.00 380.00
digital photographs for use at trial.

12/11/2010 MBS Update Keith Watts cross-exam 2.70 180.00 486.00

12/1112010 TGW Continue trial preparation; develop additional defense 5.00 275.00 1,375.00
strategies based upon what has transpired in the case
this far; exchange several emails regarding same

12/12/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 7 of trial; conference with 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
Matt Schelstrate regarding same; review photos of water
feature taken within the two months following
occupancy

12/12/2010 EKK Trial preparation work. 1.50 200.00 300.00

12/13/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 7 of trial; partieipate in Day 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
7 of trial several conferences with Gene and Tom
regarding Watts' testimony

12/13/2010 EKK Review Correspondence, Trial Day 7; continue trial 7.30 200.00 1,460.00
preparation work; review trial note comments.

12/13/2010 PRC Review Meridian City's trial exhibits; review and respond 3.20 95.00 304.00
to email correspondence from opposing counsel's office
regarding trial exhibits; commence review and
comparison of trial notes of Walker and Klein for Petra's
case preparation.

12/14/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; review trial notes and 9.70 275.00 2,667.50
commence updated direct and cross examinations;
conference with Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and the Petra
Trial team regarding defensive strategies and plans;
conference with Steve Christianson, Steve Simmons of
LCA and Mike Stephanie, LCA's counsel

12/14/2010 EKK Meeting with Petra on further trial preparation; meeting 6.10 200.00 1,220.00
at LCA with architects and their counsel regarding trial
preparation.

12/14/2010 MBS Document review for trial impeachment; strategy session 0.50 180.00 90.00
regarding City Hall visit to review pay applications

12/14/2010 MBS Petra trial strategy session 1.90 180.00 342.00

12/14/2010 MEW Conference with clients on case strategy meeting. 2.00 190.00 380.00

12/14/2010 PRC Conference with clients and attorneys regarding Trial 4.50 95.00 427.50
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Transactions Fee Li~tlng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12110/2010 EKK 

12110/2010 MBS 

12110/2010 PRC 

12/11/2010 MBS 

12/1112010 TGW 

12/12/2010 TGW 

12112/2010 EKK 

12/13/2010 TGW 

12/13/2010 EKK 

12/13/2010 PRC 

12114/2010 TGW 

12/14/2010 EKK 

12/14/2010 MBS 

12114/2010 MBS 

12/14/2010 MEW 

12/14/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

6 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Trial preparation; attend trial day 6. 

Document review for Baird impeachment and Wetherholt 
cross-examination 

Review discovery documents and compile copies of 
digital photographs for use at trial. 

Update Keith Watts cross-exam 

Continue trial preparation; develop additional defense 
strategies based upon what has transpired in the case 
this far; exchange several emails regarding same 

Continue preparation for Day 7 of trial; conference with 
Matt Schelstrate regarding same; review photos of water 
feature taken within the two months following 
occupancy 

Trial preparation work. 

Continue preparation for Day 7 of trial; partieipate in Day 
7 of trial several conferences with Gene and Tom 
regarding Watts' testimony 

Review Correspondence, Trial Day 7; continue trial 
preparation work; review trial note comments. 

Review Meridian City's trial exhibits; review and respond 
to email correspondence from opposing counsel's office 
regarding trial exhibits; commence review and 
comparison of trial notes of Walker and Klein for Petra's 
case preparation. 

Continue trial preparation; review trial notes and 
commence updated direct and cross examinations; 
conference with Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and the Petra 
Trial team regarding defensive strategies and plans; 
conference with Steve Christianson, Steve Simmons of 
LCA and Mike Stephanie, LCA's counsel 

Meeting with Petra on further trial preparation; meeting 
at LCA with architects and their counsel regarding trial 
preparation. 

Document review for trial impeachment; strategy session 
regarding City Hall visit to review pay applications 

Petra trial strategy session 

Conference with clients on case strategy meeting. 

Conference with clients and attorneys regarding Trial 

6/2012011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

6.60 200.00 1,320.00 

0.40 180.00 72.00 

4.00 95.00 380.00 

2.70 180.00 486.00 

5.00 275.00 1,375.00 

4.00 275.00 1,100.00 

1.50 200.00 300.00 

9.60 275.00 2,640.00 

7.30 200.00 1,460.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

9.70 275.00 2,667.50 

6.10 200.00 1,220.00 

0.50 180.00 90.00 

1.90 180.00 342.00 

2.00 190.00 380.00 

4.50 95.00 427.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

issues and preparation of cross examinations and
exhibits; prepare for client and LCA DVD-R containing
photographs containing issues on roofing and water
features.

12/15/2010 TGW Continue trial work, including updating directory and 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
cross examinations; continue work on directory of
experts exhibits; respond to Trout's letter regarding
examination of original documents; several conferences
with Petra Trial Team members regarding additional
research and strategy

12/15/2010 EKK Trial preparation continued. 3.70 200.00 740.00

12/15/2010 MBS Research Rule 403 for trial; document review for Watts 5.00 180.00 900.00
impeachment material; preparation for Meridian City Hall
visit

12/15/2010 PRC Trial testimony and exhibit coordination and preparation. 4.60 95.00 437.00

12/16/2010 TGW Continue preparation work for continuing trial; update; 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
several conferences with trial team regarding preparation
assignments; telephone conference with Jerry Frank and
John Quapp regarding Watts spreadsheet

12/16/2010 EKK Trial preparation. 4.40 200.00 880.00

12/16/2010 MBS Review pay applications at City Hall 9.20 180.00 1,656.00

12/16/2010 PRC Trial preparation; coordination of additional exhibits for 3.80 95.00 361.00
witness testimony; update trial witness files; review pst
files of Tom Coughlin regarding emails to City during
project term.

12/17/2010 EKK Conferred on document review situation; trial 1.60 200.00 320.00
preparation; review new filings from opposing counsel.

12/17/2010 PRC Commence review of trial notes and exhibits entered for 2.80 95.00 266.00
cross examination preparation.

12/17/2010 TGW Continue preparation for examination of witnesses; 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
telephone conference with John Quapp; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett; exchange numerous
emails with Petra personnel and Petra Trial Team;
conduct several meetings with Petra Trial Team members
regarding on-going assignments.

12/17/2010 MBS Prepare pay application spreadsheet; review and 4.00 180.00 720.00
compare Meridian's trial exhibit's

12/18/2010 EKK Review correspondence; trial preparation. 0.60 200.00 120.00

12/18/2010 TGW Continue preparation for examination of witnesses; 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
exchange numerous emails with Petra personnel and
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Transactions Fee Li,ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12115/2010 TGW 

12/15/2010 EKK 

12/15/2010 MBS 

12115/2010 PRC 

12/16/2010 TGW 

12116/2010 EKK 

12/16/2010 MBS 

12/16/2010 PRC 

1211712010 EKK 

12117/2010 PRC 

12/17/2010 TGW 

12117/2010 MBS 

12118/2010 EKK 

12/18/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

issues and preparation of cross examinations and 
exhibits; prepare for client and LCA DVD-R containing 
photographs containing issues on roofing and water 
features. 

Continue trial work, including updating directory and 
cross examinations; continue work on directory of 
experts exhibits; respond to Trout's letter regarding 
examination of original documents; several conferences 
with Petra Trial Team members regarding additional 
research and strategy 

Trial preparation continued. 

Research Rule 403 for trial; document review for Watts 
impeachment material; preparation for Meridian City Hall 
visit 

Trial testimony and exhibit coordination and preparation. 

Continue preparation work for continuing trial; update; 
several conferences with trial team regarding preparation 
assignments; telephone conference with Jerry Frank and 
John Quapp regarding Watts spreadsheet 

Trial preparation. 

Review pay applications at City Hall 

Trial preparation; coordination of additional exhibits for 
witness testimony; update trial witness files; review pst 
files of Tom Coughlin regarding emails to City during 
project term. 

Conferred on document review situation; trial 
preparation; review new filings from opposing counsel. 

Commence review of trial notes and exhibits entered for 
cross examination preparation. 

Continue preparation for examination of witnesses; 
telephone conference with John Quapp; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett; exchange numerous 
em ails with Petra personnel and Petra Trial Team; 
conduct several meetings with Petra Trial Team members 
regarding on-going assignments. 

Prepare pay application spreadsheet; review and 
compare Meridian's trial exhibit's 

Review correspondence; trial preparation. 

Continue preparation for examination of witnesses; 
exchange numerous em ails with Petra personnel and 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 

3.70 200.00 740.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

8.70 275.00 2,392.50 

4.40 200.00 880.00 

9.20 180.00 1,656.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

1.60 200.00 320.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

8.40 275.00 2,310.00 
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Transactions Fee Li.~dng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Petra Trial Team regarding issues raised by City's trial
witnesses; prepare comprehensive issues list from Trial
testimony of Baird and Watts.

12/19/2010 EKK Continue trial preparation and work on further exhibit lAO 200.00 280.00
identification for cross examinations and direct
examinations.

12/20/2010 EKK Continue trial preparation. 2.70 200.00 540.00

12120/2010 TGW Continue preparation of cross examinations; continue 6.60 275.00 1,815.00
updating direct examinations to take City's witness
testimony into account

12/20/2010 MEW Review Chamberlain report; review cross examination 1.10 190.00 209.00
questions and issues; review pay application
spreadsheets.

12/20/2010 MBS Document review of pay applications at Meridian City 9.00 180.00 1,620.00
Hall

12/20/2010 PRC Trial preparation; review direct examinations of clients 4.30 95.00 408.50
and ensure that issues raised by Meridian are covered;
prepare for filing and service Defendant's Supplemental
Disclosure of Trial Exhibits.

12/21/2010 TGW Continue review and revision of witness examinations; 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
incorporate comments and notes from Gene Bennett and
Tom Coughlin; several conferences with Petra Trial Team
regarding assignments

12/21/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel's motion i limine; begin 0040 190.00 76.00
working on pocket brief regarding Chamberlain report.

12/21/2010 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation and 1.50 200.00 300.00
document review of reports in case; examined new
pleadings by opposing counsel.

12/21/2010 MBS Research case law on IKE. 803(6); Draft memorandum in 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
opposition to City's Motion in Limine; review document
review spreadsheets, conference regarding same;
conference with client regarding document review and
pay applications; meeting at Petra regarding pay
applications.

12/21/2010 PRC Update witness files; review cross examinations for 4.00 95.00 380.00
Meridian's witnesses and compare with direct
examination testimony of Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin to ensure points covered; review Motion in
Limine, Memorandum and Affidavit regarding pay
applications.

12/22/2010 TGW Prepare for and participate in Day 8 of trial; review 9.70 275.00 2,667.50
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Transactions Fee Li.~dng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12119/2010 EKK 

12/20/2010 EKK 

12120/2010 TGW 

12/20/2010 MEW 

12/20/2010 MBS 

12/20/2010 PRC 

12/2112010 TGW 

12/2112010 MEW 

12/2112010 EKK 

12/2112010 MBS 

12/21/2010 PRC 

12/22/2010 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Petra Trial Team regarding issues raised by City's trial 
witnesses; prepare comprehensive issues list from Trial 
testimony of Baird and Watts. 

Continue trial preparation and work on further exhibit 
identification for cross examinations and direct 
examinations. 

Continue trial preparation. 

Continue preparation of cross examinations; continue 
updating direct examinations to take City's witness 
testimony into account 

Review Chamberlain report; review cross examination 
questions and issues; review pay application 
spreadsheets. 

Document review of pay applications at Meridian City 
Hall 

Trial preparation; review direct examinations of clients 
and ensure that issues raised by Meridian are covered; 
prepare for filing and service Defendant's Supplemental 
Disclosure of Trial Exhibits. 

Continue review and revision of witness examinations; 
incorporate comments and notes from Gene Bennett and 
Tom Coughlin; several conferences with Petra Trial Team 
regarding assignments 

Review opposing counsel's motion i limine; begin 
working on pocket brief regarding Chamberlain report. 

Review correspondence; continue trial preparation and 
document review of reports in case; examined new 
pleadings by opposing counsel. 

Research case law on IKE. 803(6); Draft memorandum in 
opposition to City's Motion in Limine; review document 
review spreadsheets, conference regarding same; 
conference with client regarding document review and 
pay applications; meeting at Petra regarding pay 
applications. 

Update witness files; review cross examinations for 
Meridian's witnesses and compare with direct 
examination testimony of Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin to ensure points covered; review Motion in 
Limine, Memorandum and Affidavit regarding pay 
applications. 

Prepare for and participate in Day 8 of trial; review 

6120/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

lAO 200.00 280.00 

2.70 200.00 540.00 

6.60 275.00 1,815.00 

1.10 190.00 209.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

0040 190.00 76.00 

1.50 200.00 300.00 

7.80 180.00 1,404.00 

4.00 95.00 380.00 

9.70 275.00 2,667.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~t1ng (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
memorandum and affidavits in opposition to City's
motion in limine regarding pay applications

12/22/2010 EKK Review case information; Trial day 8. 2.30 200.00 460.00

12/22/2010 MBS Draft affidavit for Debbie Gorski and counsel; prepare 5.60 180.00 1,008.00
spreadsheets for filing; review and edit memorandum in
opposition to City's Motion in Limine; review pay
applications for trial; research and pull cases regarding
Rule 803(6)

12/22/2010 PRC Review and research file; review pay applications and 3.20 95.00 304.00
provide information to attorney at trial; review, amend
and finalize Memorandum in Opposition to Motion in
Limine regarding the pay applications; finalize affidavits
of attorney and Debbie Gorski as Petra; process for
service and filing for oral argument.

12/23/2010 TGW Send status report to Kramer; send email reports to Jerry 11.00 275.00 3,025.00
Frank; continue preparation for Day 9 of trial; review
fmal and filed memorandum and affidavits in opposition
to City's motion in limine; prepare for oral argument on
City's motion in limine; exchange messages with Gene
Bennett regarding Debbie Gorski's ability to testify;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding
issues with Petra's copies of the Project Records;
lenghty telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding
same

12/23/2010 EKK Examined responsive pleadings in case; continue trial 6.70 200.00 1,340.00
work; trial day 9.

12/23/2010 PRC Continue review of file and trial notes and compile issues 4.10 95.00 389.50
to addressed and added to direct examinations in Petra's
Case-in-Chief.

12/23/2010 MBS Review documents for Baird and Watts 1.00 180.00 180.00
cross-examinations

12/26/2010 EKK Trial witness examination preparation. 3.10 200.00 620.00

12/27/2010 TGW Work on revisions to direct examinations of Jack Lemley 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
and Rich Bauer; review Heery Reports for information
regarding access floor HVAC system; continue
preparation for Day 10 of trial; participate in Day 10;
conference with Gene and Tom regarding Chuck Hum
and Felts-House

12/27/2010 EKK Continue trial work; Trial day 10; continue trial 7.50 200.00 1,500.00
preparation.

12/27/2010 PRC Continue review of trial notes and rebuttal items list for 4.20 95.00 399.00
direct examination update of clients and expert
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Transactions Fee Li~t1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12/22/2010 EKK 

12/22/2010 MBS 

12/22/2010 PRC 

12/23/2010 TGW 

12/23/2010 EKK 

12/23/2010 PRC 

12/23/2010 MBS 

12/26/2010 EKK 

12/27/2010 TGW 

12/27/2010 EKK 

12/27/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

memorandum and affidavits in opposition to City's 
motion in limine regarding pay applications 

Review case information; Trial day 8. 

Draft affidavit for Debbie Gorski and counsel; prepare 
spreadsheets for filing; review and edit memorandum in 
opposition to City's Motion in Limine; review pay 
applications for trial; research and pull cases regarding 
Rule 803(6) 

Review and research file; review pay applications and 
provide information to attorney at trial; review, amend 
and finalize Memorandum in Opposition to Motion in 
Limine regarding the pay applications; finalize affidavits 
of attorney and Debbie Gorski as Petra; process for 
service and filing for oral argument. 

Send status report to Kramer; send email reports to Jerry 
Frank; continue preparation for Day 9 of trial; review 
fmal and filed memorandum and affidavits in opposition 
to City's motion in limine; prepare for oral argument on 
City's motion in limine; exchange messages with Gene 
Bennett regarding Debbie Gorski's ability to testify; 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
issues with Petra's copies of the Project Records; 
lenghty telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding 
same 

Examined responsive pleadings in case; continue trial 
work; trial day 9. 

Continue review of file and trial notes and compile issues 
to addressed and added to direct examinations in Petra's 
Case-in-Chief. 

Review documents for Baird and Watts 
cross-examinations 

Trial witness examination preparation. 

Work on revisions to direct examinations of Jack Lemley 
and Rich Bauer; review Heery Reports for information 
regarding access floor HV AC system; continue 
preparation for Day 10 of trial; participate in Day 10; 
conference with Gene and Tom regarding Chuck Hum 
and Felts-House 

Continue trial work; Trial day 10; continue trial 
preparation. 

Continue review of trial notes and rebuttal items list for 
direct examination update of clients and expert 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.30 200.00 460.00 

5.60 180.00 1,008.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

11.00 275.00 3,025.00 

6.70 200.00 1,340.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 

1.00 180.00 180.00 

3.10 200.00 620.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

7.50 200.00 1,500.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

witnesses; prepare additional trial exhibit; prepare Fourth
Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits for filing and
service.

12/27/2010 MBS Document review for exhibits and Baird and Watts 1.50 180.00 270.00
cross-examinations

12/28/2010 TGW Continue preparation for subsequent trial days; 4.60 275.00 1,265.00
conference at Petra with trial team regarding document
issues; continue work on Rich Bauer's direct examination
changes

12/28/2010 EKK Conferred on case; trial preparation. 4.40 200.00 880.00

12/28/2010 MBS Research and draft memorandum to preclude the 6.90 180.00 1,242.00
testimony and report of Clifford Chamberlain; meeting at
Petra to discuss pay applications and discuss Watt's
accounting spreadsheets; document review for Watts'
and Baird impeachment material.

12/28/2010 PRC Review direct examinations of Petra's witnesses and note 3.80 95.00 361.00
required additions based on trial issues raised in
Meridian's case for hand delivery to certain of Petra's
fact witnesses for rebuttal; update Meridian's Trial
Exhibit list of admitted exhibits for trial; update witness
files; prepare CD-R's with additional exhibits of
Meridian's expert witnesses for delivery to experts and
fact witnesses for Petra; travel to Petra's headquarters for
client meeting and review of filing system for production
files.

12/29/2010 TGW Continue to work on supplementation of examinations; 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
prepare for Day 11 of trial; participate in Day 11

12/29/2010 PRC Compile documents for delivery to fact witnesses 3.10 95.00 294.50
regarding rebuttal to expert testimony by City of
Meridian; prepare email correspondence to David Lloyd
attorney for Heery.

12/29/2010 EKK Trial day 11; continue trial preparation. 5.90 200.00 1,180.00

12/29/2010 MBS Finish drafting memorandum to exclude Chamberlain 0.50 180.00 90.00

12/30/2010 TGW Lengthy telephone conference with with Jerry and Gene 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
on evening of December 29,2010; continue preparation
for Trial Day 12; participate in Trial Day 12

12/30/2010 EKK Trial day 12; continue trial work in case. 6.30 200.00 1,260.00

12/30/2010 PRC Continue review of trial notes and note issues raised by 2.10 95.00 199.50
Meridian's witnesses for direct examination rebuttal by
Petra's witnesses; compile exhibit documents for review
by attorney; review correspondence files with opposing
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

12/27/2010 MBS 

12/28/2010 TGW 

12/28/2010 EKK 

12/28/2010 MBS 

12/28/2010 PRC 

12/29/2010 TGW 

12/29/2010 PRC 

12/29/2010 EKK 

12/29/2010 MBS 

12/30/2010 TGW 

12/30/2010 EKK 

12/30/2010 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

witnesses; prepare additional trial exhibit; prepare Fourth 
Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits for filing and 
service. 

Document review for exhibits and Baird and Watts 
cross-examinations 

Continue preparation for subsequent trial days; 
conference at Petra with trial team regarding document 
issues; continue work on Rich Bauer's direct examination 
changes 

Conferred on case; trial preparation. 

Research and draft memorandum to preclude the 
testimony and report of Clifford Chamberlain; meeting at 
Petra to discuss pay applications and discuss Watt's 
accounting spreadsheets; document review for Watts' 
and Baird impeachment material. 

Review direct examinations of Petra's witnesses and note 
required additions based on trial issues raised in 
Meridian's case for hand delivery to certain of Petra's 
fact witnesses for rebuttal; update Meridian's Trial 
Exhibit list of admitted exhibits for trial; update witness 
files; prepare CD-R's with additional exhibits of 
Meridian's expert witnesses for delivery to experts and 
fact witnesses for Petra; travel to Petra's headquarters for 
client meeting and review of filing system for production 
files. 

Continue to work on supplementation of examinations; 
prepare for Day 11 of trial; participate in Day 11 

Compile documents for delivery to fact witnesses 
regarding rebuttal to expert testimony by City of 
Meridian; prepare email correspondence to David Lloyd 
attorney for Heery. 

Trial day 11; continue trial preparation. 

Finish drafting memorandum to exclude Chamberlain 

Lengthy telephone conference with with Jerry and Gene 
on evening of December 29,2010; continue preparation 
for Trial Day 12; participate in Trial Day 12 

Trial day 12; continue trial work in case. 

Continue review of trial notes and note issues raised by 
Meridian's witnesses for direct examination rebuttal by 
Petra's witnesses; compile exhibit documents for review 
by attorney; review correspondence files with opposing 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.50 180.00 270.00 

4.60 275.00 1,265.00 

4.40 200.00 880.00 

6.90 180.00 1,242.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

5.90 200.00 1,180.00 

0.50 180.00 90.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

6.30 200.00 1,260.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

counsel and compile relevant documents regarding
discovery issues.

1/1/2011 EKK Trial work. 2.80 200.00 560.00

1/2/2011 EKK Trial preparation work. 0.80 200.00 160.00

1/2/2011 TGW Continue work on opening statement; prepare first draft 2.30 275.00 632.50
of direct examination of Mike Wisdom, Engineering, Inc.

1/3/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 13; review notes for 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
cross examinations of Ted Baird and Keith Watts;
participate in Day 13; commence cross examination of
Ted Baird; following trial continue with additional
preparation for cross examination of Ted Baird

1/3/2011 EKK Trial day 13; continue trial preparation and follow up on 6.60 200.00 1,320.00
issues from Trial day 13.

1/3/2011 PRC Review, edit and update trial notes of direct examinations 1.40 95.00 133.00
of Meridian's witnesses; prepare for service and filing
Fifth Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits.

1/4/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation work. 1.90 200.00 380.00

1/4/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 14; conference with 10.10 275.00 2,777.50
Jack Lemley, Rich Bauer, Jerry, Gene and Tom regarding
Lemley and Bauer's testimony; continue to work on
cross for Baird

1/5/2011 EKK Trial day 14; continue trial work. 5.90 200.00 1,180.00

1/5/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 14; participate in Trial 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
Day 14; fmish up cross examination of Ted Baird;
telephone conference with Jerry and Gene regarding
day's events; telephone conference with John Quapp
regarding accounting for Petra's profit on the MCR and
EPL

1/5/2011 PRC Compilation and marking of additional trial exhibits; 3.20 95.00 304.00
prepare Petra's Seventh Supplemental Disclosure of Trial
Exhibits; work on trial notes and comments by clients;
updating trial witness files; telephone call from certain
witnesses regarding current trial schedule.

1/6/2011 EKK Trial day 15; trial preparation continued. 7.00 200.00 1,400.00

1/6/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 15, including 9.70 275.00 2,667.50
additional preparation for Watts' cross examination;
request demonstrative exhibits from Bennett regarding
billing and payment dates; continue work on Watts
cross

1/6/2011 PRC Work on trial notes documents for use during direct and 4.20 95.00 399.00
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1/112011 EKK 

112/2011 EKK 

112/2011 TGW 

113/2011 TGW 

113/2011 EKK 

113/2011 PRC 

114/2011 EKK 

114/2011 TGW 

115/2011 EKK 

115/2011 TGW 

115/2011 PRC 

116/2011 EKK 

1/6/2011 TGW 

116/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

counsel and compile relevant documents regarding 
discovery issues. 

Trial work. 

Trial preparation work. 

Continue work on opening statement; prepare first draft 
of direct examination of Mike Wisdom, Engineering, Inc. 

Continue preparation for Trial Day 13; review notes for 
cross examinations of Ted Baird and Keith Watts; 
participate in Day 13; commence cross examination of 
Ted Baird; following trial continue with additional 
preparation for cross examination of Ted Baird 

Trial day 13; continue trial preparation and follow up on 
issues from Trial day 13. 

Review, edit and update trial notes of direct examinations 
of Meridian's witnesses; prepare for service and filing 
Fifth Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits. 

Review correspondence; continue trial preparation work. 

Continue preparation for Trial Day 14; conference with 
Jack Lemley, Rich Bauer, Jerry, Gene and Tom regarding 
Lemley and Bauer's testimony; continue to work on 
cross for Baird 

Trial day 14; continue trial work. 

Continue preparation for Trial Day 14; participate in Trial 
Day 14; fmish up cross examination of Ted Baird; 
telephone conference with Jerry and Gene regarding 
day's events; telephone conference with John Quapp 
regarding accounting for Petra's profit on the MCR and 
EPL 

Compilation and marking of additional trial exhibits; 
prepare Petra's Seventh Supplemental Disclosure of Trial 
Exhibits; work on trial notes and comments by clients; 
updating trial witness files; telephone call from certain 
witnesses regarding current trial schedule. 

Trial day 15; trial preparation continued. 

Continue preparation for Trial Day 15, including 
additional preparation for Watts' cross examination; 
request demonstrative exhibits from Bennett regarding 
billing and payment dates; continue work on Watts 
cross 

Work on trial notes documents for use during direct and 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.80 200.00 560.00 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

6.60 200.00 1,320.00 

1.40 95.00 133.00 

1.90 200.00 380.00 

10.10 275.00 2,777.50 

5.90 200.00 1,180.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

7.00 200.00 1,400.00 

9.70 275.00 2,667.50 

4.20 95.00 399.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

cross examinations; review notes and cross examination
outlines for attorney.

1/7/2011 TGW Continue preparation of Watts cross; participate in Day 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
16 of the trial; conference with Gene and Tom regarding
today's proceedings; telephone conference with Jerry
Frank regarding same

1/7/2011 PRC Trial work; prepare email correspondence to Debbie 3.80 95.00 361.00
Gorski regarding Notice of Deposition Duces Tecum.

1/7/2011 MEW Review opposing counsel's notices duces tecum for 1.00 190.00 190.00
depositions ofM. Schelstrate and D. Gorski; conference
with M. Schelstrate regarding protective order.

1/7/2011 EKK Trial day 16; continue trial work; telephone conference 6.50 200.00 1,300.00
with Tom C.

1/7/2011 MBS Draft memorandum regarding Chamberlain for Neidigh 5.00 180.00 900.00
substitution; draft protective orders for Gorski and
Schelstrate

118/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examined trial information. 0.80 200.00 160.00

1/8/2011 TGW Meridian City Hall site visitation with Judge Wilper, 5.00 275.00 1,375.00
Diane Cromwell, court reporter, Trout and guide;
telephone conference with Jerry regarding site visitation;
telephone conference with Gene regarding site visitation
and several other trial matters; work on organization of
issues

119/2011 EKK Continue with trial preparation work. 0.80 200.00 160.00

119/2011 TGW Continue work on organization of issues and preparation 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
for Day 17 of trial

1/10/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 17 of trial; exchange emails 9.00 275.00 2,475.00
with Gene Bennett regarding trial issues; participate in
Day 17 of trial; continue preparation for Day 18 of trial

1110/2011 MBS Draft affidavits and assemble exhibits for protective 1.50 180.00 270.00
orders; locate exhibits regarding Neidigh

1110/2011 PRC Amend and finalize Motions for Protective Order and 2.50 95.00 237.50
supporting affidavits and memorandum in support of
opposition to Motion for Sanctions; prepare email to
Jerry Frank regarding Supplemental Legal
Representation Agreement and Collateral Assignment of
Insurance Policy Proceeds.

1110/2011 EKK Trial day 17; continue trial preparation. 6.60 200.00 1,320.00

1110/2011 MBS Review and discuss Petra pay application issue; analyze 0.90 180.00 162.00
discrepancies in exhibits
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Transactions Fee Li~.1ng (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

11712011 TGW 

11712011 PRC 

11712011 MEW 

11712011 EKK 

11712011 MBS 

118/2011 EKK 

1/8/2011 TGW 

119/2011 EKK 

119/2011 TGW 

1/10/2011 TGW 

1110/2011 MBS 

1110/2011 PRC 

1110/2011 EKK 

1110/2011 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

cross examinations; review notes and cross examination 
outlines for attorney. 

Continue preparation of Watts cross; participate in Day 
16 of the trial; conference with Gene and Tom regarding 
today's proceedings; telephone conference with Jerry 
Frank regarding same 

Trial work; prepare email correspondence to Debbie 
Gorski regarding Notice of Deposition Duces Tecum. 

Review opposing counsel's notices duces tecum for 
depositions ofM. Schelstrate and D. Gorski; conference 
with M. Schelstrate regarding protective order. 

Trial day 16; continue trial work; telephone conference 
with Tom C. 

Draft memorandum regarding Chamberlain for Neidigh 
substitution; draft protective orders for Gorski and 
Schelstrate 

Review correspondence; examined trial information. 

Meridian City Hall site visitation with Judge Wilper, 
Diane Cromwell, court reporter, Trout and guide; 
telephone conference with Jerry regarding site visitation; 
telephone conference with Gene regarding site visitation 
and several other trial matters; work on organization of 
issues 

Continue with trial preparation work. 

Continue work on organization of issues and preparation 
for Day 17 of trial 

Continue preparation for Day 17 of trial; exchange emails 
with Gene Bennett regarding trial issues; participate in 
Day 17 of trial; continue preparation for Day 18 of trial 

Draft affidavits and assemble exhibits for protective 
orders; locate exhibits regarding Neidigh 

Amend and finalize Motions for Protective Order and 
supporting affidavits and memorandum in support of 
opposition to Motion for Sanctions; prepare email to 
Jerry Frank regarding Supplemental Legal 
Representation Agreement and Collateral Assignment of 
Insurance Policy Proceeds. 

Trial day 17; continue trial preparation. 

Review and discuss Petra pay application issue; analyze 
discrepancies in exhibits 

6/20/2011 9:53:57 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.60 275.00 2,640.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

6.50 200.00 1,300.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

5.00 275.00 1,375.00 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

4.00 275.00 1,100.00 

9.00 275.00 2,475.00 

1.50 180.00 270.00 

2.50 95.00 237.50 

6.60 200.00 1,320.00 

0.90 180.00 162.00 
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

1/11/2011 TGW Prepare for conference with LCA and its consultants, 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
including LCA, Mike Wisdom and Chuck Hum, along
with Petra personnel and Rob Anderson, counsel for
LCA and Engineering, Inc, and David Lloyd, counsel for
Heery International; conference with Jerry, Gene, Dick
Cummings and Erika Klein and Matt Schelstrate;
continue to work on preparation for Day 18 of trial

1/11/2011 EKK Review case correspondence; trial preparation and 6.10 200.00 1,220.00
related meetings with witnesses for preparation in case.

1/11/2011 MBS Trial preparation of exhibits, testimony for rebuttal of 5.90 180.00 1,062.00
Watts; strategy regarding pay application issue; meeting
with Petra personnel; review and revise Bird
cross-examination

1/11/2011 PRC Review discovery documents and compile additional 3.20 95.00 304.00
documents in preparation for trial exhibits; prepare fIrst
draft of Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Witnesses;

1/12/2011 TGW Continue to prepare for Day 18 of trial; participate in Day 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
18; conduct additional research and review legal research
memorandum addresses statutory bond requirements;
continue preparation of Day 19 of trial

1/12/2011 EKK Review case correspondence; Trial day 18; further trial 6.30 200.00 1,260.00
preparation.

1/12/2011 MBS Research on issues raised in Watts Direct Examination; 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
review documents for exhibits for Petra's case-in-chief;
research City's liquidated damages claim

1/12/2011 PRC Review production documents; organize and compile for 4.60 95.00 437.00
potential trial exhibits Petra Pay Applications 1 through
30; prepare additional trial exhibits.

1/13/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 19 of trial; participate in 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
Day 19, including cross examination of Keith Watts;
exchange emails with Gene and Tom regarding trial
issues and revised presentation of witnesses and
estimated schedule

1/13/2011 EKK Review case information; Trial day 19; further trial 6.70 200.00 1,340.00
preparation.

1/13/2011 MBS Research and draft Hum Direct Examination; Review 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
Heery material disk; review City's responses to Petra's
motions; research on statutory bond requirement

1/13/2011 PRC Coordinate and document additional admitted exhibits 4.20 95.00 399.00
for trial.

1/14/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial and presentation of direct 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1111/2011 TGW 

111112011 EKK 

111112011 MBS 

111112011 PRC 

1112/2011 TGW 

1/12/2011 EKK 

1112/2011 MBS 

1112/2011 PRC 

1113/2011 TGW 

1113/2011 EKK 

1113/2011 MBS 

1113/2011 PRC 

1114/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Prepare for conference with LCA and its consultants, 
including LCA, Mike Wisdom and Chuck Hum, along 
with Petra personnel and Rob Anderson, counsel for 
LCA and Engineering, Inc, and David Lloyd, counsel for 
Heery International; conference with Jerry, Gene, Dick 
Cummings and Erika Klein and Matt Schelstrate; 
continue to work on preparation for Day 18 of trial 

Review case correspondence; trial preparation and 
related meetings with witnesses for preparation in case. 

Trial preparation of exhibits, testimony for rebuttal of 
Watts; strategy regarding pay application issue; meeting 
with Petra personnel; review and revise Bird 
cross-examination 

Review discovery documents and compile additional 
documents in preparation for trial exhibits; prepare fIrst 
draft of Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Witnesses; 

Continue to prepare for Day 18 of trial; participate in Day 
18; conduct additional research and review legal research 
memorandum addresses statutory bond requirements; 
continue preparation of Day 19 of trial 

Review case correspondence; Trial day 18; further trial 
preparation. 

Research on issues raised in Watts Direct Examination; 
review documents for exhibits for Petra's case-in-chief; 
research City's liquidated damages claim 

Review production documents; organize and compile for 
potential trial exhibits Petra Pay Applications 1 through 
30; prepare additional trial exhibits. 

Continue preparation for Day 19 of trial; participate in 
Day 19, including cross examination of Keith Watts; 
exchange emails with Gene and Tom regarding trial 
issues and revised presentation of witnesses and 
estimated schedule 

Review case information; Trial day 19; further trial 
preparation. 

Research and draft Hum Direct Examination; Review 
Heery material disk; review City's responses to Petra's 
motions; research on statutory bond requirement 

Coordinate and document additional admitted exhibits 
for trial. 

Continue preparation for trial and presentation of direct 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

6.10 200.00 1,220.00 

5.90 180.00 1,062.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

9.10 275.00 2,502.50 

6.30 200.00 1,260.00 

6.00 180.00 1,080.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

6.70 200.00 1,340.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 
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Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

examinations; participate in Day 20 of trial; argue against
the City's motion for sanctions to allow Chamberlain to
testify; prepare for and argue in favor of Petra's motions
for protective orders regarding Schelstrate and Gorski

1/14/2011 EKK Trial day 20; continue trial work. 6.10 200.00 1,220.00

1/14/2011 MBS Analyze City's Nov. 16th discovery responses regarding 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
post-occupancy issues; draft Chuck Hum's direct;
review various Heery reports and Heery file; review City
trial exhibits with Tom; strategy conference regarding
Motion for protective orders, City's Motion in Limine
regarding Chamberlain

1/14/2011 PRC Compile and mark Petra's produced Pay Applications as 5.10 95.00 484.50
Exhibit 545-581; prepare for processing Bridge City; work
on additional trial exhibits.

1/15/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation, including cross and direct 6.00 275.00 1,650.00
examinations; exchange review and respond to emails
from Jerry; conference with Gene Bennett and Erika Klein
regarding same

1/15/2011 EKK Trial preparation; correspondence on witnesses, prepare 3.70 200.00 740.00
additional cross examination ofT. Weltner, complete
review of MTI records exhibit and marked important
pages of same.

1/16/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation, including direct examination 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
of Mike Wisdom; review several Heery Reports;
exchange emails with Gene Bennett, Erika Klein and Matt
Schelstrate regarding same

1/16/2011 EKK Review correspondence and continued trial preparation; 5.00 200.00 1,000.00
reviewed and examined trial note comments and updated
witness examinations based on same.

1/17/2011 TGW Continue work on Wisdom direct examination; work on 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
opening statement; work on clarification of facts that
Petra needs to prove; revisit applicable issues of law

1/17/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial work. 0.60 200.00 120.00

1/17/2011 MBS Research Idaho's statute of limitations, statute of repose 0.50 180.00 90.00

1/18/2011 TGW Continue trial presentation preparation; continue work 10.60 275.00 2,915.00
on direct and cross examination; work on fact and law
issues consolidation lists; exchange emails with trial
team and Petra personnel regarding same; several
telephone conferences with Gene Bennett regarding trial
matters; conference with Rich Bauer and Jack Lemley
regarding presentation Gantt charts
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20771-008 

Date Prof 

1114/2011 EKK 

1114/2011 MBS 

1114/2011 PRC 

1/15/2011 TGW 

1/15/2011 EKK 

1116/2011 TGW 

111612011 EKK 

1117/2011 TGW 

1117/2011 EKK 

1117/2011 MBS 

1118/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

examinations; participate in Day 20 of trial; argue against 
the City's motion for sanctions to allow Chamberlain to 
testify; prepare for and argue in favor of Petra's motions 
for protective orders regarding Schelstrate and Gorski 

Trial day 20; continue trial work. 

Analyze City's Nov. 16th discovery responses regarding 
post-occupancy issues; draft Chuck Hum's direct; 
review various Heery reports and Heery file; review City 
trial exhibits with Tom; strategy conference regarding 
Motion for protective orders, City's Motion in Limine 
regarding Chamberlain 

Compile and mark Petra's produced Pay Applications as 
Exhibit 545-581; prepare for processing Bridge City; work 
on additional trial exhibits. 

Continue trial preparation, including cross and direct 
examinations; exchange review and respond to emails 
from Jerry; conference with Gene Bennett and Erika Klein 
regarding same 

Trial preparation; correspondence on witnesses, prepare 
additional cross examination ofT. Weltner, complete 
review of MTI records exhibit and marked important 
pages of same. 

Continue trial preparation, including direct examination 
of Mike Wisdom; review several Heery Reports; 
exchange emails with Gene Bennett, Erika Klein and Matt 
Schelstrate regarding same 

Review correspondence and continued trial preparation; 
reviewed and examined trial note comments and updated 
witness examinations based on same. 

Continue work on Wisdom direct examination; work on 
opening statement; work on clarification of facts that 
Petra needs to prove; revisit applicable issues of law 

Review correspondence; continue trial work. 

Research Idaho's statute of limitations, statute of repose 

Continue trial presentation preparation; continue work 
on direct and cross examination; work on fact and law 
issues consolidation lists; exchange emails with trial 
team and Petra personnel regarding same; several 
telephone conferences with Gene Bennett regarding trial 
matters; conference with Rich Bauer and Jack Lemley 
regarding presentation Gantt charts 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

6.10 200.00 1,220.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

5.10 95.00 484.50 

6.00 275.00 1,650.00 

3.70 200.00 740.00 

8.40 275.00 2,310.00 

5.00 200.00 1,000.00 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

0.50 180.00 90.00 

10.60 275.00 2,915.00 
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Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

1118/2011 EKK Review correspondence; trial team meeting; continue 3.30 200.00 660.00
trial preparation and witness contact.

1/18/2011 MBS Research and draft memorandum regarding statutes of 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
limitation and response; continue drafting Chuck Hum's
direct exam; strategy conference regarding pending
motions, trial witnesses, and City's claims; general trial
exhibit preparation; finish researching and draft email
regarding City's liquidated damage claim; begin
researching memorandum regarding limiting scope of
Chamberlain's testimony

1118/2011 PRC Prepare Ninth Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits 4.60 95.00 437.00
with Pay Applications; fmalize processing of Pay
Application exhibits for hand delivery to Clerk and Judge
Wilper pursuant to their policies; review trial exhibit list
and update admitted exhibits entered at trial as of
1-14-11; review and respond to email correspondence
from clients.

1119/2011 TGW Continue work on trial; examinations; participate in Day 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
21; continue revisions and supplementation of direct and
cross examination because of developments during trial

1119/2011 EKK Trial Day 21; continue trial preparation; review additional 7.40 200.00 1,480.00
exhibits in matter; further cross examination preparation.

1119/2011 MBS Research and draft brief regarding Chamberlain; analyze 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
and begin drafting Chamberlain cross-examination;
analysis of cleanout exhibits; general trial preparation

1119/2011 PRC Trial work; update trial exhibits and witness files; pull 5.20 95.00 494.00
affidavits of Meridian's witnesses for review for cross
examination.

1/20/2011 TGW Continue with trial preparation; participate in Day 22 of 10.20 275.00 2,805.00
trial; continue with follow up following trail; continue
updating examinations; several conferences with Matt
Schelstrate regarding research assignments; lengthy
telephone conference with Jerry regarding issues with
case going forward

1120/2011 EKK Review correspondence; trial day 22; continue trial 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
preparation.

1120/2011 MBS General trial preparation; draft questions for Chamberlain 1.00 180.00 180.00
cross-examination

1120/2011 MBS Research and draft memorandum regarding abuse of 4.00 180.00 720.00
process, lost profits; make additions to Chamberlain
objection memorandum

1/20/2011 PRC Trial and exhibit preparation work for trial; review and 2.30 95.00 218.50
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Transactions Fee Li~dng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 
1118/2011 EKK 

1118/2011 MBS 

1118/2011 PRC 

1119/2011 TGW 

1119/20 II EKK 

1119/2011 MBS 

1119/2011 PRC 

1/20/2011 TGW 

1120/2011 EKK 

1120/2011 MBS 

1120/2011 MBS 

1/20/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review correspondence; trial team meeting; continue 
trial preparation and witness contact. 

Research and draft memorandum regarding statutes of 
limitation and response; continue drafting Chuck Hum's 
direct exam; strategy conference regarding pending 
motions, trial witnesses, and City's claims; general trial 
exhibit preparation; finish researching and draft email 
regarding City's liquidated damage claim; begin 
researching memorandum regarding limiting scope of 
Chamberlain's testimony 

Prepare Ninth Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits 
with Pay Applications; fmalize processing of Pay 
Application exhibits for hand delivery to Clerk and Judge 
Wilper pursuant to their policies; review trial exhibit list 
and update admitted exhibits entered at trial as of 
1-14-11; review and respond to email correspondence 
from clients. 

Continue work on trial; examinations; participate in Day 
21; continue revisions and supplementation of direct and 
cross examination because of developments during trial 

Trial Day 21; continue trial preparation; review additional 
exhibits in matter; further cross examination preparation. 

Research and draft brief regarding Chamberlain; analyze 
and begin drafting Chamberlain cross-examination; 
analysis of cleanout exhibits; general trial preparation 

Trial work; update trial exhibits and witness files; pull 
affidavits of Meridian's witnesses for review for cross 
examination. 

Continue with trial preparation; participate in Day 22 of 
trial; continue with follow up following trail; continue 
updating examinations; several conferences with Matt 
Schelstrate regarding research assignments; lengthy 
telephone conference with Jerry regarding issues with 
case going forward 

Review correspondence; trial day 22; continue trial 
preparation. 

General trial preparation; draft questions for Chamberlain 
cross-examination 

Research and draft memorandum regarding abuse of 
process, lost profits; make additions to Chamberlain 
objection memorandum 

Trial and exhibit preparation work for trial; review and 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.30 200.00 660.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

7.40 200.00 1,480.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

5.20 95.00 494.00 

10.20 275.00 2,805.00 

7.10 200.00 1,420.00 

1.00 180.00 180.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

respond to email correspondence during trial for research
of production documents by City of Meridian.

1/20/2011 MBS Finish drafting Chamberlain cross-examination 1.30 180.00 234.00

1/21/2011 MBS Trial exhibit preparation; 0.50 180.00 90.00

1/21/2011 TGW Continue preparation for future trial days including 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
witness examination; exchange numerous emails with
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding same;
consult with trial team on reassignments; participate in
Day 23 of trial; continue trial work after court

1/21/2011 EKK Trial Day 23. 6.20 200.00 1,240.00

1/21/2011 PRC Prepare and download documents for review by Bill 3.80 95.00 361.00
LaRue regarding water feature issues; prepare for Federal
Express to Bill LaRue; prepare Tenth Supplemental
Disclosure of Trial Exhibits for filing and service.

1/22/2011 EKK Trial preparation; review correspondence. 1.30 200.00 260.00

1/22/2011 TGW Work on trial preparation, including cross examination of 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Chamberlain; lengthy telephone interview with Mike
Wisdom and Rob Anderson regarding plumbing issues
for Chamberlain's cross; work up objection to
Chamberlain testimony to limit it to items shown in the
Rule 26(b)(4) disclosure; work on substantial additions
to Gene Bennett's direct examination

1/23/2011 EKK Continue trial work. 1.20 200.00 240.00

1/23/2011 TGW Work on substantial additions to Gene Bennett's direct 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
examination; exchange emails with trial team and Gene
Bennett regarding trial preparation matters; review and
supplement other examinations

1/24/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 24; participate in Day 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
24; continue work on direct and cross examinations;
commence review of Master Check List dated 1/24/11
and incorporation into direct examinations

1/24/2011 EKK Trial Day 24; continue trial preparation. 9.30 200.00 1,860.00

1/24/2011 MBS Draft motion for inspection of City Hall, forward to Gene 1.20 180.00 216.00
for additions; research into City Witnesses

1/24/2011 PRC Trial and exhibit preparation; prepare email to Rob 5.30 95.00 503.50
Anderson regarding Chamberlain testimony and trial
notes.

1/24/2011 MBS Research into code and statutes regarding City plumbing 5.00 180.00 900.00
inspectors; review expert reports and trial testimony for
Ray Miller Direct Examination and Western Roofmg
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1/20/2011 MBS 

112112011 MBS 

112112011 TGW 

112112011 EKK 

112112011 PRC 

1122/2011 EKK 

1122/2011 TGW 

1123/2011 EKK 

1123/2011 TGW 

1124/2011 TGW 

1124/2011 EKK 

1124/2011 MBS 

1124/2011 PRC 

1/24/2011 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

respond to email correspondence during trial for research 
of production documents by City of Meridian. 

Finish drafting Chamberlain cross-examination 

Trial exhibit preparation; 

Continue preparation for future trial days including 
witness examination; exchange numerous emails with 
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding same; 
consult with trial team on reassignments; participate in 
Day 23 of trial; continue trial work after court 

Trial Day 23. 

Prepare and download documents for review by Bill 
LaRue regarding water feature issues; prepare for Federal 
Express to Bill LaRue; prepare Tenth Supplemental 
Disclosure of Trial Exhibits for filing and service. 

Trial preparation; review correspondence. 

Work on trial preparation, including cross examination of 
Chamberlain; lengthy telephone interview with Mike 
Wisdom and Rob Anderson regarding plumbing issues 
for Chamberlain's cross; work up objection to 
Chamberlain testimony to limit it to items shown in the 
Rule 26(b)(4) disclosure; work on substantial additions 
to Gene Bennett's direct examination 

Continue trial work. 

Work on substantial additions to Gene Bennett's direct 
examination; exchange em ails with trial team and Gene 
Bennett regarding trial preparation matters; review and 
supplement other examinations 

Continue preparation for Trial Day 24; participate in Day 
24; continue work on direct and cross examinations; 
commence review of Master Check List dated 1/24111 
and incorporation into direct examinations 

Trial Day 24; continue trial preparation. 

Draft motion for inspection of City Hall, forward to Gene 
for additions; research into City Witnesses 

Trial and exhibit preparation; prepare email to Rob 
Anderson regarding Chamberlain testimony and trial 
notes. 

Research into code and statutes regarding City plumbing 
inspectors; review expert reports and trial testimony for 
Ray Miller Direct Examination and Western Roofmg 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.30 180.00 234.00 

0.50 180.00 90.00 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

6.20 200.00 1,240.00 

3.80 95.00 36l.00 

1.30 200.00 260.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

1.20 200.00 240.00 

8.70 275.00 2,392.50 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

9.30 200.00 1,860.00 

l.20 180.00 216.00 

5.30 95.00 503.50 

5.00 180.00 900.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

examination

1/25/2011 TGW Continue review of Master Check List dated 1/24/11 and 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
incorporation into Bennett's direct examination;
conference with Jerry, Gene and Petra Trial Team to go
over Master Check List and discuss issues.

1/25/2011 EKK Trial meeting; continue trial preparation. 6.10 200.00 1,220.00

1/25/2011 MBS Strategy meeting with Petra reps and trial team; continue 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
drafting Heery direct and Western Roofing direct;
general trial exhibit preparation and analysis; revise
motion for inspections of City Hall

1/25/2011 PRC Commence review of direct examinations of clients; 5.20 95.00 494.00
update exhibits and new exhibit preparation; prepare for
filing and service Petra's Eleventh Supplemental
Disclosure of Trial Exhibits.

1/26/2011 TGW Prepare for and participate in Day 25 of trial; exchange 10.10 275.00 2,777.50
numerous emails with team and Petra; review latest
documents provided by Petra; work on supplement to
Gene's direct; work on opening; continue case
preparation following court trial day; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding Court's ruling that
changes and notification (Counts I and 2 of the City's
complaint) had not been decided as law of the case

1/26/2011 EKK Trial day 25; continue trial work including document and 7.80 200.00 1,560.00
correspondence review and witness examination
preparation.

1/26/2011 MBS Trial preparation; drafting direct exams; exhibit assembly 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
and review; research

1/26/2011 PRC Continue work on direct examinations and coordination 4.80 95.00 456.00
of trial exhibits for direct examinations; review and
respond to email correspondence from client.

1/27/2011 TGW Continue prepare of Petra's case in chief scheduled to 13.20 275.00 3,630.00
start on Monday, January 31, 20 11; revise opening
statement; participate in Day 26; continue work on
Petra's case in chief following court trial day; exchange
numerous emails with Petra personnel and Trial Team;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett

1/27/2011 EKK Trial day 26; continue trial work; revised Order on site 7.90 200.00 1,580.00
inspection; continue trial work.

1/27/2011 MBS Draft questions for upcoming witness interviews; draft 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
order for site inspection; draft direct exams; exhibit
preparation and assembly

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM Page: 124
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Transactions Fee Lisnng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1125/2011 TGW 

1125/2011 EKK 

1125/2011 MBS 

1125/2011 PRC 

1126/2011 TGW 

1126/2011 EKK 

1126/2011 MBS 

1126/2011 PRC 

1127/2011 TGW 

1127/2011 EKK 

1127/2011 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

examination 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue review of Master Check List dated 1124111 and 
incorporation into Bennett's direct examination; 
conference with Jerry, Gene and Petra Trial Team to go 
over Master Check List and discuss issues. 

Trial meeting; continue trial preparation. 

Strategy meeting with Petra reps and trial team; continue 
drafting Heery direct and Western Roofing direct; 
general trial exhibit preparation and analysis; revise 
motion for inspections of City Hall 

Commence review of direct examinations of clients; 
update exhibits and new exhibit preparation; prepare for 
filing and service Petra's Eleventh Supplemental 
Disclosure of Trial Exhibits. 

Prepare for and participate in Day 25 of trial; exchange 
numerous em ails with team and Petra; review latest 
documents provided by Petra; work on supplement to 
Gene's direct; work on opening; continue case 
preparation following court trial day; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding Court's ruling that 
changes and notification (Counts 1 and 2 of the City's 
complaint) had not been decided as law of the case 

Trial day 25; continue trial work including document and 
correspondence review and witness examination 
preparation. 

Trial preparation; drafting direct exams; exhibit assembly 
and review; research 

Continue work on direct examinations and coordination 
of trial exhibits for direct examinations; review and 
respond to email correspondence from client. 

Continue prepare of Petra's case in chief scheduled to 
start on Monday, January 31, 2011; revise opening 
statement; participate in Day 26; continue work on 
Petra's case in chief following court trial day; exchange 
numerous em ails with Petra personnel and Trial Team; 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett 

Trial day 26; continue trial work; revised Order on site 
inspection; continue trial work. 

Draft questions for upcoming witness interviews; draft 
order for site inspection; draft direct exams; exhibit 
preparation and assembly 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

6.10 200.00 1,220.00 

7.80 180.00 1,404.00 

5.20 95.00 494.00 

10.10 275.00 2,777.50 

7.80 200.00 1,560.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

4.80 95.00 456.00 

13.20 275.00 3,630.00 

7.90 200.00 1,580.00 

8.50 180.00 1,530.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~l1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

1/27/2011 PRC Continue work on direct examinations and exhibit 4.10 95.00 389.50
preparation and compilation for directs; telephone call
from Jerry Frank regarding Petra's marked exhibits;
prepare updated copy of exhibits for hand delivery to
client; review and respond to email correspondence from
Inga at Wilper's office.

1/28/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Amento cross exam; continue 10.60 275.00 2,915.00
trial preparation; participate in Day 27 of trial; continue
trial preparation work after court session; lengthy
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding status
after this week's testimony by the City's witnesses and
experts; telephone conference with Stan Welsh
regarding same; exchange emails with Petra personnel
regarding trial preparation matters

1/28/2011 EKK Trial day 27, continue trial preparation; review 7.00 200.00 1,400.00
correspondence.

1/28/2011 MBS Draft questions for witness interview; continue drafting 7.30 180.00 1,314.00
direct examinations; general trial exhibit preparation and
preparation for Petra's case-in-chief

1/28/2011 PRC Trial and exhibit preparation; prepare Amendment to 5.20 95.00 494.00
Ninth Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits for
delivery of pay applications to Clerk and opposing
counsel.

1/29/2011 EKK Continue trial work. 4.20 200.00 840.00

1/29/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation work; finish up draft of direct 10.00 275.00 2,750.00
examination for Chuck Hum; exchange numerous emails
with Petra personnel and trial team regarding trail
preparation matters; several conferences with Matt
Schelstrate regarding his assistance in preparing direct
examinations

1/29/2011 MBS Continue with drafting direct examinations; trial exhibit 4.50 180.00 810.00
preparation for case-in-chief; review City Council
minutes for use at trial; review potential issues for Rob
Drinkard's direct examination

1/30/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; review exhibits to be used in 10.60 275.00 2,915.00
Gene Bennett's direct exam; revise direct exam as
necessary; conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom C.
regarding preparation for direct examination

1/30/2011 EKK Continue trial preparation work. 7.60 200.00 1,520.00

1/31/2011 EKK Trial Day 28 partial day of attendance; review case 3.00 200.00 600.00
correspondence; continue trial preparation.

1/31/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; work on exhibits for Bennett's 9.30 275.00 2,557.50

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM Page: 125

008421

Transactions Fee Li~t1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1127/2011 PRC 

1128/2011 TGW 

1128/2011 EKK 

1128/2011 MBS 

1128/2011 PRC 

1129/2011 EKK 

1129/2011 TGW 

1129/2011 MBS 

1130/2011 TGW 

1/30/2011 EKK 

1131/2011 EKK 

113112011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue work on direct examinations and exhibit 
preparation and compilation for directs; telephone call 
from Jerry Frank regarding Petra's marked exhibits; 
prepare updated copy of exhibits for hand delivery to 
client; review and respond to email correspondence from 
Inga at Wilper's office. 

Continue preparation for Amento cross exam; continue 
trial preparation; participate in Day 27 of trial; continue 
trial preparation work after court session; lengthy 
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding status 
after this week's testimony by the City's witnesses and 
experts; telephone conference with Stan Welsh 
regarding same; exchange emails with Petra personnel 
regarding trial preparation matters 

Trial day 27, continue trial preparation; review 
correspondence. 

Draft questions for witness interview; continue drafting 
direct examinations; general trial exhibit preparation and 
preparation for Petra's case-in-chief 

Trial and exhibit preparation; prepare Amendment to 
Ninth Supplemental Disclosure of Trial Exhibits for 
delivery of pay applications to Clerk and opposing 
counsel. 

Continue trial work. 

Continue trial preparation work; finish up draft of direct 
examination for Chuck Hum; exchange numerous emails 
with Petra personnel and trial team regarding trail 
preparation matters; several conferences with Matt 
Schelstrate regarding his assistance in preparing direct 
examinations 

Continue with drafting direct examinations; trial exhibit 
preparation for case-in-chief; review City Council 
minutes for use at trial; review potential issues for Rob 
Drinkard's direct examination 

Continue trial preparation; review exhibits to be used in 
Gene Bennett's direct exam; revise direct exam as 
necessary; conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom C. 
regarding preparation for direct examination 

Continue trial preparation work. 

Trial Day 28 partial day of attendance; review case 
correspondence; continue trial preparation. 

Continue trial preparation; work on exhibits for Bennett's 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

4.10 95.00 389.50 

10.60 275.00 2,915.00 

7.00 200.00 1,400.00 

7.30 180.00 1,314.00 

5.20 95.00 494.00 

4.20 200.00 840.00 

10.00 275.00 2,750.00 

4.50 180.00 810.00 

10.60 275.00 2,915.00 

7.60 200.00 1,520.00 

3.00 200.00 600.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

direct; conference with trial team regarding same;
participate in Day

1/31/2011 MBS Review Draft Order for Site Inspection; research rebuttal 5.80 180.00 1,044.00
testimony; review prior disclosures; attend trial; research
lay witness versus opinion testimony issue

1/31/2011 TGW Lenghty phone conference with Jerry and Gene 0.40 275.00 110.00
regarding last day of City's case and the use of Petra's
fmancial statements and Amento's analysis of those
statements

2/1/2011 TGW Telephone conference with Dennis Reinstein, CPA 10.60 275.00 2,915.00
regarding Amento's fmancial analysis; continue trial
preparation; revise opening statement; continue
preparation of Gene Bennett's Direct Exam; prepare for
and conference with Robby Perch and Steve Simmons
and telephone conference with Bill LaRue regarding
design and installation of the Water Features; prepare
for and conference with Chuck and David Lloyd his
attorney; revise Hum direct; revise Bennett's direct

2/1/2011 EKK Review correspondence; witness interview conference 6.60 200.00 1,320.00
with Bill LaRue; sent notes to Petra personnel; telephone
conference with witnesses; meeting with Heery on case;
continued case preparation.

2/1/2011 MBS Conference with Bill LaRue; conference with Chuck 8.20 180.00 1,476.00
Hum; draft direct examinations; trial exhibit preparation;
research constructive termination; research rebuttal
witness and expert versus lay witness opinion

2/1/2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from 5.60 95.00 532.00
clients; compile documents and exhibits for review by
fact witnesses; several telephone conversations with
David Lloyd and Rob Anderson regarding preparation
meeting.

2/2/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Gene Bennett's direct 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
examination; review exhibits; participate in one-half day
trial Day 29; make opening statement and commence
direct examination of Gene Bennett; conference with
Petra personnel and Petra Trial Team regarding
correction of trial exhibit errors; continue trial preparation

2/2/2011 EKK Trial Day 29; continue trial preparation. 7.40 200.00 1,480.00

2/2/2011 MBS Trial exhibit preparation and revisions. 8.00 180.00 1,440.00

2/2/2011 PRC Review discovery documents and compare trial exhibits 6.10 95.00 579.50
with documents produced by Meridian
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Transactions Fee ListIng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

1/3112011 MBS 

113112011 TGW 

2/112011 TGW 

2/112011 EKK 

2/1/2011 MBS 

2/1120 II PRC 

2/2/2011 TGW 

2/2/2011 EKK 

2/2/2011 MBS 

2/2/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

direct; conference with trial team regarding same; 
participate in Day 

Review Draft Order for Site Inspection; research rebuttal 
testimony; review prior disclosures; attend trial; research 
lay witness versus opinion testimony issue 

Lenghty phone conference with Jerry and Gene 
regarding last day of City's case and the use of Petra's 
fmancial statements and Amento's analysis of those 
statements 

Telephone conference with Dennis Reinstein, CPA 
regarding Amento's fmancial analysis; continue trial 
preparation; revise opening statement; continue 
preparation of Gene Bennett's Direct Exam; prepare for 
and conference with Robby Perch and Steve Simmons 
and telephone conference with Bill LaRue regarding 
design and installation of the Water Features; prepare 
for and conference with Chuck and David Lloyd his 
attorney; revise Hum direct; revise Bennett's direct 

Review correspondence; witness interview conference 
with Bill LaRue; sent notes to Petra personnel; telephone 
conference with witnesses; meeting with Heery on case; 
continued case preparation. 

Conference with Bill LaRue; conference with Chuck 
Hum; draft direct examinations; trial exhibit preparation; 
research constructive termination; research rebuttal 
witness and expert versus lay witness opinion 

Review and respond to email correspondence from 
clients; compile documents and exhibits for review by 
fact witnesses; several telephone conversations with 
David Lloyd and Rob Anderson regarding preparation 
meeting. 

Continue preparation for Gene Bennett's direct 
examination; review exhibits; participate in one-half day 
trial Day 29; make opening statement and commence 
direct examination of Gene Bennett; conference with 
Petra personnel and Petra Trial Team regarding 
correction of trial exhibit errors; continue trial preparation 

Trial Day 29; continue trial preparation. 

Trial exhibit preparation and revisions. 

Review discovery documents and compare trial exhibits 
with documents produced by Meridian 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

5.80 180.00 1,044.00 

0.40 275.00 110.00 

10.60 275.00 2,915.00 

6.60 200.00 1,320.00 

8.20 180.00 1,476.00 

5.60 95.00 532.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

7.40 200.00 1,480.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

6.10 95.00 579.50 
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Transactions Fee Lisl1ng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

2/3/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 30 of trial; revise Bennett's 10.60 275.00 2,915.00
exhibits and direct examination; several conferences with
Gene, Robin, Barb, Pm and Matt regarding revised and
new exhibits; review all exhibits for Hum and Bennett's
examinations

2/3/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 4.90 200.00 980.00

2/3/2011 MBS Exhibit revision and preparation; preparation for 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
rebutting City's objections to Chuck Hum

2/3/2011 PRC Meet with clients; prepare and remark for trial exhibits 10.30 95.00 978.50
per Court order regarding City of Meridian Bates
numbers.

2/4/2011 PRC Work on trial exhibits for trial; meeting with client and 7.80 95.00 741.00
Barbara to coordinate marking of new exhibits.

2/4/2011 EKK Trial Day 30; further trial preparation and discussion of 7.60 200.00 1,520.00
issues.

2/4/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 30, including direct 10.10 275.00 2,777.50
examinations of Chuck Hum, Heery International;
conference with Gene Bennett in preparation for his
continuing direct examination; one hour argument over
City's motion in limine to prevent Bennett, Coughlin and
Hum from testifying; Petra prevailed and continued with
direct examination of Chuck Hum; Trout commenced, but
did not fmish Hum's cross

2/4/2011 MBS Witness preparation; exhibit preparation; legal research 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

2/5/2011 TGW Continue with trial preparation; conference with Dennis 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding their
participation as expert witnesses for financial analysis of
Petra's operations; conduct telephone interview of Ray
Miller; exchange several phone calls and emails with
Gene Bennett; work on first draft of Ray Miller's direct
examination and forward to Gene and trial team for review
and comment

2/5/2011 EKK Review correspondence; trial preparation continued. 5.00 200.00 1,000.00

2/5/2011 MBS Research Rule 615 witness exclusion issue 2.00 180.00 360.00

2/6/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; conference with Gene Bennett 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
regarding direct examination and authentication of
photographs of the Meridian City Hall project; revise
Ray Miller direct per comments from Gene

2/6/2011 EKK Continue trial preparation work. 5.60 200.00 1,120.00

2/6/2011 MBS Continue researching Rule 615 issue and draft 5.00 180.00 900.00
memorandum
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Transactions Fee List1ng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/3/2011 TGW 

2/3/2011 EKK 

2/3/2011 MBS 

2/3/2011 PRC 

2/4/2011 PRC 

2/4/2011 EKK 

2/4/2011 TGW 

2/4/2011 MBS 

2/5/2011 TGW 

2/5/2011 EKK 

2/5/2011 MBS 

2/6/2011 TGW 

2/6/2011 EKK 

2/6/2011 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue preparation for Day 30 of trial; revise Bennett's 
exhibits and direct examination; several conferences with 
Gene, Robin, Barb, Pm and Matt regarding revised and 
new exhibits; review all exhibits for Hum and Bennett's 
examinations 

Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 

Exhibit revision and preparation; preparation for 
rebutting City's objections to Chuck Hum 

Meet with clients; prepare and remark for trial exhibits 
per Court order regarding City of Meridian Bates 
numbers. 

Work on trial exhibits for trial; meeting with client and 
Barbara to coordinate marking of new exhibits. 

Trial Day 30; further trial preparation and discussion of 
issues. 

Continue preparation for Day 30, including direct 
examinations of Chuck Hum, Heery International; 
conference with Gene Bennett in preparation for his 
continuing direct examination; one hour argument over 
City's motion in limine to prevent Bennett, Coughlin and 
Hum from testifying; Petra prevailed and continued with 
direct examination of Chuck Hum; Trout commenced, but 
did not fmish Hum's cross 

Witness preparation; exhibit preparation; legal research 

Continue with trial preparation; conference with Dennis 
Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding their 
participation as expert witnesses for financial analysis of 
Petra's operations; conduct telephone interview of Ray 
Miller; exchange several phone calls and emails with 
Gene Bennett; work on first draft of Ray Miller's direct 
examination and forward to Gene and trial team for review 
and comment 

Review correspondence; trial preparation continued. 

Research Rule 615 witness exclusion issue 

Continue trial preparation; conference with Gene Bennett 
regarding direct examination and authentication of 
photographs of the Meridian City Hall project; revise 
Ray Miller direct per comments from Gene 

Continue trial preparation work. 

Continue researching Rule 615 issue and draft 
memorandum 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

10.60 275.00 2,915.00 

4.90 200.00 980.00 

8.50 180.00 1,530.00 

10.30 95.00 978.50 

7.80 95.00 741.00 

7.60 200.00 1,520.00 

10.10 275.00 2,777.50 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

5.00 200.00 1,000.00 

2.00 180.00 360.00 

4.00 275.00 1,100.00 

5.60 200.00 1,120.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

2/7/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 31; participate in Day 31; 10.20 275.00 2,805.00
several client conferences Matt Schelstrate regarding
several legal research projects; commence preparation
for Day 32; review legal memorandum on Rule 615 and
implications

2/7/2011 EKK Trial Day 31; continue case work. 6.60 200.00 1,320.00

2/7/2011 MBS Finish memorandum regarding Rule 615; research 4.00 180.00 720.00
witness preparation issue; research expert witness
contract rule; review site inspection order and plan
logistics, strategy session regarding Rule 615; review
document comparison information

2/7/2011 PRC Trial and additional exhibit preparation; review and 3.80 95.00 361.00
respond to email correspondence; compile documents
per client's request; review, track and classify electronic
correspondence.

2/8/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trail; prepare correspondence to 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Petra regarding clarification and amplification of Judge's
witness exclusion order; email to Rob Anderson
regarding scheduling of Mike Wisdom witness
preparation session

2/8/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 3.40 200.00 680.00

2/8/2011 MBS Research rebuttal evidence issue; prepare and attend 5.00 180.00 900.00
City Hall Inspection

2/8/2011 MBS Draft witness prepare schedule; continue drafting 1.50 180.00 270.00
memorandum regarding scope of rebuttal; start
researching Rule 403 memorandum

2/8/2011 PRC Case management, including updating of pleading 4.20 95.00 399.00
dockets and file index; additional exhibit and trial
preparation; prepare package of exhibits and examination
for delivery to witnesses.

2/9/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 32; participate in trial; 10.20 275.00 2,805.00
conduct re-direct of Chuck Hum; continue direct of Gene
Bennett; review John Quapp's spreadsheet; telephone
conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding impact of
Quapp's calculations on the lost profits argument;
lengthy telephone conference with Jerry and Gene
regarding document production issues; second
telephone conference with Jerry, John Quapp and
Debbie regarding pay application issue

2/9/2011 EKK Trial day 32; continue trial work. 5.90 200.00 1,180.00

2/9/2011 PRC Exhibit preparation; prepare pay applications for pick up. 2.40 95.00 228.00
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008424

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

21712011 TGW 

21712011 EKK 

21712011 MBS 

21712011 PRC 

2/8/2011 TGW 

2/8/2011 EKK 

2/8/2011 MBS 

2/8/2011 MBS 

2/8/2011 PRC 

2/9/2011 TGW 

2/9/2011 EKK 

2/9/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue preparation for Day 31; participate in Day 31; 
several client conferences Matt Sche1strate regarding 
several legal research projects; commence preparation 
for Day 32; review legal memorandum on Rule 615 and 
implications 

Trial Day 31; continue case work. 

Finish memorandum regarding Rule 615; research 
witness preparation issue; research expert witness 
contract rule; review site inspection order and plan 
logistics, strategy session regarding Rule 615; review 
document comparison information 

Trial and additional exhibit preparation; review and 
respond to email correspondence; compile documents 
per client's request; review, track and classify electronic 
correspondence. 

Continue preparation for trail; prepare correspondence to 
Petra regarding clarification and amplification of Judge's 
witness exclusion order; email to Rob Anderson 
regarding scheduling of Mike Wisdom witness 
preparation session 

Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 

Research rebuttal evidence issue; prepare and attend 
City Hall Inspection 

Draft witness prepare schedule; continue drafting 
memorandum regarding scope of rebuttal; start 
researching Rule 403 memorandum 

Case management, including updating of pleading 
dockets and file index; additional exhibit and trial 
preparation; prepare package of exhibits and examination 
for delivery to witnesses. 

Continue preparation for Trial Day 32; participate in trial; 
conduct re-direct of Chuck Hum; continue direct of Gene 
Bennett; review John Quapp's spreadsheet; telephone 
conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding impact of 
Quapp's calculations on the lost profits argument; 
lengthy telephone conference with Jerry and Gene 
regarding document production issues; second 
telephone conference with Jerry, John Quapp and 
Debbie regarding pay application issue 

Trial day 32; continue trial work. 

Exhibit preparation; prepare pay applications for pick up. 

6/20/20119:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

10.20 275.00 2,805.00 

6.60 200.00 1,320.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

3.40 200.00 680.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

1.50 180.00 270.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 

10.20 275.00 2,805.00 

5.90 200.00 1,180.00 

2.40 95.00 228.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
2/9/2011 MBS Research evidentiary issues; witness preparation; review 7.50 180.00 1,350.00

site inspection report; exhibit preparation

2/10/2011 EKK Trial day 33; continue trial work. 7.00 200.00 1,400.00

2/10/2011 TGW Bennett witness preparation for Day 33; conduct direct 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
exam of Bennett on Day 33; follow up with additional trial
preparation issues after court trial

2/10/2011 SWW Interview of Ted Frisbee 1.00 275.00 275.00

2/10/2011 MBS Witness preparation and draft memorandum regarding 8.20 180.00 1,476.00
same revise direct examination; research and draft
memoranda and emails regarding evidentiary issues;
draft witness preparation schedules; schedule witness
preparation sessions

2/10/2011 PRC Trial and additional exhibit preparation; review, track and 3.80 95.00 361.00
classify electronic correspondence; telephone call from
Will Berg regarding trial testimony schedule; update
attorney regarding same; review discovery pleadings
and correspondence regarding Bates numbered
production by Petra; iConect regarding trial exhibit
comparison.

2/11/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 34; participate in Day 34; 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
conference with Gene Bennett for direct exam
preparation; review Ted Frisbee, Jr. interview and
witness preparation notes; work on Steve Package direct
examination; conduct direct examination of Gene
Bennett; follow up after trial day and conference with
Gene regarding same; telephone conference with Jerry
regarding same

2/11/2011 EKK Trial day 34; continue trial work. 7.20 200.00 1,440.00

2/11/2011 PRC Trial and additional exhibit preparation; prepare original 5.30 95.00 503.50
and colored photographs for site visit exhibit per Judge
Wilper's order; compare and analyze differences in
Petra's exhibit 804 and 524; review Petra's discovery
documents and pull relevant documents for attorney's
review.

2/11/2011 MBS Exhibit preparation and research regarding comparisons; 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
set up witness meetings; research for upcoming legal
arguments; review and revise witness direct; strategy
discussion regarding exhibit issues

2/12/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation work; exchange numerous 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
emails with Gene Bennett and the Trial Team; exchange
emails with Ray Miller; revise Bennett's final day of
direct examination
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date 

2/9/2011 

2/10/2011 

2/10/2011 

2110/2011 

2110/2011 

2/10/2011 

211112011 

211112011 

211112011 

211112011 

2112/2011 

Prof 

MBS 

EKK 

TGW 

SWW 

MBS 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Research evidentiary issues; witness preparation; review 
site inspection report; exhibit preparation 

Trial day 33; continue trial work. 

Bennett witness preparation for Day 33; conduct direct 
exam of Bennett on Day 33; follow up with additional trial 
preparation issues after court trial 

Interview of Ted Frisbee 

Witness preparation and draft memorandum regarding 
same revise direct examination; research and draft 
memoranda and em ails regarding evidentiary issues; 
draft witness preparation schedules; schedule witness 
preparation sessions 

Trial and additional exhibit preparation; review, track and 
classify electronic correspondence; telephone call from 
Will Berg regarding trial testimony schedule; update 
attorney regarding same; review discovery pleadings 
and correspondence regarding Bates numbered 
production by Petra; iConect regarding trial exhibit 
comparison. 

Continue preparation for Day 34; participate in Day 34; 
conference with Gene Bennett for direct exam 
preparation; review Ted Frisbee, Jr. interview and 
witness preparation notes; work on Steve Package direct 
examination; conduct direct examination of Gene 
Bennett; follow up after trial day and conference with 
Gene regarding same; telephone conference with Jerry 
regarding same 

Trial day 34; continue trial work. 

Trial and additional exhibit preparation; prepare original 
and colored photographs for site visit exhibit per Judge 
Wilper's order; compare and analyze differences in 
Petra's exhibit 804 and 524; review Petra's discovery 
documents and pull relevant documents for attorney's 
review. 

Exhibit preparation and research regarding comparisons; 
set up witness meetings; research for upcoming legal 
arguments; review and revise witness direct; strategy 
discussion regarding exhibit issues 

Continue trial preparation work; exchange numerous 
emails with Gene Bennett and the Trial Team; exchange 
emails with Ray Miller; revise Bennett's final day of 
direct examination 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

7.00 200.00 1,400.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

1.00 275.00 275.00 

8.20 180.00 1,476.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

7.20 200.00 1,440.00 

5.30 95.00 503.50 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

8.60 275.00 2,365.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisllng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

2/12/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 3.20 200.00 640.00

2/12/2011 MBS Revise witness direct; research contract language 3.00 180.00 540.00
regarding pay applications; assist Bennett direct
questions; correspond with client regarding pay
application process

2/13/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; work on additional direct exam 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
for Gene Bennett; review Ted Frisbee Jr.'s direct and
interview notes

2/13/2011 EKK Continue trial work. 2.10 200.00 420.00

2/14/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; work on Will Berg direct; 10.70 275.00 2,942.50
conference with Reinstein, Pinkerton and Quapp
regarding fmancial aspects of case; conference with
Simmons, Christiansen and Mike Wisdom regarding
witness preparation; telephone conference with Steve
Packard regarding witness preparation; trial team meeting
regarding continuing witness preparation; exchange
numerous emails with Petra personnel

2/14/2011 EKK Continue trial work including witness preparation 6.10 200.00 1,220.00
meetings.

2/14/2011 MBS Witness preparation; exhibit comparisons; witness 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
meeting scheduling; direct exam research and
preparation

2/14/2011 PRC Work on trial preparation and exhibit preparation for 5.60 95.00 532.00
Wisdom's direct and Simmons' direct; review and
respond to email correspondence from clients regarding
master issues for witnesses and changes to direct
examinations.

2/15/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; revise Bennett's direct per 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
notes from Gene; continue work on Will Berg's direct;
exchange emails with Petra personnel and trial team
regarding trial preparation and witness scheduling; work
on revising Ray Miller direct; telephone conference with
Ray Miller; conduct several meetings with trial team;
work up estimate of remaining fees and costs and
forward to Jerry for planning purposes

2/15/2011 EKK Witness meetings; revised direct exam of Jon Andersen 4.20 200.00 840.00
based on witness meeting; examined revised trial
exhibits; review correspondence.

2/15/2011 MBS Witness meetings and prepare; direct examination 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
research and prepare; trial exhibit preparation

2/15/2011 PRC File exhibit preparation; review and respond to email 2.50 95.00 237.50
correspondence; commence contacting witnesses
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008426

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/12/2011 EKK 

2/12/2011 MBS 

2/13/2011 TGW 

2/13/2011 EKK 

2/14/2011 TGW 

2114/2011 EKK 

2/14/2011 MBS 

2/14/2011 PRC 

2/15/2011 TGW 

2/15/2011 EKK 

2115/2011 MBS 

2/15/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 

Revise witness direct; research contract language 
regarding pay applications; assist Bennett direct 
questions; correspond with client regarding pay 
application process 

Continue trial preparation; work on additional direct exam 
for Gene Bennett; review Ted Frisbee Jr.'s direct and 
interview notes 

Continue trial work. 

Continue trial preparation; work on Will Berg direct; 
conference with Reinstein, Pinkerton and Quapp 
regarding fmancial aspects of case; conference with 
Simmons, Christiansen and Mike Wisdom regarding 
witness preparation; telephone conference with Steve 
Packard regarding witness preparation; trial team meeting 
regarding continuing witness preparation; exchange 
numerous emails with Petra personnel 

Continue trial work including witness preparation 
meetings. 

Witness preparation; exhibit comparisons; witness 
meeting scheduling; direct exam research and 
preparation 

Work on trial preparation and exhibit preparation for 
Wisdom's direct and Simmons' direct; review and 
respond to email correspondence from clients regarding 
master issues for witnesses and changes to direct 
examinations. 

Continue trial preparation; revise Bennett's direct per 
notes from Gene; continue work on Will Berg's direct; 
exchange em ails with Petra personnel and trial team 
regarding trial preparation and witness scheduling; work 
on revising Ray Miller direct; telephone conference with 
Ray Miller; conduct several meetings with trial team; 
work up estimate of remaining fees and costs and 
forward to Jerry for planning purposes 

Witness meetings; revised direct exam of Jon Andersen 
based on witness meeting; examined revised trial 
exhibits; review correspondence. 

Witness meetings and prepare; direct examination 
research and prepare; trial exhibit preparation 

File exhibit preparation; review and respond to email 
correspondence; commence contacting witnesses 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.20 200.00 640.00 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

4.80 275.00 1,320.00 

2.10 200.00 420.00 

10.70 275.00 2,942.50 

6.10 200.00 1,220.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

5.60 95.00 532.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

4.20 200.00 840.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

2.50 95.00 237.50 
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Transactions Fee Li~llng (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

regarding status of trial and scheduling.

2/16/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial Day 35; witness prepare 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
session with Gene Bennett; conduct continuing direct of
Gene Bennett; post trial conference with Gene and Erika;
conference with Erika, Matt and Pam regarding additional
research needed to respond to Judge Wilper's questions
about Exhibit 682, the photos of the project after
occupancy

2/16/2011 EKK Trial Day 35; further work on trial preparation 7.30 200.00 1,460.00
examination; review additional possible exhibit
documents; review correspondence; emails on trial
strategy options.

2/16/2011 MBS Direct examination research and drafting; scheduling of 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
witness preparation sessions; trial exhibit comparisons;
research and begin memorandum regarding evidentiary
objections at trial

2/16/2011 PRC Continue contacting of potential witnesses for trial 4.80 95.00 456.00
regarding availability and scheduling; update attorneys
regarding same; review and respond to attorney's
regarding discovery documents and trial exhibit status
during trial; review production and correspondence with
opposing counsel regarding production ofjpeg
photographs to Trout

2/17/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 36 of trial; commence 9.70 275.00 2,667.50
preparation of Gene Bennett's redirect based on Trout's
on going cross exam; deal with getting Exhibit 682,
photographs of the project as of date of occupancy into
evidence; work with trial team after trial on assignments;
revise fee and expense estimate and transmit to Jerry per
his request

2/17/2011 EKK Review correspondence and discussion on exhibit 7.30 200.00 1,460.00
information and disclosures; Trial Day 36; review
additional correspondence and discussed research.

2/17/2011 PRC Trial preparation; continue contacting of witnesses 5.20 95.00 494.00
regarding scheduling; review and respond to emails from
opposing counsel regarding electronic trial exhibits;
prepare draft of Affidavit of Thomas Walker regarding
admission of rebuttal exhibits.

2/17/2011 MBS Witness preparation, interviews, and scheduling; 8.30 180.00 1,494.00
research responses to evidentiary objections; draft direct
examinations

2/18/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 37; endure continued cross 9.00 275.00 2,475.00
examination of Bennett by Trout conduct post trial
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008427

Transactions Fee Li~llng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2116/2011 TGW 

2116/2011 EKK 

2/16/2011 MBS 

2116/2011 PRC 

2117/2011 TGW 

2/17/2011 EKK 

2/17/2011 PRC 

2117/2011 MBS 

2/18/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

regarding status of trial and scheduling. 

Continue preparation for trial Day 35; witness prepare 
session with Gene Bennett; conduct continuing direct of 
Gene Bennett; post trial conference with Gene and Erika; 
conference with Erika, Matt and Pam regarding additional 
research needed to respond to Judge Wilper's questions 
about Exhibit 682, the photos of the project after 
occupancy 

Trial Day 35; further work on trial preparation 
examination; review additional possible exhibit 
documents; review correspondence; emails on trial 
strategy options. 

Direct examination research and drafting; scheduling of 
witness preparation sessions; trial exhibit comparisons; 
research and begin memorandum regarding evidentiary 
objections at trial 

Continue contacting of potential witnesses for trial 
regarding availability and scheduling; update attorneys 
regarding same; review and respond to attorney's 
regarding discovery documents and trial exhibit status 
during trial; review production and correspondence with 
opposing counsel regarding production of jpeg 
photographs to Trout 

Continue preparation for Day 36 of trial; commence 
preparation of Gene Bennett's redirect based on Trout's 
on going cross exam; deal with getting Exhibit 682, 
photographs of the project as of date of occupancy into 
evidence; work with trial team after trial on assignments; 
revise fee and expense estimate and transmit to Jerry per 
his request 

Review correspondence and discussion on exhibit 
information and disclosures; Trial Day 36; review 
additional correspondence and discussed research. 

Trial preparation; continue contacting of witnesses 
regarding scheduling; review and respond to em ails from 
opposing counsel regarding electronic trial exhibits; 
prepare draft of Affidavit of Thomas Walker regarding 
admission of rebuttal exhibits. 

Witness preparation, interviews, and scheduling; 
research responses to evidentiary objections; draft direct 
examinations 

Continue preparation for Day 37; endure continued cross 
examination of Bennett by Trout conduct post trial 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

7.30 200.00 1,460.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

4.80 95.00 456.00 

9.70 275.00 2,667.50 

7.30 200.00 1,460.00 

5.20 95.00 494.00 

8.30 180.00 1,494.00 

9.00 275.00 2,475.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

meetings and email exchanges with trial team

2/18/2011 EKK Trial day 37; review correspondence. 6.30 200,00 1,260,00

2/18/2011 PRC Comparison of Meridian's marked exhibits with Exhibits 4.30 95.00 408.50
attached to the affidavit of Gene Bennett; review and
respond to email correspondence during trial and pull
documents as required.

2/18/2011 MBS Meeting with Tim McGourty; witness preparation 9.00 180.00 1,620.00
meeting with Dave Cram; continue research into
evidentiary objections and other issues; update trial
team on Tim McGourty; witness scheduling and draft of
direct examinations

2/19/2011 TGW Exchange numerous emails with trial team regarding 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
on-going issues with trial; order additional research
regarding witness intimidation of Tim McGorty by
Trout's office; revise Ted Frisbee Jr.'s direct and email to
trial team members and Gene Bennett for comment

2/19/2011 MBS Research issues raised in Tim McGourty's meeting; 0.70 180.00 126.00
emails to trial team regarding same.

2/19/20 II EKK Examined correspondence and witness question 3.20 200.00 640,00
additions; review additional meeting minutes for possible
exhibit inclusion; work on witness examinations drafting.

2/20/2011 EKK Continue editing of witness examinations based on trial 2.50 200.00 500.00
proceedings.

2/21/2011 TGW Continue work on proposed findings of fact and 5.00 275.00 1,375.00
conclusions of law; review and respond to emails from
Gene and Robin regarding questions for redirect;
exchange several emails with Gene and Robin regarding
additional changes to various witness examinations;
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional
research projects; review and revise memorandum and
affidavit regarding the admission of photographs of the
project taken in November and December 2008

2/21/2011 MBS Witness preparation and scheduling; exhibit preparation; 3.00 180.00 540.00
continue updating direct examinations

2/21/2011 EKK Review correspondence from clients on additional 2.30 200,00 460,00
witness examination information revise witness
examinations.

2/22/2011 TGW Continue revisions of direct examinations; continue 8.40 275,00 2,310,00
revisions ofproposed fmdings of fact and conclusions
of law; conference with Jerry Frank regarding status of
continuing case; respond to Jeffs inquiry
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/18/2011 EKK 

2118/2011 PRC 

2118/2011 MBS 

2/19/2011 TGW 

2119/2011 MBS 

2119/2011 EKK 

2/20/2011 EKK 

2/2112011 TGW 

2/2112011 MBS 

2/2112011 EKK 

2/22/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

meetings and email exchanges with trial team 

Trial day 37; review correspondence. 

Comparison of Meridian's marked exhibits with Exhibits 
attached to the affidavit of Gene Bennett; review and 
respond to email correspondence during trial and pull 
documents as required. 

Meeting with Tim McGourty; witness preparation 
meeting with Dave Cram; continue research into 
evidentiary objections and other issues; update trial 
team on Tim McGourty; witness scheduling and draft of 
direct examinations 

Exchange numerous emails with trial team regarding 
on-going issues with trial; order additional research 
regarding witness intimidation of Tim McGorty by 
Trout's office; revise Ted Frisbee Jr.'s direct and email to 
trial team members and Gene Bennett for comment 

Research issues raised in Tim McGourty's meeting; 
emails to trial team regarding same. 

Examined correspondence and witness question 
additions; review additional meeting minutes for possible 
exhibit inclusion; work on witness examinations drafting. 

Continue editing of witness examinations based on trial 
proceedings. 

Continue work on proposed findings of fact and 
conclusions of law; review and respond to emails from 
Gene and Robin regarding questions for redirect; 
exchange several emails with Gene and Robin regarding 
additional changes to various witness examinations; 
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional 
research projects; review and revise memorandum and 
affidavit regarding the admission of photographs of the 
project taken in November and December 2008 

Witness preparation and scheduling; exhibit preparation; 
continue updating direct examinations 

Review correspondence from clients on additional 
witness examination information revise witness 
examinations. 

Continue revisions of direct examinations; continue 
revisions of proposed fmdings of fact and conclusions 
of law; conference with Jerry Frank regarding status of 
continuing case; respond to Jeffs inquiry 

6/20/20119:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

6.30 200.00 1,260.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

6.50 275.00 1,787.50 

0.70 180.00 126.00 

3.20 200.00 640.00 

2.50 200.00 500.00 

5.00 275.00 1,375.00 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

2.30 200.00 460.00 

8.40 275.00 2,310.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterlD

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

2/22/2011 EKK Review correspondence; reviewed revised witness 5.40 200.00 1,080.00
examinations; several witness interview meetings; further
witness examination editing and preparation based on
meetings.

2/22/2011 MBS Witness preparation meetings with primes; research and 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
update direct examinations

2/22/2011 PRC Exhibit preparation for trial; review and finalize 4.70 95.00 446.50
Memorandum and Affidavit for Admitting Photograph
exhibits for rebuttal purposes; telephone call to various
witnesses following up on trial testimony.

2/23/2011 TGW Review revisions of Ray Miller's direct testimony; work 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
on closing argument; prepare for Day 38 of trial;
participate in trial; follow up on trial preparation tasks

2/23/2011 EKK Trial Day 38; correspondence on witness schedules. 6.40 200.00 1,280.00

2/23/2011 PRC Witness coordination and exhibit preparation; fmalize 1.30 95.00 123.50
direct examinations and update witness files.

2/23/2011 MBS Witness preparation meetings; continue drafting direct 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
examinations; research and draft motion addressing
length of direct examinations

2/24/2011 EKK Review motion to be filed and examined latest 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
correspondence with witness examination information;
Trial Day 39; continue with trial preparation for
witnesses.

2/24/2011 TGW Continue work on closing argument; continue 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
preparation for Day 39 of trail; review and respond to
emails from Gene and members of trial team regarding
case matters; review and revise Motion governing
Further Proceedings in an effort to reduce the amount of
time Trout spends on cross examination; participate in
Day 39; follow up on pending matters after trial day

2/24/2011 MBS Research motion regarding TMC; research Montana 2.00 180.00 360.00
regulations; scheduling coordination regarding witness
testimony

2/24/2011 PRC Trial and additional exhibit preparation; prepare Motion 3.20 95.00 304.00
to Shorten Time on Motion Governing Trial Procedure;
fmalize and file with Court and service on opposing
counsel; compile pay application analysis for review;
commence review of analysis.

2/25/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial; prepare for direct exam of 10.40 275.00 2,860.00
Ted Frisbee, Jf.; conference with Gene Bennett to
prepare for his redirect; participate in Day 40 of trial;
conference with trial team; participate in argument
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date 

2/22/2011 

2/22/2011 

2/22/2011 

2/23/2011 

2/23/2011 

2/2312011 

2/23/2011 

2124/2011 

2/24/2011 

2/24/2011 

2/24/2011 

2/25/2011 

Prof 

EKK 

MBS 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

EKK 

TGW 

MBS 

PRC 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review correspondence; reviewed revised witness 
examinations; several witness interview meetings; further 
witness examination editing and preparation based on 
meetings. 

Witness preparation meetings with primes; research and 
update direct examinations 

Exhibit preparation for trial; review and finalize 
Memorandum and Affidavit for Admitting Photograph 
exhibits for rebuttal purposes; telephone call to various 
witnesses following up on trial testimony. 

Review revisions of Ray Miller's direct testimony; work 
on closing argument; prepare for Day 38 of trial; 
participate in trial; follow up on trial preparation tasks 

Trial Day 38; correspondence on witness schedules. 

Witness coordination and exhibit preparation; fmalize 
direct examinations and update witness files. 

Witness preparation meetings; continue drafting direct 
examinations; research and draft motion addressing 
length of direct examinations 

Review motion to be filed and examined latest 
correspondence with witness examination information; 
Trial Day 39; continue with trial preparation for 
witnesses. 

Continue work on closing argument; continue 
preparation for Day 39 of trail; review and respond to 
emails from Gene and members of trial team regarding 
case matters; review and revise Motion governing 
Further Proceedings in an effort to reduce the amount of 
time Trout spends on cross examination; participate in 
Day 39; follow up on pending matters after trial day 

Research motion regarding TMC; research Montana 
regulations; scheduling coordination regarding witness 
testimony 

Trial and additional exhibit preparation; prepare Motion 
to Shorten Time on Motion Governing Trial Procedure; 
fmalize and file with Court and service on opposing 
counsel; compile pay application analysis for review; 
commence review of analysis. 

Continue preparation for trial; prepare for direct exam of 
Ted Frisbee, Jf.; conference with Gene Bennett to 
prepare for his redirect; participate in Day 40 of trial; 
conference with trial team; participate in argument 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

5.40 200.00 1,080.00 

9.50 180.00 1,710.00 

4.70 95.00 446.50 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

6.40 200.00 1,280.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

7.80 180.00 1,404.00 

7.10 200.00 1,420.00 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 

2.00 180.00 360.00 

3.20 95.00 304.00 

10.40 275.00 2,860.00 
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Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

regarding discovery issues associated with Construction
Partner; conference with Jerry, Gene, Robin, John,
Debbie and the trial team regarding response to the
City's motion to strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim

2/25/2011 EKK Review case correspondence; Trial Day 40; trial team 7.00 200.00 1,400.00
meeting on response to pending motion; meeting with
Petra on response to pending motion; further discussion
and review of documents and information related to
motion; witness telephone calls on case.

2/25/2011 PRC Review and respond to discovery questions from court; 2.80 95.00 266.00
review production documents and file; meeting with
attorneys and clients regarding discovery violation
issues raised; telephone call to witnesses regarding trial
and potential schedule for testimony.

2/25/2011 MBS Research judicial notice issue; strategy conference 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
regarding discovery issue; research discovery memo

2/26/2011 TGW Work on briefing and response to the City's motion to 6.70 275.00 1,842.50
strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim for discovery
violations; exchange emails with Petra personnel and trial
team members regarding same; several conferences with
Matt Schelstrate regarding legal research and briefmg;
conduct independent research on Construction Partner
program and Petra's production of the documents
relevant to the Project

2/26/2011 EKK Review research for discovery motion; further direct 3.20 200.00 640.00
examination preparation and edit for next week; research
related to preparation of memorandum on Monday
motion; examined and noted corrections to draft affidavit
and memorandum; reviewed affidavit and memorandum
and attachments from opposing counsel on their
response to pending Monday motion.

2/26/2011 MBS Draft memorandum in opposition to City's Motion to 6.50 180.00 1,170.00
Strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim

2/26/2011 PRC Review prior discovery requests by Meridian and 7.60 95.00 722.00
responses by Petra; review prior correspondence to
opposing counsel regarding discovery issues; compile
and mark exhibits for attachment to affidavit of Thomas
Walker; prepare Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker; review,
amend and fmalize Memorandum in support of Motion to
Reconsider and in Opposition to Motion for Sanctions;
prepare Motion to Reconsider.

2/27/2011 EKK Continue work on trial examinations; review additional 2.90 200.00 580.00
pleading by opposing party; examined memorandum on
judicial notice for filing.
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MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/25/2011 EKK 

2/25/2011 PRC 

2/25/2011 MBS 

2/26/2011 TGW 

2/26/2011 EKK 

2/26/2011 MBS 

2/26/2011 PRC 

2/27/2011 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

regarding discovery issues associated with Construction 
Partner; conference with Jerry, Gene, Robin, John, 
Debbie and the trial team regarding response to the 
City's motion to strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim 

Review case correspondence; Trial Day 40; trial team 
meeting on response to pending motion; meeting with 
Petra on response to pending motion; further discussion 
and review of documents and information related to 
motion; witness telephone calls on case. 

Review and respond to discovery questions from court; 
review production documents and file; meeting with 
attorneys and clients regarding discovery violation 
issues raised; telephone call to witnesses regarding trial 
and potential schedule for testimony. 

Research judicial notice issue; strategy conference 
regarding discovery issue; research discovery memo 

Work on briefing and response to the City's motion to 
strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim for discovery 
violations; exchange emails with Petra personnel and trial 
team members regarding same; several conferences with 
Matt Schelstrate regarding legal research and briefmg; 
conduct independent research on Construction Partner 
program and Petra's production of the documents 
relevant to the Project 

Review research for discovery motion; further direct 
examination preparation and edit for next week; research 
related to preparation of memorandum on Monday 
motion; examined and noted corrections to draft affidavit 
and memorandum; reviewed affidavit and memorandum 
and attachments from opposing counsel on their 
response to pending Monday motion. 

Draft memorandum in opposition to City's Motion to 
Strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim 

Review prior discovery requests by Meridian and 
responses by Petra; review prior correspondence to 
opposing counsel regarding discovery issues; compile 
and mark exhibits for attachment to affidavit of Thomas 
Walker; prepare Affidavit of Thomas G. Walker; review, 
amend and fmalize Memorandum in support of Motion to 
Reconsider and in Opposition to Motion for Sanctions; 
prepare Motion to Reconsider. 

Continue work on trial examinations; review additional 
pleading by opposing party; examined memorandum on 
judicial notice for filing. 

6120/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.00 200.00 1,400.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

6.70 275.00 1,842.50 

3.20 200.00 640.00 

6.50 180.00 1,170.00 

7.60 95.00 722.00 

2.90 200.00 580.00 
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20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

2/27/2011 MBS Research and draft memorandum regarding taking notice 3.00 180.00 540.00
of foreign law.

2/28/2011 EKK Trial Day 41 including hearing on Motions to Strike and 7.90 200.00 1,580.00
Motion to Reconsider; conferred on discussions needed
with each witness; trial team meeting on revising witness
schedules; review correspondence on notes for witness
examinations; prepare SealCo witness examination;
revise examinations.

2/28/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 41 of trial; review briefmg 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
for oral argument of City's motion to strike Petra's
defenses and counterclaim; review remaining redirect for
Bennett; review Frisbee direct; review Welch direct;
participate in Day 41; post trial conferences to deal with
additional legal research issues; telephone conference
with John Quapp regarding time records for fIrst two
months of 2009

2/28/2011 MBS Witness preparation, continue drafting direct 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
examinations; research judicial notice issue

3/1/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial, including witness 10.20 275.00 2,805.00
examinations for Wisdom, Welch, Berg and Murray;
several conferences with trial team regarding trial
preparation matters; order additional reseach on judicial
notice of Montana statute; telephone conference with
Will Berg for witness preparation; telephone conference
with Jan Welch for witness preparation

3/1/2011 EKK Review correspondence on case and new 6.20 200.00 1,240.00
correspondence to court; examined revised trial
schedule; telephone calls to witnesses and witness
preparation interviews; complete further witness
examination editing; reviewed additional exhibits to
include in examinations this week.

3/1/2011 MBS Draft direct examinations; witness scheduling and 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
interviews

3/1/2011 PRC Exhibit preparation for trial; contact witnesses regarding 2.30 95.00 218.50
scheduling of trial testimony; prepare and issue
subpoenas to Sheldon Morgan, Randy Pierce; prepare
letters transmitting subpoenas; prepare Second Civil
Subpoena for Rob Drinkard and letter to both Drinkard
and counsel Dinius regarding scheduling meeting.

3/2/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 42 of trial, including oral 10.80 275.00 2,970.00
arguments on pending motions, conduct direct
examination of Mike Wisdom; conduct redirect
examination of Mike Wisdom; conduct direct
examination of Jan Welch; conduct extensive post trial
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Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

2/27/2011 MBS 

2/28/2011 EKK 

2/28/2011 TGW 

2/28/2011 MBS 

3/1/2011 TGW 

3/1/2011 EKK 

3/1/2011 MBS 

3/1/2011 PRC 

3/2/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Research and draft memorandum regarding taking notice 
of foreign law. 

Trial Day 41 including hearing on Motions to Strike and 
Motion to Reconsider; conferred on discussions needed 
with each witness; trial team meeting on revising witness 
schedules; review correspondence on notes for witness 
examinations; prepare SealCo witness examination; 
revise examinations. 

Continue preparation for Day 41 of trial; review briefmg 
for oral argument of City's motion to strike Petra's 
defenses and counterclaim; review remaining redirect for 
Bennett; review Frisbee direct; review Welch direct; 
participate in Day 41; post trial conferences to deal with 
additional legal research issues; telephone conference 
with John Quapp regarding time records for fIrst two 
months of 2009 

Witness preparation, continue drafting direct 
examinations; research judicial notice issue 

Continue preparation for trial, including witness 
examinations for Wisdom, Welch, Berg and Murray; 
several conferences with trial team regarding trial 
preparation matters; order additional reseach on judicial 
notice of Montana statute; telephone conference with 
Will Berg for witness preparation; telephone conference 
with Jan Welch for witness preparation 

Review correspondence on case and new 
correspondence to court; examined revised trial 
schedule; telephone calls to witnesses and witness 
preparation interviews; complete further witness 
examination editing; reviewed additional exhibits to 
include in examinations this week. 

Draft direct examinations; witness scheduling and 
interviews 

Exhibit preparation for trial; contact witnesses regarding 
scheduling of trial testimony; prepare and issue 
subpoenas to Sheldon Morgan, Randy Pierce; prepare 
letters transmitting subpoenas; prepare Second Civil 
Subpoena for Rob Drinkard and letter to both Drinkard 
and counsel Dinius regarding scheduling meeting. 

Continue preparation for Day 42 of trial, including oral 
arguments on pending motions, conduct direct 
examination of Mike Wisdom; conduct redirect 
examination of Mike Wisdom; conduct direct 
examination of Jan Welch; conduct extensive post trial 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

7.90 200.00 1,580.00 

9.40 275.00 2,585.00 

7.80 180.00 1,404.00 

10.20 275.00 2,805.00 

6.20 200.00 1,240.00 

7.80 180.00 1,404.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

10.80 275.00 2,970.00 

Page: 135 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)
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20771-008
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Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

day sessions, including responding to numerous emails
from Gene and Jerry; telephone conference with
Gene regarding status of case

3/2/2011 PRC Amend and fmalize Memorandum regarding admission of 3.50 95.00 332.50
photographs; fmalize Affidavit of Thomas Walker and
exhibits; coordinate witness schedules; compile exhibits
entered during Laura Knothe's deposition for review for
potential trial exhibits.

3/2/2011 EKK Review correspondence; trial day 42; conferred with trial 8.60 200.00 1,720.00
team on witness testimony concerns and strategy going
forward; examined information from potential witness;
further document review for case; examined examinations
and edited as necessary for tomorrow's trial day.

3/2/2011 MBS Witness scheduling and prepare; draft direct exams; 4.00 180.00 720.00
research rebuttal in Idaho; strategy meeting regarding
trial events

3/3/2011 EKK Conferred on additional documents in case; participate in 9.40 200.00 1,880.00
Trial Day 43; meeting with G. Bennett on upcoming
witnesses in case; review correspondence; witness
preparation meeting with T. McGourty; prepare redirect
examination areas for Simmons.

3/3/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial Day 43; participate in Day 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
43; conduct redirect of Jan Welch;; conference with
Scott Hess, counsel for Jerry; conference with Rob
Anderson, counsel for LCA and others; telephone
conference with Fred Mack and Scott Hess regarding
status of case

3/3/2011 PRC Several telephone calls with Bill LaRue regarding 4.20 95.00 399.00
scheduling of reservations for trip to testify; prepare
Motion in Limine regarding photographs; prepare
Motion to Shorten Time, proposed Order and Notice of
Hearing; telephone call to Inga regarding hearing on
March 9th; prepare package for hand delivery to Richard
Bauer regarding masonry issues; telephone call to
witnesses regarding withdrawal of subpoena.

3/3/2011 MBS Witness preparation and meetings; update of direct 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
examinations

3/4/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 44 of trial; participate in 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Day 44; oral argument after trial day on witnesses;
conference with trial team regarding preparation of
revised witness list; review discovery documents

3/4/2011 EKK Participate in Trial Day 44; office conference on 7.20 200.00 1,440.00
opposing counsel motions related to witnesses; review
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20771-008 

Date Prof 

3/2/2011 PRC 

3/2/2011 EKK 

3/2/2011 MBS 

3/3/2011 EKK 

3/3/2011 TGW 

3/3/2011 PRC 

3/3/2011 MBS 

3/4/2011 TGW 

3/4/2011 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

day sessions, including responding to numerous em ails 
from Gene and Jerry; telephone conference with 
Gene regarding status of case 

Amend and fmalize Memorandum regarding admission of 
photographs; fmalize Affidavit of Thomas Walker and 
exhibits; coordinate witness schedules; compile exhibits 
entered during Laura Knothe's deposition for review for 
potential trial exhibits. 

Review correspondence; trial day 42; conferred with trial 
team on witness testimony concerns and strategy going 
forward; examined information from potential witness; 
further document review for case; examined examinations 
and edited as necessary for tomorrow's trial day. 

Witness scheduling and prepare; draft direct exams; 
research rebuttal in Idaho; strategy meeting regarding 
trial events 

Conferred on additional documents in case; participate in 
Trial Day 43; meeting with G. Bennett on upcoming 
witnesses in case; review correspondence; witness 
preparation meeting with T. McGourty; prepare redirect 
examination areas for Simmons. 

Continue preparation for trial Day 43; participate in Day 
43; conduct redirect of Jan Welch;; conference with 
Scott Hess, counsel for Jerry; conference with Rob 
Anderson, counsel for LCA and others; telephone 
conference with Fred Mack and Scott Hess regarding 
status of case 

Several telephone calls with Bill LaRue regarding 
scheduling of reservations for trip to testify; prepare 
Motion in Limine regarding photographs; prepare 
Motion to Shorten Time, proposed Order and Notice of 
Hearing; telephone call to Inga regarding hearing on 
March 9th; prepare package for hand delivery to Richard 
Bauer regarding masonry issues; telephone call to 
witnesses regarding withdrawal of subpoena. 

Witness preparation and meetings; update of direct 
examinations 

Continue preparation for Day 44 of trial; participate in 
Day 44; oral argument after trial day on witnesses; 
conference with trial team regarding preparation of 
revised witness list; review discovery documents 

Participate in Trial Day 44; office conference on 
opposing counsel motions related to witnesses; review 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.50 95.00 332.50 

8.60 200.00 1,720.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

9.40 200.00 1,880.00 

9.60 275.00 2,640.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

7.20 200.00 1,440.00 

Page: 136 



Transactions Fee Lisl1ng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

disclosures related to same and contact with witnesses
on schedule changes; examine further information for
use in additional direct examinations.

3/4/2011 MBS Prepare for upcoming witness preparation sessions and 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
update direct examinations; research response to City's
motion to exclude witnesses

3/4/2011 PRC Compile and mark additional exhibits for trial; review and 4.20 95.00 399.00
research all of Petra's discovery responses regarding lay
witness disclosures; meeting with attorneys regarding
same.

3/5/2011 TGW Conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding research for 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
Monday motion hearing on witness issues; continue
preparation for Day 45 of trial; work on revisions and
supplementation of Rich Bauer's direct examination;
submit Bauer's exam to team members, Rich and Gene
Bennett

3/5/2011 EKK Correspondence on various case issues; continue work 3.30 200.00 660.00
on trial examination additions to direct examinations in
case; telephone conference with G. Bennett on areas to
add.

3/5/2011 MBS Review City's discovery; continue preparation of 3.50 180.00 630.00
upcoming witness preparation sessions

3/6/2011 EKK Revised examinations of Buss, Coughlin, Anderson, and 5.30 200.00 1,060.00
Ankenman; sent to G. Bennett for review and comment;
examined comments from G. Bennett and incorporated
same for meeting with Steve C.

3/6/2011 MBS Draft brief responding to City motion excluding 1.30 180.00 234.00
witnesses

31712011 TGW Continue to prepare for Day 45 of trial; review emails 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
with additions suggested by Gene Bennett and Rich
Bauer; revise direct exam of Rich Bauer; review and
revise brief in opposition to City's motion to exclude
certain witnesses; argue motion; participate in Day 45;
post trial conferences with Gene; post trial conference
with Matt Schelstrate

31712011 EKK Review correspondence; conferred on T. Coughlin exam; 7.40 200.00 1,480.00
Trial Day 45; review current exam for McGourty and
noted editing of same; further correspondence on case
and exhibits.

31712011 PRC Review, edit and finalize Supplemental Memorandum in 2.60 95.00 247.00
opposition to Meridian's Motion to Exclude October 29th
witnesses for filing and service; prepare, mark and
electronically scan for filing and service exhibits for use
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Date Prof 

3/4/2011 MBS 

3/4/2011 PRC 

3/5/2011 TGW 

3/5/2011 EKK 

3/5/2011 MBS 

3/6/2011 EKK 

3/6/2011 MBS 

31712011 TGW 

31712011 EKK 

31712011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

disclosures related to same and contact with witnesses 
on schedule changes; examine further information for 
use in additional direct examinations. 

Prepare for upcoming witness preparation sessions and 
update direct examinations; research response to City's 
motion to exclude witnesses 

Compile and mark additional exhibits for trial; review and 
research all of Petra's discovery responses regarding lay 
witness disclosures; meeting with attorneys regarding 
same. 

Conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding research for 
Monday motion hearing on witness issues; continue 
preparation for Day 45 of trial; work on revisions and 
supplementation of Rich Bauer's direct examination; 
submit Bauer's exam to team members, Rich and Gene 
Bennett 

Correspondence on various case issues; continue work 
on trial examination additions to direct examinations in 
case; telephone conference with G. Bennett on areas to 
add. 

Review City's discovery; continue preparation of 
upcoming witness preparation sessions 

Revised examinations of Buss, Coughlin, Anderson, and 
Ankenman; sent to G. Bennett for review and comment; 
examined comments from G. Bennett and incorporated 
same for meeting with Steve C. 

Draft brief responding to City motion excluding 
witnesses 

Continue to prepare for Day 45 of trial; review em ails 
with additions suggested by Gene Bennett and Rich 
Bauer; revise direct exam of Rich Bauer; review and 
revise brief in opposition to City's motion to exclude 
certain witnesses; argue motion; participate in Day 45; 
post trial conferences with Gene; post trial conference 
with Matt Schelstrate 

Review correspondence; conferred on T. Coughlin exam; 
Trial Day 45; review current exam for McGourty and 
noted editing of same; further correspondence on case 
and exhibits. 

Review, edit and finalize Supplemental Memorandum in 
opposition to Meridian's Motion to Exclude October 29th 
witnesses for filing and service; prepare, mark and 
electronically scan for filing and service exhibits for use 

6/20/20119:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

4.20 95.00 399.00 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

3.30 200.00 660.00 

3.50 180.00 630.00 

5.30 200.00 1,060.00 

1.30 180.00 234.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

7.40 200.00 1,480.00 

2.60 95.00 247.00 
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Petra, Inc.
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City of Meridian
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during McGourty's direct examination; update trial
exhibit list.

31712011 MBS Witness preparation research; drafting direct 9.20 180.00 1,656.00
examinations and researching exhibits; witness
preparation meeting

3/8/2011 TGW Continue preparation of witness examinations, including 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Reinstein, Quapp, Bauer and Lemley; conference with
Dennis Reinstein for witness preparation; conference
with Jack Lemley, Rich Bauer, Jerry Frank and Gene
Bennett for Bauer witness preparation; exchange several
emails with Gene and Rich regarding same

3/8/2011 EKK Review correspondence; witness preparation meeting 8.60 200.00 1,720.00
with Steve C. and his counsel; witness preparation
meeting with Buss; witness preparation meeting with
Western Roofmg; examined and edited TMC direct exam
for Wednesday.

3/8/2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from 2.80 95.00 266.00
client; review discovery documents produced by City of
Meridian and provide Tom Coughlin with requested
information.

3/8/2011 MBS Witness preparation research; witness preparation 8.80 180.00 1,584.00
meetings; trial exhibit research and preparation

3/9/2011 TGW Review City's objection to the introduction of 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
photographs; conduct additional research on the
foundational requirements for the admission of enhanced
photographs; conference with Matt regarding how best
to proceed considering the objection filed by the City;
continue to prepare for Day 46 of trial; post trial
conferences regarding issues and witness order

3/9/2011 EKK Trial Day 46 including motion on photographs; trial team 9.40 200.00 1,880.00
conference on schedule; contacting witnesses on
testimony; witness preparation with Ed A; editing and
fmalizing direct exam for Western Roofmg.

3/9/2011 PRC Case management, including updating of pleading 2.30 95.00 218.50
dockets and file index and witness examinations; update
trial exhibit list; opening of subfiles and filing; update
exhibits for trial; review and respond to email
correspondence from attorneys during trial and direct
examinations regarding exhibits and documents;
telephone call to witnesses regarding coordination of
scheduling for testimony.

3/9/2011 MBS Witness preparation research; research fmdings of fact 7.20 180.00 1,296.00
and conclusions of law; trial exhibit research and
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31712011 MBS 

3/8/2011 TGW 

3/8/2011 EKK 

3/8/2011 PRC 

3/8/2011 MBS 

3/9/2011 TGW 

3/9/2011 EKK 

3/9/2011 PRC 

3/9/2011 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

during McGourty's direct examination; update trial 
exhibit list. 

Witness preparation research; drafting direct 
examinations and researching exhibits; witness 
preparation meeting 

Continue preparation of witness examinations, including 
Reinstein, Quapp, Bauer and Lemley; conference with 
Dennis Reinstein for witness preparation; conference 
with Jack Lemley, Rich Bauer, Jerry Frank and Gene 
Bennett for Bauer witness preparation; exchange several 
emails with Gene and Rich regarding same 

Review correspondence; witness preparation meeting 
with Steve C. and his counsel; witness preparation 
meeting with Buss; witness preparation meeting with 
Western Roofmg; examined and edited TMC direct exam 
for Wednesday. 

Review and respond to email correspondence from 
client; review discovery documents produced by City of 
Meridian and provide Tom Coughlin with requested 
information. 

Witness preparation research; witness preparation 
meetings; trial exhibit research and preparation 

Review City's objection to the introduction of 
photographs; conduct additional research on the 
foundational requirements for the admission of enhanced 
photographs; conference with Matt regarding how best 
to proceed considering the objection filed by the City; 
continue to prepare for Day 46 of trial; post trial 
conferences regarding issues and witness order 

Trial Day 46 including motion on photographs; trial team 
conference on schedule; contacting witnesses on 
testimony; witness preparation with Ed A; editing and 
fmalizing direct exam for Western Roofmg. 

Case management, including updating of pleading 
dockets and file index and witness examinations; update 
trial exhibit list; opening of subfiles and filing; update 
exhibits for trial; review and respond to email 
correspondence from attorneys during trial and direct 
examinations regarding exhibits and documents; 
telephone call to witnesses regarding coordination of 
scheduling for testimony. 

Witness preparation research; research fmdings of fact 
and conclusions of law; trial exhibit research and 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.20 180.00 1,656.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

8.60 200.00 1,720.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

8.80 180.00 1,584.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

9.40 200.00 1,880.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

7.20 180.00 1,296.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

preparation

3/10/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial, including telephone 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
conference with Dennis Reinstein regarding Quapp
schedules; continue work on Quapp's direct; participate
in Day 47 of trial; conduct post trial conferences with
trial team

3/10/2011 EKK Review additional information on roofing issues; Trial 7.90 200.00 1,580.00
Day 47; examined additional correspondence for possible
exhibits with Friday witnesses; updated examination for
Steve C.; reviewed background information related to Ed
Ankenman; examined additional exhibits for LCA
examination.

3/10/2011 PRC Compile and mark additional exhibits; telephone calls to 1.90 95.00 180.50
witnesses to coordinate testimony schedule.

3/10/2011 MBS Document review for upcoming witness testimony; 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
research business records issue; trial exhibit research
and preparation

3/11/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; conference with Matt 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Schelstrate on research assignments regarding expert
testimony and reports; additional work on Quapp's direct
examination; participate in Day 48 of trial; post trial
conferences with trial team

3/11/2011 PRC Review and respond to emails from attorneys during trial 1.60 95.00 152.00
with production questions; prepare and compile CD of
punch lists produced by City of Meridian for delivery to
Rich Bauer for review for trial preparation.

3/11/2011 MBS Research punch list issues; prepare exhibits; document 5.00 180.00 900.00
review for upcoming testimony; revise direct
examination; contact photographer for MCR photos

3/11/2011 EKK Trial day 48; further review of issues for trial; review 6.80 200.00 1,360.00
correspondence.

3/12/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; revise Quapp direct per 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
comments from John; review exhibits prepared by Rich
Bauer; conference with John Quapp and Gene Bennett;
revise Quapp's exam outline per conference; revise
Bauer's direct exam and incorporate exhibits

3/12/2011 EKK Work on McGourty redirect; review Quapp direct; 0.70 200.00 140.00
examined correspondence and attachments.

3/13/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examined additional question 0.80 200.00 160.00
areas from G. Bennett and responses on same.

3/14/2011 TGW Continue with work on direct examination; exchange 3.40 275.00 935.00
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3110/2011 TGW 

3/10/2011 EKK 

3110/2011 PRC 

3/10/2011 MBS 

311112011 TGW 

3/1112011 PRC 

3/1112011 MBS 

311112011 EKK 

3112/2011 TGW 

3/12/2011 EKK 

3/13/2011 EKK 

3114/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

preparation 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue preparation for trial, including telephone 
conference with Dennis Reinstein regarding Quapp 
schedules; continue work on Quapp's direct; participate 
in Day 47 of trial; conduct post trial conferences with 
trial team 

Review additional information on roofing issues; Trial 
Day 47; examined additional correspondence for possible 
exhibits with Friday witnesses; updated examination for 
Steve C.; reviewed background information related to Ed 
Ankenman; examined additional exhibits for LCA 
examination. 

Compile and mark additional exhibits; telephone calls to 
witnesses to coordinate testimony schedule. 

Document review for upcoming witness testimony; 
research business records issue; trial exhibit research 
and preparation 

Continue trial preparation; conference with Matt 
Schelstrate on research assignments regarding expert 
testimony and reports; additional work on Quapp's direct 
examination; participate in Day 48 of trial; post trial 
conferences with trial team 

Review and respond to emails from attorneys during trial 
with production questions; prepare and compile CD of 
punch lists produced by City of Meridian for delivery to 
Rich Bauer for review for trial preparation. 

Research punch list issues; prepare exhibits; document 
review for upcoming testimony; revise direct 
examination; contact photographer for MCR photos 

Trial day 48; further review of issues for trial; review 
correspondence. 

Continue trial preparation; revise Quapp direct per 
comments from John; review exhibits prepared by Rich 
Bauer; conference with John Quapp and Gene Bennett; 
revise Quapp's exam outline per conference; revise 
Bauer's direct exam and incorporate exhibits 

Work on McGourty redirect; review Quapp direct; 
examined correspondence and attachments. 

Review correspondence; examined additional question 
areas from G. Bennett and responses on same. 

Continue with work on direct examination; exchange 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.60 275.00 2,640.00 

7.90 200.00 1,580.00 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

9.20 275.00 2,530.00 

1.60 95.00 152.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

6.80 200.00 1,360.00 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

3.40 275.00 935.00 
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value)

Matter ill

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

emails with Gene and trial team regarding exams; review

3/14/2011 EKK Review correspondence and additional possible exhibits; 2.10 200.00 420.00
telephone call from Robbie Perucca, attorney for Steve C.
on exhibits; continue trial preparation; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett; examined memorandum
on MTI report; examined additional exhibits.

3/14/2011 PRC Review Bates numbered discovery documents for 5.40 95.00 513.00
replacement in back up exhibits for Richard Bauer's
direct; meeting with Rich Bauer and Roy McGlothin to
go over exhibits; prepare additional pdfs of bates
numbered documents; telephone call to Gene Bennett
regarding same; prepare email correspondence to client.

3/14/2011 MBS Draft direct examinations; review testimony for findings 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
of fact and conclusions of law; trial exhibit preparation

3/15/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; conduct witness prepare 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
sessions with John Quapp and Dennis Reinstein;
exchange numerous emails with Petra personnel and trial
team regarding trial issues; lengthy telephone
conference with Rich Bauer regarding his direct
examination and preparation of trial exhibits

3/15/2011 EKK Review correspondence; telephone conference with Rob 3.50 200.00 700.00
Perucca, attorney for LCA on changes to direct for S.
Christiansen; examined direct examinations and noted
further redirect questions; reviewed newly marked
exhibits for use; trial preparation meeting with T.
Coughlin; review further correspondence on items to
add.

3/15/2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from expert 2.10 95.00 199.50
witness regarding preparation of exhibits; compile and
mark additional exhibits.

3/15/2011 MBS Witness preparation meeting; continue research 7.40 180.00 1,332.00
regarding findings of fact and conclusions of law;
update draft direct examinations; research witness
disclosure issues; meeting with photographer regarding
MCHphotos

3/16/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; exchange emails with expert 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
witnesses regarding their direct examinations;
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional
research and unenhanced photos; participate in day 49
of trial; conduct post trial conference with trial team;
exchange numerous emails with trial team

3/16/2011 EKK Trial Day 49; review photographs for possible 7.20 200.00 1,440.00
admission; continue trial preparation; review and
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Transactions Fee Li~ung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3/14/2011 EKK 

3/14/2011 PRC 

3114/2011 MBS 

3/15/2011 TGW 

3115/2011 EKK 

3/15/2011 PRC 

3/15/2011 MBS 

3/16/2011 TGW 

3/16/2011 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

emails with Gene and trial team regarding exams; review 

Review correspondence and additional possible exhibits; 
telephone call from Robbie Perucca, attorney for Steve C. 
on exhibits; continue trial preparation; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett; examined memorandum 
on MTI report; examined additional exhibits. 

Review Bates numbered discovery documents for 
replacement in back up exhibits for Richard Bauer's 
direct; meeting with Rich Bauer and Roy McGlothin to 
go over exhibits; prepare additional pdfs of bates 
numbered documents; telephone call to Gene Bennett 
regarding same; prepare email correspondence to client. 

Draft direct examinations; review testimony for findings 
of fact and conclusions of law; trial exhibit preparation 

Continue trial preparation; conduct witness prepare 
sessions with John Quapp and Dennis Reinstein; 
exchange numerous emails with Petra personnel and trial 
team regarding trial issues; lengthy telephone 
conference with Rich Bauer regarding his direct 
examination and preparation of trial exhibits 

Review correspondence; telephone conference with Rob 
Perucca, attorney for LCA on changes to direct for S. 
Christiansen; examined direct examinations and noted 
further redirect questions; reviewed newly marked 
exhibits for use; trial preparation meeting with T. 
Coughlin; review further correspondence on items to 
add. 

Review and respond to email correspondence from expert 
witness regarding preparation of exhibits; compile and 
mark additional exhibits. 

Witness preparation meeting; continue research 
regarding findings of fact and conclusions of law; 
update draft direct examinations; research witness 
disclosure issues; meeting with photographer regarding 
MCHphotos 

Continue trial preparation; exchange emails with expert 
witnesses regarding their direct examinations; 
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional 
research and unenhanced photos; participate in day 49 
of trial; conduct post trial conference with trial team; 
exchange numerous emails with trial team 

Trial Day 49; review photographs for possible 
admission; continue trial preparation; review and 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.10 200.00 420.00 

5.40 95.00 513.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

3.50 200.00 700.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

7.40 180.00 1,332.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

7.20 200.00 1,440.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

respond to correspondence from clients; examined
question areas on punchlists.

3/16/2011 PRC Review discovery documents and compile and mark 3.80 95.00 361.00
additional exhibits for trial; review and respond to emails
from trial attorneys during trial regarding production and
research.

3/16/2011 MBS Update Tom Coughlin's direct and prepare exhibits 7.00 180.00 1,260.00

3/16/2011 PRC Compile and mark trial exhibits; review and respond to 4.30 95.00 408.50
emails from trial; review and research production
documents for response to attorneys during trial.

3/16/2011 PRC Credit - 3/16/11 Pamela Carson Time Entry (Duplicate) 3.80 -95.00 -361.00

3/17/2011 TGW Respond to numerous emails from Gene regarding trial 10.00 275.00 2,750.00
matters; review various attachments provided by Gene
and trial team; conference with Matt regarding Tom
Coughlin witness preparation; review and revise
Reinstein's direct exam; participate in day 50 of trial; post
trial conferences with Erika and Pam; commence review
of Quapp's tabbed notes on spreadsheets

3/17/2011 EKK Conferred with M. Schelstrate on T. Coughlin direct 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
issues; review correspondence with client; Trial Day 50;
discussion on Tom Coughlin direct preparation; review
of additional exhibits after hours requested for addition
to examination for tomorrow; editing ofT. Coughlin
direct and examined exhibits for same.

3/17/2011 MBS Tom Coughlin direct preparation and meeting 6.50 180.00 1,170.00

3/17/2011 PRC Work on direct examination of Thomas Coughlin; 4.60 95.00 437.00
compile and mark exhibits for direct; prepare colored
compilation of exhibits for Richard Bauer's direct; update
exhibit list.

3/18/2011 TGW Continue review of schedules prepared by John Quapp; 8.90 275.00 2,447.50
commence review of trial exhibits prepared by Rich
Bauer; participate in day 51 of trial; conduct post trial
conferences with trial team

3/18/2011 EKK Review correspondence on exhibits for examination 6.60 200.00 1,320.00
today; Trial Day 51; conference after court on various
issues.

3/18/2011 MBS Research lay witness v expert opinion; trial support and 1.50 180.00 270.00
exhibit prep

3/18/2011 PRC Review, mark and prepare additional exhibits for Richard 4.10 95.00 389.50
Bauer's direct examination in preparation for meeting with
Rich Bauer.
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Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3116/2011 PRC 

3/16/2011 MBS 

3116/2011 PRC 

3/16/2011 PRC 

3/17/2011 TGW 

3117/2011 EKK 

3117/2011 MBS 

3117/2011 PRC 

3/18/2011 TGW 

3118/2011 EKK 

3/18/2011 MBS 

3118/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

respond to correspondence from clients; examined 
question areas on punchlists. 

Review discovery documents and compile and mark 
additional exhibits for trial; review and respond to emails 
from trial attorneys during trial regarding production and 
research. 

Update Tom Coughlin's direct and prepare exhibits 

Compile and mark trial exhibits; review and respond to 
emails from trial; review and research production 
documents for response to attorneys during trial. 

Credit - 3116111 Pamela Carson Time Entry (Duplicate) 

Respond to numerous emails from Gene regarding trial 
matters; review various attachments provided by Gene 
and trial team; conference with Matt regarding Tom 
Coughlin witness preparation; review and revise 
Reinstein's direct exam; participate in day 50 of trial; post 
trial conferences with Erika and Pam; commence review 
of Quapp's tabbed notes on spreadsheets 

Conferred with M. Schelstrate on T. Coughlin direct 
issues; review correspondence with client; Trial Day 50; 
discussion on Tom Coughlin direct preparation; review 
of additional exhibits after hours requested for addition 
to examination for tomorrow; editing ofT. Coughlin 
direct and examined exhibits for same. 

Tom Coughlin direct preparation and meeting 

Work on direct examination of Thomas Coughlin; 
compile and mark exhibits for direct; prepare colored 
compilation of exhibits for Richard Bauer's direct; update 
exhibit list. 

Continue review of schedules prepared by John Quapp; 
commence review of trial exhibits prepared by Rich 
Bauer; participate in day 51 of trial; conduct post trial 
conferences with trial team 

Review correspondence on exhibits for examination 
today; Trial Day 51; conference after court on various 
issues. 

Research lay witness v expert opinion; trial support and 
exhibit prep 

Review, mark and prepare additional exhibits for Richard 
Bauer's direct examination in preparation for meeting with 
Rich Bauer. 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

3.80 -95.00 -361.00 

10.00 275.00 2,750.00 

7.10 200.00 1,420.00 

6.50 180.00 1,170.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

8.90 275.00 2,447.50 

6.60 200.00 1,320.00 

1.50 180.00 270.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 
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Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

3/19/2011 TGW Review trial exhibits prepared by Lemley International; 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
prepare for and conduct witness preparation sessions
with John Quapp, Dennis Reinstein and Rich Bauer;
conference with Gene Bennett also

3/19/2011 EKK Review and respond to correspondence; examined 0.60 200.00 120.00
exhibits related to same; review of trial notes from Tom C.
for testimony and redirect preparation.

3/20/2011 EKK Work on preparation of redirect for Tom Coughlin; sent 2.40 200.00 480.00
to Tom Coughlin with questions on same; review
correspondence.

3/21/2011 TGW Revise Quapp's direct per Saturday witness preparation 10.30 275.00 2,832.50
session; revise Bauer's direct per Saturday witness
preparation session; participate in Day 53 of trial; post
trial conferences with trial team and Bennett and Quapp
to rework Quapp's exhibits

3/21/2011 EKK Review correspondence; participate in Trial Day 52; 7.50 200.00 1,500.00
discussion of exhibit issues and examples; review
information for revised exhibits.

3/21/2011 MBS Research evidentiary issues; research trial exhibit 1.50 180.00 270.00
questions

3/21/2011 PRC Review and respond to email direction from attorneys 2.30 95.00 218.50
during trial regarding research and review of production
documents for objections to trial exhibits, etc.

3/22/2011 TGW Work on Bauer direct; review updated Bauer exhibits; 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
review research memoranda; conference with Rich for
additional witness preparation

3/22/2011 EKK Review correspondence and responses; examined 2.60 200.00 520.00
exhibits for expert Reinstein; conferred on items for
Quapp testimony; discussion of information and review
relevant research on enhanced photo issue; examined
additional items for possible exhibits and testimony;
work on pay application issue; examined information for
court.

3/22/2011 PRC Review, amend and fmalize mark and prepare trial copies 4.80 95.00 456.00
of exhibits for Richard Bauer's direct examination; review
and fmalize Richard Bauer's direct examination and
coordinate exhibits for use during direct examination;
work with Mr. Quapp to fmalize exhibits for use during
Mr. Quapp's direct examination; review and respond to
email correspondence fr~m opposing counsel regarding
exhibits;

3/22/2011 MBS Research and draft memorandum to T. Walker regarding 7.30 180.00 1,314.00
Petra's damage claims; review photos for new affidavit
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3/19/2011 TGW 

3119/2011 EKK 

3/20/2011 EKK 

3/2112011 TGW 

3/2112011 EKK 

3/2112011 MBS 

3/2112011 PRC 

3/22/2011 TGW 

3/22/2011 EKK 

3/22/2011 PRC 

3/22/2011 MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review trial exhibits prepared by Lemley International; 
prepare for and conduct witness preparation sessions 
with John Quapp, Dennis Reinstein and Rich Bauer; 
conference with Gene Bennett also 

Review and respond to correspondence; examined 
exhibits related to same; review of trial notes from Tom C. 
for testimony and redirect preparation. 

Work on preparation of redirect for Tom Coughlin; sent 
to Tom Coughlin with questions on same; review 
correspondence. 

Revise Quapp's direct per Saturday witness preparation 
session; revise Bauer's direct per Saturday witness 
preparation session; participate in Day 53 of trial; post 
trial conferences with trial team and Bennett and Quapp 
to rework Quapp's exhibits 

Review correspondence; participate in Trial Day 52; 
discussion of exhibit issues and examples; review 
information for revised exhibits. 

Research evidentiary issues; research trial exhibit 
questions 

Review and respond to email direction from attorneys 
during trial regarding research and review of production 
documents for objections to trial exhibits, etc. 

Work on Bauer direct; review updated Bauer exhibits; 
review research memoranda; conference with Rich for 
additional witness preparation 

Review correspondence and responses; examined 
exhibits for expert Reinstein; conferred on items for 
Quapp testimony; discussion of information and review 
relevant research on enhanced photo issue; examined 
additional items for possible exhibits and testimony; 
work on pay application issue; examined information for 
court. 

Review, amend and fmaIize mark and prepare trial copies 
of exhibits for Richard Bauer's direct examination; review 
and fmaIize Richard Bauer's direct examination and 
coordinate exhibits for use during direct examination; 
work with Mr. Quapp to fmalize exhibits for use during 
Mr. Quapp's direct examination; review and respond to 
email correspondence fr~m opposing counsel regarding 
exhibits; 

Research and draft memorandum to T. Walker regarding 
Petra's damage claims; review photos for new affidavit 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.80 275.00 2,695.00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

2.40 200.00 480.00 

10.30 275.00 2,832.50 

7.50 200.00 1,500.00 

1.50 180.00 270.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

8.60 275.00 2,365.00 

2.60 200.00 520.00 

4.80 95.00 456.00 

7.30 180.00 1,314.00 
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20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

3/23/2011 TGW Continue preparation for direct examinations of Quapp, 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
Reinstein and Bauer; conduct direct examination of
Quapp; engage in extensive oral arguments over
evidentiary issues; continue participation in 53 of trial;
conduct post trial conference with trial team; conference
with Gene Bennett and John Quapp; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett and John Quapp
regarding Jack Lemley and Keith Watts; Bennett decides
we should not call Lemley because of health reasons;
telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding same

3/23/2011 MBS Final additions to damages memorandum; draft affidavit 5.70 180.00 1,026.00
for photographer and correspond with same; research
fmdings of fact and conclusions of law;rReview record
for fmdings of fact; research for conclusions of law;
research and begin draft of motion regarding proper
scope of rebuttal

3/23/2011 EKK Participate in Trial Day 53 including extensive motions 4.50 200.00 900.00
addressed by the court from opposing counsel;
examined correspondence on further evidentiary case
issues; review correspondence from clients on exhibits
and witness decisions.

3/24/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Rich Bauer's direct and cross 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
examinations; continue review of trial exhibits to be used
during Bauer's direct examination; participate in day 54 of
trial; conduct post trial conferences with trial team;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same

3/24/2011 EKK Conferred on decisions regarding witnesses in case; 6.40 200.00 1,280.00
participate in Trial Day 54.

3/24/2011 PRC Review and respond to emails from client; review and 1.30 95.00 123.50
respond to counsel's; compile documents for attorney's
trial use; telephone call to witnesses regarding
coordination of witness testimony.

3/24/2011 MBS Review record and research for fmdings of fact; draft 3.00 180.00 540.00
memorandum on rebuttal and to exclude City's expert

3/25/2011 TGW Continue preparation for direct examinations of Reinstein 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
and Bauer; telephone conference with Bauer regarding
witness preparation; participate in day 55 of trial,
including examination of Dennis Reinstein and Rich
Bauer; lengthy post trial conferences regarding
additional research in support of Bauer's testimony

3/25/2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from 1.60 95.00 152.00
attorneys during trial regarding document production
and research; provide requested information; review and
research pleading docket regarding Meridian's Motion in
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Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

3/23/2011 TGW 

3/23/2011 MBS 

3/23/2011 EKK 

3/24/2011 TGW 

3/24/2011 EKK 

3/24/2011 PRC 

3/24/2011 MBS 

3/25/2011 TGW 

3/25/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue preparation for direct examinations of Quapp, 
Reinstein and Bauer; conduct direct examination of 
Quapp; engage in extensive oral arguments over 
evidentiary issues; continue participation in 53 of trial; 
conduct post trial conference with trial team; conference 
with Gene Bennett and John Quapp; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett and John Quapp 
regarding Jack Lemley and Keith Watts; Bennett decides 
we should not call Lemley because of health reasons; 
telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding same 

Final additions to damages memorandum; draft affidavit 
for photographer and correspond with same; research 
fmdings of fact and conclusions of law;rReview record 
for fmdings of fact; research for conclusions of law; 
research and begin draft of motion regarding proper 
scope of rebuttal 

Participate in Trial Day 53 including extensive motions 
addressed by the court from opposing counsel; 
examined correspondence on further evidentiary case 
issues; review correspondence from clients on exhibits 
and witness decisions. 

Continue preparation for Rich Bauer's direct and cross 
examinations; continue review of trial exhibits to be used 
during Bauer's direct examination; participate in day 54 of 
trial; conduct post trial conferences with trial team; 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same 

Conferred on decisions regarding witnesses in case; 
participate in Trial Day 54. 

Review and respond to em ails from client; review and 
respond to counsel's; compile documents for attorney's 
trial use; telephone call to witnesses regarding 
coordination of witness testimony. 

Review record and research for fmdings of fact; draft 
memorandum on rebuttal and to exclude City's expert 

Continue preparation for direct examinations of Reinstein 
and Bauer; telephone conference with Bauer regarding 
witness preparation; participate in day 55 of trial, 
including examination of Dennis Reinstein and Rich 
Bauer; lengthy post trial conferences regarding 
additional research in support of Bauer's testimony 

Review and respond to email correspondence from 
attorneys during trial regarding document production 
and research; provide requested information; review and 
research pleading docket regarding Meridian's Motion in 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

9.10 275.00 2,502.50 

5.70 180.00 1,026.00 

4.50 200.00 900.00 

9.30 275.00 2,557.50 

6.40 200.00 1,280.00 

1.30 95.00 123.50 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

9.10 275.00 2,502.50 

1.60 95.00 152.00 
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Petra, Inc.
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City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Limine to exclude late disclosed witnesses for
preparation of Petra's Motion to Exclude.

3/25/2011 EKK Participate in Trial Day 55; conferred with trial team on 6.80 200.00 1,360.00
upcoming potential issues; review correspondence.

3/25/2011 MBS Draft memos regarding rebuttal and experts; research 6.50 180.00 1,170.00
contract question for T. Walker; review and analyze
Bauer direct examination and draft questions.

3/26/2011 TGW Prepare for and conduct another witness preparation 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
session with Rich Bauer

3/26/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examined trial note comments 0040 200.00 80.00
from Petra consultant.

3/28/2011 TGW Continue to work on Bauer direct exam; participate in day 8040 275.00 2,310.00
56 of trial; post trial conference with Gene Bennett, Rich
Bauer and Erika Klein

3/28/2011 EKK Trial Day 56; conferred on rebuttal testimony issues; 6.80 200.00 1,360.00
examined draft affidavit on photographs; review
correspondence.

3/28/2011 PRC Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 2.30 95.00 218.50
prepare additional documents for use by expert witness
in preparation ofrebuttal testimony; review, edit and
finalize Memorandum in Support of Motion in Limine to
Exclude Tom South and Motion to Set Procedures for
Rebuttal and Surrebuttal; review discovery responses by
Kim Trout; prepare and mark exhibits for Affidavit of
Thomas Walker; prepare Affidavit of Walker in Support
of Motion in Limine to Exclude Expert Tesimony of Tom
South.

3/28/2011 MBS Draft memoranda regarding rebuttal and to exclude 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
experts; review affidavit regarding photos; continue
drafting fmdings of fact and conclusions of law research
material for City's rebuttal case

3/29/2011 PRC Work on redirect for Richard Bauer; amend and finalize 3.10 95.00 294.50
marking of new exhibits for Bauer's redirect and rebuttal
testimony; review and respond to email from opposing
counsel regarding admitted exhibits and pdfexhibits per
procedure to opposing counsel; finalize affidavit and
exhibits of Thomas Walker in support of Motion to
Exclude Testimony of Tom South.

3/29/2011 TGW Prepare for and hold conference with Rich Bauer 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
regarding his analysis of the city's damages; review legal
memorandum regarding excluding city's expert, Tom
South; review legal memorandum regarding proper
rebuttal testimony; exchange several emails with Rich
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date 

3/25/2011 

3/25/2011 

3/26/2011 

3/26/2011 

3/28/2011 

3/28/2011 

3/28/2011 

3/28/2011 

3/29/2011 

3/29/2011 

Prof 

EKK 

MBS 

TGW 

EKK 

TGW 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

PRC 

TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Limine to exclude late disclosed witnesses for 
preparation of Petra's Motion to Exclude. 

Participate in Trial Day 55; conferred with trial team on 
upcoming potential issues; review correspondence. 

Draft memos regarding rebuttal and experts; research 
contract question for T. Walker; review and analyze 
Bauer direct examination and draft questions. 

Prepare for and conduct another witness preparation 
session with Rich Bauer 

Review correspondence; examined trial note comments 
from Petra consultant. 

Continue to work on Bauer direct exam; participate in day 
56 of trial; post trial conference with Gene Bennett, Rich 
Bauer and Erika Klein 

Trial Day 56; conferred on rebuttal testimony issues; 
examined draft affidavit on photographs; review 
correspondence. 

Review, track and classify electronic correspondence; 
prepare additional documents for use by expert witness 
in preparation of rebuttal testimony; review, edit and 
finalize Memorandum in Support of Motion in Limine to 
Exclude Tom South and Motion to Set Procedures for 
Rebuttal and Surrebuttal; review discovery responses by 
Kim Trout; prepare and mark exhibits for Affidavit of 
Thomas Walker; prepare Affidavit of Walker in Support 
of Motion in Limine to Exclude Expert Tesimony of Tom 
South. 

Draft memoranda regarding rebuttal and to exclude 
experts; review affidavit regarding photos; continue 
drafting fmdings of fact and conclusions of law research 
material for City's rebuttal case 

Work on redirect for Richard Bauer; amend and finalize 
marking of new exhibits for Bauer's redirect and rebuttal 
testimony; review and respond to email from opposing 
counsel regarding admitted exhibits and pdf exhibits per 
procedure to opposing counsel; finalize affidavit and 
exhibits of Thomas Walker in support of Motion to 
Exclude Testimony of Tom South. 

Prepare for and hold conference with Rich Bauer 
regarding his analysis of the city's damages; review legal 
memorandum regarding excluding city's expert, Tom 
South; review legal memorandum regarding proper 
rebuttal testimony; exchange several emails with Rich 

6/20/20119:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

6.80 200.00 1,360.00 

6.50 180.00 1,170.00 

6.20 275.00 1,705.00 

0040 200.00 80.00 

8040 275.00 2,310.00 

6.80 200.00 1,360.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

8.80 275.00 2,420.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Bauer and Gene Bennett; prepare exhibits 959 through
962; second conference with Rich Bauer

3/29/2011 EKK Examined brief on rebuttal issues; correspondence on 3.80 200.00 760.00
case; discussion of timeline on expert disclosures and
how to address with court for rebuttal purposes;
examined briefmg on exclusion of City late disclosed
expert T. South; work on notes for possible cross of City
of Meridian rebuttal witnesses; conferred with T.
Walker; review draft correspondence.

3/29/2011 MBS Research and draft memoranda regarding rebuttal case; 8.20 180.00 1,476.00
review City damage claims for Bauer exhibits; continue
reviewing transcript and drafting findings of fact

3/30/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Bauer redirect and rebuttal; 8.10 275.00 2,227.50
participate in day 57 of trial; post trial conferences
regarding briefing ordered by Judge Wilper regarding
rebuttal and surrebutal; exchange emails with Rich Bauer
regarding amendments to his rebuttal exhibits

3/30/2011 EKK Trial Day 57 including conclusion of case in chief of both 5.20 200.00 1,040.00
parties; conferred on trial plan going forward; review
possible exhibit information.

3/30/2011 MBS Review and revise memoranda regarding rebuttal; 7.90 180.00 1,422.00
continue research and drafting of fmdings of fact; review
Bauer exhibits for rebuttal phase of trial; review City
damage figures and disclosures for potential motion;
strategy conference regarding rebuttal phase of trial

3/31/2011 TGW Respond to numerous questions and comments from 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
Gene; work on arguments for Monday's hearing on
rebuttal witnesses; conference with Matt Schelstrate and
Erika Klein regarding same; work on closing argument;
work on Rich Bauer's rebuttal testimony; review and
revise Bauer exhibits, including extensive narrative

3/31/2011 EKK Review correspondence; trial team meeting on offer of 1.80 200.00 360.00
proof and briefing to do; review additional exhibits to be
used.

3/31/2011 MBS Review and revise Bauer damages exhibit; strategy 6.50 180.00 1,170.00
conference regarding rebuttal phase; fmalize memoranda
regarding rebuttal phase; draft brief in support of Bauer
rebuttal

4/1/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examined additional exhibits to 1.80 200.00 360.00
be used; reviewed report from expert for possible cross
examination areas related to T. Weltner rebuttal;
examined filings by opposing counsel and reviewed in
comparison to Petra filing.
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Date Prof 

3/29/2011 EKK 

3/29/2011 MBS 

3/30/2011 TGW 

3/30/2011 EKK 

3/30/2011 MBS 

3/3112011 TGW 

3/3112011 EKK 

3/3112011 MBS 

4/112011 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Bauer and Gene Bennett; prepare exhibits 959 through 
962; second conference with Rich Bauer 

Examined brief on rebuttal issues; correspondence on 
case; discussion of time line on expert disclosures and 
how to address with court for rebuttal purposes; 
examined briefmg on exclusion of City late disclosed 
expert T. South; work on notes for possible cross of City 
of Meridian rebuttal witnesses; conferred with T. 
Walker; review draft correspondence. 

Research and draft memoranda regarding rebuttal case; 
review City damage claims for Bauer exhibits; continue 
reviewing transcript and drafting findings of fact 

Continue preparation for Bauer redirect and rebuttal; 
participate in day 57 of trial; post trial conferences 
regarding briefing ordered by Judge Wilper regarding 
rebuttal and surrebutal; exchange emails with Rich Bauer 
regarding amendments to his rebuttal exhibits 

Trial Day 57 including conclusion of case in chief of both 
parties; conferred on trial plan going forward; review 
possible exhibit information. 

Review and revise memoranda regarding rebuttal; 
continue research and drafting of fmdings of fact; review 
Bauer exhibits for rebuttal phase of trial; review City 
damage figures and disclosures for potential motion; 
strategy conference regarding rebuttal phase of trial 

Respond to numerous questions and comments from 
Gene; work on arguments for Monday's hearing on 
rebuttal witnesses; conference with Matt Schelstrate and 
Erika Klein regarding same; work on closing argument; 
work on Rich Bauer's rebuttal testimony; review and 
revise Bauer exhibits, including extensive narrative 

Review correspondence; trial team meeting on offer of 
proof and briefing to do; review additional exhibits to be 
used. 

Review and revise Bauer damages exhibit; strategy 
conference regarding rebuttal phase; fmalize memoranda 
regarding rebuttal phase; draft brief in support of Bauer 
rebuttal 

Review correspondence; examined additional exhibits to 
be used; reviewed report from expert for possible cross 
examination areas related to T. Weltner rebuttal; 
examined filings by opposing counsel and reviewed in 
comparison to Petra filing. 
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Units Price Value 

3.80 200.00 760.00 

8.20 180.00 1,476.00 

8.10 275.00 2,227.50 

5.20 200.00 1,040.00 

7.90 180.00 1,422.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

1.80 200.00 360.00 

6.50 180.00 1,170.00 

1.80 200.00 360.00 
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Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

4/1/2011 MBS Finish memorandum regarding Bauer rebuttal; continue 6.50 180.00 1,170.00
reviewing trial transcript and drafting fmdings of fact;
review testimony and exhibits in preparation for City's
rebuttal on masonry; review records for issues regarding
Petra's motion to amend pleadings to conform to the
evidence

4/1/2011 PRC Process for filing Memorandum regarding Rebuttal and 0.50 95.00 47.50
Surrebuttal procedures to be utilized.

4/4/2011 TGW Prepare for hearing on scope of rebuttal and surrebuttal; 8.90 275.00 2,447.50
participate in hearing; prepare Ray Miller surrebutal
direct examination; several conferences with Petra trial
team regarding rebuttal and surrebuttal; commence
preparation of cross examination for Alvin Hill; two
telephone conferences with Ray Miller; prepare exhibits
for Miller; exchange several emails with Gene Bennett

4/4/2011 EKK Review correspondence; motion hearings on rebuttal 2.60 200.00 520.00
issues; review information relating to rebuttal.

4/4/2011 PRC Work on trial exhibits and direct rebuttal examination for 2.30 95.00 218.50
Ray Miller; research airline flight status for bringing
witness in to testify.

4/4/2011 MBS Review record and continue with fmdings of fact and 4.20 180.00 756.00
motion to amend to conform the pleadings; assist with
preparation for rebuttal case on masonry

4/5/2011 TGW Continue work on Ray Miller's surrebuttal direct 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
examination and Alvin Hill's cross examination; continue
work on closing argument; telephone conference with
Ray Miller regarding his examination and make
arrangements for an additional telephone prepare
session for tomorrow

4/5/2011 EKK Trial team meeting on strategy related to motion filings lAO 200.00 280.00
and discussion of rebuttal testimony; review
correspondence; examined questions and exhibits for
rebuttal testimony.

4/5/2011 PRC Compile, mark and prepare exhibits for rebuttal exams; 3.80 95.00 361.00
review and edit rebuttal exam of Raymond Miller;
research file for cross examination notes of Chamberlain.

4/5/2011 MBS Review transcript regarding masonry rebuttal and assist 3.50 180.00 630.00
with preparation for Ray Miller's testimony; continue
researching and reviewing transcript and drafting
findings of fact

4/6/2011 TGW Continue with revisions to examinations of Ray Miller 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
and Alvin Hill; conference with trial team regarding
same; exchange emails with Ray Miller regarding same;
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Date Prof 

4/1/2011 MBS 

4/1/2011 PRC 

4/4/2011 TGW 

4/4/2011 EKK 

4/4/2011 PRC 

4/412011 MBS 

4/5/2011 TGW 

4/5/2011 EKK 

4/5/2011 PRC 

4/5/2011 MBS 

4/6/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Finish memorandum regarding Bauer rebuttal; continue 
reviewing trial transcript and drafting fmdings of fact; 
review testimony and exhibits in preparation for City's 
rebuttal on masonry; review records for issues regarding 
Petra's motion to amend pleadings to conform to the 
evidence 

Process for filing Memorandum regarding Rebuttal and 
Surrebuttal procedures to be utilized. 

Prepare for hearing on scope of rebuttal and surrebuttal; 
participate in hearing; prepare Ray Miller surrebutal 
direct examination; several conferences with Petra trial 
team regarding rebuttal and surrebuttal; commence 
preparation of cross examination for Alvin Hill; two 
telephone conferences with Ray Miller; prepare exhibits 
for Miller; exchange several emails with Gene Bennett 

Review correspondence; motion hearings on rebuttal 
issues; review information relating to rebuttal. 

Work on trial exhibits and direct rebuttal examination for 
Ray Miller; research airline flight status for bringing 
witness in to testify. 

Review record and continue with fmdings of fact and 
motion to amend to conform the pleadings; assist with 
preparation for rebuttal case on masonry 

Continue work on Ray Miller's surrebuttal direct 
examination and Alvin Hill's cross examination; continue 
work on closing argument; telephone conference with 
Ray Miller regarding his examination and make 
arrangements for an additional telephone prepare 
session for tomorrow 

Trial team meeting on strategy related to motion filings 
and discussion of rebuttal testimony; review 
correspondence; examined questions and exhibits for 
rebuttal testimony. 

Compile, mark and prepare exhibits for rebuttal exams; 
review and edit rebuttal exam of Raymond Miller; 
research file for cross examination notes of Chamberlain. 

Review transcript regarding masonry rebuttal and assist 
with preparation for Ray Miller's testimony; continue 
researching and reviewing transcript and drafting 
findings of fact 

Continue with revisions to examinations of Ray Miller 
and Alvin Hill; conference with trial team regarding 
same; exchange emails with Ray Miller regarding same; 
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Units Price Value 

6.50 180.00 1,170.00 

0.50 95.00 47.50 

8.90 275.00 2,447.50 

2.60 200.00 520.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

4.20 180.00 756.00 

8.70 275.00 2,392.50 

lAO 200.00 280.00 

3.80 95.00 361.00 

3.50 180.00 630.00 

8.70 275.00 2,392.50 
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Petra, Inc.
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City of Meridian
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continue work on closing argument; telephone
conference with Ray Miller

4/6/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examine information on rebuttal 1.30 200.00 260.00
and surrebuttal testimony; confer on information for
closing arguments.

4/6/2011 PRC Case management and organization of trial witness files 2.50 95.00 237.50
and exhibits; review, track and classify electronic
correspondence to Pro1aw file; review and amend direct
rebuttal examination testimony of Raymond Miller and
cross rebuttal of Alvin Hill; organize Meridian's trial
exhibit CD's and segregate admitted CD's.

4/6/2011 MBS Continue drafting fmdings of fact; review trial transcript 3.50 180.00 630.00

4/7/2011 TGW Continue preparation for rebuttal and surrebuttal 6.70 275.00 1,842.50
examinations; continue work on closing argument;
participate in Day 59 of trial; cross examine Alvin Hill;
conduct direct exam of Ray Miller

4/7/2011 EKK Participate in fma1 Trial day number 59 for Rebuttal and 3.90 200.00 780.00
Surrebuttal testimony; conferred on information from last
day with M. Sche1strate on the written closings.

4/7/2011 PRC Case management; review admitted trial exhibit lists; 4.30 95.00 408.50
compile admitted exhibits by both parties for citation use
during briefing with required notations on specific
exhibits and specifics regarding admission.

4/11/2011 EKK Review correspondence; conferred on facts and 0.50 200.00 100.00
arguments for fmdings and conclusions.

4/11/2011 PRC Work on and update compilation of attorney's trial 2.10 95.00 199.50
notes; review email to clerk from opposing counsel's
office regarding questions regarding admitted exhibits;
review transcript and admitted exhibits to confirm
accuracy of clerk's notes.

4/11/2011 MBS Draft fmdings of fact and conclusions of law; review trial 4.50 180.00 810.00
transcript and admitted exhibits

4/12/2011 TGW Continue work on closing argument; several conferences 8040 275.00 2,310.00
with Matt Schelstrate regarding findings of fact and
conclusions oflaw; review file regarding same

4/12/2011 EKK Review correspondence; conferred regarding facts 0040 200.00 80.00
issues for briefmg.

4/12/2011 MBS Draft fmdings of fact and conclusions of law 6.60 180.00 1,188.00

4/12/2011 PRC Commence work on first draft of Closing Argument; 2040 95.00 228.00
review exhibits and portions of record for completion of
certain argument; prepare draft of Table of Contents for
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Date Prof 

4/6/2011 EKK 

4/6/2011 PRC 

4/6/2011 MBS 

41712011 TGW 

41712011 EKK 

41712011 PRC 

4/1112011 EKK 

411112011 PRC 

4/1112011 MBS 

4112/2011 TGW 

4112/2011 EKK 

4/1212011 MBS 

4112/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

continue work on closing argument; telephone 
conference with Ray Miller 

Review correspondence; examine information on rebuttal 
and surrebuttal testimony; confer on information for 
closing arguments. 

Case management and organization of trial witness files 
and exhibits; review, track and classify electronic 
correspondence to Prolaw file; review and amend direct 
rebuttal examination testimony of Raymond Miller and 
cross rebuttal of Alvin Hill; organize Meridian's trial 
exhibit CD's and segregate admitted CD's. 

Continue drafting fmdings of fact; review trial transcript 

Continue preparation for rebuttal and surrebuttal 
examinations; continue work on closing argument; 
participate in Day 59 of trial; cross examine Alvin Hill; 
conduct direct exam of Ray Miller 

Participate in fmal Trial day number 59 for Rebuttal and 
Surrebuttal testimony; conferred on information from last 
day with M. Schelstrate on the written closings. 

Case management; review admitted trial exhibit lists; 
compile admitted exhibits by both parties for citation use 
during briefing with required notations on specific 
exhibits and specifics regarding admission. 

Review correspondence; conferred on facts and 
arguments for fmdings and conclusions. 

Work on and update compilation of attorney's trial 
notes; review email to clerk from opposing counsel's 
office regarding questions regarding admitted exhibits; 
review transcript and admitted exhibits to confirm 
accuracy of clerk's notes. 

Draft fmdings of fact and conclusions of law; review trial 
transcript and admitted exhibits 

Continue work on closing argument; several conferences 
with Matt Schelstrate regarding findings of fact and 
conclusions oflaw; review file regarding same 

Review correspondence; conferred regarding facts 
issues for briefmg. 

Draft fmdings of fact and conclusions of law 

Commence work on first draft of Closing Argument; 
review exhibits and portions of record for completion of 
certain argument; prepare draft of Table of Contents for 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.30 200.00 260.00 

2.50 95.00 237.50 

3.50 180.00 630.00 

6.70 275.00 1,842.50 

3.90 200.00 780.00 

4.30 95.00 408.50 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

4.50 180.00 810.00 

8040 275.00 2,310.00 

0040 200.00 80.00 

6.60 180.00 1,188.00 

2040 95.00 228.00 
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organization purposes.

4/13/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examined fact and law point 2.30 200.00 460.00
documents related to closing preparation; conferred with
M. Schelstrate on exhibits for [IDdings and located
certain information for same; began examining draft of
revised closing.

4/13/2011 TGW Several conferences with Trial Team Members regarding 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
closing arguments and [IDdings and conclusions;
develop an issues of law list; develop a facts proved list;
revise draft of closing arguments to coincide with
revised organization of presentation of arguments,
[IDdings and conclusions

4/13/2011 PRC Review statement of legal issues and statement of facts 1.50 95.00 142.50
to be addressed for comment; review opening argument
regarding issues raised to ensure all issues addressed in
statement of facts.

4/13/2011 MBS Draft Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 10.00 180.00 1,800.00

4/14/2011 TGW Continue work on closing and proposed findings and 2.80 275.00 770.00
conclusions; several conferences with trial team
regarding same; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding status of work

4/14/2011 EKK Review correspondence and discussion of facts for 1.00 200.00 200.00
findings.

4/14/20 II PRC Case management and pleading docketing. 0.80 95.00 76.00

4/14/2011 MBS Draft findings of fact and conclusions of law 10.50 180.00 1,890.00

4/15/2011 TGW Continue work on closing, [IDdings and conclusions; 2.30 275.00 632.50
several conferences with trial team regarding same

4/15/2011 EKK Continue review and examination of Closing argument 1.70 200.00 340.00
document; conferred on other areas to address.

4/15/2011 MBS Draft [IDdings of fact and conclusions of law 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

4/18/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examined information on certain 1.00 200.00 200.00
fact issues for findings with M. Schelstrate; examined
notes and transcripts to locate additional testimony for
findings.

4/18/2011 TGW Several conferences with Matt Schelstrate regarding his 2.60 275.00 715.00
work on the proposed [IDdings and conclusions;
continue to work on closing and [IDdings

4/18/2011 MBS Draft [IDdings of fact and conclusions of law 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

4/18/2011 PRC Research and compile for attorney's use in drafting of 1.00 95.00 95.00
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law trial exhibits.
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411312011 EKK 

4/13/2011 TGW 

4/13/2011 PRC 

4/13/2011 MBS 

4/14/2011 TGW 

4114/2011 EKK 

4114/2011 PRC 

4114/2011 MBS 

4115/2011 TGW 

4/15/2011 EKK 

4/15/2011 MBS 

4/18/2011 EKK 

4/18/2011 TGW 

4/18/2011 MBS 

4/18/2011 PRC 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

organization purposes. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review correspondence; examined fact and law point 
documents related to closing preparation; conferred with 
M. Schelstrate on exhibits for fIDdings and located 
certain information for same; began examining draft of 
revised closing. 

Several conferences with Trial Team Members regarding 
closing arguments and fIDdings and conclusions; 
develop an issues of law list; develop a facts proved list; 
revise draft of closing arguments to coincide with 
revised organization of presentation of arguments, 
fIDdings and conclusions 

Review statement of legal issues and statement of facts 
to be addressed for comment; review opening argument 
regarding issues raised to ensure all issues addressed in 
statement of facts. 

Draft Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law 

Continue work on closing and proposed findings and 
conclusions; several conferences with trial team 
regarding same; telephone conference with Gene Bennett 
regarding status of work 

Review correspondence and discussion of facts for 
findings. 

Case management and pleading docketing. 

Draft findings of fact and conclusions of law 

Continue work on closing, fIDdings and conclusions; 
several conferences with trial team regarding same 

Continue review and examination of Closing argument 
document; conferred on other areas to address. 

Draft fIDdings of fact and conclusions of law 

Review correspondence; examined information on certain 
fact issues for findings with M. Schelstrate; examined 
notes and transcripts to locate additional testimony for 
findings. 

Several conferences with Matt Schelstrate regarding his 
work on the proposed fIDdings and conclusions; 
continue to work on closing and fIDdings 

Draft fIDdings of fact and conclusions of law 

Research and compile for attorney's use in drafting of 
Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law trial exhibits. 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.30 200.00 460.00 

6.80 275.00 1,870.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

10.00 180.00 1,800.00 

2.80 275.00 770.00 

1.00 200.00 200.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

10.50 180.00 1,890.00 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

1.70 200.00 340.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

1.00 200.00 200.00 

2.60 275.00 715.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

1.00 95.00 95.00 
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4/19/2011 TGW Review email from Rob Anderson regarding Joint 1.10 275.00 302.50
Defense Agreement; review agreement and forward to
Jerry Frank again with a request for instructions;
continue work on findings and conclusions; several
conferences with Matt Schelstrate regarding same

4/19/2011 EKK Review testimony for evidentiary points needed for 1.30 200.00 260.00
briefmg.

4/19/2011 MBS Draft fIDdings of fact and conclusions of law 13.00 180.00 2,340.00

4/19/2011 PRC Work on draft of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 0.90 95.00 85.50
Law; compile documents for attorney regarding same.

4/20/2011 TGW Continue to work on closing and proposed findings and 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
conclusions; conference with trial team to review current
status of work and to make additional assignments

4/20/2011 EKK Review information on opposing counsel; trial team 2.30 200.00 460.00
meeting on closing argument and fIDdings and
conclusions review and strategy; examined evidence
areas for use in fIDdings.

4/20/2011 PRC Petra closing meeting with counsel to review closing 2.30 95.00 218.50
argument and Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.

4/20/2011 MBS Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 9.80 180.00 1,764.00
findings of fact; review and continue revising same

4/21/2011 TGW Revise closing statement to shorten length; several 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
conferences with trial team regarding proposed findings
and conclusions and citations to the record; telephone
conference with Rich Bauer regarding closing argument

4/21/2011 EKK Review correspondence on fIDdings and closing; 0.20 200.00 40.00
conferred on additional exhibits to reference.

4/21/2011 MBS Revise findings of fact and conclusions of law 7.00 180.00 1,260.00

4/22/2011 TGW Several conferences with trial team regarding proposed 1.50 275.00 412.50
findings and conclusions; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett regarding status of closing argument and
findings and conclusions; joint defense agreement and
past due billing

4/22/2011 EKK Conferred on case including discussions with Petra. 0.20 200.00 40.00

4/22/2011 MBS Continue drafting and revising findings of fact and 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
conclusions of law; review admitted exhibits inclusion in
fIDdings of fact

4/25/2011 TGW Review and revise latest version of proposed finding and 3.00 275.00 825.00
conclusions

4/25/2011 EKK Conferred on issue with City exhibit and actions related 0.30 200.00 60.00
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Date Prof 

4/19/2011 TGW 

4119/2011 EKK 

4/19/2011 MBS 

4119/2011 PRC 

4/20/2011 TGW 

4/20/2011 EKK 

4/20/2011 PRC 

4/20/2011 MBS 

4/2112011 TGW 

4/2112011 EKK 

4/2112011 MBS 

4/22/2011 TGW 

4/22/2011 EKK 

4/22/2011 MBS 

4/25/2011 TGW 

4/25/2011 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Review email from Rob Anderson regarding Joint 
Defense Agreement; review agreement and forward to 
Jerry Frank again with a request for instructions; 
continue work on findings and conclusions; several 
conferences with Matt Schelstrate regarding same 

Review testimony for evidentiary points needed for 
brief mg. 

Draft fIDdings of fact and conclusions of law 

Work on draft of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law; compile documents for attorney regarding same. 

Continue to work on closing and proposed findings and 
conclusions; conference with trial team to review current 
status of work and to make additional assignments 

Review information on opposing counsel; trial team 
meeting on closing argument and fIDdings and 
conclusions review and strategy; examined evidence 
areas for use in fIDdings. 

Petra closing meeting with counsel to review closing 
argument and Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 

Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding 
findings of fact; review and continue revising same 

Revise closing statement to shorten length; several 
conferences with trial team regarding proposed findings 
and conclusions and citations to the record; telephone 
conference with Rich Bauer regarding closing argument 

Review correspondence on fIDdings and closing; 
conferred on additional exhibits to reference. 

Revise findings of fact and conclusions of law 

Several conferences with trial team regarding proposed 
findings and conclusions; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett regarding status of closing argument and 
findings and conclusions; joint defense agreement and 
past due billing 

Conferred on case including discussions with Petra. 

Continue drafting and revising findings of fact and 
conclusions of law; review admitted exhibits inclusion in 
fIDdings of fact 

Review and revise latest version of proposed finding and 
conclusions 

Conferred on issue with City exhibit and actions related 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

1.10 275.00 302.50 

1.30 200.00 260.00 

13.00 180.00 2,340.00 

0.90 95.00 85.50 

4.20 275.00 1,155.00 

2.30 200.00 460.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

9.80 180.00 1,764.00 

4.00 275.00 1,100.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

1.50 275.00 412.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

3.00 275.00 825.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisl,lng (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

to same; review correspondence.

4/25/2011 MBS Continue fmal revisions of fmdings of fact and 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
conclusions of law

4/26/2011 EKK Conferred with M. Schelstrate regarding remaining 0.20 200.00 40.00
issues for citations.

4/26/2011 PRC Review and editing of draft of Findings of Fact and 1.50 95.00 142.50
Conclusions of Law.

4/26/2011 MBS Continue revising findings of fact and conclusions of 4.70 180.00 846.00
law

4/28/2011 EKK Discussion and testimony on facts to support the 0.20 200.00 40.00
fmding citations on leak issues.

4/28/2011 MBS Draft fmdings of fact and conclusions of law 4.00 180.00 720.00

4/29/2011 MBS Revise findings of fact and conclusions of law 1.90 180.00 342.00

5/2/2011 MBS Revise findings of fact and conclusions of law; review 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
admitted exhibits for same

5/3/2011 MBS Revise and make additions to closing argument and 3.00 180.00 540.00
findings of fact

5/4/2011 MBS Revise and finalize findings of fact; conference with T. 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
Walker regarding same

5/4/2011 TGW Continue review of comments by Bennett and Bauer and 7.30 275.00 2,007.50
incorporate into closing argument as appropriate under
the court's criteria; two telephone conferences with
Bennett; several conferences with Matt Schelstrate
regarding proposed fmdings and conclusions

5/4/2011 EKK Review correspondence and information on changes. 0.20 200.00 40.00

5/5/2011 TGW Review email and attached Bennett and Bauer comments 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
on closing argument and proposed findings and
conclusions; conference with trial team regarding same;
work on revisions to closing argument and proposed
findings of fact and conclusions of law; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding same; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank regarding same and billing
issues

5/5/2011 EKK Examination of fmdings of fact and conclusions of law 2.10 200.00 420.00
document and noted changes and editing of same.

5/5/2011 MBS Draft revisions to findings of fact and closing argument. 4.00 180.00 720.00

5/6/2011 TGW Work on closing argument and fmdings of fact and 1.20 275.00 330.00
conclusions oflaw for filing and service on Monday,
May 9, 2011
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Transactions Fee Lisl,lng (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

4/25/2011 MBS 

4/26/2011 EKK 

4/26/2011 PRC 

4/26/2011 MBS 

4/28/2011 EKK 

4/28/2011 MBS 

4/29/2011 MBS 

5/2/2011 MBS 

5/3/2011 MBS 

5/4/2011 MBS 

5/4/2011 TGW 

5/4/2011 EKK 

515/2011 TGW 

515/2011 EKK 

515/2011 MBS 

5/6/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

to same; review correspondence. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue fmal revisions of fmdings of fact and 
conclusions of law 

Conferred with M. Schelstrate regarding remaining 
issues for citations. 

Review and editing of draft of Findings of Fact and 
Conclusions of Law. 

Continue revising findings of fact and conclusions of 
law 

Discussion and testimony on facts to support the 
fmding citations on leak issues. 

Draft fmdings of fact and conclusions of law 

Revise findings of fact and conclusions of law 

Revise findings of fact and conclusions of law; review 
admitted exhibits for same 

Revise and make additions to closing argument and 
findings of fact 

Revise and finalize findings of fact; conference with T. 
Walker regarding same 

Continue review of comments by Bennett and Bauer and 
incorporate into closing argument as appropriate under 
the court's criteria; two telephone conferences with 
Bennett; several conferences with Matt Schelstrate 
regarding proposed fmdings and conclusions 

Review correspondence and information on changes. 

Review email and attached Bennett and Bauer comments 
on closing argument and proposed findings and 
conclusions; conference with trial team regarding same; 
work on revisions to closing argument and proposed 
findings of fact and conclusions of law; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett regarding same; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding same and billing 
issues 

Examination of fmdings of fact and conclusions of law 
document and noted changes and editing of same. 

Draft revisions to findings of fact and closing argument. 

Work on closing argument and fmdings of fact and 
conclusions oflaw for filing and service on Monday, 
May 9, 2011 

6/20/20119:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

8.50 180.00 1,530.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

4.70 180.00 846.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

1.90 180.00 342.00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

8.50 180.00 1,530.00 

7.30 275.00 2,007.50 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

5.20 275.00 1,430.00 

2.10 200.00 420.00 

4.00 180.00 720.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

5/6/2011 EKK Complete review of findings and conclusions; examined 3.10 200.00 620.00
closing argument and noted editing and changes to
same.

5/6/2011 PRC Review and edit Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 2.80 95.00 266.00
Law; and Closing Argument; confirm footnote
references.

5/6/2011 MBS Finalize findings of fact and conclusions of law 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

5/9/2011 TGW Conduct fmal review of closing argument and findings of 3.20 275.00 880.00
fact and conclusions of law

5/9/2011 MBS Final edit of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of law 3.00 180.00 540.00

5/9/2011 PRC Review, edit and fmalize and process for filing and 1.50 95.00 142.50
service Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law;
prepare transmittal letter to Judge Wilper and prepare
CD and chambers copies for Judge Wilper.

5/9/2011 EKK Examined closing argument by opposing counsel. 0.60 200.00 120.00

5/10/2011 TGW Review City's closing argument and proposed fmdings 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
of fact and conclusions of law; conference with trial team
for assignments for rebuttal

5/10/2011 EKK Examined fmdings of fact and conclusions of law filed by 1.00 200.00 200.00
opposing party; review correspondence.

5/10/2011 PRC Review and research files regarding documents related to 0.80 95.00 76.00
fiduciary duty/"trust and confidence" issues; review
filings by Meridian

5/10/2011 MBS Review City's filings 1.00 180.00 180.00

5/11/2011 TGW Continue work on rebuttal 7.10 275.00 1,952.50

5/11/2011 EKK Review correspondence; conferred on the facts to 0.50 200.00 100.00
address in the response to City.

5/11/2011 PRC Research AlA contract for extraction of specific 0.60 95.00 57.00
language relating to contractor's v. construction
manager's duties; review and respond to emails from
client regarding trial transcript.

5/11/2011 MBS Review City's claims regarding fiduciary duty; research 0.70 180.00 126.00
fiduciary duty issue

5/11/2011 MBS Research and draft rebuttal brief 3.00 180.00 540.00

5/12/2011 MBS Continue drafting rebuttal brief; review and analyze 2.50 180.00 450.00
City's filings

5/12/2011 EKK Discussion of facts to be addressed from City's findings; 0.30 200.00 60.00
review of facts cited by City without proper citations to
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/6/2011 EKK 

5/6/2011 PRC 

5/6/2011 MBS 

5/9/2011 TGW 

5/9/2011 MBS 

5/9/2011 PRC 

5/9/2011 EKK 

5110/2011 TGW 

5110/2011 EKK 

5/10/2011 PRC 

5110/2011 MBS 

511112011 TGW 

511112011 EKK 

5/11/2011 PRC 

5/1112011 MBS 

5/1112011 MBS 

5112/2011 MBS 

5/12/2011 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Complete review of findings and conclusions; examined 
closing argument and noted editing and changes to 
same. 

Review and edit Findings of Fact and Conclusions of 
Law; and Closing Argument; confirm footnote 
references. 

Finalize findings of fact and conclusions of law 

Conduct fmal review of closing argument and findings of 
fact and conclusions of law 

Final edit of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of law 

Review, edit and fmalize and process for filing and 
service Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law; 
prepare transmittal letter to Judge Wilper and prepare 
CD and chambers copies for Judge Wilper. 

Examined closing argument by opposing counsel. 

Review City's closing argument and proposed fmdings 
of fact and conclusions of law; conference with trial team 
for assignments for rebuttal 

Examined fmdings of fact and conclusions of law filed by 
opposing party; review correspondence. 

Review and research files regarding documents related to 
fiduciary duty/"trust and confidence" issues; review 
filings by Meridian 

Review City's filings 

Continue work on rebuttal 

Review correspondence; conferred on the facts to 
address in the response to City. 

Research AlA contract for extraction of specific 
language relating to contractor's v. construction 
manager's duties; review and respond to emails from 
client regarding trial transcript. 

Review City's claims regarding fiduciary duty; research 
fiduciary duty issue 

Research and draft rebuttal brief 

Continue drafting rebuttal brief; review and analyze 
City's filings 

Discussion of facts to be addressed from City's findings; 
review of facts cited by City without proper citations to 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

3.10 200.00 620.00 

2.80 95.00 266.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

3.20 275.00 880.00 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

1.50 95.00 142.50 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

4.20 275.00 1,155.00 

1.00 200.00 200.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

1.00 180.00 180.00 

7.10 275.00 1,952.50 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

0.60 95.00 57.00 

0.70 180.00 126.00 

3.00 180.00 540.00 

2.50 180.00 450.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

the record.

5/12/2011 TGW Several conferences with Trial Team regarding rebuttal; 2.80 275.00 770.00
continue work on rebuttal

5/13/2011 TGW Review comments from Petra and Rich Bauer regarding 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
responses to the City's closing argument; continue work
on rebuttal; conference with trial team; review cases
cited by Gene Bennett and found them not helpful
regarding the establishment of a fiduciary duty; continue
work on rebuttal

5/13/2011 MBS Review Petra's comments; research fiduciary duty 0.50 180.00 90.00

5/13/2011 EKK Review correspondence on argument and evidence in 0.40 200.00 80.00
support of rebuttal closing argument.

5/13/2011 PRC Review AlA contract; pull relevant language for 1.10 95.00 104.50
insertion; work on rebuttal documents to City's filings.

5/16/2011 TGW Review comments by Tom Coughlin; conference with 2.30 275.00 632.50
Matt Schelstrate regarding integrating of Petra personnel
and Bauer comments into rebuttal; continue work on
rebuttal

5/16/2011 EKK Review correspondence and memorandum; information 0.70 200.00 140.00
provided by Petra; discu~sion of areas and the details to
be addressed.

5/16/2011 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 7.50 180.00 1,350.00

5/16/2011 PRC Review transcripts and admitted trial exhibits for locating 2.30 95.00 218.50
and finding case citations for rebuttal argument.

5/17/2011 TGW Continue to work on rebuttal; several conferences with 1.00 275.00 275.00
Matt Schelstrate regarding same; review and respond to
email from Jerry regarding equitable adjustment of Petra's
fee

5/17/2011 EKK Review correspondence from Petra on additions and 1.00 200.00 200.00
points to highlight in closing; correspondence on
exhibits to reference and locating additional exhibit
references for use in rebuttal closing and provided to M.
Schelstrate.

5/17/2011 MBS Continue drafting rebuttal brief; review Petra's analyses; 9.00 180.00 1,620.00
phone calls with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin

5/18/2011 TGW Review and revise latest draft of rebuttal; conference 3.80 275.00 1,045.00
with Matt Schelstrate regarding same; transmit draft to
Petra and Bauer

5/18/2011 EKK Examined additional citations for use in filings. 0.20 200.00 40.00

5/18/2011 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 6.20 180.00 1,116.00
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date 

5/12/2011 

5/13/2011 

5113/2011 

5/13/2011 

5/13/2011 

5/16/2011 

5116/2011 

5116/2011 

5116/2011 

5/17/2011 

5/17/2011 

5117/2011 

5/18/2011 

5118/2011 

5/18/2011 

Prof 

TGW 

TGW 

MBS 

EKK 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

MBS 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

MBS 

TGW 

EKK 

MBS 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

the record. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Several conferences with Trial Team regarding rebuttal; 
continue work on rebuttal 

Review comments from Petra and Rich Bauer regarding 
responses to the City's closing argument; continue work 
on rebuttal; conference with trial team; review cases 
cited by Gene Bennett and found them not helpful 
regarding the establishment of a fiduciary duty; continue 
work on rebuttal 

Review Petra's comments; research fiduciary duty 

Review correspondence on argument and evidence in 
support of rebuttal closing argument. 

Review AlA contract; pull relevant language for 
insertion; work on rebuttal documents to City's filings. 

Review comments by Tom Coughlin; conference with 
Matt Schelstrate regarding integrating of Petra personnel 
and Bauer comments into rebuttal; continue work on 
rebuttal 

Review correspondence and memorandum; information 
provided by Petra; discu~sion of areas and the details to 
be addressed. 

Draft rebuttal brief 

Review transcripts and admitted trial exhibits for locating 
and finding case citations for rebuttal argument. 

Continue to work on rebuttal; several conferences with 
Matt Schelstrate regarding same; review and respond to 
email from Jerry regarding equitable adjustment of Petra's 
fee 

Review correspondence from Petra on additions and 
points to highlight in closing; correspondence on 
exhibits to reference and locating additional exhibit 
references for use in rebuttal closing and provided to M. 
Schelstrate. 

Continue drafting rebuttal brief; review Petra's analyses; 
phone calls with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin 

Review and revise latest draft of rebuttal; conference 
with Matt Schelstrate regarding same; transmit draft to 
Petra and Bauer 

Examined additional citations for use in filings. 

Draft rebuttal brief 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.80 275.00 770.00 

4.00 275.00 1,100.00 

0.50 180.00 90.00 

0.40 200.00 80.00 

1.10 95.00 104.50 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

0.70 200.00 140.00 

7.50 180.00 1,350.00 

2.30 95.00 218.50 

1.00 275.00 275.00 

1.00 200.00 200.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

3.80 275.00 1,045.00 

0.20 200.00 40.00 

6.20 180.00 1,116.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

5/19/2011 TGW Continue work on rebuttal; conference with Matt 0.60 275.00 165.00
Sche1strate regarding same

5/19/2011 EKK Review correspondence and information inclusion in 0.30 200.00 60.00
rebuttal.

5/19/2011 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 7.30 180.00 1,314.00

5/20/2011 TGW Review comments and damages table prepared by Gene, 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
Tom and Rich Bauer; work on fma1 version of rebuttal;
conference with Erika and Matt regarding same; review
table emai1ed late yesterday by Gene; inform Gene that
we couldn't use the table; exchange emails regarding
same and rework table rebutting damages per
instructions from Gene Bennett to include in rebuttal

5/20/2011 EKK Review information for changes to rebuttal argument; 1.70 200.00 340.00
examination/review of rebuttal closing, including notes
on table.

5/20/2011 MBS Revise rebuttal brief 3.50 180.00 630.00

5/20/2011 FJH Conference with Tom; review and editing of Reply 2.80 190.00 532.00
Statement; comments to Tom

5/23/2011 TGW Final review and integration of trial team comments into 1.20 275.00 330.00
rebuttal; arrange for filing and service

5/23/2011 PRC Review, edit and finalize Rebuttal Argument and process 1.90 95.00 180.50
for filing with Court and delivery to Judge Wilper with
DVD and service on opposing counsel.

5/23/2011 MBS Make final addition to rebuttal brief 0.20 180.00 36.00

5/24/2011 TGW Review City's rebuttal; conference with Erika and Matt 0.80 275.00 220.00
regarding same

5/24/2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from client 0040 95.00 38.00
regarding Petra's Rebuttal argument.

6/10/2011 EKK Review of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law from 0.30 200.00 60.00
the Court; conferred on same.

6/10/2011 TGW Review Judge Wilper's decision; two telephone 1.20 275.00 330.00
conference with Jerry Frank regarding same; email copies
of decision to Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett, and Tom
Coughlin; provide email notifications Kurt Kramer, Rob
Anderson, Jack Lemley, Rich Bauer, Dennis Reinstein,
Keith Pinkerton, and Ray Miller; telephone conferences
Petra Trial Team regarding post decision procedures

6/13/2011 TGW Review Rule 54 and latest decisions on entry of 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
judgments; draft judgment; commence work on
Memorandum of Costs and Fees; conduct additional
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

MatterID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

5/19/2011 TGW 

5119/2011 EKK 

5119/2011 MBS 

5/20/2011 TGW 

5/20/2011 EKK 

5/20/2011 MBS 

5120/2011 FJH 

5/23/2011 TGW 

5/23/2011 PRC 

5/23/2011 MBS 

5/24/2011 TGW 

5/24/2011 PRC 

6110/2011 EKK 

6110/2011 TGW 

6/13/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Continue work on rebuttal; conference with Matt 
Schelstrate regarding same 

Review correspondence and information inclusion in 
rebuttal. 

Draft rebuttal brief 

Review comments and damages table prepared by Gene, 
Tom and Rich Bauer; work on fmal version of rebuttal; 
conference with Erika and Matt regarding same; review 
table emailed late yesterday by Gene; inform Gene that 
we couldn't use the table; exchange emails regarding 
same and rework table rebutting damages per 
instructions from Gene Bennett to include in rebuttal 

Review information for changes to rebuttal argument; 
examination/review of rebuttal closing, including notes 
on table. 

Revise rebuttal brief 

Conference with Tom; review and editing of Reply 
Statement; comments to Tom 

Final review and integration of trial team comments into 
rebuttal; arrange for filing and service 

Review, edit and finalize Rebuttal Argument and process 
for filing with Court and delivery to Judge Wilper with 
DVD and service on opposing counsel. 

Make final addition to rebuttal brief 

Review City's rebuttal; conference with Erika and Matt 
regarding same 

Review and respond to email correspondence from client 
regarding Petra's Rebuttal argument. 

Review of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law from 
the Court; conferred on same. 

Review Judge Wilper's decision; two telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank regarding same; email copies 
of decision to Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett, and Tom 
Coughlin; provide email notifications Kurt Kramer, Rob 
Anderson, Jack Lemley, Rich Bauer, Dennis Reinstein, 
Keith Pinkerton, and Ray Miller; telephone conferences 
Petra Trial Team regarding post decision procedures 

Review Rule 54 and latest decisions on entry of 
judgments; draft judgment; commence work on 
Memorandum of Costs and Fees; conduct additional 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.60 275.00 165.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

7.30 180.00 1,314.00 

8.00 275.00 2,200.00 

1.70 200.00 340.00 

3.50 180.00 630.00 

2.80 190.00 532.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

0.20 180.00 36.00 

0.80 275.00 220.00 

0040 95.00 38.00 

0.30 200.00 60.00 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

8.20 275.00 2,255.00 

Page: 153 



Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter In

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
research on enforcing a judgment against a municipality

6/13/2011 EKK Trial team meeting on post judgment strategy; review 0.80 200.00 160.00
judgment in case; review correspondence; examined cost
information.

6/13/2011 MEW Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding post 0.50 190.00 95.00
judgment issues and obtaining writs to execute on
accounts.

6/13/2011 PRC Meeting with counsel regarding Judge Wilper's decision 4.10 95.00 389.50
and post judgment strategy and preparation of
Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees

6/14/2011 TGW Continue review of time and billing records; continue 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
research regarding collection of money judgment against
a municipality; review and respond to emails from Jerry;
telephone conference with Scott Evans regarding status
of case

6/14/2011 EKK Prepare Affidavit of counsel in support of Memorandum 0.80 200.00 160.00
of Attorney Fees and Costs; review correspondence;
telephone conference with media from Channel 7;
interview with KTVB.

6/14/2011 PRC Continue work on Memorandum of Costs and Attorney's 1.60 95.00 152.00
Fees; prepare drafts of Affidavits in support of hourly
rates and memorandum of fees.

6/14/2011 MEW Draft memorandum regarding items we need to cover 1.60 190.00 304.00
post judgment; research writ of mandamus on executing
judgment.

6/15/2011 EKK Review case related to enforcement and payment of a 1.50 200.00 300.00
judgment against a municipality; review information on
other attorney fees and costs requested by Petra to be
included and provided comments and concerns on same;
further discussion on billings and options; examined
options relating to executing on judgment in case.

6/15/2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from John 0.80 95.00 76.00
Quapp regarding Petra's costs incurred; review and
coordinate transmittal of information directed by
attorney to the Idaho Statesman regarding Judge
Wilper's decision.

6/15/2011 MEW Research writ of mandate issue; fmalize memorandum to 4.30 190.00 817.00
T. Walker regarding filing writ; prepare draft petition for
writ.

6/16/2011 EKK Review correspondence; finalize costs and fees 0.50 200.00 100.00
supporting affidavit of counsel
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008450

Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6/13/2011 EKK 

6/13/2011 MEW 

6/13/2011 PRC 

6/14/2011 TGW 

6114/2011 EKK 

6114/2011 PRC 

6114/2011 MEW 

6115/2011 EKK 

6115/2011 PRC 

6/15/2011 MEW 

6/16/2011 EKK 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

research on enforcing a judgment against a municipality 

Trial team meeting on post judgment strategy; review 
judgment in case; review correspondence; examined cost 
information. 

Conference with T. Walker and E. Klein regarding post 
judgment issues and obtaining writs to execute on 
accounts. 

Meeting with counsel regarding Judge Wilper's decision 
and post judgment strategy and preparation of 
Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees 

Continue review of time and billing records; continue 
research regarding collection of money judgment against 
a municipality; review and respond to emails from Jerry; 
telephone conference with Scott Evans regarding status 
of case 

Prepare Affidavit of counsel in support of Memorandum 
of Attorney Fees and Costs; review correspondence; 
telephone conference with media from Channel 7; 
interview with KTVB. 

Continue work on Memorandum of Costs and Attorney's 
Fees; prepare drafts of Affidavits in support of hourly 
rates and memorandum of fees. 

Draft memorandum regarding items we need to cover 
post judgment; research writ of mandamus on executing 
judgment. 

Review case related to enforcement and payment of a 
judgment against a municipality; review information on 
other attorney fees and costs requested by Petra to be 
included and provided comments and concerns on same; 
further discussion on billings and options; examined 
options relating to executing on judgment in case. 

Review and respond to email correspondence from John 
Quapp regarding Petra's costs incurred; review and 
coordinate transmittal of information directed by 
attorney to the Idaho Statesman regarding Judge 
Wilper's decision. 

Research writ of mandate issue; fmalize memorandum to 
T. Walker regarding filing writ; prepare draft petition for 
writ. 

Review correspondence; finalize costs and fees 
supporting affidavit of counsel 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

0.50 190.00 95.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 

4.80 275.00 1,320.00 

0.80 200.00 160.00 

1.60 95.00 152.00 

1.60 190.00 304.00 

1.50 200.00 300.00 

0.80 95.00 76.00 

4.30 190.00 817.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Client

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value
6/16/2011 PRC Work on affidavits in support of Meridian's 2.10 95.00 199.50

Memorandum of Attorney's fees and costs; monitor
comments to Statesman article per attorney; review
Judgment; task and calendar deadlines pursuant to the
entry of the judgment; process judgment for certification
and recording with Ada County Recorder's office.

6/16/2011 MEW Conference call with T. Walker; research law and cases 1.70 190.00 323.00
regarding scope of mediation agreement and evidentiary
rules.

6/16/2011 FJH Conference with Tom; began research on Subrogation 1.60 190.00 304.00
issue.

6/17/2011 FJH Westlaw research on Subrogation 2.20 190.00 418.00

6/17/2011 MBS Review affidavit and billing records for memorandum of 0.20 180.00 36.00
fees and costs

6/17/2011 TGW Work on Memorandum of costs and fees, including 2.00 275.00 550.00
preparation of exhibits and review of affidavits

6/17/2011 PRC Finalize affidavits in support of Memorandum of Costs 3.10 95.00 294.50
and Fees; prepare email correspondence to Walter
Sinclair and David Leroy in support of rates by Cosho
Humphrey; review and continue analysis of breakdown
and separation of costs; coordinate with Associated
Reporting for further breakdown of costs associated with
fees for depositions.

6/20/2011 TGW Final review of memorandum of costs and fees including 1.10 275.00 302.50
supporting schedules and documents

Grand Total 6,162.00 1,275,416.50
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Transactions Fee Lisung (Original Value) 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

Date Prof 

6/16/2011 PRC 

6116/2011 MEW 

6116/2011 FJH 

6/17/2011 FJH 

6/17/2011 MBS 

6117/2011 TGW 

6117/2011 PRC 

6/20/2011 TGW 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

Description 

Work on affidavits in support of Meridian's 
Memorandum of Attorney's fees and costs; monitor 
comments to Statesman article per attorney; review 
Judgment; task and calendar deadlines pursuant to the 
entry of the judgment; process judgment for certification 
and recording with Ada County Recorder's office. 

Conference call with T. Walker; research law and cases 
regarding scope of mediation agreement and evidentiary 
rules. 

Conference with Tom; began research on Subrogation 
issue. 

Westlaw research on Subrogation 

Review affidavit and billing records for memorandum of 
fees and costs 

Work on Memorandum of costs and fees, including 
preparation of exhibits and review of affidavits 

Finalize affidavits in support of Memorandum of Costs 
and Fees; prepare email correspondence to Walter 
Sinclair and David Leroy in support of rates by Cosho 
Humphrey; review and continue analysis of breakdown 
and separation of costs; coordinate with Associated 
Reporting for further breakdown of costs associated with 
fees for depositions. 

Final review of memorandum of costs and fees including 
supporting schedules and documents 

Grand Total 

6/20/2011 9:53:58 AM 

Units Price Value 

2.10 95.00 199.50 

1.70 190.00 323.00 

1.60 190.00 304.00 

2.20 190.00 418.00 

0.20 180.00 36.00 

2.00 275.00 550.00 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

1.10 275.00 302.50 

6,162.00 1,275,416.50 
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COST A MATTER OF RIGHT -- IRCP 54(d)( EXHIBIT B

Ada County clear - filing fee (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(1) $ 71.00

Service fees (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(2): 1,296.90

Wtiness fees, including mileage (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(3) and (4)):

William Berg 53.30

Joe Borton 25.00

Franklin Lee 22.00

Steve Simmons 22.10

Steve Christenson 22.10

Mike Wisdom 22.10

Darrell Coleman 31.10

Ted Frisbee, Jr. 22.10

Lenny Buss 22.10

Dave Cram 23.30

Rob Drinkard 26.30

Chuck Hum 22.10

Tim McGourty 22.10

Ed Ankeman 26.30

362.00

Certified copies (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(5))

Preparation of models, maps pictures and exhibits (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(6) 500.00

Bond premiums (IRCP 54(d)(1)(D)(7))

Expert witness fees per appearance at deposition and/or trial (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(8)):

Jack Lemley 2,000.00

Richard Bauer 2,000.00

Ray Miller 2,000.00

Dennis Reinstein 2,000.00

8,000.00

Court reporter fees (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(9))

Tammy deWeerd (3/8/10) 1,437.45

Keith Bird (3/9/10) 862.05

Keith Watts (3/10/10 and 7/28/10) 1,583.40

Laura Knothe (8/11/10) 1,428.30

Ted Baird (8/12/10, 10/5/10 and 11/3/10 2,035.00

Franklin Lee (8/20/10) 551.75

Steve Amento (8/17/10 and 10/6/10 and 11/4/10) 4,291.80

Todd Weltner (8/18/10 and 10/25/10) 2,267.70

Eric jensen (8/31/10) 450.05

William Nary (9/22/10) 401.15

Charles Rountree (9/20/10) 378.55

Tim Petsche (10/8/10) 444.60

Neil O. Anderson (10/25/10) 525.50

Ray Wetherholt (10/26/10) 412.75

Michael G. Simmonds (10/26/10) 391.75

17,461.80

Court reporter fees (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(10)) 8,079.01

TOTAL COSTS AS A MATTER OF RIGHT (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C) $ 35,770.71

715924.xlsx 008452

COST A MATTER OF RIGHT -- IRCP S4(d)( EXHIBIT B 

Ada County clear - filing fee (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(1) $ 71.00 

Service fees (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(2): 1,296.90 

Wtiness fees, including mileage (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(3) and (4)): 

William Berg 53.30 

Joe Borton 25.00 

Franklin Lee 22.00 

Steve Simmons 22.10 

Steve Christenson 22.10 

Mike Wisdom 22.10 

Darrell Coleman 31.10 

Ted Frisbee, Jr. 22.10 

Lenny Buss 22.10 

Dave Cram 23.30 

Rob Drinkard 26.30 

Chuck Hurn 22.10 

Tim McGourty 22.10 

Ed Ankeman 26.30 

362.00 

Certified copies (lRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(5)) 

Preparation of models, maps pictures and exhibits (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(6) 500.00 

Bond premiums (IRCP 54(d)(1)(D)(7)) 

Expert witness fees per appearance at deposition and/or trial (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(8)): 

Jack Lemley 2,000.00 

Richard Bauer 2,000.00 

Ray Miller 2,000.00 

Dennis Reinstein 2,000.00 

8,000.00 

Court reporter fees (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(9)) 

Tammy deWeerd (3/8/10) 1,437.45 

Keith Bird (3/9/10) 862.05 

Keith Watts (3/10/10 and 7/28/10) 1,583.40 

Laura Knothe (8/11/10) 1,428.30 

Ted Baird (8/12/10, 10/5/10 and 11/3/10 2,035.00 

Franklin Lee (8/20/10) 551.75 

Steve Amento (8/17/10 and 10/6/10 and 11/4/10) 4,291.80 

Todd Weltner (8/18/10 and 10/25/10) 2,267.70 

Eric jensen (8/31/10) 450.05 

William Nary (9/22/10) 401.15 

Charles Rountree (9/20/10) 378.55 

Tim Petsche (10/8/10) 444.60 

Neil O. Anderson (10/25/10) 525.50 

Ray Wetherholt (10/26/10) 412.75 

Michael G. Simmonds (10/26/10) 391.75 

17,461.80 

Court reporter fees (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)(10)) 8,079.01 

TOTAL COSTS AS A MATTER OF RIGHT (IRCP 54(d)(1)(C) $ 35,770.71 
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o ETIONARY COSTS -- IRCP 54(d)(1)(D EXHIBITC

Courier services (FedX, Hot Shots, Worldwide Express, etc.)

Construction consultant and document control (Thomas Coughlin)

Construction experts:

Jack Lemley

Rich Bauer

Dennis Reinstein

Ray Miller

LCA Architects

Mediation fees (John Magel)

Pacer fees

Photographs

Miscellaneous photocopies

Preparation of models, maps pictures and exhibits

Bridge City Legal (document production, DVD

reproduction and iConect fees)

Dropbox on line document storage for use at trial

Sawtooth Technology (Copy Petra hard drvie per City request)

Westlaw charges

West Construction Law charges

Emailfinder - email account research

Document subpoena reimbursement - ZGA Architects

Tucker & Associate - Pretial hearing transcript

Tucker & Associate - Trial transcript

TOTAL COSTS AS A MAnER OF RIGHT (IRCP 54(d)(1)(D))

715924.xlsx

48,680.00

195,750.00

48,595.33

9,912.99

1,006.88

193.25

146,700.00

303,945.20

3,684.78

15.92

754.19

1,561.94

69.33

38,405.44

239.88

500.00

34,864.46

793.63

109.90

75.00

776.22

28,710.20

561,399.34
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o ETIONARY COSTS -- IRCP S4(d)(1)(D 

Courier services (FedX, Hot Shots, Worldwide Express, etc.) 

Construction consultant and document control (Thomas Coughlin) 

Construction experts: 

Jack Lemley 

Rich Bauer 

Dennis Reinstein 

Ray Miller 

LCA Architects 

Mediation fees (John Magel) 

Pacer fees 

Photographs 

Miscellaneous photocopies 

Preparation of models, maps pictures and exhibits 

Bridge City Legal (document production, DVD 

reproduction and iConect fees) 

Dropbox on line document storage for use at trial 

Sawtooth Technology (Copy Petra hard drvie per City request) 

Westlaw charges 

West Construction Law charges 

Emailfinder - email account research 

Document subpoena reimbursement - ZGA Architects 

Tucker & Associate - Pretial hearing transcript 

Tucker & Associate - Trial transcript 

TOTAL COSTS AS A MATTER OF RIGHT (IRCP 54(d)(1)(D)) 

715924.xlsx 
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48,595.33 
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1,006.88 
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193.25 

146,700.00 

303,945.20 

3,684.78 
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500.00 
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75.00 
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NO.~es
A.M. P.M. _

JUN 2 12011
CHRJSTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County ofAda )

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIKA K. KLEIN IN
SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

I, ERIKA K. KLEIN, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows:

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIKA K. KLEIN IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES Page 1
714313 008454

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mWhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 

NO._T:".~:::".....I~I......"... ___ _ 

A.M. 1 ()Q'6 :~~~.t. __ _ 
JUN 2 1 2011 

CHRJSTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By JERI HEATON 

DEPUTY 

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 

vs. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SSe 

County of Ada ) 

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIKA K. KLEIN IN 
SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM 
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES 

I, ERIKA K. KLEIN, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows: 

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIKA K. KLEIN IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES Page 1 
714313 



1. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge.

2. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this

Court.

3. I maintain an office for the practice of law at 800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790,

Boise, Ada County, Idaho.

4. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra, Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs

and Attorney Fees.

5. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on September 8, 1997.

6. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree in Political Science from the University of

Oregon in June 1993. Following graduation from Oregon undergraduate studies, I was entered

law school there in the fall of 1993. I was awarded a Juris Doctor degree in May 1996 and

passed the July 1996 bar exam. Following graduation I spent a year working at the National

Collegiate Athletic Association National Office before returning to be sworn in with the Idaho

bar in the fall of 1997.

7. I served as a deputy prosecuting attorney with Ada County for seven years. Since

leaving the county I have been in private practice with Cosho Humphrey, LLP. I have practiced

law since January 1998.

8. My practice has included both criminal prosecution and civil litigation. I am

member of the Idaho Bar Association, the Idaho Trial Lawyers Association, the Family Law

Section of the Idaho State Bar, and the Washington Bar Association.

9. I am admitted to practice before the state and federal courts in Idaho.

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIKA K. KLEIN IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES Page 2
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1. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge. 

2. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this 

Court. 

3. I maintain an office for the practice of law at 800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790, 

Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 

4. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra, Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs 

and Attorney Fees. 

5. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on September 8, 1997. 

6. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree in Political Science from the University of 

Oregon in June 1993. Following graduation from Oregon undergraduate studies, I was entered 

law school there in the fall of 1993. I was awarded a Juris Doctor degree in May 1996 and 

passed the July 1996 bar exam. Following graduation I spent a year working at the National 

Collegiate Athletic Association National Office before returning to be sworn in with the Idaho 

bar in the fall of 1997. 

7. I served as a deputy prosecuting attorney with Ada County for seven years. Since 

leaving the county I have been in private practice with Cosho Humphrey, LLP. I have practiced 

law since January 1998. 

8. My practice has included both criminal prosecution and civil litigation. I am 

member of the Idaho Bar Association, the Idaho Trial Lawyers Association, the Family Law 

Section of the Idaho State Bar, and the Washington Bar Association. 

9. I am admitted to practice before the state and federal courts in Idaho. 

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIKA K. KLEIN IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES Page 2 
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10. As noted in the Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys' Fees, to the best of my

knowledge and belief, all items of attorneys' fees claimed in this matter are in compliance with

the Rule 54(d) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and were necessarily incurred and

attributable to this litigation.

11. My efforts and time records on this case were maintained contemporaneously.

My hourly rate of $200 is reasonable considering my knowledge, skill, experience, training and

education. My rate is commensurate with rates charged by other attorneys of similar skill,

experience, and training in the state ofIdaho.

DATED: June 15,2011.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 10vA-day of June, 2011.

a~ dM,cJ~L/.;: =--tI('.,.\ Notary PUblicforI~ ~
! AIr Otl( ~.)- \ Residing at 'k6~ ~d 'i; ~ __- : i My commission expires: ) .;3 ·cq,z-/.::r--
: .....- . ....CJ: :
.<l.~ .0·
~ P-u.¥ .~:
~ ,. ..:

'Si~~~"'"
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10. As noted in the Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys' Fees, to the best of my 

knowledge and belief, all items of attorneys' fees claimed in this matter are in compliance with 

the Rule 54( d) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and were necessarily incurred and 

attributable to this litigation. 

11. My efforts and time records on this case were maintained contemporaneously. 

My hourly rate of $200 is reasonable considering my knowledge, skill, experience, training and 

education. My rate is commensurate with rates charged by other attorneys of similar skill, 

experience, and training in the state ofldaho. 

DATED: June 15,2011. 

AFFIDAVIT OF ERIKA K. KLEIN IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES Page 3 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the1l day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

D U.S. Mail
GY' Hand Delivery
D Overnight Courier
D Facsimile: 331-1529
DE-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1l day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

D U.S. Mail 
GY' Hand Delivery 
D Overnight Courier 
D Facsimile: 331-1529 
DE-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com 
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• <

ORIGlNAL

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com:eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

NO.~AM [Ev. . ~M. _

JUN 2 f 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) SS.

County of Ada )

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G.
WALKER IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

I, THOMAS G. WALKER, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows:

1. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge.

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G. WALKER IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
715928.doc

Page 1
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ORIGlNAL 

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com:eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mWhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

NO'_-;-;-i'1ifnf1r~~ ___ _ 
A.M. I b'tU ~IL~.~. ___ _ 

JUN 2 f 2011 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 
DEPUTY 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 

vs. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G. 
WALKER IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM 
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 

County of Ada ) 

I, THOMAS G. WALKER, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows: 

1. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge. 

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G. WALKER IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES 
715928.doc 
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2. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this

Court.

3. I maintain an office for the practice of law at 800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790,

Boise, Ada County, Idaho.

4. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs

and Attorneys Fees.

5. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on April 12, 1976.

6. I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Business Administration (Finance

Major) from Georgetown University in June 1967. Following graduation from Georgetown, I

was involved in the management of a wholesale distribution company. In the fall of 1973, I

entered the University of Idaho, College of Law and was awarded a Juris Doctor degree in

December 1975. As noted above, I was admitted to the practice of law in April 1976. I

practiced law for several months before attending the University of Miami from which I received

a Master of Laws in Taxation (LLM, Taxation) in June 1977. I have practiced law continuously

since June 1977, except for a two year period in the early-1990s when I was involved in

management of a manufacturing business and served as its general counsel.

7. For the past 20 years, my practice emphasis has been on civil litigation, including

civil actions under the Idaho Racketeering Act and the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt

Organizations Act ("RICO"), commercial disputes, real estate, products liability, professional

liability, insurance bad faith, securities violations, tax disputes with state and federal

governments and general litigation, including appeals in both state and federal courts.

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G. WALKER IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
715928.doc
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2. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this 

Court. 

3. I maintain an office for the practice of law at 800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790, 

Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 

4. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs 

and Attorneys Fees. 

5. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on April 12, 1976. 

6. I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Business Administration (Finance 

Major) from Georgetown University in June 1967. Following graduation from Georgetown, I 

was involved in the management of a wholesale distribution company. In the fall of 1973, I 

entered the University of Idaho, College of Law and was awarded a Juris Doctor degree in 

December 1975. As noted above, I was admitted to the practice of law in April 1976. I 

practiced law for several months before attending the University of Miami from which I received 

a Master of Laws in Taxation (LLM, Taxation) in June 1977. I have practiced law continuously 

since June 1977, except for a two year period in the early-1990s when I was involved in 

management of a manufacturing business and served as its general counsel. 

7. For the past 20 years, my practice emphasis has been on civil litigation, including 

civil actions under the Idaho Racketeering Act and the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt 

Organizations Act ("RICO"), commercial disputes, real estate, products liability, professional 

liability, insurance bad faith, securities violations, tax disputes with state and federal 

governments and general litigation, including appeals in both state and federal courts. 
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8. I am member of the Idaho Bar Association, the Idaho Trial Lawyers Association

and the American Association for Justice (formerly the Association of Trial Lawyers of

America).

9. I am admitted to practice before all state and federal courts in Idaho, as well as the

United States Tax Court, United States Claims Court and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

10. As noted in the Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys' Fees, to the best of my

knowledge and belief, all items of attorneys' fees claimed in this matter are in compliance with

Rule 54(d) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and were necessarily incurred and attributable

to this litigation.

11. To help us determine the value of services, we require all lawyers, paralegals and

secretaries who work on a case to maintain contemporaneous time records. The efforts and time

records of those who worked on this case were reviewed by me before the bills were sent out.

During my review of the time and billing records, I kept in mind the 12 loadstar factors: (1) the

time and labor required; (2) the novelty and difficulty of the questions; (3) the skill requisite to

perform the legal service properly; (4) the preclusion of other employment by the attorney due to

acceptance of the case; (5) the customary fee; (6) whether the fee is fixed or contingent; (7) time

limitations imposed by the client or the circumstances; (8) the amount involved and the results

obtained; (9) the experience, reputation and ability of the attorneys; (10) the "undesirability" of

the case; (11) the nature and length of the professional relationship with the client; and (12)

awards in similar cases. See Johnson v. Georgia Highway Express, Inc., 488 F.2d 714, 717-719

(5th Cir. 1074). Not all of the factors are necessarily applicable in this case.

AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G. WALKER IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
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8. I am member of the Idaho Bar Association, the Idaho Trial Lawyers Association 

and the American Association for Justice (formerly the Association of Trial Lawyers of 

America). 

9. I am admitted to practice before all state and federal courts in Idaho, as well as the 

United States Tax Court, United States Claims Court and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals. 

10. As noted in the Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys' Fees, to the best of my 

knowledge and belief, all items of attorneys' fees claimed in this matter are in compliance with 

Rule 54( d) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and were necessarily incurred and attributable 

to this litigation. 

11. To help us determine the value of services, we require all lawyers, paralegals and 

secretaries who work on a case to maintain contemporaneous time records. The efforts and time 

records of those who worked on this case were reviewed by me before the bills were sent out. 

During my review of the time and billing records, I kept in mind the 12 loadstar factors: (1) the 

time and labor required; (2) the novelty and difficulty of the questions; (3) the skill requisite to 

perform the legal service properly; (4) the preclusion of other employment by the attorney due to 

acceptance of the case; (5) the customary fee; (6) whether the fee is fixed or contingent; (7) time 

limitations imposed by the client or the circumstances; (8) the amount involved and the results 

obtained; (9) the experience, reputation and ability of the attorneys; (10) the "undesirability" of 

the case; (11) the nature and length of the professional relationship with the client; and (12) 

awards in similar cases. See Johnson v. Georgia Highway Express, Inc., 488 F .2d 714, 717-719 

(5th Cir. 1074). Not all of the factors are necessarily applicable in this case. 
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INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES 
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12. As indicated in Exhibit A, the fees are computed on the basis of hourly rates

which are commensurate with rates charged by other attorneys and legal assistants providing

litigation services in the state of Idaho. In particular, my hourly rate of $275 is reasonable

considering my knowledge, skill, experience, training and education.

13. The amount of our billing statements reflects the fair value of the services, taking

into account the applicable loadstar factors.

14. The hourly rate of $200.00 for Erika K. Klein, a partner in our firm, is fair and

reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education

15. The hourly rate of $190.00 for Mackenzie Dennard Whatcott, a partner in our

firm, is fair and reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education.

16. The hourly rate of $180.00 for Matthew Schelstrate, an associate in our firm, is

fair and reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education

17. The hourly rate of $95.00 charged for Pamela Carson, the paralegal assigned to

this case, is fair and reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and

education.

18. The detailed billing printout submitted with the Memorandum of Costs and

Attorney's Fees set forth the hourly rates charged by the lawyers and paralegals who worked on

this case.

19. The time entries and descriptions of work performed by each individual

timekeeper were made contemporaneously.
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INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
715928.doc

Page 4
008461

12. As indicated in Exhibit A, the fees are computed on the basis of hourly rates 

which are commensurate with rates charged by other attorneys and legal assistants providing 

litigation services in the state of Idaho. In particular, my hourly rate of $275 is reasonable 

considering my knowledge, skill, experience, training and education. 

13. The amount of our billing statements reflects the fair value of the services, taking 

into account the applicable loadstar factors. 

14. The hourly rate of $200.00 for Erika K. Klein, a partner in our firm, is fair and 

reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education 

15. The hourly rate of $190.00 for Mackenzie Dennard Whatcott, a partner in our 

firm, is fair and reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education. 

16. The hourly rate of $180.00 for Matthew Schelstrate, an associate in our firm, is 

fair and reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education 

17. The hourly rate of $95.00 charged for Pamela Carson, the paralegal assigned to 

this case, is fair and reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and 

education. 

18. The detailed billing printout submitted with the Memorandum of Costs and 

Attorney's Fees set forth the hourly rates charged by the lawyers and paralegals who worked on 

this case. 

19. The time entries and descriptions of work performed by each individual 

timekeeper were made contemporaneously. 
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20. J. Walter Sinclair and David H. Leroy have each submitted an affidavit attesting

that my billing rate of $275 per hour, as well as the hourly rate of $95.00 for Pamela R. Carson,

the paralegal assigned to this case, are fair and reasonable.

21. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the costs set out in Exhibits Band C are

true and correctly stated and the costs were necessarily incurred, and are allowable by law.

22. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the prejudgment interest calculation

contained in Exhibit D in the amount of $101,508.19 is true and correct. The calculation was

made using a computer software program known as TValue Version 5.06, Time Value Software,

PO Box 50250 Irvine, CA 92619.

DATED: June 17,2011.
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20. J. Walter Sinclair and David H. Leroy have each submitted an affidavit attesting 

that my billing rate of $275 per hour, as well as the hourly rate of $95.00 for Pamela R. Carson, 

the paralegal assigned to this case, are fair and reasonable. 

21. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the costs set out in Exhibits Band C are 

true and correctly stated and the costs were necessarily incurred, and are allowable by law. 

22. To the best of my knowledge and belief, the prejudgment interest calculation 

contained in Exhibit D in the amount of $101,508.19 is true and correct. The calculation was 

made using a computer software program known as TValue Version 5.06, Time Value Software, 

PO Box 50250 Irvine, CA 92619. 

DATED: June 17,2011. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~/ day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~/ day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
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ORIGINAL
Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for DefendantiCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

o.~AM ~~:E;E":;-----_
. P.M.----

JUN 2 12011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County of Ada )

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E.
WHATCOTT IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

I, MACKENZIE E. WHATCOTT, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. WHATCOTT DATED JUNE 20, 2011.
714445_2

Page 1

008464

ORIGINAL 
Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mwhatcotl@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 

O'--;Z~\7itE:')-__ 
AM.= 116 ijD ~Il~~. ___ _ 

JUN 2 1 2011 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 
DEPUTY 

Attorneys for DefendantiCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 

vs. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. 
WHATCOTT IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM 
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 

County of Ada ) 

I, MACKENZIE E. WHATCOTT, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state: 

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. WHA TCOTT DATED JUNE 20, 2011. 
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1. I am one of the attorneys for the Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated,

Inc. ("Petra") in the above entitled litigation and I make this affidavit based on my own personal

knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I submit this Affidavit in support of Petra'a Memorandum of Costs and Attorney

Fees.

3. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on September 25,2003. I began practicing law on

that date and have continuously practiced law on a full-time basis since my admission.

4. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree in History and Spanish from the University

of Idaho in May of 2000. In August of 2000, I entered the University of Idaho, College of Law

and was awarded a Juris Doctor degree in May of2003. I took and passed the bar in the summer

of 2003. I began practicing law in September of 2003 as a law clerk. I worked in that capacity

for two years prior to joining Cosho Humphrey, LLP in August of2005. I have practiced law at

Cosho Humphrey, LLP continuously since August of2005.

5. I am member of the Idaho Bar Association. I am admitted to practice before all

state and federal courts in Idaho.

6. The basis and method of computation of attorney fees in our firm are based upon

the hourly rate of the individual attorney performing the work. My hourly rate for the services

performed is $190.00. At the time this litigation began my hourly rate was $180.00 and

increased to $190.00 on January 1,2010.

7. Each of my time entries and descriptions ofwork performed which are contained

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. WHATCOTT DATED JUNE 20, 2011.
714445_2
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1. I am one of the attorneys for the DefendantiCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated, 

Inc. ("Petra") in the above entitled litigation and I make this affidavit based on my own personal 

knowledge of the facts set forth herein. 

2. I submit this Affidavit in support of Petra'a Memorandum of Costs and Attorney 

Fees. 

3. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on September 25,2003. I began practicing law on 

that date and have continuously practiced law on a full-time basis since my admission. 

4. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree in History and Spanish from the University 

of Idaho in May of 2000. In August of 2000, I entered the University of Idaho, College of Law 

and was awarded a Juris Doctor degree in May of2003. I took and passed the bar in the summer 

of 2003. I began practicing law in September of 2003 as a law clerk. I worked in that capacity 

for two years prior to joining Cosho Humphrey, LLP in August of2005. I have practiced law at 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP continuously since August of2005. 

5. I am member of the Idaho Bar Association. I am admitted to practice before all 

state and federal courts in Idaho. 

6. The basis and method of computation of attorney fees in our firm are based upon 

the hourly rate of the individual attorney performing the work. My hourly rate for the services 

performed is $190.00. At the time this litigation began my hourly rate was $180.00 and 

increased to $190.00 on January 1,2010. 

7. Each of my time entries and descriptions of work performed which are contained 

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. WHATCOTT DATED JUNE 20, 2011. 
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On Exhibit "A" attached to the Memorandum of Costs and Fees are true, correct and accurate

and were made contemporaneously.

otary Public for Idaho
Residing at Boise, Idaho / /
My commission expires: ~ .5 I 01 0/ (0

I

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. WHATCOTT DATED JUNE 20, 2011.
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41 • 

On Exhibit "A" attached to the Memorandum of Costs and Fees are true, correct and accurate 

and were made contemporaneously. 

otary Public for Idaho 
Residing at Boise, Idaho / / 
My commission expires: ~ .5 I 01 0/ (0 

I 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the JI day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

~o
oo

u.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Courier
Facsimile: 331-1529
E-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. WHATCOTT DATED JUNE 20, 2011.
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the J I day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

~ o 
o o 

u.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
E-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com 

AFFIDAVIT OF MACKENZIE E. WHA TCOTT DATED JUNE 20, 2011. 
714445_2 
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From: 2086789532 Page: 1/4

OR\GlNAL
Thomas G. Walker (ISH 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISH 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISH 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8176)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639M 5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
~mail: ilYillKQ!jil&Q.~Ql{l.~&Qill~~klein(@£9_illQlmv.G.Qm;
m\Y..h!lt~.Qtj:@f.Q§.h.Ql.f!lV .. COil!; !.11~£!!..~!§..!.mi~{fI:fQ~!!91my".£Qln

Date: 6/20/2011 7:41 :57FHC.~

AM
FILE;)

" P.M. _

JUN 2 12011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

Attorneys for DefendantiCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR 1iIE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant)

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

DefendantlCounterclaimant.

AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW B.
SCHELSTRATE IN SUPPORT OF
PETRA INCORPORATED'S
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS FEES

-------_ _ .

STATE OF IDAHO )
) 55.

County of A\1a )
c..ASS/A

I, MATTHEW B. SCHELSTRATE, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

1. I am an associate with the law firm of Cosho Humphrey, LLP and on one of the

attorneys for the DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated ("Petra") in the above entitled

AFFIDAVIT OF MATIHEW B. SCHELSTRATEDATEDJUNE-> 2011.
..... .. ...... , ........ ,.,... ",,,, ......... ,..., .... ,..... # .............. ' •• A'A....... ft .......
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A.M. IOqoFIL~.~. ____ _ 
JUN 2 1 2011 

OR\GlNAL 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 
DEPUTY 

Thomas G. Walker (ISH 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (lSB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISH 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (lOS) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: ilYillKQ!jil&Q.~Ql{l.~&Qill~~klein(@£9_illQlmv. G.Qm; 
m\Y..h!lt~.QIJ:@f.Q§.h.Ql.fllV. COil!; !.l1~£!! .. ~!§..!.mt~{fI:fQ~!!91my".£Qln 

Attorneys for DefendantiCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR 1iIE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 

vs. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

DefendantlCounterclaimant. 

AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW B. 
SCHELSTRATE IN SUPPORT OF 
PETRA INCORPORATED'S 
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 
ATTORNEYS FEES 

-----------.. -..... _ .. _ .. __ ... _---_ .. _ ... _ .•.. _._ .. _._- ..... _ ......... _._ .. _ ... _ .. _ ..... _ .. _-----

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 

County of A\la ) 
c..ASS/A 

I, MATTHEW B. SCHELSTRATE, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state: 

1. I am an associate with the law firm of Cosho Humphrey, LLP and on one of the 

attorneys for the DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated ("Petra") in the above entitled 

AFFIDAVIT OF MATIHEW B. SCHELSTRATEDATEDJUNE-> 2011. Page 1 
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litigation and I make this affidavit based on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth

herein.

2. I submit this Affidavit in support ofPetra's Memorandum of Costs and Attorney

Fees.

3. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on October 1, 2009. I have been an active

member ofthe Bar since that date.

4. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree in History from Saint Louis University in

May of 2005. In August of 2006, I entered the University of Idaho, College of Law and was

awarded a Juris Doctor degree cum laude in May of 2009. I took and passed the bar in the

summer of 2009. I then clerked under the Honorable Michael McLaughlin for one year. In

August of2010, I joined Cosho Humphrey, LLP. I have practiced law at Cosho Humphrey, LLP

continuously since August of2010.

5. I am a member ofthe Idaho Bar Association. I am admitted to practice before all

state and federal courts in Idaho.

6. The basis and method of computation of attorney fees in our firm are based upon

the hourly rate of the individual attorney performing the work. My hourly rate for the services

performed is $180.00.

7. My time entries and descriptions of work performed which are contained on

Exhibit A attached to the Memorandum ofCosts and Fees are true, correct and accurate and were

made contemporaneously.

MATTHEW B. SCHELSTRATE

AFFIDAVIT OF MAITHEW B. SCHELSTRATE DATED JUNE _,2011.
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litigation and I make this affidavit based on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth 

herein. 

2. I submit this Affidavit in support of Petra's Memorandum of Costs and Attorney 

Fees. 

3. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on October 1, 2009. I have been an active 

member of the Bar since that date. 

4. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree in History from Saint Louis University in 

May of 2005. In August of 2006, I entered the University of Idaho, College of Law and was 

awarded a Juris Doctor degree cum laude in May of 2009. I took and passed the bar in the 

summer of 2009. I then clerked under the Honorable Michael McLaughlin for one year. In 

August of2010, I joined Cosho Humphrey, LLP. I have practiced law at Cosho Humphrey, LLP 

continuously since August of2010. 

5. I am a member of the Idaho Bar Association. I am admitted to practice before all 

state and federal courts in Idaho. 

6. The basis and method of computation of attorney fees in our firm are based upon 

the hourly rate of the individual attorney performing the work. My hourly rate for the services 

performed is $180.00. 

7. My time entries and descriptions of work performed which are contained on 

Exhibit A attached to the Memorandum of Costs and Fees are true, correct and accurate and were 

made contemporaneously. 

MATTHEW B. SCHELSTRATE 
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this "L 0 day ofJune, 2011.
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SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this "l.. 0 day of June, 20 II, 
1',\\\\\\\lIIIIIIIII/{111. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

~f"
I HEREBY CERTIFY that onthe~day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the

foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

D
Q/
D
D
D

U.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Courier
Facsimile: 331-1529
E-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com

AFFIDAVIT OF MATTHEW B. SCHELSTRATE DATED JUNE _, 20II.
714446
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

~f' 
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

D 
Q/ 
D 
D 
D 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
E-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com 
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ORlGlNAL

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com:eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

FllE.)
A.M.~P.M. _

JUN 2 12011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County of Ada )

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON
IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

I, Pamela R. Carson, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011
715929
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A.M. 
FilE') 

r OCfO P.M. __ 

JUN 2 1 2011 

OR1GlNAL 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 

DEPUTY 

vs. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON 
IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM 
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 

County of Ada ) 

I, Pamela R. Carson, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state: 

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011 
715929 
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1. I am a paralegal employed by Cosho Humphrey, LLP and I make this affidavit

based on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs

and Fees.

3. I have over twenty-three years experience in the legal profession.

4. Prior to my employment with Cosho Humphrey, LLP as a paralegal, I was

employed as a paralegal by Thomas G. Walker, Cosho, Humphrey, Greener & Welsh, P.A., and

Harris and Sutton in Boise, Idaho. In addition to my paralegal duties I also performed the duties

of an office administrator for Thomas G. Walker and Harris and Sutton.

5. For the past fifteen years I have worked closely with Thomas G. Walker as his

paralegal primarily involved in civil litigation.

6. As a paralegal, I am the responsible case manager of an assigned litigation file

from the inception of litigation through appeal.

7. I possess the ability to read, analyze, interpret and draft legal documents and

pleadings and often prepare the initial draft of many court filings.

8. I am responsible for organizing, Bates numbering, logging and maintaining client

documents. I often prepare the initial draft for discovery requests and discovery responses.

9. I am responsible for the regular calendaring and tasking of court mandated

deadlines and tracking of the same to ensure compliance with court orders and the applicable

rules of civil procedure.

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011
715929
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1. I am a paralegal employed by Cosho Humphrey, LLP and I make this affidavit 

based on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein. 

2. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs 

and Fees. 

3. I have over twenty-three years experience in the legal profession. 

4. Prior to my employment with Cosho Humphrey, LLP as a paralegal, I was 

employed as a paralegal by Thomas G. Walker, Cosho, Humphrey, Greener & Welsh, P.A., and 

Harris and Sutton in Boise, Idaho. In addition to my paralegal duties I also performed the duties 

of an office administrator for Thomas G. Walker and Harris and Sutton. 

5. For the past fifteen years I have worked closely with Thomas G. Walker as his 

paralegal primarily involved in civil litigation. 

6. As a paralegal, I am the responsible case manager of an assigned litigation file 

from the inception of litigation through appeal. 

7. I possess the ability to read, analyze, interpret and draft legal documents and 

pleadings and often prepare the initial draft of many court filings. 

8. I am responsible for organizing, Bates numbering, logging and maintaining client 

documents. I often prepare the initial draft for discovery requests and discovery responses. 

9. I am responsible for the regular calendaring and tasking of court mandated 

deadlines and tracking of the same to ensure compliance with court orders and the applicable 

rules of civil procedure. 

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011 
715929 
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10. I possess considerable knowledge of fundamental legal subjects and I have a

general knowledge and experience in performing legal research and case investigation.

11. I have conducted a variety of research and analysis assignments, including

preparation of timelines and demonstrative exhibits.

12. I compile, organize and prepare exhibits for use during depositions.

13. I also prepare and organize documents and exhibits for motion hearings and trial.

14. My job as a paralegal is to assist the attorney in all phases of the litigation process

to ensure a smooth and orderly management of the file.

15. I am able to handle many preliminary functions which are billed at a paralegal

rate which saves attorney time and is more cost effective for the client.

16. I account for my time and describe the tasks I perform in each case on a

contemporaneous basis. Over the past several years, my time accounting has been accomplished

through various computer programs. I review my time entries each day to verify their accuracy.

17. My present billing rate is $95 per hour. My billing rates are set by the firm taking

into consideration my education, training and experience. It is my understanding that my billing

rate is well within the range of billing rates being charged by other paralegals in the local legal

community having similar education, training and experience.

18. I performed the functions billed for during the course of this litigation and I

accounted for my time on a contemporaneous basis in accordance with my customary practice.

19. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a spreadsheet prepared by me setting forth the

fees for "contracted legal services" paid by the City of Meridian. The amounts included on the

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011
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10. I possess considerable knowledge of fundamental legal subjects and I have a 

general knowledge and experience in performing legal research and case investigation. 

11. I have conducted a variety of research and analysis assignments, including 

preparation of timelines and demonstrative exhibits. 

12. I compile, organize and prepare exhibits for use during depositions. 

13. I also prepare and organize documents and exhibits for motion hearings and trial. 

14. My job as a paralegal is to assist the attorney in all phases of the litigation process 

to ensure a smooth and orderly management of the file. 

15. I am able to handle many preliminary functions which are billed at a paralegal 

rate which saves attorney time and is more cost effective for the client. 

16. I account for my time and describe the tasks I perform in each case on a 

contemporaneous basis. Over the past several years, my time accounting has been accomplished 

through various computer programs. I review my time entries each day to verify their accuracy. 

17. My present billing rate is $95 per hour. My billing rates are set by the firm taking 

into consideration my education, training and experience. It is my understanding that my billing 

rate is well within the range of billing rates being charged by other paralegals in the local legal 

community having similar education, training and experience. 

18. I performed the functions billed for during the course of this litigation and I 

accounted for my time on a contemporaneous basis in accordance with my customary practice. 

19. Attached hereto as Exhibit A is a spreadsheet prepared by me setting forth the 

fees for "contracted legal services" paid by the City of Meridian. The amounts included on the 
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spreadsheet were taken from the City of Meridian's monthly Financial and Transparency Reports

ELA R. CARSON
~

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this~O day of June, 2011.

webpage: =htt=-'''-'-'-:....:...:-'-'-====c="L..:.:::..:.=====~..-.'''''''"''

NOTARY
Residing
My Commission Expires: 1l-J4-aal3

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011
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spreadsheet were taken from the City of Meridian's monthly Financial and Transparency Reports 

webpage: =htt~~~~======~==========~~~~ 

ELA R. CARSON 
~ 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this ~O day of June, 2011. 

Residing 
My Commission Expires: Il-X-aal3 

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011 
715929 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the M day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

~
D
D
D

U.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Courier
Facsimile: 331-1529
E- il: ktrout@idalaw.com

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011
715929
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the M day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

~ 
D 
D 
D 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
E- H: ktrout@idalaw.com 

AFFIDAVIT OF PAMELA R. CARSON DATED JUNE 20, 2011 
715929 
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acted Legal Services Fees Paid to Trout s

The New Energy

Co. under Outside

Legal Services

10/1/08 Trout Jones 1,116.00
11/1/08 Trout Jones 0.00
12/1/08 Trout Jones 1,542.00

1/1/09 Trout Jones 14,555.11

2/1/09 Trout Jones 0.00

3/1/09 Trout Jones 30,490.38
4/1/09 Trout Jones 688.31
5/1/09 Trout Jones 21,216.51

6/1/09 Trout Jones 3,455.00

7/1/09 Trout Jones 10,555.01

8/1/09 Trout Jones 25,399.00

9/1/09 Trout Jones 22,629.57

10/1/09 Trout Jones 53,261.68

11/1/09 Trout Jones 0.00

12/1/09 Trout Jones 29,172.41

1/1/10 Trout Jones 36,969.91

2/1/10 Trout Jones 0.00

3/1/10 Trout Jones 36,736.18

4/1/10 Trout Jones 65,896.83

5/1/10 Trout Jones 47,349.55

7/1/10 0

7/1/10 Trout Jones 140,463.38

8/1/10 Trout Jones 92,315.97

9/1/10 Trout Jones 148,285.40

10/1/10 0

11/1/10 0 1,440.75

12/1/10 Trout Jones 41,562.06 1,062.50

1/1/11 Trout Jones 224,768.76

2/1/11 0.00

3/1/11 Trout Jones 474,672.81

4/1/11 Trout Jones 315,335.32

5/1/11 Trout Jones 148,691.15

Total Fees and Costs 1,987,128.30 2,503.25
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acted Legal Services Fees Paid to Trout s 

The New Energy 

Co. under Outside 

Legal Services 

10/1/08 Trout Jones 1,116.00 
11/1/08 Trout Jones 0.00 
12/1/08 Trout Jones 1,542.00 

1/1/09 Trout Jones 14,555.11 

2/1/09 Trout Jones 0.00 

3/1/09 Trout Jones 30,490.38 
4/1/09 Trout Jones 688.31 

5/1/09 Trout Jones 21,216.51 

6/1/09 Trout Jones 3,455.00 

7/1/09 Trout Jones 10,555.01 

8/1/09 Trout Jones 25,399.00 

9/1/09 Trout Jones 22,629.57 

10/1/09 Trout Jones 53,261.68 

11/1/09 Trout Jones 0.00 

12/1/09 Trout Jones 29,172.41 

1/1/10 Trout Jones 36,969.91 

2/1/10 Trout Jones 0.00 

3/1/10 Trout Jones 36,736.18 

4/1/10 Trout Jones 65,896.83 

5/1/10 Trout Jones 47,349.55 

7/1/10 0 

7/1/10 Trout Jones 140,463.38 

8/1/10 Trout Jones 92,315.97 

9/1/10 Trout Jones 148,285.40 

10/1/10 0 

11/1/10 0 1,440.75 

12/1/10 Trout Jones 41,562.06 1,062.50 

1/1/11 Trout Jones 224,768.76 

2/1/11 0.00 

3/1/11 Trout Jones 474,672.81 

4/1/11 Trout Jones 315,335.32 

5/1/11 Trout Jones 148,691.15 

Total Fees and Costs 1,987,128.30 2,503.25 
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Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

NO. -;::;-::~----

~ELJ
A.M. ~P.M ..-_---

JUN 212011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID H. LEROY

VS.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County of Ada )

I, DAVID H. LEROY, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID H. LEROY
David Leroy Affidavit

Page 1
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Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mWhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

NO. ____ -;::;-::.-::-___ _ 

A.M. I 040 FIL~.~ .. ____ _ 

JUN 2 1 2011 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 
DEPUTY 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 
AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID H. LEROY 

VS. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 

County of Ada ) 

I, DAVID H. LEROY, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state: 

AFFIDA VIT OF DAVID H. LEROY 
David Leroy Affidavit 

Page 1 



1. I am an attorney licensed to practice in Idaho and I make this affidavit based on

my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar in 1973. I have continuously practiced law on a

full-time basis since my admission.

3. Attached is a current summary of my curriculum vitae taken from my web site,

http://www.dleroy.com/.

4. As noted in the attached CV, my practice emphasis has been on civil and criminal

litigation since my admission to the bar. I bill at the rate of $325 per hour currently on all my

cases.

5. Although I have known Thomas G. Walker for several years, I have reviewed his

affidavit dated June 17, 2011 that he is filing in support of his Memorandum of Costs and

Attorneys Fees in the above-entitled matter to refresh my recollection regarding his education,

training and experience.

6. Considering my experience in complex commercial civil litigation in the State of

Idaho, it is my opinion that Mr. Walker's billing rate of $275 per hour is well within the

acceptable and customary range of billing rates being charged by other civillitigators in the local

legal community having similar education, training and experience, and is therefore reasonable.

7. I have also reviewed the affidavit of Pamela R. Carson that she is filing in support

of the Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs and Fees.

8. Considering my experience in civil litigation in the State of Idaho, it is my

opinion Ms. Carson's billing rate of $95 per hour is well within the range of billing rates being

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID H. LEROY
715925
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1. I am an attorney licensed to practice in Idaho and I make this affidavit based on 

my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein. 

2. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar in 1973. I have continuously practiced law on a 

full-time basis since my admission. 

3. Attached is a current summary of my curriculum vitae taken from my web site, 

http://www.dleroy.coml. 

4. As noted in the attached CV, my practice emphasis has been on civil and criminal 

litigation since my admission to the bar. I bill at the rate of $325 per hour currently on all my 

cases. 

5. Although I have known Thomas G. Walker for several years, I have reviewed his 

affidavit dated June 17, 2011 that he is filing in support of his Memorandum of Costs and 

Attorneys Fees in the above-entitled matter to refresh my recollection regarding his education, 

training and experience. 

6. Considering my experience in complex commercial civil litigation in the State of 

Idaho, it is my opinion that Mr. Walker's billing rate of $275 per hour is well within the 

acceptable and customary range of billing rates being charged by other civillitigators in the local 

legal community having similar education, training and experience, and is therefore reasonable. 

7. I have also reviewed the affidavit of Pamela R. Carson that she is filing in support 

of the Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs and Fees. 

8. Considering my experience in civil litigation in the State of Idaho, it is my 

opinion Ms. Carson's billing rate of $95 per hour is well within the range of billing rates being 

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID H. LEROY 
715925 
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charged by other paralegals in the local legal community having imilar education, training and

experience, and is therefore reasonable.

AFFIDAVlT OF DAVID H. LEROY
David Leroy Affidavit
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charged by other paralegals in the local legal community having imilar education, training and 

experience, and is therefore reasonable. 

AFFIDA VIT OF DAVID H. LEROY 
David Leroy Affidavit 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the1.l day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID H. LEROY
David Leroy Affidavit

~
D
D
D

U.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Courier
Facsimile: 331-1529
E=.mail: ktrout@idalaw.com
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 1.l day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

AFFIDAVIT OF DAVID H. LEROY 
David Leroy Affidavit 

~ 
D 
D 
D 

U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
E=mail: ktrout@idalaw.com 
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http://www.dleroy.com/ 

Degr~! Juris Dfk:lal'(1te, Unl'\,vtrsitya/ Idaho 1971: Master of Trial 
Practice and Proc¢dure. New York Uniwrslly. 1973. 

Bnr Admissions: Idaho, New York. u.s. District Ct1II1'IS, Ninfh 
Circuil and DC Circuit Cmtrt tff ApjJfU1L<r, U.s. Court of C/aimt, US. 
Supreme Court . 

. Legal Kxpedenee: AsaIXWle, Rothblatl, R(}tlWlatt. &ijas and 
Peskin, New }'ork (}it)' 1971-73; Ada County P~ AtttJrflt1')l. 
1974-79; Idaho Attorney General, 1979·83; Partner, Runft.LeN))', er ai, 
Boise J983-87,' Leroy Law OffiCIIS 1987 - present . 
. OUter.Governuu.mfjl.~enee: Ida1w.U ~ 
CaniJidatefw(Jowrrnorlf)/J6; ~~ 1994;UnttedSiates . . r 
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Chairman, Natli:JnaJ A~ t1fScience Cmnmlt'tce Oil Low ~vtl 
Nuclear Waste Policy Revisions; Chairman ldahl) Abrahom Lincoln" 
Bicentennial Colffmissimr; Chairman Goverttws Cooncit United States 
.Abraham Lincoln Bicentetm:ial CommissUm. 

. Published Arti:cle$~.Books. and Spetehu:App~J)" .. ' 
fiftY coverlflg topics on CriminaiJustice. F~ Law. Pro/I!SHit:mfll 
Malpractice. Litigation Procedure. Governmental Poiic:y and HlsltJrY. 
AII11wr or contributor fflfour lw<1ks including "Mr. Lincnht'$1Jook" 
(200f)) published by Oak Knoll Press 

Representative Clients: Provided upon Request, hy Tapiral 
Are4, 'with Client Pentlis.fign, 
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From: Cosho Hum y LLP To: 3383290 Page: 1/4 ~
ILl:o.J

A.M. P.M. _

Date: M"O/2011 9: . 4 M

JUN 2 12011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

Thomas G. Walker (lSB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (lSB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISH 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISH 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com:eklein@cosholaw.CQID;
mwhatcott@Cosholaw.com; mschels1rate@cosbolaw.CQm

Attorneys for DefendantlCollnterelahnant, Petra Incorporated

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURm JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

VS.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation.

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) 5S.

County of Ada )

AFFIDAVITOFJ. WALTER
SINCLAIR

I, J. WALTER SINCLAIR, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

AFFIDAVIT OF J. WALTER SINCLAIR
Waller Sinclair Aff.doc
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Thomas G. Walker (lSB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (lSB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (lSB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com:eklein@cosholaw.CQID; 
mwhatcott@Cosholaw.com; mschels1ra1e@cosbolaw.CQm 

Attorneys for DefendantlCollnterelahnant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURm JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 
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corporation, 
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County of Ada ) 
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From: Cosho Hum-'---y LLP To: 3383290 Page: 2/4 Date' --0/2011 9:27:35 AM

1. I am an attorney with the firm of Stoel Rives LLP and I make this affidavit based

on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar in 1978. I have continuously practiced law on a

full-time basis since my admission.

3. Attached is a current version of my curricul~ vitae taken from the Stoel Rives

web site, http://www.stoel.coml.

4. As noted in the attached CV, my practice emphasis has been on civil litigation for

many years.

5. Although I have known Thomas G. Walker for more than 30 years, I have

reviewed his affidavit dated June 17, 2011 that he is filing in support of Petra Incorporated's

Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees, to refresh my recollection regarding his education,

training and experience.

6. Considering my experience in complex commercial civil litigation in the State of

Idaho, it is my opinion that Mr. Walker's billing rate of $275 per hour is well within and at the

lower level of the· range of acceptable and customary billing rates being charged by other civil

litigators in the local legal community having similar education, training and experience, and is

therefore reasonable.

7. I have also reviewed the affidavit of Pamela R Carson that she is filing in support

of the Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs and Fees.

8. Considering my experience in civil litigation in the S~te of Idaho, it is my

opinion Ms. Carson's billing rate of $95 per hour is well within and at the lower level of the

AFFIDAVIT OF J. WALTERSlNCLAIR
Waller Sinclair Aff.doc
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training and experience. 

6. Considering my experience in complex commercial civil litigation in the State of 

Idaho, it is my opinion that Mr. Walker'S billing rate of $275 per hour is well within and at the 
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litigators in the local legal community having similar education, training and experience, and is 
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7. I have also reviewed the affidavit of Pamela R Carson that she is filing in support 
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range of range of acceptable and customary billing rates 'being charged by other civil litigation

paralegals in the local legal community having similar education, training and experience, and is

therefore reasonable. In addition, Ms. Carson's rate is well below the billing rates charged by

paralegals in Stoel Rives Boise office for complex commercial civil litigation matters.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this 17th day of June, 2011.
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fII,' ".l> ~ A. "..... ~v Ir',j' ~, " -. ~

~ ~.- .. ~
flit ~.. ••

:- .... o'tARl"" \
E :~ ., : =: ..,- ::: ~ ,v::
;. •••. pu-&'" .·~o i
~ .. .. ~
"'n •• . •.......
#~# V 1" •••••••• ~,-,,~

"'''' '" rt: O~ ~ ........'., ,..'
II' .....,'"

AFFIDAVIT OF J. WALTER SINCLAIR
Walter Sinclair M.doc

NOTARYP
Residing at ---.!~~£!UIL... ~,---

My CommissionExpires:~
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on theJi day of June, 2011 a true and correct copy
of the foregoing document was served upon: ,

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P,O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

AFFIDAVlTOF J. WALTER SINCLAIR
Walter Sinclair Aff.doc

~ooo

U.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Cowier
Facsimile: 331-1529

i1: ut 'd
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J. Walter Sinclair
Partner

Boise,ID

(208) 387-4248 Direct

(208) 389-9040 Fax

jwsinclair@stoel.com

Download vCard

Practice Areas

Antitrust and Trade

Regulation

Class Actions

Environmental Insurance

Insurance Coverage

Litigation

Products Liability and

Toxic Torts

Securities Litigation

Industries

Agricultural and

Agribusiness

Natural Gas, Oil and

Mining

News

6/17/2011 - Stoel Rives

Earns Praise and National

Recognition from

Chambers USA

4/5/2011 - J. Walter

Sinclair Inducted into the

International Academy of

Experience
J. Walter Sinclair has practiced since 1978, developing a well-seasoned

trial practice with emphasis on business, corporate and complex litigation

matters associated with agricultural product liability, antitrust, class

action, complex commercial contract disputes, mass tort, probate

disputes, product liability, real estate and securities litigation.

Walt is a partner of the firm. He is a trial lawyer who concentrates his

practice in business and commercial litigation. His practice regularly

includes complex contract disputes, product liability matters, antitrust

issues, securities and class actions. Walt has extensive bench and jury trial

experience, with 28 jury trials and 11 bench trials, including, in 2009,

acting as lead counsel in a four-month products liability jury trial for

DuPont and representing a local agricultural cooperative in a breach of

contract/antitrust jury trial. Walt has practiced in courts throughout the

United States including federal and state courts in Idaho, Washington,

Oregon, Nevada, Utah, Arizona, Kansas, Michigan, and New York.

Professional Honors &
Activities

Fellow, American College of Trial Lawyers (ACTL), 1996-present;

National Foundation Board Member/Treasurer, 2008-2009; State Chair,

2004-2006; Chair, Jury Committee, 2005-2007

International Association of Defense Counsel (IADC), 1989-present,

President, 2003-2004

Dean of IADC Corporate Counsel College, Chicago, 2008

Fellow, International Academy of Trial
Lawyers (IATL) 2011 - present; State
Chalrl 2011-present
Amencan Inns of Court, 1995
~resent, President Boise ID Inn, 2007
2008
American Board of Trial Advocates
(ABOTA) 2003-present· Idaho
Chapter president

b
2011; Vice

President 2008-2 10
Lawyers tor Civic Justice (LCJ), Board
of Directors, 2001-2007, Executive
Committee, 2004-2007, President,
2005-2006
American Bar Association (ABA),
1978-present
Fellow, American Bar Foundation,
2011-present
Idaho, Qregon and Washington Bar
Association
Named the Best Lawyers' 2011 Boise
Bet-the-Company litigator Lawyer of
the Year
Selected as one of "America's Leading
Lawyers for Business" (Idaho) by
Chambers USA (litigation: General

http://www.stoel.com/showbio.aspx?Show=369 6/20/2011
008488
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United States including federal and state courts in Idaho, Washington, 

Oregon, Nevada, Utah, Arizona, Kansas, Michigan, and New York. 

Professional Honors & 
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National Foundation Board Member/Treasurer, 2008-2009; State Chair, 

2004-2006; Chair, Jury Committee, 2005-2007 
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Dean of IADC Corporate Counsel College, Chicago, 2008 

Fellow, International Academy of Trial 
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Fellow, American Bar Foundation, 
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Idaho, Qregon and Washington Bar 
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Trial Lawyers

2/8/2011 - J. Walter

Sinclair of Stoel Rives LLP

Selected President of

Idaho Chapter of ABOTA

"1ore

Best Lawyers in-America (Currently:
Bet-the-Comp.any Litigation
Commercial litigation), 2007-2011
Top 75 Mountain States Super
Lawyers@
Martindafe Hubbell (A-V)
ReciRient~ Idaho State Sar, Fourth
District liberty Bell Award, 2008
Recipient{ Idano State Bar Denise
O'Donnell Day. Pro Bono Award, 2004
National recipient, American Heart
Association Gold Heart Award, 2004
National recij:?ient, American Heart
Association Meritorious Achievement
Award, 1995

Civic Activities
St. Luke's Regional Medical Center Strategic Initiatives Committee,

2008-2009

U.S. Supreme Court Historical Society, State Membership Chair, 2006

2008

American Heart Association, 1987-2009; National Chair, Board of

Directors and volunteer CEO, 1999-2000; National Co-Chair, Tobacco

Settlement Review Committee, 1997; National Board of Directors,

1994, 1996-2001

American Heart Association Gold Heart Award, national recipient, 2004

American Heart Association Meritorious Achievement Award, national

recipient, 1995

United Way of Magic Valley, 1980-1990, Board of Directors, Campaign

Chair, 1990

Young Family Christian Association, Board of Directors, First Vice

President, 1981-1983

Magic Valley Regional Medical Center Foundation, Inc., Director and

President, 1987-1990

Education
University of Idaho Law School, J.D., 1978

Stanford University, B.A., economics, 1975

Admissions
Idaho

Washington

Oregon

U.S. District Court for the Districts of Idaho, Washington, Oregon

U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit

http://www.stoel.com/showbio.aspx?Show=369 6/20/2011
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JUN 29 2011

CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By JERI HEATON

DEPUTY

KIM J. TROUT, ISB # 2468
1ROur. JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN • GOURLEY, P.A
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise,ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529

Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

1HE UTI OF :MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Cotporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PE1RA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Cotporation,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC09-7257

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO
MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

CO:MES NOW the Plaintiff, by and through its attorneys of record, Trout • Jones •

Gledhill • Fuhnnan • Gourley, P.A, and pursuant to I.RC.P. 52(b) and 59(e), hereby moves the

Court to make the following additional findings and!or conclusions with respect to its Findings of

Fact and Conclusions of Law entered June 10, 2011 and the order of Judgment entered June 15,

2011:

1. Please enter findings of fact and conclusions of law regarding each of the Plaintiff's

affirmative defenses.

2. With respect to Conclusion of Law H, please identify which counterclaim(s) the

Court finds Petra to have proven.

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF FACf AND CONG.USIONS OF
LAW -1 008490
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 
By JERI HEATON 

DEPUTY 

1ROur • JONES. GLEDI-llLL • FUHRMAN • GOURLEY, P.A 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise,ID 83701 
Telephone: (208) 331-1170 
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

1HE OTY OF :MERIDIAN, an Idaho 
Municipal Cotporation, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
Cotporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No. CV OC09-7257 

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF 
FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

CO:MES NOW the Plaintiff, by and through its attorneys of record, Trout • Jones • 

Gledhill • Fuhnnan • Gourley, P.A, and pursuant to I.RC.P. 52(b) and 59(e), hereby moves the 

Court to make the following additional findings and! or conclusions with respect to its Findings of 

Fact and Conclusions of Law entered June 10, 2011 and the order of Judgment entered June 15, 

2011: 

1. Please enter findings of fact and conclusions of law regarding each of the Plaintiff's 

affirmative defenses. 

2. With respect to Conclusion of Law H, please identify which counterclaim(s) the 

Court finds Petra to have proven. 

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF FACf AND CONo..USIONS OF 
LAW -1 



This motion is supported by the Plaintiff Oty of Meridian's Memorandum in Support of

Motion to Make Additional Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law filed concurrently herewith,

and the pleadings and papers on file in this matter.

DA1EDt~tofJune, 2011.

Tro • Jones. Gledhill. Fuhrman. Gourley, P.A,

TRour.JONES. GLEDI-llLL. FuHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A

By: ---'=-~------::...~_~-.6A~Y?».::.,--=--=.=-://d /J/=----,.~'F'-4~C___
~I/
Attorneys for Plaintiff

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONQUSIONS OF
LAW -2 008491

This motion is supported by the Plaintiff Oty of Meridian's Memorandum in Support of 

Motion to Make Additional Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law filed concurrently herewith, 

and the pleadings and papers on file in this matter. 

DA1ED t~tof June, 2011. 

Tro • Jones. Gledhill. Fuhrman. Gourley, P.A, 

TRour. JONES. GLEDI-llLL. FuHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A 

By: ---'=-~------"-~_ ~-.6A ~ Y?;;.::.,--::..-.=. / / d /J/=----,.~'F='-4~C___ 
~f/ 
Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on June 29, 2011 a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

Thomas G. Walker
MacKenzie Whatcott
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518
Fax: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
U.S. Mail
Fax
Fed. Express
Email

~
D
D
D
D

PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONUUSIONS OF
LAW -3 008492

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on June 29, 2011 a true and correct copy of the above and 
foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below: 

Thomas G. Walker 
MacKenzie Whatcott 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 
Fax: (208) 639-5609 

Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Email 
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CHRJSTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
KIM J. TROUT, ISB # 2468 By JED~~~~ATON

mOUT • JONES. GLEDI-llll • FUHRMAN • GOURLEY, P.A
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise,ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529

Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE DISTRICf COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICf OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

1HE OTY OF :MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PE1RA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC09-7257

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT
OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO
MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF
FACf AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

CO:MES NOW the Plaintiff, by and through its attorneys of record, Trout • Jones •

Gledhill • Fuhnnan • Gourley, P.A, and pursuant to I.RC.P. 52(b) and 59(e), hereby submits its

Memorandum in Support of Motion to Make Additional Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.

IN1RODUcnON

On or about April 16, 2009, the City filed its Complaint in this matter seeking a declaratory-

judgment concerning a contract dispute between the City and Petra Incorporated ("Petra") regarding

"Change Order No.2" to the parties' contract. Petra responded with its Answer and Counterclaim

on May 6, 2009 alleging, inter alia, claims for (1) breach of contract and breach of covenant of good

faith and fair dealing; (2) breach of contract implied-in-fact; (3) breach of contract implied-in-Iaw.

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF
FACf AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW - 1008493
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Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 
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Municipal Corporation, 

Plaintiff, 

v. 

PE1RA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
Corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No. CV OC09-7257 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT 
OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO 
MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF 
FACf AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW 

CO:MES NOW the Plaintiff, by and through its attorneys of record, Trout • Jones • 

Gledhill • Fuhnnan • Gourley, P.A, and pursuant to I.RC.P. 52(b) and 59(e), hereby submits its 

Memorandum in Support of Motion to Make Additional Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 

IN1RODUcnON 

On or about April 16, 2009, the City filed its Complaint in this matter seeking a declaratory-

judgment concerning a contract dispute between the City and Petra Incorporated ("Petra") regarding 

"Change Order No.2" to the parties' contract. Petra responded with its Answer and Counterclaim 

on May 6, 2009 alleging, inter alia, claims for (1) breach of contract and breach of covenant of good 

faith and fair dealing; (2) breach of contract implied-in-fact; (3) breach of contract implied-in-Iaw. 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION TO MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF 
FACf AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW - 1 



Thereafter, Petra amended its Counterclaim on July 10, 2009, which the Oty answered on

September 21, 2009; Therein, in addition to responding to Petra's Counterclaim, the Oty raised a

total of seventeen (17) affirmative defenses, including, inter ali<t, waiver and estoppel, laches, and

unclean hands. See P14intiff/Counter Defendant City ifMeridian's Reply to the Defendant/Counter Clairrunt

Petra, Inmrparated's A rrmded Counterdaim, " 38 through 54.

On June 10, 2011, following a lengthy trial to the court sitting without a jury, the court

entered its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law wherein the court concluded that Petra did not

breach the contract between the Oty and Petra and that Petra was entitled to Judgment for

additional compensation in the amount of $324,808.00 together with prejudgment interest, costs

allowed under LRC.P. 54, and reasonable attorneys' fees incurred. Thereafter, on June 15,2011, the

court entered its judgment based upon such findings of fact and conclusions of law ("Judgment").

STANDARD OF REVIEW

Idaho Rule of Ovil Procedure 52(a) requires the judge in all actions tried without a jury to "find

the facts specially and state separately its conclusions of law thereon." LRC.P. 52(a). "The purpose of

such a rule is to assist the appellate court by affording it a clear understanding of the basis of the

lower court decision." Morris 'l1 Frands~ 101 Idaho 778, 780, 621 P.2d 394, 396 (1980). "Appellate

review is necessarily limited to ascertaining whether the evidence supports the findings of facts, and

whether the findings of fact support the conclusions of law." Id To this end, Idaho Rule of Ovil

Procedure 52(b) affords a party the opportunity to file a motion requesting the court to amend or

supplement its findings and conclusions. See Id Rule 52(b) provides, in pertinent part:

(b) Amendment of Findings of Omrt. A motion to amend
findings or conclusions or to make additional findings or conclusions
shall be served not later than fourteen (14) days after entry of the
judgment, and if granted the court may amend the judgment
accordingly. The motion may be made with a motion for a new trial
pursuant to Rule 59.
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In this case, the Gty respectfully requests the Court make additional findings of fact and

conclusions of law regarding the following:

1. Please enter findings of fact and conclusions of law regarding each of the Plaintiff's

affirmative defenses.

2. With respect to Conclusion of Law H, please identify which counterclaim(s) the

Court finds Petra to have proven.

To the extent the Court's additional findings of fact and conclusions of law touch upon the

Judgment entered in this matter, the Gty respectfully requests the Court alter or amend the Judgment

accordingly.

DATED th~tyofJune, 2011.

Trout t Jones t Gledhillt Fuhrman· Gourley, P.A,

~~

TROUTtJONES t GLEDI-llLLt FuHRMANtGoURLEY, P.A

~-
By: _..:..~_A/_h---,----,J12I~,-....,.......,...J_/'h:f_ ______,k,tp,£+--
~~{j

Attorneys for Plaintiff
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on June 29, 2011 a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

Thomas G. Walker
MacKenzie Whatcott
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518
Fax: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
u.s. Mail
Fax
Fed. Express
Email

~oooo
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on June 29, 2011 a true and correct copy of the above and 
foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below: 

Thomas G. Walker 
MacKenzie Whatcott 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 
Fax: (208) 639-5609 

Hand Delivered 
u.s. Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Email 

Kim]. Trout I 

~ o o o o 
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NO.--__-;:;;-;::;;--~""'i'o_-
FILED Thr)A.M. IP.M.~--

JUl 05 2011
--I
«
z-
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KIMJ. TROUT, ISB #2468
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529

Attorneys for Plaintiff

CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk
By LARA AMES

DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, INAND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

MOTION TO DISALLOW PETRA'S
REQUEST FOR COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS' FEES

COMES NOW the City of Meridian ("City"), by and through its attorneys of record, the law

fInn of Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, P.A., and pursuant to I.R.C.P. 7(b)(1), 54(d)(6), and

54(e)(6), moves the Court for an order disallowing Plaintiffs' request for attorney's fees and costs.

This Motion is supported by the Memorandum in Support of Motion to Disallow Petra's Request

for Attorneys' Fees and the AffIdavit of Kim J. Trout, @ed contemporaneously herewith, and all

other pleadings and papers on @e herein. Oral argument is requested.
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By LARA AMES 
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 

DEPUTY 

P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: (208) 331-1170 
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529 

Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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v. 

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
Corporation, 

Defendant. 

Case No. CV OC 09-7257 

MOTION TO DISALLOW PETRA'S 
REQUEST FOR COSTS AND 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 

COMES NOW the City of Meridian ("City"), by and through its attorneys of record, the law 

fInn of Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, P.A., and pursuant to I.R.C.P. 7(b)(1), 54(d)(6), and 

54(e)(6), moves the Court for an order disallowing Plaintiffs' request for attorney's fees and costs. 

This Motion is supported by the Memorandum in Support of Motion to Disallow Petra's Request 

for Attorneys' Fees and the AffIdavit of Kim J. Trout, @ed contemporaneously herewith, and all 

other pleadings and papers on @e herein. Oral argument is requested. 
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DATED this 5th day ofJuly, 2011.

Trout. Jones. Gledhill. Fuhrman, P.A.

Kim]. Trout

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 5, 2011 a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

Thomas G. Walker
MacKenzie Whatcott
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise,ID 83707-9518
Fax: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
U.S. Mail
Fax
Fed. Express
Email

~t---~J. Trout

~
D
D
D
D
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DATED this 5th day of July, 2011. 

Trout. Jones. Gledhill. Fuhrman, P.A. 

~=st----. 
I<UnJ.Trout ' 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 5, 2011 a true and correct copy of the above and 
foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below: 

Thomas G. Walker 
MacKenzie Whatcott 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise,ID 83707-9518 
Fax: (208) 639-5609 

Hand Delivered 
U.S. Mail 
Fax 
Fed. Express 
Email 
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JUt 05 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By LARA AMES
DEPUTY

KIMJ. TROUT, ISB #2468
DANIEL LORAS GLYNN, ISB#5113
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHILL. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529

Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County of Ada )

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

AFFIDAVIT OF KIM J. TROUT

I, KIM J. TROUT, being ftrst duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

1. I am one of the attorneys of record for the PlaintiffjCounterdefendant, City

of Meridian ("City"), in the above-entided action and I make this afftdavit based on my own

personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I submit this afftdavit in support of Plaintiffs Motion to Disallow Fees and

Costs ftled concurrendy herewith.
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3. I have reviewed Petra's Memorandum of Fees and Costs as well as the

supporting documentation, including the supporting affidavits flied by Petra. While

reviewing the Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value), my staff and I highlighted charges

which are inappropriate. The highlighting is broken down as follows:

a. Green - Paralegal

b. Pink - Communication to Insurance Company / Kramer

c. Orange - The unknown individual with the initials MFW

d. Purple - Persons listed on the Transactions Fee Listing that have not

supplied affidavits, specifically, Stan Welsh, Franki Hargrave, the

unknown individual with the initials G.S.

e. Blue - Excessive time spent on preparing motions

f. Red - Inappropriate Billing

Attached hereto as Exhibit "A" is a true and correct copy of the highlighted

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value).

4. Based upon Mr. Walker's representations and my personal knowledge,

Petra's long standing primary legal counsel was Richard Cummings, Esq. Prior to trial, the

City and Petra participated in three mediation sessions, held December 4,2009, October 18,

2010, and November 29, 2010. During the November 29, 2010 mediation session, Mr.

Walker disclosed that Petra's legal fees were being paid pursuant to a declining value

insurance policy which Petra had procured with Acord Corporation. I specifically inquired if

Mr. Walker had been hired by the insurance company and was advised by Mr. Walker that

the insurance company hired him. Mr. Walker has not had a long-standing relationship as

Petra's counsel. Attached hereto as Exhibit "B" is a true and correct copy of the Certificate

of Insurance from Acord Corporation.
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S. Mr. Walker's supporting affidavit fails to disclose to the Court that Petra

submitted this claim to its E & 0 Insurer and that his legal services were paid for by an

insurance company. Mr. Walker's affidavit fails to disclose the fee agreement entered into

with the insurance company and the amounts actually incurred and actually paid by the

insurance company, or from any other source. The time sheets submitted by Cosho

Humphrey state "Original Value" in the header of each page, which leads me to believe that

there is a difference between the hourly rate approved and paid by the insurance company,

or any other entity, and the "Original Value" rate now claimed by Petra. I know of no factual

basis upon which any attorney or party is entided to gain a windfall in attorney's fee requests

based upon what the attorney now claims it should have cost for attorneys fees. The Order

and Judgment of the Court specifically calls for the identification of fees "incurred."

6. Mr. Walker further fails to provide any statement in his Affidavit dated June

21,2011 as to the billing rates actually approved by the insurance company for Mr. Walker,

Ms. Klein, Ms. Whatcott, Mr. Schelstrate, Ms. Carson, or any other attorney or consultant

who worked on this matter.

7. Mr. Walker fails to provide any statement in his Affidavit as to the amounts

actually paid by the insurance company for each of the individuals stated above, nor does

Mr. Walker state what items the insurance company, if any, declined for payment or were

subject to reduction for payment.

8. I was admitted to the Idaho State Bar in 1979, and am admitted to the

Federal Court (District of Idaho), United States Court of Claims, 9th Circuit Court of

Appeals and have been admitted pro hac vice in multiple state courts in the practice of

construction law. I have been practicing in the legal field of construction law continuously
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and regularly in my practice since 1985, and am fully familiar with generally applicable rates

for legal fees in the field.

9. The affidavits submitted by Petra to support its claim for fees confirm that

the attorneys and paralegals that worked on this case for Petra hold no expertise or prior

experience in the area of construction law, which was the single largest component piece of

this litigation. Based upon my experience, and based upon my review of Petra's fee request

Petra's attorneys are, on average, 15-20% higher than other attorneys in the field of

construction law.

10. For example, I have 26 years of construction law experience and 32 years of

general practice experience. Mr. Walker has no construction law experience and focuses

primarily on the prosecution and defense of claims under the RICO Act and state

racketeering acts. According to Cosho Humphrey's billing records, Mr. Walker's claimed

hourly rate is $275, while my rate is $225. Likewise, a review of billing rate of partners in my

office, for construction law, shows that Mr. Walker's rate is 10-20% higher than the average

applicable rate for attorneys practicing in construction litigation.

11. Likewise, Ms. Klein has 14 years of experience and claims charges at $190

and $200 per hour. Ms. Klein also has no construction litigation experience, and focuses

primarily on family law and civil litigation. Ms. Klein spent seven years focusing on criminal

law as a prosecutor for Ada County. Given Ms. Klein's 7 years of private legal practice, her

claimed billing rates of$190 and $200 per hour is 10-20% higher than an the average rate for

an attorneys of her comparable experience practicing in construction litigation.

12. Petra also utilized Mackenzie Whatcott who was admitted to the Idaho State

Bar in 2003 and spent two years as a clerk. Ms. Whatcott's legal emphasis is in family law.

Like all of Petra's other attorneys working on this case, Ms. Whatcott has no experience in
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the area of construction litigation and given her six years of private legal practice, her

claimed billing rate of $180 per hour is 10-20% higher than the average rate for an attorneys

of comparable experience practicing in construction litigation.

13. Matthew B. Schelstrate was admitted to the Idaho State Bar on October 1,

2009 and according to Mr. Walker's statement during open court, Mr. Schelstrate primarily

focused on research. Mr. Schelstrate's claimed billing rate was $180 per hour. Given Mr.

Schelstrate's recent admittance to the Idaho State Bar and the tasks Mr. Schelstrate

performed, his hourly rate is 20% higher than the average rate for an attorney of comparable

experience practicing in construction litigation.

14. Petra failed to disclose to the Court or counsel, that it utilized and billed for

Franki J. Hargrave. Ms. Hargrave's emphasis is in family law and according to Cosho

Humphrey, LLP's website, "Ms. Hargrave's expertise is brief writing, especially at the

Appellate Court level." Ms. Hargrave's claimed billing rate was $190 per hour. Similar to

the previously mentioned attorneys, Ms. Hargrave has no construction litigation experience.

Her rate of $190 per hour is 10-20% higher than the average rate for an attorney of

comparable experience practicing in construction litigation.

15. Petra also fails to disclose to the Court that it also used the servlces of

Stanley W. Welsh. Mr. Welsh has no construction law experience, but specializes in family

law matters and is an active lecturer and author on family law matters. Given Mr. Welsh's

inexperience in construction litigation, Mr. Welsh's claimed rate of $275 per hour is 10-20%

higher than the average rate for an attorney of comparable experience practicing in

construction litigation.

16. Finally, Petra charged for someone with the initials "MFW." MFW's claimed

billing rate is $150. I believe MFW is Maureen Walsh, however a search of the Idaho State
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Stanley W. Welsh. Mr. Welsh has no construction law experience, but specializes in family 

law matters and is an active lecturer and author on family law matters. Given Mr. Welsh's 

inexperience in construction litigation, Mr. Welsh's claimed rate of $275 per hour is 10-20% 

higher than the average rate for an attorney of comparable experience practicing in 

construction litigation. 

16. Finally, Petra charged for someone with the initials "MFW." MFW's claimed 

billing rate is $150. I believe MFW is Maureen Walsh, however a search of the Idaho State 
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Bar website shows that Maureen Walsh is not an attorney in the state of Idaho. Petra billed

for MFW on 48 separate occasions, totaling over $50,000. All billings for MFW should be

disallowed as Petra failed to submit any information regarding MFW.

17. Based upon my personal experience and knowledge and a review ofJ. Walter

Sinclair's and David Leroy's resumes that neither attorney practices in the construction law

field. Neither claims any recent experience in the construction law field nor any personal

knowledge of prevailing rates for construction law practice. The rates for construction law

practice are typically lower than the rates stated by Mr. Walker, Mr. Leroy, and Mr. Sinclair.

My hourly rate for the City of Meridian in this case was $225.00 per hour.

18. The lack of experience in the construction law industry translated into a

significant amount of additional time spent and amounts billed to Petra as compared with

the time spent and amounts billed to the City. In sum, Petra seeks nearly $1.3 million in

attorneys' fees. By contrast, the City was billed for and paid less than $1 million in attorneys'

fees.

19. Additionally a careful review of the hourly listing submitted by Petra shows

that Ms. Carson was inappropriately charging for secretarial work. Legal secretaries perform

administrative tasks, including word processing, filing, record keeping, preparing client

billings, reviewing/editing and flllalizing filings for the court and transmittals to opposing

counsel's offices, classifying electronic correspondence, preparing litigation and witness files,

creating tasks and calendaring items, docketing/tacking/indexing court filings, marking

exhibits to affidavits, transmitting court filings and correspondence to clients/insurance

company, setting up appointments/meetings, and informing witnesses of schedules.

Secretarial work is an overhead expense and is not billed to the client. Conversely, paralegals

often times draft motions, memorandums and affidavits, perform an initial draft of
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Secretarial work is an overhead expense and is not billed to the client. Conversely, paralegals 

often times draft motions, memorandums and affidavits, perform an initial draft of 
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correspondence, and assist the lawyer in preparing for hearings and trials, reviewing and

summarizing deposition transcripts and filings by the opposing side. Paralegal work, as

distinguished from secretarial work, may be billed to a client.

20. Ms. Carson, on many occasions, charged for secretarial work. These

inappropriate charges include, inter alia, "review, track and classify electronic

correspondence," "prepare comprehensive litigation ftle and docketing," "task and

calendar," and "mark exhibits for attachment to counsel's affidavit." A detailed review of

Pam Carson's time highlighted in Green on Exhibit "B" details each of the items that should

be considered secretarial work as opposed to paralegal work. Each of these tasks are legal

secretarial work and not paralegal work for which a client should be charged. The hourly

rates for paralegals in the construction law field are typically not more than $75 per hour.

21. Contrary to Ms. Carson's affidavit dated June 20, 2011 and the assumption

that Petra is asking the Court to make, the City did not pay $1,987,128.30 in Attorneys' fees.

The City's actual attorneys' fees incurred through May 25, 2011 are $918,597.49, which is

26% lower than the amount listed in Petra's Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value).

FURTHER YOUR AFIANT SAYETH NOT.

_~__c_._e,...~--
Kim]. Trout --9

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 5th day ofJuly, 2011.

Notary Public for Idaho
Residing at Meridian, Idaho
Commission expires: Nov. 3,2014
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correspondence, and assist the lawyer in preparing for hearings and trials, reviewing and 

summarizing deposition transcripts and filings by the opposing side. Paralegal work, as 

distinguished from secretarial work, may be billed to a client. 

20. Ms. Carson, on many occasions, charged for secretarial work. These 

inappropriate charges include, inter alia, "review, track and classify electronic 

correspondence," "prepare comprehensive litigation ftle and docketing," "task and 

calendar," and "mark exhibits for attachment to counsel's affidavit." A detailed review of 

Pam Carson's time highlighted in Green on Exhibit "B" details each of the items that should 

be considered secretarial work as opposed to paralegal work. Each of these tasks are legal 

secretarial work and not paralegal work for which a client should be charged. The hourly 

rates for paralegals in the construction law field are typically not more than $75 per hour. 

21. Contrary to Ms. Carson's affidavit dated June 20, 2011 and the assumption 

that Petra is asking the Court to make, the City did not pay $1,987,128.30 in Attorneys' fees. 

The City's actual attorneys' fees incurred through May 25, 2011 are $918,597.49, which is 

26% lower than the amount listed in Petra's Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value). 

FURTHER YOUR AFIANT SA YETH NOT. 

KimJ. Trout 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 5th day of July, 2011. 
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Notary Public for Idaho 
Residing at Meridian, Idaho 
Commission expires: Nov. 3,2014 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on this 5th day of July, 2011, a true and correct copy of
the above and foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated
below:

Sirii'C-ib

------

Thomas G. Walker
Erika Klein
COSHO HUMPHREY, UP
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518
Fax: (208) 639-5609
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)
,;~~......

MllUerlD Oicat MaUer Desaiptiql

111TTl~ Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof Desai.... UIits Price Value
3f1J1.J.'l'IJ T(N{ hview CIIIliI mmTom Coughlin and attached Fcbnuuy 0.40 27S.OO 110.00

24. 2OO91ettcrmmCity ofMcridian

3I3!1JX1J row hspond to Coughlin's request forcoJllDltnts on 0.70 275J1J 19250
Meridian's Febru8l)' 24th letter

31411JX1J TGW Telepbone conference with TomCoughlin regarding 0.30 275J1J 82.50
letter to aty ofMeridian requesting mcdiation

31611JX1J row hviewamended change order ##2; prepare demand letter 0.40 27Sm 110.00
for c6cnt's review and approval

3113I2IDJ TOW Telepbone confilrence with Tom Coughlin regarding 0.30 27SJ1J 82.50
letterto City ofMeridian; revise IetterforlllliliDg on
Monday.March 16th

·31IWlOOJ row Receive voice message from Ted Baird. counsel mr City 0.60 27SJ1J 165.00
ofMeridian; email three candidates to Jeny for approval;
telephone confi::n:nce with Ted Baw. City Attorney
regarding candidates: Shilling. Carey and Magel

3/30/'JJX'B TOW hview correspondence wm Kim Trout; telephone 0.60 275.00 165.00
conference with Gene Bennett regardng Meridian's
request for delay in mediation proeeedings; prepare
colICSpondence to Kinregardins scheduling mediation
and making a request for production ofdocuments

3I3OOJJ1J PRe hview. tJac1: and classifY eJec:tronic correspondence Q.2O 95.00 19.00
with KimTrout regardng production ofcmaiIs and
documents regardilig Meridian City contract.

4111700lJ row hviewAprill.1JX1J letter from opposing counscl and 0.60 275.00 165.00
forwanJ to Petra; telephone conference with Tom
CoughliD regarding same; telephone conference MIl
KimTrout regarding same

411l}/1JX1J TGW Follow up with KimTrout. opposing counsel, regarding 0.20 275.00 55.00
status ofmeeting to select a mcdiatorand access to
City's file on the project

4113I2IDJ row Telephone conference with KinTrout. opposing 0.40 275.00 110.00
counsel; telephone conference with Jcny Frank
regarding same; telephonc confeNl'lce with Tom
CougbliD regarding aty's preliminaly claims

411412009 row Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 0.30 275.00 82.50
CoughliD regarding deliverables

4116/2009 TOW hvicwellllil mnnKim Trout and mrward MIl conm:nts 0.30 275.00 82.SO
to Petra management

4f1!JI1.(X1) TOW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
exension oftinlc to June IS, 2009 mr the at)' to prepare
for mediation session; email Kim Trout, opposing
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Transactions Fee Listing (Orig!nal Value) 
,;~~ ...... 

MllUerlD Oicat MaUer Desai"" 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatferID Oieat Mauer Descripti_

2077l.()()8 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof Descripli_ lJgits Price Value

counse~ regarding same

412112009 TGW Review complaint filed by aty ofMerXIian; two 0.10 275.00 192.50
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same;
initiate preparation ofNotice ofAppearance and draft
Answer

4/21/2009 PRC Prepare Notice ofAppearance fur filing and service; 2.30 95.00 218.50
prepare first drafts ofCase Management Procedures
letter and Evidence Preservation letter; prepare draft of
Rule 16 Stipulation; review ColJlllaint by City of
MerXIian; prepare first draft ofAnswer to Complaint and
Counterclaim

41'12/2009 TGW Review and revise evidence preservation and case 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
management letters to opposing counse~ review and I

revise proposed Stipulation for Scheduling and
I:Planning; review and revise draft answer, affirmative

defenses and counterclaim

4/12/2009 PRC Work on answer and counterclaim to COlJl>laint filed by 0.70 95.00 66.50
C'Jty ofMeridian.

4113/2009 TGW F"mal review ofanswerand counterclaim before O.M 275.00 220.00
forwarded to Petra's management fur review and
conxnent

4/2312009 PRC 1.90 95.00 180.50

review file and client
documents; prepare first set ofInterrogatories. Requests
for Production ofDocuments and Requests fur
Admissions; draft Notice ofService ofDiscovery.

4/2412009 TGW Research additional affirmative defenses to Meridian's 0.60 275.00 165.00
declaratory judgment action; revise draft answer
regarding same

4/27/2009 TGW &hange several emliI messages wah Kim Trout, 0.30 275.00 82.50
opposing counse~ regarding pending matters

5/412009 TGW Work on first round ofdiscovery requests 0.60 275.00 165.00

5/612009 TGW Prepare fur and conference wah Jerry Frank, Gene 4.M 275.00 1,320.00
Bennett,John Quapp and Tom Coughlil reganiing
answer and counterclaimand first round ofdiscovery
requests; review answer and counterclaimand discovery
requests pursuant to conference with Jerry and Gene

5/612009 PRC «) 1.00 95.00 95.00
c:ov ..

r
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_,m O ica( MItter Dampti_ 

20771_ Petra, Inc. <lIy ofMeri1ian 

PN>< [)ea e:ripti_ ";b Pric.e V~ .. 

counse~ rcptdin, same 

4121noo9 row Reviewco~iartt IiIed by City of Meridian; two ~111 27'.00 lruo 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarrling S~; 

initiate preparation ofNoticc of Appearance and draft 
Answer 

412117J19 PRe Prepare Notice of Appearance for filing and service; 230 95.00 218.S0 
prepare first drafts orCase Management Procedures 
letter and evidence Preservalion kttcr, prepare draft of 
Rule 16 StipulaHon; ~iewContJlaint by my of 
Meridian; prepare tnt draft of Answerto Complaint and 
Counterclaim. 

4I22I7J19 row Reviewand revise evidence preservation and case '31 275.00 1,430.00 
management letters to opposing CO\Insc~ reviewand 

~ 
revise proposed Stipulation for Scheduling and 
Plannio,; review and revise draft answer, af&mative 
defenses and counterclain 

4I22I7J19 PRC Won.: on i1MWCf and counterclaim to COl'llllaint filed by 0.111 95.00 66.1O I City ofMeri:lian . - row rmal rc:v iew ofanswerand counten::lainbelOre 0.., ID.OO 22M) 
forwanled 10 Petra'! management fu r rcviewand 
conmmt - PRe 1.90 95.00 I.,.so 
...... ----. __ review rue and client 
documents; ptq)1m: tnt set oflnterrogatories, ~uests 
for Production ofDocumcnts and Requests fOr 
Admissions; draft Notice of Service ofDiscovety. 

412411J:HJ row Research addili:;lnaJ afmnaIivc dcfi:ll5cs 10 Meridian's 0.60 275.00 165.00 
declaratory judgment action; revise draft answer 
R:garding same 

4m17J19 row Ex:bange several cnIliI messages db Kim Trout, 030 115.00 II2.SO 
opposing counsel, rcgardmg pend.ilg matters 

Sl4I1J:HJ row Work on tnt round of discovery requests 0.60 275.00 165.00 

Sl6I1J1» TCNI Prepare forand confermcewah Jeny FruJc. Gene . .., 275.00 1,320.00 
Bennett. John QJapp and Tom Coughln R:gudI1g 
answer and counterclaim and fiBt round ofdiscovcry 
requests; review answer and counterclainand discovery 
requests pursuant to conference with Jcny and Gene 

Sl6I1J1» PRe 1.00 95.00 95.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID OieDt Matter Description

WT11~ Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Prof Desc:ripion liUts Price Value

SaJ/1!1.1) TGW Review Meriiian's reply to Petra's counterclaim 0.50 275.00 137.50

611/11'X» PRe Reviews Notice ofStatus Conference UnderLRCP. 0.20 95.00 19.00
16(a);

611/11'X» TGW Review Court's request for status conference; revise and 0.40 275.00 110.00
email proposed Rule 16 Stipulation to opposing counsel

6/2I1JY.Y} PRC Review Meridian's Reply to Counterclaim and prepare 1.70 95.00 161.50
working analysis for attorney.

6141'lJ»} TGW Review analysis ofMeridian's reply to Petra's 0.30 275.00 82.50
counterclaim; email to Petra's management team

61'lJ1JX1) TGW f.1a:hange emails with TomCoughfm regarding 200 275.00 550.00
production ofdocuments; review Meridian's document
production; conduct additional research to co~el
adequate discovery responses by Meridian; workon
letter to opposing counsel regarding discovery
deficiencies

61912CX1} TGW Continue research and wod<: on correspondence to Trout 3.20 275.00 880.00
regarding the city's deficient discovery responses;
conduct additional research regarding discovery abuses;
continue wod<: on correspondence to Trout seeking more
definite and meaningful responses; conference with FriIca
Klein regarding same; conference with Tom Coughlin
regarding Petra's produj:tion

61912CX1} EKK Conferred with T. Walkeron discovery issues; reviewed 1.70 190.00 323.00
opposing couosers discovery responses in case;
research related to discoveJy issues.

611(}'2CX1} EKK Review discovel)' production from opposing party; 1.30 190.00 247.00
review pleadings in matter; wod<: on discovery letter and
related research; review correspondence to oppositg
counsel

611(}'2CX1} PRC Wod<: on production to City ofMeridian; organize 2ro 95.00 266.00
electronic files and electronically Bates number pdt's;
import PST files for review; conferwith attorney
regarding files to be produced un-bates numbered
produced in native fonn or internet explorer files;

r

611(}'2CX1} TGW Continue review ofdocuments provided by Petra fur 3.40 275.00 935.00
production to Meridian; ex;hange emails with Coughlin
and other Petra personnel; prepare correspondence to
opposing counsel regarding Petra's document
production

6121Y2011 9:59:40 AM ~?:;. -::; . Page:- 3·

008509
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...... m Oleal Mattn- DacriJXiOB 

20711 .... PetrJ., loco aty of Meridian 

P,,( Descriptioa lMib PriCt Vol .. -SlVf1fI1) row Review McrI:Jian's reply to Pctra's counterclaim o.so 275.00 \37.50 

6/1f1fX}9 PRC Reviews Notice orStatus Conference Under LR.CP. n>:> ".00 19.00 
l6(a); IIIkMdT ' . -1., 

6/1f1fX}9 row Review Court's request for status conference; revise and noo 275.00 110.00 
email proposed Rule 16 Stipulation to opposing counsel 

6I2J1IX1J PRC Review Meri::lian's Reply to CountereJain and prepare IJO ".00 161.50 
woOOng analysis for attorney. 

6/<V1f»} row Review analysis ofMcridiaD's reply to Petra's n30 275.00 I!l.SO 
counterclaim; ellllil to Petra's lftU\agerrcnl team 

6/8/1f:J1) row Elclange emaiIs witb Tom Coughlin regarding 200 275.00 ""-00 
production of documents; l'eVaew Meridian's document 
production; conduct additional resean:h to COJI1)CI 
adequate discovClY resPOlUes by Meridian; worknD 
1etterto opposing counsel Rg3rding discovery 
deficiencies 

TC1N Continue research and work on oorresporniencc 10 Trout 3.>:> 275.00 moo 
regarding the city'S deficient discovery responses; 
conduct additional research regantIi& discovery abuses; 
cont.lUe worton correspondence to Trout seeking more 
definite and meaningt\ll responses; conference with Erika 
KJei1 regarding same; coni:~ce wKh Tom Coughli1 
regarding Petra's produ\:tion 

EKK Confme.d with T. Wahl-on disoovef)' issues; reviewed 1.70 190.00 323.00 
opposing counsers discovCl)' responses in case; 
resean:h related to discovef)' issues. 

6/lontXB EKK RcvicwdiscovCl)' producti:ln from OPPO$~ party; 1.30 190.00 247.00 
review pleadings n matter; workon discovery lettcrand 
related research; review conespondence to opposi1g 
counseL 

6/lontXB PRe Work on production to City of Meridian; organi2le 20) ".00 266.00 
electron ic files and cb:l:ronically Bates numbcrpdts; 
~rt PST files ilrreview; confcrwith attorney 
regarding files to be produced un-bates nurmcrcd 
produced in native furm or internet crplorer files ; _ 

M ... • 

6/lontXB row Continue revicwofdocuments provided by Petra br 3.40 27S.00 93S.00 
production to Meridian; cx:hange emails with Coughlin 
and other Petra personnel; prepare conespondence to 
opposing counsel regardng Peua's document 
production 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID Qient Matter Descriplioo

2Cml-Q08 Petra, Inc. city ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCriptiOll unb Price Value

6/1112009 EKK Continue work on discovery letter; conferred with T. 1.10 190.00 209.00
Walker;

6/1212009 EKK ColJlllete additions and research for discovery letter. 0.80 190.00 15200

6/1212009 TOW Continue to worle on the City's deficient discovery 1.20 275.00 330.00
responses; finali2c letter to Trout regarding same

6/1112009 PRC 0.30 95.00 28.50

6/1512009 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Q.30 275.00 82.50
Coughlin regarding unpaid billings owed by City

6/16/2009 EKK Reviewcorrespondence on discovery. 0.10 190.00 19.00

6/26'2009 TGW FoJlow up on pending discovery matters and timing for 0.30 275.00 82.SO
adding clainJs to Petra's counterclaims for the City's
unpaid billings

6/2912009 TGW Conduct additional legal research; prepare motion to 4.50 275.00 1,237.50
coJlllCI discovery responses, prepare supporting
memorandum; review Rule 16stipulation submitted by
opposing counsel; colJlllete and file stipulation

6/29/2009 PRC 0 260 95.00 247.00

Bates numberattachments fur

i
fuotnote datens; prepare affidavit ofTom Coughlin;
prepare cmaiI correspondence to TomCoughlin; prepare
affidavit ofThoIIllS Walbr; I

D I

on I
0

I
r

I
I
I

6/30/2009 TGW Reviewcorrespondence and file and respond to 0.60 275.00 165.00

I
correspondence from Trout regarding stipulation for
scheduling and planning

7/112009 TGW Continue liigation planning, including establishment of 0.40 275.00 110.00 Ibenclunalb and deadlines

I7/8/2009 PRC Prepare affidavit for counsel lodging original signature 0.40 95.00 38.00 ,
page ofTomCoughlin. I

I
7/9/'lJXY) PRC y, 0.60 95.00 57.00 I

I

7/10/2009 TGW Telephone conference with Jerry regarding amending 230 275.00 63250 I
~.!

6/20/20II 9:59:40 AM ;f .- .~ Page: 4 .~, 1.-
j

!

008510

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M •• "ID 

20771_ 

..... ....., 
6'1112009 EKK 

6'1112009 EKK 

6'1112009 TGW 

6'1112009 PRC 

6'ISI2OO9 TGW 

6'16/11lC9 EKK 

6f1H1f1:H TGW 

TGW 

PRC 

TGW 

711J1OO9 TGW 

71811009 PRe 

7I9l1009 PRC 

7110f1!X1J TGW 

&'2OOOlI ~.59:40AM 

Oietlt 

Petta. Inc. 

Dacriptioa 

MlUer DesuiplioD 

Cty of Meridian 

Conmue work on discovery letter, conferred wah T. W.-. 
Col11'~ additions and research for discoveJY letter. 

Contmue to work on the City's deficaenl discovery 
~ponses; &\alee ictlerto Trout ~garding same 

~""'!e._ .. crC ill· •• 

Tckphonc conference wth Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlil regarding unpaid billings owed by City 

hviewcom:spondencc on discovety. 

FoDowup on pendng discovery DtteB and Liming for 
addilg etuns to Petra's counterclaims for the City's 
unpaid billings 

Conduct addilionallegal research; preplM troti>n to 
corq)C1 disCOYcty responses, preplfC supportng 
memorandum; review Rule 16slipulaton subni.tted by 
opposing counsel; con..,)etc and file stipulation 

Bates nurJi)cr attachments fuc 
fuotnote datens; prepare affidavit of Tom Coughlil; 
prepare ezmiJ. correspondence to TomCougblin; prepare 
affidavit OfTbollllS Walker; II1II-'!liM lO-;Jui!IjU 

• , ~. ----.L.C .~ ~"" • __ -of -•... - -"--~~- ~ '~-'~ '. -

Revicwcom:spondencc and file and respond to 
colTCSpondence from Trout regarding stipulation for 
scheduling and planning 

Contilue Jaigation planning, incbJding establishment of 
benchmub and deadlines 

Prqwe affidava fur counsel bdging original signature 
page ofTomCoughlin. 

'.' •• ~.. • ••••• , • eLI ..... 
Te:kphone conferene:e: will Jerry regarding amend"g 

u.;b Priu Value 

1.10 190.00 ""'.00 

Q80 190.00 15200 

1.20 275.00 ]30.00 

0.30 95m 28.50 

QJO 275m 82.,. 

QIO 190m 19.00 

QJO 275m 82.SO 

• .50 275.00 1,237.50 

260 95.00 247.00 

Q60 275.00 IM.OO 

275.00 IlO.OO 

9Sm 38.00 

Q60 95.00 57.00 

2JO 275.00 6J2,. 

Page: 4 -;:. 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oieat Matter DescriptiOil

WTll~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description laits Price Value

counterclaim to add claims for amounts due under the
contract; review accounting from John Quapp;
cODIIICnce preparation ofMotion fur l.cave to Amend
and First Amended Counterclaimand supporting papers;
finalim and arrange fur filing a service on opposing
counsel

7/IrY2CX1J PRC Prepare Motion for l.cave to File First Amended 1.50 95.00 142.50
Counterclaim; Memorandum in Support ofFirst
Amended Counterclaimand Consent to File.

7/l4/2CX1J TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's Motion to 1.80 275.00 495.00
Compe~ coumence preparation ofreply; conference with
MacKenzie regarding same; review Meridian's motion to
strike; conmence preparation ofresponse to motion to
strike

7/1412009 MEW Review opposing counsels opposition to motion to 270 180.00 486.00
corq>el and prepare response; review opposing
counsel's rmtion to strike and mermrandum; review
federal cases cited by opposing counse~ research Idaho
cases.

7/1S/2CX1J TGW Continue preparation for hearing on discovery matters; 3.20 275.00 880.00
conduct additional legal research and fuctual
investigation; continue case preparation

7/IS/2CX1J PRC 0.30 95.00 28.50

71l6l2CX1J TGW Review and revise Reply Memorandumregarding Petra's 3.40 275.00 935.00
Motion to Corq>el; prelimillluy review ofJuly 15th
document production by Meridian

7/1612CX1J PRC 0.80 95.00 76.00
;vemy

case citations and authorities for Table ofAuthorities;. .
servICe

7/17/2CX1J TGW Worlc on document review matters; telephone 0.60 275.00 165.00
conference with Bridge City regarding same

7f}fJ/2CX1J TGW Prepare for and argue at hearing on Pew's rmtion to 280 275.00 m.oo
cOUllel discovery responses; review supplemental
discovery responses served at 1l:30a.m. today; prepare
email to opposing counsel regarding possible vacation
ofheariog

7/ZZ/2fXY} TGW Telephone conference with Aaron Flake regarding 0.40 275.00 110.00
iConect data base and document discovery comparison

612Q12011 9".59:40 AM :;". Page: 5- ."

008511

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,m 
2Dm-008 

7/UY2009 PRC 

1I14I2CIR TCNf 

7/14/'M:8 MEW 

711Y1i1:1J TeN{ 

711Sf1fX1J 

711 (f1:!'I» TeN{ 

711611fX1J PRe 

71171'1IX1J TeN{ 

7fY1f1» TeN{ 

7fl1J7J1» TeN{ 

612IY'i(H I 9'.59:40 AM 

Oieat MMkr Deseriptia. 

Petra, Inc. aty ofMcridian 

Deseripti_ 

countcrclainto add clUDs forarmunts due under the 
contract; reviewaccounting 6omJohn Quapp j 
conmcnce prepatation of MOl ion br Leave to Amend 
and Fi'st Amended Cowttcrclaimand supporting papcn; 
fmalize and arrange br limg a serYice on opposing 
counsel 

Prepare Motion forLeaveto F'de Fi'st Amended 
CounterclUn; Memorandum in Support ofFnt 
Amended Counterc:laimand Qm5C(lt 10 File. 

ReviewMeridian's response to Petra's Motion to 
Coq>e~ connencc preparation of reply; coobence with 
MacKenzie reprdjag same:; review Meridian's motion 10 
strice; conmence preparatiJo of response to motion 10 .-
Revicwopposq COURSers OpposDon to motion to 
COQ1)eJ and prepm response; review-opposing 
counsers rmtiDD to.trm: and mermrandum; review 
fbdcraJ cases e&cd by OppoSDa counscl; research Idaho 
cases . 

Continue prepa!'llWD brhcarinj: on discovery ltIdlers; 
conduct additional kgaJ research and factual 
investigation; continue case preparation 

, ~'-'~' -'- ' 
-•• Dld 

Review and revise ~Iy Memorandumrcganlina Petra's 
MOlion 10 Co~1; prclinWullY review of July 15th 
document production by Meridian 

Wort on do<:umcnt reviewmmen; telephone 
confeR:nte w&h BridgeOy regardng same 

Pn:pa.e for and argue at hearing OD Petra'S moltc>n to 
co~1 discovery n:sponscs; review supplemental 
discovery ~ponses served at 11:30a..m. today; prepare 
enail to oppos~g counselregan:ting possille vacation 
ofheamg 

Telephone conference wKh Aaron Flake rqatdi'la 
iConec:t data base and document discovery co~arison 

.... Prlu v .... 

1.50 95lXl 142.50 

1.80 27SlXl 495.00 

210 180.00 486.00 

275.00 880.00 

95,00 

275.00 935.00 

n80 95.00 ,..00 

"'" 27S.00 165.00 

280 275.00 7lIl.00 

.40 275.00 110.00 

Page: 5 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Client Mauer DesCriptiOD

'lffT71~ Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof DescripUoa Uaits Price Vaille

and analysis issues

7123f1fX1J T(N{ Review Meridian's first set ofdiscovery requests; 0.70 275.00 192.50
transmit to Petra

7123f1iX1) PRC Prepare first draft ofPctra's Response to Meridian's First 1.50 95.00 142.50
Set ofIntcrrogatories. Requests fur ProductiJn and
Request for Admissions.

712711fX'8 T(N{ Follow up with opposing counsel regarding consent to 0.30 275.00 82.50
filing amended pleading

711N1J:'1:8 T(N{ ~eiggu~ 1iODi~ in PiroiS & Oaissims 1.70 275.00 467.50
ilsurance; iiilgJU
~DeconfeiiDceMhM~W . PFG 0

~ 0 broker, tiiiisiiit ~lCaiIin~ to MS. Wh.e IS

reques . revicwE&OPo ,; wodt OD C10CUiiiCii
discov~ matters

713fY'11'J:B PRC 0.90 95.00 85.50

713fY'11'J:B TGW 0.50 275.00 137.50

713l11fX'8 TGW 0.60 275.00 165.00

81UY2009 MEW Review opposing counsel's mcrmrandum in opposition 0.20 IlnOO 36.00
to motion for leave to amend.

81ll11fX'8 TGW Review and analyze Meridian's opposition to Petra's 1.20 275.00 330.00
motion for leave to llIIIlDd; initiate preparation ofreply;
work on discovery

81llflfl:1} MEW Draft response to opposing counsers brice review cases 4.f«> 1f«>.00 864.00
and authorities cited; research case law and authorities
onjudicialadnmsions; status to T. Walker.

811212009 TGW Conduct additional legal research and case review; 1.60 275.00 440.00
review and revise Reply to Meridian's opposition to
Petra's motion for leave to file an amended counterclam

8111nJ.X1:) TGW Work on discovery responses; telephone conference 1.10 275.00 302.50
with Tom Coughlin; e>IChange emails with Tom and
review Tom's responses

8/13/200) TGW Commence preparation for oralllJgument; review briefing 1.00 275.00 275.00
and cases

.,..
612012011 9:59:40 AM Page: 6
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

""",D) rum MItIw Deuriptio.. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. Oly ofMerid.ian 

.- P,o( Descri~oa u.;~ Price Vol .. 

and analysis issues 

7= TCNI Review Meridian's fll'$t set ofdisc;oyery requests; 0.10 275.00 192.50 
transmit to Petra 

7= PRe Prqlluc (nl draft ofPeua's Response to Meridian's rnl I.SO 95.00 I42.SO 
Set ofIntcrmgator1cs. &quests ilr Producti:ln and 
Request for AdJrissions. 

7mf1DB TCNI Folbwup with opposing counsel ~garding consent to OJ/) rn.oo 82SO 
filing amended plead." 

711JJ1J:JB TGW It.oic:c:iYc ~"tom!mI ~jgg Pm:;n: tt ~..P.:ns 1.70 rn.oo 467.50 
nsw..~~-Dd Iftagtg-=-sllbtl .... t~f~ 
~o COII1iinaoe-ftb::MmD--wb._em~ 

FA 9 broka';-tn:Q)- pJ¢adilp.J&[MJ Wl(~-_ 
~1ICI1CCI; moicw E_«-O~=-1IICIkoD ~1 

~~ 

7fH1J];B PRC Cl9\l 95JXl 8l.50 
~_.*dY"" nwcn ' -. 

7fH1J];B TGW ecb'n~.sevaal c:oEb \db KurtlCnlm".CIIiIIIJ o.so Z7~00 131.SO 
_ ... ,", QoA""llP~ __ ._"" 

~i9fs_~~ 

7/3111!rJJ TCNI [ nwmil Q:/nstnIdjoQ Ma"t*l"'ea.t A:V-!!Li!it Jiiljl 275.00 165.00 
ScMrbt".<WcrtoXWt"'Ktamc::c-p~b'-=-~_~ 

~no C01II:lmCe~ Mr. KIN'.' ~_ii&~1S 

a-Qmiss_~ p:01i:y; CiliiiJc:ny cot ~ Qfl 
~boDe-=-CiQli_~; m-.IM::liifd ~ 
~~ tb:I:mi:iSJiIY'S ~t~ ~kij P.>1iCt 

811<1'2009 MEW Review opposillg counsel's tDCaJlrandwnn opposilion 0.20 10100 36.00 
to rmtion for leave to amend. 

8I11I1!rJJ TCNI Review and analyze Meridian's opposition to Petra's 1.20 Z7ioo 330.00 
IB)tilon for leave to amend; .,ciato preparation of reply; 
work on discovcl)' 

8I11I1!rJJ MEW Draft response to opposiog COU/15cfs brief; review cases 4.'" 10100 \164.00 
and authottic:s clcd; research case law and authorilies 
on judicial admissions; status to T. Wahl". 

811212009 TCNI Conduct addilionallegaJ (C;Scardt and case review; 1.60 275.00 440.00 
revtew' and revise Reply to Meridian's opposition to 
Petra's IfIllion lOr ave to file an amended counterclain 

811212009 TGW Wort on discovery responses; telephone confetenc:e 1.10 Z7ioo J02.SO 
with Tom Coughlin: ex:hange emaiIs Mh Tom and 
review Toms responses 

8IIJI2OO9 TGW Conwnet1c:e preparation fororal argument; review briefing 1.00 27!i.00 Z7SJXl 
and cases 

~ 

&'200011 9".39:40 AM Page: 6 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter Descripdoa

1ffTll~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeriiian

Date Prof Descripdoa UUts Price Value

811312009 PRC Wode: on Petra's response to Meriiian's Interrogatories, 3.10 95.00 294.50
Requests for Production and Requests for Admission;

811412009 TOW Conference with Gene Bennett reganting latest 0.60 275.00 165.00
correspondence from the City reganting subcontractor
payment matters; reviewemails and correspondence
reganting same

8117/2OCI1 TOW Review correspondence and emalls reganting Meridian's 3.20 275.00 880.00
dispute ofPayment Application #24 and other claims by
the City; telephone conference with Gene Bennett;
prepare fur, attend and argue at hearing on Motion for
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; email
KJamct resulls ofbcariD~ initiate drafting oforder
granting Imtion for leave to file the Fust Amended
Counterelaim; worleon discoveJY matteIS

811712009 SWW Q:jn~Witbl'li itir~ 1M 0.30 275.00 82.50
~

8I1712OC11 PRC Prepare proposed Ordergranting Petra's Motion for 0.60 95.00 57.00
Leave to File First Amended Counterclaim; prepare letter
to Judge Wilper regarding same.

811712009 PRC Continue work on first draft ofresponses to 1.80 95.00 171.00
Interrogatories, Requests for Production and Requests
for Admission.

811812009 PRC 1.80 95.00 171.00

; continue work on Petra's
Response to Fust Set ofInterrogatories, Requests filr
Production and Requests for Admission.

811812009 TOW Review responses to requests for admssion provided by 260 275.00 715.00
Petra; continue work on responses to outstanding
discovCJY requests; conference with Gene Bennett
regarding General Conditions dispute recently
prolDllgated by Meridian

811912009 TGW Continue work on discovCJY responses; continue 230 275.00 632.50
document revieW; conference with Maureen Walsh and
Kelly Roberts regarding additional research and
evidence management

811912009 PRC Conduct document review on IcoDect regarding 1.60 95.00 152.00
documents produced by City ofMeridian for e~cutive
meeting minutes.

811912009 MFW T. "'~anlIllL~~· 1.00 150.00 150.00

8J1N}JX1J TGW Continue work on discovery responses 0.40 275.00 110.00

612<V20119:59:40AM :Page: 7
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_,ID 
""', .... 
.... ....., 
&"312009 PRe 

&,,4/2009 TGW 

811712009 TCJN 

8/1712009 SWw 

&11112009 PRe 

811712009 PRe 

&,,8/2009 PRe 

&,,8/2009 TGW 

&"912009 TCJN 

&"912009 PRe 

&"912009 MFW - TGW 

&107201 1 9"59:40 AM 

Oleat Mauer Dac:ripti_ 

....... Inc. City ofMeri:lian 

Dcsc:ripli_ 

Worlc.on Petra's mponscto Mcmian's IntenoplOrics, 
Requests fur Production and Requests forAdJUssion; 

Conference wih Gene Bennett regardmg latest 
com:spondmcc tiom tbe City regard"'g subcontractor 
payment matters; revtew emails and cotreSpondence 
regarding same 

Reviewcorrespondencc and emills regardmg Meridian's 
dispute of Payment Application rued otherclUDs by 
tbe aty; tckphonc conference 'Aith GMc Bennett; 
prepare fur, attend and 8lgIlc at beamg on Motion tor 
U::avc to File rnt Amended Counterclaim; gR-tjf~ 

IUllllc:nallis ofbcarillfS; irWI1e drafting of order 
grantmg DDtion fur leave to fie the Fat Amended 
Counterclaim; WOrkOD discovcl}' matters 

"""_""' ....... w __ -_ 
_Jo;o 

Prqwc proposed Order granting Petra's Moti::ln for 
L::ave to File First Amended Counterclaim; prepare letter 
to Judge Wilpern:gardm& same. 

Continue wolkon fnt draft of responses to 
Interrogatories, Requests fur Production and Requests 
for Adnission. 

; continue work on Pelra's 
Response to rnt Set o(lntcrrogal:Ories. Requests br 
Produc:tion and Requests fu r Admission. 

Review-responses to requests !oradnission provi:led by 
Petra; continue workon responses to outstanding 
discovezy requests; con~nce ~h Gene Bennett 
regarding Genera] Coodilions dispute recently 
prolll.lIgatcd by Meridian 

Continue: work on discovct}' responses; contr-ue 
docuumt 1C\Iicw; conference with Maurcc:n Wabn and 
Kelly Roberts regarding additional resean:h and 
evidence RWIagemcnt 

Conduct document lC\Iicwon Iconcel regarding 
documents produced by Cny ofMcridian tor eleculive 
meeting mutes. 

~_:T.:W __ liKlijj'iijjil:i.ii' 

Continue: work on discovery responses 

UOU Prio< v .... 
3.10 95.00 294.50 

0.60 275.00 \65.00 

3'" 27:5.00 810.00 

OJO 113.00 1!2.50 

0.60 "'.00 >7.00 

,.60 "'.00 111.00 

,.60 "'.00 171.00 

275.00 71S.OO 

2.30 275.00 632.50 

1.60 "'.00 '12.00 

1.00 '>100 150.00 

0.40 27>.00 1 \0.00 

:i'ige: 7 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD

2OTll.()()8

Prof
MFW

OiCDt

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descripioo

at)' ofMeridian

t
werToYnt

ten: •

tina
7.40

Price
150.00

Value
1.110.00

812I12OO9 TGW Continue preparation ofrcsponses to discovery 6.20 275.00 1.705.00
requests; continue document review

8121/2009 PRe Review Order aUowing filing ofFnt Amended O.&l 95.00 76.00
Counterclaim by Judge Wi1per; process for filing and
service; . IOCeSS

; prepare email
com:spondcnce to client rcgaIding same.

8I2I12OO9 MFW Res ~--IB!I'ding 0181 11.60 150.00 1.740.00
~s conmiCU- researm- ~iiiuDa- . - iitiiCtS·

MFW 7.fJJ 150.00 1.140.00

6I2G'2011 9".59:40 AM

008514

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,"' O ie.t Mauer Descriptio. 

2!J77J-008 Petra. Inc. City of Meridian 

- Prof Descriptio. u.;b Prln v .... 
8f1!Y1JJ1J MFW 7.40 JlO.oo 1,110.00 

MFW 7IJI JlO.OO 1,140.00 

6idYiIU I 9".59:40 AM 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Oicot

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descripioo

City ofMeridian

612012011 9:59:40 AM

812411!X1J

812411!X1J

8125120C1)

811f:11!X1J

Prof

TmI

MFW

TmI

MFW

TmI

PRC

MFW

Review initial research on IOOdification ofwritten
contract by course ofdealing; telephone conference with
Jeny Frank regarding status ofease

. anit.
auette CSiscusSIOD.

Review resean:h and eases regarding course ofdealing
tmdifications to written agreements; ex:hange emails
with resean:h assistant

Continue review ofresean:h ID::IDJI3Ilda; review draft of
letter to City by Gene Bennett and comnent; telephone
conference with Gene regarding same; prepare
D1CIlIOrandum to file

Review data base ofdocuments and compile search
parameters for documents produced by City ofMeridian.

0.30

7.f:IJ

0.70

280

3.80

250

8.00

Price

275.00

150.00

275.00

150.00

275.00

95.00

150.00

Value

8250

1,140.00

192.50

420.00

1,045.00

237.50

1,200.00

Page: 9 J
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

TGW 

MFW 

TGW 

MFW 

TGW 

PRe 

MFW 

6'2lY2011 9:S9:40 AM 

Oieat 

Petra, Inc. 

DacripUo. 

MMRr DesCrtltiOll 

Cdy of Meridian 

~-Ibfl .UtilUCliCiratiOiir lII.tIiiDe~ 

9ODbJCtIw.hio ftiCiO'!I!i- -. g; .. truc:cioiftYpCn:'~.41) 
did d*Ullioa-..... -. 1iiCl ~~.Jj)Jj@ 
CMA: btiae4 OInbe c:usti:iim iDi:I Jii*di'iii Ofdil~ 
men~~ __ iQt_SJJt~]I"' ___ Jb:U 
aboot-co-lliItUcrmd""-. ~~Ii#jjjj; 
nernllls-dilalH~ IIiid-pQxMouD..-;-drd 
' -CClPn about dIc~ ofdK w.::tIQt nilbJ1!J 
reJiw_ikd~:_~_~_ii1iIii!8ti(_ 

CObb*:l.cn~lier. diaise CUeiI; _ en d c:IiieIW 
!!II!J O!!!LQo)o 

Review initial rcsean:h on lOOdificat.ion of written 
contract by course ofdeamg; telephone conference with 
Jerry Frank regatd.ilg status orease 

1IiIai)~ i:lnaft s!II!WiY:: dJd.-COIIc1ifsi:iD:~ooli 

"l.;' ;o;, ID4Jdd-~"-IIiDI1-RMC-Ili~~ 

RSeii c:bia m: 1iItiD); awn-gIDd CiWCiUiit or 100il 
fIidIlDCl_~-~ ~iaJ8ijiii*'O'ii'jm.is~ 
QIIeUO-diIC\i,tLii;fiI. 

Review research and cases regard"'g course of dealing 
mxiiflC8tms to wrUen agn:c:ments; exhange emails 
with research ass istant 

PJOot !WiIe add d~j8IJi(.~Jdjiti9 
ClJd-mw _ ... - -is 

1ft'ieW; ".~...x __ '~ fli9jiOaa 
~of~CiS..L .. ~.til 

Continue review of research memoranda; review draft of 
letter to CXy by Gene Bennett and cooment; telephone 
conference wah Gene regarding same; prepare 
DlCIIXIrandum to 6Jc 

Rcvicw data base of documents and COqlie search 
paJarl'l:ters furdoeuments produced by aty of Meridian. 

Prl .. 

O.J() 275.00 

7HJ ISOOO 1,140.00 

OJ!) 275.00 1!1Z.SO 

ISOOO 420.00 

3.0) 775.00 1,045.00 

2SO ".00 237.50 

&00 150.00 1.200.00 

Page: 9 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

2JY17I-<108

Oieat

Petra, Inc.

MaUer Desert....

City ofMeridian

Prot' UUts Price Value

1,065.00150.007.10

8/Zl/2CX1) TGW Continue to woticon irqllied-in-filct and ~Iied-in law 1.80 275.00 495.00
concepts, including review ofcase law regarding same as
supporting course ofdealing modificati:>ns to written
contracts; telephone conference wah Gene Bennett and
Tom Cough6n

8/ZlnJ:Xe PRe Review email corrcspondence from John Quapp; draft 0.50 95.00 47.50
Petra's Supplemental Response to Meridian's rll'St Set of
rntenugatories.

8I2712fX1J MFW ~s 3.80 150.00 510.00
CIRS uiRlel COnsooctioo cases---nMew~ •
fOr nstiUC(jj)j[ ais~tcS iffiIc:liange onIin'
noteS

8I1NlJX'IJ TGW Continue work on defenses to Meridian's claim; 0.70 275.00 192.50

8I1N1!X1J MFW 8.40 150.00 1,260.00
~

6'2lY2011 9'.59:40 AM

813&'2009 MFW 4.00 150.00 600.00

Page: 10

008516

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_.0) 
20771-000 

-
JlTltaX9 

JlTltaX9 

JlTltaX9 

8f1JniX1! 

8f1JniX1! 

p"" 

TO;{ 

PRe 

MFW 

TGW 

MFW 

MFW 

MFW 

6I2IY2011 9:59:40 AM 

MIdItr Descriptl_ 

ay o( Meridian 

Continue 10 wort on ilq)icd-in-&c1 and ~tied·m law 
conoc:pts, includiog reviewofcase law ~anli1g same as 
supporting course of deam, rmdi6cations to wratcn. 
contracts; te lephone eoDfcrence wKh Gene Bennett and 
TomCoughin 

Review cnai correspondence IiomJohn Quapp; draft 
Petra's Supp1emc:ntal Response to Meridian's rnt Set of 
IntclTOgatories . 

riiObiI 

Continue work on defenses to Meridian's claims 

-icW cmal6'OniirN.ii"~if& MoUoa-ti) 
Qi@iis:I=-~~~!n...~(if 
....,. .. ~ .... ---Jl8lldjjn._.-;~ 

~dr~Jiid .. -r~1dI1io1a'if 
_"'ILQiWOlQol;:",,,,"",-__ • _-..J(i! _ _ .. _ -...... 

~~x~.biiIaftb~1'WDIitii .. ~ til 
~.~Jf,a illl~~.iIfI~ 

"" .. v .... 

1.0) 275.00 495.00 

QSO 95.00 .7.so 

3.0) 150.00 510.00 

0.10 275m lruD 

.... lsom 1,260.00 

7.10 150.00 1,065.00 

4.00 llO.OO 

Page: 10 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter DesCripdOll

111171-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMcridian

Date Prof Description lilits Price Value

am
~. O'

-- eitc I es ofallllll$.llS.

8131/2009 row Prepare for and conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 3.10 275.00 852.50
Coughlin; continue review ofcases regarding course of
dealing mxIifJCations to written contracts; review cq's
responses to discover requests; telephone conference
with JellY Frank and Gene Bennett regarding motion to
disnms Meridian COlJlllaint; eJlChange emails with
research assistant regarding sam:

8131/2009 MFW &.30 150.00 1,245.00

911/2009 TGW Reviewemails from Tom Coughlin regarding 1.60 275.00 440.00
supplementatiJn ofresponses to requests for admission;
review responses and 4etennine whether
supplementatiJn is necessary; respond to email and
initiate preparation ofsupplemental responses; review
and revise supplemental responses and email to Petra for
correction and/or supplementation

911/1JX1) PRe Prepare Supplemental Response to Meridian's First 0.80 95.00 76.00
Requests fur AdlDssions.

911/2009 PRe Q20 95.00 19.00
0 on It 10

91112009 MFW cases c· III . 7.40 150.00 1,1lO.00

~ 612G'2011 9".59:40 AM Page: II

008517

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M •• "m 
20771 ..... 

811Il2009 

8111""'" 

91Il2009 

91Il2009 

91Il2009 

911""'" 

MFW 

row 

PRe 

PRe 

MFW 

-612&2011 9-.59:40 AM 

01 ... 

Petra, Inc. 

Description 

M.tter Descriptioo 

City ofMcridian 

bricfJ-~ .... -.niM-liddti:iMl.QiU.l!iI!I 
....... ofAsbiClOa-IOd"TWOllbRr: iD IdIbiO: .view 
~.J""of" .... 
Prepare for and COnfc~Dce with Gc:nc Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin; cont"ue review oreases ~ing course of 
dealing Jrodifations to written conttact.s; review City's 
responses to discover requests; telephone oontien:ncc 
~ Jeny Frankand Gene Bennett regarding motion to 
dismiss Meridian COll1llaint; eJdJange ernIliIs with 
research assistant regarding same 

Reviewermils &omTomCoughfUl regarding 
supplcmenlalion of.espooses to requests lOr admssion; 
rev;ew responses and detenrine v.hcther 
supplementati::m is necessary; respond to email and 
initiate prepatation oCsupp\emental responses; review 
and revise supplemental responses and emaiJ.to Petra for 
correction aod/orsupp\ementation 

Prepare SupplementalRcl:ponsc to Meridian's Fust 
Requests mrAdmissi:lns. 

~ ft. II WestJ.w-IO-dctemIine lM.:c.aes cil., 
A.bema orTwo~~ Idib(; CiOi:it __ ~if& ~ 

~~~ Itn'CiCiml ln )t:CUClID ~~~:... 

COa:rt ~.fa1~)6sinCc A51KiV1 lliiCl~ 
rpdIQ .... ; ~tar:c.lffliUtHe. diCliS. 
Idabo b-p",g-~u--.u;-m@l\:b "'J!L~ 

CRail ~ 1islicn:;ft Ind.~ iIIMI-~ 
OO)§ DiDtioDs 10 iii. miII; ~iac: iiW:I r¢Yiew ~ 
QICII; CIOI.;hcctIO!Iee ifany COQICnICCiaa ¢MCS 

cU ll i;:IOtl ~ 17Xb». 

Prio< 

110 275.00 

1>0.00 1,245.00 

1.60 Z7S.oo 440.00 

Q80 95.00 "'00 

Q20 95.00 19.00 

7.40 150.00 1,110.00 

Page: II 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771~

Oieat

Petra,lnc.

Matter Descriptioa

aty ofMeridian

Date
9/']J1JX1)

9/']J1JX1)

9/']J1JX1)

9/3/'JIXI}

9/3/'JIXI}

9/3/1JX1)

9/411JX1)

Prof
TGW

PRC

MFW

TGW

PRC

MFW

MFW

DesCriptiClll
Continue workon discovery responses; telephone
conference~ TomCoughlin regarding same;
telephone conference with Maureen regarding additional
research for motion to dismiss Meridian's complaint

~g motiOn liis_s ali~ r su
Iaa1iO • lei e t() amen ana

es
1!8it'illI MY.as" fijf a more ii_ireStiiteiiiiiit 0

Work on discovety issues; conference with Tom
Coughfin and Barbara Crawford regarding remote access
to documents produced in this case; telephone
conference~ JellY Frank regarding motion to dismiss
to be filed; work on m:>tion to dismiss

Review file; prepare dmft Motion to Dismiss pursuant to
12(bX6);

au
dimiss' mvii:!W1dibo-.aw as 0 ~ed to iiIenilli
----cI M~fti!iiiCl~ ~RiCCOtIdili

2 CQ es all :lUIiCftjB Rrogeny~

dcvclO out Cl fj

.res~ IClilio es . . D tJiat ldibo
- an: to lJCllll~D acconI WithJeilcn1IiWl

itCi an aDd~enI fijI'

e anil~ scaiOn iJXjut
an nIlm! «; is.

=........",=~"..",,=lI1gpliUitiJe 6iS1S tiIelieti

IS l n
aevoiilOffiiCtiiil~IoDS aDd confUlJegil

Jij • os' ise anil . sectiOn tliil COuntS
ifwo ana RJiUj as

Vails

0.80

0.30

4.00

0.70

OliO

8.20

7.40

Price
275.00

95.00

150.00

275.00

95.00

150.00

150.00

Value

220.00

28.50

600.00

192.-50

57.00

1,230.00

1,110.00

6I2G'201 I 9:59:40 AM Page: 12

008518

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

PRe 

MPW 

row 

PRC 

MPW 

MPW 

6i2iY2011 9:S9:40AM 

Olout 

Petra,lnc. 

o.c:riptkw; 

Matkr Descripjoa 

Qy of Meridian 

Continue workon discovery responses; telephone 
conference wKb Tom Coughlin regarding same; 
telephone conference with Maureen regarding additional 
resean::h fur motion to disniss McooWt's CO"1'laint 

Work on discoveJ)' issues; conference with Tom 
Coughlin and Barban. Crawfurd regarding rcm:)tc access 
to documents pJOduced in this case; telephone 
conference wah Jerry Frankregatding Irotion 10 dismiss 
to be fUed ; \.11olk on IMlion 10 disntis 

Review file; prepaR: draft Motion to Dismiss pursuant to 
I2(bX6); -. 

~rcviseliii1 . - ~l(~@ii.~jiijl:_~ 

p~deVoiil ciiLfiiCtfi)l __ ~ ~ ~_~ IejiI 
cOifc:lisims-:-dfafnw.niDi:ledilTea:iOntiwfCOiinU 
iI'WOi IIiid n:xc Ckt~JI! R~ili1!i_is iiC~ 

~ n:vilc aad edinCictioD OIIlRP.'iCab)ei 1f.aJ.naks; 
~ lIN_MIS .. i1ObiOtC ltiOUt ~; ~ 
cacs ilnClei'~~~l ~!i).lan!l 

.tateiUla .Ji!iiW'ffiJ"4d,:~_ijfab;J.':Il;.MsJ[Qi 
cd. scttioa gt~-rwo-'WO'rtia-,-p'~ .. 
~biCi\:Utiii!!lT~~Jj 

0.JIl 

4.00 

~'" 

0.'" 

7.40 

Price 

275.00 

95.00 

150.00 

275.00 

95.00 

150.00 

150.00 

v .... 
moo 

600.00 

192.S0 

SI.OO 

1,230.00 

1,110.00 

Page: 12 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID Oient Matter Description

1JJTlI-0Q8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

9nr2009 MFW MID ':JiitiOOUCtiHi 7.80 150.00 1,170.00
~;

cI
Idilia Rule I ana
COIl a

a Clis

008519

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M ... " II) 01 ... Mltter Descriplioa 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. cay ofMerXlian 

P"" Descri~OII """ Price v .... 

91711009 MFW ~ ."-_e4LIIi#uctuctioi:flDd ~ 7.'" ISO.00 1,110.00 
~; &at Su",w' .. ·-CiOIICQ!on: ..... -~ Itid 
dItCI=-aid4I;jaqi1ag~DiDorcli· - --cc~ 

................ l'!!!!!!OiI1!!!!a 1!!!I __ 11 
@!OC..~ o~ in T'iitraitilY;-did ibCl 
add . ectioI ~j\iit_QI.':.l~j[~j:i:"i(.wo 

difIniit 1Iii:IOis:;-1i .::JtdilcUif.ioB-Of'T·....,..y:-qp 
s~ ':iOtiiik.f __ traioiia!dd~-~' 

" -oouats-IO s~bow~ "drs~-fIi:cuIl 

'~; iilliicliicliii i""" IO P.!f!~:::."* 
pleldilfd 

9/BniXYJ TOW Telephone conferencc \db Gene Bennett regarding 030 Z15.oo 
InterrogateI)' No." an4Requests hr Adttission 19 and 
22 

9/BniXYJ MFW ProoflWM. iiidCd~, ClaC!Ck Ihil .... ijilCJ. ~ 150.00 390.00 
___ ":JiIjiI;jf~""_<III!lIJi(.Iii!iI:"'" 

pillaJd@#f!ri : ~"tW! _ _ il.:m:r. w_ iY 
RiV~ 

TOW Rev iew and revise letterproposed by Petra to scnd to 0.<10 2lS.00 110.00 
opposing counsel regarding response to Ted &ird's 
August 25th email transmitting a Ic:tterdated August 
2(kh; prepare letter and clTBillo Trout 

9/11/2009 TOW Prep~ contract; corracnce reYacwofdocumcnts 130 275.00 3S7.51l 
provided by Petra fur response to City's claims; 
confetence with Frib Klein regardiog resPOIL!iC and 
additional research; contIme worton motion to disnas; 
conference Mh Tom Cough&l reganlio.g documents to 
bcproduccd 

9/14I2lJ09 TCNi Reviewdraft c::omspondcnce to Qy ofMemian; review 230 275.00 
documents provided by PetJa; f'e'Vtoe draft letter 
response to Walts' July 28. 2OO9lettc:l' ilr Petra's 
approval; email to Jerry Frankand Gene Bennett fur 
approval; continue worlr: on on discovery responses 

9/lsnJJ09 TOW Work on discovcty responses; continue ..... ork on motion 4.70 275.00 I,292.SO 
to dtomi5s; conduct additional research; tina1im motKlD 
to di5miss and supportKlg mermnmdum finalm: letter 
responding to Watts' July 28. 2OO9lcttcr 

9/lsnJJ09 PRC a..-IIIIt ............ 1 ,,--..-~ 0.'" 95.00 7~00 

IJ!!jJ 
\iiI!@U ....... .....,..,IiPrModcla-.DiaaIiw 
" , , ....... ", · .. 1, , ., ~ '.' 

612Q12()11 9'.59:40 AM 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Ma1t2rID

2fJTlI~

Oient

Petra. Inc.

Mauer Description

City ofMeridian

Date
91 I5/1lX1J

Prof
MFW

UUts
7.W

Priu
150.00

Valae
1,170.00

9ro.00150.006.60MFW

omOlS m1d

9117/1JX1} TGW Review Motion and Trout's affidavit requesting 1.60 275.00 440.00
CJllension oftilre set forth in the scheduling order;
forward to Jeny Frank, Q,ne Bennett and Tom Coughlin
for analysis and coImlCllt; telephone conference with
Jeny Frank regarding status ofcase and discovery
issues; continue to ~rlcon sunmmy judgment issues;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin regarding discovery matters

912111lX1J TGW &hange emails with Gene Bennett regarding the aty's O.W 275.00 2W.00
claims ofdeficient system; telephone conference with
Gene regardilg same; eJChange emaiIs with KeDy
Roberts, Bridge City Legal, regarding opposing counsers
cla.irm about discovery deficiencies; prepare
cOJTCSpondence to opposing counsel regarding Motion
to Alter Scheduling Order

912l/1JX1} MFW Rcview1- 0 8.00 150.00 1,200.00
wc~o - Dis

M\'ise list ana me IiIiIi es
- -- e ofdeiling CIWlW-P mr

,;

911611lX1J

9/2111ffB TGW Telephone conference with Jeny regarding latest claim;
ofdeficiencies in various system; conference call with
Bridge Cty Legal and opposing counsel regarding

1.10 275.00 302.50

6I2tY2011 9-.59:40AM Page: 14

008520

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

...... ,10 

20771-001 

"'" '1' IS/21lO9 

'1'1&'2009 

9(17/2009 

9/2lnuB 

9/2Il2009 

9I21J2OO'J 

P, ol 
MPW 

MPW 

TGW 

TGW 

MPW 

TGW 

6J2iY2011 9:59:40 AM 

Oleot 

Petr., Inc. 

DcscriiX* 

MItkr DtscriptiOl1 

ay of Meridian 

con ...... WiIIlT...-W:;;,,~g:1ltOOliIOIioa: to 
@iaiN .,,"(· •• 0("':41 o'f~" briI:6; 
resMCbiJr;& ,~...,..,.-_ 

~~_"'-'~I"""
~~)ilIK'''' lOOlliilfCl~ 
2010billdD:nwiIw' ...... ~ ..... ··.-o, 
moct"lon ~v .... ilCOl'*'l _.~ 
ji ..... iii:q:tt(tli(lli~liir&~]q . .. [ .. J.!!!.! .. L. 

~""'IiDiIiIII __ IwtrV-.IIor-...... 

RariI" lYI!IIIIIYjgawMarou~perT1lOOpy 

COftVClSllign;~.'.Mi.C""",_1 c:tiU~ 

CIMiI-..... r .. ~CiiWil iI1iI .... _~~cuj§lj 

re:sc.:b-.~~ __ kI¥.i.t8~ 
0I'dca irJ IdIIIO. 9Ib C!tii;il aid; aI-;'",. 

Rcvtew Mown and Troufs affidavit n::qucstmg 
cxteosixl oHine set forth in the schedulKl, order, 
furward to Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and TomCoughlio 
fOranllysis and c:onment; telephone conference v.til 
Jerry Frankn:a:ardinl status orease and discovcty 
issues; oonmue to worton suImDI'y judgment issues; 
te~phonc oonference WEb. Gene Bennett and Tom 
Cougblm tqalding discovery mIttctS 

&:hange emaiIs "'" Gene Bennett regan:ling the ~s 
clains ofdeficicnt systems; telephone confen:nce wKh 
Gene re&anlng same; cld\angc emaiIs with Kely 
Roberts, Bridge City Legal, regarding opposing counsel's 
claims about discovery deficiencies; prepare 
oonespoodcncc to opposina: counsel repning Motion 
to Alter Schedumg Order 

1oriIw-c:umal-mtinn-"drd~of~Ib'" 

...... ~couJdobl:Ui .... ~ti!!l Qi) ~...l1lPl!ii!Q' 

~t;-l"CVilo ist iaJ-~"",,~ 

_ i!l: ....... (_-.... ~ 
___ ; ,,",ew __ "!I!m, !<Y 
cn....- in1'ilQ ~ micwd __ kcv-nwd:ICr 
~1iD' h ~ be iii MUll mel waNerofi 
dial !!!IilRmieiD~ md 61 P-IIcs If~ IibtCI i:ir 
'iWr-&ct~ 

Telephone c:onfcrmcc with Jerry regarding latest cla.i:ms 
ofde6ciencies in various systems; conmncc can with 
Bridge CIty Legal and opposing counsel regan:Jing 

lit . ! 

L>Ub 
7." 

MO 

1.60 

0.., 

~OO 

1.10 

Price 

1.50.00 

1>0.00 

27:5.00 

275.00 

1>0.00 

275.00 

v .... 
1,170.00 

90).00 

4<0.00 

221>.00 

1,100.00 

Page: 14 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD OieDt Matter DescriptiGll

1JJ771-QOS Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Descripticill Units Price Value

discovery lI'Btters

9/11I1fXY} PRe Meeting with Bridge Cty litigation data support 0.30 95.00 28.50
regarding additional documents from Petra to be Bates
numbered and produced and uploaded to lconect data
base.

9/13/1JX'I) TGW Review conespondence from opposing counsel 0.70 275.00 192.50
regarding conference call with Bridge City Legal about
discovery lI'Btters; telephone conference with Maureen
Walsh regarding additional research for reply to
Meridian's opposition; review draft correspondence to
Meridian regarding problems reconciling pay application
with proposed payments

9/13J1JX'1) EKK Review correspondence ftomopposing counsel 0.10 190.00 19.00

9/13l2fm MFW 7.1Il 150.00 1,170.00
contemice

9/2411JX'1) TGW Deal with addjional discovery issues; ex:hange email 0.40 275.00 110.00
regarding same with Kelly Robert. Bridge City Legal;
review draft and prepare correspondence to opposing
counsel regarding wananty walk-through

9/25/1JX'I) TGW Review and forward correspondence from Kim Trout 0.1Il 275.00 220.00
regarding discovery deficiencies; prepare response;
correct wananty waIk-through letter; telephone !
conference with Tom Coughlin reganling same; work on Idiscovery response issues

9/2512rm EKK Review correspondence from opposing counsel 0.20 190.00 38.00 I
I
!

9/2812009 TGW WOrkOD discovery matters related to Meridian's clains, 1.60 275.00 440.00 l
including review ofdocuments recently produced by i
Meridian and supplemental responses to Meridian I

!requests for admissions; telephone conference with
IGene Bennett on 9125/fB regarding same; revie

reservatiOns ofrigllts Iater.fromPJielQ!DUn~~ IinDIte p~aratiO 0 ~iting.~ge
eij' \tth: trial team~garding Underwriter's l~uiremcnt; ClICffiiiige eiiiiilS With KUrt .Kramcr-:PJicms
Dillib8[~an1ing same; continue to workon IOOtion to
disniss reply brief

I
6J2GI2011 9:59:40 AM Page: 15 I
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008521

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) _m 
Oieat MIttler Deserl,... 

1JI77I .... Pc.., In<. cay of Meridian 

Os. p"" DacripCi_ Uolb Price V~ .. 

discovery lI'IIlters 

9I11J7fJ1) PRe Meeri'lg ~ Bridge ay lKigalion data support 03) "'.00 ,..SO 
!"Claroi'l, additional documents fi'omPctra to be Bates 
nwrtlcred and produced and uploaded to Iconect dats 
b". 

9fl3/1i19 row Review correspondence iomopposin, counsel Q1I) 275.00 1'/2.S0 
regardi'lg oonfercnce caU with Bridge Oty Legal about 
discovery tmtlers; tdcphone conference ~ Maureen 
Wabh rqarrling additXmaJ n:::searcb fo r reply to 
Meridian', opposition; review draft correspondence 10 
Meridian regardi'lg problems RlCOnciling pay application 
'A>ith proposed payments 

9fl3/1i19 EXK Review cotTeSpondcnce iomopposmg courtSel QIO 190.00 19.00 

9fl3/1i19 MFW ~r.-dIb:euai:i",cdWid"T. W" 7.R1 1lO.00 1.170..00 
•• . ·CiI~91""' l';WIi-' __ ~Qf 
P.!iiitii ~~-.- -~ ;aa iii tirCitiUiQ ., ....... ____ ,,-__ om •••• , 
C!iI.;~~iiII 

~ o - 1m c!iiilil: 
fbr-OOIIStnK:tirIco-ICillCiMbIiliidcl'I~j.iI~1Iiid 

~~lbp: ... ):tij~.)!_.'Y~ 
rmtiob. 

- row Dca1 with additional discovery issues; ocbange elJllil 0.40 27~.OO 110.00 
regarding same with KeDy Robert, Bridge Qy leJaI; 
review draft and prepare com::spondcnce to opposila 
counsel regardilg waRMty walc-through - row Rcviewand rorward eomspondcncc fiomKimTrout 0.Rl 275.00 211l.OO 
rcprdilg discovery deficiencies; prepare ICSponJe; 
correct watranty wak-througb ketter, telephone 
conference wilb Tom Coughlfl regan:lilg same; work on 
discovery response issues - EXK Review correspondence fi'omopposing counseL IUD 190.00 ].00 - row Work on discovery mattcn related to Mcmian's clams, 1.'" 275.00 .... 00 
incbcli1g review ordocumeots receDtiy produced by 
Meridian and s upplenoJtal R:Sponses to Meridian 
requests fOr admissioas; tdephone confcteoce w1lh 
Gene Bennett on 9I15/fR regardmg same; review 
...... --RW&lI .. 1dICL_"'.Jl!lO".ll1'; 
iD~..,. ... ltioDoJiJ;g~~~_ma; ~e 

eaais wlh tdIltcam_mbctueg~~I1.bSenriet's 
!aluRlgen\i~&~ ~JqI~. Pt.elps 
1lWI~.J~aami:ll_~ continue to work on motion to 
disnss reply brier 

ihOOOl l 9".59:-40 AM Page: 15 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

1JJT11-008

OieDt

Petra. Inc.

MlICter Desc:ripliOll

ay ofMeridian

912912fX1}

9/29/2OCYJ

9129120CYJ

9/29/2OCYJ

9/3OI2OCYJ

Prof
EKK

MFW

TGW

PRe

Fffi

MFW

TGW

Desc:riptiOll
Reviewconespondence; began p~amg table on
discovery deficiencies in case.

Review and analy2le Meridian's response to Petra's
motion to dismiss; telephone conference~Maureen
Walsh regaromg vacation ofhc:aring on motion to
dismiss and motion ofsumnary judgment proceedings;
conduct addaional tact investigation and legal research
in support ofmotion fur sumnary;'dgmcnt; telephone
coni:rence wah Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin
regarding Meridian's claims ofdeficiencies in certain
stJUctUJeS and systems; wolk on substantive notice of
vacation ofhc:aring; work on motion fur an order for
mediation under Rule 16(k)

Prepare first draft ofMotion for Court Ordered
Mediation, Affidavit ofThomas Walker and supporting
Memorandum; I

emoraadDm fromTo woiillll on IllelDJliDdumii
s IP.Q of meaiitiOO· me umion fi
1IIlld· •

~ 1m to s .i!m!!!!:J!!!!~
nwicwWitt'I KftidiVit fur co _ceWlilru 0

~roo~DStos @~t

w...~~eDiiiIS~ifilgcowtom
mediatiO· • ~

Work: on supplemental discovery responses and
document review; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin and &ilea Klein regarding e~ensive document
reviewrequRd to prepare sufficient supplemental
response; ex:hange several emails regarding Meridian's
claims and a list ofcJaUned defects to be provided as a
result ofthe one-year wananty wale through; several
telephone conference with Coughlin regarding sam:;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regardilg
Meridian's latest clams and responses to City's atterrpts
to iJqJose duties and responsibilities upon Petra that are

tmts
1.80

280

3.10

1.00

1.80

4.80

3.20

Price
190.00

150.00

275.00

95.00

190.00

150.00

275.00

Value
34200

420.00

85250

95.00

34200

720.00

880.00

&2&2011 9:59:40 AM Page: 16
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

MFW 

row 

PRe 

FJH 

MFW 

row 

6'21Y2011 9'.59:40 AM 

Oieat 

Deuri .... 

MlllYr Dtseripl_ 

ay of Meridian 

Revicwoonespondenoe; began prepama table on 
discovery deficiencies in case. 

~iewofiD.~ rejiijliD.I_Wijl~~ 

_JlOiiilIlii _>lUii~.I< ""'.iiiiii:1iOiii T.J![iIiii _ ... _ __ Cif_ilb.:M __ ~ 

op'R!;!lIitiOa 10 MotiDii Igi ~ Ilfljtji;(,--oJWiOilCaiijl 
... ......-;~~-=-iJ_-in~ 

oudiDe obiDctio • .-. __ COIrivcn:atii:in illinn-nMlf 

... -
Review and analyze Meridian's response to Petra's 
Irolion to dsniss; telephone conference will Maureen 
Walsb resazd'" vacation ofbcarin, on UDtioo to 
disrmS$ and m:;Jtion ohuamary judgment proceedings; 
conduct add.iolla! tact investigation and legal research 
in support offtDtion ilrswmwy jJdpx:nt; telephone 
conierenoe wah Gene Bennett and Tom Cough&:! 
rqardKtI Meridian's cWms ofdeficiencic5" cc:rtm 
structures and systems; workon substantive notice of 
vacah)n ofh=-ing; \Wrt on rmticn lOran order for 
mediation under Rule 16(\:) 

Prepare fDt draft of Motion ilrCourt OrdcJN 
Mediatixt, Atniavil of Tho nBS Wahrand supporting 
Mcmonuldwn; 

~~-:I~m;~J¥ui.i~ .... 
~ oflllOtifn '*oiil .. ..Qii:;; ltVi!iCi:I tIJe~~ 
QIOd.~-rcvkwcid otA: DI::iIif.i!8fpj!)..riI.ioo 

.. ·eatb COIIvc:nbl toS~~ Iai:itiOIi iiiUI 
mv W JMlYit bc!!8qt~'l!.idU:R. 0:£ 
~ _ilw~ri:gj'w! ~j~1R Sj",.Iii:S' ..... -ftji i' 
IiIIdavU ImCIerlliilflum of ev~-outIIIe-oli 

R!obka IDd dci=ds m ~~ dh----.l) 
W ..... ·~I-..;:: ..... ~ .. ~--=~ 

mlldiiIIiDIC nMNo1'~ "' 1IiJ!;;i;i&If~ 

Work on supplemcotaJ discovCt)' responses and 
document n:view; telepbone c:on.fi::rc:ncc with Tom 
Cough&!. aDd &ib.lQeio. regarding eJ4cnsive docummt 
review rcqui'ed to preplW sufficient supplemcotal 
response; ezhange several enails qarding MerXlian's 
claim and a tisl orclaimed deR:c:u 10 be provided as a 
rcsult of the on~ycar warranty wak through; s everal 
telephone wnfermcc with Coughlin regarding same; 
leJephone eonklaace with Jerry Frankregarding 
McrGian's West clains and responses 10 City's aUelJ1)ts 
10 irq)ose duties and responsibilities upon Petra Ihat arc 

UUb 
1.80 

>80 

3.10 

1.00 

1.10 

4.80 

Price 
190.00 

150.00 

Z15.oo 

95.00 

190.00 

IlO.IXI 

Z15.oo 

Val •• 

34>00 

420.00 

95.00 

342.00 

moo 

SIIlOO 

Page: 16 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter Description

20771~ Petra, Inc. ay ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Thits Price Value

beyond those provided for in the CMA

9130120C1J F1<K Confened with T. Wahr on meeting and additional 0.60 190.00 114.00
infomution to be prepared for mcetmg on discovery;
examined correspondcnce on warranty issues; reviewed
motion to vacatc and reset dates fiomopposing counsel

9/3fY2fXY) PRC 0.70 95.00 66.50

several telephone cal1s with Bridge
at}' Legal regarding CJltcnsive document uploadmg and
production.

300.00

988.00

150.00

190.00

200

S.20

MFW

FJH

-at JIICIIIOJlIDdUm to
eli cr bniitiVc emcntoti

Ti-

U:VV2009 TOW Continue wodeon contract analysis and preparation of 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
response to Meridian's latest pos.ion on one-year
wananty wale through and as attetq)t to cnlarge the
scope ofPetra's duties and responsibilities under the
CMA; continue worleon motion mrsunmuy judgment;
review and revise motion for court ordered mediation and
suppormg papers

1~lflJ:X'B FJH otion r fur 0.20 190.00 38.00

1~l/2009 PRC 2&> 95.00 266.00

IS •
1~l/2009 MFW 6.40 150.00 960.00

9/3OI20C1J

913fY2009

6I2<Y2011 9".59:4Oj{j\Of :;:". lot : • Page: 17

008523

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

PRC 

PJH 

MFW 

.Q/1I2OO9 TfN{ 

1()'112OO9 PJH 

1Q/1I2OO9 PRC 

UVII2OO9 MFW 

alent 

Petra, Inc. 

Descriptioa 

Mltter Description 

0)' of Meridian 

beyond those provided Cor in the o.tA 

Confened withT. Wahron meeting and addirionaJ 
informltion to be prepucd fur meetil, on diu:oveJY; 
~ed correspoode:oce on warranty issues; reviewed 
rootion to vacate and reset dates fiomoppos ing counsel 

... ",IJiC ? several telephone ca1ls with Bridge 
at)' Legal regard"'g CXCosrvc dOQllncnl uploadilg and 
production. 

Revised Moma"a McdiIdon: ~ Affidavjr-oG 
lI'om--wlbt-.;~~Mm.~ 

~~ tbe maDOIMdufoflaw iIll~JnrlD)tioa 

fur mcaialiom 

RiWifcwof Nfa'i"'NOtiCi VW'lIiIiiJ lhiiiiiibg 0i1 RilD 
~motion 19' .... , ; Cllllilutl.J!"'~N 
cowtOidilniid ~ re¥iCWof:D:RMt~~19 
.... -~ ... -w.natJ.-wd:-tbtoliItLlIId P.mt!_ 
associlltcd tbaewiIb; lCV_no ........... Iidu. b 
ml!I stM+iljii, OnkirIiDd A~----:Ih"" iiil.]tt: -
Continue workon contract ana.Iysis and prcpanilion of 
response to Memian's latest pos~ioD on ooe-year 
wananty wale .hrough and as atlelq)1 to en large the 
scope o(Petra's duties and re5pon.sibiLlics under the 
Q.(A; continue work OD tmtion m SUrmBI}' judgment; 
review and revise motion forcourt ordered mediation and 
supportili papers 

CoDficreDcc WidfTc,..-gantinl MotiOifb' Qdet b 
Mca_io"~ 

-iliti:iIiriIrM 

Dra:l: DriisclQ!1~~ 
fiICQ ~1~taIl illii¥IiIlt ~Y1itiaS oltie 
0dA;; nl'¥irw'OV' lPdilia s":Jkd; revise IIDid 
Cl!l:~ __ .Jll"-" 
b)~~tiDd odil .~o{aflil~ ordcI' 

P"" Value 

MO '90.00 114.00 

95.00 

,.w .90.00 ... .00 

200 .50.00 300.00 

6.SO 275.00 1,787.50 

<l2ll .90.00 38.00 

20) 95.00 ,.;0.00 

MO .50.00 960.00 

Page: 17 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Mattl!rID CUent Matter DescriptiOD

1ffT71..()()8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description lilies Price Value
.2 uestmraaclitiO co~ RMS

iiiOCClit scemn tOr sfitCliiCDt ofiiDdis~ DiiitCOal
tKtSN m IQDnies o\Wi1 MOiilIi8n' ftlYiso an

R it
2leiiilil g can;

to aatc ana outliiic new tS fOrs
@g~ntDliiff6asCitOiITrours JeS~nsc M Motioli to
d'

10/2flJ.X1) TGW Review revised notes from Coughlin regarding Trouts 1.30 275.00 357.50
claims ofPetra's milure to perform its duties and
responsibilities; respond to notes and email additional
inquiries to Petm personnel regarding ~lemcntation of
tenus ofCMA; telephone conference with Tom Coughlin
and Gene Bennett regan:lilg mcts in support oflJl)tion
for sumnary judgment; continue workon sumnary
judgment

10/miX1J EKJ( Conferred with T. Walker 00 new infonnation related to 0.60 190.00 114.00
discovery; work with database on document naming.

10/miX1J PRe Prepare Petra's Supplemental Response to Requests for 2.10 95.00 199.50
Production ofDocuments for production ofVolumes 7
and 3; prepare Notice ofServK:e ofDiscovery NSponse.

10/212009 MFW Revacw . WiICCi'CiiiiiI~ing~ If.7ofttiC 7.00 150.00 1,050.00

1,320.00150.003.80

g

tg

s~t~~ncases' revise
eclit mitial s t staiii1Iiifj'~ ccvlSe
ana:eclKMoridiiii's CIiiIiS are 6anea 6eCaiJSo Merii:IBii'S

Pm ~

atiOUt liCtS of

MFW10/412009

6120f1JJ1l 9:59:40 AM Page:~8····

I

I008524

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

...... 'ID 

20771 .... 

lonnt:m 

1<>'212009 

lonnt:m 

lonnt:m 

Ity4f2009 

P,ol 

Oleat 

Petnl,Inc. 

l)acriJtl_ 
~ 1~1Miit b'SiiICIticiiiI ~itiiiC)fd;nMiC 

~~iM'sJII~*gr=oIJQI~ __ ·lDJ 
tiicts ~ IIIiiliIia owed M.1fidiijn;~ __ UICI 
edk'-eiCli"ror~J1~~nMew-ot: 

p~ iiOil iildUf;il ~"-.IliIlIi;-.tv."-.,:spdl 
IlLOWL .... __ :1O>!!C_JL!!r_ 
~~ftH;d oniroun "~IC)MotkilflO 

~ 

TG\II Review revised notes 60m Coughlin regarding Trout's 
claims ofPeb'a's £aiure to pemrm ils duties and 
responsibilitics; respond to notes and email additional 
"qunes to Petra persoMcl regaming iJq)leroentation of 
terms ofCMA; telephone conference with Tom Coughlin 
and Gene Bennett regardill f4cts in support oftmtion 
for surmwy judgment; continue worton sWImBI}' 
.Pdgment 

EKK Con(~ with T. Waller on new inbrmation related to 
discovery; worlc~ database on documeut naming. 

PRe ~are Petra's Supplemental Response to Requests for 
Production ofDocum:nts forpnx!uction ofVoluna 7 
and 8; prepare Notice of Service ofDiscovcf)' response. 

MFW ~T.Wdca'~eaiI~g~(iiftf:ijl 

MFW 

!Ml\; "r.COuIh~~_ 
,-!!!!isi:;n..-to - -- iiUo-'-iiggn~liCiitf 

~ Idab4L1rW~gLd~putOd ~_oL"'~ 

~i~~b!r:iP-1fic:WdilindlCM 

IIiitCIW IDiS ~ 10 die ~t:lKliI~; ~ I!iiiJ 
IC¥n-1ttic:Ia ~Ji:lutiaI orcouliUcdaa~ 

ud.~illMiI iOaa~caalnii:tOr-Ed 0'Wnr. miiiW BY 
oWiiMnil-~I:irSiii* ifliWfo . -... .. ug,; 
W;~i8 1ftd CidI: ~.iijb ~ 1ijj11i!:f;t:~ 

~"""'1D4 Oiih ...... iqtn@'''1iP«mim 
"il .jjjly~~. coastniction cts@;~'1fiiM Ibi1 
edit i!iQal Jl" m ilil)' ~~t-s'*Dd~;-!li:!dt_lJ!'!isJ: 

aaa Oiiit'Mentiin'l cu. InlIiamid becaiiS«rMermm's 
of&ials-cenifIDd dlie-~-" ~J!M;~~ 

1Ad000itilitiil~ - W lii 0&111 
to ~1Ut;-_eaIcti IdIbo IIw i)f"ekIralb c;rwaiVcr 
UjtiI:s.JjJjjiiJ~'~.ilr.::Cfi#;_8ViU! iQtf!ll.JliJ.1 
-=_-=~,./J!ljji.e:l!!.«m.aiO@ 0Iit 
~~iitD. ~ijjWQ!fA.."l.1!)Yiij)=-1jifS .jpjifi 
,~-and1'etia-. ~t"c::ontniiClOt-.nd 

~1"" il tMnr.~~..M 
~Q.(~ 

6/200fJ11 9-.59:40AM iI-t ., 

Uaits Price 

1.30 27.5.00 357.so 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

210 95.00 199.so 

7.00 150.00 1,050.00 

150.00 1,320.00 

Page&.iS .... 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter DesCriptiOll

207l1'{)()s Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DescriptiOll tmts Price Value
1(11512009 TGW Wark on response to opposing counsers letter regarding 4.50 275.00 1,237.50

Petra's alleged negligence it eJlCrcising his quality
control duties; conference with Gene Bennett,Tom
Coughlin and FriIca KJein regarding same and facts in
support ofPetra's proposed motion for sulJllIllll)'
judgment; continue work on motion for sUl1llml)'
judgment

101512009 EKK. Prepare further infonnation on discovery issues; 1.60 190.00 304.00
conferred with T. Walker and reviewed response letter
and notes from TomCoughlin fOr meeting today;
meeting with Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlit and T.
Walker, review further case information.

101512009 PRe Prepare letter to opposing counsel regarding 0.20 95.00 19.00
verifications to discovery responses.

1015/2009 MFW 9.40 150.00 1,410.00

101612009 TGW Continue to work on motion for SummaJYjudgment; 1.80 275.00 495.00
review various letters and certificates ofsubstantial
coapletion; tinallile letter to opposing counsel regarding
fulfillment ofPetra's duties and responsibilities under the
CMA

101612009 EKK. Review proposed correspondence and emibits to be 0.30 190.00 57.00
attached thereto.

101612009 PRe 0.70 95.00 66.50

i
101612009 MFW 9.80 150.00 1,470.00 I

j.

I
!
I

6I'lfJ/2011 9-.59:40AM Page: 19

008525

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ' ID 

20771-008 

ltV""'" 

ltV""'" 

ltV""'" 

ItV(;2009 

P<of 
row 

EX!( 

PRC 

MFW 

TGW 

EX!( 

MFW 

6I1fY1f)119".59:40AM 

a;,.. 

Petra, lnc. 

Detcriptiorl 

MlUtr Descriptio. 

CKy of Meridian 

Work on response to opposing counsels cttern::garding 
Petra'S alieged negligence in eJCrcisi1g h5 qualily 
control duties; conference wKh Gene Bennett.Tom 
Coughlin and &ib. Klein regarding same and facts in 
support of Petra's proposed motion for surrmary 
jud~t; contnuc wort. on motOn forsW'M'llltY 
judgment 

Prepare further information on discovery issues; 
conferred~"ih T. Walker and reviewed response letter 
and notc! from Tom Coughlin tormcetin& today; 
meeti1g wah Gene Bennett. TomCough1i1 and T. 
WalIa:r; review furthereuc nfOtmlllion. 

PrqIare letter to opposing counsel regard"'g 
vcrilica60ns to discovery responses . 

..... iOiaiT:W.tv.~c:d~T. WI)g; 
mieWT;~~"~ljU1i{_ 
fD!I QiOli)ri:ir ~Jud~t;-dm1UW illoJ 
ilea ioiitclit"'-D_(.~JMI.-gpt ~;jtijlft 

i:Ulial-'w.il!lYJlLQPIb_IrIACl-"~J3_itiAIfif~r 

~_"~~J!-" 'i-'i!iAf3U::~Jm.~ 
.. .Ilia: '" pl!duCIeCIliDd iaCUi:b: ~Ig;&-sIllX;' __ iS 
wCp,CIpOii;-Z!YnOf'*"'iPt1pg i_~~ 
~""<dk~ __ 
coY ..... of~~_~~ 
c .... tSof~c~itlt*i-:-.;~ 
rcrisc aruI CiicO: s~WtiCn cI~~_'Nn:I 

bec.II"-~-do DOl ~ ODO ~rOf"'.-ciQnqii!!t 
drd aiddilioUl gu._, reawdiY Seii::tDllJ.4 ctt~ 
~ 

Continue to woTkon motion forswmmy judiRllt; 
JeVicw various letters and certificates of substantial 
coqllction; finalize letter to opposi'lg counsel regardng 
ful1illment of Petra's duties and n::spoosib~ies under the 
CMA 

Review proposed correspondence and emilits to be 
attached thereto. -; 
Jl'~are CmliI corr~IJ8!t:!ltu-cc to 1(; ~-~D& 

~J)(:J~ !:ju:;as~ 

FmaiIs-Mb,--P;KanmcIJ. Wdca--~If&-R!!I __ OJ 
IatCat ddi=Ic:c:J;"~ mel waiVcr,-.wieWcbU\ Ieqa 
~:rrout~~~~~jil~ 

about dW'I@;.wft tidieuiliiuts" R"~..J 
C!lfpOS~jQ"]:DQ"i!:f"::J9.:disJliU~iI:l..~ (!!:I_k 

.. ~-

""'" 4.50 

1.00 

9.40 

I.., 

• .30 

0.71) 

9." 

Pri<t 

215.00 

190.00 

91.00 

150.00 

275.00 

190.00 

91.00 

150.00 

v .... 
1,237.50 

304.00 

19.00 

1,410.00 

495.00 

57.00 

66.50 

1,470.00 

Page: 19 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

M8tterID

20171~

Cieat

Petra. Inc.

Matter Descripti_

at}' ofMeridian

Date Pro! Description
sOCliOn meaillioDII~U-

1'8\'110 iiiI 0CIj sectiOn Itiiiit Pen liaS
. as UiiiI« - emiiJj m
~

NYise aD ecR entiliiiiiiit to costs aDa

_<::MA- MVlSe ea" estOp~ SectlO

acICl clilOiCiits 0 es p~ n:scarc

Ullits Price Value

l('i7/2OC1J TGW Receive approval from Jeny Frank and finalize 0.40 27S.00 110.00
correspondence to Trout regarding Petra's fulfiUment of
its duties under the CMA

1f'i7/2OC1J FKK Wodeon n.anmg ofdocuments m iConect system fur use 3.20 190.00 608.00
in responding to discovery_

10I7/ZOC1J PRe Conmence preparation oftimelineofsignificant events 0.80 9S.00 76.00
in Casemap.

1017/2009 MFW Review 10.60 150.00 1,590.00
S""If~-~

sec:tion

10l8l2OC1J

1<V8I2009

PRe

TGW

Prepare correspondence to opposmg counsel regarding
verifications; continue work on fuets timeline.

Continue to work on motion for SUImJary judgment;
ex:hange emails with Maureen Walsh regarding research

0.80

1.10

9S.00

27S.00

76.00

302.S0

612012011 9:59:40 AM Page: 20

008526

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M •• "D) 

20171-008 

ICYlI1JX1J 

ICYlI1JX1J 

ICYlI1JX1J 

ICYlI1JX1J 

111'812009 

111'812009 

p...r 

PRe 

MI'W 

PRC 

tn)*2I) l1 9"59:40AM 

O iUl. 

Petra,mc. 

M.tter Dacri~_ 

ay of Meridian 

""m ...... 
sec:tmtdialilliiicl"'iI~UId-unaer~~ 

s~jai"P.II-'1Iou.Id bc:C!DecmI ~~ 
~ _ _ .... ocIilleil::lioa~~" 
_ _ ""QIK __ MP_' 
tlIiJ!:!RI!fJ;~i!M.P~Jii.ti)tl~ ~ 

. iM-I!!I1I-lik..",.-18iiW ~-=-1IiiijI ~ 
UIlderQ0; ~ nMiO .. CiSl".-stCiRpeI-sectmI 
~"'-elliilila.tI-ofCII~Jn~ 

~-_-. oflbn!,~~~.~ 

1fN .. ·ni".dfi .... ,I;iIW!lMtdiiilCilil:~1i 
_ _ ID· ... IIIIf~ __ =d .... .l!f.-R ... 
• r' .... _ _ -=-; ........ !Oi>o __ ~ ... _:_----" ... 10 RiCOId llidcbd iDmhifCio,d ~ 

Receive approvaJlium Jcny Fruk and 6nali2c 
correspoudeoce to Trout n:garding Petra's fulfillment of 
its duties under the Q.tA 

Worton rwriIlgofdocuments m iConect system lOr use 
in responding to discovery. 

CoIl'lD:OCC preparaton oftimem e of s ignificant events 
inCascnp. 

Review ImlIetta'IO ~ iMtWdliikS~ 
~jwitl a.~I---= ___ 
~-___ Of __ ~_jIijift;M __ iiiitiiO 
s~~IiW~I5 ' ~J 

dlCDu;~-~' 8ltIiKdIJt:b.ti'JlJIJ)j!!i!:IjI 
1IIIDeJ~~JItiItM. __ "Jd~ 

Prepare correspondence to oppos ilg counsel ~garding 

verifications; continue wode on facts tmemc. 

Continue to wort on If1) l ion for s urmary judgment; 
cJdtangc ermib \db Maureen Wabh regard.,g resean:h 

. ' 

Price 

MO 215.00 110.00 

3.21l 19("X1 ""'00 

0-'" " .00 7~00 

10" 150.00 1,>90.00 

0.0> " .00 7~00 

1.10 

Page: 20 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

2OTll-008

Prof

Qieat

Petra, Inc.

DescripiOll

matters

Matter DesCripiOll

at}' ofMeridian

Units Price Value

l~lV2OO9

1~812009

FKK

MFW

Q>ntinue work on document naming.

ana iDs

meamD mile ecf
is of cs ise an

mise . sectiOn Iliil

0.60

9.60

190.00

150.00

114.00

1,440.00

I(Y9IZ009 MFW

~.

to e
f'

12.60 150.00 1,890.00

1~1~2009 MFW

6IiOiZOll 9:59:4OAM

nov
~- mile eft sectiOiltliaOfiiir

eatcnil moCOIl~tir 1000 ana services- n:sCiial

m

11.60 150.00 1,740.00

Page: 21
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ' ID 

20771-008 

IlY&'2OO9 

IlY&'2OO9 

1<>W2009 

p"" 

EKK 

MFW 

MFW 

l()f llY2009 MFW 

iJiihdl l 9".59:40 AM 

Otc.1 

Petra, Inc. 

Matter DescriJXi_ 

City oCMcridian 

O:mtinuc workon document naming. 

8IIIII1Dd ~'1ridi P. QiII~~ __ ii(s,«t 
-NlNWiC6d-~bts otDIA: iuO StIktIiciIiI 01 

tMdifPiit@ Mi@Iiil ~JlalD:i_ion_iil 

, ........ : ..... -Ii!IiGtiOn-atJ;(g iMRl....,~ 
.ccotdg: kfdMk'"p'aID ~ dne, rni@fliOd Oilil 
,i::iCtiiDir~g Iiiii: is oftliCiS~~jiijjl 

iIMrC .. - 0f0t.S ~ __ JIl!:!iII!iitnliipt:J:=-ctf. 
MCitdaIII-co I'etlEliIJ; nw&e-"liHI: iIeCti:iiiii mit 

I:n4 . ilOilin"l illIlili:lfPi*4 fiCa HCtiiii ~iliif' 

_;~Ofi"""'_ioa"" 
~-drd; """-~~",,*--CliQl~N 

ID-"'-_~_-"'-"'-___ '" 
~ofibiCnr:ilitii:l !ii~~@;~jI_.a_~ 

HCt»a.-~g Maidillisbo~~~fi 
d,-n_ !bd;: _ _ -IDd" MfCCicJIjj '*"'MiiicI-
~"'_""'ii'_OlilI""JjjI;_ 
~ot:.~_Y:C8tli"'_"'Jjt,IIijj)Ji!t. 
~ ... is Oldie 0IJC:IICiC 00iiICi' IiIatiO 1iW';] ,,,"CiIiS:b 
tidi is ctObO Ci'::~~li: .• liMJi.ujJ;.fiI;m. 
"""«3 ____ .... i_il!O!O!i> 
~ IDCI dIIa~.,-,:, I!i!I4 piOYillDanbo ut 
dI~...!,,,~~~jQi 

~dil& a.. . ... Qder)llcj;~ ,,,·ft, .eviOLIiI!II. !IIjlj~ 
ICtIiDri ~~ Medd.'IIdiHIIO-1DeidiIte;, ~ 
"'Ir...a"'k __ ,",_ioa~.~_ 

~=-cb4;m-_-aaaedj:~s.:.~--:~.1 

~y "'-COUi1-IQ-dalc 

Q60 

9.60 

1260 

11.8) 

Price 

190.00 

lso.OO 

Iso.OO 

lso.OO 

Vllue 

114.00 

1,440.00 

1,890.00 

1,740.00 

Page: 21 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771.008

Oieat

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descri,moa

City ofMeridian

Prof Descriptioll

COWi~ - ~ revile 8iiil eili: Hi:tiOD litiOUt
Maiilian s g COOIJiClj. \ftti COiiitiiCtOISfOf

ices anit~illlOw . it cliiIft't Jaj(jw ~

. section ua- MCIIid_ is~

Uaits Price Value

in same.

J(Yl1I2009 MFW 2.40 150.00 360.00
c
mP rev emil
~ vidcJ am

1<V1212009 TGW Ela:hange emails with opposmg counsel regardmg meet 0.30 275.00 82.50
and conference; review file regarding iofonmtion fur
meet and confer

1<V1212009 MFW e geo co~ 4.m 150.00 720.00..
eilit HCtiOii tIiat

1<V13/2009 MFW 12.60 150.00 1,890.00

1<V1412OO9 TGW Wode on melOOrandum in support ofIOOtion for sunmary 5.20 275.00 1,430.00

6I2(V2D1l 9".59:40 AM ..~-

008528

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M •• • " m 
2D77'.()()8 

IIYIII2OJ9 

IQf1212OO9 

HYI2I2OO9 

l IY 13I2OO9 

p,,, 

MFW 

T(NI 

MFW 

MFW 

6/lfY1/Jl l ~.s9:40AM 

O ltllt 

Petra, Inc. 

MuRr Descrip&. 

(ky of Meridian 

0.0 ........ 

QjUO-~--~---

CJaaiIiDts-(jf~ ~ 

~mU-liMledh.clio"_"'-,,cnfs~ 
1i1l-. -lIii!!Im •• ___ ...." IiDi:l !!i!l! •• r bdM 

"'j@;~""""''''_''''00A 
~J!IO'IWeJ b -_1!PitJhIoi lid'" i ii - . 
F:hange emais wEb opposing counsel regarding meet 
and cenbncc; ~iew file ~prdina informUion for 
UWlel and confer 

1J!P.1ljtti iIiIiiiiiid Ii) lim; ~ otCicllllili:tlf: 
n::iICIIdi Lleho (O!XtI eai;in;C PftMsiP ~-, 

~fiiI";-~.mM"tdi'-'tctbI" 
M .... bniiIdlcIid ~ ia-Wc:oatmi:t iIDCI men ......... - - - 11m g{CClJlII8iI .... ioa b bRiiidI 
cifillR.,n." \19P'PrI; !R#;_mile Ed edI: uctiDD 
tb:iIt Pdia .~eatidDillQ 1' - y~~ IIiI iiDliii:liIIe 
JfJO'.P!:(ltrA'-Sl~J; mnRk!!'_.~ ..-d a~qy 

Ml8HYiiI QifMDI-~~ 

tWa ~-S·i yj Klp"'" tld l ' .." to 
lltiIiiiIi: iWiIC-nlllclill ... - .ettDg IAdmsat cues 
djt.mil_"''*~-=-b-6r. • • 10 lIIidiIIe !Qtmvicw 
M4IiIIOniItCI .. Q(J;pi IDd. i:IHrt 1ICOid'ix!tllOtOl; Idd 
~about .ec::tioa 4:.1; ieIeIICb owaln8ch u no 
~:j[~ ... :oc.~ .• t8!!3.UOUtO~ 
~ i:tt:.di!(~ ~~COCij@LiiI-Y ~r 

Work on merrorandum in support or motion fur $ulDIW)' 

""" Price v .... 

240 '50.00 360.00 

o:JO 27>.00 "-'0 

' .IIl ' 50.00 7]J)1JJ 

,2.60 150.00 1,890.00 

"" ns.oo 1,430.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oleot Matter DescripUoo

1JJTl1-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Pro( Description Udts Price Value

judgment and statement ofundisputed facts

IWI412009 FKK Review correspondence it case. 030 190.00 57.00

IWI4I2009 PRe Work on Statement ofUndisputed Facts and 1.90 95.00 180.SO
Memorandum ofLaw; prepare first drafts ofAffidavits
for Thomas Walker, Jerald Frank, Tom Coughlin and
Gene Bennett in support ofMotion for Swmmy
Judgm::nt and/or Motion to Dismiss

IWI412009 MFW 3.60 lSO.OO 540.00

0
rRIYiewl

IWI512009 TOW Continue work on' SUlllllllUY judgment, itcluding review 3.20 275.00 880.00
and revision ofstatement ofundisputed &cts and
supporting affidavits

IWI612OO9 TOW Continue work on statement ofundisputed facts and 4.SO 275.00 1,237.50
corroboratitg testKmny and documentary evidence

lWI612009 EKK. Review correspondence; continued workon document 0.90 190.00 171.00
identification.

lWI612009 PRC 0.50 95.00 47.50

0

IW19/2OO9 TOW Conduct additional legal resean:h Iegarding issues 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
iqllicated in Petra's Motion for SUIIlI1WY Judgment;
review and revise latest draft ofMelOOrandum in Support
ofMotion for Sul11l1lllJY Judgment; review

lWI912OO9 PRe 0 0.40 95.00 38.00

10/19/2009

10/1fJI2OO9

MFW

TOW Review Meridian's response to Petra's Court Onier
Mediation, including 178 page affidavit and attached
exhibits; prepare IePIy and order and arrange for filing
with the Court; review discovery in preparation for meet
and conference with conference with opposing counset

3.00

6.SO

lSO.oo

275.00

4SO.00

1,787.50

611fJ12011 9".59:40 AM Page: n;
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

-,., 
20771_ 

""'" p".c 

tWt<ll2OO9 Et<K 

lWI4IlOO9 PRC 

HY14l2OO9 MfW 

11)'192009 row 

IW1&"lOC19 row 

IW16lllXl9 00< 

HVI6'2009 PRe 

l(V 19t'2009 row 

IWI9t'2009 PRC 

10'1W2009 MFW 

I """""" row 

61'liY201 1 9"$:40 AM 

OleM Mlaler Dacrt,.. 

..... tnc. Ciy ofMeri::lian 

Desert.-s-
~dgrmnt and Illateml:nt of undisputed facts 

&vi:w fOOm:spondencc n case. 

WOrkOD Statement ofUndtsputed Facts and 
MemorandumofLaw; prepare first drafts of Affidavits 
forThomas Wa1ker,Jerald Frank, TomCougblin and 
Gene Bennett ill support orMotion tOr Swrmary 
Judamcnt and/or Motion to Dismiss 

~1Dd ...... WeI 1:iOIaoteI1. 

Continue wotkon'sunmary j,ldgllCt. uludng review 
and revision of statement of undisputed facts and 
supporting affidavits 

Continue work on statement ofundsputed f.acts and 
conoboratw..S testn;,ny and docullDlWy evidence 

Rtvicwc:orrespondcocc:; conalUcd YIOrkon documcol 
identi6catioo. 

'--,--_ • ,-'--". '.t, ~l .~ __ •. u". --
Conduct additionalltgal n:seardl regarding issues 
~ti:atod in ~'s Molion forSunrary Judgment; 
review and revise latest draft ofMeI!I)randum m Support 
orMotion furSunnary Judpmt; review 

·':.:....L-L·_···. -. -

@8v~t!tii(iiI]l_~·_ !MtC_.---:t..:J(iitii; 
__ Wilh-P.~tmewT w-... ......."..,,_Ij_ 

ablilrofedctjtQN:I~r~ 

OI.I2P.P.!I-*AWli1m~~ __ ~ 
it:Hftb~1 liliii'diicies or~ ~ 
eaddad 10 _ t:!ii!I;JDI;::nMIc"" ~ 

Review Meridian's response to Petra's (hurt Order 
Mediation, i1cludin& 178 paae affidavit and attached 
eJbibits; prepare reply and ord« and anange mr fi&!g 
with the Court; review discovel)' i'L preparation fOr meet 
and conference with conference ~ oPPOSK1& COtJnse~ 

..... ~ """ v_ 

IlJO 190.00 57JlJ 

1.90 95.00 180.50 

3.6" 150.00 S40.00 

Ull 275.00 ""-00 

4.50 Z7l.oo 1,23150 

G.9O 190.00 171.00 

0.50 95.00 41.50 

4.W 275.00 1,155.00 

95.00 J8.00 

1 00 lso.oo 4SO.00 

m.oo 1,787.50 

Page: 2J:l 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

l\ofatter ID

1J1Tll~

Olea.

Petra, Inc.

Matter DesCrlltiOll

City ofMerifian

Date

llV2lY2009

IlV2lY2009

IlV2M009

Prof Descrilti_
. rework and supplement Statement ofFacts in support of
Petra Motion fOr Sl1IIDIIIY Judgment; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin
regardmg pJqW'8tion for meet and confer

PRe Prepare draft ofOrderQanting Defendant's Motion for
Court Ordered Mediation; prepare Second Requests for
Production ofDocuments; prepare Notice ofService of
Discovery; review and continue research and review of
documents produced by City ofMeridian iConect for
specific language relating to subcontractor's contracts
with City ofMeridian.

EKK Correspondence on discovcry; elCBlllined statement of
undisputed fuets in preparation formeeting.

MFW COiiii
~ CWI

as 0 . 6S aoae P- as WW COlP-lUitS"

2.90

0.50

7.fJJ

Price

95.00

190.00

150.00

Value

275.50

95.00

1,140.00

IlV21J2009 TGW Prepare for and attend meet and confer conference with 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
opposing counsel to \Wrkon discovery issues; continue
to marshallevidence fur statement off.lcts in support on
motion for sunnmy judgment; review document
production report prepared by Bridge City Legal

llV2lJ2009 EKK Meeting with opposing counsel and T. Walker on 2.20 190.00 418.00
discovery; review additional discovery requests received
fromopposiog counsel

llV21J2009 PRe 3.80 95.00 361.00
worlc on thro supplemental discovery

responses; prepare first draft; telephone call to Richard
CwmJiogs office regarding prior litigation infonnation
per John Quapp's direction;

e:

HY2II2009 MFW 9.80 150.00 1,470.00

6120120 II 9:59:40 AM '":1.' Page: 24
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) _ . ., 
20771-00II 

liY2M009 

liY2M009 

liY2M009 

1iY21/2OO') 

1iY21/2OO') 

HY2112OO9 

.. " 
PRe 

EKK 

MFW 

row 

EKK 

PRe 

MFW 

61200011 9"..59:40 A M 

OleM 

Pwa,1n~ 

Dts~riltl .. 
rewort.aDd supp~t Statement of Facts in support of 
Petra Motion br Surtmuy Judgment; telephone 
conference wah Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin 
regardmg preparation for meet aDd confer 

~are draft ofOrderO'anting Defi::ndant's Motion for 
Court Ordered Mediation; prep&rc Second Requests fur 
Production of Documents; prepm Notice ofScrvicc of 
Discovery;.eview and contmue research and review of 
doauncnts produced by City ofMcridian iConcct for 
specific language relating to subeontlactor's contracts 
.... tiI Qy of Meridian. 

Correspondence on discovery: ~ statement of 
undsputed facts ill preparation formeeting. 

Prepare furand attend meet and confer conference wah 
opposing counsd to worton discovery issues; contnuc 
to marshallevidcncc b"statemcnt offacts in support on 
IIV)lion for sunmary judgment; reviewdocumeot 
production report prepared by omge at)' Legal 

Meeting wah opposmg counsel and T. Walceron 
discovery; review additional discovery requcsis received 
fitlmopposing ooulUcl 

fiB! draft; call to Richard 
inlC:mmlion 

6tOCn~-'"_.'~Jiiipii&i("'_@~iIR-a enilJ) 
i¥l.1:'!!!:;.m~~~"",~ill-:!2J 

Priu 

2.90 ".00 

190.00 ".00 

7.fJj 1.50.00 1,140.00 

275m 2,2SS.00 

190.00 418.00 

3.OJ .,.00 361.00 

9.'" 150.00 1,410.00 

Page: 24 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

2Cf711~

OIeat

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descripdm

City ofMeridian

PriceUaits
c

ases" maeel"
~fjr~ resolUtioil.CI~-· - OfCODtrIIa

unilii ICIiIiO Jaw: aaa newtimi! is ofdie csseooc
es to JUD D ancr-

i

Descriptloa
res~DSib.c&-."res---o:1o"'''''''''''of

Prof

.Nil i
~~"~ lDI_dTJldta'rev_ tmef-
o ~s

o

qoas~

SUM tIil

o

TGW Review and revise latest draft ofmeJJDrandum in support
ofrrotion fur sWDlllllY judgment; continue review of
documents and refinement ofstatement offacts;
confeR:llcc with Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlil; Erika
Klein and Pam Carson regarding testimonial and
documentaly evidence to be submitted in support of
rrotion for SWDlllllY judgment; review Meridian's latest
discoveJY ~uests and work on additional discovery
responses

7.30 275.00 2,007.50

llY.W2009 FKK Review case infonnation; meeting wXh T. Walkcr. G
Bennett and T. Coughm.

lAO 190.00 266.00

llY.W2009 PRe 95.00 266.00
r

; meeting with attomeys and
clients regarding discovery response issues and review
ofsurmmy judgment processes; reviewand research
iConect and search fur Bates numbered documents
regarding timelinc prepared by Keith Watts.

10f11J2009 MFW 1.20 150.00 180.00

612012011 9:S9:40 AM .7 Page: 25
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

...... D) 

2Il771-008 

IImI2OO9 

IImI2OO9 

IImI2OO9 

.rnI 

TOW 

PRC 

MFW 

6I2(V2OIl 9'-'9:40 AM 

al_ 
Pena, Inc. 

Dtscril*-

Mlaer DescriJllk

Oty of Meridian 

~i8!'''iJIi b IIiiOIidlicia OfPIIDIJ.~· lUG 
_~."".!1._._

d-*H(IJ.~~~~ 

_.i!!dK'--j~_,,*-_..,..Jtf~ 

C;P.~..:w.1aW: IiId ~.fIbT!(p_imce 
cAlI~. to biil!t-ra ""-alildica 8DIt.""'~ 
~ W"dIw; niI.Mln IUMltll2l!'l!tl". drafI .. . . ..~ma:-

!i ..... _IIIIiiI~~1iWIO am.-_ 9'1-.. ] 
tU:!i!·_~~':-__ T;W ... ·",1Md brief .... 
iiOICI litiOiI Ciiliia ljJg--::'acHYl S~....jDd&iii:i;c 

~~~~ ...... sd!ty...M 
~~~»-Wtisdaw'I!!!!!T:W"" 

~:id:iHds;~miHIIDdCidil~ 

"'DOdiI~""OWIiiI.-~04by 
P-iil" "" __ "" KtlllrW • . a'_IL ~~ 
wbcar CiOP"* bliil-,.iJraMi:ii DOt i:diGiIIid ~~ 

~-:@!-.... - -
~~ NililiilidlDidw-'-aYl!bieirs-'M diIIJ 
sUbstailtill~_h" -·-c-'tHiC!lnlCl'lltu...a04:~ 

IdIbiO aw, 

Reviewand reYae lates, draft ofnaDmldum At support 
of mol ion fo r swrmary judgment; eontinucrevicw of 
documents and remt:IIE:IIt ofstalem:mt offlcts; 
conferenccwdl Gene Bennett, TomCou&hli'l; Frh 
Klein and PamCarson regarding testimonial and 
documentary evidence to be subrritted in support of 
rrotion fOr SWl'InIIry judgment; review Meridian's latest 
diocovery requests and workon additional discovery 
responses 

Review case infOrmalion; meetina: wah T. WaIccr. G. 
Bennett and T. Coughlin. 

--'-' ~. __ .~'-__ ~ .~ __ ' L __ ~-'-

_lIiilillU.tIii ... _; meeti'lg wih attorneys and 
cien15 n:gardng discovery n:sponse iss ues and review 
orsurmmy judgment processes; review and research 
iConect and seareh lOr Bates nwOOered doeumenls 
regardinj; t_Wle prepared by Keth Watts. 

~1i1inid saiidnHieViiIei:I nniDaof. ~I"O,I 

18I.itfJj)nW'~~...lt!! ii!I!:I~ ""d.""~ 

I!!Ii[pjialidrcitiCilli tO~ 

• 

U.ils Price 

73) 275.00 

1.40 190.00 266.00 

2.111 95.00 266.00 

I~ 150.00 1111.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MauerID Oie.t MaUer DeseripliOD

1JJ77I-oo& Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCripdOll tidts Price Value
10l23!1fIY) TGW Continue document review and marshaling ofevidence 7.50 275.00 2,062.50

for statement offacts in support ofIJIJtion for sumnary
judgment; continue work on legal memorandum in
support ofIJIJtion fOr summai}' judgment; continue with
additional research and interviews ofPetra personnel

10l2311flY) PRe aD prepare draft ofResponse to Second Set of 280 95.00 266.00
Discovety by Meridian to Petia.

10l23!1fIY) FKK Review correspondence on discovery matters;e~ed 210 190.00 399.00
information ftomopposing counsels office on
documents to review for issues; conferred with T.
Wa1kerand P. Carson on same;~ed two letters on
wammty issues ftomopposmg counsel

10l23l'1JX.'B MFW ge s C! 9.00 150.00 1,350.00
cvillOiicc as to buiIdiD
~ :a0Ctiii ~teilwoitC ~

.~ D

Da1 service cases iiOI •
T g~ana

10l2411f1Y) MFW estla researcti-.__ 8.40 150.00 1,260.00con v
construction~er difliClai

nlD~iD

10I25!1fIY) MFW 8.80 150.00 1,320.00

6I2tY2011 9"59:40 AM Page: 26
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_.m 
""'1-008 

.... ... " 
1<>'2312009 TCRI 

1<>'2312009 PRC 

1<>'2312009 EKK 

1<>'2312009 MFW 

1<>'2412009 MFW 

MFW 

&'2MOll 9'.59:40 AM 

Oleat MMter De:seriJde-

Petra, Inc. Cky ofMetdian 

DH"'_ 
CDntinue document review and manba&tg of evidence 
for statement oftacts m support o(fm)tioo for surmury 
p:!gmcnt; caolmue wolkon lea:al m:mxandum." 
support of mat ion iJrsurmaay judgmcat; continue with 
addw naJ research and interviews of Petra personnel 

prepare dmft ofRcsponse to Scc:ond Set of 
Discovery by Meridian to Petra. 

R.evicwcorrespondence on discovCIY matte,,; cxaoiDed 
itformation &'Om opposing COUll$eI's office on 
docum:nts to ~iew lOCissucs; conferred ~ T. 
Wakr and P. Carson on same; oaaincd two k:tterJ on 
WMranly issues fi'omopposiag counsel 

IeHIrdi .pdiD" deiI.1iOti of~ sumc~ oj; 
~_.JIi_~iId_~ .. ~lIlltlif:Ll_ 
ic-c!P.Wd tilrile, K~"~"""'.:i!."l, 

....... ~;IaCUdI..,.~_i!r 
~-""iciI _____ 1itCi!::~_~]lI) 

CiOiIIIbrmcIi WlIi l.WdZ:r '.'Hac il!;@i'Cliliiiid 
•• iCipl·.,U~~ 

~~~~.d 
fiibst:IDt~qI":-~iiJd8i-"-:~ "' ... _ .. ""--"'""~ . .,-. 
mr a« •. R~deY~_.9"""·*_~~ 
mI.~Wit~lii __ j~ldiill 

~iDd ... )!tbD 4il:mdiitil_s_31_fiiiwl+;LiiI __ _ CiJi 
"'WQtlr~Jf~~~ 1iC~!iO§1i8!I 
¥1:n~.l.p-!pj.f(IJm.iQ.ijJ,';iljji.JiI IIt:2!b 

~ IIiid aIlSI1hi1! :nwng CUiI ~;")pearda 
DOfnOnS~ cUel(~o1.~CJIDi~ 

~;-*lLliltil--c:a:sa aaaSOll~ nota); 

""''' Prtc:e Value 
7.>. ns.oo ~()6lj() 

280 ".00 ,...00 

21. 190.00 399.00 

9.00 150.00 1.350.00 

~ .. 150.00 1,260.00 

ISOOO 1.320.00 

• Page: 26 
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ariolll~

PB!l<
wti

D in
lIS.

10'27/2009 TGW Continue to work on memorandum in support ofmotion 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
for summary judgment; review pertinent sections of
Bruner & OConnor on Construction Law and
incorporate additional legal research into memorandum;
review Construction Management Plan

10/27/1!X1J FKK Meeting with T. Walkerand P. Carson on document 1.20 190.00 228.00
issue from City ofMeridian and nCl¢ steps in Motion for
Sumnary Judgment preparation; sent infonmtion Tom
Coughlin and Gene Bennett to review and respond.

10'27/1!X1J FJH Memorandum fiom T t1iI r 200 190.00 380.00

10l27/1!X1J MFW lSea dndt ofs 8.40 150.00 1,260.00
.W

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MltterlD aieot Matter Description

'If.JT11..0Q8 Petra,lnc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description tilits Price Value

1~2009 TGW Review and anaJyzc two letters from opposing counsel 5.10 275.00 1,402.50
and incorporate responses into statement oftaets and
memorandum in support ofmotion for summary
judgment

HY26I2009 EKK Correspondence on new claims raised by City; research 3.30 190.00 627.00
on City, State and County applicable ordinances;
confelTed with T. Walker; research on building inspector
issue; workon spreadsheet on document issues raised
by opposing party.

10/2612009 PRC Review and research documents on iConect data base 3.50 95.00 33250
regarding discovery deficiencies;

1~2009 MFW eaR: 8.00 150.00 1,200.00

612012011 9".59:40 AM
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_,m 
20771_ 

-1<Y26'2009 

1<Y26'2009 

1<Y26'2009 

1<Y26'2009 

11>'2112009 

11>'2112009 

11>'2112009 

11>'2112009 

.... " row 

ElQ( 

PRe 

MFW 

row 

FJH 

MFW 

6'2iV2OII 939:40 AM 

Oie'" Md:er Dacripdoa 

Petra, Inc. CKy of Meridian 

nescri..-
Review and analya: IWO \etten &om opposmg counsel 
and incorporate responses intG statement offacts and 
rnem:uandumin support oemotion for sunmary 
judgment 

Conespondcnce on new claims raised by Oty; research 
on City. Slate and County applicable ordktances; 
conferred wlh T. Wahr; rescach on building inspector 
issue; wotton spreadsheet on document issues raised 
by opposing party. 

Reviewand resean::b documcnts on iQ)ncct data base 
regarding discovery de6ciencies; I I .... 

Continue to wort: on mcrIXJratldum il suppon: of DJ:)tion 
for SUIITIlU)' judgment; review pertinent sC(:tions of 
Bruner & O'Connor o n Construction Law and 
incorporate additional legal researcb into rretmrandwn; 
review Construction Managc:nalt Plan 

MectiDg with T. Walkl::rand P. Ca30n on document 
issue fromaty of Meridian and n~stcps il Motion tOr 
Summry Judgment prepan.tion; sent infonrat.ion Tom 
Coughlin and Gene Bennett to rcvicwand respond. 

Map;nnduar6ool70a; WCi$Ulw·rescm:b-i>r~ 

~iewofc:unatMdNYlUidClrdofS:~ 

~bricrwlhT Wab'-conDiliiDtSMd-DOCes IX 
fiardijjt"~Jist ~Jf*l!!It _ _ ""Lt ver5.iQiIJifi 
~ ..vi1M' caMI f!'lIId .... . 1IbstIiitiII ~lIItiOa .. if 
• • U8DiCe of c:crtiIcIIes ofaccu~ IDd bow couru 
bavnr.ed ~1UY!:L,ji.ChTCid:Jj'Jmil!>"!_ of 
~.:QDowa buillin&_~;mim 

caa wberc ~ olden were .-oc ~ to be ., 
m~;-lCVicw WIttS tDcil!!;-l'CYicW~~ 
~-CIiiICiiI in iii 1 -·~-l'n'iIC-Ml:I- . -JOCtii:M:i of 

Lmb 
S.IO 

JJO 

J.SO 

.00 

1.20 

200 

,<0 

Prico 

275.00 

190.00 

9lill 

1.50.00 

275.00 

190.00 

190.00 

150.00 

V"" 
1,402.50 

moo 

Jl2.SO 

1.200.00 

1,105.00 

228.00 

380.00 

1)8).00 

Paie: .27 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oieat Matter Descripioo

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Uaits Price Value

~~su tantiil~ f~

s ~n

~PlrAifiClO

IM8I2009 TGW Add to legal argument based on additional research and 0.70 275.00 192.50
fuct investigation

IM8I2009 I:l<K 0.50 190.00 95.00

IlY28I2009 FJH 2.50 190.00 475.00

MFW 7.80 150.00 1,170.00

10129/2009 TGW Add citations and more argument regarding contract 210 275.00 577.50
damages in memorandum supporting motion for
sunmary judgment; review additional comments and
facts received from Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett fur
incorporation into Statement ofFacts and Memorandum
in Support ofMotion for Sunmuy Judgment

10/29/2009 I:l<K Conferred with T. WaBa::ron information needed for 3.90 190.00 741.00
statement offacts; review correspondence; elalIIlined
memorandum in support orMotion fur Summary
Judgment; meeting with T. Coughlin and P. Carson on
Statement ofFacts evidence to support each fact.

10129/2009 PRe Meeting with Bridge City regarding additional discovery 210 95.00 199.50
production processing;meeting with Erika and Torn

I-Coughlin to commence review ofStatement ofFacts for
Sunmary Judgment and identify emibits.

IG129/2OO9 MFW n of~ memoi'afi<l add 7.«J 150.00 1,140.00
~c cascs WIlen: s . ilgml'nt i1eiiiea anil I

6iS1S tliere tor: pmQfDCW resean:li memoran um I.
0 fo~

.
jjQ tio f

1! v /Dr~s ~ments as I
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M ..... m Oieat MRter Dacriplioa 

20771 .... Petra, Inc. City of Meridian I 

I 
I 

DelCriptioa .... " Pri('e V.hle 

r 
RSeiIIdi ~m subswndll~Idio· .. -o-r~ 
stn'icoI c:ontrIiCIS; !kd; rcvisC .ad Cdil scecq _ PlT_ 

1I>'28l2009 TGW Add to legal argument based on additictnal research and 0.70 275.00 192.50 
fact investigation 

1I>'28l2009 EKK Conferred w1h T. Walkcron infomlltion on general o.so 190.00 ".00 
conditions issues ; ~ revisedstatemenl of&cls to 
identify eldtbits. 

1I>'28l2009 PJH QmiinDcCi Wilb.IOiD~inl S-'-'-i " i..:ryj!fd~ 250 190.00 475.00 
motio~-~ ~-reseuch fbr-1riQ)a: fbr"S~ -- --

1I>'28l2009 MPW I!OO"'-"' __ "_'~_" 7.'" 150.00 1,110.00 
~ lOti"" ram~; m-IeWQy orMa' 
~JCYicw-att~Qt."~:~ 

lWiUi..-deailIOClioaofm~~ 

w';CI' i)fdai:ir::t:s lOt inclusion iD.-SCidi;n-xJ-aDd 4:3 oli 
dad-....,jia~-~JkIA.-:::~ UlIf 

l8Iinocti!!L~in" ~1!L!PJ_Qt:~"J{~Ji 

~'!lU. -- reviewnUuT ou:s ~~ 
~~_~_CISCJ jLtQ teKiIICb: IIIiiiiiID h.I1l 
~~pv~lii:Iil'!!;I!:!!ll!iftm..igJ 

a!!!p'jiClI in P.m2U1-erYic:es-L'i:ifitCil;~ n!YiIc ami 
edl iI4iCtioD ..min .. adiK;mlO ao ara-Y«lIkUd ... ..-.... -

IIY29/2IXl9 TGW Add citations and DDI'C argument regard.,g contract 210 275.00 sn.50 
darragcs in tnem:lrandwnsupportmg motion for 
suIfIIIIl)' judgment; review additonal comnenu and 
facts received from Tom Coughlin and <lene Bennett lOr 
incorporation into Stalcment afFlICts and Mcrrorandum 
in Support orMotion for Suumuy Judgment 

IIY29/2IXl9 EKK Coni:rmt w1h T. Waltcron infurmation needed lOr 3.90 190.00 741.00 
statement offact5; fCView conespondence; cxanmed 
memorandum in support of Motion furSurmwy 
Judgment; m:eting with T. Coughrlll and P. CaBon on 
Statement ofFsets eviience to support each fact. 

IIY29/2IXl9 PRe Meeting with Bridge City regarding additional diseovel)' 210 " .00 199.50 
production process ... g;mcctng ~ Erikaaud Tom 
Coughlin to eomncnee review ofStatemcnt of Facts for 
Swrmuy Judgment and identify emibits. 

IIY29/2IXl9 MPW Draflmdrn~SiiiCWDs oftaCildi~m-Ud 7BJ 150.00 1,140.00 
~.£!IiS • . 1~f(c!JU')ii!ldl!iy~~t ikaiea and 
tfAi.il-dift i)r, m:ggfacw nfsClldi llielriJflDdu· .. -1IIid ....... Witii' jijf mu'iXfiilO ~Iiiia goestiOnJ 
• 1,."" •• __ "'~._--.oo 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD

2fJ77I-OOS

Date Prof

alent

Petra, Inc.

DescriptiOll
~.

Matter Description

aty ofMeridian

"its Price Value

IQl3(Y2009 TGW Review additionallcgal research merrorandum and 2W 215.00 715.00
incorporate into briefin support ofmotion for suOlllllllj'
judgment; review discoveIY responses and ilcorporate
additions into statement ofundisputed facts

l0/3lY2009 EKK Update to T. Walker on consultation meeting with Tom 0.80 190.00 15200
O>ughlin on case; further document preparation and
location.

lOOlY2OO) PRC Review infonnation received and prepare Third 1.30 95.00 123.50
Supplemental Response to Requests fur Production of
Documents and produce Vol lOCI.>

IlY3lY2009 MFW 0.20 ISO.oo 30.00

IIIV2CX1J TGW O>ntinue to woIk on tmtion for surunary judgment; 1.20 215.00 330.00
telephone conference with Jeny Frankregarding
retention ofconstruction expert

IIIV11XJ) EKK Review case infurmation; updated sp~sbeet on 0.40 190.00 76.00
questionable discovCl}' documents; draft letter to
opposing counsel

ll/312009 TGW Work on case and issue analysis and preparation of 5.80 215.00 1.595.00
mediation statement for presentation to John Magel

11/312CX1J EKK Met with T. Walker on statement offilets infurmation; O.SO 190.00 95.00
colI1'lete preparation ofadditional discovery information
to oppos ilg counsel; woIk on statement offacts.

1113/2009 PRC OIl P-OIIl 0.40 95.00 38.00

e

11/412CX1J EKK Receipt ofstatement offacts changes from Petra; 4.80 190.00 91200
conferred with T. Walker; prepare for meeting with Tom
O>ughlin; consultation meeting with Tom O>ughlin on
statement offilets emibits.

ll/412CX1J TGW Review additional conments from Gene Bennett and Tom 1.10 275.00 302.50
o>ugblin regarding the Statement ofUndisputcd Facts;
conference wah Frika Klein and Tom Coughlin reganling
integration ofchanges into statement offacts

11I4I2CX1J PRe 0.70 95.00 66.50

612lY2011 9:59:40 AM Page: 19

008535

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,D) a ... , Matter Dacripdoa 

20771.()()8 Petra. Inc. aty of Meridian 

Dote p"" DescriptDa .... Prite VaI.e 

~:I!iR!*]l~j(J.~-~ 4*:& &OTlijt .. 1t!Alt 
McrridiIn's QIy~JIgft; revile aDi:I en HiictiDn: 06 
-j1-!JIIIdinl:~P!IY_n -~ 
~prpoflD4"'1oiT. W' '''U' 
DcIUs-iOn nto...-.......,~lIrief 

II>'J()'2OO9 TGH Review addilionallcpJ research m:mDflUldumand ~60 275.00 715.00 
incorporate into briefin support of motion for sunmuy 
judgment: review discovt:l)' responses and incorporate 
additions into statement o{undisputcd facts 

1<>'J()'2009 EKK Update to T. Wal:eron consullation meeting with Tom 0."' 190.00 1>2.00 
Coughflll on cue; furthcrdocumcnt prcpandion and 
kleatioo. 

1<>'J()'2009 PRe Review infumwion received and prepare Third 1.30 95.00 121SO 
Suppkmental Response to Requests fur Production of 
Documents and produce Vol 10 <D 

II>'J()'2OO9 MFW f.mdI .... dil&-~-........ Mdum-WiIb P. CI'ISoll 150.00 30.00 
IIld. iDc:IIis .. kilo brii:l!!!IiMSliti& ___ 

11/212009 TGH Continue to wort. on lrotion forsutm8/Y judgment; 1.2" 275.00 '>O.IlIl 
telephooc conli::rcnce with Jc:ny Frankreganiing 
retentcn of construction ecpeI1 

III1J1JX9 EKK Rcviewcasc infumation; updated sp~beet on 0.40 190.00 ";'00 
quesli>nable discovery documents; draft Ictterto 
opposing counsel 

11l3I1fJ» TGH Work on case and issue aDalysis and preparation of ,."' Z7S.00 1,59:5.00 
mediation stakmcnt forpmentation to John Magel 

11l3I1fJ» EKK Met with T. Wa!br on statc:mcnt offacts inimna.tion; O.SO 190.00 95.00 
coq»letc preparation ofaddilionaldiscovery iIIfonrution 
to opposing oounsel; work on statement OffileD. 

11l3I1fJ» PRC n40 95.00 38.00 

dtic_Mli1iII 

IV"""" EKK Receipt of statement offacts changes Iiom Petra; 4.", 190.00 91200 
conferred wilh T. Waker; prepare for meeting with Tom 
Coughlin; consukalion meetin&: wilt Tom Coua:hlin on 
statement oftact.s dlibits. 

IV"""" TOW ~iew addilional comncnts from Gene Bennet! and Tom 1.10 27'.00 mso 
Coughlin regarding the Statement ofUndisputcd Facts; 
conference wiIh FrikaKlein and Tom Coughlin regardng 
integration of changes nto statem:nt of6lcts 

IV"""" PRC ~1II11i1. 0.11) 95.00 66.SO 

&2()'2()11 9:59:40 AM Page: 2.9 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter DesCri~OIl

7JJ771-008 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Prof Destti(&D Uaits Price V:IIue

11l5l2JX1) TOW Review correspondence from Trout reganiilg discovery til) 275.00 495.00
matters; conference with Fzial KJein regarding same and
Petra's response; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin regarding same and required responses; wode
on summary judgJrent fucts

1l/5120C1J EKK Review discovery correspondence fiom opposing 1.40 190.00 266.00
counsel; and consukatim on telephonc conference with
T. Wabr and Tom Coughlin; workon statement of
facts.

11l6l'1fX1} EKK Wod::on Statement ofFacts; added to statement with 4.20 190.00 798.00
infonnation fromTom Coughlin and sent version to hin
to review and add information.

11l6l2JX1) PRC 0.11) 95.00 76.00

1l/912JX1) TOW F..1cclwigc scvcnil cmaiIS Wih Kurt IGliiiii:r. counsel f§t 2.40 275.00 660.00
theundc g~ iation r'"
su~~t; continue wodeon facts in support of
!OOtion; telephone conference with Tom Coughlin
regarding devclopment"Offucts in support on motion for
summary judgment, including the architect's
rcsponsibilIies ofinspcction and testing; rcviewpolicy
for coverage in the event ofoffset against Petra's
complaint fcc agmst City's claims; telephone conference
with lc:ny Frank regarding damages definition ClCludes
reduction ofprofussiolial tees i

1l/91'1fX1} EKK Continue workon statement offucts; eJaDination of 2.11) 190.00 532.00 r
terms ofLCA contract with City ofMeridian.

I1l/9I'1fX1} PRC 0.11) 95.00 76.00

I
11I1lY'1fX1} TOW Review Meridian's Second Supplemental Responses to 4.20 275.00 1,155.00 IDefendant's First Set ofDiscovery; conmcnce review of I2O,lXX) pages ofdocuments produced with Second ISupplemental Responses; review Professional Services

Agreement (Architcctutal Services) between Meridian
and LCA An::bitects, P.A.; conference wah Frlka Klein
regarding Meri:lian's production and possible use of
some ofthe documents in support ofmotion for
summary judgment; review Meri:lian's Audited Financial
Statements for 2006, 2007 and 2008

1l/llY2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on new discovery fiom 5.10 190.00 969.00
opposing counsel and review additional information
received from opposing counsel ncludng city council
meeting transcripts and identified further emibits for

- 612()'2011 9:59:40 AM Page: 30

008536

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_ 'n" Oient MaUer .Descripli _ 

2IJT71~ Petra, Inc. aty ofMemian 

p"" """'- ""to Prl« V" .. 
IVS/2009 TGW Review correspoBdence &om Trout regarding discovery I.OJ 275.00 "".00 

.rmttcrs; conference wilt Erica Klein regarding same and 
Petta's response; telephone conl'erence with Tom 
Couahlin reaardin& same and required responses; wort 
on suunary judgment facts 

IVS/2009 EKK Rcviewdiscovery cormpoodence fiomoppositg 1.40 190.00 266.00 
counse~ and colIJubtion 011 tckpbonc conference with 
T. Walker and Tom Coughlin; worIc.ODstatemmtof 

""'. 
IV"""'" EKK Worton ~t o(Facts; added to statement with 4.20 190.00 198.00 

mfonmtion fromTomCoughm and sentversim to bm 
to review ud add mformation. 

IV"""'" PRe O.OJ 95.00 7~00 

I J/9I2OO9 TGW IXb'iif8e ieYeraI ..... ih M)j ",frtlCniilii'. coll'i'lseli., 2.40 215.00 660.00 
the' 'mct~. ~_i1a: i:acj:liIWO.n IIiIjf ~ i:l:r 
SUim!liY.~L""IJ; continue workon &ets in support of 
JD)tion; telephone conbncc with Tom Coughoo 
regarding development offilcts in s upport on motion for 
sUJmWy judgment, inckidktg the arc:h«ect's 
respollSib~ics ofinspcction and testing; ~iewpolicy 
forcovcngc il the event of off set against Petra's 
con..,iamt fee &gamst CKy's claims; telephone co~ce 
with Jcay Frank regarding danBges definwn cdudcs 
reduction ofpJOfessional fees 

IJ/9I2OO9 EKK Continue warkOIl statement offacts; ~ation of 2.01 190.00 S32.00 
terms ofLCA contracl wKh Cky o(Meridian. 

IJ/9I2OO9 PRe 0.81 95.00 7~00 

lVllY'2OO9 TGW Review Meridian's Second Supplemcnta1 Responses to 4.20 275.00 1,155.00 
Defendant's Fnt Set o fOiscovety; comncnce review of 
2O,IXD pages ofdocurrenls produced with Second 
Supplemental Responses; review Professional Services 
Agreement (ArchUetural Services) bet~ Meridian 
a nd LCA Arcbitects , P A ; oonfelence \dh Erial Klein 
regarding Meridian's production and possible use of 
some of the decurrents in s upport of motion lOr 
suImI!f)' judgment; review Meridian's Audited Fnancial 
Statements fur 2006. 2001 and 2008 

IVI()'2009 EKJ( Conl'emd ~ T. Wa!kr;r on new discovery from 5.10 190.00 .... 00 
o pposing counsel and review additional information 
received fiomopposing oounselmckK!ng city counci 
mecti'lg tr.lnsalrts and idcotified further emiba fur 

6120001 1 9:59:40 AM Page: JO 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MldterID alent Matter DesCripdOll

20771~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCriptiOll tilUS Price Value
statement offacts; editing ofstatement offacts based on
infonnation provided by consultant T. Coughlin.

II/HV2009 PRC Worle on Motion for SulllDlalY Judgment Statement of 4.50 95.00 427.50
Facts; commence drafting ofadditional affidavits in
support thereof:

ll/ll/2009 TOW Continue review oflatest round ofdocuments produced 210 275.00 577.50
by the aty; revieW::and ~D M mKUn
1Ct8Dicr~RrHnediatiOD~rt ana~o~

hearing on muon rorsu~JXl~t; telephone
conference wah Gene Bennett regarding Meridian's
COlJ1'laint regarding Petra's perfonnance in March 1JXYT
and Petra's response and attendance at a City Council's
&=cutive Session

11/11/11X» EKK ConCened on status ofmatter and tinmg ofMotion for 0.90 190.00 171.00
Sumnat)' Judgment filing and concerns on letter from
City ofMcridian and response.

11/11/11X» PRC itiitii 0 0 280 95.00 266.00
D

review email from Mr.
Coughlin; commence search ofdocuments to determine
status ofproduction to Meridian.

1111212009 EKK Correspondence with consultant Tom Coughlin on 0.10 190.00 19.00
status ofinfonnation.

II/12111X» TOW Conduct search for construction expert; contact Richard 1.80 275.00 495.00
Bauer, Lemley International, about serving as an elCpert
witness; arrange meeting date, time and place; continue
review additional document produced the City

ll/1212009 PRC 0.60 95.00 51.00

11/13111X» TOW Worleon Petra's discovel}' responses 0.50 275.00 137.50

11/1312009 PRC Review and respond to email regarding status ofPetra's 0.30 95.00 28.50
response to Second Set ofDiscovel}' requests by City of
Meridian.

11/16'2009 TOW Worton ~mcdiUions~tror inswanceco~y 1.20 275.00 330.00
~ eoWive I

I-

11116'2009 TOW Telephone conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50 I
responses to outstanding discovery requests I

11/16'2009 EKK Telephone conference with consultant Tom Coughlin on 0.20 190.00 38.00 Idiscovel}' infonnation; review subpoena from opposing
I

I
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,D) 

20771-008 

11I11Y2OO9 

lV11l2OO9 

1111 Jl'}!g) 

1111111009 

1111212009 

11111/2009 

IVI2'2009 

IVI3I2OO9 

IVt3l2OO9 

IVI6'2009 

IVI6'2(X)9 

11116'2009 

Prof 

PRe 

row 

EKK 

PRC 

EKK 

T&I 

PRC 

T&I 

PRC 

T&I 

T&I 

EKK 

6IaV2011 9:S9:40 AM 

01 ... 

Petra, Inc. 

M.tter Descriptio.. 

Oty of Meridian 

.. 

l)acriptioa 

statement offacts; cdit~g ofstatemcnt offacts based on 
information provided by consukant T. Coughm. 

Wort on Motion fiJrSurm'lll)' Judgment Statement of 
Facts; corrmencc drafting ofaddt.ionaJ affidavits in 
support thmo( 

Continue review oCwest round o(documcnts produced 
by the aty; NYiewiIIMI ... ·P9~ to • . i1s blP..~ 
~_·...,,~p~iltiQatq830D~t~Ci~ 

~-'ilL-moticinb J~..:Nd~ tdcpbonc 
conference wjh Gene Bennett regarding McrXtian's 
cotqJlaint regarding Petra's perfurmance n March 2tI1T 
and Petra's re5ponse and attendance at a aty Councils 
~utivc Session 

Confmed on status ofnatterand toms of Motion for 
SuimlllY Jydgroeot film, and concerns 0Il1cttcr from 
City ofMcridian and response. 

___ C ' .' _ ."' l' ...!. [ 

. t . _' l:. .' _ •• :' '. Ii. ' _ ' 
~icw ow from Mr. 

Coughlin; conmence search of documents to determine 
status ofproduclion to Meridian . 

Correspondence with consultant Tom Ct:lUplin on 
status ofiDformation. 

Conduct sean;h for construction CJq)Crt; contact Richard 
Bauer, lemIey Intematx,naJ.about serving as aD e~rt 

witness; anange meetng date, tine and place; cont.me 
review additional document produced the ~ --
Work on Petra's discovery responses 

Reviewand respond to email regudn& status n£Petra's 
response to Second Set o£Discovery requests by City o£ 
Meridian . 

W!lrt!!:a ~ioD fC"' -·inLD_~_~ C1Q!gijDy 

~~e 

Telepbone: conference wilh Tom Coupoo. re&anin& 
responses to outstanding discovery requests 

Telephone conference with oonsultant TomCoughln on 
discovery in£ornation; review subpoena from opposing 

Pri.,. 

4.SO "J)) 427.50 

210 m.50 

190.00 171.00 

280 

0.10 190.00 19.00 

.. '" 275.00 49>.00 

Q'" ".00 ".00 

0.50 275.00 137.50 

0.30 ".00 111.50 

1.20 275.00 330.00 

0.30 275.00 82.50 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

!. Page; ]1 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MltterID Oieat

Petra, Inc.

M:ltter Description

cay ofMeri:lian

Date

11116'2009

ll/17/2009

ll/17/2009

ll/17/2009

Prof

PRC

TGW

MEW

PRC

Description

counsel; eJalIDined infonnation from Tom Coughlin.

Prepare response to Second Requests for Admission by
City ofMeridian; prepare correspondence to Kim Trout
requesting extension to Respond to Second
Interrogatories and Requests for Production.

Work on motion for a protective order; conduct
addaionallcgal research; request addaional research;
wo n .iatiQ t Y. un .

WoIk on briefin support ofmotion for protective order.

Prepare drafts ofAffidavit for John Quapp and Thomas
WalJcer in support ofPetra's Motion for Protective Order;
review and finali2l: Petra's Motion for Protective Order;
prepare Motion to Shorten Tmc and proposed Order;

Ulits

1.90

3.80

3.20

280

Price

95.00

275.00

180.00

95.00

Value

180.50

1,045.00

576.00

266.00

prepare
Fourth Supplemental Response to Requests for
Production (Ist) by City ofMeridian;

ll/18I2009 EKK Correspondence on case; review response infOrmation 0.60 190.00 114.00
from Tom Coughlin on response to Novermer 4,2009
letter ftom opposing counsel; began preparing response
to Novemer 4, 2009 discovery letter.

1111812009 TGW 260 275.00 715.00

1111812009 PRC 1.80 95.00 171.00

review and respond to email correspondence
from Thomas Coughlin regarding production ofmonthly
reports; v

ll/1912OO9 EKK Coll1>lcte draft lettcrto opposing counsel on discovery 0.30 190.00 57.00
and to T. Walker.

ll/1912OO9 PRC Prepare Supplemental Affidavit ofThomas G. Walker 0.70 95.00 66.50
lodging original affidavit ofJohn Quapp with court;

1111912009 TGW Wode on discovery responses; eJl:hange emails with 0.80 275.00 220.00
opposing counsel and client regarding mediation

Il12IJ/2OO9 TGW Commence preparation for hearing on Petra's motion for 210 275.00 577.50

612!Y2011 9:59:40 AM :~., :;.:' iPage:J2
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_ ,ID 
20771-008 

-
tVI6/2009 

lU17/2009 

I V l 711:fX1) 

1U1712OO9 

1U1&'2009 

IVl&f2OO} 

1V1&'2009 

I IIICX2009 

IlIl'l'2OO9 

11/19('2009 

1I/200009 

PRe 

TGW 

MEW 

PRC 

EKK 

TGW 

PRe 

EKK 

PRe 

TOW 

TOW 

&200011 i}.59:40 AM 

Mltkr DeseripdOlll 

Cky of Meridian 

Dauipti_ 
couDse~ o:aained mfDrmation fromTomCoughm. 

Prepare response 10 Second Requests ilr Admission by 
~ of Meridian; prepare correspondence to Km Trout 
requesting eJtcnsion to Respond to Second 
lnterrogalOries and Requests fOr Production. 

Work on Imtion fur a protect:ive oJder; conduct 
addaional qal researt:h; request addUDai research; 
~_Qn ~ _""J"'Cllt fQi ~"""'iil4~ 

Wodt on boon support of mol ion fur protective order. 

PrepaIe drafts of Affidava for John Quapp and Thomas 
Wa8cerin s upport ofPena's Motion fo r Protective Order, 
review and finaJi2c Petra's Motion fOr Protmivc CAdcr; 
prepare Motion to Shorten Tme and proposed Order; 

....... ' . iN •• 

:........ . . -'--- - ,,~;. ---'--

... prepare 
Fourth Supplemental Response 10 Requests for 

Production (1st) by Oty ofMcridian; .~Il!!~~!I<" 

Correspondence on case; revicwresponsc inbrmation 
from Tom Coughlin on response to Noverrber 4, 2009 
kmer" from opposing counsc~ began preparing response 
to NoveniJer 4, 2009discovcry Ietta". 

.. _. ,~,~,. 

~ reviewand respond to email. correspondence 
from Thomas Coughm ~garding production oflt¥)nthly 
reports; 

Corq:li:te draft Icttel'to opposin& counsel on discovoy 
andtoT.W~. 

P!q)are Supplemental Affidavit of Thomas a. Wa.br 
iodgng original affidavit of John Quapp with court; 

Wort on discovCf)' JeSponses; eJl:hange emaik wlh 
opposing counsel and client ~garding mediation 

Conwnence preparalion for hearing on Pella'S rmlion for 

4 _ ... , . 

1.90 

3.00 

3.1ll 

200 

Mil 

260 

I.SO 

030 

.70 

.1Il 

210 

hI« 

"'.00 

m.oo 

180.00 

"'.00 

190.00 

V!i.OO 

190.00 

95.00 

775.00 

275.00 

Valu.e 

ISO.lO 

1,04~.OO 

!i76.00 

266.00 

114.00 

715.00 

111.00 

51.00 

liilO 

220.00 

ID.lO 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MaUerlD OieDt Matter DescripiOll

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof DesCripiOll lhIits Price Value

a protective order; conference with Mackenzie regarding
additional research for rmtions in limine; continue to
work on supporting papers for motion for sunmuy
judgment

1112012009 EKK Review correspondence from consultant; meeting with T. 0.'70 190.00 133.00
WaJlrer and P. Carson on same; email to consultant on
clarification ofinfonnation needed relating to discovery;
elllllnined protective order issue pleadings from opposing
counsel

11/2012009 PRe Meeting with attorneys regarding outstanding discovery 1.10 95.00 104.50
and heariJg on Motion for- Protective Order; research
Court reposkory regarding fimgs by Trout; prepare
Second Supplemental Affidavit ofThomas Walker
lodging Notice of3O(bX6) Deposition ofPetra
Incorporated.

1112012009 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding research on 0.'10 180.00 72.00
eJeCUtive meetings and-spoliation ofevidence; review
opposing COURSerS objection to protective order.

1112012009 TOW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
hearing on Petra's rmtion for a protective order

11123/2009 TOW Continue preparation for hearing on rmtion for a 1.60 275.00 440.00
protective order; telephone conference with Rory Jones,
opposing counse~ attend and argue at hearing

11/23/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walkeron protective order hearing 1.90 190.00 361.00
issues; work on statement offucts; CJlllIJIined mediation
facts.

11/2412009 TOW Telephone conference with Jeny regarding results of lAO 275.00 385.00
hearing on Petra's mtion for a protective order,
conm::nce preparation for PetraRule 3O(bX6) deposition,
Gene Bennett as the witness for the corporation; receive
notice ofcancellation ofdeposwn and stop
preparation; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding Meridian's threat to tic a rmtion to reconsider;
continue workon motion foTSunmary judgment;
conference with Tom Coughlin regarding same; draft I
Ordergranting Petra's Motion for a Protective Order; Itransmit to opposing counsel for review before filing
with the Court; reviewemails from opposing counsel I
regarding Meridian's planned rmtion to reconsider; i

I
I

continue work on motion for swmnary judgment I
11124/2009 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on status oftask items, 280 190.00 53200 1-

outcome an new arguments fiomopposing counsel

I
raised at protective oIderhearing; review order in case;
elllllnined infonnation from Tom Coughlin; work on

J6120120119".59:40 AM - \ -.. " Page: 33
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... '10 Oie.' MaUer l)escripti_ 

2OT71-003 Petra, mc. City of Meridian 

P,of Dacripti_ Uaits Poi« V~~ 

a protective order, conbence ~ Mackenzie rqazrlmg 
addaionaJ research lOr motions in rmine; continue to 
\WB:on support"'g papers mnmtion fursumnat}' 
judgmenf 

ItnM009 EKK RcvicwcolTCSpoodcnce from consultant; meet ... , wdI T. Q1IJ 191100 133.00 
Waltcrand P. Carson on same; cmai to consultant on 
clarificatiorJ ofmfDrmation needed relatmg to discovery; 
CJIaItlincd protective order issue picadinas fiomopposing 
counsel 

11002009 PRe Meet"'g ~ attorneys regarding outstandmg discovery 1.10 95.00 104.50 
and heamg on Motion fur Protective Order; research 
Court rqKlsiofy regan:ling fimgs by Trout; prepare 
Sccood SuppkmentaiAffidavit ofThocms Wahr 
lodging Notice of~X6) Deposition ofPctm 
Incorporated. 

1I/lOOOO9 MEW Q:miercoce wahT. Wahrregarding researchOD MO lSO.00 72.00 
clCeUtivc meetings and-spoliation ofcvidencc; review 
opposmg counsel's objection to protective order. 

ItnM009 TGW Telephone c:onti::n:nce wah Gene Bennett regarding o.:JIJ 275.00 82.50 
hearing on Petra's rrotion fo r a protective order 

11I23IlOO9 TGW Continue preparation for hearing o n tmtion for a 1.611 275.00 440.00 
protective order, telephone conference with ReI)' Jones, 
opposi1g counse~ attend and argue at hearing 

11I23l2009 EKK Confcm:d Yrith T. Walkcron protectiveonicrhcamg 1.911 190.00 361.00 
issues; work on llalement offacts; eJIaIrined mediation 
Iloru. 

11IW2OO9 row Telephone confierence wah Jerry regatding results of 1.40 215.00 3&5.00 
hearng on Petra's nntKJA for a protective order, 
conm:nce preparation fur Petra Rule J((b X6) dcpodion, 
Gene Beanett as the wmess ilrthe corporation; receive 
notice of cancellation ofdeposiion and stop 
preparation; telephone confm:nce ~ Gene Bennett 
regarding Meridian', threat to fie a nnOOn to reconsider; 
continue \OoUI'kon Jfl)tion fo r sunmary judgmerJt; 
conference wah Tom OJughm regard.,g same; draft 
Ordergranting Petra's Motion fora Protective Order, 
translrit 10 opposing counsel for review before filing 
wKh the OJurt; rcviewcmaib fiomopposilg counsel 
regarding Meridian's planned rmtion to reconsider; 
continue work on motion ilr surmwy judgment 

1112412009 EKK Confierred with T. Walcer on status of task items, , .. 191100 ' ''00 
outcome an new arjuments from opposing counsel 
raised at protective order hearing; review order.il case; 
ClCaIrined inlOnnation 6omTomCoughin; work on 

&2OOO119:S9:40AM 
.•. 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID OieDt Matter Descripti.

1JJl71-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date ProC Descriptioo Thits Price Value
editing and supplementing statement offilcts and
locating addithnal eJChi>its; reviewed m>tion fur
reconsideration filed in case; review further
correspondence from opposing counsel

11/2412009 MEW Research case law regarding illegal e:leCUtive sesshns L~ 1&>.00 342.00
and inadmissibility at trial ofevidence; review motion to
reconsider from opposing counsel and opposing
counsels correspondence.

11/25/2009 TOW Review correspondence fiomTrout regarding discovery 2.60 275.00 715.00
and mediation lIIltters; dmft response and provide to
Petra personnel for conm:nt before ernaiImg to Trout;
continue to work on motion for suomaay judgment
documentation

11/25/2009 FKK Review draft response letter to opposing counsel; U) 1~.00 342.00
conferred wah T. Walkerand M. Whatcott; workon
statement offilcts and related eJChi>its.

11/25/2009 MEW Conference with T. Walkerand E. Klein regarding 0.30 1&>.00 54.00
opposing counsers motion to reconsiderand response.

1112512009 PRe LID 95.00 171.00

m:s

prepare email
correspondence to TomCoughlin reganling City of
Meridian's production ofpay applications.

11/29/2009 FKK Work on Summuy Judgment documents 0.40 190.00 76.00

1113G'2009 TOW Prepare confidential mediatDn statement; telephone 3.20 275.00 880.00
conference with Jeny Frank; telephone conference with
Rich Bauer, potential eJIPCIt witness; continue work on
motion forsunmary judgment

11/3<V2009 PRC ·0.40 95.00 38.00
es

11I3<V2009 EKK Correspondence on matter, worlc:on filets. 1.40 190.00 266.00

1211flJX1} FKK Review correspondence; work on sunmary judgment 0.50 1~.00 95.00
documents; eJWnined recent filings and correspondence
on options based on same.

121112009 PRC Review iCoNneet Data Base and co~iIe Bates LID 95.00 171.00
numbered documents for Mediation Session.

611JJ12OIl 9:59:40AM • ~# Page: 34
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_ , ID 

20771-008 

P,o/ 

IlI2N2OO9 MEW 

11I25l2009 TCNJ 

11I25l2009 EKK 

1112SI2OO9 MEW 

11I25l2009 PRe 

1117!JI7J11J EKK 

11I300009 T<:NJ 

11/300009 PRC 

IlI3<>'2OO9 EXK 

111112OO1J 00< 

111112009 PRC 

6I1DI1JJ119"..59:40AM 

Oint MItIer Desc.ripti _ 

Petra.lnc. ~ of Meridian 

Dacripti .. 
edKing and supplcmmting stalermlt oflBets and 
locating addirionalemilu; reviewed mlion br 
reconsideration tied in case; review further 
correspondence from opposing CXlunscl 

Research ease law regarding iIIcgaleJeCUtive sessions 
and iladmissibility at trial of evidence; reviewrrolion to 
reconsider from opposing counsel and opposing 
counser, COITCSpondence. 

Review correspondence &om Trout regard"g discovery 
and mediation matters; draft response and provide to 
Petra pelSooncl forCOlImCDt before cmai&Jg to Trout; 
continue to wolkon IOOtion fOtswmay judgment 
documentation 

Review draft response letter to opposing counsel; 
conferred wah T. Wahrand M. Wha1<:olt; wortOfl 
statement off.acts and related CJihilits. 

Contermcc wih T. Wdcrand E. Kat regardilg 
opposing COURSerS rootion to rcconsiderand response. 

~.~._~ .' .. '. ~'.' J_ I 

-"'"' correspondenccto TomCoughJin ~m,Oty of 
Meridian's production of pay applications. 

Work on SuITlTBl)' Judgment documents 

Prepare confidential rrcdiaWn statement; telephone 
conference with Jeny frant; telephone conference wah 
Rich Bauer, potential C?pCrt Mlness; contiDuc workon 
motion lOt SU!1It'WY jJdgment 

Co~poodcnce on 1TBI.1cr, won: on &cts. 

Review correspondence; work on SIJIl"Il"8I)' jJdgmcnt 
documents; el0I1ined recent filings and conespondence 
on options based on same. 

Review iCoNnect Data Base and CO"l'iIe Bates 
nurrhercd documents for Mediation Session. 

s. 

Uoib Price V .... 

1.90 "",00 342.00 

27100 715.00 

I. .. 190.00 342.00 

OJO "",00 54.00 

I. .. "'.00 111.00 

0.40 190.00 76.00 

31ll 275.00 810.00 

· 0.40 "'.00 3.00 

1.40 190.00 ,..", 

03) 190.00 "'.00 

I." "'.00 171.00 

!"age; J4 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD

1ffJ11-008

Oient

Petra, Inc.

Matter DesCriptiOil

City ofMeMian

Date
1111120C1.)

11J1J20C1.)

1113/20C1.)

1113120C1.)

1113/2OC1.)

111411JX1J

111412OC1.)

1114/20C1.)

J117/2OC1.)

1117/2OC1.)

I 117120C1.)

1117/20C1.)

Prof
TGW

FKK.

EKK

row

PRe

TGW

FKK.

PRC

TGW

MEW

PRC

Descriptioa
Reviewdraft discovery responses prepared by Tom
Coughm; work on mediation preparation; eJehange
several emails with Petra personne~ work on Imtion for
surmmy judgment

&titing ofStaternent ofFacts; conferred with T. Walker.

Review changes to filcts from consultant and included
same.

Continue preparation for mediation

Conmence worlcand editing on draft Response to
Second Set ofInterrogatories.

EldWige e1lBiJj It Kramer JD iatiO •
continue preparation for mediation. inckJdilg preparation
ofdraft mediated settlement agreement; attend mediation
session; conference with Erika Klein regarding addkional
res~h need on breach offiduciary duty issue raised
by the City for failure to manage the project within the
original $122 million budget; conduct preJimmuy
res~h on this issue

Met with T. Walkeron outcome ofmediation and
information leamed from same; telephone conference
with TomC.and T. Walker, elCamined add_ional
information on Meridian's knowledge ofproject; case
meeting; review conespondence.

Meeting regarding mediation and discovery planning
meeting; prepare email conespondence to client
regarding discovery responses by City ofMcridian.

Review correspondence from John Quapp regarding
Meridian's audited financial statements; review
discovery requests; review law dealing with fiduciary
duties by a construction manager; draft newdiscovery;

Review additional information on City's budget;
eJCamined revised discovery responses; review additional
discovery requests; review correspondence.

Conference with T. Walker regarding research on
fiduciary duty.

lDits
3.10

1.50

LID

0.50

I.M

5.ID

0.70

1.00

1.80

1.10

3.30

290

Price
275.00

190.00

190.00

275.00

91.00

275.00

190.00

95.00

275.00

190.00

180.00

95.00

Value
852.50

285.00

342.00

137.50

171.00

1,595.00

133.00

95.00

495.00

209.00

594.00

275.50

-: 6/.2012011 g.59:40 AM
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

...... "D DieM MltCer Destripti_ 

20771-008 ..... ln~ at}' o(Meri:tian 

DUo ...., Des eriptioa ,DU. Price Value 

12'212009 row Rcvicwdnlft discovery responses prepared by Tom 3.10 275.00 852.50 
Cough"'; workon medial:ion preparation; e:change 
several cmaik with Petra personnel; workon rmtion for 
s~judgmcnt 

12'212009 I'XK Edilmg ofStatcment o(Facu; conferred wah T. Walker. 1.50 I'OJ)\) 28l.00 

12/JI2()\)} I'XK Review changes to facts ftomconsultant and incklded 1.\1) 19000 342.00 
"n". 

12/J12()\)} row Continue preparation for mediation 0.50 275.00 137.50 

12/JI2()\)} PRe Corrmence work and editing on draft Response to 1.\1) " .00 171.00 
Second Sel oflntclTO,atories. 

121412009 row edlarfl!~anaiIs!Wh Kurt Kpmrir~~ medialDn; ,Jr) 275.00 I,m.oo 
continue preparation for mediation. incuditg preparation 
of draft mediated sctdement agreement; attend mediation 
session; conference ~ Erika K1ei'1 regardilg addilional 
resean:h need on breach of fiduciary duty issue raised 
by the Oy fur failure to manage the project within the 
original $12.2 ttillion budget; conduct prelimwy 
resean:h on this issue 

121412009 I'XK Met with T. Walkcron outcome ofmcdiation and OJ\} 19000 133.00 
infonnation learned ~msame; telephone conference 
rib Tom C. and T. Wah!; CltaJllin.ed add .. ionaJ. 
infonnation on Meridian's knowledge of project; case 
meeting; review colTeSpondence. 

121412009 PRe Meeting regarding mr:dial:ion and discovery plannng 1.00 ".00 ".00 
meeting; prepare eOBII com:spondence to client 
regarding discovery responses by City of Meridian. 

12I711tX1J row Review correspondence from John ~p regarding 1.\1) 775.00 '''1lO Meridw.'s audited financial slatements; review 
discovery requests; review lawdtaling with fiducial)' 
duties by a construction manager; draft new discovery; 

12I711tX1J I'XK Review addilional iofonm1Dn on City's budget; 1.10 190.00 2lJ91lO 
exounilcd revised discovcl)' re5poru;es; review addmnal 
discovery requests; review correspondence. 

12I711tX1J MEW Conference wah T. Wahrreprding research on 3.30 180.00 S941lO 
fiduciary duty. 

12I711tX1J PRe 290 ".00 m.50 

_Pi,II!I---niid 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MaUerlD Client Matter DeseriptiOD

20771-OOS Pet!3. Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DeseriplloD Uaiis Price Value
11/812009 MEW Continue researching fiduciary duties ofconstruction 2.50 180.00 450.00

manager and draft memJrandum to T. Walker.

121912CX1J PRC Review and respond to email co~pondence from Tom 1.70 95.00 161.50
Coughm; edit and revise additional draft ofresponses to
Second Discovery Requests by City ofMeridian.

1211~2009 TOW Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support ofMotion 0.80 275.00 220.00
for Reconsideration ofProtcctive Order; conduct
preliminary research regarding use ofin camera
affidavits; telephone conference ~h Jeny Frank
regarding same; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin regarding same

121UY2009 EKK. Review pleadings from opposing counsel; discussed 0.50 190.00 95.00
with trial team.

1211~2009 PRC 1.30 95.00 123.50

1211~2009 MEW Review motion to recons ider and affidavit in support; 1.30 180.00 234.00
conference with T. Walker; conference with T. Walker
regarding fiduciary duty research.

1211112009 PRC Prepare email correspondence to Tom and Gene 0.30 95.00 28.50
following up on draft responses to Second set of
discovery by at)' ofMeridian.

12111/2009 EKK Wode on locating council meeting mutes in support of 1.60 190.00 304.00
the Capital~rovement plan and audit.

l21lU2009 PRC Amend and edit Version 3 ofPetra's discovery response 1.30 95.00 123.50
per client's most recent draft submission; telephone
conveISation with Tom Coughln regarding discovery
documents; telephone call to Bridge City Legal regarding
same.

12111/2009 TOW Workon discovery responses; telephone conterence 0.80 275.00 220.00
with Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett regarding same
and regarding Meridian's Motion for Reconsideration

1211412009 TGW Review and revise eJ¢ensive discovery responses to be 2.30 275.00 632.50
served this week by Petra

1211412009 EKK Review correspondence and discovery. 0.20 190.00 38.00

12114I1fX'I) PRC .. '" n 1.50 95.00 142.50
I

; prepare letter to
clients regarding discovery responses and requesting

~II 9".59:40 AM Page: 36
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

- ,., 01 ... MlUer DClCrtpt_ 

20771.<J08 Pet.m.1nc. cay ofMcridian 

""" 
...., Deuriptl.- .... u ,riu V~ .. 

121&'2009 MEW Continue researchi1& fiduciary duties of constnJ.ction = lllO.OO 4lO.OO 
rDlDageranddraft d'lelOOrandumto T. Walktr. 

12I9I1JX» PRe Review and respond to email correspondence from Tom IJIl 95.00 161.50 
Coughm; edit and revise additional draft of responses to 
Second Discovery Requcsts by Oty of Meridian . 

12l1(V2009 row Review Meridian's Memorandum ~ Support of Motion 0.'" 275.00 moo 
for Reconsideration ofPtotcdrvc Order; conduct 
prelmnary ft:Search regarding use orin camm 
affidavits; te!cphone CQofcrcnt:e wah Jeny Frank. 
regardi1g same; telephone conference with Tom 
Cou&hm ~anJi't, same 

11111)"2009 EKK Rt:vicwpleadings ti'omopposing counse~ discussed o.so 1"'00 95.00 
Mh trial team. 

11IHY,2001) PRC 1.30 95.00 In.so 

J2II(V2009 MEW RcvE:wmotion to rcoonsidcr and affidavit in support; I.JO lllO.OO 234.00 
conbencewith T. Walker; conference wn T. Wallct1 
~l1g &iuciacy duty rcscarctt. 

11111/2009 PRC PrqJue etmiI.eom:spoodcncc to Tom and Gene 0.30 95.00 28.lO 
(ollowmg up on draft responses to Second set of 
discovery by ~ of Meridian. 

12/llI2OO9 EKK Work on locating council nzcting mute, n support of 1.81 1"'00 304.00 
the CapQl ~rovcmcnl pbn and audit. 

12/1112009 PRC Amend and edit Version 3 of Petra's discovet)' response 1.30 95.00 I23.so 
perclients IIDSt R:CCOt draft SUbrDssictn; telephone 
conversation ~ Tom Cougbm regard .. , discovery 
documents; tdephone call to Bridge Oty Legal rcganiflg 

.""'. 
1211V2009 TGW Wolkon discovery responses; telephone conmoce 0.8) moo 21Jl.00 

wah TomCoughm and Gene Bennett rcgardiagsamc 
and repniiag Meridian's Motion ror Reconsidcta1ion 

1111412009 row Rcviewand revise e)(cnsrve discovery mponses to be 2.30 VS.OO 6J2.lO 
served this ~ by Petra 

1211412009 EKK Review concspondence and discovery . 02) 190.00 J~OO 

111 14I21XI9 PRC I.lO 95.00 142.SO .. _-. 
... ' .~~ j • '~'. I _. I--'~ --C.. L~ 

-Ji;1i ,.:lW? n- -$II_ ; prepare letter to 
clients regarding discovery ~ponses and ~ucsting 

612&2011 9'.59:40 AM P.age: 36 



Tran.sactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter Descripioa

11rl71.()()8 Petra, Inc. Oty ofMeridian

Prof Descripioa Uaits Price Value
signature on verification; research on iConcct data base.

12/15/2009 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence fiom Tom 3.2D 95.00 304.00
Coughlin; telephone call fiomTom Coughlin; prepare
Addendum to Response to Second Set ofDiscovCIY;
prepare Notice ofScrvice;

12/15/2009 TGW Follow up on inclusion ofadditional infonnation and 1.20 Z/5.00 330.00
documents obtained for Petra's response to Meridian's
second set ofdiscovery requests into supporting papers
forlOOtion forsunmuy judgment; review Tom
Coughlin's comnents on Meridian's Motion for
Reconsideration

12/15/2009 EKK Review cOITCSpondence and response infonnation on 0.30 190.00 57.00
IOOtion to reconsider.

1211612009 EKK Conferred with T. Wabron additional infonmtion to 0.50 190.00 95.00
add to statement ofl3cts; review correspondence.

12/1612009 TGW FJo:hange several emaiIs with TomCoughlin regarding 0.40 Z/5.00 110.00
protection ofthird party job cost accounting records;
draft folmofThird party Affidavit

12/1612009 PRC Prepare Supplemental Response to Meridian's Second 0.70 95.00 66.50
Set ofRequests fur Production ofDocuments

12/17/2009 EKK Woric on discovery supplemental infOnnation to add to 0.60 190.00 114.00
statement offacts; reviewed statutes governing capital
in1>rovcment plans.

12121/2009 PRC 0.40 95.00 38.00
0

12121/2009 TGW FJo:hange emaiIs with TomCoughlin regarding status of 0.30 Z/5.00 82.50
case and rrotion fursunmuy judgment I

I
12/21/2009 EKK Review correspondence on upcommg issues. 0.10 190.00 19.00

I

I
I

12/29/2009 EKK Woric on adding to statement offacts fiom discovery; 1.20 200.00 240.00

Icorrespondence with T. WaJkeron same.

1/812010 PRC 0.40 95.00 3&.00 r
I
I

I/W2010 EKK Conferred on status ofdocuments; conference with T. 0.2D 200.00 40.00 I
Walker on email infonnation already disclosed based on
new discovery requests by opposing counsel

I/W2010 TGW Woricon discovery and deposition matters 0.50 Z/5.oo 137.50

111112010 PRC Prepare letter to opposing counsel regarding 0.30 95.00 28.50

Page: 1t..,~~ .6I2Ul201I 9:59:40 AM '.~.7.. ",;
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_,m OicDt MaUer Descrilfi_ 

20771 .... Petra, Inc. Oty ofMcridian 

P,o( DacriiD_ ~iCJ Price v .... 
5Wt&ture on vc:rification; resean:h on iCoocct data base.. 

I2IIY.!X19 PRe Reviewand respond to eDDil correspondence from Tom 3.1ll 95.00 304.00 
Coughlin; tdephone can fromTom Cougbm; prepare 
Addendumto &;sponse to Second Set ofDiscovcry; 
prepare Not" ofServlcc; 

Of 

I2IIsr.nl9 TGW FoUow up on i1elusion of additional infurmation and 1.21) 27S.00 330.00 
documents oblaned for Petra's response to Meridian's 
second set ofdisc:ovcry requests ilto supporting papers 
fOr motion for SUnmiII)' Pdgmtnt; review Tom 
Coughlin's COl'IlTIents on Mcridian's Motion fOr 
RecoILS idcmJ:ion 

11IIYnl9 EKK ~iew correspoDdencc and response infOrmation on OJ/) 190.00 57.00 
motion to reconsider. 

1111612009 EKK Confi:lrred widlT. Wabron addlional infonmtion to 0.51) 190.00 95.00 
add to statCmedt offacts; revicwcouespondence. 

)1I16l2W) TGW ~bangc sevaaJ c:maib w&h TomCoughm regarding 040 275.00 110.00 
proted.iI)n of third party job cost accounting records; 
draft imnofThUd Party Affidavit 

12116'2009 PRe Prepare SUpplemental Response to Meridian's Second OJ., 95.00 66.5Il 
Set of Requests fu r Production of Documents 

1211712009 EKK WorkOD discovery suppicmentalllj)nnd.ion to add to 0.60 190.00 114.00 
statement otfacu; rev~"ed statutes governing capital 
Iq:lIOVc:mcnt plans. 

12I21/lOO9 PRe 040 95.00 38.00 

12I21/lOO9 TGW FJchange emaiIs with TomCoughlil regarding status or OJ/) 275.00 = 
case and rmtion brsunmary judgment 

12I21/lOO9 EKK Review com:spoodenee on upeoamg issues. 010 190.00 19.00 

1- EKK WOlton add." to statelIEnt o rlilcts 6omdiscovery; 1.21) 200.00 240.00 
co~pondenee wah T. Walker o n same. 

1/&12010 PRe 040 .,," laOO -111112010 EKK Confened on status ordocuments; conrerence with T. ().JI) 200.00 40.00 
WaJkeron ema.ilfiimmtion alR:ady disclosed based on 
newdiscovery ~uests by opposing counsel 

UIlJ2010 TGW Worton discovery and deposition matters OJ() 275.00 137.50 

111lJ2OI0 PRe Prep~ Icttc-to opposing couns el regarding <DO 9>.00 2I.5Il 

- • &12&2011 ~.59::40 AM ..... , page: !l7 " 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID Oleot MaUer Descriptioo

W771~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeriJian

Date Prof DesCriptiOD Ulits Price Value
confinnation on Petra's personnel to be deposed and
specific dates.

111212010 TOW Conmence review ofMeridian's discovery responses 1.40 275.00 385.00
served on January 11,2010; conmnce with Frika and
Pam regarding same; telephone conference with Tom
Coughlin

111212010 FKK Review discovery requests in case. 0.10 200.00 20.00

111212010 PRe 0.60 95.00 51.00
; prepare letter to Jcny Fl3lIk regarding

Meridian's responses to Petra's discovery; review
Meridian's Third Set ofRequests for Production;

; prepare email correspondence to
clients regarding same and con:fiming production to
Meridian.

1113/2010 FKK ~eddiscovery responses to third set and 1.10 200.00 340.00
supplemental responses docum:nts; confened with T.
Walker on same; ell3lTlined discovery on discs provided
by opposing counsel; status to T. Walker.

1113/2010 PRe ReviewNotices ofDeposition; review and respond to 0.50 95.00 41.50
email correspondence from1c:tJy Fr.mk;

0

l/14I2010 PRC RcvicwThird Requests for Production ofDocumcnts; 0.70 95.00 66.50
prepare draft Response to Third Requests for Production
ofDocuments with objection;

COY

1/15/2010 TOW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.10 275.00 192.50
addition ofclaim oflost busmess opportunities;
ex:hange emails with Kim Trout regarding discovery
matter; work on discovery matters

l/15/2010 EKK Conferred with T. Walker on'documents from opposing 0.30 200.00 60.00
counsel and case tasks; review correspondence from
opposing counsel

1115/2010 PRC Review and respond to email from Kim Trout regarding 0.40 95.00 38.00
production ofphotographs; review Petra discovery files;
confer Mh handling attorney regarding same.

111812010 FKK Work on review ofstatement offu.cts including editing of 1.60 200.00 320.00
same.

III912010 FKK Correspondence on case; conferred with T. Walker; 0.20 200.00 40.00
review information on discovery to opposmg party.

l/19/2010 TOW Px:hange several emails with opposing counsel and 0.40 275.00 110.00

6120/20119:59:40 AM -3 Page: 38
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ' ID 

20771.()()8 

111212010 

111212010 

111112010 

111312010 

1/1312010 

111-412010 

1/1512010 

IIIY20iO 

tllSl2OIO 

Ifl&'2010 

1f19r'2010 

1f19l2OIO 

r...r 

row 

FKK 

PRe 

FKK 

PRe 

PRe 

row 

FKK 

PRe 

FKK 

TGW 

61200011 §-39:40 AM 

aleat 

Petra, Inc. 

DescripCioll 

Matter- DaCriptiOIl 

CSt)' ofMeri:l.ian 

confinmtim on Petra's personnel to be deposed and 
speeD: dates. 

Corrmence reviewofMeridiaD's discovery responses 
served on Janu3l)' 11. 2010; conference with &hand 
Pamregan:iing SaJrJD; telephone conference with Tom 
Cough.Lin 

Revicwdiscovery requests n casco 

; prep8le 1etterto Jerry Frank regwin, 
Meridian's responses to Petra's discovery; review 
Meridian's nird Set of Requests for Production; __ 
_ ...- - -R""'; prepare email com::spondencc to 
clicnts regardilg same and confiming production to 
Meridian. 

EGmined discovery responses to third set and 
supplemental responses documents; confmed with T. 
Walketon same; examined discovery on discs provided 
by opposing counsel; status to T. Wakr. 

ReviewNolm of Deposition; reviewand respond to 
emai com::spondcncc fromJcrry Frank; __ ___ 
....... . ......... _ • . 5 J .... WWWdII --RtvicwThitd Requests fur Production ofDocumcnts; 
prepare draft Response to ThWd Requests for Production 
ofDoculmlts with objection; 

Telephone conference Mh O:ne Bennett regardi1g 
addition of claim On;)st busi1ess opportunities; 
e>ehange emails wiIh Kim Trout regarding discovery 
matter; work on discovery muter! 

Conferred with T. Wahron documents from opposing 
counsel and case tasks; review correspondence from 
opposing COUDSei 

Review and respond to emailliomKim Trout rea:arding 
production of photographs; review Petra discovery flies ; 
confel"wth handling attorney regarding same. 

Work on review ofslatemtnt of&cts incbiing editing of 

' ''''''. 
Correspondence on case; conferred with T. Waker; 
review k1formation on discovery to opposi1g party. 

E'x:hange several emails with opposing counsel and 

'" " 

1.40 

0.10 

"'0 

1.70 

0.'" 

010 

0.10 

OJ\) 

0." 

1.60 

0.20 

173.00 

200.00 

90.00 

200.00 

90.00 

90.00 

275.00 

200.00 

90.00 

200.00 

200.00 

275.00 

385.00 

20.00 

57.00 

>to.oo 

mo 

192.'" 

60.00 

3<00 

]20.00 

" .00 

110.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD OieDt Mltter Descriptioe

20771~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Descriptioo Uaits Price Value

clients regarding discovery matters

If2(Y20IO TGW ReviewemaiIs romTom Cough1i'l regarding Idaho o..so 275.00 137.50
Airship matter; send email to opposing counsel
regarding same; work: on discover issues, ileluding
scheduling ofMeridian personnel depositi>ns

1/2012010 EKK Review case infonnati>n; sent statement offacts to Tom 0.20 200.00 40.00
C. to review.

1/2()'2010 PRC 1.30 95.00 123.50

prepare email to Jeny
Frank regarding same; prepare letter to Tom Coughlin
regarding CD's produced by Meridian in response to
Petra's last discovery•

112112010 TGW Work: on discovery matters, including depositions of 0.60 275.00 165.00
Petra's personne~ telephone conference with Jeny Frank
and Gene Bennett regarding same

1/2112010 EKK Review case infonnati>n and correspondence on 0.20 200.00 40.00
discovery and case dat~s.

1/2112010 PRC 200 95.00 190.00
; review and respond to

email correspondence from client regarding discovery
responses by City ofMeridian;

1/2212010 EKK Review colteSpondence; conferred wkh T. Wallcer. 0.20 200.00 40.00

1/2212010 TGW Continue to work on discovery matters with opposing 1.30 275.00 357.50
counsel and client's representatives; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin;
telephone conference with Jeny Frank

1/2212010 PRC R 0 0.90 95.00 85.50
; review email from Bridge City; telephone call

from Tom Coughlin regarding trial.

112512010 PRC ew. 1.80 95.00 171.00

; conm:nce preparati>n ofdraft
subpoenas and notices ofdepositions for non-Meridian
affiliates.

. 6'2012011 9:59:40 AM Page: 39

008545

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

.-.10 
20771-008 

o.c. Pro( 

In.oool0 row 

II2n'2OIO EKK 

l1200010 PRe 

112112010 row 

112112010 EKK 

If2l/2OlO PRe 

112212010 EKK 

112212010 row 

112212010 PRe 

112Y201O PRe 

6'2MOII 9".s9:40 AM 

01 ... 

Petra.lnc. 

Mltter OesutpU .. 

Ciy of Meridian 

Descripdoa. 

clients ~garditg discovery aattcrs 

RcviewcmaiJs fi'om Tom Cough. regard." Idaho 
Anhip rretter, send CUBiI to opposing counsd 
~garding sarm; wort: on discover issues, ncbding 
scheduli:n& of Meridian personnel depositions 

Reviewcasc infonmtion; sent statenxnt of&.cts to Tom 
C.1O~iew. 

- - t PJePate cmai to .Jeny 
Frank reganting same; prepare lcttcrto Tom Coughm 
reg:ardins (D's produced by Meridflm in response to 
Petra's last discovery. 

Work on discovery matters, including depositions of 
PetI1l's personnel; telephone conli::reDce with Jeny Frank 
and Gene Bennett regarding sam:: 

Reviewcase inilnnation and correspondence on 
discovery and case dat~ . 

; reviewaod respond to 
ema.iloorrespondencc fiomc1ient reprding discovery 
responses by City of Meridian; 

ReviewcolTCSpondcnce; con~tted wkh T. Wahl". 

ContIJUt to workon discovery mattcn wilh opposing 
counsel and client's representatives; telephone 
conference wCh Gene Bennett and Tom Coughin; 
telephone con~ce with .Jeny Frank 

..... u •• -.-.-..... -U!l)jf .... W!iM 

.... ; review mail from Bridie cay; telephone call 
from Tom Coughlin regard." trial 

"'-__ -Ii 

; COrnn:tlCC preparation of draft 
subpoenas and notices of depositions for DOn·Meridian 
affiliates. 

...... Priu V .... 

ViOO 137.50 

"'" 200.00 40.00 

1.30 9>.00 123.50 

OJiO 27.5.00 '65'" 

0.20 200.00 <Oro 

'00 9>.00 '90'" 

"'" 200.00 40.00 

'JO Vl'" "'''l 

0.90 9l.00 3l"l 

1.0) 9>.00 171.00 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID Oient Matter DesCriJDOD

1JJT/1-008 Petra. Inc. City ofMeridian

Date ProC Description Uaits Price Value
1/25/2010 FKK Telephone conference with TomCoughlin; status to T. 0.30 200.00 60.00

Walker.

1/2612010 FKK Review colJ'eCtions from TomC. and edited statement of 1.20 200.00 240.00
filets with same; noted POIDts forT. Walker and reviewed
cited documents; statement to T. Wa1ker to review.

1/2612010 PRC Review and respond to emails from Tom Coughlin 1.50 95.00 14250
regarding discovery responses and~X6) depositions;

. continue dIafting
Notices ofDepositions and subpoenas as requUed.

1!27/2010 TGW Review, revise and elG::Cute deposition notices and 0.30 275.00 82.50
subpoenas for Meridian witnesses

1/27/2010 PRC 1.00 95.00 15200
s

review notice ofJerry Frank and prepare letterto
opposing counsel confinning depositions and
amendment ofFrank's deposition notice to reflect correct
date;

prepare letterto Joseph Borton.

1/2812010 TGW Continue review and revision ofstatement offilcts in 1.30 275.00 357.50
support ofmotions forsulDDll.l)' judgment and for
deposition preparation ofPetm witnesses

1/2812010 PRC Workon file and respo~es to the Oty ofMeridian's 1.70 95.00 161.50
Third Requests for Production ofDocuments; process
and generate reports outlining Bates nurmered
documents for electronic correspondence requested of
Petra~loyeesfordiscovcry response.

1129/2010 TGW Continue review and revision ofstatement offilcts 0.30 275.00 82.50

2/U2010 PRC 1.00 95.00 95.00
0 ; continue generation of

electronic correspondence reports from iConect.

2/212010 TGW Continue work on Statement ofUndisputed Facts and 1.20 275.00 330.00
preparation for upcoming depositions ofPetra personnel

2/212010 FKK FJaunined contracts on project received from Petra 1.20 200.00 240.00
including the general conditions; conferred with T.
Wallccr on same.

2/212010 PRC 0.40 95.00 38.00

r

2/3/2010 TGW Workon deposition preparations 0.30 275.00 82.50

2/3/2010 PRC Review file; review email correspondence from KimTrout 1.70 95.00 161.50

oX
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Mot • .,Ul 

2IJ77I-OOS 

"'" 112SI2010 

If26I2OlO 

112612010 

In7l2010 

In7l2010 

112812010 

112&12010 

lJ29I1j)l. 

2fV2010 

2111201. 

2J2I201O 

2J2I20IO 

2131201. 

l1J12OIO 

P .... 
EXK 

EXK 

PRe 

TOW 

PRC 

TGW 

PRC 

TOW 

PRC 

TOW 

EKK 

PRC 

TOW 

PRC 

moo.oll 9".59:40 AM 

O iemt 

Petta,lnc. 

Dacripdoa 

MMRr Descripd_ 

Qy ofMer1::tian 

Telephone conference wKh Tom Coughlin; status to T. 
W"""". 

RcviewcolTeCtions from Tome. and edited statement of 
&eli wah same; nOled pomts "'T. Walker and reviewed 
cited documents; statement to T. Wahrto review. 

Review and ~pond toemils fromTomCoughlin 
regarding disco\lety responses and 3C(b)(6)depositions; 
u . ..l ' ' •• ' • '.- • -.,..liIIIff.'-X? .. : COfItinue drafting 
Notices ofOepositioll$ and subpoenas as required. 

Review, revise and CXleutc deposition notices and 
subpoenas tOr Merilian wXnesscs 

IIIIIaCI{jJi! J - __ .... __ ...,..PM--' ....... 
review notice of Jeny Frank and prepi\l'li Ictterto 
opposmg counsel confirming depositions and 
amendment of Frank's deposition notice to reftect correct 
dal<; 

.... ' . jmi~ letter to Jos~h Borton. 

Continue review and revision ofstatcrrent offucts in 
support of[lJ)tions for sutm1lltY jud&mmt and (or 
deposition prcpamtion of Petra witnesses 

Worton file and respo~ tot~City of Meridian's 
Third Requests tor Production ofDocuments j prouss 
and generate reports outining Bates nunbenld 
documents foreicctronic correspondence requcsted or 
Petra~loyees ilrdiscovery n:spoDse. 

Continue review and revision ofstateRnt offilcts 

""-0fDi8i - '; continue genenuion of 
electronic correspondence reports ftom iCooect. 

Continue work on Statement of Undisputed Facts and 
prep3l1ll:ion for upcoming depositions of Petra personnel 

~ed contmels on project received from Petra 
inciJdmg the general conditions; con~ with T. 
Walb:ron same. 

M*td-.. tiI-."-~JTbld RliaIlllilU b 

Wod:: on deposition prep3l1ll:ilns 

Review file; review email conesponciencc from Km Trout 

12) 

1.>0 

OJO 

1.60 

lJO 

1.10 

OJO 

1.00 

12) 

12) 

.... 
OJO 

1.10 

hi" 
:m.00 

:m.oo 

".00 

275.00 

".00 

275.00 

" .00 

275.00 

".00 

275.00 

20000 

".00 

275.00 

".00 

v .... 
60.00 

240.00 

142-'0 

82.SO 

Il2.OO 

357.50 

161..50 

82.SO 

"J)) 

3"'J)) 

'<OJ)) 

"'-'" 
161.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oieat

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City ofMeridian

Date

21412010

21512010

Prot

PRC

PRC

DesCripdOll

regarding deposition scheduling; prepare Notices of
Deposition for additional Meridian personne~ I

Prepare Supplemental Response to First Set of
Intezrogatories by City ofMeridian; prepare Notice of
Service for filing with Court.

ThUs

0.50

220

Price

95.00

95.00

Value

47.50

209.00

21812010 EKK Review spreadsheet on payments on City contracts. 0.20 200.00 40.00

21912010 EKK Meeting on case. 0.30 200.00 60.00

219/2010 MEW Conference wah T. Wallcerand E. Klein regarding 0.20 190.00 38.00
deposition schedules..

219/2010 PRe 1.00 95.00 95.00
OIl

; reconcile contractorspreadsheet with that of
Petra's suJDDaIY.

211012010 TGW Walk on deposition preparation; email Petra's personnel .6.90 275.00 I.89750
regarding same; review and revise statement offucts to
provide fact review for deposition preparation

211012010 EKK Review information on depositions and revised notices; 0.30 200.00 60.00
conferred with P. CarsOJl on documents needed.

211012010 MEW Pmail correspondence regarding deposition schedule; 0.20 190.00 38.00
conference with T. Walker.

211012010 PRC 1.20 95.00 114.00

.; review iConect data base
and pull documents for colJllDCllcement ofMcridian
deposition eJdtibits.

2111/2010 TGW Continue wolk on deposition outlines for Meridian 5.80 275.00 1,595.00
witnesses

2/11/2010 EKK Review correspondence on case facts. 0.20 200.00 40.00

2111/2010 PRe Review discovery files by Ciy ofMeridian; continue 1.40 95.00 133.00
compiling documents for use as deposition emibits
during Meridian depositions.

2/1212010 TGW Continue preparation ofdeposition outline and exhibit 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
assembly forTammy DeWeerd, MayorofMeridian;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same;

612012011 9:59:40 At! =
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_ "D Oie_t Matter Deteripdoa 

20771.()()8 ...... In~ aty ofMcmian 

Do" Prot Destripdoll. "". Priu Vol .. 

regarding deposition scheduling; prepare Notices of 
Deposition for additilnaJ Meridian personnel; ~ 
.. ,reo I M • .....-.ti - I ....... ~II 
... IIL .... ...,.· 

21412010 PRe Prepare Supplem:ntal Response to Fat Set of "-00 41.>0 
Interrogatories by City o(Meridian; prepare Notice of 
Setvice for fling with Court. 

21512010 PRe ,'" 95.00 "".00 
.~ . ".~j ,1.. .~,.'. '._ 

21812010 EKK Review spreadsheet on payments on cay contracts. .'" moo 40.00 

2fW201O EKK Meeting: on casco 0.30 moo 60.00 

""""10 MEW Conference wi1l T. Wakand Eo Klein regarding "'" 190.00 3.00 
depost.X>D scbedu~ .. 

""""10 PRe 1.00 95.00 95.00 -ti!I!!J!II.Ie; reconcile conuactor spreadsbeet wah that of 
~ra's $urmwy . 

1I1(V2()10 row WOrkOD depositon preparation; email Petra's personnel 6.90 275.00 1,897.50 
regarding same; review and revise swement o(bets to 
provide fact review tOr deposition prqlaralion 

2/IIY2OJO EKK Review information on depos:iOOns and revised notices; 0.30 moo 60.00 
con~ witb P. Carso~ on documents needed. 

2/IIY20IO MEW Email conespondcncc fClarding depositxm scbeduk; 02) 190.00 3<00 
contierence with T. Wahl'. 

21UY2QIO PRe IJD-___ -aliiili., • ....-~_._'. 12) 95.00 114.00 

I ......... _ .; review iConect data base 
and puD documents forconmcnccm::nt of Meridian 
depodion cJohiJits. 

211112010 row Continue won: on deposition outlines forMcridian ,.,., 275.00 1.595.00 
witnesses 

211112010 EKK Rcviewconespondcncc on case facts. "'" 200.00 40.00 

211112010 PRe Rcviow discovery files by c:ty of Meridian; contmuc 1.40 9500 133.00 
colt1)iling documents: foruse as deposition eJhibits 
during Meridian depositions. 

21 1212010 row Continue JXeP3I3lion ofdcposition ouUKle and exhibit 275.00 1,705.00 
assembly forTarrmy OeWcen::I, MayorofMeridian; 
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same; 

6'2&2011 ~.59:40 at - Page: 41 ,. \': : 



Transactions Fee ListiDg (Original Value)

MatterID Oleat Matter Descripti_

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMemian

Prof Descripti_ UUts Price Value

conference wah John Quapp

2/l2I2010 EKK Fact infonmtion review; confeaed wkh T. Walker on 0.30 200.00 60.00
fuets and furthcremibits in case.

2/1212010 PRe Edit and revise Contractor's spreadsheet for Cit}' of 1.30 95.00 123.50
MeIi:lian for preparation ofdeposition emibit.

2/15/2010 TGW Review el<tensive notes fiom Gene Bennett regarding 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
areas ofinquiry for MeIi:lian witnesses; continue
preparation ofMeridian deposition outfines

2/15/2010 EKK Review information fiom G. Bennett on questioning of 0.50 200.00 100.00
witnesses; review com:spondence.

2/1&2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions, including review 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
ofel<tensive documentation; conference with Gene
Bennett and TomCoughlin for their deposition
preparation

2/1&2010 FKK Deposition preparation sessions; further 220 200.00 440.00
com:spondence on matter; identifying infonmtion
needed for depositions.

2/1612010 PRe Review files and production documents; coomence 2.30 95.00 218.50
co~ilation ofemi>its for deposition ofTamny de
Wcerd.

2/17/2010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions ofMeridian 0.70 275.00 192.50
witnesses; telephone conference with Jeny Frank
regarding same; ordcrarnended notices and subpoenas
for video depositions

2/17/2010 PRe Confer with attorney regarding depositions; issue and 1.30 95.00 123.50
served Amended Notices ofAudio Vdeo Depositions of
at}' ofMeridian deponents.

2/1812010 PRe Prepare letters to WiD Berg, Joe Borton and Fnmldin Lee 0.50 95.00 47.so
regarding Amended Notice ofDeposition advising of
video recording.

2/1812010 EKK Examined further materials in preparation for Bennett 0.90 200.00 180.00
deposition.

2/1812010 PRC Review production documents; continue worle on 1.40 95.00 133.00
co~iling depos ilion ellhibits for Mayor de Wcerd's
deposition.

2/19/2010 fKK Deposition ofGene Bennett; telephone conference with 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
T. Walker on status.

i

2/1912010 PRC Review production documents; coImlCncc preparation of 210 95.00 199.50

Ideposition exhibits for Meridian personnel depositions.

I
I
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ' ID Oie., Mltetr Descripti_ 

20771-008 Petra, [nco ar ofMeti1ian 

- ',of Dtleripti_ ... " Pri" V~_ 

conlimnce wah John Quapp 

211212010 EKK Fact ~lOrmltion review; confened wth T. WahI'oo 0.30 200.00 60.00 
fiacts and furtbcr"mmis in casco 

2/1212010 PRe Edit and revise Contractor's sp~hect ')ray of 1.30 "'.00 123.>0 
Meti1ian for preparation of deposition ClIhibit. 

2JISI2OIO row Review clknsivo notes from Gene Bennett regarditg 8.20 275.00 2,25lJlJ 
areaJ ofnquiry fur Meridian witnesses; contmue 
preparation ofMc:ridian deposition ouliRcs 

21IYlOIO EKK Review inilrUlltion fromG Bennett on questionng of 0.>0 200.00 100JlJ 
witnesses; review conesponderlce. 

2116flO1O row Conu'lUe preparation fordeposilions , mcludmg review l.JJJ 275.00 1,430.00 
or~ensjye docume:ntaOOo; conference wiIb Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coughlin fixtbei'dcposition 
prepamion 

1Jl&'2DIO Deposition preparation sessions; further 220 200.00 <4OJlJ 
correspondence on matter; identifying .. furmation 
needed for depositions. 

211&'2010 PRe Review tics and production doc:um:nts; <:ormzncc 2.30 "'.00 21850 
cOlqJilation ofelohbils fur deposition ofTanwy de 
W=I. 

1117/2010 TGW Continue prepantioD fordeposilions of Meridian 0.10 275.00 19l.lO 
witnesses; telephone conference wilb Jcny Frank 
regard ... same; ordc:ramended notices and subpoenas 
forvidco depositions 

21 1712010 PRe Conhwah attorney ~ing depositions; issue and 1.30 "'JlJ 123.>0 
SClVed Amended Noti;cs of Audio Vdco Depositions of 
cry ofMcridian deponents. 

211812010 PRe Prepan: letters to WiD Berg, Joe Borton and Frank&'! lee 95.00 47.>0 
regardng Amended Notacc ofDeposDon advism& of 
video recording. 

211812010 EKK e-amed further lmIerials in prqJaration for Bennett 0.90 200.00 I80JlJ 
depositi::m. 

211812010 PRe Review production dOCllments; continue \\lOrton 1.40 "'.00 133.00 
co~mgdeposlion CJottibits forMayorde Wcerd's 
deposition. 

2119(2010 EKK Deposition ofGenc Bennett; telephone wnference with 7.10 200.00 1,420.00 
T. Walkcron status. 

211 !lr'201O PRe Review production dOCllmcn15; COlmlCnce preparation of 210 "'.00 199.lO 
deposition emma lOr Meridian personnel depositions. 

ffi20 l l ~S9:40 AM :r Pagc;":-42 ., 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Uicnt Matter Description

2fJT11~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof' Description Ullits Price Value
2/19/2010 MEW Research performance bond. 0.40 190.00 76.00

2/2012010 TGW EJdlange several emails with Erika and Macken2ie 0.40 275.00 110.00
regarding the Idaho law on performance bonds; review
relevant statutes

2/21/2010 EKK fmail to T. Wa1keron areas to discuss regarding Friday'S 0.20 200.00 40.00
deposition.

2/12/2010 TGW Prepare for and with conference Jeny Frank for 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
deposition preparation; conm:nce review ofrough draft
of(ene Bennett's February 19th deposition

212212010 PRC Prepare Second Amended Notice oITaling Deposition 0.70 95.00 66.50
Duces Tecumand Amended Subpoena fur service on
Franklin Lee.

2/21J2010 EKK Meeting with T. Wa1keron update from Bennett 3.30 200.00 660.00
deposition; deposition preparation meeting with T.
Walker, 1. Frank, T. Coughlin and G Bennett; located
document needed fur review; conferred with T. Walker
on further research to do.

2/2312010 PRC 0.60 95.00 51.00
Dill

2/2312010 EKK Work on documents needed for upconmg depositions. 0.20 200.00 40.00

2/24/2010 TGW Continue review oftranscript ofGene Bennett's 0.60 275.00 165.00
deposition

2/24/2010 PRC Continue work on Taumy deWeerd's deposition outIne 3.50 95.00 332.50
and deposition CJlfubits.

2/2512010 TGW Continue review ofGene Bennett's deposition transcript 0.80 275.00 220.00
in preparation for defending Tom Coughlin's deposition
scheduled for tomoJrow, February 26, 2010; ex::hange
emails with opposing counsel regarding depositions;
telephone conference with Joe Borton regarding his
upcoming depositions; email Mr. Borton the complaint
and answer and counterclaim

2/25IWIO EKK Research on statutes relating to Mayorand City Council 0.30 200.00 60.00
statutOI)' duties.

2/2512010 PRe Continue work on COtqliling documents for deposition 3.20 95.00 304.00
exhibits for Tanmy de Wceni.

2J2(,/2Q10 TGW Prepare for and defend Tom Coughlin's deposition; 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding the
3<xbX6) deposition

2/W20IO TGW Continue to wOrXon closing argument; conference with 2.20 275.00 605.00
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_ ,/D 
20771-008 

-211912010 

"""""0 

212112010 

2I21J2010 

2I21J2010 

2I21J2010 

112312<)10 

112312<)10 

2I2A/2010 

2I2A/2010 

2i2SI2DIO 

2i2SI2DIO 

2i2SI2DIO 

111U11)10 

2/2612010 

.. or 
MEW 

TGW 

EXK 

Taw 

PRC 

EXK 

PRC 

EXK 

Taw 

PRC 

Taw 

EKK 

PRC 

Taw 

Taw 

&'200011 9-.s9:40 AM 

Oieat Mltter Descriptio-. 

Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 

Daeri .... 
Rc5eart:h pcrfol1tlU1CC bond. 

fx::hange sevent! CfI1IUs wah &ib and Macir:en2ie 
re,ardin& the Idaho law o n perfurmance bonds; review 
relevant statutes 

&mil to T. Walkeron areas to drscuss regardilg Friday's 
dcposilion. 

Prepare for and with confcrmce Jerry Prank for 
depodion prepanltion; coomencc review of rough draft 
of Gene Bennett's FebnJary 19th deposition 

Prepare Second Amended Notice ofTalIJi Deposili::ln 
Duces TCCUMBnd Am:ndcd Subpoena ilrservice on 
FranIdin Lee. 

Meding withT. Walkcron update fromBcnnett 
deposition; deposition preparation rn:dmg with T. 
Walker, I. Frank, T. Coughlin and G Bennett; located 
doeutn:l1t needed in review; confimed with T. Walker 
on further research to do. 

c'...'..J.'~ ".,_~.'., -
Wodcon documents needed in upcomng depositions. 

Conl.,uc reviewoftranscript orOene Bennett's 
deposition 

Conlimc worton Taamy deWeenfs depositon out&te 
and dcpos ilion ohibits. 

Contmue revicwofGcne Bennett's deposition transcript 
in prcparation for dcfendKig Tom Coughlin's deposition 
scheduled fortormrrow. Fcbnwy 26, 2010; cx:hange 
emails with opposng counsel regard.,g depositions; 
telephone conference with Joe Borton n:gardng his 
upcoming depositions; email Mr. Borton the coq)laint 
and answer and counterclUn 

Researd! on statutes IClat"g to Mayor and City Council 
statutory duties. 

Continue work on colq)ifing docwraents fbrdepos.ion 
emibits forTanKnY de Wcerd. 

Prepare forand defend TomCougbIm's deposition; 
te lephone confen:nce wilh G:ne Bennett regarding the 
~)(6}deposition 

Continue to work on closing argument; conference with 

.... b 

OAO 

0.40 

0.20 

6.ro 

0.10 

].30 

0.60 

0.20 

0.60 

U) 

0.00 

030 

].20 

Priu 
19Q.00 

27~.OO 

20000 

27.5JIO 

"'.00 

200.00 

"'.00 

200.00 

275.00 

"'.00 

275.00 

200.00 

"'.00 

215.00 

275.00 

V~~ 

7~00 

110.00 

40.00 

1,870.00 

660.00 

".00 

40.00 

1".00 

332.50 

60.00 

304JXl 

1,870.00 

605.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_ID 
2Il171-OO1l 

- P ..... 

2/26'2010 EIQ( 

2/26'201. PRe 

1I1flOIO TGW 

31l!2OiO EIQ( 

31112010 PRe 

3I1J2l)1. TGW 

3I1J2l)1O EIQ( 

3I1J2l)1. PRe 

J/JI2II1. TGW 

J/JI2II1. EIQ( 

6I2OOO119-39:40AM 

01 .. ' M8Ut:r Desr:riptl_ 

...... ""'. Oty ofMeriiian 

DelcriJlli-
Mackcn2ie Whatcott regard." additional mquired 
... "",h 

ConfetTed with T. Wamon status ofmcm:hoD ayor 
and COWlels statutory duties; com:spondcncc on 
infonnation from deposition. 

~iewdiscovery documents; wellte on deposit ion 
CJlbibu lOr Meridian depositions; review and respond to 
enails fromattomey duriog Coughlin's deposition 
regard." items produced and search on iCDnect. 

Continue reviewofGcnc Bennett's dcposaion transcript; 
prepare fbrcoDfercnce ~.kny Frankregardiog his 
deposition set fOr March 

Reviewcorrespondence; research on Mayor and G:y 
Council duties; confietred wah T. Wahl'. 

; prqlm 
cooso6datod depos ilion Dice; 

!iiiiiiijli~ilIlliiil~:; revicwdrafts of 
Construction Management Ag.reel!El1ts and red Inc 
chanacs lDrauomey's deposition preparation. 

ConUouc preparation fortaking depositions ofMcridian 
wW.ncsses; confc~ wah Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughm n:gard .. , same; review prior drafts of 
Construction Management Agreement and analyze 
changes; conference wit1l PamCaBon to Ofg8fIi2c 
emiba iOrrrayo(s deposition; review and I'CVSc 
deposition outline fur Tamny DeWeerd, Mayor 

Deposition preparation meeting with T. Wahr; Tom 
Couahm and G. Bennett; reseatdl on Meridian Mayor 
and Council duties &omCiy ordilanccs. 

Meeting ~ attorney for depositiln prepanttaon and 
deposition IIIId documeat review; worton depos ition 
outme. 

Conference ~ Jcny Frank:; defend 1cny's deposition; 
confcn:nce Mh &ib for~X6) and Coughm 
deposition plqllmllion 

Review information on status o f depodions; wade on 
further ilformation for deposition e*tibits; review 
inillIDltion from Oty o(Meridian on budgeti1g: 
clQlllined Coughlin deposition in prcpamion in ~X6) 
deposilion tomorrow; conferred wilh T . Wallceron 
deposh:Jn outcome today and reviewed information ilr 
tomonow. 

-. 

"'"" Pria v .... 

OJO 200.00 60.00 

.00 91.00 "10.00 

4.30 275.00 1,182.S0 

260 :mOO >211.00 

3.60 91.00 34200 

7JiJ 275.00 1,9aJ.OO 

I.1ll :mOO 240.00 

4.30 91.00 408.50 

... 27~00 1,870.00 

500.00 
I 
I 

Page: 44 



r

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID C1ieat MllItter J)acripti_

1IJ771~ Petra. Inc. cay ofMeridian

Date Prof J)acripti_ Ulits Price Value

313/2010 PRe Review production documents and e>diibits with 4.90 95.00 465.50
attorney; co~ile and mad.: deposition ellhibits for
Meridian personnel depositions.

31412010 Fl<K Co~Jcte examination offirst portion ofdeposition of 6.30 200.00 1,260.00
Tom Coughm; prepare and defend 3O(bX6) deposition of
Petra witness Tom Coughlin; conference with Tom
Coughlin on same; status to T. Walker.

31412010 TGW Conference with &ilea Klein regarding Coughlin's 0.30 275.00 82.50
continuing deposition

31412010 PRe Draft Supplemental Response to Meridian's First Set of 0.70 95.00 66.50
Requests fur Production; ICeD

31512010 TGW Continue preparation ofdepositions ofMeridian 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
witnesses

315/2010 PRe 0.60 95.00 57.00

3/6'2010 TGW Continue preparation for Meridian witness depositions 6.50 275.00 1,787.50

3/812010 TGW Continue to prepare forMeridian witness depositions; 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
take the deposition ofTamny DeWeerd, Mayor

3/812010 PRe Finali:zle deposition exhibits and index for Tamny 1.50 95.00 142.50
DeWeerd's deposition; edit exhibits perattomey's
comncnts.

31812010 FKK Conferred with T. Walker on outcome ofMayor's 0.20 200.00 40.00
deposition.

3/912010 TGW Review additional notes and questions subrnated by 8.50 275.00 2,337.50
Bennett and Coughlin; prepare for and take deposition of
Keith Bird, Meridian City CouncihDan; prepare fur
deposition ofKdh Watts; telephone conference with
Jcny Frank regarding same

3/912010 PRe ReviewCity ofMeridian production documents and 6.80 95.00 646.00
research production ofPetra's Monthly Reports for City
ofMeridian City Hall project; compile and prepare
additional deposition ellhibits for Keith Bird's deposition;
review entire production ofMeridian City Council and
Special City Council meetings for 2006 and 1JXYl; compile
relevant minutes.

31HY2010 TGW Continue to prepare for-deposition ofKeith Watts; take 6.30 275.00 1,73250
initial deposition ofKeith Watts; continue Watts'
deposition and vacate remaining deposition for this
round pending determination ofpotentiaIproblem with

'~" ..,
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,., 01, .. MlUler Dac.ripli_ 

20771-008 Petra. me. cay ofMcridian 

.,." Prof Descriptio- ""'b Price v .... 
31312010 PRe Review production dowments and ClIIibits with ' .90 9>.00 46S.so 

attorney; co~iJe and mark deposition emibils for 
Meridian personneidepositDDS. 

31412010 Coqllctc oamination offust portion of deposition of 6JO :mOO 1,260.00 
Tom Cough"'; prepm and defend 3((bX6) deposilion of 
Petra wanes! Tom Coughl~ ; oonfe.ence IQh Tom 
Coughlin on sanz; status to T. WaBcer. 

31412010 row Conference wRIt Erica Klein ~ing Coughin's ()j() 77~00 ruo 
continuing deposili:m 

3/412010 PRe Drd Supplemental Response to Meridian's Fint Set of Q10 9>.00 66.>0 
Requcsts b r Production; 

JlY20IO row Conti1ue prepanttion of depositions of Meridian ~,., 27:5.00 1,737.50 

"""',., 
31Y701O PRe III Q60 9>.00 57.00 

31&'2010 row CDntilue pwqwalion forMeridian witness depos il:ions 6.50 275.00 1,787.50 

3/812010 row Contmuc to prepare forMeridian waness depositions; ~"" 275.00 2,) 10.00 
t.ake thedeposm n ofTarrmy DeWeerd, Mayor 

11812010 PRe Fina12 deposition CldImits and irldex forTaamy .. ,., 9>.00 142.50 
DeWeerd's deposition; edit: eX!.ibits perattomey's 
COR'IDCDts. 

31812010 EI<K ConfetTed wih T. Wahron outcom: ofMayor'! <l111 200.00 40.00 
deposition. 

3/91201. TGN R.eviewaddilional notes and questions submitted by .,., 77'.00 2,J11..50 
Bennett and Coughlin; prqlllRl for and taIce deposition of 
Keith BW. MenJian City Councilnlan; prep~ for 
deposnon ofKdh Watts; telephone conference wih 
Jeny FJ8JIk ~,ardin, same 

3/912010 PRe Revicwaty of Meridian production documents and ~,., 9>.00 64600 
research production of Petra's Monthly Reports ilr City 
of Meridian ely Hall project; coDl'iIc and prepare 
add~ional deposition e"'~its for Keith Bini's depos ition; 
n:viewentre production of Meridian City Council and 
Special ely Council meetmgs for 2006 and 1001; coq>iIc 
relevant mi1utes. 

JlUY.lOIO TGN Conmue tn prepm fordeposition ofKeilh Watts; take 6JO 27:S.00 1,732.j() 
nitial dcposmn ofKeitb Watts; continue Watts' 
depos ition and vacate ~maning deposition fortha 
round pending determmation of pote:ntizl problem with 

~II 9".59:40 AM Page: 4:S 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

M8tterID Oieat MaUer DesCriptiOll

'lffl71~ Petra, Inc. et)' ofMeridian

Prof DesCripdOll lUits Price Value

document production; telephone conference with Ieny
Frank and Gene Bennett regarding same; conference with
Tom Coughlin regardilg same; telephone conference
with Tom Coughlin regardilg same; review and forward
opposing counsel correspondence to client regarding
documcntissue

3/UY20lO EKK Examined infonnation for subpoena duces tecum; 0.50 200.00 100.00
conferred with T. Walkeron deposition issues; review
correspondence on document! discovery issues and
response.

3/UY2010 PRe 240 95.00 228.00

3/11/2010 TCNi Review copies ofcorrespondence and emaiIs regarding 1.30 275.00 357.50
the aty's coDlDCnts on·the constnlction management
plan; a:hange emails with Coughlin regarding same;
telephone conference with Gene and Tom Coughlin
regarding document production issues; conii:rence with
Gene and Tom regarding same

3I11/20lO EKK Meeting with T. Walkcr, Tom Coughlil and Gene 1.00 200.00 200.00
Bennett; conference with T. Walkcrand P. Carson on
discovery and tasks to do.

311112010 PRe ,prepare 0.50 95.00 47.50
letters to Thomas Coughlin. Gene Bennett and Jeny
Frank regarding review oftranscr1>ts and return of
verification.

311212010 TCNi Continue to wode on discovery issues. includilg 0.40 275.00 110.00
electronic files and hard copies productions; telephone
conference with Tom Coughlin

3/1112010 PRe Review~ prepare . ertoKurt1Crllml!i' With coRIeS 0 0.40 95.00 38.00
Peti'iCl smn ti3iiSc~and cOi)itsJ

3/1112010 EKK Review deposition exhibu tor which City ofMeridian 0.40 200.00 80.00
batcs numbers are needed; letter to opposing counsel on
information needed; conferred with P. Carson.

311512010 PRe 0.40 95.00 38.00

3115/2010 TCNi Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 0.50 275.00 137.50
Coughlin regarding electronic document discovery
issues; telephone confurence with O1uck Page.
Sawtooth Technology regarding same; conference with

E¢
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

...... 'ID 01 ... MaUer Descriptio. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc:. cay oCMc:ridian 

"'" Ducripdoa "". Pri" Vol .. 

document production; telephone confcreocc "'~ Jcny 
Frank and Gene Beanett regarding same; conference wah 
Tom Coughlm regarding same; tdepbonc conference 
with Tom Coughlin rcgardng same; review 8rld forward 
opposing counsel correspondence to clieat regarding 
document issue 

lI UYZOIO Fl<K &anne« information lOr subpoena duces tecum; 0.50 200.00 100.00 
conferred with T. Wamon deposition issues; review 
coJmipondencc on docul'R!:lntl discovery issues and 
response. 

311!Y2010 PRe 2.40 9>.00 

. .• . ..., '.4_' ~ I ~ -:-. .'.' 

0' UE - 1 

311112010 TOW Reviewcopies ofrom:spondcnc::e and emais regarding 1.30 275.00 351.50 
the City's wnncnts on1be construction flIIIl.I&emcnt 
plan; cx::h.ange cmails wilh Coughlin reganmg same; 
telephone confc:rcncc with Gene and Tom Coughlin 
n:garding document production issues: conference with 
Gcneand Tom regarding sam: 

311112010 Fl<K Meeting with T. W.m. Tom Coughlin and Gene 1.00 200.00 200.00 
Bennett; conference with T. Wak:r and P. c.son on 
discovery and wts to do. 

3111/2010 PRe • prepare 0.50 9>.00 47.50 
Ietten to Thomas Cough&t, Gene Bennett and Jmy 
Frank regarding review oftranscr1lts and letum or 
vcrificati:ln. 

311212010 TOW Contmuc to work on discovezy islUes, including 0.40 17'.00 110.00 
electronic files and hard copies productions; telephone 
conference wKh Tom Coughlin 

311212010 PRe Review ~ ~X~ P:lDtnttCjjp,iJ;s_oJ 0.40 95.00 ,.00 

-=-_.!O!!f'-' -.I!O!i!!Pl 
311212010 EKK Reviewdeposition exhibits br v.i:li:h Ciay of Meridian 0.40 200.00 80.00 

bates numbers arcnecdcd; k:Ucrto opposi'lg counsel on 
infommion needed; conii:rred Mh P. Clnon. 

311Y20IO PRe Pt~Ci ilCj:j:iaili:i) trans@, ~jjf~iiiiailCe .40 9>.00 "00 
~tcr: ~1ctta to iDsWU9!:=-lI!1j1(s~tJit 

3IISI2OIO TOW Tdephone conference wdJ Gene Bennett and Tom 0.50 27S.00 131j(l 
Coughlin rtiardin, electronic document discovet)' 
issues; telephone conference with OIuck Page, 
Sawtooth Technology regarding same; conference wih 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Client Matter DescripliGa

2IJTl1-008 Petra,lnc. City ofMcridian

Date Prof Deseriptioo Vails Price Value

Fzika Klein regarding same

3110/2010 TOW Telephone confe~nce with Gene Bennett ~garding 0.30 275.00 82.50
pending electronic document production issues;
telephone conference with Robin Lindsey regarding first
server crash

311612010 FKK Review correspondence on warnmty issues. 0.20 200.00 40.00

311712010 TOW Respond to Jeny Frank's voice mail regarding status; 1.60 275.00 440.00
workon sUnmaJY judgment and trial preparation,
including electronic document reviewand analysis;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin ~garding electronic document production;
~ , review
correspondence from opposing counsel regarding
document issues; ~spond to opposing counsers
correspondence

311712010 EKK. Review case information; confenmce on correspondence 0.50 200.00 100.00
from opposing counsel; examined infonnation from
opposing counsel

311712010 PRC ~ letter to Kurt Kiamer Pm 0.70 95.00 66.50
testimny' ofKcith Bird'

311812010 EKK. Conespondence with consultant on documents; review 0.20 200.00 40.00 !
correspondence on co~uter issues. I

I
I

311812010 TOW Work on electronic document discovCl}' issues; 0.40 275.00 110.00 i·
telephone conference with O1uck Page ofSawtooth
Technology regarding same

312212010 FKK Review correspondence. 0.10 200.00 20.00

3/13/2010 EKK. Telephone conference with Tom Coughlil on documents 0.40 200.00 80.00
with City ofMeridian; correspondence on status of
same; ~vicw amended deposition notices; review
correspondence on pleading issues.

312312010 PRe ~pare for filing and service on opposing counsel, 0.50 95.00 47.50
Amended I oticcs ofDeposition for Franklin Lee, Joseph
Borton and Will Berg

3124/2010 MEW Research fuiIure to join indispensible party. 0.60 190.00 114.00

3124/2010 PRC Prepare amended deposition subpoenas for Joe Borton, 0.90 95.00 85.50
Franklin Lee and Will Berg; prepare letters to each
regarding deposition schedule and subpoena; telephone
conversation with Tom Coughlin regarding doculreflt
comparison and production.

~ ...
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_,ID Oi ... Matter DelCri~ 

""'1-008 PtItra, Inc. ar ofMcridiao 

Dtlcriplf_ UoI" p- Vol_ 

Erib lGeil regardWlg same 

3116'2010 T<NI Telephone confueoce with Gene Bennett regardmg QlO Z7SJll ''-'0 
pendina: electronic docurrmt production issues; 
telephone conference with Robin liKlsey regarding tnt 
server crash 

3/1&'2010 I'IQ( RevicwcoTrCipondencc on wananty issues. Q20 ""'Jll 40.00 

311712010 T<NI Respond to Jerry Frank's voice mail regardng status; 1.60 275.00 44Q00 
wOOt: on sunmuy judgment and tml prtparation. 
including electronic dOC:UJDent rcvicwand analysis; 
tclephonc confamce with Gene Bennett and Tom 
CoU&h1iD reprdm, ckctronic documeat production; 
~atmii ~ to KIm KI*Ii:r, review 
correspondence Iiomopposing counsclreg:ardilg 
document issues; ~pond to opposing a:lUDSCI's 
co~pondcncc 

l/1712010 I'IQ( Revieweasc inFormation; conmnce on correspondence Q., =00 100.00 
ITomopposing COtlnsct oamilOd ililnnation from 
opposing counsel 

)11712010 PRe ~ IcUc:r 10 Kurt KIamcr~1n1 ~aioa Q1Q 95.00 66.., 
1Pt.imny: ofKcith ~ 
WP" ...... - !;.lWC!I!! oj , ....-~ .... 

1I1812OIO I'IQ( Correspondence wah consuttant on documents; review = =00 40.00 
correspondence on ~uter issues. 

3IIBI2OIO T<NI Work on electronic document discovery- issues; 0.40 275.00 110.00 
tekphonc confer~",:c with Otuclc Page ofSaMooth 
Tecboology regarding same 

JI22/2OIO I'IQ( Review com:spondcncc. 0.10 =00 20.00 

=10 I'IQ( Telephone conference ~h Tom Coughlr. on docurtall$ 0.40 ""'.00 0100 
with at)' of Meridian; correspondence on status of 
SIIl1'C; review amended deposition ootices; review 
conespondence on plcadin, issues. 

=10 PRC Prepare for timg and sefVice on opposing counse~ 0.90 95.00 47.» 
Amended Notices of Deposition for Frarucm lee, Joseph 
Bortoo and Wi! Berg 

312.412010 MEW Ruean:h tilWre to join indispcnsibk party. 0.'" 190.00 114.00 

312412010 PRC Prepare &llEnded deposwn subpoenas for Joe Borton. 0.90 95.00 85.50 
Franklin Lee and Wa.IBerg; p~ lettc:a to each 
regarding deposition schedule and subpoena; telephone 
conversation with TomCoughlin regarding document 
coq:l8l'ison and production. 

_ .. 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MldterlD Qient Matter Descripti_

2OTll-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Descripti_ Units Price Value
312412010 FKK Reviewam:nded notices; meeting with T. Coughlin on 0.50 200.00 100.00

document information; conferred with P. Cazson on
responsive information and discovery received.

312S12010 FKK Review invoice information. 0.10 200.00 20.00

312612010 PRe 0.30 9S.00 28.50

312912010 TGW ~n " telephone 1.10 275.00 302.50
conference with Gene Bennett regarding continuing
depositions; review City's latest document production

312912010 FKK Conferred with T. Wahron status and plan moving 0.30 200.00 60.00
forward; review changes from Gene to deposition.

312912010 PRe 0.90 95.00 85.50

e

10

3I30I2010

313G'2010

FKK

PRe

Review correspondence. 0.10

0.40

200.00

95.00

20.00

38.00

313G'2010 TGW Review correspondence from Sawtooth Technology 0.50 275.00 137.50
regarding server crashes; review selected documents on
DVD provided by Sawtooth Technology; telephone
conference with OIucle Page regarding content ofDVD

313112010 TGW Review infonnation provided by Sawtooth Technology O.ro 275.00 220.00
and Petra; prepare response to opposing counsels letter
regarding elcctronic documents; workon electronic
document production matters

313112010 PRe Colq)ile and puD documents from Petra and City 0 f O.ro 95.00 76.00
Meridian's production documents for use in response to
Kim Trout's regarding document colq)arison.

41V201O TGW Review Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add 5.30 275.00 1,457.50
claim for punitive damages; conference with Erika Klein,
Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam Carson regarding work
assignments for response; telephone conference with

6l2G'2011 9'.59:40AM Page: 48
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

""",U) 
20171-003 

not. 
312<112:010 

= 10 

lI2O/2l)lO 

Jm'2OIO 

Jm'2OIO 

Jm'2OIO 

3IJCY201O 

3IJCY2010 

3IJCY2010 

313112010 

lI3V20IO 

41V20IO 

EIQ{ 

PRC 

row 

EIQ{ 

PRC 

EIQ{ 

PRC 

TCNI 

TCNI 

PRC 

TCNI 

&'2MiJll9".59:40AM 

Qiellt 

Peb'&, Inc. 

0.",,_ 

Mauer Dacripli_ 

City o(Meridian 

Rtvicwamcndcd notices; meeting with T. Coughlin on 
document ilfomration; conZrred with P. CaBon OD 
rcsporuive information and discovery received. 

Review i'IVoice infotroation.. 

-J.: • L.". • ,"'~ 

~ ~.·,.jonsl"'-"~~ telephone 
conference wEb Gene Bennett regarding contnuing 
depositions; reviewQy's latest document production 

ConbTed with T. WabeoD status and plan moving 
IOrwaro.; review changes fromQnc to deposition. 

Review correspondence. 

--PM n 
~ __ ~ .L.'~' ',_ ") .1.' , 

RcvicwCOlTCSpondencc tromSaMooth Te<:hnobgy 
regilding server crashes; review selected documents on 
DVD provided by Sav.tooth Technology; telephone 
conference with CllUc:k Page regarding content of OW 

Review inilnnation provided by Sawtooth Technology 
and Petra; preplUe response to opposing COUrlStrs letter 
regaroing electronic documents; worton electronic 
documc:nt production matters 

CotTcIiIc and puD documents from Petra and ~ of 
Meridian's production docunEnts for IlJC in response to 
Kim Trout's ~arding document corrvarison. 

Review Mc:ridian's motiJo CO(' leave to aJTl:nd to add 
claim for punitive damages; conference with &i:a Klein, 
Mackc:rrzic WhalalU and Pam CaBon regarding wort 
assig.run:nts for re$poI\Sc; telephone conference wah 

0.10 

0.30 

1.10 

0.30 

<>.SO 

0.10 

0.40 

0.50 

0.1ll 

0.1ll 

,.30 

'riee 
200.00 

200.00 

"'.00 

27~00 

200.00 

"'.00 

200.00 

".00 

ns.oo 

275.00 

" .00 

27~.OO 

v ... 
100.00 

20.00 

'8.>() 

60.00 

".., 

20.00 

38.00 

131.50 

220.00 

16.00 

1,4S7.sCl 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

M8UerID

11m1-008

Oieat

Petm, Inc.

Mltter Descripti_

City ofMeriiian

Date

411/2010

411/2010

Prof

EKK.

PRe

Descripti_

Jeny Frankand Gene Bennett regarding same; continue
to wort on memrandum in support ofsunmary
judgment and identifY excerpts that can be used in
response to Meriiian's motion for leave to amend

Review ofMotion for Punitive Damages filed by
opposing counsel; CJC3IJlined affidavit and melOOrandum
in support oflOOOOn.

~are cones n eoc:eroc' tS1iOOXurt~

~ilgMc:riiim'SMotiOii mrIave tOFiIe-rirst

thUs

0.70

0.40

Price

200.00

95.00

Value

140.00

38.00

41112010 MEW Conference with T. Wallcer regarding opposing counsers 0.20 190.00 38.00
mtion for punitive damages.

41212010 TGW Review Meridian's MeIOOrandum in Support ofMotion 1.l0 275.00 302.50
for I.cave to Amend and support affidavit by Theordore
W. Bard, Jr.; initiate preparation ofmoon to strike
affidavit; mtiate preparation ofresponse

41212010 EKK. Review correspondence; telephone conference with 0.60 200.00 120.00
Gene Bennett; confeued with M. Whatcott on filets for
Petra case.

41212010 MEW Review opposing counsers IOOtion for leave to amend, 6.70 190.00 1,273.00
IllCIOOrandumand affidavit ofTheodore Baird; prepare
IOOtion to strike; draft IllCIOOrandum in support ofmtion
to strike; research issues for evidentiaIy argument; draft
IllCIOOrandum in oppos ition to IOOtion to amend; research
standards and case law addressing punitive damages;
conference with E. Klein regarding opposing counsel's
affidavit.; status to T. Walker.

41212010 PRe Review Memorandumand Affidavit ofTheodore Baird; 1.80 95.00 171.00
pl'e2al'C C:ODeSPQD eoc:eto--xwt~~g
s~

draft Motion to Shorten Time
for Hearing and Notice ofHearing; review website and
video wetx:am ofMeridian City Hall grand opening.

41512010 TGW Continue work on moon to strike and response to cay's 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
Motion for Leave to Amend to add a claim for punitive
damages

41512010 EKK. Meeting on punitive damages issue. 0.10 200.00 20.00

41512010 PRe 210 95.00 199.50
0
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

"... 

41112010 

41t12OIO 

41112010 

4I2nll10 

4I2nll1O 

4I2nll1O 

4I2nll10 

41Y20IO 

41yx)1O 

41Y20IO 

p"" 

PRe 

MEW 

T(NI 

EKK 

M.-W 

PRe 

EKK 

PRe 

6I2iY2OU9".59"AOAM 

01 ... 

Pctra.lnc. 

Iln,..,.... 
Jeny Frankand Gene Bennett reganlins same; continue 
to work on metrcrandumin support ofsunmary 
judgment and identify cx;etpts tbat can be IUcd Wi 
response to Meridian's motion brave to amend 

Rc'Yiew-ofMotion for Punitive Darmges filed by 
oPPO'''' counsel; examined affidavit and mermrandum 
in support ofrmtion. 

Coni:rmoe y .. ilb T. Walkerrcprdin.g opposng counsefs 
motion for puna:ive damages. 

Review Meridian's Meunrandum'" Support o{Motiln 
for ~ve to Amc:I:Id and support affidavit by 1hc:ordo~ 
W. Baird, Jr.; initiate preparation ofrrotion to strike 
affidav"; initilte preparation of response 

Reviow correspondence; telephone conmoce witb 
Gene Bennett; confern:d wih M. WhatcoU on facts for 

...,.""~ 

Review opposing counsel's motion lOr leave to amend, 
menDrandumand affidavit ofTheodore Baird; p.epare 
motion 10 stri:;c; draft memorandum in support of motion 
to strirz; resean;h issues forevidentialy llIgumenl; draft 
memorandum ... opposition 10 motion to amend; research 
staDdard, and case law ad~sin, punitive damages: 
conference with E. Klein ~arding opposing counsel's 
affidavit; sLatus 10 T. Walker. 

RtviewMem:)fudumand Afli:lavit o fTheodon: BUd; 
~ ieiDdCOileip:oDikbcC ~ lCilinCp'"'l-,diig 
~ --

~ .. ' '_' '.' l __ draft Motion to Shorten Tm= 
fur Hearing and Notice o(Heamg; review website and 
video wcbcamo(Meridian Ciay Hall &f8nd openin&, 

Continue work on IIIJtion to strh and response to cays 
MOlK'J n f"orLeave to Arrcnd to add I claim tbrpunilive ........ 
Meeting on punitive damages issue, 

... 

...... 

OJIl 

<l2ll 

1.10 

Q60 

~1Il 

I.'" 

7.'" 

0.10 

210 

200.00 

9>.00 

190.00 

27S.OO 

200.00 

190.00 

9>.00 

275.00 

200.00 

9>.00 

v .... 

140.00 

]too 

J&.OO 

J02.j() 

120.00 

l,m.oo 

171.00 

2,145,00 

20.00 

199.so 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID Qient Matter DuCriptiOll

'2J.m1.0Q8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeritian

Date Prof Description Uoits Price Value

0

~eJlliilto ~Je~iigtiIiiiJ!,

41512010 MEW Research additi>nalcase law for citati>ns it support of 4.50 190.00 855.00
motion to strike; conference with T. WaJla:r; G Bennett
and J. Frank; wort:on memorandum in opposition to
motion for punme damages.

41&2010 TOW Continue work on oppositi>n to Meridian's motion for 4.80 275.00 1,J20.oo
leave to amend to add punitive damages claims; review
and revise motDn fur enlargement prior to filing; review
and select docum:nts for exhibits; several telephone
conmnce with Jeny and Gene Bennett; exchange
several emaiIs regarding same with Gene Bennett; work
on Bennetts April 7. 2010 affidavit

41&2010 EKK Review video and obtained quotati>ns foruse in 1.60 200.00 320.00
response to motion for punitive damages and provided
same to T. Walker; review correspondence.

41&2010 PRC 6.30 95.00 598.50

. JeView and edit
Memorandum in Opposition to Motion furLeave to
Amend; workon Affidavit ofGene Bennett; review
deposition elIhibits and production documents. and
identitY emibits to affidavit.

41&2010 MEW Draft portions on metOOrandum in support ofIOOtion for 1.00 190.00 190.00
summary judgment regarding legal standard for court
trial and section on course ofdcaling; status to T.
Walker.

417/2010 TGW Continue wort: on response to Meridian's IOOOOn fur 5.40 275.00 1.485.00
leave to amend to add punitive damages

417/2010 EKK Assist with gathering documents fur use fur response to 0.40 200.00 80.00
Motion for Punitive Damages.

417/2010 MEW Research current appellate decisions addressitg punitive 1.50 190.00 285.00
damages; review cases and supplement briefing with
additionallegalauthorjy; status to T. Walker.

417/2010 PRC 5.50 95.00 522.50
review and search Meridian documents for relevant
minutes; .

I8V an
n:s c ~

are r
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Pm 

41S'1OIO MEW 

4/6/2010 row 

41612010 EKK 

4/6/2010 PRC 

4/6/2010 MEW 

41712010 TGW 

41712010 EKK 

41712010 MEW 

41712010 PRC 

ihOhOll 9'.s9:40 AM 

Petra, Inc. 

Descrlptioa 

Mltter Dacriplioa 

cay ofMeOOian 

...,... ...... '" KiiilKiiiii<r ...... ilifg!!!i!l!l 

Rcsearth additional case law tOr citations n support of 
motion to SUR; confcrcncewith T. Wanzr, G Bennett 
and 1. Frank; WOrkOD mellluandum ill opposition to 
motion for punitive damJ.ges. 

CootflUC work on opposition to MerXl.ian's rmtion for 
leave to amend to add punitive damages claim; review 
and revise motion mrcnlar&cm:nl pmrto 6ling; review 
and select documents for exhibits; several telephone 
conference wilh Jeny and Gene Bmnett; e:JC:hange 
severaJ cmaiIs regard .. , same with Gene Bcn.nctt; work 
on Bennett's Apri 7, 2010 aflidavi: 

Rcvicwvidoo and obtUtcd quotations foruse in 
response to rmtion fDrpunitive damages and provided 
same 10 T. Wilker; JeView coIRSpondcncc. 

review and edit 
Mcm:xandum in Opposition to Motion fur Leave to 
Amend; workon AflidavlofGeDc 8cnnc:tt; review 
depodXlD ohbu and production doc::um::nts . and 
identifY emila to affidad. 

Draft portions 00 mcnximndum in support of motion fur 
surmwy judgment regarding Egalstandud for court 
trial and section on course ofdeUt&; status to T. 
W""". 
Conl.,uc work on response to Meridian's IIXItion ilr 
leave to amend to add punitive daoqes 

Assist with gathering documents furuse for response to 
Motion for Punitive Damages. 

Reswdt cwrent appellate decisions addrasitg punitive 
dama&CSj review cases and supplement brEfing with 
additionallegalautboray; status to T. Wah.-. 

review and seaJCh McOIian documents for reevant 
mutes; 

,. '...L'~--'- _ .'. __ 

p,;" 

4.50 190.00 855.00 

.'" 275.00 1,Dl.oo 

1.60 200.00 m.oo 

6.30 95.00 

1.00 190.00 190.00 

5 .. 0 275.00 1,4&!5.oo 

.40 200.00 SO.OO 

1.50 190.00 "'.00 

5.50 95.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MlItterlD

1JJ771-008

Oient

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descripti_

at)' ofMeridian

Date

41812010
Prof

PRC
DescriptiGl Units

1.60
Price
95.00

Valae

15200

419(2010 MEW Review memorandum in opposition to lOOoon for leave to 0.50 190.00 95.00
amend and work on shortening per court oIder.

411212010 TOW Prepare IOOtion for leave to file substitute bricfin 3.10 275.00 852.50
response to Judge Wilper's order limiting the nUIIDer of
pages to 35 instead of5O; work on revisions to brief;
lengbty telephone conference with Jerry regarding status
ofpunitive damages and sUIlllDlllY judgment proceedings

411212010 PRC lAO 95.00 133.00

; cooIdinate date wah TomCoughlin and
attorney.

411312010 MEW Conference with T. WaDrer regarding shortening brief 0.20 190.00 38.00
and sections to omit.

411312010 TOW Deal with Substituted MelOOrandum issues 0.30 275.00 82.SO

411312010 EKK Review further pleadings from opposing counsel; review 0.20 WO.OO 40.00
correspondence on case tasks.

411312010 PRC 0 0.60 95.00 51.00
prepare com:ct ex

parte IOOtion to tile substitute brief; prepare draft oIder;
review and respond to email from Tom Coughlin
regarding upcotDng depositions.

411412010 TOW Commence preparatilD for oral argument in oppos ilion to 1.20 275.00 330.00
Meridian's IOOtion for leave to amend to add a clUn for
punitive damages

411412010 PRC 0.30 95.00 28.50

. k-·6{2lY20119".S9:40AM .: . -Page: 51,

008557
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""", D) 
20771-008 

",.. 

41&'1!J1O 

41'>'2010 

411112010 

411212010 

411312010 

41IJ12OIO 

411312010 

411312010 

411412010 

411412010 

...... 
PRe 

MEW 

Taw 

PRe 

MEW 

Taw 
FJ<I( 

PRe 

Taw 

PRe 

6f.!iY20119:S9:40AM 

ale. 
Petra. Inc. 

Dncriptima 

M.aer Descri~ 

Oty of Meridian 

• J. ~~ '. __ _ ' •• • .__ • _ 

_ .... ; ~eaIIi~·~cetoKurt 

KP!-·....-m-.~.:~:IiID-a oLQpjici(itb;I 
MClD:\nllldullflD"d sup,pa---.J!ifl amd."P; prepale cmaiI 
cOlTCSpondencc to clicnt !'Ciard.", status update of 
hearing on pending motions. 

Rev;ew mem:mLl:ldum in opposition to !!DOOn b r leave to 
IlfIEnd and work 00 sharteni'lg per court order. 

Prepare motion for leave to file substitute briefio. 
~ponse to Judge Wi\Xr's otderlirimg the nurmerof 
pages to 35 nstead of.5O; mnkon revisions to brief; 
lenghty telepbone conference with Jeny regarding status 
ofpunilive damages and surtmary judgment proceedings 

o , .; coordinate date 
aUomey. 

.. 
TomCough&l and 

Confermce with T. Wahrregardmg shortening brief 
and sections to onit. 

Deal wah Substituted Memorandum dSUes 

Rcv;c:w furthc-plcadina:s fiom opposmg counsel; n:vi::w 
cOlTCSpondenoe on ease tasks. 

~CO~CX 

parte JlX)oon to IiIc substitute briee prepm: draft onIcr, 
m-M:wand I'C3pond 10 ctreil from Tom Coughlin 
regarding upconing depositions. 

Co~ce preparati:ln fur oral argument in oppos ~ion to 
Meridian's IIIltion ror leave to amend to add a clam for 
puniive damages 

, . 

"" . 
1.60 

QlO 

3.10 

1.40 

0.20 

0.30 

0.20 

0.60 

1.20 

OJO 

Prl« 
,,1X) 

''''00 

275.00 

".00 

1'10.00 

275.00 

moo 

".00 

275.00 

".00 

j . 

v .... 
1S1.00 

".00 

&S1.lO 

133.00 

38.00 

ruo 
40.00 

"-00 

JJO.OO 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD

20771-008

Oient

Peua,Inc.

Matter Description

City ofMeridian

Date Prot Description lDits Price Value

411412010 EKK. Conferred with on plans n case rooving forward and 0.20 200.00 . 40.00
tasks to do.

411512010 TGW Continue review ofbriefS and cases in preparation for 8.20 215.00 2,255.00
oral argument on Meridian's rootion for leave to amend to
add a claim for punitive damages; telephone conference
with Gene Bennett and Jeny regarding retention ofan
elCpCrt; telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding
same; prepare letterofexplanation for Rich Bauer; work
on revised meroorandum in support ofPetra's motion for
stumlllI)' judgment, removing fuets, law and argument
covered in Petra's opposition to Meridian's motion for
leave to amend to add punitive damages

411512010 PRC 1.90 95.00 180.50
D

•
; review attorney's

oral argument outline; Iilceting with attorney regarding
same; COlmrimce review and comparison of
Mermrandum in Opposition to Motion to Amend to Add
a Oaim for Punitives and draft sUJIIlIlU)' judgment
memorandum and identi(y areas ofduplication or to be
amended.

411&2010 TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's rootion to strike 4.80 215.00 1,320.00
the Baird affidavit; conference with Mackcn1ie regarding
same; continue work on oral argument on Meridian's
motion for leave to add pun_ive damages; continue work
on SummaJy judgment meroorandum considering the
filets, law and arguments submitted previously in Petra's
rootion to dismiss and opposition to Meridian's rootion
for leave to amend

411&2010 PRe 0.80 95.00 76.00

411&2010

4119/2010

MEW

TGW

Reviewopposing counsel's objection to ourrootion to
strike; conference with T. Walker.

Prepare for conference with Rich Bauer, construction
management expert, Jeny, Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin; ell:hange communications witb eJq)Crts;
initiate assembly ofdocuments for delivery to elCperts

0.60

280

190.00

275.00

114.00

770.00
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""",,ID 

2077l-OOS 

411412010 

411i'2010 

4IISI2OIO 

411&2010 

4r'1&'20IO 

411&'2010 

4119/2010 

Prol 

EKK 

row 

PRe 

TGW 

PRe 

MEW 

TGW 

6h&'2011 9".59".40 AM 

MlUer DesCripdllD 

cay ofMer1dian 

Conferred with on plans II case tn::IVK:ag forward and 
tasb to do. 

Continue review of briefs and cases in preparation fo r 
oral argument on Meridian's motion for kave to amend to 
add aclbn b e punitive damages; telephone conti:rcnce 
wah Gene Bennett and Jeny regarding retention ofan 
~; telephone con lerence with Rich Bauer regarding 
same:; prepare letterof explanation furRich Bauer; work 
on revised memuandul!I in support of Petra's motion for 
slllTl'l1llY judgm:nt, rermving facts,law and argument 
covered n Pdq's opposaion to Meridian's motion for 
leave to amend to add pllMivc damages 

--
; review anomey'! 

oral arJumenl outline; ~g with attorney regardilg 
same; corrmmce reY;ew and comparison of 
Mc:rmrandum in Oppos ilion to Motion to AImld to Add 
aOamforPunitives and draft sumnary judgment 
mermrandum and identify areas ofduplicalion orto be 
"""",oj. 

RcvicwMcridian's response to Petra's Imtion to strike 
the Baird affidavit; con(erence with Mackenzie regarding 
same; continue work on ol8.l argument on Meridian's 
motion for leave to add punitive darrages; contime won: 
on sUIm'IIU)' juds:ment mcD1Jrandum considc:rin& the 
6u::ts,law and arguments sub~cd previously in Petra's 
rmtbn to dismiss and opposition to Meridian's rmti:m 
fur leavc to amend 

Revicwopposing counsers objection to ourrmtion to 
strice; confcn:nce with T. Walktr. 

Prepan: for conference with Rich Bauer, construction 
management OIpCrt,Jeny, Frank, Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin; clChange coowwnications with~; 
iDitiatc assermly of docu~nts fordclivesy to ~ 

""" VlIlue 

o:JJJ >JO.OO 40.00 

8.20 275.00 2,25S.00 

\.90 95.00 l"'.so 

4.'" ns.oo 1,320.00 

0.'" 95.00 7~00 

0.60 190.00 114.00 

2.'" 27S.00 710.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oieat Matter DesCriptiOll

'1JJT11-0Q8 Petm,lnc. City ofMeridian

Date prof' DesCripdOll Units Price Value
4119/2010 EKK Review latest case infonnation. 0.20 200.00 40.00

4119/2010 PRC Wolk on Sunmuy Judgment Memorandum and 6.30 95.00 598.50
Statement ofUndisputed Facts; commence preparation
ofaffidavits for Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin;

411JJ/2010 TGW Review Meridian's Reply Memorandum; send email to lUI) 275.00 3,245.00
Trout regaJdmg same and his notice regarding an
evidentiary hearing on the motion for leave to amend to
add punitive damages; prepare for and defend continued
deposition ofGene Bennett; post deposition wrap up
and analysis; conference with Gene Bennett; telephone
conference wah JenyF~ regaJding SaIre

4/20/2010 EKJ( Review information related to ellpert and latest filing by 0.40 200.00 m.oo
opposing counsel relating to punitive damages.

4f2(Y2010 PRC e 2.30 95.00 218.50
prepare letter to ellperts regarding same;

document seaR;h forattomey during deposition ofGene
Bennett for relevant Wll1TaI1ty and contract information.

4/1JJ/2010 MEW Review reply JIomopposing counsel to IOOtion for leave 1.10 190.00 209.00
to amend; research cases !Cgarding protective orders fur
abusive discovery tactics in depositions.

4121/2010 TGW Prepare fur day three continuatbn ofGene Bennett's 11.50 275.00 3,16250
deposition; initiate assembly ofMonthly Reports for
ellpCtts'review; attend and defend continued deposition
ofGene Bennett; several conferences with Gene Bennett;
several telephone conferences with Jerry Frank !Cgarding
deposition testim:my; post deposition wrap and report
to Jeny Frank

4121/2010 SWW m 0.50 275.00 137.50
lieiiing

4/21/2010 FKK Conferred with T. Walkcr on depositions; eJCalllined 0.30 200.00 60.00
information related to current issues.

4/21/2010 PRC Work on Statement ofUndisputed Facts; stand !Cady 4.50 95.00 427.50
and research and review during deposition by opposing
counsel regarding documents produced by both sides
for relevant information and status updates to attorney;

D 011

; telephone
call to client regaJding SaIre and status ofhearing;
prepare Motion to Vacate Hearing and Reschedule;
Motion to Shorten Tune for Hearing; Notice ofHearing

6'2Ct20ll 9:59:40 AM Page: 53
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""'" ID 
20771-008 

""" 411912010 

411912010 

41200010 

41200010 

41200010 

41200010 

4f2II2OIO 

412112010 

412112010 

412112010 

P"" 
EI<K 

PRC 

row 

EI<K 

PRC 

MEW 

TGW 

SWW 

EI<K 

PRC 

6hiY2011 9:59:40 AM 

Petra, Inc. 

Dac:J1ptto. 
Revew latest ease infotmation. 

Mlaer Destripd-. 

cay ofMeriiian 

Werk on Sunmuy Judgment Memorandum and 
StatCClDlt of Undisputed Facts; OOtnll1ClnCC prepandion 
ofatfidavits bGene Bennett and Tom Coughlin; 

Review Meridian's Reply Meaxnndum; send enWilo 
Trout regaJdilg same and his notice ~i1g an 
evidentiary hearing on the motion for leave 10 ucnd to 
add punmve damages; prepare for and defend continued 
deposition orGene Bennett; post deposition wrap up 
and analysis; conm ncc with Gene Bennett; tdephone 
conference 'A>i:b.Jcny F~ regarding same 

Review infonmtion mated to ellpCft and latest filing by 
opposing CQunscircwing to punitive damages. 

L..........:_ ~.~.~ __ E::": :o:::L'. '. '-'-. _, • 1 

Ilil prepare letter 10 elIpcrts rcgan:!mg same; 

document search forattomcy during deposition of Gene 
Bennett forrelevanl warrnnty and contract infOrmation. 

Review reply fiomopposing counsel to rootion for leave 
to ammd; research cases rcaanlilg protective orden fur 
abusive discovery tactics in depositions. 

Prepan: ilrday three continuaIion ofOene Bennett's 
dcpositioo; mUte assembly of Monthly Reports for 
~. review, attend and dcfi:nd continued deposaion 
of Gene Bennett; several oonlCrences wih Gene Bennett; 
several telephone confeR,nces wah Jerry Frank regarding 
deposition testmmy; post deposaion wrap and report. 
to Jeny Frank 

Co.ai:rc:Dtc"MbTomWdz:r~ifBJ~ygliV~~ 

""'_101 
Conferred l'ihT. WaIo:eron depositions; ~ed 
information related to current issues. 

Work on Statement orundisputed Facts; stand ready 
and research and review dumg depositton by opposing 
oounsel regarding documents produced by both sides 
for relevant infomation and status updates to attorney; 

CYI 

,,-.' •• '. '. u." .. . .•• t., • ; telephone 
call 10 client regan:lKJg same and status of hearing; 
prepare Motion to Vacate Hearng and Reschedule; 
Motton to Shorten LIlI1C for Hearilg; Notice of Hearing 

11.1" 

0.40 

230 

1.10 

ll.5ll 

QSO 

O.Jll 

4.SO 

hi« 

200.00 

95.00 

27!i.OO 

200.00 

95.00 

190.00 

175JJO 

275.00 

200.00 

95JJO 

V"" 
40.00 

S98.51l 

3,245.00 

"'.00 

21&.SO 

2ll9JJO 

~'62.5Il 

131.50 

60.00 

421.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oieat Mateer DescritDOII

2fm1-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DescripiOll UAits Price Vallie

and Affidavit ofThomas Walker; markemibits to
Affidavit ofThomas Walker.

412112010 MEW Research abusive discovery tactics; wod::on 2.50 190.00 475.00
memorandumto T. WaIkcr; review punitive damages
cases regarding evidentiary hearings; status to T.
Walker

4/1212010 TGW Wodeon rmtion and affidavit to vacate and reset 1.30 275.00 357.50
evidentiary hearing; wo.ric on Motion for Summary
Judgment briefand statement offilets

411212010 EKK Review infonnation on possnlc revised billings. 0.10 200.00 20.00

412212010 PRe Review and respond to ellBm from Gene Bennett and 2.30 95.00 218.50
Tom Coughin; amend
and finaIi2e Affidavit ofThomas Walker;

; prepare documents for
attorney's review regarding prime contracts; continue
wode on Statement ofFaets and footnote references to
affidavit testimony.

412312010 EKK Review infonnation relating to architect; updated 0.30 200.00 60.00
infonnation on eJCPCrt and review ofsite; review
additional pleadings by opposing counsel

411312010 TGW Continue wode on DJ)tion for swmmy judgment, 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
including extensive statem:nt ofundisputed facts and
supporting affidavits; ex:hange numerous emails with
Petra personnel regarding supporting documents for
rmtion for sunmary judgment

412312010 MEW Finalizle memorandum to T. Walker regarding abusive 1.50 190.00 285.00
discovery tactics.

412312010 TGW Review Meridian's rmtion to vacate trial date; 0.40 275.00 110.00
conference call with Jerry Frankand Gene Bennett
regarding Meridian's rmtion to vacate the trial date

4113/2010 PRe Wode on Statement ofFacts; continue to review and 1.10 95.00 104.50
co~ile documents for additional emibb to affidavits in
support ofMotion forSunmuy Judgment.

412612010 TGW Review mermrandum regarding abuse ofdiscovery 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
potentially in support ofa rmtion ror a protective order
to preclude further depositions and written discovery;
conduct additional research regarding cardinal change
doctrine; revise undisputed statement offacts and
meroorandum in support oftmOOn for summary
judgment; telephone confere:nce with Richard Bauer,
eJCPCrt witness, regarding affdavit testimony and expert's
report; telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding
same; participate in telephonic hearing on Petra's rmtion

6120/2011 9:59:40 AM Page: 54
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...... 'm Oie.' MIUer Dre.cripti_ 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. Cly of Meridian 

- ...., Descriptl_ ...... Pm. V~M 

and Affidavit of Thomas WaIbr; JI'IilItemibils to 
Affidavit of Thomas Walker. 

4/2112010 MEW Research abusive discovery tacta; wodc.on 230 190.00 475.00 
mcmorandumto T. Wakr; ~icwpunitivedama&:cs 
cases regarding evidentiary heamg.s; StalUs to T. 
W .... , 

~IO TfNl Work on antion and affidavit to vacate and reset 1.30 275.00 351.50 
evi:lentiary heamg; 'M)rt.on Molion fur SWTI1'IIIJ')' 
Judgment bricfand statcm::nt of&cts 

~IO EI(l( Review infonmlioD on posshk revised billings. QIO 200.00 20.00 

~IO PRe Review and rt;Spond to ea:ails from Gene Bennett and 230 95.00 218.50 
TomCougl\in; ..,..." 
and f'matize Afftdl.vil: ofThomas WaDcer; 

; prqwedocuments for 
attorney's review regarding prime contracts; continue 
v.ork on Statement of Facts and tootnote remnocs to 
affidavit testimony. 

412312010 EI(l( Review information ~la1ing 10 art:bitcct; updated 0.30 20000 00.00 
~fonna1ion on eJiPCf1 and revicw' ofsilc; review 
additional pleadings by opposing counseL 

412312010 TGW Continue work on moon lOr surmwy judgment . 275.00 1,717.50 
mciudin& C'lItcDsive statement of undisputed &cts and 
supporting affidavits; a;:hangc numerous emUs with 
Petra personnel regarding supportmg documents for 
tmtion for surmmy judcmcnt 

412312010 MEW Fina= memorandum to T. Wabrregudmg abusive 1.50 190.00 "".00 
discovery tactics. 

412312010 TfNl Review Meridian's motion to vacate trial. dale; Q., 275.00 110.00 
conli:m:nce cal will Jeny Prank and Gene Bennett 
re&anim& Meridian's motion to vacate the trial date 

412312010 PRe Worton Statement of Facts; continue to review and 1.10 95.00 11M.50 
co~iIc documents foradd w nal emibb to affidavits in 
support of Mohon forSunmuy Judgment. 

4126.'2010 TfNl Review rnetrorandumregardmg abuse of discovery ~., 27:5.00 2,310.00 
potentially in support of a motixl ilr a pro~tive order 
10 preclude filrtbcrdepositions and \Witten discovery; 
conduct additional research regard"'g cardinal change 
doctrine; revise undisputed statcm:nt offacts and 
mermrandumn support ofrmtion ror swrrnary 
jJdgllEnl; telephone confetence wth R.ichanl Bauer, 
eJq)Crt witness. reprdn& affidavit tcstirmny and ~s 

report; telephone conference with.Jerry frank regarding 
same; participate m telepbonic hearing on Petra's moti:m 

iiI2OOO11 f59:40AM Pase: 54 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD alent Matter DescripiOll

'1JJn1~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

!-
j.

Date Prof DescripiOll Units Price Value
,
?

to vacate Apri129, 2010 evidentiary hearing and
,

Meridian's rootion to vacate the trial date !.,

412612010 PRC 0.30 95.00 28.50
; COJllli\e documents for

use at scheduling conference on Motion to Vacate
hearing on Motion to Amend.

412612010 PRC Work on Statement ofFacts and commence drafts of 4.30 95.00 408.50
affidavits ofGene Bennett and Thomas Coughlin;
research production and iConect documents and I
corrm:nce col11'ilation ofadditional project documents Ifor use as eJehibits.

j4127/2010 TGW Eldlange emails with PetIa personnel regardmg 0.30 275.00 8250
accounting and change order issues relevant to the Irootion for summary judgment I

41TlI1JJIO PRC Work on Statement ofFacts; reviewproduction 4.30 95.00 408.50 I
1

documents and data base and continue coJq)iling I
docunients relevant to fuotnote and affidavit testiJmny. i

412812010 TGW Follow up on back: up foraffidavits in support ofrootion 1.10 275.00 302.50
for SWIl1l3lY judgment; ellCbange seventl emails with
Petra personnel regarding same; telephone conference i

I
with Rich Bauer regarding Jack Lemley's affidavit Itestilmny; finalize affidavit; telepbone conference with
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding supporting i·,

I

affidavits for sunmary judgment; assist is assembling !

documentary evidence; conduct additional researcb I
I

regarding the cardnal change doctrine i
L,

412812010 PRe Continue work on Statement ofFaets and reviewof S.30 95.00 503.50 I
I

production documents and col11'iIation ofeJChibits fur
Isupporting affidavits; prepare draft ofAffidavit of

Thomas Walker in support ofMotion for Sunmary
Judgment and affidavit ofJohn Quapp; review and
respond to emails from clients regarding review of
Statement ofFacts.

4I29I1JJI0 TGW Review and revise affidavits in support oflOOtion for 2.40 275.00 660.00

Isummary judgment; ellChange emails with Petra
personnel regarding statement offucts; conference with I

PamCarson regarding same; continue worleon witness I
IeJCllllination for hearing on Meridian's IOOtion for leave to

Iamend to add a claim for punitive damages

4129/2010 PRC 2ro 95.00 266.00 I
I
I

; work on document production and emibit r
preparation for Statement ofFacts; review and respond

I

Ito clienfs correspondence and review on Statement of

6I~1I9".59;40AM :.... Page; 55 I
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...... ' 00 OleDt MMler Dacripli .. 

aml_ P<tn, Inc. CiIy of MemWt 

, 
"'" Desert ..... tm .. Price Value f 

to vacate Apri 29, 2OIOcvidentiary heamg and i Meridian's motion to vacate the trial date 

4I2&'2D10 PRC .., ...... - .. •• • .... I!II.IIfI.!ii!~ 0.30 "'.00 28.,. 
; COrJ1)iJc documents for 

use at scheduling eonfereDce on Motion to Vacale 
hcarin& on Motion to Amend. 

4I2&'2D10 PRC Work on Statement of Facts and corrmenee drafts of 4.30 "'.00 408.,. 
affidavKs of Gene Bennett and Thomas Coughlin; 
rescmh production and iConect documents Kid 
commence CORllilation of additional project documents 
for usc as c)IfJibits. 

412112010 row E!chan,c ernills with Petra pctSoDJ1cl regard;,g 0.30 moo 82.50 
accounting and change order issues relevant to the 
Imlion forsuumuy judgment 

4/21/2010 PRC Wor1con Statement of Facts; reviewproduction 4.30 "'.00 408.SO 
documeflls and dala base and continue cotqlilil1g 
docuaicnts relevant to footnote and affidavit tcstim:IDY. 

412812010 TOW Followup on backup foraffidavits n support of motion 1.10 Z7S.00 
for SUImIiUY judgment; cdiangt scvenJ cmais wIlt 
Petta personnel rcgarditg same; telephone conference I 
with Rich Bauer regarding Jack l...emiey's affidavit 

I testimny; finali2c af&ia ... il; telephone conference with 
Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin ~ardng supporting 
affidavu for sunmary judgmcllt; assist is uscIWJing 
documc:ntaly cv;dcnce; conduct addmnal research 
regard"g thc cardmaI change doctrinc 

r 
412812010 PRC Continue worlcon Statement of Facts and~iewof 5.30 "'.00 503.50 I production documents and ooJll)ilation orcmwu ilr 

supporting affidavits; prepare draft of Affidavit of 
Thomas Walker in support orMotion fur Stmmary 
Iudgtmlt and affidavit of John Quapp; review aOO 
respond to email.! fromdicnts R!gard", R!vicw of 
Statement orFacu. 

4129/2010 row Review and revisc affidavits in support orlOOtion fur 240 275.00 660.00 
swmDl)' judgment; cll:hange emails with Petta 
pcnonncl .egardfl8 statem:nt orfilcts; conference wah 
ParnCuson R!garding samc;cont .. uc workon wilness 
e~ation for hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to 
anEnd to add a cbim i)r punitive damages 

4129/2010 PRC 2'" "'.00 u.6.00 

""._; workondocu~t production and e>.hibit 
preparation fur Statcment of Facts; rcvicwand R!Spood 
to clialfs correspondence and review on Statement of 

612&2011 isi40-AM , Page: S5 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MlttcrlD aieat Matter Descriptioa

20771~ Pctra.Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof Descriptioa tmfs Price Value

Facts.

413<Y2010 TGW 8.50 Z75.oo 2,337.50

ntinue
to wolk on witness e'XllJDinations for evidentiary hearing
on Meridian's I1Dtion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; commence wolkon neJt round ofwritten
discovery requests; conference with Jack Lemley
regarding affidavit testiImny

4I3<Y2010 PRC Wode with client to identitY additional elChibits and City 5.70 95.00 541.50
Council meeting minutes to support affidavit testiImny.

51312010 TOW ~hange eJlllils with Lemley International regardmg 5.30 Z75.oo 1,457.50
q>ert witness matters; revise affi:iavits fur Bennett and
Coughlin and transmit to them for final review and
comnent; several conferences with trial team regarding
issues to be resolved on sunnaryjudg~t

51312010 PRC Continue wode on coIqliling and marldng elChibn in 3.80 95.00 361.00
support ofStatcmcnt ofFacts and Affidavits ofThomas
Coughlin and Eugene Bennett

51412010 TOW Review and revise John Quapp's affidavit; revise 4.80 Z75.oo 1,320.00
statement offilets for account for new information

51412010 PRC Worte on Memorandumand verifY supporrng affidavit 240 95.00 228.00
testioony for support in memorandum;

; prepare email
cOlI'CSpondence to John Quapp regarding affidavit;

;~ Jcttcrto KWt
~g~.

51$12010 TGW Review and revise D!em>randum msupport ofm>tion for 7.1JJ 275.00 1,980.00
sUJllDlUY judgment to incorporate additional facts
provided by witness affidavits and documents; eJehange
several emai\s with Petra personnel regarding revised
O1ange OnferNo.2 and other final matters fur inclusion
in statement offacts and affidavits; wolkon another
round ofdiscovery requests; prepare oral arguments fur
hearing on Petra's rmtion for summazy judgment and in
opposition to Meridian's m>tion for leave to file a FIrSt
Amended ColI1'laint adding a claim for punitive damages

51$12010 PRC 4.10 95.00 389.50

612&2011 9"59:40 AM ~.; .. .; .
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_dD Oieat Malter Descripdoa 

20771.Q)8 Petra, Inc. C"ty ofMeridi¥!. 

p, or Descriptio. 1M'" prift V •• e 

F""'. 
4130001. TGW 275ill 2,337.50 

7 

ontiDue 
to wod:. on witncn cMll'linations for evidentiary hearing 
on Meridian's motion ilr leaye to amend to add punaive 
damtacs; eorrmen<:c workon naround ofM'iUen 
discovery requests; confermce wth Jacld .. emlcy 
regarding affidavit testimony 

4130001. PRe Wott with clicnt to identify additional ooilits and City '.70 " .00 54I.SO 
Council meeting mutes to support affidavit testimony. 

Si3I2OI. TGW Edangc CDIlib with Lenicy International rqard~g SJIl Z7'ill 1,457.50 
e,.,ert witness nattcn; revise affdavCs fur Bennett and 
Coughlin and transmit to them for mal teYiewand 
COb'IDI:IIt; seveBl confcrcoocs Mh lriaI team regarding 
issues to be resolved on surmaary judgment 

Si3I2OI. PRe Conmuc worton colll'iJing and marldng emibo in 3.01 " .00 361.00 
support of Statement of Facts and Affidavits of Thomas 
Coughlin and Eugene Bennett 

Sl4I2OIO TOW ~view and revise John Quapp's affJdavit; revise 4.01 275.00 1,320.00 
statement offacts for accouot ilr ncw in/ii)rmati:m 

SI<V201O PRC Woll:on Memorandumand verilY supporting affidavit: 240 " .00 Z21L00 
testinooy (or support in mr:morandum;_ .. i 1N'1ttrnrr7; prepare CITBIl 
colRSpondcncc to John Q.tapp re,atdin& affidavit; 

.. m·.'·";p.m-9lcUCtto1WrrKiJ'1je 
!pdiD.J:same. 

YY20IO TOW Review and revise rrrm;ullndum in support of motion for 7.2ll 27S.00 1,980.00 
suomary judgment to incorporate additional facts 
provided by witness affidavas and documents; a::hange 
several etmils with Petra pmonnel regarding revised 
(bange Order No. 2 and other final matters br ochuioD 
in statemeDt offacts and affidavits; MllkOD Mother 
round of discovery requests; prepare oral arguments fur 
hearing on Petra's 11'1)60" brsun-mary judamcnt and 0 
opposition to Meridian's moon fur leave to file a Fnt 
Amended Coqllaint adding a claim iJr punitive damages 

SlY20IO PRC -, ..... ~ ~ '1. I .... '.' ':- .'. -, 4.10 ".00 389JO 

-.: -.; 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771..CJ08

Prof

OieDt

Petra, Inc.

Descriptioo

Matter Description

City ofMeridian

Price Valge

5/6i2010

S/6i2010

TGW

PRe

6.30

260

27S.00

95.00

1,n2SO

247.00

5/812010 TGW Continue workon witness exammation forevidentialy 6.21> 275.00 1,705.00
hearing on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add
punitive damages

s/HV2010 Taw Continue work on witness examinations and cross 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
e:ll3Ilinations forevidentiaIy hearing on Meridian's
motion for leave to file first amended COq>laint to add a
claim fur punn,e damages; conduct additional research
and prepare opposition to anticipated motion by
Meridian to vacate the hearing on Petra's motion for
sUIllflllllY judgment

5/HY2010 PRe Review, edit and finali2le drafts ofdirect e)(3J)lS and cross 4.10 95.00 389.50
eJQll1lS for evidentiary heamg; edit and finalize
correspondence to client regarding same; comnence
preparation ofexhibits fur use at evidentiary hearing;
review and respond to email correspondence from client.

5/1112010 MEW Workon memorandum in support ofopposition to 56(1) 0.30 190.00 57.00
motion.

5/12'2010 TGN FJQ;:hange information with Petra personnel regarding 0.70 275.00 192.50
contents ofdirect and cross C)QIJDination outlines;
conference with Mackenzie reganling additional research
necessary to oppose q>eeted Rule 56(1) trotion;

5/12'2010 MEW Continue working on briefin opposition to the City's 270 190.00 513.00
56(1) motion; research federal district court cases and
supplement legal argument; status to T. Walker.

5/12'2010 PRe R.cview Statement ofUndisputed Facts and affidavits; 210 95.00 199.50
comnence work on timeline relating to City ofMeridian

6/2012011 9-.59:40AM Page: 57 - ~
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...... ' ID 0 .... Mauer DescrtpdoB 

J0771.()()8 ..... In< Oty of Meridian 

"'" Pnot Desui~ lJoUu Priu VII.e 

~ ..... I.O Kwt lCimimr 
_-"''''''",-".....,,1_ 

51&2010 row <Dotinueworkon drcct ~ns i"orr:videntiary ~30 275.00 1,732.S0 
hearing on Meridian's rmtion for kave to add punitive 
damages;~""~J~", .. iet~Da 
C1IDaJl St.bIS of ~ iIIMI !Iig& ofPetta's .... !J f!!!'P6' 
.i!~"'-l'i~ 

ytnllO PRe bviN-",g~~","J1IP,.Q.f. 260 .,,00 247.00 
~ Rl!W!IIo-c:oqp~cIaIcc Ie) Kart Ke«"ila, p~ 
I8lL~ 1O~~-MWs;:A:P.OJ; 7>-~lOA.~it 

1Dd$!!P.P. ....... ~~...L~ 
~ Coaric:r; pn:parc Jettcrto client rqaroila status 
ofsurmmy judgment fU1g.s; -5/&'2010 row Continue workon witness C'lI3l1Iination for evidentiary 6.20 275.00 1,70S.oo 
heamS on Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add 
punitive damages 

SlIMOIO TCR{ Continue ~rt on witness c:xounma.tions and cross 8.30 275.00 
eliminations brevideotialy bearing on Meridian's 
UDli:m for ave to file rust amended corqJlaint to add a 
claim lOr punitive damages; coodUoCt additional research 
and prepare opposilioo to anticipated rrotion by 
MeridiaD to vaca1c the hearing 00 Petra's rrotion fo r 
suIDlBt)' judgment 

51100010 PRe Review, edit and finalize drafts of direct exams and cross 4.10 " .00 389~ 

ClQUIlS forevidentWy heamg; edit and finaIi2Ie 
cotI'CSpondence to client regard"'g 181m!; CODmellCC 

preparation ofemibits i:Ir usc at evidentiary hearing; 
review and respond to clllllil correspondence fi'omcli::rlt. 

5I1lf2()10 MEW WOrk OD metmrandum in support of opposition to S6(f} OJO 190.00 l7.00 
rmtion. 

511212010 TCR{ fJchange jnfOmmixa Ylith Petra persOMei regarding "-11) 275.00 192.50 
contents of direct and cross e:Gmination o utlines; 
conference with Mackenzie regarding additional research 
necessary to oppose ~ Rukl S6(f}rmtion; _ 

511212010 MEW Continue wortang on briefin opposition to the City's 211) 190.00 513.00 
.56(f} moti:m ; teSeazt:h federal d~trict court cases and 
supplemcnllega!lll8ument; s tatus 10 T. Walkl:r. 

Y l2llOIO PRe Review Statement ofUndisputod Facts and affidavits; 2 10 " .00 199.50 
COlDDCflce workon tmeline relating to o.y of Meridian 

iJ'iiY2Oll 9-.S9:40AM Page: 51 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID aient Mauer DescriptiOll

'lJJ77I-OOS Petra, Inc. at)' ofMeridian

Prof Description tmts Price Value

at)' Hall Project; prepare draft ofErrata to Statement of
Undisputed Facts; prepare Second Supplemental
Affidavit ofEugene Bennett

511312010 TGW Review and revise timcline in preparation for conference 260 275.00 715.00
with Gene Bennett on dates and events; review
proposed &rata for the Undisputed Statement ofFaets.
and a Second Supplemental Affidavit of&1gene Bennett
to correct a year change discovered when going through
the Statement ofFacts; email opposng counsel with
suggested procedures forevidentiaJy hearing

511312010 PRC Review file and emibits to sUJDDaIy judgment pleadings; I.ro 95.00 180.50
completion ofinitial dJaft ofTuneline regarding Meridian
City Hall project fur rooeting with client.

511312010 EKK Review correspondence on case; examined spreadsheets OOW 200.00 40.00
on money still unpaid by CJ:y ofMeridian.

511412010 TGW Prepare for and conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 260 275.00 715.00
Coughlin regarding key event dates and timelne; revise
timeline per discussions with Gene and Tom; awaiting
additional input from Gene and Tomregarding further
refinement oftimeline

5/1412010 PRC Meeting with attorney and clients regarding tineline. 1.50 95.00 14250
testimony for evidentiaIy hearing and affidavits.

5/17/2010 TGW Review Coughlin's revised tineline; comnence review of 0.40 275.00 1I0.00
his notes on Meridian's witnesses depositions

5/1812010 PRC Review timcline prepared by client; update timeline 280 95.00 266.00
emibit for use at evidentiary hearing; conmence

!.identifying and referencing Cllhbits fortimcline entries.
I,

5/1812010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 0.30 275.00 82.50
direct and cross eJaIDinations

5/19/2010 TGW Continue wodcon time line and revisions to direct and 3.40 275.00 935.00
cross eJC3Jrinations; reviewcomnents from Bennett and
Coughlin regarding same

5/19/2010 EKK Examined notes on depositions and timelines from 0.60 200.00 120.00 i
consuhant; review correspondence. I

I
5/19/2010 MEW Review opposing counsers 56(f) motion and affidavit 0.30 lro.oo 57.00 i

and brief I
I

5/2012010 TGW Review Meridian's Rule 56(t), motion and supporting 7.80 275.00 2,145.00 I
I

affidavit; conduct additional legal research and worle on
,-response to Meridian's motion. including supporting

affidavits
1

5/2012010 EKK Examined Rule 56(1) filings from opposing party and 0.60 200.00 120.00

i
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M.u"m OiODC MIitec Dacripti_ 

2077'-"" Petra, Inc. cty ofMcridian 

Pm{ Oucripti .. Il0l. Pria Vlllae 

aty Hall Project; ~ draft offnata to Stateumt of 
Undisputed Facts; prepare Second Supplemental 
Affidavit of Eugene Bennett 

51 1312010 TGW Reviewand rwisc timeline in preparation i>roonkrcncc 275.00 71~.OO 

wah Gene Bennett on dates and events; review 
proposed Flrala fOr the Undsputed Statement of Pacts. 
and a Second Suppkm:ntalAflidavit ofEugCDC Dennett 
to correct a year-change discovered \Mien going through 
the Statement of Facts; emU opposing counsel wah 
suggested procedures furevMicatialy hearing 

SlI3I201O PRC Review file and emibitJ to sWImIIY judgment pleadings; 1.90 95.00 '80.50 
~letion of initial dl1fl oITuncme regarding Meridian 
my HaUprojoct mrmceting ~ client. 

511312010 EKK Revicwconespondence on case; exanmed spreadsheets O~ ""00 40.00 
on money sliD unpaid by cay ofMc:ridian. 

511412010 Taw Prepare for and eonfen:nce wth Gene Bennett and Tom 2.60 275.00 715.00 
Coughlil regarding key event dates and tim:rm; revise 
tmelino per discussions with Geae and Tom; awaiting 
additional input from Gene and Tom regarding further 
rcflllemcnt of time line 

511412010 PRC Meeting with attorney and climts regarding lneline, ,.so 95.00 ,42.50 
testmony fu r evidentiary hearing and affidavits. 

YI712010 Taw ReviewCoughlin's revised limc6n.c; conm::nce revtew of 0.40 275.00 110.00 , 
his notes on Meridian's wmesscs depositions , 

511812010 PRC Review limelne prepared by clicDt; update limcline 180 95.00 266.00 
I 
I 

emibit ilr use at evidenliuy heamg; conmencc 

I identifying and referencing ohibits fortim:1ine entries. 

5(1812010 Taw Te}ephonc conference \db Gene Bennett regarditg 03() 775.00 82.lO 
direct and cross CJamiolations 

511912010 Taw Continue oorlc on tine line and revisions to drec. and 3.40 275.00 .,SJll 
cross eJl3lJWnations; rcviewoonments fiom Bennen and 
Cought ... rqarding sam: 

511912010 EKK Ewmed notes on dcpositi:ms and limemes from 0.60 :moo 120.00 
COnSUhnl; review corTeSpondmce. 

511912010 MEW Reviewopposing counsers S6(f)tmlion and affidavit 0.30 '\10.00 >7.00 
and brief 

SI2OOIlIO Taw Review Meridian's Rule 56(f), notion and supporting 7.80 275.00 2,1.5.00 
affita\lir:; conduct additionaJ iegaJ research and work on 
response to Meridian's mtion, inckldm& supporti'la 
affi:la\lits 

SI2OOIl'O EKK ~ed Rule S6(f) filings from opposing party and 0.60 :m.00 '2OJll 
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DlItc Prof Desc:riptiOll tuits Price Value

conferred on same.

512012010 PRC Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support ofRule 56(f) 3.10 95.00 294.50
Motion; prep~ Affidavit ofThomas WaIa:r in support
ofPetra's Opposaion to Rule S6(f) Motion; prepare
Affidavit ofJeny Frank; nwiew, edit and finalize
Mcmorandum in Opposition to Rule S6(f) Motion.

SI7JJl20IO MEW Research additional case law for opposition to S6(f) 0.60 190.00 114.00
rmtion; status to T. Walker.

517JJ12010 FJH 1.00 190.00 190.00

5121/2010 PRC 1.80 95.00 171.00

Kiiit KiiiiiCrrc~IMCDlian's
sitiO ; prepare email to

5122/2010 TGW Conmence preparation for oral argument on Meridian's 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
Rule 56(f) motion

512412010 TGW Continue preparation for oral argument; nwiew cases 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
and aU briefing; nwiewConstruction Management
Agreement; conference with Mackenzie regarding
argument for hearing and possmle schedule of
preparation ofa reply; attend and aIgUe-at hearing; post
hearing conference with Gene Bennett and Tom
coughlin; lengthy telephone conference with Jeny Frank
regarding same and status ofcase going forward

512412010 PRC Several telephone calls with Bridge City regarding 0.70 95.00 66.50
production project; prep~ first draft ofResponse to
City ofMeridian's Fourth Requests furProduction of
Documents; draft Notice ofService ofDiscovery.

512512010 TGW Conduct additional legal research and conmence 5.60 275.00 1,540.00
preparation ofSupplemcntal Memorandumregarding
section 2.1.5 ofthe Construction Management
Agreement providing that Petra will not be liable forthe
intentional acts ofits et!1>loyees or those retained by
Petra; telepbone conference with Gene Bennett regarding
preparation fur upcoming evidentiary bearing

512512010 PRC Telephone conversation with Tom Coughlin regard.ilg 0.50 95.00 47.50
discovery responses and reviewofDVIYs; review
proposal by Bridge Oty; telephone to Bridge City
regarding revision to same;

0
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001< P ..... DacripM. ....... Prico V~'" 

conferred on same. 

""""'I. PRe Review Meridian's Memorandum in Support ofRu~.56(t) 3.10 "'ro 294-'" 
MOlm; prepue Affidavit orTbomu Wd;erm support 
ofPeUa's Opposition to RuIe.56(f) Motion; prepaRI 
Affidavit: of Jeny Prank; review, edit and mab: 
Mem:nndum it Opposition 10 Rule 56(f) Motion. 

""""'I. MEW Research additional case lawforopposiiion to S6(f) n60 190.00 114.00 
nnlion; s tatus to T. WIIkr. 

""""'I. FJH 1.00 190.00 190.00 

Yl1/201O PRC 1.80 ",ro 171.00 

SIZ2I2OIO row Comnence ~atati:)n for oral argument on Meridian's 5:l1l 215.00 1,430.00 
Rule 56(1) motion 

SI24I2OI. TGW Continue preparation IOrorai ugument; review cases &80 275.00 1,870.00 
and aD brief ... g; review Construction Management 
Agrecmc:nt; conf~ncc with Mackeruic regard ... , 
argument ilr hearing and possmlc schedule of 
preparation ora reply; attend and argue at heamg; post 
hearing conference Mh Gene Bennett and Tom 
cougJtm; lengthy tekphone conterence wib Jc:ny Fnmk 
rcganling same and Swus orease go ... , forwanf 

SI24I2OI. PRC Severallclcphone calls rib Bridge cay reprdila n10 "'.00 
production project; prepare first dndt of Response to 
aty ofMcridian's Fourth Requests b-PIOdlK:tkln of 
Documents; draft Notice ofScrvice of Discovery. 

""""10 TGW Conduct additional legal research and COIIIIftIte 5.60 ZlS.OO 1,540.00 
preparatKln of Supple mental Me.mraodum rcpdjng 
scctaon 2.1.5 orthe Constructm Management 
Agreemenl providing that Petr.t wiI 001 be liable i:lrthe 
intentional acts oOs errployecs or those mu.cd by 
Petra; telephone coofetence with Gene Bennett ~ing 
preparation ilrupc:oning evidentiary heamg 

""""I. PRe Telephone conversation MIl TomCoughil regarding nso "'.00 47.SO 
discovery responses and revicwofDVCYs; review 
proposal by Bridge cay; telephone to Bridge cay 
reaarding revisaoo to.s«ne; 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MalterID Oieat Mauer Description

20771~ Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Prof Descrlptioa UIits Price VaI.e

512512010 MEW Research case law authority regarding intentional 200 190.00 380.00
conduct for supplemental briefregard ex:lusion clause in
contract for intentional conduct; research authority
regarding public policy and regarding liability of
eIq)loyer; supplement brief; status to T. Walker.

5/2612010 TGW Continue wode on legal memorandum regarding 6.80 Z7S.OO 1,870.00
paragIaph 21.5 ofthe Construction Management
Agreement; conference with Stan Welsh and Mackenzie
Whatcott regarding same; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett and TomCoughlin regarding depositions;
several telephone conferences wih Gene Bennett
regarding evidentiary hearing testimony; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank; c:dlange seveJal emails
with experts; notify opposing counsel ofavailable
deposition dates

5/2612010 MEW Conference with T. WaDrerregardiog supplemental brief 280 190.00 53200
regarding Cli:lusionlU}' provision in contract; conference
with T. Walker, E. Klein and P.Carson regarding strategy
and preparation fOr evidentiary hearing; draft DDtion for
order for procedure at hearing; draft memorandum in
support and prepare draft order; status to T. WaJker.

512li12010 PRC Review discovery documents produced by both City of 3.10 95.00 294.50
Meridian and Petra; meemg wih attorneys regarding
case strategy and upcoming evidentiary hearing
preparation;

00

5mflfJIO TGW Continue wodeon preparation fOr evidentiary heamg, 5.80 Z7S.OO 1,595.00
including review and revision ofDDtion regarding
procedures and direct and cross eJaUIinations

smnOlO PRe Prepare Affidavit ofThomas Walker in support of 0.80 95.00 16.00
I

Motion for Order Regarding Procedure for Evidentiary J

Hearing; I
I
I

I
smWIO EKK Review correspondence on case. 0.30 200.00 60.00 I·
5m/'}f)10 PRC Document search on iConect; upload and print City of 2.30 95.00 218.S0 IMeridian meeting mmutes and provide to client for

review.

5/28/2010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 1.80 275.00 2,145.00

." •• S· xs _~
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""'.D) 

- Pnol 

MEW 

SlW2()IO row 

SI26'2OIO MEW 

SI26'2OIO PRe 

.sm1201O row 

.sm12010 PRe 

SlIJf1IJlO EKK 

SlIJI2OIO PRe 

Sl28l2lJIO TGW 

6IlG'2011 9:59:40 AM 

Ole •• 

Petra, lnc. 

Deltri~ .. 

Mltlar DacriJllk

cay of Meridian 

....J. • --'_~ ___ ~, 

Resea.-ch case law authority reprdI18 inlmtiona] 
conduct fursuppkmental bricfrcgard cxwion clause in 
contract fur intentional conduct; researcb authority 
repnjilg public policy and regarding IiabiJity of 
cIqlbycr; supplem:nt brief; stalus to T. Walkcr, 

Continue wod:: on "=gal mctlV)f3Ddum regarding 
p&raIJaph 2.1.5 ofthc Consuuction Management 
Agn:cmcnt; conferencewd Stan Webb and Mackenzie 
Wbatc:ott reganimg sarrc; telephone confemlce wilh 
Gene Bennett and TomCoughlia rqardiog depositions; 
scver.UtclcpboncconferUlccs wah Gene Bennett 
regatdiog evidentiary beamS testimny; lelepbonc 
conference wah Jeny Frank; a:hangc several cmails 
wilh~; notify opposing counsel ofavaikMe 
deposiricm dates 

Conrcrencewilh T. Walwregatdw,g supplemental brief 
regarding exlusionary provision in contract; confen::nce 
with T. Walker; E. Klein and P.C:anon regarding stntcgy 
and preparation brevidentBy beamg; draft D'OC.ion klr 
order fur procedure at hearing; draft mem:;"andum in 
support and prepare draft order, status [0 T. Wahr. 

Review discovery documents pmduced by botb ay of 
Mmlian and Petra; meeting wah attorneys rcganiing 
case strategy and upc:onmg evidentiary neamg 

pRpMUion;.~~~~"~~~~~~~ 

.-
Continue work. on prepantioo br evidentialy beamS • 
mcJudn3 review and .evision oftmtion regarding 
procechlJ"es and dRd: and emss eJCIminations 

Prep~ Affidavit ofTholl1ilS Wal:a- in support of 
Motion forOrder Regan:lng Procedure ror Evidentiary 
Hearing; 

Review eonespondence on case. 

Docull'aIt sean:h on iConect; upload and print City of 
Meridian ll'eeti1g rUtUIe$ and provide to client fur 
review. 

Continue prepatation fOr evidentiary bearing on 

.. 

Priu 

200 190.00 

.. '" 275.00 I,I!JO.O() 

2'" 190.00 moo 

3.10 90.00 294.50 

S.'" 275.00 1,.59:5.00 

.. Ill 90.00 76.00 

OJ/} ""'00 &00 

230 90.00 218.50 

7.'" 275.00 2,145.00 

_. 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MauerID

20071..<J08

Oleat

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descriptioa

City ofMeridian

Date

512&'2010

611/2010

Prof

EKK

TGW

Descripion

Meridian's JD)tion for leave to amend, including
preparation ofplan; e~ations and cross
examinations; continue preparation fur continuing
depositions ofPetra's witnesses; continue trial
preparation; ex:hange emails with Petra personnel and
tria1 team regarding same; prep~ preparation plan for
hearing and continuing depositions;

Review correspondence on case and potential issues;
examined article and draft response.

Continue worlcon direct and cross eJaUninations; review
Coughlin's notes on Meridian's motion for leave to
amend and Ted Baird affidavit; conduct detailed review
ofanalysis ofpay application no. 17; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regardilg gathering and
analysis ofinfonnation;

Uails

0.30

1.W

Price

200.00

215.00

Valae

60.00

1,9lKI.00

j
i
I'

611/2010 EKK Conferred with P. Carson on pay applications; telephone 200 200.00 400.00
conference with T. Coughlin and G Bennett; meeting
with P. Carson and T. Walker; eJCallined infonnation from
T. Coughlin on Baird's filing and the City's motion;
began pay application corq>arison ofdocuments.

61I/WIO PRC Research documents produced by the City ofMeridian; 3.80 95.00 361.00

OlD

6/2/2010 TGW Continue analysis and preparation for evidentiary 3.W 215.00 880.00
hearing; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding same, as well as Petra's response to fourth
Requests for Production by City ofMeridian

I
6IlIWIO PRC Review documents produced by Meridian; review direct 3.20 95.00 304.00 I

I
I

examination outlines; prepare draft ofe:xbibit list for I
!

evidentiary hearing. r
I
I

613/2010 EKK Review correspondence; further analysis ofpay 21JJ 200.00 440.00 r
I

applications and colJ1>arison ofdocuments; telephone Iconference with Tom Coughlin; correspondence on j-
case; review infonnation for meeting tomorrow.

613/2010 TGW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 3.40 215.00 935.00
Coughlin regarding pending matters in preparation for

6I2n'2011 9-.59:40 AM :-~ Page~ -61 .~."
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

20771-008 

p,,, 

SI'Z8I2OIO 

{{lnolO row 

&'II2OIO 

61112010 PRC 

6'1/2010 TGW 

6'1/2010 

""""10 EKK 

""""10 TGW 

6liY2011 9:59:40 AM 

0Im 

htra, Inc. 

Descripdal 

MlUer DescrllJdc* 

City of Meridian 

Meridian's IrOtion for leave to amend, inc:luding 
prepafBlion of plan; ~ations and cmss 
CwninatM::II15: continue prepaJation ti)rconti'luina 
depositions of Petra's witnesses; continue trial 
preparation: I:JCh.angc emails with Petra personnel and 
trial teamqardina same; prepare preparation ilr 

Rtviewconespondencc on case and potential issues; 
c~ed article and draft R:SPODSC. 

Continue worIcon di"ect and C20SS elCllrin8lions; review 
Couahin's notes on Memiao's motion for kave to 
amend and Ted BUd affidavit; conduct detailed review 
ofanaJysis of pay application no. 17; telephone 
confc:n:ncc wth Gene Bennett n:ganii'lg lathering and 
analysis ofinfomration; 

Conferred ~h P. Carson on pay applications; telephone 
confcreacc rib T. CouJhIin and G Bennett; mcctin& 
with P. Carson and T. Wa.Iker; e)Uined nformation from 
T. Coughlin on Bam's 6mg and the City's motion; 
began pay application coltllarison ofdoc:uments. 

Rtsearch documents produced by lhe City o(Meri:lian; 

~ _ t •. ' •• '.' ." 

Continue analysis and preparation for cvidcntiaay 
hearing; telephone conferalu wth Gene Bennett 
regarding same, as weD as Petra's response to fourth 
Requests ill Production by City of Meridian 

Review documents produced by Memian; review direct 
eJalIlination outliles; prepan: draft ofe>!hibit list for 
evidentiary heamg. 

Reviewcorrespondence; further analysis of pay 
applications and ooq>arison ofdoculnCllts; telephone 
conference wth Tom Coughlin; correspondence on 
case; review ilfOnnation fOr meeting tomorrow. 

Telephone conference with Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin ~arding pending matters in preparatton ill 

.. 

lJoI. ... " v .... 

OJO 200.00 60.00 

7.'" 275.00 1,9IlO.OO 

100 moo 400.00 

3."' ".00 361.00 

3.'" 27.5.00 .. lOll 

'-'" "m 304.00 

moo 440.00 

3.40 275.00 93!i.OO 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MlIUerlD Oient Matter Descriptioo

1JJl71~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof Descriptioo Ulits Price Value
evidentiary hearing; ex:bange emaiIs with Rich Bauer,
Lemley International, regarding eJCPert's report;
conference Mh &ika Klein and PamCaBon regarding
pay application and minute reviews

61311JJ10 PRC Prepare for meeting with clients; COIJ1lile exhibits for 1.80 95.00 171.00
evidentiary hearing and prepare proposed exhibit list;
reviewemails fromcfient regarding responses to issues
raised by Trout.

61412010 TGW Prepare for and conduct wmess preparation conference; 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
prepare affidavit ror Jack Vaughn; conference with
Mackenzie regarding demonstrative eJebibits for slllIlllaJ}'
judgment hearing

61412010 EKK Witness preparation meeting It case; review further 3.10 200.00 620.00
coJTeSpondence.

61411JJ1O MEW Attend meeting with PetJa for preparation for June 14th 210 190.00 513.00
hearing; conference with T. Walker.

614f1JJ10 PRC Preparation meeting for.Evidentiary Heamg with clients; 3.40 95.00 323.00

, prepare email to clients regarding
same; prepare email to Jack Lemley and Richard Bauer
regarding deposition ofJack Lemley;

617/1JJ1O TGW Review Meridian's response to Petra's request for a 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
status conference to detemine procedures for
evidentiaIy hearing; conduct additional legal research
and prepare oral argument; two lengthy telephone
conferences with Jetty regarding Meridian's response;
two telephone con.rerence with Gene Bennett regarding
same; telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding
requests for additional City Council meeting minutes
dealing with budgets arid cost estimates; conduct
additional legal resc:an:h in prq>aration for hearing;
participate in hearing; telephone conference with JellY

617/2010 MEW Worle on oral argument responding to aty's response to 1.60 190.00 304.00
disclosure ofexhiJit and witnesses; draft memorandum
regarding ex:kJsion ofSteve Amento's testilmny.

617/1JJIO F.KK Review ofpleading relating to scheduling order from 0.50 200.00 100.00
opposing counse~ conferred with T. Wakron same;
elGlllined notes for argument in case; conferred on
hearing outcome.

617/1JJ1O PRC Review City ofMeridian's production documents and 3.20 95.00 304.00
City Council meeting minutes for infonnation regarding
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... 'm aital MaUer DacripdOIl 

20771-<Xl11 Petra, Inc. cay ofMcri1ian 

- Descriptio. IIoIb Pri" ViII.e 

evidentiary hearing; ex:hange emaiIs "'~ Rich Bauer, 
Lenicy International, qardm, ~ report; 
conference wah Erika Klcm and PamCatson reprdina: 
pay application and minute reviews 

6'3/701. PRe Prepare ilt medin, witt clients; CO"1lile emibu ilt I..., 95.00 111.00 
cvidentialy hearing and prepare proposed cmibit list; 
reviewemails Iiomclient regarding responses to issues 
raised by Trout 

&'412010 TGII Prepam rorand conduct winess prepamtion conference; ~ .. 275.00 1,870.00 
prepa.e affidavc lOr Jilek. Vaughn; conierence ~ 
Mackenrie regarding dcnJ)nstndivc ellbiba forsunmuy 
judgment hearing 

61412010 "'" Winess prepatation meet .. , n case; review further 3.10 200.00 &20.00 
oom::spondence. 

61412010 MEW Attend meeting with Petra forprepanu.oo lOr June 14th 211) 190.00 513.00 
hearing; oonfercrK:e with T. Walker. 

6'412010 PRC Pn:para!ion meeti1g fur,Evidentiary Hearing wkh clients; 3.4. 95.00 323.00 

- , 
N , prepare email to clients regarding 

~; prepare cmW to Jad:: I..emiey and Richard Bauer 
regarding deposilion of Jack 1...cmIc)';! - I!!!!I!!I!II""-__ --I • 

617I11JIO TOW RcvicwMeridian's response to Pctn.'s request for a 7." 27.5.00 2,14.5.00 
status conference to dctcmme procedures for 
evidentiary helD!.g; conduct additional qat research 
and p~ oral UJUmenl; two lengthy telephone 
conferences with Jerry regarding Meridian's response; 
t...o telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
same; telepbone conference with Rich Baucrlt'gardmg 
requests fiJ r addD>oaJ. ~ Council meemg ninutes 
deamg with budgets Imd cost estimates; conduct 
addlionalle&:al research io prqJanIlion iJr bcarina; 
participate in beamg; telephone conference with lcny 

61712010 MEW Wort on oral argument responding to CiIy's response 10 1.60 190.00 304.00 
dacbsutC of emilit and wncsscs; draft IIJC(U)l1Uldum 
regarding c)Cusion of Steve Amento's tcstKmny. 

617/1!JI0 "'" Rcview ofpading relating 10 schedull1g ordertiom 200.00 100.00 
opposing counsel; conferred with T. Wahron same; 
CJWDined notes fur argument in case; conferred on 
hearing oulcome. 

6'712010 PRe RcviewCity of Meridian's production documents and lJl) .,.00 304.00 
City Council meeting mutes for information regarding 

&'2&20119:S9:40AM .. - ,,, 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oieat Matter DesCriptiOll

1J1T11-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeri:lian

IWe Prof' Descriptia. Thits Price Value

presentation ofbudgets to City Council.

&'812010 TOW Review col11lD1llications from e",ert witness; review and 10.50 275.00 2,887.50
select additional emibits for evidentiary hearing; rework
direct and cross elGllJlinations; conduct additional legal
research; several telephone conferences with Jeny Frank
and Gene Bennen; conference with Jeny. Gene and Tom
Coughlin regarding e>anUtations and elCpert's report

&'812010 MEW rmali2lc research and briefon ex:luding Amento's lAO 190.00 266.00
testimony; review Lemley letter.

&'812010 PRe Review documents by cay ofMeridian on iConect data 2.10 95.00 199.50
base for project cost sunmaries fOr use at evidentiary
hearing; prepare Objection to the Testimmy ofSteve
Amento; prepare Motion to Shorten TIIIIC; draft Onfer to
Shorten TDDe and Notice ofHcamg; prep3le draft of
Supplemental Discovery Response 10 Meridian's First
Set ofIntem>gatorics 'and Requests for Production of
Documents regarding expert witness disclosure; prep3le
Notice ofService ofDiScovery.

&'912010 TOW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing; conference 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
with elCperts and Petra personnel; revise~ation per
meetings

&'912010 PRe Review documents and prep3le for meeting with eJq)ert 1.70 95.00 161.50
witnesses; draft Affidavit ofThomas Wal:er it Support
ofObjection to the Testiroony ofSteve Amento.

61912010 MEW Research fiduciary duty issue regarding constJUction 0.80 190.00 152.00
management.

&,UY20IO TGW Continue to update and revise direct and cross 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
eJaUninations; review latest draft ofeJePClt's report;
eJIChange emails with elCpert regarding same; finalize
objection to testimony and report ofSteve Amento,
Meri:lian's elCpCrt; fina1i:zc supplemental discovery
responses regarding expert disclosures; review research
metrorandum regarding fiduciary duties ofa
construction managernot-at-risk; sever.d telephone
conferences with Rich Bauer, several telephone
conferences with Jeny Frank; conduct final review of
e~rt's report and supplemcntal discovery responses
regarding expert's disclosure and report

&'1G'2010 FKK Conferred with T. Wahr on research to do in Petra case; 1.70 200.00 340.00
research for information needed for punitive damages
hearing; meeting with T. Wa1lceron hearing preparation;
review and editing ofwitness eJQUllination notes in case.

&,HY20IO PRe • 4.10 95.00 389.50
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,D) Ole_ • MlHtr Dtsc.ri~ 

20771_ .. ..,Inc. cay ofMeriiian 

Pro( ",,,,1_ tklits Price v •• 
presentllion ofbudgeu to City Council. 

""""10 row Review COlI¥Wnications fi'om opcrt witness; review and 10.50 275.00 ~8S7.50 

select additional clIbits forcvKlcntiary hearing; rework 
direct and cross examinations; conduct additional legal 
research; scvcn.l telephone conferences with Jeny Frank 
and Gene Bennett; confercnccwith Jerry, Gene and Tom 
Cou&hlil regardWt& ~atiom and cJll)Crt's rqKIrt 

&1&'2010 MEW ranaJizc research and briefoD cx:luding Amento's 1.40 190.00 266JJO 
testmony; rev~w l...etriey letter. 

61&'2010 PRe Review documents by cay ofMcriclian on iConed data 2.10 95.00 199.50 
base mr project cost sunmaries ilruse at evidentiary' 
hcarirlg; ~Objcction 10 the Testim:my ofStcve 
Amento; prepare Motion to Shorten Lane; draft: Order 10 
ShorteD. lte and Notice ofHearilg; prepare draft of 
Supplemental Discovery Response to Mcmian's Fot 
Set oflnterrogatories and Requests for Production of 
Documents regardmg e.pert witness disclosure; prepare 
Notice ofScrvice o fOiScovery. 

&'912010 TGW Continue preparation forevidentiluy hearing; conference .Ill 275.00 ~420.oo 

with ~rts and Petra personne~ revise ~ation per 
meetings 

&'912010 PRe Review documents and prepare fur meeting with e~rt 1.10 95.00 161.50 
witnesses; draft Affidavit onllomas Wahrit Support 
of Objection 10 the Testim::lny ofSCevc Amento. 

&'912010 MEW Research fi:lucialy duty islue regudmg construction nlll 190.00 152.00 
management. 

&lIG'20IO row Continue: to updato and revise direct and auss ... 27S.00 2,420.00 
ewrinatioas; review latest draft ofeJq)elt's report; 
C>l:hange cnw.iJs wah CJq)Crt regardllg same; finaize 
objection to testimony and report ofStcve Amento, 
Meridian's elCpCtt; IinaJize supplemeotaldiscovel)' 
responses !'egudmg Oipert disclosures; review rcscan:h 
mmorandumregatding fiducialy duties oca 
construction manager-not-at.risk; several telephone 
conferences with Rich Bauer, sevetal telephone 
confi:m:r.ces with Jerry Frank; conduct final review o f 
e~s report and suppleftntal discovery responses 
regarditg ~s disclosure and report 

&lUVlOIO EKK Conkrrcd with T. Wakcron rescateh to do II ~case; 1.10 200.00 
research fur information needed fur punitive danages 
heamg; meellIg ~ T. Wahr on hcamg pteparation; 
review and editilg ofwitncss e)8l11inuion notes it case. 

&lICV20IO PRe 4.10 95.00 '19.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Valoe)

MatterID

20771-008

Oient

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descri~on

aty ofMeridian

Prof Descriptio.
review infolll13tion and report from expert

witness;••I.IIIOalllll:l!I:J•••millliam
~~",' prepare Disclosure ofWitnesses for
EvidentiaIy Hearing; "

Units Price Value

611112010 TGH Continue refining examinations and cross examinations; 7:JJJ 275.00 1.9m.00
conference with FJika Klein reganling evidentiary issues;
conference with Jeny Frank. Gene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin for final witness preparation; deal with hearing
vacation issues

6111/2010 E'KK Confi:m:d with P. Carson on case infurmation; review 030 200.00 60.00
colTe5pondence on hearing vacated.

611112010 PRe Prepanuion fur evident~ hearing; , 3.80 95.00 361.00

•
611412010 TGW Consider alternate methods to obtain dismissal ofthe 1.80 275.00 495.00

aty's punitive damages claims; telephone conference
with Jeny Frank reganling same as wen as settlement
possibilities; telephone conference with GcneBennett
reganling case matters going furwani; commence
prepllllltion ofdraft settlement offer; transmC first dmft
ofsettlement offer to Jeny Frank; telephone conrerence
with Gene reganling Jeny's email requesting changes to
proposed settlement offer; revise settlement; offer and
transmit to Jeny and Gene; review
GeotechnicaVPavement Engineering Reports; calculate
daily interest 3Imunt and confirm it with John Quapp

611412010 MEW Confurence with T. Walkerreganling filing rrotxlO O:JJJ 190.00 38.00
objecting or striking opposing counsers rrotion for leave
to amend due to continuous vacations ofhearing.

i
611412010 E'KK Review settlement proposal letter and conferred with T. 0.40 200.00 80.00 !

IWalkeron same; review notices from opposing counsel I

I
6114'2010 PRe 1.30 95.00 123.50 i

ilDio 0 I
I-

6'1512010 TOW Telephone conference with Gene Bennett reganling 1.40 275.00 385.00 Idepositions; telephone conference WKh Jeny Frank j

regarding I..anIey report; el£hange emails with Jack I
ILemley and Rich Bauer regarding Jack's deposition; I
I
I
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20771-008 

-

611112010 row 

6/1112:010 "'" 
&'1112010 PRe 

61'1412010 TOW 

611412010 MEW 

&'1412010 "'" 
611412010 PRe 

&'1.Y20IO T(N( 

~il §.39'40 AM 

O ienl 

Petra,me. 

Descri~ 

MllUer Descriptio. 

City of Meridian 

~ review inronnation and n:port from ocpen 

wnn~Sj"BI~Bb~~~~Ha"~~I8~1 
tlI!IIII!Il; prepare Disclosure ofWness. for 
&identiary Hearing; _of 
dlf I -Continue refin~g ~atiolU and cross oamilations; 
conference with &b Klein ~ardiag evidentiary issues; 
conferencc ~ kny fnmk. Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughm for final wlnCSS preparation; deal "'ith heaml 
vacation issues 

Confetred with P. Canon on case .. furmation; review 
correspondence on heamg vacated. 

Preparation ilrevident~ beamg; 

Consider akcmatc methods to obtain disniHai o f the 
City's punitive daaages clUns j telephone conference 
with Jerry frank regardIig same as weD as settlement 
possibilities; telephone conference with O::ne Bennett 
regarding case muteD going torward; conmcnee 
prepmtion ofdraft settlement offer; transma filst draft 
ofscttlcmeot offerlo.Jcny FI3Ilk; telephone confi:n:rIcc 
with Gene regardiDg Jcny's email requestin& changes to 
proposed settlement offer; revise settlement; offerand 
translrit to kny and Gme; review 
GcotechnicaVPaVCUClt Fngneering Reports; calculate 
daily intereslllDJunt and confirm it with lohn Quapp 

Confc:rencc with T. Walkencgardi1g timg motion 
objeetmg orstricing opposing counsels lII)tion fur kave 
to amend due to continuous vacations of hearing. 

Review settlement proposallctter and conferred wah T. 
Walker on same; review notices from oppos mg C(Junsel 

---Tekpbonc conference with Gene Bennett regarding 
depositions; telephone eonference \db Jerry FI1lI\k; 
regardinglmlley report; edJange emaiIs wah lack 
Lemky and Rich Bauerreganiing Jack's deposition; 

...... Price 

7.l1l 275.00 1,9110.00 

OJO 200.00 60.00 

3.OJ 95.00 361.00 

I.OJ 275.00 495.00 

0.20 190.00 38.00 

Q40 200.00 11100 

1.30 95 ... 123.50 

.. 40 275.00 "'.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MauerID OieDt Matter Descripioa

20171-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof DescripiOlJ Uails Price Value
regarding upcouing deposition preparation and motion
preparation; prepare first draft ofMotion for Leave to
File Second Amended Complaint, Memorandum and and
proposed Second Amended ColJlllaint

611812010 MEW Research cause ofaction for bringing baseless lawsuit 230 190.00 437.00
and damages; status to T. Walker wah case law.

6121/2010 TCNi Prepare forand defend continuing deposition ofTom 10.00 275.00 2,750.00
Coughlin; continue work on Second Amended ColJlllaint
filing

6121/2010 PRC Review and respond to electronic correspondence 1.10 95.00 104.50
during continued depositions; review production
documents and transcripts and provide attomey with
infonnation during depositions; prepare filSt draft of
Second &rata to Statement ofFacts for Motion for
SulIlDl1)' Judgment; review affidavit testiJmny;
telephone call to Gene Bennett regarding review of
affidavits in preparation ofdepositions; prepare first
draft ofSecond Supplemental Affidavit ofGene Bennett
to correct affidavit ofApril 1, 2010.

612112010 MEW Research case law regarding elements offiaud in the 0.40 190.00 16.00
inducements; status to T. Wallcer.

6121/2010 fKK Examined points ofinfunnation fu:lmCoughin 0.20 200.00 40.00
deposition.

6/22/2010 TCNi Continue ~rk on First Amended Answerand Second 9.50 275.00 2,61250
Amended Counterclaim; telephone conference with Gene
Bennett and Tom Coughlin; prepare for and defend
deposition ofGene Bennett; transnit recap ofdeposition
items to Jeny, Gene And Tom; telephone conference
with Jerry Frank regarding Gene's deposition

6I'l1J2010 PRC Review O&M Manuals and iConcct data production 240 95.00 228.00
regarding warranty infonnation and pass offto City of
Meridian;

am
; review and

respond to inquiry emails during deposition ofGene
Bennett by attomey for additional document research.

612312010 TCNi Prepare for and defend Gene Bennett's continuing 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
deposition; continue work on first Amended Answer
and Second Amended Counterclakn

6I'J3IWIO MEW Work on IDClOOrandum in support ofIIDtion for leave to 1.40 190.00 266.00
amend.

6I'J3I2010 PRC Document production review and research; 2.90 95.00 215.50
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,U) 

20771-OOS 

Pn>l 

611812010 MEW 

6"2l!2OIO TCM 

6'2112010 PRe 

612112010 MEW 

&'21.12010 EKK 

612212010 TCM 

612212010 PRe 

=10 TCM 

= 10 MEW 

=10 PRe 

ateD' MItter DaCriptiOll 

Petra, [nco ~ o(Meridian 

D."ri ..... 
regarding upcorring deposition preparation and motion 
preparation; prcpm: fir1t draft orMotion for wve to 
File Second Amended Con..,laint, Memorandum and and 
proposed Second Amended Coaplaint 

Rcsearcb cause of action for bringits baselc3s lawsuir 
aoddamages; status to T. Wallcer~ case law. 

Prepm rorand defend continuing deposition of Tom 
Coughlin; continue wolkon Second Amended Cofll'laint 
filing 

Review and respond to electronic conespondcncc 
dumg continued depositions; m-icw production 
documenu and tranSCJ1lts and provide attorney with 
nformation durina depositions; prepare fnt draft of 
Second &rata to Statement of Facts forMation lOr 
SUnmary Judgment; review affidavit testim:>ny ; 
telephone caD to Gene Bennett qardina: reviewof 
affidavits in preparation of depositions; preplW first 
draft ofSeoond Supplemental Affidavil orOene Bennett 
to conect affidavil: of April 7. 2010. 

Rcscan:h. case law regarding elements offraud in the 
mucements; status to T. Walttr. 

&amincd points ofinfunnation fromCoughin 
deposition. 

Continue worton Fnt Amended Answcrand Second 
Amended Countercmn;, telephone conference with Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coushlin; prepan: wand defend 
deposition of Gene Bennett; trans_ recap ofdeposilion 
items to Jeny,Gcne And Tom; telepbone conference 
with.Jeny Frank regardWig Gene's deposition 

Revic:wO&M Manuab and iConecl data production 
regarding warranty nfurmation and pass off to cay of 
Mcmian; ..... .- n --iii.· .... 

• ""'.J' _" '. J • ~ 

~ "OIiidl& . nwz ; review and 
~pond to iDquily etmils dumg deposition of Gene 
Bennett by attomey for additional document research. 

Prcpan: forand defend Gene Bennett's cont"'ung 
deposition; conlnue ~r1(OD FIrSt Am::nded Answer 
and Second Atnel1ded Counterc!UD 

Wor1(on mcroorandum in support of motion fur leave to ........ 
Docum::nt production review and ~ean:h; _1ilW 

1loI. Price V~~ 

2JO 190.00 437.00 

10.00 27>-00 2,750.00 

1.10 O5JlO 101.50 

0.40 190.00 76.00 

o:ll) 20000 40.00 

9.51) 275.00 2,612..50 ,. 
i 
I 
1 

2.40 05.00 "'.00 

8.00 275.00 2)00.00 

1.40 190.00 1£>6.00 

2.90 " .00 27B O 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original_ Value)

MaUerlD

1D771.()()8

Prof

Oleat

Petra, Inc.

DescriptioD

MIUer Descripdoa

City ofMeridian

Units Price Value

p~araNotice of
E' t A:mmaca Qj;;ua~teiC~~~~~~=...,.,.,.=
Kiiiiiei'~ 8 U§osit» • prepare email
to Jack Lemley's office regardilg additional dates for
continuation ofdeposition;

• review and reSpond to emaiJs fiom client
regarding infonnatiJn for inclusion in proposed Second
Amended Counterclaim.

612412010 TOW Continue wade on rlBt Amended Answerand Second 8.00 27S.00 2,200.00
Amended Counterclaim; several telephone conference
with JellY Frank regarding status and strategy going
forward

612412010 MEW Continue wade on IDCIOOrandum in support ofmotiJn for 1.70 190.00 323.00
leave to amend.

612412010 PRC Review ofdeposition transcripts for citations supporting 1.30 95.00 123.50
Memorandum in Support ofMotion for Leave to File
First Amended Counterclaim; review and respond to
email correspondence wm clients regarding warranty
information; review and respond to email fiom Richard
Bauer regarding status ofdeposition ofLemley.

I612512010 TOW Continue wade on rllSt Amended Answer and Second 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
Amended Counterclaim; continue wor1con motion for I

leave to file First Amended Answer and Second

IAIOOnded Counterclaim, supportilg memorandumand
affidavits; two telephone conference MIl John Quapp
regarding calculation ofdamages; two telephone I

I

conference with Jeny regarding settlement offer; maIm: I
and transnit settlem:nt offer; telephone conference with ,
Rich Bauer regarding agency issues; review and revise
motion and IDCIOOrandum for leave to file rllSt Amended
Answer and Second Amended Counterclain

612512010 EKK Review infonnatxm on damages for case; elalIllined 0.20 200.00 40.00
settlement infonnation.

612512010 MEW Research law regarding whether lDlJlicipalUs are 3.00 190.00 570.00
immune fiom punitive damages; research damages
recoverable under breach ofcovenant ofgood faith and
fair dealing; memorandum to T. Walker.

612512010 PRC Review and edit Motion fur Leave to File rIOt AIOOnded 2.30 95.00 218.50
Answerand Second AIOOnded Counterctam; prepare
Amended Notice ofHearilg for filing and service;
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... 'ID 

20171-008 

612412010 

&'24'21110 

6Il4l2010 

&/2512010 

""""10 

&/2512010 

&/2512010 

TfR{ 

MEW 

PRe 

T(R{ 

"'" 
MEW 

PRe 

fi120I'2CUI9:S9:40AM 

0 ... , 

Petra, IDc. 

MIbr Dtsnipd_ 

Oy o{Meridian 

rat A-....cIctt.Q:;uateic .. Q;-~ __ to Kart __ ~_J!OOl>O_ P...,.,."'''' 
to Jack letrdc:y's off" n:gatdilg add~ionaJdatcs for 
contwlUation of deposition; ... ' 

UK,S [11:£41. t .. w '. 

~ review and reSpond to emaiJs &om clie.1t 
regarding informlltim for inchuion in proposed Second 
Amended Counterclaim. 

Continue work on rntAnnded An$weI'and Second 
Amended Counterdun; scveJallclepbooc conferc:ncc 
witb Jen)' Frank. regardiDg status and strategy going 

"""'" 
Continue WOrkOD IIJeIIXlrandum in supportofrmtioo for 
leave to amend. 

Review ofdeposilion tJanscripts fOf'"cl.ations supporting 
Memorandum in Support orMotion for Leave to File 
Ynt Amended Counterclaim; review and respond to 
crmil COrTeS pondeoce IJom clients ccgardina warranty 
ilformation; reYCw and respond to eaailliom RX:hard 
Bauer regarding status o fdeposirion ofLeriey. 

Continue work on rnt Amended Auwer and Second 
Amended Counterclaim; contiluc WOItOR motion for 
leave to file FIrst Amended Answer and Second 
Amended Counten:1Un, supportng IDCImltlDdumand 
affidavits; two telephone conference wth John Quapp 
regarding cakulation ofdamagcsj two telephone 
conference wah Jeny regardina setUement offer; malizc 
and tnnsrm senkment oller. telephone conference with 
Rich Baucrregacding aac:ncy issues; review and revise 
rmtion and memorandum fur ave to IDe Fnt Amended 
Answer-and Secoad Amended Counterclain 

~icw information on damages br case; examined 
settkment l1ilrmation. 

Research law regarding v.hether I1Ilnic~a!i:ics ate 
mrune from puniive damtgcs; toeare:h darragcs 
recoverable underbn:ach ofcovCllant of,ood faith and 
fairdealing; merm ..... dumto T. Walter. 

~vicw and edit Motion fur Leave to FOe Fnt Amended 
Answcrand Second Amended Countcn:a.m; prepare 
Amended Notice orHeamg fur filing and service; 

-~\ 

Il0l .. Prlee 

Z7'00 l,lOO.OO 

1.10 190.00 323.00 

1.30 95.00 I2lJO 

8.20 27~.OO 2.25lJlJ 

01ll 200.00 .... 00 

3.00 190.00 l10JlJ 

230 95.00 218.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID {]ieDt Mltter Descriptioo

2fJ171-<Xl8 Petra, Inc. city ofMeridian

Prof Descriptioo Ulits Price Value

prepare and finalize Memuandum in Support ofMotion
for Leave to Amend; edit and review First Amended
Answer and Counterclaim

6'2812010 TGW Work on final version ofm>ti:m for leave to file rust 1.40 275.00 385.00
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim;
telephone conference with Jeny Frank regardilg status
ofcase; elCChange emaiIs with opposing counsel and
witnesses regarding scheduling ofevidentiaJy hearing

6'2812010 f](I( Review possible scenarios on filings forthis week and 0.20 200.00 40.00
response.

611N2010 MEW Review Construetion Management Agreement regarding 1.00 190.00 190.00
any provision that could indicate intent ofparties to
include lost profits as damages; status to T. Walker.

6'2812010 PRC 0.80 95.00 76.00

612812010 Fill ~umDomTo ~~iiiOmi 3.00 190.00 510.00
Motii»I emoraoa g
motim to am:na an :A:iDiiided :AnsweraM

612912010 TGW Review suggested changes to First Amended Answer 4.60 TI5.oo 1,265.00
and Second Amended Counterclaim by Bennett and
Coughlin; make selected changes; finaize motion for
leave to file First Amended Answer and Second
Amended Counterclaim and supporting IDClOOraJldum;
review all supporting affidavit and fmabe for filing;
telephone conference with Dennis Reinstein, valuation
eJqJeJt for calculation oflost business opportunities

6'19/2010 PRe 1.20 95.00 114.00

; prepare letter to client; ~re~ IettertoKuit
~~c..wi·~limonotionand memorandiiiiil

613012010

613&2010

7/1/2010

PRC

f](I(

PRC

•
OR II

FJamined late day filings by opposing counsel

Review Motion to Amend Scheduling Order to Exlend
Deadline for the Fimg ofAmendments to the Pleadings
Not~ofDeposition JoinderofParties; lo@I~!!J
••UlDIJIiDlUlmlllll»J; prepare fust draft
ofPetra's Opposition to Motion to Amend and Exlend;

I11III

1.70

0.30

1.50

95.00

200.00

95.00

161.50

60.00

142.50
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6'2&'2010 

6'2&'2010 

6'2&'2010 

6'2&'2010 

6I2'N2010 

6I2'N2010 

6'3G'2010 

7/)/2010 

row 

MEW 

PRe 

FJH 

row 

PRe 

PRe 

EKK 

PRe 

6J2OII2011 9".59:40 AM 

OiCllt 

Petra, Inc. 

Deu:riptiOll 

Matter Deseriptioa 

Qy ofMerilian 

prepan: and finalim Memorandum i1 Support of Motion 
for Leave to Amend; edit and reviewFnt Ammdcd 
Answer and Counten:laim. 

Work on final version O(DXlticn fOr ave to fie rot 
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim; 
telephone conference with Jerry Fl'3.nk regan:lmg status 
of case; clO:hanae errails with opposila: counsel and 
wtnosses regardi'Jg scheduling of evidentiary hearing 

Review possible sccnarios on mings forthis week and 
mporuc. 

Review Construction Management AgreerM::n1 regarding 
any provision that coukl indicate iltcnt of parties to 
include lost profits as damages; status to T. Walter. 

w _ • t "," _ ~_. '., 

o. 'l ! 

--J,",,_~ ..- !IWQ!t~oftaw·tos~ 

mnm. WaDIid;Uid A:Dad:d ArisWd'-aa:I 
Cou!#rdaiml 

Reviewsuggested changes to Fnt Amended Answer 
and Sewnd Amended Counterctaim by Bennett and 
Coughlin; rna.kc sckeled changes; maDe motixt ror 
leavcto file f'htAmended Answerand Second 
AD¥'nded Counterclan and suppormg mc:nxxandum; 
review aD supporti1g affidavit and mam for filing; 
tdephone confCt'mce with Dennis Rerun, valuation 
opc:rt forcalculaWn onosl business opportunities 

Ewnined late day filings by opposing counsel 

Re¥iewMotion to Amend Scheduling Orderto &lend 
Deadtnc for the fUlg of Amendments to the Pleadiop 
Notice of Deposition JoioderofParties; ~ 

,![i!I'!'l!'lilql!i'[J!l!!!!'!l!ltoo!!!!!!~; prep~ first draft 
of Petra's Opposaion to Motion to Amend and &lend; 

" ." 

1.40 

Q2I) 

1.00 

QOl 

3.00 

4.60 

1.20 

1.10 

OJO 

I.,. 

Pri", 

275.00 

21)0.00 

190.00 

"'.00 

19Q00 

77'.00 

"'.00 

"'.00 

21)0.00 

"'''' 

]ss.oo 

"'00 

190.00 

1<00 

570.00 

1,265.00 

114.00 

16UO 

60.00 

14UD 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Mat1erlD

2CY771-<108

Prof

Oient

Petra, Inc.

MaUer Description

City ofMeridian

Uaits Price Value

1/1/2010 FKK ColTCSpondence on status; ellaJ11ined infonnation from 0.20 200.00 40.00
opposing counsel

71112010 TOW Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion for 5.M 275.00 1,595.00
summary judgment; emillleny. Gene and Tom regarding
same; commence preparation ofdisputed issues list,
source and rebuttal; teleph(me conference with G:ne and
Tom regarding revised FXtibit 511; telephone conference
with leny regarding Meridian's response to Petra's
motion for SUllllllll}' judgment

71712010 PRC 1.50 95.00 142.50

p~ lCU«to Kurt tilg

1/812010 TGW Continue to worteon analysis ofissues raised in 1.M 275.00 2,145.00
Meridian's response to Petra's motion for summary
judgment;

mill opposilg counsel regarding
deposition schedule for Meridian's witnesses; lengthy
telephone conference with leny and Gene regarding
Petra's responses to Meridian's opposition to Petra's
motion for summary judgment

1/812010 FKK FJaunined correspondence with Architect and latest case 0.20 200.00 40.00
information.

1/812010 PRC Illw. c com:s O.M 95.00 16.00

7/812010 MEW Draft memorandum in opposition to Meridian's motion to 1.00 190.00 190.00
strike portions ofaffidavis; research issues regarding
ellpert testimony; conference with T. Walker.

1/812010 PRC Review documents and spreadsheets; prepare 0.30 95.00 28.50
documents for meeting with damages eJq)Crt.

1/912010 TGW Continue work on analysis ofissues raised by Meridian 8.10 275.00 2,227.50
in its response to Petra's motion for SUIml8/)' judgment;
telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding same;
prepare for and conference with leny Frank. Gene
Bennett. Tom QlUghlin and Keith Pinkerton regarding
damages for lost business opportunities

7/912010 PRe Review Affidavits filed by opposing counsel in response 1.80 95.00 171.00

612&2011 9".59:40 AM ," Page: 69

008575

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

"", ID Oie.t MlUtr Del cripd_ 

""'I .... Petm,1nc. cay ofMcrXlian 

"'''' Dacri~ ..... Priet V~ ... 

-11112010 EXK ConespOlldenccon status; e~ed infonnation &om Q.2O moo 40.00 
opposing counsel 

7n1201O row Review Meridian's response to Petta'l rootion for ,.8:) ViOO 1,59l.llO 
Jutmal)' judgment; email Jerry. Gene and Tom regarding 
same; cormmoe ~aration of disputed issues ist, 
source and rebuttal; tclcphc.nc confeTencc with Gene and 
Tomregarding revised PJltibit 511; tdcphonc confctencc 
wah Jerry Tepdmg MerXlian's response to Petra's 
I1W)tion for SUIJIIW)' j.ldgment 

7nflfJIO PRe -......: 1.,1 ih I ... .... : 1.50 9>.00 142.50 
. ~- r .:-. .II I .. ' .,.j~, 

~_Sd:_1ct IDKwt JCmi"!H"~~I-=-~ 

11812010 TON Glntinue 10 wort:on analysis ofiuues raised in. 1.'" 275.00 2,145.00 
Meridian'l response to Petra's motion for sulTlniU)' 
judgment; 

. . email Opposinl counsel qardina: 
deposition schedule fur Meridian's wa:ne:sses; lengthy 
telephone con£erence with Jcny and Gene regarning 
Petra's responses to Meridian's opposition 10 Petra's 
motion fo r surmary judgment 

71812010 EXK &amined correspondence with Art:hitcct and latest case 01ll >ll.00 40.00 
infOrmation. 

7/812010 PRC 0.8:) 9>.00 76.00 

?/&'alIO MEW Draft mc:trDrandum ill opposition to Meridian's rrotion to 1.00 190.00 190.00 
stTh portions ohflDa\lis; research issues regarding 
e~ testUw3DY; confimncc witt T. Walla:r. 

7/&12010 PRe Reviewdocuments and spreadsheets; prepare o.JO ".00 2J.SO 
documents ill moetng with damages ellj)elt. 

7i9nOIO TON Continue wort. on analysis of issues raised by Meridian UO 27.5.00 2,227.50 
in its response to Pctm's motion lOr SUII'ITIaI)' judgment; 
telcphoneconferencc with Rich Baucrrcgatdng same; 
prepare Ibrandconferenec ~ Jerry Frank, Gene 
Bennett. TomCoughln and Keith Pilkerton regardilg 
damages ilr bst business opportunities 

7JWa)IO PRC Review Affidavits 6Ied by oPPOS"g counsel il response I.'" 9>.00 171.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MidterID OieDt Matter DescriptiOll

11J711..0Q8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof Descriptioa Uaits Price Value
to Petra's Motion fur Suumuy Judgment; set up for use
in issues prepamtion.

7/1212010 TGW Continue wOIk on analysis ofissues presented by 5.30 275.00 1,457.50
Meridian's response to Petra's motion for surnmaJy
judgment; coumence review ofdeposition transcripts of
DeWeerd, Bird and partial for Watts

7/12'2010 EKK Correspondence on possible position by opposing 1.70 200.00 340.00
party; resean:h Meridian codes on related infurmation
and issues raised by opposing party's sunmary
judgment filngs; resean:h on code provisions; locate
additional Idaho code section infulDlation needed for
case.

7/1212010 PRe Review Affidavit testimony and prepare Analysis of 3.00 95.00 361.00
Issues raised in Trout's response to Petra's Motion for
SunmaJy Judgment; review affidavit testirrony for
analysis.

7/1212010 PRC ; resean:h 0.70 95.00 66.50
production documents for upcoming schedu\c:d
depositions;

t.

7/1312010 TGW Continue reviewofdeposition transcripts in preparation 5.70 275.00 1,567.50
for upcoming depositions ofMeridian's witnesses;
ex;hange several emaiIs wih Coughlin regarding
additional infurmation and documents to Meridian
witness depositions

7/1312010 PRC Continue review ofAffidavit Testimony and work on 4.30 95.00 408.50
issues analysis identified in Meridian's response to
Petra's Motion fur Sumnary Judgment;

7/1412010 TGW Continue review ofdeposition transcripts in preparation 7.20 275.00 1,980.00
for Meridian's witnesses' depositions; work on Petra's
responses in tbeanalysis of issues raised by Meridian in
its response to PetIa's motion fursunmary judgment

7/1412010 EKK E1<amined City financial information regarding fees of 0.00 200.00 160.00
Trout; resean:h infurmation on public records request
and made request fur same; review spreadsheet on
commmications with CIty point ofcontact.

7/14/2010 PRC Continue review ofdocuments produced by City of 210 95.00 199.50
Meridian and COlqlile relevant email correspondence for
continued deposition ofKeith Watts;
s 0

.
; resean:h iConect data

(
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!loR 

7/ 1111010 

711112010 EKK 

7/1112010 PRC 

111212010 PRC 

111312010 TGW 

711312010 PRC 

7114f20IO TGW 

7114f20IO EKK 

11I4f20IO PRe 

6I'2OOO1 19:s9:40AM 

Oieat 

Petra,. Inc. 

Descripi __ 

Matter Dacripi .. 

Qy ofMcridian 

to Petra'1 Momn furSuIDDll)' Judgment; set up for use 
., issues preparation. 

Continue workon analysis ofissucs presented by 
Meridian's response to Petla's motion for SUI'I'IrWy 

judgment; coumcnce RVicwofdeposilion InlnS~ts of 
DeWeerd, Bird and partial for watts 

Conespondeace 0 0 possib~ position by opposila: 
party; researcb Mc:riIian codes on related itfurmation 
and issues rUed by opposing party's sunmary 
judgment fiIilgs; research on code provisions; locate 
ad~ional Idaho code section infurmItir)n needed fur 
=<. 

Review Affidavit testimny and prepare Analysis of 
Issues raised in Trout's response to Petra's Motion fur 
Sunmruy Judgment; rniew affidavit testnony for 
anll/ysi!;. 

; research 
production documents forupoon1na scheduied 

dc~nions; ~~~~~~~~~~~~ 

&JIi.IDtt. 
ContUlUe reviewor deposition transcripts in preparation 
for upoori\g depositions orMcridian's witnesscs; 
eJChange sevcra1 emais; wEb Coughlin regarding 
addilional infonoar:ion and documents to Meridian 
witness depositions 

Continue reviewor Affidavit Tcstimony and work on 
issues analysis identified in Memian's response to 
Petra's Motlon ilrSwmwy Judgmenl; _ 
IlIfdllH .... 

Continue review of deposition transcripts in prepanltion 
tOr Meridian's wmesses' deposmns ; wod on Petra's 
responses n the analysis of issues raised by Meridian n 
its response to Petra's moc:ion forsu rrmuy judgment 

Examined aty financial information qanlna fees of 
Trout; research infummion on public records request 
and nade request Or sarro; review spreadsheet on 
colmlLlnications web City point of contact. 

Continuereviewofdocuments produced by City of 
Meridian and coltllilc relevant emaicorrespondence lOr 
contW1ued deposlti>n of Keith Watts; (!8'j".' 

; research iConcct data 

Uoib Price 

'-3<1 275.00 1,4S7.SO 

1.10 200.00 340.00 

3." 95.00 361.00 

Q10 95.00 ..... 

'.10 275.00 1,567.so 

4.30 95.00 

7.1. 275.00 1,980-00 

Q .. 200.00 160.00 

>10 95.00 199.so 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Mltter ID Oieat Mltter DesCriptiOll

'2IJ771-ml Petm.lnc. City ofMemian

Date Prof DescriptiOll UJlits Price Value

base and corq>iIc documents reJatmg to certificates of
occupancy and inspections conducted by aty of
Meridian.

7/1512010 row Continue worle on analysis ofMeridian's response to 510 275.00 1,430.00
Petra's motion forsunmary judgment; continue
preparation fordcpositions ofMeridian's witnesses;
review and revise Meridian witness depodion notices

7/15/2010 PRC Review Affidavits ofMeridian's eJq)ert witnesses; 4.10 95.00 389.50
prepare Notices ofAudio Video Deposition Duces
Tecum ofMcridian's witnesses, ncluding eJq)Crts;
research production documents; update spreadsheet and
corq>ile documents suppormg sp~hceton
inspections and occupancy permits for upcoming
depositions; review deposition transcripts and update
exhibits and indexfor upcoming depositions.

7/1612010 EKK Work on identifYilg violations by Meridian City Council O.W 200.00 160.00
ofOpen Meetings law requirements related to &:cutive
Sessions.

7/1612010 PRC Review and respond to email from Thomas Coughlin; 2.60 95.00 247.00
review documents produced in discovery fur upcoming
depositions; review client spreadsheet regarding
pertinent my inspections and segregate inspection
reports;

7/1612010 MEW Continue researcb regarding opposing counsers motion 0.90 190.00 171.00
to strike for preparation forevidcntialy bearing.

7/1612010 TOW Continue preparation fordepositions ofMeridian's 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
witnesses; continue worleon analysis ofissues r.lised by
Meridian in response to PetIa's motion forsunmuy
judgment; review additional documents provided by
Coughlin regarding Keith Watts

7/1912010 TGW Fmali2e briefin opposition to Meridian's motion to 710 275.00 1,980.00
Amend Scbeduling OnIer to Extend Deadlines for the
filing ofAmendments to Pleadings and Joinder of
Parties; continue preparation fordepositions of
Meridian's witnesses; reviewLe~y deposition
transcript in preparation for his continued deposaion
scheduled for July 22, 2010

7/1912010 MEW Fmali2e memorandum in opposition to motion to amend 2.90 190.00 551.00
scheduling order to CJCtend deadlines; supplement with
legal research and citations; review opposing counsers
memorandum in oppos ition to our motion to amend.

7/19/2010 PRC Work on file and review production docum::nts and 310 95.00 304.00

....... #- '.--'
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" •• u W OJ ... Mldtr DeuriptiOlll 

20771-008 p .... 1nc. City of Meridian 

ProC Dtseriplioa .... a Prl" V"" 
base and QO~Uc docuoents relamg to certificates of 
occupancy and nspccti:)ns conducted by CXy or 
Meridian. 

7/1YlOIO TOW Continue WOrkOD analysis ofMcridian's response to S.lll 275.00 1.430.00 
Petra's tD'Jtion lbrsumnary judgment; continue 
preparation for depos it ions ofMcridian's ~esscs; 

review and revise Meridian witness dcpoSbJD notices 

711Y20IO PRC Review Affidavits of Meridian's elq)ert wUesSCSj 4.10 95.00 389.50 
preparcNoticcs of Audio Video Deposition Duces 
Tcaun of Meridian's wenesscs, Deluding eJPCrtS; 
raearch productbn documents; update sprcidsheet and 
~iJc documents supporting spreadsheet on 
inspections and occupancy penrits Wrupconing 
depositions; review deposaion ttans~ and updalC 
emibits and Mcxforupcoming depositions. 

7/16'2010 EKK Wode on identifyilg violations by Meridian City Council :moo 160.00 
of Open Meeti1gs law ~umnents rdttcd to IXcutiYc 
Scuions. 

7116'2010 PRC Review and ~pond to email &om Thomas Coughmj 260 95.00 247.00 
review documents produced in discovC')' in' upcoring 
depositions; roviewclicnt spreadsheet regarding 
pertklent OI:y iMpc:ctions and segregate inspeclion 
reports; 

7/16'2010 MEW Continue research ~ing oppas ... g counsel's rmlion 0.90 190.00 171.00 
to strike fu r preparation forevidc:o.tiuy hc:ama:. 

7/1612010 TOW Conti1ue preparati:m for"depositions of Meridian's .00 27'.00 2,200.00 
wacsscs; continue WOR: on analysis of issues raised by 
Meridian in mponse to Petra's motion forswmary 
judgment; ~iew additional documents provided by 
Coupm reprdin& Kdh Watts 

7119f2010 TOW F"ut.a!iz, briefin opposition to Meridian's rrotion to 7"" 215.00 1,980.00 
Amend Schcdulm& Orderto EJclc:nd Deadli-lcs for the 
filmgofAmendments to Pleadings and Joinderof 
Parties; conti-lue p~ioD. fordepositions of 
Meridian's wmcsscs; review I..enicy deposition 
transcript in preparation fur his continued deposil ion 
scheduled for July 2Z. 2010 

7119f2010 MEW F"malize m::morandum in opposilion to rrotion to amend 290 190.00 551.00 
schcdu6ng order to eJterId deadliDcs; supplement with 
legal research and citations; reviewopposmg counsers 
mertDrandum in opposition to our motion to amend. 

7119t'2010 PRC WOrkOD file and review production documents and 3.2fl 95.00 3&1.00 

- 0 _ • 
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MatterID Oient Matter DesCripliOll

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prot DescripliGll UUts Price Value

affidavits; update witness files and deposition Cldu'bit
preparation; edit and finali2c Petra's Opposition to
Meridian's Motion to Auald Scheduling OnIer and to
Extend Deadlines to Join Parties; prep~ Affidavit of
Thomas Walker in support thereof:

7/19/2010 EKK Review information on CJCCUtive session resc:an:h for 210 200.00 420.00
options; further wode on City Council meeting minutes
and executive session and council person knowledge
issues; review preliminary response to public records
request.

7/2012010 EKK Work on meeting issues; review correspondence on 0.40 200.00 80.00
possible executive session communications.

7/2fi12010 TGW Prep~ fur and conference with Jack Lemley and Rich 3.80 275.00 1,045.00
Bauer; review additional documents provided by
Coughlin for Watts' deposition

7/2fi12010 MEW Conference with T. Wallter regarding response to 280 190.00 53200
opposing counsers objection to tmtion to amend; draft
repIy brief:

7/2fi12010 PRe Review production by City ofMeridian; coqJiIe 1.20 95.00 114.00
Meridian's bates numbered copies ofcertain meeting
minutes regarding wananty inylementation;

OlD . ; prepare Fifth Set of
Requests for Production ofDocuments and Notice of
Service ofDiscovery fur service on opposing counsel

7/2112010 TGW Continue review ofdocuments in preparation for Watts 3.80 275.00 1,045.00
deposition; telephone confi:rence with Rich Bauer
regarding documents; telephone conference with Jerry
Frank regarding status ofcomments on analysis ofCity
issues; review and revise reply to Meridian's response to
Petra's Motion for Leave to File First Amended Answer
and Second Amended Counterclaim

712112010 MEW F"mali2c reply briefin support ofmotion to amend; status 0.90 190.00 171.00
to T. Wallcer.

7/2112010 EKK Review correspondence; research on budgeting. 1.10 200.00 220.00
infonnation and issues and information provided to T.
Walker on same.

712112010 PRe Research and COfi1)ile documents fur review by eJepert 210 95.00 199.50 j

witness prior to continued deposition; amend, edit and i
finali2Je Reply to P!aintifl's Merrorandum in Opposition to

I
Petra's Motion fur Leave to F"tle First Amended Answer
and Second Amended Counterclaim;

I
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M ... "m O ie.t MIner Dacripdaa. 

""'1- Petta, Inc. cay ofMeri::lian 

... or Otsc:rI ..... "". Prio< V"" 
affidavits; update witness fiJes and deposition emiba 
prcpamliJn; cdit and finali:zc Petra's Opposition to 
Meridian's Motion to Amend SchedLl1ing Orderand to 
Eld.end Deadlines to Jon Parties; prepare Affidavit of 
Thomas Walker in support thereof 

711912010 EXK Review information on cecutivc session rcsean:h fur '10 200.00 420.00 
options; furthcrworkon City Council mcctmg minutes 
and ClCCutive session and council person knowledge 
issues; mtiew prehrinary response to public RCOrdS 

request. 

11200010 EXK Work on meeting issues; mlicw correspoodencc on Q40 200.00 80.00 
possible occ;:utivc .session cotmlJnications. 

71200010 row Prepare £Orand conference with Jack Letmey and Rich 1'" 21'.00 1,04S.00 
Bauer, review additional docwn::nts provided by 
Coughm for Watts' deposition 

71200010 MEW Conference wah T. Walker~arding response to ,'" 190.00 SJ>OO 
oppos"" counsels objection to I!I)tion to amend; draft 
reply brier 

71200010 PRe Review production by City of Meridian; colq)ilc 111) 9>.00 114.00 
Meridian .. bates numbered copies of certain meeti'lg 
minutes regard'" wananty ~lementation; __ 

; prepare Fifth Set of 
Requests for Production ofDocuRalts and Notice of 
Service ofDiscovcy forservicc on opposing counsel 

7nll2OIO row Continue review of documents in preparation fur watts 3.'" "'.00 1,045.00 
deposition; telephone conference with lU:b Bauer 
rcprdin& documents; telephone con&:renee with Jeny 
Frankregatding status ofconments on analysis ofay 
issues; review and revise reply to Meridian's respol1Se 10 
Pttn's Motion forLcave to File F'nt Amended Answer 
and Second Amended Counterclaim 

7nJ12010 MEW rlllaJizc reply briefin support ofrrotion to ammd; status Q90 190.00 171.00 
to T. Walker. 

712112010 EXK Review correspondence; research on budgeting 1.10 2OOJlO 27D1lO 
infonnation and issues and ilfonnation provided to T. 
Walkcr on same. 

712112010 PRC Research and COf11)iIe documents br.eview by elCpCIt '10 9>.00 19!HO 
ween pmrto contiDued deposition; amc:.nd, edit and 
malize Reply to PiUttift's Memorandum in Opposition to 
Petra's Motion for Leave to File rnt Amended Answer 
and Second Amended Counterclaim; _1IiiiiIiI 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter Descrlpdoa

1JJ771-008 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Prof Descripdoa Imts Price Value

7IZ2JWI0 TCNI Continue review ofdocuments in preparation for Watts ·9.30 275.00 2,557.50
deposition; prepare for and defend Jack Lemley's
continuing deposition; several conferences with Jack;
ellChange several emails wth Coughlin regarding
documents supportiJg Petra's case and Lemley's
testimony

71Z2J2010 EKK Rcsean:h infurmation on aty ofMeridian directors and 0.40 200.00 80.00
etqlloyees related to case; receipt and review ofdenial of
public records request ofCIly for attorney information;
review infurmation on depositions.

71Z2J2010 PRe Worton file; begin work on emiba preparation for Keith 1.30 95.00 123.50
Watt's deposition; review and respond to emails during
deposition ofJack Lemley; and compile and pun
information required.

7/23/2010 TCNI Review documents ofdisks to be produced by l.ernley 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
International; continue preparation fur July 26, WIO
hearings on Petra's motion for leave to file First
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim,
and Meridian's motion for extension ofdeadline to add
parties; continue review and assemly ofdocuments for
upcoming Meridian witness depos itions; continue
preparation for Kdh Watts deposition; telephone
conference with Tom Coughlin and Jeny Franks I

I.regarding Lemley deposition; review cases on deposition !
discovery abuses in anticipation ofmaking a motion for a
protective order precluding Trout from taking any further
depositions ofJack Lemley

7/23/2010 MEW Conference with T. Wmrregarding motion to prevent 1.50 190.00 285.00
continued deposition ofLemley; continue research
regarding abusive depostion tactics.

7/23/2010 PRC Review clients' comments and response to Keith Watts' 1.50 95.00 142.50
affidavit; telephone call to Jack lemley's office regarding
redacted information on Emibit 612; prepare email to Jack
Lemley's office regarding same; colmlCnce preparation of
Privilege Log in response to opposing counsers request
for redacted material

i
7/23/2010 EKK Reviewe>chibit infurmation in case. 0.20 200.00 40.00 ,

I

i,540.00
,

7/24/2010 Taw Continue review ofdocuments provided by Coughlin for 5.60 275.00 I,
Watts' deposition; review Coughlin's comments on I

Watts'May 24, 2010 affidavit; continue preparation for

Ioral aIguments on pending motions; review cases cited
in briefing

I
I

,.-,_ o- J
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..... 'm Okat Mlder Desmptloa 

20771-008 htra, Inc. 0)' of Meridian 

- "" D."ri_ 1loI" Prl" v ..... -712212010 T(N{ Continue revi:wof documents in preparation ~r Watts · 9.30 27~.OO 2.557.50 
deposition; prepare for and defend Jade LcmIcy's 
conti'IUng deposition; several conferenceJ wah Jack; 
cxhange several emais wah Coughlin regan:l ing 
documents supportmg Petra" case and Leney" 
testimony 

112212010 EXK Research "furmalion on City of Meridian directors and MO 200.00 80.00 
~Joyees related to case; receipt and reviewofdeniaJ of 
public records Tequest ofQy for attorney iDformaJ:ion; 
revi:w" inlDnnilltion on depositions. 

712212010 PRC Work on file; begm wolt on eJCh ib it preparatic)D fo r Keith 1.30 ".00 123j() 
Watt's deposition; review and respond to emails during 
deposition of Jack Lemcy; and co~ilc and puB 
.. formation required. 

712312010 TGW Review documents of disks to be produced by LanIey Ul 275.00 1,7M.!)) 
International; continue plq)8J8lion fur July 26. 2010 
bearings on Petrals motion for leave to file F"nt 
Amended Answer and Second Amended Counterclaim, 
and Meridian's motion fo r Qlension of deadlKtc to add 
parties; continue review and assermly ofdocumc:nts for 
upcoming Meridian witness depositions; continue 
preparation fur KeKh Watts depos ition; te!cphone 
confemace with Tom Coughlin and Jeny Franb 
regardng lerDey deposition; review cases on deposition 
discovery abuses in anti:ipal:ion ofnmang. motion fur. 
protective order precluding Trout from 1aU1g any further 
depositions of Jack Lemley 

7/2312010 MEW Conmnee weh T. Wahrregardiog rrotion to prevent Ij() 190.00 2JlS.OCl 
cont inued deposl.ion of Lemley; continue research 
regarding abus ive deposition tactics. 

712Y2OIO PRC ~view clients' COlm1Cnts and responsc to Keith Wat15' Ij() ".00 lruo 
affidavit; telephone call to Jack. Lemley's office regarding 
redacted information on £moil 612; prepan: email 10 Jack. 
LcnUcy's office re,ardin, same; conmcncc preparation of 
Privilegc Log io response to opposing eounscfs request 
for redacted rmtcriaL 

712312010 EXK Rcvicwcmibit ioi>rma1ion in casc. 021 200.00 "'.00 

7J2A12OIO T(N{ Continue reviewofdocunr:nts provided by Coughlin. for S'" 275.00 1.540.00 
Watts' deposition; review Coughlin's corrmcnts on 
Watts' May 24, 2OlOaffidavil; continue preparation fur 
oralazgurrrnts on pend ... g IIJJtions; review eases cited 
io briefing 
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MlIUierID Oient Mltter DesCri~OIl

'1!1171...(m Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof DeSCripdOll Utits Price Value

711U2OIO TGW Continue preparation fororalmgWDCnts on hearings set 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
for today on Petra's IJDtion fOr leave to file first amended
answer and second amended counterclaim; continue
preparation forKt:ith Watts'deposition

7/2fJl2010 FKK Work on infonnation on mcctmgs to use for depositions. 0.20 200.00 40.00

7/2fJI201O PRC Work on deposifun emibit preparation for Kt:ith \Vatts' 6.10 95.00 579.50
deposition; review and research aty produced
documents.

7mnmO TGW Continue document reviewand prepaI3lion for 5.00 275.00 1,540.00
deposition ofMeridian's wUesses

7ml1JJIO FKK Discussed records ~uest and prepared infonnation to 0.30 200.00 00.00
resubmit the same; research on further database on City
ofMeridian site for helpful infonnation.

7/27/2010 PRC Continue work on emibits in preparation for deposition 4.80 95.00 456.00
ofKeith Watts; review and respond to emails from client
regarding identifying specific emmits and documents
produced by Meridian.

712812010 row Continue preparation for and take deposition ofKeith 9.00 275.00 2,475.00
Watts; several conferences with TomCoughlin

7/2812010 PRC Document rescan:h and continued eJCbibit preparation 1.30 95.00 123.50
during deposition ofKeith Watts;

7/29/2010 TGW Continue preparation ofbearings on pendmg motions; 7.30 275.00 2,007.50
review Case Repository fur update on Meridian
disclosure ofits e>pert witnesses; attend and argue at
hearing on Petra's Motion for leave to File rU'St
Amended Answa-and Second Amended Counterclaim
and Meridian's Motion for an Exlension ofTune to
amend u pleadings and pm additional parties;
conference with Jeny, Gene and Tom following hearing;
continue preparation fOr witness interviews ofWill Berg,
former City Qcdc, and Joe Borton. funncr Oty
Counciknan

7/29/2010 PRC Review Meridian's Disclosure ofFJcpcrt Witnesses; 250 95.00 237.50
prepare email conespondencc to dent regarding same;
review Order Setting Procedures and Trial and Rule
26(bX4); prepare Request for Supplementation of
Discovery Response regardilg Interrogatory No. 16 and
Notice ofService for filing with Court; telephone call
from Jack: Leriey's office regarding hearing date and
transcript ofI.emley's JuJy 22nd deposition; prepare
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_,m Oieat Mlaltr Dttcripli_ 

20771_ ...... Inc. Cky ofMeridw.. 

.... """ Dtteripd_ ..... a Price V"" 
7126'2010 row Continue ~i)n formal arguments on bearings sec UO 275.00 2,2!2.>0 

for today on Petna's motion I:Jr leave to file first amended 
ans~r and sc:c:ond amended counten:lbn; continue 
JRPatalion fOr Kdh wans' deposition 

7/26'2010 EKK Work on ilformation on moeti'lgs to use lOr depositions. 0.1D 200.00 4<100 

712&2010 PRC Wark on deposilixl eclullit preparation fur Keith Watts' ~ IO 95.00 519.50 
deposition; review and JeSeard:a c.y produced 
documents. 

7mf1JJ1O row Con1nul document reviewand preparation fur , ... 275.00 1)40.00 
deposition ofMcridilln':s wUcsscs 

7mf1JJIO EKK Discussed ~s request and prepared .. formation to 0.30 200.))) 00))) 
resubmit: the same; resean:h on furtherdaLabase on City 
of Meridian site furhe.,fi.ll iDlDnmJ:ion. 

7mf1JJIO PRC Continue work on elItibils n preparalion for deposition 4." 95.00 4~ 

ofKcith Watts; review and respond to cmaiI:s from client 
~arding identifying specific emiba and documents 
produced by Meridian. 

7/W20IO row Continue prcparati:ln forand take deposition of Keith 9.00 275.00 2,415.00 
Watts; several conferences with TomCoughm 

112B12OIO PRC J)rocumcnl rcsearcb and continued obiIiI: preparation 1.30 95.00 123.50 
during deposilion ofKcilh Watts; nt • ....... 

;--~ 
~_"'lIdr: ~ i:teR!tsj'~iOi: __ l VQ.r~ 

7f2912010 TeN< Continue prepanlt.ion ofheamgs on pendilg ITClions; 7.30 275.00 2%1.50 
review Case Reposaory fur update on Meridian 
discbsure ofo copert wilncsses; attend and atgUe at 
hearin& on Petra's Motion i>rl.eave to File rlBt 
Amended Answa'lUld Second Amcoded Counterclaim 
and Meridian's Motion for an Elttnsioa ofTane to 
amend u pkadinp and pm additional parties; 
conmnce wah kny, Gene and Tom ilUowing hearing; 
continue preparation fur winess mtervicws of WiD Berg, 
fom:r aty CSeIk. and Joe Borton, bnncr aty 
Counciknan 

7129(2010 PRe Review Meridian's Disclosure offJrpctt Witnesses ; 250 95.00 237.50 
prepare ew conespondcnce to cient regatdiog same; 
reviewOrderSetting Procedwes and Trial and Rule 
26(bX4); prepare Rt:quest fOr Supp1cmcntation of 
Discovery Response regatdmg Interrogatory No. 16 and 
Notice ofServa forfi1ing with Court; telephone caD 
6omJadcLeriey's office regarding heamg date and 
tranSCr1>t ofLcmlcy's July 22nd deposi.ion; prepare 
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Date Prof Descripdoa UUts Price Value

email to Rich Bauerregarding same; research and
co~iIe documents for interviews with witnesses Will
Berg and Joseph Borton.

7I30I2010 PRe Research document production files and COlJ1lile 1.30 95.00 123.50
additional eJdlibits in preparation ofBeJg and Bolton's
interviews; review and respond to emaiIs fiom client;
prepare draft of Seventh Requests for Production of
Documents based on deposition testinDny ofKcitb
Watts; prepare Notice ofScrvicc.

7I30I2010 TGW Continue preparation forwibtess interviews and 2.30 275.00 63250
depositions; several telephone conferences with Tom
Coughlin regarding same; review Coughlin's notes for
witness interviews

81212010 FKK Review notes regarding possible wibtess Will Berg. 0.20 200.00 40.00

81212010 PRe Review Idaho Rules ofCivil Procedure regarding 1.80 95.00 171.00
subpoena for document production on non-party entity;
prepare Subpoena for ZG\. Architects and Planners
Olartered; prepare letter to IGmTrout regarding same;
edit and finalize Petra Incorporated's Seventh Requests
for Production ofDocuments; prepare Notice ofService
ofDiscovery.

81212010 TON Continue preparation for interview with Joe Borton, 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
former City Councilman; continue preparation for
deposition ofl.aura Knotbe; telephone confurence with
Scott Hess regarding his dealing with Trout in the
CUlTCDt McCall case

81312010 TON Prepare for and conduct interviewofWill Berg; prepare 7.W 275.00 1,980.00
notes ofintervicw for future use and Petra's infonnation;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank regarding same;
prepare for deposition testinx>ny ofl.aura Knothe

81312010 PRe 1.00 95.00 95.00

prepare Supplement to Seventh Requests for Production
ofDocuments to serve on opposing counsel;

0

81412010 TON Prepare report on interview with Joe Borton; fOrward to 5.70 275.00 1,567.50
Petra personnel; continue preparation fur deposition of
Ted Baw;

81412010 EKK Review infonnation regardilg tactics ofopposing 1.00 200.00 200.00
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enaiJ to RJ::h Bauerregardmg same; reseaJCh and 
co~iIc documents i:Ir irtervicws with wKnCSSCS WiD 
Berg and Joseph Borton. 

7130'2010 PRe Research document production files and (;()qtile 1.30 95.00 123.50 
additional eJ6libiu in prepar.dbn of Berg and Borton's 
Iltcrvicws; review and respond to emUs IiomcIicnt; 
prepare dJaft of Seventh Requests fur Production of 
Dx:u.ments based on deposmn lestizroay ofKeitb 
Watts; prepare Notice ofScrvioc. 

11300010 TOW Continue prq>ar3lioo forwitncss interviews and 2.JO 275.00 632..lO 
depositions; several lciephonc conbc:nca with Tom 
Coughlil regarding sam:; review Coughtm's notes for 
lttnCSS iuervJews 

&'21201. FJ(I( Rcvicwnotcs repniing possible winess Wi( Berg. 0.20 ""'.00 40.00 

&'21201. PRe Revicwldaho Rules of Civil Proocdureregacdmg 1.1. 95.00 171.00 
subpoena for doc:wnc:nt production on non-part)' c:ntiy; 
prepare Subpoena for ZG\ ArchUcts and Planners 
Otartcred; prepare letter (0 Kim Trout regarding same; 
edi and mam Petra lncorpoT8tcd's Seventh &qucsts 
for Production ofDocumcnts; prepare Notice of Service 
orr>iscovc:ry. 

&'21201. TOW Continue prq>aralion forintctVicw with .Joe Borton, . ., 275.00 1,870.00 
funn:rCily CoUDCiIrmD; contitue prcparalion for 
deposition of Laura Knothc; telephone conference with 
Scou fbs regard.,&: his dealing .... ith Trout in the 
current McCaD case 

&'31201. TOW Prepare for and conduct Ilterview of Will Berg; prepare 7.'" 275.00 1,980.00 
notes ofitterv;ew fur futu~ usc and Petra's information; 
telephone conference with Jerry Prank.egatditg same; 
prepare iJr deposition tcstmony ofUuI1l Knothe 

&'312010 PRe 1.00 95.00 95.00 

prepare Suppbnent to Seventh Requests Ii:w Production 
ofDoc:uments to serve on opposing counse~'-

&'412010 TOW Prepare rqIOrt o n intCfVicw with ilrwald 10 5.'" 275.00 1.561.50 
Petra pcrsonne~ continue of 

&'412010 Review information regardog tactics of opposing 1.00 :moo ""'.00 

. , 
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1Jfl71-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DescriiD_ UllitS Price Value
counsel and decision in another case involving
opposing counsel with sinilar issues; examined the
payments madc to Trout's finn.

81412010 PRe Review discovery files; review City ofMcridian Fmance 250 95.00 237.50
Dep8ltInent website infonnation foraty EJq>cnditurc
reports and compile report regarding payments to
opposing counsel for litigation;

81412010 MF;N 0.50 190.00 95.00

81512010 TOW Continue preparation for Ted Baird deposition 6.40 275.00 1,760.00

81512010 FKK Meeting with trial teamon case. 0.50 200.00 100.00

81512010. MEW Confi:rcnce with T. Wallcerand F. Klein regarding 0.40 190.00 76.00
litigation strategy on motions in limine and narrowing the
scope ofthc case.

81512010 PRe Meeting regarding deposition preparation and IDJtion in LOO 95.00 152.00
lirinc and IDJtion to strike preparation fortrial; review
Order by Judge Wi1per, prepare email correspondence to
clients regarding same;

81&2010 PRe .. 0.20 95.00 19.00

81&2010 FKK E1canDJed analysis ofwitness infonnation. 0.20 200.00 40.00

81&'2010 TOW Continue preparation for Meridian's witness depositions, 6.00 275.00 1,650.00
including Knothc, Lee and Baird; work on revised
schedule ofestimated costs and fees forrcmainderof
case

81912010 EKK Eitamincd case infonnation; meeting on casco 0.70 200.00 140.00

819/2010 PRe Finafuc and process ZOA Subpoena for Document 210 95.00 199.50
Production; prepare Affidavit for ZOA signature and
letter ofinstroction; prepare draft Subpoena for
Materials Testing & Inspection, Inc.; prepare required
seven day notice ofsubpoena issuance to Trout;
reseaICh documents for upcoming deposifun
preparation.

81912010 TOW Continue preparation for depositions of Meridian's 7.30 275.00 2,007.50
witnesses, including Knothe, Bai'd and Amento; review
and revise Eric Jensen's duces tecum list ofdocuments;
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EXK 

PRC 

TGW 

6I2iYi011 9".59:41 AM 

OleM 

..... In< 

Dacripi_ 
counsel and decision m another cue involving 
opposi'la: coullul with smlar issues; eQD1ined the 
payments made to Troufs firm. 

Review discovery flies; revaewOy of Meridian rlDancc 
Department website hlonnation br at)' ~ditwc 
reports and COlq)iIe report regarding payments to 
opposw.g counsel for litigation; 

Conli'lue prepaD.tion rotTed Bai'd deposilion 

Meeting ~ triai teamOD case. 

Conbmce wah T. Wabrand F. K.aJ regarding 
litigaOOn strategy on motions m. iDle and narrowing the 
scope oCthe cue. 

Mecti'lg regarding deposition preparation and rrotion i'I 
larine and moon to strike preparation fortrial; review 
Orrlcrby Judge WiJper; prepare email com:spondence to 
cUents regarding sam::; jiUp.. h_lI · iIIlUI1D -..--------............ -.~ .", .• J.]I ••.••. , 

Exunmd analysis of witness information. 

ContIme preparation for Meridian's wilncss dcposwos, 
including Knotbc, Loe and Baird; WOrkOD revised 
schedule o(cstirmted costs and fees ureruU1dcrof 
.,." 

E:icanWled case ... formation; meeti'l, on case. 

rUl~ and process Z~ Subpoena fo r Drocumcnt 
Production; prepare Affidavit furZG*o. SW1aturc and 
Ic:tter ofnstruction ; p~ draft Subpoena fur 
Materials Testina: & Inspection, Inc.; prepue rt:quired 
sever! day notice oflubpoena issuance to Trout; 
resem:h documents furupcomg deposili:m 
preparation. 

Continue preparation furdcpodions of Meridian's 
witnesses, incklding Knothe, Sakd and Amento; review 
and revise Eric Jensen's duces tecum list of documents; 

' . . 

Price Value 

2.>0 "'.00 DUO 

0.>0 190.00 "'.00 

6.40 275.00 1,76Q.oo 

0.>0 moo 100.00 

0. .. 190.00 76.00 

1.60 "'.00 l"-'Xl 

02) "'.00 19.00 

02) moo 40.00 

6.00 775.00 1,650.00 

0.7Il moo 140.00 

2.10 "'.00 199.>0 

7:30 27~.OO ~OO7.>O 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oie.t MaUer Descripdoa

1ffTl1.008 Petra, Inc. Cily ofMeridian

Date Prof' Descripdoa lJDits Price Value

review Hooper ComeD engagement letter and forward to
Dennis Rcinstem and Kdh Pnkerton; telephone
confurence with leny Frank; ex:hange several emails
with Tom Coughm regarding discovery matters and
subpoenas; ~lionc !:OiUercoce With Kim KiiiJiCj;

~mg stitus' telephone conference with Keith
Pinkerton regarding study regarding lost business
opportunities

811012010 TGN .7.1D 275.00 1,980.00

c c

811012010 EKK Review case mfonnation. 0.30 200.00 60.00

811012010 MEW Review Coughm colmlCnts for Knothe deposition and 0.70 190.00 133.00
Knothe affidavit; conference with T. Walkerand E. KJein.

811012010 PRe Review deposition outline ofLaura Knothe; prepare and 4.90 95.00 465.50
mark deposition exhibits; prepare Notice ofAudio Video
Deposition Duces Tecum ofEtic Jensen; review
memorandumfiomattorney regarding document
production subpoenas; research entity infonnation fiom
Secretary ofState website; research, review and co~iJe

and mark elChibits for deposition ofTed Baird; work on
Petra Incorporated's Disclosureof~ Witnesses;
telephone ca1I to Richard Bauer regarding same; prepare
Subpoenas for Document Production on Heel)'
International. Inc., 8kMountain EngIteering, Inc.,
Stapley Engineemg, P.A., Fngineering, Inc., Fidam and
Associates, Ltd. And AAtronics Incorporated

8111/lO10 TGW Continue preparation for Meridian witness deposition; 10.00 275.00 2,750.00
take deposition ofl.aura Knothe, one ofMeridian's
eJq)Crts; contmue to work on report offees and costs
estimate for insurer; edan cmaiIS Wjh Kim KiiIiii'
~ardmgotferofju~t; confi:rence with Tom
Coughlin regardmg Baird and Amento depositions;
review Petra's Disclosure offJlpert Witnesses

8/11/lOIO FKK Review case infonnation and infonnation on experts. 0.60 200.00 120.00

8Ill/1010 PRe rmali2J: Subpoenas for Document Production and 1.90 95.00 180.50
service on opposmg counsel;p~ tetter tOKiiit

anm sitio iJembaso
Kcith-Watts-=:;:tinali2J: Petra Incorporated's D5closure of
FJcpert Witnesses; prepare email to experts and clients
requesting review prior to filing and service.

8/1212010 TGW Review notes fiorn Bennett and Coughlin regarding Baird 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
deposition; continue preparation for and take deposition
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,0) Oint MIder Dreurtptl_ 

20771-00II ..... .,," cay of Meridian 

p"" Desc:ri~_ U.its Price Value 

~iew Hooper Cornell engageftJlt letter and furward to 
Dennis Rtinstem and Keih PIlkerton; telephone 
eonfi::renee with Jeny Frank; ex:hange scveral cnWs 
with TomCoughm regardilg discovery mllters and 
subpoenas; ~oc~COIlfC:R:Dcc-. Kwt~ 

~ ".·s;:teiephone conference with Keith 
Pinkerton regarding study regaroing 1051 business 
opportunitic:s 

81100010 row ContinlJC preparation for Mlriiian witness depositions; . 7.2D 275.00 1.980.00 
Iai~J l.fP.tiCiM~ __ ciii& widt~JS: ___ 
gard----ill stDS find est:iInIled COSts IDd aentuou-p 
the 1IItic:~ i'tiPriii<kfCiftbC Cii@ 

811CY2010 EKK Revicwcasc i1furmation. OJO 20000 60.00 

&lIMOIO MEW RevicwCoucnm coomc:nts for Knothe deposition and Q7Il 190.00 133.00 
Knothe af'6dav1:; confem\ce with T. Walcuand E. Klein. 

81 100010 PRC Rtviewdeposilion outmc ofWn. Knothe; prepare and 4.90 95.00 46>.50 
maricdeposilion eJd\ibits; prepare Notice of Audio Vdco 
Depos ition Duces Tecumof&ic Jensen; review 
memorandum from attorney rqardina docunmt 
production subpoenas; research entity infurmati:ln &om 
Secretai)' of State ~ir:e; research, review and colq)iIc 
and milk oIlibits ilrdcposition of Ted Baird; wo~ on 
Petra lIIcorporatcd's Disclosurtl of~ Witnesses; 
telephone cal to Richard Bauer regarding same; prepare 
Subpoenas bDocumr::nt Production 00 Hcay 
International, Inc: .. En::MountUi EngWleering, lnc., 
Stapley Engneemg, P.A .. Engr.ccriDg,Inc., 6dam and 
Associates, Ud. And AAtrnnic3 lncorporated 

811112010 row Continue preparation for Meridian. v.itness deposition; 10.00 275.00 2,750.00 
take deposition of laura Knodle,one of Meridian's 
elq)Clts; contnue to won: on tepOrt ofkes and costs 
estimate fur insum; ~&! ... , WIb~ 
teP-JJljI"'Jl~<lfju~; conference wah Tom 
Cou&hlin n:gardiag Baird and Amento depositions; 
review Petra's Disclosure of~ WMesses 

811112010 EKK ReYiewcase "'furmation and r.funnation on~. 0.60 :moo 1"'.00 

B/llf20IO PRe rlnaD: Subpoenas for Document Production and 1.90 95.00 1"'-'" 
service on OPPOI ... g counsel; ~_~to~ 
JCi'aajj(~m&-~itic'-n tf.~asCiiP.!; ifiiI a,ibb-:M 
KadIi W~mab: Petra lnoorpol'8led's Disclosure of 
~ Witnesses; prepare email to ~ and clients 
~Uestflg review prior-to fif .. g and sen-ice. 

811112010 row Review notes from Bennett and Coughlin regarding Baird 275.00 2,365.00 
depositi3n; cont ilue preparation tiJ r and tab:: deposition 

6hOIl()1I ~.59:4 1 AM " Page: 77 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MaUerID Oieat MMter DesCriptiOD

20711-008 Petra, Inc. cay ofMeridian

Date Prof DeSCriptiOD Units Price Value

ofTed Baird, Deputy City Attorney, conferences with
Tom Coughlin regarding same

811212010 PRe Deposition emibit preparation; 0.90 95.00 85.50
prepare email to Richard Bauer regarding Petra's F.1cpert
Witness Disclosure;

s

8113/2010 EKK Conespondence on case and review ofinfonnation 0.70 200.00 140.00
needed for discovery; discuss infurmation on exclusion
ofinformation ilr hearing.

811312010 MEW Research elClusion ofevidence outside scope of 3.30 190.00 6Z1.oo
documents provided.

811312010 PRC Review conespondence·fromclient; prepare draft of 0.40 95.00 38.00
Eighth Requests for Production ofDocuments to City of
Meridian; pJepare Notice ofService ofDiscovery.

811312010 TGW 4.20 275.00 1,155.00

811412010 TGW Review drcs UDalq~DS fro 3.00 275.00 825.00
Knmiei in of&of~~ and
cons~uences' continue workon preparation fur
depositions ofSteve Amento and Todd Wekner;
conduct preliminary reviewofootes from Bennett and
Coughlin regarding same

811612010 TGW Continue preparation for depositions ofAmento and 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
Weltner; conference with Erika, Mackenzie and Pam
regarding interviews ofcontraetorand vendor
witnesses; work on scheduling for preparation session
forevidentiary hearing set for August 30, 2010; workon
timeline with erq>hasis on trying to identify Petra's ema
work following Novetroer 1JX1T

811612010 EKK Trial team meeting on case; review information on 1.70 200.00 340.00
research on fee recovery; review conespondence
relating to contract negotiations in preparation for
waness interviews and depositions.

811612010 MEW Research viability ofmaldng a Rule 68 ofter ofjudgment; 280 190.00 53200
continue research regarding opposition to additional
evidence at hearing; draft briefand motion.

811612010 PRC Review discovery documents and COII1'ile documents fur 260 95.00 247.00
deposition emilits and interviews ofprne contractors;
meeting with attorney regardilg evidentiary hearing
preparation and service ofadditional discovery;

iiCtiOiio
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...... dO (ljeat Mltter Descrlpd_ 

20771 .... Petm, Inc. C"ty of Meridian 

P,-d Dacri~ tn. Priu V"" 
ofTed Bairrl. Deputy C"ty Anomer, conferences with 
Tom Coughlin regardi1g same 

811212010 PRC Deposition eJdJiJiI. prqlaration; en Q90 91.00 ,,-'" 
prepare errail to Richard Bauer regardi1g Petra's f.,),pert 
Witness Discbsure; "-8fll'2OlO EKK Q:l~pondence on ease and rev;ew ofinfonnation Q70 moo 140.00 
needed for discovery; discuss inlOnnation on eJChlsion 
of information ilr beamg. 

811312010 MEW Raeard!. ClIlwion ofevidenee outside scope of 1.30 190.00 627"00 
documents provaded. 

8/1112010 PRC Review correspondenoe"fromC:ient; p~1IM draft of 0.<0 91.00 ,.00 
Eighth Requests for Production of Documents to City of 
Meridian; ptepare Notice ofScrvtce ofDiscovcry. 

811312010 row 410 77S.oo I,US.oo 

8/1412010 row ~iew-.t8iS:·~ ~~lOOgucstioDS_I:'9-m Kwt 1.00 27S.00 "'.00 
KiiIiIiiI'~ oJi=:ro f,ilcggl ~iiia 8t 
~~;.continue work on pJC1)aration fur 
depositions of Steve Amento and Todd Weber; 
conduct pre&oin4ly revicwofnotcs fromBcnnctt and 
Coughm regarding sarno 

811612010 row Continue preparation for deposiCions of Amento and <70 !lS.oo 2,3'12.SO 
Weltner; conference \Wh &i::a. Mack;cnric and Pam 
regarding interviews of contractor and vendor 
witnesses; wort on schedumg forprepJl8tion session 
forcvidentiuy hearing set for Aupst 30, 2010; workon 
lmeline with ~is on trying to identifY Petra's el4ta 
work fo[lowilg NovenDer 11.X11 

1V[&'2010 EKK Trial team mcc:tin& on case; review information on L70 21)100 34Q00 
researcb on fee recovery; review correspondence 
R:Jating to contract negotiations .. preparation for 
wCncss interviews and depositions. 

1V16n010 MEW Research viabilily of making a Ru'c 68 oflerofjudgment; , .. 190.00 "'00 
continue research ~m, opposition to additional 
evidence at bearing; draft brief and motion. 

1V16I2010 PRC Reviewdaoovcy docunrnts and ~iJcdocumcnts fOr 260 91.00 247.00 
deposition emnt.s and mtm'icws ofprrnecontracton; 
mcetng wKb attorney regard.,g evidentiary" hearing 
preparation and service of additional discovery; ~ 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatRrIJ)

20771-00&

Prot

Oleat

Petra, Inc.

MlUer DescriiDOIl

City ofMeridian

U.Us Price Value

811712010

811712010

TGW

PRe

; prepare
Petra Incorporated's Ninth Requests fOr Production of
Documents fiom review ofTed Baird's deposition
testiloony; prepare and markexhibits for Steve Amento's
deposition.

Continue preparation for depositions ofAmento and
Weltner; transmit response to Kurt Kramer's inquiry
regarding Rule 68 offerofjudgment; respond again to
Kramer's further inquby; take Amento's deposition

Review, edit and finali2Jc direct C'I3UlofJack l.A:mIcy for
EvidentiaJy Hcamg; prepare letter to Jack lemIey and
Rich Bauer regarding same; review and finaIi2e
Deposition Outline for Todd Wekner; COl11>iIe. organize
and marlcexhbits forWeltnerdeposition; ~gjlJ

9.20

4.10

275.00

95.00

2,S30.00

389.50

811712010 MEW Continue working on memorandumregarding objection 7.70 190.00 1,463.00
to scope ofevidence; review all ofMeooian's pleadings
in support ofmoti:m to am::od and respondmg to
sunmary judgment m oroerto determine what evidence
they lIDy try to introduce and what is outside the scope
ofcourt's order; attend portion ofAmento's deposition ito review documents he produced pursuant to the Inotice; review opposing counsers motion to dismiss; I

I
conference with T. Walker; research ITCA and cases; Idraft opposition briefto motion.

!
811812010 TGW Continue preparation fordcposition ofTodd Weltner; 8.70 275.00 2,392.50

i

I
elCl:hange emails with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin I
regarding case iuues raised during dcposaions; take l.

I
deposition ofTodd Weltner; several conferences with
Tom Coughlin, Erika Klein, Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam
CaIson regarding pending lIDtters; conduct additional
research regarding the Idaho Tort Claims Act and its
possible application to Petra's claims against the aty;
review cases regarding same

811812010 EKK Preparation for interview ofFat Kershisnik; preparation 3.70 200.00 740.00
for deposition ofFrank Lee; interview ofPat Kershisnilc.

811812010 PRe ~ emaiI~~nde insurance COIq)~ 2.30 95.00 218.50
regarding Momn to'DiSlIII5S and Memorandum filed~
CitJ: ofMeridian; prepare and markobibits to d~osition

ofTodd Weltner; .

612CV2011 9".59:41 AM- ~ t" Page: 79
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Prot 

111712010 TGW 

811712010 PRe 

&117/3)10 MEW 

11 1812010 TGW 

111812010 EKK 

111812010 PRC 

&'2&2011 9-.59:41 AM 

~Denri¢ .. 

City ofMer1dian 

Da(.rl~ 

;pre~ 

Petra lnCOrponled'S Ninth Requests br Production of 
Documents from review ofTed BUd's deposition 
testimony; prepatC and markollibiU for Steve Aamto's 
deposition. 

Continue preparation for depositions of Amento and 
Weltner; trans. ~ponse to Kurt ~s ioquiry 
reglfdi'lg Rule 6Ioffctofj.ldgmcnt; respond again to 
Ktamer's fi.mher inquay; take Amenlo's deposition 

Review.edit and finaIm: direct ClGlttIof Jack LenEy fur 
&identiuy Heariag; prepare letta'to.lad:; l..en*y and 
Rkb Bauerregarding same; JeYiewand tinali:zr: 
Deposition Outline mrTodd Wetocr; c:o~iC, orgaaizc 
and marir:cxhilils I"orWeberdeposition;_ 

.,_', •... c.·.· i.l-

m • 
Continue working on memorandumregaldi\g objection 
to scope of evidence; review aU ofMert!ian'S pleadings 
in support of mown to am:::od and responding to 
surmary judgment It onierto detemine wblllevnencc 
they may II}' 10 intlOduce and wbat is outside the scope 
ofcourfs order, attend portion of A~nto's deposition 
to review documents be produced pursuant to the 
notice; review-opposing counsel's motion to dismiu; 
confereacewKh T. WaI;cr; n:seardJ ITCA andcue3; 
draft opposition brief to motion. 

Continue preparation fordeposi.ion orTodd Wetner; 
elChange CIlIlib wi.h <bIe Bennett and Torn Cough lin 
regarding case issues raised during dcpodions; take 
deposaion of Todd Wellner; sevetai conferences wah 
TomCou.ghlira, Erh KJein, Mac:k:enzje Whalcott and Pam 
Carson regardirag pend~g matters; conduct additional 
research regarding the Idaho Tort Oairr's Act and its 
possible application 10 PeInI's claims againsl the my; 
review cases regarding same 

Preparation fo r interview of Pat Ktrshisnii; preparation 
fordeposaion offrank Lee; iratm-iew ofPat Kershisnit. 

~emlil.co __ ~to muniilCe~Y 

~ MoIioIri !R...Q!s!"i;ts aaa M~JJP.j:I..!i!V ~~y 
QIy: 01M~u; prepare and nDri::dlibils to deposition 
ofTodd Weltner; - - - - ' 

Uolb Price v .... 

'.lD 275.00 2.'30.00 

4.10 95.00 389.50 

7.10 190.00 1,463.00 

L10 275.00 2,39l.5O 

I 

3.10 :moo 740.00 

230 95.00 21..,. 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Date Prof

Oieat

Pctra.lnc.

DesCripiOll

Matter DesCripiOll

City ofMcridian

Thits Price Value

811812010

811912010

811912010

MEW

TGN

PRC

Continue working on briefin opposition to opposing
counsers IOOtion to dismiss; attend Welter deposition to
review documents; research cases on when clUn arises;
research otherjurisdictions; conferences with T. Walker.

Continue preparation for possible evidentiary bearing;
ex:IWi e emws Willi IGiit K.niiiiCr ingl'ccs--.na
cosl3l issuesJ'aised b"y:the WlderWritet; conference with
&ika Klein, Mackenzie Wbatcott and Pam Carson
regarding IOOtions, including Petra's Rule 7(b)(3)(A) and
motions to eJCClude evidence by Meridian's eJCPerts and
its damages

o

•

72JJ

8.60

3.10

190.00

275.00

95.00

1,368.00

2,365.00

294.50

lIIIIS.au 0

811912010 MEW Conference with T. Walker regarding Fourth Amended 7.60 190.00 1,444.00
Notice ofHearing; draft objection and motion to vacate
evidentiary hearing; draft memorandum in support and
Affidavit ofThomas G Walkcr; draft IOOtion to convert
evidentiary hearing to be heard only on bric& and
aflkJavits; draft memorandum in support; continue
working on bricfin opposition to motion to dism6s and
researching various points of8Jgument.

811912010 FKK Reviewp1cadings in case and preparation for deposition 0.40 200.00 80.00
ofFranldin Lee.

812012010 FKK CoJq>lete preparation for Deposition ofFranldin Lee; 4.30 200.00 860.00
deposition ofMc. Lee; review pleadings and
com:spondence on case.

812012010 PRC Prepare foc Franklin Lee's deposition; compile and marlc 1.10 95.00 104.50
emibits for same.

811D12010 MEW Continue working on briefand research in opposition to 280 190.00 53200
opposing counsers motion to dismiss; continue working
on bricfregarding scope ofevidence presented at
hearing; status to T. Waleer.

812012010 PRC 0.40 95.00 38.00
I

r-· 1
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

Prot 

811&'2010 MEW 

&'19t'20JO TGW 

8119r'20IO PRC 

8I19f20IO MEW 

&1191"2010 EKK 

8I2IY21IIO EKK 

8I2IY21IIO PRC 

8I2IY21I1O MEW 

PRC 

6ijri()119-.s9:41 AM 

a ..... 
Petra, lne. 

DesCriptiOll 

MlUer DesCripiiOll 

CCy ofMcriiian 

Continue wort:ing on bricfi'l opposition to opposmg 
COURSerS rmtion to dis_,; attend Weitcrdeposilion to 
review documenu; research cases on when e1Unariscs; 
n:scarch other jurisdictions; conferences wKh T. Wa..Ikzr. 

Continue prepatalion forpossiblc evidentiary beamg; 
_,,,_~--""'_~,,,~Iii@ 

coslIJyua rUed!lY. the UDderwriIa; conference INCh 
Erika Klein, Mackenzie Whatcott and Pam CaIson 
regarding IrCtions. including Petra's Rule 7(bX1XA) and 
motions to ex:Ude evidence by Meridian's ClpCI'tS and 
its damages 

Conference wilh T. Walterregatdiog Fourth Amended 
Noti;:c of Hearing; draft objc<;tion and motion to vacate 
evidentWy hearing; draft memorandum in support and 
Affidavit ofThomas a Walker, draft ODtion to convert 
evidential}' hearing to be hcan1 only on brie.& and 
aftkIavb; draft RElIIJran<lum in support; continue 
working on bricf in opposition to motion to dis., and 
researching variouJ points of argum=nt. 

Review pleadings in case and preparation for deposition 
ofFrankfin l.cc. 

CoITpk:te preparation tOr Deposition ofFl'2n1dD Let; 
deposition afMr. Lee; review pieadin&S and 
correspondence on case. 

Prepare for Franklin Lee's deposition; COfT1)iIe and mark 
otaibits forsamc. 

Continue worDIg on bliefand research in opposition to 
opposin& counsel's motion to dismiss; continue wo.tcing 
OD briefregatdmg scope of evidence presented at 
hearing; status toT. Waicer. 

'. ~ - l'. . t • , l ' l' 

Prlu v .... 

7:JJ) 190.00 1,360-00 

.. " 27S.00 2,36>.00 

1 10 ".00 294.lO 

7.'" 190.00 1,444.00 

.40 200.00 "'00 

4.30 200..00 1160.00 

1.10 ".00 I .. ,. 

>80 190.00 '32.00 

.40 ".00 JaOO 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD

11m1-<lO8

Prof

Qie t

Petra, Inc.

Descriptioa

Maaer Descriptio.

City ofMeridian

UIlits Price Value

8I2G'2010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiaJy hearing on 72D 275.00 1,980.00
Meridian's IOOtion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; review memorandum in opposition to
Meridian's IOOtion to dismiss undcrtbe Idaho Tort
Oaims Act; commence revisions ofsame;

812312010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentiary hearing on 9.lll Z75.oo 2,695.00
Meridian's IOOtion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; prepare for and conduct document review at
LeA's offices; revise melllOrandumon opposition to
Meridian's IOOtion to dismiss undcrtbe Idaho Tort
Claims Act; conference with Matthew Schelstrate
regarding research and wding assignment forthe
preparation ofmotions in limne to eJCClude testimony and
document by Meridian's ~rts; telephone; conference
with Jeny Fnmk regarding evidentiary preparation and
hearing on Jmtim to vacate; telephone conference with
Rich Bauer regarding evidentiary hearing; conduct
document review at LCA

8I23f1IJI0 EKK Deposition infonmtion review; elCanlination of 210 200.00 420.00
documents at offices ofLCA..

8I23f1IJI0 MBS Review file; begin drafting rootion to eJCClude damages 7.00 llnoo 1,260.00

8I23f1IJI0 MEW Wodc on briefregarding scope; conference with T. 1.90 190.00 361.00
Walker and S. Welsh regarding all pending IOOtions.

&12312010 PRC Prepare for cvidcntialy hearing; review direct and cross 3.30 95.00 313.50
elCaJllinations; co~i1e and Jmdcadditional exhibits for
direct auninations;

812412010 TGW Continue preparation for evidentialy hearing on 8.70 275.00 2,392.S0
Meridian's IOOtion for leave to amend to add punitive
damages; prepare letter to Rob Anderson requesting
copies ofcertain documents in LCA files; telephone
conference with Jerry Frank; eJCChange numerous emails
with Petra personnel regarding depositions ofAmento
and Baird

812412010 EKK Provided infonmtion to request fromLCA pcrdocument O.lll 200.00 160.00
n:view; elCanlined affidavits for infonmtion needed for
interviews ofsubcontractors in case; n:view case
information; eJl3nlined relevant deposition testiJDJny.

812412010 MEW Continue working on briefregarding scope. 2.SO 190.00 475.00

812412010 PRC Review deposition testiJmny ofSteve Amento; research 2.10 95.00 199.50
Court repos itory in Blaine County for case where

612012011 9".59:41 AM
::w ~ .
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

8/2IY2()1. row 

8I2l'201. row 

8I2l'201. EKK 

8I2l'201O MBS 

8I2l'201. MEW 

8I2l'201. PRe 

I1124I2II1. row 

I1124I2II1. EKK 

I1124I2II1. MEW 

812412010 PRe 

&'20001 19"39:41 AM 

a .... 
Petr&, Inc. 

Mltter Descri~oa 

Cky of Meridian 

Continue preparatnn for evidcntiary beamg on 
Meridian's rootion for leave to amend to add punitive 
danages; review memor30dumin opposition to 
Meridian's mtlon 10 dismiss undcrtbc Idaho Tort 
aaims Act; c:onmc:ncc revisions of same; 

Continue preparation for evidentiary beamg on 
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
d&ltlqcs; prepare br and conduct document review at 
LeA's offices; revise ~raodWDon opposition to 
Meridian's IIDtion 10 dismiss under the Idaho Tort 
Claims Act; conference with Matthew &hcbtratc 
regarding research and writing assignment b"the 
preparation ofmotbns in limine to cx:lude tcslnony and 
documctlt by Meridian's apcm; telephone; c:onfCrence 
wUh Jcny Frank regardi'lg eviderJtiaty preparatcn and 
hearing on nl)teR to vacate; telephone c:on~ce wah 
Rich Beucncgarding cvidcatiaty bearing; conduct 
document review at LCA 

DepoSitOD information review; ~nof 
documents at offices ofLCA.. 

Review file; begin drafting Imtion to eJCklde damages 

Work on brief regarding scope; conbenoe with T. 
Walketand S. Welsh regudng all pending motioos. 

Prepan: !'or evidentiary bearing; review dRct and cross 
c,;uniaations; co~iIe and mwkadditional ooibits for 
drca oaminations; 

Continue preparation fur evKlentiaty hearing on 
Meridian's motion for leave to amend to add punitive 
damages; p~ lettcrto Rob Anderson requesting 
copies ofeertain documents in LCA files; telephone 
confermcc wih Jeny Frank; e.:hangc nulJlCrous cma.ils 
with Petra personnel regarding depositions of Amento 
and Baird 

Prov1ded infOnnation 10 ~ueslliom LCA pcrdocumcrlt 
review, eJCIlIlincd affidavn for mfoMlltion needed for 
K!.lerviews of subcontractors in case; review case 
mrormation; e4mirled relevant deposition testimony. 

Continue working on briefrq.arding scope. 

Review deposition testiroony ofSlevc Amenlo; research 
Court I'CpOS itory in Blaitc County fOf case where 

-1:." 

..... Price 

11ll 21S.00 1,980.00 

9.81 27'00 2,"".00 

2.10 moo 4211.00 

1.00 1111.00 1,2<0.00 

1.90 190.00 361.00 

33) 95.00 31350 

L10 27'00 2,392.S0 

QIII moo 160.00 

2.5Il 19000 475.00 

2.10 95.00 199-'0 

Page: 81 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oient Mltter Description

'1fJ771~ Petra, Inc. CCy ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Value

Amento is acting as elCpCrt witness; coJq>iIe infonnation
for attorney; research financial expenditure reports on
City ofMeridian website for updating spreadsheet
regarding legal~ditures;

.

8124/2010 MBS Research and draft motion to ex:lude damage claims. 4.00 180.00 720.00

8125/2010 TOW Prepare for and conduct evidentiary hearing preparation 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
session with Jack Lemley and Rich Bauer, review and
revise briefin support ofmotion in liuine to ell1:lude
documents and testimony regaJding Meridian's claincd
'damages; review and revise briefin support ofmotion ...
lInine to ex:lude documents and testimony by
Meridian's operts; review and revise briefin opposition
to Meridian's motion to dismiss Petra's claims under the
Idaho Tort CIa.im> Act; continue review oftranscript of
Baird's deposition; review Coughlin's <llcck Mate list on
Watts May 24, 2010 affidavit

8125/2010 PRC Prepare Motion in Limine to Exclude Testimony and 240 95.00 228.00
Documents ofMeridian's EJcpc:rts; prepare Motion in
Umine to Fx:1ude Testimony and Documents regarding
Meridian's Claimed Damages; prepare Notices of
Hearing; prepare and fina1i2J: rltSt and Second Affidavits
in support ofmotions;

; prepare letter to clients;
0 Knimcr . g SWWi DffiliD~

812512010 FKK Review case information; discussion ofinformation for 1.10 200.00 220.00
deposition ofEtic Jensen; review additional filings by
DppOSing counsel

8125/2010 MEW Supplement memorandum in support ofmotion in limine 290 190.00 551.00
regarding eJq>erts; research case laW; status to T.
Walkcr; conference with T. Wahr regarding evidentiary
hearing; review deposition tranSCr1lt testimony.

8125/2010 MBS Review and update motion to ell1:lude damage claim; edit 5.00 180.00 900.00
motion to ex:lude e"Pert witnesses; revise and dmft
additions to response to motion to dismiss

8126'2010 TOW Review Meridian's response to Petra's motion to vacate 10.70 275.00 2,942.50
the evidentiary hearing and subnitthe issue ofpunitive
damages to the Court on affidavits and oral argument;
prepare for oral aIgUment; review previous filings
regarding the City's IOOtion for leave to amend to
determine sufficiency ofPeba's response; continue
review ofdeposition transcripts; workon motions to
strike witness affidavit submitted by Meridian;
conference with trial team reganiing same; work on
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... ., .. ID 

20771-008 

812512010 

812512010 

812512010 

812512010 

&'1&'21)1. 

MBS 

row 

PRC 

EKK 

MEW 

MIlS 

TGW 

61'1&201 19:59:41 AM 

OieDt 

Petra, Inc. 

Mltttr Descriptioa 

Qy ofMcriclian 

DesC:riptioa 
Amenta is acU\g as elq)el1 wanC5S; COqlile infornaion 
forattomey; research &lancial elq)mditure reports on 
City of Meridian website b-updalin& spreadsheet 
regarding legal openditurcs; ...-. 

Research and draft motion to a:Jude damage claims. 

Prepare for and conduct evKlcntiuy bearing preparation 
session with Jack Lemley and Rich Bauer; review and 
revise brieht support of motion in -.me to c:elude 
documents and testimony qantina Meridian's cIa.ined 
damlges; review and revise briefin support of motion i1 
mme to ex:h1de documents and tcstilmny by 
Meridian's opcrts; review and revise bOOin opposition 
to Meridian's motion to dismiss Petra's ciams under the 
Idaho Tort Cairns Act; continue reviewofbansa1Jt of 
Sei'd's deposili::ln; R:viewCoupm's (hccll; Mate list on 
Watts May lA, 2010 affidavit 

Prepare Motion in Umine to Ex:1uck Tt$tim)ny and 
Documents of Meridian's &pcu; prepare Motion ... 
L..imne to Cdude Testimony and Documents regarding 
Meridian's Claimed Damages; prepare Notices of 
Hcarin,; Pfq)ate and ~ rnt and Second Affidavits 
in support oflllOtions; 

~~~:~; prepare letter 10 clients; p~ 
t9 Kurt KDmIir~ stmiIi oflia"p.. 

Rcviewcase inmmlltion; discusston ofinillnmion for 
deposition MErle Jensen; revicwaddi.ional limgs by 
opposing counsel 

Supplement merml'3lldum i1 support of motion in limine 
~anling opens; research caseb",o; status to T. 
Walker; conference with T. WaUcer R:lardilg evidentiary 
hearing; review deposition transet1rt testimony. 

Review and update motion to e)Cbde damage claim; edit 
molion to vcklde elq)ert wtnesses; revise and draft 
addirklns to response to motion to dismiss 

Review Meridian's response to Petn.'s unOOn to vacate 
the evidentiary heamg and subrm the issue of punitive 
damages to the Court on affidavits and oral818ument; 
prq>arc: furoral argument; review previous filings 
regarding the aty's JrIltion b leave to amend to 
detennine sufficiency of Petra's response; continue 
revicwofdepositiclD tranSCJ1!ts; workon motions to 
strike witness affidavit. submitted by Meridian; 
conli:rencc with trial team R:gardilg same; work on 

:--

u,;. 

4.00 

•. OJ 

140 

1.10 

190 

5.00 

10.70 

Pri" 

180.00 

275.00 

95.00 

200.00 

190.00 

'80.00 

Z7S.oo 

Vol .. 

228.00 

220.00 

551.00 

900.00 

2.94150 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID aIeat Matter Descripti_

1JJT71-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Pro( Description u.iCs Price Value

response to Meridian's rmtion to disniss (Idaho Trot
0aiJm Act); attend and argue at hearing on Petra's
rmtion to vacate the evidentiaJy hearing

8I1fJI'lJJ10 FKK Ellamined case information; provided input regarding oral 1.30 200.00 260.00
argument for today; elllUIlined infurmation regarding
Weltner in case; \Wrlc on deposition preparation for Fric
Jensen; update on hearing in casc.

8I1fJI20l0 MEW Review and status to T. Walkcrregarding oral argument 3.60 190.00 684.00
on rmtions

8I26I'lJJ10 PRe R::'-,:...••• 411_. __..:-_ ... .:..... _____:.-6.- -_._--- -----'!-- 2;0 ;S.w ZiS.5V......... ~, ~"1U1! "au Q.;)~U".r""""04"'11";.1 U;;54UUU,1JS,

pending rmtions and responses requRd;

OIl

; rescan:b discovery
documents and COlJl)ile addiional elChibits fOr
evidentiary hearing.

8I26I'lJJI0 MBS Draft additions to oppodion to City's Motion to Dismiss 4.50 180.00 810.00

8I1fJI2010 MBS 4.00 180.00 720.00

8I1:1I'lJJI0 TGW rmish reviewing volume n transcript ofKeith Watts' 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
deposition; review Franklin Lee's deposition and duces
tccum production; ell:hange numerous ermils with
Coughlin regarding pending matters; review Alpha
Masomy documents provided by Cougblin and furward
same to Rich Bauer perRich's request; several
conrerenccs with trial team regarding research and
drafting assignments

811:112010 FKK Review correspondence in case; worlcon deposition 3.40 200.00 680.00
preparation and review ofre1atcd documents as part of
same.

8127/2010 MEW Conference wah T. Wallrer regarding all pendilg 1.10 190.00 209.00
motions, responses, and necessary affidavits; draft reply
briefin support ofour motion for sunmary judgment;
review cases regarding standard on punitive damages
and Rule 15; conference with M. Schelstrate.

811:1/2010 PRe Meeting with attorney; COIIlllenCC preparation of 3.80 95.00 361.00
affidavits in opposition to (reply) to Meridian's Motion
for Leave to File Fi'St Amended Corq>laint and add Claim
for Pun.ive Damages; review AlA General Conditions
Contract regarding notice requrcments;

co

0
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M,." ., 
20771-008 

00" 

8IW2010 

8IW2010 

8/26'2010 

8/26'2010 

8/26'2010 

812712010 

812712010 

&'2712010 

812712010 

MEW 

PRC 

MBS 

Mll'i 

TOW 

EKK 

MEW 

PRe 

01_ ......... 
Descriplioa 

response to Meridian', IIOtioo to disnss (Idaho Trot 
Oaims Act); attend and argue at hearing on Petra's 
III)tion to v.w;atc the evidcntiaty heariDg 

&amined case iniJrmation; provided input regilding oral 
argument for today; exanined irlfurmation regan:1S!g 
Wehner in case; YAlrit on dcpos~ion preparation for Fric 
Jensen; update on heamg in case. 

Review-and status to T. Wamrcgarding oralatguft'nt 
on rmtions 

'-'-'------'-' . ~~~. '- . ~' .. , ' . 
; rescan:h discovery 

docun=:nts and corrpie addiCionaJ cmibils br 
evidentiary heam •. 

Dra1I: additiou to oppod-ion to cay's Motion 10 Dismiss 

F"tnish n!vatwing voklme n tnvIS~t ofKeCh Watts' 
deposition; review Franklin I..cc's deposition and duces 
tecum pJOductaon; CJChaagc numerous emliJs with 
Coughlil regarding pending mauers; review Alpha 
Masonry docum::nts provided by Couahlin and forwatd 
same 10 Rich Bauer per Rich's request; sevcnl 
conferences with trial team regarding research and 
dtaftina: assianmcnts 

Reviewcorrespondence n cue; wolkon deposition 
p"=panation and revi::wofreBtod documents as part of 

.""'. 
Conference w&h T. Wahrregan:lirag all pcndilg 
motions, responses, and neccssllI)' affidavits; draft reply 
briefin support of OUt IDltion fOtsuomary judgment; 
revicwcases t'eglWing standard on punitive damages 
and Rue 15; conmnce with M. ScheIstra1c. 

Meeting wKh attorney; conme:nce preparation of 
affidavu in oppositkm to (reply) to Meridian'S MOlion 
fOr Leave to File rot Amended ~lU:Jt and add Claim 
fOr Punitive Damages; mview AlA Ge:DeralCooditions 
Contract • 

..... Price 

1.30 200.00 "".00 

3.60 190.00 684.00 

• 

• .so ""00 810.00 

• .00 ""00 m.00 

9.30 VS.OO 2,5S1.SO 

3.40 200.00 680.00 

1.10 190.00 111>.00 

3.8> "'.00 361.00 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oleat Matter Descripdoa

1JJ771-008 Petra. Inc. City ofMeOOian

Prof Descripti_ Thits Price Value

812712010 MBS 7.00 180.00 1,260.00

812812010 MBS 6.00 180.00 1,080.00

813012010 TGW Continue review ofdocum::ots produced by Steve 7.M 275.00 2,145.00
Amento; review draft ofmemorandum in opposition of
Memian's motion dismiss (Idaho Tort C1ains Act) and
suggest further research and changes; telephone
conference with Jeny Frank regarding status of
document review; elChange emaiIs with Petra's
management regarding same

813012010 MBS Revise response to IOOtion to dismi<ls 1.20 IlKl.OO 216.00

813012010 MEW Review metmrandum in support ofopposition to 0.20 190.00 38.00
disniss; status to T. Walker.

813012010 PRe Continue work on Affidavits in Opposition to Motion for 3.10 95.00 294.50
Leave to Amend to Add CIainJ for Punitives; oOlonence
review ofKeith Watts deposition testimony reganiing
documents for production; review Petra's Opposition to
Motion to Dismiss; conm::nce work on affidavits of
Gene Bennett and Thomas WaJker; review
correspondence files and co~ile and mark emibits for
Affidavit ofThomas WaIkcr.

813Q1201O EKK Review correspondence in case, includitg memorandum 240 200.00 480.00
fiom opposing counsel to City attorney; further
preparation offric Jensen deposition questions;
eJC3111ination ofl-leery report.

813012010 MRS 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

813112010 TGW Review three affidavit filed and served on August 30, 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
2010 in support ofMeridian's IOOtion for leave to amend
to add punitive daImges; c:gail OOImIeIlti to~

~ ternatio review
Meridian's latest responses to Petra's discovery
requests; work on tmtions to strike; te.lcphone
conference with Dennis Reilstein and Keith Pinkerton
regarding damages calculations; conference with Petra
personnel and trial team regarding responses to pending
tmtions

8131/2010 EKK Review correspondence in case; e)C3lJlined supplemental 4.90 200.00 980.00
pleadilgs filed by opposing counse~ deposition of&ic
Jensen; case meeting with Petra representatives; follow
up contact with K. Dinius regarding Western Roofing. i

813112010 PRe Continue work on Affidavits it support ofPetra's 5.20 95.00 494.00 I·i

~. - ... I612G'2011 9".59:41 AM )., . ..
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...... 'm alt.! Maner Desc:riptioa 

20771 .... Petra, lnc. Q;y of Meridian 

"'Ie pro( Dac:ri{da """ Prl« v .... 

812712010 MBS 7m 10100 1,260.00 

812812010 MBS 6.00 10100 1,080.00 

&'300010 TOW Continue ~iewordocurn::nts produced by Steve 7'" 27.1.00 2, 14$.00 
AlII:Dto; rev~ draft ofmcrmrandum in opposition of 
Meri1ian's molion dismiss (Idaho Tort Clams Act) and 
sugest further research and changes; telephone 
confimocc with Jeny Frank regan1~g status of 
document review; ex::hange emUs with Petta's 
manaacmC'nt regno, same 

&'300010 MBS Rnisc response to motion to disniss 121) 1111.00 116.00 

&'300010 MEW ~iew mcmraodum in support OfOpPOSDon to 021) 19<100 'UXl 
dismss; status to T. Wehr. 

&'300010 PRe Continue wol1con Affidavu II Opposition to MoliGn for 3.10 95.00 294.50 
I...cavc to Arocod to Add aam lOr Punitives; ODrrmetlCC 

reviewof~itb Watts deposition tcstmony regarding 
documents ibrprodUcl:ion; review Petra's Opposition to 
Motion to Disniss; conmence WOIkon affidavits of 
Gene Bennett and Thoaus Wakr; review 
correspondence files and CO"l'iIe and marlc emiba for 
Affidavit of Thomas Wahr. 

&'300010 EKK Review correspondence 1'1 case, inckldmg memorandum VIO 200.00 .... 00 
&om oppos inS counsel to Cky anomey; further 
preparation offric kasen deposition questions; 
clClJrination ofHeery report. 

&'300010 MBS 9m 10100 1,620.00 

813112010 TOW Review three affidavit filed and served on August JO. 8.30 275.00 2,2&2.lO 
2010 in support of Meridian's motion fur leave to amend 
to add punitive darraaes; CJIIIiI_c;J:JiiIIIIimts]9~ 
'.!Icy: lDlCmJtio~J~" "'!'LIIld triIIJ)jiid; review 
Meridian's latest responses to Petra's discove.y 
requests; work on motions to strb; tdcpbonc 
confi:rmce wth Dennis Reinstein and Keith PiDb::rton 
rqardi'!.g dan'ages eakukuions; conference .... itb Petra. 
peBonncl and trial teamregardin& responses to pendirJg 
rootions 

&131/2010 EKK Review correspondence i'!. case; cxanined supplemental •. W 200.00 ""'.00 
plcadilgs filed by opposing counsel; depos_ion ofF.ric 
Jensen; case mectng with PctIa representatives; £allow 
up contact wCh K. Dinius regarding Western Roofing. 

&'3112010 PRe Continue worton Affi:lavn in support o£Pctra's ,21) 95.00 494.00 
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Transactions. Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID alent Matter Description

2OT11..()()8 Petr3,Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof DescriptiOll lhits Price Value

Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (Idaho Tort Claims
Act); mview and edit Opposition to Meridian's Motion
to Disms; prepare and mark:ClIbibits for deposition of
Fric Jensen; mview Affidavits Neil O. Anderson, David
Zarcma and Supplemental Affidavit ofTheodore W.
Bard; prepare email correspondence to clients regarding
same; prepare for meeting with Trial Team, experts and
Petra regarding hearings and n:sponses and affidavits in
support ofOpposition to Motion for Leave to File First
Amended Coqllaint and Motion for Summary Judgment.

813112010 MEW Review opposing counsel's affidavits; conference with 4.10 190.00 779.00
T. Walker; attend meeting regarding affidavits; work on
Affidavit ofTom Coughm; finali2c briefin opposition to
rmtion to strk; draft reply briefin support ofrmtion for
sWlll1llUY judgment.

813112010 MBS 7.50 180.00 1,350.00

9/112010 TGW 8.60 275.00 2,365.00

prepare
for and intetview LCA architects; work on Rich Bauer's
affidavit

9/112010 FKK Reviewcorrespondence; meetinglintetviewwith LCA 290 200.00 580.00
repn:sentatives.

91112010 MEW 5.10 190.00 969.00

9/112010 PRC 4.60 95.00 437.00

; prepare letter to Richard Bauer
regarding delivery ofproduction documents; prepare
Seventh Requests for Production ofDocwnents;
prepare Notice ofSetvice ofDiscovery; prepare Affidavit
ofThomas Walker; -
0

9/112010 - 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

91712010 TOW 8.00 275.00 2,200.00

. continue to wode: on affidavits in opposition
to Meridian's rmtion fur leave to amend to add punitive
damages; several conferences with trial team regarding
assignments for subJrissions regarding the City's
pending rmtions

6/1IJI2O11 9:59:41 AM Page: 85 -4IJo"".c ....-
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_,ID 
20771_ 

Prot 

813112010 MEW 

&13112010 MBS 

91112010 row 

SVlf.!}IO FKK 

WImIO MEW 

91112010 PRC 

91~IO -
TGW 

61200:011 9".59:41 AM 

OleDt Matter Dncripdoa 

..... Inc. ay of Meridian 

Dampd_ 
Opposition to Motion to Dismiss (Idaho Tort Oairm 
Act); review and edit Opposition 10 Meridian's MolOn 
to Dison; prepare and markollibits for deposition of 
&it Jensen; review Affidavits NeiO. Anderson, David 
Zan:na and Supplemc:otal AlTldavit ofThcodore W. 
BUd; prepare emUleorrespondcncc to clients repn:lioa: 
same; prepare for meetK\g wKh Trial Team. cJiPCll$ and 
Petra ~arding hearings and responses and aftKIaviu in 
support of Opposition to Motion lOr Leave to File rat 
AU1eI1ded Complaint and Moton for Surmai)' Judgment. 

Reviewopposing counsers affidavits; conference with 
T. Wakr; attend m::etina: reprding affidavits; work on 
Affidavit ofTomCOugh .... ; finalize briefin opposition to 
rmlion to stri:e; draft reply briefin support oflll)tion lOr 
sunmuy jJdlmcnt 

prepare 
for and interview LCA architects ; workon Rich Bauer's 
affidavit 

Rl:vicweo~pondence; mccti1gJiltcrview with l.CA 
representatives. 

; prepare ietter to Richard Bauer 
rq;ardina: delivery ofproductioo docummts; prepare 
Eleventh Requests for Production of Documents; 
prepare Notice ofSet\lice of Discovery; prqI~ Affidavit 
ofTbomas Walker; ".'.' •• , •••• ,,~:....I 

; conmue to oork on affidavits in opposition 
10 Meridian's IOOtion ro...ieave to anaKi to add punitive 
da.ma&es; severaJ.contmnces wah trialleam reaantin& 
assignments forsublTissions regarding the Oy's 
pending motions 

..... Prl" V~ .. 

4.10 190.00 179m 

'.>0 180.00 1,350.00 

&.ro 275.00 2,365.00 

290 7JXl.00 lOOm 

5.10 190.00 969m 

4.60 "'.00 437.00 

9.00 180,00 1,620,00 

~oo 275.00 2,11lO.oo 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MattcrID aient Matter DesCri~OIl

1D711-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Descri~OIl UIlits Price Value
91212010 EKK Review case infonnation; prepllJe notes for meeting with 0.90 200.00 18).00

Stewart Jensen; examined draft pleadings; review
correspondence from opposing counsel

9/2/2010 PRe 3.80 95.00 361.00

, review Meridian's Motions for
Sunmary Judgm:nt;~ eft IQj an
clien~arog S8IIIIIll

9/212010 MEW Continue drafting reply briefin support ofmotion for 4.20 190.00 798.00
sUIJIIJl3IY judgment.

91212010 MBS Draft Opposition to punitive damages; draft potential 7.50 unoo 1,350.00
inserts to Gene Bennett affidavit; review City's Motion
for SUlImllY Judgm:nt and PMSJ materials.

9/312010 EKK Interview ofStewart Jensen with 0 and A Doors, 1.90 200.00 380.00
fonrerly ABS; email to client on same; exanmed
summaJY judgment pleadings from opposing counseL

9/312010 MBS Draft m:morandum in opposition to City Motion for 7.50 unoo 1,350.00
leave to amend and add a claim for punitive damages

9nl2OIO MEW Fmal edits and revisions to reply briefin support of 3.70 190.00 703.00
sUI1llllal)' judgment; review opposing counsel motion
and brieffor partial SU11llDlllY judgment; draft opposition
brie1; research applicable case law.

917/2010 EKK PrePllJe for meeting with Buss Mechanical 1.50 200.00 300.00
representatives; interviewat Buss Mechanical

917/2010 MBS Research and begin drafting Petra's Response to City's 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
Motion for Sl1IDII1BI}' Judgment; revise Motion in
opposition to punitive damages

91812010 TOW Continue worle on affidavits in opposition to City's 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
motion for leave to am:nd to add punitive damages;
finaIi2J: brief in opposition to Meridian;s motion to
dismiss; finali2c reply briefin support ofPetra's motion
for sul1llWY judgment; ell:hange several calls with Gene
Bennett and Tom Coughlin; telephone conference with
Keith Pinkerton regarding damages claims

91812010 EKK Meeting with Tri State Bectric Jay G>oden; work on 220 200.00 440.00
docum:nts needed for filings; meeting with MRMiller
representatives;

9/812010 MEW Conference with T. Wallcer; final revisions to reply brief 0.50 190.00 95.00
in support ofsulm1alY judgment motion.

9/812010 TOW Conduct witness interviews oCMike Wisdom, 1.50 275.00 412.50
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"",,"10 

"",,"10 

"",,"10 

WJI2I) 10 

WJI2I)10 

9r'7!20IO 

9r'7t20IO 

9f7I2OIO 

918120 10 

9f1Jl201O 

"""'10 

91IJ12O IO 

...., 
EKK 

PRC 

MEW 

MIlS 

EKK 

MIlS 

MEW 

EKK 

MIlS 

TGW 

EKK 

MEW 

TGW 
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a ieat 

Petra. Inc. 

DacriptioG 

l'tWkr Desc:riptiClll 

City of Meridian 

Review case: iniumation; prcplle notes in meetma: with 
Stewart JenseD; cwrined dr.lft pleadings; review 
correspondence from opposing counsel 

,., 

Continue drafting reply bricfin support ormotWoo fur 
swm'IIIl)' judgmeOL 

Dmft Opposition to punmve damlgcs; draft potential 
inserts to Gene Bennett affidavit; revicwCity's Motion 
(or SuIDl1lU)' Judgn'E:rlt and PMSJ materials. 

lnterview of Stewart Jensen with Dand A Doors, 
fornaly ABS; eD'BIl to client on same; ~ed 
sLllm'IIlY judgment pleadings fiomopposing counsel 

Draft memorandum m opposition 10 City Motion for 
leave to amend and add a claim forpunilivc darmges 

FInal edits and revisions to reply briefin support of 
suITwTIu)' judgment; review opposm, counsd motion 
and bricffor partial sunmuy j,ldgm:ntj draft oppo3Iir:ion 
brie( research applicable case b.w. 

Prepare &mnoc:ting with Buss Mcdlanica1 
representatives; mtcrviewat Buss Mechanical 

Research and begin drafting Petra's Response 10 City's 
Motion fOr Sunmwy Judgment; revise Motion ... 
opposition 10 punitive darmgc:s 

Continue WOR: oa affidavits in oppositDn to cay's 
motDn forleaveto amend to add punil ive darmges; 
f"am brief ... opposilnn to Meridian;s rmtion to 
dismiss; finalize rep ly brief in support of Petra's molDn 
for sunmuy judgmenl; eJ«:hange severaJ.caIJs with Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coughin; telephone conference with 
Keith Pinkerton regarding darnlges clams 

Meeting with Tri State Electric Jay Gooden; work on 
documents needed for filings ; meeting with MR Miller 
representatives; 

Conference ~ T. Walker; final revisions to reply brief 
in support of sunmary j,Jdgment IOOtion. 

Conducl wltness interv iews ofMicc Wisdom, 

u.;" Price V ... e 

Q90 200.00 1111.00 

3.80 " .00 361.00 

4.20 190.00 798.00 

7.50 1111.00 1,350.00 

1.90 200.00 380.00 

7.50 1111.00 1,350.00 

J.7Il 190.00 7Ill.oo 

1.50 200.00 300.00 

9.50 1111.00 1,7101Xl 

9.40 275.00 2.>85.00 

20\1.00 440.00 

0.50 190.00 ".00 

1.50 275.00 412.50 
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91912010 MBS Draft Response to Motion for Sunmuy Judgment; revise 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
opposition to punitive damages; research economic loss
rule

9/HV2010 TGW eoRauetaaditionai ~ fthe onc--::Joss ru 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
and respondtomg~ fiOmKiirtXiiiia; contnue wort
on Jeny Frank's affidavit in opposition to the City's
motion for leave to amend to add punitive damages;
conference with Gene Bennett to finam his affidavit;
follow up on emibits to be attached to the various
witness affidavits; conference with Tom Coughlin;
telephone conference with Rich Bauer; telephone
conference with Jeny Frankregarding his affidavit

9/IG'2010 EKK Review cOITespondence; elCllmined latest pleadings from 0.50 200.00 100.00
opposing counsel

9/100010 MEW Review opposing counsel's briefs in opposition to 1.20 190.00 228.00

6I2lY2011 9".59:41 AM Page: 1rl
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_.ID 
20771-000 

91&'2010 

91&'2010 

""""'10 

""""'10 

""""'10 

WUY20IO 

911<V2010 

WI<V20IO 

P ..... 

MRS 

PRC 

row 

PRC 

MBS 

row 

EKK 

MEW 

6'20'2011 939:41 AM 

Petra, Inc. 

Deseripti_ 

Mauler Dacriplioa 

ely orMeridian 

Engmccmg, Inc .. Steve Ouistianson,l.CA Archilcc;ts 
and leff Johnson, electrical. engneer 

Draft Petra's ResportJlc to Oly's Motioo be Swmwy 
Judgment; revise Oppodion 10 Punitive Damages 

Work on AffidaviU ." Opposition to Peba's Motion to 
Dismiss; mali:ze and mart: e:<hibits; amend and finalize 
Memorandum in Opposirion to Motion to Dismss (Tort 
Oaims Act); 

; telephone uU to 
e'PM witness; cc:xqIils addilbnal dOCW1lCllts for review 
by",""," 

Conduct wtness iltcrviews afTed Frisbceand Ted 
Frisbee,Jr .. ti)bson fabricating; continue worton 
affidavits oITom Cou,hIm and Jerry Fnmkn opposition 
to Meridian's motioo fOr ave to amend to add punitive 
damages; conference \\,ith Rich Bauer regardW18 his 
affidavit ... opposition to Mcri1ian's mown for leave to 
amend to add punitive damages; telephone conference 
with Gene Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding their 
affidavits WI oppositioo to Meridian's tmtion for bve to 
amend to add punitive damages; finafia Reply Bricfin 
support of Petra's motion brsunmuy pdgment; foUow 
up on kgalrescarch ofccoDorDc bss issue; tc~hone 
conterence with Jerry Fruk, Gene Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin n:gardng affidavits 

•. ' _ ..: _ I_~_.,_,._. ~ J t _ '.". 

-Draft RcspollSe to Motion fur SuDlIBl}' Judgment; revise 
opposition to punawe damages j resean:h economic: loss 
rul< 

ONKhiel iIii:IdliciiWmOllCti ofttiO 0C0ft0DC lim RI le 
and RilJ:!2gd to m!:lYi>': fibm""Kiiit ~.continue work 
on kny Frank's affidavit in opposition to the cay's 
Jrotion brave to amend to add punilivedamages j 
conference with G::rJe Bennett to maize h1s affidavit; 
fullow up on =ibits to be attached to the various 
witness affidavitsj conbenc:c: with Tom Coughlin; 
telephone conference with Rich Bauer; telephone 
conference with Jerry Frank rcgan:ling his affidavit 

Reviewcorrespondencc; ClGIlRincd latc$t pleadings from 
opposing counsel 

Rcviewopposing counsers briefs ~ opposition to 

Uoib v .... 

9.50 180.00 1.710.00 

3.50 95.00 332.S0 

9.0) Z7S.oo 2,69S.00 

95.00 218..so 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

&.30 27>.00 

0.50 200.00 100.00 

110 190.00 228.00 

Page: K1 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MlltterlD OieDt Matter Descripdon

'lJJ771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Ulits Priu Value
motims to strike.

9111Y2010 MBS Draft Response to Motion for Sumnary Judgment; revise 9.80 180.00 1,764.00
opposition to punitive damages

911212010 EKK ~ed new pleadings from opposing counsel 0.30 200.00 60.00

911312010 TGW Finalize affidavits in opposition to Meridian's motion for 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
leave to amend to add puuive damages; incorporate
additional deposition testirmny ofMeridian's witnesses
challenging the qualifications ofMeridian's e~ert

witnesses; finali2c briefing in opposition to motion for
leave to amend to add punitive damages; exchange
emails with Petra personnel regarding samc; wode on oral
aJgUments in opposition to motion for leave to amend
and motion to dismiss (ITCA); wode on oral argument in
support ofPetra's motion for sunnary judgment;
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton and Dennis
Remtein regarding rebuttal ofdamages. claims against
Petra; telephone conference with Jeny Frank and Gene
Bennett regarding samc; review Meridian's latest motion
for sunnary judgment based on lackofnotice issues;
review Meridian's motion for sumnary judgment
regarding; exchange several tmails with opposing
counsel regarding scheduling ofdepositions during
Septemberand October; conmcnce review ofZGA.
Architect's document production in response to
subpoena

9113/2010 PRe 5.80 95.00 551.00

OD

9/13/2010

911412010

MBS

TGW

; review and respond to emails from clients
regarding same.

Revise Punitive Damages; draft Response to PMSJ

Review and provide preliminary analysis ofMeridian's
motion to exclude the e"Pert testirmny ofJeny Frank,
Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin and Jack l..ern1ey; continue
preparation for oral arguments; review briefing and
affidavits; review and revise discovery requests;
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding briefing
assignment for Petra's responses to Meridian's recently
filed motions for SUmmaJy judgment; conference with
Jeny Frank, Gene Bennett, John Quapp, Dennis
Reilstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding damages issues;
review and revise e"Pert disclosure

9.00

8.60

180.00

275.00

1,620.00

2,365.00

6/2&'2011 9:59:41 AM -. Page: 88
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

....... m 
2DT11-008 

911{)'20)O 

911212010 

911312010 

9(1312010 

9(1312010 

911412010 

• ..r 

MBS 

EKK 

TGW 

PRe 

MBS 

Taw 

&'2M01I9:S9:41 AM 

Oleat 

Petra, Inc. 

DeseriiXiOll 
IMIDIU to strike. 

MMterDncripdc. 

ay of Meridian 

Draft Response to Motion forSuDmII)' Judgment; revise 
opposition to punitive damages 

&amined ncwpkadinp fiomopposinicouDsel 

firuli:ze affidavits in opposition to Meridian's rmtion fur 
leave to amend to add punaivc damaaes; ncorporatc 
additional deposition testirmny of Meridian's witnesses 
challenging the qualifications of Meridian's c~ 
witnesses; filalZ bricm, in oPposlion to llDtion fur 
leave to amend to add punnvc damages; eJdtaage 
email! with Pct~ personnel regarding sam:; work on oral 
~ts in oppositi:1D to Imtion for leave to auEOd 
and motion to dismiss (ITCA); wort: on oral IlfI\IlDCot in 
support ofPetn.'s motion forsuamary judgment; 
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton and Dcnnes 
Remteift regarding rebuttal of damages claims against 
Petra; telephone confi:tence with.Jerry Prank and Gene 
Bennett regaroing same; review Meridian's latest motion 
forsurmwy judgment based on bckofnotice issues; 
review Meridian's IJI)tion IOrsurmwy judgment 
regarding; a:i1angc scycralcmails with opposing: 
counsel regarding schedumg ofdepositi:ms during 
Septenncrand October; COl'm'lCOce review ofZGI.. 
Arcbitect's document product~n in response to 
subpoena 

........ os 

~ reviewand respond to emails fromclienu 
regarding SIUl'le. 

Revise Pun.ive DanBges; draft Response 10 PMSJ 

Reviewand provide premwwy analysis of Meridian's 
moti:m to e~lude the ellpCrt testilrony of Jeny Frank, 
Gene Bennett, Tom Coughlin and Jack Lemley; continue 
preparation fororal arguments; rniew briefing and 
affdavits; review and revise discovery requests; 
conference wilh Matt Sehelstrate regarding briefing 
assigrurv:nt for PetnL·s responses to Meridian's recently 
filed motions for SUItU8lY judgmeut; conference with 
Jeny Frank. Gene Bennett, John Quapp, Dennis 
Reiateio and Keith Pmkerton ~arding damagcs issues; 
review and revise CJq)C(l disclosure 

UtIb 

9.01 

Il.3O 

9.10 

9.00 

<60 

Pri~ 

1~)'(x) 

""'.00 
275.00 

.,.00 

180.00 

27S.OO 

Value 

1.764.00 

60.00 

2,502.50 

SSI.OO 

1,620.00 

2.36:;.00 

Page: 88 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Clieat MMter Descripdoo

2OnI-OOS Petra, Inc. Cty ofMeridian

Date Prof Descripdoo tilits Price Value
911412010 EKK Review latest pleadings by opposing counse~ review 0.40 200.00 80.00

case information.

9/1412010 PRe prepare 4.20 95.00 399.00
Notices ofAudio Video Depositions

911412010 MBS Draft Response to PMSJ and Motion for SwmIaIy 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
Judgment

9/15/2010 row Review Meridian's reply IlElmrandum i1 support of 830 215.00 2,282.50
J1X)tion to dismiss (Idaho Tort Oaims Act);; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding the reply brief;
eJChange emaiIs with Coughlin regarding n:sponse to
opposing counsers meet and conference with Jetter;
conduct additional research regarding the Idaho Tort
Claims Act and section 50-219; continue prepamtion for
hearings; wodc on briefing due on September 200l

9115/2010 EKK Review correspondence and latest pleadings and reply 2.60 200.00 520.00
meJ1X)randum liomopposing counse~ began preparation
for depositions ofOtarlie Rountree and Bill Nary for next
week.

911512010 MEW ReviewOregon cases in support ofour opposition to 3.30 190.00 6Zl.00
opposing counsers J1X)tion to dismiss; and research
application of·damages" in Section 50-219; status of
research to T. Walker.

9/1512010 MBS Draft response to Motion for SulmllUY Judgment and 10.10 180.00 1,818.00
partial Motion for Summary Judgment; draft Coughlit
affidavit

911512010 PRC 3.20 95.00 304.00

; research hearing transcripts for
testimony regardi1g continued depositions. includilg
J<XbX6) ofPetra.

9/1612010 row Continue preparation fortoday's hearings on four 10.20 Zl5.oo 2,805.00
substantive J1X)tions; review and revise briefing and
affidavits due to be filed on September 20, 2010; attend ,
and argue J1X)tions at two hour hearing i

911612010 EKK Review case information and further deposition 0.90 200.00 180.00 !
preparation. I

9/1612010 MEW Review memorandum in opposition to sUlllll1al)' 1.00 190.00 190.00
I
Ijudgment J1X)tions; conference with M. Schelstrate.

I911612010 PRC Worl<: on MCJ1X)randums and Affidavits in Opposition to 3.20 95.00 304.00
Meridian's Motions for Sunmary Judgmcnt;

I.
om

= :a;: .Page: 896/2MOll 9'.59:41 AM .-
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

.... 
9(1412010 

9(1412010 

9(1412010 

91'ISI2OIO 

9(1512010 

9(1512010 

9(1512010 

9(1.512010 

9116/2010 

WI&'20IO 

WI&I20IO 

9(1&12010 

PRe 

MBS 

row 

MEW 

MBS 

PRC 

TGW 

EKK 

MEW 

PRC 

6I"200CUI 9'.59:41 AM 

01 ... 

Petra. Inc. 

Mltter Dacripti .. 

OCr ofMcri;lian 

DaeriplioD 

Review late5t pleadirla' by opposing coW15e~ n:vicw 
case mbmltion. 

.~. ,-' ~ .. - - .':......-
Notices of Audio VJdco Depositions 

Draft Response to PMSJ and Motion for Swrma!y 
Jud&mcnt 

ReviDw Meridian's reply mermrandum'" support of 
moti:m to disoiss (Idaho Tort Cbims: Act);; tc1ephonc 
conaenoe with Gene Bcnoct1 ~ ... & the reply brief, 
clChange emaiIs with Coughm regarding ~poDse to 
opposing COURSers meet and confetence wKh letter; 
conduct addl.ionaJ I'C5carch regarding the Idaho Tort 
Claims Act and sectiQn 51).219; COrItinuc preparation for 
hearings; worton briefing due on SeptcnDer200l 

Revicwconespondeoce and latest plead ... " and reply 
memorandum from opposing counsc~ began p~aration 
for depositions ofChadie Rountree and BiD Nary b r ne:xt 
_k. 

RevicwOregon cases in support of our opposition to 
opposing counsers JroUon to dismiss; and resean::h 
application of-daaagcs- ., Sedion 51).219; status of 
resean:btoT. Wahl'". 

Draft response to Motion mrSunnary Judament and 
partial Motion fur Sumnary Judgment; dJaft Coughli1 
affidav it 

j ~cucll heamS lnv1s~ts fur 
testm:,ny regardog conmucd dcpodioru, inckldilg 
~X6)orPetn. 

Continue prepara1i;m (ortoday's beamg' on four 
substantive untions; ~~w and I'Cvise briefing and 
affi:Iavu due to be filed on Septetmer2O, 2010; attend 
and IlfJUC rmlions at two hour hearing 

Reviewcase infOrmacion and fUrthCTdcposmn 
preplll'lll.kln. 

Review mc:rtI)randum in opposition to surrmary 
judgment rroti:ms; conference wah M. Schelstrate. 

Wone on Mern)rtlndulDS and AffidavK$ in Opposition to 
Mendian's Moticms fo r Swmwy Judgment; ·iN ... 
_, --,' ,_ .'_'-'_ 1 ""7.i-

- , . : 

,,"a 

0.40 

4.J!1 

260 

1.30 

10.10 

1'" 

I'''' 

'90 

1.00 

1.J!1 

Price 

200.00 

10l.(I() 

nSJlj 

190.00 

I80Jlj 

95.110 

nSJlj 

200.00 

\90.00 

95.00 

V"ae 
OHIO 

399.00 

1,710.00 

=00 

627.00 

1,818.00 

304.00 

~"".OO 

180.00 

190.00 

304.00 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Mater ID OIeat Matter DesCripdOD

20771-008 Petra, Inc. Oty ofMeridian

Date ProC Descriptio- Uaits Price Valae
911612010 MBS Draft responses to Motion for SunmaJy Judgment and 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

PMSJ; Coughlin and Bennett affidavits

9/17/2010 TGW Continue review and revisions ofbriefS and affidavls 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
due on Septeui>er 20, 2010

9117/2010 PRe 3.20 95.00 304.00

•
iew task list and discovery files; prepare

fa(:simile correspondence to opposing counsel regarding
responses due by Meridian to Petra's discovery.

9/1712010 MBS Continue to draft responses to Motion for Sunmary 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
Judgment and PMS1; Coughlin and Bennett affidavits

911712010 MBS Draft responses to two cay DIltions in limine 1.50 180.00 270.00

911812010 FKK Deposition review for preparation for deposition of 1.50 200.00 300.00
O1arlie Rountree.

9I20I2010 TGW Continue reviews and revisions on briefS on various 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
DIltions to be filed today; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett regarding revisions to his affidavit; make
revisions and forward to Gene for~ion; exchange
emails with Tom Coughlin regarding final changes to his
affidavit; continue review ofdocUlDCllts produced by
ZGA Architects; conference with Erial Klein regarding
deposition of01arlie Roundtree, City Council President

9I20I2010 FKK Complete deposition preparation; deposition ofOlarlie 4.00 200.00 800.00
Rountree; provided update on same; examined additional
ZGA nfunnation; review further tilings by opposing
counsel

9I20I2010 PRe iIiOii 3.30 95.00 313.50

9I20I2010

912112010

MBS

TOW

Revise rDeDllS; revise affidavits

Review Meridian's briefS in response to Petra's motions
in limine to exclude eJq)erts and evidence regarding
elements and amounts ofdamages; conference with Matt
Schelstrate regarding research and briefing assignment;
telephone conference with Jerry Frank and Gene Bennett
regarding the cars briefing and our planned replies;
collIDCnce preparation ror three oral arguments for the
Septell'ber 27 hearings; work on discovery matters,
including following up on past due discovery responses

4.00

6.20

180.00

275.00

720.00

1,70S.00

6J2O/2011 9:59:41 AM Page: 90 I
~7·· i

I
f

008596

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

""',Q) 
20771 .... 

.... 
9(1&'2010 

91 11f20IO 

9/11/lO1O 

9I17f2010 

911112010 

91 1&12010 

"""""10 

"""""10 

"""""10 

"""""10 

912lflOlO 

,nt 
MBS 

TGW 

PRe 

MBS 

MBS 

EKK 

TGW 

EKK 

PRe 

MBS 

TGW 

6I2iY20119"39:41 AM 

Oiellf MlUer Desm~_ 

Petra, Inc. Oty of Meridian 

Dc:s~ri~ 

Draft n:sponses to Motion fur SwrIraJy Judgment and 
PMSJ; Couihiin and Bennett affiiavu 

Continue review and revisions of briefs and affijava 
due on SepteuDcr 20, 2010 

III ''''cllicw task list and discovel)' files; prepare 
facsmilc concspondencc to opposm& caunsclrcpniin, 
responses due by MeR1ian to Petra's discovery. 

Continue 10 draft responses to Motion for SU~ 
Judi!DCllt and PMSJ; Coughlin and Bennett affidavb 

I:n.ft responses to two City lIOtions n lirrme 

Depos ition review forpreparation for deposition o f 
Otariie Rounwe. 

Continue reviews and revi:sions on briefs on various 
motions to be filed today; tdcphone conference win 
Cblc Bennett rqarding I'Cvi'lions to his affidavit; make 
revisions and forward to Gene for C)l)CUtioo; odlange 
elJllils with Tom Coughlin regarding mal cnanges to his 
affidavK; conlIluc rcviewofdocuDICDls produood by 
ZGA An::hitects; conference ~ &ica Klein regarding 
depos'ion ofOtartie RDundb'ee, City Council President 

CoJ'lllIctc deposition preparation; deposition orOw&: 
Rountree; provided update on same; auninod additional 
ZGA inlOrmati:tn; review further filings by OppoSWlg 
<o""",l 

Revise InrnI)S; ruise affidavh 

Review Meritian's briefs., response to Petra's rrolions 
., limine to elClude ~ aDd evidcoce rqarding 
elements and amounts of damages; conference wah Matt 
Schelstnu.e regarding rescan:h and briefing assSnm::nt; 
telephone confctence wah Jerry Frankand GtneBennctt 
Rguding the 0y'5 brie&g and ourpbnned replies; 
cornm:oce preparation ilr three oral arguments hr the: 
SepteD'ber 21 hcamgs; workon discovery mattm, 
including ti:llo .... in.g up on past due discovery responses 

...... 
9.00 

~'" 

3.2f) 

7.00 

I.SO 

l.so 

4.10. 

4.00 

3.30 

4.00 

= 

,-
110.00 

m.oo 

95.00 

110.00 

180.00 

200.00 

275.00 

200.00 

95.00 

180.00 

275.00 

v .... 
1,620.00 

1,705.00 

304.00 

1,260.00 

270.00 

JOO.oo 

1,m00 

moo 

JI3..50 

7lD.00 

1,7I)j.OO 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MauerlD Oieat Matter DesuipiiOD

7JJ171-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Desc:ripliOD tilitS Price Value
owed by Meridian; draft- Rule 3O(bX6) notice regardilg
Meridian's claimed damages

9121/2010 EKK F.Jammaed notices in case and provided input on same; 240 200.00 4ID.00
review correspondence; wode on preparation fur Bill
Nary deposition.

9121/2010 MEW Review opposing counsel reply briefs in opposition to 0.20 . 190.00 38.00
motion in limine; review 3O(bX6} notice; status to T.
Walker reganling revisions.

.. . ·912112010· M8S Research and dJaft reply briefs to City's motions in Imne . 8.00 180.00 . 1.44Q;00

912212010 TOW Continue preparation for three oral arguments for the 6.60 215.00 1.8,15,00
S~pteniJer. 27.h~gs; fullow uJ! on ~Ie 3CXbX6) notice ...
regarding Meridian's claWed damages; review'an
ItSl!Qnd to email·" ~fromKwt~

912212010 EKK Review case infonnation complete deposition 3.10 200.00 620.00
preparation; deposition ofBill Nary; examined
infonnation on fiduciaJy duty.

912212010 MEW Review file and review opposing counsefs supplemental 0.80 190.00 15200
discovel}' responses to prepare for reply brie~

conference with S. Welsh reganling eJq>Crt disclosure.

912212010 MBS Draft reply briefS to two motions in limine; research 9.00 180.00 1.620.00
fiduciary duty; draft mcmorandumon fiduciary duty case
law

9/2312010 TOW Finali2e reply briefing fur motions in linJine; continue 6.80 215.00 1.870.00
preparation for heamgs set for Monday. Scpteni>er 1:1,
2010; review infonnation provided by Gene Bennett
regarding fiduciary duty in the construction industl}';
review additional research and respond to Petra
regarding same; initiate preparation ofcross
eJlllJllinations ofMeridian's witnesses; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding pending matters

9124'2010 TGW Continue preparation for hearKtgs scheduled fur 5.60 275.00 1.540.00
Monday. Septetmer1:1. 2010; eonference with Jefl}'

Frank and Gene Bennett reganling fiduciluy duty claims
by the City and our opinion reganling strategies fur
dealing with the issue; conmcnce review ofMeridian's
latest document production

9124'2010 EKK Prepare notes for interview with Ed Ankenman; interview 1.60 200.00 320.00
with Ed.

9124'2010 MEW Research reganling fiduciluy duty and application of 1.00 190.00 190.00
fureign unpublished cases and authority; status to T.
Walker.

6I2G'2011 9:59:41 AM
__0'- __
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... "m 01 ... MlbrDesuipdl* 

20771-008 Petra. Enc. D)' of Meridian 

Pn>f Delcriptto. ...... Prl", Vat.e 
owed by Meridian; draft· Rule JCXbX6)notice regard.,g 
.Meridian's claimed darrages 

9121/2010 EKK Elanined notices il case and pmvaded mpu! on same; '40 100.00 40100 
review correspondence; work on preparation fur Bill 
Nary deposition. 

912112010 MEW Review opposng counsel reply briefs in opposition to Q20 190.00 38.00 
ITOt ion in liame; review 3«bX6) notice; StaluS to T. 
Walzrregatdiog revisions. 

. ·9121/2010 MBS Research and draft reply briers to aty's moIioflJ in limine 000 110.00 1,440.00 

9i22/2D1O T<m Continue preparation mrth~ oral uguments for the "60 275.00 1,815.00 
.. ~pte~.n: h~gs; tallow ul! on ~le ~X6) notice 

regarding Meridian's clam:d dlJalgcs; m-iewud 
reI~ad to-eaP !!Nun ~Kwt ~_, 

9i22/2DIO EKK Review case information COIq)Ietc deposition 3.10 200.00 620.00 
prepa.ral:ion; deposition of Bill Nafy; examined 
inrormation on fiduciary duly. 

9i22/2D1O MEW Review file and reviewopposng counsers supplemental QOJ 190.00 1S2.00 
discovery responses to prepare fi>rreply brief; 
conference with S. Welsh regatdWlg CJq>Crt discbsure. 

9i22/2DIO MBS Draft reply briefs to two motions in Imnc; rescan:h 9.00 180.00 1,620.00 
fiducial)' duty; draft. met'QOnlD.dumOD fduciary duty ease 
law 

912312010 T<m Filaliz reply briefing lOr flV)tions ... lmoc; continue "OJ 27HIO 1,870.00 
preparation ill heam" set fur Monday. Septerrber 77, 
2010; review infonnation provided by Gene Bennett 
regarding fiduciaty duty in the construdion industry; 
review additional resean:h and respond to Petta 
regarding same; iname preparation ofeross 
eJCUninalions of Meridian's witnesses ; telephone 
contercnce wah Gene 8cnnett re&ardini pcndin& malten 

9(2412Oto T<m Continue preparation lOr beamgs schcdukd for S.60 275.00 1,540.00 
Monday. SepteumerIT. 2010; conference wah Jerry 
Frank and Gene Bennett ~in& fiduciary duty ctuns 
by the aty and our opinion regan:liog stmegics for 
dealing with the issue; commence n:viewofMcridian's 
latest docu.mcnt production 

9(2412010 EKK Prepare notes for interview witb Ed Anb:rumn; interview 1.60 200.00 =00 
with Pd. 

9(2412010 MEW Resean:b regan:ling fiduciary duty and appUc:at ion of 1.00 I~.oo 19Q00 
foreign unpublished cases and authoray; status to T. 
Walker. 
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MatterD> meat Matter Descriptioll

2OTT1.()()8 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Thits Price Value
9/2412010 MBS Cross exam ofde WeeRi and Bird; research on fiduciaIy 7.50 180.00 1,350.00

duty

912612010 FKK Review infonnation and analysis on fiduciary duty issue; 0.50 200.00 100.00
eXllJrined trial points and notes on e~erts and response
to city's allegations.

9fZlf1JJI0 TGW Continue preparation for heamgs today; review all 6.00 275.00 1,650.00
briefing and supporting affidavits; attend and argue at
hearings; review Judge WiIper's oRiers on pending
motions and fol'WaRl to • two telephone
conferences with Jerry rcgaroing same; attend and argue
at 2 hour hearing; post hearing conference wah Jerry.
GcneandTom

9mf1JJ10 FKK Review infonnation on court's decisions on case issues 0.30 200.00 60.00
including punitive damages; review ofhearing result
infonnation in case; examined latest additional filings in
case.

9m12iJ10 MEW Review opposing counsers reply briefS in support of 0.30 190.00 57.00
motions for sunmuy judgm:nt.

9m/2010 PRe COIIIIS 4.60 95.00 437.00

008598
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20111.oos 

Dot< P ..... 
91'2412010 MBS 

9126'2010 EKK 

9I27f20IO TCN{ 

9I27f20IO 

912712010 MEW 

9127/2010 PRe 

912712010 MBS 

912&'21)10 TCH< 

912&'21)10 EKK 

912&'21)10 PRe 

912&'21)10 MBS 

&Jfil l 9".59:41 AM 

Oic.t MMtcr Descrtl*-

Petra, Ine, aty ofMc::ridian 

Descriptioa 

Cross aunofdc Wcerd and OW; research on 6ducWy 
duty 

ReVM=w ililnnat;on and analysis on fduciary duty issue; 
examined trial points and notes 0 0 c~ and response 
to city's alIcgations. 

Continue preparation furbcamas today; ~iew an 
bricmg and supporting affidavits; attend and argue at 
hearings; review Judge Wilpet's orders on pencimg 
motions aDd bw.rd to Peba:iIDd KIaa:i=r; two telephone 
conferences with lelt)' reguding same; attcod and que 
at 2 hour hearing; POSt hearing confetence wth Jeny, 
Gene and Tom 

Review inlOrmaHon on court's decisions on cue issues 
i'lcluding punitive danages; review of hearing resuk 
i'lfonnation in case; CJCiII'IWIed latest additional filings in 
case. 

Review opposing COURSerS n:ply brie& in support of 
It'Otions forsulmIIl)' judgment. 

c-.' 1. • 1 .' , . . • \ 

; draft time orden 
denying Meridian's Motions in limine and Motion to 
Dismss. 

Cross<lC&D1ofDeWeerd and Bird; researdt ilto 
expert/lay waness issue 

Review Reply Briefs filed by Meridian reganiilg its two 
IMtions forsulTITDf}' )JdgJl'Cl1t; bward"to-cJicDts aDd 
~ coumence WCH'kon oral ugumenc in opposlion 
to Oy's hoW motions forsunuary judament; eon~nce 
with Matt Schebtrate regarding additional research on 
waiverand estoppel _gainse a rrunK:ipalily 

Review case information; omnmed questixt areas fur 
e~ ~rt disclosures of opposing party exauioed.. 

co~iIc documents fur additional e:diibu to upcorring 
depositions. 

Draft rebunal to sUtur8/)' )!dgment motions fur oral 

taib Pri", V~ .. 
7.5<l 10>-00 1,350.00 

Q,. 2OO1lO 100.00 

.00 275.00 1,650.00 

OJO 200.00 60.00 

OJO 190.00 >7.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

7.00 10>-00 1,260.00 

240 275.00 660.00 

0." 200.00 100.00 

260 95.00 247.00 

tOO 10>-00 1,440.00 
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..... ,., 01 . .. MlUer DescripCl_ 

2OT71-008 Petra. Inc. cay of Meridian 

- ...., Deseri"- ..... Pri .. Vol .. 

argument; research waiverand estoppelssue 

IV2!>2OIO row Continue prepazation li:roml. 8fJwn::::nt iIr UV4IIO 4.1<1 275.00 1,292.lO 
hearing on Cily's two rrotions forsurrrraI)' judgment; 
continue preparation furcont ... uing depositk>n ofBbd. 
Ameoto and Wekner 

IV2!>2OIO EKK Ewtmed testirony on city's aleged damages; .40 7JJO.00 0).00 
correspondence on discoveJ)' asues. 

IV2!>2OIO PRe ~view rue and discovay responses from Petla to City 260 9>.00 241.00 
of Meridian; review correspondence to opposing 
counsel; PTqJate draft response to opposing counsel 
regardng aiegatiJns of discovCl)' response dcfidCtlcic:s; 
review deposlioo transcripts ofWil1iamNary and 
Rountree. 

IV2!>2OIO MBS Draft rebuttal; research waivcund estoppel; 7.5Al 180.00 1,350.00 
Cross~ation ofde-Wcerd and ofBrd 

9IJ()'2l)IO row Continue preparation forheamg on City'! motions lOr 1/ll 275.00 990.00 
suIlTIIIJ)' judgment set lOr October", 2010; review 
rebuuallegaJ memxandum; contilUc prqJaration fur 
continuation dcpolllitions scbedukd for oc.t week 

9IJ()'2l)IO EKK fnlrined latest discovery requests fi'omopposing 200.00 &00 
counsel; began woB:on Tm Petsche dcpositioo 
preparation. 

9IJ()'2l)IO PRe 1.5Al 9>.00 lruo 
~ prepare spreadsheets refereRcecl in Watts' 
deposition lestirmny; prepan:: k:tterto John QJ.app 
regarding same. 

9IJ()'2l)IO MBS Rebunal additions 1.00 180.00 180.00 

9(3()'2OIO MBS Cross-eJWnofdcWcerd and orBird 4.fJJ 180.00 720.00 

t(VlI2OIO "'" E!X:an*ted court decisioM ineludiDg stricken evidence. o.so 7JJO.00 100.00 

IIYlI2OlO PRe 1.5Al 9>.00 lruo 
~; prepa.e &st draft of response to PIUItifl's Fifth 
ReqUCSlJ ilr Production ofOocumenlJ. 

IIYII2OIO MEW Con~ce \db M. Sehelstmtc regardilg research on o.JO 190.00 S7.00 
party experts waiviDg privilege; review ease bl,,:. 

IIYl12OlO row Continue preparation fOr nCl¢ ~k's depositions of 8.20 275.00 2.25>.00 
Meridian's witnesscs BUd, Amento and Weltner 

IIYltlOlO Mas Work on cwss--eJaJrinar:ions l.5Al 180.00 990.00 

1€V1I201O MBS Research attomey client issue ~ng e~ 1.5Al 180.00 110.00 
witnesscs 

6hiY20119-.».41 AM , Pase: 93 
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MlItterID OiCllt Mlttcr Ocseripti_

'l1JT71-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof' Dcseriptiea Uaits Price Val.c
llY4I2010 TGW Continue preparatim for oral argument in opposition to 5.20 275.00 1,430.00

Meridian's two motions forsurmJaIY judgment; continue
preparation for taking Meridian witness depositions this
week; attend and argue at hearing; post hearing
conference with Jeny, Gene and Tom

IlY4I201O PRe Work on file; prepare and maIk additional deposition 2.10 95.00 199.50
exhibits for depositions ofBaird, Amento and Wehner;
prepare Notice ofWithdrawal ofSecond Disclosure of
Expert Witnesses.

IlY4I201O MOO Continue work on cross~ll3nUlations 1.00 111),00 1,260.00

IlY5I2010 TGW Prepare for and take continued deposition ofTed Baird; 7.M 275.00 2,145.00
conference with Daniel (lynn regarding settlement
possibilities; conference with TomCoughlin regarding
Steve Amento's records and deposition; telephone
conference with Jeny Frank regarding possible mediation
and obtain authori2ation to contact opposilg counsel
regarding schedulilg mediation; work on trial
preparation including initial assembly ofissues and
evidence; conference with trial team regarding
assignments for trial preparation

IlY5/2010 FKK Review correspondence; eJl3ll1ined additional exhibits; LlO 200.00 220.00
received update on continued deposition ofTed Baird;
trial team conference on status and approach to possiJle
pursuit ofsettlement

IlY5I201O MEW Conference wkh T. Walker; E. Klein; and M. Schelstrate 0.90 190.00 171.00
regarding mediation and settlement

IlY512010 PRe Preparation and I1I3Iting ofdeposition ClChiJits forTed 2.90 95.00 275.50
Baird and Steve Amento; prepare email correspondence
to opposing counsel regarding receipt ofCVfor TIDl
Petsche; research City ofMeridian website and
download my Hal Qand Opening Ceremony.

IlY5/2010 MBS Draft triable issues document 5.50 111100 990.00

llY6I201O TGW Review email from Trout regarding December 2009 6.M 275.00 1,870.00
mediation session; telephone conference with Jeny,
Gene and Tom regarding same; continue preparation for
and take deposition ofSteven J. Amento; prepare
response to Trout's October 5, 2010 email regarding
mediation; conference with Daniel (lynn regarding
possible settlement ofcase; review recent Idaho
Supreme Court case dealing with the ITCA; conference
with Tom Coughlin regarding pertinent documents;
conference with trial team regarding trial preparation and
deposition assignments; prepare for Todd Wellner
deposition scheduled for October 7, 2010;

6120120119".59:41 AM :_.:,,!~ . .;
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_,m Oleat MMler Da tripli_ 

2D77'-OO! ..... """ Cty ofMcrid.ian 

"'" p", Descripti-. UUU Prlu V". 
J()I4I2OIO row Contmuc preparaton for oral qumcnt in opposition to 52) 275.00 1,430.00 

Memian's two rmtions forsunmary judgmmt; continue 
preparation for taking Meridian wClCSS depositions this 
week; altend and que a1 hearing; post hcarina 
conference with Jerry, Gene and Tom 

HY4I2OIO PRe Work on file; prepare and nmk addilmal deposition 210 95.00 199.50 
~iba bdepositilns ofBaird.Amcoto and Wellner; 
prepans Notice ofWlhdrawaJ. of Second Discbsure of 
Flq)ert Witncsses. 

1G'4I201O MIlS Continue work on cross-fl3Jr1ioations 7.00 "noo 1,260.00 

HYY.20IO TOW Prepare for and take continued depositoD aCTed Baird; 7J1l 275.00 2,145.1X> 
conference with Daniel (]ynn repMm, setUement 
possibiities; conference with Tom Coughlin regarding 
Steve Amenta's records and deposition; telephone 
conbtncc with Jerry Frank repn1i'1, possillc mediation 
and obran authoriDton to conlacl opposing counsel 
regardirlg schedumg mediation; work on trial 
prc:panuion incbdi\g initial usembly ofissucs and 
evidence; conference with trial team regarding 
assignments fortria1 prqJaration 

UYS/20IO EKK Review co~pondence; c:xamincd additionalemibits; LlO :mOO 220.00 
received updalc on continued deposition ofTed BUd; 
trial teamconfcrence on status and approach to possillc 
pursuit of scttlctrcnt. 

1()IY2010 MEW Confcrencc M.h T. Walcer, E. 10m; and M. Schclstrate .'" .90.00 171.00 
regilding rraHation and settlement. 

1()I.st20IO PRe Prcpamion and nw.rlrcing ofdcposition milits furTed 290 95.00 27:5.50 
Baird and Stcve AREnto; prt;parc email correspondence 
to opposing counscl regard~g rcce"t ofCVfurTm 
Petsche; research cay O[McridiaD website and 
do\W.load aty HalGand Opening Cermony. 

U¥Sf20IO MIlS Draft tmble issues docummt 5~ '''''00 990.00 

1()I(J201O row Revicwemail &om Trout regilding Decembcr2009 6JIl 275.00 1,810.00 
mediation sesscm; telephone conference with Jeny, 
Gene and Tom regarding same; continue preparation for 
and take deposition of Steven 1. Aftnto; prepare 
response to Trout's October:5, 2OIOcrmii regarding 
mediation; conference wah Daniel (]yM regarding 
possible settlement of ease; review rcc.cnt Idaho 
Supreme Court case deaU\g with the ITCA; conference 
with Tom Coughlin regarding pertinent documents; 
conbencc: witb trial team regarding trial preparation and 
deposition ass igttrmlts; prepare fur Todd W dner 
depos ilion scheduled fur OcI:ober 7, 20 10; 
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MatterID Client Matter Descripioo

20771-<lO8 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Units Price Vallie
IG'6'101O EKK Rcviewemail from opposing counset conferred with trial 230 200.00 4ro.00

team on same and reviev.'Cd response draft; research
information for Petsche deposition and review
documents he provided on his area ofknowledge;
receipt ofinformation on IJDst recent deposiion;
e~edCVofPetsche; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett; telephone conference with Jerry Frank.

IG'6'101O MEW Conference with T. Wahrregarding mediation; review 0.30 190.00 57.00
recent Supreme Court decision on ITCA; status to T.
Walker.

IG'6'2010 MBS Begin addiions to case notebook, triable issues; draft 6.00 180.00 1,lB>.00
cross~; review discovery

IG'7/101O TaN Continue trial preparation work on analysis ofissues and 6.40 275.00 1,76>.00
Icey fucts and law for each issue; conduct deposition of
Todd Weltner, one ofthe Qty's construction eJq>Crts

IG'7/101O EKK FJiamined latest correspondence from opposing counset 0.10 200.00 140.00
receipt ofstatus on mediation option; tinali2e deposition
preparation for Tun Petsche, Meridian's listed elCpert.

IM/lOIO PRe Conmence work on trial preparation; prepare character 3.80 95.00 361.00
list in West Live Note for use at trial and to linkaffidavit
testim:my and issues.

IM/2010 MBS Review discovery ror potential adll'issions and 7.10 180.00 1,278.00
iIq>eachment ofDeWeerd, Watts, Bi'd, Baird, NaIy; draft
additions to Case Notebook

IG'81lOI0 TOW Continue with trial preparation including analysis of 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
issues and identification oftestimony and documents in
support ofdefenses against the City's elaims; conJerence
with Daniel <lynn regarding settlement possibilities and
remaining deposiion scheduling; conference with Stan
Welsh regarding same; telephone conference with Gene
Bennett regarding MlTs report on the masonry

1G'81lO1O EKK Review pleadings in case; deposition ofTun Petsche; 2.10 200.00 540.00
review correspondence.

IG'812010 PRe Continue workon character building for trial witnesses 1.30 95.00 123.50
and preparation ofcross elCllrinations.

I<V8I20l0 MBS Continue reviewing discovery for admissions and 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
impeachment; draft DeWeerd eross-elallll; draft additions
to case notebook

IG'Il/101O TOW Work on mediation statement; continue to work on trial . 3.60 275.00 990.00
preparation Deluding association ofevidence with
issues

Page: 9S612fi'2011 9".59:41 AM .~ :.-
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_ .. 10 O ieat Malter DescriJik-

2077H)0' Petra, Inc. aty ofMcridian 

om P,of 0.."' ..... u.;b Poi« VoIK 
H¥6'201O I'J(]( Revicwcmail fromopposna COtInse~ conferred v.ih trial 2JO 200.00 460.00 

team 00 same and reviewed response draft; mearch 
information fOr Petsche deposilion and review 
documents be provided on his 8fU of knowledge; 
receipt ofin.fOrnlatDn on 10031 recent deposition; 
e)l3Dincd CV ofPetscbc; telephone conference ~ 
Gene Bennett; telepbone conf"cn:noe lfth Jcny Frank. 

ICV6'20IO MEW Confcrenccwih T. WaIca'regardin& mediation; review 190.00 "'.00 
recent Supreme Court decision on ITCA.; status to T. 
Walker. 

J(¥6'20IO Mas Begin additions to case notebook, triab~ issues; dnft ~OO 18000 1,1)8000 
CR)SS-oams; rcviewdiscovery 

HY112010 Ta.! ConliDue trialpreparatioo won: on analysis of issues and Ull 275.00 1,760.00 
key facts and law for each issue; conduct deposiion of 
Todd Wellner, one nftbe City's construction eli:pCrtS 

UY112010 EKK Ewrincd latest correspondence fiomopposing counsel; Q'" 200.00 14<100 
receipt ofstatus on mediation option; fi'Ia.Ijz deposition 
preparation b r ian Petsche, Meridian's listed cllpCrt. 

UV7I2OIO PRe Conm::nce wotton trial preparation; prepare character 3." 9>.00 361.00 
list in West live Note foruse at trial and to link.affidavil 
te:stirrony and issues. 

U)I'7I2OIO Mas ~wdiscovery ilrpotentialadlrissioos and 7.10 180.00 1,278.00 
irq)cachment ofDeWccnI.. Watts, Bm. BUd, NIly; draft 
additions to Case Notebook 

UY8I2OIO Ta./ Continue with triaJ preparntion .. eluding analysis of 4." 27'.00 1,320.00 
issuC$ and identification oftcstmny and documents ... 
support of defenses against the City's elaims; conference 
with Daniel (lynn regan:!~ settlement possbi1i:ties and 
rar.iniag deposition sebedumg; confcrenoc with Stan 
Welsb regan:ling same; tdepttone o:mfennce ~ Gene 
Bennett ~"'g MlTs report on the masonry 

IG'&'20lD I'J(]( RcviewpJeadillp in case; deposition ofTmPctsehe; 2'" 200.00 ,.,))) 

review correspondence. 

1{)'3I2()10 PRe Continue workon eharacterbuildinglOr tria1 witnesses 1.30 9>.00 1Zl.so 
and preparation ofeross elalrinations. 

IIY&'2OIO MBS Continue reviewing discovery IOradrrissions and "'0 18000 1.DO.OO 
~t; draft DeWeerd cross~ draft additions 
to case notebook 

I{YI II2OIO Ta.! Wolkon mediation statement; continue to walkon trial 160 275.00 990))) 
preparation ilcludng association of evidence with 
issues 
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MltterID Oieat Mauer DesaiptiGa

1JTl71~ Petra,lnc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCriptiOll Units Price Val.e
UVII/2010 EKK Began prepamg notes for deposition ofMike Simmnds 1.90 200.00 3ro.00

and reviewing his report fursame.

IG'Il/2010 PRC Review and respond to emails from client reganmg 0.80 95.00 76.00
report by MTi introduced during Weltner's deposition;

HYII/20IO MEW Prepare for deposition ofLee Cotton; review curriculum 1.30 190.00 247.00
vitae and discovery responses; prepare deposition
outline.

IG'Il/201O MBS Review discovery fur iJJl>eachment, admissions and for 9.40 180.00 1,69200
trial preparation.

IG'I2I2010 TGW Continue wode on mediation statement; continue 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
preparation fur trial; email Coughlin regaJding assembly
offield reports and punch lists; wode with Matt
Schelstrate regarding identification ofey documents;
Kuit KrauiCfMlriiog~ telephone conference
with Jeny Frank regaJding mediation and settlem:nt
strategies; conference with Erika Klein regarding
upcoming depositions and area ofinquiry

IG'I2I20IO EKK Review correspondence between members ofthe City of 1.10 200.00 220.00
Meridian and their counse~ review additional
information on ellllliS about the City's knowledge in this
matter and discussion ofadditional topic areas for
deposition ofMilce Smronds.

IG'I2I20IO MEW Finalize outline for Lee Cotten deposition. 0.90 190.00 171.00

HYI2I20IO PRe 3.50 95.00 332.50
, commence wode on issues analysis

fur trial and Petra's response to allegations.

HYI2I2010 MBS Continue worlcon croSS-exillDS; continue docum:nt 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
review

UYI3I20IO TOW Finali2J: mediation statement and arrange for delivery to 6.40 275.00 1,760.00
John Magel; continue preparation fur depositions set fur
next week ofKnothe, Baird and Amento; lengthy
telephone conference with Jeny regarding same;
conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding damages
calculations

IG'I3I20IO EKK Review spreadsheet evidence; examned mediation 1.50 200.00 300.00
statement and documents; prepare witness notes from
interviews ofEd Ankenman, M.R Miller and Tn-State
Electric; review damages report infonnation.

!
UYI312010 PRC Trial preparation; wode on demonstrative spreadsheets 5.50 95.00 522.50 I

I
for trial regarding wananty issues and prime contracts; I
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20771-008 Petra. Inc. aty of Meridian 

"... ...... ..,"'- IIoUb Poi« v .... 
ICYI1I201O I'XK Began preparing notes for depos ition ofMib SiImnnds 1.90 100.00 "'.00 

and reviewing his report fursame. 

HYI 1I201O PRC Review and respond to emUs froID client regard.r.g no> ".00 76.00 
report by MTI r.trodueed dumg Wetner's deposition; 

IG'J 112010 MEW Prepare fordeposilion oflee Cotton; review cutriculum 1.30 190.00 247.00 
vitae and discovCI)' mponses; prepare deposition 
outline. 

IIY1112O(0 MBS Rl:viewdiscovery tbr ~roent. adnilsions and iIr 9 .... 180.00 1,692.00 
trial prq:laration. 

UYlll2OlO TOW Continue WOrkOD mediation stalemcnl; continue 9.10 27S.00 2,S02.SO 
preparation iJrtrial; emU Coughlin regaJding asseniJly 
of6c1d reports and punch fists; wort with Man 
SehelstrUc regning identification ofter documcrllS; 
Kwt I{twrft Jgl!iniial irwIiat_Ql;.) telephone conference 
with Jeny Frank regilding mediation and settlement 
stntegics; conference with Erial Klein regard"g 
upcomilg depositions and area ofinquIy 

HY12l2010 I'XK Review correspondence between members ofthe C«y of 1.10 200.00 Z2ll.00 
Meridian and theircounset review additional 
information on cnaiis about the aty's knowkdiC it this 
aattcr and discuss ion of additional topic areas for 
deposition ofMilce Smmnds. 

1G'11I201O MEW Fnatiz outmc for Lee Cotten deposition. 0.90 190.00 171.00 

UYI212010 PRC 3.SO " .00 m.so 
.....,... __ ••• corrm:nce workon issues analysis 
furtrialand Petra's response to aJlegations. 

HVI2I2OIO MBS Continue wori:: on cross~; continue docun:nt 7.so 180.00 1,3j().oo 
J'CY;cw 

IIYI3I2OIO TOW F'naliz mediation statement and arrange fOrdelivery to ~ ... 275.00 1.160.00 
John Mage~ contKiue preparation brdepositions set for 
ne" weekofKnothe. Baird and ADBlto; lengthy 
tdephone conference with.Jeny regarding same; 
conference weh Keith PinJo:rton regard .. , danuges 
calculations 

](Vt3l2010 I'XK Rev;cwspreadsheet evidence; examined mediation l.so 200.00 300.00 
s tatement and documents; PlCpate wOcss notes from 
intelViews of&t AnJcenman. M.R. MiDer and Tri-State 
Electr'c; I'CV;CW damages repon inilrmation. 

HVIJl2OIO PRC Tml preparation; wort on dcmolUtrativc spreadsheets l.so " .00 
fur trial regarding warranty issues and prime contracts; 
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MatterID Oieat Matter Descripioa

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof Descripioa u.ics Price Value
plqlare issues spreadsheet for preparation fur continued
deposition oflauraKnothe and 3O(bX6) depositions of
Meridian.

10113/2010 MBS Continue document review forcross-eJClms; build case 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
notebook; trial preparation.

1011412010 TGW Continue preparation for mediation and trial review 3.60 275.00 990.00
deposition transcripts ofErle Jensen

1011412010 EKK Review case infonnation; examined additional possible 1.00 200.00 200.00
trial elCbibits; review wnness notes prepared.

1011412010 PRe Worte on Analysis oflssues and Petra's responses for 3.11) 95.00 361.00
trial preparation and cross eJamination Plqlarations;
compile documents for mediation session.

1011412010 TGW Continue plqlaration for mediation session; e)lChange 1.20 275.00 330.00
several emails and phone calls regarding same

1011412010 MBS Document review for cross-eJaJD; researoh liquidated 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
damage issue; trial plqlaration.

IOIi5l2010 EKK Extensive correspondence on case and new filings and 1.20 200.00 240.00
issues related to same; telephone conference with
opposing counsel Glynn; conferred with T. Walker;
further case com:spondence on trial issues and review
potential elCbibits.

1011512010 TGW Continue preparation for trial; review opposing eJCPert 8.30 275.00 2,28250
reports on masonry and root; C'lChange emails with
Bennett and Coughin regarding same; deal with possible
issue ofan interlocutory appeal by the City; telephone
con~rence with Jeny Frank regarding possible appeal;
telephone conference with frilca regarding mediation
strategy; e)lChange emails with Daniel (]ynn regarding
depositions and mediation

1011512010 PRe Worte on file; review documents for policies and 2.00 95.00 190.00
procedures;
continue worteon Analysis oflssues for trial
preparation;

1011512010 MEW Research Rules ofCivil Procedure regarding proper 0.50 190.00 95.00
service and notice; review appellate rules on time fur
filing; status to T. Walker.

1011512010 MBS Document review (emails between City and Petra); trial 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
preparation; research on pennissive appeal; research on
liquidated damages; research on ethical obligations of
public officials

1()'1&,2010 TGW Continue preparation for and attend mediation session; 13.00 275.00 3,575.00
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_.,, 0> 
2077HlOS 

-
UYI3I2010 

1<Y1412010 

1<Y14I201O 

IG'I.v20IO 

HYI4I2OIO 

lQll4l2OIO 

IWiY2010 

IIYJ5r'201O 

1I)'ISI2OIO 

IMSI2OIO 

H¥JSI2OIO 

U¥JIV2OIO 

MBS 

PRC 

TGW 

MBS 

row 

PRC 

MEW 

Mas 

row 

6I21Y2011 9".59:41 AM 

Petra, Inc. 

Descri~_ 

Mauer Delcri5D_ 

City of Meridian 

prepare issues spteadshcc:t fix"preparation lOr continued 
deposition of laura Knome and 3CXbX6)deposiCioos of 
Meridian. 

Continue document review fo r cross~; build case 
notebook; trial pnlparation. 

Continue preparation for mediation and trial review 
deposition transcripts of Eric Jensen 

Review case ilformation; cxarnmcd additional possible 
trial eldlibils; review witness notes prepared. 

Wod:on Analysis afhsues and Petra's responses ror 
trial preparation and cross CJGlDination prepll2tions; 
co~ilc documents formcdiation session. 

Continue preparation for mediation session; ICJI:bangc 
seven.1 emaiIs and phone caDs regarding same 

Doeument.rcvicwfurcross~ research liquidated 
damage issue; trial preparation. 

Extensrvc correspondencc on case and new filings and 
issues related to same; telepbone conference with 
opposing counsel (]yon; confened with T . Walker; 
furthc:rcasc correspondence on trial issues and review 
potential ohibits. 

Continue preparation fortrial; reviewopposil, CJlPert 
reports on ImSODI)' and root; cx:hangc emaiIs wah 
Bennett and Coughin regarding same; deal ~ possible 
issue ofan interiocutOfy appeal by the CIty; teicphone 
conference with .Jerry frank regatdng possible appeal; 
telephone conference with Erika regarding m!diation 
strategy; elChanie emails with Daniel GyM ICiardng 
depositions and mediation 

Wort: on fiJe; review documents for policies and 

p~u~;~"WI~"ID~cim"aaDl"1iI 
contmue work on Analysis oflssue$ furtriaJ 
preparalion; 

Re9ean:h Rules ofOvil Procedure qaniing propa 
service and notice; review appellate rules on tine fur 
min&; status to T. Walker. 

Oocummt review (emails between City and Petta); trial 
preparalion; resean:h on penrissive appca1; resean:h on 
tiquadated d.anlIIg~; ICSean::h on etbicalobligatiou of 
public officials 

Continue preparation for and allend mediation session; 

Pri .. v .... 

6.00 Im,oo 1,080.00 

160 275.00 9'JO.00 

1.00 100.00 100.00 

1 ... 95.00 361.00 

1.20 275.00 lJO.OO 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

1.20 100.00 240.00 

275.00 

2.00 95.00 190.00 

O.SO 19<100 95.00 

7.SO "noo 1,.350.00 

13.00 275.00 3,515.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

~rlD Qieat MaUer Descripti_

2fJTT1-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Descripti.. Uaits Price Value

several confi:rences with John Mage~Kim Trout and
DlDiel Gynn; several conferences with Jeny Frank, Gene
Bennett, and TomCoughlio;
~~ . n stItUS· Jreet with mediator
and Gynn to fiame a possmle settlement scenario;
commence prepandion ofa settlement agreement

1~18I2010 FKK Review appeal pleadings fiom opposing counse~ review 1.30 200.00 260.00
ofnew damage report fiom opposing counsel and
discussion ofsame; continue preparation ofdeposition
ofMib SinmJnds; telephone conference with T. Waker

l-
and review correspondence regarding mediation and
deposition status. I

1~18I2010 PRe Continue worldng on PetIa's responses to issues 210 95.00 199.50
analysis; review DID produced byaty ofMeridian in
response to damages report; prepare eJdlibits for
deposition ofMk Simnonds.

1~1812010 MBS Continue documents review; research permissive appeal; 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
review damage report by City; reviewaty's briefon
permissive appeal; begin drafting response briefon
permissive appeal

1~19I2010 Taw Review motion regarding interlocutoty appeal and 7:JJJ 275.00 1,980.00
supporting infurmation filed by the City; conference with
Matt SchelstJate regarding response to City's motion;
commence review ofCity's damages and causation
production; n:v ~ ailditioDaI Ciiiii JiO

.ICrauJli'~ sctt1cmcDt cfm ; lengthy
conference with Daniel (]ynn and Erika regarding
settlement possibilities and discovery depositions going
forward ifthe case does not settle

1~19I2010 FKK Conference on resetting dates; settlement terms and 1.60 200.00 320.00
latest case infonnation.

1~1912010 PRe Work on file;p~ and iIe OCUIDCIlts fof 1.lK) 95.00 171.00
insurance~tet; update witness files in preparation
for depositions; meeting with attomeys regarding
deposition scheduling

1~1912010 MBS Draft briefopposing permissive appeal; research 7.50 Ilnoo 1,350.00
liquidated damage issue raised by City's damage claims;
draft research sunmuy on liquidated damage issue fbrT.
Walker.

1~2010 TGW Continue work on settlement agreements and related 8.lK) 275.00 2,420.00
matters; continue trial preparation, including review of
recently produced documents by the Cty; conduct
witness examination planning; telephone conference
with Dennis Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton regarding
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_ .10 Oic •• Mdar o.criptl _ 

""'1-008 Petra, loc. aty of Meridian 

PnI Descrlpti_ 0.;" Price Value 

sevenl coni:renccs with John Magc~ Km Trout and 
Daniel ()ynn; several. conferences with Jerry FranIc, Gene 
Bennett, and TomCouahlil; ~K'" ~ 
¥P-'flWMt ......... -a;.~ Jmd with mediator 
and (]ynn to fi-aa: a posshle sett~t SceDari); 

coam:nce preparation ofa settlement a&fCC'IJICnt 

l~IIV201O EKK Review appeal p~ings from opposmg counsel; review 1.30 :moo 
ofnewdaa:age report ftomopposms counsel and 
discussion of sam:; c:ona.ue preparation ofdeposir:i:1n 
of Mille Sinlmnds; te~hODe con£ermce wtb T. Wakr 

I and l'C'o'iewoorrespondencc regardilg lMdiation and 
deposition status. I 

1()II&I'2:OIO PRC Continue woRmS on PetTa's responses 10 issues 2.1. 95.00 199.50 
analysis; fCView DVDproduccd by City orMcridian in 
response to datIIgcs report; prepare emibits ilr 
depositiJn ofMiz SiInnonds:. 

l()1UV20IO MBS Uxltinuedocumcnts review; rcscan:h pcnuissivc appeal; 8.00 180.00 1,440.00 
rnoiewdamlge report by CiI:y; reviewCity's briefoD 
penrissive appeal; begin drafting response briefoD 
penrissive appeal 

IIYI9I2OJO TGW Review rmtion regarding interb:utory appeal and 1:JfJ 275.00 I,"M) 
supporting ilbcmation filed by the City; conference with 
Matt Schelstnlle rqardina: response to City's IJI)tion; 
COrtmenCC rcviewofCity's damages and causation 
production; reVieW iiDd _~ to IidilmollaltiDili litlm 
Kurt iCraaB"~ S#"lcmcnt cfbb; knjthy 
conference with Daniel ()ynn and FriIca regatdiDg 
settlement possbilities and discovery depositions going 
forward [ftbe c:ascdocs not settle 

II)' J9t'20JO EKK CDni:renoe on rescttiDg daleS; scWcment terms and 1.60 :mOO '2ll1Xl 
iatcst case mmrmamn. 

11)'19t'20IO PRe Wort on file:; ~ iiQ!:I agjp CI~"8?&t'!'i'"_@' I.at 951Xl 171.00 
iDsw.cc-Ili:J~ update wancsJ fiIcs m preparation 
Ii>rdcpositi:mJ; mcctnl Mh attorneys ~Ianiinl 
depoJitim scheduling 

11)'19t*'20IO MBS Dnaft brief oPPOS1'lg permissive appcaJ; rcscart:h 1.50 180.00 1,.350.00 
liquidated damage issue raised by City's daml&c clams; 
draft research sumnary on liquidated damage issue b rT. 
WaIker. 

I CY2:CY2OIO TGW Continue wode on scttJcmcnt agrecmc:nts and ~iated ~at m.oo ~42ll.OO 

matters; continue trial prepanuion. including rcviewof 
recently produced documents by the cay; conduct 
witness ClIIIrination planniog; telephone oonfert:ncc 
wilh Dennis Rcmtein and Keith Pinlcel10n regarding 

- , -
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID meat Mltar DesCriptiOll

1iJl71-008 Petra. Inc. ar ofMeridian

Date ProC Descriptioo Units Price Value
City's damages claims; lengthy telephone conference
with Rich Bauer regarding City's damages claims and the
City's allegations regarding causation; reviewand revise
Petra's opposition to City motion fora pemissive
interlocutory appeal and arrange for filing and service;
review case law on liquidated damages; con1Crence call
with Petra managers regarding settlement agreements

IG'2tV2010 EKK Review case infonnation and discussion oftrial issues; 0.80 200.00 160.00
trial preparation wolk.

lG'2lY2010 PRC Wodc on file; 5.30 95.00 503.50

, review production disks for infOrmation
regarding LaborRcady.

lG'2tV2010 MBS Finish briefon permissive appeal; draft affidavit with 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
eXiibit; research fiquidated damage issue; continued
document review and trial preparation.

uY2112010 TGW Worle on discovery response due on October29,2010; 6.30 275.00 1,73250
continue trial preparation; ellChange emaiIs wah Petra's
management regarding settlement efforts; deal with
witness issues

IG'21/2010 EKK Case wodcon deposition and trial preparation issues; 230 200.00 460.00
review correspondence from opposing counsel I-

I
IG'2112010 MBS Documents review; permissive appealchanges; too 4.00 180.00 720.00 Ipreparation for DeWeerd cross; Iiqui:fated damage I

research I,
I

lG'2112010 PRC Trial preparation; ; COJl1lile 6.20 95.00 589.00
I

Idocuments foreldlibits to upcoming depositions; amend
Notices ofDeposition pursuant to schedule change !

I
agreed upon with opposing counsel; prepare I

Supplemental Disclosure to f.)pert Witness Information; I

IG'21I2010 TGW

612tV201I 9".59:41 AM

; prepare subpoena for
Labor Ready for documents relating to Project; provide
required 7 days service notice; prepare letter to opposing
counsel regarding same.

Continue to deal with witness matters; conduct
additional legal research; conference with tria1 team
regarding assignments; conference with Jeny Frank:
regarding witness matters; conference with Gene Bennett
and Tom Coughm regarding status ofsett1ement
possibilities; email Daniel (]yon regarding same;

"::; '.~ h

4.60 275.00 1,265.00

I
I

, I
j
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

.... ' .. m 
20771_ 

"",. Prot 

I ()'2()'2() I 0 EKK 

11Y2!Y2010 PRe 

IIY2Il'2OIO MBS 

IlYlll2OlO row 

IlY2l12OlO EKK 

1G'211201O MBS 

llYlll2OIO PRe 

IM2I2OIO TGW 

&2&2{)11 9-.59:41 AM 

at ... Mlltlrr Dracri,,_ 

Petra, Inc. ay of Meridian 

Description 
ny's damages clUns; lengthy telephoDe conference 
wlh Rich Baucrregarding C&y's daoagcs clams and the 
Qy's a1Icgaliol\5 regarding causation; review and revise 
Petra's opposition to cq. motion fora pemissivc 
interlocutory appeal and anaogc for filing and service; 
review case law on liquidated damages; coni::rence caI1 
wkh Petra mutagen regard.Cg settlement agreements 

Revieweuc infumution and discussion of trial issues; 
trial preparation wolk. 

Worton file; 

- 797. review production disks mr inillmation 
~ing I..abot- Ready_ 

Finisb bricfon permissive appeal; draft affidavit MIl 
ohibit; research liquidated damage issue; continued 
document review and trial preparation.. 

Work on discovery response due on October 29, 2010; 
continue trial preparation; cx:ban,gc cmais will Petra's 
management regarding settJemenl efbrts; deal with 
witness issues 

Case worton deposition and trial preparation issues; 
review conespondence &om opposing counsel 

Docurrznts review; pemissivc appeaIchanges; triaJ 
preparation furDcWeerd cross; liquiiateddamagc 
....... h 

Trial preparati:m; .... -....-; coqtUc 
documents forohilils 10 upcommg depositions; ameod 
Notices of Deposition pursuant to schedule change 
agreed upon with opposill& counsel; ptq)3le 
Supplemental Disclosure to eq,elt Witness lnfOrmation; 

-

.. ~~1J....lL'. '.-". __ l.i',IJ,,_ . __ 

; prepare subpoena ror 
Labor Ready tor documents relatina 10 Project; provide 
required 7 days service notice; prepare letterto opposing 
counsel regarding Sarte. 

Continue to deal wCh witness 1TIZItteB; conduct 
additional qat research; conference wit! trial team 
regan!ing usignmcnts; conference wi1I Jerry Prank: 
regarding wancss matters; con!ereace...ala Gene 8clJnett 
and Tom Coughlit regarding status ofsettlcmcnt 
possibilaies; cmaiI Daniel (]ynn regarding same; 

.. .. ., 

au" Prtce Valat 

n80 200.00 100.00 

S.lJl 95.00 503.'" 

7.'" 180.00 I.JSO.OO 

.30 275.00 I,nuo 

230 200.00 46Il00 

4.00 180.00 7lll.00 

95.00 589.00 

4.00 Z1S.oo 1,26.5.00 

,. 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MauerID Oieat Mauer Descri~OD

20771-Q08 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCri~OD una Price Value
continue trial preparation; telephone conference with
Dennis Reinstein regarding rebuttals to CIty's darmges
claims; telephone conference with Jeny regarding
possibility ofstay being granted upon Troufs motion
based upon witness issues

HY22I2010 EKK Continue with case preparatim; meetings on case 3.50 200.00 700.00
issues; deposition preparation.

1~2212010 PRe Meeting with trial team regarding status ofpending 1.60 95.00 152.00
matters;~ are lCttertiUGmKnimCi' in
d SDfftuans~prepare Notice to Vacate
depositions ofLee Cotton, Leo Geiss and Jason Neidigh;
continue wode on Petm's response to Meridian's Fifth
Requests for Produetion ofDocuments.

1~2212010 MBS Research witness intiJDdation; strategy discussion; draft 3.50 180.00 630.00
Watts cross; wode on building case in case notebook

1~2412010 EKK ElGunined damage calculation backup documentation 1.lK> 200.00 360.00
ftom oppos ing counsel and reviewed portions related to
deposition preparation; further deposition preparation.

1~25/201O TOW Continue trial preparation, including review ofdeposition 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
transcripts, and preparation ofdireet

1~2512010 EKK Co~letedeposition preparation; deposition ofNeil 5.10 200.00 1,020.00
Anderson; further deposition preparation.

I~W2010 TOW Supplement discovery responses; send email to Jeny 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
requesting a detailed statement about his contact with
the City's ~erts; conference with Matt Schelstrate
regarding preparation ofpretrial briefas required by the
Court's scheduling order; continue trial preparation;
several conference with EribK1ein and TomCoughlin
during the deposition ofWeaterbolt, the City's roofing
e)jJlert

I~W2010 EKK Review colTespondence; deposition ofRay Wetherholt; 4.40 200.00 880.00 I
I

confe&Ted on outcome ofsamc; co~lete deposition i
preparation for Sinrnonds. I

1~26'2010 PRe Review discovery documents; prepare Supplemental 4.20 95.00 399.00

f

Response to First Interrogatories and Requests for
Production; prepare Notice OfSeIVice;

f
I

r
HYW2010 MBS Begin reselm;hing and drafting pre-trial memorandum 250 180.00 450.00 I

,-
10127/2010 TOW Review and revise Petra's supplemental responses to the 7.20 275.00 1,980.00 I-

i

6'2W20l1 9".59:41 AM -'": .. ~ .. Page: 100
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

-,., 
20711-00II 

tW22l2OIO 

HV22I20IO 

11)"2212010 

lOOAI2OIO 

HY2512010 

HY2S120IO 

1O'W201O 

1<Y2612010 

1<Y26I2OIO 

IQ'26I2(IIO 

IIY2712010 

"'''' 

EKK 

PRC 

MIlS 

EKK 

row 

EKK 

row 

EKK 

PRC 

MIlS 

row 

6f2(V2011 9>.59:41 AM 

Ol .. t J\o'lltter Descripd_ 

Petra. Inc. el)' ofMcridian 

J)esu ipd_ 

continue trial p~pantion; telephone conference with 
Dennis Rt:instcm regarding rebuttals to Oty's dauage:s 
claims; telephone conf'cmtce with Jcny regarding 
possibiity of stay being granted upon Trout's rmtion 
based upon witness issues 

Continue with case preparation; mcetinp on case 
issues; deposition preparation. 

Meeting with trialteamreprding status of pending 
mattm; ~ ktk:r to Kim P"'FI'~iJ. 
go,tioD. tnIIDS~ prepare Notice to Vacate 
depodions orLee Cotton, Leo Geiss and Jason Neidigh; 
continue work on Petra's response to Merna's Fifth. 
Requests fo r Production ofDocumenu. 

Research witness iltiriiatioo; strategy discussion; draft 
W8tt$ cross; WOrkOD buikl.ing case in case notebook 

&.vnined damage calculati;m bact up documentation 
Iiomoppos ing counsel and ICV~ portions related to 
deposition prepanllion; further deposition prepll8lion. 

Continue trial preparation, ncluding review of deposition 
transcripts, and preparation ofdRct 

Colrplete deposition preparation; deposit ion of Neil 
Anderson; furthcrdcposition preparation. 

Suppkment discovery responses; send email to.Jeny 
~uestin, a detailed statement about his conta<:t with 
tbe Oty's~; conference with Matt Scbelstrate 
rqarding preparation orpretrial briehs required by the 
Court's scheduling order, continue trialpreparation; 
several con~oe with Erb Klen and TomCoughliD 
during the deposaion orWeaterholt, the City's roofmg 

,""" 
Review correspondence; deposition of Ray Wctherflok; 
conferred on outcome of same; corl1'lete deposaion 
preparation furSinm:lnds . 

Reviewdiscovcl}' documents; prep&le Supplemental 
Response 10 FiBl lntenogalorie:s and Requests for 
Production; pn:pan:: Notice ofScrvice;" -

.':.. -=_. ~ .~ , ~ L'_ _~ ..... '.':.. '1 _. 

Begin rescarchil& and drafting prMrialmcmcuandum 

Review and revisc Petra's suppbnental responses to the 

-" . 

.... b 

3.50 

.. 00 

3.50 

.. '" 
1:J!l 

S. IO 

6:J!I 

4.40 

4:J!1 

2.lO 

7:J!1 

Pri" 

200.00 

".00 

180.00 

200.00 

275.00 

200.00 

275.00 

200.00 

OS.OO 

180.00 

771.00 

v .... 

100.00 

152.00 

630.00 

300.00 

1,430.00 

1,020.00 

1,705.00 

"".00 

399.00 

450.00 

I.~.oo 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

M8tterID Oieot Matter DesCripdOll

20771~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date ProC DesCripdOll UDtJ Price Value
City's discovery requests; prepare for and attend
deposition preparation session with Rich Bauer,
construction mmagem=nt and construction eJq)ert;
continue preparation ofdirect ClGlIlIklations; several
telephone conferences with Jeny and Gene; conference
with Tom Coughlin; conference with Daniel <lynn and
FJi\ca Klein; ~hone con rt KmIIi!Ir
~s~t i15i1itiCs; eJIChange emaiIs with
clients and eJq)erts

1(1'27/2010 EKK Deposition ofMe Smnonds; review damage 290 200.00 580.00
information from eJq)ert in case; review correspondence;
coomined information from opposing counsel

1(1'27/2010 PRe 1.80 95.00 171.00

corq>ilc and prepare
documents for Richard Bauer, Petra's &pert in
preparation for deposition.

UY27/2010 MBS Continue drafting pre-trial memorandum 5.00 180.00 900.00

UY28I201O PRe Co~ce work on trial emibit list. 3.80 95.00 361.00

1(1'2812010 MBS Continue drafting pre-trial memorandum; review labor 4.30 180.00 774.00
ready document discovery

HY29I2010 EKK Review subpoena documents for signature and service. 020 200.00 40.00

I(Y29I2010 PRe 1.20 95.00 114.00

prepare email correspondence to client
regarding verification ofdiscovery; prepare email
cOlTCSpondcnce to Mr. Pinkerton and Mr. Reinstein
regarding depositions.

HV29I2010 MBS Continue drafting pretrial memorandum; begin 5.00 180.00 900.00
researching and drafting Baird cross~ation

111112010 Tm! Prepare response regarding mediation; continue trial 3.40 275.00 935.00
preparation; telephone conference with Jeny Frank

I.
regarding developmentofschedulc ilrJl«:lvember,
continue preparation for hearing on pemissive
interlocutory appeal

111112010 FKK Review correspondence to mediator on case. 0.20 200.00 40.00

111112010 MBS Work on drafting cross-eXllJrinatilns ofNary, Bird; 3.50 180.00 630.00
continue drafting pretri31 memorandum

6I2n'2011 9".59:41 AM ." Page: 101
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

.... ,,10 01 ... Mlaer Dresc:ripd_ 

20771_ Petra, Inc. ~ of Meridian 

...... Descripd_ !W" Pria V"ue 
Cky's discove.y requests; prepare fbund attend 
deposition preparation session with Rich Bauer, 
constNction ranagement and consbUction e~ 
oontinue preparation o fdi'ect exami1ations; several 
telepho ne conferences with Jcny and Gene; coni:renoc 
with Tom Coughlin; conference \db Daniel (]ynn and 
Erika KJe.,; ~bonc IXIRbw« wtIIlCud KiM,a 
~lsctdlmcar~iiilitiiss; cx:.hange camils MIl 
c6ents and eJq)Clts 

1()'27I2OIO "'" Depositi:)a of Me SKmIonds; review daml&e ' 01.00 
infonretion fromCJiPCrt in case; review com::spondcnoc; 
~ed infurmation from opposing counsel. 

1()'271201O PRe 1.1" 9S1JJ 111.00 

COIq)Dc and prepare 
documeots fur Richard Bauer, Petra's ~ in 
pn:paration b"deposil inn. 

UYV I2010 MBS Continue draft.,g prcwl metmrandum ' .00 180.00 900.00 

1<V2&'2!110 PRe Cormwmce work on trial emibit list. 11.' 9S1JJ 361.00 

1<VllV2OIO MBS Continue dmttin& pnHrial meuorandum; review labor '.30 10l.00 n4.00 
ready documeat discovery 

lW29t'20IO ElOC Review subpoena documenb fOr signature and service. Q.2O lOO.OO 40.00 

IG'29t'20IO PRe .. 21) 9S1JJ 114.00 

pn:p~ email ~pondencc to client 
regarding verification o f discovay; prepare em 
conespondence to Mr. PWcc:rton and Mr. Rei'lste'" 
regarding depos itions. 

1CV2W1D1O MBS Continue draft.,g pretrial mtmJrandu~ begin ~oo 180.00 900.00 
rcsean::hing and dr.afting BUd cross~ation 

IUlI2OlO TG<! Prepare response regard.,g mediation; continue trill 1 40 275.00 935.00 
preparation; telephone conkrcncc with Jerry Frank 

I 
regarding dcveDpmeAt bfschedu~ b r Novembcr, 
contnue preparation fur hearing on pcnrissive 
interlocutory appeal 

IUlI2Ol O ElOC Review c:om:spondcnce to n-alialor on case. Q.2O 200.00 40.00 

1 VlI2OlO MBS Work on drafting cross-cxaminati::ms of Nary , Bini; , .so 180.00 6J(l00 
continue drafting praml rr.erronmdum 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

1Jn71-008

alent

Petra, Inc.

Matter Descripdcm

City ofMeridian

Date
111112010

Prof

PRe

Descripticm l.iIits

1.40
Price
95.00

111212010 TCNi Continue preparation formal aJgurnent on pennissive 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
interlocutory appeal; continue trial preparation

111212010 fXK Trial work in case. 0.20 200.00 40.00

11/212010 PRe Work on file and prepare deposition tmlibits for~X6) 240 95.00 228.00
deposition ofTheodoJe Baird.

111212010 MBS Continue draftmg Bard cross-examination; JeView 6.00 180.00 1,(9).00
documents furevidence ofpost-occupancy HVAC
repair; analy~ documents forCJ4libit fist fortrial

IVJ12010 TCNi Continue preparation for~X6) deposition ofTed 8.30 275.00 2,282.50
Baird; contmue trial preparation, including JeView of
deposition transcripts; take 3<XbX6) deposition ofTed
Baird

IV312010 fXK Trial preparation; elClllJlined additional eJqlert reports in 0.11) 200.00 100.00
case; review com:spondence tromopposing counse~

reviewed briefing tromopposmg counsel

IVJ12010 MEW Review opposmg counsers reply m:morandwnregarding 0.30 190.00 57.00
pennissive appeal

111312010 MBS Review and collect documents for trial tmlibit list; 5.20 180.00 936.00
continue wah Keith Watts' cross~ation

1113/2010 PRe .. 1.30 95.00 123.50

~f01Cwt~~ing same; update
consolidated deposition indexand compile additional
emibits for 3CXbX6) deposCioD ofTed Baird.

111412010 TCNi Continue preparation for~X6) deposition ofSteve 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
Amento regarding the City's damages claims; JeView
City's Reply in support ofis IOOtion for a permissive
interlocutory appeal; conduct addition legal resean:h;
work on oralaJgUmcnt; take Amcnto's deposition;
contmue preparation for trial, including review of
deposition tJanscripts

11/412010 EKK Review case information; eJGIJIlined information and case 1.30 200.00 260.00
facts related to trotions in limite; review briefing on
obstructionist tactics fortrotion preparation.

11/412010 PRC Research regarding deposition emibits and witness 0.11) 95.00 76.00
documents.

111412010 <E Cilu a sitiOiiS. 1.11) 95.00 171.00
=_._._~ ..
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- ...., Descriptio. ..... """ V". 
IVlI2OlO PRe 1.40 "'00 133.00 

.. ," 
111212010 T(N( ContirlUc prcparmnn furorallllJumcnt on penrissivc 8.2D 275.00 2,255.00 

interlocutoly appeal; continue trial preparation 

111212010 OOC Trial work in case. Q21) 200.00 4(100 

11I2fl()10 PRe Wort on 6Io ... d prepare deposition cll.ibits for J((bX6) 240 95.00 moo 
deposmn ofIbeodore BUd. 

1Il212010 MBS Continue draft"'g Baird c:ross-oan'ination; review 6.00 10100 1,OOl00 
documents mrevidenceorpost~pancy HVAC 
R:p&ir; anaIy~ documents IDrcOibit list forlrial. 

llll'2010 Ta.! Continue preparation i:lr ~X6) deposition ofTed 27'00 
Bai'd; contmue trial preparation, mcluding review of 
deposition tl1Ioscripts; take JQ:bX6) deposition of Ted 
BainI 

111312010 EKK Trial preparation; ClGI.OWcd additional CJCpCrt reports in 0.8) 200.00 160.00 
case; reviewcotTeSpondence fiomopposq counsc~ 
reviewed briefing 6omopposng counsel 

1Il312010 MEW Review opposinJ couDsers reply Dl:Ib)raodumregardinJ 0.30 190.00 SI.OO 
perrissiYe appeal. 

J 1/312010 MBS Review and coUca documents fur trial obibit list; '1J) 10100 936.00 
continue wEb Kci1h Watts' cro.ss-.nioation 

IlI3I2OlO PRe ~ 1.30 "'.00 123.50 

I!!e.,. IeUCi' to Kiift1CiIiIijt7gardlrlf ..... ; update 
consolidated depod.ion maand COI11lUc additional 
emba forX(bX6) deposmD ofTed Baird. 

111412010 T(N( Continue pl'q)aration br J((bX6)deposilion ofSteYc 9 .... 275.00 2,Sl5OO 
Amento regardil& the cq's dmaacs claims; review 
City's Reply in support oris IlI)tion fora permissivo 
intertocutol}' appeal; conduct addition iegal research; 
work on oral argUtralt; take Amenta's deposition; 
cont~ue preparation for trial, me~d~g review of 
deposition tJansc:~ts 

11/412010 EKK Review case infomJll.tion; oamincd information and case 1.30 21X1.00 261).00 
facts ~latcd to motions in ~e; review bricfVtg on 
obstructionist tactics for motion preparation. 

1114'2010 PRC Research reaard~B deposition e~ibits and witness 0.8) "'.00 1~OO 

documenu. 

I V4I201O a; _~<;!;.W"" ~""'l!i R!iiOE _ _ 1.8) "'.00 111.00 

OiYiOi 1 939:41 AM Page: 102 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Client MlUcr DesCriptiOll

20771~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description tides Price Value

11/412010 MEW Research eJq)ert issue regarding underlying reports relied 5.70 190.00 1,083.00
upon and extent their contents can be testified;
conference with T. Walker; draft legal research
memorandum.

11/412010 MBS Begin researching and drafting renewed motion to 8.20 180.00 1,476.00
ex:lude evidence ofdamages and motion fOr sanctions
for obstructionist tactics at depositions; review and
assess City's reply metrorandumon pemissive appeal;

Icontinue drafting Watts Cross-elC3lJlination; continue
with selecting documents for eJChibit list I

I

IV5/201O TGW Review City's Imtion to dismiss Petra's claim fur lost 9.40 275.00 2,585.00 Iprofits and/or business devastation pursuant to the
Idaho Tort Oaims Act; conduct preliminary research and I
initiate preparation ofbriet; conference with Matt I

Schelstrate regarding same; continue preparation for oral I
argument on City's Imtion fora pellllissive interlocutory i

appeat continue trial preparation including direct
~ations ofPetra's witnesses; lengthy telephone
conference wah Jeny Frank: regarding status oftrial
preparation; eJaiaii e seveiifeiiiijlS Mfi Kurt
~iiigiiiCi1iation~~lephone conference with Keith
Pinkerton regarding damages; attend and argue at
hearing

11/5/2010 MEW Review motion to dismiss filed by opposing counset 1.00 190.00 190.00
conference with T. Walker regarding motion fur

Isanctions and case strategy.

IV5/2010 B<K Review conespondence on case and eJCllDined new 200 200.00 400.00
I

Ireport infonnation; reviewoflatest filings; confe~ on
outcome ofhearing; ~iew further new pleadings and
notices from opposing counset eJaIUled masonry

Ie",ert report.

IU5/2010 MBS Research and draft memorandum to e)l:lude eJq)Crt 9.50 180.00 1,710.00
testimony regarding damages; assess aty's ITCA Imotion for areas ofrebuttal

IV512010 TGW Review and respond to numerous emails from opposing 0.80 275.00 220.00 I
counse~ including various notices and subpoenas fur

I
depositions; furward all to client and trial team;
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding
e",ert testimmy

IU5/201O PRC Trial preparation; conmence drafting CivilTrial 3.80 95.00 361.00 [-
Subpoena for witnesses in case-in<hief; review
documents filed by opposing counse~ prepare email to
clients regarding same; conmence preparation of
affidavit ofThomas Wallter in Support ofPetra's
opposition to Motion to Dismiss damages claims.
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111412010 MEW Resean::h opert issue rqanlng undcrlyin& n:ports ~Iicd 5.10 190.00 I,OI31X) 

upon and eJilCnt their contents can be testified; 
oonfc:rence wdl T. Walker; draft Iega1resean:h 
memofMdum. 

11141'2010 MIlS Be,in R<Sean:hing and drafting rcn~ notion to 8.20 180.00 1,476.00 
ex:lude cYdence of damages and Jrotion lOr sanettons 
rorobs lructionist tactics at depositions; p:vicw and 
usess cay., reply mczrrJrandumon pcmUsivc appcat 
continue drafting Watts OosS-ewrinatioDj continue 
with seleding documents IOrCJihibit list 

I IISI2OIO TGW RcviewOy's rmtion to dismiss Petn.'s claim lOr bst 9.40 275.00 2,5&5.00 
profits andlorbusiness devasta1ic>n pursuant to the 
Idaho Tort OHm Act; conduet prem..,. rcscardi and 
initiate ~ioD ofbric~ OODkn:nce with Man 
SehektJatc regardilg same; conti'lue Pft'Patation forOr1l 
ItIJUmenl on City's rmtDo lOra pcmissivc iotertocukNy 
appeal; conttlUc trial pn:paralion mciudial dRct 
caminations ofPl1n.'s wilnesse:s; lengthy telephone 
conference w&h Jerry Fnmk rqprrlina status oftriill. 
prepanriomj e~~ scv--...idIiiiIIi triMi Kart ~ 
LilWdiq. jditiPotiNC:[d:phonc conlbmoe web K.eab 
Pm:crton .elwin, dama&cs; attend and argue at. 
hearing 

111.512010 MEW Review motion to dismiss tiled by opposing counse~ 1.00 190.00 190.00 
conference ,,"h T. Wab ~ing rrotion fix-
sanctions and cue stra1cgy. 

IIISI2OIO EKK Review conespondence on case and ~ed new 200 100.00 400.00 
report infonmtion; reviewoflalest fimp; conferred on 
outcome ofheamg; rev;ew further new plead"gl and 
notices fiomopposing counsel; e:wtamed masoruy 

""'" "POrt. 

1lI5f201O MIlS Research and draft meDIOl'3Ildum to exUde eJq)ert 9.50 180.00 1,710.00 
tcslinony regarding damages; usess ~ lTCA 
rrotiln for ar=s ofrcbuttal 

1115f2010 TGW ReviEwandrespond to nuJrEroUS emaik 6omoppos~g 0.01 27S.OO 2>1.00 
counsel. ilcUdilJ various notices and subpoenas for 
depositions; b_rd aD to client and trial team; 
te~hone confi:rcDoc "ida Kt:iIb Pinbrton n:garding 
e'PCrt tcstinony 

11I5f20IO PRe Trial preparation; corzmence dnlfting CivilTriaJ 1 01 95.00 361.00 
Subpoena foc'wknesses il case-io-cbiet; review 
documents filed by opposing counsct prepare cnail to 
clients n:garding same; conm:nce prtpalatioR of 
affi:lav~ ofThomas Walter in Supped of Petra's 
opposition to Motion to Dislriss damigcs claiml. 
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Date Prof DesCriptiOll Units Price Valae

1V6r'201O MBS Research and draft renewed motions to C>l:lude ~erts 4.00 180.00 720.00
and to e»:lude evidence ofdamages

11/7/2010 MBS Research and draft motions to e»:lude damages and 4.50 180.00 810.00
ex:lude elCperts

11/812010 TOW Continue preparation fortria~ including supplementation 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
ofdirect elQlJlinations ofJeny Frank and Gene Bennett;
conference with Keith Pinkerton for deposition
preparation; strategy session with trial teamregarding
witness assignments and Iaigation tactics

11/812010 FKJ( Review cOJTCSpondence; case strategy meeting; trial 3.60 200.00 720.00
preparation including prepamg waness ~ations.

11/812010 MEW Conference with T. Walker. E. Klein, P. Carson and 6..00 190.00 1,140.00
M.Schelstrate regardmg case strategy; review opposing
counsers rrotion for sanctions and affidavit; prepare
motion to strib, menDrandum in support ofrrotion to
strike, opposition briefand affidavit.

11/812010 PRe Trial preparation; 4.30 95.00 408.50

prepare Motion to Shorten Tunc
for Hearing.

1V8I2010 MBS Draft renewed motions in limine, review deposition 10.50 180.00 1,890.00
transcripts for abusive tactics

111912010 TGW Review and forward second letter from Trout requesting 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
a continued mediation session; continue trial preparation
including preparation ofdirect and cros~ eJeaiDnations;
prepare 3O(b)(6)elCllllination instructions for Gene
Bennett; telephone conference with Gene regarding
same; telephone conference with Jerry Frankregarding
continued mediation; review notes on the City's damage
clailm provided by Rich Bauer; review and revise
renewed rmtions in limine; two telephone conference
with Rich Bauer regarding his upcomilg deposition;
telephone conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding
provision in construction management agreement;
telephone conference with John Magel regarding
proposed continued mediation session; review
documents to be produced by Rich Bauer at his
deposition; telephone conference with Jerry regarding
his unavailability for a November 18 mediation session

111912010 MEW Research and worle on briefin opposition to Meridian's 5.30 190.00 1,007.00
rrotion for sanctions.

111912010 FKK Review case infonnation; continue trial preparation work. 0.60 200.00 120.00

111912010 MBS Finish and edit renewed motions in lirine, draft 4.50 180.00 810.00
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tV6'2010 MIlS Rc$ean:h and draft renewed rmtiolU to exclude operts 4.00 180.00 m.oo 

and to eJII:lude evidence of damages 

Itn12010 MIlS Rc5carcb and draft motions to czlude damaJcs and 4.SO 180.00 810.00 
elClude experts 

111&'2010 raw Continue prepandion fur trial, including suppicm:ntalion 9.80 275.00 2,69S.00 
of direct c,;urinations of Jeny Frankand Gene Bennett; 
conference wah Keith Pinkerton ilr deposition 
preparation; stJalegy seui::m wah trial tearnrq,arding 
witness assiKnmcots and Itigation tactics 

111812010 EKK Rcviewco!TeSpondence; case stn\l:egy meeting; trial 3.6J 200.00 711100 
prepllllllion includi:lg prcpamg wlnCSS CJraaiDations. 

111&'2010 MEW Conference with T. Wahr, E. Kien, P.CaBon and 6.00 190.00 1,140.00 
MSc::heistnl.tc rqardng case strategy; review opposing 
counsel's 1rI)Iion fOr sanctions and affidavit; prepare 
m:)tioD to ,trib, merrorandum n support of motion to 
strace, opposition bricfand affidavit 

11/812010 PRe Trial p~ion ; 4.30 ".00 

prepare Motion to Sbortcn Itme 
fur Hearing. 

111&'2010 MIlS Dr.a1l renewod motOns in limine, review deposition 10.50 181100 1,890.00 
t:ransa1>ts for abus we tactics 

IIlW2010 TCHI Revlewand forward second leUerfiomTrout n:qucsting 92) 27~00 2,>30.00 
a continued mediation sen ian; continue trialpreparation 
including preparation ofdrea and cross ewrinations; 
prepare 3((bX6) eDmination instructions IOrGme 
Bennett; telephone conmncc with Gene Jegardiog 
sam:; telephone confen:lncc rih Jerry Frank~iog 
continued mediation; review notes on the CSry's danage 
claims provided by Rich Bauer; review and revise 
renewed IJIltions in Irile; t'M) teq,hone conference 
with Rich Bauer regardi1g his upeomil1g dcposilion: 
telephone conference wCh Keith Pinla:rton regardi1, 
provision in construction ll'8t\agen:nt agrceDJ:Qt; 
telephone conference with John Magel regarding 
proposed continued mediation session; Jeview 
documents to be produced by Rich Bau«at his 
deposwn; telephone conference wil:h Jerry regard"g 
his unavailability for a Nlvcrmcr 18mcdiation session 

IlIW2OlO MEW Research and workon bricfin opposilion to Meridian's S.3O 190.00 1,007.00 
trotion rouanctions. 

111912010 EKK Reviewcase inlOnnation; continue trial preparation work. 0.6J 200.00 121).00 

111912010 MIlS Finish and ed. renewed [lI)tions in iaine., draft 4.50 U,,-OO 810.00 
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supporting affidavits, assemble ClIhibits

11/912010 MBS Draft response to City's rootion to dismiss clain for 3.00 180.00 540.00
business devastation (ITCA)

ll/912010 a; F"atis sCllcclUIC ofolf ~ml 0.30 95.00 28.50..
of

11/912010 PRC Update witness files and video depositions; COJ11)iIe 4.80 95.00 456.00
docummts fOr attorney's trial preparation;

ti1ali2Je affidavit ofThomas Wakrand rnartc CJlbibits;
~ Iettel'fO XWt JCIlIDia' and cliCnO~ SameJ

11/1~10 TG\V Prepare direct examination outline fur prime contractors; 10.40 275.00 2,860.00
prepare for and defi:nd Rich Bauer's deposition; seveml
confem1ces with Rich regarding same

11I1CY2010 EKK Review additional witness infonnation; trial preparation 1.70 200.00 340.00
work in case including witness eJGUJlinations and
correspondence related to same for preparation of
exhibits etc.

II/)(Y201O MEW Research service ofsubpoenas on City's witnesses, fees 1.10 190.00 209.00
and nu1eage required.

1111G'2010 MBS F"mish opposition to City's Motion to Dismiss; research 5.00 180.00 900.00
waivcrand acceptance issue; research permissive
appeal; document review for trial regarding Tom Johnson
and punch lists. .

I1/HY2010 PRC Pulldocummts ftomMeridian's discovery; update 5.30 95.00 503.50
exhibit list; finae review ofJell}' Frank's direct
eJCaIDination; comnence review and editing ofGene
Bennctfs direct examination; update Civil Trial
subpoenas.

11/11/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; rcviewCity's Motion fOr 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
Acceptance ofAppeal by Pennission filed with the .
Supreme Court; anange for response to be prepared;
conference with Jeny Frank regarding deposition; attend
and defend Frank deposition

ll/ll/2010 EKK Review case infonnation; e:xamined infonnation fromTom 4.60 200.00 920.00
Coughlil related to request for information and
response; review further notices from opposing counsel;
defend continued deposition ofe"Pert R. Bauer and
sUlllllDJj' on same forT. Walker.

11/11/2010 MEW Research rules and statutes regarding procedure for 1.70 190.00 323.00
serving subpoena on city officials and e~loyees.
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supponila af6davils, 3SsenDle ohibas 

lllW2OlO MBS Dr.lft response to cays tmtion to disrriss clOD for J.oo ItnOO "".00 
busiless devutation (ITCA) 

111912010 OS .... DIc_iif.-...... k-.r:"*";".~ OJ() 9S.00 28.'" 
L~_of9ai¢ 

1119r'2OIO PRe Update waness fiIc:s and video depositions; corrpiJc 4.8) 9S.00 456.00 
documents mr attomey's trial preparation; t!IhM 

y; 
m.aJi:zD affidavit ofThomlS Walu and nat ohibits; 
~ -.10 Kurc:~-aoddieats-~J_ 

11111)'2(110 row Prepare dirbct exammation outiiDc brprInc contractors; IQ40 275.00 2,1\60.00 
prepare furaod deind RicI:t Bauer's deposaion; several 
conferences with Rich ~"I same 

IIIJIY2OJO EKK Review additional WitDC$S information; trial PlCParation 1.70 200.00 340.00 
work in case .1I.Iud"S wKnllSS cJQlrinations and 
correspondence related to same forprepanuion of 
emiba etc. 

11I1G'20IO MEW Research service of subpoenas on City's wmesses, fees 1.10 190.00 "".00 
Il!1d rrileage rtquRd. 

11l1(Y.!()IO MBS rlDtsh opposiIiDn to cay's Motion to Disniss; mearch ' .00 180.00 900.00 
,,'lliverand acceptance iss ue; research permissive 
appeal; document review mr tria] qardil, TomJohnsoD 
and pUlleh lists. 

IlIIfY20lO PRC Pun docuumts from Meridian's discovery; update ,.J<j 9S.oo SOl.50 
clltibil fist; finalizD nsvicw of.Jeny Frank's direct 
~ion; COIl'l1V!flCC reviewand edainS orGene 
Bennett's dim:t ewrination; updaiC Civil Trial 
subpoenas. 

1111112010 row ContvlUc trial prqJanation; revicwCty's Motion hI 275.00 1,705.00 
Ae<:cptancc of Appeal by Penmsion fiIcd with thc 
Supreme Court; anange rorresponse to be p~aredj 

conmncc with Jcny Frank. ~atding dcposilioo; attend 
and defend Frank.deposilion 

I UIII2OIO EKK Reviewcase inilnnaton; ~ed nilnnati:ln 60m Tom 4.60 920.00 
Coughli1 related to request ilr inilmation and 
R:Sponsej review furtbcrnoticcs fi'omopposin, counsel; 
defend continued depodion of ecpert R. Bauerand 
surmay on same fOrT. Wam. 

IUIII2OIO MEW &-search rules and statutes regarding procedure for 1.70 190.00 323.00 
serving subpoena on cay officials and ~Ioyees. 
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lU1U2010 MBS Research and draft opposition to City's Motion fur 9.20 180.00 1,656.00
Acceptance ofAppeal by Pemission filed with the Idaho
Supreme Court

11/1212010 FK.K FJcanined ilfurmation for use on witness CJGlIDilation 1.60 200.00 320.00
preparation; continue trial preparation; review
documents for CJChibits for depositions on Monday.

1111212010 PRC Trial preparation; review and COIq)ile sp~heetsfrom 4.30 95.00 408.50
John Quapp fur usc at Genc Bennett's deposition;
meeting with Keith Pinkerton regaJdilg disk of
documents fur Bennett's deposition; comnence
preparation ofCJChibits.

1111212010 MEW Tclephone confi:rence with Meade regarding subpoena; 0.30 190.00 57.00
conference wkh T. Walker regarding waivcr.

1111212010 MBS Continued drafting bricfopposing City's Motion for 10.00 180.00 1,800.00
Permissive appeal; edited cross-examinations fur Watts
and deWeerd; drafted affidavit in support ofopposition
to permissivc appeal; research question regaJding work
product doctrine and c'Pcrt witnesses in advance of
c'PCrt's depositions

11/1212010 TGW Continuc trial preparation; review MTI and Heery 10.70 275.00 2,94250
Reports; cl«:hange numerous emails with Petra personnel
and trial team; continue workon witness auninations

1111312010 FK.K Trial preparation work. 1.20 200.00 240.00

lUI5I201O TGW Review City's trotion in lirine to ell:lude witnesses or in 9.80 275.00 2,(65.00
thc alternative to vacatc trial; conference with trial team
regarding response; review discovery requests and
responses; review and revise numerous briefS in
responsc to recent motions filed by the City; conference
with &ika regarding 3<XbX6) deposition ofGcne Bennett
and deposition ofMilfurd Terren

1111512010 EI<K Confi:rred regarding dcpositions fortoday; defend 6.30 200.00 1,260.00
3lXbX6) damages deposition; participate in M. Terrell
deposition; deposition fact outcome infunnation
provided.

1111512010 PRC Trial prcparatiJn; preparatiJo ofAffidavits ofThomas 6.40 95.00 608.00
Walker and D

; review and respond to email
correspondence from clicnt; prepare tetter to clients with
filings; p~_ to ingsame.

lUI512010 MBS Draft oppositiJn to City's trotion in limine to eJ«:lude 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
witnesses

qt..;. ~
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IUlll2(UO MBS Researdl and draft opposition to City's Motion for 9-'" '8QOO 1,656.00 
Acceptance of Appeal by Pemissiln fi1ed with the Idaho 
Su~Cowt 

IVl2l201O EKK f)amiocd ~ti:lmmion for use on witness ~ion 1.60 200.00 320.00 
prepamtion; continue lrial preparation; review 
documents forohibits rordcpos ilions OD Monday. 

1111212010 PRC Trial pr'eJ*Mon; review and COIq)Ue spreadsheets fiom 95.00 
John Quapp ix'usc at Gene Bennett'!! deposition; 
meeting wlh Keith Pinla::non regild.." diskof 
dOCUlDlmts fix'Bennea's deposili::ln; corrmmce 
prepanuion ofCJChibu. 

11I12f201O MEW Telephone confclalcc with Meade rqardm, subpoena; OJO 190.00 57.00 
conferencewlh T. Wahrregardiag waiver. 

IVI2f201O MBS Continued drafting bricfopposing Oty's Motion for 1n00 "",00 I,moo 
!"emissive appeal; edited cross-examinations wrWatts 
and deWeerd; dJafted affidad. in support ofoppodion 
to pc:missive appeal; researcb question regan:ling wont 
product doame and ~ witnesses in advance of 
c~s dcpoSDoIU 

1U12f201O TGW Continue trial preparation; review Mll and Hoery 'fi70 275.00 
Reports; clCbangc nutrerOUS cmtils witb Petra personnel 
and trial telWn; continue workon witness aninations 

1111312010 EKK Trial preparation wort. ,-'" 200.00 240.00 

11IisnoiO TGW Review Qy's lIlOtaon .. Jirriae to clEwdc witnesses or in 9.'" 275.00 2,OJS.00 
the aJtemative to vacate trial; conference with trial team 
regarding response; review discovety requests and 
responses; review and tevise numerous briefs in 
response to recent rmtons filed by the City; conference 
with &btegarding ~X6)deposnono(Geae Bennett 
and deposition ofMilbtd Terrel 

l111Y.!OIO EKK Conrmed regarding depositions for today; defend ~JO 200.00 ' ,28).00 
~X6)damages deposition; participate in M. Tem:U 
deposition; deposition fact outcome intbmation 
provided. 

1V1Y20IO PRC Trial preparation; prepamtion or Affidavu ofThorms MO 95.00 61J1.00 
Wallcerand 

- - ; revie'o¥ and rapond to email 
correspondence fiomcknt; prepare letter to clients with 
filings; p~ kaCt-tl) ICim: KnlDrR8WcOO·, .IIm!;\ 

11IIY20IO MBS Draft opposition to City's motion in liaine to a:lude ~OO 'lnOO 1,0000 
witnesses 

iY2iY2Ou !r.59:41 AM "- . Page: 106 ~ 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID aieat MIllar DesCriptiOll

2onl~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCriptiOll Ulits Price Value
IUI&'201O TGW Continue trial preparation, including review ofadditional 8.30 275.00 2,282.50

Heery Reports and work on preparation ofeJallDination of
O1uckHum, Heery employee; ex;hange cmails with

Tom Coughlin and Gene Bennett regarding
miscellaneous trial preparation issues, including
identification and assembly ofexhi>its

1111&'2010 EKK Review cOl1'CSpondence; eJClIDincd documents fur expert 0.60 200.00 120.00
in case.

1111&'2010 TGW Continue trial preparation including review ofexpert 230 275.00 632.50
reports and preparation ofwitness CJIllIIinatbns

11/1&'2010 PRe Trial and FnIibit Preparation; prepare first draft of 5.60 95.00 532.00
Wmess List for Trial; research contact infOnnation on
Westlaw for subpoena infonnation.

1111&'2010 MBS Finish drafting opposition to City's motion in limine to 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
ex;lude Petra's witnesses; finish cross~ation for
deWeord and Baird; begin researching and drafting
cross~ations for OtuckHum and Tom McGourty

1111712010 TGW Continue with trial preparatbn; review and revise pretrial 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
memorandum; conduct additional research regarding
same; several conferences with trial team regarding trial
preparation and trialassigDlJJ:nts; workup trial emibit
categories and commence organizing trial emibits

11/17/2010 EKK Review latest filings with court; trial team meeting on 260 200.00 520.00
response options; trial preparation; review and noted
editing ofPretrial Conference meJlX)randum; further trial
preparation.

11/17/2010 MEW Conference with T. WaIker; E. Klein; and M. Schelstrate 0.90 190.00 171.00
regarding opposing counsers supplemcotal briefin
support ofsunmuy judgment on liability; review pretrial
memorandum.

11117/2010 PRe Trial preparatbn; workon emiba lists and emibits; 6.40 95.00 608.00
continue preparation oftrial subpoenas.

11/17/2010

1111812010

MBS

TGW

Draft direct and cross examinations; draft motion to
strike; review pretrial memorandum; review emibits

Continue with trial preparation; continue work on Trial
Elchibits; conference with Tom Coughlin and Pam Carson
regarding same; work on direct and cross examinations;
several telephone conference with Gene Bennett and
Tom Coughlin regarding trial preparation matters and
Trial FJd1ibits

7.00

9.20

180.00

275.00

1,260.00

2,530.00
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..... , 1) 

20771-008 

Dok p"r 
11116'2010 TOW 

11116f2010 EKK 

11116121)10 TOW 

1111&'2010 PRC 

1111&'2010 MBS 

1111712010 TOW 

1111712010 EKK 

1111712010 MEW 

1111712010 PRC 

111J7/1D1O MBS 

1111812010 raw 

01 ... *,-r Desertpd_ 

Pctra.lnc. cay of Maid ian 

Deserirac-
Continuo trial pn::pamKlo, incudilg reviowofaddilional 
Heef)' Reports and y,olt: OD preparation ofeloaltination of 
ClIuc:lr: Hum, Hccty CIl1'k1yce; cdJanac emUs wth 

Tom CoughlB\ and Gene Bennett regard .. , 
miscelaDeous trial preparation issues, III::Uding 
identification and assembly ofmma 

Review correspondence; exutined documenu forcl!pert 
in casco 

Continue trial preparation i'lcudiDg l'e'Yiew ofcl!pert 
reports and preparation of witness eDJIio.ations 

Trial and EXlmit Preparation; prepare &st draft of 
Wlness Ust ilrTrial; l'eSeaJCb CODtacI intllmation on 
WesUaw forsubpoc:na infOrmation. 

F"l1ish drafting opposition 10 Oy's motion in linWle to 
cJebJde Petn's wmesscs; mish cro5s~ation tOr 
deW cerd and Baird; begin researching and draft.,., 
cross~ions brOlllelr: Hum and Tom McGourty 

Continue with trial preparation; review and revise pretrial 
JDm:Iraodwn; conduct additional research regardirlg 
same; sevettl conferences wilt trial team regarding trial 
preparaiion and trial8Ssignnr:nts; wort up tria] cmibil: 
categories and conm::nce olJMizing trial em.ibb 

Review latest filings with court; trial team rn:eting on 
response options ; trial preparation; review and noted 
editM& of Pretrial Conference mel'!lOf3Ddum; furtbcrtrial 
prepanl1ion. 

Conference with T. Wa1Icer, E. KJei'l; and M. SchcJstrate 
regarding opposng COURsers supplemental tmefin 
support oCsunmuy Piament on iability; review pretrial 
memorandum. 

Trial preparation; worton eJdtibit lists and ellbibb; 
contmue prq>anJ.ion oftrial subpoenas. 

Draft direct and cross alminations; draft motion to 
stnh; review pretrial memorandum; review eJilibits 

Continue with trial preparation; continue work on Trial 
Edlibits; confermce with Tom Coughlin and Pam Carson 
regardina: same; wort on direct and cross CJGUDnations; 
several telephone oonfClel'lcc wilt Gene Bennett and 
Tom Coughlin regarding trial preparation natters and 
Trial edIibits 

...... "'U v .... 
8.30 275.00 2,2I2.SO 

0.60 '""00 120.00 

230 275.00 632.>0 

'.60 "'.00 moo 

&00 180.00 1,440.00 

9.10 V,.oo 2.11J>.00 

260 '""00 moo 

U90 190.00 171.00 

'40 "'.00 60&00 

7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

9.'" 215.00 2,>30.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MaUerID Client MaUer DesCripliOll

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCripliOll tilits Price Value
1111812010 EKK Review case information; review draft affidavit for 3.30 200.00 660.00

corrections; trial preparation work on direct and cross
~ations.

1111812010 MBS Co~ile and sort exhibits; draft cross-examinations 8.00 180.00 1,440.00

1111&'2010 PRe Trial preparation. 7.30 95.00 69350

1111912010 SWW 0.60 275.00 165.00

11/1912010 TGW Review latest filings by the City and conference with tI3i1 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
team regarding same; cont.lUe preparation for pending
hearings; review the Oty's pretrial mcrrorandum; lengthy
conference with Jcny and Gene; continue to assist with
preparation ofTrial EJchibits

1111912010 MEW Conference with T. Walkerand E. Klein regarding 0.40 190.00 76.00
opposing counsel supplemental bricfng.

11119/2010 EKK Review latest filings by opposing counse~ continue trial 1.80 200.00 360.00
witness direct and cross e"lllllination preparation; review
additional new findings.

11119/2010 PRC Trial Preparation - Research document production and 11.00 95.00 I,O:IS.OO
prepare and IIlllIk exhibitsfor~ pIq)are letter to
opposing counsel regarding subpoenas.

11119/2010 MBS Trial exhibit preparation 9.50 180.00 1,710.00

11f2(Y2010 TGW Review legal IDeIOOranda filed by Trout late on Friday, 7.80 275.00 2,145.00
Novenbcr 19,2010; continue pIq)aration fur bearing on
Monday, November~ 2010; continue trial preparation,
including review ofdeposition transcr1Ks

I1J2(V2010 EKK &anined latest pleadings fiumopposing counsel and 0.70 200.00 140.00
work on trial related to same.

11/21/2010 TGW Continue preparation fortoday's bearings; continue 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
preparation for pretrial conference; continue preparation
for~ attend and argue at hearings on pending
JIl)tions; conference wjh Jeny, Gene and Tom regarding
same

11/21/2010 EKK Review additional filings fiumopposing counse~ 260 200.00 520.00
continue trial preparation with witness eJIaIIlinations.

11/21/2010 MEW Correspondence with client regarding site visit; 7.00 190.00 1,330.00
conference with T. WaIa:r; continue research regarding
e~ert testimony; finaIi2c memorandum; status to T.
Walker, draft rmtion to amend to conform to evidence
and memorandum in support; draft rrotion for
involuntary dismissal and mcJIl)randum in support;
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>Wk," 0J0at MlUer Deleripdoa 

20771.()()8 ~lnc. Cty of Meridian 

- p"t Deseripric. l>U" PriCI v .... 
1111&12010 EKK Reviewcase infonmlion; rn'iewdraft affidavit ilr 3.30 200.00 660.00 

wrrections; tria! preparation wol1c.on dRc:t and cross 
elGblinations. 

1111&12010 Mas Colll'iIe and sort emma; draft cross-eatWiations 8.00 180.00 1,440.00 

11Il&'2010 PRe TrW preparation. 7.30 9>.00 (f)JjJ) 

11/19t'20IO SWW Review-...... -~-~tin'-HIICtiopJ; 1).60 n5.oo 165.00 
CQDfcicnCie wn7 __ W'''''~Ifli'-'' on 
,~ 

1111W20IO row Review latest fUings by the aty and contCrmcc wilh trail < .. 275.00 2,310.00 
team rcgaJding same; contmuc preparation forpcnding 
hearings; review the City's pretrial memorandum; lengthy 
confcmlce wah Jcny and Gene; contmue to assist with 
preparation ofTrial FJihibb 

IIIIW20IO MEW Conferenccwith T. Wal:erand £. Klein regarding Q40 190.00 76.00 
opposing counsel suppkmmtal bricfilg. 

11I19a01O EKK Review latest filings by opposing counsel; continue trial I." 200.00 J8J.OO 
witness direct and cross ammation preparation; review 
additional new finding!l. 

11I1!V20IO PRC Trial Preparation. Research document production and 11.00 9Sm 1,045..00 
prepaR: and made em.ibu fil rtria1;: p~ Icttcrto 
opposing counsel ~ard"'g subpoenas. 

1111912010 Mas Trial cmibil preparation 9.'" 180.00 1,710.00 

1lf2()"2{)IO row Review legal memoranda filed by Trout late on Friday, 7." 275.00 2.145.00 
NovcnDc:r 19, 2010; contmuc pn:paralion b-hcamg on 
Monday. Novcmcr22, 2010; oonmue trial preparation, 
ncluding reviewofdeposaion tJusct1lU 

11J2000JO EKK Exatrincd 1atest pleadings from opposing oounse1 and Q70 200.00 140.00 
worlc aD trial reiated to same. 

11122/2010 row Continuc preparation for looay's hearings; oontinue 8.21l 275m 2,2Ss.oo 
preparation br pretrial conference; oontilue preparation 
for tria!; attend and argue at heamgs on pending 
tmtiou; conference wah Jetty, Gene and Tom l'eganiil, 

'''''' 
Il/22I2OJO EKK Review additionaJ filings fi'omopposing counsel; 260 200.00 "".00 

contil.uc trial preparation with wincss CJlanimtions. 

11122/2010 MEW Comspondcnce with client regatdmg site visit; 7.00 19Q00 1,330.00 
confcreace with T. Wahr; continue research regarding 
Clq)CrI tC3tilrony; maiD: ~um; status to T. 
Wahr, draft IMtion to amend to conform to evidence 
and II'CfI'IOrandum" support; draft IIJ)tion for 
nvoluntary disll"issaJ and memorandum il support; 

&12&20119-59:41 AM ";>':· , 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MauerlD Oient Matter Description

2C1771-oo& Petra. Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof DescriI6a UIlits Price Value

begin research and memorandum regarding~hment
ofCity CJq)Crts based upon bias and barring City's
testm>ny regarding what transpired during eJeCutive
sessions.

11/22/2010 PRe Trial preparation; continued preparation ofemibits and 6.40 95.00 608.00
exhibit list; coordinate with Bridge City.

11/22/2010 MBS Research requirements for damage claim; conmue 1.70 180.00 306.00
drafting cross~JClIIIlinations

11123/2010 TGW Continue preparation for trial; P- lIO 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
Krarii:i' wall co~ics to~ several trial team
con&rences regarding anticipated iSsues for trial; ilitiate
preparation ofmemoranda in support ofanticipated
objections and moons we will make dumg trial,
including IilMaOOn ofthe City's presentation ofevidence
based upon the original COJll)laint; review and revise
mOOn under Rule 41(b) to be made at the conclusion of
the City's case; review and revise a rootion and
memorandumregarding conforming the pleadings to the
proofto be made at the conclusion ofthe trial; cdll1lgg

us CiiiiilS ~DDcl.

Petri's~' te~~ Witb!Wit1CrlliDClt
regaro~ mcdiiitiln Ianiiin

11/2312010 FKK Review case information; continue wolk with trial team 0.80 200.00 160.00
and preparation.

1112312010 MEW Continue wolkon research regarding C1CCUtive sessions 7.00 190.00 1,330.00
and witness bias; wolk on memnindum; attend
inspection at Meridian City Han.

11123/2010 PRe Trial preparation; review ofCity produced documents 4.30 95.00 408.50
and markadditional trial emibits; prepare spreadsheet
regarding amounts due;

11/23/2010 MBS Wolkon eJdlibits, specificaDy change order approvals 1.50 180.00 270.00
and cty council meeting minutes

1112412010 TGW Continue trial preparation; review Petra's trial eJibibits 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
and request changes and additions; worton cross
e)3lJjnations; review Judge WiIpeI's decision granting
the City's 12(bX6) rootion regarding lost profits; review
Judge Wilpers denials ofthe City's Motion forSunmuy
Judgment and Motion for Partial Sunmuy Judgment;
telephone conversations wkh Jerry and Gene regarding
same; ex:hange emails wkh Tom Coughlin regarding trial
issues; review conments provide by several prime
contractors; eldiange CiiiiiIs :KJamcr

612012011 9".59:41 AM ;,~ ...... Page: 109 ~'-.- ~ ....

008615

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,0) OieD' MMhr Descri .... 

20771-001 Petra, Inc. CIy of Meridian 

- p." Doo"'_ "'b Pri.,. v .... 
bep. rescan;:h and IDBIIIOrandum repdi:lg ~nt 
ofOty ~s based upon bms and harmg aty's 
testilXln), regard .. , what transpired dumg eJCCutive 
sessions. 

1112212010 PRe Trial preparation; continued prepammR ofeXIbu and ~40 '''Xl 608.00 
elhibi.list; coordinate wth Bridle City. 

111221'2010 MBS Resean:h n::quirc~ts for damage claim; contau!! 1.10 110.00 306.00 
dra1Ulg cross~ictns 

11123r.!110 row Continue pn:paration fOr trial; Pl.~ !lP.9rnLiCYd 8.20 27'j)) 2,255.00 
ICIaaa"'Widi giDno Pcqa; sevcral trial team 
conficn:aces repdingant~ issues fO r trial; itiliate 
preparation of memoranda in support ofaaticipated 
objections and ImUons we will nuke dumg trial, 
mUd ... , Imtation oflhc City's presentation ofcvidcooc 
based upon lhcorigioal~laint; reviewand revise 
tmtion under Rule 4t(b) to be made at the conclusion of 
the C'ty's case; review and revise al1'l)tiao and 
rn::mormdumregarding coniOnrmg the pleadings 10 the 
proorto be made at the conclusion of the trial; cx:I,1!DU 

"'j-'_~"~~~~'~.'"L''''' ...... -,---,.'"~--~ ~ita mcdiItiDa Rilling 

1112312010 EKK Rcvicwcasc intOnration; continue wort with trial team 0-,,> "".00 160.00 
and preparation. 

1112312010 MEW Conmue work OR research regardit, cxcutivc sessions 7.00 >9000 1,330.00 
and Mtncss bias; wort on m:mcuandum; attend 
mpeaion at Meridian City Hall 

IlI23I2OlO PRe Tria] preparation; reviewofcay produced documents 4.30 9>.00 
and DBrkadditional tria] dlibits; prepare spreadsheet 
regardog amounts due; 

1112312010 MBS Worton elllibits. specifically changc order approvah I.SO 180.00 ZlIJ.OO 
and city eouncil meeting minutes 

11/l4l20IO TGW Continue trial preparation; review PdI1l.'s trlalCllhi;)u ' .10 275.00 2,41ll00 
and request chqcs and additions; workon Q'OSS 
examinations; review Judge WiIper's dec:isi:m granting 
the Cky's I2(bX6)lII)Iion f91ding lost profils; review 
Judae W~ denials ofthc City's Motion fDrSunmuy 
Judgmmtand Motion i:Ir Partial Sunmary Judgment; 
telephone conversations wilh Jell)' and Gene regard ... , 
same; CX;haniC CUBiIs wdt TomCoughlio rqarding tria.! 
issues; rcviewconnents provide by sevcntl prIne 
contractors; g:h:ange amjtslUh KIut Ki.ih -~in-& 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatlerID Oieot Matter Description

2CIT11-OOS Petra. Inc. City ofMemian

Date Prof Description 'ilUs Price Value

fiiiiCts rcaaing mm1U3l1 coy ,; review research
and legal mem>randa for pretrial and trialm>tions;
telephone conference with John Insinger regarding
testimony ofMilford Terrlee and Jason Neidigh;
telephone conference Jeny Frankregarding same;
conference with Erika and Matt regarding evidentiary
hearing on City's m>tion for sanctions

1112412010 FKK Review newest wraten rulings by the court; confelTCd 3.20 200.00 640.00
with trial teamon building sac visit outcome; e>camined
infonnation on expert reports for use on cross
eJllUllination questions; trial preparation

1112412010 MEW Review orders; conference with T. Walker regarding 1.70 190.00 323.00
inspection; mali2c research mem>randum on e~utive

sessions and bias ofeJCPelts; status to T. Walker.

ll/241201O PRe JD 4.30 95.00 408.50

ll/241201O MBS Draft cross-e~ation fOrOJ.uck Hum; assemble trial 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
eJbibits; research the law on a view by a judge and draft
m>tion and begin drafting brief; assess trial court's
rulings.

ll/26'201O TOW Contnue trial preparation including review oftrial 6.20 215.00 1,705.00
emibits; worleon direct and cross eJQllJlS

ll/21/ZOI0 EKK Trial preparaton worle including review oftranscripts 3.80 200.00 760.00
and preparation ofwitness eJl3IDinations.

11/21/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; \\'Ode on direct and cross 4.60 215.00 1,265.00
eJllUllinations

ll/27/201O MBS Finish m>tion and IDCm>randa for site view; review and 250 180.00 450.00
coordinate emibits~ ex:urinations

Il128120IO MOO Review and coordination exbibu with eJllUIlinations; 250 180.00 450.00
research and draft motion to exclude~

ll/29I2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; wode on direct e>camination of 11.00 215.00 3,025.00
OJ.uck Hum, Heel)" Intemati>nal, the comnissioning
agent; review; review and revise m>tion and supporting
memJranda fi>r a site view by the Court ofthe City Hall;
attend pre-trial conference; attend mediation session;
eJC6iiige emaili~ IfKjjrt~one con ren
withJ(UifK1'3lDCt~ satlCiiimt

1l/29f2010 FKK Continue trial preparation. 4.60 200.00 920.00
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211771-008 PeIra.lnC. cay of Meridian 

Prot Dacripd_ Uoib Price V"" 
fWib roaiiijg • iUadiIlCi ..... ; review researon 
and qal memxanda fur pretrial and triallJl)l ions; 
telephone eonfcrencc with .John losirlger regarding 
testmony ofM'dford Tcn1ec and Jasoo Neidigh; 
telephone conference Jeny Frantregardng same; 
COflli:rencc: with Erika and Man R:gIIfding evidentiary 
hearing on Oty'$ motion forsanctions 

1112412010 EKK Review newest wrUco rulines by the court; confc~ 3.l1l 200.00 640.00 
\fth trial teamOD bulldog site visit outcome; c~ 
information on ClIpCrt rtpOrts b" usc on cross 
CJGUIliDation questions; trial preparation 

1Il2412010 MEW Rcvieworders; conference ~ T. Walkerreganling 1.11> 1"'00 323.00 
irupcctioo; finab ~ memorandum on C)CCUtivc 
sessions and bias ofCipCltS; status to T. Wa.Ia:::r. 

II/2A12OIO PRC 4.30 ".00 

1112412010 MIlS Draft clOss~n tOrOtuck Hum; auermle trial '00 180.00 1,080.00 
emibits; researeh the law on a viewby ajudge and draft 
Imlien and begin dl1llting brief, assess trial court's 
rumgl. 

11126(2()lO TOW Contiluc trial prepatation incuding review of trial <.lIl 275.00 1,105.00 
c:mibits; worton dRct and aoss exaIfS 

1112712010 EKK Trial preparation work includirlg review of transcripts 3.80 "".00 760.00 
and prepanuion of witness caminations. 

1112712010 row Contirluc trial preparation; work on direct and cross '.60 21l.oo 1,26S.00 
examations 

Un712010 MIlS Fmish rmtion and memoranda ilrde view; review and 2.lO 180.00 450.00 
coordi'lale milo wib ~ations 

IVl&'2OIO MIlS Review and coordi'lation eJbibits ~ ~ions; 2.lO 180.00 4>0.00 
research and draft Imtion to exklde elqXN 

1t/2W20IO TOW Conti'lue trial prcparati(,"; wolkon direct c:xanination of 11.00 21l.oo 3,02S.00 
Cluck ttJm, Heery International, the conmssionng 
agent; review; review and revise Imlion and supportw,g 
ITCf\1Oranda br a site view by the Court oftbe 0Iy HaD; 
attend pre-trial conference; al1c:nd mediation session; 
ex~atiU Wil6 KIiitJQiiia:: ti!:~e-conrmnce 
~~J9j ..... tcpIcJiiC_sffl' .. 6 ·1 

IlI2W2OlO EKK Contnue trial preparation. '.60 "".00 ""'.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient Matter DesCriptiOD

'1lml-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Ulib Price Value
11/2912010 PRC Work on file and trial preparation; prep~ and mark 3.80 95.00 361.00

additional exhibits;

finali2= exhj)it list and
witness list for filing.

1112912010 MBS CoUeet final exhibits for pretrial; draft motion, 6.00 180.00 1,080.00
memoranda, and affidavit to ex:lude City's elCperts

111»'2010 TOW FoBow up on settlement matters; Cldlaoge cmails with 0.60 215.00 165.00
opposing counsel's office; conference with Erika Klein
regarding evidentiary hearing still scheduled for
tomonow; telephone confc:ence with Jeny Frank
regarding same

1l/3~201O FKK Conferred on case status; correspondence regarding 3.40 200.00 680.00
possible witnesses and meetitgs; continue preparation
for first couple days oftrial and evidentiary beamg;
tel¢phone conference with attorney for evidentiary
hearing witness.

111112010 TOW Prepare for pre-trial evidentiary hearing; attend and 9.00 1:15.00 2,475.00
participate in evidentiary hearing; continue trial
preparation

111112010 FKK Telephone caD to counsel for witnesses; confi:rred on 6.90 200.00 1,380.00
status; review correspondence from opposing counsel;
court on evidentiary hearing; continue triaJ preparation.

"111112010 MBS Research professional conduct issue; general trial 4.00 180.00 720.00
preparation assistance; add seetion to cross-elCUJlination
6fNeil Anderson

111112010 PRe ColJ1)ile documents and deposition transcripts for trial; 5.50 95.00 522.50

111112010 TOW Prepare for and attend Trial Day No. I and prep~ for 9.40 215.00 2,585.00
Trial Day 2

111112010 FKK Attend day one oftriaJ; reviewed notes and further 7.40 200.00 1,480.00
e~ation work for case.

111112010 PRC Trial work. 1.80 95.00 171.00

111312010 TGW Prepare for and attend Trial Day No. 2 and commence 9.60 215.00 2,640.00
preparation for Trial Day 3

1113/2010 FKK Attend trial day two; telephone confc:ence with Jerry. 6.20 200.00 1,240.00

111312010 PRC Track down documents for trial; update Meridian's 1.50 95.00 14250
Witness list tOr conversion for uploading for trial
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...... ,., 
20771_ 

o.t. 
J l.f29t'2010 

11I29f201O 

Il/3IY2OlO 

1II3tV2OIO 

121112010 

121112010 

'121112010 

lZll12010 

111212010 

1212/2010 

12/212010 

11J3I2(l10 

I1J312(l10 

121312010 

.. or 
PRe 

MBS 

TOW 

00< 

TCNI 

MBS 

PRe 

TOW 

EKK 

PRe 

TOW 

00< 

PRe 

6h&i01I9"J9:41 AM 

01 ... 

DesCripdOll 

Mlbr Deurip:l_ 

Or of Meridian 

Work on file and trial prepantion; prepare and milt. 
addlionaJ CJ6Iibits; . .. -

.""----' l_.. . . >... . I • 

mallie elilibl list and 
~ess IGt for liinl. 

Collect final c)bibb fur pretrial; draft motion. 
memoranda, and aftIdavil: to ()eWe City's e~ 

Fo"w up on settlement matters; =cbaDae cmails ~ 
opposing counsel's oflice; conference wth &b Klein 
regarding evidentiary heamS stiD scheduled ilr 
tomorrow; telephone coni::renoc with Jc:ny Frank 
regarding same 

Conrem:d on case status; correspondence regard." 
posshlc witnesses and meet.,gs; continue p~puation 

formt couple days of trial and evidentialy beamg; 
telephone con~ce with attorney IOrevilentiary 
hearing witness . 

~ for pre-trialevidentiary beamg; attend and 
parti:"afe in evidentiary hearin,; contmue trial 
preparation 

Tciephonc caD to counsel forwitncsses; conbred on 
slatus; review conespondenee from opposing counsel; 
court on evidentiary heamg; continue trial prcp3l1llion. 

Rcscarch proCessiooalconduct issue; general trial 
preparaJ: ion assistance; add section to cross~lIaIni:na1ion 
OfNeiJ Anderson 

Colq) ie documents and depos ition transcripts fur trial; 

1 II .~ -.' .' 

Prqwc: lOr and attend Trial Day No. 1 and prepare fur 
Trial Day 2 

Attend day one ortrial; reviewed notes and further 
oemination work fo r case. 

Trial work. 

~ inand attend Trial Day No. 2 and coomcncc 
prepanuion fur Trial Day 3 

Attend trial day two; telepbone conference wth Jeny. 

Track down documents fortriaJ; update Meridian's 
Waness List b rcoovcrsion lOr uploadI1& for trial 

I.Olb 
3.10 

~oo 

Q.6O 

).40 

9.00 

6.90 

4.00 

'SO 

9.40 

7.40 

1.10 

9.60 

6.20 

1.50 

Pri.,. 
.,ro 

llOlJI 

I/,fXj 

200..00 

275.00 

200.00 

110.00 

95.00 

275.00 

200..00 

" .00 

275.00 

200.00 

" .00 

1,(8).00 

165.00 

610.00 

2,475.00 

1,310.00 

moo 

2,5&5.00 

1,480.00 

171.00 

2,640.00 

1,240.00 

142.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MltterlD Oieat Matter Descriplicm

1fJT]1-<Xl8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCriptiOll Units Price Value
1213/2010 MBS Research legal issue fortrial 0.70 180.00 126.00

1215/2010 EKK Trial preparation. 1.30 200.00 260.00

121S12010 TGW Wode on cross e)ClllDination ofTed Baird; telephone 2.10 1:15.00 577.50
conference with Gene Bennett regarding same

121612010 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day No.3; participate in 9.60 1:15.00 2,640.00
Trial Day 3

121612010 EKK Attend trial day 3; continue trial preparation. 6.70 200.00 1.340.00

111612010 PRC 4.20 95.00 399.00

1217/2010 TGW R,ecap Trial Day 3 and integmte into Baird cross 9.30 1:15.00 2,557.50
eJlmDination; prepare fur Wetherbolt and Anderson cross
eMUninations; several conferences with trial team
regarding status ofease and workassignments;
conference wah LCA Architects for witness preparation;
ex::hange several emails and phone caIJs with Gene
Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding Wethedtolt and
Anderson

1217/2010 EKK Trial preparation. 3.80 200.00 760.00

1217/2010 PRC 5.20 95.00 494.00
cOlJllile documents for relevant witness testinxmy and
trial preparation.

1117/2010 MBS Research trial objection issue 200 180.00 360.00

1217/2010 MBS Research Baird trial objection; draft memorandum to T. 1.20 180.00 216.00
Wallcer.

121812010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 40fTriaI; participate in 9.50 1:15.00 2,61250
Day 4; telephone conference with leny regarding
scheduling

121812010 MBS Research Baird objection issue; draft email to T. Walker 0.90 180.00 16200

111812010 EKK Attend trial day 4. 6.60 200.00 1,320.00

121812010 MBS Research potential Eragrain and deWeerd conflict issue; 1.70 180.00 306.00
draft merrorandum to T. Walker

1219/2010 TGW st4tUS continue 9.20 1:15.00 2,S3O.00
preparation for Day 5oftrial; participate in Day 5

1219/2010 EKK Attend trial day 5. 6.40 200.00 1,2ID.00

121912010 PRe Reviewand research iConect for Oty's produced 250 95.00 237.50
documents for use in rebuttal on cross eJlmDination.

1219/2010 MBS Document review for impeachment at trial 0.30 180.00 54.00

1211012010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 6 oftria~ participate in Day 9.40 275.00 2,585.00

6120120119:59:41 AM
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...... ,., 0 .... Mllter Descriplb. 

'"'771-008 Petra, Inc. ay of Meridian 

"'" 
p,., DesCriptilllll Uoi .. Price VaI.e 

121312010 Mas RHearth'kgai issue furtrial Q10 180.00 126.00 

I1JSI2OIO EJ(J( Trial prq>andion. 1.30 100.00 "".00 

121512010 TGW Wodeon cross elGlmination of Ted Baird; Idephone 21. 215.00 m50 
conference with Gme Bennett regarding same 

12I6i2010 TGW Continuo prep&l1ltion fur Trial Day No.3; participate in 9." 275.00 2,640.00 
Trial Day 1 

121612010 EJ(J( Attend trial day 3; continue trial preparation. &10 100.00 1,340.00 

111&'2010 PRe 4.20 95.00 ]99.00 

12f7f2010 Ta./ Recap Trial Day 3 and integrate into Baird cross 9.30 275.00 2,SS750 
e~ation; prepate fOr Wethemolt and Anderson cross 
e~ations; several conferences with triaJ team 
regarding Stalu$ of case and wort.assignments; 
confetmce ~ LeA Architects klr witness preparation; 
a:hangc scvaa1 caaiJs and phone caUs wah Gene 
Bennett and Tom Coughlin regarding Wethcmot and 
Anderson 

12f7I2OIO EJ(J( Trial preparation. 'Ill moo 160.00 

121712010 PRe ''"' 95.00 49400 
CO"1'iJe documents tor rebtant w«ness testbmny and 
trial. preparation. 

111712010 Mas Research trial objection issue 200 180.00 38).00 

1117/2010 Mas Research BUd trial objection; draft memorandum to T. 1.20 180.00 216.00 
Wd=. 

121812010 TGW Conrnuc preparation for Day 4ofTrial; participate it 9." 275.00 2.61250 
Day 4; telephone conference ~ Jeny regarding 
schcduli-tg 

121812:010 Mas Research BUd objection issue; draft email to T. Walter Q90 \80.00 16200 

121812010 EKK Attend trial day 4. & .. 100.00 1,320.00 

121812010 Mas Research potential ftagrain and deWeerd cont1ict issue; 1.10 180.00 306.00 
draft metrorandumto T. WaIkv 

12IW2010 TGW RoIt<kIra status ~-tO ~~,continuc '.W 275.00 2,SJO.00 
preparation IOrOay 5 of trial; partic.,atc in Oay 5 

12/912010 EJ(J( Attend trial day 5. &40 100.00 1,280.00 

121912010 PRe Review and researdt iConcct ilr aty's produced 2,. 95.00 W .,. 
documents for use in fd)uttal on eros s el'3mination. 

121912010 Mas Document review for ~hment at trial QJO 180.00 ".00 

12111)'2010 TGW Continue preparation fur Day 6oftrial; participate in Dey 9.40 275.00 2,'"'00 

&12&20119'59:41 AM ~ .' Page: 112 
" 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID Oient Matter DescriptioD

1IJl71...c:m Petra, Inc. C'1ty ofMeridian

Date Prof DesCripdOll Thils Price Value
6

121HV2010 a<K Trial preparation; attend trial day 6. 6.60 200.00 1,320.00

121HV2010 MBS Document review for Baird iIqJeachment and Wetherboh 0.40 180.00 noo
cross~lGlIlIination

121HV2010 PRC Review discovery documents and compile copies of 4.00 95.00 :;m.oo
digital photographs for use at trial

12111/2010 MBS Update Keith Watts cross-exam 270 180.00 486.00

12111/2010 TGW Continue trial preparation; develop additional defense 5.00 275.00 1,375.00
strategies based upon what has transpired in the case
this far; eJ«:hange several emails reganling same

1211212010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 7oftrial; conference with 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
Matt Schelstrate regarding same; review photos ofwater
feature taken within the two months following
occupancy

1211212010 a<K Trial preparation work. 1.50 200.00 300.00

12113/2010 TGW Continue preparation for Day 7oftrial; participate in Day 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
7 oftrial several conferences with Gene and Tom
reganling Watts' testilrony

12113/2010 a<K Review Correspondence, Trial Day 7; continue trial 7.30 200.00 1,460.00
preparation work; review trial note couments.

12/13/2010 PRe Review Meridian C'Ity's trial eJlhibits; 3.20 95.00 304.00

~ ; COlIIDCQce review and
cOIq)arison oftrial notes ofWalker and Klein for Petra's
case preparation.

1211412010 TGW Continue trial preparation; review trial notes and 9.70 275.00 2,667.50
coomence updated direct and cross examinations;
conference \tth Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett and the Petra
Trial team reganling defensive strategies and plans;
conference \tth Steve Christianson, Steve Simmons of
LCA and Mike Stephanie, LCA's counsel

1211412010 a<K Meeting with Petra on further trial preparation; meeting 6.10 200.00 1,220.00
at LCA with an:hitects and their counsel reganling trial
preparation.

1211412010 MBS Document review for trial aq,eachment; strategy session 0.50 180.00 90.00
reganling aty HaD visit to review pay applications

1211412010 MBS Petra trial strategy session 1.90 180.00 342.00

1211412010 MEW Conference with clients on case strategy meeting. 200 190.00 380.00

1211412010 PRC Conference with clients and attorneys regarding Trial 4.50 95.00 427.50
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...... 'm 

12I1()I2010 

11IUY2010 

12fIIY20IO 

1211112010 

1211112010 

1211712010 

1211212010 

121IJJ2010 

12IllI2OlO 

12I1Y2010 

12f1~IO 

1211412010 

1211412010 

12/1412010 

1211412010 

1211412010 

EKK 

Mas 

PRe 

MaS 

row 

TGW 

EKK 

TGW 

PRC 

row 

MaS 

Mas 
MEW 

PRC 

Olent 

Petra, Inc. 

M.uer DescripdGI 

cay of Meridian 

Trill preparatiln; attend trial day 6. 

Documc:nt ~iew for Baird Irpcachmcnt and Wetherhok 
cross-e~ion 

Review discovery documents and compile copies of 
digital phot0araPhs for use at tria1. 

Update ~h Watts cross-cxant 

Contnuc trial preparation; develop additional defense 
slJ'aIegies based upon v.tut has transpired in the case 
this tar; eM:hangc several crlll.ih regarding SIIII1C 

Contnuc preparation furOay 7 aftria!; conference with 
Matt Schclstl2te regarding same; ~iew photos of water 
feature taken within the two months foIlowing 

"'''''''''''' 
Trial preparaliJn work. 

Continue preparataon for Day 7 of trial; participate in Day 
7 ortnat sevcr1.1 conferences with Gene and Tom 
regarding Watts'tcstinony 

RevicwConespondeoee, Trial Day 7; continue trial 
prepandion work; review tria.I note COlmJCflts . 

Review Meridian City's trial emibits; ___ 

dE .'" ......-CCE ."..,. 
; conmcnu review and 

coqsarison oftriaJ notes ofWaIIcer and 1Ge~ for Pttra's 
case preparation. 

Continue triaJ prepuation; review tria1 notes and 
conmence updated direct and cross ~ns; 
confermce rib Jerry Frank, Cier1e Bennett and the Petra 
Trial team regarding defensive strategies and pans; 
conterence wKh Steve Otristianson, Steve SUrmons of 
LCA and Mike Stephanie, teA's counsel 

Meeting with Petra Oil furthcrtriaJ preparation; meeting 
at LCA with an::hUc:ts and their counsel regarding trial 
pn::pamtion. 

Document review ror trial ~hment; strategy session 
regarding City HaD visit to review pay applications 

Petra trial strategy session 

Conterence with clients on case strategy meeting. 

Conference with clients and attorneys regarding Trial 

LDIo 

.60 

n40 

4.00 

210 

'.00 

4.00 

1.50 

9.60 

1.'" 

'-"l 

9.10 

.10 

0.'" 

1.90 

200 

Pri~ 

200.00 

II\O.IJl 

9500 

11000 

275.00 

275.00 

200.00 

275.00 

200.00 

95.00 

275.00 

200.00 

180.00 

1111.00 

190.00 

95.00 

Vole 

1.320.00 

12.00 

JIOIlO 

486.O\l 

1,J7S.00 

1,100.00 

"'"00 

1,460.00 

304.00 

1,220.00 

90.00 

34200 

310.00 

421.50 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MlItterlD Qieat Matter Descriptioa

20171-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof DescriptiOll Ultits Price Value
issues and preparation ofeross elCllJllinations and
emibits;

••
1211512010 TCNi Continue trial work, including updating directory and 8.80 215.00 2,420.00

cross examinations; continue work on directory of
e",erts emibits; respond to Trout's letter regarding
e"3lOination oforiginal documents; several conferences
with Petra Trial Team members regarding additional
research and strategy

1211512010 FKK. Trial preparation continued. 3.70 200.00 740.00

1211512010 MBS Research Rule 403 for trial; document review for Watts 5.00 180.00 900.00
impeachment material; preparation for Meridian City Hall
visit

1211512010 PRC Trial testimony and emibit coordination and preparation. 4.60 95.00 437.00

I2Il6'2010 TGW Continue preparation work for continuing trial; update; 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
several conferences with trial team regarding preparation
assignments; telephone conference with Jeny Frank and
John Quapp regarding Watts spreadsheet

1211612010 FKK. Trial preparation. 4.40 200.00 880.00

1211612010 MBS Review pay applications at aty Han 9.20 180.00 1,656.00

1211612010 PRC Trial preparation; coordination ofadditional emibits for 3.80 95.00 361.00
witness testimony; update trial witness files; review pst
files ofTom Coughlin regarding emails to aty during
project tenn.

12117/2010 FKK. Con~ on document reviewsituation; trial 1.60 200.00 320.00
preparation; review new filings from opposing counsel

12117/2010 PRC CoImJ:Oce review oftrial notes and exhibits entered for 280 95.00 266.00
cross examination preparation.

12117/2010 TGW Continue preparation for elCllJllination ofwitnesses; 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
telephone conference with John Quapp; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett; ex:hange numerous
ernails with Petra personnel and Petra Trial Team;
conduct several meetings with Petra Trial Team members
regarding on-going assignments.

12117/2010 MBS Prepare pay application spreadsheet; review and 4.00 180.00 720.00
colq'are Meridian's trial eJ<Iubit's

1211812010 FKK. Review correspondence; trial preparation. 0.60 200.00 120.00

1211812010 TCNi Continue preparation forelCllJllination ofwitnesses; &.40 275.00 2,310.00
ex:hange numerous ernails with Petra personnel and

~
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P", 

12I1Y20IO TOW 

11IIY20IO EKK 

1211512010 MBS 

I2IIY20IO PRe 

12116'2010 TOW 

L2116'201O EKK 

1211612010 MBS 

12I16f2010 PRe 

12117/2010 EKK 

12117/2010 PRe 

1211712D10 TOW 

12117/2010 MBS 

1211&'2010 EKK 

1211&'2010 TOW 

6'2iY2011 9:59:41 AM 

(]loot 

Petra, lrIc. 

Descripliolli 

MMttr Deleripito. 

cty o(Meridian 

issues and plqlatalion ofams examinations and 
e>IIibits; -Continue trial werle, inckld~g updatng diR:ctory and 
cross e~ions; continue wort on directory of 
c,.,erts d!bits; respond to Trout's icttcrreganiilg 
almination of original docu!Mftts; several conferences 
with Petra Tria] Team me.mers rqardina: additional 
research and s trategy 

Trial preparatiln C(lntwlUcd. 

Rcsearcb Rule 403 for tria1; document review for Watts 
~hment material; preparation fOr Meridian City HaD 
visit 

Trial testimony and emibit coonlnation and preparation. 

Continue preparation won: furcontinun, tritI; update; 
several conferences with trial team regard.ilg preparation 
assignments; telephone conference with Jen)' Frank and 
John Quapp reprdirlg Walts spreadsheet 

Trial preparati)D. 

Review pay applicatacms at City HaD 

Trial preparatklo; coordinalion of add itional dlibits for 
witness tcsUnony; update trial witness files; n:vicw pst 
fiIcs of Tom Cough\m regarding emWs to Gty during 
project term. 

Confem:d on document ~iew5ituati:ln; trial 
prep&l31ion; review new filings from opposing counsel 

Corrm::nce reviewoftrial notes and cmibits entered for 
cross eJGllDinalion preparation. 

Continue plq)aration for exaMnati:m o(witnesses; 
telepbone conference ~ John Quapp; telephone 
conference wth Gene Bennett; e)Ehange numerous 
emUls with Petra personnel and PetI1l Trial Team; 
conduct severa.! meet"'P with Petra Trial Teammcmbers 
regardina; on-going assignments. 

Prepase pay application spreadsheet; review and 
co~arc Meridian's trial emibit's 

Reviewconesponderice; trial p~an.tioo. 

Continue preparation ror exaaination of witnesses; 
ed\ange numerous emills with Petta personnel and 

"'0 v .... 

U) 275.00 2,420.00 

3.10 200.00 740.00 

5.00 180.00 900.00 

4.60 95.00 437.00 

<10 275.00 2.39250 

4.'" 200.00 .... 00 

91ll ISO.oo 1,656.00 

3."' 95 .. 361.00 

1.60 200.00 "".00 

2.Ol 95.00 "'.00 

..., 275.00 1,870.00 

4.00 111100 "".00 

0.60 200.00 120.00 

.'" 275.00 2,.310.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MlItterlD Cieat Matter Descripti_

'lJml-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Deseripta UGits Priee V~.e

Petra Trial Team regardmg issues raised by City's trial
witnesses; prepare cotqJrebensive issues list from Trial
testimony ofBaird and Watts.

1211W2010 EKK Continue trial preparation and \\Odeon further dlibit 1.40 200.00 280.00
identificatxm for cross examinations and direct
e"lUninations.

1212012010 EKK Continue trial preparation. 270 200.00 540.00

1212012010 TGW Continue preparation ofcross eJCBJDnations; continue 6.60 275.00 1,815.00
updating direct eJGllllinations to take City's witness
testirmny mto account

1212012010 MEW Review 01ambertain report; review cross eXlUlination 1.10 190.00 209.00
questions and issues; review pay application
sprcacisheets.

1212012010 MBS Document review ofpay apptications at Meridian City 9.00 180.00 1,62ll.00
Hall

1212012010 PRe Trial preparation; review direct e*Dinations ofclients 4.30 95.00 408.50
and ensure that issues raised by Meridian are covered;
prepare for filing and service Defendants Supplemental
Disclosure ofTrial Emibits.

1212112010 TGN Continue review and revision ofwitness eJaDinations; 9.20 275.00 2.530.00
incorporate COlDDCDts and notes from Gene Bennett and .
TomCoughlin; several conferences with Petra Trial Team
regarding assignments

1212112010 MEW Review opposing counsers III)tion i limine; begin 0.40 190.00 76.00
\\Orlcing on pocket briefregarding Ownberlain report.

1212112010 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation and 1.50 200.00 300.00
document review ofreports in case; e:lC3lllined new
plcadilgs by opposing counsel

1212112010 MBS Research case law on LR.E.lm(6); Dmft memorandum in 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
opposition to aty's Motion in Unme; review document
review spreadsheets, conference regarding same;
conference with client regarding document review and
pay applications; meeting at Petra regarding pay
applications.

1212112010 PRe ; review cross eJlllJIlinations for 4.00 95.00 380.00
Meridian's witnesses and coqlare with direct
examination testimony ofGene Bennett and Tom
Coughlin to ensure points covered; review Motion in
Limine, Melll)randum and Affidavit regarding pay
applications.

1212212010 TGW Prepare for and participate in Day 8 oftrial; review 9.70 275.00 2,667.50
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...... ,11) Oint MlUer hoi .... 

""'I ..... Petra, me. Cty of Meridian 

.... P,o( ..."'- ,,",U Pri<e Vol .. 

Petra Trial Team ~anlit& issues raised by ct.y's trial 
witnesses; prepareco~ive issues list frDmTrial 
tcstinony of BUd and Watts . 

11I1W20IO EKK Continue trial preparation and workon futther cchilit: 1.40 200.00 280.00 
idc:rItification forcross ~ns and direct 
ewrinations. 

1212CY2OIO EKK Continue trial preparation. 210 200.00 ""00 

12IlG'2010 TGII Continue prep~ion oCeross c:caainaions; continue MO 275.00 1,815.00 
updating direct ~ions to take Cily's weess 
tcstiMny into account 

J2I2CY2OIO MEW Review 0uurbcrta.iD report; review cross auninalion 1.10 190.00 "".00 
questions and issues; review pay application 
spmadsbects. 

1212CY2OIO MBS Document reviewofpay appli::aDoDS at Meridian Cty 9.00 101.00 1..",.00 .... 
12/2fY20IO PRe Trial preparation; teViewdirect CJCIIIIlioalions oCelicnts 4.30 95.00 4OII.SO 

and ensure that issues raised by Memian are covered; 
prepare tor film, and service Defeo.d.:Jfs Supplemental 
Disclosure ofTrial !:Xlbu. 

1112112010 TGII Continue revicw and revisiJn ofwilncss oanWalions; 9.2fl 275.00 2,>30.00 
ncorporatc eon:uaats and notes &om Gene Bennett and . 
TornCoughtin; severalconferences with Petra Trial Team 
~in& assignlllCO.ts 

1212112010 MEW Review opposing couDSelS rmtioo i limine; begin 0.40 190.00 76.00 
\OoOrtdng on pocket brie£regardin& OtamberlUl n:port. 

11121/2010 EKK R&view conespondence; continue trial preparation and 1.50 200.00 300.00 
documentreviewofrepotts in case; CJQIDined new 
plcadioas by opposm& counsd. 

111211X1tO MBS Research case lawon LR.E.1lJJ(6); Draft memorandum in 1.OJ IInOO 1,404.00 
oppositi)n to City's Motion m 1iIWle; ~iewdocument 
review spreadsheets. conference rqardina same; 
conference with client qatding document review and 
ply Ipplk:arions; meeting at Petra regardilg pay 
applications. 

1112tn)IO PRe ; reviewaoss eJUinatcns for 4.00 95.00 "".00 
Meridian's wilnesses and COJJ1)aR: with dRct 
elllUrinatcn testnony ofGeDe Bennett and Tom 
Coughlin to ensure points covered; review Motion in 
linirle. Me.mrandumand Affidava rqacdirl, pay 
applications. 

1:2I22f.!)10 TGII Prepare for and partic~ in Day 8 of trial; review 9.10 275.00 2,667.SO 
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MatterID

NT71-o<l8

Qieat

Petra, Inc.

MaUer Description

City ofMeridian

Date

1212212010

11122/2010

11122/2010

Pror

EKK

MBS

PRe

Description

mctrorandumand affidavits in opposition to City's
IOOtion in limine regarding pay applications

Review case information; Trial day 8.

Draft affidavit for Debbie G>rski and counsel; prepare
sp~sheets for filing;~w and edit IIlCIDJrandum in
opposition to City's Motion in I...inme; review pay
applications for trial; research and pul cases regarding
RnIelm(6)

Review and research file; review pay applications and
provide infonnation to attorney at trial;

230

5.60

3.20

Price

200.00

180.00

95.00

460.00

1,008.00

304.00

1212312010 TGN Send statilll MQI1 to send email reports to Ieny 11.00 275.00 3,025.00
Frank; continue preparation for Day 9 oftrial; review
final and filed mcrmrandumand affidavits in opposition
to City's IOOtion in limine; prepare for oral argument on
City's IOOtion in limine; cx:hange messages with Gene
Bennett regarding Debbie G>rsla"'s ability to testifY;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding
issues with Petra's copies ofthe Project Records;
Ienghty telephone conference with Jeny Frank regarding
same

1212312010 EKK F..lcamined responsive pleadings in case; continue trial 6.70 200.00 1,340.00
werle; trial day 9.

1212312010 PRe Continue review oftile and trial notes and co~ile issues 4.10 95.00 389.50
to addressed and added to direct eJalJDinations in Petra's
Case-in..Qlief

1212312010 MBS Reviewdocumcnts forBainl and Watts 1.00 180.00 180.00
cross~JGUDinations

11J26f2010 EKK Trial witness examination preparation. 3.10 200.00 620.00

12'27/2010 TGN Woric on revisions to direct eJGUDinations ofJack Lemley 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
and Rich Bauer; review Heery Reports fur iofonnation
regarding access floorHVACsystem; continue
preparation for Day 100ftrial; participate in Day 10;
conference with Gene and Tom regarding Otuck Hum
and Felts-House

12'27/2010 EKK Continue trial werle; Trial day 10; continue trial 7.50 200.00 1,500.00
preparation.

12'27/2010 PRe Continue review oftrial notes and rebuttal items list for 4.20 95.00 399.00
direct eJGUDination update ofclients and e1lpert

_c1. #0;'_ - -
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.... 
1212212010 

12122/2010 

1212212010 

1212312010 

11/2Y2OIO 

1112312010 

Il12312OlO 

12126'2010 

1V27I2OIO 

11I771X11O 

11I771X11O 

p"r 

I'l<K 

MIlS 

PRe 

TOW 

EKK 

PRe 

MIlS 

EKK 

TOW 

EKK 

PRe 

iJ2iY2Oll 9".».41 AM 

ru..t 

Petra, inc. 

DeleriplDl 

ITElDDl'lI.IIdwnand affiiavits i'l opposition to aty's 
rrotion in limine regarding pay apptiauions 

Revicwease inlillDtion; Trial day 8. 

Draft affidavit for Debbie Chrski and counsel; prepare 
s~hects for filina:: review and cdit mcm;nandum'" 
opposition to City's Motion io Uame; revicwpay 
app1ications (ortrial; resean;h md pul cases n:garrli'l& 
Ru~8QJ(6) 

Review and researdl file; review pay applicatiollS and 
provide inromlltion to attorney at trial; 

Se:rtd stlblll!!R!Hfto KaJ-'); send email reports to Jeny 
Frank; continue preparation IOrOay 9 of trial; review 
final and flied memorandum and affidavits i'l oppodion 
to City's motion n tmne; prepare Ibroral argument on 
aty's mJtion Wi Imne; a:b.ana:c messages wah Gene 
Bennett regarding Debbie Cbrski's ability to testify; 
telephone coofermcc wah Gene Bennett ~"'g 
issues wah Petra's copies of the Project RecordJ; 
lenghty telephone conference with Jeny Frank regarding 
,~ 

EGmincd responsive pleadin&s in case; continue trial 
work; trial day 9. 

Continue review offile and triaJ notes and COlJ1lilc issues 
to addressed and added to direct oaminaIioDS ill PetTa's 
Casc-m~iet 

Review documents ilr 8aiId and Waus 
cross-exunin.ations 

Trial witness ~alion preparation. 

Won:on revisions to dibet examinations of Jack I..ernIey 
and Rich Bauer, review Heery Reports for nfonnalion 
regarding acec:ss &or HVAC system; continue 
preparation fu r Day IOoftrial; participate in Day 10; 
conference ~ Q:ne and Tomregarding Otuck. ...... m 
and Pelts-House 

Continue trial 'AOR; Trial day 10; conmue trial 
prepanltion. 

Continue reviewoftrial notes and rebuttal items list lOr 
di'ec:l: e~alion update ofclicnrs and ~ 

u 

DO 

160 

11.00 

~JO 

4.10 

1.00 

3.10 

9.80 

7.>l 

4.20 

... « 

200.00 

180.00 

275.00 

200.00 

".00 

"noo 

200.00 

=00 

200.00 

".00 

460.00 

1,008.00 

30<00 

3,.a:t5.00 

1,340.00 

J89.50 

180.00 

620.00 

2,69S.00 

1"",.00 

)99.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID aieot Matter Description

20771~8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Imts Price Value
witnesses; prepare additional tria1 exhibit; prepare Fourth
Supplemental Disclosure ofTrial Exhibits for filing and
service.

12127/2010 MBS Document review for exhibits and Baird and Watts 1.50 180.00 210.00
cross~lC3IIlinations

1212&12010 TGW Continue preparation for subsequent tria1 days; 4.60 275.00 1,265.00
conference at Petra with tria1 team regarding document
issues; continue work on Rich Bauers direct elClUJlination
changes

1212&12010 EKK Conti:rrcd on case; trial prcpamtion. 4.40 200.00 sm.OO

1212&12010 MBS Research and draft memorandum to preclude the 6.90 180.00 1,242.00
tcstinony and report ofOiflbrd O1ani>cdaiJ; meeting at
Petra to discuss pay applications and discuss Watt's
accounting spreadsheets; document ~iew for Watts'
and BUd ~cachmentmaterial

12/2&12010 PRC Review direct examinations ofPetra's witnesses and note 3.80 95.00 361.00
required additions based on trial issues raised in
Meridian's case fot hand delivery to certain ofPetra's
fact witnesses for rebuttal; update Meridian's Trial
Exhibit list ofadmitted exhibits for trial;

1212912010 TGW Continue to work on supplementation ofeJGIIIIilations; 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
prepare for Day 11 oftrial; participate in Day II

1212912010 PRC 3.10 95.00 294.50
0

1212912010 EKK Trial day 11; continue trial preparation. 5.90 200.00 1,180.00

1212912010 MBS Finish drafting memorandum to elll:lude O1armerlain 0.50 180.00 90.00

12I3CY2010 TGW Lengthy telephone conference with with Jeny and Gene 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
on evening ofDecember 29, 2010; continue preparation
for Trial Day 12; participate in Trial Day 12

12I3CY201O EKK Trial day 12; continue trial work in case. 6.30 200.00 1,260.00

12I3CY2010 PRC Continue review oftrial notes and note issues raised by 210 95.00 199.50
Meridian's witnesses for direct ~ation rebuttal by
Petra's witnesses; COJllli\e eJdlibit documents for review
by attorney; review correspondence fiIcs with opposing

6/2CY201l 9:59:41 AM .v l'age; 117
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....... m 
20771-008 

I'n>t 

12127/2010 MBS 

1212&'2010 TGW 

1212lV2OIO EKJ( 

1212&'2010 MBS 

1212&'2010 PRe 

11l29n010 Taw 

12l2W2010 PRC 

12I29f2OIO EKJ( 

1212:W2OIO MBS 

12lJ()'2010 TGW 

12130'2010 EKJ( 

12130'2010 PRC 

6'2IY20119:S9:41 AM 

01 ... MIIUcr Descriptioa 

Petra, Inc. aty ofMc:ridian 

Descriptio. 
wanesses: prepase additional trial cxhib~ prcpan! Founh 
Supplcmct1tal Disclosure of Trial EWbb ilr fimS and 
se.viee. 

Document review for elOhibits and Baird and Watts 
cross-cJoaminations 

Conti1ue preparation fors ubsequent trial days; 
confe~ce at Petra wCh trial team regarditg document 
issues; continue work on Rich Bauer's direct examination 
changes 

Confi:ncd on case; trial prep8llltion. 

Research and draft memonmdum to preeble the 
tcstmmy and report of Cifind Ol~; meeting at 
Petra to discuss pay app6catioDS and discuss Watt's 
accountmg spreadsheets; doculrOlt MView fur W atts' 
and BUd ~t IIIltcrial. 

Review dRct elOanlinations of Petra's witnesses and note 
required additions based on lrial ~sucs rUled in 
Meridian's case for hand delivery to certain ofPeba's 
fllct witnesses fur rebuttal; update Meridian's Trial 
F»libil: list ofadmiUcd C>lhibiU fortrial; ........ 

• __ • • ...1.".L fJ -~~,-; .. 
Continue to WOrkOR suppiementation ofeoarunations; 
prepare for Day II of trial; partic.,ate in Day II 

Trial day II; continue trial preparation. 

Finish drafting memorandum to exkJde Cbambedain 

Lengthy telephone confetenc:e wah with Jeny and Gene 
on evcomg ofDecenDer 29, 2010; continue preparation 
forTrial Day 12; participate in Trial Day 12 

Trial day 12; continue trial work in case. 

Continue review of trial notes and note issues raised by 
Meridian's witnesses furdircct ~n rebuttal by 
Petra's witnesses; COlq)iIe emibd documents furreview 
by attorney; review conespondencc files with opposing 

"". Pria: V.le 

.. '" 110.00 moo 

4.60 m.oo 1,26>.00 

4.40 200.00 Blnoo 

~'" IIO.IXI 1,7A2.IXI 

3.10 95.00 361.00 

t., 21':.00 2,420.00 

3.10 95.00 294.50 

>.90 200.00 1,180.00 

0.'" 180.00 90.00 

9.30 275.00 2,>57.50 

UO 200.00 1,260.00 

' 10 95.00 199.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oieat Matter Desc:riptioa

'1f.Tl7I-OOS Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Desc:riptioa U1its Price Value
counsel and co~ilc relevant documents regarding
discovety issues.

1/112011 EKK Trialwolk. 280 200.00 560.00

1/2/2011 EKK Trial preparation work. 0.80 200.00 160.00

1/112011 TGW Continue worleon opening statement; prepare first draft 230 275.00 63250
ofdirect e~ation ofMh Wisdom, Engineering, Inc.

1/3/2011 TGW Continue preparation forTrial Day 13; review notes for 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
cross elC3llBnations ofTed Baird and Keith Watts;
participate in Day 13; coJmJence cross ~ation of
Ted Baid; following trial continue with additional
preparation furcross elGUllinationofTcd Baird

l/312011 EKK Trial day 13; continue trial preparation and follow up on 6.60 200.00 1,320.00
issues fiomTrialday 13.

1/312011 PRe Review, edit and update trial notes ofdirect ClCIUllinations 1.40 95.00 133.00
ofMeridian's witnesses;

1/4/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation work. 1.90 200.00 380.00

1/4/2011 TGW Continue preparation fur Trial Day 14; conference with 10.10 275.00 2,m.50
Jack Lemley, Rich Bauer, Jeny, Gene and Tom regarding
Lemley and Bauer's testim:my; continue to worleon
cross for Baird

l/512011 EKK Trial day 14; continue trial wode. 5.90 200.00 1,180.00

1/5f2011 Taw Contilue preparation for Trial Day 14; participate in Trial 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
Day 14; finish up cross elalDioation ofTed Baird;
telephone conference with Jeny and Gene regarding
day's events; telephone conference with John Quapp
regarding accounting for Petra's profit on the MCH and
FPL

1IS/2011 PRC Compilation and marlcing ofadditional trial CJChibits; 3.20 95.00 304.00

; worle on trial notes and comments by clients;
updating trial witness files;

116'2011 EKK Trial day 15; trial prepamtion continued. 7.00 200.00 1,400.00

1/6'2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 15, including 9.70 275.00 2,66150
additional preparation for Watts' cross examination;
request delJl)ostrative emiJits from Bennett regarding
billing and payment dates; continue worle on Watts
cross

116'2011 PRC Worle on trial notes documents for use during direct and 4.20 95.00 399.00

6120120119:59:41 AM }f .~.
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..... 'ID 01,. Mltkr Descriptio. 

20771_ Petra, In!;. City of Meridian 

.... " Dacriplioa \IoU" Pri<o V.uc 
counsel and corrpi:le relevant documents reaardina: 
discovery issues. 

UlI20ll EKK Trial work. 2" 2llO.00 56>.00 

tt2J1fJ11 EKK Trial ptqlaration work. 0.'" 200.00 160.00 

11212011 row Conlnue wort.on opening statement; prepare irsl draft 230 275.00 .,'-'" 
of di-ect examination ofMitc Wisdom. En,inecring,lnc. 

11312011 TGN Continue prepanuion forTriaJ Day 13; review notes for 9.21) 11'.00 2.'30.00 
cross cxanmalions crTed Baird and Keith Watts; 
participate in Day 13; cotmlllnce cross mcamnation of 
Ted Ban; fulbwing tria1contnue with add_ional 
preparation fix"cross examnarion ofTed BUd 

U3I2OI1 EKK Trial day 13; continue trial preparation and follow up on 6./iO 2llO.oo 1.moD 
issues fi'om Trial day 13. 

U3I2OI1 PRe Rtview, edit and update trial notes of direct e)Bminations IA6 ".00 J3100 
o(MeRtia.D's witnesses; 

U4l201 1 EKK Reviewcom:spondence; continue trial preparation wort. 1.90 2llO.00 ",,"00 

11412011 TOW Contnue preparation furTrial Day 14; confcmtcc with 10.10 275.00 2om.so 
Jack Lemley. R.ic:h BaUCT,.Ierty, Gene and Tom regatdi\g 
Lemley and 8aue(s testimlny; continue to worton 
cross fur BUd 

V5I2011 EKK Trial day 14; continue trial walk. ~90 2llO.00 I,UJl.OO 

IIS120II TOW Conmuc preparation furTrial Day 14; participate i1 Trial 9.30 275.00 2.l17.lO 
Day 14; finisb upc:ross examination crTed BUd; 
telepbone conference with Jerry and Gene regarding 
day's events; telcpbo!le conference with John Quapp 
regarding accounting fur Petra's profit on the MOl and 
El'L 

1I.Y2011 PRe Coqlilation and I1Ilrkiog ofadditionai trial cmibas; ".00 304.00 -~; wort on trial notes and co~ts by cnents; 
updat"'g trial winess file5 ; 
pill .......... __ IIiII. li h .. 

116'2011 EKK Trial day IS; trial preparation contilucd. 7.00 200.00 1.400.00 

tl6I201I TOW Continue preparation fur TrialOay 15, inckJding 9.10 215.00 2I£1.lO 
additional preparation for Watts' cross eJialI"Iination; 
reqUe5t demonstrative cmibitJ fiomBcnnctt regarding 
billing and payment dates; continue work on watts 

""'" 
1/&'2011 PRe Work on trial notes: documents for use dumg direct and 4.20 ".00 J9J.00 

6121Y201 1 919:41 AM . i" ' . ....,1.18 
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20771 .... 

1/712011 

In!20ll 

1/712011 

1/71201 I 

Inl2011 

11&'2011 

lI&'2011 

119(21)( I 

11912011 

UIMOII 

I/ IMOII 

I/ UV2011 

IlIMOll 

1I11YlO11 

Prof 

roN 

PRC 

MEW 

EKK 

MBS 

EKK 

T(N{ 

EKK 

T(N{ 

roN 

MBS 

PRC 

EKK 

MBS 

612&'2011 9-59:41 AM 

ole.t Matter Descriptio. 

Petra. Inc. ~ of Meridian 

Desc:riJ&-, 

cross ~I\S; review nOiCS and cross ~ioD 
outmes b rattomcy. 

Continue preparation of Watts cross; plJtic~ate in Day 
16ofthetrial; confemicewCh Gene and Tomregardiog 
lodlY'5 proccc:dings; telephone amtm::ncc with Jefry 
Frankrqardingsan: 

Trial MHt; 

Reviewopposing counsefs notices duces tecum for 
depositions olM. Schelstrate and D. Gorski; confermce 
with M. Schclstrate rqardioa protective order. 

Trial day 16; continue trial wort; telephone conference 
with Tome. 

Draft rDCfI1)l'2ndumrcgaroiog OtIJl'lbertU1. forNeXligh 
substkution; dr.afl: protective orders forGorsl::i and 
SchclstJaIc 

Review com:spondence; ClalmOod trial informui:m. 

Mm1ian aty HaD SKe visitation web Judge WiIper, 
Diane Cromwell, coon reporter, Trout aDd guide; 
Ic~one confCfCrlcc ~ Jeny regardilg s'e vis«ation; 
telephone confm:nce wah Gene regardiog site visitation 
and several othertrialm:atten:; ~oo orpniz2tion of 
issues 

Cbntinuc with trial pn:paralion wort. 

Continue work on orpniDtion of issues and preparation 
fur Day 17 of trial 

Continue preparation lOr Day 17oftrial; ex:hangc emails 
with Gene Bennett regardiag trial issues; partic~atc in 
Day 17oftrial; continue p.epaJation i:lrDay IS oftrial 

Draft affidavits and assemb~ emibits for protective 
orden; locate CJi:hibu ~ardng Neidigh 

Trial day 17; contmue trial plqlamtion. 

Rcvi=wand discuss Petta pay application iisue; analy;ze 
disaepancies WI eoaibits 

9.60 

3.80 

1.00 

6.50 

'.00 

Q80 

'.00 

0.80 

4.00 

9.00 

1.lO 

2.lO 

Pri .. 

275.00 

9>.00 

190.00 

moo 

180.00 

100.00 

275.00 

200.00 

275.00 

2"00 

180.00 

9>.00 

100.00 

180.00 

v .... 

2,640.00 

)61.00 

190.00 

1,300.00 

900.00 

160.00 

1,375.00 

160.00 

1,100.00 

2,475.00 

m.oo 

237.lO 

1,320.00 

162.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID CUeDt Matter DesCriptiOIl

1J.ml~ Petra, Inc. City ofMerifian

Ibte Prof Description Units Price Value
1/1112011 TGW Prepare for conference with LCA and its consultants, 9.20 275.00 2,530.00

including LCA, Mike Wisdom and Oluck Hum, along
with Petra personnel and Rob Anderson, counsel for
LCA and Fngineering, Inc, and David Lloyd, counsel for
Heel)' Intemationa~ conference with Jcny, Gene, Dick:
Cunmings and Erika Klein and Matt Schelstrate;
continue to worle on preparation for Day IS oftrial

1I1II2011 EKK Revewcase correspondence; trial preparation and 6.10 200.00 1,220.00
related meetings with witnesses for preparation in case.

)/1112011 MBS Trial preparation ofeXtibits, testim:my for rebuttal of 5.90 Im.OO 1,062.00
Watts; strategy regaroing pay application issue; meeting
with Petra personnel; review and revise Bird
cross-elCltnination

111112011 PRC Reviewdiscovel)' documents and compile additional 3.20 95.00 304.00
documents in preparation fortrialeXtibits; prepare first
draft ofSupplemental Disclosure ofTrial Witnesses;

1/1212011 TOW Continue to prepare for Day 18 oftrial; participate in Day 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
18; conduct additional research and review legal research
melOOrandum addresses statutoI)' bond ~uirements;

continue preparation ofDay 190ftrial

1/1212011 EKK Review case correspondence; Trial day 18; further trial 6.30 200.00 1,260.00
preparation.

1/11/2011 MBS Research on issues raised in Watts Direct Elcamination; 6.00 Im.oo 1,080.00
review documents for exhibits fur Petra's case-in~hiee

research City's liquidated damages claim

1111/2011 PRC Review production documents; organi2c and compile fur 4.60 95.00 437.00
potential trial exhibits Petra Pay Applications 1through I

I30; prepare additional trial elCbibits.
I·

1/13/2011 row Continue preparation furDay 19oftrial; participate in 9.40 275.00 2,585.00 !

Day 19, including cross examination ofKdh Watts;
ex:hange emails with Gene and Tom reganJing trial
issues and revised presentation ofwitnesses and
estimated schedule

)/13/2011 EKK Review case information; Trial day 19; furthertrial 6.70 200.00 1,340.00
preparation.

111312011 MBS Research and draft Hum Direct Examination; Review 7.00 Im.oo 1,260.00
Heel)' material disk; review City's responses to Petra's
IOOtions; research on statutOI)' bond requirement

1/13/2011 PRC 4.20 95.00 399.00

1/1412011 TOW Continue preparation for trial and presentation ofdirect 9.80 275.00 2,695.00

~ .< ..
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_,m 01 .. , Matter Deleriplioa 

E71-OOJ Petra, Inc. aty of Merit ian 

.... PN< Dacripdoa "". Price v ..... 
111112011 TGW Prepare IOrconterence with LeA and as consultants, 9.21) VS.OO 2,SJO.00 

indudilg LeA, Mice Wisdom and O1uck Hum, along 
wah Petra personnel and Rob Anderson, counsel for 
LeA and fngineering,lnc, and David Uoyd, counsel for 
fleery International; conference \Ioih Jerry. Gene, Dick 
O.nmings and Erika Kkin and Matt Seltebtrate; 
continue to work on preparalion !orDay 11 of trial 

III IflOl I EKK Reviewcase correspondence; trial preparation and ~'O 200.00 1,220.00 
related mcetinp with ~scs for prepllB1ion in case. 

111112011 MBS Trial prq>aration ofdlibtts. testmmy forrebuttal of '.90 ''''00 ' ,0<2.00 
Watts; strate&>' regarding pay application issue; meetng 
wth Petra personnel; review and revise Bird 
CfOss-elClll'ination 

1111/2011 PRe Revicwdscovery documents and colq)iIc additional J.2I) 95.00 304.00 
documents in preparation fortrial~ibits; prepare fnt 
draft ofSupplcmental Discbsure ofTriaJ Witnesses; 

1I1212011 TGW Continue to prepare for Day 18 of trial; participate in Day 9.10 27~00 

18; conduct addidonal research and review legal researcb 
memorandum addresses statutory bond rcquirc:m:nts; 
continue preparation o£Dar 190ftrial 

1I121'2011 EKK Rcviewcase correspondence; Trial day 18; further trial 6.30 200.00 '"",.00 
preparation. 

111212011 MBS Research on issues raised in Wans Direct ExanWaation; ~OO ,"'00 1,080.00 
review documents furC1ibiliu; furPetra's case-K1-clJicl; 
researcb cty's liquidated damages claim 

UI2I2OtI PRC Review production OOcUnEDts; or&ani2e and coIq)i'= i>r ' .60 ~OO 417.00 
potential trial exbibits Petra Pay Appiic.a1ions I through 
10; prepare additional trialeJihbits. 

VllI20ll TGW Continue preparation for Day 19 of tria!; participatc: KI 9.40 275.00 2,58S.00 
Day 19. including ClOSS C'MIIlination ofKdh Walts; 
cdtange emaiIs with Gene and Tom regazding trial 
issues and ~ised presentation ofwitncsscs and 
estimated schedule 

111112011 EKK RevieW(;8SC infommion; Trial day 19; furthcrtrial 
~'" 200.00 ',l4O.oo 

pn:pamtion. 

I/ IJI2OI1 MBS Rtsean::h and draft Hum Di'ecc &anination; Review 7.00 180.00 1,260.00 
Heel)' material disk; rcvicwaty's responses to Petra's 
motions; research on statutory IKlnd requement 

111112011 PRC 4.'" 95.00 399.00 ....... 
111412011 TGW Continue preparation foctrial and presentation ofdilecr: 9.01 275.00 2,695.00 

612&20119-059:41 AM 
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MatterID Oieat Matter DescripiOll

7J1T11.()()8 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof DescriptiOll UDits Price Value
examinations; participate in Day 20 oftrial; argue against
the aty's JOOtion for sanctions to allow Otamberlain to
testify; prepan: for and argue in mvorofPetra's rmtions
for protective orders regarding Schelstrate and Glrski

111412011 EKK Trial day 20; continue trial work. 6.10 200.00 1,220.00

111412011 MBS Analyze City's Nov. 16th discovCl}' responses regarding 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
post~eeupaney issues; draft OtuclcHum's direct;
review various Heery reports and Heery file; review City
trial elitibits with Tom; strategy conference regarding
Motion for protective orders, City's Motion in Limine
regarding Otamberlain

111412011 PRe 5.10 95.00 484.50
;woIk

on additional trial eMtibits.

1/1512011 TGN Q)Dtinue trial prepamtion, including cross and direct 6.00 275.00 1,650.00
examinations; exchange review and respond to emaiIs
from Jeny; conference with Gene Bennett and &ika Klein
regarding same

111512011 EKK Trial preparatKln; correspondence on witnesses, prepan: 3.70 200.00 740.00
additional cross eJCllIllination ofT. Weltner, cOJqJlete
review ofMTl records emibit and I1llUtcd ilq>ortant
pages ofsame.

111612011 TGN Continue trial preparation, including direct examination 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
ofMike Wisdom; review several Heery Reports;
eJdlange emails with Gene Bennett, Frika Klein and Matt
Sehelstrate regarding same

1/16'201I EKK Review correspondence and continued trial preparation; 5.00 200.00 1,000.00
reviewed and C»QUDined trial note conments and updated
witness eJ<lllllinations based on same.

1117/2011 TGN Continue work on Wisdom direct exanination; workon 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
opening statement; worle on clarification of tiIcts that
Petra needs to prove; revisit applicable issues oftaw

1117/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial work. 0.60 200.00 120.00

l/17/201I MBS Research Idaho's statute oflimitations, statute ofrepose 0.50 lSO.00 90.00

1/18/2011 TGN Continue trial presentation preparation; continue worle 10.60 275.00 2,915.00
on direct and cross elClllllination; wode on fuct and law
issues consolidation lists; eJCChange emails with trial
team and Petra personnel regarding same; seveml
telephone conferences with Gene Bennett regarding trial
mattcrs; conferencc with Rich Bauer and JacIc Lemley
regarding presentation Gantt charts

6120120119"59:41 AM ~- Page: 121
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2077' .... Petra. Inc. O;y ofMcridian 

- Prof o..criptioa lIUb Poi« Value 
c~ions; participate in Day 20 oftriaJ; quc agans! 
the City's rrotion fOr sanctions to allow 01amba1aD to 
testify; ptepare forand argue II lavorofPetra's molions 
fi:lrpfOt.ectivc orden regatdina Schclstratc and Glrski 

111412011 EKK Trial day 20; continue trial wort. ~\O 200.00 1,220.00 

1I1<V20ll MBS Ana1y& cays Nov. 16th discovery response5 regardina 7.00 '.,.00 ',2&00 
posl~upancy issues; draft OtuclcHum's direct; 
rev;ew various Heery reports and Hcery IDe; review C'lI:y 
trial cJilibils with Tom; stratc&Y conference: re&aniitg 
Motion fur protective orders. City's Motion in Limine 
regarding 0IaIrbertUl 

Ul4l2011 PRe ". 95.00 .... 50 
; wort: 

on addkional trial oIlibits. 

111512011 row Continue trial preparation, including cross and dftct ~OO 275.00 1,650.00 
~ations; edangc review and respond to cmaiIs 
tromJcny; conference with Cene Bennett and &b Kkin 
regarding same 

111512011 EKK Trial prepara:ion; conespoodcncc on witnesses, prepare 170 20000 740.00 
additional cross elClJJlination ofT. Wekncr. coQ1)1ctc 
review ofM11 records mba and rnIJUd .rtant 
pales ohame. 

1/16'2011 TCNI Conmue trial prepamtion, including di'ed: e.mination ~ .. 275.00 2,310.00 
of Mike Wisdom; review sevcnU Heery Reports; 
cx:hange enails with Gene Bennett., &ib Jacm and Matt 
Schelstratc regarding same 

1116'2011 EKK Review coTRSpondence and continued trial prepllnltioo; ' .00 200.00 1,00>.00 
reviewed and ~ed trial note cormx:nts and updated 
witness examinations based on same. 

VI112011 TCNI Continue workon Wisdom direct exa.nmation; won:on ~OO 275.00 2,200.00 
opening st3lcment; work on clarification ofbcts that 
Petra needs to prove; revisit applicable issues of law 

VI112011 EKK RcvicwcoTRSpondence; continue trial work. .60 20000 120.00 

V11f2011 MBS Re$eatt:h Idaho's statute oflinlitations, statute of repose .SO 180.00 90.00 

VI8I2011 row Continue trDl presentation preparation; continue wort '.60 275.00 2.915.00 
OD drect and ClOSS e,;amination; workon fact and iaw 
issues consolidation lists; ex:hange cmails wah trial 
teamand Petra personnel regarding same; several 
telephone cooferences wilh Gene Bennett regarding lrial 
matters; conference ~ Rich Bauer and Jack Lemley 
~ing pJeScotalion Gantt charts 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID

20771-008

Oient

Petra, Inc.

Mltter Description

City ofMeridian

Date
1/1812011

1/1812011

1/1812011

Pro(

FKK

MOO

PRe

Descripti_
Reviewcorrespondence; trial team meeting; continue
trial preparation and witness contact.

Research and draft memmmdumn:garding statutes of
limitation and n:sponse; continue drafting O1uck Hum's
direct elC3lJl; sttategy conference n:garding pending
motions. triaJ witnesses. and aty's claims; general trial
eldtibit preparation; finish researching and draft e~1
regarding City's liquidated darmge claim; begin
n:searching memorandum n:garding limiting scope of
O1ambedain's testirmny

{ilits

3.30

7.00

4.60

Price
200.00

180.00

95.00

Value
660.00

1).60.00

437.00

• n:viewand n:spond to email correspondence
fiom clients.

1/19/2011 TOW Continue worle on trial; ell3ll1inations; participate in Day 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
21; continue revisions and supplementation ofdirect and
cross eJC3lrination because ofdevelopments during trial

1/191201 I FKK Trial Day 21; continue tria1 preparation; review additional 7.40 200.00 1.480.00
elChibits in matter; further cross elC3l1lination preparation.

1/19/2011 MBS Research and draft briefn:garding O1ambedain; analyze 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
and begin drafting O1amberlain cross~ation;
analysis ofcleanout ClChibits; general trial preparation

1/19/2011 PRe TrialwoIk; ; pull 5.20 95.00 494.00
affidavits ofMeridian's witnesses for n:view for cross
elC3l1lination.

I/2iWZOll TOW Continue \Wh trial pn:paration; participate in Day 22 of 10.20 275.00 2,805.00
trial; continue with follow up fullowing trail; continue
updating elGlIllinations; severalconfcrences with Matt
SChelstrate n:gardi'lg n:search assignm:nts; lengthy
telephone conference with Jeny regarding issues with
case going forward

1/2iW201 1 El<K Review correspondence; triaJ day 22; continue trial 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
preparation.

1I2iW201I MOO General trial pn:pamtion; draft questions for O1amberlain 1.00 180.00 180.00
cross-elC3l1lination

1/2iW2011 MOO Research and draft tDClOOmndum n:garding abuse of 4.00 180.00 720.00
process. lost profits; make additions to O1ani>edain
objection memorandum

I/2iWZOll PRe Trial and ellbibit pn:paration work ilr trial; review and 230 95.00 218.50

612iW20119:59:41 AM . . .
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

20771_ 

-UIBI2011 

lilBl2011 

lf18l2011 

111912011 

111912011 

111912011 

111912011 

IJ2Ql2OII 

1/2IY2Oli 

1/200011 

1/2IY2011 

1J20(2011 

MIlS 

PRe 

row 

EKK 

MIlS 

PRe 

row 

EKK 

MIlS 

MIlS 

PRe 

61201201 1 !>:S9:41 AM 

Olue 

D.uripli_ 

Mltter Dacripdoa 

Cty ofMcridian 

Reviewcorrespondcnce; trial tc:ammcct.ilg; continue 
trial preparamn and waneS! contact. 

Research and draft lIlCIIDf30dum qudKl& statutes of 
limbtion and raponsc; conlnu!: drafting Cluck: Hum's 
direct e..-.; strategy confetence regarding pendi1g 
motons. trial witnesses, and Oty's claims; genccal trial 
emibit preparnti()D; finish researching and draft ~I 
regarding Ciy'l lXtuidated damage claim; begin 
researching mcmorandulURigantina: limiting scope of 
O\aat.erIUl's testiroony 

Continue WOrkOD trial; CJCaIrinations; partic.,ate in Day 
2Jj continue ~isions and supplementation of di"ect and 
cross cll3Jrioation because ofdevclopmcnts during trial 

Trial Day 21; continue trial preparation; review additional 
ellhibits in maner; further cross ~ation preparation. 

Research and draft bricfrqarong O1arilcriUl; analyze 
and begin draftng Otamberiain cross-oamination; 
analysis of dean out elilibits; geneBI trial preparation 

Trialwork; ; pull 
affidavu ofMeridiaD's witnesses tOr review fOreross 
e~8lion. 

Continue wih triaJ preparntionj partic"ate in Day Z2 of 
trial; continue with follow up fullowWIg trail; continue 
updatita examinations; several conferences \Qh Man 
Schelstnltc regarding research assignDJ:l\ts; lengthy 
telephone conference witlI Jeny regarding issues with 
case going inward 

Reviewcof1'e5pondence; trial day 22; continue trial 
prepar.ltion. 

General triaJ preparation; draft questions forOtambcdUl 
cross~JaUnination 

Rescan:h and draft mcrmrandum regarding abuse of 
process, lost profits; maIr:e additions to OtanOeriUl 
objection mctml3l1dum 

Trial and ellhibit preparation work br tria~ review and 

IJoib 

3.30 

7.00 

• .60 

911) 

7.40 

7.'" 

511) 

1.20 

7.10 

1.00 

.00 

Priu 
200.00 

I~UX) 

"..00 

275.00 

7.00.00 

180.00 

"..00 

Z15.oo 

7.00.00 

180.00 

180.00 

".00 

-. 

l,u.o.oo 

4]7.00 

2,530.00 

1.4flUlO 

1,350.00 

494.00 

2,805.00 

1,420.00 

IIJI.OO 

72000 

21&.50 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oient MaUer DesCriptiOll

20771..()()8 Petra, Inc. at}' ofMeridian

Date Prof Description U1its Price Valae

respond to email correspondence dumg trial for research
ofproduction documents by Cty ofMcridian.

112lY2011 MBS Finish drafting O1amberlain cross-elC3IlD1ation 1.30 180.00 234.00

1/21/2011 MBS Trial exhibit preparation; 0.50 180.00 90.00

1121/2011 TGW Continue preparation for future trial days including 9.40 rT5.oo 2,585.00
witness examination; ex;hange numerous emaiIs with
Gene Bennett and TomCoughlin regarding s~;
consult with trial teamon reassignments; participate in
Day 23 oftria~ conti:lUe trial workafter court

·1/21/2011 EKK Trial Day 23. 6.20 200.00 1,240.00

1/21/2011 PRC 3.80 95.00 361.00

0

1/22/2011 EKK Trial preparation; reviewcorrespondence. 1.30 200.00 260.00

1/2212011 TGW Workon trial preparation, including cross eJClUDination of 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
O1amberlain; lengthy telephone interviewwith Mike
Wisdom and Rob Anderson regarding pluotling issues
for O1amberlain's cross; work up objection to
O1amberJain testirrony to IiD:it it to items shown in the
Rule 26(bX4) disclosure; workon substantial additions
to Gene Bennett's direct examination

11ZJI2011 EKK Continue trial work. 1.20 200.00 240.00

1/23/2011 TGW Work on substantial additiJns to Gene Bennett's direct 8.70 rT5.oo 2,392.50
eJClUDination; exchange emails with trial teamand Gene
Bennett regarding trial preparation matters; review and
supplement other examinations

1/24/2011 TGW Continue preparation for Trial Day 24; participate in Day 9.80 rT5.oo 2,695.00
24; continue work on direct and cross eJC3IIIinations;
commence review ofMaster O1eck List dated 1/24/11
and incorporation into direct CJQUDinations

1/24/2011 EKK Trial Day 24; continue trial preparation. 930 200.00 1,860.00

1/24/2011 MBS Draft rrotion for inspection ofCrty Hall, fbrwartl to Gene 1.20 180.00 216.00
for additions; research into City Witnesses

1/24/2011 PRC Trial and exhibit preparation; 5.30 95.00 503.50

1/2412011 MBS Research into code and statutes regarding at}' plumbing 5.00 180.00 900.00
inspectors; review expert reports and trial testimony for
Ray MillerDirect Examination and Western Roofing

..
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... ,., 
20771 .... 

Pn>l 

tm'2Ol1 MBS 

112112011 MBS 

1I2V201I T(NI 

lIll/20l! EKK 

112112011 PRe 

Il7212011 EKK 

Il7212011 T<NI 

IIZV2OI1 EX!( 

IIZV2OI1 T<NI 

lI2412011 T<NI 

1Il4l2011 EX!( 

In4l2011 MBS 

112412011 PRe 

II2AI2IlII MBS 

Oint MMRr DescrtpdDa 

Petra,lnc. at)' ofMeridiat 

Daui_ 
respond to emailcorrespondence duma trial for research 
of production docwncnls by cay ofMcridian. 

Filish drafting O!.armcrtain cross~n 

Trial cmibit preparation; 

Continue preparation ilr future trial days «luciing 
witness exammation; CldwI&c nuarous cmaiIs with 
Gene Bennett and TomCoughJin regarding s~ 
consult with trial teamOD reassignmezl.u; partil;ipaiC in 
Day 23 of trial; contiluc trial worlc.aftercowt 

Trial Day 23. 

Trial preparation; review correspondence. 

Wort On trial preparation, ilcludflg cross cmninuion of 
Ouunberlain; lengthy telephone ilterview~ Mite 
Wisdom and Rob Anderson regarding phoiring issues 
furOwmcriain's cross; \W!t.upobjection to 
Otamberbin tcstim:my to iIm it to item; shown in the 
Rule 1i(bX4)disclosure; \Writ on substantial additions 
to G::nc Bennett's dRct ~n 

Continue trial worlc. 

Worton substantial additions to Gene 8cnnctfs direct 
~ation; e:cbangc emUs with trial teamand Gene 
Bennett regarding trial preparation tmtters; review and 
supplement other ClIalDi1ations 

Continue preparation fOrTriaJ Day 24; participate in Day 
24; continue worlcon dRct and aoss examinations; 
corrmcncc rcviewofMasterOte<:t List dated 1Il~ll 
and incorporation mo direct exurinations 

Trial Day 24; continue trialprqaration. 

Draft motion fbr inspection ofaty HaJI,. ilrwani to Gene 
foradditions; rese3lCh mto cay Wanesses 

Trialand 

Research into code and statutes regarding aty pUriling 
inspectors; review 0Ipert reports and trial testi"nony for 
Ray MilJerDi.rcc;t ~ation and Western Roofing 

. f. 

" 
., 

P- V .... 

1.30 110.00 234.00 

1l5O 110.00 90.00 

9.40 27'.00 2,585.00 

6.20 200.00 1,240.00 

3.10 95.00 361.00 

1.30 100.00 2&00 

9.lD 275.00 2.S3O.00 

1:20 200.00 ""'.00 

&10 275.00 2,J92.SO 

9.10 275.00 2,69S.00 

9.30 200.00 1.860.00 

1:20 1.,00 216.00 

'.30 95.00 "".so 

'.00 1.,00 900.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterlD Oient Matter DesCripiiOll

1J1TTl-<108 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof Descriplion tilib Price Value
elC3lIlination

112512011 TOW Qmtinue review ofMasterCleek List dated V24111 and 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
incorporation into Bennett's direct ell31Dnation;
conference with Jeny, Gene and Petra TrialTeamto go
over Master CleekList and discuss issues.

1/25/2011 FKK Trial meeting; continue trial preparation. 6.10 200.00 1,220.00

112SI2011 MBS Strategy meeting with Petra reps and trial team; continue 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
drafting Heel)' direct and Western Roofing direct;
general trial emibit preparation and analysis; revise
JlDtion for inspections ofCity Hall

1/25/2011 PRe O>mmcnce review ofdirect eJC3D1inations ofclients; 5.20 95.00 494.00
update e>lhibits and new emibit preparation;

112612011 TOW Prepare for and participate in Day 25 oftrial; eJlChange 10.10 275.00 2,m.50
numerous emaih with team and Petra; review latest
documents provided by Petra; wodcon supplement to
Gene's direct; wodcon opening; continue case
preparation following court trialday; telephone
conference with Jeny Frank regarding O>wt's ruling that
changes and notification (O>oots I and 2 ofthe City's
complaint) had not been decided as lawofthe case

I

112612011 EKK Trial day 25; continue trial wode including document and 7.80 200.00 1,560.00

I
correspondence review and witness examination
preparation.

1/26/2011 MBS Trial preparation; drafting direct eJllllllS; elIhibit assembly 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
and review; research

112612011 PRe o>ntinue work on direct~ations and coordination 4.80 95.00 456.00
oftrial exhibits for direct CJIlIIIlinations; review and
respond to emailcolI'Cspondence fiomclient.

1/27/2011 TOW O>ntinue prepare ofPetra's case n.chiefscheduled to 13.20 275.00 3,630.00
start on Monday, JanuaJy 31,2011; revise opening
statement; participate in Day 26; continue workon
Petras case in chieffollowing court trial day; ex:hange
numerous emails with Petra personnel and TrialTeam;
telephone conference with Jeny Frank; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett

1/27/2011 EKK Trial day 26; continue trial work; revised Order on site 7.90 200.00 1,580.00
inspection; continue trial work.

1/27/2011 MBS Draft questions for upcoming witness interviews; draft 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
order for site inspection; draft direct eJaIDS; elltu'bit
preparation and assembly
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_,JI) 01." Matter Descripioa 

20171-008 Petra, Inc. CCy of Meridian 

p", Descripdoa Price V~ .. 

elClUJlination 

112Y2011 Taw Continue review ofMastet'OIeck List dated V2AI11 and 9.80 275.00 2,695.00 
incorporation into Bennett's direct c-mwion; 
conference wI.h ktry,Gcneand Petra TrialTeamto go 
overMastcrOlcck List and discuss issues. 

=11 I'l<K Trial mcet~; continue trial prqlluation. ~IO 200.00 1,22D.oo 

112Y2011 MBS Strategy rDeeti:ag with Petra reps and trial ~ cantinue 7.80 lSO.oo 1,404.00 
drafting Heel)' dicct and Western Roofing di'ect; 
general trial cmibit preparation and analysis; revise 
Imtion for inspections ofQy HaU 

112SI2011 PRe Conwncncc rcvicwofditeet cJCminations of clients: 5.211 9>.00 .... 00 
updale eJ\hibits and ntwelflibil preparation;" •• :11 

112ti1201 t Taw Prepare for and parti:ipatc in Day 2S oflrial; c:Ehange 10.10 275.00 z.m.SO 
numctOus cmails with teamand Pctm; reYewlatest 
documents provided by Petra; WOB:oasupplement to 
Gene's direct; work on opening; continue case 
preparation bUown& court trialday; tck:phone 
conference with. Jeny Frankregatding Court's ruling that 
changes and notificatim (Counts I and 20flhe City's 
corrpnint) had not been d"idcd as law of the case 

112612011 I'l<K Trial day 25; continue trial work incruding document and 7.80 ,..00 1,>60.00 
correspondence review and witness exIIIrlWuslion 
prcpandion. 

1f26'2011 MBS Trial preparatkln; drafting dft:a exarrs; ohibil: assembly '00 180.00 1,440.00 
and review; ruean:h 

1/261'2011 PRe ContiDue workor!. di'ect c:wnmations and coordDation 4.'" 9>.00 456.00 
of trial ClIhibits fOrdircd ClGIIl'inatiom; J'CYicw and 
respond to cmailcorrcspondc:nce fromciitnt 

Im/2011 Taw Continue prepare ofPetra'1 case m_chiefscbcdub' to 13.211 27S.00 3,6JD.00 
start on Monday. Janu8I)' 31,2011; revise opcnin& 
swemenl; participate in Day 26; continue worton 
Petra's case i1 chierrolklwi'lg court trial day; cx:hange 
numerous cmaib with Petra personnel and Trial Team; 
te~honc conference with.Jeny Frank; tck::phone 
conference wah Gene Bennett 

IIl7I2OlI I'l<K Trial day 26; continue trial wortc; revised Order on site: 7.90 ,..00 1.""-00 
inspection; continue: trial work. 

111712011 MBS Draft questions for upconWig witness ilte!Views; draft .,0 180.00 I,moo 
order for site mspcction; draft dim:t oaDDj emibit 
prqlaration and assermly 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MltferID

20771-008

ClieDt

Pctm,lnc.

Mltter Descripti_

City ofMeridian

Dlde

IIIl/2011
ProC
PRe

Descriptioa
Continue work on direct eJCaIIinations and e>d1ibit
preparation and co~ilation for directs; telephone caB
fiomJeny Frank~garding Petra's IJIIIXcd Cllhibits;

Ulits
4.10

Price
95.00

Value

389.50

1/2812011 TOW Continue preparation for Amento cross elGlJtl; continue 10.60 Il5.00 2,915.00
trial preparation; participate in Day 1:1 oftrial; continue
trial preparation work after court session; lengthy
telephone conference with Jell)' Frank regarding status
afterthis week's tcstimJny by the Qy's witnesses and
eJq)Cl1S; telephone conference wah Stan Welsh
regarding same; ex:hange emails with Petra personnel
regardingmwp~ionma~

112812011 EKK Trial day 1:1. continue trial preparation; review 7.00 200.00 1,400.00
correspondence.

112812011 MBS Draft questions forwmess ilterview; continue drafting 7.30 131.00 1,314.00
direct eJCaIIinations; general trial ClIbibit preparation and
preparation for Petra's casc-il~f

112812011 PRe Trial and emibit preparation; 5.20 95.00 494.00

1129/2011 EKK Continue trial work. 4.20 200.00 340.00

112912011 TOW Continue trial preparation work; finish up draft ofdirect 10.00 Il5.00 2,750.00
el<3lDioation for Chuck Hum; eJChange numerous emails
with Petra personnel and trial teamregarding trail
preparation matters; several conti:rences with Matt
SchelstJate regarding his assistance in preparilg direct
el<3lDioations

1129/2011 MBS Continue wah drafting direct~ions; trial Cllhibit 4.50 180.00 810.00
preparation for case-in~hie1; review City Council
mnutes for use at trial; review potential issues for Rob
Drinkard's direct exanmation

113&2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; review emibits to be used in 10.60 Il5.00 2,915.00
Gene Bennett's directe~ revise direct ell3lD as
ncccsS8lY; conference with Jerry, Gene and Tome.
regarding preparation for direct oamination

113&2011 I'XK Continue trial preparation work. 7.60 200.00 1,520.00

1131/2011 EKK Trial Day 28 partial day ofattendance; review case 3.00 200.00 600.00
correspondence; continue trial preparation.

1/3112011 TGW Continue trial preparation; work on emibits for Bennett's 9.30 1:15.00 2,557.50
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

_,ID 
2077 ..... 

"'" lmf2011 

If2&I201 t 

112&12011 

11'W2011 

1/2&12011 

II29IlOIJ 

112912011 

If29I2Oll 

1/300:011 

IIJOOOII 

1/3112011 

lml2011 

..... 
PRe 

TOW 

El<K 

MIlS 

PRe 

El<K 

TGW 

MIlS 

TGW 

fXK 

fXK 

TOW 

&'2&2011 9-.59:41 AM 

at ... _Inc. 
Deseriptl_ 
Conti1ue work on dftct aarinations and eJtaibit 
prq!anlion and ~ilati:ln (ordecu; telephone call 
fiomJcny Frank rcgardm& Petra's mlIkcd cmi;tils; 

Continue preplll'a1ion for Amento cross 0lI8m; continue 
trial preparation; participate K1 Day Xl of trial; continue 
trial prepamion workaftercourt session; lengthy 
telephone conferuu::e with Jeny Frank regarding status 
aftertbis wcelC's testirmny by tbe Cily's wKncsscs and 
CJiPCIU; telephone conference ~ Stan. Webb 
regarding same; ex:hange emlils wiIb Petra personnel 
rqardir1g trial prt:parati.>o rrattcB 

Trialday 21, continue trial preplll1tioo; review 
cocrespondcace.. 

Draft questions for wKnCSS intcn'icw; cont.nuc draftin, 
direct c'-atiens; general trial c,;bi)ir: preparation and 
preparation for Petra's case-il-chief 

Trial and emiba preparation; 

-Conthue trial work. 

Continue trial prcpartti:ln work; finish up draft of din:d: 
elGUDinatioo CorChuck Hum; cx:hangc numerous cmails 
wCh htra petSonnc181ld trial team regarding traiJ. 
preparation matters; several conbences wah Matt 
Schcistnlte regarding his assistance in prepamg din:d 
CJaminatioos 

Continue wah drafting dRct exaniDations; trial Clitibit 
prepamion forcase.in~hiee reviewaty Council 
minutes lOr use at trial; review potential issues furRob 
Drinkard's direct ewmnation 

Continue trial preparation; review emoits to be used in 
Cene Bennett's direct CJGW; revise dRc:t aunas 
necessary; conference wtb Jeny, Gene and Tome. 
rqardirlg prepanllion furdircct ocamination 

Colltinue trial preparation work. 

Trial Day 28 partial day of attendance; revicwcase 
colTeSpondence; continue trial preparation. 

Contflue trial preparation; work on elIiIibu iJr Benncu's 

.. 
<I 

""" 4.10 

'0.60 

7.00 

7:30 

S.2f) 

4.2f) 

•• 00 

•• SO 

'060 

7." 

3.00 

9:30 

Prl .. 

".00 

215.00 

200.00 

.0l00 

".00 

200.00 

Z7S.00 

.0l00 

77'00 

200.00 

200.00 

275.00 

V"" 
389.50 

2,915.00 

',<00.00 

1,314.00 

494.00 

.... .00 

~7SOOO 

810.00 

2,915.00 

'.S20.oo 
600.00 

2,SS7.SQ 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M .... ., Oiao. Mauer DetcriplioB 

2077.-001 Petra.lnc. City of Meridian 

Dncri .... ..... V •• e 
dRcc; conference with trial team regardiDg same; 
parti;:ipate n Day 

113112011 MBS Review Draft Order mrSite Inspection; research rebuttal S.80 '80.!Xl 1,044.00 
testilrony; reviewpriordiscJosures; attend trial; research 
lay ween VCdUS opinion 1c5tiroony issue 

113112011 TCNI Lenghty phone conierence wI.b..Jeny and Gene Q40 275.00 110.00 
regarding last day ofeiy's case and the use of Petra's 
mancia] statc:mcnts and Amcnto's analysis of those 
statements 

21112011 TCNI Teiepbone conference wah Dennis Remtcin. Cl"A ."'" 2"00 2,915.00 
reprdiD, Amento's fmmcial analysis; continue triaJ 
preparation; revise openingStatemeftl; conti'Lue 
pJep&nltion ofOene Bennett's Oircct P.:a.m; prqwe for 
and confaencc ~ Robby Pach and Steve Sinnctns 
and tdephone conference wah Bill URue ~garding 
design and instalation oftbc Water Featwes; prepare 
furand conference with OIud:and Davn LkIyd his 
attomey; revise Hum dea; revise Bennett's dRct 

2/112011 EKK RcvacwcorTCSpondcnce; witness nterviewconfcrenee 200.00 ',32Il00 
with BillI...aJWc; sent notes to Pn'a pcrsonnct telephone 
conference wI.b. winesses; meeting wI.b. Hoery on case; 
conti1ued case preparatbn. 

21112011 M8S Conference wI.b. Bill LaRue; confi:rence wih OIuck .80.00 1,476.00 
IiJm; draft direct examinations; trial eXUbil: prepanrion; 
n:searclI constnactivc tcmination; research rebuttal 
witness and opcrt yersus lay witness opnion 

1JlI2!IlI PRe Revi:w and respond to ema.iJ correspondence from S.'" 95.00 moo 
clients; .--te several tekphone conversalions with 
David. Uoyd and Rob Anderson regardi'lg preparation 
DEdi'lg. 

21112011 TCNI Continue preparation for Gme Bennett's direct 9.80 27S.00 2,69j.OO 
oarrination; review eliIibils; participate i'l one-halfday 
trial Day 29; mab: opening statement and corrmence 
direct elI8I'I1inllion ofGcne Bennett; conference with 
Petra petSonnel and htra Trial Team !'Cganii'lg 
correction of trial emi:liI: errors; continue trial preparation 

21112011 EKK Trial Day 29; continue trial preparation. 7.40 200.00 1,480.00 

21112011 MBS Trial emba preparation and revisions. ~OO .80.00 1,440.00 

21112011 PRe Revi:w discove.y documr::nts and coDl'ate trial emba ~.O 95.00 519.50 
with docurmlts produced by Meridian 
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Date Prof DeseriptiOll Ulia Price Value
21312011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 300ftriaJ; revise Bennett's 10.60 275.00 2,915.00

eldtibits and direct eJGllllination; several conferences with
Gene, Robin, Barb, Pm and Matt regarding revised and
new eJlhibits; review all eJlhibits for Hum and Bennett's
examinations

2/3/2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 4.90 200.00 980.00

2/312011 MBS EJchibit revision and preparation; preparation for 8.50 180.00 1.530.00
rebutting City's objections to O1uck Hum

2/312011 PRe Meet with clients; 10.30 95.00 978.50

2/412011 PRe Work on trial mibits for trial; meeting rib client and 7.80 95.00 741.00
Barbara to cooMmte marlciog ofnewemibits.

2/412011 EKK Trial Day 30; further trial preparation and discussion of 7.60 200.00 1,520.00
issues.

2/412011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 30. including direct 10.10 275.00 2.m.50
examinations ofOmclcHuro. Heery Intemationa~

conference with Gene Bennett in preparation for his
continuing direct exauinati:m; one hour8Igument over
City's Jmtion in 1inIine to prevent Bennett, Coughlin and
Hum from testiJYing; PetIa prevailed and continued with
direct elClJDination ofOtuckHum; Trout COIIDICI1ced. but
did not finilh Hum's cross

2/412011 MBS Witness preparation; emibit preparation; legal research 9.00 180.00 1.6'20.00

2/512011 TGW Continue with trial preparation; conference with Dennis 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
Reinstein and Keith Pinkerton rcganling their
participation as Clq)ert witnesses for mancialanalysis of
Petra's operations; conduct telephone interview orRay
Miller; elCChange several phone caDs and emails with
Gene Bennett; work on first draft ofRay Milb's direct
examination and tbrward to Gene and trial team for review
andcomnent

2/512011 EKK Review correspondence; trial preparation continued. 5.00 200.00 1,<XX>.OO

2/512011 MBS Research Rule 615 witness a::lusion issue 200 180.00 38>.00

2/&'2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; conference with Gene Bennett 4.00 275.00 1.100.00
regarding direct eJC3lllination and authentication of
photographs ofthe Meridian City Hall project; revise
Ray Miller direct percouments from Gene

2/&'2011 EKK Continue trial preparation worlc. 5.60 200.00 1,120.00

2/&'2011 MBS Continue researching Rule 615 issue and draft 5.00 180.00 900.00
memorandum

&'2n'2011 !B9:41 AM :zr- -.~'l:
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.- ....., Deseri-. """ Prl" V~_ =11 row Coornue prepn1ion for Day 30 of trial; revise Bennett's IQ60 275.00 2,91 5.00 
emibits and direct cxarrirwion; several confCrmces witfI 
ChIc, Robin. Balb, Pm and Matt n:gardingmlised and 
ncwcmibits; review aU c,aibits for Hum and Bennett's 
ewnnations 

=11 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial ptqlaration. 4.90 200.00 "".00 

21312011 MBS B:hibit revision and preparation; prcpantioD fOr .SO 1"'00 I,moo 
rebutting Cily's objoclDns to Omct.Hum 

=11 PRe Meet wiI.b clients; 10.30 95.00 918.50 
- '-' -~ 

I WI 

11412011 PRe Wotkon trial C)lbibjs Ii)rtriaJ; mcc:tmg wtb client and 7." 95.00 741.00 
Barbara 10 coordinate marking ofnewebibits.. 

21412011 EKK Trial Day JO; iuthc:rtrial prquwooo aDd discussion of 7.60 2OO.IXJ 1,52O.IXJ 
issues. 

1I-i/2011 row Continue preparation for Day JO. inekLding direet 10.10 275.00 20m". 
exami1ations ofOtuck tiun, Heery Intemationa~ 
conference with Gene Bennett in prqIaration rorhis 
continuing diR:c:t ~ixt; one houratgumcnt over 
City's iTlGtion in &tWIc 10 prevent 8c:noctt, Coughlio and 
Hum from tes tify ing; Petra prevailed and continued with 
direct ~ioo ofOluc:kH:wn; Trout coamcnced. but 
did not finish IWm's cross 

11412011 MBS Witness preparation; c>ilibit preparation; Jeaa1 research 9.00 180.00 1,6lllOO 

21.512011 row Conti'luc with trial preparation; conference with DcrlOis .00 275.00 2,2OO.IXJ 
Reinstcira and Keith Pinkerton reganling ther 
participatioo as ~ rincsscs fur&wu:iaJ.analysis of 
Petra'S openllions; conduct telephone ilterview orRay 
Millet; elChangc several. phone cds and cmails wilh 
Gene Bennett; went on Int draft of Ray Miler's di'cct 
~ation and i:IIward toGcne and trial team forn:view 
and conment 

2/S2011 EKK Revicw~rrespondeocc; trial Plq)araboO continued. 5.00 200.00 1,00'100 

2/112011 MBS Research Rule 615 witness ex:lusion issue '00 180.00 360.00 

2/6'2011 TGW Contilue trial preparation; conference ~ Genc Bennett 4.00 275.00 1,100.00 
regarding dRct CJCIIIWIatiGD and authentication of 
photograpils oithe Meridian City HaD project; teVise 
Ray Millerdftlct per-coamcnts 60mGme 

216'2011 EKK Contmue trial preparation wort.. "" 200.00 1,120.00 

2/6'2011 MBS ConlKlUc raearchiog Rule 615 issuc and draft 5.00 180.00 90000 
IDCInJr.mdum 
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Date Prof Deseriptioa tidts Price Value
2/7/201I TGW Contmue preparation forDay 31; participate in Day 31; 10.20 275.00 2.&>5.00

several client conferences Matt Schelstrate regaJding
several legal research projects; conmcnce preparation
for Day 32; review legal memorandumon Rule 615 and
iJqllications

2/7/2011 FKK Trial Day 31; continue case work. 6.60 200.00 1,320.00

217/2011 MBS Finish memorandumregarding Rule 615; research 4.00 180.00 720.00
witness preparation issue; research e~rtwitness
contract rule; review sae inspection order and plan
logistics, strategy session regaJding Rule 615; review
document co~arison infurmation

2/7/201I PRe Trial and additional eJebi>it preparation; review and 3.80 95.00 361.00
respond to email correspondence;

2/8I2011 TGW Continue preparation for trail; prepare correspondence to 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Petra regarding clarificati>n and ~lification ofJudge's
witness elCClusion order; email to Rob AndeBon
rcgaJding scheduling ofMike Wisdomwitness
preparation session

2/8I2011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 3.40 200.00 6ln00

2/812011 MBS Research rebuttal evidence issue; prepare and attend 5.00 180.00 900.00
cay HalIlnSpectilD

2/812011 MBS Draft witness prepare schedule; continue drafting l.SO 180.00 270.00
memorandum regaJding scope ofrebuttal; start
researching Rule 403 memorandum

2/812011 PRe 4.20 95.00 399.00
additional=ibit and trial

preparation;

2/91'2011 TOW Continue preparation for Trial Day 32; participate in trial; 10.20 275.00 2.WS.OO
conduct re~irect ofChuck: Hum; continue direct ofGene
Bennett; review John Quapp's spreadsheet; telephone
conference with Keith Pinkerton regaJding~ of
Quapp's calculations on the lost profits argument;

ilengthy telephone conference with JellY and Gene Iregarding document production issues; second
telephone conference with Jerty, John Quapp and IDebbie regarding pay application issue

2/91'2011 EKK Trial day 32; continue trial work. 5.90 200.00 1,180.00 I

I2/9r'2011 PRe 240 95.00 22&.00

i
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""",ID 
20771-008 

-2f7f2011 

117l11Jl! 

'1I7l1Dll 

11712011 

11&'2011 

1III1DII 

2/&'2011 

21U2011 

11&'201 1 

W2011 

W2011 

W2011 

... " TOW 

Ef(J( 

MBS 

PRe 

TOW 

Ef(J( 

MBS 

MBS 

PRe 

TOW 

Ef(J( 

PRe 

01 ... 

Pctra.lnc. 

Descriptio-

Matter Descriptkll 

cay of Meridian 

Contituc prqwation for Day ]1; parti;ipate in Day 31; 
several client confcRnces Malt Schelstrate regarding 
several "=gal research projeds; commence preparation 
hOay 32; reviewlcp1mcmorIDdumon Rule 61Sand 
aq,licaIions 

Trial Day 31; continue case wode. 

Pub manorandumregarding Rule 615; research 
witness preparation issue; resean:b ~ witness 
I;Ontract rule; review su itspc:dion ordcr~d plan 
Iogisli:s, strategy session regarding Rule 615; review 
document ~arison infbrmation 

Trial and additional emibit pJep8dlion; review and 

respond to email correspondence; . ...!..!.i~!.!I.IIII".. 

... iI " 

Conmuc preparation fur trail; prepare conespondence to 
Petra rcg8lding darificati:m and ~lification of Judge's 
witness oclus ion cxder; cmUI. to Rob Anderson 
regarrling scheduling ofMillz Wisdom witness 
preparation session 

Review co~pondcnce; continue trial preparation. 

Rtsean:h rebuttal evidence issue; ~ and attend 
cay HaU Inspection 

Draft witness plq)8le schedule; continue drafting 
memorandwn regarding scope of rebuttal; start 
researching Rule 403 mem:nndum 

.. .! _' l~·~ additional ctaibit and trial 
preparation; __ of 5 7... 5 -'. 
Contilue preparataoD forTrial Day 32; participate in trial; 
conduct re-direct ofOtuck Hum; cootnue direct of Gene 
Bennett; review John Quapp's spreadsheet; teicphone 
conference with Keith Pinkerton regarding ~ of 
Quapp's cak:ulations on the lost profits argument; 
"=ngthy telephone conference with Jcny and Gene 
regarding document production issues; second 
telephone conference 'NittI Jerry. John Quapp and 
Debbie regarding pay application issue 

Trial day 32; continue trial ,",,'Oric. 

twa 

").2" 

MO 

4.00 

3.80 

• .1» 

3.40 

iOO 

1.>0 

10.1» 

i90 

240 

Pri<e 

27>.00 

200.00 

\80.00 

215.00 

200.00 

180.00 

110.00 

95.00 

775.00 

200.00 

9500 

V". 
2.8OS.00 

\,320.00 

120.00 

)61.00 

2,>30.00 

680.00 

900.00 

,...00 

2.8OS.00 

I,unoo 
228.00 
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MlItterID Oieat Matter Descriptioa

1iJ77I-ool! Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Descripdoa Uaits Price VaI.e

11911JJ11 MBS Research evidentialy issues; witness preparation; review 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
site inspection report; ClIbibit prepiuation

11UY2011 rxK Trial day n; continue trial wode. 7.00 200.00 1,400.00

11llY2OlI TOW Bennett witness preparation for Day 33; conduct direct 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
exam ofBennett on Day 33; follow up with additional trial
preparation issues aftercourt trial

111lY2OJJ SWW of 1.00 275.00 275.00

111lY2011 MBS Waness preparation and draft memorandum regarding 8.20 180.00 1,476.00
s~ revise direct eJllIJIination; research and draft
memoranda and emails regardng cvidentiaJy issues;
draft witness preparation schedules; schedule witness
preparation sessions

2/HV2DlJ PRC Trial and additional Clitibit preparation; 3.m 95.00 361.00

; update
attorney regarding same; rev~w discovelY pleadings
and correspondence regarding Bates nunilered
production by Petra; iConect regardiIg trial emibit
co~arison.

111112011 TOW Continue preparation for Day 34; participate in Day 34; 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
conference with Gene Bennett for direct eJam
preparation; review Ted Frisbee, Jr. iIterviewand
witness preparation notes; work on Steve Package direct
cllalIination; conduct direct cllalIination ofGenc
Bennett; foUowup after trial day and conference with
Gene regarding same; telephone conference with Jefl)'
regardings~

2/1J/201I EKK Trial day 34; continue trial wode. 7:JJJ 200.00 1,440.00

2/JV201I PRC Trial and additional Clitibit preparation; 5.30 95.00 503.50

; review Petra's discovCl)'
documents and pull relevant documents for attorney's
review.

111112011 MBS E1<hibit preparation and research regarding coltllarisons; 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
sct up witness meetings; research for upcoming legal
aJgUments; reviewand revise witness direct; strategy
discussion regarding emibit issues

1111120)1 TGW Continue trial preparation wode; cJQZhange numerous 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
emails with Gene Bennett and the Trial Team; ex;hange
emails with Ray Miller, revise Bennett's final day of
direct examination

sz= .
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- ...., 
""""" MBS 

711W2011 00( 

2111),,1011 TOW 

21UV2011 SWW 

21UY20l1 MBS 

211()'2011 PRC 

211112011 TOW 

111112011 00( 

11 1112011 PRe 

111112011 MBS 

1I12f2011 

612&'iih 1 9".59:41 AM 

OJ ... MaUer Dacri(doa 

Petra, Inc. Cty of Meridian 

Deurilllk-
Ra;ean:h evidentiary issues; witness preparation; review 
sac inspection report; ohibif. prcparJ,tion 

Trial day 33; continue trial work. 

Bennett ~ess preparation for Day 33; conduct dRct 
cXlllDo(Bcnnen on Day 33: follow up with addilionallriaJ 
preparation issues aftercourt trial 

In&crVicW o:fTCid Frilbcio 

Wmess preparation and draft memcnandumregarding 
SanE; ~ise drca CJIaIrinatm; rc:search and draft 
mctl'I)randa and cniIs rqan:li'lg cvidcntiuy issues; 
draft wines, preparation schedules; schedule witness 
preparation sessions 

Trialand addmnaJ ohibil pn:panttion; 

.. f--" .~ u""",, 
attorney regarding same; review discovery pleadings 
and correspondence regardiog Bale5 nu.mered 
production by Peba; iCooed reaaniiog trialdlibit 
co~arison. 

Continue preparuion fur Day 34; panicipate in Day 34; 
conference with Gene Bennett fordin:c;t CJCam 

prepatation; teYiew Ted Frisbee, Jr. iltetView and 
witness preparation notes; work on Steve Package dirm 
e:wrinati:m; coDduct direct cllBDinacion ofOene 
SeMett; follow up after trial day and confemJce with 
Gene regarding same; telephone conference with 1eny 
reprdina same 

Trial day 34; continue trial wort. 

; review Petra's discoyct)' 
documents and pun relevant documents for attomey's 
review. 

P;cbibit preparation and research reaarding COqlarlsOnS; 
set up riness meetings ; research rorupoomiS'lg legal 
allJUments; review and revise witness direct; strategy 
discwsion regarding eJbbit issues 

Continue trial preparation work; ex:hange numerous 
elllla with Gene Bennett and the Trial Team; CJChange 
erraib wCh Ray Miller; revise: Bennctt'1 maida)' or 
direct exurinalion 

""" .- V~K 

7.50 110.00 I)so.oo 

7.00 2110.00 1,400.00 

9." 27S.00 2,!l9S.00 

1.00 275.00 775.00 

lI.2O 110.00 1,476.00 

'.Ill 95.00 361.00 

• .30 275.00 2,SS7.so 

72) 2110.00 1,440.0> 

5.30 95.00 ,.,.50 

7.50 180.00 1.350.00 

1'" 275.00 2,365.00 
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2/1212011 EKK Review correspondence; continue trial preparation. 3.20 200.00 640.00 .

2/12/2011 MBS Revise witness dRct; research contract language 3.00 180.00 540.00
regarding pay applications; assist Bennett dmt
questions; correspond with client regarding pay
application process

2/13/2011 TGW Continue trial preparation; wode on additional dmt exam 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
fur Gene Bennett; revicwTed Frisbee Jr.'s dRctand
interview notes

2/1312011 EKK Continue trial work.. 210 200.00 420.00

2/1412011 row Continue trial preparation; wodeon Will Berg direct; 10.10 275.00 2,942.50
confi:rmce MIl Remstein, Pinkerton and Quapp
regarding financial aspects ofcase; conference with
Simnons, Christiansen and Mike Wisdom regarding
witness preparation; telephone conference with Steve
Paclaud regarding witness preparation; trial team meeting
regarding continuing witness preparation; ex:hange
numerous emaiJs with Petra personnel

2/1412011 EKK Continue trial wode including witness preparation 6.10 200.00 1,220.00
meetings.

2/1412011 MBS Witness preparation; ClIhibit coIq)arisons; witness 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
meeting scheduling; direct exam research and
preparatim

2/1412011 PRe Workon trial preparation and emiba preparation fur 5.60 95.00 53200
Wisdoms direct and'Siomons' dea; review and
respond to email correspondence from clients regarding
master issues for witnesses and changes to direct
examinations.

2/15/2011 row Continue trial preparation; revise Bennett's direct per 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
notes from Gene; continue work on Will Berg's direct;
e~hange emails with Pctnt personnel and trial team
regarding trial preparation and witness scheduling; wode
on revising Ray Miller dmt; telephone conference with
Ray Miller; conduct several meetings with trial team;

2/15/2011 EKK Witness meetilgs; revised direct exam ofJon Andersen 4.20 200.00 840.00
based on witness meeting; ClC3IDined revised trial
emibits; review correspondence.

2/1512011 MBS Witness meetings and prepare; dRct examination 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
research and prepare; trial emmit preparation

2/15/2011 PRe File emiba preparation; review and respond to email 250 95.00 237.50
correspondence;
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2/1212011 I'XK Review correspondence; continue tria] preplltlion. 3.lll 20000 64Il00 ' 

211212011 MIlS Revise witness dm:t; n:scan:b contract language 3.00 ISUOO 5«100 
regudmg pay applications; assist Bennett direct 
questions; correspond with client ~arding pay 
application process 

211ll2Ol1 row Continue trial prep3l'lltion; workon additional direc1 exam .'" ZUOO 1.320.00 
brGcnc 8canctt; revicwTc:d Frisbee Ir.'s direct and 
Klterview notes 

211312011 "'" Continue trial worlt. 210 20000 4'20.00 

211<412011 row Continue trial preparm:m; WOrkOD WiIl9crgdRct; IQ?O moo 2,942.50 
conference wilh R.emt.ein, PiDkerton and Quapp 
rq:ardmg financial aspects ofQSc; conference with 
Siamons, Cluistilnsen and Milz Wisdomregardw,g 
witness pJqW3lion; telephone cootCreooc with Steve 
Packard reJanii'l1 wCness prepatllion; trial teammceti'l8 
regarding CODlinUWtg witness prepantion; e:dlange 
numerous email! gh Petra personnel 

2/1412011 "'" Continue trial work inehidin& witness preparation ... 20000 1,2211.00 
meetings. 

211412011 MIlS Witness prepamtion; cmibit wmparisons; witness 7.00 IInoo 1.26O.IlO 
meeting scheduing; direct eJCIDI; rescareh and 

........ "" 
2/1412011 PRe Work on trial prep...non and ahib_ preparation fur S.,., 95,00 moo 

Wisdom's dRct and Smmns' dl'ect; rn'iew and 
respond to CU1ll1cormpondenoe fi'omclicnu ~ing 
IIIlStcr issues forweesses and changes til. dRct 
~ions. 

211st2011 row Continue triaJ prepanation; revise Bennetts direct per Z7~00 2,25S.oo 
notes fromGcne; contitue work on WilBerg's direct; 
cllChange enwls ~ Pet:ra pcrsonncl and trial tearn 
rca:ardin, trial preparation and wilne;,s schcdu6n&; wolie. 
on revising Ray Millerdirect; telephone conference with 
Ray Miler; conduct several meetitgs with trial team; 

21IS12Otl I'XK Witness rtWlCtngs; revised dRcl: C)CIlJl orJon Andersen ' .20 20000 840.00 
based on wUess m:ctin,; examined revised trial 
emibitsj review correspondence. 

1I1S12OI1 MIlS Witncss m:ctit,s and prepate; dRct oamination 7.so ISUOO I)SO.IlO 
researcb and prepaltj trial cmbil: preparation 

111512011 PRe File Cl4Iiba preparation; review and respond to ermiI 2" 95.00 m.so 
com:spondence; I~ _itl.-- ..... -III 
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211612011 TOW Continue preparation for trial Day 35; witness prepare 9.40 275.00 2,S8S.00
session with Gene Bennett; conduct continuing direct of
Gene Bennett; post trial conference with Gene and Erika;
conference with &ika, Matt and Pam regarding additional
research needed to respond to Judge Wilpers questions
about Exhibit 682, the photos ofthe project after
occupancy

211612011 FKK Trial Day 35; further wode on trial preparation 7.30 200.00 1,400.00
eJC8lJlination; reviewadditional possille exhibit
dOCllIreOts; review correspondence; emails on triaI
strategy options.

211612011 MBS Direct ClC3JIIination researeh and drafting; scheduling of 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
witness preparation sessions; trial exhibit colJ1larisons;
research and begin meroorandum regarding evidentiary
objections at trial

211612011 PRe 4.lJ> 95.00 456.00

review and respond to attorney's
regarding discovery documents and trial exhibit status
during tria~

2117/2011 TOW Continue preparation for Day 36oftrial; colJllllCnce 9.70 275.00 2,667.50
preparation ofGene Bennett's red~ based on Trout's
on going cross~ deal with getting Exhibit 682,
photographs ofthe project as ofdate ofoccupancy into
evidence; work with trial teamafter trial on assignments;

211712011 EKK Review correspondence and discussion on elChibit 7.30 200.00 1,400.00
infOnnation and disclosures; Trial Day 36; review
additional correspondence and discussed research.

2117/2011 PRe Trial preparation; D CIS 5.20 95.00 494.00

prepare draft ofAffidavit ofThomas WaJker regarding
admission ofrebuttal eJdlibits.

211712011 MBS Witness preparation, interviews. and scheduling; 8.30 180.00 1,494.00
research responses to evidentiary objections; draft direct
eJC8lJlinations

211812011 TOW Continue preparation for Day 37; endure continued cross 9.00 275.00 2,475.00
eJC8lJlination ofBennett by Trout conduct post trial
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211 (w'2() 11 row Continue preparation for trial Day ll; witness prepare 9.40 275.00 2,585.00 
session widt O:ne Bennett; conduct continuit, direct of 
Gene Bennett; post trial conference with Gene and Frika; 
conference \Wh Sib. Matt and Pam regard.,g additional 
research needed to ~pond to judie Wilper's questions 
about e.t.ibit 682. the photos oCthe project after 
occupancy 

2/161201 I El<K Trial Day 35; further worlcon tria] preparatim 1.30 lOO.OO 1,4&00 
clQlninati:ln; review additional possillc emila 
documents; reYiewc:orrespondeace; emails on lriaJ 
strlltclY options. 

2/1612011 MBS Dftct ClCIttIDation research and draftitg; scheduling of <00 180.00 1,440.00 
witness preparation scssions; trial ClIbibit colq)arisons; 
re5e3lCh and begin rrcrrorandumregarding evidentiary 
objections at trial 

2/1612011 PRC 4.l1l 91.00 '56.00 

liM'''' review and respond to attorney's 
reproi'lg discovery documents and trialCllbibit status 
during tria~ 

211712011 row Continue prepar2ti)n for Day 36oftrial; cotmleDCC 9.'" !7~00 2,f£I.>O 
preparation orOene Bennett's redRct based on Trout's 
on going cross e;,am; deal with setting FJaibit 682, 
photographs ortbe project as of date ofocc:upulC:Y into 
evidence; woll:: with trial tcamafttttrialon assi&rmznts; 

211712011 Review correspondence and discussion on eJilibit 1.30 lOO.OO 1,460.00 
inbl1'Qltion and disclosures; Trial Day 36; revcw 
additional conespondmce and discussed reseatcll. 

211712011 PRe Trial pR:paratKm;"""""" lilnfwillBw S.lIl 91.00 .... 00 

PR:p&rC draft ofAffidava of Thoma Wahl regatdirtg: 
admission of R:buual emiba. 

2117f2011 MBS Witness preparation, mtc:rviews. and schcdutma; L10 180.00 1,494.00 
rescan:h responses to evidentiary objections; draft di'ect 
e.mnati:ms 

211112011 row Continue preparation for Day ]7; endure cont.,ued cross 9.00 215.00 2,475.00 
eJaJIinstion ofBcnnett by Trout conduct post trial 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MlIUerID OIeD1 MlItter Descripti_

1Jf111.0Q8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Descripti_ Uaits Price Value

meetings and email e»::hanges wkh trial team

2/1812011 EKK Trial day 37; review correspondence. "6.30 200.00 1,260.00

2/1&'2011 PRe ColJl)arison ofMeridian's marlced Cldtmits with Fmibits 4.30 95.00 408.50
attached to the affidavit ofGene Bennett; review and
respond to email correspondence during trial and puD
documents as required.

2/1812011 MBS Meeting with TunMc<burty; witness preparation 9.00 180.00 1,620.00
meeting with Dave Oam; continue research into
evidentiaJy objections and other issues; update trial
teamon Tun Mc<burty; wmess scheduling and draft of
direct eJClUIlinations

2/1912011 TGW E»::hange numerous CIDlils wkh trial team tegarding 6.50 275.00 1,787.50
on-going issues wkh trial; orderadditionalresean:h
f'Cgarding waness intiridation ofrunMc<brty by
Trout's oflicc; revise Ted Frisbee lr.'s direct and email to
trial team members and Gene Bennett fur CODJnCllt

2/1912011 MBS Research issues raised in run Mc<burty's meeting; 0.70 180.00 126.00
emails to trial team regarding same.

2/1912011 EKK FJcamined correspondence and witness question 3.20 200.00 640.00
additions; review addKionai meeting minutes fur possible
emibit inclusion; "'Orlean waness e~ioos drafting.

2I2G'2011 EKK Continue editing ofwmcss eJUlinatioos based 00 trial 2.50 200.00 500.00
proceedings.

2/21/2011 TGW Continue worleon proposed findings offuct and 5.00 275.00 1;375.00
conclusions oflaW; review and respond to emails liom
Gene and Robin regarding questions fur redirect;
e»::hange several cmaiIs with Gene and Robin regarding
additional changes to various witness cJoaminations;
conmrencc with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional
resean::h projects; review and revise memorandumand I

I
affidavit regarding the admission ofphotographs ofthe Iproject taken in NovelJi)erand Decenber2008

i
I

212112011 MBS Witness preparation and scheduling; emiba preparation; 3.00 180.00 540.00 i
continue updating direct eJaminations I

2/2112011 EKK Review correspondence liomclients on additional 2.30 200.00 460.00 I
I

witness eJUlination infurmation revise witness I
ell3ll1inations. I"

i
2J22I2011 TGW Continue revisions ofdircct exammations; continue 8.40 275.00 2,310.00

~revisions ofproposed findings offact and conclusions
oflaW; conference with Jcny Frank regarding status of
continuing case; respond to .Jeff's inquiy

"X
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- ,., 01 ... MIlder Dntripd_ 

20771 .... Petn.lnc. City ofMmiian 

"* ."" Dlsul~ .... b Prl« v ... 
meetings and email ex:hanges wtb trialtcD. 

2/1&'2011 EKK Trial day 37; rnticw correspondence. 6.30 20000 1,260.00 

VIIV2OI1 PRC Co~arison of Meridian'! marla:d chibits with fXlibits .JO 9>.00 408.50 
attacbcd to the affidavit of Gene Bennett; review and 
respond 10 emailcotteSpoudence dumg trialand pulJ 
documents as required. 

21 11V201l MBS Meeting wah TmMcO:lurty; witness prepanU.ion 9.00 180.00 1,620.00 
meeting with Dave Oam; continue research into 
evidentiary objections and other issucs; update trial 
tumOR TmMcCburty; MnesS Ichcduliag aad draft of 
dina: ClGlrOnations 

2119t'2011 TmI lXbangc numerous enib wah trial team. n:gan&J.g 6.lO ZlS.OO 1,787.50 
on-going issues wi.h trial; orderaddJ.ional resean;h 
rqanliog wmess iotirridatnn ofT'mMc:(brty by 
Trout's office; revise Ted Frisbee lr.'s dm:iand email to 
trial team members and Gene Bennett lOr COJrlDeQt 

2Il9I2011 MBS Research issues Illiscd in Tm Mc<burty's meeting; ~10 180.00 126.00 
clDllils to trial team regarding same. 

V I9flO11 EKK &2mincd correspondence and witness qucstion 3~ 100.00 640.00 
additions; review addtioual meeting .. utes ilr possiblc 
emib. inclusion; worton wCncss cJoUinalions drafting. 

2I2IY2!l1l EKK Continue editing ofwiness CllaDnatioos based 00 trial. 150 100.00 SOO.OO 
proceedings. 

mll20l l TmI Continue wort on proposed findiop ofl3et and ,.00 275.00 1.375.00 
conclusions of laW; review and respond to eaail!I from 
Gene and Robin regarding questions fOr rcdrcct; 
e:change several. em&h with Gene and Robin reg:amiog 
additional cbaages to various wilDes. c1IIminations; 
conft:ren.oe...nth Matt Scbelstrate n:garding additional 
research projects; review and revise memonmdumaDd 
affidavit regard"'g tho admission ofphoto~bs of the 
project taken in. Novemerand [)eceni)er2lX)l 

212l12011 MBS Witness preparation and schcdulilg; mibit prepanllion; 3.00 180.00 "".00 
continue updal:ing direct ~ns 

212V2011 EKK Review corrapondence from clienls on additbnal 2JO 20000 .... 00 
witness examinatbn iniumation revise wDtCSS 
cXilninarions. 

212212011 TmI CDntinuc revisions ordRct exanWultions; continue .. 0 27'.00 2.310.00 
revisions of proposed findings of&ct and conclwions 
ofaw; conferenoe ~ Seny Frank n:garding status of 
continuing case; n::spond to JeO'! ~uiy 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Qieot

Petra, Inc.

Matter DacripticJB

City ofMeridian

Date

1I21J11))1

1I21J11))1

1I21J11)11

Prof
EKK

MBS

PRC

Descripdoa
Review correspondence; reviewed revised witness
elaUllinations; several witness inteIView meetings; further
witness examination editing and preparation based on
meetings.

Witness preparation meetings with primes; research and
update direct eJalIIIinations

Exhibit preparation fortrial;

tilits
5.40

9.50

4.70

Price
200.00

180.00

95.00

V3Iue
1,080.00

1,710.00

446.50

2/23/11)11 TGW Review revisions ofRay Miller's direct testimony; work 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
on closing argum:nt; prepare forDay 38 oftria~

partic~te in tria~ follow up on trial preparation tasks

212312011 EKK Trial Day 38; correspondence on witness schedules. 6.40 200.00 1,280.00

2/23111)11 PRe Witness coordination and elChibit preparation; finali2c 1.30 95.00 123.50
direct~ations and update witness files.

2123111)11 MBS Witness preparation meetings; continue drafting direct 7.80 180.00 1,404.00
eMUDinations; research and draft trotion addressing
length ofdirect exarninations

2124111)) 1 EKK Review trotion to be filed ande~ed latest 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
correspondence with witness e~ion information;
Trial Day 39; continue with trial preparation for
witnesses.

2124111)11 TOW Continue work on closing aJgument; continue 8.80 275.00 2,420.00
preparation for Day 39oftrail; review and respond to
emails fromGcne and mermers oftrial team regarding
case matters; review and revise Motk:>n govenmg
Further Proceedings in an cffurt to reduce the aJOOuot of
time Trout spends on cross ~ation; participate in
Day 39; follow up on pending matters after trialday

2/2412011 MBS Research trotion regarding lMC; research Montana 200 180.00 360.00
regulatk:>ns; scheduling coordination regarding witness
testiJrony

212412011 PRe Trial and additional exhibit preparation; prepare Motion 3.20 95.00 304.00
to Shorten TIlDe on Motion Governing Trial Procedure;

compile pay application analysis for review;
conmence review ofanalysis.

2/25/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial; prepare for direct c)C3J11of 10.40 275.00 2,860.00
Ted Frisbee, Jr.; conference with Gene Bennett to
prepare for his redirect; partic~te in Day 40 oftrial;
conference with trial team; participate in argument

612CV20ll 9-.59:41 AM Page: 133 ..... -~

008639

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

-2I22I2D11 

2I22I2D11 

2I22I2D11 

212312011 

212312011 

212312011 

212312011 

2IW2011 

2IW2011 

2IW2011 

2IW2011 

2I2Si2011 

,,0( 
EKK 

MBS 

PRe 

T<»I 

EKK 

PRC 

MBS 

EKK 

T<RI 

MIlS 

T<RI 

thiYiOll 939: •• AM 

rum 
Petra, Inc. 

Desc:rt ..... 
Revicwcorrespondence; reviewed revised witness 
cJarinalioos; scvcr.a.l witness interview meetings; further 
witness examnation edain, and preparation based on 
meetings. 

Wanes! preparation meetings wah prinzs; research and 
update dRct exaninations 

Emilit preparation furtrial; 

Review revisions of Ray MiUct's dRet tcstimJny; work 
on cming qumcnt; prep&le forDay 38 of trial; 
part"~ in tria~ follow up on trial preparation tasks 

Trialllay 38; conespondence on wncss schedules. 

Witness coordillati;,n and cmibit preparation; ~ 
dnct ~ions and update witness file:s. 

Wmcss prqIamion mcctiags; continue dntfting dirt:ct 
cMUrinations; research and draft motion addressing 
length or direct examinatioru: 

Review motion to be filed and oamincd latest 
correspondence wkb witness ewrinacion ilfonnation; 
Trial Oay 39; continue wah trial prepamion for 
witnesscs. 

Continue workoD closing Ilgumcnt; continue 
preparation br Day 390ftrail; review and respond to 
cmWs fromGcnc and members of trial teamregarding 
case matters; review and revise Motion governing 
Further Procccdin" m an effixt to n:duce the mount of 
timD Trout spends on cross exmWIation; participate in 
Day 39; follow up on pending nmters after trial day 

Rcsean:b motion rq:arding 'fMC; te5carth Montana 
regulations; sctleduling coordination regarding witness 
testKmriy 

Trial and additional exhibit preparation; prepare Motion 
to Shorten TURI on Motion Q)vemirlg Trial Procedure; 

~ compik: pay appli::a1ion analysis focrevicw; 
conmence review of analysis. 

Continue preparation for trial; prepare fur direct examof 
Ted Frisbee, Jr.; conference with Gene Bennett to 
prepan: for his redirect; pattic~te in Day 4Ooflr'ial; 
confe[Qlce wah trial team; participate in aJlument 

tJoiU 
SAO 

9.SO 

' .M 

8.2Il 

~4Cl 

1j() 

7.80 

1.10 

a80 

2.00 

3.1Jl 

1Q4Cl 

Price 
200.00 

180.00 

95.00 

275.00 

2OOJJO 

95m 

180.00 

'""00 

27sm 

180.00 

95.00 

27S.00 

v .... 
1,080.00 

1,710.00 

""SO 

2.25S.oo 

1,2ID.oo 

1Zl.lO 

1,404.00 

1.420.00 

2,420.00 

360.00 

304.00 

2,860.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)·

MatterID OieDt Matter Descri~oa

2f1771.()()8 Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof Desc:ripiGD Uaits Price Value

regarding discovel)' issues associated with Construction
Partner; conmnce with Jeny. Gene, Robin. John,
Debbie and the trial team regarding response to the
aty's Jrotion to strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim

2/2Sf1Dll EKK Review case correspondence; Trial Day 40; trial team 7.00 200.00 1,400.00
meeting on response to pending Jrotion; meeting with
Petra on response to pending motion; further discussion
and review ofdocuments and infonnation related to
JOOtion; witness telephone caBs on case.

2I2S/11J11 PRe Review and respond to discovery questions from court; 2m 95.00 266.00
review production documents and file; meeting with
attorneys and clients regarding discovery violation
issues raised;

2I2S/11JII MBS Research judicial notice issue; strategy conference 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
regarding discovery issue; resean:h discovery meJro

1J26/11JII TGW Wodeon briemg and response to the City's IWtion to 6.70 275.00 1,84250
strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim for discovery
violations; eJdlange emaiJs with Petra pelSonnel and trial.
team mcni>elS regarding same; several conferences with
Matt Schel<;tmte regarding legal resean:h and briefing;
conduct independent resean:h on Construction Partner
program and Petra's production ofthe documents
relevant to the Project

1J26/11JIl EKK Review research furdiscovery motion; furtherdirect 3.20 200.00 640.00
elUlination preparation and edit furnelCl week; research
related to preparation ofm::morandumon Monday
IWtion; examined and noted corrections to draft affidavit
and memorandum; reviewed affidavit and memorandum
and attachments from opposing counsel on their
response to pending Monday motion.

1J26/11JI I MBS Draft memonmdum in opposition to City's Motion to 6.50 180.00 1,170.00
Strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim i

1J26/11J11 PRe Review prior discovery requests by Meridian and 7.00 95.00 722.00 i
i

responses by Petra; review prior correspondence to Iopposing counsel regarding discovery issues; compile

I
and made exhibits for attachment to affidavit ofThomas
Walker; prepare Affidavit ofThomas G Walker; review,
amend and finali2e Memorandum in support ofMotion to

I
Reconsider and in Opposition to Motion for Sanctions;
prepare Motion to Reconsider.

112712011 EKK Continue wade on trial examinations; review additional 290 200.00 580.00 I

Ipleading by opposing party; examined memorandum on
judicial notice for filing.
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

..... u m ale .. Mlder DescrijXl_ 

2OT1I~ Petra, Inc. aty ofMer:i:l.ian 

p,", DescriJdOll ... " Price v .. ~ 
regardng discovery issucs 3$SOI;iatcd with Construction 
Partner; conbmce wth Jeny, Ciefte, Robin, Jobn, 
Debbie and the trial tea.mrcprdiD, response 10 the 
City's imIno to strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim 

212>12011 EKK ~vicw case correspondence; Trial Day 40; trial team 7.00 moo 1,400.00 
moctina: on response to pcndil& motion; meeting wilh 
Petra on response 10 pending rmtioo; further discussion 
aDd review of documents and iDformation related to 
IOOticm; witness telephone caIs on casc. 

212>12011 PRC Review and respond to dBcoVCCY questions fiomcourt; "'-00 
re'Yiewproduction documents and file; meeting with 
attorneys and clients regardn& discovery vioiali>n 
issuC$ rused; 

212>12011 MBS Rcsearchjudicial notice issue; stratcay con!ercnce 7.00 180.00 1,260.00 
regWK\g discovery issue; research discovCI)' IIEIII) 

2126'2011 TGW Worton bricmg and respoosc to the City's m::ttion to 
~'" 27!1.00 1,842.50 

strike Petra's defenses and counterclaim fur"discovcl)' 
violations; edlange emails v.nh Petra personnel and trial . 
leam rnermers regarding same; several conkIcnces with 
Matt Schelst:ra1e regarding legal research and briefing; 
conduct independeut research OD Construction Partner 
program and Petra's production of the documents 
relevant 10 the Project 

2126'2011 EKK Review research brdiscovery motion; further direct ,-'" 200.00 640.00 
ewmnuion preparation and edir: fOr nC')Cl: week; rescan:h 
rel3l:ed to prepantixl of memorudum on Monday 
D'lJtion; oamined and noted oonections to draft affidavit 
and me.mrandum; nwicY;cd aftKiavl and ~randum 
and attachments from opposing counsel on their 
response to pending Monday rmtion. 

2126'2011 MOS Draft mcrromndum in opposition 10 City's Motion to 6.50 180.00 1.170.00 
Strike Petra's defenses and counterclUn 

2126'2011 PRC Review prior discovery requests by Meridian and 7.00 9>.00 122.00 
responses by Pcm.; review priorcorrcspondcncc 10 
oppos ... g counsel regarding discovery issues; coq>iJe 
and mark exhhu liH"attachmcnt to affidavit ofThomas 
Wa.IIccr; prcpare Aflidavit ofThonw G Walker; review, 
amend and finalize Metmrandum in support orMotion to 
Rcamsilerand in Opposition to Motion lOr Sanctions; 
prepare Motion to Reconsider. 

1IT1f11J11 EKK Continue """ric. on trial ~3Iions; review additional 190 200.00 l80.oo 
plead ... S by opposing party; cJCamincd mcnnrandumon 
judicial notice for lims. 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

M8UerID aiRt Matter DescripiOil

1J:r171~ Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

D* Prof DescripiOil Uaits Price V3Iue

1JZ1!1DII MBS Research and dJ3ft mermrandumregarding taking notice 3.00 180.00 540.00
offoreign law.

2l2PJ2011 FKK Trial Day 41 including hearing on Motions to Strike and 7.fXJ 200.00 1,580.00
Motion to Reconsider, conferred on discussions needed
with each witness; trial team meeting on revising witness
schedules; review correspondence on notes for witness
ewrinations; prepare ScalCo witness ell3lIlination;
revise elClUrinations.

2/28/2011 TOW Continue preparation for Day 41 oftrial; review briefing 9.40 275.00 2,585.00
fur oral argument ofcay's DJ.)tion to strike Petra's
defenses and counterclaim; review remaining redirect for
Bennett; review Frisbee direct; review Wekh direct;
participate in Day 41; post trial conferences to deal wKh
additional legal research issues; telephone conference
with John Quapp reganting time records fur first two
mJnths of2009

2/28/2011 MBS Witness preparation, contmue dmftmg direct 7.lll llnoo 1,404.00
e)CllJI)jnations; research judicial notice issue

3/1/2011 TGW Continue preparation for trial, including witness 102) 275.00 2,lllS.oo
e~ations for Wisdom, Wekh, Belg and MUITaY;
several conferences with trial team reganting trial
preparation matters; order additional rcscach on judicial
notice ofMontana statute; telephone conference with
Will Berg for waness preparation; telephone conference
with Jan Wekh furwitness ptq)8l'lltion

3/1/2011 FKK Review correspondence on case and new 200.00 I.240.oo
correspondence to court; exanmed revised trial
schedule; telephone calls to witnesses and witness
preparation interviews; cOJq)1ete further witness
CDIIEation editmg; reviewed additional cmibits to
include in aunilations this week.

3/1/2011 MBS Draft direct exanmarions; witness schedumg and 72JJ 180.00 1,404.00
interviews

3/1/2011 PRe Emibit preparation fi:lrtrial; 2.30 9S.oo 218.50
prepare and issue

subpoenas to Sheldon Morgan. Randy Pierce; prepare
letters transmitting subpoenas; prepare Second Civil
Subpoena for Rob Drinkard and letter to both Drinkard
and counsel Dinius regarding scheduling meeting.

312'2011 TOW Continue preparation for Day 42 oftrial, incfuding oral 10.lll 275.00 2,970.00
arguments 00 pendmg IIDtioos, conduct direct
elallIination ofMike Wisdom; conduct redirect
exanmation ofMila: Wisdom; conduct direct
eJlalrinatioo ofJan Welch; conduct extensive post trial

....-.-
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..... ,., Oleat Mlilter Den:ripi_ 

20171 .... Petra, Inc. City ofMcmian 

- PnI Dtscri~ "" .. Price V,,_ 
1mnt'J11 MBS Research and draft ~randum regarding taking notice 3.00 181100 "".00 

offorei&n law. 

212812011 EKK Trial Day 41 including heamS on Motions to SUb and 7.'X> 200.00 1,=00 
Motion to Reconsider, conferred on discussions needed 
~ each ~nes, ; trial team meeting on revising witness 
schedules; review correspondence on notes fo r M ness 
exaninati>ns; prqwe ScaJCo wilncss examination; 
revise clCalrinations. 

212812011 TGW Continue prqlaration tOr Oay 41 of trial; reviewbrie5ng 9.<0) moo =.00 
i)r oral ugu.meot ofCity's I1IGtion to strike Petra's 
defenses and counterclaim;: review ~g redirect fur 
Bennett; review Frisbee direct; review Welch di'ect; 
particilatc in Day 41; post trial /;Oofcreaocs to deal wth 
additional legal resean:h issues; telephone CODfcn:::nce 
with.John Quapp regarding tim= records for fint t\W) 

DJlnths o{2O:l9 

212812011 MBS Witness preparation, contirlue draftng direct 7.8) 181100 1,404.00 
clCllrW!.alons; reseuch judicial nota issue 

31112011 TGW Continue preparation for trial. iocludiaa: wmcss 10.20 Z7S.00 2,"".00 
eWtinations lOr Wisdom, Wek:h, Betgand Mum.y; 
several confe~ces with trial team regarding trial 
preparation 1r8ttc:I's; otderadditional re5C11Oh onjudicial 
DOlice afMootana statute; tekphone conference wi&h 
WiD Berg tor wt.acss preparation; telephone con taatcc 
...nth Jan Welch mr \\oitncss prepntion 

31112011 EKK ReYtewc:ocrespondeacc on case and new 200.00 1,240.00 
com:spondcncc to court; ~ed revised trial 
scbedu"'; telephone calls to witnesses and ""itness 
prepan.tkln mtc:rYiews; colllliete fiutherwkness 
ewrmalkln edemg; ftviewcd additiooalem.ibits to 
ncwde in CJIIDlabons this week. 

Jlmoll MBS Draft: direct ClGUDinations; woess scheduling and 7.8) 180.00 1,.04.00 
ntc:rvicws 

lIl120ll PRC Emibil: pn:paration brtrial; eM"'-.·.IIIIl!I. lJO "'.00 2lUO 
pn:p~ and issue 

subpoenas to Sheldon Morgan, Randy Picn;e; prepare 
kricrs transritting subpoenas; prepare Second Civil 
Subpoena for Rob Drinkard and letter to both Dmkard 
and counsel Dinius reganiing scheduling meeting. 

31212011 TGW Continue preparati)n for Oay 41 oftria1, iru:ludmg oral 1"'" 27.t00 2,970.00 
asguments on pend",g motions, conduct direct 
exanmation afME Wisdom; conduct rcdireet 
e:GRW:r.ation ofMh Wisdom; conduct dftct 
e~ation of Jan Welch; conduct e:d.cnsiYe post trial 

-- .. 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oieat Mauer Descri~OD

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof Descri~OD Uaits Price Value
day sessions, including responding to numerous emails
fiom Gene and Jeny; telephone conference with
Gene regarding status ofcase

3/2/2011 PRe 3.50 95.00 332.50

; coJq>iIc emibits
entered during l..awa Knothe's deposition for review fur
potential trial emibits.

3/2J2011 EKK Review correspondence; trialday 42; confemd with trial 8.60 200.00 1;720.00
team on witness testimony concerns and strategy going
forward; elGUllined information fiom potential witness;
further document review for casc;~ed~ations

and edited as nccess3IY fur tomonow's trial day.

3/2/2011 MBS Witness schcduling and prepare; draft direct eJGUDS; 4.00 180.00 720.00
research rebuttal in Idaho; strategy meeting regarding
trial events

3/3/2011 EKK Conferred on additional documents in casc; partic.,ate in 9.40 200.00 1,880.00
Trial Day 43; meeting with G Bennett on upcoming
witnesses in case; review correspondence; witness
preparation meeting with T. McGourty; prepare redirect
elCUllination areas fOr Sinmons.

3/3/2011 TGW Continuc preparation for trial Day 43; partic"ate in Day 9.60 275.00 2,640.00
43; conduct redirect ofJan Welch;;

; conference will Rob
Anderson, counscl for LCA and others;

3/312011 PRe 4.20 95.00 399.00
; prepare

Motion in Liminc regarding photographs; prepare
Motion to Shortcn lane, proposed Order and Notice of
Hearing; 0

s

3/312011 MBS Witness preparation and meetings; updatcofdirect 8.00 180.00 1,440.00
elCUllinations

3/412011 TGW Continue preparation for Day 44 oftrial; participate in 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Day 44; oral argument after trial day on witnesses;
conference with trial team regarding preparation of
revised witness list; reviewdiscovcry documents

3/412011 EKK Participate in Trial Day 44; office conference on 7:lJJ 200.00 1,440.00
opposing counsel motions related to wknesses; review

612012011 9".59:42 AM t- Page:· 136

008642

Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

""',ID 
20771-008 

JI2i2OI1 

JI2i2OI1 

JI2i2OI1 

31312011 

3/312011 

31312011 

3/312011 

31412011 

31412011 

PRC 

EKK 

MBS 

EKK 

TGW 

PRC 

MBS 

TGW 

EKK 

th&iOlI939:4iAM 

Pella, lnc. 

MIder Destripti .. 

City ofMerKlian 

Delcripti_ 

day SesSKlns. including responding to numerous cmail:s 
&om Gene and Jeny; telephone conierence with 
Gene R:lardila status orease 

; COltlliJc cllibits 
entered during Laura Knothc's deposOon fo r review fur 
potential trial dlibils. 

Review correspondence; trial day 42; conferred with trial 
team on witness testirrony concerns and strategy goitg 
forwanJ; oamined information from poIenliai waness; 
furthcrd~t review forcasc; oanmed ~ations 
and edited as necessary ilrtomoCToWs trialday. 

Witness scheduling and pt'q)are; drafl di-ect elGImS; 
research rebuttaJ i1ldaho: slnllclY mcctin& reprding 
trial events 

Conferred on addmnaldoc:umeots in case; participate it 
Tnal Day 43; meeting ~ G Bennett on upconiog 
witnesses in case; ~iewco~pondence; wilness 
preparation mcemg with T. MeCowty; Plq)alC rcdRct 
ewlination areas iJr Simnons. 

Continue preparation for trial Day 43; partil:ipatc in Day 
43; conduct redim:t of Jan Welcb;; 

; conference ~ Rob 
Anderson. counsel fur LeA and others; 

, ....... 
Motion in Iinme regatdiag photographs; prepare 
Motion to Shorten TIlDe. pr'OP05ed Order and Notice of 
Hearing; - -

Witness p~ion and meetings; updateordirect 
c:wnin.ations 

Continuc prepanlllion for Day 44 oflrial; participlllC'" 
Day 44; oralargumcnt aftenrial day on wmesses; 
conference with trial team regardmg preparation of 
revised Mness list; review discovCl)' documents 

Participate in Trial Day 44; office conkn:ncc on 
opposmg counsel motions related to wanesscs; review 

Price 

3.50 95.00 

'oo 200.00 1,120.00 

4.00 180.00 7lDJ)) 

9.40 200.00 1,880J)) 

9.60 215.00 2.640J)) 

421 95.00 399J)) 

.00 180.00 1,440.00 

921 27S.00 2,SJOJ)) 

121 200.00 1,440.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

M8ttcrID Qieat MlltCer DesCripjOll

W71..()()S Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Prof Description n.us Price Value
disclosures related to same and contllet with wnesses
on schedule changes; eJaUJline further informaton for
use in additional direct exaD1IJations.

3/412011 MBS Prepare for upcoming witness preparation sessons and 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
update dRct ~ations;research response to City's
motion to e:xx:lude witnesses

3/412011 PRC Compile and maric: additional emibits for trial; review and 4.20 95.00 399.00
research aU ofPetra's discovery responses regarding Jay
witness disclosures; meeting with attorneys reganiing
same.

3/5/2011 TOW Conference with Matt Schelstrate reganling research for 8.00 275.00 2)00.00
Monday motion hearing on witness issues; continue
preparation for Day 45 oftrial; wode on revisions and
supplementation ofRich Bauer's direct eJalJllinaton;
submit Bauer's exam to team members, Rich and Gene
Bennett

3/5/2011 EKK Com:spondence on various case issues; continue work 3.30 200.00 660.00
on trialelallIlinaton additions to direct exanmations in
case; telephone conference with a Bennett on areas to
add.

3/5/2011 MBS Review City's discovery; continue preparaton of 3.50 180.00 630.00
upcoming witness preparation sessions

3/6'2011 EKK Revised elallIlinations ofBuss, Coughlin, Anderson, and 5.30 200.00 1,060.00
Ankenman; sent to a Bennett fur review and conment;
exanmed comments froma Bennett and incorporated
same for meeting with Steve C.

3/6'2011 MBS Draft briefresponding to City mown ex:luding 1.30 180.00 234.00
witnesses

3/7/2011 TOW Continue to prepare for Day <IS oftrial; reviewemails 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
with addmns suggested by Gene Bennett and Rich
Bauer; revise direct ClGlDl ofRich Bauer; reviewand
revise briefin opposition to City's IDJtion to e:xx:1ude
certain witnesses; argue motion; participate in Day 45;
post trial conferences with Gene; post trial conference
with Matt SChelstrate

3/7/2011 EKK Review correspondence; conferred on T. Coughlin eJ<lUl1; 7.40 200.00 1.480.00
Trial Day 45; review current exam for McGourty and
noted editing ofsame; further cOrrespondence on case I
and exhibits. I3/7/2011 PRC 260 95.00 241.00

Iprepare. mark and
electronically scan for filing and service exhibits for use
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...... ,D) Oint Maaer Descrlpdoa 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. aty ofMerWJian 

Pnl ... "'- UoIb hiu Vlllul 

dl!icloswes related to same and contact with wtncsscs 
on schedule changes; cwrUic further inrormalOO for 
use WI additional di'ect ~ations. 

31412011 MBS Prepare for upcoming witness preparation sessions and 7.SO IInoo 1,350.00 
update dRct ~ations; research response to Ciy's 
motion to ex:lude witnesses 

31412011 PRe ~iIe and DWk additional miba for triLl; review and 4]() 95.00 ]99.00 
research all ofPetna's discovery responses regarding lay 
witness disclosures; mcctinj; \dh attorneys rcpzdSi& , .... 

31512011 TCNI Conference with Matt Schels tnllc rqarding researclI lOr 8.00 275.00 2)j)).oo 
Monday motion hcarin& on witness issues; contnue 
preparation fOr Day 45 of trial; wade on ,"isions and 
supplenrntation ofRkh Baue(s di'ect eXllrination; 
sulmit Bauer's exam to team mcnbcrs. Rich and Gene 
Benn .. 

lIYlO11 Correspondence on various case issues; <:ontinuc wort no 100.00 660.00 
011 trialemmiaati;m addilions to direct ~aWns in 
case; telephone conference with G Bennett OD areas 10 
odd. 

31Y2J)11 MBS Review Gty 's discovery; continue ~ion of J.so 180.00 630.00 
upcoming witness preparataon sessions 

31&'2011 EKK Revised clGUlinations orBuss. Coughlin. Andenon, and 5.30 200.00 1,060.00 
Ankenman; scnt to G. Bennett fOrreview and COIm1CfIt; 
cJQll1incd COlMlCflts from G. Bennett and i1corpora1ed 
same for meeting with Steve C. 

1I&r,!)1l MBS Draft briefrcsponding to City motion ex:kKiing 1.30 180.00 234.00 
witnesses 

317f1D11 TCNI Continue to prepae tOr Day 4~ of trial; reviewemail5 .>0 27~.00 ~69S.oo 

with acid.ions suucsted by Gene Bennett and Rich 
Bauer; revise di'ect ecam oCRich Bauer; reviewand 
revise brieC ... oppes.ion to CiI:y's: JD)tion to ex:lude 
certain witnesses; argue motion; participate in Day 45; 
post trial conCerences with Gene; post trialconfi:rcnce 
with Matt Schels trate 

317f1D11 EKK Review correspondence; a>n ferrcd on T. Coughlil elWD; 7.40 100.00 1,480.00 
Trial Day 4~j revicwcurrcnt CJGlDI fur McQ)urty and 
noted editing of same; further corresponcience on case 
and eJihibits. 

317f1D1 1 PRe 260 95.00 247.00 

prepare. mark and 
eb;tronica.Uy scan for filing and service e:.nibils Ii:Ir use 
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MatterlD alent MlItter DesCriptiOil

11TT71-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Prof . DescriptiOil Units Price Value

during McGourty's direct eJCamination; update trial
emibitIBt.

3nt2011 MBS Witness preparafun resean:h; drafting direct 9.20 18100 1,656.00
eXlllIinatims and resean:hing eJChibits; witness
preparation meeting

3/&'2011 Tfm Continue preparation ofwaness elGlJllinations, inciudilg 9.20 275.00 2,530.00
Reinstein. Quapp, Bauer and Lemley; conference with
Dennis Reiosteil for \ttness preparation; conference
with JackLemley, Rich Bauer, Jeny Frank and Gene
Bennett ilr Bauer witness preparation; elChange several
emails with Gene and Rich regarding same

3/&'2011 EKK Rcviewcorrespondence; wancss preparation meeting 8.60 200.00 1,720.00
with Steve C. and his counse~ witness preparation
meeting with Buss; wancss preparation meeting with
Western Roofing; examined and edited TMC direct exam
for Wednesday.

3/&'2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from 2m 95.00 266.00
client; review discovery documents produced by City of
Meridian and provide Tom Coughlin wkh requested
infonnation.

31&'2011 MBS Witness preparafun research; witness preparation 8.80 180.00 1,584.00
meetings; trial emma resean:h and preparation

31912011 Tfm Review City's objection to the introduction of 9.80 275.00 2,695.00
photographs; conduct addulDal resean:h on the
foundational requirements for the adnission ofenhanced
photographs; conference with Matt regarding how best
to proceed oonsidering the objection filed by the City;
continue to prepare fur Day 46 oftrial; post trial
conferences regarding issues and witness order

3/9/2011 EKK Trial Day 46 including rmtion on photographs; trial team 9.40 200.00 1,880.00
conference on schedule;.contacting witnesses on
testimony; witness preparation wah Ed A; editing and
finatmng direct exam fur Western Roomg.

3/912011 PRe 230 95.00 218.50
DI
; update

emibits for trial; review and respond to email
correspondence from attorneys during trial and direct
examinations regarding eJCbibits and documents;

3/912011 MBS Witness preparation research; research findings ofl3ct 7:JJJ 180.00 1,296.00
and conclusions oflaw; trial emiba research and

Ii·
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20771-OOS Petra, Inc. Cily ofMeriiian 

- ,no( Delmpdoa !lois Price v .. ~ 
during Mc<30urty's direct oannation; update trial 
ellhibit fisl 

Y712011 Mas Witness preparation resC8lCb.: draftina: dim:t 91D "'"'' 1,6>6.00 
e:aminati:ms and ~carching exhbits; witness 
preparation ro::reting 

31&'2011 TCN/ Conti:luc preparation ofwiness ~1lJ. mcludng 91D 27~00 2,SJIl.00 
Rriutein. Q!apP. 8aucz'and Lcrdcy; conference wCh 
Denns Reinstein for wCncss p~paratOn; conference 
~ Jack Lcrmcy. Rich Bauct. Jcny Fruk and Gene 
Bennett ilr BaucrwUicss preparation; e>dlange several 
crnai! wiI.b Gene and Rich ~ing same 

31&'2011 EX!( Rcvicwcorrespondcnce; wCncss preparation meeting 200.00 1,720.00 
with SteYe C. and his COWlSeI; weess pfq)aradon 
mDCtin& Mil Buss; wDlCSS preparation mcctin& with 
Western Room&; examnod and edited TMCdi'ect eJam 

for Wednesday. 

31&'2011 PRe Review and rapond to croW conespondencc from 2110 95.00 
client; reviewdiscovcty documents produced by Oty of 
Merijian and provide Tom Coughlk'l Mil requested 
nmrmati)n. 

31&'2011 Mas Witness preparation research; witness preparation '110 ISO.OO 1,514.00 
mcetinp; trial obhit rescattb and preparation 

lmIJlI TCN/ Review cay'! objoetion to the introduction of 9.110 21:5.00 2,695.00 
photogr3plu; conduct additional research on the 
foundational ~uiremeots for the adrrission of enhanc:cd 
photographs; conference M h Matt regarding how best 
10 proceed considemg the objection filed by the aty; 
contmue to prepare fur Day 460(trial; post triIlI 
conferences regarding issues and Mness order 

lmIJlI Trial Day 46 I1cluding rmtion on photographs; trial team 9.40 200.00 1,880.00 
conlCmtce on schedule; contactin& witnesses on 
testm:,ny; witness pn!:paration \dh Ed A; edilmg and 
malizing direct ellllm br Western Roofl1g. 

lmIJ lI PRe 2JO 95JlO 218.50 

; update 
emitu for trial; review and respond to email 
conespondence from attorneys during trial and direct 
~ions ~ing emibits and documents; 

lmIJ lI MBS WlnesS preparation research; research fl1dings offact 71D 1110.00 1,296.00 
and conchlsions of law; triaJ C)lbibit ruearch and 
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- "' ... DncriplMa - Pri<a v .... 
preparation 

JlI<Y20II row Continue preparation bTtriaJ, inckuma telephone 9.60 ns.oo ~6<O.00 

conference wCh Dennis Reinsteil ""will Quapp 
schedules; continue worknR Quapp's direct; participate 
in Day 47 of trial; conduct post trialconfctences with 
triaJteam 

3iI(V2011 EKK Rl:vicw addilionalnformation on roofing issues; Trial 7.90 "'.00 I.moo 
Day 41; oamincd addaional correspondence fur possible 
nflibits wah Friday rinesscs; updated ~.tion fur 
Steve c.; reviewed baclfground lnbmltion .elated to Fd 
Ankcnman; ccamincd addDmaI dtbits fur LeA 
examination. 

3/100011 PRe ~iIe and nutaddiWnalClihibils; 1.90 9S1XI I IIlSO 

3f1<V2011 MBS Oocumc:nt~iew brupcorrios Illness testinony; '00 110.00 I,"'" 
research busDcss records issue; trial ohiba research 
and prepuatian 

311112011 TOW Continue triaJ preparation; confen::ncc wi.b Man 9.20 27'.00 
Sebcbtra:e on res~b assenll'lCl'lts qardm, e>ipCf1 
testimoay and reports; addwnal Mlri:: on ~p's direct 
ewrinaton; partil:ipate in Day 4I oftrial; post triaJ 
confccences with trial team 

311112011 PRe Revicwand rapond tocmWs iomattomeys dumg trial 1.60 91.00 152.00 
with production questions; 

3/1112011 MBS Raearch punch list issues; prepare emibils; document 5.00 180.00 90000 
review forupconmg tes tm,ny; revise dftct 
cllllmination; contact photographer lOr Mal photos 

3/1112011 EKK Trial day 48; furtbcrreviewofissucs i>rtria.t review ~111 200.00 1,360.00 
co~pondence. 

311212011 row Cont"ue triaJpreparation; revise Quapp direct per 9.10 275.00 2JiJS1XI 
COlmEttlJ tiom.John; n:viewdlilits ~ by Ricb 

Bauer; confamoe wah John Quapp and Gene Benoctt; 
reYtsc Quapp's eJCIm oullmc pcrcooi:reoce; revise 
Bauct's di'ect oamand ncoq,orae dtilits 

311212011 EKK Worton McG:Iurty redirect; rcviewQuapp direct; Q7Q 200.00 140.00 
emnnoci correspondence and attachments. 

311112011 EKK Reviewcooespondenoe; ~ add.ional quesoon QIlI 200.00 160.00 
&leU fiamG Ben.nettand IClponsCS on same. 

111412011 TOW Continue with wort on direct cUlrination; clI:hangc 140 275.00 m .oo 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MltterlD aieat Matter DesCriptiOD

2OT11.Q08 Petra, Inc. City ofMcridian

Date Prof DesCriptiOD Units Price Valae
emails with Gene and trial teamregarding c:xaJI1S; review

311412011 FKK Review correspondence and additional possible cOOibits; 2.10 200.00 420.00
telephone call from Robbie Perucca. attorney fur Steve C.
on elChibits; continue trial preparation; telephone
confen:nce with Gene Bennett; examined meroorandum
on MTI report; eJ<altOOed additional cOOibits.

311412011 PRe Review Bates numben:d discovery documents for 5.40 95.00 513.00
replacement in back up exhibits fur Richard Bauets
direct; meeting with Rich Bauer and Roy McGothin to
go over cOOibits; prepare additional pdfs ofbates
numbered documents; telephone caD to G:ne Bennett
n:garding same; pn:pare email correspondence to client.

311412011 MBS Draft direct examinations; review testilmoy fur findings 7.00 180.00 1)60.00
offact and conclusions oflaW; trial cOOibit preparation

311512011 TGW Continue trial preparation; conduct witness prepare 6.80 275.00 1,870.00
sessions with John Quapp and Dennis Remstein;
eJlChange numerous emails with Petra personnel and trial
team regarding trial issues; lengthy telephone
confen:nce with Rich Bauer n:garding his direct
elGU1lination and preparation oftrial cOOibits

3/1512011 F.KK Review correspondence; telephone conference with Rob 3.50 200.00 700.00
Perucca. attorney fur LCA 00 changes to direct for S.
Ouistiansen; examined direct e"llDinations and noted
further redirect questions; reviewed newly~
exhibits for use; trial preparafun meeting with T.
Coughlin; review further correspondence on items to
add.

311512011 PRe Review and respond to email correspondence fiome"Pert 210 95.00 199.50
witness regarding preparation ofemibits; COll1Jile and
mark additional exhibits.

311512011 MBS Witness preparation meeting; continue research 7.40 IllJ.OO 1,33200
regarding findings offact and conclusions oflaW;
update draft direct auninations; reseaJCh witness
discbsun: issues; meeting with photographer regarding
MCHphotos

3/1612011 TGW Continue trial preparation; eJlChange emaiIs MIt expert 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
witnesses n:garding theirdirect e"IIDinations;
conference with Matt Schelstrate regarding additional
resean:h and unenhanced photos; parti;ipate in day 49
oftrial; conduct post trial conference with tria1 team;
eJIChange numerous emails with trial team

311612011 FKK Trial Day 49; review photographs fur possible 72JJ 200.00 1,440.00
admission; continue trial preparation; reviewand

ZiOOOi19:59:42 AM
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.... Pro( Des(rtpdoa \IoUb Price Vol .. 

cmails with Gene and trial tc.n regarding CJUIS; review 

311412011 El<K Review conespondeace and additional possibie dlbils; 21. 200.00 42(100 
telephone can from Robbie Pcrucca. attorney i:lrStevc C. 
on cmibits; continuo trial preparation; telephone 
conference wKh Gene BennCU; cxauined ftm)randum 
on MT1 rqKIrt; ~ additional obibils. 

311412011 PRe Review Bates numbered discovery docUll1CDts fur ' .. 0 9>.00 SI3.oo 
replacement in back up e:dtibu tJr Richard Bauer's 
direct; mcetina with Rich Bauer and RDy Mc<lothin to 
go overemibits; prepare additional pdts of bates 
numbered documents; tcq,hone caD to G:nc Bennett 
regarding same; prepare cmW correspondence to client. 

311412011 MBS Draft direct c~ations; rniewtestDnny fur findings 7.00 180.00 1)60.00 
offact and concwions of laW; trial eXaltil preparation 

311512011 row Continue trial preparation; conduct wmess prcp3le 6.al 275.00 1,lmOO 
sessions with John Quapp and Dennis RUlstcin; 
clChangc numerous cllBils with Petra pctSonnel and trial 
tcamregaJdmg trial issues ; ~gthy telephone 
conference with Rich Bauerreganiing his dRct 
cxanination and preparntioo of trial emiba 

3I1SJ2011 El<K Review comspondence; telephone conference with Rob ' -'0 moo 100.00 
Perucca, attomey fur LCA on <:hanges to direct fur S. 
Otristiansen; cxanWncd direct eJa11inuions and noted 
rurtberredecc questions; reviewed neM)' mubd 
ohibu for use; triaJ preparalKln mectml with T. 
Coughlin; review further correspondence on il:ems to 
odd. 

3I ISI2OIl PRe Rtviewand respond to email. conespondenee fiomelq)Cl1 21. 9>.00 199-'0 
witness regarding preparation ofe~ibils; COTqliJe and 
mart additional e~ibi1s. 

3IISI2OII MBS Witness prcparalion mectilg; contillue ~ 7.40 180.00 1) 3200 
regarding findi'Lgs of tact and concluskms of laW; 
update draft di'ect cami:oations; research witness 
dischsun:: issues; meeting with photograpbenegatding 
M(l{phoIOs 

31 1&'2011 TGW Continue triaJ preparation ; ex:hange emaiIs wiI:h opert 9j() 275.00 2SS7-'O 
witnesses regarding lheirdin::ct ocaminatilns; 
conference with Man SchelstJUe n::garding additional 
research and unenhanccd photos; participate in day 49 
of trial; conduct post trial conference with trial team; 
eJdlange nlll1V:rOUS emails with trial team 

311&'2011 El<K TrialOay 49; n::view photoa:raphs fur possible 7:JfJ 200.00 1,440.00 
admission; continue trial preparation; review and 
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1ffrTl-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMcridian

Prof Descri~oa fJDits Price Val.e
respond to correspondence from clients; CJClIIIlincd
question areas on punchlists.

3/1612011 PRC Review discovery documents and coIq)ilc and muk 3.ro 95.00 361.00
additional emibits for trial; review and respond to emails
from trial attorneys during trial regarding production and
researoh.

3/1612011 MBS Update Tom Coughlin's direct and prepare eJdlibits 7.00 180.00 1,200.00

3/1612011 PRC CoIq)ilc and rmrk trial eJehibits; review and respond to 4.30 95.00 408.50
emails from trial; review and research production
documents fur response to attorneys during trial

3/1612011 PRC (}edit - 3/16111 Pamela Carson Tune Entry (Duplicate) 3.ro -95.00 -361.00

3/1712tlll TGW Respond to numerous emails from Gene regarditg trial 10.00 275.00 2,750.00
matters; review various attachments provided by Gene
and trial team; conference with Matt regarding Tom
Coughlin witness preparation; review and revise
Reinstein's dRct eJtam; participate in day SOoftria1; post
trial conferences with Frika and Pam; cormnence review
ofQuapp's tabbed notes on spreadsheets

3/1712011 EKK Conferred with M. Schelstrate on T. Coughlin direct 7.10 200.00 1,420.00
issues; review correspondence with client; Trial Day 50;
discussion on Tom CoughJm~ preparation; review
ofadditional cmibits after hours requested tOr addition
to oamination tOrtormrrow; editing ofT. Coughlin
direct and CJaIJlined cmibits forsamc.

3/1712011 MBS Tom Coughlin direct preparation and meeting 6.50 180.00 1,170.00

3/17/2011 PRC Woricon direct examination ofThomas CoughOO; 4.60 95.00 437.00
COIq)ile and ~eJdlibits for direct; prepare colored
cOIq)ilation ofemibits fur Richard Bauel's direct; update
ellhibit list

3/1812011 TGW Continue review ofschedules prepared by John Quapp; 8.90 275.00 2,447.50
conm::oce review oftrial emibits prepared by Rich
Bauer; participate in day 51 oftrial; conduct post trial
conferences with trial team

3/1812011 EKK Review correspondence on eJilibits for eJGllDination 6.60 200.00 1,320.00
today; Trial Day 51; confimmce after court on various
issues.

3/181'2011 MBS Research lay witness v eJq)ert opinion; trial support and 1.50 180.00 270.00
eJilibit prep

3/1812011 PRC Review, rmrlcand prepare additional emibits for Richard 4.10 95.00 389.50
Bauel's direct e1CllJlinatiln in preparation for meeting with
Rich Bauer.
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respond to c:anespondcnce fromC:liDnl!l; CJUlincd 
question areas on punchlists. 

311&"2011 PRC Review discovCI)' documents and corrpile and mark: 3.80 95.00 361.00 
add.l.ional vilibits (ortrial; review and respond to emails 
from trialattomeys dum& trial regarding production and ......... 

311&'2011 MBS Update TomCough6:n's direct and prep~ emmil$ 7.00 180.00 1,260.00 

lIl&'2011 PRe CoqIiIe and Il'III'Ictrialobibits; review and respond to 410 95.00 40lI.5O 
emaiJs &om trial; review and research produc:tiOD 
docuDEt\ls Iilr response to auomeys during trial 

311612011 PRe Oedit ·3116111 Pamela Carson ,me Fntry (Duplicate) 3.80 -95.00 ·361.00 

111712011 T&i Respond 10 numerous cmWs 60mGenetegarding trial Inoo 27>.00 2,750.00 
matters; review various attachrrznts provided by <lcne 
and trialteam; conficr'encc wah Matt Rgatding Tom 
Coughlin witness preparation; review and revise 
Rcinstci1's direct~ participate in day SOoftrial; post 
trial conferences with friJca and Pam; conmcnce review 
of ()Lapp's tabbed notes on spreadsheets 

3/1712011 EXK Conbred with M. Schcbbate on T. Coughln direc:l 7.10 200.00 1,420.00 
issues; reviewcorrespondenoe l.I.itb client; Trial Day.5O; 
discussion on Tom Cough., direct preparation; review 
of additional emiba after hours requested IDraddition 
10 eJCamNtion ilr tomorroW; editing ofT. Coughlin 
dira::t and munirlcd eJIIibils (or same. 

JJ 171201 I MBS TomCoughlia dRct preparation and mcetng ..,. 180.00 1,1XI.OO 

3/1712011 PRC Worlcon di'ect exanmation of Thomas Coughln; 4.60 95.00 437.00 
corq>iJo atld nwtemibb furdirect; prepate colored 
corq>ilation ofeJobitits fur Rictwd 9auer's direct; update 
ellhib.list 

3/1&12011 T&I Cbntinue reviewofschcdules prepaml. by John QJapp; "'J 275.00 2.447.50 
comncnce reviewohrial eJobibits prepared by Rich 
Bauer, participate n day 51 of trial; conduct post trial 
conferences with trial team 

3/1812011 EXK Review correspondencc on oitibits ror ~ion 6.60 200.00 1,J20.oo 
today; Trial Day 51 ; conference after court on various 
issucs. 

3/1812011 MBS Research lay wIncss v e~rt opKaion; trial support and l.so 180.00 270.00 
ellhib. prep 

3/1&1'2011 PRe Rc\Iicw, nwkand prepare addu:malellhilits fur Richard 4.10 95.00 J89.so 
Bauer's direct e.nnation in preparation tOrm:::eting with 
Rich Bauer • 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

M8tterID aleRt Matter DescriptiOD

'If.m1-008 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Pro( DesCripdOD Uaits Price Value

3/19/2011 row Review trial emibits prepared by Lemley International; 9.m 275.00 2,695.00
prepare for and conduct witness preparation sessions
with John Quapp, Dennis Rcinsteil and Rich Bauer,
confi:rence with Gene Bennett also

3/19/2011 EKK Review and respond to correspondence; examined 0.60 200.00 120.00
emibits related to same; review oftrial notes from Tom C.
for testimony and redirect preparation.

3/2012011 EKK Wode on preparation ofredirect lOrTom Coughlin; sent 240 200.00 480.00
to Tom Coughlin with questions on same; review
correspondence.

3/21/2011 TGW Revise Quapp's direct perSaturday witness preplUation 10.30 275.00 2,83250
session; revise Bauer's direct perSaturday witness
preparation session; participate in Day 53 oftria1; post
trial conferences with trial teamand Bennett and Quapp
to reworlcQuapp's emibits

3/2112011 EKK Revicwcorrespondence; partic.,ate in Tria1Day 52; 7.50 200.00 1,500.00
discussion ofeld'libit issues and eJaIq31es; review
iDfonnation for revised eld'libits.

3/2112011 MBS Research evidentiary issues; research trial emibit 1.50 unoo 270.00
questions

3/2112011 PRe Review and respond to email direction from attorneys 2.30 95.00 218.50
during bialregarding research and review ofproduction
documents lOr objectDns to trial emibits, etc.

3/2212011 TGW Wodeon Bauer direct; review updated Bauereld'lmits; 8.60 275.00 2,365.00
review research melmranda; conference with Rich for
additional witness preparation

3/2212011 EKK Reviewcorrespondence and responses; examined 260 200.00 520.00
eld'libits for opert Reinstein; confemd on items for
Quapp testimlRY; discussion ofinfonnation and review
relevant research on enhanced photo issue; examined
additionall:ems for possible e,.j)ibits and testimony;
wode on pay application issue; e:lC3llined infunnation for
court.

3/1212011 PRC 4.m 95.00 456.00
; review

and finali2J: Richard Bauer's direct examination and
coordinate eld'Iibits for use during dI'ect elWlOOation;
wode with Mr. Quapp to finalize eld'libits for use during
Mr. Quapp's direct e1l31rination;

3/2212011 MBS Research and draft memorandumto T. Walker regarding 7.30 Im.oo 1,314.00
Petra's damage clams; review photos for new affidavit

I
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JlISV20II row 

JlI9t'201t EKJ( 

3i2M01I EKJ( 

312112011 row 

3I2l1'2Oll EKJ( 

312l12011 MBS 

312112011 PRe 

312212011 row 

312212011 EKJ( 

312212011 PRe 

MBS 

cu ... Mlttltr DIIcriptl_ 

....... "". ~orMemian 

DescrtJld-
Reviewtria) dl.ibib: PrqJated by Leldey InternationaJ; 
prepare brand conduct wilness prepanuion sessions 
w&h John Quapp, Dennis Rcinsteill and Rjch Bauer; 
confa'mce with Gene Bennett also 

Review and respond to correspondence; aunincd 
eltIibits related to same; rcvicwoftrial DOles &om Tom C. 
fortcstinony and redRct preparation. 

Work on preparation ofrediroct iJrTom Coughlin; lent 
to Tom Coughlil web questions on same; review 
conapondenee. 

Revise Quapp's dftd pers.twday wUcss preparation 
session; revise BauCl"s dRc:t per Saturday wUJess 
prcpanuion session; participate in Day S) oflrial; post 
trial conCcratccs wXb. trial tcamaod Bennett and Quapp 
to rewortQuapp'S dUbits 

Revicwc;orrcsponck:ncc; participalc iI Trial Day S2; 
discussion ofelilibc issues and e!U:fI\es; review 
initnnalion iJrrevised elhbits. 

Resean;;h evidentilUy issues; research trialobibit 
questions 

Reviewand respond to enai direction i'omattomcys 
dumg trialregardi1g research and review of production 
documents ilr objectims to trialemlbits. OIC. 

Work on BauerdRct; review updated Bauereltihits ; 
review RSeareh menmanda; conference with Rich lOr 
additi:>nal witness prepa.ation 

RcvicwcolTeSpondence and responses; e:xanmed 
clllilla bexpert ~stekl; con&:ned on items fbr 
Quapp testilmny; discussion ofilfunnation and review 
relevant research on enhanced photo issue; Clamined 
additional terns fur possible dlnas and testmony; 
\WIlken pay appbtion issue; ClIaDliaed information mr 

"""'-

·.f ·,·i~.( ... ; review 
and &Wiz Richard Bauer's drect ewnination and 
eoordDatc d:Jibils mr use during dRct ClQl1IWwtion; 
work wU. Mr. Quapp to fmaIi2z e>i\ilits lOt use dwing 
Mr. ~p's dftct naminatm; -Rcsean:h and draft memorandum to T. Walkc:rregarding 
Petta's damage clams ; review photos in new affidavit 

Uoito Priu V~ .. 

.'" 215.00 ~""')) 

200.00 120.00 

240 200.00 480.00 

IQ.JO 275.00 ~832.S0 

7~ 200.00 l.soo.oo 

I~ ""00 moo 

230 95.00 21&.>0 

275.00 2,365.00 

200.00 "".00 

.'" 4,"", 

7.Jl 1"'00 1,314.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Qient Matter Descripioa

2frrTl-<108 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

D8te Prof DescripiOll lJIlits Price Value
3/13nJ.)11 TCNI Continue preparation for direct eJllUIinations ofQuapp. 9.10 27S.OO 2.5Q2.SO

Reinstein and Bauer; conduct direct examination of
Quapp; engage in Cllcnsive oral arguments over
evidentiary issues; continue partic~ion in S30ftrial;
conduct post trial conference with trial team; conference
with Gene Bennett and John Quapp; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett and John Quapp
regarding Jaclc:Lemley and Keith Watts; Bennett decides
we should not can Lemley because ofbealth reasons;
telephone conference with Rich Bauer regarding same

3/1312011 MBS Final additions to damages mcnx>randum; draft affidavit S.70 180.00 1,026.00
for photographer and correspond will same; research
mdings off.a.ct and conclusions of laW;rRcview record
for findings offact; research forconcklsions of laW;
research and begm draft ofmotion n:garding proper
scope ofrebuttal

3/2312011 EKK Participate in Trial Day S3 including e14ensive motions 4.50 200.00 900.00
addressed by the court fiomopposing counse~

elCBlIined correspondence on further evidentiaIy case
issues; review correspondence fiom clients on emtbits
and witness decisions.

3/2412011 TCNI Continue preparation for Rich Bauer's direct and cross 9.30 275.00 2,557.50
elCBlIinatilns; continue review oftrial eJChibits to be used
during Bauer's direct aunination; participate in day 54 of
trial; conduct post trial conferences wjh trial team;
telephone conference with Gene Bennett regarding same

3/2412011 EKK Conferred on decisions regarding witnesses in case; 6.40 200.00 1,280.00
participate in Trial Day S4.

3/2412011 PRe Rcvicwand respond to cmails fiomclicnt; review and 1.30 95.00 123.50
respond to counsers; coJq:)iLe documents forattorney's
trial use;

3/2412011 MBS Review record and resean:h for findings offilet; draft 3.00 180.00 540.00
memorandum on rebuttal and to ex:lude ny's eJ<Pert

3/2512011 TGW Continue preparation for direct eJClUDinations ofReinstein 9.10 275.00 2,502.50
and Bauer; telephone conrerence with Bauerregarding
witness preparation; participate in day S5 oftria~

including examination ofDennis Reinstein and Rich
Bauer; lengthy post trial conferences regarding
additional research in support ofBauer's testinxmy

3/25/2011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence fiom 1.60 95.00 152.00
attorneys during trial regarding document production
and research; provide requested infonnation;
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- Pror """'- """ Pri« V~ .. 
312312011 TCNI Continue preparation fOrdiR:ct e-mnations ofQuapp, 9.10 275.00 2,SOl5O 

Reinstein and Bauer; cooduct directeJlaritation of 
Quapp; cnaaae in c;¢aI.Sivc oral arJu.ments over 
evidentiary issues; continue p~ion in 53 of trial; 
conduct post trial conference with trial team; conference 
with Gene Bennett and John Quapp; telephone 
conference with Gene Bennett and John Quapp 
regarding Jack LerNey and Keith Watts; Bennett decides 
we shook! not can Lemley because of health renons; 
telephone confcmlcc with Rich Baucrrcgardiag same 

312312011 Mas Finaladditions to damages meD)mndum; draft affidavj 5.'" 180.00 1,Il26.00 
fOr photographer and correspond \dh same; research 
lindilp oflilct and cooc:lu5ions oraw;rRtview record 
for findings offact; research hrCODc~sioDS oriaW; 
research and beg ... draft ofrmtion regarding proper 
scope orrebuttal 

312312011 00( Participate in Trial Day 53 incklding clilensive IOOlions 4.50 200.00 900.00 
addressed by the court fiomopposin& counse~ 
cJl3ll1incd cormlpondence on fiuthcr evidcntialy case 
issues; reviewconespondence from clientJ on eJd\ibits 
and witness decisions. 

312<12011 TCNI Conmuc preparation for Rich Bauers direct and cross 930 Z7!i.OO 2.5>1.50 
cllalrinations; continue reviewoftrial eJb.ibits to be used 
during Bauer's direct ~alion; partic~a1c iI day 54 of 
trial; conduct post trialcoofenmces wEb tria1 team; 
tekphone conference wKh Gene Bennett regardmg same 

312<12011 00( Conbrcd on dccisiolU ~prdinl wancsscs in case; .. " 200.00 1,2JlIl.oo 
parti:ipate in Trial Day 54. 

312<12011 PRe Review and respond to cmaiIs from client; review and 130 "'.00 1n.50 
respond to counsel's; co~iIe documents forattomey's 
trial use; 

Jl24l2()11 Mas Review record and rcsean:h for findings off3ct; draft 3.00 180.00 540.00 
~randumon rebuttaJ and to u::bde Ciy's ~ 

= 11 TCNI Continue prq,aralion for din:d e~ations ofRcinstein 9.10 775.00 2,SOl5O 
and Bauer; telephone conierence with Bauerregarding 
witness preparation; participate il day 550ftria.l, 
ilcluding exanW\ation of Dennis Reinstein and IU:h 
Bauer; lengthy post trial conferences reganting 
addil:ional resean:h in support ofBauCl's testim:my 

=11 PRe Review and respond to em com:spondenu from .. '" "'.00 1S1.lXl 
attorneys dumg trial regantm8 doctuneDt production 
and research; provide requested infommion; -
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Date Prof

ClIent

Petra, Inc.

DescriptiOll

Mltter DesCriptiOll

City ofMeridian

Ualts Price Value

3/2512011 EKK Participate in Trial Day 55; conferred with trial team on 6.80 200.00 1,360.00
upcoming potential issues; review correspondence.

3/25/2011 MBS Draft memos regarding rebuttal and ~rts; research 6.50 180.00 1,170.00
contract question forT. Walker; review and anaIy2le
Bauer direct ewnination and draft questions.

3/26'2011 TOW Prepare for and conduct another witness preparation 6.20 275.00 1,705.00
session with Rich Bauer

3126'2011 F.KK Review correspondence; exanined trial note conmcnts 0.40 200.00 80.00
trom Petra consultant.

312&'2011 TGW Continue to work on BauerdRct exam; participate in day 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
56 oftrial; post trial conference with Gene Bennett, Rich
Bauer and &ika Klein

312&'2011 EKK Trial Day 56; confened on rebuttal testimony issues; 6.80 200.00 1,360.00
e~ed draft affidavit on photographs; review
correspondence.

312812011 PRe 230 95.00 218.50
prepare additional documents for use bye~ witness
in preparation ofrebuttal testimony; •

review discovery responses by
KimTrout; prepare and marlc emibits fur Affidavit of
Thomas Walker; prepare Affidavit ofWalker in Support
ofMotion in limKle to~We~rtTesmony ofTom
South.

312812011 MBS Draft memoranda regarding rebuttal and to ex:lude 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
~erts; revicwaffidavit regarding photos; continue
drafting findings offact and conclusions onaw research
material for City's rebuttal case

312912011 PRe Work on redirect fur Richard Bauer; amend and finali2e 3.10 95.00 294.50
marking ofnew emibits for Bauer's redirect and rebuttal
testimony;

312912011 TOW Prepare for and hold conference with Rich Bauer
regarding his analysis ofthe city's darmges; review legal
metmrandum regarding elCluding city's elq)Crt, Tom
South; review legal memorandum regarding proper
rebuttal testimony; elCbange several emails with Rich

8.80 275.00 2,420.00
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..... 

312512011 EKJ( 

312512011 MBS 

3I26'2IlII TOW 

3I26'2IlII EKJ( 

J/28I2011 TOW 

J/28I2011 EKJ( 

J/28I2011 PRe 

J/28I2011 MBS 

lI2!>2011 PRe 

lI2!>2011 TOW 

&2&201 I 9:S9:4l AM 

Parti::ipatc in TrW Day 55; conbTed wah trial teamon 
upcoming potential issues; revi=w correspondence. 

Draft mcroos regarding rebuttal and operts; research 
contract ques tion forT. Walker, review Met ana!y2le 
Bauet"direct ~a1ion and draft questbns. 

Prepare for and conduct another wilDess prc::paration 
session IQb Rich Bauer 

Review correspondence; examined trial note oonncnt5 
from Petra consultanL 

Continue to Mlric: on Bauer din::ct oam; parU;ipatc in day 
.56oftrial; post trialconfetenee with Gale Bennett, Rich 
Bauer and &ilea IOein 

Trial Day S6; conf~ on rebuttal testimony issues; 
~ed draft aftkbvil on photographs; review 
correspondc:nce. 

prepare addilionaldocum::nts lOruse by eJiIP«I ~ess 
in preparation ofll:buttaltestilrllny; -

... _ ... t review discovery responses by 
Kim Trout; prepare and marie e!ihilils fur Affidavit of 
Thomas Wakcr; p~AffidallilofWahr in Support 
orMotion in lADne to EXUde &pert Tcsnny ofTom 
South. 

Draft rnmIOranda regarding rebuttal and 10 e.:lude 
~rts; revicwaffidavit rep llblJ photos; continue 
dnt.fting m dings offact IlIId conclusions of law research 
material for ely'S rebuttal case 

Wort on redirect fur RJchard Bauer; amend and &laim 
rnatD'l8 of new abibu ilr Bauer's redRc:t and rebuttal 
tcstmony; 

Prepare for and hold conterulc:c wth Rich Bauer 
regarding his analysis of the city's darrages; review lep l 
memorandum regarding exludmg city's ~ Tom 
South; review legal memonndum regard"'g proper 
rebuttal tes tirony; exhange several cDBils .... ' h Rid! 

lWu .... " 

~IIJ 200.00 1.360.00 

~50 180.00 1,170.00 

~20 275.00 1,1OS.oo 

0.40 2OO.OJ 10.00 

&40 77'.00 2,310.00 

~IIJ 1.360.00 

2,30 95.00 21&50 

7.50 110.00 1)50.00 

) .10 95.00 294.so 

77'.00 2,420.00 
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'lffJlI~ Petra, Inc. C"Jty ofMeridian

Date Prof DeseriptiClll lDits Price Val.e
Bauer and Gene Bennett; prepare ochibits 959 through
962; second conference with REb Bauer

3/2912011 EKK FJiamined briefon rebuttal issues; correspondence on 3.80 200.00 760.00
case; discussion oftimcline on eJq:lert disclosures and
how to address with court for rebuttal purposes;
examined briefing on elClusion ofCIly late disclosed
eJq:lert T. South; wode on notes for possible cross ofaty
ofMeridian rebuttal witnesses; confemd \rib T.
WaIIcer; review draft correspondence.

312912011 MBS Research and draft melOOranda reganiing rebuttal case; 8.20 180.00 1,476.00
review at)' damage clains for Baueremibits; contmue
reviewing transcript and drafting findings ofw:t

3/»'2011 TCNf Continue preparation for Bauerredirect and rebuttal; 8.10 275.00 2,227.50
participate in day 570ftrial; post trial conferences
reganling briefing ordered by Judge Wilpcr regarding
rebuttal and surrebutal; eJlChange emails with Rich Bauer
regarding amendments to his rebuttal emibits

31»'2011 EKK Trial Day 57 including conclusion ofcase in chiefofboth 5.20 200.00 1,040.00
parties; conferred on trial plan going fOrward; review
possible emibit infonmtion.

313lY2011 MBS hviewand revue melOOranda regarding rebuttal; 7.90 180.00 1,422.00
continue research and drafting offindings offact; review
Baueremibits for rebuttal phase oftrial; review aty
damage figures and disclosures for potential IOOtion;
strategy conference regarding rebuttal phase oftrial

3/3112011 TCNf Respond to numerous questions and conmcnts from 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
Gene; wode on arguments fOr Monday's heamg on
rebuttal witnesses; conference with Matt Schelstrate and
Erika Klein regarding same; work on closing argument;
wode on Rich Bauer's rebuttal testimony; review and
revise BauereJdlibits, including extensive narrative

3/31/2011 EKK hview correspondence; trial team meeting on offaof 1.9> 200.00 360.00
proofand briefing to do; review additional eJdlibits to be
used.

3/3112011 MaS hvicwand revise Bauer damages exhibit; strategy 6.50 180.00 1,170.00
conference regarding rebuttal phase; finalize l1lCDJJranda
regarding rebuttal phase; dmft briefin support ofBauer
rebuttal

4/1/2011 EKK Review correspondence; examined additional emibits to 1.80 200.00 360.00
be used; reviewed report from eJq>ert for possible cross
examination areas related to T. Weitner rebuttal;
examined filings by opposing counsel and reviewed in
conyarison to Petra filing.
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Baucrand Gene Bennett; prepare ohibb 9S9tbmugh 
962; second conference with Rkh Bauer 

312'>'2011 Eliamined briefoD rebuttal issues; conespondCDce on 3.80 200.00 "".00 
case; discussion of time line on qx:rt discloswes and 
howlo address with court for rebuttal purposes; 
exMDined briemg on ex:k1Skln oraty late discbsed 
C"C)Clt T. South; 'WOrk on Dotes furpossiMc eross ofCily 
of Meridian rebuttal witnesses; conferJed Mh T. 
Wak:r; n:vicw draft correspondcJJce. 

312'>'2011 MBS RcscarQ and draft mtm)randa reprdinJ rebuttal case; 1110.00 1.476.00 
reviawC&y dalrage claWs for Baucrdlibits; conmuc 
reviewing transcript and drafting fndings offact 

J.'»'2OI1 TGW Continue preparation ilr Bauer rcdi'cct and rebuttal; aI. Z7S.00 =.50 
participate in day 57 of trial; post trialconferences 
n:garding briefing ordc~ by Judge Wilper n:garding 
rd>uttal and sum::butal; clCbange ermib wah Rich Bauer 
regarding amendments to his rebuttaleJlaibits 

J.'»'2OI1 00( Trial Day 57 im:tudina; cood.aion orease in chief of both l.211 lro.OO 1,040.00 
parties; conferred on triaJ plan going bward; review 
possible dlib_ i1fonmtion. 

J.'»'2OI1 MBS &vicwand revise mem;)randa reganling rdJuttal; 7.'" 18000 1,422.00 
conti1ue research and drafting offindings offact; review 
BaucreJliibiis tOr rebutta1 phase of trial; review City 
damtae fCures and disclosu1'C5 fur potential rmtion; 
strategy conference regarding rebuttal phase of trial 

1Il112011 TGW Respond to nul1'lCfOus questions and conments from .20 275.00 2,255.00 
Gene; WOrkOD arguments iJr Monday's heamg on 
rebuttal \Wne5ses; conterence with Matt Schelstrate and 
Erika Kien reprdiD& same; wolkon closiD& araUmer1t; 

workon Rich Bauct'$ rebuttal tcstinony; reviewand 
revise Bauerembits, includmg Clknsive narrative 

J/]112011 &Yiewcorrespomkou; trial team mcetin& on ofbof 1.80 200.00 3<0.00 
proofand briefmg 10 do; review additional cbibits 10 be 

"''''. 
J/]112011 MBS Rcvicwand revise Bauerdamages embit; stnltcgy 18000 1,170.00 

conference regard"g rebuttal phase; mali2l: memoranda 
regarding rebuual phase; draft briefin support of Bauer 
"",ttaI 

41112011 00( Reviewcorrespondence; examined addilional emiba to 1.80 200.00 
be used; rev iewcd report from ~ tOr possible cross 
e.mnl1ion areas related to T. Wellner rebuttal; 
earmcd filings by opposng counsel and reviewed n 
co~on 10 Petta filing. 
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Date Prof Descriptioa UaiCs Price Value
4/1/201 I MRS Finish mcrrorandum regarding Bauer rebuttal; continue 6.50 180.00 1,170.00

reviewing trial transcript and drafting findings offuet;
review testimony and eJ<hibits in preparation forC'tty's
rebuttal on masonry; review records for issues regarding
Petra's motion to 8l1l:nd pleadings to confonn to the
evidence

4/t/2011 PRC 0.50 95.00 47.50

4/412011 TGW Prepare for hearing on scope ofrebuttal and surrebuttal; 8.90 275.00 2,447.50
participate in hearing; prepare Ray Miller surrcbutal
direct eJGUnination; several conferences with Petra trial
team regarding rebuttal and swrebutta~ COI1lIlmCC

preparation ofcrass examination for Alvin HiD; two
telephone conferences with Ray Miller; prepare exhibits
for Miller; ex:hange several emails with Gene Bennett

4/412011 EKK Review correspondence; motim hearings on rebuttal 260 200.00 520.00
issues; review information relating to rebuttal

4/412011 PRC Work on trial emibits and direct rebuttal elClllllination for 230 95.00 218.50
Ray Miller;

4/412011 MBS Review record and continue with findings offilet and 4.20 180.00 756.00
motion to amend to confonn the pleadings; assist with
preparation for rebuttal case on masonry

4/5'2011 TGW Continue work on Ray Miller's surrebuttal direct 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
elC3lBnation and Alvin Hilrs cross eJaUllination; continue
work on closing argument; telephone conference with
Ray Miller regardmg his eJllUllination and make
arrangements for an additional telephone prepare
session for tomorrow

4/5'2011 FKK Trial team meetog on strategy related to motion filings 1.40 200.00 280.00
and discussion ofrebuttal testimony; review
correspondence; examined questions and eJ<hibits for
rebuttal testimony.

4/5'2011 PRe CoJ11lile, mark and prepare eJ<hibits for rebuttal elC3DlS; 3.80 95.00 361.00
review and edit rebuttal elGllIl ofRaymond Miller;
research file for cross elGllIlination notes of01amberlain.

4/512011 MRS Revicwtranscript regarding masonry rebuttal and assist 3.50 180.00 630.00
with preparation for Ray Miller's testimony; continue
researching and reviewing transcript and drafting
fmdings offuct

4/612011 T~ Continue with revisions to examinations ofRay Miller 8.70 275.00 2,392.50
and Alvin Hi~ conference with trial team regarding
same; exchange emails with Ray Miller regarding same;
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4/112011 Mas rllish lnCIYOI1Uldum ~arding Bauer ~buttal; continue ~>O 180.00 1,170.00 

reviewng triaJ transcript and drafting findings of tact; 
review testimony and emmo in prepmtion furcq.'s 
rcbuttai on lDISonl}'; rev;cw records fot issues regarding 
Petra's motion to ammd pleadings to conform to the 
evidence 

41l12Oll PRe o.so 9:5.00 47.50 

414f20ll row Prepare forbearing on scope ofrdxlnal and sum:bulta~ L90 2"00 2,447.50 
partic~ in heata&; prepare Ray Miller suncbutal 
direct aanWlation; several conferences wKh Petra trial. 
team regarding rebuttal and sum:buttal; COITIJCICCl 

prepand:Ktn of cross cxaJrination for AIv ... HiD; two 
telephone conferences wah RAy Miner; prepare emibu 
tor Miller; CJCh.ange several (ITRib wn Gene Bennett 

414'2011 EKK Review c:orrespondencc; motion heam" on rebuttal 2.60 200.00 520.00 
ssues; review infonnllion relating to rebuttal 

414'2011 PRe Wort on trial oIJibits and direct rebuttal CJWIUtalaon for 230 9:5.00 21L>O 
RayMiIIcr, 

41~tl Mas Review record and continue wKh findinp offact and 4.20 180.00 156.00 
motion to amrn.d to confurm the pleadings; assist wilh 
preparation tor rebuttal case on I11IlSOOry 

41S2011 TGW Cootiouc wolkon Ray Miller's sUmlbuttal direct .,,, 275.00 2,392.50 
e:omiDati:m and Alvin Hills cross cJCaJTUtltion; contmue 
work on closins a/'Iwucnt; celephone conference with 
Ray Miler regatdmg his CJiaIIIia.alion and maIcc 
arrangements foran additional tcJcphone prepare 
session fDrtom:mQw 

4192011 EKK Trial team meetmg on strategy related to motion filings l AO 20000 280.00 
and disclLIsion ofrebunal testilmny; review 
correspondence; CX&iDncd questions and emiba fur 
rebuttal testmony. 

4/512011 PRe CoqIilc, tmIk and prepare cmibits for rebuttal exams; 3.'" 9:5.00 361.00 
revir:w and edit. rebuttal CJGUnofRaymond Miller, 
research file furcross CloaIlWlalion notes ofOwmeriain.. 

419201 1 Mas Revicwtrulscript reaaroing masonry rebuttal and assts t 3.>0 180.00 630.00 
with prcparalion fOr Ray Miller's testimony; contilUc 
researching and reviewing transcript and drafting 
rlOdings orract 

41612011 TGW Continue with revisions to cxaninations of Ray Miller .,,, 275.00 
and Alvin HiD; conference with trial teamrcgatding 
sam:; cx:hangc cmails with Ray Miller reganiil, same; 

6hlV2iJli 9-39:42 AM 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID aieot Matter DesCri,-,OIl

'lJml-OOS Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Prof Descri,-,oa tRaits Price Value

continue wort00 closing argument; telephone
conference with Ray Miller

41612011 fKK Review correspondence; exaome information on rebuttal 1.30 200.00 260.00
and sunebuttal testInony; cooter on information for
closing arguments.

4/6I2011 PRe 250 95.00 237.50

; review and amend direct
rebuttal eJCIlDIination testimony ofRaymond Miller and
cross rebuttal ofAlvm HII;

41612011 MBS Continue drafting findings offilet; review trial transcript 3.50 180.00 630.00

417/2011 Taw Continue preparation for rebuttal and sunebuttal 6.70 275.00 1,84250
examinations; continue workon closing argument;
participate in Day 59 oftriaJ; cross eJaUDine Alvin Hill;
conduct direct CllaJI'IofRay Miller

417/2011 fKK Participate in final Trial day number 59 for Rebuttal and 3.90 200.00 780.00
Sunebuttal testimony; conferred on information from last
day with M. Scheistiate on the written closings.

4/712011 PRe. 4.30 95.00 408.50

411112011

4111J2011

EKK

PRe

Review correspondence; conferred on i3cts and
arguments for findings and conclusions.

WOIX on and update coq>ilation ofattorney's trial
notes;

0.50

210

200.00

95.00

100.00

199.50

411112011 MBS Draft findings offact and conclusions oflaW; review trial 4.50 1SO.OO gl0.oo
transcript and adnitted emibits

411212011 TGW ColltDue work on closmg argument; several conferences 8.40 275.00 2,310.00
nit Matt Scbelstmtc regarding findings offact and
coaclusions oflaw; n:vicw file regarding same

4/1212011 PXK Review correspondence; conferred regarding facts OAO 200.00 !nOO
issues for brieing.

411212011 MBS Draft findings offuct and conclusions oflaw 6.60 180.00 1,188.00

411212011 PRe Conrocnce workon first draft ofClosing Argument; 240 95.00 228.00
review eJihibits and portions ofrecord forcoq>1etion of
certain argument;
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20711-00II 

,"' 

416'2011 

416'2011 PRe 

4161201l MBS 

<11712011 TIRI 

-41712011 EX!( 

4I7!2fJJ I PRe 

4/ 1112011 EX!( 

4/ 1112011 PRe 

4/1112011 MBS 

411112011 TOW 

4f12ll101l Bl< 

411112011 MBS 

411112011 PRe 

&1&2011 9'.».42 AM 

Oleat 

Petra, Inc. 

Descrl~ 

Matter Descrlpti_ 

Oty of Meridian 

eontKlue WOn:OD closiag argument; telephone 
conference with Ray Miler 

RcviewCOf'I'CSpondence; e:rcammc inilrmation on rebuttal 
and surrebuttal testDlo0Y; confcron mfOmBlion for 
cbsIlg arguments. 

• review and amend dRd 
rebuttal ~n testimony ofRaym:)(ld MiIb'and 
cross rdxJtta.I of Alvin HiI; E P "'w''''' 
. ... - ~ --~, 

Continue cbUtmg findings offact; review trial transcript 

Continue preparation fOr rebutta1and surrdlultai 
cwtWLations; cootiaue wort on emma argument; 
participate in Day S9oftrial; ClOSS cwMIc Alvin HiD; 
conduct direct eJIIlD1 afRay Miller 

Participate in finaJ Tria! day OunDer 59 ilr Rebuttal and 
Sundruttal testinDny; conbm1 on information from lasl 
day with M. Sehcbtratc on the wrUen closings. 

. ' 1

tM 
Review COCTCSpondcace; c:onfcm:d on facts and 
arguments for findings and coDcwioos. 

WOrkOD and update c:o..,iJation ofattomcy's trial 
notes; 

Draft Ii1dilgs offact and conclusions of law, review trial 
IfllllScript and adrriltcd cmibu 

Coatkwe wodr.on cbsm. argument; several conferences 
-.t.fa1t ScheIIInbI,..tting findings offactand 
ooaoIIISiDas oflaw; rwicw file regardilg same 

.... corresponcleace; conferred regardi1g facts 
issues furbricfl1a. 

Draft findIig5 orflc:t and concklsions of law 

Conmcnceworton fiat draft orO»in.g AIJum:nt; 
reviewemmits and portions orrecord fur colll'letion of 
certain argurn:nl; _ of. 

£ - - -, 

Price 

1.30 moo uo.oo 

".00 2J7~ 

J.SO 111100 6JOJ>l 

6.70 775.00 1,842.S0 

3.90 200.00 "".00 

4.30 .,Jll 

O.SO 200.00 100Jll 

210 ".00 I"~ 

4.SO 110.00 810.00 

.. 0 27S.00 2.310.00 

040 200.00 Il1OO 

.. " 110.00 1,188.00 

240 " .00 2211.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Qieat Matter DesCriptiOD

'lIJ771~ Petra, Inc. city ofMcridian

DUe Prof Descripti_ Uaits Price Value

4/1312011 EKK Review correspondence;~ed tilct and law point 2.30 200.00 460.00
documents related to closing preparation; conferred with
M. Schelstrate on cmibits for findings and Iocatcd
certain Qfonnation for same; began elClllllining draft of
revised clos ing.

4/1312011 TGW Several conferences with Trial Team Members regarding 6.1ll 275.00 1,870.00
closing arguments and findings and conclusions;
develop an issues oflaw list; develop a facts proved list;
revise draft ofclosing arguments to coincide with
revised organization ofpresentation ofarguments,
fndings and conclusions

4/1312011 PRe Review statement oflegal issues and statement ofmets 1.50 95.00 142.50
to be addressed for conment; review opening argument
regarding issues raised to ensure all issues addressed in
statement oft3cts.

4/1312011 MBS Draft Fmdings ofFact and Conclusions ofLaw 10.00 IIll.oo 1,800.00

4/14/2011 TGW Continue work on closing and proposed findings and 2.1ll 275.00 770.00
conclusions; several conferences with trial team
regarding same; telephone conference with Gene Bennett
regarding status ofwork

4/1412011 EKK Review correspondence and discussion offacts for 1.00 200.00 200.00
findings.

411412011 PRe 0.1ll gs.oo 76.00

4/1412011 MBS Draft findings ofmet and conclusions oflaw 10.50 180.00 1,890.00

4/1512011 TGW Continue work on closing, findings and conclusions; 2.30 275.00 632.50
several conkrcnces with trial team regarding same

411512011 EKK Continue review and examination ofClosing aIgUJDeIlt 1.70 200.00 340.00
document; conferred on othcrarcas to address.

4/1512011 MBS Draft findings offuct and conclusions oflaw 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

411812011 EKK Review correspondence; elaIIDined information on certain 1.00 200.00 200.00
filet issues for findings with M. Schelstrate;e~ed
notes and transcripts to locate additional testDJony for
findings.

4/1812011 TGW Several conferences with Matt Schelstrate regarding his 2.60 275.00 715.00
work on the proposed findings and conclusions;
continue to work on closing and findings

411812011 MBS Draft findings offuct and conclusions oflaw 9.00 180.00 1,620.00

411812011 PRC Research and co~ile for attorney's use in drafting of 1.00 95.00 95.00
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""",ID Oieat Mltkr Descri~_ 

=1-008 Pctra.Inc. cq ofMcridian 

"* ..... DacriptMa Uoib Priu v,,_ 

411312011 EXK Review cocre:spondea.ce; exanWled f"aI;t and bw point lJO ""00 .... 00 
doaunents n:1ated to chsing preparation; confened with 
M. SdlebtJatc: on Clhmits for fiDd."s and located 
certain infbrmation i)r sarm:; began eJQmDing drat of 
revised closing. 

oVllI2Oll TGW Several conkrenccs with Trial TeamMcmbeB regarding ~11) 275.00 I,B7'O.OO 
closing azguments and findings and conclusions; 
develop an issues of law list; develop. filets proved 55t; 
revise draft of closing artwnents to coincide w&h 
revised orpIiDtion o(ptaentation of arguments. 
rl'l<lings and conchsions 

411312011 PRe Review statcmeot oflcgal issues and stalcmcnt offacts l.so 95.00 142.S0 
to be addressed for oonmcnt; review opening argument 
regard;', issues raised to ensure aD issues addressed in 
statement offacts. 

411312011 MBS 0rafI: Findings of Fact and Conchlslons of law 10.00 1"'-00 1,800.00 

41'1~1I TGW Continue woricon closina and proposed 6ndiDgs and 211) 275.00 170.00 
conclusions; sevetal. conferences wKh trial tearn 
regardng same; tekpbonc confct"encc Mh Gme Bennett 
regarding status of work 

411412011 EXK Revicwoonapondence and discussion offacts iw 1.00 20000 100.00 
mdiogs. 

4f14l201t PRe om 95.00 ,"00 

411412011 MBS Omflfindings of tact and conclusions of law IO.so 180.00 1,890.00 

411512011 TGW Continue work on closiDg, findmp and conck.asilms; 1JO 27j.OO 632.S0 
severaJ.conmnccs with trial tcamn::pr<iin& same 

411112011 EXK Continue review and ewrmation ofClosi'lg argument 1.111 20000 340JXJ 
document; conferred on other areas to address. 

411112011 MBS Draft mdings of&ct and c:onckuioru: of law 9.00 1"'-00 1,620.00 

411&12011 EXK R.cvicwcorrespondence; aunirted information on certain 1.00 100.00 100.00 
fact issues for findings with M. Schelstrlte; eMmined 
notes and transcripts to locale additional testn:my for 
find ... gs. 

411&12011 TGW Several confmnces with Matt SchclstJ3te regarding his 28) 27j.OO 1IS.00 
worlton the proposed findings and condlsions; 
continue to work on closilg and fiIldings 

411811011 MBS I:x.lft rmdings offact aDd conckJsions of law 9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

411&'2011 PRe Research and ~ile fOr Ittomcy's usc in drafting of 1.00 95.00 95.00 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID Oieat Mltter Descriptioo

'1f1J71-D08 Petra, Inc. City ofMcridian

Date Pro( Descriptioo Imts Price Valae
Findings ofFact and Concwbns ofLaw trial eJdJibits.

411912011 TGW 1.10 275.00 302.50

continue wode on findings and conclusions; several
conterences witb Matt Scbelstrate regarding S3Jre

4119/2011 FKK. ReviewtestiJmny forevidentiaJy points needed for 1.30 200.00 260.00
briefing.

4/19/2011 MBS Draft findings ofW:t and conclusions oflaw 13.00 180.00 2,340.00

4119/2011 PRe Wolkon draft ofFmdings ofFact and Conclusions of 0.90 95.00 85.50
law; co~iIcdocum:nts for attorney regarding same.

412012011 TOW Conmue to wodeon closing and proposed findings and 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
conclusions; conference with trial team to review current
status ofwoJk and to make additional assignments

4I2<Y2011 FKK. Reviewinfonnation on opposing counse~ trial team 230 200.00 460.00
IDCCting on closing argument and findings and
concbsions review and strategy; examined evidence
areas fOr use in findings.

4/2fi'2011 PRe Petra closing meeting with counsel to review closing 230 95.00 218.50
argument and Findings ofFact and Conclus.,ns oflaw.

4/2fi'2011 MBS Conference with T. Walkerand E. Klein regarding 9.80 180.00 1,764.00
mdings offilet; review and continue revising S3Jre

4/21/2011 TOW Revise closing statement to shorten length; several 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
conferences with trial teamregarding proposed fmdings
and conclusions and citations to the record; telephone
conterence with Rich Bauer regarding closing argument

4/21/2011 Fl<K Review correspondence on findings and closing; o.zo 200.00 40.00
conhred on additional obibits to reference.

4/21/2011 MBS Revise findmgs offDct and conclusions oflaw 7.00 180.00 1,260.00

4/221WII TGW Several conferences with trial team regarding proposed 1.50 275.00 412.50
fndings and conclusbns; telephone conference with
Gene Bennett regarding status ofclosin umentand
mdin s and conclusions;

4/2212011 Fl<K Conferred on case including discussions with Petra. 0.20 200.00 40.00

412212011 MBS Continue drafting and revising fmdings offact and 7.50 180.00 1,350.00
conclusions oflaw; review admitted exhibits inclusion in
findings offuct

4/25/2011 TGW Review and revise latest version ofproposed finding and 3.00 275.00 825.00
concbsions

~11 9:59:42 AM
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M •• " 10 Oieat MMkr Descripdoa 

20771-008 "'tn,1ne. Qy ofMcridian 

P..c DtscriptioD ..... b Price Vol. 

Findmp of Fact and ConcUsilns of Law trialeJhibu. 

4119/2011 Taw 1.10 275.00 

continue wod:: on findings and conchlsions; several 
conli:renc:c:s with Mall SchelsbaLe ~ing same 

411912011 EKK Rcviewtestmony forcvidcntiary points needed for 1.30 200.00 260.00 
briefing. 

4119/2011 MIlS Ihft &.diap offact and conduions of law 13.00 lal.OO 2,340.00 

4119f20ll PRe Work on draft ofF"mdings of Fact and Contklsions of ~'" "'Jll Il5.SO 
LaW; colJ1)iIc documents fOr attomey regarding same. 

4I2IY2<l1l TOW Continue to y,ortc:oo dosing and proposed findings and 4.20 VSJll 1,155.00 
concklsms; conference with trial team to reviewcum:nt 
status of work and to make additional assignments 

4I2IY2<l1l EKK Reviewinf'omation on opposing counsel; trial team 2JO 460.00 
medina on closing argumc:nt and findings and 
conthsions review and strategy; eJWDined evidence 
areas iJruse in findings. 

4I2IY2<l1l PRe Petraclosing m:d.ing with COUMci to nwicw closing 2JO "'.00 218.50 
azgumeol and Faldings of Fact and ConcAlsi:ms of Law. 

4I2IY2<l1l MIlS Conference wah T. Wakcrand E. Klein regarding 9.'" 180.00 1,764.00 
mdm,s offace; revisw and continue reviling same 

4121f2011 TOW Revise clos"'g stat.ement to shorten iength; several 4.00 275.00 1,100.00 
conti:R:nCQ with trial tc:amregarding proposed mdmgs 
and concklsions and citations to the record; telephone 
contcrcoce with RJch Bauer regarding closing argument 

4121f20ll EKK Revicwcorrespondcace on fWiings and cbsing; 0.20 200.00 40.00 
coni::nM on additional cchibils 10 remnce. 

412112011 MIlS Revile findings offact and concb.lSions of law 7.00 \.,.00 1,:zro00 

4/22I1D1I TOW Several conferences with trial team regard ing proposed 1.50 275.00 412.50 
mdings and concklsi:ms; telephone conference wXh 
Gene Bennett regarding$~ 
~h.JSions; 

4/22I1D1I EKK Conferred on case i1cluding discuss ions with Petra. 0.20 20000 40.00 

4/22I1D1I MIlS Continue drafting and n:visina findings offact and 7.50 180.00 l.3SO.00 
conclusions ofbW; n:view adrritted emibts inclusion in 
mdings of&ct 

4I2SI2011 Taw Review and revise latest vmion ofpropGsed findiog and 3.00 VSJll 825.00 
concrwions 
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MatterID OieDt Mltter Deseriptioo

2077HlO8 Petra, Inc. City ofMeridian

Date Prof Deseriptioo ThUs Price Value
412512011 FKK Conferred on issue with City e>ehibit and actions related 0.30 200.00 60.00

to same; review correspondence.

4/2512011 MBS Continue final revisions offindings offuct and 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
conclusions oflaw

4/2612011 EKK Conferred with M. SchelstJatc regarding remaining 0.20 200.00 40.00
issues for citations.

4/2612011 PRe Review and editing ofdraft ofFindings ofFact and 1.50 95.00 142.50
Conclusions ofLaw.

4/26'2011 MBS Continue revising findings of13ct and conclusions of 4.70 180.00 846.00
law

4/2&'2011 FKK Discussion and tesmoony on 13cts to support the 0.20 200.00 40.00
finding citations on leak issues.

412812011 MaS Draft findings offact and conclusions oflaw 4.00 180.00 720.00

4/2912011 MBS Revise findings of13ct and conclusions oflaw 1.90 180.00 342.00

5/2/2011 MBS Revise findings offact and conclusions oflaW; review 7.00 180.00 1,260.00
admitted exhibits for same

5/312011 MBS Revise and make additions to closing argument and 3.00 180.00 540.00
findings offact

514/2011 MBS Revise and finali2e findmgs ofmct; conference with T. 8.50 180.00 1,530.00
Walkcr regarding same

51412011 TOW Continue review ofcouments by Bennett and Bauer and 7.30 275.00 2,0Cfl.50
incorpoJatc into closing argument as appropriate under
the court's criteria; two telephone conferences with
Bennett; several conferences with Matt Schelstrate
regarding proposed findings and conclusions

5/412011 FKK Reviewcorrespondence and information on changes. 0.20 200.00 40.00

51512011 TOW Review email and attached Bennett and Bauer coll'lJlCnts 5.20 275.00 1,430.00
on closing 8Jgument and proposed findings and
conclusions; conference with trial team regarding same;
work on revisions to closing argument and proposed
findings of13ct and conclusions oflaW; telephone
conference with Gene Bennett regarding same;

Y1/2011 EKK FJaimination offindings offact and conclusions oflaw 210 200.00 420.00
document and noted changes and edaing ofsame.

5/512011 MBS Draft revisions to mdings ofmet and closing argument. 4.00 180.00 720.00

5/&2011 TGW Wod<:on closing argument and mdings offact and 1.20 275.00 330.00
conclusions oflaw for filing and service on Monday,
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20771.<J08 Pctra.lnc. c.y ofMcridian 

..... f'" Dacriptioa "". frio< Value 
412>/21)11 EKK Confened on issue wah Oy elIhibit and actions relar:ed o.JO 100.00 60.00 

to same; review ~spondence. 

412>/21)11 MBS Conmuc final R:visKtos ofmdilgs off8ct and &50 180.00 1,5JO.00 
concklsions of law 

4I1.<i'2011 EKK Conli:rn:d wCh M. Schebtratc regarding remainil& 010 1JX)JlJ 40.00 
issues forcitalions. 

4I1.<i'2011 PRe Rnicwand editing of draft of Findings ofFact and 1.50 "'.00 14250 
Conchuions of Law. 

4I1.<i'2011 MBS Contirlue revisilg findings offad: and conclusions of 4.111 1".00 846.00 
law 

412&'2011 EKK Discussion and testmony on facts to support the 010 1JX)JlJ 40.00 
fmdn, elations on leak issucs. 

412&'2011 MBS Draft findings of£act and condJSKIns of law 4.00 1".00 m.oo 
'"2912011 MBS Revise m dings offact and conclusions of law 1.90 180.00 342.00 

=11 MBS Revise md ... gs off3ct BrId conclusions of law, n:view 7.00 180.00 1,260.00 
adDled CJCbibits blame 

5/112011 MBS Revise and mate add.ions to closmg argument and 3.00 180.00 540.00 
fiDdinp offact 

Y4I2011 MBS Revise and m~ findilgs offact; conference with T. &50 180.00 1.m00 
Wa.I::cI'regarding same 

.51412011 TGW Continue revicw ofcoaments by Bennett and Bauerand 7.30 27S.00 2,rm.so 
inC01'p011I1c ... 10 cbsK:i& argWllCtlt as appropriate under 
the court's criteria; t\YO telephone conferences wXh 
Berutert; several conferences with Matt Schclstrate 
reprding proposed findings and coDclusi0D5 

51412011 EKK Revicwconespondcnce and iDfOrrmtion on changes. Q20 200.00 40.00 

.5IY.ZOII TGW Review em and auadled Bennett and Bauercorrmcnls ~20 275.00 1,430.00 
on closing argument and proposed findings and 
conclusions; conference wlh trial tcamregarding same; 
wod::on n:visions to closing arJ11IIItIlt and proposed 
findings offiact and concbJsions onaw; tecphone 
conference ~ Gene Bennett n:garding same; -WlOII EKK EarrinatDn offmdings offact and conchsions of law 2.10 200.00 420.00 
docun:at and noted changes aod edain, ofs&m::. 

.515(2011 MBS Draft n:Ysions to mdings of tact and closing argument. 4.00 180.00 720.00 

.516'2011 TGW Wolkon c1osiIl&~tand findings offactand 1.20 215.00 moo 
conclusions ofaw lOr filing and seJVE:e on Monday, 
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID

20771-008

Oient

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City ofMeridian

Date

5/61WII

51612011

Prof

EKK

PRe

DesCriptiOll

May 9,2011

CorqJlete revicwoffindings and conclusions; eJeamined
closing aJgUJDent and noted editing and changes to
same.

3.10

280

Price

200.00

95.00

Value

620.00

266.00

51612011 MBS Finafulc findings oftaet and conclusions oflaw 9.00 180.00 1,6W.00

519(Wll TGW Conduct final review ofclosing argument and findngs of 3.20 275.00 880.00
fuet and conclusions oflaw

519(Wll Mas Final edit ofF"mdings ofFaet and ConcUsions oflaw 3.00 180.00 540.00

519(Wll PRe 1.50 95.00 14250

519(2011 EKK EJcamined closing aJgUJDent by opposing counsel 0.60 200.00 lW.oo

5/1<Y201 I TGW Review CSty's closing cugument and proposed findings 4.20 275.00 1,155.00
offilct and conclusions oflaW; confi:rcnce with trial team
for assignments for rebuttal

5/1<Y20ll EKK Examined findings offact and conclusions oHaw fi1ed by 1.00 200.00 200.00
opposing party; reviewconespondence.

51l<Y20ll PRe Review and ~earch files regarding docUlDCllts related to 0.80 95.00 76.00
fiduciaJy dutyl"trust and confidence" issues; review
filings by Meridian

5/U}'WI1 MBS Review Qty's filings 1.00 180.00 180.00

5/II1WII TGW Continue \\OrIcon rebuttal 7.10 275.00 1,95250

5/II12011 EKK Review conespondence; confem:d on the filets to 0.50 200.00 100.00
address in the response to City.

5/11/2011 Research AlA contract furemaction ofspeciJic 0.60 95.00 57.00
language relating to contractor's v. construction
manager's duties;

5/1112011 MBS Review aty's claims regaIding fiducial}' duty; research 0.70 180.00 126.00
fiduciary duty issue

5/1112011 MBS Research and draft rebuttal brief 3.00 180.00 540.00

5/1212011 MBS Continue drafting rebuttal brice review and analyze 250 180.00 450.00
City's filings

5/1212011 FKK Discussion of facts to be addressed wm my's findings; 0.30 200.00 60.00
lit
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20771-008 

"* Prot 

~6'101l EKK 

5161201 1 PRe 

.Y6'2011 MBS 

,.,.,.,11 TGW 

"""'" MBS 

"""'" PRe 

,.,.,.,11 EKK 

SlIMDII TGW 

SlI(Y2()ll EKK 

51UY20ll PRe 

SlI()'2011 Mas 

1I1 II20I I TGW 

511112011 EKK 

YIIt20II MBS 

YIlf2011 MBS 

5I12J11)11 MBS 

5112/2011 El<K 

612&2011 9"39:42 AM 

OieDt 

Petta, Inc. 

DtscriJllio-
May 9, 2011 

MaUer DeserlpiOil 

Cty ofMcridian 

Co~1de reyjcwoffindiags and conclusioll5; carnSted 
ebsing argument and noted editing and chanaes to ..... 
i. ;11) 

FKi. fmiings offactandeonclusions oflaw 

Condu« fl\a] review ofdosflg atgumeot and mdWlgs of 
fact and alltclusions DraW 

Final edit ofFmdings of Fact and Cond.lSions of law 

"I . . . '.'. '. . 
&arrioed cklsng argument by opposilg counsel 

Review Oty's elosin, argument and proposed findings 
off.act and conclusions on.W; conterence wth trial team 
fo r usignrnents for rebuttal 

Exalrined findings offact and CODCNSi:IDS oflaw fiIcd by 
opposing party; reviewcorrcspondeocc. 

Review and research fiics Iqaldm& documents related to 
6duciuy dUtyr bust and eonfidence~ issues; review 
filings by Meridian 

Reviewaty's fi&tp 

ContiDue workOD rebuttal 

RcvicwcolTC$pondence; confCned on the facts to 
address in the response to aty. 

Research AlA contract iH'ex:raction ofspccific 
language relating 10 conU3CtOl's v. constnlction 
manageJ's duties; 
oW_ l" saill_iRI 
ReviewOry's clUns regarding fiduc:Uuy duty; research 
fiduciary duty issue 

Rdearch and dnft rebuttal brief 

Continue drafting rebuttal brice revie .... and analya: 
CSty'sfilings 

Discussion offac:ts to be addressed fiomCl.y's tndIigs; 

- -

Prl" V"" 

110 200.00 620.00 

9>.00 

9.00 180.00 1,620.00 

3.2D 27S.OO "".00 

100 181100 S40.00 

1.50 9>.00 I41SO 

Q60 >00.00 120.00 

4.2D 275.00 1,IS5.00 

1.00 200.00 "".00 

o.8l 9>.00 ,.00 

1.00 181100 110.00 

7.10 ns.oo 1,9>2.S0 

0.50 >00.00 100.00 

Q60 9>.00 ST.OO 

Q70 180.00 126.00 

3.00 181100 S4O.OO 

2.50 181100 4so.oo 

o.J() "".00 60.00 

-.l'a~e; 1.51 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID alent MaUer Descri~OII

1JrT11~ Petra. Inc. city ofMerldian

Date Prof Descri~oa UJlits Price Value
review offilets cited by City wahout proper citations to
the record.

5/1212011 TOW Several conferences with Trial Team regarding rebuttal; 2.11> 275.00 770.00
continue work on rebuttal

5113/2011 TOW Reviewconments fiomPetraand Rich Bauerregarding 4.00 275.00 1,100.00
responses to the Oty's closing argument; contilue wortc
on rebutta~ conmnce with trial team; review cases
cited by Gene Bennett and found them not helpful
regarding the establishment ofa fiduciary duty; continue
work on rebuttal

5/13/2011 MBS Review Petra's conments; research fiduciary duty 0.50 unoo 90.00

5/13/2011 EKK Review corrcspondence on argument and evidence in 0.40 200.00 11>.00
support ofrebuttal closing argument

511312011 PRe Review AlA contract; puD relevant language fOr 1.10 95.00 104.50
insertion; work on rebuttal documents to City's filings.

5/1612011 TOW Review conments by Tom Coughlin; conference with 230 275.00 632.50
Matt Schelstrate regarding integrating ofPetra pelSonnel
and Bauer conments into rebutta~ continue work on
rebuttal

511612011 EKK Review correspondence and IDCIOOrandum; infonnation 0.70 200.00 140.00
provided by Petra; discussion ofareas and the details to
be addressed.

5/1612011 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 7.50 180.00 1,350.00

5/1612011 PRe Review transcripts and admhed trial ClChibits for locating 2.30 95.00 218.50
and finding case citations for rebuttal argument.

5/17/2011 TOW Continue to work on rebuttal; several conferences with 1.00 275.00 275.00
Matt Schelstrate regarding same; reviewand respond to
ermi from Jeny regarding equitable adjustment ofPetra's
fee

5/1712011 Review correspondence from Petra on additions and 1.00 200.00 200.00
points to highlight in closing; correspondence on
eldu"bits to reference and locating additional eJChibit
references for use in rebuttal closing and provided to M.
Schelstrate.

5/17/2011 MBS Continue drafting rebuttal briee reviewPetra's analyses; 9.00 180.00 1,620.00
phone ca1ls with Gene Bennett and TomCoughlin

5/1812011 TOW Review and revise latest draft ofrebuttal; conference 3.11> 275.00 1,045.00
with Matt Schelstrate regarding same; transmit draft to
Petra and Bauer

5/1812011 EKK Examined additional citations for use in filings. 0.20 200.00 40.00

6I2OI20119".59:42AM
o~ __
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M .... ID Oint MIt&er Des~riJ'l_ 

2IJ771.<J08 Petra, Inc. Ciy ofMeri:lian 

.".. P,ol Desert..-• lWb Prl" V"M 
review of facts cited by City wi:hout proper citations to 
th,,,,,,,,,,-

Sil2l2011 row ScvmJ conferences with Trial Teamrqarding rebuttal; = 275.00 "".00 
continue wodc.on rebuttal 

$11312011 row Relliewcortmeots Iiom Petta and Rich Bauer regarding 4.00 275.00 1,100.00 
responses to the Oty's cbsing arguRlCnt; contnuc wort. 
on rebuttat conmnce with trial team;: revil:wcascs 
cited by Qne Bennett and found them not helpful 
regarding the establishment ora 5duciary duty; IXIntinuc 
work on rebuttal 

Silll2Ol1 MBS ReviewPetn's COlmJCll.ts; research fiduciary duty o.so 101.00 90.00 

$'1312011 EKK Re\licwcorrcspondcncc: on &/IUmenl and evidcacc it MO 200.00 "'.00 
support ofrcbutW ck)si'lg argument 

S'IlI2011 PRe Review AlA conlBct; puB relevant anguagc br 1.10 95.00 104.>0 
insertion; work 00 rebuttal documents to City's filings . 

5/1&"2011 row Reviewconments by TomCoughtn; conference wah 230 VS.OO 6J2.5O 
Matt Schebtnlte regaJding integrating of Petra pe!Sonoel 
and Bauercormalts into rebuttal; continue WOrkOD 

rebuttal 

YI6I201I Reviewcorrespondencc and memorandun; infonration Q10 "".00 140.00 
provided by Petra; discussion o(areas and lhe detail:s to 
be addressed. 

511&'2011 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 7.'" 1110.00 I,3SO.oo 

511612011 PRe Review tJanScr1llS and adlMtcd trial. emiba lOr locating 230 95.00 2I1I.SO 
and mding case citations for rebuttal argument. 

511712011 row Continue to won:: on rebuttal; several ~ces with 1.00 275.00 27'.00 
Matt Schebtrate regarding same; review and respond to 
emU fromJeny regarding equObk adj.astment of Petra's 
t<o 

511712011 Reviewcorrespondence from Petra on additions and 1.00 "".00 "".00 
poi1ts to highlight in closing; correspondence on 
eltlibits to refel'Cl1ce and bcati1g additional emibit 
references foruse in rdruttal closing and pmvKled to M. 
Schelstrate. 

511712011 MBS Continue diafting rebuttal brice reviewPcba's analyses; 9.00 180.00 1,620.00 
phone calls ~ Gene Bennett and TomCoughlin 

511312011 row Review and revise latest dnlIl ofrebutta1; conference 3.'" 275.00 1,045.00 
~ Matt Schelstr.lle regarding same; transmit draft to 
f'I=m and Bauer 

51 1312011 EKK Balmined additx,nal citatX,RS buu in filings. 010 "".00 4Q00 

&1iV20119-.59:42AM 
:s: ~ • page: !52 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID OkDt MaUer Description

2JJ171~ Petra, Inc. aty ofMeridian

Date Prof Description Ilaifs Price Value

5/1812011 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 6.20 180.00 1,116.00

5/19/2011 TGW Continue work on rebuttal; con1i:rence with Matt 0.60 275.00 165.00
Schelstrate regarding same

5/1912011 EKK Review correspondence and infunmtion inclusion in 0.30 200.00 60.00
rebuttal

5/19/2011 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 7.30 180.00 1,314.00

5t:n'2011 TGW Review conments and damages table prepared by Gene, 8.00 275.00 2,200.00
Tom and Rich Bauer; workon final vecsion ofrebutta~

conference wah Erika and Matt regarding same; review
table emailed late yesterday by Gene; informGene that
we coukln't use the table; ex:hange emails regarding
same and rework table rebutting damages per
instructions fiom Gene Bennett to include in rebuttal

512012011 EKK Review infonnation for changes to rebuttal argument; 1.70 200.00 340.00
e:xanUiationlreview ofrebuttal closing, including notes
on table.

512012011 MBS Revise rebuttal brief 3.50 180.00 630.00

5I20I2011 FJH COO~ MIrTo ~ cll!ii1' • 0 ~ 280 190.00 53200
St8fi:IDcnto

5/2312011 TGW Final review and integration oftrial team conments into 1.20 275.00 330.00
rebuttal; mange for filing and service

5/23/2011 PRe 1.90 95.00 180.50

5/23/2011 MBS Make final addition to rebuttal brief 0.20 180.00 36.00

512<V2011 TGW Review City's rebuttal; conference with Erika and Matt 0.80 275.00 220.00
regarding same

512<V2011 PRe Review and respond to enail correspondence fiom client 0.40 95.00 38.00
regarding Petra's Rebuttal argument.

(lUY2011 EKK Review ofFindings ofFact and Conclusions ofLaw fiom 0.30 200.00 60.00
the Court; conferred on same.

(11(112011 TGW Review Judge Wilpet's decision; two telephone 1.20 275.00 330.00
conference with Jeny Frank regarding same; email copies
ofdecision to Jeny Frank, Gene Bennett, and Tom
Coughlin: ~lOyiiK CIDaiiiOtificiitiollS Kim KiiiiiCJ: Rob

cOD. ack CJ Rat-sIUer.
. .

IDS

KeitIi 11 iiiKJ ; telephone conrerences
Petra Trial Team regarding post decision procedures

(11312011 TGW Review Rule 54 and latest decisklns on entry of 8.20 275.00 2,255.00
judgm::nts; draft judgment; comnence work on

6hi5i'}J)11 9-.59:42 AM Page: 153
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

M ... " D) 0;. .. ~rDescri~ 

20771-008 Petnt, Inc. Ciy of Meridian 

- Pro( Dacri'" I>Ub Priu VolK 

1I18l2011 MBS Draft Jebunal brief ~20 10>'00 1,116.00 

.5II9I2D11 TG<J Continue worton rebuttal; conferencc with Matt n60 275.00 165.00 
Schelsbalc regarding same: 

S11W2011 EKK ~vicw correspondence and infummion inclusion in OJO 200.00 60.00 
rebuttal 

Sll9/2{l11 MBS Draft rebuttal brief 7.J<\ 180.00 1.314.00 

S/2OOOI1 TG<J Rtvicweonmenu and damages tabie ptepmd by Gene, ~OO 275.00 2,200.00 
Tom and Rich Bauer, YIOf1con mal vcnionofrebuttal; 
GOnfercnce wit! Erica and Matt regard." sanz; review 
table emaiIed late yesterday by Gene; ilformQ:oe that 
~ couldn' use the table; ~hangc cmails regarding 
same and rework table rebutting darrBgcs per 
m truClions from Gene Bennen to include in rebuttal 

S/2OOOI1 EKK Review ilformation fur changes to rebuttal argument; 1.70 200.00 340.00 
e:aminato nlrevicw of rebuttal clos ing. incbJding notes 
on table. 

S/2OOOI1 MBS Revise rebuttal brief ].50 180.00 630.00 

S/2OOOI1 FlH OIOi:reoc~fMhlom:-a:vn-md-cd!m-or~ 2.0) l1X).OO 5J2.OO 
~ClJ1' __ "tstoT., 

=11 TG<J Final Jaliewand i'ltegndion of trial team comnents illo 1.20 275.00 330.00 
rebuttal; arrange for filing and service: 

=11 PRe 1.90 'l5JJO 10).50 

= 11 MBS Make final addition to fd)uual brief 0.20 180.00 36.00 

.Y24f20ll TG<J Reviewaty's rebuttal; confermcewith Eriband Matt 0.0) 275.00 220.00 
regarding same 

5124'2011 PRe Reviewand respond to em correspondence from client noo 'l5JJO 3~ 

regatding Petra's Rebuttal argument. 

6flG'2011 EKK Review ofFndings of Fact and Conclusions of Law from Q30 200.00 60.00 
the Court; conferred on same. 

6'UV2011 TG<J Review Judge W~s decision; two telephone 1.20 275.00 330JJO 
conference wah leny Frank. regatdng same; etrBiI copies 
ofdccision to Jerry Frank, Gene Bennett, and Tom 
Cougbm; ~ik CDIi1nociI'ic::Mio-u Kwt K·MliLRoII 
~::-",""k~.J!.i:'..b~~.JJmnii:JUt"::-I~ 
~, !i!:!!!;LRay.-Mk; telephone confcrenocs 
Petra Trial Team regarding post dcctsion procedure5 

611312011 TG<J Review Rule S4 and latest dcctsions on entry of 275.00 2,255.00 
judgna.ts; draft judglrerlt; eorrmence 'AOIton 

6IiY2Oi I §.3§:42 AM Page: tS3 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

MatterID <lie.t Matter Description

1JJT11-008 Petra,lnc. City ofMerXiian

Prof Description tilits Price Value
MemorandumofCosts and Fees; conduct additional
research on enfOrcing a judgment against a mmicipality

6I13I2011 FXK Trial team meeting on post judgment strategy; review 0.80 200.00 160.00
judgment in case; review correspondence; elC3l11ined cost
infonnation.

611312011 MEW Conference \fth T. Walker and f. Klein regarding post 0.50 190.00 95.00
judgment issues and obtUiing writs to eJeCute on
accounts.

611312011 PRC Meeting with counsel regarding Judge Wilpcl's decision 4.10 95.00 389.50
and post judgment strategy and preparatK:ln of
MemorandumofCosts and Attorneys Fees

611412011 TGW Continue review ofmne and biling records; continue 4.80 275.00 1,320.00
research regarding collection ofmoney judgment against
ammicipality; revicwand respond to cmails fromJcny;

611412011 FXK Prepare Affidavit ofcounsel in support ofMemorandum 0.80 200.00 160.00
ofAttorney Fees and Costs; reviewcorrespondence;

611412011 PRe Continue wodcon MemorandumofCosts and Attorney's 1.60 95.00 152..QO
Fees; prepare drafts ofAffidavits in support ofhourly
rates and 1DCIIDrandumoffees.

611412011 MEW Draft memorandum regarding items we need to cover 1.60 190.00 304.00
postjudgmcnt; research writ ofmandarrus on eJl'CCUting
judgment.

611512011 FXK Review case related to enfurcement and payment ora 1.50 200.00 300.00
judgment against a IDlnicipality; review infonnation on
otherattorney Ees and costs requested by Petra to be
included and provided COlllDCllts and concerns on same;
further discussion on billings and options; ClClU1D1ed
options relating to e1ll:Cuting on judgment in case.

611512011 PRC Review and respond to email correspondence from John 0.80 95.00 76.00
Quapp regarding Petra's costs incurred;

61ISI2OI1

611612011

MEW Research writ ofmandate issue; maIi2e memrandum to
T. Wahr regarding timg writ; prepare dIaft petition tor
writ.

Reviewcorrespondence; fin:l12 costs and fees
supporting affidavit ofcounsel

4.30

0.50

190.00

200.00

817.00

100.00

"..;-:.. -~--=~~=~..,.....-----------------~-----------;;:---:-:;:-:612012011 9".59:42 AM Page: 154
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

....... w 
20771 ..... 

..... 

&'1312011 EI<K 

&'1312011 MEW 

611312011 PRe 

&'14f2011 TGW 

611412011 

&'1412011 PRe 

&'1412011 MEW 

6IIYlOli EI<K 

61IS12011 PRe 

61IYlOIl MEW 

61161lO11 

Ole.! MIIttiI r Descriplloa 

Petr.o, Inc. ay of Meridian 

Descripti_ 
MemorandumofCosts and Fees; conduct additional 
ruem:h on enfurcing a judgmmt ag • .,st a m.tnic:ipa1ity 

Trial teamm:c:tina: (10 post judgment strategy; review 
judgment in case; review correspondence; ~ed cost 
information. 

Coofi:rc:nce wah T. Walcttand E. Klein re&aniirla: post 
judgment issues and obtailing wd5 to clC(:ute on 
aceounls. 

Mcctin& with counsel regarding Judge Wilpcl's decision 
and post judgment stmtcgy and preparation of 
McmorandumofChsls and Attorneys Pees 

Continue review oftme and biting records; continue 
rescan:h n:garding coBection ofJR)ney judgment against 
• namicipa.lity; review and respond to cmaib from Jerry; -Prepare AffiIavit of counsel in support ofMCITI)randum 

on' 

Continue IMOrt on MCllxmmdumofCosu and Attorney'S 
Fees; Plqlate drafts of Affidavu i'I support ofhoudy 
nates and mcrmrandum of fi:cs. 

Draft merroJ1U1dum rcgardi1g iten"6 we need to COVef 

postjudgmealj research writ ofrrand8IIUS on CJeCUting 
judgment. 

Review case rcla1cd to enforccmcnt and pay~nt ora 
judgment against a IJUnic:ipaIay; review info~ioo 00 

otherattomey lees and costs rtlC!,ue5ted by Petra to be 
included and provided COlmlCflts arid concerns on same; 
fi.llther discussioa on bilinp and optionJ; ~cd 
options rebtirlg to CJCCUmg on judgment in case. 

Review IUld respond to crrail colTeSpondence from John 
Quapp ~gardirlg PI:tra's costs incurred; 

Research writ ormandate issue; &ta..Iiz mcm'Jrandum 10 
T. Wahrregardi1g fing writ; prep~ draft petition br .... 
Re\'iewco~pondcnce; finaliz costs and fees 
supporting a£fid.avil ofcoun.sel 

UOU Priu v_ 

0." 200.00 160.00 

190.00 91.00 

4.10 91.00 W.lO 

4." ns.oo 1,33100 

Q" 160.00 

1.60 ".00 152.00 

1.60 190.00 30<.00 

1.lO 200.00 moo 

Q., 91.00 76.00 

4.30 190.00 817.00 

200.00 111100 

1'" • . .•. ;.6/2Mil="'""\I"§<l3"§;l"2"AnM"....-----------------~----------,p"' ... =-, "1l4~ 



Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value)

Matter ID Qient Matter DescriptkJa

'1JJTlI.Qm Petra,lnc. C"ty ofMeridian

Date Prof Descriptioa Units Price Value
611612011 PRe Work on affidavits in support ofMeridian's 210 95.00 199.50

MemorandumofAttorney's fees and costs;
review

Judgment;

611612011 MEW Conference call with T. Walb:r; rcsClllCh law and cases 1.70 190.00 323.00
regarding scope ofmcdiation agreement and evidentiary
rules.

61161201 I Fill c:c ·a ~onSiWJO 1.60 190.00 304.00

6117/2011 Fill iWCStliwRlS on 220 190.00 418.00
,.

611712011 MBS Review affidavit and billing records mrmermrandum of 0.20 180.00 36.00
fees and costs

6117/2011 TGW Work on Memorandumofcosts and fees, including 200 275.00 550.00
preparation ofemibn and review ofaffidavits

6117/2011 PRe 3.10 95.00 294.50

; review and continue analysis ofbreakdown
and separation ofcosts;

(i(2(V2011 TGW Final review ofmemorandumofcosts and fees including 1.10 275.00 302..50
supporting schedules and documents

QandTotal 6,16200 1,275,416.50

6f2(V20l I 9:59:42 AM Page: 155
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Transactions Fee Listing (Original Value) 

.... 
6116/2(1) 

611612011 

6116/2011 

611712011 

6r'1112Olt 

611712011 

6117flOlI 

6'200011 

...., 
PRe 

MEW 

FJH 

FJH 

Mas 

TGW 

PRe 

TGW 

tJi&2011 9'.59:42 AM 

CieDt 

Petra. Inc. 

Mltkr Des cripdoD 

cay of Meridian 

Dac:ripda. 
Work on affidavits in support ofMeridian'5 
McmorandumofAttomey's fees and costs; _ 

review 
Judgment; 
~}·Ll~·· ___ .· •.. _ .... ,~, .. 

Confercncecall wah T. Wahr; reseaJdt law and cases 
regarding scope ofmcdiation lIgn)Cl11ent and evidentiary 

ru"'. 
CoDIicftIiD"co ~ __ .... nil q:ti ciiil ~iOn 

it.U)) 

~ , 
Review affidavit and billing ~rds ix"netmrandumof 
fees and costs 

Work on Memorandumof costs and Zes, including 
preparatioo. o(eldlibils and reviewofaffidavRs 

...... ~ fi I - -, ._." ... 
nWWtl; review and continuo analysis ofbreakdoYm 
and separation of costs; IIW ..... ___ 

$.--~$ '. 
Final reviewofmemorandumof costs and fees .. eluding 
supportio& smeduX:.s and doctunents 

G"andTow 

....... 
210 

1.70 

1.60 

220 

fi20 

200 

].10 

1.10 

6,162.00 

Price 
.,JXl 

190.00 

190.00 

190.00 

1101.00 

275.00 

".00 

275.00 

V ... 

199.so 

323.00 

304.00 

418.00 

36.00 

SlO.OO 

294.so 

302.SO 

1,275,416:50 
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Client#· 74383 PETRAINC

ACORD,., CERTIFICATE OF LIABILITY INSURANCE I
DATE IMMIDDIYYYY)

04/02109

PRODUCER THIS CERTIFICATE IS ISSUED AS A MAHER OF INFORMATION

Payne Financial Group, Inc. ONLY AND CONFERS NO RIGHTS UPON THE CERTIFICATE
HOLDER. THIS CERTIFICATE DOES NOT AMEND, EXTEND OR

University Plaza ALTER THE COVERAGE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES BELOW.
960 Broadway Avenue, Suite 100

Boise, 10 83706-3689 INSURERS AFFORDING COVERAGE NAIC#

INSURED INSURER A: Underwriters at L1oyds, London
Petra Incorporated

INSURERB.
1097 N Rosario St

INSURERC
Meridian, ID 83642

INSURER D

INSURER E:

COVERAGES

'THE POLICIES OF INSURANCE LISTED BELOW HAVE BEEN ISSUED TO 'THE INSURED NAMED ABOVE FOR 'THE POLICY PERIOD INDICATED. NOTIM'THSTANDING
ANY REQUIREMENT, TERM OR CONDITION OF ANY CONTRACT OR O'THER DOCUMENT VI1'TH RESPECT TO WHICH 'THIS CERTIFICATE MAY BE ISSUED OR
MAY PERTAIN, THE INSURANCE AFFORDED BY THE POLICIES DESCRIBED HEREIN IS SUBJECTTO ALL THE TERMS, EXCLUSIONS AND CONDITIONS OF SUCH
POLICIES. AGGREGATE LIMITS SHOWN MAY HAVE BEEN REDUCED BY PAID CLAIMS.

INSR DD' POLICY EFFECTIVE POLICY EXPIRATION
LIMITSLTR NSR TYPE OF INSURANCE POLICY NUMBER DATE MM/DD/YY DATE MMIDDIYY

~NERAL LIABILITY EACH OCCURRI::NCI:. S
O/>.MACE TO RENTED

I--
OMERCIAL GENERAL L1ABlLlTY PREMISES Ea occurrence S

I--
CLAIMS MA:JE 0 OCCUR MED EXP (Anyone person) S

I--
PERSONAL & ADV INJURY S

I--
GENERAL AGGREGATE S

rl'L AGGRnE~MI~A?lS PER. PRODUCTS· COMP/OP AGG S

POLICY J"'!?T LOC

~TOMOBllE LIABiliTY CQMI::llNl::U ~"'GU= L1MII S
/\NY AUTO (Ea accident)

I--
ALL OWNED AUTOS BODILY INJURYI-- S
SCHEDU_EDAUIOS (Per~r50n)

I--

I--
HIRED AUTOS BODILY IN..RJRY S
NCN.Q\M'olED AUTOS (Per acddent)

f--

I-- PROPERTY DAMAGE S(per acadent)

RAGE LIABILITY ALTO ONLY· EA ACODENT S

ANY AUTO QTHERTHAN EAACC S
ALTO ONLY Jl.GG S

OESSIUMBRELLA LIABILITY EACH OCCURRENCE S

OCCUR 0 CLAIMS MADE AGGR=:GATE S

S

~ DEDUCTIBLE S

RETENTI::>N S S

WORKERS COMPENSATION AND
I 'M:: SfATU,. I IO;~

EMPLOYERS' LIABILITY

ANY PRorRIETORIPARTNERJEXECUTIVE
E.L. EACH ACCIDENT S

OFFICER/MEMBER EXCLUDED? E.L. DISEASE· EA EMPLOYEE S

~E~,~t~r~~~~1c3~JS below E L DISEASE· POLICY LI'v1IT S

A OTHER Professional AE080374 08/01/08 08/01/09 $1,000,000 each claim

Liability Claims $2,000,000 aggregate

Made Form $100,000 Retention

DESCRIPTION OF OPERATIONS I LOCA TlONS I VEHICLES I EXCLUSIONS ADDED BY ENDORSEMENT I SPECIAL PROVISIONS

CERTIFICATE HOLDER CANCELLATION

SHOULD ANY OF THE ABOVE DESCRIBED POLICIES BE CANCELLED BEFORE THE EXPIRATION

City of Meridian DATE THEREOF, THE ISSUING INSURER WILL ENDEAVOR TO MAIL .-1.0..- OAYSWRITIEN

703 Main Street NOTICE TO THE CERTIFICATE HOLDER NAMED TO THE LEFT, BUT FAILURE 10 00 so SHALL

Meridian, 10 83642 IMPOSE NO OBLIGATION OR LIABILITY OF ANY KIND UPO~J THE INSURER,ITSAGENTS OR

REPRESENTATIVES,
AUTHORIZED REPRESENTA TlVE

,~.ft~ ~~
ACORD 25 (2001/08) 1 of 2 #S373153/M373152

Plaintiff's Exhibit 2667
Case No, CV OC 2009-07257

Page No, I

M1W @ ACORD CORPORATION 1988

CM033282

008662

~~ Broadway Avenue. Suite 100 
Boise, 10 83706·3689 

.~" 
Petra Incorporated 
1097 N Rosario St 

Meridian, 10 83642 

~ I ~~;;~~';{=:=ffi 

; 

Claims 

,,~ 

BODILy IN.lJfOY --
0109 ....... 
AL,OONU 

I~·~h.'.m 

ADOH> a. EWDOOIS ... ., .. I SP£ClAL I'IO<MSlCN S 

City of Meridian 
703 Main Street 
Meridian, 10 83642 

5 (200110811 of 2 fS3731531M373152 

I liIDU._TO ....... .....1.CL ","VSW,t .. u .. 

""'TIC! TO TN! CfI""1CA T! HOUlfl' ...... !O 10 1M! LVT. auT ~A .. "'! 10 00 $0 $>IALL 

Of' ANYO\ItC>L'ON'HI! .. _vo.. " S""liITS"" 
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IMPORTANT

If the certificate holder is an ADDITIONAL INSURED, the policy(ies) must be endorsed. A statement
on this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

If SUBROGATION IS WAIVED, subject to the terms and conditions of the policy, certain policies may
require an endorsement. A statement on this certificate does not confer rights to the certificate
holder in lieu of such endorsement(s).

DISCLAIMER

The Certificate of Insurance on the reverse side of this form does not constitute a contract between
the issuing insurer(s), authorized representative or producer, and the certificate holder, nor does it
affirmatively or negatively amend, extend or alter the coverage afforded by the policies listed thereon.
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KIMJ. TROUT, ISB #2468
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHIll. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A.
225 orth 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise,ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529

Attorneys for Plaintiff

JUL 05 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By LARA AMES
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

NOTICE OF HEARING RE: MOTION
TO DISALLOW PETRA'S REQUEST
FOR COSTS AND ATTORNEYS' FEES

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE, that the hearing on Plaintiff's Motion to disallow Petra's

Request for Costs and Attorneys' Fees will be heard on Wednesday August 1, 2011 at the hour of

3:00 p.m. before the Honorable Ronald J. Wilper. The hearing is scheduled at the Ada County

Courthouse located at 200 W. Front St., Boise, ID, 83702.
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225 N o rth 9th Street, Suite 820 
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Attorneys for Plaintiff 
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DATED this 5th day ofJuly, 2011.

Trout. Jones. Gledhill. Fuhrman, P.A.

Kim J. Trout

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on July 5, 2011 a true and correct copy of the above and
foregoing document was forwarded addressed as follows in the manner stated below:

c=~-
Kim J. Trout

Thomas G. Walker
MacKenzie Whatcott
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518
Fax: (208) 639-5609

Hand Delivered
U.S. Mail
Fax
Fed. Express
Email

~
D
D
D
D
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KIMJ. TROUT, ISB #2468
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHIll. FUHRMAN. GOURLEY, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529

Attorneys for Plaintiff

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff,

v.

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho
Corporation,

Defendant.

Case No. CV OC 09-7257

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF
MOTION TO DISALLOW PETRA'S
MOTION FOR COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS' FEES

The City of Meridian ("City"), by and through its attorneys of record, the law firm of Trout

Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, P.A., hereby submits this Memorandum in Support of Motion to

Disallow Costs and Attorneys' Fees. This Memorandum is supported by the Affidavit of Kim J.

Trout, filed contemporaneously herewith, and all other pleadings and papers on fJ.1e herein.

I. INTRODUCTION

On or about April 16, 2009, the City filed its Complaint in this matter seeking a declaratory

judgment concerning a contract dispute between the City and Petra Incorporated ("Petra") regarding

"Change Order No.2" to the parties' contract. Petra responded with its Answer and Counterclaim

on May 6, 2009 alleging, inter alia, claims for (1) breach of contract and breach of covenant of good

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF MOTION TO DISALLOW PETRA'S
MOTION FOR COSTS AND ATTORNEYS' FEES - 1
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Attorneys for Plaintiff 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF THE 
STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho 
Municipal Corpmacion, 
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v. 

PETRA, INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
Corpora tion, 

Defendant. 

Case No. CV OC 09-7257 

MEMORANDUM IN SUPPORT OF 
MOTION TO DISALLOW PETRA'S 
MOTION FOR COSTS AND 
ATTORNEYS' FEES 

The City of lvlcridian ("City"), by and through its attorneys of record, the law firm of Trout 

Jones Gledhill Fuhrman Gourley, P.A., hereby submits this Memorandum in Support of Motion to 

Disallow Costs and Attorneys' Fees. This Memorandum is supported by the Affidavit of Kim J. 

Trout, ftled contemporaneously herewith, and all other pleadings and papers on ft1e herein. 

I. INTRODUCTION 

On or about April 16, 2009, the City filed its Complaint in this matter seeking a declaratory 

judgmenr concerning a contract dispute between the City and Petra Incorpo rated ("Petra") regatding 

"Change Order No.2" to the parties' contract. Petra responded with its Answer and Counterclaim 

on May 6, 2009 aUeging, inter alia, claims for (1) breach of contract and breach of covenant of good 
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faith and fair dealing; (2) breach of contract implied-in-fact; (3) breach of contract implied-in-law.

Thereafter, Petra amended its Counterclaim on July 10, 2009, which the City answered on

September 21, 2009.

On June 10, 2011, following a lengthy trial to the court sitting without a jury, the court

entered its Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law wherein the court concluded that Petra did not

breach the contract between the City and Petra and that Petra was entitled to Judgment for

additional compensation in the amount of $324,808.00 together with prejudgment interest, costs

allowed under I.R.C.P. 54, and reasonable attorneys' fees incurred. Thereafter, on June 15,2011, the

court entered its judgment based upon such findings of fact and conclusions oflaw ("Judgment").

On June 21, 2011, Petra filed its Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys' Fees together with

affidavits of Erika Klein, Thomas Walker, Mackenzie Whatcott, Matthew Schelstrate, Pamela Carson,

David Leroy, and J. Walter Sinclair. In sum, Petra seeks a total costs and fees award of $1,974,094.74:

$1,275,416.50 in attorneys' fees; $35,770.71 in costs as a matter of right; $561,399.34 in discretionary

costs; and $101,508.19 in prejudgment interest.

The City objects to certain costs and attorneys' fees as set forth below.

II. LEGAL STANDARD & APPLICABLE STATUTES

A trial court may award a prevailing party costs as a matter of right and "necessary and

exceptional costs reasonably incurred." I.R.C.P. 54(d)(1)(D).

I.R.C.P. 54(d) provides in relevant part:

(A) Parties Entitled to Costs. Except when otherwise limited by
these rules, costs shall be allowed as a matter of right to the
prevailing party or parties, unless otherwise ordered by the court.

(B) Prevailing Party. In determining which party to an action is a
prevailing party and entitled to costs, the trial court shall in its sound
discretion consider the fmal judgment or result of the action in
relation to the relief sought by the respective parties ...
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Here, the Court has found that Petra is the prevailing party. While the City disagrees with

this conclusion, the City nevertheless recognizes that at this stage in the proceedings, this

determination is discretionary with the Court. Without waiving its objection to the same, the City

hereby objects to the request for costs as follows:

A. Costs as a Matter of Right

Petra has requested costs as a matter of right in a total amount of $35,770.71, broken down as

follows:

(C) Costs as a Matter of Right. When costs are awarded to a party,
such party shall be entitled to the following costs, actually paid, as a
matter of right:

1. Court filing fees: [$71.00]

2. Actual fees for service of any pleading or document in the action
whether served by a public officer or other person. [$1,296.90]

3. Witness fees of $20.00 per day for each day in which a witness,
other than a party or expert, testifies at a deposition or in the trial of
an action. [$362.00 including mileage per I.R.c.P. 54(d)(1)(c)(4)]

4. Travel expenses of witnesses who travel by private transportation,
other than a party, who testify in the trial of an action, computed at
the rate of $.30 per mile, one way, from the place of residence,
whether it be within or without the state of Idaho; travel expenses of
witnesses who travel other than by private transportation, other than
a party, computed as the actual travel expenses of the witness not to
exceed $.30 per mile, one way, from the place of residence of the
witness, whether it be within or without the state of Idaho.

5. Expenses or charges of certified copies of documents admitted as
evidence in a hearing or the trial of an action. [$ 0.00]

6. Reasonable costs of the preparation of models, maps, pictures,
photographs, or other exhibits admitted in evidence as exhibits in a
hearing or trial of an action, but not to exceed the sum of $500 for all
of such exhibits of each party. [$500.00]

7. Cost of all bond premiums. [$0.00]

8. Reasonable expert witness fees for an expert who testifies at a
deposition or at a trial of an action not to exceed the sum of $2,000
for each expert witness for all appearances. [$8,000.00]

9. Charges for reporting and transcribing of a deposition taken in
preparation for trial of an action, whether or not read into evidence
in the trial of an action. [$17,461.80]
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10. Charges for one (1) copy of any deposition taken by any of the
parties to the action in preparation for trial of the action. [$8,079.01]

Apart from asserting what Petra claims as costs, Petra has failed to delineate, other than

through a sum total sought, the basis for the request. For instance, there is no substantiation of

what the process services fees were, of what the actual witness fees were or, what the "court reporter

fees" claimed are based upon. Absent substantiating information, the City is in the difficult position

of arguing against "costs" that it has no proof exist, by affidavit or otherwise. Thus, as Petra has

failed to provide a basis for the costs "actually paid" pursuant to I.R.C.P. 54(d)(1), the City requests

the Court exercise its discretion in disallowing the above-described costs.

B. Discretionary Costs

In this case, Petra has claimed a sum total of $561,399.34. The City objects to this request in

its entirety.

Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54(d)(1)(D) provides:

(D) Discretionary Costs. Additional items of cost not enumerated
in, or in an amount in excess of that listed in subparagraph (C), may
be allowed upon a showing that said costs were necessary and
exceptional costs reasonably incurred, and should in the interest of
justice be assessed against the adverse party. The trial court, in ruling
upon objections to such discretionary costs contained in the
memorandum of costs, shall make express findings as to why such
specific item of discretionary cost should or should not be allowed.
In the absence of any objection to such an item of discretionary
costs, the court may disallow on its own motion any such items of
discretionary costs and shall make express findings supporting such
disallowance. (Emphasis added).

The grant or denial of discretionary costs is "committed to the sound discretion of the

district court," and will only be reviewed by an appellate court for an abuse of that discretion.

Zimmerman v. Volkswagen ofAmerica, Inc., 128 Idaho 851, 857, 920 P.2d 67, 73 (1996), cert. denied, 520

u.s. 1115, 117 S.Ct. 1245, 137 L.Ed.2d 327 (1997).

"The district court must make express findings that the discretionary costs are necessary,

exceptional and reasonably incurred." Evans v. State, 135 Idaho 422, 18 P.3d 227, 237 (Ct. App.
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2001). If such findings are made, LR.C.P. 54(d)(1)(D) recognizes that it must also be in the interest

of justice that such costs be assessed against the adverse party. Id. "The burden is on the prevailing

party to make an adequate initial showing that these costs were necessary and exceptional and

reasonably incurred, and should in the interests of justice be assessed against the adverse party."

Auto. Club Ins. Co. v. Jackson, 124 Idaho 874, 880, 865 P.2d 965, 971 (1993).

In this case, Petra has requested an award of discretionary costs of $561,399.34, broken

down as follows:

1. Courier Services: $193.25

2. Construction consultant and document control: $146,700.00.

3. Construction Experts: $303,945.201

4. Mediation Fees: $3,684.78

5. Pacer Fees: $15.92

6. Photographs: $754.19

7. Misc. photocopies: $1,561.94

8. Preparation of models, maps, pictures, and exhibits: $69.332

9. Bridge City Legal: $38,405.44

10. Dropbox on line document storage for use at trial: $239.88.

11. Sawtooth Technology: $500.00

12. Westlaw charges: $34,864.46

13. West Construction Law charges: $793.63

14. Emailfmder - email account research: $ 109.90

15. Document subpoena reimbursement - ZGA architects: $75.00

16. Tucker & Associate - Pretrial hearing transcript: $776.22

17. Tucker & Associate - Trial Transcript: $28,710.20.

1 Based upon the record as submitted to the Court, there is no way to determine whether the $303,945.20 claimed as a
discretionary cost is duplicative of the $8,000.00 claimed as a cost as a matter of right. Similarly, the claim for $69.33 for
preparation of models, maps pictures and exhibits as a discretionary cost mayor may not be duplicative of a claim for
$500.00 of the same as a cost as a matter of right.
2 See also, Exhibit B, Costs as a Matter of Right.
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preparation of models, maps pictures and exhibits as a discretionary COSt mayor may nOI be duplicarjve of a claim for 
$500.00 of the same as a cost as a matter of right. 
2 See also, Exhibil B, Costs as a Matter of Right. 
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Petra has failed to meet its burden to make an adequate initial showing that these costs were

necessary and exceptional and reasonably incurred, and should in the interests of justice be assessed

against the City. Apart from listing the sum total of what Petra claims it is entitled; Petra has

provided no further basis to substantiate such a request -- legal, factual, or otherwise. The Affidavit

of Thomas G. Walker, dated June 17, 2011, states only that "the costs set out in Exhibits Band C

are true and correctly stated and the costs were necessarily incurred, and allowable by law."

Accordingly, the request for discretionary costs should be denied in its entirety.

Finally, the costs claimed for Westlaw charges: $34,864.46, and, presumably West

Construction Law charges: $793.63, are not recoverable as discretionary costs but rather, as an

element of the attorneys' fee request. Since these costs as claimed as "discretionary costs" pursuant

to LR.C.P. 54(d)(1) this request should be denied.

2. Attorneys' Fees

Pursuant to Rule 54(e) (3), Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure, in the event the court grants

attorney fees to a party in a civil action, it must consider the following factors in determining the

amount of such fees:

(A) The time and labor required.

(B) The novelty and difficulty of the questions.

(C) The skill requisite to perform the legal service properly and
the experience and ability of the attorney in the particular
field of law.

(D) The prevailing charges for like work.

(E) Whether the fee is fixed or contingent.

(F) The limitations imposed by the client or the circumstances of
the case.

(G) The amount involved and the results obtained.

(H) The undesirability of the case.
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(1) The nature and length of the professional relationship with
the client.

G) Awards in similar cases.

(1<) The reasonable cost of automated legal research if the court
finds it was reasonably necessary in preparing a party's case,
and

(L) Any other factor which the court deems appropriate in the
particular case.

Petra has attached as Exhibit "A" to its Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys' Fees, the

statements setting forth the time and amount for the attorney fees and costs claimed to have

incurred by its client. Petra's claim for $1,275,416.50 is not reasonable, and should not be awarded.

To begin, it should be noted that Petra's claim for attorneys' fees exceeds the amount incurred by

the City of Meridian by nearly 30 percent. Apart from suggesting that the "Original Value" of the

services is reasonable, Petra fails to address many, if not most, of the factors the Court is directed to

consider pursuant to LR.C.P. 54(e) (3). For example, Petra's Memorandum does not address the

prevailing charges for like work; whether the fee was fixed or contingent; the nature and length of

the professional relationship with the client; or, awards in similar cases. See LR.C.P. 54(e)(3)(D); (E);

(I); G).

In support of its request, Petra has submitted a "Transaction Fee Listing", based upon an

"Original Value" rate. The definition of "Original Value" is not supplied by Petra, nor is there any

indication that the "transaction fee listing" is, in any way, reflective of the billing statements actually

submitted to, and paid by, Petra or another party. Furthermore, the Court's Findings of Fact and

Conclusions of Law, as well as the Judgment which was drafted by Petra, provide for "reasonable

attorney fees incurred." See Judgment; Findings ofFact and Conclusions ofLaw, pg 27 (emphasis added).

Rather than submit a fee listing for the amounts actually billed, and paid, Petra has submitted what it

believes would be a reasonable fee. The careful wording of the request suggests that Petra is
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requesting a fee award for fees that were not actually incurred. While reasonable attorney fees are

provided for in Rule 54, an unreasonable windfall is not. Assuming arguendo that Petra submits

proof of actual payment, to the extent that Petra seeks a fee award over and above the amount

actually incurred by Petra, and related parties, this request should be denied. Assuming that this

number is provided, any such figure remains subject to the reasonableness standards of Rule 54(e).

Apart from this, it should be noted that not all of the persons listed on the transaction fee listing

have supplied affidavits: Specifically, Stanley Welsh, Franki Hargrave, the unknown individual with

the initials of G.S. and the unknown individual with the initials of M.F.W.

Moreover, the attorneys' fees requested contain improper and unsubstantiated claims for

fees by non-lawyers as well as duplicative and unreasonable amounts billed for inter-office

communications, excessive motion time, and inappropriate billing practices. For example, the name

of the individual with the initials of MFW is unknown. Moreover, there is no information as to that

individual's skills and qualifications or any other information that would substantiate a billing rate of

$150.00/hour. There is in excess of $50,000.00 in fees claimed for the services provided by this

individual. In addition, another egregious example of inappropriate billing practices includes a

request by Petra for time spent by Mr. Walker and Ms. Klein providing interviews to the press and

time spent by Ms. Carson monitoring the comments to the Statesman article that followed. Finally,

as depicted in the highlighted version of the transaction fee listing attached as Exhibit A to the

Affidavit of Kim J. Trout, there are numerous additional examples of unreasonable fees for which it

now seeks payment from the City of Meridian.

As the Court in Creift Wall of Idaho, Inc. v. Stonebraker, 108 Idaho 704, 701 P.2d 324 (Ct. App.

1985) recognized, "A court is permitted to examine the reasonableness of the time and labor

expended by the attorney under I.R.C.P. 54(e)(3)(A) and need not blindly accept the figures

advanced by the attorney." Creift Wall of Idaho, 108 Idaho at 706, 701 P.2d at 326 (upholding the
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determination of the trial court that attorney fees in the amount of $9,000 incurred in prosecuting a

$2,000 dispute were not reasonable and thus affirming the attorney fee award of $3,000). Likewise,

it has been recognized that "[a]n attorney cannot 'spend' his time extravagandy and expect to be

compensated by the party who loses at trial." Dairy Mfg. Co. v. Pain/ball Sports, Inc., 134 Idaho 259,

263, 999 P.2d 914, 918 (Ct. App. 2000). Thus, "a court may disallow fees that were unnecessarily

and unreasonably incurred or that were the product of attorney 'churning'." Id.

In this case, reasonable attorneys' fees do not include fees charged for unnamed persons

such as MFW. In addition, reasonable attorneys' fees do not include secretarial work as claimed by

Ms. Carson; time spent on tasks not reasonably related to matters pertinent to this case; and a

significant amount of time spent on inter-office communication. Moreover, and more importantly,

it is not reasonable to expect the City of Meridian to compensate Petra, and or its counsel, for the

excessive billing rates claimed. As noted in the Affidavit of Kim J. Trout, the rates charged for

Petra's counsel, given the lack of experience in the construction law field and given the prevailing

charges for like work are unreasonable.

Therefore, and based upon the foregoing authority as applied to the facts of this case, the

City of Meridian respectfully requests the Court deny Petra's request for a sum total of nearly $1.3

million in attorneys' fees. While the City recognizes that the determination of a reasonable award of

attorneys' fees is discretionary with the Court, the City respectfully submits that a reasonable award

of attorneys' fees is limited to the amount actually incurred and paid as attorneys' fees and, in no

event greater than the $918,597.4gexpended by the City of Meridian. This amount shall likewise

take into consideration the improper request for fees associated with MFW totaling more than

$50,000 as well as the improper request for fees associated with secretarial work performed by Ms.

Carson. This amount shall further take into consideration the Wesdaw research previously claimed
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as a discretionary cost. In sum, the ultimate award should be consistent with the amounts actually

incurred, paid, and with due consideration given to the factors set forth in Rule 54(e).

CONCLUSION

For the reasons stated, the request for costs as a matter of right should be denied; the

request for discretionary costs should be denied in its entirety; and, the request for attorneys' should

be reduced to an amount subject to additional substantiation and compliance with Rule 54, but in no

event, an amount exceeding that incurred and paid by the City of Meridian.

RESPECTFULLY submitted July 5, 2011.
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I THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

VS.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

DefendantlCounterclaimant.

PETRA INCORPORATED'S RESPONSE
TO PLAINTIFF CITY OF MERIDIAN'S
MOTION TO MAKE ADDITIONAL
FINDINGS OF FACT AND
CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Petra Incorporated ("Petra"), through its attorney Thomas G. Walker of Cosho

Humphrey, LLP, submits this memorandum in response to the City of Meridian's ("City")

Motion to Make Additional Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law.
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Petra Incorporated ("Petra"), through its attorney Thomas G. Walker of Cosho 

Humphrey, LLP, submits this memorandum in response to the City of Meridian 's ("City") 

Motion to Make Additional Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law. 
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Subsequent to the Court's issuance of Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law and its

entry of Judgment in favor of Petra, the City filed a Motion to Make Additional Findings of Fact

and Conclusion of Law. The Motion contains two requests: (1) to enter findings of fact and

conclusions of law regarding each of the Plaintiffs affirmative defenses; and (2) to identify

which counterclaim the Court finds Petra to have proven. Petra submits this response to offer its

perspective on the requested additional findings and conclusions.

A. Petra's Counterclaim

With respect to the City's request regarding which counterclaim the Court found Petra to

have proven, Petra understands the Court's findings and conclusions to indicate that Petra

prevailed on Count One of its First Amended Counterclaim - its claim for breach of contract and

breach of the covenant of good faith and fair dealing. Having so found, the Court need not

address the alternative remedies available for breach of a contract implied-in-fact or breach of a

contract implied-in-Iaw. The Court made multiple findings supporting its conclusion that Petra

was entitled to an equitable adjustment of its fee as provided for in the CMA.

B. The City's Affirmative Defenses

Regarding the City's request for findings on each of the City's seventeen affirmative

defenses, a trial court is only required to make findings of fact and conclusions of law on the

issues properly presented to the trial court. See Owen v. Boydstun, 102 Idaho 31, 35, 624 P.2d

413,417 (1981). The trial court need only address "material issues arising from the pleadings,

upon which proof is offered ...." Pope v. Intermountain Gas Co., 103 Idaho 217, 225, 646 P.2d

988, 996 (1982). Many of the affirmative defenses pled by the City are pro forma defenses

typically pled but not necessarily tried. The Court is not required to make findings of fact and

conclusions oflaw with regard to every boilerplate defense recited in a party's answer. Many of
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these defenses were never tried or expressly raised in the City's Proposed Findings of Fact and

Conclusion of Law, Written Closing Argument, or its Rebuttal. In particular, Petra is not aware

of any substantial discussion or argument regarding the defenses in paragraphs 39 (laches), 40

(unclean hands), 41 (offset), I 45 (waiver and release), 47 (unclean hands), 49

(superseding/intervening acts), 51 (mitigation of damages), and 52 (aggravation of damages).

The Court's conclusion that Petra did not breach the contract logically rendered

inapplicable most of the City's affirmative defenses. Many of the findings and conclusions (and

much of the City's closing arguments) focus on Petra's alleged breach of contract as a bar to its

recovery on the counterclaim, in particular the defenses in paragraphs 42,43, and 44. The Court

is not required to make additional finding on these defenses, as the record is sufficiently clear for

an appellate court review.

The defenses actually asserted by the City and argued to the Court appear to be waiver,

quasi-estoppel, unjust enrichment, the Idaho Tort Claims Act (not pled but argued and ruled on

by the Court prior to trial), and the doctrine that a party cannot enforce a contract of which it is in

material breach. If the Court decides to make additional findings on these or any of the other

seventeen defenses, Petra requests that the Court rule that the City has failed to meet its burden

on any of their affirmative defenses.

Finally, Petra requests that the Court enter its decision without oral argument. Notably,

the City did not request oral argument.

DATED: July 6, 2011.

J In fact, the Court did allow an offset in favor of the City.
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(unclean hands), 41 (offset), ' 45 (waiver and release), 47 (unclean hands), 49 

(superseding/intervening acts), 51 (mitigation of damages), and 52 (aggravation of damages). 

The Court ' s conclusion that Petra did not breach the contract logicall y rendered 

inapplicable most of the City's affirmative defenses. Many of the findings and conclusions (and 

much of the City's closing arguments) focus on Petra 's all eged breach of contract as a bar to its 

recovery on the counterclaim, in particular the defenses in paragraphs 42, 43, and 44. The Court 

is not requi red to make additional finding on these defenses, as the record is sufficiently clear for 

an appellate court review. 

The defenses actually asserted by the City and argued to the Court appear to be waiver, 

quasi-estoppel , unjust enrichment, the Idaho Tort Claims Act (not pled but argued and ruled on 

by the Court prior to trial), and the doctrine that a party cannot enforce a contract of which it is in 

material breach. If the Court dec ides to make addit ional findings on these or any of the other 

seventeen defenses, Petra requests that the Court rule that the City has failed to meet its burden 

on any of their affirmative defenses. 

Finally, Petra requests that the Court enter its decision without oral argument. Notably, 

the City did not request oral argument. 

DATED: July 6, 2011. 

I In fact, the Coun did allow an offset in fa vor of the City. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 6th day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

T

U.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Courier
Facsimile: 331-1529

- ail: ktrout@id com

k:tfL-
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 6th day of July, 20 11 a true and correct copy of the 
forego ing document was served upon: 

Kim 1. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 8370 I 

T 

u.s. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 33 1-1 529 

/L-r"ail : ktrout@idlalo'w,com 

~ 
A,L.M: R 

PETRA INCORPORATED'S RESPONSE TO PLAINTIFF CITY OF MERIDIAN 'S MOTION 
TO MAKE ADDITIONAL FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW Page 4 
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JUL 18 2011
CHRJSTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
OEPUTY

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@..cosholaw.com:eklein(q).cosholaw.com;
mwhatcoHr(lJcosholaw.com; mschelstTate(lj~cosholaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County of Blaine )

AFFIDAVIT OF MAUREEN F. WALSH
DATED JULY 12,2011.

I, Maureen F. Walsh, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

AFFIDAVIT OF MAUREEN WALSH DATED JULY J2, 2011.
WALSHAFF.DOC
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CHRJSTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@..cosholaw.com:eklein(q).cosholaw.com; 
mwhatcottrit!cosholaw.com; mschelstraterlj~cosholaw.com 

Attorneys for Defendant/CountercIaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 

OEPUTY 

vs. 
AFFIDAVIT OF MAUREEN F. WALSH 
DATED JULY 12,2011. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 

County of Blaine ) 

I, Maureen F. Walsh, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state: 

AFFIDAVIT OF MAUREEN WALSH DATED JULY J2, 2011. 
WALSHAFF.DOC 
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1. I am a self-employed legal researcher and have been retained from time to time by

Cosho Humphrey, LLP. I have assisted Cosho Humphrey, LLP in this litigation and I make this

affidavit based on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein.

2. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree from the University ofNotre Dame in 1977.

3. I attended Georgetown University Law Center, where I took my first year of law

school.

4. I received by Juris Doctor from Northwestern Law School of Chicago, Illinois in

1980.

5. For approximately fourteen years I worked actively as a litigation associate and

partner.

6. During my active practice of law, I prepared research memorandum and pleadings

in civil matters in State and Federal Courts throughout the United States, including Petitions for

Certiorari to the United States Supreme Court.

7. Since 1995 I have resided in Ketchum, Idaho doing legal research and writing for

attorneys as an independent contractor.

8. Each of my time entries and descriptions of work performed and expenses

incurred in Exhibit A to the Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees are true, correct and

accurate and were made contemporaneously.

9. Considering my education and experience, it is my opinion that my hourly billing

rate of $150 is well within the range of billing rates being charged for comparable services by

AFFIDAVIT OF MAUREEN WALSH DATED JULY \~ 2011.
WALSHAFFDOC
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1. I am a self-employed legal researcher and have been retained from time to time by 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP. I have assisted Cosho Humphrey, LLP in this litigation and I make this 

affidavit based on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein. 

2. I received a Bachelor of Arts degree from the University of Notre Dame in 1977. 

3. I attended Georgetown University Law Center, where I took my first year of law 

school. 

4. I received by Juris Doctor from Northwestern Law School of Chicago, Illinois in 

1980. 

5. For approximately fourteen years I worked actively as a litigation associate and 

partner. 

6. During my active practice of law, I prepared research memorandum and pleadings 

in civil matters in State and Federal Courts throughout the United States, including Petitions for 

Certiorari to the United States Supreme Court. 

7. Since 1995 I have resided in Ketchum, Idaho doing legal research and writing for 

attorneys as an independent contractor. 

8. Each of my time entries and descriptions of work performed and expenses 

incurred in Exhibit A to the Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees are true, correct and 

accurate and were made contemporaneously. 

9. Considering my education and experience, it is my opinion that my hourly billing 

rate of $150 is well within the range of billing rates being charged for comparable services by 
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other law lawyers m Idaho, for legal researchers having similar education, training and

expenence.

10. A copy of my resume outlining my education and experience is attached to this

affidavit.

~ x.lJetbv
MA REE F. WALSH

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TobefO~_I_1. _

~ PUBLIC for Idaho
Residing at k~«~~
My Commission Expires: •e~ii/

ISAAC CHILCOTE
NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF IDAHO

AFFIDAVIT OF MAUREEN WALSH DATED JULY J1., 2011.
WALSHAFF.DOC
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other law lawyers m Idaho, for legal researchers having similar education, training and 

expenence. 

10. A copy of my resume outlining my education and experience is attached to this 

affidavit. 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To befO~ll. 

~ PUBLIC for Idaho 

Residing at k~. ~ ~ 
My Commission Expires: • e.7Ciif 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

tJ-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the &_ day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the

foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

~
D
D

T
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

tJ-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the &_ day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

~ 
D 
D 

T 

AFFIDAVIT OF MAUREEN WALSH DATED JULY \1..,2011. 
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U.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
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, .
Maureen F. Walsh
Post Office Box 6325
Ketchum, Idaho 83340
Mfxw0)cox. net
208.720.2224

EDUCATION:
Georgetown University Law Center (1977-1978)

Northwestern Law School Chicago, Illinois
Juris Doctor 1980
National Moot Court Champion for legal research and writing
and oral advocacy

University of Notre Dame
Bachelor of Arts, 1977 summa cum laude
Phi Beta Kappa
Hugh O'Donnell Award Winner American Studies: First In Graduating Class

EXPERIENCE:

1980-1994: Litigation Associate and Income Partner: Prepared pleadings and
briefs filed in state and Federal Court including Petitions for Certiorari in the
United States Supreme Court and briefs in United States Courts of Appeals for
Ninth, Fifth, Seventh and Second Circuit Courts of Appeals. Worked on
numerous cases involving contract disputes in both state and federal courts.

1995- Present: Prepared numerous briefs, research memorandum, appellate
briefs, contracts and memorandum in support and opposition to motions for
summary judgment for numerous lawyers throughout the State of Idaho.
Computer proficient in Word, Quicken, Excel, Power Point, Mac and P.C
programs; excellent typing skills; good with people. Trained in Westlaw, Lexis,
Case Map, Time Map, Power Point, Excel and Quicken.

Have complete Westlaw database. Email pleadings, documents and contracts
and briefs for review and edit to busy attorneys.

REFERENCES: Numerous references available on request.

EXTRACURRICULAR: Hard worker who is good with people and used to
working under tight deadlines. Excellent at finding solutions to problems and
working within a budget.
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Maureen F. Walsh 
Post Office Box 6325 
Ketchum, Idaho 83340 
Mfxw((l)cox. net 
208.720.2224 

EDUCATION: 
Georgetown University Law Center (1977-1978) 

Northwestern Law School Chicago, Illinois 
Juris Doctor 1980 
National Moot Court Champion for legal research and writing 
and oral advocacy 

University of Notre Dame 
Bachelor of Arts, 1977 summa cum laude 
Phi Beta Kappa 
Hugh O'Donnell Award Winner American Studies: First In Graduating Class 

EXPERIENCE: 

1980-1994: Litigation Associate and Income Partner: Prepared pleadings and 
briefs filed in state and Federal Court including Petitions for Certiorari in the 
United States Supreme Court and briefs in United States Courts of Appeals for 
Ninth, Fifth, Seventh and Second Circuit Courts of Appeals. Worked on 
numerous cases involving contract disputes in both state and federal courts. 

1995- Present: Prepared numerous briefs, research memorandum, appellate 
briefs, contracts and memorandum in support and opposition to motions for 
summary judgment for numerous lawyers throughout the State of Idaho. 
Computer proficient in Word, Quicken, Excel, Power Point, Mac and P.C 
programs; excellent typing skills; good with people. Trained in Westlaw, Lexis, 
Case Map, Time Map, Power Point, Excel and Quicken. 

Have complete Westlaw database. Email pleadings, documents and contracts 
and briefs for review and edit to busy attorneys. 

REFERENCES: Numerous references available on request. 

EXTRACURRICULAR: Hard worker who is good with people and used to 
working under tight deadlines. Excellent at finding solutions to problems and 
working within a budget. 
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JUL 18 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com:eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterciaimant, Petra Incorporated

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

,

\

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County of Ada )

AFFIDAVIT OF FRANKl J. HARGRAVE
DATED JULY 14,2011 IN SUPPORT OF
PETRA INCORPORATED'S
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS FEES AND IN OPPOSITION
TO MERIDIAN'S MOTION TO
DISALLOW PETRA'S MOTION FOR
COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

I, Franki J. Hargrave, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

AFFIDAVIT OF FRANKl J. HARGRAVE DATED JULY 14,2011
722029
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Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 

NO·_--""""T.'FIL~ED~""Z"'5~~~II"':}-
A.M. ____ P.M. ;;)1,,)-'-'-

JUL 1 8 2011 
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DEPUTY 

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 

vs. 

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) ss. 

County of Ada ) 

AFFIDAVIT OF FRANKl J. HARGRAVE 
DATED JULY 14,2011 IN SUPPORT OF 
PETRA INCORPORATED'S 
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 
ATTORNEYS FEES AND IN OPPOSITION 
TO MERIDIAN'S MOTION TO 
DISALLOW PETRA'S MOTION FOR 
COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES 

I, Franki J. Hargrave, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state: 
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1. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this

Court.

2. I maintain an office for the practice of law at the firm of Cosho Humphrey, LLP

and I make this affidavit based on my own personal knowledge ofthe facts set forth herein.

3. I have over fourteen years experience in the legal profession. I graduated with

distinction from the University of Iowa College of Law in 1997, focusing on legal writing and

legal research.

4. My present billing rate of $190.00 per hour is reasonable and takes into

consideration my education, knowledge, training and experience. It is my understanding that my

billing rate is well within the range of billing rates being charged by other attorneys in the local

legal community having similar education, training and experience.

5. On May 20, 2011, I reviewed and edited the Reply Statement, and had two

conferences with Thomas G. Walker, the lead attorney from my office in the case The City of

Meridian v. Petra Incorporated. I accounted for my time on a contemporaneous basis and in

accordance with my customary practice.

6. On June 17, 2011, I performed legal research and prepared a memorandum for

lead attorney Thomas G. Walker in this case. I accounted for my time on a contemporaneous

basis and in accordance with my customary practice.

7. The amount of time I spent in this matter is reasonable and to the best of my

knowledge and belief, all items of attorneys' fees claimed in this matter are in compliance with

AFFIDAVIT OF FRANKl J. HARGRAVE DATED JULY 14,2011
722029
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1. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this 

Court. 

2. I maintain an office for the practice of law at the firm of Cosho Humphrey, LLP 

and I make this affidavit based on my own personal knowledge of the facts set forth herein. 

3. I have over fourteen years experience in the legal profession. I graduated with 

distinction from the University of Iowa College of Law in 1997, focusing on legal writing and 

legal research. 

4. My present billing rate of $190.00 per hour is reasonable and takes into 

consideration my education, knowledge, training and experience. It is my understanding that my 

billing rate is well within the range of billing rates being charged by other attorneys in the local 

legal community having similar education, training and experience. 

5. On May 20, 2011, I reviewed and edited the Reply Statement, and had two 

conferences with Thomas G. Walker, the lead attorney from my office in the case The City of 

Meridian v. Petra Incorporated. I accounted for my time on a contemporaneous basis and in 

accordance with my customary practice. 

6. On June 17, 2011, I performed legal research and prepared a memorandum for 

lead attorney Thomas G. Walker in this case. I accounted for my time on a contemporaneous 

basis and in accordance with my customary practice. 

7. The amount of time I spent in this matter is reasonable and to the best of my 

knowledge and belief, all items of attorneys' fees claimed in this matter are in compliance with 
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the Rule 54(d) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and were necessarily incurred and

attributable to this litigation. /
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722029
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the Rule 54( d) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and were necessarily incurred and 

attributable to this litigation. 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

tl-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the~ day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the

foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

D
D
D
D
D
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

tl-
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the ~ day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 

foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

D 
D 
D 
D 
D 

AFFIDAVIT OF FRANKl J. HARGRAVE DATED JULY 14,2011 
722029 

u.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
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JUL 18 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho
Municipal Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) SS.

County of Ada )

Case No. CV OC 0907257

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN E. QUAPP DATED
July 14,2011 IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF
COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES AND IN
OPPOSITION TO MERIDIAN'S MOTION
TO DISALLOW PETRA'S MOTION FOR
COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

I, John E. Quapp, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state:

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN QUAPP DATED JULY If, 2011
Jquapp Affidavit ofCost -

Page 1
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Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 
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CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 
DEPUTY 

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho 
Municipal Corporation, 

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, 
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PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho 
corporation, 

DefendantiCounterclaimant. 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
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County of Ada ) 

Case No. CV OC 0907257 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN E. QUAPP DATED 
July 14,2011 IN SUPPORT OF PETRA 
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM OF 
COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES AND IN 
OPPOSITION TO MERIDIAN'S MOTION 
TO DISALLOW PETRA'S MOTION FOR 
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1. I make this Affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge and I am

competent to testify to the facts set forth below if called as a witness.

2. I am employed by Petra Incorporated ("Petra") as its ChiefFinancial Officer.

3. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs

and Attorneys Fees and in response to the City of Meridian's ("City" or "Meridian") Motion to

disallow Petra's Motion for Costs and Attorneys' fees.

4. I am one of the custodians of Petra's business records.

5. At all times relevant to this case I was responsible for Petra's financial,

accounting and accounts payable records.

6. In addition, to the costs Petra reimbursed Cosho Humphrey, LLP, Petra paid the

following costs directly in the amount of$153,455.71. Attached hereto as Exhibits A through I

are true and correct copies of invoices representing costs paid by Petra.

PAYEE
Jack Lemley
Richard Bauer
Ray Miller
Dennis Reinstein
Thomas Coughlin
Courier Services
Phillip McClain Photography
Exhibit preparation/Office Depot and Womacks
Bridge City Legal
Tucker & Associates reporter fees and
transcripts

TOTAL

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN QUAPP DATED mLY Ji 2011
724051

AMOUNT

47,550.00
5,858.99

44,669.75
23,400.00

193.25
754.19

69.33
2,250.00

28,710.20

$153,455.71

Page 2
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Bridge City Legal 
Tucker & Associates reporter fees and 
transcripts 

TOTAL 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN QUAPP DATED mLY Ji 2011 
724051 

AMOUNT 

47,550.00 
5,858.99 

44,669.75 
23,400.00 

193.25 
754.19 

69.33 
2,250.00 

28,710.20 

$153,455.71 

Page 2 



7. Further, Petra has accounted for and will pay the following costs directly in the

amount of$43,925.58.

PAYEE
Jack Lemley
Richard Bauer
Ray Miller
Dennis Reinstein
Thomas Coughlin
Courier Services
Phillip McClain Photography
Exhibit preparation/Office Depot and Womacks
Bridge City Legal
Tucker & Associates reporter fees and
transcripts

TOTAL

AMOUNT

38,000.00

5,925.58

$43,925.58

8. There is no duplication of the costs identified herein and the costs reimbursed by

Petra to Cosho Humphrey, LLP.

9. Lloyd's London reimbursed Petra a total of $1,000,000 for fees and costs.

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this~ day of July, 2011.

-

MONICA POPE
NOTARY PUBLIC
STATE OF IDAHO- ....

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN QUAPP DATED JULY d 2011
Jquapp Affidavit ofCost

Page 3
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7. Further, Petra has accounted for and will pay the following costs directly in the 

amount of$43,925.58. 

PAYEE 
Jack Lemley 
Richard Bauer 
Ray Miller 
Dennis Reinstein 
Thomas Coughlin 
Courier Services 
Phillip McClain Photography 
Exhibit preparation/Office Depot and Womacks 
Bridge City Legal 
Tucker & Associates reporter fees and 
transcripts 

TOTAL 

AMOUNT 

38,000.00 

5,925.58 

$43,925.58 

8. There is no duplication of the costs identified herein and the costs reimbursed by 

Petra to Cosho Humphrey, LLP. 

-

9. Lloyd's London reimbursed Petra a total of $1,000,000 for fees and costs. 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN To before me this ~ day of July, 2011. 

MONICA POPE 
NOTARY PUBLIC 
STATE OF IDAHO Residing at f2t1J!l t 

My Commission Expires: 1);. 7/;)017 
I 7 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN QUAPP DATED JULY d 2011 
Jquapp Affidavit of Cost 

Page 3 



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the I~ay of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

D
~
D
D
D

u.S. Mail
Hand Delivery
Overnight Courier
Facsimile: 331-1529
E-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN QUAPP DATED JULY IlL, 2011
Jquapp Affidavit ofCost

Page 4
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the I~ay of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

AFFIDAVIT OF JOHN QUAPP DATED JULY IlL, 2011 
Jquapp Affidavit of Cost 

D 
~ 
D 
D 
D 

u.S. Mail 
Hand Delivery 
Overnight Courier 
Facsimile: 331-1529 
E-mail: ktrout@idalaw.com 

Page 4 



'1"1: .!\1LE"Y.c INTl:RNATIO/liAI.

604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE. 10 83702
(208) 345-5226
EINtI 20-3744083

Invoice
, ," DATE

212512011 11-1199

, , I" •

. 'BILL TO: . . ' , ' . .,
" , /",

Cosho Humphrey. LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

FEB 2~ 2011

,R.ltCEIVED

i
"'j

i
i
I
!

1

J
I

I
1.

-',.

.'.;'

$22,550.00

. .
'. -AMOUNT c" .

'.':.. '.

TOTAL

Net 30

..

A

••

I

DESCRIPTION .

..•.••u •. ~_.~..... '..-~piiII"."".-.... """...".""".-.....".",,:.
EXHIB

.., .:..: : .

'..

QUANTI'fV·· .

";:~)';~'i,.>;,;;~.;;~'::::P;~)i;0'~i'S':\;';:~:{~~':{f,;i::f;;':;\"i~i..;;::.,,;..:;,j~:</.'.~\,;~,t::"~'}~!X:::-fi~':';:i':i;'i;-':;:;;:'~:":::':ii:'<:'::::'::;',,;:·;'i,: •.:.;".:;.:.:..;:.,.:~::::,::::;: \: ,.. i····.::D:~:';::::i.:·'·:::·.::<'ii:
Due ari4:P!lya,Qlc; T~·Lemley InternationAl. EIN f# 20.;]744083. Please remit to the address listed above.

:(S'.;~;::?)\;~1~Fg~~;:t:·i6l~fi{l~1~fii\~*~~hi~i~("CbI@lfiil~~~~i;;~l\~:\<:\~\\H\ifr?::):~;:!i.:';~::L!;i:;:'/~:~;t;:': :;':·'·T:·:~~::·'.~;·. ..:..:.:, i/+'.'·;~Y~· .:·c">' ;':~,; ..-:;;;
City ofMeridian v. Petra Incorporated

~>J,~S::,<f;;:;:'it:::;:::';.:.i;,;:i~·:N§;:;~~~~~7~~C~;:f.~J~ili{~;:2q'1;l~·ii9P~:~.~:;ib~s~:i;jft~t\~ii::/\~·;'.:~;:Y~\;:\::'~:~.'",.::,:,::.;":.;;.::.:::;::

<:;~:!(i;K;:\i{:;~\:::';::i':::::t~~~:f!~J~;;l~'~~~~:;f4~ ..f~l":~WJ~~:~m'f)~i~\i5~n)\$:,~·::;:;'g~:>:::;·.'··~:::", .~:'(. ;..";:

';';(i:>~;//:;.\?;~:"s·;;;gg~~Mt~~~;~;·~iillkiliiii;~9';::;·:·· :',;··,:;~;::<h·;;i;+;Y·.~ ~:F:"::i::;i;:;:~\:'~~i:~t:\Y;J+;:: :··\,,'U::;'~;;::;~.'~i: ..

':;::"',;~.,\:.;;:~t~iL€g~~M:iI~:}i~~irt~~.\~:i/:;~·'::~t:i:~vg:ig~K;j~t;+~~:,g·?;::::~·~::t:;:Y:;;.::;>.:i;::\:/.~::<\::,';>:,.;:,;;::

008693

'1"1: .!\1LE'·y .c INTl:RNATIO/liAI. 

, , I" • 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EINtI 20-3744083 

. 'BILL TO: . . ' , ' . ., 
" , /", 

, ," DATE 

2/2512011 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise,lD 83707-9518 

FEB 2 ~ 2011 

.R.ltCEIVED 

•• 
Net 30 

QUANTITY" . DESCRIPTION . . . 
:;~·S'.;~;::?;\'~1~f:;:gm:t:·i6l~fi{l~1~fii\~*~~hi~i~("CbI@.lfiil~~~~i;;~l\~:\<:\~\\\+(r?::):~;:!i.>X>i:;:'/~:~;~·;::': :;.:.",'<;:.'s,:·" ;,. '.' 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 
~>J,~S>,<f;;:;:'it:::;·::';.:,i;;;:i~·:N:~;:;~~~m.,f7~~C~;:f.~J~i~~;:2q7;1.~'ii9P~:~.~:;:};~~S~:i;jjt~t:~i;::/\~';'.:~;:Y~\;:\ ::'~:~.' 

',U::(i;K:~\i{;;~\:::':::i'::::?~~~:f!{*~H~;;l~'~~~~:;f4~"f~l":~W};~~:~m'fl~i~\i5~n)\$:,~·::;~;·g~};,:::;::,,:::::", ,~:'(, ;,,';.:: 

,,·i ...; .... ,\i f .. " ~ :;s.~,gg~~~i~~,:·J;;C~~ffiit~'· .. ~::: .. ':' .. ::~::' .>:,i. ::~::::~: . >~"'):'i;:;:~\ :·~~:::~t:\y ;J+;> :":::\"., .. );,:::'.'~ : .. 

, ... , . "';;~.,\: .. ;;.~t~iL€g~~M:iI~:}i~~irt~W~);(\'Y:;~:}t:i:~vg:ig~K;j~tHm~~,g·?;::;,~·~::t:;:y:;;,::;>\;::\~.'-':~:<\::,,;>:,';::;::; 

":':~:""~'i,,>;'::::';:~;::::P;~)i;0'~i':;;:\;';:U{~i':{f';'::&;";\"i~i,·",:,.:".~,:;,'j~\,;;,/ .. ,~\,;~,t::"~'}~!:;:::::-fi~':';:i':iM.:;;,;,,~;''':::':ii:''';:'\:::'::;:.;:.;,':i,,:,:.,.:::,;;.:,;,;:.,.:~:::;,,:::;: \< 

Due ari4:P!lya,Qlc; T~,Lemley InternationAl. EIN fJ 20.;]744083. Please remit to the address listed above. 
TOTAL 

.... , ..... . " . 

.•.•• u •. ~_.~..... ' ... -~piII"." ... -".,,, ..... ,,.,,,, ... ,,-,, ... ,,.,,,.:. 
EXHIB 

,", <' 

I A 
',': .. " .. ' .: .. : ...... : .. . 

Invoice 

11-1199 

. . 
'. -AMOUNT c" . 

. ;.-: 

$22,550.00 

i 
"'j 

i 
i 
I 
! 

1 

f 
I 

I 
1. 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: February-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

TE I HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION I TASK # I
26-Jan
27·Jan
28-Jan
29·Jan
3D-Jan
31-Jan
1-Feb
2-Feb
3-Feb
4-Feb
~Feb

6-Feb
7-Feb
8-Feb
9-Feb
10-Feb
11-Feb
12-Feb
13-Feb
14-Feb
15·Feb
16-Feb
17-Feb
18·Feb
19-Feb
20-Feb
21-Feb 4.0 Briefing by R Bauer, testimony prep
22-Feb 1.0 Study of the schedule summary
23-Feb
24-Feb

TOTAL 5.0

i
I

I
t
I
I
}.

!

I
I
I
I

I
f
~

I,,
]

i
!

i
J
1
~.
:i'
~
'i'
..~ .

'j,

.....
',:' ..... - .....

' .. ;..-, ......•. : .

Signature:

..... :\

.', ....: ..

008694

.', .... : .. 

'.\ 

. . 

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: February-11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

TE I HOURS I TASK DESCRIPTION I TASK # 
26-Jan 
27·Jan 
28-Jan 
29·Jan 
3D-Jan 
31-Jan 
1-Feb 
2-Feb 
3-Feb 
4-Feb 
~Feb 

6-Feb 
7-Feb 
8-Feb 
9-Feb 
10-Feb 
11-Feb 
12-Feb 
13-Feb 
14-Feb 
15·Feb 
16-Feb 
17-Feb 
18·Feb 
19-Feb 
20-Feb 
21-Feb 4.0 Briefing.by R Bauer, testimony prep 
22-Feb 1.0 Study of the schedule summaJY 
23-Feb 
24-Feb 

TOTAL 5.0 

. .. 

Signature: ..... 
',:' . 

•••• > ••••• 

": .. :. 

,", ,.', 

" ......•. : ..... . ' .. ; .. 

I 

i 
! 

I 
t 
I 
i 
}. 

! 

I 
I 
I , 
I 
f 
~ 

I , , 
] 

i 
! 

i 
J 
1 
~. 
:i' 
~ 
'i' 
:~ . 

.j , 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Jan~11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

,
I
i
f
f
i
~,
!

I
f.
I

I
~
~

f
!
:"

..... >",' ..

.... .. "" .
", .. "..,.: .~. '; ': .'. "" .'. " .. ~ ';,

I DATE I HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION TASK #
1-Jan
2..Jan
3-Jan
4..Jan
5..Jan
6-Jan
7·Jan
8..Jan
9..Jan
10..Jan
11·Jan
12-Jan
13..Jan
14-Jan
15.Jan
16·Jan
17-Jan
18--Jan
19-Jan
20.Jan
21-Jan
22-Jan
23-Jan
24-Jan
25-Jan
26-Jan 2.5 Schedule Slides
27-Jan 5.0 Final Draft building slides; review data Plaza & EPL; JKL testimony
28-Jan 7.0 Notes for explaininQ schedule slides and mark UP JKL direct
29-Jan 0.0
30-Jan 0.0
31-Jan 5.0 New City Exhibits

TOTAL 19.5

Signature:

008695

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Jan~ 11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Jan 
2..Jan 
3-Jan 
4..Jan 
5..Jan 
6-Jan 
7-Jan 
8..Jan 
9..Jan 
10..Jan 
11-Jan 
12-Jan 
13..Jan 
14-Jan 
15-Jan 
16-Jan 
17-Jan 
18-Jan 
19-Jan 
20-Jan 
21-Jan 
22-Jan 
23-Jan 
24-Jan 
25-Jan 
26-Jan 2.5 Schedule Slides 
27-Jan 5.0 Final Draft building slides; review data Plaza & EPL; JKL testimony 
28-Jan 7.0 Notes for explaining schedule slides and mark up JKL direct 
29-Jan 0.0 
30-Jan 0.0 
31-Jan 5.0 New City Exhibits 

TOTAL 19.5 

TASK # 

Signature: 

" ", \, 

..... > -.,' .. 

. ',', .. ' ... ~ ';, 
.... .. . ,.' . 

" .. ', .,.: .~. '; ': .' 

i 

f 
f 
i 
~ , 
! 

I 
f. 
I 

I 
~ 
~ 

i 
! 
:" 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Feb-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION TASK #
1-Feb 8.0 Amenta Evaluation
2-Feb 7.0 JKL Direct comments; Design meetings
3-Feb 6.0 aM Rrevlew
4-Feb 3.0 DesiQn prOQression
5-Feb
6-Feb
7-Feb
8-Feb 5.0 Documents related to Amenta Evaluation
9-Feb
10-Feb 3.0 aM Plan Summary
11-Feb 2.0 aM Plan summary
12-Feb
13-Feb
14-Feb 4.0 aM Plan summary
15-Feb 3.0 aM Plan summary
16-Feb 7.0 Discuss aM & support w/JKL; aM plan Summary
17-Feb 8.0 aM Plan Summary and uodated damages
18-Feb 7.0 Petra Site Prep Phase Docs
19-Feb
20-Feb
21-Feb 8.0 Review Amenta Evaluation and aM backuP w/JKL; Petra Site Prep Docs
22-Feb 4.0 Petra PerformaflOO - Prelim Design
23-Feb 4.5 Petra Performance - Constrcution Docs
24-Feb 4.0 Petra Performance - CD & bidding

TOTAL 83.5

...... ":.

Signature:

", : ......
'. ;": . .:

',", .

"'. ,.' .

... '.; ~

- ..... ;.

'. ..
..:.. '. ":':~'",

:', ".',' :', ..... "':

-' ..

:
i
j

i
!
I,
i
!

I
!
I

I
I
!

I
i
I

I'

I
I

I
~

I
£

I
J
l

'~.l'
~

008696
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NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Feb-11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE HOURS 
1-Feb 8.0 
2-Feb 7.0 
3-Feb 6.0 
4-Feb 3.0 
5-Feb 
6-Feb 
7-Feb 
8-Feb 5.0 
9-Feb 
10-Feb 3.0 
11-Feb 2.0 
12-Feb 
13-Feb 
14-Feb 4.0 
15-Feb 3.0 
16-Feb 7.0 
17-Feb 8.0 
18-Feb 7.0 
19-Feb 
20-Feb 
21-Feb 8.0 
22-Feb 4.0 
23-Feb 4.5 
24-Feb 4.0 

TOTAL 83.5 

Signature: 

", : ..... 
'. ;':.,: 

',', . 

TASK DESCRIPTION 
Amenta Evaluation 
JKL Direct comments; Design meetings 
OM Rrevlew 
Design progression 

Documents related to Amento Evaluation 

OM Plan Summary 
aM Plan summary 

aM Plan summary 
OM Plan summary 
Discuss OM & support w/JKL; OM plan Summary 
OM Plan SummaI}' and uQ.dated dam~es 
Petra Site Prep Phase Docs 

Review Amenta Evaluation and OM backup w/JKL; Petra Site Prep Docs 
Petra PerformaAOO - Prelim Des/gn 
Petra Performance - Constrcution Docs 
Petra Performance - CD & bidding 

... '.; ~ 
: .... 

"', ,.' . 

. ... ;. 

........ :. ::.:' .... ",-' 

'. .. 
.': .. '. ":':~'" 

:", ",',' :', ..... "': 

-' .. 

TASK # 

: 
i 
j 

i 
1 
I , 
i 
! 

! 
! 
! 

! 
I 
! 

I 
i 
I 

I' 

I 
I 

I 
~ 

I 
£ 

I 
J 
l 
l 
l' 
~ 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: Feb 2011

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION TASK #
1-Feb
2·Feb
3-Feb
4-Feb
5-Feb
6·Feb
7-Feb
8-Feb 2 Site WaJk·throuah invest/aatina sand filter. lateral DiDe braclna. floor tiles,
9-Feb

1Q-Feb
11-Feb
12-Feb
13·Feb
14-Feb
15-Feb
16-Feb,
17-Feb
18-Feb
19-Feb
2Q-Feb
21-Feb
22-Feb
23·Feb
24-Feb
25-Feb
26-Feb
27-Feb
28-Feb

TOTAL 2

~
" _':>.

Signature: ,
I herby certify the hoursandaSkSareatle representation of services provided.

i,

I
I
I
!
~

I
I
f

". '" .".

-.:: "; ....

.... :.::

: '~" .:
" '

.~.'.' .",

008697

" -,.:. ~. 

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: Feb 2011 

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Feb 
2·Feb 
3-Feb 
4·Feb 
5-Feb 
6·Feb 
7·Feb 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

8-Feb 2 Site Walk·through investigating sand filter. lateral pipe braclng, floor tiles, 
9-Feb 
10-Feb 
11-Feb 
12-Feb 
13·Feb 
14·Feb 
15-Feb 
16·Feb, 
17·Feb 
18·Feb 
19-Feb 
20-Feb 
21-Feb 
22-Feb 
23·Feb 
24·Feb 
25-Feb 
26-Feb 
27-Feb 
28·Feb 

TOTAL 2 

~ 
" _':>. 

Signature: , 
I herby certify the hoursat1daSkSareate representation of services provided. 

',', .. ', : .~" .: 
" ' 

..... :. 
-.:: '; .... 

.~.,,' ." 
. ... ,-:: 

TASK # 

I 
I 
I 
! 
! 

I 
I 
f 



What in the wodd will we build next?

April 5,2011

Mr. Jerry Frank
President & CEO
Petra Incorporated
1097 Rosario Street
Meridian, ID 83642

Subject: Invoice for Services - Meridian City Hall

~e.(rV\ 1
Dear Mi Frc:il'IR:,

604 N. 16th Street
BOIse, Idaho 83702
"~,I I 208.345.5226
f." I 208.345.5254

lemleyinternational.com

Please find enclosed our March 20 II Invoice # 11- 2005 for Consulting Services
provided for the Meridian City Hall Matter.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at our Boise office, or bye-mail at:
rhartman@lemleyintemational.com.

Yours truly,

mI!A
Randal Hartman
Chief Financial Officer

Enclosure

008698

April 5,2011 

Mr. Jerry Frank 
President & CEO 
Petra Incorporated 
1097 Rosario Street 
Meridian, ID 83642 

What in the wodd will we build next? 

Subject: Invoice for Services - Meridian City Hall 

~e.(rV\ 1 
Dear Mi Frc:i1'IR:, 

604 N. 16th Street 
BOIse. Idaho 83702 
",I I 208.345.5226 
f'" I 208.345.5254 

lemleyinternational.com 

Please find enclosed our March 2011 Invoice # 11- 2005 for ConSUlting Services 
provided for the Meridian City Hall Matter. 

If you should have any questions, please contact me at our Boise office, or bye-mail at: 
rhartman@lemleyintemational.com. 

Yours truly, 

mi/A 
Randal Hartman 
Chief Financial Officer 

Enclosure 



'!-EMLE'Y'
~ INTERNATIONAl.

6 ORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 1083702
(208) 345-5226
EIN# 20·3744083

. DATE

4/5/2011

Invoice
INVOICE #

11·2005

BILL TO: .

Petra Incorporated
Attn: Jerry Prank
1097 Rosario Street
Meridian, ID 83642

P.O. NUMBER TERMS

Net 30

PROJECT

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT

.J:

" .'. ' .. '..··A~iir19; 20I0Agreement for ConsiiltirigServices >
City ofMeridian v. Petra Incorporated

..... ·C~ No.09'()7257, CH File No. 20771.;()()8 '.'

•. F~~ruary 25, 20II to March 31, 2011 aillbl~Perio!J '..

CONSULTING
. 191.5 CONSULTING· Richard Bauer

38 CONSULTING - Roy McGlothin
CONSYLTING - SUBTOTAL

Due and Payable To Lemley International, EIN # 20·3744083. Please remit to the address listed above.

200.00
100.00

TOTAL

38,300.00
3,800.00

42,100.00

~
~
$42,100.00

57,7102 (1(1105)
008699

'!-EMLE'Y' 
~ INTERNATIONAl, 

6 ORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 1083702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

BILL TO: . 

Petra Incorporated 
Attn: Jerry Prank 
1097 Rosario Street 
Meridian, ID 83642 

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION 

" .'. ' .. ' .. ··A~iiL19; 2010 Agreement for ConsiiltirigServices > 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

..... ·C~ No.09'()7257, CH File No. 20771.;()()$ '.' 

•. Fe~ruary 25. 2011 to March 31, 20 11 ail1bl~Period ' .. 

CONSULTING 
. 191.5 CONSULTING· Richard Bauer 

38 CONSULTING - Roy McGlothin 
CONSYLTING - SUBTOTAL 

P.O. NUMBER 

,J: 

Due and Payable To Lemley International, EIN # 20-3744083. Please remit to the address listed above. 

57.7 \02 (1(IJ()5j 

TERMS 

Net 30 

, DATE 

4/5/2011 

RATE 

200.00 
100.00 

TOTAL 

Invoice 
INVOICE # 

11·2005 

PROJECT 

AMOUNT 

38,300.00 
3,800.00 

42,100.00 

~ 
~ 
$42,100.00 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Feb-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE I HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION I TASK

,

25-Feb 5.0 Review development strateoies binders
26-Feb
27-Feb
28-Feb 6.0 Review schedules &council minutes from Development strategies

binders

TOTAL 11.0

Signature:

008700

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Feb-11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS I TASK DESCRIPTION I TASK 

, 

25-Feb 5.0 Review development strategies binders 
26-Feb 
27-Feb 
28-Feb 6.0 Review schedules & council minutes from Development strategies 

binders 

TOTAL 11.0 

Signature: 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Mar-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE S TASK DESCRIPTION ~
1-Mar 7.0 Review Exh 830 Binders; Update Petra performance notes
2-Mar 7.0 AlA and CMA Construction Performance sections
3-Mar 8.0 Masonry & Damages
4-Mar 8.0 strata Report. Telcomwl Rick@TMC
5-Mar 0.0
6-Mar 0.0
7-Mar 8.0 Work on Illistrative exhibits
8-Mar 8.0 Review Testimony; meet w/jkl, tw, jf, gb
9-Mar 7.5 Review Heerv reports & masonry issues; Discuss masonry & HVAC w/gb;
10-Mar 8.0 Access Floor and Illistrative Exhibits
11-Mar 7.0 TelCom Steve Packard, Tom C, GB; Exhibits
12-Mar 0.0
13-Mar 0.0
14-Mar 8.0 Review and markup direct
15-Mar 8.0 IIlistrative exhibits, damages
16-Mar 8.0 tecom w/GB, Miller, Wisdom, Bird, Peterson, Frisbee; review direct
17-Mar 8.0 tecom w/GB, Hum, Steve Simmons; review damaQes
18-Mar 8.0 damages exhibit; review changes in performance exhibits
19-Mar 0.0
20-Mar 0.0
21-Mar 8.0 Clean up exhibits
22-Mar 8.0 Testimony Prep; meet w/tw
23-Mar 8.0 Testimony Prep; Standby for testimony
24-Mar 8.0 Testimonv Prep
25-Mar 8.0 Testimony Prep and Testimony
26-Mar 0.0
27-Mar 0.0
28-Mar 8.0 Testimony Prep and Testimony
290Mar 8.0 Damages exhibits; redirect prep
3D-Mar 8.0 Testimony and prep for rebuttal
31-Mar 8.0 Damages exhibits; Nov HVAC report

TOTAL 180.5

Signature:

008701

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Mar-11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey. LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE S TASK DESCRIPTION ~ 1-Mar 7.0 Review Exh 830 Binders; Update Petra performance notes 
2·Mar 7.0 AlA and CMA Construction Performance sections 
3·Mar 8.0 Masonry & Damages 
4·Mar 8.0 strata Report. Telcomwl Rick@TMC 
5-Mar 0.0 
6-Mar 0.0 
7-Mar B.O Work on [(listrative exhibits 
B-Mar B.O Review Testimony; meet w/jkl, lw, jf. gb 
9-Mar 7.5 Review Heery reports & masonry issues; Discuss masonry & HVAC w/gb; 
10-Mar B.O Access Floor and If(jstrative Exhibits 
11·Mar 7.0 TelCom Steve Packard, Tom C, GB; Exhibits 
12-Mar 0.0 
13-Mar 0.0 
14-Mar 8.0 Review and markup direct 
15-Mar B.O IIlistrative exhibits, damages 
16-Mar 8.0 tecom wIGB, Miller, Wisdom, Bird, Peterson, Frisbee; review direct 
17-Mar B.O tecom wIGB, Hurn, Steve Simmons; review damages 
1B-Mar 8.0 damages exhibit: review changes in performance exhibits 
19-Mar 0.0 
20-Mar 0.0 
21-Mar B.O Clean up exhibits 
22-Mar B.O Testimony Prep; meet w/lw 
23-Mar 8.0 Testimony Prep; Standby for testimony 
24-Mar B.O Testimony Prep 
25-Mar B.O Testimony Prep and Testimony 
26-Mar 0.0 
27-Mar 0.0 
28-Mar B.O Testimony Prep and Testimony 
29-Mar 8.0 Damages exhibits; redirect prep 
3D-Mar B.O Testimony and prep for rebuttal 
31-Mar B.O Damages exhibits; Nov HVAC report 

TOTAL 180.5 

Signature: 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: March 2011

CLIENT: Gosho Humphrey. LLP • Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

ppfyy

I ,. DATE II HOURS I/TASK DESCRIPTION II TASK# I
1-Mar
2-Mar
3-Mar
4-Mar
5-Mar
6-Mar
7-Mar
8-Mar
9-Mar
10-Mar
11-Mar ,

12-Mar
13-Mar
14-Mar 2.5 meetlna wlRich B and Pam C. Work on annotation of exibits
15-Mar 8 Wort< on annotation ofexibits 950-955
16-Mar 8 Work on annotation of exibits 950·955
17-Mar 8 Work on annotation of exibits 950-955 -
18-Mar 8 Wort< on annotation of exibits 950-955
19-Mar
20-Mar
21-Mar
22-Mar
23-Mar
24-Mar
25-Mar
26-Mar
27-Mar
28-Mar
29-Mar 1 Exhibit 963
30-Mar 2.5 Exhibit 963

..

31-Mar

TOTAL 38 !e:......".:.....~~. .~.
.....f ........-~.. I\~
\ I \,

Signature: C_..t:~:;:l'- \ \
I herb certi the hours and tasks are a1'rLe re resentatlon of services rovided.

008702

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: March 2011 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey. LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

I ," DATE II HOURS Il!ASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Mar 
2-Mar 
3-Mar 
4-Mar 
5-Mar 
6-Mar 
7-Mar 
8-Mar 
9-Mar 

10-Mar 
11-Mar 

, 

12-Mar 
13-Mar 
14-Mar 2.5 meeting wlRich B and Pam C. Work on annotation of exibits 
15-Mar 8 Work on annotation of exibits 950-955 
16-Mar 8 Work on annotation of exibits 950-955 
17-Mar 8 Work on annotation of exibits 950-955 
18-Mar 8 Work on annotation of exibits 950-955 
19-Mar 
20-Mar 
21-Mar 
22-Mar 
23-Mar 
24-Mar 
25-Mar 
26-Mar 
27-Mar 
28-Mar 
29-Mar 1 Exhibit 963 
30-Mar 2.5 Exhibit 963 

o· 

31-Mar 

TOTAL 38 ! 

C"-ifj ~. .~ . 
.... ~f ........ -~ .. I\~ 
\ I \ 

Signature: C __ .t:~:7"- \ \ 
I herb y certi fy the hours and tasks are a l'rLe re resentatlon of services p p rovided. 

II TASK# I 

-



':' ..
\'

What in the wOl'ld will we build "e"e?

May 6, 2011

Mr. Jerry Frank
President & CEO
Petra Incorporated
1097 Rosario Street
Meridian, ID 83642

Subject: Invoice for Services - Meridian City Hall

Dear Jerry,

604 N. 16th Street
Boise. Idaho 83702
te I 208.3"15.5226
"IX I208.345.5254

lemleyintel'national.com

Enclosed our April 2011 Invoice # 11- 2007 for Consulting Services provided for the
Meridian City Hall Matter.

Ifyou have any questions, please call me at our office.

Yours truly,

/1f
Randal Hartman
Chief Financial Officer

Enclosure

008703

':, ". 
\' 

May 6, 2011 

Mr. Jerry Frank 
President & CEO 
Petra Incorporated 
1097 Rosario Street 
Meridian, ID 83642 

What in the wOl'ld will we build "eKe? 

Subject: Invoice for Services - Meridian City Hall 

Dear Jerry, 

604 N. 16th Street 
Boise. Idaho 83702 
te I 208.3"15.5226 
"IX I 208.345.5254 

lemleyintemationat.com 

Enclosed our April 2011 Invoice # 11- 2007 for Consulting Services provided for the 
Meridian City Hall Matter. 

If you have any questions, please call me at our office. 

Yours truly, 

/1f 
Randal Hartman 
Chief Financial Officer 

Enclosure 



"~£MLEY.l! INTERNATIONAl.

BILL TO: .

Petra Incorporated
Attn: Jerry Frank
1097 Rosario Street
Meridian, ID 83642

QUANTITY

__ ...ORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345-5226
EIN# 20·3744083

P.O. NUMBER

DESCRIPTION .

DATE

5/612011

Net 30

RATE

Invoice
JNVQICE # '.

11-2007

PROJECT

, AMOUNT

April 19, 2010 Agreement for'Consulting Services
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated
Case No. 09,·072~7,Clf File No., 29771-008

April I, 2011 to AprH30, 2011 Billing Period
.. ' : ", " :

CONSUL'DNO "' .,
33.5 CONSULTING ';'Richard Bauer'

CONSULTING· SUBTQTAL
200.00 6,700.00

6,700.00

D,l
z Due and Payable To Lemley International, EIN # 20·3744083. Please remit to the address listed above.
'.'i:
..>
~:;

57.7102 (10105)

TOTAL $6,700.00

008704

"~£MLEy .l! INTERNATIONAl. 

BILL TO; . 

Petra Incorporated 
Attn: Jerry Frank 
1097 Rosario Street 
Meridian, ID 83642 

__ .. ,ORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

P.O. NUMBER 

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION , 

April 19. 2010 Agreimciit for'Consulting Services 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 
Case No. 09.-072~7,Clf File No., 29771-008 

April I. 2011 to AprH30, 2011 BillingPeriQd 
.. ' : ", '. : 

CONSUL'DNO '. ' .. 
33.5 CONSULTING ';'Richard Bauer' 

CONSULTING - SUBT9TAL 

D,i 
z Due and Payable To Lemley International, EIN # 20-3744083. Please remit to the address listed above. 
'.": 
.. > 
~:; 

57.7102 (10/05) 

DATE 

5/612011 

Net 30 

RATE 

200.00 

TOTAL 

Invoice 
JNVQICE # '. 

11-2007 

PROJECT 

, AMOUNT 

6,700.00 
6,700.00 

$6,700.00 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Apr-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE I HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION I TASK# I
1-Apr
2-Apr 0.0
3-Aor 0.0
4-Apr
5-Apr 0.5 Masonry and draft Miller surrebuttal
6-Aor 1.0 drafts Miller surrebuttal; Masonry Specs
7-Apr
8-Aor
9-Apr 0.0
10-Apr 0.0
11-Aor
12-Apr
13-Aor
14-Apr
15-Aor
16-Aor 0.0
17-Aor 0.0
18-Aor
19-Aor
20-Apr
21-Aor
22-Aor
23-Aor 0.0
24-Aor 0.0
25-Apr
26-Aor 8.0 Review & comments Petra Closing Araumant
27-Apr 8.0 Review & comments Petra Findings of Fact
28-Aor 8.0 Review & comments Petra Findings of Fact
29-Aor 8.0 Review & comments Petra Findinas of Fact & closing argument
30-Aor 0.0

TOTAL 33.5

Signature:

008705

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Apr-11 

DATE I HOURS 
1-Apr 
2-Apr 0.0 
3-Aor 0.0 
4-Apr 
5-Apr 0.5 
6-Apr 1.0 
7-Apr 
8-Apr 
9-Apr 0.0 
1 a-Apr 0.0 
11-Apr 
12-Apr 
13-Apf 
14-Apr 
15-Aor 
16-Apr 0.0 
17-Aor 0.0 
18-Apr 
19-Apr 
20-Apr 
21-Apr 
22-Apr 
23-Apr 0.0 
24-Aor 0.0 
25-Apr 
26-APr 8.0 
27-Apr 8.0 
28-Apr 8.0 
29-Apr 8.0 
30-Apr 0.0 

TOTAL 33.5 

Signature: 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

TASK DESCRIPTION I TASK# I 

Masonry and draft Miller surrebuttal 
drafts Miller surrebuttal; Masonry Specs 

Review & comments Petra Closing Argumant 
Review & comments Petra Findings of Fact 
Review & comments Petra Findings of Fact 
Review & comments Petra Findings of Fact & closing argument 



604 NORTH 16TH ST. Invo.-ce
BOISE, ID 83702
(208) 345-5226
EIN# 20-3744083

DATE INVOICE #

5/25/2011 11-2009

BILL TO;

Petra Incorporated
Attn: Jerry Frank
1097 Rosario Street
Meridian, ID 83642

P.O. NUMBER
_...

Net 30

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE , .
4til J9c,i2Q10 Agreem~nt f()r CoiIsultirtg Scerviees
City ofMeridian v. Petra Incorporated
.l;ltSeJl:<l({09:~07257 ,eMI::.11e\'N9.1 207'l1-OO8

~ay It~aY:25, 2011..9il~~g P~od ;:.

0,
71' iCONS G~ Reichard Baner

CONSlJLTING - SU~TOT~

~
~ Due and Payable To Lemley International, EIN # 20-3744083. Please remit to the address listed above.

~ TOTAL
©

527102 (10105)
008706

604 NORTH 16TH ST. I nvo.-ce 
BOISE, ID 83702 
(208) 345-5226 

BILL TO; 

Petra Incorporated 
Attn: Jerry Frank 
1097 Rosario Street 
Meridian, ID 83642 

EIN# 20-3744083 

P.O. NUMBER 

Net 30 

DATE INVOICE # 

5/25/2011 11-2009 

... 
QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE • 

4till9[i2(lIO Agreeitl~ntf()r CoiIsultiJtg ~rviCes 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 
I;ttSeihl({O~M7257 "CH I:;il~hl\\1207'l.1 ~OO8 

May L~May:25,201JBiR\ngP~od,;," 
,~'~ '0":: . " ' '~'" ' 'f, ( 

CONSULTING 
71"'CONSUt;l1NG""~"R:ichardBaner 

CON~lJLTING - SU~TOT~ 

~ Due and Payable To Lemley International, EIN # 20-3744083. Please remit to the address listed above. 

527102 (10105) 

200.00 

TOTAL $14,200.00 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: May-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

4.0 Review GB comments on closing argument

DATE
1-May
2-Mav

II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I

3-Mav
4-May
5-May
6-May
7-May
8-Mav
9-Mav
10-Mav
11-Mav
12-May
13-Mav
14-May
15-Mav
16-Mav

8.0 Review comments on closing and FOP w/GB and revise.
6.0 POP and Closing
7.0 Review and comment POP
6.0 Review and comment FOP

3.0 Review Petra submittals
8.0 Review City clOSing & POP
8.0 Review and comment city closing and POF
8.0 Review and comment city closing and FOF

2.0 review for citations
17-May
40 ••
IU'" IVlay

19-I'vIClv
20-May
21-Mav

..,,., ..
24-Mav
25-Mav
26-May
27-Mav
28-May
29-May
30-May
31-May

TOTAL

3.0
8.0

71.0

Review GB damage references and Petra's draft rebuttal
Review/comment Petra Rebuttal

Signature:

008707

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: May-11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-May 
2-May 4.0 Review GB comments on closing argument 
3-May 8.0 Review comments on closing and FOF w/GB and revise. 
4-May 6.0 FOF and Closing 
5-May 7.0 Review and comment FOF 
6-May 6.0 Review and comment FOF 
7-May 
8-May 
9-May 3.0 Review Petra submittals 
1 a-May 8.0 Review City closing & FOF 
11-May 8.0 Review and comment city_closing and FOF 
12-May 8.0 Review and comment city closing and FOF 
13-May 
14-May 
15-May 
16-May 2.0 review for citations 
17-May 
18-May 3.0 Review GB damage references and Petra's draft rebuttal 
19-May 8.0 Review/comment Petra Rebuttal 
20-May 
21-May 
22-May 
23-May 
24-May 
25-May 
26-May 
27-May 
28-May 
29-May 
30-May 
31-May 

TOTAL 71.0 

Signature: 



",'

•MILLER

Petra, Inc
c/o Cosho Humphrey Attorneys
PO Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707-9518

Attn: Tom Walker

CONSULTING

ENGINEERS
FEB 2 I~ 2011

RECEIVED
February 21, 2011

Invoice Number: 21019

Customer 10: PETR1000

MCE Project #: 100846
MERIDIAN cm HALL

Meridian 10

Consulting Services through February 18, 2011

Legal review services and report
Professional Services

Masonry Veneer Review
Administrative Assistant

Senior Engineer
0.50 hrs. @ $84.00/hr.

18.00 hrs. @ $156.00/hr.

Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal:

Total Professional Services:

$42.00

$2,808.00

$2,850.00

$2,850.00

Total Project Invoice Amount:
.j

$21.850.00:t.
r..';':'
t·.t'*'
.' ,~..,;.'

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASn=R CARD AND VISA ****
Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and / or errors on this

invoice within 30 days, Indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered.

9570 SW Barbur BlVd., Suite 100 Portland. Oregon 97219-5412
Phone (503) 246·1250 fax (503) 246-1395 www,millerengrs.com

TERMS:
Net upon receiPt
Accounls past llJe 25 days are subject to a swee charge of
, .5% per month (an annual percentage rate of 18%)

EXHIBIT

B

Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042

008708

TERMS: 

MILLER 
CONSULTING 

ENGINEERS 
FEB 2 I~ 2011 

RECEIVED 
Petra, Inc February 21, 2011 
c/o Cosho Humphrey Attorneys 
PO Box 9518 

Invoice Number: 21019 

Boise, 10 83707-9518 
Customer 10: PETR1000 

Attn: Tom Walker 

MCE Project #: 100846 
MERIDIAN cm HALL 

Meridian 10 

Consulting Services through February 18, 2011 

Professional Services 

Masonry Veneer Review 
Administrative ASSistant 

Senior Engineer 

Legal review services and report 

0.50 hrs. @ 

18.00 hrs. @ 

$84.00/hr. 

$156.00/hr. 
Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal: 

Total Professional Services: 

Total Project Invoice Amount: 

$42.00 

$2,808.00 

$2,850.00 

$2,850.00 

.j 

$21.850.00 :t. 
r..';':' 
t·.t'*' 
" '~".;.' 

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASn=R CARD AND VISA **** 
Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and / or errors on this 

invoice within 30 days, Indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered. 

9570 SW Barbur Blvd •• Suite 100 Porlland. Oregon 97219·5412 
Phone (503) 246·1250 fax (503) 246·1395 www.millerengrs.com 

Net upon receipt EXHIBIT AccounIs past clJe 25 days are subject to a selVice charge of 
, .5% per month (an annual percentage rate of 18%) 

B 

Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042 



•MILLER
CDNSULTING

ENGINEERS

~!'.Q '3 \ 7.\1\\

RECEIVED

Customer 10: PETR1000

Petra, Inc
c/o Cosho Humphrey Attorneys
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

Attn: Tom Walker

MCE Project #: 100846
MERIDIAN CITY HALL

Meridian 10

March 24,2011
Invoice Number: 21219

Consulting Services through March 21, 2011

Professional Services

Masonry Veneer Review
Senior Engineer 2.00 hrs. @ $156.00/hr.

Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal:

Total Professional Services:

$312.00

$312.00

$312.00

Total Project Invoice Amount: $312.00

-"'riAi;t' f'\'iV ~F'
I !!.

r~:~'~
. ".'?J.'**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTIfR CARD AND VISA ****

~

Fallure to notify MIller Consulting Engineers regarding questiq.{i1s, disputes and I or errors on this
Invoice within 30 days, indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered.

;i)t) N8.rn·(~ : _ _._.
Job Nurnber:._ ·~..·_~"'i'L-

..... . e·)d':-.- ~=...
(:'~::l·~il· (:~~;~~~i' t;~;\j~-~:=~.-~.·~·~·-;--~~- .-_"-"
f"~ t.. t..! .... ) r • r-~ ... " .r

J' .. ~- .. -."o.'·l !y:.-......__.....
lJclt(~; ~.~./t)~;; t<>\.) ~.~ ...- ~.-. .

F1udqet:-"................ ..- - - -.. ~-_ _.-
;:.., 1:.' b {' (, L!(j (~~ ~~,.t . .." ., .~....
~:'".. 4' • ".

9570 SW Barbur Blvd .. Suite 100 Portland, Oregon 97219-54t2
Phone (503)246-1250 Fu (503) 246-1395 www.millerengrs.com

TERMS:
Net upon receipt
Accounts past due 25 days are subject to a service charge of
1.5% per month (an annual percentage rate of 18%) Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042

008709

Petra, Inc 
c/o Cosho Humphrey Attorneys 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707-9518 

Attn: Tom Walker 

• MILLER 
CDNSULTING 

ENGINEERS 

MCE Project #: 100846 
MERIDIAN CITY HALL 

Meridian 10 

~f'.Q '3 \ 7.\1\\ 

RECEIVED 
March 24,2011 
Invoice Number: 21219 

Customer ID: PETR1000 

Consulting Services through March 21, 2011 

Prof~onalServlces 

Masonry Veneer Review 
Senior Engineer 2.00 hrs. @ $156.00/hr. $312.00 

TERMS: 

Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal: $312.00 

Total Professional Services: $312.00 

Total Project Invoice Amount: $312.00 

-"'riA g.:. 
1j'· 
!!> 
r~:'i(, 

. .""'J: **** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTIfR CARD AND VISA **** 
~ 

FalJure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questiq.{i1s, disputes and I or errors on this 
invoice within 30 days, indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered. 

;i)t) N8.rn·(~ : ............................ _ ................ _._. 
Job Nurnber:-- ............... -.···~···-~T'L-

..... . ("")d':--' ~= ... 
C:~~~il' (:~~;~~~i' t;~;\j~-~:=~.-~ .. ~·~·-;-·~~- .-_' .. " 
f .. ~t..~t..! .... jr .r-~ ... " ,r 

J' • ~. •• "" (\ "·1 !y: .-..... -_ .... 
lJclt(~; ~.~,/t)~;; t<>\.) ~.~ ... - ..... ~.-. .... . 

F1Udqet:-" ........ ··· .. ·· .. - ........... -... -..... -.. ~--.... --
;:.., 1:.' b {' (' Ll (j (~~ ~~,.t . .." ., .~.... 
~:'".. 4' • ". 

9570 SW Barbur Blvd .. Suite 100 Porlland, Oregon 97219·5412 
Phone (503)246·1250 Fu (503) 246·1395 www.millerengrs.com 

Net upon receipt 
Accounts past due 25 days are subject to a service charge of 
1.5'11. per month (an annual percentage rate of 18'11.) Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042 



/.,

.....~
MILLER
CONSULTING

ENGINEERS

:(c~~i~y\:;~
APR' 6.2011

I{E(~E1VEI)

21296

April 11, 2011
Invoice Number:

Petral Inc
c/o Cosho Humphrey At\9~YName:_~w_w_~f} '"

~Ol Bo~g58138707_9518 Job Number;_'~'''''''-A~''''''\ ..
ose, Cost COde·,~\_pt'.- . _.- Customer ID: PETRIOOO

Attn: Tom Walker Authorized. --_1._-:/_-_. 0 ..
Date p~osted ..__ _~BY.~@~.\\"
BudgeL-oMGE-PrOjeet- ..
Over Budn4QJERIDI~, - J\LL

Mer}~~i:'\ID

Consulting 5elVices through April 08, 2011

Travel to Idaho to provide expert witness services.

Professional ServIces

Masonry Veneer Review
Project Engineer I

Senior Engineer

0.50 hrs. @ $108.00 Ihr.

14.00 hrs. @ $156.00/hr.
Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal:

Total ProfessIonal Sew/ces:

$54.00

$2,184.00

$2,238.00

$2,238.00
Re/mbursables

Parking
Travel Expense

Total Relmbursables:

-";-!.J $12.05
~I.. .

~!."':,$446.94OJ~;F458.99

Total Project Invoice Amount: $2,696.99

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTER CARD AND VISA ****

Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and lor errors on this
Invoice within 30 days, Indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered.

9570 SW Barbur Blvd •• Suite 100 Portland. Oregon 97219-5412
Phone (503) 246-1250 Fax (503) 246-1395 www.mlllerengrs.com

TERMS:

Net upon receipt
Accounts past due 25 days Bre subject to a seIViee charge of
1.5% per month (an emual percentage rate or 18%) Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042

008710

Petra, Inc 

MILLER 
CONSULTING 

ENGINEERS 

C/o Cosho Humphrey At\9~YName:_~w_~_~f} ____ ... 

:(c~~~i~Y\:;~ 
APR' 6.2011 

I{E(~E1VEI) 

April 11, 2011 
Invoice Number: 21296 

~Ol Bo~g58138707_9518 Job Number;_.~ . .,~~ ...... \ .. 
- Customer ID: PETRIOOO ose, Cost COde·,~\_pt'.. . _. 

Attn: Tom Walker Authorized. -__ 1._-:/ ___ . 0 .. 
Date p~osted .. __ ... _ ... _~BY. ~@.~,\\ .. 

Professional ServIces 

Masonry Veneer Review 
Project Engineer I 

Senior Engineer 

Re/mbursables 

Parking 
Travel Expense 

BudgeL--MGE-Projeet- .. 
Over Budn4QJERIDI~, - J\LL 

Mer}~~i:'\ID 

Consulting SelVices through April 08, 2011 

Travel to Idaho to provide expert witness services. 

0.50 hrs. @ 

14.00 hrs. @ 

$108.00 /hr. 

$156.00/hr. 
Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal: 

Total Professional Sew/ces: 

Total Re/mbursab/es: 

Total Project Invoice Amount: 

$54.00 

$2,184.00 

$2,238.00 

$2,238.00 

'.';-!.J $12.05 
~I'. . 

!!."':,$446.94 OJ ~;F458.99 

$2,696.99 

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTER CARD AND VISA **** 

Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and lor errors on this 
Invoice within 30 days, Indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered. 

TERMS: 
Net upon receipt 

9570 SW Barbur Blvd •• Suite 100 Portland. Oregon 97219-5412 
Phone (503) 246-1250 Fax (503) 246-1395 www.mlllerengrs.com 

Accounts past due 25 days are subject to a service charge of 
1.5% per month (an amual percentage rate or , 8%) Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042 



Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C.
Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C,

250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300
Boise, ID 83706

Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030

. ' ..

:i:j.".·.Jf~i.~l:}~t~,,:'.

JON Uij LU;)

RJ£(;l{~l \/Jt,;.l1

Petra, Inc.
c/o Jerald S. Frank
1097 N. Rosario Street
Meridian, ID 83642

Client 10: 61463 024

For the period ending May 31, 20 II

Date Description Invoice Number Invoice Amount Cash Applied Amount

May 31, 2011

Balance Forward
Finance Charge

$14,705.00

$220.58

14,925.58Amount Due $
=====

June 3, 2011 Payment Received

Current, Dutstanding Balance
ift' t>f";">'
i

(4,OOO.OO~;

.' $ 10,925.58
'.' J'~ """::::======={i'"'' -
·c .
{';;'l.
"':'.1'

;...;

Accounts Receivable Aging

Current 30 - 59 Days 60 - 89 Days 90-119Days 120/0ver Days Total

$220.58 $0.00 $14705.00 $0.00 $0.00 $14,925.58

EXHIBIT

I C 008711

Petra, Inc. 
clo Jerald S, Frank 
1097 N. Rosario Street 
Meridian, ID 83642 

Hooper Cornell, P .L.L.C. 
Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C, 

250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 
Boise, ID 83706 

Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030 

For the period ending May 31, 20 II 

. .......... ' .. 

:i:j .. ·OJf~i.~l:}~t~,,:', 

JON U ij LU:) 

RJ£ (; l{~ l \/Jt,;.I) 

Client 10: 61463 024 

Date Description Invoice Number Invoice Amount Cash Applied Amount 

May 31, 2011 

June 3, 2011 

Current 

$220.58 

Balance Forward 
Finance Charge 

$14,705,00 
$220.58 

Amount Due $ 14,925.58 
====== 

Payment Received 

Current, Dutstanding Balance 
ift' t>1';">' 
i 

;...; 

Accounts Receivable Aging 

30 - 59 Days 60 - 89 Days 90-119Days 120/0ver Days 

$0.00 $14705.00 $0.00 $0,00 

EXHIBIT 

I C 

(4,OOO.OO~; 

" $ 10,925.58 
',' J'~ -'-::::======= {j,"" -
·c ' 
{';;'l. 
"':'.1' 

Total 

$14,925.58 



Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 0
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 ~

Boise, 10 83706
Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030

Invoice Date: March 31. 2011

Petra, Inc.

c/o Jerald S. Frank
1097 N. Rosario Street
Meridian, 10 83642

APR 08 2n~'!

'RE(~~~lVl~:[)

Invoice Number:

Client Number:

00148480

61463024

For professional services rendered for the period ending March 31,2011

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the
accompanying schedule

Total

Beginning Balance

Current Activity:
Billings

Payments

Retainer applied

Net Due

$19,705.00

$19.705.00

$11,332.50

19,705.00
(11,332.50)

(5,000.00)

008712

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 0) 
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 ~ 

Boise, 10 83706 

Petra, Inc. 

c/o Jerald S. Frank 
1097 N. Rosario Street 
Meridian, 10 83642 

Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030 

APR 0 8 2n~'! 

'RE(~~~lVl~:[) 

Invoice Date: 

Invoice Number: 

Client Number: 

For professional services rendered for the period ending March 31,2011 

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the 
accompanying schedule 

Total 

Beginning Balance 
Current Activity: 
Billings 
Payments 
Retainer applied 

Net Due 

March 31, 2011 

$19,705.00 

$19.705.00 

$11,332.50 

19,705.00 
( 11,332.50) 

(5,000.00) 

00148480 

61463024 



Page 2
Detail Description
Date Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount

3/06/11 Dennis Reinstein Work on trial preparation 3.50 $1.032.50

3/08/11 Dennis Reinstein Review files and meet with Tom Walker to discuss 2.50 737.50
testimony. Follow up on documents needed for testimony.

3/09/11 Dennis Reinstein Go through reports of Wall's &others and try 10 reconcile 2.75 811.25
data to Petra financial reports. Phone conferences with
John Quapp and with Tom Walker

3/09/11 Keilh Pinkerton Meeting with John Quapp to discuss financial information; 3.00 855.00
review of internal financial information; discuss internally;
outline exhibits for trial.

3/10/11 Dennis Reinstein Follow up With Tom Walker on testimony &with John Quapp 0.75 221.25
on financial reconciliations.

3/10/11 Keith Pinkerton Outline potential issues for trial; review revised 3.00 855.00
spreadsheets.

3/11/11 Dennis Reinstein Work on documents - data for trial presentation. 1.25 36B.75

3/11/11 Keith Pinkerton Review financial spreadsheets produced. 1.00 0.00

3/12/11 Dennis Reinstein Work on presentation for Court 6.25 1.843.75

3/13/11 Dennis Reinstein Prepare documents, testimony &data for court presentation 2.25 663.75

3/14/11 Dennis Reinstein Prepare trial testimony &exhibits. Organize for trial 5.25 1,548.75
preparation meeting with Tom Walker.

3/15/11 Dennis Reinstein Prepare testimony outlines and Exhibits. Meet with Tom 7.00 2,065.00
Walker to discuss same. Follow up on mallers with John
Quapp.

3/16/11 Dennis Reinstein Meel with John Quapp at Petra to go over court 4.50 1,327.50
presentations and reconcile financial data. Update
testimony outlines and Exhibits for trial presentation.

3/19/11 Dennis Reinstein Meet with Tom Walker. Gene Bennett and John Quapp to 5.50 1,622.50
go over testimony. Make updates to testimony exhibits.

3/20/11 Dennis Reinstein Work on updates to trial exhibits 3.25 958.75

3/21/11 Dennis Reinstein Review various documents in preparation for trial testimony. 3.75 1.106.25

3/22/11 Dennis Reinstein Prepare for trial 3.25 958.75

3/23/11 Dennis Reinstein Prepare for triallestimony and wail in court for testimony 4.75 1,401.25
delivery.

3/25/11 Dennis Reinstein Prepare for &present trial testimony 4.00 1,180.00

3/28/11 Dennis Reinstein Organize files from testimony and general work. 0.50 147.50

Services 19,705.00

Total 68.00 $19,705.00

Summary by Employee

Employee

Dennis Reinstein
Keith Pinkerton
Keith Pinkerton - no charge

Total

Payments received after March 31, 2011 do nOl appear on this invoice.

Hours

61.00
6.00
1.00

68.00

Amount

$17,995.00
1,710.00

0.00

$19,705.00

008713

Detail Descri~tion 
Date Staff 

3/06/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/08/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/09/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/09/11 Keilh Pinkerton 

3/10/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/10/11 Keith Pinkerton 

3/11/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/11/11 Keith Pinkerton 

3/12/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/13/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/14/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/15/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/16/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/19/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/20/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/21/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/22/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/23/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/25/11 Dennis Reinstein 

3/28/11 Dennis Reinstein 

Employee 

Dennis Reinstein 
Keith Pinkerton 
Keith Pinkerton - no charge 

Invoice Description 

Work on trial preparation 

Review files and meet with Tom Walker to discuss 
testimony. Follow up on documents needed for testimony. 

Go through reports of WaU's & others and try to reconcile 
data to Petra financial reports. Phone conferences with 
John Quapp and with Tom Walker 

Meeting with John Quapp to discuss financial information; 
review of internal financial information; discuss internally; 
outline exhibits for trial. 

Follow up with Tom Walker on testimony & with John Quapp 
on financial reconciliations. 

Outline potential issues for trial; review revised 
spreadsheets. 

Work on documents - data for trial presentation. 

Review financial spreadsheets produced. 

Work on presentation for Court 

Prepare documents, testimony & data for court presentation 

Prepare trial testimony & exhibits. Organize for trial 
preparation meeting with Tom Walker. 

Prepare testimony outlines and Exhibits. Meet with Tom 
Walker to discuss same. Follow up on matters with John 
Quapp. 

Meet with John Quapp at Petra to go over court 
presentations and reconcile financial data. Update 
testimony outlines and Exhibits for trial presentation. 

Meet with Tom Walker. Gene Bennett and John Quapp to 
go over testimony. Make updates to testimony exhibits. 

Work on updates to trial exhibits 

Review various documents in preparation for trial testimony. 

Prepare for trial 

Prepare for trial testimony and wait in court for testimony 
delivery. 

Prepare for & present trial testimony 

Organize flies from testimony and general work. 

Summary by Employee 

Total 

Hours 

61.00 
6.00 
1.00 

68.00 

Payments received after March 31, 2011 do not appear on this invoice. 

Hours 

3.50 

2.50 

2.75 

3.00 

0.75 

3.00 

1.25 

1.00 

6.25 

2.25 

5.25 

7.00 

4.50 

5.50 

3.25 

3.75 

3.25 

4.75 

4.00 

0.50 

Services 

Total 68.00 

Amount 

$17.995.00 
1.710.00 

0.00 

$19.705.00 

Page 2 

Amount 

$1.032.50 

737.50 

811.25 

855.00 

221.25 

855.00 

368.75 

0.00 

1.843.75 

663.75 

1.548.75 

2.065.00 

1.327.50 

1.622.50 

958.75 

1.106.25 

958.75 

1,401.25 

1.180.00 

147.50 

19.705.00 

$19.705.00 



Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C.
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300

Boise, 10 83706
Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030

Invoice Date:

Invoice Number:

February 28, 2011

00148207

Petra, Inc.

c/o Jerald S. Frank
1097 N. Rosario Street
Meridian, 10 83642

MAR 02 2011

RE(~EIVED

Client Number: 61463024

For professional services rendered for the period ending February 28, 2011

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the
accompanying schedule

Total

Beginning Balance
Current Activity:
Billings
Adjustments

Net Due

$11,332.50

$11,332.50

$68.23

11,332.50
(68.23)

$11,332.50

008714

Petra, Inc. 

c/o Jerald S. Frank 
1097 N. Rosario Street 
Meridian, 10 83642 

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 

Boise, 10 83706 
Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030 

MAR 02 2011 

RE(~EIVED 

Invoice Date: 

Invoice Number: 

Client Number: 

For professional services rendered for the period ending February 28, 2011 

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the 
accompanying schedule 

Total 

Beginning Balance 
Current Activity: 
Billings 
Adjustments 

Net Due 

February 28, 2011 

$11,332.50 

$11,332.50 

$68.23 

11,332.50 
(68.23) 

$11,332.50 

00148207 

61463024 



Page 2
Detail Description
Date Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount

2/01/11 Dennis Reinstein Conference with Tom Walker about status of case. Follow 0.50 $147.50
up on analysis needed with Keith Pinkerton.

2/02/11 Dennis Reinstein Review documents from presentation of Armento to court. 1.75 516.25

2/04/11 Dennis Reinstein Review files of Petra. conferences with John Quapp, 2.25 663.75
prepare for meeting with Tom Walker.

2/04/11 Keith Pinkerton Review new information received from client. 4.25 1,211.25

2/05/11 Dennis Reinstein Review files and calculations of Armenlo. Meet with Tom 2.25 663.75
Walker to discuss approach to trial and place calls to John
Quapp &Gene Bennett.

2/05/1 I Keith Pinkerton Review new information received from client; 3.00 855.00
teleconference with Gene Bennett; teleconference with John
Quapp; discuss case with attorneys.

2/12/11 Dennis Reinstein Go through various documents related to analysis by City of 2.25 663.75
Meridian.

2/14/11 Dennis Reinstein Review files from John Quapp. Meet with Tom Walker and 1.75 516.25
John Quapp to discuss rebuttal testimony.

2/14/11 Keith Pinkerton Prepare for and participate in meeting with client. 4.75 1,353.75

2/15/11 Keith Pinkerton Review new information received; recalculate profitability 4.50 1,282.50
figures; develop potential trial exhibits.

2/16/1 t Keith Pinkerton Teleconference with John Quapp. 0.75 213.75

2/19/11 Dennis Reinstein Go through analysis of Petra's financial documents. 2.25 663.75

2/19/11 Dennis Reinstein Review documentation on operations developed by Keith. 1.75 0.00

2/20/11 Dennis Reinstein Go through records of Petra and analysis by City in 2.25 663.75
preparation for trial testimony.

2/23/11 Dennis Reinstein Go through files and meet with John Quapp at Petra. 2.75 811.25

2/26/11 Dennis Reinstein Go through files and Armenta's analysis and develop 3.75 1,106.25
rebuttal exhibits.

Services 11.332.50

Total 40.75 $11,332.50

Summary by Employee

Employee

Dennis Reinstein
Dennis Reinstein - no charge
Keith Pinkerton

Total

Payments received aller February 28. 201 t do not appear on this invoice.

Hours

21.75
1.75

17.25

40.75

Amount

$6,416.25
$0.00

4,916.25

$11,332.50

008715

Detail Descrietion 
Date Staff 

2/01/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/02/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/04/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/04/11 Keith Pinkerton 

2/05/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/05/11 Keith Pinkerton 

2/12/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/14/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/14/11 Keith Pinkerton 

2/15{11 Keith Pinkerton 

2/16/11 Keith Pinkerton 

2/19/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/19/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/20/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/23/11 Dennis Reinstein 

2/26/11 Dennis Reinstein 

Employee 

Dennis Reinstein 
DenniS Reinstein - no charge 
Keith Pinkerton 

Invoice Description 

Conference with Tom Walker about status of case. Follow 
up on analysis needed with Keith Pinkerton. 

Review documents from presentation of Armento to court. 

Review files of Petra, conferences with John Quapp, 
prepare for meeting with Tom Walker. 

Review new information received from client. 

Review files and calculations of Armento. Meet with Tom 
Walker to discuss approach to trial and place calls to John 
Quapp & Gene Bennett. 

Review new information received from client; 
teleconference with Gene Bannen; teleconference with John 
Quapp; discuss case with attorneys. 

Go through various documents related to analysis by City of 
Meridian. 

Review files from John Quapp. Meet with Tom Walker and 
John Quapp to discuss rebuttal testimony. 

Prepare for and participate in meeting with client. 

Review new information received; recalculate profitability 
figures: develop potenlialtrial exhibits. 

Teleconference with John Quapp. 

Go through analysis of Petra's financial documents. 

Review documentation on operations developed by Keith. 

Go through records 01 Petra and analysis by City in 
preparation for trial testimony. 

Go through tiles and meet with John Quapp at Petra. 

Go through tiles and Armenta's analysis and develop 
rebuttal exhibits. 

Summary by Employee 

Total 

Hours 

21.75 
1.75 

17.25 

40.75 

Payments received aller February 28. 2011 do not appear on this inVOice. 

Hours 

0.50 

1.75 

2.25 

4.25 

2.25 

3.00 

2.25 

1.75 

4.75 

4.50 

0.75 

2.25 

1.75 

2.25 

2.75 

3.75 

Services 

Total 40.75 

Amount 

$6.416.25 
$0.00 

4,916.25 

$11,332.50 

Page 2 

Amount 

$147.50 

516.25 

663.75 

1,211.25 

663.75 

855.00 

663.75 

516.25 

1,353.75 

1,282.50 

213.75 

663.75 

0.00 

663.75 

811.25 

1,106.25 

11,332.50 

$tl,332.50 



Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C.
Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C.

250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300
Boise, ID 83706

Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030

Invoice Date:

Client Number:

Petra, Inc.

clo Jerald S. Frank
1097 N. Rosario Street
Meridian, 10 83642

For professional services rendered for the period ending November 24, 2010

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the accompanying schedule

Total Invoice Amount

Beginning Balance
Current Activity:

Billings

November 24, 2010

61463-024

~~~~~o
4,548.75

Net Due $ 9,057.50

008716

Petra, Inc. 

clo Jerald S. Frank 
1097 N. Rosario Street 
Meridian, 10 83642 

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 
Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 

250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 
Boise, ID 83706 

Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030 

Invoice Date: 

Client Number: 

For professional services rendered for the period ending November 24, 2010 

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the accompanying schedule 

Total Invoice Amount 

Beginning Balance 
Current Activity: 

Billings 

Net Due 

November 24, 2010 

61463-024 

~~~~~o 
4,548.75 

$ 9,057.50 



Detail Description
Date Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount

11/5/10 Keith Pinkerton Preparation for deposition; discuss court case with Dennis. 3.00 855.00
11/8/10 Keith Pinkerton Deposition preparation; discussion of case with attorney. 3.00 855.00

11/11/10 Keith Pinkerton Review information received; discuss with attorney. 2.25 641.25
11/13/10 Dennis Reinstein. Go through depositions of Amento & Baird. 3.75 1,106.25
11/16/10 Dennis Reinstein Review various motions and memorandum from Cosho Humphrey

related to exclusion of City's damage claim. Prepare for meeting at
Tom Walker's office. Discuss cancellation of deposition. 2.25 663.75

11/19/10 Keith Pinkerton Read deposition of Bennett 1.25 356.25
11/22/10 Keith Pinkerton Teleconference with attorney. 0.25 71.25

Total 15.75 4.548.75

Summary by Employee

Employee
Dennis Reinstein
Keith Pinkerton

Hours
6.00
9.75

Total 15.75

Amount
1.770.00
2.778.75
4,548.75

008717

Detail Descri~tion 
Date Staff 

11/5/10 Keith Pinkerton 
11/8/10 Keith Pinkerton 

11/11/10 Keith Pinkerton 
11/13/10 Dennis Reinstein. 
11/16/10 Dennis Reinstein 

11/19/10 Keith Pinkerton 
11/22/10 Keith Pinkerton 

Invoice Descri~tion 

Preparation for deposition; discuss court case with Dennis. 
Deposition preparation; discussion of case with attorney. 
Review information received; discuss with attorney. 
Go through depositions of Amento & Baird. 
Review various motions and memorandum from Cosho Humphrey 
related to exclusion of City's damage claim. Prepare for meeting at 
Tom Walker's office. Discuss cancellation of deposition. 
Read deposition of Bennett 
Teleconference with attorney. 

Employee 
Dennis Reinstein 
Keith Pinkerton 

Summary by Employee 

Total 

Hours 

3.00 
3.00 
2.25 
3.75 

2.25 
1.25 
0.25 

15.75 

Hours 
6.00 
9.75 

Total 15.75 

Amount 

855.00 
855.00 
641.25 

1,106.25 

663.75 
356.25 

71.25 

4,548.75 

Amount 
1.770.00 
2.778.75 
4,548.75 



.", ~.

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C.
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300

Boise, 10 83706
Phone: (208) 344~2527 FAX: (208) 342~0030

Invoice Date:

Invoice Number:

October 31,2010

00147294

Petra, Inc.

c/o Jerald S. Frank
1097 N. Rosario Street
Meridian, 10 83642

For professional services rendered for the period ending October 31,2010

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the
accompanying schedule

Total

Client Number: 61463024

$4,508.75

$4,508.75

Beginning Balance
Current Activity:
Billings
Payments

Net Due

$10,279.75

4,508.75
(10,279.75)

$4,508.75

008718

. .;,.' ~, 

Petra, Inc. 

c/o Jerald S. Frank 
1097 N. Rosario Street 
Meridian, 10 83642 

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 

Boise, 10 83706 
Phone: (208) 344~2527 FAX: (208) 342~0030 

Invoice Date: 

Invoice Number: 

Client Number: 

For professional services rendered for the period ending October 31,2010 

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the 
accompanying schedule 

Total 

Beginning Balance 
Current Activity: 
Billings 
Payments 

Net Due 

October 31,2010 

$4,508.75 

$4,508.75 

$10,279.75 

4,508.75 
(10,279.75) 

$4,508.75 

00147294 

61463024 



·.. .•.. '

Page 2
Detail Description
Dale Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount

10/01/10

10/08/10

10/11/10

10/13/10

10/13/10

10/14/10

10/20/10

10/20/10

10/28/10

Employee

Keith Pinkerton

Keith Pinkel10n

Keith Pinkel10n

Dennis Reinstein

Keith Pinkerton

Keith Pinkerton

Dennis Reinstein

Keith Pinkerton

Keith Pinkerton

Review economic data; outline opinions.

Work on damages report and opinions.

Meet with client; outline opinions.

Review and discuss loss analysis with Keith.

Meel with client and allorney; outline mediation exhibits.

Prepare mediation report schedules; coordinate with
allorney and client.

Review documentation from City on there financial claim.

Review information received; finalize report.

Review agreement between Petra and City.

Summary by Employee

Hours

Services

Total

0.75

2.00

1.00

0.75

4.00

2.00

1.25

3.00

1.00

15.75

Amount

$213.75

570.00

285.00

221.25

1.140.00

570.00

368.75

855.00

285.00

4,508.75

$4,508.75

Dennis Reinstein
Keith Pinkerton

Total

2.00
13.75

15.75

$590.00
3,918.75

$4,508.75

Payments received after October 31,2010 do not appear on this invoice.

008719

, .. . •.. ' 

Page 2 
Detail DescriQtion 
Dale Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount 

10/01/10 Keith Pinkerton Review economic data; outline opinions. 0.75 $213.75 

10/08/10 Keith Pinkerton Work on damages report and opinions. 2.00 570.00 

10/11/10 Keith Pinkerton Meet with client: outline opinions. 1.00 285.00 

10/13/10 Dennis Reinstein Review and discuss loss analysis with Keith. 0.75 221.25 

10/13/10 Keith Pinkerton Meet with client and attorney; oulline mediation exhibits. 4.00 1,140.00 

10/14/10 Keith Pinkerton Prepare mediation report schedules; coordinate with 2.00 570.00 
attorney and client. 

10/20/10 DenniS Reinstein Review documentation from City on there financial claim. 1.25 368.75 

10/20/10 Keith Pinkerton Review information received; finalize report. 3.00 855.00 

10/28/10 Keith Pinkerton Review agreement between Petra and City. 1.00 285.00 

Services 4,508.75 

Total 15.75 $4,508.75 

Summary by Employee 

Employee Hours Amount 

Dennis Reinstein 2.00 $590.00 
Keith Pinkerton 13.75 3,918.75 

Total 15.75 $4,508.75 

Payments received after October 31,2010 do not appear on this invoice. 



•.£

'.l • ~

Petra, Inc.

c/o Jerald S. Frank
1097 N. Rosario Street
Meridian, ID 83642

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C.
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300

Boise, ID 83706
Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030

Invoice Date:

Invoice Number:

Client Number:

September 30, 2010

00146983

61463024

For professional services rendered for the period ending September 30.2010

Out-at-pocket costs tor travel, postage and supplies

Assist with analysis at loss claim as detailed on the
accompanying schedule

Total

Beginning Balance
Current Activity:
Billings

Net Due

$6,691.50 ~

/' \P$3.388.25 671\V'
6,891.50

$10,279.75

008720

·.l • ~ 

Petra, Inc. 

c/o Jerald S. Frank 
1097 N. Rosario Street 
Meridian, ID 83642 

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 

Boise, ID 83706 
Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030 

Invoice Date: 

Invoice Number: 

Client Number: 

For professional services rendered for the period ending September 30.2010 

Out-ot-pocket costs for travel. postage and supplies 

Assist with analysis of loss claim as detailed on the 
accompanying schedule 

Total 

Beginning Balance 
Current Activity: 
Billings 

Net Due 

September 30, 2010 

00146983 

61463024 

$6,691.50 ~ 

/' \P $3.388.25 67t\V' 
6.891.50 

$10.279.75 



Page 2
Detail Description
Date Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount

9/01/10 Dennis Reinstein Meet at Petra to discuss records available and business 2.00 $590.00
operations with Jerry Frank & John Quapp.

9/01/10 Dennis Reinstein Go over building permit data and approach to loss analysis 0.75 221.25
with Keith.

9/01/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits; meeting with client. 6.00 1,710.00

9/02/10 Joey Chen Data entry for valuation project 1.00 56.00

9/03/10 Dennis ReinSlein Meet at Petra to discuss records available and business 1.75 516.25
operations with Jerry Frank &. John Quapp.

9/03/10 Keith Pinkerton Meeting with client. 2.00 570.00

9/03/10 Joey Chen Data entry for valuation project 0.50 28.00

9/05/10 Dennis Reinstein Review historical financial data for Petra. 0.50 147.50

9/13/10 Dennis Reinstein Go through financial statements and calculation issues with 0.75 0.00
Keith.

9/14/10 Dennis Reinstein Go over items to review in preparation for meeting at Tom 2.75 811.25
Walker's office. Meet at Tom's with Tom & Petra folks.

9/14/10 Keith Pinkerton Ad<;litional analysis of building permit data; meeting with 4.00 1,140.00
client.

9/15/10 Keith Pinkerton Meeting with client. 1.50 427.50

9/22/10 Dennis Reinstein Follow up with Kelth & Tom on slalus of analysis and liming 0.75 221.25
issues.

9/23/10 Keith Pinkerton Meeting with clienl to discuss case. 1.50 427.50

Services 6,866.50
Expenses 25.00

Total 25'.75 $6,891.50

Summary by Employee

Employee

Dennis Reinstein
Dennis Reinstein - No charge
Joey Chen
Keith Pinkerton

Total

Payments received after September 30. 2010 do not appear on this invoice.

Hours

8.50
0.75
1.50

15.00,
25.75

Amount

$2,507.50
0.00

84.00
4,275.00

$6,866.50

008721

Detail Descrietion 
Date Staff 

9/01/10 Dennis Reinstein 

9/01/10 Dennis Reinstein 

9/01/10 Keith Pinkerton 

9/02/10 Joey Chen 

9103/10 Dennis Reinstein 

9/03/10 Keith Pinkerton 

9/03/10 Joey Chen 

9/05/10 Dennis Reinstein 

9/13/10 Dennis Reinstein 

9/14/10 Dennis Reinstein 

9/14/10 Keith Pinkerton 

9/15/10 Keith Pinkerton 

9/22/10 Dennis Reinstein 

9/23/10 Keith Pinkerton 

Employee 

Dennis Reinstein 
Dennis Reinstein - No charge 
Joey Chen 
Keith Pinkerton 

Invoice Description 

Meet at Petra to discuss records available and business 
operations with Jerry Frank & John Quapp. 

Go over building permit dala and approach to loss analysis 
with Keith. 

Analysis of building permits; meeting with client. 

Data entry for valuation project 

Meet at Petra to discuss records available and business 
operations with Jerry Frank &. John Quapp. 

Meeting with client. 

Data entry for valuation project 

Review historical financial data for Petra. 

Go through financial statements and calculation issues with 
Keith. 

Go over items to review in preparation for meeting at Tom 
Walker's office. Meet at Tom'S with Tom & Petra folks. 

Ad(litional analysis of building permit data; meeting with 
client. 

Meeting with client. 

Follow up with Keith & Tom on status of analysis and timing 
issues. 

Meeting with client to discuss case. 

Summary by Employee 

Total 

Hours 

8.50 
0.75 
1.50 

15.00 

25.75 

Payments received after September 30, 2010 do not appear on this invoice. 

Hours 

2.00 

0.75 

6.00 

1.00 

1.75 

2.00 

0.50 

0.50 

0.75 

2.75 

4.00 

1.50 

0.75 

1.50 

Services 
Expenses 

Totat 25'.75 

Amount 

$2,507.50 
0.00 

84.00 
4,275.00 

$6,866.50 

Page 2 

Amount 

$590.00 

221.25 

1,710.00 

56.00 

516.25 

570.00 

28.00 

147.50 

0.00 

811.25 

1,140.00 

427.50 

221.25 

427.50 

6,866.50 
25.00 

$6,891.50 



Petra, Inc.

c/o Jerald S. Frank
1097 N. Rosario Street
Meridian, 10 83642

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C.
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300

Boise, 10 83706
Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030

Invoice Date:

Invoice Number:

Client Number:

August 31, 2010

00146602

61463024

For professional services rendered for the period ending August 31.2010

Assist with matters involving the City of Meridian as detailed on
the accompanying schedule

Total

Beginning Balance
Current Activity:
Billings

Net Due

$3.388.25

$3.388.25

$0.00

3,388.25

$3,388.25

008722

Petra, Inc. 

c/o Jerald S. Frank 
1097 N. Rosario Street 
Meridian, 10 83642 

Hooper Cornell, P.L.L.C. 
250 Bobwhite Court Suite 300 

Boise, 10 83706 
Phone: (208) 344-2527 FAX: (208) 342-0030 

Invoice Date: 

Invoice Number: 

Client Number: 

For professional services rendered for the period ending August 31,2010 

Assist with matters involving the City of Meridian as detailed on 
the accompanying schedule 

Total 

Beginning Balance 
Current Activity: 
Billings 

Net Due 

August 31, 2010 

00146602 

61463024 

$3.388.25 

$3.388.25 

$0.00 

3,388.25 

$3,388.25 



Page 2
Detail Description
Date Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount

8/18/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.00 $285.00

8/19/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.50 427.50

8/20/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 2.00 570.00

8/24/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.00 285.00

8/26/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.25 356.25

8/27/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 2.00 570.00

8/27/10 Joey Chen Excel spreadsheet setup for building permits 2.25 126.00

8/30/10 Joey Chen Excel spreadsheet setup for building permits 1.00 56.00

8/31/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 2.50 712.50

Services 3,388.25

Total 14.50 $3,388.25

Summary by Employee

Employee

Joey Chen
Keith Pinkerton

Total

Payments received after August 31, 2010 do not appear on this invoice.

Hours

3.25
11.25

14.50

Amount

$182.00
3,206.25

$3,388.25

008723

Page 2 
Detail Descril2tion 
Date Staff Invoice Description Hours Amount 

8/18/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.00 $285.00 

8119/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.50 427.50 

8/20/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 2.00 570.00 

8/24/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.00 285.00 

8/26/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 1.25 356.25 

8/27/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 2.00 570.00 

8/27/10 Joey Chen Excel spreadsheet setup for building permits 2.25 126.00 

8/30/10 Joey Chen Excel spreadsheet setup lor building permits 1.00 56.00 

8/31/10 Keith Pinkerton Analysis of building permits. 2.50 712.50 

Services 3,388.25 

Total 14.50 $3,388.25 

Summary by Employee 

Employee Hours Amount 

Joey Chen 3.25 $182.00 
Keith Pinkerton 11.25 3,206.25 

Total 14.50 $3,388.25 

Payments received after August 31. 20 10 do not appear on this invoice. 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

,.

!(
'1 :
Ii

I
To: Tom Walker

Cosho - Humphrey llP
PO Box 9516, 63707-9516
600 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1063712
206-344-7611

Invoice
Date: February 25, 2011
Invoice#: 11-002
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall legal

~l
FEB 2'e 20U

RECEIVED

56.5 Hrs

-0- Hrs
.!Jt'

--_._--
57.0Hrs

-0- Hrs

$
16.5 Hrs

-0- Hrs

$
43.5Hrs

-0- Hrs

$

--_•.._-----

Hours worked W/E 1/29

Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

Meridian City Halllagal Due upon receip_t .....__. _

Research & Document Preparation

18.50 Hours worked W/E 2/12------ ---:~---

Petra Defense - 20771-006._--- ------
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

Petra Defense - 20771-008-------.-.-..--- ..__.._----_.._-------._._---1-----
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

',~\ ·'~"'.L~~:( '<,~t ~~_•••E.~.gm-·iill}l.iWtl1rffi!

57.00 Hours worked W/E 2/5
_~'R...... .~••A__'-' .~ " .. ...... •._.A...'

Petra Defense - 20771-008

43.50 Hours worked W/E 2/19

43.00 Hours worked WIE 2/26----------....-------t--'------
Petra Defense - 20771-006------- -.__.._-------
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

Petra Defense - 20771-006--.-----t------. . ------
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

3765 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 63713
I

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
Thank you for your business!

I
EXHIBIT

D 008724

,. 

i( 
"I: 
Ii 

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey llP 
PO Box 9516, 63707-9516 
600 Park Blvd, SuHe 790 
Boise, 1063712 
206-344-7611 

Invoice 
Date: February 25, 2011 
Invoice#: 11-002 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall legal 

~l 
FEB 2"e 20U 

RECEIVED 

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
Thank you for your business! 

3765 N Farlight Place, BOise, 10 63713 , 

EXHIBIT 

I D 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

Invoice
March 25, 2011
11-003
Meridian City Hall legal

To: Gene Bennett
Petra Inc
1097 N Rosario St
Meridian, 10 83642
208-323-4500

MAR 31 2011

RECEIVED

___..__. . -1.Me.!!dian CJ.lY. Hall legal ~~!~_~"..~!.~i~.._._..__ _
Research &Document Preparation

_-..1- .-'-- _

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
Thank you for your business!

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

008725

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Gene Bennett 
Petra Inc 
1097 N Rosario Sl 
Meridian, 10 83642 
208-323-4500 

Invoice 
Date: March 25, 2011 

MAR 3 1 2a11 

RECEIVED 

Invoice #: 11-003 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall legal 

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
Thank you for your business! 

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

Invoice
April 30, 2011
11-004
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Gene Bennett
Petra Inc
1097 N Rosario 5t
Meridian, 1083642
208-323-4500

! .. '. Meridian City Hall Legal iDue upon receipt i.. . !........ ······..····".···..·..····ResearCh'i-oocum·enTPreparatlon-·--··-_ -_ _ _ _ ~ , .

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
Thank you for your businessI

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

008726

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Gene Bennett 
Petra Inc 
1097 N Rosario St 
Meridian, 1083642 
208-323-4500 

Date: 
Invoice#: 
Customer 10: 

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
Thank you for your business I 

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

Invoice 
April 30, 2011 
11-004 
Meridian City Hall Legal 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

i,' •
..... \;

To: Gene Bennett
Petra Inc
1097 N Rosario St
Meridian, 1083642
208-323-4500

~~'( 'l \.) 10"

RECEIVED

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

Invoice
May 21. 2011
11-005
Meridian City Hall Legal

.-."""':1,-_-7-_,-37.85 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

008727

i,' • 
..... \' 

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Gene Bennett 
Petra Inc 
1097 N Rosario 8t 
Meridian. 1083642 
208-323-4500 

Invoice 
Date: May 21.2011 
Invoice #: 11-005 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 



Invoice

"When tomorrow is too latel"

"...--

Hot Shots, Inc.,
P.O. Box 1277
Meridian, ill 83680
(208) 888-3801
www.HotShotsIncDelivery.com

Petra. Inc.
Atttl; Aceo~~ Payable
1097 N:.:R.Q8ano St.
MeridiM, Bfs3642

JUN 0 1 2011

RECEIVED

5/121201 1 # Pieces: 1
Ref: Kuna Submittals

5/1612011 # PieCes: 1
Ref

Weight: 1
Signed By: Amber

Weight: 1
Signed By: baib

#7~.S.....~.·.';,,~~~~;~'lfi\;,"t~~i.i.'w~!i,U,\f "Palrk Blvd, Silite 790 to .A" I
'~"!'~;"";""~: ; •. -. '~~~.Y.:' ,l .. ,"-. - 1G1V-

BoiSe. ID; 83707
To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Q.osario St.
~illim,ID.83642
i#m62F.mm: Petra Inc.; 1097 N. Rosario 8t.
Mer\dian. ID. 83642
To: LKV Architects. 2400 E. Riverwalk
Boise. ID. 83.706
fi;,~:tl~_:;W. ~ Park Blvd.

• , 702'····.
To: petra Inc., 1097N. Rosario S1. lQ~ \ b
Meridian, ID, 83642

11.95

" ~.,
~

r:

EXHIBIT

EI -----

For data entry, POD's, rates etc. visit our website and enteryour customer login.
For more info. 0011888-3801. SMARTPHONEAPP NOWAVAILABLEII

Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimwn charge.

Payments/Credits

Total Due

$0.00

$95.61

008728

"...--

·1 Hot Shots, Inc., Invoice 
P.O. Box 1277 
Meridian, ID 83680 
(208) 888-3801 
www.HotShotsIncDelivery.com 

Petra. Inc. 
Atttl; Acco~~ Payable 
1097 N:. R()sa;no St. 
MeridiM, Bfs3642 

511212011 # Pieces: I Weight: 1 
Ref: Kuna Submittals Signed By: Amber 

5/1612011 # PieCes: 1 Weight: 1 
Ref: Signed By: baib 

"When tomorrow is too latel" 

JUN 0 1 2011 

RECEIVED 

To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Q.osario St. 
~awan,DD,83642 
#m62F.mm: Petra Inc.; 1097 N. Rosario St. 
Mer\dian. DD, 83642 
To: LKV Architects. 2400 E. Riverwa1k 
Boise, ID, 83.706 
fi"".;}fflM9:l!~g{;W. 8QO Park Blvd. 

, ,83702·· • 
To: petra Inc., 1097N. Rosario St. ~~ \ b 
Meridian, ID, 83642 

EXHIBIT 

E 

For data entry, POD's, rates etc. visit our website and enter your customer login. 
For more info. 0011888-3801. SMARTPHONEAPP NOW AVAILABLEII 

Payments/Credits 

Total Due 
Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimwn charge. 

11.95 

$0.00 

$95.61 



9.95

9.95

9.95

9.95

1 .

Invoice@
"

I

DEC 0Z 2010

#45505 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St.
Meridian, ill, 83642
To: Hummel Architects PLLC, 2785 Bogus Basin Rd.
Boise ill 83702

Weight: 1
Signed By: davis

Weight: 1
Signed By: Fisher

Weight: 1
Signed By: Amber

Weight: 1
Signed By: Amber

Wei t: 1
Signed By: Amber

Weight: 1
Signed By: Huff

-Weight: I
.Signed By: Jackie

eces: 1 Wei t: 1
Ref: Idaho Power Lake Signed By: Bruce
Fork

Petr4 Inc.
4tm: J\..cco\Jnts Payable
I;OS7 -N. Rpsmo St.
t,f.~ IP 83642

\ '"
";.

Bill To

111512010 # Pieces: 1
Ref: 100600-
Submittals

111512010 # Pieces: 1
Ref: TVCC

111812010 # Pieces: I
Ref:

11/812010 # Pieces: 1
Ref: 100600-
Submittals

hots, Inc,.
.0. Box 1277

Meridian, ID 83680
(208) 888-3801
www.HotShotsIncDelivery.com

11/1012010

11129/2010 # Pieces: 1
Ref: Bidding

1112912010 fI Pieces: I Weight: 1 #45506 From: Hummel Architects PLLC, 2785 Bogus Basin Rd. 9.95

Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge.

To receive invoices by email: Email address _

Payments/Credits

Total Due

008729

L..I ...... ..,...". Inc .. 
.0. Box 1277 

Meridian, ID 83680 
(208) 888-3801 
www.HotShotsIncDelivery.com 

Bill To 

Petra Inc. 
4tm: J\,.CCOlJnts Payable 
I;OS7 ·N. Rpsmo St. 
t,t~ lP 83642 , '. 

";. 

# Pieces: 1 
Ref: 100600-
Submittals 

111512010 # Pieces: 1 
Ref: Tvee 

111812010 # Pieces: 1 
Ref: 

11/812010 1 
Ref: 100600-
Submittals 

11/1012010 # Pieces: I . 

R~i~~;~~W 

Weight: 1 
Signed By: Fisher 

Weight: 1 
Signed By: Amber 

Weight: 1 
Signed By: Huff 

Invoice 

DEC 0 Z 2010 

9.95 

. ,".\,' 

9.95 

Weight: 1 #45506 From: Hummel Architects PLLe, 2785 Bogus Basin Rd. 9.95 

Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge. 

To receive invoices by email: Email address ____________ _ 

Payments/Credits 

Total Due 



11.95

Invoice
;.:":> ~.r :~.'

#6163i From:PetmInc., I097N. Rosario 8t.
Meridiap, lD, 83642
To: AOC'; 'Boise, 1649 W. Shoreline

~~.
;" ,~'I' ~·t·i .. " .. .

APR" 0~ 20,r'"

'~iEc~¥ED
.. i

• '.1

Weight: 1
Signed By: reeder

Petra Inc.

Attn.:~~.~:.~~ Payable
10Q1N~~o St.
Mef.i<Uv.tfdQ,~3642

i \

, ,

811110 '

ots, Inc..
. Box 1277

eridian, ill 83680
(208) 888-3801
www.HotShotsIncDelivery.com

. 3/litOH . # Pieces: 1
Ref: PLMS-IOI220

11.95

11.95

36.95

·4

#68366 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St.
Meridian, lD, 83642
To: DPW, 502 N. 4th Street
Boise,lD, 83720

Weight::1
Signed By: amber

Weight: 40
Signed By: chuck

Weight 10
Signed By: mindy

\0 - \-z.::u:>

3/112011 # Pieces: 11
Ref:

3/912011 # Pieces: 1 Weight: 1
~I~~~~.·.· SignedBy: Jobn

312312011 # Pieces: 1
Ref: 100600
Submittals

3/3112011 # Pieces: 1
Ret Bany Miller

Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge.

To receive invoices by email: Email address _

Payments/Credits

Total Due

$0.00

$102.68

008730

Inc .. 
. Box 1277 

Invoice 

. dian, ID 83680 
(208) 888-3801 
www.HotShotsIncDelivery.com 

. -
811110 . 

Petra Inc. 
Attn:.~~~ Payable 
10Q7 N~~o St. 
Meii<Uv.tf.~JQ·~3642 

i \ 

.. 3/I12oH'" ifPTeces: 1 
Ref: PLMS-IOI220 

3/912011 

# Pieces: 1 
Ret Bany Miller 

Weight: 1 
Signed By: reeder 

Weight 10 
Signed By: miDdy 

•• .1 

.. i 

~~-.... '.,~I :'/ _-------

APR" O~· 20" ... ·' 

,~iEC~¥ED 

#6163i From.:PetmInc., I097N. Rosario St. 
Meridiap. lD, 83642 
To: AOC'; -Boise, 1649 W. Shoreline 

#68366 From: Petra Inc .• 1097 N. Rosario St. 
Meridian, lD. 83642 
To: DPW. 502 N. 4th Street 
Boise,lD. 83720 

Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge. 
Payments/Credits 

Total Due 
To receive invoices by email: Email address ___________ _ 

i1.95 

36.95 

11.95 

11.95 

$0.00 

$102.68 



" '. · ...,·-.;r

"When tomorrow is too late!"

~; '~, .

Invoice

Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge.

To receive invoices by email: Email address _

Payments/Credits

Total Due

$0.00

$169.38

008731

"",' ,"·'\f":.-' 

"When tomorrow is too late!" 

~; '~, . 

" '. "'., . .;i' 

Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge. 

To receive invoices by email: Email address. ___________ _ 

Invoice 

Payments/Credits 

Total Due 

$0.00 

$169.38 



,Hot Shots, Inc.
P.O. Box 1277
Meridian, ill 83680
(208) 888-3801
www.HotShotslncDeIivery.com

Bill To:

"When tomorrow is too late!"

Invoice

Petra Inc.
Attn: Accounts Payable
1097 N. Rosario 8t.
Meridian, ID 83642

Selvlced Pcs! Reference '# \,IV!! Slgrwture Oescrq.Jtloll Amount

Reference: Treasure Signed By: Olsen Meridian, 10, 83642
ValleyWo

3/2412010 # Pieces: 6
Reference: TYCC

3/2912010 # Pieces: 1
Reference:
Job#1002oo

To: Design West Arehitects, 216 SW 5th Street 100
Meridian, 10, 83642

Weight 25 #12898 From: Petra Inc., 1097N. Rosario St.
Signed By: Fisher Meridian, 10, 83642

To: CSHQA, 250 S. 5th St.
Boise,ID, 83702

Weight: 1 #13044 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St.
Signed By: OJ Meridian, ID, 83642

9.95

9.95

9.95

9.95

9.95

9.95

To: Larson Architects, 210 Murray
Garden City, 10,83714
#13040 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St.
Meridian, 10, 83642

To: Cosho Humphrey, UP, 800 Park Blvd. Suite 790
'. Boise, ID, 83707

#13055 From: Larson Architects, 210 Murray
Garden City, ID, 83714

Weight 30
Signed By:
Crawford

312912010 # Pieces: 1 Weight: 25
Reference: Signed By: Robin

i.cm~l~tf~~i'

3/2912010 #Pieces: 2
Reference:
Job#1002oo,.,...

1/
3/3012010 # Pieces: 1

I Reference:

3/3112010 # Pieces: 1
Reference:
Renaissance

To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St
'. - Meridian, ill, 83642

Weight: 1 #13083 From: Hummel Architects PLLC, 2785 Bogus Basin Rd.
• Signed By: Boise,lO, 83702 --V \ c..

___ ..~rawford -""'"e...r'\. \~ r D7..D-~

-, .." To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St.
'--" Meridian, 10, 83642

3/3112010 tI Pieces: 1 Weight: 1 " #13154 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St.
Reference: TYCC,_. Signed By: Briner Meridian, 10, 83642

". ,_ To: CSHQA, 250 S. 5th St.--..... .
,.,.......... BOIse, 10, 83702

Weight: 10 "!13IS3 From: Hummel Architects PLLC, 2785 Bogus Basin Rd.
Signed By: Barb Boise,IO, 83702

To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St.
Meridian, ill, 83642

( Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge. )

(TO receive invoices by email: Email address J
Payments/Credits

Total Due

$0.00

$248.75

008732

, Hot Shots, Inc. Invoice 
P.O. Box 1277 
Meridian, ill 83680 
(208) 888-3801 
www.HotShotslncDelivery.com 

Bill To: 

Petra Inc. 
Attn: Accounts Payable 
1097 N. Rosario St. 
Meridian, ID 83642 

"When tomorrow is too late!" 

Selvlced Pcs! Refelence '# \,IVt I Signature Oescrq.Jtlon Amount 

Reference: Treasure Signed By: Olsen Meridian, 10, 83642 
ValleyWo 

To: Design West An:hitects, 216 SW 5th Street 100 
Meridian. 10, 83642 

3/2412010 # Pieces: 6 
Reference: TYCC 

3/2912010 # Pieces: I 
Reference: 
Job#1002oo 

Weight 25 #12898 From: Petra Inc., 1097N. Rosario St. 
Signed By: Fisher Meridian, 10, 83642 

To: CSHQA. 250 S. 5th St. 
Boise,ID,83702 

Weight: 1 #13044 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario st. 
Signed By: DJ Meridian, ID, 83642 

To: Larson Architects, 210 Murray 
Garden City, 10,83714 

312912010 # Pieces: 1 Weight: 25 #13040 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario st. 
Meridian, 10, 83642 Reference: Signed By: Robin 

i."~~~~~~)-
To: Cosho Humphrey, UP, 800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 

_. Boise, ID, 83707 
3/2912010 # Pieces: 2 

Reference: 
Job#loo2oo 

1/ 
,.,... 

3/3012010 # Pieces: 1 
I Reference: 

Weight 30 
Signed By: 
Crawford 

#13055 From: Larson Architects, 210 Murray 
Garden City, ID, 83714 

To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St 
-. - Meridian, ill, 83642 

Weight: 1 #13083 From: Hummel Architects PLLC, 2785 Bogus Basin Rd. 
• Signed By: Boise,lO, 83702 --V \ c.. 

_____ ~rawford -""'" e..." \~ r D7..D-~ 

"--" To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario st. 
',-, Meridian, 10, 83642 

3/3112010 tI Pieces: 1 Weight: 1 " #13154 From: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario St. 
Reference: TYCC,__ Signed By: Briner Meridian, 10, 83642 

-~. ~. To: CSHQA. 250 S. 5th St. -- . 
3/3112010 # Pieces: 1 

Reference: 

'-'" BOlse, 10, 83702 
Weight: 10 "-113153 From: Hummel Architects PLLC, 2785 Bogus Basin Rd. 
Signed By: Barb Boise,IO, 83702 

Renaissance 
To: Petra Inc., 1097 N. Rosario st. 
Meridian, ill, 83642 

( Past due invoices will be charged 1.5% monthly with a $5.00 minimum charge. ) 

(TO receive invoices by email: Email address J 
Payments/Credits 

Total Due 

9.95 

9.95 

9.95 

9.95 

9.95 

9.95 

$0.00 

$248.75 



!~
8.S
0.'7

17.5

DisCOUD
Pric

11.12 9.6

10.25

List
Price

11.66 10.1
1.70 1.'7

114 1J~l.C

1> \1, I'

":5' 12.8 ~
19.06 16.5
1.62 1.4

Total

tQt!I,1
felght

Delivery Area Surcharge
Fuel Surcharge

"r ,I
Freight
Fuel Surcharge

'Prelght
", : Jituel Surcharge

JIM AHRENS

ReaeVlir
STliVliENS STEEL WEST INC.
1097 ROSE CROSSING
KALlSP-ELL
MT59i01

RAYMOND MILLER

LYNN STEVENS

Reoeiver
MILLER CONSULTING ENGINEER
9570 SW BARBUR BOULEVARD
PORTLAND
OR 97219

Sender
PETRA SUNNYSIDE
1801 E EDISON
SUNNYSIDE
WA98944

Sender
PETRA SUNNYSII~' ',,'
1801 EEDISON ,',_.
SUNNYSIDE
WA98944

LAURenE SHAW

TOM COUGHLIN

LAURETTE SHAW

Sender
PETRA INCORPORATED
1097 N. ROSARIO STREET
MERIDIAN
1083642

327532
12108i2010 .
00802691804n:28VV83
PETRA INCORPORATED 'x~~l

0:1ZE28VV830291156508
up Date 1210112010

rvlce Level 2nd Day PM
eight 1lbs

Zone 202
Origln/Dest
Payer Sender
Bill Referenee: SUNNVSIDE

UPS No: 1ZE28VV830290547516
Pickup Date 1210112010"
Service Level 2nd Day PM
Weight 1lbs
Zone 204
Orfgln/Dest
Payer Sender
Bill Reference: SUNNYSIDE

UPS No: 1ZE28 30192150095
Pickup Date 1210112010
Service Level Next Day
Weight Letter
Zone 104
Origln/Dest
Payer Sender
Bill Reference: MCH
---~ - -~-- --- - - -~ -- ---- ~~ - -~- - -- - ---- --~----~- --- ~ - ------~---;-----

, • ,\ < t
j 11 •

'h " "- ,"'" J, 'c" " " " ,L\ ~ If' l",:-\~ frl~/f i h ...., :;ll f()! ''-{/~f,,;Jf: /f i;1<-::}:_1 "-/ c

, ' ,
_ • -<'-.I. • _< _, ~ ~ ~ _. ~ _. _.~_

.. - -~ - -~ ~ ~----------~-~ -- - -- ~- - -- !:. /5:. - -- - - -- -- --~- - - --- - ----------- -----------

1210112010
Ground
I,.Eltter

~lokupDate
-, OtLevel

" "deI\tf.Nb\'"
)r1gf~Ds~~,
)ay.~!l{;;~ '-"

,PICKUP Ot-iARGES

PETRA,INC.
1097 N. ROSARIO STREET
MERIDIAN
1083642

BARB

Same Day Pickup web Request

Fuel Surcharge
6.00 6.0

6.33 6.3

.,
f"

BI Paae 5 of5008733

12108i2010 . 
00802691804n:28VV83 
PETRA INCORPORATED 

1210112010 
2nd Day PM 
1lbs 
202 

PETRA SUNNYSU~' . ,,' 
1801 E EDISON . ,'-. 
SUNNYSIDE 
WA98944 

LAURETTE SHAW 

WA98225 

JIM AHRENS 

List DiscouD 
!~ 

Price Pric 
10.25 8.S 

0.87 (1 

OJ tt~ 
0.7 

11. 

1.70 1.7 1210112010 
2nd Day PM 
1lbs 

PETRA SUNNYSIDE 
1801 E EDISON 
SUNNYSIDE 
WA98944 

STIiVi;ENS STEEL WEST INC. 
1097 ROSE CROSSING 
KA\..ISP'ELL 
MT59~1 

I De,llvery Area Surcharge 
Surcharge 114 ~~1.C , 

\1l \] • I ~ 

Pickup Date 
SelVlce Level 
Weight 
Zone 
Origln/Dest 

204 

1210112010 
Next Day 
Letter 
104 

Payer Sender 
Bill Reference: MCH 

LAURenE SHAW 

PETRA INCORPORATED 
1097 N. ROSARIO STREET 
MERIDIAN 
1083642 

TOM COUGHLIN 

LYNN STEVENS 

MILLER CONSULTING ENGINEER 
9570 SW BARBUR BOULEVARD 
PORTLAND 
OR 97219 

RAYMOND MILLER 

19.06 
1.62 

U.S 
1.4 

---~ - -~-- --- - - -~ -- ---- ~~ - -~- - -- - ---- --~----~- --- ~ - ------~---; -----
, , ,\ < ) 

j 11 • 

'h ' ,- ,,,, .. J, 'C" , " " , 
L\~/}"':-\~frl~/fih""> ::llf()!''-{/~f,,;Jf: /fi;1<-::j:_1,,-/ c . ' , 

_ • -<'-.I. • _< _, _ _ ~ ._ ~ _. _< __ 

.. _.- - -- - -------------- -- - -- ~- - -- !:. /5:. _.- - - -- -- -.-- - - --- - ----------. -----------

~1okup Date 1210112010 
1"l'Yloe Level Ground 

tJhtif.Nbi. c, \.Eltter 

)rlgf~n.~~, 
'ay.~ !!t;;~ '.-

. PICKUP Ot-iARGES 

81 

PETRA,INC. 
1097 N. ROSARIO STREET 
MERIDIAN 
1083642 

BARB 

. , 
f" 

Same Day Pickup Web Request 

Fuel Surcharge 
6.00 6.0 

6.33 6.3 

Paae 5 of5 



Photography - Photos to display workmanship of the Ada
County Courthouse in Boise.
98 views $~25.0

Flies delivered to Tom Walker @ Cosho Humphrey

ARCHTECTURAL
COMMtiRctAL I I.

pqR~ITs
FINEAAT

Invoice-

P.O. NUMBER:

INVOICE DATE: 2-4-11

Charges

~08-~-6124 I cell ~08 869-3230
3278 E. Red S~ne Dr.
BOISE, IDAHO 83711

BILL TO:

Petra
Jerry Frank
1097 N. Rosario St.
Meridian Idaho 83642

CD-ROM burned of all files (1)
8 II X 10" Index prints (4) r'

Sub/rotal,
Thanks Jerry, Good Luck with this. Phil r:

EXHIBIT

J F
008734

t P,Htl u,p 1",( lAtH 
----~--~--(~------PHOTOGRAPHY 

ARCHTECTURAL 
COMMtiRctAL I I. 

pqR~ITs 
FINEAAT 

~08-~-6124 I cell ~08 869-3230 
3278 E. Red S~ne Dr. 
BOISE, IDAHO 83711 Invoice-

BILL TO: 

Petra 
Jerry Frank 
1097 N. Rosario St. 
Meridian Idaho 83642 

INVOICE DATE: 2-4-11 

P.O. NUMBER: 

Charges 

Photography - Photos to display workmanship of the Ada 
County Courthouse in Boise. 
98 views $~25.0 

Flies delivered to Tom Walker @ Cosho Humphrey 

CD-ROM burned of all files (1) 
8" x 10" Index prints (4) 

" Sub/fotal , 
Thanks Jerry. Good Luck with this. Phil r: 

I + TAX $19.50 

'OOi.\ir:trne: m ~- _ _~. nee Due $344.50 
lob N.umber: _G~_~ 

{~~~i~~~:by:-wr-f~--cS\~ , 
?at~ p(?ste . By:- v.': 
3Uaget. k'C......> 
") 'JAi~ BHele~t! ~ __ -:::::::::::.:::::-=c.c::: 

EXHIBIT 

J F 



PHOTOGRAPHY

:108-,342-6U4 I cell 2.08 86<}-32.30

32.78 E. Red Stone Dr.
BOISE, IDAHO 83712. Invoice

~ t__PH_lll_IP_Mc_(l4_IN
fEB 'l.'t"

\$C£.~

BILL TO:

Petra
Jerry Frank
1097 N. Rosario St.
Meridian Idaho 83642

INVOICE DATE: 2-15-11

P.O. NUMBER:

Charges

Photography - Photos to display expansion joints of the
Ada County Courthouse in Boise, and Meridian City Hall.

$250.0
Files delivered to Tom Walker @ Cosho Humphrey

CD-ROM burned of all files (1)
8" X 10" index prints (1)

Thanks Jerry, Good Luck with this. Phil

f'
.j. *... ,... , '

I $250.0~1.f..
Sub~Total

~

r:
+ TAX $15.00

Balance Due $265.00

me-I! /rbJ4L

008735

df* t PHilliP M(UAII 
fEB 'I. 't" ---P-H-O-T-O-G-R-A-P-H-Y 

\$C£.~ 
:108-,342-6U4 I cell 2.08 86<}-32.30 

32.78 E. Red Stone Dr. 
BOISE, IDAHO 83712. Invoice 

BILL TO: 
INVOICE DATE: 2-15-11 

Petra 
Jerry Frank 
1097 N. Rosario St. 
Meridian Idaho 83642 

P.O. NUMBER: 

Charges 

Photography - Photos to display expansion joints of the 
Ada County Courthouse in Boise, and Meridian City Hall. 

Files delivered to Tom Walker @ Cosho Humphrey 

CD-ROM burned of all files (1) 
8" X 10" index prints (1) 

Thanks Jerry, Good Luck with this. Phil 

r' 
I 

Sub~Total 
~ 

r: 
+ TAX 

Balance Due 

$250.0 

.j . * .. . , ... , ' 

$250.0~1.f.. 

$15.00 

$265.00 

/I1LIj jrbJ4L 



IDAHO AIRSHIPS, INC.
.,.

BILL TO

DATE

113112010

Invoice

INVOICE #

5056

Petra
1097 N. Rosario St., 2nd Floor
Meridian, ID 83642

I
DESCRIPTION

Full stock compilation of Meridian City Hall,
delivered on CD, per Jeff Pelletier, hourly
Idaho Sales Tax

I P.O. NO. I

QTY
I

2.1

TERMS "DUE DATE I
Net 60 I 411/2010 I

RATE AMOUNT

65.00 136.501

6.00% 8.19

Thank you for your business. I Total $144.691

NO :h; InVOIce sUbject to late tee ot 1.5% assessed month y (18% APR, $5 mInimum) it not paid by due date.

If your check is dishonored or returned for any reason, we reserve the right to electronically debit your account for the
amount of the check plus a processing fee of $25 (or legal limit) plus applicable sales tax.

008736

BILL TO 

Petra 
1097 N. Rosario St., 2nd Floor 
Meridian, ID 83642 

DESCRIPTION 
I 

Full stock compilation of Meridian City Hall, 
delivered on CD, per Jeff Pelletier, hourly 
Idaho Sales Tax 

Thank you for your business. 

I P.O. NO. I 
I 

QTY 
2.1 

Invoice 

DATE INVOICE # 

1/31/2010 5056 

TERMS II DUE DATE 

Net 60 I 4/1/2010 

RATE AMOUNT 

65.00 136.50T 

6.00% 8.19 

I Total $144.69\ 

NO :h; InVOIce sUbject to late tee ot 1.5% assessed month y (18% APR, $5 mInimum) it not paid by due (late. 

If your check is dishonored or returned for any reason, we reserve the right to electronically debit your account for the 
amount of the check plus a processing fee of $25 (or legal limit) plus applicable sales tax. 

1 
I 



POOR COpy

EXHIBIT

GI ---=---

008737

POOR COPY -. 

.,. 
~0!M:~:; ,7,; ",,,," 

-:':" ... ... . 

. , 



...... . .-.-- .._----~)

~~rl{)t~
\

W6MACH;S~rRiNTi,NG '~~CE' .
126 N MClNTA~ STREE:T !

DILLON. MT 59725
406-683-4903

COP 't
04/29/2011 14:24:33

Sale:

8181

CUSTOMER COpy

Transaction ~ ~
Card Type: UISA
Ace: ************3993
Entry: Swiped
Total: :10 . 00 !

~
I

I

Device ID:
Reference No.:

281119744908385
Auth.Code: 519214
Respon. AUTH/T~T 519~14

·Merchant number ***06412
I

\
\.

itt'
1
i

008738

ill' 
I 
i 

. ....... .-.-- .. -----~) 

~~rl{)t~ 
\ 

WOMACH; s~rRiNTi,NG ·~~CE . . 
126 N MClNTA~ STREE:T ! 

DILLON. MT 59725 
406-683-4903 

COP 't 
04/29/2011 14:24:33 

Sale: 

Transact i on t:t 2 
Card Type: UISA 
Ace: ************3993 
Entry: Swiped 
Total: :10 . 00 ! 

~ 

I 

\ 

Device ID: 8181 
Reference No.: 

281119744908385 
Auth.Code: 519214 
Respon. AUTH/T~T 519~14 
'Merchant number ***06412 

CUSTOMER COP't 

\. 

I 

I 



; .~ Y"'!:II'I::>~ :,;~~:'.,., "·s' III'"
:.. ,,,,: }I;" ..II '''': V
,. "".,P ft. L

200N. 4tll,Stc.' 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

Invoice
Date Invoice #

2/28/201 I B4006

#··~4i~~f~·~i~·:~~":::""

1~~E=:t(~~....
,..",...

MAR 3 \ 2nH

Rl~CE1,rEl)
Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag..• FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter#

Pam Net ]5 3/15/2011 10 93-]282108 LS 03-11-002 20771-008

Description

Case: Petra
iCONECT Fees for February 2011

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB)
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (6+ GB)
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for Febl'uary 2011

Quantity

5
15
2

Price Each

50.00
20.00

100.00

Amount

250.00
300.00
200.00

Thank you for your business Pam!!
Idaho Sales Tax

-:;f2::=~=-==i
~~Mt~~!':' 6_~

__ -._:~---:-E:~~=~~i
-'~~;eY

~-------""'---~~v!iKREMITTANCE AI: pRESS:
BlUDGE CITY LEG ~L, INC.
708 SW 3RJ> AVE., ~TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9 ~04-3151

503-796-088

Total

0.00

$750.00

I
EXH1BIT

H
008739

200N. 4tll,Stc.' 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 

:. '·'0······\1·'1··· .. :·, .. ,,··· . 'M.' j .... 
L 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

2/28/20 I I B4006 

800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 MAR 3 \ 2!lH 

R~:CE1,rEl) 
Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ..• FedlD# 

Pam Net 15 3/15/2011 10 93-1282108 

Description Quantity 

Case: Petra 
iCONECT Fees for February 2011 

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB) 
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (6+ GB) 
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for Febl'uary 2011 

Thank you for your business Pam!! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITTANCE AI: pRESS: 
BlUDGE CITY LEG ~L, INC. 
708 SW 3RJ) A VE., ~TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9 ~04-3151 

503-796-088 

EXH1BIT 

I H 

5 
15 
2 

v 

Job Number Client\Matter# 

LS 03-11-002 

Price Each 

50.00 
20.00 

100.00 

Total 

20771-008 

Amount 

250.00 
300.00 
200.00 

0.00 

$750.00 



IBrldl8 CIII
LEG A L

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

APR 1 8 lUll

n 'l'~ ('"'i'lii'l'rv'~' 'If)ru•.J~ ../ D:..J.i . I~,~_.·

Invoice
Date Invoice #

3/31/2011 B4057

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag••• Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#

Pam Net 15 4/15/2011 JG 93-1282108 LS 04-1 1-005 20771-008

Description Quantity Price Each Amount

Case: Petra
iCONECT Fees for March 2011

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1 st 5 GB) 5 50.00 250.00
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (6+ GB) 15 20.00 300.00
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for March 2011 2 100.00 200.00

Thank you for your business Pam!!
Idaho Sales Tax

REMITTANCE At >RESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEG ~L, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., TE.200
POn.TLAND, Ol~ 9~ 204-3151

503-796-088

Total

0.00

$750.00

008740

IiBrldle CIII 
LEG A L 

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

Ordered By Terms Due Date 

APR 1 8 lUll 

n 'l0~ (""'i°lii'l°rvo~, °If) 
\I \.J~ .. / D:.oJ.i . I~,.~._o· 

Acct. Manag ... Fed 10# 

Pam Net 15 4/1512011 JG 93-1282108 

Description Quantity 

Case: Petra 
iCONECT Fees for March 2011 

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1 st 5 GB) 
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed pet" GB (6+ GB) 
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses fot" March 2011 

Thank you for your business Pam!! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITTANCE At >RESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEG ~L, INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., TE.200 
POn.TLAND, Ol~ 9' 204-3151 

503-796-088 

5 
15 
2 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

3/31120 II B4057 

Job Number Client\Matter# 

LS 04-1 1-005 20771-008 

Price Each Amount 

50.00 250.00 
20.00 300.00 

100.00 200.00 

0.00 

Total $750.00 



-.... ;.

~.

MAY 03 2011

ItECl~lV'El)

:BrldU8 CIIV
EGA L

izO))'N. 4tll, Ste. 102
~j))Se, Jdallo 83702
208.429.1905
1.08.41.9.1973.:.

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, 10 83712

Date

4/3012011

Invoice
Invoice #

B4081

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#

Pam Net 15 5/15/2011 JG 93-1282108 LS 05-11-002 20771-008

Description

Case: Pett'a
iCONECT Fees for Apri12011

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB)
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed pel' GB (6+ OB)
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for April 2011

Quantity

5
15
2

Price Each

50.00
20.00

100.00

Amount

250.00
300.00
200.00

Job Narnc _ -- ------··.·.-····.. ···· .
Thank you for your business Pam!Jjob NumbGr:._ __ -.._._..-.-..~ 7' .
Idaho Sales Tax Cost Code:_...._ __ _~;r(.:\_· 6.00%

l\:!~1~O~;:~::;.;~;~y:·_.."\·~/A.\i-··-i iQ.:·;:.·.· ',r 'f~~~'> .~t:
08...8 t \.):,\ ....,..;..._.-.~._ .._.---~~~ :\0\ 1.~1

~~~;{';,;,;;~-~=~=~=~=:i[P _d;\~ . ,J

.. ~~p
REMITTANCE AI DRESS: -

BRIDGE CITY LEG f-\L, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., 'TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9~ ~04-31S1

503-796-088

Total

0.00

$750.00

008741

~. 

rldue CIIV 
EGA L 

. 'N. 4tll, Ste. 102 

. Jdallo 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 .:. 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, 10 83712 

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ... Fed 10# 

Pam Net 15 5/15/2011 JG 93-1282\08 

Description 

Case: Petl'a 
iCONECT Fees for Apri12011 

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB) 
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed pel' GB (6+ GB) 
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for April 2011 

Quantity 

Job Nmnc ... _ ..... --... --------·--···-.. ··· .......... . 
Thank you for your business Pam!Jjob Number: ....... -...... -.. -.-.. -.-... ~ 7' .... . .... . 
Idaho Sales Tax Cost Code: ... __ .... ---.. -.-~;r(.:\~ ... .. 

5 
15 
2 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

4/3012011 B4081 

MAY 03 2011 

}tECl~lV'El) 

Job Number Client\Matter# 

LS 05-11-002 

Price Each 

50.00 
20.00 

100.00 

20771-008 

Amount 

250.00 
300.00 
200.00 

0.00 

l\utho~::w:-! \~):;· .. ·r··-~P(~L··-·i ;,' :." .. ·.r . 
Date t··o~::;ec: .. ---~-- .. -.---~~~··· 

~~~;{';,.;;.;;~. -~=~=~~==w~~ \) 
REMITTANCE AI DRESS: -

BRIDGE CITY LEG f'\L, INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., 'TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9~ ~04-31S1 

503-796-088 

Total $750.00 



Tucker & Associates
Post Office BOX 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise,ID 83707

Tax ID: 820440907

INVOICE

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker Ie. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bot/om portion andreturn wiJh payment.

Invoice No.
InvoIce Date

Total Due

Job No.
BUID

Case No.
case Name

EXHIBIT

I

117888
4/8/2011
$ 137.01

25380
1-BOISE
CVOC0907257

Qty of MeridIan v. Petra Incorporated

008742

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office BOX 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise,ID 83707 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho HUmphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Sm. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker Ie. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

INVOICE 

Please detach bottom portion and return wiJh payment. 

EXHIBIT 

I 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

Case No. 
case Name 

117888 
4/8/2011 
$ 137.01 

25380 
1-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 

Qty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Tucker III Associates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse,ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park BlVd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

RECEIVI~

Invoice N~. Invoice Date Job No.

118051 6/1/2011 25517.........
.Ii Job Date Case No.

5/29/2011 CVOC0907257

Case Name

Oty of Merlcllan v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED OOPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 4/07/2011

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

104.0~ Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>,
2.•7!? 28.6.00

$286.00

Tax ID: 820440907 •~
;.

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.
;'

-,tr .

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park B1vd.{ Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Bolse{ 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BU10
case No.

case Name

118051

6/1/2011
$ 286.00

25517
t-BOISE

CVOC0907257

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008743

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BoIse,ID 83701 ......... 

Invoice N~. Invoice Date 

118051 6/1/2011 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

RECEIVI~ .IJ Job Date Case No. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park BlVd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED OOPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 4/07/2011 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

5/29/2011 CVOC0907257 

case Name 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

• ~ 

;. 

104.0~ Pages @ 

TOTAL DUE »> , 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 
;' 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd./ Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise/ ID 83707 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

118051 

6/1/2011 
$ 286.00 

25517 

t-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

2 .• 7!? 

Job No. 

25517 

28.6.00 

$286.00 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Job No. 
BUID 
case No. 

case Name aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



From: unknownv"' .... ,. ...". I • I I&. VllHt
Page: 212 Date: 1/191201111:30:02 AM

INVOICE
Tucl<er & Associates
Post OffIce PoX 1625
Bolse,ID 83701
Phone:20B-315-370'1 Fax:208-34S-3713

.'...... : . '.-"

)L, giSM.vj~~::X

JAN 'J ;., ')1}'1 1
••.. , • •. i 1:...• II

Thomas G. Walker
CoshD Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
/>.0. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

XIJ:V9.~~ No.
N' N

Invoice Date .... :)~~No.
117348 12/17/2010 25020

:'job'Date .',
~eNo•

,>~ ..
12/12/2010 0I0C09012.51

;
, ':,\ •..~~.Nal1U?:' .- ..

aly or Merldlan v. Petra lncorpotated

N' ......e. Pliymentte'rms
..

.~.~ t

.' N "

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAl AND 1 CERTIfIeD COpy OFTRA~SC1UPT OF:
.. :' rroceacJtng 12/01/10" .

Now lICCeptIng AmerIcan ecpress; Dlscov~r,.V!S8 and Master cards•.;

Tax10: 820440907

.' <'

. ..~1MjO Pag~"~. @

, /rii=rAL DUE »>
: ••••••'... I

3.65 .~~!~O

. ~~~~.~.D'

Pletue deJach bottompOl'lion lindnlllrn 'WIth ptIyIJ"",.

Thomas G. Walker
COsho Humphrey
800 Park BlVd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker 8& AssoCiates
PostOffIce Box 1625
Bolso, 10 83701

InvoireNo.
Invoice Date
'rotal Dile

Job No.
aUlD
case No.
Case Name

117348

12/17/2010
: $ 532.90

25020
i-BOISE

ev0CD9072S7
at}' or MeridIan 'Y. Petra Inwrporated

008744

v"' .... ,. ...". I • I I&. VIIHI 
From: unknown Page: 212 Date: 1/191201111:30:02 AM 

Tucl<er & Associates 
Post OffIce PoX 1625 
Bolse,ID 83701 
phone:20B-315-370-1 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
CoshD Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
1>.0. 80x 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

....... : ..... 

)L, giS"'IVj~~::;.( 
JAN 'J ;., ')1}'1 1 .•.. ,. ,.i 1:. ..• II 

ORIGINAl AND 1 CERTIfIeD COpy OF TRA~SC1UPT OF: 
.. :' ~ng 12/01/10" ' 

Now accepting AmerIcan ecpress; Discov~r, ,V!S8 and Mester cards. ,; 

Tax 10: 820440907 

INVOICE 
XIJ:V9,~~ No. 

.. , .. 
Invoice Date .... :)~~No. 

117348 12/17/2010 25020 

:'job'Date ,', 
~eNo. 

,>~ .' 
12/12/2010 0I0C09012.51 

; 
. ':,\ •. ,~~. Nal1U?.'· ; 

aty or Merldlan v. Petra lncorporated 

-0 ...... «. Paymentte'rms " - " 

Due upon receipt 

" <' 

, ',~1MjO Pag~"~, @ 

, /j'ii=rAL DUE »> 
: •••••• '... I 

.. 

' , .~.~ t 

3.65 .~~!~O 

, ~~~~.~.D' 

Pletue deJach bottom pOl1lon lind nl/lrn 'WIth /XIJ'kl""'. 

Thomas G. Walker 
COsho Humphrey 
800 Park BlVd., ste. 790 
P.O. BoX 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker 8& AssoCiates 
Post OffIce Bo)( 1625 
Bolso, 10 83701 

InvoireNo. 
Invoice Date 
l'otal Dile 

Jol)No. 
aUlD 
case No. 
Case Name 

117348 

12/17/2010 
: $ 532.90 

25020 
i-BOISE 

CV0CD9072S7 
at}' of MeridIan 'Y. Petra Inwrporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.
117390 12/29/2010 25044

~9b Da~ ceseNo.

12/26/2010 0I0C0907257
..

~N~me

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

"{'II Paym~tTerins

.m. Due upon receipt

ORIGINAl TRANS¢RIPT OF:
ProCeeding 12/02/10 .

Now ac:ceptlng American Express, .pj'scover, visa anC\ M~Ster cards;
~ '; .... .

tOTAL Dti~ »>""., . . .. ,,'

...
'.' .

. 2..75 481.25

$481.25

Tax ID: 820440907

. ...~'.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To; Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.
BUID

case No.
case Name

117390

12/29/2010

$ 481.25

25044
1-BOISE

CVOC0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008745

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

ORIGINAl TRANS¢RIPT OF: 
ProCeeding 12/02/10 . 

Rlr (":'~~~Lrv' 'E:'I 
. :.J ~, .. Jt,.~ .J. 

Now ac:ceptlng American Express, .pj'scover, visa anC\ M~Ster cards; , '. - . 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date lob No. 

117390 12/29/2010 25044 

~9b Da~ ceseNo. 

12/26/2010 0I0C0907257 
.. 

~N~me 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

I' Paym~t Terins 

. Due upon receipt 

. 2 .. 75 481.25 

$481.25 

... 
'.' . 

. ... ~. 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BOise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

117390 

12/29/2010 

$ 481.25 

25044 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, lD 83707

Involce.i'IQl. Invoice Date Job NO.
117392 . 12/29/2010 25046

J(),;) O~t~ .~~No.

12/26/2010 CVOC0907257

Ca~Nam.e ..

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Pay)nent,Terms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Pcyceeding 12/03/10

SAlES TAX .

Now accepting AIll~~I~n Express, Discover, Visa and Master,Uards~
. '".~:.. . .

i.73,00 '~ges @

TOTAL DUE »>'

2.75 475.75
..2~.55

Tax 10: 820440907

Thomas G. Walker
COSho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, IO 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUlD

Case No.
Case Name

117392

12/29/2010
$ 504.30

25046

1-BOISE
CVOC0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008746

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, lD 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Pcyceeding 12/03/10 

SAlES TAX . 

JAM" ,;: fi"'; 
,i"H'~ L ': ".-.:1, 

Now accepting AIll~~I~n Express, Discover, Visa and Master-Uards~ 
. '''.~:.. . . 

Tax 10: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Involce,i'IQ!, Invoice Date 

117392 ' 12/29/2010 

Ji;i;) O~t~ ,~~No. 

12/26/2010 CVOC0907257 

Ca~Nam.e 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Pay)nent,TermS 

Due upon receipt 

i73,00 '~ges @ 2.75 

TotAL DUE »>' 

Job NO. 
25046 

., 

475.75 
.,2~.55 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
COSho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, IO 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUlD 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117392 

12/29/2010 
$ 504.30 

25046 

i-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &Associates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208·345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, JD 83707

Invoice No. Invoi~Date Job No.

117426 1/3/2011 25050

Job D~te Ca~No.

1/2/2011 CVOC090n57
'. ..

Ca~Name ...

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

PaY~ent Tel'll1$

Oue upon receipt

ORIGINAL TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding·12/~/1.0

Now accepting Americctn Express, Pl~r, Visa and Master cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

157.00 Pag~ @

TOTAL DUE »>

..d?J 116//1

2.75 431.75

$431.75

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

RemitTo: Tucker "Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

TomlDue

Job No.
BUID

case No.
case Name

117426

1/3/2011
$ 431.75

25050
i-BOISE

CVOC0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008747

Tucker & Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, JD 83707 

ORIGINAL TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding "12/~/1.0 

Now accepting Americctn Express, Pi~r, Visa and Master cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoi~Date Job No. 

117426 1/3/2011 25050 

Job D~te Ca~No. 

1/2/2011 CVOC090n57 
"" " " 

Ca~Name 
" "" 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

PaY~ent Tel'll1$ 

Oue upon receipt 

157.00 Pag~ @ 2.75 431.75 

TOTAL DUE »> $431.75 

..d?J 116//1 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

RemitTo: Tucker • Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

TomlDue 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

117426 

1/3/2011 
$ 431.75 

25050 
i-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208·345·3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117429 1/3/2011 25051

Job Date case No.

1/2/2011 CVOC0907257

.Case Name

City of Meridian v. Petra Inoorporated

... Paym~ntTerms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
.ProCeeding 12/08/10

SAlES TAX

Now accepting America.ri Express, Dtscover, Visa and Master Qlrds.

Tax ID: 820440907

155.QOPages @

TOTAL DUE »>

2.75 426.25
25.58

$451.83

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Please tktach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

117429

1/3/2011
$ 451.83

Remit To: Tucker. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701

Job No.

BUID

Case No.

Case Name

25051

I-BOISE

CV0C0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008748

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
. ProCeeding 12/08/10 

SAlES TAX 

Now accepting America.ri Express, D{scover, Visa and Master Qlrds. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117429 1/3/2011 

lob Date case No. 

1/2/2011 CVOC0907257 

. Case Name 

City of Meridian v. Petra Inoorporated 

... Paym~nt Terms 

Due upon receipt 

155.00 Pages @ 2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

Job No. 

25051 

426.25 
25.58 

$451.83 

Please tktach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

117429 

1/3/2011 
$ 451.83 

Job No. 25051 
BUID 

Case No. 

Case Name 

I-BOISE 

CV0C0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

INVOICE
117432 1/4/2011 25053

1/2/2011 CVOCXl907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Due upon receipt

::;'"

}..
,......

Tax ID: 820440907

}J:f QiJ,.$:~ ~. "1' 1:-,.... " /.:.,
. ",,: ,,/' ~L.. :': .. '

. " ... '~Y'" .': :.... .:"...... >
.: ~ .. '; .. :

: . '~"

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

~"

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUlD

Case No.

Case Name

117432

1/4/2011

$ 497.75

25053

I-BOISE

CVOC0907257
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008749

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

::;'" 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

} .. 
,. ..... 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker It Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

INVOICE 
~t-- :invdid! No ... · 

.,:t.,. ,. '. 

117432 1/4/2011 25053 

1/2/2011 CVOCXl907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

}J:f Qi1.~~ ~. "1' 1:-,.... " /.:., 
. ",,: ,,/' ~L. :': .. ' 

. .... .~y.'" . 
': :.... . :,"..... > 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Involce No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

.: ~ .. '; .. : 

: . '~'. 

117432 

1/4/2011 

$ 497.75 

25053 
1-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 

~" 

Job No. 

BUlD 

Case No. 

Case Name aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117448 1/4/2011 25055

Job Date case l'4~•.
1/2/2011 CVOC0907257

ca~Name

ely of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

PaymentTe~

Due upon recelpt

1 CERTIFIED ropy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
proceeding lU10/10

SALES TAX

Now accepting ~merican ExpreSs, Discover, Visa and Master Cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

152.00 'Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>

2.75 418.00

25.08,

$443.08·

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, to 83707

Remit To: Tucker a. AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUID
Case No.

Case Name

117448

1/4/2011
$ 443.08

25055
I-BOISE
cvorn907257

aly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008750

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BoIse, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED ropy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
proceeding lU10/10 

SALES TAX 

Now accepting ~merican ExpreSs, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117448 1/4/2011 

Job Date Case t4~ •. 
1/2/2011 CVOC0907257 

ca~Name 

ely of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

PaymentTe~ 

Due upon receipt 

152.00 'Pages 2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

Job No. 

25055 

418.00 
25.08, 

$443.08 . 

Please detach boltom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker a. AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 
Case No. 

Case Name 

117448 

1/4/2011 
$ 443.08 

25055 
I-BOISE 
CVO<l)907257 

aly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE

CIty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

CVOC09072571/9/2011

~.' ~;y~!~' ~~::~),' >;,~~Y~J~ :gilj~:::}i ';.,"'~:~P~'!ij~;"" ".,:;
117469 1/12/2011 25078

Tucker & Associates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

·R.,E(:l~:lVI~l) ;~,:;":;{:'~'\:;,:" ",' :~~j~)!~~:t;P:i\{\:::::;;(~."i~;::;.>'·:';':
Due upon receipt

:.,

. ~.: :. .; .:.:

"'. ~ .

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach boltom portion and retllrn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosha Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117469

1/12/2011
$ 442.75

Remit To: Tucker&. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

BUID
case No.

case Name

25078

1-BOISE

CVOC0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008751

Tucker & Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker'" Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

INVOICE 
~.' ~;y~!~' ~~::~).'>·,~~Y~J~ :gili!::}i ';.,"'~:~p~'!ij~;"" .",:; 

117469 1/12/2011 25078 

Job Date· ." .~. . .-;;,;':: 

1/9/2011 CVOC0907257 

CIty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

'R,E(:l~:lVI~l) ~;~·;L·;":!L;;(::":';'·~·\~':;L·:':"":':: :;...:...:,:.:...,:,. :~'~j.2.:':j~~:>,,~:~~~:~~~~\{~~>:::::...::...:;;,:...:::.;:,~.'..:.::.;'{:,.;.,';":':::;".;...-"':':-1'.': 
Due upon receipt 

Please detach boltom portion and retllrn with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

117469 
1/12/2011 
$ 442.75 

25078 

1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

.... "../ ;~

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice:N0' liivolce Date Job No.

117476 1/14/2011 25088

Job Date ~seNo.

1/9/2011 CVOC0907257

caseNaJ~~, ,

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

.. " "

".; :" , .. ~' P.ym,~Il~ Terms

Due upon receipt

':".~

1.fE,RTIAEO.:OOP-Y·:QF'[RANSCRIPT OF:
P~i~91?/22/~O

.·SAt.EsTAx' '.,
: : ",' ..{; ..,."

.Now a~pting M,~~~n express, Di5cQVer, Visa Enid M_rCa~s.
• ~'. • J .,

:: ",

; ~..

..,,' :.:':.

Tax ID: 820440907

.. . .:.~

" .;

;..... :::::

·.tOTAL'DUE '»>

2.75 '

...... ' ....

50~.i,~
30';20 .. ......~ ..,.~:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUIO
case No.
case Name

117476

1/14/2011
$ 533.45

25088

I-BOISE
CVOC0907257
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008752

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

1.fE,RTIAEti.:CoP.Y·:QF'[RANSCRIPT OF: 
P~i~91?/22/~O 

. ·5At.EsTAx' '., 
: : ',' .. {; .. ,.", 

. Now a~pting ~~~~n express, Di5cQVer, Visa and M_rCa~s. 
• ..". • J .' :: " 

; ~ .. 

..,' :.:':. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice:N0' liivolce Date Job No. 

117476 1/14/2011 25088 

Job Date ~seNo. 

1/9/2011 CVOC0907257 

caseNaJ~~, , 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

.. " " 

".; :' , .. ~' P.Ym.~ll~ Terms 

Due upon receipt 

" .: 
.. . .:.~ 

: ..... ::;,: ...... ' .... 
·.tOTAL'DUE '»> 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUlD 

case No. 
case Name 

117476 

1/14/2011 
$ 533.45 

25088 

I-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE

RECF~IV~~D

Tucker &Assodates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10' 83707

JA...I 2 .', .!; 111
J .I, ., .LUI

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117479 1/18/2011 25092

Job Date case No•..

1/16/2011 CVOC0907257

ca~ Nan:ie

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIAED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT Of:
Proceeding 12/23/10

Now aCcepting American Express, Discover, Visa ~nd Master cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

186.90.. pages .@
TOTAL DUE »>

2.7.5. 5~1.50

$511.50

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker" Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion andreturn with payment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUID

Case No.
Case Name

117479

1/18/2011
$ 511.50

25092
i-BOISE
c.vOC0907257
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008753

Tucker & Assodates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone: 208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10' 83707 

J A ... I 2 .', .!; 111 
J .I, ., .LUI 

RECF~IV~~D 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIAED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT Of: 
Proceeding 12/23/10 

Now aCcepting American Express, Discover, Visa !lnd Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No. 

117479 1/18/2011 25092 

Job Date Case No • .. 

1/16/2011 CVOC0907257 

ca~ Nan:ie 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

186.90.. pages 2.7,5. 5~1.50 

TOTAL DUE »> $511.50 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker" Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117479 

1/18/2011 
$ 511.50 

25092 
1-BOISE 
c.vOC0907257 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

",{"'I,

.:.... :'

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117482 1/18/2011 25093

.... - . ~oI,)DilI~~..... .... case No•

1/16/2011 CVOC0907257

Case Name

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated
.~

..
Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 12/27/10

SALES TAX

Now accepting American Express, DiSCOVer, Visa and Master cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

197.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE.»>

2.75 541.75
32.51

$574.26

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Please detach bottom portion andreturn withpayment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date

Total Due

117482

1/18/2011
$ 574.26

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.
BUlD

case No.
case Name

25093
I-BOISE
CVOC0907257

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008754

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 12/27/10 

SALES TAX 

Now accepting American Express, DiSCOVer, Visa and Master cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

",{"'I, 

.: .... :' 

., 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117482 1/18/2011 

.... - . ~oI,)DiII~~ ..... .... case No • 

1/16/2011 CVOC0907257 

Case Name 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

.. 
Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

197.00 Pages @ 2.75 

TOTAL DUE. »> 

lob No. 

25093 

541.75 
32.51 

$574.26 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BUlD 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117482 

1/18/2011 
$ 574.26 

25093 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Assodates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117483 1/18/2011 25094

...~!?I:!.~~~ ......... ... . ca~..No: " ....

1/16/2011 0I0C0907257

~se"ame

my of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding .12/29/10

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

167.00 Pages @

Totl\L DU!= »>
2.75. 459.25

$459.25

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117483

1/18/2011
$ 459.25

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
PoSt Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.
BUID

Case No.
Case Name

25094

1-BOISE

0I0C0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008755

Tucker & Assodates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding .12/29/10 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No. 

117483 1/18/2011 25094 

... ~!?I?.~~~ ......... ... . ca~ .. No: " .... 

1/16/2011 0I0C0907257 

~se"ame 

my of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

167.00 Pages @ 2.75. 459.25 

Totl\L DU!= »> $459.25 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
PoSt Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

InVOice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117483 

1/18/2011 
$ 459.25 

25094 

i-BOISE 
0I0C0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrev
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117486 1/18/2011 25095

. job !;late ... ... ..~.~..".9..
1/16/2011 CV0CJ:)907257

~seName

'!'l'ty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated
.,ji'

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 12/30/10

SAlES TAX
150.00 Pages @ ......2.75 412.50

24~75.

Now accepting American Express, Disoover, Visa and Ma$ter Cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

TOTAL DUE »> $437.25

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park BlVd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker Bt Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and retum with payment

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUID

case No.
case Name

117486

1/18/2011
$ 437.25

25095
l-BOISE

CVOC0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008756

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrev 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 12/30/10 

SALES TAX 

Now accepting American Express, Disoover, Visa and Ma$ter Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117486 1/18/2011 

. job !;late . " ... .. ~.~ .. ".9 .. 
1/16/2011 CV0CJ:)907257 

~seName 

, :'l'ty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 
,,'.Ii' 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

150.00 Pages @ ...... 2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

Job No. 

25095 

412.50 
24~75. 

$437.25 

Please detach bottom portion and retum with payment 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker 8t Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

117486 

1/18/2011 
$ 437.25 

25095 
l-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

Invoi~No. InvoiCe Date Job No.
" .' "

117487 1/18/2011 25096

J~~.~~~e . . .. ...... ......................9.lS!e ~9.• ...

1/16/2011 CVOC090nS7
. ;'

Ca~N"me

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
proceeding 1/03/11

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

Tax 10: 820440907

166.09. Pa~es @

TOTAL DUE »>

2.75 456.50

$456.50

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker Ie. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

TotalOue

Job No.

BUID

case No.

case Name

117487

1/18/2011
$ 456.50

25096

1-BOISE

CV0C0907257
Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008757

Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax: 208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, 10 83707 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
proceeding 1/03/11 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax 10: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoi~No. InvoiCe Date 

" .' " 
Job No. 

117487 1/18/2011 25096 

J~~.~~~e . . '. ...... ...................... 9.lS!e ~9. • . .. 

1/16/2011 CVOC090nS7 
. ;' 

Ca~N"me 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

166.09. Pa~es @ 2.75 ...... 456.50 

TOTAL DUE »> $456.50 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Pari< Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker 8c. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
TotalOue 

Job No. 

BUID 

Case No. 

Case Name 

117487 

1/18/2011 
$ 456.50 

25096 

1-BOISE 

CV0C0907257 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



>
>

Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

INVOICE
)~qf~:N.·~;';~: .:'j~*9f,~'~~~.··"· '>'. "·:J.~b.~~.·· .....:

117562 2/3/2011 25171

~:~C: J~jt~i!e ·:t;,: ';"/:;' ';:!::.~9JS~:!!~;::;;J f: ..J;'

1/30/2011 CV0C0907257

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Due upon receipt

.:,.
j,> ..... , "' .•

.(Jj):i,:."': ',:'
S:~C "

•.. i. i...... :. ".

Tax ID: B20440907

. ~'. '
>:', ~.

. i'

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker It Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUID
case No.

case Name

117562

2/3/2011
$ 422.68

25171

I-BOISE
CVOC0907257

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008758

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

.t. 

Tax ID: B20440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker" Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

. ~'. ' 

INVOICE 
)~qf~ :N..~;,;~: . :'j~*9f,~'~~~.··"· '>'. "·:J.~b .~~." ... ' .: 

117562 2/3/2011 25171 

~:~C: l~jt~i!e '. ·:t;,: ';"/;;' ';:!:: .. ~9JS~:!!~;::;;J f: .. J;' 

1/30/2011 CV0C0907257 

:"':.: .J: ·~·,::'·:':::<:~~.Y~!n~\ ..·5;1;:·~i~ .·;~f 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 2011 ,~ao i 

Due upon receipt 

.:,. 
;"" ..... , "'" 

: -:', ~. 

. i' 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

117562 

2/3/2011 

$ 422.68 

Job No. 25171 

BUID 
Case No. 

Case Name 

I-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



,,

Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

INVOICE
117563 2/3/2011 25172

1/30/2011 CVOC0907257

Ctty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Due upon receipt

..~' ..

. ,

; :.: :..... ~.::,

Tax 10: 820440907

"'::,

'.~

. : . ~ .! .

,', . ~

:;;; .: ....
~~" : ..., .....

,-i,;

'. . '~: .

.. "

"~.. : .
. ',.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Please detach bottom portion andreturn with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

117563
2/3/2011
$ 423.50

Remit To: Tucker" Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

aUlD

Case No.
case Name

25172
I-BOISE
CVOC0907257
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008759

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

.~;. .. 

" 

Tax 10: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 

.. ,.': 

SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

.... " ..... 
~."':.: . 

Remit To: Tucker .. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

INVOICE 
~:·InY()t~:~·~:·:·:~;f;i;~~nv.pi~·«~!e:i ·.;·:.:::~~~~"9; ", j: 

117563 2/3/2011 251n 

1/30/2011 CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

;. ... 
''; 's. 
~~ .;. :.~.~ .. 

.. i;.' .~; 

"'::, 

'.~ 

. : . ~ . ! . '.:':,: . 
~. ~ . . :":' 

·i·; "~ •. : . 
. '" 

~: . 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 

Case No. 
case Name 

117563 

2/3/2011 

$ 423.50 

25172 
I-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:20&-345-3713

." .Iij~~I~·'~~~: :;: ':.' j~V~(~~~}~~ :: .~: .J()b:~9~ ..".
117566 2/3/2011 25173

:x~~ :1~~!(~!~: '~:.~:' ::i;~i%tif~~~·]tfi§i~~~~ ':-~'::~'~{Fr~ .:: ..:.~ .
1/30/2011 CVCKJ0907257

r,:t: .~:;:':,~:~: .;; . ;,;:;. ~~~~ro:~r '.:;;;"~ ,~~:..:~:.: ::~.:;.

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
BOO Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

.. ' ..:.~::~: '.: :-. '!:. :. : ':'
':':~ ~.: .0••• '.;' ".' o.f ,', •

Due upon receipt

,;. .:~::"' . .?..:' ..

: ·~··l

, .
: ~J. !:\~."

: {:t·':."':'<:·.;.... :." .:'

'.

; .

',: .

:."

," ',' .: .
. .....~ .'

":': .

".t·.·.:.. .

:. '<Ii",

' "

.........

," :;.

•..~.

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date

Total Due

117566
2/3/2011

$ 483.89

Remit To: Tucker a. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,ID 83701

Job No.
BUID

case No.
case Name

25173

1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008760

Tucker & Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrev 
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

'" ..... ,' 

.. 

" :; . 

•.. ~. :. '<Ii', 

":': . 

".t·.·.:.. . 

Tax ID: 820440907 

,., .:~::"' . .?.':' •. 

:." 

',: . 

; . 

INVOICE 
." .Iij~~I~··~~~: :;: ':.' j~V~(~~~}~~ :: .~: . Je)b:~9~ .. " . 

117566 2/3/2011 25173 

1/30/2011 CVOC09072S7 

r,X: .~:;:':,~:~: .;: . ;,1;;· ~~~~ro:~r'.:;~;"~,~~: .. :~:.:::~·.:;· 
aty of Meridian V. Petra Incorporated 

.. ' .. :.~::~: '.: ... '!:. :, : ':' 
,:':~ ~.: .0 .... .;' ".' o.f ,', • 

Due upon receipt 

, . 

. '.: 

.; .... :." .:' 

'. 

: ~J. !:\~." 
: {:t":,',:'<:' 

, . 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker a. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise,ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

117566 
2/3/2011 
$ 483.89 

25173 

1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

INVOICE
117569 2/3/2.011 25174

1/30/2011 CVOC0907257

Thomas G. Walker
CoSho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse,ID 83707

ely of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

",: ",.". "'! .' ."

Due upon receipt

., .:.

':i':. ~. "'\

~'~:::- ..:.:: ,,::'..

;,;.;,. ·"'·:JM~ ,:......
·.:1~~!90.~if.~~ L,(~(

;:):;;;::;r,{~~~Y:~,.~~~.
...;~ ;".'t

}'.

.453.75

L:~~3~75

. ;: ..

. .;

.,";. . :"

.. ....,:
• l, .: ..: ~~:- :.;, ::

....., .
'':.: -.: .

..~.

Tax ID: 820440907

,
. ~\~ ."

"':.'

Please detach bottom por/lon andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker. Associates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
aUlD

case No.

Case Name

117569

2/3/2011
$ 453.75

25174
1-BOISE
CVOC0907257

ely of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008761

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
CoSho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse,ID 83707 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

.. ~. 

Remit To: Tucker. Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

INVOICE 
117569 2/3/2.011 25174 

1/30/2011 CVOC0907257 

ely of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

',: "",\, "'! " ," 

Due upon receipt 

. . ;,;.;,. ·"'·:JM~ ,:; .. ~'.: 
. .:1~~l90,~if.~~ L,~i .' 

;:):;;.;::;r,{~~~Y:~ ,'~~~. 

. ;: .. 

... ;~ ;','t 
}'. 

..';. . :' 

.. :.',: 
• I, .: .. : ~~:- :,:, :: 

. ': 

"':,' 

, 
. ~\~ . " 

. ; 

" 

'.; :.. 

Please detach bottom porllon and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

117569 

2/3/2011 
$ 453.75 

Job No. 25174 
1-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 

..... , . 
'':,:,,: . 

" .:. 
':.c':. ~. "\ 

~.~::: .. :.:: ,,::',. 

.453,75 

L:~~3~75 

aUlD 

case No. 

Case Name ely of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &AssocIates
Post OffICe Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345--3713

117572

i06Dam"
•• 1\. :f: ..... ,.,,'

2/3/2011 25176

1/30/2011 CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Due upon receipt

.:.. ",

"5..

.. :-

";':" .::.,),

1 ~RTI~~D:'~pf'~Pr,6F: :~:
, ' ',:~ing u!?p-oii ,: ':, ,

:,~t.ESr~. ,~
-. -;:'~.

~~' .. ,: . ~?~~.'/. ," .:~:~ :< .
N~a~~t~r1i:an~c¥~;;~r~ VISa and Master;cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, ID 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117m
2/3/2011
$ 504.30

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,lD 83701

Job No.

BUID
case No.

case Name

25176
l-BOlSE

CV0C09072S7
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008762

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post OffICe Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345--3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 ~RTI~~D:'~ pf'~Pr,6F: :~: 
, ' ',:~ing U!?jioii ,: ':; , 

:'?At.ESr~ . ,~ 
-, -;:'~. 

'5, . 

~~. ,,': . ~~~~.'/. " . . :~\ .~:< .. '.' . .. , 
N~ a~~t~rli:an~c¥.~;;~r~ VISa and Master;Cards. 

-.:-

';-: .. '::.'), 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
117572 2/3/2011 25176 

j06Dam" 
.. n· :f: ..... ".,- ;:.. 

1/30/2011 CVOC0907257 

City of Merldlari v. Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

.:'.~ ~ .. ~: 
........ ! ~ 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Bolse,lD 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 
case No. 
case Name 

117m 
21312011 
$ 504.30 

25176 
l-BOISE 
CV0C09072S7 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 63707

Tucker & AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-34S.3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Due upon receipt

:. ..

. .. .. ~ .
',,' . ~

...

.~
<

~., . ;

"~~l: :
~...•"

..~ ~."

Please detach bottomportion and return with payment.

Tax ID: 820440907

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117575
2/4/2011
$ 541.75

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
PostOffice Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701

Job No.

BUID
case No.
case Name

25177
1-BOlSE

CVOC0907257
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008763

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S.3704 Fax: 208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 63707 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 

INVOICE 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 
Case No. 
Case Name 

117575 
2/4/2011 
$ 541.75 

25177 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

.... ,": 



INVOICE
Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

<::.: .:iny.~i~;~ll::~:; ,
117578

.>. >:-u'.

:::....

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

: '~;'.: ::.'. ~.

.;it··:~: :·'h.\;'::;

~ .

Due upon receipt

.. :. '.' ,,:'.~ :

.,.

"':\

"·;·'r;
,'" .~. '" ~ .. '

..
. ~': :

"!.' .'.

.::.:. :.'

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Pari< Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

,

~H~~ .!
£ltJ "

. ~" .
...: ,...: .-

Tax ID: 820440907

Thomas G. Walker
COSho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

InvoIce No.
Invoice Date

Total Due

117578

2/4/2011

$ 542.19

Remit To: Tucker a Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

BUIO
Case No.
Case Name

25178

l·BOISE

CVOC0907257

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008764

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, IO 83707 

~Hi~ ;% 

~tJ" 
.... ~'. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

. '.~.:. 
',' ,; 

J":' .. . 
.... :.\ ... ": :', 

"!.' .'. 

INVOICE 

.. "':'~J,.'~*'(:". ", 

.~: 1;" " . 

. J •... ;;:;·,·k 

.. : ';,. 

.' .:':": .. <~;';' 
..... :. . ": ~ 'f ... : ... ~~ .. ;.;,' " .. : 

. ~ , .... :; " .. 
.~. ·r··: .~. ~'.;.::. :" , 

:~. . ... . 
:.":'.' 

"~ ~' .. 
",,,::,, ,of ~ .. ' 

0' '" •• r. .\.~ .. ; : ~ . 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
COSho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker a Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 
Case No. 
Case Name 

117578 

2/4/2011 
$ 542.19 

25178 

i-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse, lD 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. 80x 9518
Boise, ID 83707

INVOICE

Due upon receipt

..~~.,. .", .

::MtJ.:.
.:~~f~.~.·~>·.; ; :

.. :t~:.

). . ~ ;.

". '~'. :;.c .
.', :.- .~

:;",?":" .:"

......;) :..' ~.; .
': :, ~ .. ~ ..

....... :

..: :; • ~ • ' • .f..••

Tax ID: 820440907

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Please detach bottom portion a"dreturn with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

117579

2/4/2011
$ 489.50

Remit To: Tucker ItAssociates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

BUlD
Case No.

Case Name

25179
1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008765

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BoIse, 10 83701 
Phone:2~345-3704 Fax:20~345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. 80x 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker" Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

.... : .. 

";." 

INVOICE 

Due upon receipt 

.~ . "." : 

Please detach bottom portion a"d return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 
Case No. 

Case Name 

117579 
2/4/2011 
$ 489.50 

25179 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &. Assodates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

117582 2/4/2011

··::jiib:No.
0':, :",

25180

1/30/2011 CVOC09072S7

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

. ...... ;~. .; .

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

.~:: .....
,": ..

';':'0"i '.: nO~~.~;· .. .'.:::
,. . ."" . . ~

.' .. . ..
. . .

Tax 10: 820440907

;~i-::':';:' .~;.;:.. ::~_'.i ",' .. ' ;:',; _~.~

:: '.'. : f:.~.;...

Due upon receipt

....,

••<

Please detach bottom portion and return withpayment.

';', .. ;~~..; :ti" . "" ,,-

~'.~:.:.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosha Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

117582

2/4/2011
$ 600.49

Remit To: Tucker a. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,ID 83701

Job No.
BUID
case No.
case Name

25180

I-BOISE

CVOC0907257

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008766

Tucker &. Assodates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, 10 83707 

';':'0" :- '.: nO~~.~;· ' . .'.::: 
,. . . "" . . ~ 

" . . ... 
. . . 

Tax 10: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker a. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Bolse,ID 83701 

INVOICE 
~'in~!~)'~~;:L~ '; };,!j~~~(~~'p'~~:y,) '<j~~:~~ .... 

117582 2/4/2011 25180 

1/30/2011 CVOC09072S7 

. . .... ',~' .; 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

;~i';:'~(' .~;.;:.. .:~'.i ',' .. ' ;:',; ~.~ ';" .. ;~~ .. ; :ti" . "" ", 

:: '.'. : f:.~.; ... 

Due upon receipt 

... ~ ..:.):' 
: :: ... ' ...... ;... '.y~ ,;" ~ ~'"'r .. :. 

,. 
c • ~,',;'.~(' •• '.\,'.,'"'~,,,\,::~.;' ~.l,. ". ., ..... ;~. ': 
" .. .:~~;~.;; . -;.' ...... , 

~r~·, 

•• < 

'-/. 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 
case No. 
case Name 

117582 

2/4/2011 
$ 600.49 

25180 

1-BOISE 
CV0aJ907257 
Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & AssocIates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

J' ';', .'~ ~ • ~ " "~$'" ~, .;:; .,..•~,.•••. ',', •.. : , :.. , .••..

'f ..::InY~I,~ ~~"'~. :IIR!9~.~~e'~,;. ;;' .H-l9.~·N,C)~,:,:,;

117583 2/4/2011 25181

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Due upon receipt

" ;?,('". .•... '~" .

.;. :

.~

~; :':.:. ::....:

.......
'" ':'.

.'. ~

J.',

) .•..

.:.,'
'"t,.

Tax 10: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

InvoIce No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117583

2/4/2011
$ 478.50

Remit To: Tucker. Assodates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Bolse,ID 83701

Job No.
BUIO
case No.
C8seName

25181
1-BOISE
CV0C0907257

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008767

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

" .,' 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

.. :: 

Remit To; Tucker. Assodates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Bolse,ID 83701 

) .•.. 

•... 

INVOICE 
J' ';', .'~ ........... ~ • ~ .... " "~$'" ...... ~, .;:; " .. '~ " •••. ',', •.. : ..... , .... : .. , .••.. 

'f .. ::lnY~I,~ ~~"'~. :IIR!9~,~~e'~,;. ;;' ,H-19.~·N,C)~,:,:,; 

117583 2/4/2011 25181 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

.;. : 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUlD 

case No. 
C8seName 

"~t;~~~~~r:2~~~~' 

117583 

2/4/2011 
$ 478.50 

25181 
1-BOISE 
CV0C0907257 

';"'f'N~,~t: ,:,~,,~',:,';" 
" :'. ~' 

., w:"'·" 

" .:' :.~-r:~t ~~~'. • 
, ...... ' .. ; 

" ;?"'" . .•... '~" . 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, IO 83701
Phone:208~345-3704 Fax:208-345·3713

117586 2/4/2011 25182

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

Due upon receipt

..
:'.'

..;:; .~ '::..' ,,",.':.,:

.,

; ---

. .:.~': .. "

:;'.'

", •.. .'! •.

',' -.': ::1

" ......

.......::

.~: .:...d.. "~"':'':'.,.

Tax 10: 820440907

Please detach bOllomportion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
COsho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117586
2/4/2011
$ 518.87

Remit To: Tucker It Assodates
Post Offlce Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701

Job No.
BUIO

case No.
Case Name

25182
i-BOISE

CVOC090nS7
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008768

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208~345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Tax 10: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
COsho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker It Assodates 
Post Offlce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

INVOICE 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

'. . .;:;.~ ':: .. ' " 

.. /, ..... ~.' ." ' . 
. . :. ;', .~ . 

.. ~: . " .; '. "':": 

., 

; ---
. ~. . 

.~: .: ... d. . .. ~ 

Please detach bOllom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUlD 

case No. 
Case Name 

117586 

2/4/2011 
$ 518.87 

25182 
i-BOISE 

CVOC090nS7 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



..

INVOICE
Tucker & AssocIates
Post OffICe Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

117588 2/4/2011 25183

my of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse,ID 83707

Due upon receipt

"r.:.

'. : ,.. ..::. '~';..¥~~: '.:

; ..'!'

.. '.;:..~.... : .

. "'~

. ',:.

. •;.. ',x'. ,.~

. f.
: ,- .

", . I,:· "
:'.:::." .

.:j~ .
';,'

..,~
};' ..:'::'

::' .
. ,;'

: "

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bOllom portion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., $te. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Bofse, ID 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date

Total Due

117588

2/4/2011

$ 495.00

Remit To: Tucker 1& Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,ID 83701

Job No.
BU 10

case No.
case Name

25183
1-BOISE

cv0c0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008769

.. 

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post OffICe Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax;208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse,ID 83707 

. :~~ . ", • 11:' " 
';,' 

'"r~ 

};' .. :'::' 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 

:'.:::.' . 
:., . 

::' . 
,,;' 

800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Bofse, ID 83707 

. f. 

Remit To: Tucker" Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Bolse,ID 83701 

INVOICE 
117588 2/4/2011 25183 

my of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

:' .'!' 

.. '.;: .. ~ 

. :): .. 
'. : ,. 

. "'~ 

. .. ::. '~'; .. ¥~~: '.: 
."-:' 

: " 

Please detach bOllom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BU 10 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117588 

2/4/2011 

$ 495.00 

25183 

1-BOISE 

cv0c0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



..

INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,1O 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

117638 2/11/2011

2/6/2011 CV0C0907257

aty of Merfdlan v. Petra Incorporated

25202

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Due upon receipt

i cmilFIEQ copY. OF "rRAN~C~PT .dF:.
Pi'~lng 1/2,7/201.1; ..

. 'SAl,.ESTA)(." •. ·

Now accepting Amerl~:n EXpress,~~ver/V~.and Master cards.
. .)~

.. ~ ..

: -,

Tax ID: 820440907

: :..:~ -. ,";..

.~ ,-

: !:

' ..
,"

...... ..

19.6.ho ~~g~': . :'.\~';;:~., ,'2,75

· ..:.:. ':-.. ~' ...: ~~.,~ ·:~i·J·:.:~::~ ..
• .: .~., ,~."'''.' "~'.'lQ"~:.('" "'a:vCi-.;ta·.··
· TOTALDUE »>: -','

" .' '. .' .~; l . .'

;.: .
"I'·,. ,

i .

~539.00

: 3.P4

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 951B
Boise, ID 83707

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117638
2/11/2011
$ 571.34

Remit To: Tucker It Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse,ID 83701

Job No.
BUID

case No.
case Name

25202
1-BOISE
CVOC0907257
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008770

.. 

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Bolse,lO 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax: 208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

i CERilFIEQ copY, OF "rRAN~C~PT ,dF:, 
Pi'~lng 1/2,7/201.1 •. ' 

, 'SAl,.ESTAX.";,' 

Now accepting Amerl~" EXpress,~~ver/V~,and Master Cards. 

" 
.. ~ .. 

: " 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
, ':Ihvoi~ Date 

'" ""ii':' .' ,_ • 

117638 2/11/2011 

2/6/2011 CV0C0907257 

aty of Merfdlan v. Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

.~ " 

: !: 

' .. . " 

...... .. 

19.6.ho ~~g~': ,:'.\~';;:~" ,'2,75 

... :.:. ':-.. ~' ... : ~~.,~ ·:~i·J·~.:~::~ .. 
•• : .~., '~.'~'''.' "~,.'IQ"~:,('" "'U:vCi-';ta,." 
'TOTALDUE »>: -',' 

',,' '. "'i!; I. ," 

i ' 

;.: . 
"I'" . , 

25202 

~539.00 

: 3,P4 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 951B 
BoIse, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BoIse,ID 83701 

Invoice No. 117638 
Invoice Date 2/11/2011 
Total Due $ 571.34 

Job No. 

BUID 

Case No. 
Case Name 

25202 
l-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE

2/13/2011 CVOC0907257

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

~No.

2/18/2011 25216

I~~oiCe Dat~ ... ' ~ob No.
:' ' .. '

117653

FEB 28 2011

Tucker &. Associates
Post: OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208·345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
COSho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

RECEIVED ;... '( ': ,"

Due upon receipt

?Rl~~~Al ~b':;C~R~fI~ CoPyOF TRA~~RiPT OF·:
ProceedIng 1/.2W29:~1 ". ....

Now acce~ng American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

"" ,.... o.

, ;!A.pq ..P~Qi~;-· .,.~ ',. . .. '·?i~.
'.: ·~iPt~i.''t;,g~ »>' .'y:"

473.00

$473.00

- ;:'"
-,:'

,;', .'

ol~

Tax ID: 820440907

A0771- Dot

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

: 117653

: . 2/18/2011
: $ 473.00

Remit To: Tucker 8t Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701

Job No.
BUlD

case No.
Case Name

25216

i-BOISE

CV0C0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008771

Tucker &. Associates 
Post: OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
COSho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

FEB 2 8 2011 

RECEIVED 

?Rl~~~Al ~b':;C~R~fI~ CoPy OF TRA~~RiPT OF·: 
Proceeding 1/.2W29:~l ". . ... 

Now acce~ng American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards. 

ol~ J.,:0771- Dot 
Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
I~~oiCe Dat~ ... ' ~ob No. 

:' ' .. ' 

117653 2/18/2011 25216 

~No. 

2/13/2011 CVOC0907257 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

;... '( ': " 

Due upon receipt 

"" ..... .. 
, ;!A.pq .. P~Qi~;- . '.,' ~ ',. . .. ·'?i~. 
'.: ,~iPt~i."D.g~ »>' . ·.Y.:" 

- ;:'" 
.,.'. 

,;', " 

473.00 

$473.00 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker 8t Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 
Case Name 

: 117653 

: , 2/18/2011 
: $ 473.00 

25216 

i-BOISE 

CV0C0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Tucker & AssocIates
Post OffICe Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
COSho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

:;.r::;~iliK.l):
FEB 28 2li.!

RECEIVElf

INVOICE
,,'Invoice No.

,. ".; ':1'\ ,;'" ':.. .•~ •

job No.Invoice Date

117656 2/18/2011 25218

,Jo~'~81:e cas., No.

2/13/2011 CVOC090nS7

~Naij;e

aty of Meridian v. Petra Inoorporated

..
~.'" .

Payni.ent Terms

Due upon receipt

:,

1cERTIFiED Copy Of,TRANScRIPr"OF:
: >' ."' ) ,.. '. '. ••.• .- • ~.

ProCeed:lri9 ,~/3ii2011 ;'
SALe? TAx

;.162.00 Pages @, '
~" :~. : ..

~i, • '. • • ' ..;, .•.~..f. ,~.

frOTAl bUE' »>

2.75' 445.50
2633

Tax ID: 820440907

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

Please detach be>ttom port/on and return with payment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117656
2/18/2011
$ 472.23

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

BUID

case No.
case Name

25218
1-BOISE
CVOC090n57
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008772

Tucker & Associates 
Post OffICe Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
COSho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 cERTIFiED Copy Of ,TRANscRIpt OF: 
: >' ,"' ) ". '. • ••.• " • ~. 

ProCeed:lri9 ,~/3ii2011 ;' 
SALe? TAx 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BOise, ID 83701 

:;.r::;~iliK,l): 

FEB 28 2lJ.! 

RECEIVEI)' 

INVOICE 
, ,'Invoice No. 

,. .. ': ':1', ,;'1. ':.. .• ~ • 

Invoice Date 

117656 2/18/2011 

,Jo~'~a.:e cas., No. 

2/13/2011 CVOC090nS7 

~Naij;e 

aty of Meridian v. Peb'a Incorporated 

.. 
~.'" . 

Payni,ent Terms 

Due upon receipt 

;.J-62.00 Pages @' ' 
~" :~. : .. 

2.75' 

~i, • '. • • ' .. ;, ".~ .. f. ,~. 

frOTAl bUE' »> 

job No. 

25218 

445.50 
2633 

Please detach b()ttom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

117656 
2/18/2011 
$ 472.23 

25218 
1-BOISE 
CVOC090n57 
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Tucker & AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse, 10 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

",...~~:1f·~~1~~1.~~~~;:.:,,~,,:~
<\'''~''l)~;ErR§:''Jt
Jj.",dl;.!fw.f~~.l~

fEB 2810\1

RECI~IVED

INVOICE
117657 2/18/2011 25217

2/13/2011 CV0C0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra InoorporatEd

Due upon receipt

~wa~ng ~enCan E>qjress, DIscOVer; Visa and~~~r ~fds.. ..'" ..' ::~. '., . ," . ..: .....:-: ':" t'):

':

. " .. : :~.

OJ. to G·· d-fJ'17/~ oaf
Tax ID: 820440907

.'. .."r,'. ....~ ..
:6400 ~.r. . .' .~. 2.75

. ~c;....::-~·...h~r.;. ".,.!J!T.~"'.". ~ :'

.: ,',

. ~.;. .:-~ D
~~~ ..

l~'

. $ii6.~O

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker ItAssociates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BU ID
case No.
case Name

117657
2/18/2011
$ 176.00

25217
I-BOISE

CV0C0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008773

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

", ... ~~:1f.:.~~1~~1.~~~~;:.:,,~,,:~ 
<\'''~''l)~;ErR§:''Jt 
l).",dl;.!fw.f~~.l~ 

fEB 2 8 20\1 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 

RECI~IVED 

Boise, 10 83707 

~w a~ng ~enCan E>qjress, DIscOVer; Visa and~~~r ~fds. . ,,' " .. ' ::~. '., .,' . ..: .:. '::':' y~: 

': 

. " .. : :~. 

: ,', 

d-fJ"17/~ oaf 
Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
'. "':-". < 

Invoice Date lob No. 

117657 2/18/2011 25217 

'lob Date . .. ':' . " 

2/13/2011 CV0C0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra InoorporatE<i 

Due upon receipt 

. $176.qo 

.: ,', 

.~ ........... . 

;. ':-~ D 
~~~ .. 

l~' 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker It Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BU ID 
case No. 
case Name 

117657 
2/18/2011 
$ 176.00 

25217 
I-BOISE 
CV0C0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
2/23/2011 25232

Case No.

Case Name

Invoice Date' Job No.

CV0C0907257

Payment Terms

of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

J<;lb Date

117682

Invo~~No.

Due upon receipt

~~'j \

RECE\"\1
1--------------------1Thomas G. Walker

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345·3704 Fax:208-345-3713

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 2/11/20l}.

SALES TAX
193.00 Pages @ 2.75 530.75

31.85

TOTAL DUE »> $562.60

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bouom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. 80x 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

117682

2/23/2011

$ 562.60

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

BUlD

case No.

case Name

25232

1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008774

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax: 208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 2/11/20l}. 

SALES TAX 

~~'j \ 

RECE\\1 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invo~~No. Invoice Date' lob No. 

117682 2/23/2011 25232 

l<?b Date Case No. 

CV0C0907257 

Case Name 

of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

~-----------------------------------4 
Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

193.00 Pages @ 

TOTAL DUE »> 

2.75 530.75 

31.85 

$562.60 

Please detach bouom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. 80x 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BUlD 

Case No. 

Case Name 

117682 

2/23/2011 
$ 562.60 

25232 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345~3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoi~No. Imtoice Date 30b No.

117679 2/23/2011 25231

Job Da:te Case No.

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257

cas.eName

oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 qRTIFIED COPY Of TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 2/10/2011

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

192.00 Pages @

TOyAL DUE »>
2.75 528.00

$528.00

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office BoX 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and retllrn with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.
BUID

case No.

case Name

~~\f~Wd3ill)
117b~
2/23/2011

$ 528.00

25231

1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008775

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

ORIGINAL AND 1 qRTIFIED COPY Of TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 2/10/2011 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoi,* No. Imioice Date 30b No. 

117679 2/23/2011 25231 

Job Da:te Case No. 

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257 

C8s.eName 

oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

192.00 Pages @ 2.75 528.00 

TOyAL DUE »> $528.00 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

~~\f~Wd3ill) 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 

case Name 

117b~ 
2/23/2011 
$ 528.00 

25231 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
SOO Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117678 2/23/2011 25230

Job Date ~,seNo.

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257

case Name

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 2/07/2011

SALES TAX

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

139.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>

2.75 382.25
22.94

$405.19

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Pari< Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUlD

case No.
ease Name

117678

2/23/2011
$ 405.19

25230
1-BOISE
CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008776

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
SOO Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 2/07/2011 

SALES TAX 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117678 2/23/2011 

Job Date ~,seNo. 

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257 

case Name 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

139.00 Pages @ 2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

Job No. 

25230 

382.25 
22.94 

$405.19 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

case No. 
ease Name 

117678 

2/23/2011 
$ 405.19 

25230 
i-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 63707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117675 2/23/2011 25229

Job Date ~seNo.

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257

case Name

CIty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 2/07/2011

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

139.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>
2.75 382.25

$382.25

Tax 10: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
600 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUlD

case No.

case Name

117675
2/23/2011
$ 382.25

25229

1-BOISE
c.vOC0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008777

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 2/07/2011 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards. 

Tax 10: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No. 

117675 2/23/2011 25229 

Job Date ~seNo. 

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257 

CeseName 

CIty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

139.00 Pages @ 2.75 382.25 

TOTAL DUE »> $382.25 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUlD 

case No. 

case Name 

117675 

2/23/2011 

$ 382.25 

25229 

1-BOISE 
c.vOC0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No. InvoiCe Date Job No.

117674 2/23/2011 25228

Job Date C8seNo.

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257

case Name

CIty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

--
Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIAED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 2/04/2011

SALfSTAX

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

186.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>

2.75 511.50
30.69

$542.19

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker Be. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bot/om portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.

BUID

Case No.

Case Name

117674

2/23/2011
$ 542.19

25228

1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008778

Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 1D 83707 

1 CERTIAED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 2/04/2011 

SALfSTAX 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. InvoiCe Date 

117674 2/23/2011 

Job Date C8seNo. 

2/20/2011 CVOC0907257 

case Name 

CIty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

--
Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

186.00 Pages @ 2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

lob No. 

25228 

511.50 
30.69 

$542.19 

Please detach bot/om portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker Be. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 

Case No. 

Case Name 

117674 

2/23/2011 

$ 542.19 

25228 

1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



May. 2. 201'1':48AM

117776 3/14/2011 25289

" .... ·t~~~ . ~ ,",.: ::,......l..

lriyo!~~~o•. ' :>..:. Inv,~J~ ~~te , ,~,,?" No.

: .. ;:....~... I, '.'

~.:' ":', ..' Paymet:.t'Terms' ,

,". CaseNarpe
":'l" .

CVOC09072573/13/2011

'. : .. :...

":.":'.:'t:?;c
. ~ :~~){

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Due upon receipt

MAY 0l 2011

I{I~~(;,EIVEDThomas Go Walker
COsho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 1D 83707

Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone~208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

:2.>15, ";~~},, ,,519.75

'<c.' , ...... It'~. : ....

~. .
.l $519.75'.,

.',:' 0.00"

0.00'

:.....':~:$~~9.75
>•• ,' ,

(..) P.aymentsjcrecOts:
(+) finance Ch"rges/Deblts~

(=):New Balance:

189.00 pages :', @' ".
: ... ' ,,:' .

~) :' f' _,f ;:~':~ ,.~.~ ~'.:~. : _ _.~ _ _ •••~~ "M ~•.•••~ " ••~.

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detQch h01lol11 p()r/ion andreful'tlll'ith payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83701

1nvoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

117776

3/14/2011

$ 519.15

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701

Job No.

BU ID
Case No.

Case Name

25289

l·BOlSE
CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008779

May. 2. 201"':48AM 

Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone~208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.o. Box 9518 
Boise, 1D 83707 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, ID 83701 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 

MAY 0 l 2011 

I{I~~(;,EIVED 

117776 3/14/2011 

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257 
-:.":'.:'t:?;C 

. ~ :~~){ ,", Case Name 
.' :'l" ........ . 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

'. : ~ : ... 
Due upon receipt 

'<c,' , ..... ,It'~. :;,. 

189.00 pages :', @' ", 
: ... ' ,,:' , 

( .. ) P.aymentsjcrecOts: 
(+) finance Ch"rges/Deblbu 

, ,~,,?" No. 

25289 

:: ;: ..... ~ ... ;, '.' 
~.:, ":" . 

:':" ':~:$~~9.75 
> •• ,' , 

,',:' 0.00" 

~. . 0.00' 
,. $519.75'., 

~) : ' f' .,f ;:~':~ ,.~.~ ~'.:~. : ... _ ............... _.~ ....... _ ..... _ ••• ~~ ... '''M ........ ~ ••••• ~ .......... -' •• ~. 

Please detach h01lol11 p()r/ion and reful'tlwilh payment. 

1nvoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BU ID 
Case No. 

Case Name 

117776 

3/14/2011 

$ 519.15 

25289 

l·BOlSE 
CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



M;..y. 2. 2011 11:48AM

Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9516
Boise, ID 63707

MAY U~: ·t~j';l

({E(~l~l'!~: i)

No. 0940 P. 5

INVOICE
..41'.£., .. .

I~YQ,ce Date '" Job No.
','

:~~yolceNo.
"117780 3/1'1/2011 25291

Job Date:!' ....
~seN'o.

' ,

110$ ••<. .... • ..... ' ,

3/13/2011 CVOC09072S7
..~.

Case N~Ii1~'"....... .··f.· . .. , "

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

: ~~yment "erm~ ,.
Oue upon receipt

:, 154.QO, Pages . ,:" @
' .. '"

. {.(", .... .;.. ..... ":.....
ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTlflfD COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:

Proceed!og 2/laf;ZOU :':"

' ...: . .'" .
"

2.15 ': ..;. 423.50,

NoW accepting A~~lkan Express, Discover, Visa and ~~~~r Cards.

" '

TQT~l DUE »>

(-) paYm~nts/Cr~~il:~!. '
(+) F:h,al1ce Ch3rt!esfDebitS:

'Q,OO
.: ·,0.00

Tax ID: 820440907

: . .\ ...:....

c.»~: ::';' ,
!'" "
!'~·:.L· :.. ",.

~ ,,: , ., ....
1 .. ~ .J
~.. "~ .

Neate detach bottom pO/'lioll and"iJtul't1 with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box: 9518
Boise, ID 63707

Remit 'fa: Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701

InvoIce No.
Invoice Date
TOlal Due

Job No.
BU ID
case No.
Case Name

117780

3/14/2011

: $ 423.50

25291
1-BOISE
CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008780

M;..y. 2, 2011 11:48AM 

Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O, Box 9516 
Boise, ID 63707 

MAY U~: 't\J;l 

({E(~l~l'!~: i) 

• -(,-C" .•••• .;.. ..... ': ..... 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERT(flfD COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceed!ng 2/1Sf;Z011 ":,, 

NoW accepting A~~lkan Express, Discover, Visa and ~~~~r Cards. 

" ' 

Tax ID: 820440907 

No. 0940 p, 5 

INVOICE 
.. 41'.£., .. . 

I~YQ,ce Date '" Job No. 
',' 

:~~yolce No. 
" 117780 3/1"1/2011 25291 

Job Date;!" .... 
~seN'o. 

' , 

:..$ •• <.. ..... . .... ' , 

3/13/2011 CVOC09072S7 
.. ~. 

Case N~Ii1~'" ....... ,'·f .• . . . , " 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

, ~~yment l'erm~ ,. 
Due upon receipt 

' ... : . .': ' 

" 

" 154.QO, Pages ":,, @ 
".'" 2.15 "';, 423.50. 

:.; ... : .... 

c.»~: ':';' , 
f'" ': 
!'~··.L· : .. .,,. 

~ .,: , .,,". 
1 .. ~ .J 
~ .. "~ . 

TQT~l DUE »> 

(-) paym~nts/cr~4I,~!, ' 
(+) F:h1aitce Ch3rt!esfDebitS: 

'Q,OO 
,: ,,0.00 

Neate detach bottom pO/'lio" and "lJtul't! with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box: 9518 
Boise, ID 63707 

Remit 'fo: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 

InvoIce No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BU ID 
case No. 
Case Name 

117780 

3/14/2011 

: $ 423.50 

25291 
1-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



May. 2. 2011 11 :48AM No. 0940 P. 6

I~VOICE

.R'If? (:'1:.' I'V''l~' 1ft;. .ll!..;J _,l~. JL.f.lL

Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,ID 83701
Phone:208-345·3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
COsho Humphrey
800 Pari< Blvd'l Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Bolsel ID 83707

i~vojce' No. ·...~,i:~voice Date '" : Job No.
,,',#I' • ... ' . ..

117763 3/14/2011 25292
Job Date ". .. .

Cas~No•, . ..,.....

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257
.... l'y. .' .

. ' /..;.~¢i'se Nil~e
.. ..

.. ..
'.

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

. >.•." .... ;,::.
Paym~~t Terms

Due upon receipt

• oC ':••

.. $504.3·O~

2.75 475.75
. 28.55'.. ."

0.00
0.00

TOTAL DUE '»>

(~) paYments/t~ei'its:
(+j Rrn-.nce charg~siDeblts:

. ,

1 CE~l'IFIED COpy Of TRANSCRIP.T OF:
:~ '.. Proceeding 2/23/i01i . .

,SALES TAX" ': ."

NoW ~~Ptlng Arn6lican EXpress; Discoveri VI~ and Master Card~.· .
'. . .

{" :. .~:..~ ;.

f'i.: :;" .: .
:,j'"

C,~"",;: ..'

... '~ '., ~ . .

Tax ID: 620"l40907

Please detach bottom pori/on (ltld retul"n with paymelJf.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 951B
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

117763
3/14/2011
$ 504.30

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise,10 83701

Job No.

BUID
Case No.

Case Name

25292

l-BOISE

CVOC0907257

ell'! of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008781

May. 2. 2011 11 :48AM 

Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Bolse,ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S·3704 Fax:208-34S-3713 

. R'If? (:'1:.' I'V' 'l~' 1ft; , .ll!._A _,l~. lL.f lL 

Thomas G. Walker 
COsho Humphrey 
800 Pari< Blvd' l Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Bolsel ID 83707 

. , 

1 CE~l'IFIED COpy Of TRANSCRIP.T OF: 
:~ ' .. Proceeding 2/23/2011 . . 

,SALES TAX" ,: ." 

NoW ~~Ptlng Arn6lican EXpress; Discover i VI~ and Master Card~.· . 
'. . . 

Tax ID: 620"140907 

No. 0940 P. 6 

I~VOICE 
i~vojce' lIlo. · ... ~,i:~voice Date '" : Job No. 

,,',#I' • .. " . .. 
117763 3/14/2011 25292 

Job Date 
", " , 

Cas~No. , . .., ..... 

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257 
.... l'y. . ' . 

" /","~¢i!se Nil~e 
' . .. 

.. . , 
' . 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

. > .•. " .... :,::. 
Paym~~t Terms 

Due upon receipt 

• oC ': •• 

2.75 475.75 

TOTAL DUE '»> 

(~) paYments/tt'~',i'its: 
(+ j Rrn-.nce charg~siDeblts: 

. ".'~ '., ~ . . 

{,. :. .~: .. ~ ;-

f'i.: :;" .: . 
:,j'" 

C,~"",;: .. ' 

. 28.55' .. .,. 
., $504.3·O~ 

0.00 
0.00 

Please detach bottom porllon lItld retul-n with paymelJf. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 951B 
Boise, 1D 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise,10 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
SUID 
Case No. 

Case Name 

117763 
3/14/2011 
$ 504.30 

25292 
l-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

elly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



May. 2. 2011 11 :49AM

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257
• ',f.. •• ~ •

•':.i:..' i ......~ ,"

25293

i6liNo. -,..tt''!: .~. .

.,., case No.
3/14/2011117784

Job Date'
'~!i•••

.. 11\'tiolce No•...
• '1 iii •

Fax:208-3~S·3713

Tucker & Associates
Post Office Ifox 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:20B-345-370i

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

-RlU' ("'i"l?(-~ 11f~~ lJ_. .m_~ .•"J.:'.lJ1' ~IL.i.",

City of Meridian v, Petra Incorporated

Due upon receipt

ORIGINA~"AND 1CERTIFIED OOP~:OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
" 'j!..;'" .' • • " ".

...>:p'fQc:e~ding2/24/2.011 :. .....

;., ..,.... " "

459,~.~·

$459.2$

Now accepting American EXpr~lP, Di~ver~ Visa an~. M~~er cards. '.

(';.> ~lV~ents/cr~dits) .. "::~' ....
(*) ~InanceCharges/DebIts:

0.00
0.00

·$~S9.2S

Tax ID: 820440907 t ....:~)\•.•. ,

Please. defach bof((}/n portion and j'e/urn wffh payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste, 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117784

3/14/2011

$ 459.25

Remit To: Tucker &. AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse, ID 83701

Job No.

au ID

case No.
case Name

25293
i-BOISE
CVOC09072S7

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008782

May. 2. 2011 11 :49AM 

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Ifox 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:20B-345-3704 Fax:208-3~S-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

ORIGIt.jA~··AND 1 CERTIFIED OOP~:OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
" 'j!";", .' • • " ". 

... >:p'fQc:e~ding 2/24/2.011 :. ..... 

Now accepting American EXpr~~, Di~ver~ Visa an~. M~~er cards. '. 

Tax 10: 820440907 

.. lil'tiolce No •... 
• '1 iii • 

117784 3/14/2011 25293 
,:>.' case No. 

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257 
• ',f.. •• ~ • 

• ':.i:.,' i ...... ~ ," 

City of Meridiao v, Petra Incorporated 

Due upon receipt 

;" .. , .... " " 

.., .... , .. 
:~6N)O ~~ges. . @ .. 2.75 

TOTAl'DUE »> 
:. :''': 

':: . 

(';.> ~lV~ents/cr~dits) .. '::~' .... 
(1-) ~Inance Charges/DebIts: 

t .... :~)\ •.•. , 

459,~.~· 

$459.2$ 

0.00 
0,00 

Please. detach bottom portion and j'e/urn with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd" ste, 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BoIse, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
au ID 

ceseNo. 
QlseName 

117784 

3/14/2011 

$ 459.25 

25293 
1-BOISE 
CVOC09072S7 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Ma y. 2. 2011 11: 48AM No. 0940 P. 4

INVOICE

MAY 0 Z 'ill

Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:20B·345-3704 Fax:208-3'15·3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

lnvoic~'~o~':'.: . ·:··~.~~~ol~:·i.>.~te
.,

"
Job No.

117779 3/14/2011 25290

"
Job Date .'.' '.' ~ :case~~:~~ .... ......

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257
I '. '. ~,.~,~:.~( ,:S i;'~~ase ~~m~

"

:3~~tOf MerIdIan v. Petta Incorporated

,. .' " Pay,nent r~rms :

" ...
Due upon receipt

... ..,', " .....
1CERTIFXI:D COpy OF TAANSGRiPi OF:

proc~edi~g 2/11!iOll .. ..:
SALES TAX

: .'.~'

1'73,00 Pages @

i~TAl DUE »>

.•1;,0"

2.75' 475.75
28.55

$504.30

Now ~ccep"ng American Express, DlsCQver, Visa and Master cards.

(~) Pay~ents/credlts:

. (+) Frnance Charges/Debits~

(t:,) New Balal!ce:
r·; ~:':1.; 1"!(:~ .~...... ,,4"'__'''''''''''''-~

0.00
0.00

$504.30

Tax ID: 820440907

Please dsttfch bottomportion a"d ref'II'III1'Uh payment.

25290
1·BOrSt:
CVOC0901257

aly of Meridian v, Petra Incorporated

117779

3/14}2011
$ 504.30

OJ: V~
/ tyO . ~o~ 0 t3-

\7 ~bA '
Job No.
BUID
Case No.

case Name

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
'Total Due

ihomas G. Walker
Cosha Humphrey
600 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boisek 10 83707

Remit To: TLlcket &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

008783

Ma y. 2. 2011 11: 48AM 

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:20B-345-3704 Fax! 208-3'15-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
BOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

... . ',', " ..... 
1 CERTIFXI:D COpy OF TAANSGRiPi OF: 

proc~edi~g 2/11/iol1 ',": 
SALES TAX 

MAY 0 Z "ill 

: .'.~' 

Now ~ccep"ng American Express, DlsC(lver, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

No. 0940 P. 4 

INVOICE 
lnvoic~'~o~':' ,:' ':"~,~~~ol~:'i.>.~te 

" 

" 
Job No. 

117779 3/14/2011 25290 

" 
lob Date ,',' ',' ~ :case~~:~~ .. .. ...... 

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257 
I " ',~',~'~:'~( ,:S i;' :~ase ~~m~ 

" 

: 3~~tOf MeridIan v. Petta Incorporated 

" " " Pay,nent r~rms : 

" ... 
Due upon receipt 

.• 1;,'" 

1'73.00 Pages @ 2.75' 475.75 
28.55 

i~TAl DUE »> $504.30 

(~) Pay~ents/credlts: 

, (+l Frnance Charges/Debits~ 
0.00 
0.00 

(::,) New Balal!ce: 
r·; ~:':1.; 1"!(:~ .~~""."4"' __ '''''''''''''-~ 

$504.30 

Please dettfch botlom portion a"d reflll'lIl1'Uh paYlllent. 

ihomas G. Walker Invoice No. 117779 
Cosha Humphrey Invoice Date 3/1412011 
600 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 

'Total Due $ 504.30 P.O. Box 9518 
Boisek 10 83707 OJ: V~ 

./ tyO . ~ C; ~ 
~o t/ 

Job No. 25290 
~bA ' 

RemIt To: Tocket 8r. Associates BUID 1-BOrSt: 
Post Office Box 1625 Case No. CVOC0901257 
BOise, ID 83701 

case Name aly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Mwy. 2, 2011 11:49AM

Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:20B-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

MiIr.'( ..' '. 't' ,'.',1M. v.~ ,.l;,,!

lhomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

:'i"ioic(~~.. "
..

::i~b No.Invoice Date . ',.\"":.

117787 3/14/2011 25294
'''' ' Y,', "J :' ·:'1' .... CftseNo.,

....,
.. Job D~~~., )~~ ........... :<.. :-d

"

3/13/2011 CVOC090nS7
" .. ,.... , ,':;~ :,1,': . .. "

,
" .. .. '

:Case Nal11~. ~~ ".f:

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

~ Pa~ment T~hns,.~"i

Due opon receipt

, ,

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF.rAANSCRIf>T OF:
Proceeding 2/25/2011 :

SALES TAX

Nowac:x:eptlng Anlt!rlcan EXpress, 'DIScover, Visa and Master cards.

, "

2.75

....:: .. , :.. : ..:.. :......

(-) p~y~,,~~j~re(II~,; .
(+) Finance cliarges/DebitSl
(=) New J!iir,an'oo:

0.00
0.00

$311.91

Tax 10: 820440907

Please detach bDttom por(i01'/ and return with p(/)lmcllt,

TholllBS G. Walker
Cosha Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise,ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BU ID
case No.

case Name

117787

3/14/2011

$ 311.91

25294
i-BOISE

CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008784

Mwy. 2. 2011 11:49AM 

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:20B-345·3704 Fax: 208-345-3713 

lhomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

, , 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF. rAANSCRIf>T OF: 
Proceeding 2/25/2011 : 

SALES TAX 

iYJiIr.'f' ",', 't' ,'.' ,1M. v.~ ,.i;,,! 

Nowac:x:eptlng Anltlr1can EXpress, 'DIScover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax 10: 820440907 

~ 
.~"i 

: 'i"ioic(~~,. " 
.. 

::i~b No • Invoice Date . ' .. \"":. 
117787 3/14/2011 25294 

'''' ' Y,', "J :' ·:'1' .'" .... ~ 
.. Job D~~~., )~~ " ...... ~. :<.' :." CftseNo., 

" 

3/13/2011 CVOC090nS7 
" .. ..... , ,':;~ :.1,':, , ' " . " .. , . ' :Case Nal11~, ~~ ,,,.f: 

Oly of MerIdIan v. Petra Incorporated 

Pa~ment T~hns, 

Due upon receipt 

, " 

2.75 

. , .. :: .. , : .. : .. : .. : ...... 

(-) p~y~,,~~j~re(II~,; , 
(+) Finance Cflarges/DebitS: 
(=) New J!iil,an'oo: 

0.00 
0.00 

$311.91 

Please detach bDttom por(iO'fl and return with p(/JImcllt, 

ThOITlBS G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise,ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BU ID 
case No. 

case Name 

117787 

3/14/2011 
$ 311.91 

25294 
i-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



.' .' ')' ,"1MAY U { t,._.. ,l

", '.

·:;;l,:~:ii\p.::Vl\,... ;:'

May. 2. 2011 11:49AM

Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
6olse, ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:206-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518

Bolse,1D 83707 . 1~:CI~lV1I'J)

Irivoice No.
,....~. .

Job No. "
.,Invoice Date .,

;. ." ..... '

117786 3/14/2011 25295
..... Job Dilte :' " :'. ~. .

~ieNo... ., :.. , ~ ..... .. . . , ..

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257
." ...... : ;,.:." ...

Case N~i!1~
.. : .

.. ......
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

.':
pav.n.~~~J·erms

.. :

' .. .. ~., . .

Due upon receipt

. . . . ~ '" .
ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED ~PY OF TAAN~~RipT OF:

Proceeding 2/1,8/2011 2.7~., . "'142.75

. .
Now accepting Amen~~.~press, DI~ver, Visa and Ma~~fCards.

Tax YO: 820440907

TOTAL DUE »>

(..) P.ay~e·p~/~redits' '.
~+) fhiaij~~.C~arges/Deliit5;

$442.75

.~.~o

y.' : 9.00

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Bolse,ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 1D 83701

Please detach bottom portton "lid YerllT'1l withpaymenr.

Invoice No.
Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.

BUID
case No.

Case Name

117788

3/14/2011
$ 442.75

25295
1-BOISE

CVOC0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008785

May. 2. 2011 11:49AM 

Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Solse, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:206-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

" " 

':;;l,:~:ii\p.::Vl\, ... ;:'. 
.' .' ')' ,"1 MAY U { t.., .. ,! 

. ~ '" . 
ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED ~py OF TAAN~~RipT OF: 

Proceeding 2/1,8/2011 

. . 
Now accepting Amen~~.~press, DI~ver, Visa and Ma~~fCards. 

Tax Yo: 820440907 

lrivoice No. 
..... ~. . 

Job No. .. . , Invoice Date . , 
;, ." ..... ' 

117786 3/14/2011 25295 
..... Job Dilte :' '., :" ! •• 

~ieNo . .. ., : .. , ~ .... . . . . . , .. 

3/13/2011 CVOC0907257 
. " ...... : ;,.:.' ... 

Case N~i!1~ 
.. : . 

.. ...... 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

. ': 
pavm.~~~J·erms 

.. : 

'" " ~.' . . 

Due upon receipt 

@ 2.7~., . "\42.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

( .. ) P.ay~e·p~/~redits' '. 
( +) fhiaij~~.C~arges/Deliit5; 

$442.75 

.Q.OO 
y.' : 9.00 

Please detach bottom por/ton "lid rerW/1 with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Bolse,ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 
case No. 

Case Name 

117788 

3/14/2011 
$ 442.75 

25295 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
CIty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, JD 83707

APR 04 2011

REC~:lVE1)

Invoice ~o.. ..jnv~loi Date J~,bNo.

117825 3/31/2011 25332

jOb.D~W·~ ..
"

·Case"o.
3/27/2011 0I0C0907257

"';;','

caseN~m~

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

PaymentTenns

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED ropy OF.TRANSCRIPT OF:
P~iOg 3/Q2/2011

SAi.EsTAX

N9wacceptlng American Express, Discover, Visa and M9ster Olrds.

2~3.00 Pages @

. TOTALDUE »>,

2.75 613.25
3f).80

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker 8r. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, m 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUlD
case No.

case Name

117825
3/31/2011
$ 650.05

25332
i-BOISE

0I0c0907257
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008786

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, JD 83707 

1 CERTIFIED ropy OF .TRANSCRIPT OF: 
P~iOg 3/Q2/2011 

SAi.ESTAX 

APR 04 2011 

REC~:lVE1) 

N9wacceptlng American Express, Discover, Visa and M9ster Olrds. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice ~o.. .. jnv~loi Date 

117825 3/31/2011 

jOb.D~W·~ .. 
" 

·Case"o. 
3/27/2011 0I0C0907257 
"':;',' 

caseN~m~ 

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Tenns 

Due upon receipt 

2~3.00 Pages @ 2.75 

. TOTALDUE »>, 

J~,bNo. 

25332 

613.25 
3f).80 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker 8r. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, m 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 
case No. 

case Name 

117825 
3/31/2011 
$ 650.05 

25332 
1-BOISE 

0I0c0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Iriv~iceNo. Invoic~. q~)e J~Ii·NO.

117826 3/31/2011 25334
·.JobD·'te ,.'<-

Case ~o.: . J',
3/27/2011 tvOC09072S7

". case~~~p'e

I ,City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

-, PaVrnent Te~~s
Due upon receipt

APR 0 ~ 2011

R]~(~EIVE
Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, tD 83707

Tucker & AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise,ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:20S-345-3713

ORIGINAl AND 1 CERtiFIED coPY OF TRANscR.rPT OF:
, .: '. . -

. P~lng 3/03/~011. '.
. . :.

2iO.00 pages" @. : '.

TOTAL DUE »>
2.75 "577.50

$577.50

NoW accepting Am~r1can Express, Discover, Visa and MC!sre.r cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117826
3/31/2011
$ 577.50

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, m 83701

Job No.

BUID

case No.
case Name

•
25334
I-BOISE

CVOC090n57
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008787

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, IO 83707 

APR 0 ~ 2011 

R]~(~EIVE 

ORIGINAl ANO 1 CERtiFIED coPY OF TRANscRrPT OF: 
, .: ' . -

, P~lng 3/03/~011, " 
. . :" 

NoW accepting Am~r1can Express, Discover, Visa and MC!sre.r cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

I 

INVOICE 
lriv~ice No. Invoic~, q~)e 

117826 3/31/2011 

: 
',JobD"te ' "j', 

,,'(. 

Case ~o. 

3/27/2011 tvOC09072S7 

", case~~~p'e 

,City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

" 
PaVrnent Te~~s 

Due upon receipt 

210.00 pages" @ . :,' ....... " 
2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

l~Il'NO. 

25334 

"577.50 

$577.50 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, m 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

117826 

3/31/2011 
$ 577.50 

• 
25334 
i-BOISE 

CVOC090n57 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
.,

Invoice No.' Im;oiQ!'D8te.
..
Jo~No...

1\ 117829 3/31/2011 25335

:'JobDate p.seN~... ~~. ".. ..

Il~ljj27/2011 CVOC090n57

. case Name ..
~

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms.

Due upon receipt

APR nl\ 2.0

'RE'"'1('~'("1"'\IV<\ .,/~,i.,

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphley'
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Tucker &. AssocIates
Post OfficE Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:20a-345-3713

1 CERTIFIED Copy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 3/04/2011

SALES TAX
142.00.Pages @l 2,75 390.50

23.4~

rOTAI., DUE »> $413.93

NoW accepting American Express, Discover, Visa ·and MaSter cards.
.....

Tax m: 820440907

Please detach bol/om porUon and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

117829

3/31/2011

$ 413.93

Remit To: Tucker&: Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise,m 83701

Job No.
BUID

case No.
case Name

25335

I-BOISE

CVOC090nS7

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008788

Tucker &. AssocIates 
Post OfficE Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphfey' 
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED Copy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 3/04/2011 

SALES TAX 

., 

APR n l\ 2.0 

'RE"'l ('~'("1"\IV <\ • ..I~,i .. 

NoW accepting American Express, Discover, Visa ·and MaSter Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
InVOice No.' Im;oiQ!'Date. .. 

II 117829 3/31/2011 

:'JobDate .. ~~. ", . .' 
p.seN~. 

Il~lj727/2011 CVOC090n57 

. case Name . 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms. 

Due upon receipt 

142.00.Pages 2.75 

rOTAI., DUE »> 

. .... 

.. 
Jo~No. 

25335 

. . 

390.50 

23.4~ 

$413.93 

Please detach bol/om porUon and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker" Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise,ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117829 

3/31/2011 

$ 413.93 

25335 

1-BOISE 

CVOC090nS7 

Otv of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Thomas G. Walker
COSho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

Tucker & AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

APR 0 It 2011

RJ£(~E.lV.EI)

INVOICE
Invoice No. Invoi«;e Date Job No.

117830 3/31/2011 25336
JobDBte .

,,";

case No.
....

-' ...'

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257

case ,Name

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

.. Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAl, AND 1 CERtiFIED CD~Y OF TRANSCRJ:PT OF:
ProCeeding 3/07/2011

Now acceptln~ American~; DiscOver, Visa and Master cards.

217.00 Pages ~

TOTAL DUE »>
2:75 596.75

$596.75

" ,.

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.
BUID
case No.
case Name

117830

3/31/2011
$ 596.75

25336
I-BOISE
CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008789

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

APR 0 It 2011 

Thomas G. Walker 
COsho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, 10 83707 

RJ£(~E.lV.EI) 

ORIGINAl, AND 1 ceRtiFIED CD~Y OF TRANSCru:PT OF: 
ProCeeding 3/07/2011 

Now acceptln~ American ~; DiscOver, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoi«;e Date lob No. 

117830 3/31/2011 25336 
JobDBte . 

,,'; 

case No. 
. ... 

-' ... ' 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 

case ,Name 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

.. Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

217.00 Pages ~ 2:75 596.75 

TOTAL DUE »> $596.75 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker" Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

117830 

3/31/2011 
$ 596.75 

Job No. 25336 
BUID 

Case No. 

Case Name 

I-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:20S-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No.

117833

Jo~.~ate

3/27/2011

Invoice Dat~ J~b No.

3/31/2011 25338

CIIOC0907257

. ciaseName

1 CERTIFIEQ c;oPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF;
Proceeding 3/09/2011

SALES TAX

Now accep~~g American Express, Discover, Visa aOcl Master cards~

226.00 Pages @ 2.75 621.50
3.1.').9

$658.79 .

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion andreturn withpayment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUlD

Case No.

Case Name

117833

3/31/2011
$ 658.79

25338
1-BOISE
CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008790

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:20S-34S-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

1 CERTIFIEQ c;oPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF; 
Proceeding 3/09/2011 

SALES TAX 

Now accep~~g American Express, Discover, Visa aOci Master cards~ 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Dat~ 

117833 3/31/2011 

JO~,~ate 
,. 

. . Case ,lifo • 

3/27/2011 CIIOC0907257 
:"~i;;t::::/\\ '<~~) .. .. 

ciaseName 
.. -' "Qty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

~ '1 I- "'1 

'. Payment Terths 
:1IV~ttp>n receipt 

226.00 Pages @ 2.75 

J~b No. 

25338 

621.50 
3.1.').9 

$658.79 ' 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BOise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

Case No. 

Case Name 

117833 

3/31/2011 
$ 658.79 

25338 

l-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-37Q4 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707 RECEIVE])

InvoiCe No. Invoice Date 'ob No~

117834 3/31/2011 25339

.. ",
JobD8~e :caseNo•

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257
" '.'

~Name

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

.Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAl. AND 1 CERTIFIED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
", . . . .
Proceeding 3/10/2()11

Now accepting American EXpress, Discover, V~ and Master Cards.

191.00 Pag13~ @

TOTAL DUE »>
2.75 525.25

l, .....
Tax 10: 820440907

.... ,"

.,.,
\" .

, .
L.:··,·

,..•...
...... \.
. . ~ ...

.......~ ..~....~.•..,..._....~~-~~

......:~.•~: ........-_.._,...~.-...

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker" Associates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUID

Case No.
Case Name

117834

3/31/2011
$ 525.25

25339
1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008791

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BOise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-37Q4 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOise, ID 83707 RECEIVE]) 

ORIGINAl. AND 1 CERTIFIED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
", . . . . 
Proceeding 3/10/2()11 

Now accepting American EXpress, Discover, V~ and Master Cards. 

, . 
l.,.:"" 

Tax 10: 820440907 
l, ..... 

INVOICE 
InvoiCe No. Invoice Date ,ob No~ 

117834 3/31/2011 25339 

lobD8~e :C8seNo. 
" " 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 
" ,,' 

~Name 

ety of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

. Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

191.00 Pagl3~ @ 

TOTAL DUE »> 

. ...... ~ .. ~ .. '.~ .•.. ' ... -.... ~~-~~ 

..... .:~ .• ~: ........ --.. -' ... ~.-... 

2.75 525.25 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker" Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

[nvoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117834 

3/31/2011 
$ 525.25 

25339 
I-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & AssocIates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Bolse,ID 83707

APR 0it 20U

RE(~ElVF~jJ

InvOice No. Invpice Date Job No.

117837 3/31/2011 25340

Job Date Case No.

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257

Case Narne

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIfIED COPY OF TRAt-JSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 3/11/2011

SALES TAX

Now accepting Ariierlc:an ExprElss, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

211.00 Pages @

TOTALDO~ »>

2.75 580,.25
34.82

$615.07

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker 8t Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.
BUlD

Case No.

case Name

117837

3/31/2011
$ 615.07

25340

1-BOISE

CV0C0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008792

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
BOise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Bolse,ID 83707 

1 CERTIfIED COPY OF TRAt-JSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 3/11/2011 

SALES TAX 

APR 0 it 2011 

RE(~ElVF~jJ 

Now accepting Artier/can ExprElss, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
InvOice No. Invpice Date 

117837 3/31/2011 

Job Date Case No. 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 

Case Narne 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

211.00 Pages @ 2.75 

TOTALDO~ »> 

Job No. 

25340 

580,.25 
34.82 

$615.07 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker 8t Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BUlD 

Case No. 

Case Name 

117837 

3/31/2011 
$ 615.07 

25340 

1-BOISE 

CV0C0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE

APR 0 ~ 2011

I~I~(;F~J'VJ.i:

Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,ID 83701
Phone:208-34S~3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

,::..

Invoice Date ...
...

Invoice No. Job No.

117838 3/31/2011 25341

Job:Date ,. ':CaseNo.
,.:

3/27/2011 CVOC090n57

. caseName

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

.~'~ Payrtijant Terfus

···Due upon receipt

ORIGINAl AND i CERTIFI!=D COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 3/16/2011

Now acd!PtJilg :Amerlcan Express, Discover, Visa and Master card~.

204.00. Pages @ 2.75 561.00

$561.00

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker a Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUID

case No.
case Name

117838

3/31/2011

$ 561.00

25341

I·BOISE

cv0c090n57
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008793

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Bolse,ID 83701 
Phone:208-345~3704 Fax:208-345~3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

,:: .. 

APR 0 ~ 2011 

I~I~ (;F~J'VJ.i: 

ORIGINAl AND i CERTIFI!=D COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 3/16/2011 

Now accepting :Amerlcan Express, Discover, Visa and Master card~. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice Date ... 

. .. 
Invoice No. lob No. 

117838 3/31/2011 25341 

Job:Date ,. ':CaseNo. 
,.: 

3/27/2011 CVOC090n57 

. case Name 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

·~'l Payrt;jant Terfus 

···Due upon receipt 

204.00. Pages @ 2.75 561.00 

$561.00 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment, 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, lD 83707 

Remit To: Tucker a Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUlD 

case No. 
case Name 

117838 

3/31/2011 

$ 561.00 

25341 
I-BOISE 
cv0c090nS7 
City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

APR 0it 2011

Invoice No. InvOic:et.>.~te Job~o...

117841 3/31/2011 25342

Jo~'Da~
.. .. ': .

QiseNo.
".'

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257

ca~Name

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

,,'Pa'v~ent Terms

, ; Due upon recelpt

1 CERTIFIED COPY 'OF TRANSCRIPT'OF:
Proceedln,9 3ii7./2Qll ... ' '

sAlEs TAX

Now accepting Arneiialn ExpreSs~ ,DIScover, Visa and MasterP1rds•
•~. • I

173.09 PagE!$ @

TOTACboi: »>
", :.

. ,
:, ::..

.',; .

2.75 415.75

~8.~5

$504.30

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bOltom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, IO 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUID

Case No.

case Name

117841

3/31/2011
$ 504.30

25342

i-BOISE

CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008794

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY "OF TRANSCRIPT'OF: 
Proceedln,9 3ii7./2Qll ... ' . 

sAlEs TAX 

APR 0 it 2011 

Now accepting Arneocan ExpreSs~ .DIScover, Visa and Master Plrds . 
• ~. • I 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. InvOic:et.>.~fe .. 

117841 3/31/2011 

lo~'Da~ 
.. .. ':. 

QiseNo. 
" .' 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 

ca~Name 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

.,·PaV~ent Terms 

. ; Due upon recelpt 

173.09 PagE!$ @ 2.75 
. , 

:, :: .. 

TOTACboi: »> 
,',; . 

", :. 

Job~o. 

25342 

415 .. 75 

~8.~5 

$504.30 

Please detach bOltom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUID 

Case No. 

case Name 

117841 

3/31/2011 

$ 504.30 

25342 

i-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

APR 0it 2011

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

I~VOia;)\IO. Invol~,:Date Job 'No.

117849 4/1/2011 25343

J~IJ Date Case No.

3/27/2011 CYOC0907257
-,,-

Case,Name --
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

j __-- Payment Terms.
Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIeD COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
ProCeeding 3/isj20i'1 -

Now aa:eptlng American Express, DIscoVer, Visa and Master cards.

.'.. :.:,.~.

Tax ID: 820440907

198.00 Pages ~

T()TAL DUE »>
2.75 ,544.50

Please detach bottom pOI'tion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Pari< Blvd., ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.
BUID

case No.
case Name

117849

4/1/2011
:. $ 544.50

25343
1-BOISE

CY0CJJ907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008795

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

APR 0 it 2011 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIeD COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
ProCeeding 3/isi20i'1 . 

Now aa:epting American Express, DIscoVer, Visa and Master cards. 

,'.. :.:,.~. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
I~VOia;)\IO. Invol~,:Date Job 'No. 

117849 4/1/2011 25343 

J~" Date Case No. 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 
., ,. 

Case,Name --
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

j , .. " Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

198.00 Pages 2.75 ,544.50 

T()TAL DUE »> 

Please detach bottom pOI'tion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Pari< Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
InVOice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 
BU10 

case No. 
case Name 

117849 

4/1/2011 
:. $ 544.50 

25343 
1-BOISE 

CV0CJJ907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &. Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117852 4/1/2011 25344
...

JQ,b Dat~ . taseNO.

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257

'.. ' taseName

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

I'~ue upon receipt

1 CERTIAED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Pro~ing 3/21/2011

SAlES TAX

Now atceptlng American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards.

219.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>

2.75 602.25

36.14

$638.39

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker a. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUID

Case No.
Case Name

117852

4/1/2011
$ 638.39

25344

i-BOISE

CVOC0907257
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008796

Tucker &. Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIAEO COPY.oF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Pro~lng 3/21/2011 

SAlES TAX 

Now atceptIng American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117852 4/1/2011 
... 

JQ,b Dat~ . taseNO. 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 

' .. ' taseName 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

I'~ue upon receipt 

219.00 Pages @ 2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

Job No. 

25344 

602.25 

36.14 

$638.39 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker a. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 

Case No. 
Case Name 

117852 

4/1/2011 
$ 638.39 

25344 

i-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117856 4/1/2011 25347

Job Date <;:ase No.

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257

Case Name

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAl AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 3/23/2011

Now accepting Am\ncan Express, Discover, VIsa and Master Cards.

97.00 Pages @

TOTAL.DUE »>
2.75 266.75

$266.75

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion andretum with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
COSho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707

~m~To:Tu~er&~mb$

Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.

BUlD
Case No.

case Name

117856

4/1/2011
$ 266.75

25347

i-BOISE
CVOC0907257

Oly of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008797

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

ORIGINAl AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 3/23/2011 

Now accepting Am\ncan Express, Discover, VIsa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date lob No. 

117856 4/1/2011 25347 

lob Date <;:ase No. 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 

Case Name 

cry of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

97.00 Pages @ 2.75 266.75 

TOTAL.DUE »> $266.75 

Please detach bottom portion and rerum with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
COsho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, 10 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &: Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 
Case No. 
case Name 

117856 

4/1/2011 
$ 266.75 

25347 
i-BOISE 
CVOC0907257 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE
Tucker &. Assodates
Post OffICe Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

APR 04 2011

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117859 4/1/2011 25348

Job Date C8seNo.

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257

CaSCi! Name

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

PaymentTenns

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:
Proceeding 3/24/2011

SALES TAX

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

151.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>

2.75 415.25
24.92

$440.17

Tax ID: 820440907 \:~\~,\~~:.' ·\;·~/.fX..,.."""

Please detach bottomportion and r<:;i;}r~~~;;;ment.

.........

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker Be. AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Bolse,ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.

BUlD

case No.
case Name

117859

4/1/2011
$ 440.17

25348
1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008798

Tucker &. Assodates 
Post OffICe Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 
Proceeding 3/24/2011 

SALES TAX 

APR 04 2011 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117859 4/1/2011 

JobDilte Case NO. 

3/27/2011 CVOC0907257 

CaSCi! Name 

aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

PaymentTenns 

Due upon receipt 

151.00 Pages @ 2.75 

TOTAL DUE »> 

Job No. 

25348 

415.25 
24.92 

$440.17 

......... 
\:~\~,\~~:: ·\;'~/.fX. ".,""" 

Please detach bottom portion and r<:;iJ~ ~~;; ;ment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker Be. AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Bolse,ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 

BUlD 

Case No. 

Case Name 

117859 

4/1/2011 
$ 440.17 

25348 
1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



INVOICE

RECE1VEl)

Tucker & Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse,ID 83707

APR 16,2011

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottomportion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker It Associates
Post Office Box 1625
BoIse,ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUID
Case No.
Case Name

117881
4/8/2011
$ 514.25

25375
I-BOISE

CVOC0907257
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008799

Tucker & Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-34S-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713 

INVOICE 

APR 1 6,2011 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey RECE1VE1) 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse,ID 83707 

Tax ID: 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker It Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BoIse,ID 83701 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 
Case No. 
Case Name 

117881 
4/8/2011 
$ 514.25 

25375 
l-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 
aty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



RECEIV:EI}

Tucker & AssocIates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

APR 18 2011

INVOICE

Due upon receipt

Tax IDr 820440907

Please detach bottom portion andreturn with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post OffIce Box 1625
Boise,ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUID

case No.
case Name

117884
4/8/2011
$ 542.19

25378
l-BOISE
CV0C0907257

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008800

Tucker & AssocIates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise, 10 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-34S-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
SOO Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Tax IDr 820440907 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post OffIce Box 1625 
Boise,ID 83701 

INVOICE 

APR 1 8 2011 

RECEIV:EI} 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
Invoice Date 
Total Due 

117884 
4/8/2011 
$ 542.19 

Job No. 25378 
BUID 

case No. 
case Name 

i-BOISE 
CV0C0907257 

Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



Tucker &. AssocIates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208--345-3704

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., 500. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

APR 18 2un

INVOICE

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
BoIse, 10 83707

Remit To: Tucker It Assodates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice No.
Invoice Date
Total Due

Job No.
BUID
case No.
case Name

117885
4/8/2011
$ 247.50

25379
I-BOISE

cv0c090n57
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008801

Tucker &. AssocIates 
Post Office Box 1625 
BoIse, ID 83701 
Phone:208--345-3704 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, ID 83707 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
BoIse, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker '" Assodates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

INVOICE 

APR 1 8 2un 

Please detach bottom porJion and return with payment. 

Invoice No. 
InvoIce Date 
Total Due 

Job No. 
BUID 
Case No. 
Case Name 

117885 
4/8/2011 
$ 247.50 

25379 
I-BOISE 

cv0c090n57 
Oty of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



•
•

OR\G\NAL

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

____F_IL~~. U"g)

JUL 18 2011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
DEPUTY

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

VS.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

DefendantiCounterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) SS.

County of Ada )

Case No. CV OC 0907257

AFFIDAVIT OF STANLEY W. WELSH
DATED JULY 14,2011 IN SUPPORT
OF PETRA INCORPORATED'S
MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS FEES AND IN
OPPOSITION TO MERIDIAN'S
MOTION TO DISALLOW PETRA'S
MOTION FOR COSTS AND
ATTORNEYS FEES

I, STANLEY W. WELSH, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows:

1. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge.

AFFIDAVIT OF STANLEY W. WELSH DATED JULY 14,2011
723932

Page 1

008802

• 
• 

FILED _____ P,M, 

JUL 1 8 2011 

OR\G\NAL 
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk 

By JERI HEATON 

Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609 
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com; 
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com 

Attorneys for Defendant/Counterclaimant, Petra Incorporated 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA 

****** 
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal Case No. CV OC 0907257 
Corporation, 

DEPUTY 

AFFIDAVIT OF STANLEY W. WELSH 
Plaintiff/Counterdefendant, DATED JULY 14,2011 IN SUPPORT 

OF PETRA INCORPORATED'S 
VS. MEMORANDUM OF COSTS AND 

ATTORNEYS FEES AND IN 
PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho OPPOSITION TO MERIDIAN'S 
corporation, MOTION TO DISALLOW PETRA'S 

MOTION FOR COSTS AND 
DefendantiCounterclaimant. ATTORNEYS FEES 

STATE OF IDAHO ) 
) SS. 

County of Ada ) 

I, STANLEY W. WELSH, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows: 

1. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge. 

AFFIDAVIT OF STANLEY W. WELSH DATED JULY 14,2011 
723932 

Page 1 



2. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this

Court.

3. I maintain an office for the practice of law at 800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790,

Boise, Ada County, Idaho.

4. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs

and Attorneys Fees and in opposition to Meridian's Motion to Disallow Petra's Motion for

Costs and Attorneys Fees.

5. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on September 24, 1976 and have since that date

been engaged in the practice oflaw.

6. I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Political Science in 1969 from

Gonzaga University in Spokane, Washington. I entered the University of Idaho, College of Law

and was awarded a Juris Doctor degree on May 16, 1976.

7. I am a member of the Certified Fellow, American Academy of Matrimonial

Lawyers, I was the Notes Editor for the Idaho Law Review for the period 1975-1976. I remain

active as a lecturer and author for the Continuing Legal Education of the Idaho State Bar and

have authored several articles in the Idaho Law Review. I was an Adjunct Professor of Family

Law for the University ofIdaho in 1993.

8. Although my law practice emphasis is in the family law, I have extensive

litigation and trial experience in cases other than family law, including cases involding breach of

contract, the Uniform Commercial Code, construction defects, probate, business reorganization

and dissolution, lender liability, insurance bad faith and personal injury.

AFFIDAVIT OF STANLEY W. WELSH DATED JULY 14,2011
723932

Page 2

008803

2. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and in this 

Court. 

3. I maintain an office for the practice of law at 800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790, 

Boise, Ada County, Idaho. 

4. I submit this affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's Memorandum of Costs 

and Attorneys Fees and in opposition to Meridian's Motion to Disallow Petra's Motion for 

Costs and Attorneys Fees. 

5. I was admitted to the Idaho Bar on September 24, 1976 and have since that date 

been engaged in the practice oflaw. 

6. I received a Bachelor of Science degree in Political Science in 1969 from 

Gonzaga University in Spokane, Washington. I entered the University of Idaho, College of Law 

and was awarded a Juris Doctor degree on May 16, 1976. 

7. I am a member of the Certified Fellow, American Academy of Matrimonial 

Lawyers, I was the Notes Editor for the Idaho Law Review for the period 1975-1976. I remain 

active as a lecturer and author for the Continuing Legal Education of the Idaho State Bar and 

have authored several articles in the Idaho Law Review. I was an Adjunct Professor of Family 

Law for the University ofldaho in 1993. 

8. Although my law practice emphasis is in the family law, I have extensive 

litigation and trial experience in cases other than family law, including cases involding breach of 

contract, the Uniform Commercial Code, construction defects, probate, business reorganization 

and dissolution, lender liability, insurance bad faith and personal injury. 
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9. I am admitted to practice before all state and federal courts in Idaho, as well as the

Ninth Circuit Court ofAppeals.

10. As noted in the Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys' Fees filed in this matter, to

the best of my knowledge the attorney's fees charged by me and paid by Petra are in compliance

with Rule 54(d) of the Idaho Rules of Civil Procedure and were reasonably and necessarily

incurred.

11. During the 59 day trial in this matter it was necessary for me to perform work on

this case, including discussions with the client on numerous occasions relating to the on-going

status of the trial. I also interviewed and prepared one of Petra's witnesses, Ted Frisbee, Jr. of

Hobson Fabricating, Inc. for his trial testimony and cross examination.

12. The time entries and descriptions of work performed by me were made

contemporaneously.

DATED: July 14,2011.

STmLEYW. WELSH
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

~
I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the Jr day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the

foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701
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JUL 182011
CHRISTOPHER D. RICH, Clerk

By JERI HEATON
OEPUTY

Thomas G. Walker (lSB 1856)
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509)
Mackenzie Whatcott (lSB 6774)
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276)
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P. O. Box 9518
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508
Direct Facsimile: (208) 639-5609
E-mail: twalker@cosholaw.com;eklein@cosholaw.com;
mwhatcott@cosholaw.com; mschelstrate@cosholaw.com

Attorneys for DefendantlCounterclaimant, Petra Incorporated

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF ADA

******
THE CITY OF MERIDIAN, an Idaho Municipal
Corporation,

Plaintiff/Counterdefendant,

vs.

PETRA INCORPORATED, an Idaho
corporation,

Defendant/Counterclaimant.

STATE OF IDAHO )
) ss.

County ofAda )

Case No. CV OC 0907257

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF
THOMAS G. WALKER DATED JULY
18, 2011 IN SUPPORT OF PETRA
INCORPORATED'S MEMORANDUM
OF COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES
AND IN OPPOSITION TO
MERIDIAN'S MOTION TO
DISALLOW PETRA'S MOTION FOR
COSTS AND ATTORNEYS FEES

I, THOMAS G. WALKER, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows:

1. I make this affidavit based upon my own personal knowledge.

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF mOMAS G. WALKER DATED JULy 18,2011
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Thomas G. Walker (ISB 1856) 
Erika K. Klein (ISB 5509) 
Mackenzie Whatcott (ISB 6774) 
Matthew B. Schelstrate (ISB 8276) 
COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P. O. Box 9518 
Boise, Idaho 83707-9518 
Direct Phone: (208) 639-5607 
Cell Phone: (208) 869-1508 
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2. I am an attorney duly admitted to practice law in the state of Idaho and one of the

attorneys representing Petra Incorporated's interests in this case.

3. I am one ofthe custodian's ofCosho Humphrey, LLP's records.

4. I submit this supplemental affidavit in support of Petra Incorporated's

Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees dated June 21, 2011 and in response to the City of

Meridian's ("City") Motion to Disallow Petra's Motion for Costs and Attorneys' fees.

Petra's Attorney Fees and Costs

5. The City raises the issue whether my firm was employed by Petra or by Petra's

insurance carrier, Lloyds London. Cosho Humphrey, LLP was employed directly by Petra. As

of June 22, 2011, our firm has billed Petra $1,681,715.52 in fees, costs and interest. Petra has

paid all but $85,710.99, which we expect to be paid in the near future. See Exhibit A attached to

this affidavit.

6. The "Original Value" heading on the Transactions Fee Listing (Exhibit A to

Petra's Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees) reports the actual amounts billed and paid, or

to be paid as reflected in the $85,710.99 receivable. Copies of Petra's checks for the payments

are attached hereto as Exhibits B-1 through B-27.

7. In addition, to the costs Petra reimbursed Cosho Humphrey, LLP, Petra paid

$153,455.71 costs directly to the providers. Further, Petra has accounted for and will pay

additional costs directly to the providers in the amount of $43,925.58. See Affidavit of John E.

Quapp, dated July 14, 2011.
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8. It is my understanding that Lloyds London reimbursed Petra a total of $1 ,000,000

for fees and costs. 1

9. The City also raises the issue ofwhether the attorneys' fees requested by Petra in

Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees dated June 21, 2011 met the 12 lodestar factors. In

this regard, I submit the following:

a. The time and labor required - As the Court recognized in its Finding of

Fact and Conclusions of Law filed on June 10,2011, "[T]his case was tried to the court sitting

without a jury beginning on December 2, 2010 and continuing on and off for 59 trial days,

ending on April 7, 2011." The Court also noted "[D]uring the pre-trial phase of the lawsuit, both

parties filed numererous substantive and procedural motions." And, "[A]ll of the substantive

motions were vigorously argued and contested. Each of the court's pre-trial rulings and orders,

some 16 in all, are part of the record."

As reported in the individual time records (Exhibit A to Petra's Memorandum of Costs

and Attorneys Fees dated June 21, 2011) the successful defense of the City's $8.5 million claim

and prosecution ofPetra's counterclaim was a substantial undertaking that required:

• Conducting extensive legal research and analysis.

• Undertaking comprehensive discovery, including the analysis of more

than 150,000 pages of documents.

I See Affidavit of John E. Quapp, dated July 14, 2011. It is also my understanding that Lloyds London has a
subrogation interest in the fees and costs awarded.
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• Taking and defending 39 depositions, resulting In 4,676 pages of

deposition transcripts.

• Preparing at least 29 percipient and expert witnesses for deposition and/or

trial.

• Prosecuting and defending comprehensive pre-trial motions. There were

12 motion hearings prior to trial and approximately 41 motions were filed.

• Preparing for and participating in a 59-day court trial during which 624

documents were admitted into evidence, and 38 witnesses were extensively examined and

cross-examined, resulting in a trial transcript of9,918 pages.

• Preparing and submitting written proposed findings of fact and

conclusions of law closing arguments consisting of 50 pages.

• Analyzing the City's proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law

consisting of44 pages.

• Preparing and submitting written closing and rebuttal arguments

consisting of 59 pages.

• Analyzing the City's written closing and rebuttal arguments consisting of

59 pages.

Our firm's time commitment to this case and the labor required was exceptional, but

necessary. We shared the Court's experience of participating in the longest trial of our

respective careers.
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b. The novelty and difficulty of the questions - The legal issues, which

primarly involved contract law, were not particularly novel. However, the City's advancement

of complex factual issues made a thorough analysis and preparation of responses on Petra's

behalfnecessary.

c. The skill requisite to perform the legal service properly - Considering

the scope and complexity the City brought to this case, the representation of Petra by our firm

required substantial skill and diligence gained through training, litigation experience and

expertise.

d. The preclusion of other employment by the attorney due to

acceptance of the case - This case required the expenditure of 6,162 hours of lawyer and

paralegal time, which precluded work by our lawyers and parlegals on other matters.

e. The customary fee - As noted in Petra's Memorandum of Costs and

Attorneys Fees dated June 21, 2011 and attested to by the supporting affidavit testimony, the

hourly rates our firm charged, agreed to and paid by Petra in this case are the regular hourly rates

we charge other clients of the firm. Additionally, the hourly rates are within the acceptable and

customary range of billing rates being charged by other lawyers and paralegals in the local legal

community having similar education, training and experience. See Affidavits of J. Walter

Sinclair, dated June 17,2011 and David H. Leroy, dated June 20,2011.

f. Whether the fee is fixed or contingent - We did not accept this case

under a fixed or contingent fee agreement. As noted above, Petra agreed to pay our firm in

accordance with our regular hourly rates for the time expended.
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g. Time limitations imposed by the client or the circumstances - Since

the City filed the lawsuit it controlled the early stages of this case. Also noteworthy is the

manner in which the City handled its motion practice. For example, regarding the City's motion

for leave to amend to add punitive damages, it filed its motion on March 30, 2010 and set a

hearing for oral argument for April 15,2010. It then vacated this hearing and reset it for April

22, 2010. It vacated this hearing and for the first time scheduled the matter for an evidentiary

hearing on April 29, 20102 The City vacated this evidentiary hearing again and reset it for June

14, 2010. On Friday, June 11, 2010 Petra was again advised that Meridian was vacating this

hearing and would be resetting it again based on the Court's schedule for August 30, 2010.

Finally, it vacated the evidentiary hearing altogether and set it for oral argument only on

September 16, 2010. From and after the date the City filed its motion, Petra's lawyers were

required to prepare its witnesses for the evidentiary hearing set for April 29, 2010 and re-prepare

them for the June 14,2010 hearing, each ofwhich were vacated.

Also noted, is the fact that the City vacated the commencement of the trial twice and

sought to also vacate the December 1, 2010 trial commencement date.

The City's actions noted above added to the fees and costs Petra incurred.

2 This is the fIrst time in my experience that a party seeking to add punitive damages noticed up an evidentiary
hearing. As noted below, the City eventually abandoned its plan to conduct an evidentiary hearing. However, Petra
incurred the fees and costs associated with preparation for the hearing during which live testimony and presentation
of exhibits would have occurred.
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h. The amount involved and the results obtained - At trial the City put on

evidence seeking approximately $8.5 million in damages. The Court awarded none. In addition,

Petra was successful on its counterclaim, save for a $52,000 offset.

i. The experience, reputation and ability of the attorneys - Each of the

lawyers who worked on this case has significant experience in litigation matters.3 I believe the

lawyers in our firm enjoy a good reputation in the legal community and the lawyers who worked

on this case demonstrated the ability to competently represent Petra.

j. The "undesirability" of the case - This case was a contract dispute

between a municipality and a private company. So this factor was not relevant.

k. The nature and length of the professional relationship with the client

- As evidenced by the copies of Petra's checks submitted herewith as Exhibits B-1 - B-27, our

firm represented Petra in several other substantial litigation and bankruptcy matters, including a

multimillion dispute with Tamarack Resort and Credit Suisse.

I. Awards in similar cases - I do not have any personal information

regarding awards in similar cases, so I did not consider this factor.

10. This affidavit, the Affidavit of Stanley W. Welsh, dated July 14, 2011, the

Affidavit of Maureen F. Walsh, dated July 12,2011, the Affidavit of Franki F. Hargrave dated

July 14,2011, and Petra's legal memorandum dated July 18,2011 are submitted in opposition to

3 See the affidavits of the various lawyers submitted in support of Petra's Memorandum of Costs and Attorneys Fees
and in opposition to the City Motion to Disallow Petra's Request for Costs and Attorneys Fees.
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the City's motion. I have personally reviewed the affidavits and legal memorandum dated July

18,2011 and fmd them to be in conformance with the applicable rules.

Process Service, Witness and Court Reporter Fees - IRCP 54(d)(1)(C)

In General-

11. As noted m Petra's memorandum dated July 18, 2011, the Construction

Management Agreement provides in relevant part:

In the event of any controversy, claim or action being filed or instituted between the
parties to this agreement to enforce the terms and conditions of this agreement or arising
from the breach of any provision hereof, the prevailing party will be entitled to receive
from the other party all costs, damages, and expenses, including reasonable attorneys'
fees, incurred by the prevailing party, whether or not such controversy or claim is
litigated or prosecuted to judgment.4 [Emphasis added.]

Consequently, the Court need not consider the criteria set for in I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(C) and

(D) because the City agreed as a matter of contract to pay "all costs, damages, and expenses."

12. However, if the Court decides to address the I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l )(C) matters raised

by the City, I offer the following testimony in opposition to the City's motion.

13. The City claims that Petra did not adequately substantiate its request for process

service, witness and court reporter fees. To the contrary, Exhibit B to Petra's Memorandum of

Costs and Attorneys Fees dated June 20, 2011 identifies each witness to whom a witness fee was

paid and identifies by name of deponent the court reporter fees paid to those services and

transcripts. Regarding the process service fees, attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct

4 Construction Management Agreement at Section 10.6.

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G. WALKER DATED JULY 18,2011
724385_3

Page 8

008813

the City's motion. I have personally reviewed the affidavits and legal memorandum dated July 

18,2011 and fmd them to be in conformance with the applicable rules. 

Process Service, Witness and Court Reporter Fees - IRCP 54(d)(1)(C) 

In General-

11. As noted m Petra's memorandum dated July 18, 2011, the Construction 

Management Agreement provides in relevant part: 

In the event of any controversy, claim or action being filed or instituted between the 
parties to this agreement to enforce the terms and conditions of this agreement or arising 
from the breach of any provision hereof, the prevailing party will be entitled to receive 
from the other party all costs, damages, and expenses, including reasonable attorneys' 
fees, incurred by the prevailing party, whether or not such controversy or claim is 
litigated or prosecuted to judgment.4 [Emphasis added.] 

Consequently, the Court need not consider the criteria set for in I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(C) and 

(D) because the City agreed as a matter of contract to pay "all costs, damages, and expenses." 

12. However, if the Court decides to address the I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l )(C) matters raised 

by the City, I offer the following testimony in opposition to the City's motion. 

13. The City claims that Petra did not adequately substantiate its request for process 

service, witness and court reporter fees. To the contrary, Exhibit B to Petra's Memorandum of 

Costs and Attorneys Fees dated June 20, 2011 identifies each witness to whom a witness fee was 

paid and identifies by name of deponent the court reporter fees paid to those services and 

transcripts. Regarding the process service fees, attached hereto as Exhibit F is a true and correct 

4 Construction Management Agreement at Section 10.6. 
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copy of the Transactions Cost Listing for service fees identifying each person upon whom

process was served and the charge paid for each service.

14. Attached as Exhibit G are the invoices reflecting Associated Reporting's charges

for deposition transcripts.

15. Based on my personal review of our firm's accounting records, I confirm that

each ofthe foregoing fees and costs were "actually paid" in the amounts shown.

Discretionary Costs - I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D)
In General-

16. As noted above, the City agreed in the Construction Management Agreement to

pay "all costs, damages, and expenses" incurred by Petra as the prevailing party.

17. Consequently, the Court need not consider the criteria set for in I.R.C.P.

54(d)(1)(D).

18. However, ifthe Court decides to address the I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D) criteria, I attest

that each of the discretionary costs were necessary, exceptional and reasonably incurred, and

should in the interests ofjustice be assessed pursuant to the criteria in I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D).

Thomas R. Coughlin-Document review and control

19. Attached as Exhibit C is true, correct and complete copy of the Independent

Contractor Contract dated September 7, 2009 by and between Cosho Humphrey, LLP and

Thomas R. Coughlin. Independent contractor fees were actually paid to Mr. Coughlin as

evidenced by true, correct and complete copies of the invoices from Mr. Coughlin with

referenced "Paid" stamp evidencing paYments issued by our firm to Mr. Coughlin, which copies
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copy of the Transactions Cost Listing for service fees identifying each person upon whom 

process was served and the charge paid for each service. 

14. Attached as Exhibit G are the invoices reflecting Associated Reporting's charges 

for deposition transcripts. 

15. Based on my personal review of our firm's accounting records, I confirm that 

each of the foregoing fees and costs were "actually paid" in the amounts shown. 

Discretionary Costs - I.R.C.P. 54( d)(l )(D) 
In General-

16. As noted above, the City agreed in the Construction Management Agreement to 

pay "all costs, damages, and expenses" incurred by Petra as the prevailing party. 

17. Consequently, the Court need not consider the criteria set for in I.R.C.P. 

54(d)(1)(D). 

18. However, ifthe Court decides to address the I.R.C.P. S4(d)(l)(D) criteria, I attest 

that each of the discretionary costs were necessary, exceptional and reasonably incurred, and 

should in the interests of justice be assessed pursuant to the criteria in I.R.C.P. S4(d)(l)(D). 

Thomas R. Coughlin-Document review and control 

19. Attached as Exhibit C is true, correct and complete copy of the Independent 

Contractor Contract dated September 7, 2009 by and between Cosho Humphrey, LLP and 

Thomas R. Coughlin. Independent contractor fees were actually paid to Mr. Coughlin as 

evidenced by true, correct and complete copies of the invoices from Mr. Coughlin with 

referenced "Paid" stamp evidencing payments issued by our firm to Mr. Coughlin, which copies 
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are attached hereto as Exhibit D. Mr. Coughlin charged our firm $45.00 per hour. These costs

in the amount of $123,300 were passed through without any markup and actually reimbursed to

our firm by Petra. In addition, Petra paid Mr. Coughlin $23,400 directly for his services under

the Independent Contractor Contract. See Affidavit of John Quapp.

Cosho Humphrey hired Mr. Coughlin as an independent consultant due to his familiarity

with the relevant documents. He charged a very reasonable rate for this type of service. His

services were necessary to wade through the production of documents and his rate was

reasonable, particularly considering the amount likely charged by the City's document

consultant. Along those lines, I obtained a copy of an affidavit filed by Kim J. Trout in

Perception Construction Management, Inc. v. Stephen Bell and Merilee Bell and Wells Fargo

Bank, Valley County Case No. 2008-179C, dated March 9, 2009, testifying that $100 per hour

was a reasonable fee for independent contract document identification and management services

rendered by Richard Kluckhohn. A copy of Mr. Trout's affidavit is attached hereto as Exhibit

E.5 As the Court knows, Richard Kluckhon was involved in this case and was in the courtroom

nearly every trial day. I think it is reasonable to assume that the services rendered by Mr.

Kluckhohn in the Perception Construction Management case were similar to those he rendered

in this case. Based upon the description of Mr. Kluckhohn's document identification and

management services in Mr. Trout's affidavit and the attached exhibits, I have reasonably

5 See paragraph 8 ofMr. Trout's affidavit.
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are attached hereto as Exhibit D. Mr. Coughlin charged our firm $45.00 per hour. These costs 

in the amount of $123,300 were passed through without any markup and actually reimbursed to 

our firm by Petra. In addition, Petra paid Mr. Coughlin $23,400 directly for his services under 

the Independent Contractor Contract. See Affidavit of John Quapp. 

Cosho Humphrey hired Mr. Coughlin as an independent consultant due to his familiarity 

with the relevant documents. He charged a very reasonable rate for this type of service. His 

services were necessary to wade through the production of documents and his rate was 

reasonable, particularly considering the amount likely charged by the City's document 

consultant. Along those lines, I obtained a copy of an affidavit filed by Kim J. Trout in 

Perception Construction Management, Inc. v. Stephen Bell and Merilee Bell and Wells Fargo 

Bank, Valley County Case No. 2008-179C, dated March 9, 2009, testifying that $100 per hour 

was a reasonable fee for independent contract document identification and management services 

rendered by Richard Kluckhohn. A copy of Mr. Trout's affidavit is attached hereto as Exhibit 

E. 5 As the Court knows, Richard Kluckhon was involved in this case and was in the courtroom 

nearly every trial day. I think it is reasonable to assume that the services rendered by Mr. 

Kluckhohn in the Perception Construction Management case were similar to those he rendered 

in this case. Based upon the description of Mr. Kluckhohn's document identification and 

management services in Mr. Trout's affidavit and the attached exhibits, I have reasonably 

5 See paragraph 8 of Mr. Trout's affidavit. 
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concluded that those services were comparable to the services rendered in this case by Mr.

Coughlin.

Therefore, considering the amount of documents produced by both sides, Mr. Coughlin's

services were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the interests of justice be

assessed.

Jack Lemley, Richard Bauer, Ray Miller and LeA Architects

20. The City raises an issue of whether the $303,945.20 in expert witness costs

requested under I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D) include the $8,000 requested as a matter of right under

I.R.C.P 54(d)(l)(C). I personally reviewed the records upon which Exhibits B and C filed with

Petra's Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees dated June 21, 2011 were prepared and

determined that the $8,000 requested pursuant to I.R.C.P 54(d)(l)(C) is not included in the

$303,945.20 requested under I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D). Jack Lemley's and Rich Bauer's6 billing

statements and invoices that were paid by Cosho Humphrey are attached as Exhibit H. The

remainder was paid directly by Petra. See Affidavit of John Quapp.

21. Rich Bauer devoted considerable time to this case. He was deposed by the City.

He made at least two visits to the Meridian City Hall. He created numerous exhibits.

Considering the number of allegations made by the City, many of which were not revealed until

the last months before trial, Mr. Bauer took on work that normally would have been shared

6 The total billing for Rich Bauer includes hours billed (at a lower rate) by Roy McGlothin, a staffmember at
Lemley International.
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concluded that those services were comparable to the services rendered in this case by Mr. 

Coughlin. 

Therefore, considering the amount of documents produced by both sides, Mr. Coughlin's 

services were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the interests of justice be 

assessed. 

Jack Lemley, Richard Bauer, Ray Miller and LeA Architects 

20. The City raises an issue of whether the $303,945.20 in expert witness costs 

requested under I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D) include the $8,000 requested as a matter of right under 

I.R.C.P 54(d)(l)(C). I personally reviewed the records upon which Exhibits B and C filed with 

Petra's Memorandum of Costs and Attorney Fees dated June 21, 2011 were prepared and 

determined that the $8,000 requested pursuant to I.R.C.P 54(d)(l)(C) is not included in the 

$303,945.20 requested under I.R.C.P. 54(d)(l)(D). Jack Lemley's and Rich Bauer's6 billing 

statements and invoices that were paid by Cosho Humphrey are attached as Exhibit H. The 

remainder was paid directly by Petra. See Affidavit of John Quapp. 

21. Rich Bauer devoted considerable time to this case. He was deposed by the City. 

He made at least two visits to the Meridian City Hall. He created numerous exhibits. 

Considering the number of allegations made by the City, many of which were not revealed until 

the last months before trial, Mr. Bauer took on work that normally would have been shared 

6 The total billing for Rich Bauer includes hours billed (at a lower rate) by Roy McGlothin, a staff member at 
Lemley International. 
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among multiple experts. He assisted not only with his expertise in construction management, but

also employed his knowledge of many different areas in construction. His firm, Lemley

International, is well respected. His rate was $200 per hour. Given the nature of this case, his

servIces were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the interests of justice be

assessed.

22. Although eventually not called at trial, Jack Lemley worked extensively on this

case. He was deposed by the City on two occasions. He provided an expert report. He assisted

Petra's attorneys with issues raised concerning the scope of a construction manager's duties. His

credentials are above question. For example, he was the Chief Executive Officer of the

engineering firm responsible for the Channel Tunnel Project. His rate of $350 per hour is

commensurate with his skills and experience. Given that the nature of this case required

construction management expertise, Mr. Lemley's services were reasonable, necessary,

exceptional, and should in the interests ofjustice be assessed.

23. Invoices reflecting the costs for the expert witness services of Ray Miller, that

were paid directly by Cosho Humphrey, are attached as Exhibit I. The remainder was paid

directly by Petra. See Affidavit of John Quapp date July 14,2011.

24. Ray Miller is one of the region's foremost experts in masonry construction.

Considering the importance ofmasonry in this case and the very exceptional amount of damages

the City alleged regarding defective masonry, retaining Mr. Miller's services was necessary. He

testified Petra's rebuttal case with regard to industry standards. His rates are reasonable given

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF THOMAS G. WALKER DATED mLY 18,2011
724385_3

Page 12

008817

among multiple experts. He assisted not only with his expertise in construction management, but 

also employed his knowledge of many different areas in construction. His firm, Lemley 

International, is well respected. His rate was $200 per hour. Given the nature of this case, his 

servIces were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the interests of justice be 

assessed. 

22. Although eventually not called at trial, Jack Lemley worked extensively on this 

case. He was deposed by the City on two occasions. He provided an expert report. He assisted 

Petra's attorneys with issues raised concerning the scope of a construction manager's duties. His 

credentials are above question. For example, he was the Chief Executive Officer of the 

engineering firm responsible for the Channel Tunnel Project. His rate of $350 per hour is 

commensurate with his skills and experience. Given that the nature of this case required 

construction management expertise, Mr. Lemley's services were reasonable, necessary, 

exceptional, and should in the interests of justice be assessed. 

23. Invoices reflecting the costs for the expert witness services of Ray Miller, that 

were paid directly by Cosho Humphrey, are attached as Exhibit I. The remainder was paid 

directly by Petra. See Affidavit of John Quapp date July 14,2011. 

24. Ray Miller is one of the region's foremost experts in masonry construction. 

Considering the importance of masonry in this case and the very exceptional amount of damages 

the City alleged regarding defective masonry, retaining Mr. Miller's services was necessary. He 

testified Petra's rebuttal case with regard to industry standards. His rates are reasonable given 
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his credentials, and his services were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the

interests ofjustice be assessed.

25. Dennis Reinstein was paid directly by Petra (see Affidavit of John Quapp). Mr.

Reinstein was necessary in this case given the financial analyses that needed to be done,

particularly after Petra's financial records were called into question by Steve Amento. Mr.

Reinstein's rate is reasonable and his services were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and

should in the interests ofjustice be assessed.

26. Invoices reflecting costs for servIces rendered by LCA Architects, P.A. are

attached as Exhibit J. These were not expert witness fees, but rather actual costs incurred for

reproducing documents and photographs.

Other Discretionary Costs

27. Invoices reflecting the costs for the services of Tucker & Associates that were

paid by Cosho Humphrey are attached as Exhibit K. The remainder was paid directly by Petra

(see Affidavit of John Quapp dated July 14,2011). The trial transcript in this case was sizable.

Given the fact that this was bench trial, Petra was required to review the trial transcript in order

to draft proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law. This cost was necessary, reasonable,

exceptional, and should in the interests of the justice be assessed.

28. Invoices reflecting the costs for the mediation services of John Magel of Elam &

Burke, P.A., paid directly by Cosho Humphrey, are attached as Exhibit L. There were two

substantive and lengthy mediation sessions in this case. John Magel was the mediator. His fees

are reasonable given his experience and reputation in the community. Given the magnitude of
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his credentials, and his services were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the 

interests of justice be assessed. 

25. Dennis Reinstein was paid directly by Petra (see Affidavit of John Quapp). Mr. 

Reinstein was necessary in this case given the financial analyses that needed to be done, 

particularly after Petra's financial records were called into question by Steve Amento. Mr. 

Reinstein's rate is reasonable and his services were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and 

should in the interests of justice be assessed. 

26. Invoices reflecting costs for servIces rendered by LCA Architects, P.A. are 

attached as Exhibit J. These were not expert witness fees, but rather actual costs incurred for 

reproducing documents and photographs. 

Other Discretionary Costs 

27. Invoices reflecting the costs for the services of Tucker & Associates that were 

paid by Cosho Humphrey are attached as Exhibit K. The remainder was paid directly by Petra 

(see Affidavit of John Quapp dated July 14,2011). The trial transcript in this case was sizable. 

Given the fact that this was bench trial, Petra was required to review the trial transcript in order 

to draft proposed findings of fact and conclusions of law. This cost was necessary, reasonable, 

exceptional, and should in the interests of the justice be assessed. 

28. Invoices reflecting the costs for the mediation services of John Magel of Elam & 

Burke, P.A., paid directly by Cosho Humphrey, are attached as Exhibit L. There were two 

substantive and lengthy mediation sessions in this case. John Magel was the mediator. His fees 

are reasonable given his experience and reputation in the community. Given the magnitude of 
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the claims at issue in this case, as well as the public policy in favor of mediation his services

were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the interests of the justice be assessed.

29. Invoices reflecting the cost for the services of Sawtooth Technology (copy of

Petra hard drive per City's request) are attached as Exhibit M.

30. Invoices reflecting the cost for Bridge City Legal's services that were paid

directly by Petra are attached as Exhibit N. The remainder was paid directly by Petra. See

Affidavit of John Quapp dated July 14,2011.

31. With regard to Bridge City Legal, the total cost incurred is $38,831.24, not

$38,405.44 as originally claimed. This mistake was discovered after the original memorandum

was filed. Additionally, I discovered that the $1,699.68 incurred by Petra reported by invoice

B3974, dated 2/11/2011, was for the reproduction of the pay applications at the City's request.

The Court ordered Petra to provide these to the City at Petra's cost. Therefore, we have

deducted this cost. The total cost for Bridge City Legal properly charged to the City is

$37,131.56. As the Court is aware, due the extraordinary amount of documents produced in this

case, Petra was required to spend a substantial amount of money at Bridge City Legal. These

charges were reasonably incurred for exhibit preparation, document storage and retrieval, and

document production. These costs are necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the

interests of the justice be assessed.

32. The City also questions the $34,864.46 in Westlaw charges and $793.63 in West

Construction Law charges. Although these charges can be requested as part of an attorney fee,

nothing prohibits the Court from awarding them as a discretionary cost. Given the substantial
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the claims at issue in this case, as well as the public policy in favor of mediation his services 

were necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the interests of the justice be assessed. 

29. Invoices reflecting the cost for the services of Sawtooth Technology (copy of 

Petra hard drive per City's request) are attached as Exhibit M. 

30. Invoices reflecting the cost for Bridge City Legal's services that were paid 

directly by Petra are attached as Exhibit N. The remainder was paid directly by Petra. See 

Affidavit of John Quapp dated July 14,2011. 

31. With regard to Bridge City Legal, the total cost incurred is $38,831.24, not 

$38,405.44 as originally claimed. This mistake was discovered after the original memorandum 

was filed. Additionally, I discovered that the $1,699.68 incurred by Petra reported by invoice 

B3974, dated 2/1112011, was for the reproduction of the pay applications at the City's request. 

The Court ordered Petra to provide these to the City at Petra's cost. Therefore, we have 

deducted this cost. The total cost for Bridge City Legal properly charged to the City is 

$37,131.56. As the Court is aware, due the extraordinary amount of documents produced in this 

case, Petra was required to spend a substantial amount of money at Bridge City Legal. These 

charges were reasonably incurred for exhibit preparation, document storage and retrieval, and 

document production. These costs are necessary, reasonable, exceptional, and should in the 

interests of the justice be assessed. 

32. The City also questions the $34,864.46 in Westlaw charges and $793.63 in West 

Construction Law charges. Although these charges can be requested as part of an attorney fee, 

nothing prohibits the Court from awarding them as a discretionary cost. Given the substantial 
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amount of briefing in this case, the large number of motions, and the application of the many

facts to the legal issues raised by both parties, these costs were necessary, reasonable,

exceptional, and should in the interests of the justice be assessed.

Stanley W. Welsh

33. The City challenges the work performed by Stanley W. Welsh on this case. Mr.

Welsh's litigation experience is not limited to family law. He has broad experience in all kinds

of litigation matters, including construction defects. See Mr. Welsh's affidavit dated July 14,

2011.

Franki Hargrave

34. The City also questions the work performed by Franki Hargrave, an associate in

our firm. As demonstrated by Ms. Hargrave's affidavit, she has extensive legal research and

briefwriting skills and experience that were necessarily applied on Petra's behalf in this case.

Maureen F. Walsh

35. Maureen F. Walsh, assisted our firm with legal research and brief writing for the

period of August 19, 2009 through October 30, 2009. Ms. Walsh's work occurred during the

maternity leave of Mackenzie Dennard Whatcott, who was then acting as the primary legal

research associate assigned to this case.7

36. Ms. Walsh was engaged by our firm as an independent contractor.

7 Effective January 1, 2010, Ms. Whatcott became a partner in the fInn.
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amount of briefing in this case, the large number of motions, and the application of the many 

facts to the legal issues raised by both parties, these costs were necessary, reasonable, 

exceptional, and should in the interests of the justice be assessed. 

Stanley W. Welsh 

33. The City challenges the work performed by Stanley W. Welsh on this case. Mr. 

Welsh's litigation experience is not limited to family law. He has broad experience in all kinds 

of litigation matters, including construction defects. See Mr. Welsh's affidavit dated July 14, 

2011. 

Franki Hargrave 

34. The City also questions the work performed by Franki Hargrave, an associate in 

our firm. As demonstrated by Ms. Hargrave's affidavit, she has extensive legal research and 

brief writing skills and experience that were necessarily applied on Petra's behalf in this case. 

Maureen F. Walsh 

35. Maureen F. Walsh, assisted our firm with legal research and brief writing for the 

period of August 19, 2009 through October 30, 2009. Ms. Walsh's work occurred during the 

maternity leave of Mackenzie Dennard Whatcott, who was then acting as the primary legal 

research associate assigned to this case.7 

36. Ms. Walsh was engaged by our firm as an independent contractor. 

7 Effective January 1, 2010, Ms. Whatcott became a partner in the fInn. 
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37. As testified to in her afffidavit, Ms. Walsh has the training and experience

necessary to render high quality legal research and brief writing services. Over the course of

several years, I have used Ms. Walsh's services on several complex cases. I have also discussed

Ms. Walsh's work with several prominent Idaho attorneys who have also hired Ms. Walsh. All

are enthusiatic about her work. Maureen's research and writing is top notch and served as the

basis for the prosecution of several motions on Petra's behalf, as well as responses to motions

made by the City. The hourly billing rate of$150 charged for her services is fair and reasonable

based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education and reflects the fair value of

her services, taking into account the applicable factors recited in my affidavits dated June 17 and

July 18,2011.

G.S.

38. The City asks for identification of G.S. Ginny Sam is a paralegal in our office.

Ms. Sam has been performing a wide variety ofparalegal services for our firm for approximately

16 years. She is well versed in the resposibilities of her duties. Ms. Sam assisted in this case on

several occassions as needed. The hourly rate of$95 charged for Ms. Sam's services, is fair and

reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education.

Paralegal Time

39. The City has marked in green highlighing certain time entires made by paralegals,

mainly Pamela R. Carson, and characterized the marked items as inappropriate charges for

reimbursement by the City. I have reviewed those highlighted items and found the vast majority,

if not all, of them are typical of the duties performed by paralegals for lawyers practicing in
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37. As testified to in her afffidavit, Ms. Walsh has the training and experience 

necessary to render high quality legal research and brief writing services. Over the course of 

several years, I have used Ms. Walsh's services on several complex cases. I have also discussed 

Ms. Walsh's work with several prominent Idaho attorneys who have also hired Ms. Walsh. All 

are enthusiatic about her work. Maureen's research and writing is top notch and served as the 

basis for the prosecution of several motions on Petra's behalf, as well as responses to motions 

made by the City. The hourly billing rate of$150 charged for her services is fair and reasonable 

based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education and reflects the fair value of 

her services, taking into account the applicable factors recited in my affidavits dated June 17 and 

July 18,2011. 

G.S. 

38. The City asks for identification of G.S. Ginny Sam is a paralegal in our office. 

Ms. Sam has been performing a wide variety of paralegal services for our firm for approximately 

16 years. She is well versed in the resposibilities of her duties. Ms. Sam assisted in this case on 

several occassions as needed. The hourly rate of$95 charged for Ms. Sam's services, is fair and 

reasonable based upon her knowledge, skill, experience, training and education. 

Paralegal Time 

39. The City has marked in green highlighing certain time entires made by paralegals, 

mainly Pamela R. Carson, and characterized the marked items as inappropriate charges for 

reimbursement by the City. I have reviewed those highlighted items and found the vast majority, 

if not all, of them are typical of the duties performed by paralegals for lawyers practicing in 
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Idaho. In addition, I have compared the green highlighted items on the detailed billings sent to

Petra with the entries of Richard Kluckhohn attached to the affidavit filed by Kim J. Trout in

Perception Construction Management, Inc. v. Stephen Bell and Merilee Bell and Wells Fargo

Bank, Valley County Case No. 2008-179C, dated March 9, 2009. A copy of Mr. Trout's

affidavit is attached hereto as Exhibit E. I noted that Mr. Kluckhohn charged time, and was

presumably paid, for services substantially similar to those Mr. Trout now challenges in his

affidavit dated July 5, 2011.

DATED: July 18,2011.

Notary Pu6fi~ Idaho
Residing at P 0 (~
My commission expires: -'I--"~r=-=-=

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me u~~~,,"y ofJuly, 2011.
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Idaho. In addition, I have compared the green highlighted items on the detailed billings sent to 

Petra with the entries of Richard Kluckhohn attached to the affidavit filed by Kim J. Trout in 

Perception Construction Management, Inc. v. Stephen Bell and Merilee Bell and Wells Fargo 

Bank, Valley County Case No. 2008-179C, dated March 9, 2009. A copy of Mr. Trout's 

affidavit is attached hereto as Exhibit E. I noted that Mr. Kluckhohn charged time, and was 

presumably paid, for services substantially similar to those Mr. Trout now challenges in his 

affidavit dated July 5, 2011. 

DATED: July 18,2011. 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me u~~~,,"y of July, 2011. 

Notary Pu6fi~ Idaho 
Residing at P 0 (~ 
My commission expires: -'I--"~r=-=-= 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 18th day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the
foregoing document was served upon:

Kim J. Trout, Esq.
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A.
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701

·:fI
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

I HEREBY CERTIFY that on the 18th day of July, 2011 a true and correct copy of the 
foregoing document was served upon: 

Kim J. Trout, Esq. 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhrman, P.A. 
225 North 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 

.;f' 

U.S. Mail 
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724385_3 

Page 18 



Client Ledger Report
Search for: 20771-008 Search by: Matter ID

Matter ID

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

20771-008

Client Sort

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Petra, Inc.

Matter Description

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

City of Meridian

Date

3/25/2009

4/25/2009

4/29/2009

5/15/2009

5/25/2009

6/5/2009

6/25/2009

7/15/2009

7/25/2009

8/5/2009

8/25/2009

9/8/2009

9/25/2009

10/21/2009

10/25/2009

1112512009

11125/2009

12/18/2009

12/2512009

1/14/2010

1/25/20 I0

2/16/2010

2125/2010

3/12/2010

3/25/2010

4/21/2010

4/2512010

5/19/2010

5/25/2010

6/4/2010

6/18/2010

6/18/2010

6/25/2010

6/30/2010

7/20/2010

7/2012010

7/2712010

8/31/2010

StmnNo. Type

75810 Statement

76767 Statement

75810 Cash receipt

76767 Cash receipt

77657 Statement

77657 Cash receipt

78546 Statement

78546 Cash receipt

79379 Statement

79379 Cash receipt

80251 Statement

80251 Cash receipt

81080 Statement

81080 Cash receipt

82057 Statement

82057 Cash receipt

82789 Statement

82789 Cash receipt

83773 Statement

83773 Cash receipt

85273 Statement

85273 Cash receipt

85769 Statement

85769 Cash receipt

86430 Statement

86430 Cash receipt

87422 Statement

87422 Cash receipt

88239 Statement

89014 Statement

88239 Cash receipt

89014 Cash receipt

89409 Statement

89847 Statement

89409 Cash receipt

89847 Cash receipt

90441 Statement

91575 Statement

Total

742.50

3,292.50

-742.50

-3,292.50

1,688.55

-1,688.55

4,532.50

-4,532.50

7,220.41

-7,220.41

11,124.21

-11,124.21

35,797.74

-35,797.74

57,278.12

-57,278.12

48,158.77

-48,158.77

19,971.27

-19,971.27

11,783.03

-11,783.03

27,859.60

-27,859.60

41,068.76

-41,068.76

37,279.32

-37,279.32

48,921.53

11,775.00

-48,921.53

-11,775.00

65,281.47

22,700.00

-65,281.47

-22,700.00

65,456.24

132,954.76

Balance

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

0.00

7/12/20112:31:18PM

I
EXHIBIT

A

Page: 1

008824

Client Ledger Report 
Search for: 20771-008 Search by: Matter ID 

Matter ID Client Sort 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

7!12!20112:31:18PM 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

I 

Date 

3/25/2009 

4/25/2009 

4/29/2009 

5115/2009 

5/25/2009 

6/5/2009 

6/25/2009 

7115/2009 

7/25/2009 

8/5/2009 

8/25/2009 

9/8/2009 

9/25/2009 

10/21/2009 

10/25/2009 

1112512009 

11125/2009 

12118/2009 

12/2512009 

1114/2010 

1125/20 I 0 

2116/2010 

2125/2010 

3/12/2010 

3/25/2010 

4/2112010 

4/2512010 

5/19/2010 

5/25/2010 

6/4/2010 

6118/2010 

6118/2010 

6/25/2010 

6/30/2010 

7/20/2010 

7/2012010 

7/2712010 

8/3112010 

EXHIBIT 

A 

StmnNo. Type 

75810 Statement 

76767 Statement 

75810 Cash receipt 

76767 Cash receipt 

77657 Statement 

77657 Cash receipt 

78546 Statement 

78546 Cash receipt 

79379 Statement 

79379 Cash receipt 

80251 Statement 

80251 Cash receipt 

81080 Statement 

81080 Cash receipt 

82057 Statement 

82057 Cash receipt 

82789 Statement 

82789 Cash receipt 

83773 Statement 

83773 Cash receipt 

85273 Statement 

85273 Cash receipt 

85769 Statement 

85769 Cash receipt 

86430 Statement 

86430 Cash receipt 

87422 Statement 

87422 Cash receipt 

88239 Statement 

89014 Statement 

88239 Cash receipt 

89014 Cash receipt 

89409 Statement 

89847 Statement 

89409 Cash receipt 

89847 Cash receipt 

90441 Statement 

91575 Statement 

Total 

742.50 

3,292.50 

-742.50 

-3,292.50 

1,688.55 

-1,688.55 

4,532.50 

-4,532.50 

7,220.41 

-7,220.41 

11,124.21 

-11,124.21 

35,797.74 

-35,797.74 

57,278.12 

-57,278.12 

48,158.77 

-48,158.77 

19,971.27 

-19,971.27 

11,783.03 

-11,783.03 

27,859.60 

-27,859.60 

41,068.76 

-41,068.76 

37,279.32 

-37,279.32 

48,921.53 

11,775.00 

-48,921.53 

-11,775.00 

65,281.47 

22,700.00 

-65,281.47 

-22,700.00 

65,456.24 

132,954.76 

Balance 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Page: 1 



Client Ledger Report
Search for: 20771-008 Search by: Matter 10

Matter ID Client Sort Matter Description Date StmnNo. Type Total Balance

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 9/2/2010 90441 Cash receipt -65,456.24

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 9/3012010 92548 Statement 108,561.51 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 10/6/2010 91575 Cash receipt -132,954.76

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 10/27/2010 92548 Cash receipt -108,561.51

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 10/31/2010 93387 Statement 98,822.92 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 11/30/2010 93940 Statement 153,111.72 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 121712010 93387 Cash receipt -98,822.92

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 12/1112010 94298 Statement 41,182.84 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 12/30/2010 94746 Statement 83,945.78 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 1/18/2011 93940 Cash receipt -153,111.72

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 1/18/2011 94298 Cash receipt -41,182.84

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 1/18/20 II 94746 Cash receipt -47,221. 71

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 1/27/2011 95581 Statement 147,147.86 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 2/18/2011 94746 Cash receipt -36,724.07

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 2/18/2011 95581 Cash receipt -62,098.85

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 2/25/2011 95966 Statement 147,345.62 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 31712011 95581 Cash receipt -85,049.01

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 3/21/2011 95966 Cash receipt -147,345.62

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 3/28/2011 97069 Statement 134,571.32 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 3131120 II 97558 Statement -361.00 0.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 4/2512011 97733 Statement 61,459.16 34,669.48

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 5/9/2011 97069 Cash receipt -90,361.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 5/912011 97558 Cash receipt 361.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 5/25/2011 98402 Statement 36,409.92 36,409.92

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 6/3/2011 97069 Cash receipt -25,000.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 6/22/2011 99217 Statement 14,631.59 14,631.59

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 7/812011 97069 Cash receipt -19,210.32

20771-008 Petra, Inc. City of Meridian 7/812011 97733 Cash receipt -26,789.68

Grand Total 85,710.99 85,710.99

CUent Ledger Summary ;

Total Billed 1,681,715.52

Total Paid 1,596,004.53

Total Write-offs 0.00

7/12/20112:31:22PM Page: 2

008825

Client Ledger Report 
Search for: 20771-008 Search by: Matter ID 

Matter ID Client Sort 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

Matter Description 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

City of Meridian 

Client Ledger Summary ; 

Total Billed 

Total Paid 

Total Write-offs 

7/12/20112:31:22PM 

1,681,715.52 

1,596,004.53 

0.00 

Date StmnNo. Type 

9/2/2010 90441 Cash receipt 

9/3012010 92548 Statement 

10/6/2010 91575 Cash receipt 

10/27/2010 92548 Cash receipt 

10/31/2010 93387 Statement 

11/30/2010 93940 Statement 

121712010 

1211112010 

12/30/2010 

1118/2011 

1118/2011 

1/18/20 II 

1/27/2011 

2/18/2011 

2/18/2011 

2/25/2011 

31712011 

3/21/2011 

3/28/2011 

3/3112011 

4/2512011 

519/2011 

51912011 

5/25/2011 

6/312011 

6/22/2011 

7/812011 

7/812011 

93387 Cash receipt 

94298 Statement 

94746 Statement 

93940 Cash receipt 

94298 Cash receipt 

94746 Cash receipt 

95581 Statement 

94746 Cash receipt 

95581 Cash receipt 

95966 Statement 

95581 Cash receipt 

95966 Cash receipt 

97069 Statement 

97558 Statement 

97733 Statement 

97069 Cash receipt 

97558 Cash receipt 

98402 Statement 

97069 Cash receipt 

99217 Statement 

97069 Cash receipt 

97733 Cash receipt 

Grand Total 

Total 

-65,456.24 

108,561.51 

-132,954.76 

-108,561.51 

98,822.92 

153,111.72 

-98,822.92 

41,182.84 

83,945.78 

-153,111.72 

-41,182.84 

-47,221. 71 

147,147.86 

-36,724.07 

-62,098.85 

147,345.62 

-85,049.01 

-147,345.62 

134,571.32 

-361.00 

61,459.16 

-90,361.00 

361.00 

36,409.92 

-25,000.00 

14,631.59 

-19,210.32 

-26,789.68 

85,710.99 

Balance 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

34,669.48 

36,409.92 

14,631.59 

85,710.99 

Page: 2 



Ledger Bill History n.eport
MATTER ID = '20771-008' and Statements

Matter ID Client Date Type StmnNo. Fees Hard Costs Soft Costs Interest Total

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 3/25/2009 Statement 75810 742.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 742.50

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 4/25/2009 Statement 76767 3,234.50 58.00 0.00 0.00 3,292.50

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 5/25/2009 Statement 77657 1,662.50 26.05 0.00 0.00 1,688.55

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/25/2009 Statement 78546 4,532.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 4,532.50

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/25/2009 Statement 79379 6,992.50 227.91 0.00 0.00 7,220.41

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 812512009 Statement 80251 8,672.00 2,452.21 0.00 0.00 11,124.21

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 9/2512009 Statement 81080 29,804.50 5,993.24 0.00 0.00 35,797.74

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 10125/2009 Statement 82057 47,146.00 10,132.12 0.00 0.00 57,278.12

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 11125/2009 Statement 82789 35,470.00 12,688.77 0.00 0.00 48,158.77

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 12/25/2009 Statement 83773 10,699.50 9,271.77 0.00 0.00 19,971.27

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 1/25/2010 Statement 85273 3,570.50 8,212.53 0.00 0.00 11,783.03

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 2/25/2010 Statement 85769 19,161.50 8,698.10 0.00 0.00 27,859.60

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 3125/2010 Statement 86430 25,545.50 15,186.36 336.90 0.00 41,068.76

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 4/25/2010 Statement 87422 30,689.00 6,590.32 0.00 0.00 37,279.32

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 5/25/2010 Statement 88239 32,635.50 15,762.83 523.20 0.00 48,921.53

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/412010 Statement 89014 0.00 11,775.00 0.00 0.00 11,775.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/25/2010 Statement 89409 52,695.50 12,585.97 0.00 0.00 65,281.47

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/30/2010 Statement 89847 0.00 22,700.00 0.00 0.00 22,700.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/27/2010 Statement 90441 38,414.50 27,041.74 0.00 0.00 65,456.24

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 8/3112010 Statement 91575 85,800.00 46,954.21 200.55 0.00 132,954.76

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 9/30/2010 Statement 92548 80,569.50 27,992.01 0.00 0.00 108,561.51

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 10/3112010 Statement 93387 71,988.50 26,834.42 0.00 0.00 98,822.92

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 11130/2010 Statement 93940 103,430.00 49,681.72 0.00 0.00 153,111.72

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 12/1112010 Statement 94298 37,806.00 3,376.84 0.00 0.00 41,182.84

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 12/30/2010 Statement 94746 62,493.50 21,373.68 78.60 0.00 83,945.78

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 112712011 Statement 95581 111,153.00 35,994.86 0.00 0.00 147,147.86

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 2/25/2011 Statement 95966 137,864.50 9,481.12 0.00 0.00 147,345.62

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 3/28/2011 Statement 97069 130,009.50 4,561.82 0.00 0.00 134,571.32

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 3/3112011 Statement 97558 -361.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -361.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 4/25/2011 Statement 97733 59,708.50 1,750.66 0.00 0.00 61,459.16

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 5125/2011 Statement 98402 34,320.00 504.88 0.00 1,585.04 36,409.92

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/22/2011 Statement 99217 12,460.00 953.97 0.00 1,217.62 14,631.59

Grand Total 1,278,910.50 398,863.11 1,139.25 2,802.66 1,681,715.52

Note:
Soft cost transactions can include internal photocopies at .15 per copy & bulk postage expenses.
Hard cost transactions are costs advanced by the firm and are expected to be reimbursed by the client. These costs include court fees, court reporter invoices, recording fees, service
fees, courier expenses, expert fees, legal research expenses, external document production costs, travel expenses, etc.

7/12/20112:31:54PM Page: 1

008826

Ledger Bill History Keport 
MATTER ID = '20771-008' and Statements 

Matter ID 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

Note: 

Client 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Date Type 

3/25/2009 Statement 

4/25/2009 Statement 

5/25/2009 Statement 

6/25/2009 Statement 

7/25/2009 Statement 

812512009 Statement 

9/2512009 Statement 

10125/2009 Statement 

11125/2009 Statement 

12/25/2009 Statement 

1/25/20 I 0 Statement 

2/25/20 I 0 Statement 

3125/20 I 0 Statement 

4/25/2010 Statement 

5/25/20 I 0 Statement 

6/4120 I 0 Statement 

6/25/2010 Statement 

6/30/20 I 0 Statement 

7/27/2010 Statement 

8/3112010 Statement 

9/30/2010 Statement 

10/3112010 Statement 

11130/2010 Statement 

12/1112010 Statement 

12/30/2010 Statement 

112712011 Statement 

2/25/2011 Statement 

3/28/2011 Statement 

3/3112011 Statement 

4/25/2011 Statement 

5125/2011 Statement 

6/22/2011 Statement 

StmnNo. 

75810 

76767 

77657 

78546 

79379 

80251 

81080 

82057 

82789 

83773 

85273 

85769 

86430 

87422 

88239 

89014 

89409 

89847 

90441 

91575 

92548 

93387 

93940 

94298 

94746 

Fees Hard Costs Soft Costs Interest 

742.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 

3,234.50 58.00 0.00 0.00 

1,662.50 26.05 0.00 0.00 

4,532.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 

6,992.50 227.91 0.00 0.00 

8,672.00 2,452.21 0.00 0.00 

29,804.50 5,993.24 0.00 0.00 

47,146.00 

35,470.00 

10,699.50 

3,570.50 

19,161.50 

25,545.50 

30,689.00 

32,635.50 

0.00 

52,695.50 

0.00 

38,414.50 

85,800.00 

80,569.50 

71,988.50 

103,430.00 

37,806.00 

62,493.50 

10,132.12 

12,688.77 

9,271.77 

8,212.53 

8,698.10 

15,186.36 

6,590.32 

15,762.83 

11,775.00 

12,585.97 

22,700.00 

27,041.74 

46,954.21 

27,992.01 

26,834.42 

49,681.72 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

336.90 

0.00 

523.20 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

200.55 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

78.60 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

95581 111,153.00 

3,376.84 

21,373.68 

35,994.86 

9,481.12 

4,561.82 

0.00 

0.00 0.00 

95966 137,864.50 

97069 130,009.50 

97558 -361.00 

97733 59,708.50 

98402 34,320.00 

99217 12,460.00 

1,750.66 

504.88 

953.97 

0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 

0.00 0.00 

0.00 1,585.04 

0.00 1,217.62 

Total 

742.50 

3,292.50 

1,688.55 

4,532.50 

7,220.41 

11,124.21 

35,797.74 

57,278.12 

48,158.77 

19,971.27 

11,783.03 

27,859.60 

41,068.76 

37,279.32 

48,921.53 

11,775.00 

65,281.47 

22,700.00 

65,456.24 

132,954.76 

108,561.51 

98,822.92 

153,111.72 

41,182.84 

83,945.78 

147,147.86 

147,345.62 

134,571.32 

-361.00 

61,459.16 

36,409.92 

14,631.59 

Grand Total 1,278,910.50 398,863.11 1,139.25 2,802.66 1,681,715.52 

Soft cost transactions can include internal photocopies at .15 per copy & bulk postage expenses. 
Hard cost transactions are costs advanced by the firm and are expected to be reimbursed by the client. These costs include court fees, court reporter invoices, recording fees, service 
fees, courier expenses, expert fees, legal research expenses, external document production costs, travel expenses, etc. 
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Ledger Receipt History Report (Applied)
MATTER ID = '20771-008' and Cash Receipts

Matter ID Client Date Type StmnNo. Fees Hard Costs Soft Costs Interest Total

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 4/29/2009 Cash receipt 75810 -742.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 -742.50

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 5/15/2009 Cash receipt 76767 -3,234.50 -58.00 0.00 0.00 -3,292.50

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/5/2009 Cash receipt 77657 -1,662.50 -26.05 0.00 0.00 -1,688.55

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/15/2009 Cash receipt 78546 -4,532.50 0.00 0.00 0.00 -4,532.50

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 8/5/2009 Cash receipt 79379 -6,992.50 -227.91 0.00 0.00 -7,220.41

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 9/8/2009 Cash receipt 80251 -8,672.00 -2,452.21 0.00 0.00 -11,124.21

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 10/21/2009 Cash receipt 81080 -29,804.50 -5,993.24 0.00 0.00 -35,797.74

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 1112512009 Cash receipt 82057 -47,146.00 -10,132.12 0.00 0.00 -57,278.12

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 1211812009 Cash receipt 82789 -35,470.00 -12,688.77 0.00 0.00 -48,158.77

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 1/14/2010 Cash receipt 83773 -10,699.50 -9,271. 77 0.00 0.00 -19,971.27

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 2/16/2010 Cash receipt 85273 -3,570.50 -8,212.53 0.00 0.00 -11,783.03

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 3/12/2010 Cash receipt 85769 -19,161.50 -8,698.10 0.00 0.00 -27,859.60

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 4/21/2010 Cash receipt 86430 -25,545.50 -15,186.36 -336.90 0.00 -41,068.76

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 5/19/2010 Cash receipt 87422 -30,689.00 -6,590.32 0.00 0.00 -37,279.32

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/18/2010 Cash receipt 88239 -32,635.50 -15,762.83 -523.20 0.00 -48,921.53

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/18/2010 Cash receipt 89014 0.00 -11,775.00 0.00 0.00 -11,775.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/20/2010 Cash receipt 89409 -52,695.50 -12,585.97 0.00 0.00 -65,281.47

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/20/2010 Cash receipt 89847 0.00 -22,700.00 0.00 0.00 -22,700.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 9/2/2010 Cash receipt 90441 -38,414.50 -27,041.74 0.00 0.00 -65,456.24

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 10/6/2010 Cash receipt 91575 -85,800.00 -46,954.21 -200.55 0.00 -132,954.76

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 10/27/2010 Cash receipt 92548 -80,569.50 -27,992.01 0.00 0.00 -108,561.51

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 121712010 Cash receipt 93387 -71,988.50 -26,834.42 0.00 0.00 -98,822.92

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 1/18/2011 Cash receipt 93940 -103,430.00 -49,681. 72 0.00 0.00 -153,111.72

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 1/18/2011 Cash receipt 94298 -37,806.00 -3,376.84 0.00 0.00 -41,182.84

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 1/18/2011 Cash receipt 94746 -25,769.43 -21,373.68 -78.60 0.00 -47,221.71

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 2118/2011 Cash receipt 94746 -36,724.07 0.00 0.00 0.00 -36,724.07

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 2/18/2011 Cash receipt 95581 -35,227.74 -26,871.11 0.00 0.00 -62,098.85

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 31712011 Cash receipt 95581 -75,925.26 -9,123.75 0.00 0.00 -85,049.01

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 3/21/2011 Cash receipt 95966 -137,864.50 -9,481.12 0.00 0.00 -147,345.62

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 5/9/2011 Cash receipt 97069 -85,799.18 -4,561.82 0.00 0.00 -90,361.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 6/3/2011 Cash receipt 97069 -25,000.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 -25,000.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/8/2011 Cash receipt 97069 -19,210.32 0.00 0.00 0.00 -19,210.32

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 5/9/2011 Cash receipt 97558 361.00 0.00 0.00 0.00 361.00

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/8/2011 Cash receipt 97733 -25,039.02 -1,750.66 0.00 0.00 -26,789.68

Grand Total -1,197,461.02 -397,404.26 -1,139.25 0.00 -1,596,004.53

Note:
Soft cost transactions can include internal photocopies at .15 per copy & bulk postage expenses.
Hard cost transactions are costs advanced by the firm and are expected to be reimbursed by the client. These costs include court fees, court reporter invoices, recording fees, service
fees, courier expenses, expert fees, legal research expenses, external document production costs, travel expenses, etc.

7/12/20112:32:45 PM
Page: 1

008827

Ledger Receipt History Report (Applied) 
MATTER ID = '20771-008' and Cash Receipts 

Matter ID Client 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

20771-008 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 

Date Type StmnNo. Fees Hard Costs 

4/29/2009 Cash receipt 75810 -742.50 0.00 

5/15/2009 Cash receipt 76767 -3,234.50 -58.00 

6/5/2009 Cash receipt 77657 -1,662.50 -26.05 

7/15/2009 Cash receipt 78546 -4,532.50 0.00 

8/5/2009 Cash receipt 

9/8/2009 Cash receipt 

10/2112009 Cash receipt 

1112512009 Cash receipt 

1211812009 Cash receipt 

1114/2010 Cash receipt 

2/16/2010 Cash receipt 

3/12/2010 Cash receipt 

4/21120 I 0 Cash receipt 

5/19/2010 Cash receipt 

6/18/2010 Cash receipt 

6/18/2010 Cash receipt 

7/20/2010 Cash receipt 

7/20/20 I 0 Cash receipt 

9/2/20 I 0 Cash receipt 

10/6/2010 Cash receipt 

10/27/2010 Cash receipt 

12/7/2010 Cash receipt 

1118/2011 Cash receipt 

1118/2011 Cash receipt 

1118/2011 Cash receipt 

2118/20 I I Cash receipt 

2/18/20 II Cash receipt 

3/7 /20 II Cash receipt 

3/21120 II Cash receipt 

5/9/20 II Cash receipt 

6/3/20 II Cash receipt 

7/8/20 II Cash receipt 

5/9/20 II Cash receipt 

79379 

80251 

81080 

82057 

82789 

83773 

85273 

85769 

86430 

87422 

88239 

89014 

89409 

89847 

90441 

-6,992.50 

-8,672.00 

-29,804.50 

-47,146.00 

-35,470.00 

-10,699.50 

-3,570.50 

-19,161.50 

-25,545.50 

-30,689.00 

-32,635.50 

0.00 

-52,695.50 

0.00 

-38,414.50 

91575 -85,800.00 

92548 -80,569.50 

93387 -71,988.50 

93940 -103,430.00 

94298 -37,806.00 

94746 -25,769.43 

94746 -36,724.07 

95581 -35,227.74 

95581 -75,925.26 

95966 -137,864.50 

97069 -85,799.18 

97069 -25,000.00 

97069 -19,210.32 

97558 361.00 

-227.91 

-2,452.21 

-5,993.24 

-10,132.12 

-12,688.77 

-9,271. 77 

-8,212.53 

-8,698.10 

-15,186.36 

-6,590.32 

-15,762.83 

-11,775.00 

-12,585.97 

-22,700.00 

-27,041.74 

-46,954.21 

-27,992.01 

-26,834.42 

-49,681. 72 

-3,376.84 

-21,373.68 

0.00 

-26,871.11 

-9,123.75 

-9,481.12 

-4,561.82 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Soft Costs 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

-336.90 

0.00 

-523.20 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

-200.55 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

-78.60 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

20771-008 Petra, Inc. 7/8/20 II Cash receipt 

Grand Total 

97733 -25,039.02 -1,750.66 0.00 
--,......,..,=-=~ -1,197,461.02 -397,404.26 -1,139.25 

Note: 
Soft cost transactions can include internal photocopies at .15 per copy & bulk postage expenses. 

Interest 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Total 

-742.50 

-3,292.50 

-1,688.55 

-4,532.50 

0.00 -7,220.41 

0.00 -11,124.21 

0.00 -35,797.74 

0.00 -57,278.12 

0.00 -48,158.77 

0.00 -19,971.27 

0.00 -11,783.03 

0.00 -27,859.60 

0.00 -41,068.76 

0.00 -37,279.32 

0.00 -48,921.53 

0.00 -11,775.00 

0.00 -65,281.47 

0.00 -22,700.00 

0.00 -65,456.24 

0.00 -132,954.76 

0.00 -108,561.51 

0.00 -98,822.92 

0.00 -153,111.72 

0.00 -41,182.84 

0.00 -47,221.71 

0.00 -36,724.07 

0.00 -62,098.85 

0.00 -85,049.01 

0.00 -147,345.62 

0.00 -90,361.00 

0.00 -25,000.00 

0.00 -19,210.32 

0.00 361.00 

0.00 -26,789.68 
-----..,,....,,..,, 

0.00 -1,596,004.53 

Hard cost transactions are costs advanced by the firm and are expected to be reimbursed by the client. These costs include court fees, court reporter invoices, recording fees, service 
fees, courier expenses, expert fees, legal research expenses, external document production costs, travel expenses, etc. 
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PETRA INCORPORATED 16816

75805
75806
75808
75809
75810

File No 20771-001
File No 20771-003
File No 20771-005
File No 20771-007
File No 20771-008

3278.50
12026.76
1913.00
395.50
742.50

3278.50
12026.76
1913.00
395.50
742.50

16816
CHECK NO.DAlE

U.$.BANK

04/21/2009 16876
AMOUNT

****18,356.26

323-4SOO
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN. ID 83842

,... ,wi'_'+8·wP'·.'••"••'." .4....._r

$

**Eighteen Thousand Three Hundred Fifty Six &26/100 Dollars

PAYlO
ORDER

. OF

(osha Humphrey, LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

.1

I
EXHIBIT

B-1

008828

PETRA INCORPORATED 

75805 
75806 
75808 
75809 
75810 

File No 20771-001 
File No 20771-003 
File No 20771-005 
File No 20771-007 
File No 20771-008 

3278.50 
12026.76 
1913.00 
395.50 
742.50 

16816 

3278.50 
12026.76 
1913.00 
395.50 
742.50 

r ,... ,Wi'_'+8·WP'·.' •• " •• '." wu ... ··_ 

323-4SOO 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. ID 83842 

U.s. BANK 

**Eighteen Thousand Three Hundred Fifty Six & 26/100 Dollars 

. PAYlO 
ORDER 

. OF 

(osho Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I_Bw:;-~l _ 

DAlE 
16816 

CHECK NO. 

04/21/2009 16876 

$ 

AMOUNT 
****18,356.26 



PETRA INCORPORATED 17001
,

J r , " ,- l ~ _ f' I ~ - I • , '] I):',:..', ~ j { I ' ~ T L I ..... :- - I ~, If,:- I [ •• j I -' ~ ~ .. l I :.:') L r. ~
I I

74233a Bal of Inv-74233-General 2908.50 2-D 71 1.. 1 2908.50
75807 Petra vs Tamarack 10320.35 -"f 10320.35
76762 Petra-General Business 137.50 -I 137.50
76763 Petra vs Jean~Pierre 22.86 - , 22.86
76764 Tamarack vs Petra 11187.65 ..... 11187.65
76765 Petra vs Chris. Brand 6985.80 -s 6985.80
76767 City of Meridian 3292.50 -~ 3292.50

1
I

I
(l

J
j
1

,
17001

CHECK NO.DATE

04/28/2009 17001

****3.t~16

u.s. BANK

9a-anJ1281

w··eM1116••••".a··w'··"

323-4500
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
~IAN. 10 83642

Four Thousand Eight Hundred Fifty Five & 16/100 Oollarl

(osha Humphrey, LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE 10 83707 9518

Vendor: (05HUM (osho H

(
t.
I

I

I·

i
I·
I .. "Thirty
I.
I..
I.

r

l
PAYTO
ORDER
OF

EXHIBIT

I B-2

008829

PETRA INCORPORATED 17001 
, 

Jr,. ,- l __ f'I~-I'" 'l,):(,:"',~j{I'~T LI ..... :--l~, I f,:-I['.jl-,~~ "lI:·:')Lr.~ 

I I 

( 
t. 
I 

I 
j. 

74233a Bal of Inv-74233-General 
75807 Petra vs Tamarack 
76762 Petra-General Business 
76763 Petra vs Jean~Pierre 
76764 Tamarack vs Petra 
76765 Petra vs Chris. Brand 
76767 City of Meridian 

Vendor: (05HUM (osho H 

II" •• '.',M'··W'··" 
323-4500 

1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
~IAN. 10 83642 

2908.50 
10320.35 

137.50 
22.86 

11187.65 
6985.80 
3292.50 

eM 

2-D 71 1 .. 1 

W" 

-"f 
-I - , 

-'f 
-s 
-~ 

U.8.BANK 

92-87f11281 DATE 

04/28/2009 

i 
I· 
I .. "Thirty 
I . 
I·· 

Four Thousand Eight Hundred Fifty Five & 16/100 Oollarl 

I. 

f

l 
PAYTO 
ORDER 
OF 

(osha Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE 10 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-2 

2908.50 
10320.35 

137.50 
22.86 

11187.65 
6985.80 
3292.50 

17001 
CHECK NO. 

17001 

, 

1 
I 

I 
(l 

J 
j 
1 



PETRA INCORPORATED 11458
I

I'j -''--.: ['-11-=11 t. I \~: "'_,-~·~r.I~llrJ" r11:_""IIJI ='.lli:I!~'J jjE:JJ,'il~'lj1
I

82.50 'W711~ ~ 82.50
8677.00 "'t 8677.00
3977.57 ~~ 3977.57
1688.55

"
1688.55

14425.62 14425.62

C~eck Date: 061 03/2009 # 1 458 --•• ."_ '&..,,fj••6 .

1
I

1
6

17458
CHECK NO.

17458

****1~62

s

DATE

06/0312009

u.s. BANK

92-3r.lI1281323-4600
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, ID 83642

Petra v. JeanPierre-Legal
Petra v. Tamarack-Legal
Petra v. C.Brand-legal
City of Her1dan-legal

*·Fourteen Thousand Four Hundred Twenty Five & 62/100 Dotlars

Vendor: COSHUH (osho H

77654
77655

. 77656

. 77657

r.
I';'

l :
I
!

IPAYTO
I ORDER
: OF
I
I

i
I

Cosho Humphrey. LlP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE 1D 83707 9518

j
EXHIBIT

B-3

008830

r. 
I';' 

PETRA INCORPORATED 11458 
I 

I'j -''--.: ['-11-=11 t, I \~: "'_,-~·~r.I~llrJ" rll:_""IIJI =',lli:I!~'J jjE:1J,'il~'lj1 
I 

77654 
77655 

. 77656 

. 77657 

Petra v. JeanPierre-Legal 
Petra v. Tamarack-Legal 
Petra v. C.Brand-legal 
City of Her1dan-legal 

Vendor: COSHUH (osho H 

82.50 'W711~ ~ 
8677.00 "'t 
3977.57 ~~ 

1688.55 
" 

14425.62 

C ~eck Date: 061 

82.50 
8677.00 
3977.57 
1688.55 

14425.62 

03/2009 # 1 458 .-., 
•• ."wW· .. 'X .. "fj·iw·· .. ••• .. ···M •• 

323-4600 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. ID 83642 

u.s. BANK 

92-3r.lI1281 DATE 

06/0312009 

17458 
CHECK NO. 

17458 

****1~62 

1 
I 

1 
*·Fourteen Thousand Four Hundred Twenty Five & 62/100 Dotlars s 6 

l : 
I 
! 

I PAYTO 
I ORDER 
: OF 
I , 
i 
I 

Cosho Humphrey. LlP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE 1D 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

j 
B-3 



PErRA INCORPORATED 17844

Overpymnt City Hall
Petra vs. Tamarack ~111

Petra vs C. Brand ~o"'1"'I

City of Meridian Zb11l-

-2908.50
6112.66

10297.00
4532.50

-2908.50
6112.66

10297.00
4532.50

07/07/2009

"17844
CHECK NO.

17844

DATE

UABANK

92-S7111231

i-WS····.·····"....".",..,,·P..,w .

323-4500
1087 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, 10 83&42

(

··Eighteen Thousand Thirty Three &66/100 Dollars
$

PAYTO
ORDER
OF

Cosho Humphrey. LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518 /",,.,.

----""*-fo~-f----'------ '-- .l,~..
M'

EXHIBIT
,- B-4
~-

008831

( 

PErRA INCORPORATED 17844 

I' ( ~ fi' II I '~ ~ ..-'.' I':, il:-_-lr. I ~.""'I·!j t.rr/ ... ·i I~.' 

74233b 
78544 
78545 
78546 

Overpymnt City Hall 
Petra VS. Tamarack ~111-
Petra vs C. Brand ~o'1"'I

City of Meridian Zb11l-

-2908.50 
6112. 

10297.00 
4532.50 

iFMNWi"·P .. 'w ......... . i·WS···-.·····" ... 
323-4500 

1087 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. 10 83&42 

··Eighteen Thousand Thirty Three & 66/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey. LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 

UABANK 

92-S7111231 DATE 

07/07/2009 

$ 

-2908.50 
6112.66 

10297.00 
4532.50 

17844 
CHECK NO. 

17844 

, 

BOISE ID 83707 9518 /",,.,. 
----""*-fo~-f---'------ '-- .l ,~ .. 

M' 

EXHIBIT 

I B-4 
~-



PETRA INCORPOAATEO 18105

18106
CHECK NO.

18105

s

DATE

07/31/2009

."·'ewe'
U.8.lW«

&a-372lt231

*ili'WP

597.50 597.50
4468.44 4468.44
7220.41 7220.41

.
12286.35 12286.35,

C eck Date: 071 ~112009 '# 18 05 --..•." ,.S

5l!&4S00
1097 N. ROSARIO aT.
MERIDIAN, ID 83842

Tamarack Legal %,1)111"'4
C. Brand -S
City of "er1d1an -'8

Cosha Humphrey. LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

Vendor: COSHU" Cosha Hu

79377
79378
79379

·-Twelve Thousand Twa Hundred Eighty Six & 35/100 Dollars

PAVTO
ORDER
OF

r

EXHIBIT

I B-5

008832

r 

PETRA INCORPORATED 

79377 
79378 
79379 

Tamarack Legal %'''111'''4 
(. Brand -S 
City of "er1d1an _~ 

Vendor: COSHU" (osha Hu 

597.50 
4468.44 
7220.41 

12286.35 

CI 

. 

, 
eck Date: 071 ~1/2009 '# 18 

.M •• w." •.•••••••• , *i'ii*P .".'ewe' 
5I!&4S00 

1097 N. ROSARIO aT. 
MERIDIAN, ID 83842 

U.8.lW« 

&a-372lt231 

·-Twelve Thousand Twa Hundred Eighty Six & 35/100 Dollars 

PAVTO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosha Humphrey. LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-5 

DATE 

07/31/2009 

s 

05 

18105 

597.50 
4468.44 
7220.41 

12286.35 

--
18106 

CHECK NO. 

18105 



PETRA INCORPORATED 18510
, I

I:J')::I.:r I ! '~G ~-'J;J ,,,jI....,:::,')}... r~-JlJr~l I [1_r.."I... 'UtJT \ r::ETcr~TIC):J ~"E:T ':"r.1Cl~I~1

.Vendor: COSHUH Cosho Hu

80248
80249
80250
e0251

Petra vs Jean-Pierre
Petra vs Tamarack
C. Brand vs Petra
Her1d1an City Hall

lHL(t-: T_ 'r~ ... ,-

165.00 1O'11.. ! 165.00
3917.00 -Lot 3917.00

17733.01 -5 17733.01
11124.21 -~ 11124.21

,

32939.22 32939.22

CI eck Date: 09/ tn/2009 # 18 !tIO
•

Nine Hundred Thirty Nine &22/100 Dollars $

.. n 1 n ,. , n.. ..,.", n.., I'J .... n.. ~ r-, .... " r

1
i
1
{l

18510
CHECK NO.

18510

AMOUtrT

"**32.939.22

DATE
09/01/2009

/ """..,
---~~r:~-----+--;-I!""'\, ,.,"Ij'....

",

·'HN"Maep"wm'HiMe"M••"MiM.' @

823400
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, ID 83642

Cosho Humphrey, LlP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE 10 83707 9518

(
I

r
I

I"r
I ·-Thirty Two Thousand
r· .I '
I..

'

I.. PAV10
ORDER

,::OF
I .
).

EXHIBIT

B-6

008833

PETRA INCORPORATED 18510 
, I 

I:J')::I.:r I ! '~G ~-'J;J ,,,jI....,:::,')} ... r~-.JlJr!l I [1_r.."I ... 'UtH \ r::ETcr~TIC):J ~"E:T ':"r.1Ct~I~1 

( 
I 

r 
I 

80248 
80249 
80250 
e0251 

Petra vs Jean-Pierre 
Petra vs Tamarack 
C. Brand vs Petra 
Her1d1an City Hall 

.Vendor: COSHUH Cosho Hu lHLCr: T_ 'r~ ... '-

' ........ _@ 
823400 

1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN, ID 83642 

165.00 
3917.00 

17733.01 
11124.21 

32939.22 

CI 

-MiiMiM
-

1O'11 .. ! 
-Lt 

-5 
-~ 

, 

eck Date: 09/ P1l2009 # 18 

·'WN"Maep"wm'MiMe"M 

DATE 
09/01/2009 

!tIO 

165.00 
3917.00 

17733.01 
11124.21 

32939.22 

18510 
CHECK NO. 

18510 

• 

1 
i I" r 

I ·-Thirty Two Thousand 
r· . 

Nine Hundred Thirty Nine & 22/100 Dollars $ 

AMOUtrT 

"**32.939.22 1 
{l 

I ' 
I .. 

'

I .. PAV10 
ORDER 

,::OF 
t • 
). 

Cosho Humphrey, LlP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE 10 83707 9518 

/ """ .. , 
---~~r:~-----+--:-2""'\, ,.'" Ij' .... 

", 

.. n 1 n ,. , n.. ..,.", n.., I"J "'In._ ~ r-, .... " r 

EXHIBIT 

B-6 



PETRA INCOFlPORATED 19013

81066
81067
81080
81081

Petra vs TiUllarack 1¥M1-
C. Brand vs. Petra -S
City of Meridian -t
(1 ty Her. vs Petra -1

13610.3
15514.2
35797.7

2152.S

13610.38
15514.21
35797.74

2152.50

19013

19013
CHECK NO.

10/19/2009
AMOUNT

U8.BANK

8M7IJ11131 DATE

.Ii +'P'5'M"8" 'NM...,es·e,............."

328-4500
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN. ID 1IS842

r

··Sixty Seven Thousand Seventy Four & 83/100 Dollars s ....67.074.83

/ ",,.." .,
--~~(/::.:t=:......_--~:.......:...Jl!~, ••;;.......

(osho Humphrey. LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

·I
• PAYTO
• ORDER
; OF
!

", "

EXHIBIT

I B-7

008834

r 

PEfAA INCOFIPORATED 

81066 
81067 
81080 
81081 

Petra vs TiUllarack -z,vM1-
C. 8rand vs. Petra 
City of Meridian -t 
(1 ty Her. vs Petra -1 

13610. 
15514. 
35797. 

2152. 

............. " M ... ,.,.e, 

328-4500 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. ID 1IS842 

.Ii E'P'i'W"MPW 'N 
U8.BANK 

8M7II1131 DATE 

10/19/2009 
AMOUNT 

19013 

13610.38 
15514.21 
35797.74 

2152.50 

19013 
CHECK NO. 

19013 

s .... 67.074.83 
··Sixty Seven Thousand Seventy Four & 83/100 Dollars 

· I 
• PAYTO 
• ORDER 
; OF 
! 

(osho Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-7 

., . 



19387

82054 Petra Y5. Tamarack 6731.13 ~'11\"<.l 6731.13
82055 C. Brand V5. Petra 7103.46 -5 7103.46
82056 Petra Y5. 1D Tax Comm 671.50 .. (, 671. 50
82057 City of Meridian 57278.,12 -8 57278.12
82058 City of Her. vs Petra 2758.00 -Glj 2758.00
82217 Jane Frank-Letter Prep 55.00 Zo2M9"\ 55.00

r " ,••••".,.,. 'A. •

323-41500
1097 N. FIOSARtO ST.
MERIDIAN, D 83842

• ..•·...Ri-i··e
liS. BANK

DATE

11/19/2009
AMOUNT

19387
CHECK NO.

19387

..

S ••..74.597.21 tt
·*Seventy Four Thousand Five Hundred Ninety Seven &21/100 Dollars

. PAYTO
, ORDER
: OF

Cosho Humphrey. LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

I
EXHIBIT

B-8

008835

82054 
82055 
82056 
82057 
82058 
82217 

r 

19387 

Petra vs. Tamarack 6731.13 ~'11\ .. <.l 6731.13 
C. Brand vs. Petra 7103.46 -5 7103.46 
Petra vs. ID Tax Comm 671.50 .. (, 671. 50 
City of Meridian 57278.,12 -8 57278.12 
City of Her. vs Petra 2758.00 -GIj 2758.00 
Jane Frank-Letter Prep 55.00 Zo2MS"\ 55.00 

i' •• e ...... ' •••• ".,.,. 'A •• 

323-41500 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. D 83842 

iD .. '· ... Ri-i·riM 
liS. BANK 

DATE 

11/19/2009 
AMOUNT 

19387 
CHECK NO. 

19387 

.. 

S •• .. 74.597.21 tt 
·*Seventy Four Thousand Five Hundred Ninety Seven & 21/100 Dollars 

. PAY TO 
, ORDER 
: OF 

Cosho Humphrey. LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-8 



PETRA INCORPORATED 19588

I~J'.'O,C:=: \ C!::2RIPnet, 'Gn()_,~,A','OurlT D!SCOlHlT I RETEr~TIC~l tlEf ,L',f,10Urrr
I "

82786
82181
82788
82789
82790
83416

Petra vs Tamarack
C. Brand vs Petra
Petra vs ID State Tax Com
Ctty of Heridian
City of Her vs Petra
Jane Frank vs Jerry Frank

7115.26
10264.50

615.50
48158.77

165.00
55.00

'Ltf71/- 4
-5
-lr
-s-...,

1-o'Z.Lt9-1

7115.26
10264.50

615.50
48158.77

165.00
55.00

j
1---
L\l.e..odor· COSHlltt cos

ChEC" 10Tt-lS. ---fl.-l~~-U-8--1H!'l-U-J.h-d
. ".- . , :;.:: .': ,·.··.····:·:i. "0' •

32S-45OO
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
~EAIDIAN. ID 83&42

U.S. BANK

920572/1231
19588

DATE CHECK NO.

12/09/2009 19588
AMOUNT

s
·*S;xty Six Thousand Three Hundred Seventy Four & 03/100 Dollars

"**66.374.03

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

(osho Humphrey. lLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE 10 83707 9518

. . . ..: . .~:' . . . . '.'

Ua O.11 saaU- I: ~ 231.0 ~? 211':

··dYfJi ---- -
. . / ". - .'
~S3311 330j;,na

.. II'

I
• ,0 J

; : . {,-.:"

EXHIBIT

I B-9

008836

! 

j 

PETRA INCORPORATED 19588 

I~J','O,C:::: \ C!::2RIPnct4 ' Gn()_,~, A','Ourn D!SCOlHlT I RETEr~TIC~l rlET ,L',t.10UtIT 
I " 

82786 
82181 
82788 
82789 
82790 
83416 

Petra vs Tamarack 
C. Brand vs Petra 
Petra vs ID State Tax Com 
Ctty of Heridian 
City of Her vs Petra 
Jane Frank vs Jerry Frank 

7115.26 
10264.50 

615.50 
48158.77 

165.00 
55.00 

'Ltf71/- 4 
-5 
-lr 
-s -..., 

1-o'Z.Lt9-1 

7115.26 
10264.50 

615.50 
48158.77 

165.00 
55.00 

1---
(hEC" 1DTAlS. Oa.t.-: -l-..l-iLr-·-'-/l-o-o-e -#-1-1~~5-88-1i~l4-..d 

L\l.e..odoc· COSHIIH Cns 

. ".- ........... . .... ; .. , ... :;.:: ,': ,·.··.····:·:i. 

32S-45OO 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
~EAIDIAN. 10 83&42 

u.s. BANK 

920572/'231 DATE 

12/09/2009 
AMOUNT 

19588 
CHECK NO. 

19588 

s 
·*S;xty Six Thousand Three Hundred Seventy Four & 03/100 Dollars 

"**66.374.03 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey. lLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE 10 83707 9518 

. . . ..: . . ~:' . . . . '.' 

uIo.'i saau- I: ~ 2 ~ 1.0 ~? 2'i1: 

··dYfJi---- -
. . / .'. - .' 
~S33'i 330j;,n' 

EXHIBIT 

I B-9 

.• 11' 
I 

• " J 
; : . {,-.:" 



PE'l'flA INCORPORATED

C. Brand V5. Petra
Legal-Bidding Issues
Petra V5. Tamarack
Petra VS. Id Tax Comm
City of Meridian
Tam. Invotuntry Bnkrptcy

1614.69 '01 1 1 - 5
1374.00 -\
1131.00 -Lt

192.90 -l...
19971.27 -~
8216.00 -ID

19857

1614.69
1374.00
1131. 00
192.90

19971.27
8216.00

I

Lvendor: COSHUH (ashe Hu

.. -... ...-..- .... ",'

32499

323-4500
1097 N. ROSARIO 5T.
MERIDIAN. 10 83642

U.S-BANK

92-37M231
19857

DATE CHECK NO.

01/06/2010 19857
AMOUNT

·-Thirty Two Thousand Four Hundred Ninety Nine &86/100 Dollars $

Cosha Humphrey, lLP
PAYTO P.0. Box 9518
ORDER BOISE ID 83707 9518OF

EXHIBIT

I B-I0

• .....32.499.86

...
. .... ,

'. '. r

008837

PE'1'fIA INCORPORATED 

83769 
83770 
83772 
83773 
83774 

. Brand vs. Petra 
Legal-Bidding Issues 
Petra vs. Tamarack 
Petra VS. Id Tax Comm 
City of Meridian 
Tam. Invotuntry Bnkrptcy 

Vendor: COS HUH Cosho Hu 

.. -' .. ... -.. - .' .. '.' 

323-4500 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. 10 83642 

1614.69 
1374.00 
1131.00 
192.90 

19971.27 
8216.00 

-l ... 
-'i!o 
-10 

U.S-BANK 

92-37M231 

19857 

1614.69 
1374.00 
1131. 00 
192.90 

19971.27 
8216.00 

19857 
DATE CHECK NO. 

01/06/2010 19857 
AMOUNT 

·-Thirty Two Thousand Four Hundred Ninety Nine & 86/100 Dollars $ 
• ..... 32.499.86 

Cosho Humphrey, lLP 
PAYTO P .0. Box 9518 
ORDER BOISE 1D 83707 9518 OF 

EXHIBIT 

I B-I0 

..... , 

" " r 



PETRA INCORPORATED

ane F vs Jerry F
etra vs Tamarack
am. Involuntry Bankrpt
ity of Her1dian

20197

220.00
2168.00

13782.00
11783.03

CHEcr; rOT/\LS

~r;
~f!,•. ftlilI

32304500
1097 N. ROSARIO sr.
MERIDIAN. 10 83642

. ,,;,' \' •• •• J •... : :.
U.s. BANK

1l2-G72fl231

"::".0'", ;"1'.;••• - , - -_ •• -

20197
DATE CHECK NO.

02/10/2010 20197
AMOUNT

, ****27,953.03 ~
·*Twenty Seven Thousand Nine Hundred Fifty Three & 031100 Dollars

PAYTO (oSho Humphrey. LLP
ORDER P.O. Box 9518
OF BOISE ID 83707 9518

EXHIBIT

I BJ -11

008838

PETRA INCORPORATED 

ane F vs Jerry F 
tra vs Tallarack 

. Involuntry Bankrpt 
ity of Her1dian 

~r; 
~f!, •. ft!ilI 

32304500 
1097 N. ROSARIO sr. 
MERIDIAN. 10 83642 

. ,,;.' \' •• •• J •... : : . 
U.s. BANK 

112-G72I'I231 

20197 

220.00 
2168.00 

13782.00 
11783.03 

.::" •• , •••• ","";"1";," - , ..... -_ .... - _ . 

DATE 

02110/2010 

20197 
CHECK NO. 

20197 
AMOUNT 

·*Twenty Seven Thousand Nine Hundred Fifty Three & 03/100 Dollars 
, ****27,953.03 ~ 

PAYTO CoSho Humphrey, LLP 
ORDER P.O. Box 9518 
OF BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B 1 J - 1 



PETRA INCORPORATED 20421

85767
85768
85769
85770

ValleyView/Harding letter
Petra vs Tamarack
City of Meridian
Tam. Involuntry Bankrpty

258.00
1351.02

27859.60
21194.95

258.00
1351.02

27859.60
21194.95

50663.57

fi

l
!
!
!
I

•
20421

CHECK NO.

20421
AMOUNT

....50.663.57

DATE

03/0912010

u.s. E1MK

92472f1231

/ "'r"
.~

--...."l{;{HC-.,L-----------'- .......'.to IIIP

Cleek Date: 03/09/2010 # 20!l21

328-4500
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN. ID 83842

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

• "•••••,f1Z'••A.iiii...'ii#"....iW·WU••ii."••" ....,.,

Vendor: COSHUM Cosho Hu

**F1fty Thousand Six Hundred Sixty Three &57/100 Dollars

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

r

EXHIBIT

I B-12

-..
008839

r 

-. 

PETRA INCORPORATED 

85767 
85768 
85769 
85770 

ValleyView/Harding letter 
Petra vs Tamarack 
City of Meridian 
Tam. Involuntry Bankrpty 

258.00 
1351.02 

27859.60 
21194.95 

50663.57 

20421 

258.00 
1351.02 

27859.60 
21194.95 

5066~ 57 

Vendor: COSHUM Cosho Hu Cteek Date: 03/09/2010 # 20~21 

• " ....... f1Z' •• A.iiii ... 'ii#" •• pwiW·WU.¥Jii." •• " .... ,., 

328-4500 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. ID 83842 

u.s. ElMK 

92472f1231 

**F1fty Thousand Six Hundred Sixty Three & 57/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

j B-12 

• 
DATE 

03/0912010 

20421 
CHECK NO. 

20421 
AMOUNT 

.... 50.663.57 



20795
j I

t;, '::. ! Ll::. I I t. 'Jf '-' ',' ! I [,. > • f-LjCr,f,I,IJ r.\--). Ill;

86321
86429
86430
86431

Jane F. V5. Jerry F.
Petra vs Tamarack
City of Meridian
Petra-Tam. Invol Bankrpty

55.00 • ...,...,.
768. SO ....77•...,

41068. ~6 • un.-.
5998.98 UT1, .. ro

55.00
768.50

41068.76
5998.98

"

J
I

J
Ii

I
j
1

20795
CHECK NO.

....47.891.24

04/15/2010 20795
AMOUNT

M"MP_IM".M•.,•••'pM'•••"

323-4600
1087 N. ROSARIO IT.
MERI)IAN, ID 83842

~YTO Cosho Hu.phrey. LLP
ORDER P.O. Box 9518
OF BOISE ID 83707 9518

•··Forty Seven Th~usand E1Cht Hundred Ninety One & 24/100 Dollars

(

EXHIBIT

I B-13

008840

( 

20795 
j I 

t;, '::. ! Ll::. I I t. 'Jf ,_, ',' ! I [,. > • f-LjCr,f,I,IJ r.(--). Ill; 

86321 
86429 
86430 
86431 

Jane F. vs. Jerry F. 
Petra vs Tamarack 
City of Meridian 
Petra-Tam. Invol Bankrpty 

55.00 • .. .,...,. 
768. SO .... 77 • ..., 

41068. ~6 un.-. 
5998.98 UT1, .. ro 

MJUW.'pMi •• WiH MilHM-iM".M. 

323-4600 
1087 N. ROSARIO IT. 
MERI)IAN, ID 83842 

55.00 
768.50 

41068.76 
5998.98 

20795 
IW'E CHECK NO. 

04/15/2010 20795 
AMOUNT 

, 

J 
I 

J 
• ··Forty Seven Th~usand E1,ht Hundred Ninety One & 24/100 Dollars 

····47.891.24 f 

~YTO Cosho Hu.phrey. LLP 
ORDER P.O. Box 9518 
OF BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-13 

I 
j 
1 



PETRA INCORPORATED

87422
87423

Petra·vs. TaMar.ack
City of Heridian
Tam-Invlnt~y 8anrptcy

'.,

••••• 0"

.:." .'.. -' ..
.: ;.:~': '"

-·Forty Seven Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty Six &34/100 DO~lars$

( , r\ ~ II)""" /' L

....47.826.34
.~

21(1'55, :
," 'CH~~'~~'"

. ~10$5 ' ..
AMOUNT .•,

DATE

05/13/2010

.'.......e'····iW'i.'···MU·.·
:" ,._ : .

••iBE'•

32304600
10lJ7 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, II) 8S842

':: . Cfib·
. ~

:...... .
•• "0

0
'. -. "

:~.~{+~>:~ ", .
~ :~if·;:, t1iSKJiK .ciJ~~~:;' ,H'lJ"=. :"':'..: eO:" '~'••• :~: :.' .' _. • ....... : ...._; •

.... J" 7;>'.;:4 .....~~ ... •••• •••• -::. ••••••••• : •••••

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
PAVTO P.O. Box 9S18
~ BOISE tD 83707 9518
OF' .'

.. !.
I .': ,

/

'. ,>,,"....
--~~~'-J~-------"- "....~

,~.. ..

EXHIBIT

B-14j
------

008841

" .. 

PETRA INCORPORATED 

B7422 
87423 

ra" vs. Tallar:ack 
City of Heridian 
Tam-Invlnt~y Banrptcy 

.... . ... ... ' .... .:-: .. 
( , r l ~ II)""" /' L 

.. I'.' .". :' ... ,._ ..... 

.: .. 
• ..iBW' 

32304600 
1087 N. ROSARIO 8T. 
MERIDIAN. ID 8S842 

·'''*MHMMe'···+iW'iM'HiiMU-M' 

DATE 

05/13/2010 " ~10$5 . 
o • 

• 
-·Forty Seven Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty Six & 34/100 DO~lars$ 

AMOUNT 

"**47.826.34 
"~ 

Cosho Humphrey. LLP 
PAVTO P.O. Box 9S18 
~ BOISE tD 83707 9518 
OF" "" 

j 
EXHIBIT 

B-14 ---------

.. ! . 
I .': , 

/
"" '>,,"0 ... 

----~~~~~--------------, ~$ ~ .. .. 



PETRA INCORPORATED ·21379
~" ',\ I I r _ I, )'. I 1\ ~ \ ',' elf. f \' I ,1 : rlIE ~. -I \.... '. ;. ~ ,,\" i. 1

i

88238
88239
88240
88241
89014

Prea vs Tamarack
City of Herid1an
Tam. Invntry Bankrptcy
Petra vs Credit Suisse
City of Heridian

395 . 50 • U"l11" II.
48921.53 • f.df1'- e'

1422.08 ... senT'" '0
1847.00 "~O'T,,-II

11775.00 ... UTTI-e

395.50
48921.53

1422.08
1847.00

11775.00

. 64361.11 ' 64361.11
(-'::1 I I .1 -:

I
Vendor: COSHUH Cosho Hu , Ct eck Date: 06/ 1L112010 # 2H79

•

**Sixty Four Thousand Three Hundred Sixty One & 11/100 Dollars $

AMOUNT

*"*64.361.11,

...
21379

CHECK NO.

21379
DATE

06/1112010

u.s.1WIK
5pa···'M'...••..••·•••..e,··..u'·n...····",

32H5OO
10f1T No ROSARIO Sf.
MERIDIAN, I) 8S842

(

PAYTO
ORDER
OF

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

I.

EXHIBIT

B-15I
-~;;;;.......---

008842

( 

PETRA INCORPORATED ·21379 
~" ',\ I I r _ I, )'. I I \ ~ \ " rei f. f I' I ,1 : r liE ~. -I \ .... '. ;. ~ ,,\" i. 1 

i 

88238 
88239 
88240 
88241 
89014 

Prea vs Tamarack 
City of Herid1an 
Tam. Invntry Bankrptcy 
Petra vs Credit Suisse 
City of Heridian 

(-'::1 I I .1 -: 

I 
Vendor: COSHUH Cosho Hu 

395 • 50 • U"l11'" II. 
48921.53 • f.D"r1'- e 

1422.08 ... senfl· 10 

1847.00 "~O'T,,-II 
11775.00 .,. UTT(-e 

395.50 
48921.53 

1422.08 
1847.00 

11775.00 

. 64361.11 . 64361.11 

. Cteck Date: 06/11-112010 # 21~79 

• 
S .. ···'MiMi.·· .. ••·••• .. e,·· .. u'·n ... ····", 

32H5OO 
1011T No ROSARIO Sf. 
MERIDIAN. I) 8S842 

u.s.1WIK 

DATE 

06/1112010 

21379 
CHECK NO. 

21379 

**Sixty Four Thousand Three Hundred Sixty One & 11/100 Dollars $ 

AMOUNT 

*"*64.361.11. 

PAYTO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

I. 

EXHIBIT 

I B-15 
-~;;;;.......---

... 



PETRA INCORPORATED 21606.
I

l;~'. I ~' r,f-j\', (f\ ,~t'(,I\lr ~·l'\(.".\·.{ - r-UTI\r~ ',il; 'i~d'j

89407 Petra vs Tamarack 3162.50 2D171--1.4 3162.50
89409 City of "er1dian 65281.47 1.0""'-8 65281.47
89410 Tam. Invltry Banrptcy 3800.44 1.0'77''''0 3800.44
89411 Petra vs Credit Suisse 321.6i 2.0.,." .. &1 321.62
89624 Chris Brand vs Petra -30.00 t.tn'1'- ~ -30.00
89847 City of "eridian-Lemley 22700.00 2.01"7 r·' 22700.00

****95,236.03$

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

**Ninety Five Thousand Two Hundred Thirty Six &03/100 Dollars

• PAVTO
ORDER
OF

r~------~ II-_'iE••IIi'.Bl!mi¥i._eHl611l§••liI•••m¥WiDIhEBI"_L'1II;ill!ll.IllWII.!iI'l1II-il:IIlI.s..7ANK.'~_'lI'II.'III--m"D·¥ -""'----2-1-6-0-6~l1

f:1 1097:=.oST. 1lN7IfI281 DATE CHECK NO. : '.!

MERIDIAN, ID 8S842
07/08/2010 21606 j :

AMOUNT i!
t!li

J ~
J
f

/"r" ;
___-,)~L-L- --- , ..}:

~.. I..

EXHIBIT

B-16

008843

PETRA INCORPORATED 21606. 
I 

l;~'. I ~' r,f-j\', (h ,~t'(,I\lr ~'!'\(_"_\'.{ - r-UTllr! ',il; 'i-d', 

89407 Petra vs Tamarack 3162.50 2D171--L4 3162.50 
89409 City of "er1dian 65281.47 1.0,,"'-8 65281.47 
89410 Tam. Invltry Banrptcy 3800.44 1.0'77'" to 3800.44 
89411 Petra vs Credit Suisse 321.6i 2.0.,." .. &1 321.62 
89624 Chris Brand vs Petra -30.00 t.tn.,,- ~ -30.00 
89847 City of "erid1an-Lemley 22700.00 2.01., r·' 22700.00 

r~------------""""D .. mm'iE ••• '.B!mi¥i ... e.6B§ •••••• m¥wahE.*p"L'."B .. awa.E'B--~:aA·1:k •. ~am! ••• m--m"D·¥""""~-----2-1-6-0-6~l 1 

f:1 1097:=.oST. 11N71/'1281 DATE CHECK NO. 1 ',! 

MERIDIAN, ID 8S842 

**Ninety Five Thousand Two Hundred Thirty Six & 03/100 Dollars 

• PAVTO 
ORDER 
OF 

Casha Humphrey. LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

07/08/2010 21606 j : 

$ 

AMOUNT 

****95.236.03 

, I 

I I 
ti:Ji 

J ~ 
J 
f 

/"r" ; 
______ ~~L-L-______ --__ --__ , ~}: 

~.. I .. 

EXHIBIT 

B-16 



PETRA INCORPORATED 22011

$

1590.64 '2,.,r11fp DDLI- 1590.64
65456.24 ZQ"1/·008 65456.24

614.87 U.,11- 010 614.87

';:71:.1::.1 71\ 67661. 75

n ~ck Date: 081 912010 # 22 71
~

Petra vs Tamarack
City of I1eridian
Tam. Involuntary Bankptcy

••Sixty Seven Thousand Six Hundred Sixty One & 15/100 Dollars

90440
90441
90442

....

r---a;~:-·~"'~<··'J<··""·"~"=·'····~'~~:;~·-2~;--'
AMOUNT

....67.661.75

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

(osha Humphrey, LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

EXHIBIT

I B-I7

008844

PETRA INCORPORATED 

90440 
90441 
90442 

Petra vs Tamarack 
City of I1eridian 
Tam. Involuntary Bankptcy 

1590.64 
65456.24 

614.87 

"7~~' _7; 

Ch 

2-,r11fp DDLI-
ZQ"1/·008 
U.,11- 010 

eck Date: 081 

22011 

1590.64 
65456.24 

614.87 

67661.75 

912010 # 22 71 
-..u-.... 

r---a;~:-·~"'~<··'J<··""·"~"=·'''''~'~~:;~·-2~;--' 

•• Sixty Seven Thousand Six Hundred Sixty One & 15/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

(osha Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-I7 

AMOUNT 

$ 
.... 67,661.75 



PETRA INCORPORATED 22462
, I

1',.:,l""'r ~~<~ Llf I'__I~, l:ifl_1C....,:f~ l,: ...... I ... 1~l·~J)t~r I ~\:T::""'~TI\-r~ ·,f-T/... .1 Il_ifJI
I I I

91574
91575
91576

Petra vs Tamarack
City of "er1dian
Tamarack Invlntry Bnkrpty

1144.80
132954.76

149.00

-z.D17'" DoLI
'2-071' ..DOe
%0771-0ID

1144.80
132954.76

149.00

• ··*134.248.56
·*One Hundred Thirty Four Thousand Two Hundred Forty Eight & 56/100 Dollars

J
I

I
fD

I
I
I

22462
CHECK NO.DATE

U.8.BANK

. Be-372I1231

09/29/2010 22462
AMOUNT

••••'__,..pdR'.·a··'toIii"·t"·iW....uC.'H.NilM••'••

323-4500
10&7 No ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN. 10 83642

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE 10 83707 9518

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

(
:
!

EXHIBIT

B-18

008845

( 
: 
! 
I 

PETRA INCORPORATED 22462 
, I 

I',.:,;-r ~~<~ f.1f I' __ I~, l:ifl_1C-':f~ l,: ...... I ... 1~l·~J)t~r I ~\:T::""'~TI\-r~ ·,[-T/ ... .1 Il_ifJI 
I I I 

91574 
91575 
91576 

Petra vs Tamarack 
City of "er1dian 
Tamarack Invlntry Bnkrpty 

1144.80 
132954.76 

149.00 

"U17'" DoLI-
2-071' .. DOe 
%0771-0ID 

•• W3' __ ,..pdR'._N···' .... _,,·t,,·,W .... uC.'H.NilM •• ' •• 

323-4500 
10&7 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. 10 83642 

U.8.BANK 

. ae-a72I1231 DATE 

09/29/2010 

1144.80 
132954.76 

149.00 

AMOUNT 

22462 
CHECK NO. 

22462 

• ***134.248.56 
**One Hundred Thirty Four Thousand Two Hundred Forty Eight & 56/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

(osho Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE 10 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

B-18 

J 
I 

I 
fD 

I 
I 
I 



..

PETRA INCORPORATED 22683
,

IrJ\ ) I \. t [ 1- ( l :-, I r ) I I rJ t ~ ..... \ ) t r I) I ) •\j ~ I [, I I) J •• T r1 - 1[ I ~ [ I ~ f J •:- 1 /\~ r. r:t U" ,
I

92547
92548
92549
92550

Petra vs Tamarack
City of "erid1an
Tam. Invlntry Bankrpty
Petra vs Credit Suisse

28.50
108561.51

149.00
285.00

~111"'"
tD11'-'
tDT'ff-1D

1-D11,-1I

28.50
108561.51

149.00
285.00

J
i

j

tD

J
I
I

~
22683

DATE CHECK NO.

• ***109,024.01

10/22/2010 22683
AMOUNT

.,.
U.8.BANK

·"WIS·'M.Ii.a_I.....'.,......'••,••.iM!ri••••'

323-4&00
1087 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN. ID 83642

Cosho Humphrey, LlP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

**One Hundred Nine Thousand Twenty Four & 01/100 Dollars

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

r

EXHIBIT

i B-19

008846

r 

.. 

PETRA INCORPORATED 22683 
, 

IfJ\ )1, t [1-' l:-.Irll liJ t ~.,\ ) tr 1)1)'\j~ I [, j ')J'.T r1-1[1~[I~fl .:-1 /'\~r'l:tu'" 
I 

92547 
92548 
92549 
92550 

Petra vs Tamarack 
City of "erid1an 
Tam. Invlntry Bankrpty 
Petra vs Credit Suisse 

28.50 
108561.51 

149.00 
285.00 

~111"'" 
tD111-' 
tDT'ff-1D 

1-D11,-1I 

_"FIS-'M.liMa_I .... _,_, ...... , •• , ••• iM!ri •• ,., 

323-4&00 
1087 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. ID 83642 

U.8.BANK 

··One Hundred Nine Thousand Twenty Four & 01/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey. LlP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

i B-19 

.,. 

DATE 

28.50 
108561.51 

149.00 
285.00 

22683 
CHECK NO. 

~ 

10/2212010 22683 J 
AMOUNT i 

j 
• ***109.024.01 ~ 

J 
I 
I 



PETRA INCORPORATED 23109
,- - ..... r'lr-1 ('<:)1) ~'I' J"T -1'1 "'Irn I rrT-rJr 1 \ t.C-!:',11 Jr.l•• '- I _ _ _ n. , ,,- • ~ I

I

93386
93387
93388

Petra vs Tamarack
City of Meridian
Tam. Invltry Banrptcy

550. 00 1.f)"'1'~ DOLI
98822.92 '2.D771·tJD g.

1447.50 "2.D77'-" ID

550.00
98822.92
1447.50

I
J
J

J
I

J
{D

100820.42

23109
DATE CHECK NO.

·"100,820.42•
12/03/2010AMOUNT 23109

8H7IIl2S1

.
/"'~. :4 .

--~~~+------_-..-:, ..~.r
,~, ....

Check Date: 12/03/2010 # 23109

100820.42

u.s. BAN1(
'iri._e .p.d·.."··'·Ci:lN··#··...MM·..¥·m·5i1Pt,,'·.··

S23-46OO
1097 N. ROSARIO Sf.
MERIDIAN, 10 83842

Cosho Humphrey, LlP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE 10 83707 9518

en or:

··One Hundred Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty &42/100 Dollars

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

(

,.

EXHIBIT

i B-20

008847

( 

PETRA INCORPORATED 23109 
,- - ..... r'lr-1 ('<:)1) ~'I' )"T -1'1 "'Irn I rrT-rJr1\ t.[-!:',11 Jr.'! •• '- I _ _ _ n. , ,,- 4 ~ I 

93386 
93387 
93388 

Petra vs Tamarack 
Cfty of Meridian 
Tam. Invltry Banrptcy 

550. 00 1.f)"'1'~ DOLI 
98822.92 '2.D771·tJD g. 

1447.50 "2.D77'-" ID 

.42 

I 

550.00 
98822.92 
1447.50 

100820.42 

te: 12/03/2010 # 23109 
'iri._e .p.d· .. "··'·Ci:iN··#·· .. -JriM· .. ¥·m·5i1Pt,,'·.·· 

S23-46OO 
1097 N. ROSARIO Sf. 
MERIDIAN, 10 83842 

u.s. BAN1( 

8H7II1281 

··One Hundred Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty & 42/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey, LlP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE 10 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

i B-20 

23109 
DATE CHECK NO. 

12103/2010AMOUNT 23109 

• ·**100,820.42 

,. 

J 
I 

J 
{D 

I 
J 
J 



• .. .••• 01·

23568
• \ I ' - I I' (,I II!' ~ -I 'J~ 1,""rL', (-'1 I ".' 1>\ - );,'

, ,

93940 City of "er1dian 153111.72 1dI7/"iJD0 153111.72
94298 ~1ty of "er1d1~~ 41112.84 I 41182.84
94746 {Partial PaY.eDt) . 47221 :71 ~l221.71.: ............. ....'

.. ... .: ,I'. . ..... : , .' . . ".: ..... '" .: .

• ***241,516.27
--Two Hundred Forty One Thousand Five Hundred Sixteen &27/100 Dollars

23568'1
CHECK NO.

241516.27

DATE

01/13/2011~ 23568

•• _ M*
. US-BANe

lIIM7IIl2S1

Check Date: 01/13/2011 # 23568e., •
.'. : •• ' 10 •

. 241516.27

-.'M"'·'
823-4ISOO

1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, ID 83842

0°· ,

Cosho Humphrey. lLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

Vendor: COSHUH Cosho Humphrey. LLP

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

r.
i
I
I
I

EXHIBI

B-2!I ------

008848

r . 

...... " 01· 

23568 
, \ I ' - I I' '-,1 II!' ~ -I 'J~ 1,""rL', (-'! I '.'! >\ - );,' 

, , 

93940 City of "er1dian 153111.72 1d17/~0 153111.72 
94298 ~1ty of "er1d1~~ 41112.84 I 41182.84 
94746 {Partial PaY.eDt) . 47221 :71 ~l221.71 .: ..... , ....... •• o· 

.. ... ': .1 • .. .. '" : , .' . . 00: . , .. " '" ': . 

. 241516.27 241516.27 

Vendor: COSHUH Cosho Humphrey. LLP k Date: 01/13/2011 # 23568 
'.'E"'·' .". , 

823-4ISOO 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN, ID 83842 

e., • 
23568'1 

CHECK NO. 

•• _ ME 

DATE 

01/13/2011~ 23568 

• ***241.516.27 
--Two Hundred Forty One Thousand Five Hundred Sixteen & 27/100 Dollars 

~~ Cosho Humphrey. lLP 
OF P.O. Box 9518 

BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBI 

I B-2! ------



PETRA INCORPORATED 23827

94746
95581

City of Heridian
(Partial Payment)

36724.07 UJ111-1JDB
62098.85 t.trf1I..-oD!

36724.07
62098.85

•i
I

tn
I
J
f

****98,822.92

02/15/2011AMOUNT 23827

98822.92 98822.92

Check Date: 0211512011 # 23827,. .w· M

"U.8.BAN<

8N72I1231
23827

DATE CHECK NO.

• _N

323-4SOO
1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, ID 83lI42

HUH Cosho Humphrey.

Cosha Humphrey, lLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

•
**Ninety Eight Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty Two &921100 Dollars

PAYTD
ORDER
OF

ri.

!
!

EXHIBIT

I B-22

008849

r i. 
! 
! 

PETRA INCORPORATED 

94746 
95581 

City of Heridian 
(Partial Payment) 

323-4SOO 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN, 10 831142 

36724.07 UJ111-1JDB 
62098.85 t.trf1I..-oD! 

1M 

8N72I1231 

23827 

36724.07 
62098.85 

.92 

23827 
DATE CHECK NO. 

02/15/2011
AMOUNT 

23827 

• 
**Ninety Eight Thousand Eight Hundred Twenty Two & 921100 Dollars 

PAYTD 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey, lLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-22 

****98,822.92 

• i 

I 
tn 
I 
J 
f 



23935 ..~
I
l

85049.0185049.01 if 2-0111-8City of "eridian

" I ~l - ... ' . r,i,-., ,\., I r.1 ~ I ,~\)I ;,' ~r-""-ri.TI\'rJ I ~.[ r t~~~CII!:Jl
I I

I I

PETRAINOORPOAATED

95581

j
I

I

23935 ~
DATE CHECK NO.

02128/2011 23935
AMOUNT

U-S.BANK

112-37211281

L l " '\ ""'/... l. - , ~

~

1087N. ROSARIO 8T.
MERIDIAN, ID 83842

(
j

**Eighty Five Thousand Forty Nine &01/100 Dollars

PAYTO Cosho Humphrey, LLP
ORDER P.O. Box 9518
OF BOISE 1D 83707 9518

• ****85,049.01 ~

I
I
f

EXHIBIT

B-23

008850

( 
j 

23935 .. ~ PETRAINOORPOAATED 

" I ~l - ... ' . r,i,-, '\., I r,l ~ I '~\)I ;,' ~r-""-ri.TI\'rJ I ~.[ r t~~~CII!:Jl 
I I 

I I 

95581 ity of "er1dian 

~ 

1087 N. ROSARIO 8T. 
MERIDIAN. ID 83842 

85049.01 if 2.0111-8 

u.s. BANK 

112-37211281 

**E1ghty Five Thousand Forty N1ne & 01/100 Dollars 

PAYTO Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
ORDER P.O. Box 9518 
OF BOISE 1D 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

B-23 

85049.01 

23935 ~ 
DATE CHECK NO. 

02128/2011 23935 j 
AMOUNT I 

I 
• ****85,049.01 ~ 

I 
I 
f 

I 
l 



PETRA"INCORPORATED 23958

95966 City of Heridian 147345.62 to171'tJ 147345.62

~
23958

CHECK NO.DATE

03/01/2011 23958
AMOUNT

•••,,'+••
U.B.BANK

82-37211281

1
i

flJ

I
J
J

/

1...(". :

4Jt~ .

--~W--H~~-------"'~",,"""i
II'

..-
~

"._-,...•.•.•.....•...,.._,.•.,.
S2S-46OO

1097 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, ID 83842

Cosho Humphrey. LLP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE ID 83707 9518

• ··*147.345.62
··One Hundred Forty Seven Thousand Three Hundred Forty Five & 62/100 Dollars

PAYlU
ORDER
OF

(

L

.~

I
EXHIBIT

B-24

008851

( 

L 

PETRA"INCORPORATED 23958 

95966 City of Her1dian 147345.62 to171'tJ 147345.62 

"._-, ••••••••••••••••• , •• _, ••• ,. • •• ,,'+ •• 
~ 

S2S-46OO 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN, ID 83842 

U.B.BANK 

82-37211281 DATE 
23958 

CHECK NO. 

03/01/2011 23958 1 
AMOUNT i 

• ***147.345.62 
**One Hundred Forty Seven Thousand Three Hundred Forty Five & 62/100 Dollars 

flI 

I 
J 

PAYlU 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

I 

"," 
~ 

EXHIBIT 

B-24 

J 
/

.t"'C"'" : 
4lt~ . 

----~~~~~--------------~"~~~i 
II' 

"~ 



24594

97069 (Partial Payment) 90000.00 * zo71',8 90000.00

**Ninety Thousand &00/100 Dollars

••I
(iJ

24594 l
CHECK NO. I

I

DATE

....90.000.00s

05/06/2011 24594
AMOUNT

U.s.BANIC

32J.GOO
1017 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN, ID lI3842

Cosho Humphrey. LLP
P.O. Box 9518.
BOISE 10 83707 9518

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

(

't

I
EXHIBIT

B-25

008852

( 

97069 (Partial Payment) 

32J.GOO 
1017 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN, ID 83842 

**Ninety Thousand & 00/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

Cosho Humphrey. LLP 
P.O. Box 9518. 
BOISE 10 83707 9518 

90000.00 * zo71',8 

U.8.BANIC 

EXHIBIT 

I B-25 

DATE 

24594 

90000.00 

24594 l 
CHECK NO. I 

I 

05/06/2011 24594 • • AMOUNT 

s .... 90.000.00 

't 

I 
(iJ 

I 
I 
I 



PEl1'A INCORPORATED 24808

97069
97558

(Partial Payment)
City of Meridian-Credit

25361.00 1-'U11'..g
-361.00

25361.00
-361.00

I
I
j

•II
~

24808 l
DA11: CHECK NO. !

!

****2"5;000.00s

05/31/2011 24808
AMOUNT

u.s. BANK

t2-3n/1231323-4liOO
11187 N. ROSARIO ST.
MERIDIAN. 10 83lI42

~~~ Cosho Humphrey. LLP
OF P.O. Box 9518

BOISE 10 83707 9518

·r
I

I
I
I

!
i
:
!

i **Twenty Five Thousand & 00/100 Dollars
I

EXHIBIT

I B-26

008853

·r 
I 

I 

PEl1'A INCORPORATED 

97069 
97558 

(Partial Payment) 
City of Meridian-Credit 

323-4IiOO 
11187 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN. 10 83842 

25361.00 1-'U11'..g 
-361.00 

u.s. BANK 

tun/1231 

**Twenty Five Thousand & 00/100 Dollars 

~~~ Cosho Humphrey. LLP 
OF P.O. Box 9518 

BOISE 10 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

I B-26 

24808 

25361.00 
-361.00 

24808 l 
DAn: CHECK NO. ! 

! 

05/31/2011 24808 • I AMOUNT 

s ****2"5;000.00 
I 
~ 

I 
I 
j 



PETHA INCORPORATED 25124

&7069 .
:971:7.13

Cit/yof"erfdian
... (Pa·rti at Payment)

19210. 32 1.0""~
26789~68 .. 'U7"'''' 19210.32

26789.68

t****46;000.00

25124
DATE OIECK NO.

$

07/05/2011 25124
AMOUNT

u.s. BANK

92-372/1231

BN.··"iWi.Mi'hi.W.RUUM'·.iiEN···S,iiMiiiMiiMidiii•••diji

323-4600
1097 N. ROSARIO ST•
MERIDIAN. 10 83842

.:". ~ .

**Forty Six Thousand &00/100 Dollars

.(
i

. i
. I

I

I
.1

I
I
(

!
!
i
I

PAY TO
ORDER
OF

CoshoHumphrey, llP
P.O. Box 9518
BOISE 10 83707 9518

EXHIBIT

B-27

008854

.( 
i 

· i 
· I 

I 

I 
· ! 

I 

PETHA INCORPORATED 

&7069 . 
:971'7.33 

Cit,of "ertdian 
(Pattial Payment) 

323-4600 
1097 N. ROSARIO ST. 
MERIDIAN, 10 83842 

**Forty Six Thousand & 00/100 Dollars 

PAY TO 
ORDER 
OF 

(oshoHumphrey, llP 
P.O. Box 9518 
BOISE ID 83707 9518 

EXHIBIT 

B-27 

u.s. BANK 

92-372/1231 

25124 

19210.32 
26789.68 

25124 
DATE OIECK NO. 

07/05/2011 25124 
AMOUNT 

$ ****46;000.00 t 



NDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR CONTI r

This Independent Contractor Contract ("this Contract") is made effective on September 7,
2009 (Effective Date") by and between Cosho Humphrey, LLP, whose office address is 800 Park
Blvd., Suite 790, Boise, ID 83712 ("Firm") and Thomas R. Coughlin, whose address is 3785 N.
Farlight Place, Boise, ID 83713 ("Contractor").

The Firm and Contractor agree as follows:

1. Term. The term of this Contract shall begin on the Effective Date and shall
continue until terminated by either the Firm or the Contractor at any time, with or without notice,
for any reason or for no reason.

2. Duties. The Contractor will assist the Firm with the document production and
analysis in the following case: The City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated, Ada County Case No.
CV OC 0907257.

3. Compensation. For all services rendered by the Contractor under this Contract, the
Firm will pay the Contractor $45.00 per hour for services actually rendered.

4. Costs and Expenses. Contractor will pay all of his own costs and expenses
attributable to the services rendered by him under this Contract.

5. Firm Files and Property. All records pertaining to the business ofthe Firm shal' ;
all times be the property of the Firm. Upon termination of this Contract, Contractor shall
immediately return to the Firm all of Firm's records.

6. Proprietary Rights, Secrets and Confidential Information. Contractor agrees
that the Firm owns the Firm technology and confidential information and that the Firm has the right
to exclusive use. While providing services to Firm, the Contractor may acquire a certain amount of
Firm technology and confidential information which is valuable property of the Firm and its clients
and which has been developed over a period of time at substantial expense. Accordingly,
Contractor will not, at any time disclose any such information to any third party, or make any use
whatsoever, of such information in any manner detrimental to the Firm, particularly the use of such
information in connection with any activities in competition with the Firm or its clients. A
violation by Contractor of this covenant will result in immediate and irreparable damage to the
Firm, and execution of this Contract by the Contractor constitutes his consent to the Firm obtaining
immediate injunctive relief in the event of any such violation. Injunctive relief shall be in addition
to any rights for damages and any other remedies available to the Firm under the law.

7. Independent Contractor Status. The parties intend that an independent contractor
relationship is created by this Contract. The Firm is interested only in the results to be achieved,
and the conduct and control of the work will lie solely with Contractor. Contractor is not an agent
or employee of the Firm for any purpose, and shall not be entitled to any of the benefits that the
Firm provides for its employees. It is understood that the Firm does not agree to use Contracto!"
exclusively. Payroll taxes, including federal, state and local taxes, will not be withheld or paid by
the Firm on Contractor's behalf. Contractor shall not be an employee of the Firm for federal or
state tax purposes with respect to the services performed under this Contract. Contractor will be

INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR CONTRACT
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NDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR CONTI r 

This Independent Contractor Contract ("this Contract") is made effective on September 7, 
2009 (Effective Date") by and between Cosho Humphrey, LLP, whose office address is 800 Park 
Blvd., Suite 790, Boise, ID 83712 ("Firm") and Thomas R. Coughlin, whose address is 3785 N. 
Farlight Place, Boise, ID 83713 ("Contractor"). 

The Firm and Contractor agree as follows: 

1. Term. The term of this Contract shall begin on the Effective Date and shall 
continue until terminated by either the Firm or the Contractor at any time, with or without notice, 
for any reason or for no reason. 

2. Duties. The Contractor will assist the Firm with the document production and 
analysis in the following case: The City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated, Ada County Case No. 
CV OC 0907257. 

3. Compensation. For all services rendered by the Contractor under this Contract, the 
Firm will pay the Contractor $45.00 per hour for services actually rendered. 

4. Costs and Expenses. Contractor will pay all of his own costs and expenses 
attributable to the services rendered by him under this Contract. 

5. Firm Files and Property. All records pertaining to the business ofthe Firm sha~' ; 
all times be the property of the Firm. Upon termination of this Contract, Contractor shall 
immediately return to the Firm all of Firm's records. 

6. Proprietary Rights, Secrets and Confidential Information. Contractor agrees 
that the Firm owns the Firm technology and confidential information and that the Firm has the right 
to exclusive use. While providing services to Firm, the Contractor may acquire a certain amount of 
Firm technology and confidential information which is valuable property of the Firm and its clients 
and which has been developed over a period of time at substantial expense. Accordingly, 
Contractor will not, at any time disclose any such information to any third party, or make any use 
whatsoever, of such information in any manner detrimental to the Firm, particularly the use of such 
information in connection with any activities in competition with the Firm or its clients. A 
violation by Contractor of this covenant will result in immediate and irreparable damage to the 
Firm, and execution of this Contract by the Contractor constitutes his consent to the Firm obtaining 
immediate injunctive relief in the event of any such violation. Injunctive relief shall be in addition 
to any rights for damages and any other remedies available to the Firm under the law. 

7. Independent Contractor Status. The parties intend that an independent contractor 
relationship is created by this Contract. The Firm is interested only in the results to be achieved, 
and the conduct and control of the work will lie solely with Contractor. Contractor is not an agent 
or employee of the Firm for any purpose, and shall not be entitled to any of the benefits that the 
Firm provides for its employees. It is understood that the Firm does not agree to use Contract,)!" 
exclusively. Payroll taxes, including federal, state and local taxes, will not be withheld or paid Ly 
the Firm on Contractor's behalf. Contractor shall not be an employee of the Firm for federal or 
state tax purposes with respect to the services performed under this Contract. Contractor will be 
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responsible to pay all ta: attributable to his compensation Ull! this contract as mandated by
law.

8. Governing Law. This Contract shall be construed in accordance with the laws of
the State of Idaho. Any action or proceeding commenced by either party to enforce any remedy or
right granted or implied by this Contract shall be commenced in the District Court of the Fourth
Judicial District, of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, and both parties consent to
such in personam jurisdiction and venue.

I

9. Modification. This Contract constitutes the entire agreement between the parties
and may be changed only by an agreement in writing signed by the parties.

INDEPENDENT CONTRACTOR CONTRACT
491170.doc
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responsible to pay all ta: attributable to his compensation Ull! this contract as mandated by 
law. 

8. Governing Law. This Contract shall be construed in accordance with the laws of 
the State of Idaho. Any action or proceeding commenced by either party to enforce any remedy or 
right granted or implied by this Contract shall be commenced in the District Court of the Fourth 
Judicial District, of the State of Idaho, in and for the County of Ada, and both parties consent to 
such in personam jurisdiction and venue. 

9. Modification. This Contract constitutes the entire agreement between the parties 
and may be changed only by an agreement in writing signed by the parties. 
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Invoice
Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer ID:

January 24, 2011
11-001
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, ID 83712
208-344-7811

-0- Hrs
56.5 Hrs

43.5 Hrs
...Q-Hrs

etra Counter Claim - 20771-009

Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009
Petra Defense - 20771-Q08

Hours worked WIE 1/22

etra Defense - 20771-Q08._----_._-_._--_._.._..------._._---------/._._ _._-.__._-j.-._._-_ _ _ ,
Petra Claim - 20771-009

Hours worked W/E

ours worked WIE 1/1

Petra Defense - 20771-Q08 47.5 Hrs
- ..---.-.------------.------.;---.- ----t-..•.-- ------

Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs

47.50

56.50 Hourswo~ W/E 1/8
..._----- ------_._._----

Petra Defense - 20771-Q08

,55.25 Hours worked WIE 1/15
,-----.- Petra-Defense - 20771-008-·-----

I Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
Thank you for your businessl

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, ID 83713

PAID 3/7/11 CK.#2228
EXHIBIT

D
008857

Invoice 
Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

Date: January 24, 2011 
Invoice#: 11-001 

To: 

PAID 317111 CK#2228 

Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, ID 83712 
208-344-7811 

Customer ID: Meridian City Hall Legal 

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
Thank you for your businessl 

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, ID 83713 

EXHIBIT 

D 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Involce#:
Customer 10:

Invoice
~ber25.2010

1~12

Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518,83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

<"'<l'·"'~'\'~?l;·~!J~~~~~~""1>\,,-'i,.~~~·B'li-'3l!!·~W~~'~<··~"·<·-\f~~~ti".l'ilO"'j·····"'vm
~;~~i~~r..f~~~~~l1:lt~iJJ.r_i~~\;~l£t~~~~~~~~i~~~~~~~~~t~}~1v.

Meridian City Hall Legal Due upon receipt
Research &Document Preparation .

""'\'?;l~~'1;;!i"'r~~~~~§t*~~~*'iN'Jl,~"'1~~i'-'~·>~~i"'~~"""''''';>r,,\¥.{'}'®'l1~..,.f,;'tl»~\!iv
~:#~~~~~(!ifli~~~~li~~~~~~~~~:~5~tr~~'j~~~~~~~~~"*:~t~13~~~~~~1t~t~~}~~\~
48.50 HoursworkedWIE 12(4 . $ 45.00 $ 2,182.50

Petra Defense· 20771·008 48.5 Hrs
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-D09 -0- Hrs

52.00

41.50

38.00

180.00

Hours worked W/E 12/11
Petra Defense - 20771-008
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-D09

Hours worked W(E 12(18

Petra Defense· 20771-Q08
Petra Counter Claim· 20771·009

Hours worked W/E 12/25

Petra Defense - 20771-008
Petra Counter Claim· 20771-D09

Hours worked W/E
Petra Defense· 20171-D08
Petra Counter Claim - 20771.()09

-Approved By: ~~ Y~e.,1,.

Date: \1.-- 'f,~ .. \O

52 Hrs
-0- Hrs

41.5 Hrs
-0- Hrs

38Hrs
-0- Hrs

-0- Hrs
-0- Hrs

$

$

$

$

45.00 $

45.00 $

45.00 $.

45.00

2,340.00

1,867.50

1,710.00

PAID Make all checks pavable to Tom Coughlin

DATEJ1~'L' ---:=~Tha:7: nk you for your business!

.~20" I ~~ight Place, Boise, 10 83713
CHECK # VI FILE #-"I~~~
AMOUNT$~~~/~~_'O~O__------

RE: -------

, ,

Subtotal $ 8,100.00
Sales Tax

Total $ 8,100.00

008858

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518,83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

Date: 
Involce#: 

Invoice 
~ber25,2010 

1~12 

Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

"''<l;,;m~';'~?l;·~iI~~~~~~'';il>,*V,~~~~B'li.'3l!!·~'!V'~~~~:;;'$.''''~f~~~ti".l'ilO"'j"~~vm 
ti;~kf,~~r..gk~~~~~l1:lt<{iJJ.r_~~\;~l£r~~~W~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~t~ti~1V. 

Meridian City Hall Legal Due upon receipt 
Research & Document Preparation . 

;<"\'?;I~~'1;;!i"'r~~~~~§t*~...I!·~*'iN'Jl,~"'1~~i"'~·>~~i"'~~"""';;-;',;>r..\¥.{'}'®'i1~..,.f,;'tm~\!iV 
~:#~~~~~(!ifli~~~l.i~~~~~~~~~:~5~tr~~'j~~~~~~~~~"f.:~t~13~~~~~~1t~t~~}~~\~ 
48.50 HoursworkedWIE 1214 . $ 45.00 $ 2,182.50 

Petra Defense - 20771-008 48.5 Hrs 
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs 

52.00 Hours worked wle 12111 $ 45.00 $ 2,340.00 
Petra Defense - 20771-008 52 Hrs 
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs 

41.50 Hours worked WIE 12118 $ 45.00 $ 1,867.50 
Petra Defense - 20771-008 41.5 Hrs 
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs 

38.00 Hours worked W/E 12125 $ 45.00 $. 1,710.00 
Petra Defense - 20771-008 38Hrs 
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs 

Hours worked W/E $ 45.00 
Petra Defense - 20171-008 -0- Hrs 
Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs 

180.00 

Subtotal $ 8,100.00 
Sales Tax 

Total $ 8,100.00 

PAID Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin IfIJ. Thank you for your business! 

D~E __ ~'~~"------~~= <'JfZo" I FILE # ~~ight Place, Boise, 10 83713 
CHECK # VI _ ~ 

AMOUNT$~~~/~~_'O~O __ ------

RE: ___ -------

, , 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

Invoice
November 25,2010

10-0"
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 10 83712
208-344-7811

.

Research & Document Preparation

~
~AID Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlinr ft Thank you for your businessI

DATE '2....&.bO . 3'jl'85N FarlightPlace, Boise,ID 83713

CHECK #. U e20 PILE# 20111-8
AMOUNT $ l' l.t ':l;::..D.;;.:"CDi¥-- _

RE: -------

008859

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 10 83712 
208-344-7811 

Invoice 
Date: November 25,2010 
Invoice #: 10-0" 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

~ 
~ AID Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin r ft Thank you for your businessl 

DATE 12hbo . 3185 N FarlightPlace, Boise, 10 83713 

CHECK #. U e 20 PILE# 20111-8 
AMOUNT$ __ ~~~u~q~D~.W~ ____ _ 

RE: ___ -------



Invoice
Tom Coughlin
ConsuJtant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

0ct00er 25, 2010
10-010
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey lLP
PO Box 9518. 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

Research & Document PrepandIon

.,. "~'." .. ".'

., .. " ." ..... , .... : ......•,: ..

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

40.00 Hours worked WIE 9/11

____+P...:e:;::tra=Defen~=;;:se~-2O::.;:;.;..n:..;1:...;-Q08= _
Petra Counter Claim - 2On1..Q09

46.00 .. Hours worked WIE 9118

Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-ClO9 -0- Hrs

168.00

Petra Defense - 20n1-Q08
I------t:p=-etra-:-'-'"=C..;.;.ounter Claim - 20n1-ClO9

Petra Defense - 2On1-Q08------1___ Petra Counter Claim - 20n1..Q09
c..::......._..:.......-==t:;:::==::;::::::;;;;=:==========i==i::=::=====

Hours worked WIE $

1»AID
DATE -f-'=O{f!.lIO Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin

'tilt Iq FILE # 1JJ77/-8 Thank you for your businessl
CHECK#.

~(d·1O
AMOUNT$-,--------
RE: ------

008860

Tom Coughlin 
ConsuJtant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey lLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

1»AID 

Invoice 
Date: October 25, 2010 
Invoice #: 10-010 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

DATE __ --~,~bl~~~I~/o--~~~ 
CHECK #. lIll1i JILE # 1,b77/-R 

~(d·1O 
AMOUNT$~-------------

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
Thank you for your businessl 

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

RE: _____ ------



--
Invoice

Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

September 24, 2010
1Q.009
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518. 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
2~7811

Research & Document Preparation .

...... ', .. : ..

$
35.5 Hrs
.()- Hrs

• "_~H.:'>' ..; ••.... ~. _..' ..••..• '..•; .1." "" ',_ .•~, : " ;,:.:...•.~ ., . ~. .. '., ;

Hours worked WIE 9111

Petra COunter Claim - 20n1-009

Petra COunter Claim - 20n1-009 .()- Hrs

Petra Defense - 2On1-Q08

Hours worked WIE 8128

Petra Defense - 20771-Q08 40 Hrs____• • H__.H._.•.__._·_~"_.~ __H_ _ ~ . _
Petra COunter Claim - 20n1-009 .()- Hrs

Petra Defense - 2On1-Q08
40.00

42.50 Hours worked WIE 914 $
Petra Defense - 20n1-008 42.5 Hrs

40.00 Hours worked W/E 9118 $

.•... '.,.. • :•.•.... ;:. "".".;.: •........ , •. ~':- ..•.......:'~:..: .. ~.;<,.•>.. ~ . ,.'<- ." :-:'.'..,.. ;.'.": .'

35.50

Petra Defense - 2On1-008 40 Hrs
Petra COunter Claim - 20n1..Q09 .()- Hrs

Petra COunter Claim - 20771-009

~~

i
n~ID Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
C~ Thank you for your businessI

DATE__~/::_O:_!:_€1~/1;.;;D----_-3_7_85N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

CHECK # "2-1633 FILE # 2077/-8
AMOUNT $_.-gq_'_fJ_otJO__-..;._
RE: _

008861

- -

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

Invoice 
Date: September 24, 2010 
Invoice #: 10-009 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

i 
D~ID Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
C~ Thank you for your business I 

DATE __ --:/~O~II~/I.::D-----..;3:....785.:.:N FarlightPiace, Boise,IO 83713 

CHECK # -2-1633 FILE # 2077/-8 
AMOUNT$ __ g~q_I_D_.~ ____ ~ __ 
RE: __ ~ ______ _ 

------" --- - .. 



Invoice
August 20, 2010
10-00B
Meridian City Hall Legal

Subtotal
Sales Tax

Total

$

Date:
Invoice#:
customer ID:

54.5Hrs .
-0- Hrs

8 Hrs
-0- Hrs

Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-009

Hours worked WIE 7/31 I$

Hours W'Clrked WIE 8114

Petra Counter Claim -20n1~

Hours W'Clrked WIE
Petra Defense - 20n1-D08

' ..'.:'" ':~'. , .

Petra Defense - 20n1-D08----J,:....:..:=.::..:::.:=-=-==.:..:...:....=.--.---.-..-.-
Petra COUnter Cleim -20n1~

~· .. ~----:;···,····.......:::·,,·.·.,;~;·i·.. • ..:..... ·

___--J-'-Petra.:.;: Defense - 20n1-D08
Petra Counter Claim -20n1~

_,~:_:. ..:::. '~~: .. ~~'•...i"

40.00 Hours worked WIE 8121

54.50

Tom Coughlin
COnsultant

Petra Defense - 20n1-D08 40 Hrs I
Petra COUnter Claim - 20n1~09 -0- Hrs ---t--t======1======..:=;...,:;;.::;;'=:'",:;:Z'.. ·.,~."7'7.::_··.. :.:.~. '..,.,\!,>,.:.:'

8.00 Hours worked WIE 817 $-----+---_..:.-------------,._.
Petra Defense - 20771-D08

To: Torn Walker
Cosho - Humphrey u.P
PO Box 9518, 83707·9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, ID 83712
208-344-7811

.

Research & Document Preparation

~PAID
DATE '1....W'O .~ke all checks payable to Torn Coughlin

CHECK #. f1 ~,,'],; FILE # '-071l:i Thank you for your business!

AMOUNT $ l,¥a5. t1>. 3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, ID 83713

RE: ------

008862

Tom Coughlin 
COnsultant 

To: Torn Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey u.P 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

~PAID 

Invoice 
Date: August 20, 2010 
Invoice #: 1()..()()8 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

DATE iii In 10 .~ke all checks payable to Torn Coughlin 

CHECK#. 
AMOUNT $ 

f1 ~,,'],; FILE # 2.0711 -g Thank you for your business! 

l,¥ a 5. «>. 3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

RE: _________ _ 



Invoice
Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

July 23,2010
10-007
Meridian Cily Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Parj( Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

Research & Document Preparation

S

40Hrs

-o-HI'S

" ~......_ • <J ~". .:. ': ':. ',.: ,":;:::--,

Houl'S worked WIE 7/17

Petra Counter Claim - 2On1-QOe

Petra D$fense - 2Dn1...Q08

Petra Defense - 20771...Q08

Houl'8 worked WIE 7/3

40.00

Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-Q09 -0- Hrs

34.oo: +Hou:=--_I'S-:::work:-:-_ed_W-:::/E-:=7/:-10_-:-::-- r::-:--:-:-__-+I...;.S _
Petra D$fense - 20n1...Q08 34 HI'8

Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-009

Petra D$fense - 20n1...Q08._._--_._-- -- ------
Petra Counter Claim· 2On1-Q09

"40.00 Houl'8 worked W/E 7/24

J '.
WPA-ID.

DATE__..:..'11m.'D
CH ", :--------UMakeall checks payable to Tom Coughlin

ECK#.· vlU I FILE# 2tn71-g Thank you fcryour buslnessl

AMOUNT $ ""3D ,l() 3785N FarlightPlace, Bolse,IO 83713RE: _

008863

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Par!( Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

J . 
WPA·ID. 

DATE '1/2.2}.D . 

Invoice 
Date: July 23,2010 
Invoice #: 10-007 
Customel' 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
CHECK #.. '2-1 U> I FILE # 2tn 71-g Thank you fer your buslnessl 

AMOUNT $ ""3D ,l() 3785N FarlightPlace, Bolse,IO 83713 RE: ________ _ 



Invoice
Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Oats:
Invoice#:
Customer ID:

June 25, 2010
10-006
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518,83707-9518
800 Park BlVd, Suite 790
Boise, ID 83712
208-344-7811

~PAID
l

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
DATE "/Ztf g,IQ'-. ~~':"" Thank you for your business!

Itl ~ 2/J17"xCHECK # n072 FILE # ~85 N Farlight Place, Boise, ID 83713

AMOUNT $ 8'8UJ. DU
RE: _

$

-0- Hrs
44.5 Hrs

i$
--.----11-------'

Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-009
Petra Defense - 20n1-008

Petra Defense - 20n1-Q08 39.5 HI'S----.----r-.-----!--
Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-009 -0- HI'S

Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-009

Hours worked W/E 6119

Petra Defense· 20n1-008

Hours worked WIE 6112

Hours worked WIE 615

32.50 Hours worked W/E 6126

39.50

Petra Counter Claim - 20n1-D09
Petra Defense - 20771-008

!t-·_-_...-··
1

144.50

008864

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518,83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 10 83712 
208-344-7811 

~PAID 

Invoice 
Oats: June 25, 2010 
Invoice #: 10-006 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

I Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
DATE __ -w(,4/ .... z~qy.~/Q"". ___ --::-:-:=;- Thank you for your business! 

CHECK # UOt; 2 FILE #_'UJ_1_7_"tss N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

AMOUNT$~8~8~U~.~~~------
RE: _________ _ 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

cfpAID
DATE s /.z, ]...0..;:1'0"'--- _

CHECK #2,0"2. FILE # _

AMOUNT $ "Z 59#.7S
RE Date:
:----------__.Jnlnyo~21ce#;

Customer 10:

Invoice
. May 21,2010

1Q-005
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518,83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

Research & Document Preparation

Hours worked WIE 5101

Petra Defense· 20771-Q08-_._--- -_._----------
P.:--=- Petra Co~nter Claim,~,~~~~:;:c~7

1~3:~__._. Hours worked WIE_51_8---.-----r:-:::-:-:--.
! Petra Defense - 20771-Q08

Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

!42.50 HoursworkedWIE.5115 $
~_.__ Petra Defense - 20771-008 42.5 Hrs
! Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs

·:-';···~:~':~f\~~-:. :':,<,*-'". . i: • '~./,;j ...,,,~:!-;,,,:, ::;;:f..;n"."·~· .

142.00 Hours worked W/E 5122 $

Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

~-~

Make all checks payCiQle to Tom CoughHn
Thank you for your businessl

. 3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

008865

cfPAID 
DATE S/z, }ro 
CHECK #2,0"2. FILE # __ _ 

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

AMOUNT $ -Z 59#.7S 
RE Dam: 

:-------------__ -m~ Involce#: 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518,83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

Customer 10: 

Make all checks payCiQle to Tom CoughHn 
Thank you for your businessl 

. 3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

Invoice 
. May 21,2010 

1Q-005 
Meridian City Hall Legal 



-

Invoice
Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

April 23, 2010
1Q-004
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518,83707-9518 A:t 'lo,1 t' g
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 10 83712
208-344-7811

Research & Document Preparation

Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009
. ..; •..••••....'<1'.\ "0"".<:~",\: '.:.. ";.

Petra Defense - 20771-Q08
Hours worked WIE 4117

Petra Counter Claim - 20771.:009

Hours worked WIE 3/27

10.OO -+=H-:OU_rs-::work~_ed-W_=_/E=4I=1_:_0=:__---___,
Petra Defense - 20771-Q08

1-:-----t-:-P..::.etra::.:;;.,;C::.;o:..:.u:..:.nte;;;,;;..rC...;:Ia;;.;;im.:...:...-;....;2O:.:77~1-o-09-----1-..=....::.:.:..::_-f.--_·_-

136.00 ..

1--------- ::: ~~~:e-rc--~~~~1~ -_._--+._--_.
~~ .. '~'::--+H-o-u"':'rs-wo~'~-"-"':';:'-""-'-w'lE 4/3' '\'~;.-..-~'....-....."""'=:i"="'''''''i':.'=.':.-':=,

Petra Defense - 20771-Q08

~PAID
DATE q,1D./iO· Make an checks payable to Tom Coughlin

---I'1"';,..~~~=r:..--.----- Thank you for your businessI
CHECK #__w,......elL,,:;,D_FILE # U>77/-g
AMOUNT $ e70/1t..t?o 3Te5 N FarlightPlace, Boise,IO 83713

RE:_. ____

008866

-

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518,83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 10 83712 
208-344-7811 

Invoice 
Date: April 23, 2010 
Invoice #: 10-004 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

~PAID 
DATE q,1D./iO· Make an checks payable to Tom Coughlin 

---I'I--=,..~~~:r=--.---,,-"-7-- Thank you for your businessl 
CHECK # __ w,...z;.e.....::;ID_FILE # ~ 7 l-g 
AMOUNT $ 6o/rt..t?o 3Te5 N FarlightPlace, Boise,ID 83713 

RE:_. _________ ____ 



Invoice
Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

March 19, 2010
10-003
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
CoshO • Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518, 83707·9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

~----ir---o----'-'-

f--c-:-..-~--+-

. J..~.IA.ID
~ rft Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
3/

1
'1 (1 0 .Thank you for your business!

UU41 FILE #"2i>71',~785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

7Pf~'OO

DATE
CHECK #

AMOUNT $

RE:---------

008867

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

Date: 
Invoice#: 

Invoice 
March 19, 2010 
10-003 

Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

i--'----·-.------l.··-'----... -.---.... -.... . .............-.............. -.. .. . ......... - .. 

~AID Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
Thank you for your business! 3/1'1(10 

DATE __ ..::.,:x ~I:!.!; .'l:'=:1~---"= ,.,7:;1~';-;,~;:·7a5 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

CHECK#--~--~-~--~~#~ . 
AMOUNT$~7;2H~~~,O~O--------

~:------------------



-

Invoice
Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

February 25, 2010
1(}.002
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

Subtotal
Sales Tax :

Total t~j;;;';j·;?8fltSl;S;1iI~4~tPi.1

40.00 Hours worked W/E 1130 r$ 45.00 ;~J..,,,:.: j

i~==-:~~~~~~~~~:;~]~~qb~~~:~~
I Petra Defense - 20771-008 20.5 Hrs i ,~ .•.•.•i'.',·').j

Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 ~.5Hrs 1----··--- S~7T?Tl
~:.: .. ,::/;-:.,::- " . : ---.-..-..,---..- ~...=::--=...T_-.-.-" ·~~~.~.+4~;:&~~;~

40.00' Hours worked WIE 2113 ; $ 45.00 <: .;:t~~.Q(:H

F--~~~-.::=--=::::~::::-~=· ;\~~~,1
i40.oo jHours worked WIE 2120 __.L!.._.~O

IE·· --' . ..' .._._.- .. . .L-.-----

F~-~",,~--+---
Ii. !Date: z.-1,.; ',.. i----·-

~'-----L~-~----:==~=-~-=-~[=:=:=L I . !

By~l-fI-li9o"--4:

Date ..:.....+-~:..:-

File #'-C-~..Jt-L._=

~e all checks payable to Tom Coughlin

Of-~ umUSineSS!

37851;J- , oise, 10 83713

DATE ,.. .0
CHECK#~#1)J)11(-g-

AMOUNT $ 1'UD.QQ
RE: _

008868

Tom Coughlin 
ConsuHant 

Date: 
Invoice#: 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

Customer 10: 

II checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
~e a umUSineSS! 

-~- oise 1083713 37851;J ,. 

~ .0 
DATE ~"tO'f~ FILE# 2P11(-g-
CHECK #.:------'~--
AMOUNT$ __ ~1~~~~~.Q~D-------
RE: 

Invoice 
February 25, 2010 
1(}'OO2 
Meridian City Hall Legal 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

Invoice
January 25, 2010
1Q..OO1

Meridian City Hall legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey llP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

'21.5 Hrs
:-0- Hrs

Meridian City Hall legal :Due upon receipt
Research & Document Preparation

_1II_iIIIIIIiIIlilIillllllillillllllilllIllIlI!IlIIIIIllIlIIIIIIIlIII~'!IIII!1ilI'!'l!l·'!!!ll!l!i-ii_
!21;50 iHours worked WIE 1tl $ 45.00 $ 967.50. .,~ At' ..·

!Petra Defense - 20771-008
\Petra Counter Claim· 20771-<lO9

40.00

134.00

'40.00
~. ~,.... ~...

:Houl'$ worked W/E 1/9

lPetra Defense· 20771·008

(petra Counter Claim· 20771-<lO9

\Hours worked W/E 1/16
iPetra Defense - 20771-008
!Petfa Counter Claim· 20771-009

.",

i~oursworked W/E 1/23
;PetraDefense - 20771-008

jPetrfj Counter Claim· 20771-009

;40 Hrs
!Hrs

;34 Hrs

.. 1Hrs

128 Hrs
:12 Hrs

$

$

$

45.00; $

45.00 $

45.00 $ .

1,800.00

1,800.00

,. ._ ..j~ppr~ved BY::j.~., .•..•.t_.~
;..... .... ;[)ate: .~.1.vI4
~ •• -'-"'" '''_'' • ...l.

J.
'PAID

DATE I/f,'tf.
CHECK-#--:,)(;+lf~'~'7:::"FILE--#-'trJ-7-11-'" f
I\MOUNT $ _..;:;ft::.:;.~...:.1f.:.:.7•.:.,:150::.-. _
m: _

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin
Thank you for your businessl

3785 N Farlight Place. Boise. 10 83713

SUbtotal $
Sales Tax

Total $

6,097.50

6,097.50

008869

Invoice 
Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

Date: January 25,2010 
Invoice #: 1()"()()1 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall legal 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey llP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
BOise, 1083712 
208-344-7811 

Meridian City HaUlegal : Due upon receipt 
Research & Document Preparation 

, . 40.00 

}.". ~." ... 

i ; ... 

[34.00 

i···· '
j 

'40.00 
~. ~, .... ~ ... 

l.. .. 

J. 

,Hours worked WIE 112 
,,~ At' .. 

(Petra Defense - 20771-008 
\Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

; Hou/'$ worked W/E 119 
lPetra Defense· 20771·008 

(petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

\Hours worked W/E 1116 
i Petra Defense - 20771-008 
;petfa Counter Claim - 20771-009 

. ." 

i~ours worked W/E 1123 
;PetraDefense - 20771-008 

{Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

'21.5 Hrs 
:-0- Hrs 

;40 Hrs 
:Hrs 

:34 Hrs 

.. 1Hrs 

128 Hrs 
:12 Hrs 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

'PAID 
DAm ____ ~II~~~~·~----__ 

Make all checks payable to Tom Coughlin 
Thank you for your businessl 

CHECK # ')/;1/,'" FILE # 'UJ71/ ... f 
~OUNT$ __ ~~~~~q~7.~~O~ ____ _ 
m: ________ _ 

3785 N Farlight Place. Boise, 10 83713 

45.00 $ 

45.00; $ 

45.00 $ 

45.00 $ , 

SUbtotal. $ 
Sales Tax' 

TotaL $ 

967.50 

1,800.00 

1,800.00 

6,097.50 

6,097.50 



---
Invoice

Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

December 23, 2009
09-004
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518,83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise, 1083712
208-344-7811

I!I!MF"__~'_-. < '" .••..••.;;!:.,~•... ".~

~~~---=--=- ~... :.'~ ,~; . ~;~!:;.;' . if:':~"

Meridian City Hall Legal ;Due upon receipt
Research & Document Preparation
~_.0" '0 ." •• '" i01o(<'~(~~,!,:l$I\~.i\'.il"i\\"'~"";o(~';""';

~_ . ~. ~~ ...' '. "' ~ ::'~i~{Ji&_~t~~~~~~
40.g0 \Hours worked W/E 12/5 $ 45.00 $ 1.800.00

;Petra Defense - 20771-00840 Hrs
:Petra Counter Claim - 20771-D09-Q.. Hrs

40.00

40.00

'22.00

(HOUrs worked W/E 12/12
:Petra Defense - 20771-008
1Petra Counter Claim - 20771-000

;Hours worked WIE 12/19
(Petra Defen~ - 20771-008

.jPetra Counter Claim - 20771-009

":Hours worked W/E 12/26

:Petra Defense - 20771-008
;Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

32Hrs
:8Hrs

:26.5 Hrs
13.5 Hrs

:11 Hrs
'.11 Hrs

$

$

$

45.00 $

45.00 $

45.00 . $,

1,800.00

1,800.00

990.00

;Approved By': &~~~" 
Date:\~-1-1..-01

...l.

~~~p>
DATE__---J]jf~--_--~
CHECK #.

~O~~{) FILE #' __Ul/_...;11...;-t';...ake all checks payable to Tom Couglin
_ _ Thank you for your business!

AMOUNT $ _--::lJ~;~'l.!.:D:...·..;..(J) ~a785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713
RE: _

Subtotal $

Sales Tax:
Total $

6,390.00

.6,390.00

008870

---
Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518,83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 1083712 
208-344·7811 

Meridian City Hall Legal 

Invoice 
Date: December 23, 2009 
Invoice #: 09·004 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

W'i 
; Due upon receipt 

Research & Document Preparation .. ~ _ ...... tl.~~m~ ... ~l 
$ 1.800.00 worked W/E 1215 

;Petra Defense - 20771-008 
: Petra Counter Claim· 20771-009 

40.00 (Hours worked W/E 12112 
!Petra Defense· 20771-008 
1 Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

40.00 ;Hours worked WIE 12119 
(Petra Defen~· 20771-008 

.jPetra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

:22.00 . : Hours worked W/E 12/26 

: Petra Defense - 20771-008 
;Petra Counter Claim· 20771-009 

:40 Hrs 
-O-Hrs 

32Hrs 
:8Hrs 

:26.5 Hrs 
13.5 Hrs 

:11 Hrs 
·.11 Hrs 

;Approved By': &~~~" -
Date: .11.:-1-1...-0 1 

-)-

~~~p> 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

DATE ____ ~~~----------~ 
CHECK #, __ ~=__O_~_~_{)_FILE # UIl1{· tAake all checks payable to Tom Couglin 

. _ _ Thank you for your business! 

AMOUNT $ _--::IJ:t...;~'1,!,;D:...·..;..fJ) ____ ~a785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 
RE: ___________ _ 

45.00 

45.00 $ 

45.00 $ 

45.00 . $. 

Subtotal $ 

Sales Tax: 
Total $ 

1,800.00 

1,800.00 

990.00 

6,390.00 

.6.390.00 



Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer ID:

Invoice
November 25. 2009
09-003
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey LLP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise,lD 83712
208-344-7811

• .tt:
1,800.00

~-~~~,§'~

~ -~, Meridian City Hall Legal :Due upon receipt ',' .
Research & Document Preparation
__1·

40.00;Hours worked WIE 10/30 $ 45.00 $

:Petra Defense - 20771-008 :40 Hrs
[Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 -0- Hrs

.. ;Approved By: b ~.
:Date: . ...-.......-. .

... \\..,. "':;-u\ . .

· .

· :PAID
'~/,"""P~Dq.. .... .

· L. ," ...•' . . ...~.--.-.-.. - ...-.----:--.:.---

C';.::C~;.;~Zo\ul4 FILE #_--

J\lT $ B\ "'V·(j)

,40'[)Q

36.00

40.00

26.00

:Hours worked WIE 11/06
:Petra Defense - 20771-008
:Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009

!Hours worked WIE 11/13

'Petra Defense· 20771-0Q8
'Petra Counter Claim - 20771·009

:Hours worked W/E 11/20

;Petra Defense - 20771-008
iPetra Counter Claim - 20771-009

'Hours worked W/E 11125
:Petra Defense - 20771-008
;Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009. ..... .....

AD Hrs
:.0- Hrs

;25 Hrs
,11 Hrs

;40 Hrs
'-0- Hrs

:26 Hrs
:.0. Hrs

$

$

$

$

45.00 $

45.00 $

45.00 . $ .

45.00 • $

Subtotal $

sales Tax
Total $

1,800.00

1,620.00

1.800.00

1,170.00

8,190.00

8,190.00

Make all checks payable to Tom Couglin
Thank you for your business!

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

008871

Invoice 
Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

Date: November 25, 2009 
Invoice #: 09-003 

To: 

40.00 

,40'[)Q 

36.00 

40.00 

26.00 

Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise,lD 83712 
208-344-7811 

Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

.' • Meridian City Hall Legal :Due upon receipt 
Research & Document Preparation --: Hours worked WIE 10/30 

: Petra Defense - 20771-008 
[Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

: Hours worked WIE 11/06 

tPetra Defense - 20771-008 
:Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

!Hours worked WIE 11/13 

'Petra Defense - 20771-008 
'Petra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

: Hours worked W/E 11/20 

; Petra Defense - 20771-008 
ipetra Counter Claim - 20771-009 

iHours worked W/E 11125 
'Petra Defense - 20771-008 

iPetra Counter Claim - 20771-009 . ..... . .... 

:40 Hrs 
-0- Hrs 

AO Hrs 
1-0- Hrs 

;25 Hrs 
,11 Hrs 

;40 Hrs 
'-0- Hrs 

:26 Hrs 
:-0- Hrs 

.. ;Approved By: b ~. 
: Date: . ....-........-. . .. \\..,. ...:; -u'\ . . 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

$ 

Make all checks payable to Tom Couglin 
Thank you for your business! 

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

45.00 $ 

45.00 $ 

45.00 $ 

45.00 . $ . 

45.00 • $ 

Subtotal $ 

Sales Tax 
Total $ 

1,800.00 

1,800.00 

1,620.00 

1,800.00 

1,170.00 

8,190.00 

8,190.00 



-
'.-

Invoice
Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

October 23, 2009
09-002
Meridian City Hall Legal

To: Tom Walker
Cosho - Humphrey UP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790
Boise. 10 83712
208-344-7811

'- . . :Meridian City Halll~l!...

Research & Document Preparation

Subtotal
Sales Tax ,

Tetal ;;;;fE:~!,)1l1tM{~i'ffft~fl?tij~~~$Jt~J

Make all checks payable to Tom Couglin
Thank you for your businessl

2.O11'-~
~785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

_. ._.. .__~ ._L.. ..
1--------11-----------------'---------4--

~PAID
DATE IO[2:~/Dt(

CHECK#' 1A()11 FILEi
AMOUNT $ &0()~.S()
RE: _

008872

to 

- -

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey LLP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, Suite 790 
Boise, 10 83712 
208-344-7811 

~PAID 

Invoice 
Date: October 23, 2009 
Invoice #: 09-002 
Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

DATE IO[2:~/Dt( 

CHECK#· 1,o()11 FILEi 

Make all checks payable to Tom Couglin 
Thank you for your businessl 

2.O11'-~ 

AMOUNT $ &0{)~.S() 
~785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

RE: ______________________ _ 



-

Tom Coughlin
Consultant

Date:
Invoice#:
Customer 10:

Invoice
September 25, 2009
09-001
Meridian City Hall Legal

~ 1.0171,000
To: Tom Walker

Cosho - Humphrey llP
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518
800 Park Blvd, SUite 790
Boise, 10 83712
208-344-7811

___-: . ~dian City Halllegel
Research & Document Preparation

Make all checks payable to Tom Couglin
Thank you for your businessl

140.00

~AID
DATE__q~1J.I::::~".pl.JAq..&-- -

CHECK #. Ilith" Fll..E # 2J111·tJ
AMOUNT $_l./~()~_~_.D_D _
RE: _

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713

Subtotal
Sales Taxb-. i

Total~J~~iJ~~~\li\~~~

008873

-

Tom Coughlin 
Consultant 

Date: 
Invoice#: 

Invoice 
September 25, 2009 
09-001 

Customer 10: Meridian City Hall Legal 

To: Tom Walker 
Cosho - Humphrey llP 
PO Box 9518, 83707-9518 
800 Park Blvd, SUite 790 
Boise, 10 83712 
208-344-7811 

~AID 
Make all checks payable to Tom Couglin 

Thank you for your businessl 

DAm ___ q~~~~~Uq~-------
CHECK #. Ilith" Fll..E # 2J 111·0 

3785 N Farlight Place, Boise, 10 83713 

AMOUNT$_4~D~_~_.D_D ______ __ 
RE: __________ __ 

~ 1.0171,000 



KimJ. Trout, ISB #2468
Daniel Loras Glynn, ISB #5113
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHIIL • FUHRMAN, P.A.
The 9th & Idaho Center
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820
P.O. Box 1097
Boise, ID 83701
Telephone: (208) 331-1170
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529
Email: ktrout@idalaw.com

dglynn@idalaw.com

Attorneys for Plaintiff Perception Construction Management, Inc.

,jC;NA-n-iAN u; i-!ALL'r'
ATTORNEY

:208·]L[3·9.516

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY

PERCEPTION CONSTRUCTION
MANAGEMENT, INC.,

Plaintiff,

vs.

STEPHEN BEll and MERILEE BEll,
husband and wife, and WEllS FARGO
BANK,N.A.,

Defendants.

STATE OF IDAHO)
) ss.

County ofAda )

Case No. 2008-179C

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF KIM
TROUT IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S
MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES AND
COSTS

I, KIM]. TROUT, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows:

1. I am the attorney ofrecord for the Plaintiff, Perception Construction Management, Inc.

(hereinafter referred to as "PCM") in the above entided matter, and have personal knowledge of the

facts contained herein.

2. As stated in my original affidavit, PCM claims the following as discretionary costs

awardable pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54(d)(1)(D):
EXHIBIT

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF KIM TROUT IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR.
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS -1 I E

008874

Kim]. Trout, ISB #2468 
Daniel Loras Glynn, ISB #5113 
TROUT. JONES. GLEDHIIL • FUHRMAN, P.A. 
The 9th & Idaho Center 
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820 
P.O. Box 1097 
Boise, ID 83701 
Telephone: (208) 331-1170 
Facsimile: (208) 331-1529 
Email: ktrout@idalaw.com 

dglynn@idalaw.com 

,jC;N.td"HAN u; i-!ALL'y' 
ATTORNEY 

:208·7L[::)·9.5:b 

Attorneys for Plaintiff Perception Construction Management, Inc. 

IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF THE FOURTH JUDICIAL DISTRICT OF 

THE STATE OF IDAHO, IN AND FOR THE COUNTY OF VALLEY 

PERCEPTION CONSTRUCTION 
MANAGEMENT, INC., 

Plaintiff, 

vs. 

STEPHEN BEll and MERILEE BEll, 
husband and wife, and WEllS FARGO 
BANK,N.A., 

Defendants. 

STATE OF IDAHO) 
) ss. 

County of Ada ) 

Case No. 2008-179C 

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF KIM 
TROUT IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S 
MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES AND 
COSTS 

I, KIM]. TROUT, being first duly sworn upon oath, depose and state as follows: 

1. I am the attorney of record for the Plaintiff, Perception Construction Management, Inc. 

(hereinafter referred to as "PCM") in the above entided matter, and have personal knowledge of the 

facts contained herein. 

2. As stated in my original affidavit, PCM claims the following as discretionary costs 

awardable pursuant to Idaho Rule of Civil Procedure 54(d)(1)(D): 

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF KIM TROUT IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS-1 

EXHIBIT 

E 



Richard E. Kluckhohn

Litigation Guaranty

Westlaw Research

Bridge City / Document Production

PCM documents 4,891 pages

Bridge City / Document Production

PCM documents printed 4891 pages

Data One / Document Production

Connolly Documents 855 pages

Bridge City / Document Production

EPIKOS Documents 3,940 pages

Trial Transcript

Office Supplies (copies, binders, tabs, labels)

Subtotal

$23,347.96

$647.00

$159.44

$782.56

$293.46

$330.66

$591.00

$2148.75

$15.82

$28,316.65

3. These costs were exceptional, reasonable and necessary in view of the nature of the

action, the complexity of the issues and the expedited proceedings pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-522.

4. Richard E. Kluckhohn is the owner of Peak Performance Consulting. He holds a B.S.

Degree in Economics from Idaho State University, and a M.S. Degree in Economics from Brigham

Young University.

5. I have utilized Richard E. Kluckhohn and Peak Performance Consulting in a litigation

support role since the year 2000. I have engaged Mr. Kluckhohn and his business specifically for cases

that are document intensive, and which have significant electronic data components.

6. In this case, I utilized Richard E. Kluckhohn for the purpose of gathering, quantifying,

and categorizing the myriad of e-mail and electronic file information that was exchanged between the

parties of this action, and between the parties and multiple third parties during the course of the
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Bridge City / Document Production 

PCM documents printed 4891 pages 

Data One / Document Production 

Connolly Documents 855 pages 

Bridge City / Document Production 

EPIKOS Documents 3,940 pages 

Trial Transcript 

Office Supplies (copies, binders, tabs, labels) 

Subtotal 

$23,347.96 

$647.00 

$159.44 

$782.56 

$293.46 

$330.66 

$591.00 

$2148.75 

$15.82 

$28,316.65 

3. These costs were exceptional, reasonable and necessary in view of the nature of the 

action, the complexity of the issues and the expedited proceedings pursuant to Idaho Code § 45-522. 
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Plaintiff's work on the Defendant's construction project. When completed, Mr. Kluckhohn was

responsible for collecting, categorizing, and synthesizing approximately 10,999 pages of electronic

information and 3100 actual documents, reducing it to a useable form for exhibits, and principally for

cross examination and cross-referencing purposes. The Master Index of documents, (simply the listing

of documents) was 195 pages alone. This document total was exclusive of the documents produced for

examination by the Defendants as part of the accelerated discovery process. Given the expedited trial,

the volume of information to be accumulated and analyzed and the shortened time frame in which to

conduct a review and analysis or the information made the work by Mr. Kluckhohn both necessary and

reasonable given the issues that were presented in this matter.

7. I have reviewed the billings of other similarly paralegal/document review businesses

such as Bridge City Legal, Litigation Document Support, and others, including expertwitnesses who do

their own document review. In my experience, typical rates for these entities and experts fall within the

range of $135 per hour to $200 per hour for like services.

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit "A", is a true and correct copy of the billing of Richard

Kluckhohn/Peak Performance Consulting for the services provided in this litigation. In my experience,

and consistent with my prior experience with Mr. Kluckhohn/Peak Performance, the services provided

were timely, efficiently performed, and the end data output in terms of document availability, ease of

retrieval, organization, and end usefulness were exceptionally well prepared I believe the average hourly

rate of $100 per hour is exceptionally reasonable for the level of effort and work product received.

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit "B", is a true and correct copy of the invoices from Bridge

City Legal. Bridge City Legal provided litigation support services and document production services

that allowed Mr. Kluckhohn to perform his work. These services included converting emails from their

original file type (*.msg files) to a Portal Document File (pDF) for Mr. Kluckhohn to review and

perform analysis. Bridge City converted 4,891 pages ofPCM documents and 3,940 pages ofEPIKOS

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF KIM TROUT IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS - 3

008876

Plaintiff's work on the Defendant's construction project. When completed, Mr. Kluckhohn was 

responsible for collecting, categorizing, and synthesizing approximately 10,999 pages of electronic 

information and 3100 actual documents, reducing it to a useable form for exhibits, and principally for 

cross examination and cross-referencing purposes. The Master Index of documents, (simply the listing 

of documents) was 195 pages alone. This document total was exclusive of the documents produced for 

examination by the Defendants as part of the accelerated discovery process. Given the expedited trial, 

the volume of information to be accumulated and analyzed and the shortened time frame in which to 

conduct a review and analysis or the information made the work by Mr. Kluckhohn both necessary and 

reasonable given the issues that were presented in this matter. 

7. I have reviewed the billings of other similarly paralegal/document review businesses 

such as Bridge City Legal, Litigation Document Support, and others, including expert witnesses who do 

their own document review. In my experience, typical rates for these entities and experts fall within the 

range of $135 per hour to $200 per hour for like services. 

8. Attached hereto as Exhibit "A", is a true and correct copy of the billing of Richard 

Kluckhohn/Peak Performance Consulting for the services provided in this litigation. In my experience, 

and consistent with my prior experience with Mr. Kluckhohn/Peak Performance, the services provided 

were timely, efficiently performed, and the end data output in terms of document availability, ease of 

retrieval, organization, and end usefulness were exceptionally well prepared I believe the average hourly 

rate of $100 per hour is exceptionally reasonable for the level of effort and work product received. 

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit "B", is a true and correct copy of the invoices from Bridge 

City Legal. Bridge City Legal provided litigation support services and document production services 

that allowed Mr. Kluckhohn to perform his work. These services included converting emails from their 

original file type (*.msg files) to a Portal Document File (PDF) for Mr. Kluckhohn to review and 

perform analysis. Bridge City converted 4,891 pages ofPCM documents and 3,940 pages ofEPIKOS 

SUPPLEMENTAL AFFIDAVIT OF KIM TROUT IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFF'S MOTION FOR 
ATTORNEYS' FEES AND COSTS - 3 



Notary Public for Idaho
Residing at Meridian, Idaho
My Commission Expires: November~ 2014

documents. Bridge City's rate of $.15 per scanned page, $.01 per bates numbered page and $.06 per

printed page is typical for large production projects the Boise market. Bridge City also provided

"Imaging Blowbacks," or paper copies of 4,891 documents, which were utilized in trial as exhibits.

10. Attached hereto as Exhibit "C," is a true and correct copy of the invoice from Data

One, ILC. Pursuant to a Subpoena Duces Tecum directed to Barrie Connolly and Associates, Barrie

Connolly and Associates produced documents and Data One, llC was retained by Givens Pursley,

Barrie Connolly and Associate's Attorney, to scan 855 pages of documents and provide the digital

images to Mr. Kluckhohn's for his review and analysis. Data One, llC charged $.165 per scanned

black and white page and $1.50 per color page is typical for small production projects in the Boise

market.

FORmER YOUR AFFIANTSAYEm~.S""-------
Kim]. Trout

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 9th day of March, 2009.
""I'.....",,,
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FURTHERYOURAFFUNTSAYET_~ __ N_A_U~G~H~T_.~+-________________ __ 

Kim]. Trout 

SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN to before me this 9th day of March, 2009. 

Notary Public for Idaho 
Residing at Meridian, Idaho 
My Commission Expires: November ~ 2014 
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned, a resident attomey ofthe State ofIdaho, with offices at 225 N. 9th Street, Suite
820, Boise, Idaho 83702, certifies that on the 9th day ofMarch, 2009, he caused a true and correct copy
of the foregoing document to be forwarded by the methodes) indicated below, to the following:

Jonathan D. Hally
Clark and Feeney
PO Drawer 285
Lewiston, ID 83501

Hand Delivered D
U.S. Mail IZI
Facsimile 208-746-9160 D

KIMJ. TROUT
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned, a resident attorney of the State ofIdaho, with offices at 225 N. 9th Street, Suite 
820, Boise, Idaho 83702, certifies that on the 9th day of March, 2009, he caused a true and correct copy 
of the foregoing document to be forwarded by the methodes) indicated below, to the following: 

Jonathan D. Hally 
Clark and Feeney 
PO Drawer 285 
Lewiston, ID 83501 

KIM J. TROUT 

Hand Delivered D 
U.S. Mail IZI 
Facsimile 208-746-9160 D 
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02/11/09

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual Basis

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance-
Invoice 0712412008 2008030 07/1812008 Travel TIme - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 0.00

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 07/1812008 Non-billed Support Time - CONFERENCE 1.00 0.00 0.00 0.00
WITH KIM re: DOCUMENTS COLLECTION
AND PRODUCTION 11 :30-12:30

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 07/1812008 Litigation support - BEGIN DOCUMENT 4.00 100.00 400.00 400.00
REVIEW 5:30-9:30

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 07/1912008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW 8.50 100.00 850.00 1,250.00
AND INDEXING OF CLIENT DOCUMENTS
9:00-12:00; 2:00-5:00-6:00-12:30

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 07/19/2008 Non-billed Support Time 4.00 0.00 0.00 1,250.00

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 0712012008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW 12.00 100.00 1,200.00 2,450.00
AND INDEXING OF CLIENT DOCUMENTS:
REVIEW OF DOCUMENTS FOR DRAWS;
6:00-8:00; 8:30-12:00: 1:00-5:30,6:00-9:15;
10:30-12:15

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 0712012008 Non-billed Support lime - DOCUMENT 3.00 0.00 0.00 2,450.00
INDEXING

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 0712112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.10 0.00 0.00 2,450.00

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 0712112008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT PULL BY 6.50 100.00 650.00 3,100.00
TIME: CONFERENCE WITH KIM;
DOCUMENT REVIEW; DOCUMENT
INDEXING 6:30-9:00' 10:30-12:00; 12:30-3:00

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 0712312008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 3,100.00

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 0712312008 litigation support -DRAW DOCUMENT 1.75 100.00 175.00 3,275.00
PULL AND REVIEW WORK WITH KIM ON
DOCUMENT NEEDS 10:20-12:00

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 07124/2008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 3,275.00

Invoice 0712412008 2008030 0712412008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW 1.00 100.00 100.00 3,375.00
AND INDEXING 1:30-2:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0712512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 3,375.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0712512008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT PULL AND 2.50 100.00 250.00 3,625.00
DOCUMENTRE~EW:DOCUMENT

PREPARATION FOR MEETING;
PREPARATION FOR CLIENT MEETING 1:30-
4:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0712612008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW 6.00 100.00 600.00 4,225.00
AND INDEXING 6:00-7:30: 9:00-12;00'; 1:00-
5:30: 6:30-8:30
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January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -
Invoice 0712412008 2008030 07/1812008 Travel TIme - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 0.00 
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02111/09
Accrual Basis Sales by Customer Detail

January 1, 2007 through February ii, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance-Invoice 08/2412008 2008032 0712612008 Non-billed Support Time - ELECTRONIC 5.00 0.00 0.00 4,225.00
INDEX FAILURE

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0712712008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW 6.50 100.00 650.00 4,875.00
AND INDEXING; SUMMARY OF
DOCUMENTS; MEETING WITH KIM TROUT;
CONTINUATION OF INDEXING 8:00-9:30;
10:00-12:00; 1:00-2:30; 3:30-5:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0712712008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 4,875.00

Invoice 08124/2008 2008032 0712812008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 4,875.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0712812008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW; 4.75 100.00 475.00 5,350.00
MEETING PREPARATION; CLIENT
MEETING; FOLLOW-UP DOCUMENT PULL
FOR KIM 9:00-10:00; 10:00-12:45; 1:30-2:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0713112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 5,350.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0713112008 Litigation support - FOLLOW-UP ON 0.50 100.00 50.00 5,400.00
DOCUMENTATION OF EVENTS ON
TIMELINE 12:30-1 :00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810412008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.10 0.00 0.00 5,400.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810412008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT PULLS FOR 2.00 100.00 200.00 5,600.00
KIM; CONTINUATION OF DOCUMENT
REVIEW; DEPOSITION PREPARATION 2:00-
4:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/0512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 5,600.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810512008 litigation support - DOCUMENT PULLS FOR 4.25 100.00 425.00 6,025.00
DEPOSITION; DRAW PULL; INVOICE PULL;
REVISE AND UPDATE ...

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/0612008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.10 0.00 0.00 6,025.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/0612008 Litigation support - CONTINUATION OF 3.00 100.00 300.00 6,325.00
DEPOSITION PREPARATION; DOCUMENT
PULLS; REVIEW AND PULL MANAGEMENT
FEE COMMUNICATIONS; SUPERVISION
COMMUNICATION AND WEATHER IMPACT
COMMUNICATIONS 10:00-10:45; 11:15-
12:30; 1:00-2:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810712008 Travel Time -- TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 6,325.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810712008 Litigation support - PCM MANAGEMENT FEE 3.00 100.00 300.00 6,625.00
DOCUMENT REVIEW; DOCUMENT PULL
FOR BELL DEPOSITION; CONTINUE TO
UPDATE AND REVISE DOCUMENT INDEX
8:00-11:00
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Accrual Basis Sales by Customer Detail 

January 1, 2007 through February ii, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 08/2412008 2008032 0712612008 Non-billed Support Time - ELECTRONIC 5.00 0.00 0.00 4,225.00 
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants llC
02111/09

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual Basis

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance- 100.00Invoice 08/2412008 2008032 0810812008 Litigation support -- CONTINUE WITH 2.50 250.00 6,875.00
DOCUMENT INDEX UPDATE; WEATHER
DATA SUMMARIZATION 8:50-9:503:00-5:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810812008 Non-billed Support Time - DEMONSTRATIVE 2.75 0.00 0.00 6,875.00
EXHIBIT WORK 8:30-8:50; 9:50-11 ;30; 3:30-
4:15

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.75 0.00 0.00 6,875.00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1112008 Non-billed Support Time CONTINUE 0.50 0.00 0.00 6,875.00
DOCUMENT REVIEW 1:30-2:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1112008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT INDEXING 1.25 100.00 125.00 7,000.00
2:00-3:15

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/0912008 Litigation support - WORK WITH WEATHER 0.333 100.00 33.30 7,033.30
DATA; DATA PULL; SUMMARIZATION 8:45-
9:45

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810912008 Non-billed Support Time - WEATHER DATA 0.50 0.00 0.00 7,033.30
SUMMARY

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811212008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 7.033.30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811212008 Litigation support - CONTINUE DOCUMENT 2.00 100.00 200.00 7,233.30
REVIEW AND INDEX; DEPOSITION
PREPARATION; DOCUMENT PULL FOR
DEPOSITION 10:30-11:30; 1:30-4:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1212008 Non-billed Support Time - DOCUMENT 2.00 0.00 0.00 7,233.30
REVIEW FOR DEPOSITION PREPARATION

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1312008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.33 0.00 0.00 7,233.30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1312008 Litigation support - DEPOSITION 3.00 100.00 300.00 7.533.30
PREPARATION; CONFERENCE CALL WITH
KIM re: DEPOSITION; DOCUMENT REVIEW
9:30-12:00; 1:00-3:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1312008 Non-billed Support Time - DOCUMENT 3.00 0.00 0.00 7,533.30
REVIEW

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811412008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 7,533.30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1412008 Litigation support - DEPOSITION 1.50 100.00 150.00 7,683.30
PREPARATION; DOCUMENT REVIEW;
INDEX AND DOCUMENT SUMMARY 7:30-
9:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811412008 Litigation support -TRAIL EXHIBIT 2.25 100.00 225.00 7,908.30
PREPARATION; TIMELlNE SUMMARY AND
UPDATE 2:30-4:45
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants llC 
02111/09 

Sales by Customer Detail Accrual Basis 

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 08/2412008 2008032 0810812008 Litigation support -- CONTINUE WITH 2.50 100.00 250.00 6,875.00 
DOCUMENT INDEX UPDATE; WEATHER 
DATA SUMMARIZATION 8:50-9:503:00-5:30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810812008 Non-billed Support Time - DEMONSTRATIVE 2.75 0.00 0.00 6,875.00 
EXHIBIT WORK 8:30-8:50; 9:50-11 ;30; 3:30-
4:15 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.75 0.00 0.00 6,875.00 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1112008 Non-billed Support Time CONTINUE 0.50 0.00 0.00 6,875.00 
DOCUMENT REVIEW 1 :30-2:00 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1112008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT INDEXING 1.25 100.00 125.00 7,000.00 
2:00-3:15 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/0912008 Litigation support - WORK WITH WEATHER 0.333 100.00 33.30 7,033.30 
DATA; DATA PULL; SUMMARIZATION 8:45-
9:45 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0810912008 Non-billed Support Time - WEATHER DATA 0.50 0.00 0.00 7,033.30 
SUMMARY 

invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811212008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 7,033.30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811212008 Litigation support - CONTINUE DOCUMENT 2.00 100.00 200.00 7,233.30 
REVIEW AND INDEX; DEPOSITION 
PREPARATION; DOCUMENT PULL FOR 
DEPOSITION 10:30-11:30; 1:30-4:30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1212008 Non-billed Support Time - DOCUMENT 2.00 0.00 0.00 7,233.30 
REVIEW FOR DEPOSITION PREPARATION 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1312008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.33 0.00 0.00 7,233.30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1312008 Litigation support - DEPOSITION 3.00 100.00 300.00 7,533.30 
PREPARATION; CONFERENCE CALL WITH 
KIM re: DEPOSITION; DOCUMENT REVIEW 
9:30-12:00; 1:00-3:30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1312008 Non-billed Support Time - DOCUMENT 3.00 0.00 0.00 7,533.30 
REVIEW 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811412008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 7,533.30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1412008 Litigation support - DEPOSITION 1.50 100.00 150.00 7,683.30 
PREPARATION; DOCUMENT REVIEW; 
INDEX AND DOCUMENT SUMMARY 7:30-
9:00 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811412008 Litigation support -TRAIL EXHIBIT 2.25 100.00 225.00 7,908.30 
PREPARATION; TIMELINE SUMMARY AND 
UPDATE 2:30-4:45 
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02111109

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual Basis

January 1, 2007 through February 11,2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance- Non-billed Support Time- DEPOSITION OFInvoice 08124/2008 2008032 08/1412008 3.25 0.00 0.00 7,908.30
MR. BELL 9:00 - 12:15

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1412008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT PULLS FOR 1.00 100.00 100.00 8,008.30
DEPOSITION ON-GOING DEPOSITION 12:15·
1:15

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811412008 Non-billed Support TIme- DEPOSITION OF 1.25 0.00 0.00 8,008.30
MR. BELL 1:15 - 2:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.10 0.00 0.00 8,008.30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811512008 Litigation support - TRIAL EXHIBIT 7.916 100.00 791.60 8,799.90
DOCUMENTS; REVIEW AND ANALYSIS OF
"BELL· PIVOT TABLES; CONTINUE
DOCUMENT REVIEW 5:20-7:00; 8:30-11:30;
3:45-6:30; 7:30-10:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1512008 Non-billed Support TIme "BELL" PIVOT 2.50 0.00 0.00 8,799.90
TABLES ANALYSIS AND DOCUMENT
RESEARCH

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1712006 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW; 3.50 100.00 350.00 9,149.90
BELL PIVOT TABLE ANALYSIS
DEVELOPMENT AND DATA VERIFICATION;
DEVELOPMENT OF SUMMARY OF JOB
SUMMARIES 11:00-12:30; 6:30-7:30; 8:00-
9:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811812008 Litigation support - CONTINUE TO WORK 2.00 100.00 200.00 9,349.90
ON BELL SUMMARY PIVOT TABLES;
CONTINUE UPDATING AND REFINING
DOCUMENT INDEX 7:3Q-8:30; 9:00-10;00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811812008 Travel TIme - TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 9,349.90

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811812008 Litigation support - OUTLINE DOCUMENTS 3.00 100.00 300.00 9,649.90
AND CREATE EXPERrS NOTEBOOK;
CONTINUE TO DEVELOPMENT OF TRIAL
EXHIBITS; TRAIL EXHIBIT LIST
REFINEMENT; UPDATE TIMELINE INDEX
AND DOCUMENT INDEX 11:00-12:00; 12:45-
3:15

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1812008 Non-billed Support Time CONTINUE 4.00 0.00 0.00 9,649.90
DOCUMENT REVIEWS 7:00-9:00
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC 
02111109 

Sales by Customer Detail Accrual Basis 

January 1, 2007 through February 11,2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 08124/2008 2008032 08/1412008 Non-billed Support Time- DEPOSITION OF 3.25 0.00 0.00 7,908.30 
MR. BELL 9:00 - 12:15 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 OB/1412008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT PULLS FOR 1.00 100.00 100.00 B,OOB.30 
DEPOSITION ON-GOING DEPOSITION 12:15· 
1:15 

Invoice 081241200B 2008032 0811412008 Non-billed Support TIme- DEPOSITION OF 1.25 0.00 0.00 B,OOB.30 
MR. BELL 1:15 - 2:30 

Invoice OBI241200B 200B032 OBI1512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.10 0.00 0.00 8,OOB.3O 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 081151200B Litigation support - TRIAL EXHIBIT 7.916 100.00 791.60 B,799.90 
DOCUMENTS; REVIEW AND ANALYSIS OF 
"BELL· PIVOT TABLES; CONTINUE 
DOCUMENT REVIEW 5:20-7:00; 8:30-11:30; 
3:45-6:30; 7:30-10:30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 OB/1512008 Non-billed Support TIme "BELL" PIVOT 2.50 0.00 0.00 8,799.90 
TABLES ANALYSIS AND DOCUMENT 
RESEARCH 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/1712006 Litigation support - DOCUMENT REVIEW; 3.50 100.00 350.00 9,149.90 
BELL PIVOT TABLE ANALYSIS 
DEVELOPMENT AND DATA VERIFICATION; 
DEVELOPMENT OF SUMMARY OF JOB 
SUMMARIES 11:00-12:30; 6:30-7:30; B:OO-
9:00 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811812008 Litigation support - CONTINUE TO WORK 2.00 100.00 200.00 9,349.90 
ON BELL SUMMARY PIVOT TABLES; 
CONTINUE UPDATING AND REFINING 
DOCUMENT INDEX 7:30-8:30; 9:00-10;00 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 081181200B Travel TIme - TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 9,349.90 

Invoice 081241200B 2008032 0811812008 Litigation support - OUTLINE DOCUMENTS 3.00 100.00 300.00 9,649.90 
AND CREATE EXPERrS NOTEBOOK; 
CONTINUE TO DEVELOPMENT OF TRIAL 
EXHIBITS; TRAIL EXHIBIT LIST 
REFINEMENT; UPDATE TIMELINE INDEX 
AND DOCUMENT INDEX 11 :00-12:00; 12:45-
3:15 

Invoice 08124/2008 2008032 08/1812008 Non-billed Support Time CONTINUE 4.00 0.00 0.00 9,649.90 
DOCUMENT REVIEWS 7:00-9:00 
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02111109

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual Basis

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance- Litigation support - WORK WITH KIM'S 300.00Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811912008 3.00 100.00 9,949.90
DIRECT EXAMINATION OUTLINE AND
IDENTIFY TRIAL EXHIBITS; CONTINUE TO
UPDATE AND REFINE DOCUMENT INDEX
AND TIMELINE DOCUMENT 8:30-10:45;
2:30-3:15

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811912008 Litigation support -INDEX UPDATES 3:15- 2.25 100.00 225.00 10,174.90
5:30

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08120/2008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 10,174.90
Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812012008 Litigation support - REVISE DOCUMENT 3.00 100.00 300.00 10,474.90

INDEX, REVIEW DOCUMENTS AND INDEX
DOCUMENTS; UPDATE EXHIBIT LIST;
IDENTIFICATION OF RICK DIRECT; BELL
DIRECT; POTENTIAL CROSS EXHIBITS
10:30-12:30; 1:00-2:00

Invoice 08124/2008 2008032 0812112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 10,474.90
Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812112008 Litigation support - CONTINUE REVIEWING 7.75 100.00 775.00 11,249.90

DOCUMENTS AND WORKING UP
SUMMARIES; REVISING DOCUMENT
INDEX, CONTINUE TO DEVELOP EXHIBIT
LIST; IDENTIFICATION OF RICK DIRECT;
BELL DIRECT; POTENTIAL CROSS
EXHIBITS 8:00-10:00; 11:00-12:00; 1:00-4:45

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812212008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 11,249.90
Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812212008 Litigation support - CONTINUE DOCUMENT 5.75 100.00 575.00 11,824.90

REVIEW; NOTES; UPDATE INDEX; BEGIN
REVIEW OF NEW DOCUMENTS - REVIEW
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS; - REVIEW
CONNOLLY DOCUMENTS; REVISE EXHIBIT
LIST FOR ATTORNEY 9:00-9:30; 10:00-
12:00;1:00-4:15

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812312008 Litigation support - REVIEW AND INDEX OF 1.00 100.00 100.00 11,924.90
NEW DOCUMENT PROVIDE BY SHL 7:00-
8:00

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08/2412008 Litigation support - CONTINUE REVIEW AND 1.50 100.00 150.00 12,074.90
INDexiNG OF NEW DOCUMENTS PROVIDE
BY SHL 7:00-8:30

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 12,074.90
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC 
02111109 

Sales by Customer Detail Accrual Basis 

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811912008 litigation support - WORK WITH KIM'S 3.00 100.00 300.00 9,949.90 
DIRECT EXAMINATION OUTLINE AND 
IDENTIFY TRIAL EXHIBITS; CONTINUE TO 
UPDATE AND REFINE DOCUMENT INDEX 
AND TIMELINE DOCUMENT 8:30-10:45; 
2:30-3:15 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0811912008 Litigation support -INDEX UPDATES 3:15- 2.25 100.00 225.00 10,174.90 
5:30 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 08120/2008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 10,174.90 
Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812012008 Litigation support - REVISE DOCUMENT 3.00 100.00 300.00 10,474.90 

INDEX, REVIEW DOCUMENTS AND INDEX 
DOCUMENTS; UPDATE EXHIBIT LIST; 
IDENTIFICATION OF RICK DIRECT; BELL 
DIRECT; POTENTIAL CROSS EXHIBITS 
10:30-12:30; 1:00-2:00 

Invoice 08124/2008 2008032 0812112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 10,474.90 
Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812112008 Litigation support - CONTINUE REVIEWING 7.75 100.00 775.00 11,249.90 

DOCUMENTS AND WORKING UP 
SUMMARIES; REVISING DOCUMENT 
INDEX, CONTINUE TO DEVELOP EXHIBIT 
LIST; IDENTIFICATION OF RICK DIRECT; 
BELL DIRECT; POTENTIAL CROSS 
EXHIBITS 8:00-10:00; 11:00-12:00; 1:00-4:45 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812212008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 11,249.90 
Invoice 08124/2008 2008032 0812212008 Litigation support - CONTINUE DOCUMENT 5.75 100.00 575.00 11,824.90 

REVIEW; NOTES; UPDATE INDEX; BEGIN 
REVIEW OF NEW DOCUMENTS - REVIEW 
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS; - REVIEW 
CONNOLLY DOCUMENTS; REVISE EXHIBIT 
LIST FOR ATTORNEY 9:00-9:30; 10:00-
12:00;1:00-4:15 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812312008 Litigation support - REVIEW AND INDEX OF 1.00 100.00 100.00 11,924.90 
NEW DOCUMENT PROVIDE BY SHL 7:00-
8:00 

Invoice 0812412008 2008032 0812412008 Litigation support - CONTINUE REVIEW AND 1.50 100.00 150.00 12.074.90 
INDEXING OF NEW DOCUMENTS PROVIDE 
BY SHL 7:00-8:30 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 12,074.90 
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02111/09

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual Basis

January 1, 2007 through February 11,2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance- Litigation support - TRIAL PREPARATION; 2.25 225.00Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812512008 100.00 12,299.90
CONTINUE TO REVIEW OF NEW EPIKOS
DOCUMENTS AND EXTRACTS 7:30-7:45:
11 :00-1 :00;

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812512008 Non-billed Support Time - MEETING TIME 3.75 0.00 0.00 12,299.90
WITH KIM; REVIEW OF VARIOUS
COMMUNICATIONS; CONTINUE WITH
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS 9:45-11:00; 1:00-3:30

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812612008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.75 0.00 0.00 12,299.90
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812612008 Litigation support - TRIAL PREPARATION, 4.50 100.00 450.00 12,749.90

WORK ON EXHIBIT LIT, MEETING WITH
KIM; REVIEW OF PROPOSED WITNESS
AND DOCUMENT REQUIREMENTS;
CONTINUE WITH EPIKOS DOCUMENTS
12:00-4:30

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812612008 Non-billed Support Time - REVIEW OF 0.33 0.00 0.00 12,749.90
GENERAL COMMUNICATIONS; REVIEW OF
NOTES AND LIST

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812712008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 12,749.90
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812712008 Litigation support - CONTINUE WORKING 0.50 100.00 50.00 12,799.90

ON EXHIBIT LIST OUTLINE; WORK ON PCM
CLAIM AND VENDOR CREDITS; TASK
OUTLINE; 9:30-10:00

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812712008 Non-billed Support Time DOCUMENT 3.75 0.00 0.00 12,799.90
ORGANIZATION; CONTINUE TO REVIEW
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS; REVIEW EPIKOS
EXPERT REPORT; 10:00-1:45

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812812008 Travel Time -- TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 12,799.90
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812812008 Litigation support - BEGIN REVIEW OF 3.00 100.00 300.00 13,099.90

ANOTHER NEW SET OF EPIKOS
DOCUMENTS; REVIEW OF PCM
DOCUMENTS! MAKE DOCUMENT NOTES;
CREATE EXHIBITS; WORK ON DOCUMENT
INDEX 7:30-8:00; 8:30-10:00 11 :00-12:00

Invoice 09/2412008 2008048 0812812008 Non-billed Support Time - GENERAL PCM 3.00 0.00 0.00 13,099.90
DOCUMENT REVIEW 12:30-3:30

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 08129/2008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 13,099.90
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC 
02111/09 

Sales by Customer Detail Accrual Basis 

January 1, 2007 through February 11,2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812512008 Litigation support - TRIAL PREPARATION; 2.25 100.00 225.00 12,299.90 
CONTINUE TO REVIEW OF NEW EPIKOS 
DOCUMENTS AND EXTRACTS 7:30-7:45; 
11 :00-1 :00; 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812512008 Non-billed Support Time - MEETING TIME 3.75 0.00 0.00 12,299.90 
WITH KIM; REVIEW OF VARIOUS 
COMMUNICATIONS; CONTINUE WITH 
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS 9:45-11:00; 1:00-3:30 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812612008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.75 0.00 0.00 12,299.90 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812612008 Litigation support - TRIAL PREPARATION, 4.50 100.00 450.00 12,749.90 
WORK ON EXHIBIT LIT, MEETING WITH 
KIM; REVIEW OF PROPOSED WITNESS 
AND DOCUMENT REQUIREMENTS; 
CONTINUE WITH EPIKOS DOCUMENTS 
12:00-4:30 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812612008 Non-billed Support Time - REVIEW OF 0.33 0.00 0.00 12,749.90 
GENERAL COMMUNICATIONS: REVIEW OF 
NOTES AND LIST 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812712008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 12,749.90 
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812712008 Litigation support - CONTINUE WORKING 0.50 100.00 50.00 12,799.90 

ON EXHIBIT LIST OUTLINE; WORK ON PCM 
CLAIM AND VENDOR CREDITS; TASK 
OUTLINE; 9:30-10:00 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812712008 Non-billed Support Time DOCUMENT 3.75 0.00 0.00 12,799.90 
ORGANIZATION; CONTINUE TO REVIEW 
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS; REVIEW EPIKOS 
EXPERT REPORT; 10:00-1:45 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812812008 Travel Time -- TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 12,799.90 
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812812008 Litigation support - BEGIN REVIEW OF 3.00 100.00 300.00 13,099.90 

ANOTHER NEW SET OF EPIKOS 
DOCUMENTS; REVIEW OF PCM 
DOCUMENTS! MAKE DOCUMENT NOTES; 
CREATE EXHIBITS; WORK ON DOCUMENT 
INDEX 7:30-8:00; 8:30-10:00 11 :00-12:00 

Invoice 09/2412008 2008048 0812812008 Non-billed Support Time - GENERAL PCM 3.00 0.00 0.00 13,099.90 
DOCUMENT REVIEW 12:30-3:30 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 08129/2008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 13,099.90 
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02111/09

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual BasIs

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance-Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812912008 Litigation support - REVIEW OF SITE 6.00 100.00 600.00 13,699.90
PHOTOGRAPHS; CREATION OF PHOTO
EXHIBITS; CONITINUJE TO WORK ON
REFINING DOCUMENT INDEX TO INCLUDE
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS; SHL DOCUMENTS;
E-MAIL PULLS FOR KIM; 12:00-4:00; 9:30-
11:00PM

Invoice 09124/2008 2008048 0812912008 Non-billed Support TIme - MEETINGS WITH 6.50 0.00 0.00 13,699.90
KIM! DANIEU KEVIN; DOCUMENT PUllS
FOR KIM; DOCUMENT REVIEW/CROSS
CHECK OF INDEX; 9:30AM-12PM;6:30-
9:00PM 11:00PM-12:30AM

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Travel TIme - TIME NOT BILLED TRIP TO 1.00 0.00 0.00 13,699.90
OFFICE AND BACK PAPER DOCUMENT
PULL

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT PULLS FOR 5.00 100.00 500.00 14,199.90
KIM; TRIAL PREPARATION; EXHIBIT
PREPARATION DIRECTION; COINTINUE
WITH DOCUMENT INDEX REFINEMENT;
DOCUMENT PULLS; 8:40-12:40; 7:30-
8:30PM

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Administrative support - STAFF - EXHIBIT 2.00 65.00 130.00 14,329.90
PREPARATION; 10:00-12:00

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Administrative Support - STAFF - EXHIBIT 3.00 65.00 195.00 14,524.90
PREPARATION; 10:00-1:00

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED TO OFFICE 1.00 0.00 0.00 14,524.90
FOR EXHIBIT FINALIZATION

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Administrative support - EXHIBIT 3.00 65.00 195.00 14,719.90
FINALIZATION 10:00-1:00

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Administrative support -- STAFF - EXHIBIT 3.00 65.00 195.00 14,914.90
FINAliZATION 10:00-1:00

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 litigation support - UPDATE DOCUMENT 5.25 100.00 525.00 15,439.90
INDEX;E-MAIL EXTRACTS; 9:30-10:00; 2:30-
4:30;7:00-7:30; 8:15-10:00; NEW EXHIBIT
CREATION; REVISE WEATHER DATA
SUMMARY; 2:00-2:30; VARIOUS
DOCUMENT SEARCHES FOR KIM

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Clerical Support - EXHIBIT COPIES 5:00-7:00 2.00 25.00 SO.OO 15,489.90

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Clerical Support - STAFF - EXHIBIT COPIES 3.50 25.00 87.50 15,577.40
5:00-8:30
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC 
02111/09 

Sales by Customer Detail Accrual Basis 

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0812912008 Litigation support - REVIEW OF SITE 6.00 100.00 600.00 13,699.90 
PHOTOGRAPHS; CREATION OF PHOTO 
EXHIBITS; CONITINUJE TO WORK ON 
REFINING DOCUMENT INDEX TO INCLUDE 
EPIKOS DOCUMENTS; SHL DOCUMENTS; 
E-MAIL PULLS FOR KIM; 12:00-4:00; 9:30-
11:00PM 

Invoice 09124/2008 2008048 0812912008 Non-billed Support TIme - MEETINGS WITH 6.50 0.00 0.00 13,699.90 
KIM! DANIEU KEVIN; DOCUMENT PUllS 
FOR KIM; DOCUMENT REVIEW/CROSS 
CHECK OF INDEX; 9:30AM-12PM;6:30-
9:00PM 11:00PM-12:30AM 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Travel TIme - TIME NOT BILLED TRIP TO 1.00 0.00 0.00 13,699.90 
OFFICE AND BACK PAPER DOCUMENT 
PULL 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Litigation support - DOCUMENT PULLS FOR 5.00 100.00 500.00 14,199.90 
KIM; TRIAL PREPARATION; EXHIBIT 
PREPARATION DIRECTION; COINTINUE 
WITH DOCUMENT INDEX REFINEMENT; 
DOCUMENT PULLS; 8:40-12:40; 7:30-
8:30PM 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Administrative support - STAFF - EXHIBIT 2.00 65.00 130.00 14,329.90 
PREPARATION; 10:00-12:00 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813012008 Administrative Support - STAFF - EXHIBIT 3.00 65.00 195.00 14,524.90 
PREPARATION; 10:00-1:00 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED TO OFFICE 1.00 0.00 0.00 14,524.90 
FOR EXHIBIT FINALIZATION 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Administrative support - EXHIBIT 3.00 65.00 195.00 14,719.90 
FINALIZATION 10:00-1:00 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Administrative support -- STAFF - EXHIBIT 3.00 65.00 195.00 14,914.90 
FINAliZATION 10:00-1:00 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 litigation support - UPDATE DOCUMENT 5.25 100.00 525.00 15,439.90 
INDEX;E-MAIL EXTRACTS; 9:30-10:00; 2:30-
4:30;7:00-7:30; 8:15-10:00; NEW EXHIBIT 
CREATION; REVISE WEATHER DATA 
SUMMARY; 2:00-2:30; VARIOUS 
DOCUMENT SEARCHES FOR KIM 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Clerical Support - EXHIBIT COPIES 5:00-7:00 2.00 25.00 SO.OO 15,489.90 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0813112008 Clerical Support - STAFF - EXHIBIT COPIES 3.50 25.00 87.50 15,577.40 
5:00-8:30 
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2:53PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02/11/09

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual Basis

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance- 09/0112008 Travel Time -- TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 15.577.40Invoice 0912412008 2008048

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0112008 Litigation support - UPDATE DOCUMENT 9.10 100.00 910.00 16,487.40
INDEX (VARIOUS TIMES) 10:00-10:30; 1:00-
1:30; 5:30-5:45; TRIAL PREPARATION;
EXHIBIT REVIEW; WITNESS OUTLINE
REVIEW;10:00-12:30; 1:00-6:00; E-MAIL
EXTRACTS FOR KIM 8:20PM - 10:00PM;
TRIAL DIRECT AND CROSS EXAMINATION
OUTLINES TO EXHIBITS BY EXHIBIT
NUMBER

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0212008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 16,487.40

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910212008 Litigation support - CONTINUATION OF 13.00 100.00 1,300.00 17,787.40
TRIAL PREPARATION - UPDATE
DOCUMENT INDEX 2:00-2:30; TRIAL
PREPARATION; CONTINUE OF EXHIBIT
REVIEW; WITNESS OUTLINE REVIEW; E-
MAIL EXTRACTS FOR KIM: CONTINUATION
OF TRIAL DIRECT AND CROSS
EXAMINATION OUTLINE TO EXHIBITS BY
EXHIBIT NUMBER; 8:30-12:30; 1:Q0..6:30;
9:00PM -12:30AM

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0312008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 17,787.40
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0312008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED - 2.00 0.00 0.00 17,787.40
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0312008 Litigation support - CONTINUATION OF 14.25 100.00 1,425.00 19,212.40

TRIAL PREPARATION; REVIEW OF
WITNESS DIRECT AND CROSS OUTLINES;
MEETING WITH CLIENTS; CONTINUED
REVIEW OF EPIKOS DOCUMENTS;
MEETING WITH ATTORNEY; DOCUMENT
PULLS FOR KIM; REVISE WEATHER
SUMMARY;TRIAL; PREPARATION FOR
NEXT DAY OF TRIAL; 7:30-10:00; 11:30-5:45;
8:00PM-1 :30AM

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910412008 Litigation support - TRAIL PREPARATION; 15.75 100.00 1,575.00 20,787.40
TRIAL; MEETING WITH CLIENTS;
PREPARATION FOR NEXT DAY OF TRAIL
6:30-7:00: 8:00-12:00; 12:45-5:30; 8:00-
2:30AM
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2:53PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC 
02/11/09 

Sales by Customer Detail Accrual Basis 

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0112008 Travel Time -- TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 15,577.40 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0112008 Litigation support - UPDATE DOCUMENT 9.10 100.00 910.00 16,487.40 
INDEX (VARIOUS TIMES) 10:00-10:30; 1:00-
1:30; 5:30-5:45; TRIAL PREPARATION; 
EXHIBIT REVIEW; WITNESS OUTLINE 
REVIEW; 1 0:00-12:30; 1 :00-6:00; E-MAIL 
EXTRACTS FOR KIM 8:20PM - 10:00PM; 
TRIAL DIRECT AND CROSS EXAMINATION 
OUTLINES TO EXHIBITS BY EXHIBIT 
NUMBER 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0212008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 16,487.40 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0212008 Litigation support - CONTINUATION OF 13.00 100.00 1,300.00 17,787.40 
TRIAL PREPARATION - UPDATE 
DOCUMENT INDEX 2:00-2:30; TRIAL 
PREPARATION; CONTINUE OF EXHIBIT 
REVIEW; WITNESS OUTLINE REVIEW; E-
MAIL EXTRACTS FOR KIM; CONTINUATION 
OF TRIAL DIRECT AND CROSS 
EXAMINATION OUTLINE TO EXHIBITS BY 
EXHIBIT NUMBER; 8:30-12:30; 1:00-6:30; 
9:00PM -12:30AM 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0312008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.25 0.00 0.00 17,787.40 
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0312008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED - 2.00 0.00 0.00 17,787.40 
Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0312008 Litigation support - CONTINUATION OF 14.25 100.00 1,425.00 19,212.40 

TRIAL PREPARATION; REVIEW OF 
WITNESS DIRECT AND CROSS OUTLINES; 
MEETING WITH CLIENTS; CONTINUED 
REVIEW OF EPIKOS DOCUMENTS; 
MEETING WITH ATTORNEY; DOCUMENT 
PULLS FOR KIM; REVISE WEATHER 
SUMMARY;TRIAL; PREPARATION FOR 
NEXT DAY OF TRIAL; 7:30-10:00; 11:30-5:45; 
8:00PM-1 :30AM 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910412008 Litigation support - TRAIL PREPARATION; 15.75 100.00 1,575.00 20,787.40 
TRIAL; MEETING WITH CLIENTS; 
PREPARATION FOR NEXT DAY OF TRAIL 
6:30-7:00; 8:00-12:00; 12:45-5:30; 8:00-
2:30AM 

Page 8 of 10 



2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02111/09
Accrual Basis Sales by Customer Detail

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance-Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0512008 Litigation support - TRAIL PREPARATION; 8.50 100.00 850.00 21,637.40
TRIAL; MEETING WITH CLIENTS; TiMELINE
REVIEW 6:30-7:00; 8:00-12:00; 12:30-4:30

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED TO COURT 1.50 0.00 0.00 21,637.40
HOUSE 4:30-6:00

Invoice 09124/2008 2008048 0910512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED TO COURT 0.75 0.00 0.00 21,637.40
HOUSE

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910512008 Miscellaneous - ASHLEY INN $288.02 1.00 288.02 288.02 21,925.42

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910512008 Miscellaneous - ASHLEY INN $222.54 1.00 222.54 222.54 22,147.96

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910612008 Travel Time -- TiME NOT BILLED 0.90 0.00 0.00 22,147.96

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910612008 Litigation support - MEETING WITH KIM; 3.75 100.00 375.00 22,522.96
CASE CLOSE OUT/10:00-1:45

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0812008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 22,522.96

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910812008 Utigation support - PCM DOCUMENT PULL 1.75 100.00 175.00 22,697.96
FOR KIM; PCM REVIEW OF SOPRIS
ISSUES; 10:00-10:30; 11:30-12:00; 12:45-
1:30

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0912008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 22,697.96

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910912008 Non-billed Support Time - VARIOUS 1.50 0.00 0.00 22,697.96
COMMUNICATION WITH ATTORNEYS
REGARDING BELU SOPRISI PCM'S CLAIM

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/1612008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 22,697.96

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0911612008 Non-billed Support Time SOPRIS ISSUE 2.50 0.00 0.00 22,697.96
AND PCM CLAIM AMOUNT; DISCUSSION
WITH ATTORNEY 9:00-4:30

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0911812008 Non-billed Support Time CONTiNUED 3.00 0.00 0.00 22,697.96
DISCUSSION ON SOPRIS ISSUE;
DOCUMENT REVIEW FOR SOPRIS ISSUES
8:15-8:45; 10:00-11:00; 12:00; 1:30-1:45; 2:30-
3:00; 5:00; 7:30-8:30; 9:00

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/1912008 litigation support - CREATION OF 1.00 100.00 100.00 22,797.96
SUMMARY OF SOPRIS ANALYST
(UPDATED); 8:00-9:00;

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/1912008 Non-billed Support Time - VARIOUS 1.75 0.00 0.00 22,797.96
COMMUNICATION WITH ATTORNEYS
REGARDING BELU SOPRISI PCM'S CLAIM
10:00-11:00: 1:00:

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0912312008 Non-billed Support Time - ATTORNEY 0.20 0.00 0.00 22,797.96
COMMUNICATIONS

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 0913012008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 22,797.96

Page 9 of10

00
88

87

2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC 
02111/09 
Accrual Basis Sales by Customer Detail 

January 1, 2007 through February 11, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance -Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0512008 Litigation support - TRAIL PREPARATION; 8.50 100.00 850.00 21,637.40 
TRIAL; MEETING WITH CLIENTS; TIMELINE 
REVIEW 6:30-7:00; 8:00-12:00; 12:30-4:30 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED TO COURT 1.50 0.00 0.00 21,637.40 
HOUSE 4:30-6:00 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910512008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED TO COURT 0.75 0.00 0.00 21,637.40 
HOUSE 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910512008 Miscellaneous - ASHLEY INN $288.02 1.00 288.02 288.02 21,925.42 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910512008 Miscellaneous - ASHLEY INN $222.54 1.00 222.54 222.54 22,147.96 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910612008 Travel Time -- TIME NOT BILLED 0.90 0.00 0.00 22,147.96 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910612008 Litigation support - MEETING WITH KIM; 3.75 100.00 375.00 22,522.96 
CASE CLOSE OUT/10:00-1:45 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/0812008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 22,522.96 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910812008 Utigation support - PCM DOCUMENT PULL 1.75 100.00 175.00 22,697.96 
FOR KIM; PCM REVIEW OF SOPRIS 
ISSUES; 10:00-10:30; 11:30-12:00; 12:45-
1:30 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910912008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 0.50 0.00 0.00 22,697.96 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0910912008 Non-billed Support Time - VARIOUS 1.50 0.00 0.00 22,697.96 
COMMUNICATION WITH ATTORNEYS 
REGARDING BELU SOPRISf PCM'S CLAIM 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/1612008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 22,697.96 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0911612008 Non-billed Support Time SOPRIS ISSUE 2.50 0.00 0.00 22,697.96 
AND PCM CLAIM AMOUNT; DISCUSSION 
WITH ATTORNEY 9:00-4:30 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/1812008 Non-billed Support Time CONTINUED 3.00 0.00 0.00 22,697.96 
DISCUSSION ON SOPRIS ISSUE; 
DOCUMENT REVIEW FOR SOPRIS ISSUES 
8:15-8:45; 10:00-11:00; 12:00; 1:30-1:45; 2:30-
3:00; 5:00; 7:30-8:30; 9:00 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/1912008 litigation support - CREATION OF 1.00 100.00 100.00 22,797.96 
SUMMARY OF SOPRIS ANALYST 
(UPDATED); 8:00-9:00; 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 09/1912008 Non-billed Support Time - VARIOUS 1.75 0.00 0.00 22,797.96 
COMMUNICATION WITH ATTORNEYS 
REGARDING BELU SOPRISI PCM'S CLAIM 
10:00-11:00; 1:00; 

Invoice 0912412008 2008048 0912312008 Non-billed Support Time - ATTORNEY 0.20 0.00 0.00 22,797.96 
COMMUNICATIONS 

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 0913012008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.00 0.00 0.00 22,797.96 

Page 9 of10 



2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC
02111109

Sales by Customer DetailAccrual Basis

January 1, 2007 through February ii, 2009

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 0913012008 Litigation support - 10:30-11:45 MEETING 0.25 100.00 25.00 22,822.96
WITH DANIEL re: EXHIBIT 13 AND EXHIBIT
#D

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 0913012008 Non-billed Support Time 0.75 0.00 0.00 22,822.96

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 101112008 Non-billed Support Time - CONTINUED 0.50 0.00 0.00 22,822.96
DISCUSSIONS REGARDING EXHIBIT 13
AND#D

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 101312008 Non-billed Support Time - VARIOUS 0.75 0.00 0.00 22,822.96
CONTINUED DISCUSSIONS REGARDING
EXHIBIT 13 AND #D

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 10/412008 Litigation support - PCM CLAIM OF LEAN 0.75 100.00 75.00 22,897.96
AND OTHER DOCUMENTS FOR KIM FOR
CLOSING STATEMENT 12:00-12:45

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 101612008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 22,897.96

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 10/612008 Litigation support - BELL CLAIM ANALYSES; 4.50 100.00 450.00 23,347.96
CLOSING STATEMENT REVIEW AND
MODIFICATION; MEETING WITH KIM re:
CLOSING ARGUMENT 7:0Q-8:15; 10:00-
11:45; 1:30-3:00

TOTAL 23,347.96 23,347.96
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2:53 PM Peak Performance Consultants LLC 
02111109 

Sales by Customer Detail Accrual Basis 

January 1, 2007 through February ii, 2009 

Type Date Num Service Date Memo Qty Sales Price Amount Balance 

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 0913012008 Litigation support - 10:30-11 :45 MEETING 0.25 100.00 25.00 22,822.96 
WITH DANIEL re: EXHIBIT 13 AND EXHIBIT 
#D 

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 0913012008 Non-billed Support Time 0.75 0.00 0.00 22,822.96 
Invoice 1012512008 2008053 10/112008 Non-billed Support Time - CONTINUED 0.50 0.00 0.00 22,822.96 

DISCUSSIONS REGARDING EXHIBIT 13 
AND#D 

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 101312008 Non-billed Support Time - VARIOUS 0.75 0.00 0.00 22,822.96 
CONTINUED DISCUSSIONS REGARDING 
EXHIBIT 13 AND #D 

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 10/412008 Litigation support - PCM CLAIM OF LEAN 0.75 100.00 75.00 22,897.96 
AND OTHER DOCUMENTS FOR KIM FOR 
CLOSING STATEMENT 12:00-12:45 

Invoice 1012512008 2008053 101612008 Travel Time - TIME NOT BILLED 1.20 0.00 0.00 22,897.96 
Invoice 1012512008 2008053 10/612008 Litigation support - BELL CLAIM ANALYSES; 4.50 100.00 450.00 23,347.96 

CLOSING STATEMENT REVIEW AND 
MODIFICATION; MEETING WITH KIM re: 
CLOSING ARGUMENT 7:00-8:15; 10:00-
11 :45; 1 :30-3:00 

TOTAL 23,347.96 23,347.96 
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I.rldl' Cltl
L E • A L
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905

Bill To

Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan
225 North 9th St.,Suite 820
Boise, ill 83701

Invoice
Date Invoice #

7/9/2008 B2261

<;>rdered By Terms Due Date Acet. Manag... Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#

Kevin Net 15 7/24/2008 AF 93-1282108 AF 07 08 006 4291-004

Description Quantity Price Each Amount

Convert .MSG and Native data to PDF 4,891 0.15 733.65

Electronic Numbering 4,891 0.01 48.91

CD Creation - No Charge 1 0.00 0.00

PerceptionOO1
PCOOOOO1 through PC 004891
Idaho Sales Tax 6.00% 0.00

REMITTANCE AD DRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEe AL,INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., TE.200
PORTLAND, OR 9'1~04-3151

503-796-088

Please pay from this invoice. Thank you.
Total $782.56

EXHIBIT

j B
008889

I.rldl' Cltv 
LEa A L 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 

Bill To 

Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan 
225 North 9th St.,Suite 820 
Boise, ill 83701 

<;>rdered By Terms 

Kevin Net 15 

Due Date 

7/24/2008 

Description 

Convert .MSG and Native data to PDF 

Electronic Numbering 

CD Creation - No Charge 

PerceptionOO 1 
PCOOOOO 1 through PC 004891 
Idaho Sales Tax 

Please pay from this invoice. Thank you. 

Acet. Manag ... 

AF 

REMITTANCE AD 
BRIDGE CITY LEe 
708 SW 3RD AVE., 
PORTLAND, OR 9'l 

503-796-088 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

7/9/2008 B2261 

Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter# 

93-1282108 AF 07 08 006 4291-004 

Quantity Price Each Amount 

4,891 0.15 733.65 

4,891 0.01 48.91 

1 0.00 0.00 

6.00% 0.00 

DRESS: 
AL,INC. 
TE.200 
~04-3151 

Total $782.56 

EXHIBIT 

j B 



IBrldle Gill
L E II A L
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905

Bill To

Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan
225 North 9th St.,Suite 820
Boise, ID 83701

.............',.. '...•....,,.1·
Invoice

Date Invoice #

7/18/2008 B2280

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct Manag.•. Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#

Kevin Net 15 8/2/2008 AF 93-1282108 AF 07-08-026 4291-004

Description Quantity Price Each Amount

Imaging Blowbacks - (3 Hole paper) 4,891 0.06 293.46

CD Provided by Trout Jones

Thanks for your business Kevin!

PerceptionIBell
Idaho Sales Tax 6.00% 0.00

REMITTANCE AI DRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LE( AL,lNC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., TE.200
PORTLAND, OR 9i ,04-3151

503-796-088

Please pay from this invoice. Thank you.
Total $293.46

008890

L 
Bridie Gill 

E a A L 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 

Bill To 

Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan 
225 North 9th St.,Suite 820 
Boise, ID 83701 

Ordered By Terms 

Kevin Net 15 

Due Date 

8/2/2008 

Description 

Imaging Blowbacks - (3 Hole paper) 

CD Provided by Trout Jones 

Thanks for your business Kevin! 

Perception/Bell 
Idaho Sales Tax 

Please pay from this invoice. Thank you. 

Acct Manag ... 

AF 

REMITTANCE AD 
BRIDGE CITY LEG 
708 SW 3RD AVE., 
PORTLAND, OR 9i 

503-796-088 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

7/18/2008 B2280 

Fed 10# Job Number CJient\Matter# 

93-1282108 AF 07-08-026 4291-004 

Quantity Price Each Amount 

4,891 0.06 293.46 

6.00% 0.00 

DRESS: 
AL,INC. 
TE.200 
~O4-3151 

Total $293.46 



Ilridil Cltv
LEG A L
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905

Bill To

Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan
225 North 9th St.,Suite 820
Boise, ID 83701

Invoice
Date Invoice #

8/27/2008 B2338

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter#

Kevin Net 15 9/11/2008 AF 93-1282108 AF 0808037 4291-004

Description Quantity Price Each Amount

Native file conversion to .PDF Files 3,940 0.15 591.00

CD Creation 0 20.00 0.00

PCMOOI

Thank you for your business!
Idaho Sales Tax 6.00% 0.00

REMITTANCE AI IDRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEC 'AL, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., ~TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9' 1204-3151

503-796-088

Please pay from this invoice. Thank you.
Total $591.00

008891

Ilridil CIIV 
L E II A L 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 

Bill To 

Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan 
225 North 9th St.,Suite 820 
Boise, ID 83701 

Ordered By Terms 

Kevin Net 15 

Due Date 

9/1112008 

Description 

Native file conversion to .PDF Files 

CD Creation 

PCMOOI 

Thank you for your business! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

Please pay from this invoice. Thank you. 

Acct. Manag ... 

AF 

REMITTANCE AI: 
BRIDGE CITY LE( 
708 SW 3RD AVE., 
PORTLAND, OR 9' 

503-796-088 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

8/27/2008 B2338 

FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter# 

93-1282108 AF 0808037 4291-004 

Quantity Price Each Amount 

3,940 0.15 591.00 

0 20.00 0.00 

6.00% 0.00 

InRESS: 
IA,L,INC. 
~TE. 200 
1204-3151 

Total $591.00 



Trout, Jones, Gledhill, & Fuhnnan, PA
ATTN: Kevin Kluckhohn
225 N. 9th St., Ste. 820
BOISE, ill 83701

Fed. Tax ill No.
26-2220300

Data~

~ne
Helplnq secur<o yPtr crtfcallnfcnnallon

Bill To

Data One, LLC
413 W. Idaho
Suite 202
Boise, 10 83702
(208) 422-0202

Date

8/20/2008

Invoice
Invoice #

56

1

Client Reference

4291-004

Job#

08031

Terms

NET 10

Description

SCANNING (B&W)
COLOR SCANNING
OVER SIZE COPIES PER SQ Ff
MASTER CD

Thank you, Kevin. We appreciate your business!

Qty

752
125

8
1

Rate

0.165
1.50
1.00

10.00

Amount

124.08
187.50

8.00T
1O.00T

For your ease and convenience, we now accept debit and credit cards.

Please pay from this invoice and make checks payable to Data One, LLC

By signing this invoice you are acknowledging receipt ofa completed project.
WE DO NOT ACCEPT TIllRD PARTY BILLING RESPONSffiILITY.

Sales Tax (6.0%)

Total

Payments/Credits

$1.08

$330.66

$-330.66

x-----------..,.-!!!~!!II-'I Balance Due $0.00
EXHIBIT .'-------------'

I C
008892

Data~ 

~ne 
Helplnq secur<o yotr crtfcalWcnnallon 

Bill To 

Data One, LLC 
413 W. Idaho 
Suite 202 
Boise, 10 83702 
(208) 422-0202 

Trout, Jones, Gledhill, & Fuhnnan, PA 
ATTN: Kevin Kluckhohn 
225 N. 9th St., Ste. 820 
BOISE, ID 83701 

Client Reference 

SCANNING (B&W) 
COLOR SCANNING 

4291-004 

OVER SIZE COPIES PER SQ Ff 
MASTER CD 

Description 

Thank you, Kevin. We appreciate your business! 

Job# 

08031 

For your ease and convenience, we now accept debit and credit cards. 

Please pay from this invoice and make checks payable to Data One, LLC 

By signing this invoice you are acknowledging receipt of a completed project. 
WE DO NOT ACCEPT TIllRD PARTY BILLING RESPONSmILlTY. 

Terms 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

8/20/2008 56 

Fed. Tax ID No. 
26-2220300 1 

NET 10 

Qty 

752 
125 

8 
1 

Rate 

0.165 
1.50 
1.00 

10.00 

Sales Tax (6.0%) 

Total 

Payments/Credits 

Amount 

124.08 
187.50 

8.00T 
1O.00T 

$1.08 

$330.66 

$-330.66 

x ___________ ..,.-!!!~!!II .... Balance Due $0.00 
EXHIBIT '---------------' 

I C 



Transactions Cost Listing (Original)

MatterID Matter Description

20771-008 City ofMeridian

Date Description Units Price Value
2/3/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Franklin Lee 1.00 49.00 49.00

1/28/10

2/3/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Will Berg 1.00 58.00 58.00
1/31/10

2/25/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Franklin Lee 1.00 49.00 49.00
2/24/10

8/12/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - ZGA 1.00 49.00 49.00
Architects and Planners 8/10/10

11/3/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Labor Ready 1.00 49.00 49.00
Northwest, Inc. 11/1/10

11/22/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Steve 1.00 30.00 30.00
Christianson 11/19/10

11/22/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Ted Frisbee 1.00 49.40 49.40
11/19/10

11/22/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Mike Wisdom 1.00 44.00 44.00
11/19/10

11/22/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Steve 1.00 44.00 44.00
Simmons 11/19/10

11/2312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Darrell 1.00 98.00 98.00
Coleman 11/19/10

11/2312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Dave Cram 1.00 45.80 45.80
11/19/10

11/23/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Edward R 1.00 69.00 69.00
Ankenman 11/19/10

11/2312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Tim McGorty 1.00 44.00 44.00
11/22/10

11/2312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - John Buss 1.00 45.80 45.80
11/22/10

11/23/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Chuck Hum 1.00 44.00 44.00
11/22/10

11/23/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Mike Miller 1.00 44.00 44.00
11/22/10

11/25/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Rob Drinkard 1.00 71.00 71.00
11/23/10

11/25/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Will Berg 1.00 53.00 53.00
11/24/10

11/30/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Materials 1.00 52.90 52.90
Testing & Inspection, Inc. - 11/29/10

7/13/2011 11:08:01 AM Page: 1
EXHIBIT

i F 008893

Transactions Cost Listing (Original) 

MatterID Matter Description 

20771-008 City of Meridian 

Date Description Units Price Value 
2/312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Franklin Lee 1.00 49.00 49.00 

1128110 

21312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Will Berg 1.00 58.00 58.00 
1131110 

212512010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Franklin Lee 1.00 49.00 49.00 
2124/10 

811212010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - ZGA 1.00 49.00 49.00 
Architects and Planners 8/10/10 

111312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Labor Ready 1.00 49.00 49.00 
Northwest, Inc. 11/1110 

1112212010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Steve 1.00 30.00 30.00 
Christianson 11119/10 

1112212010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Ted Frisbee 1.00 49.40 49.40 
11/19/10 

1112212010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Mike Wisdom 1.00 44.00 44.00 
11119/10 

1112212010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Steve 1.00 44.00 44.00 
Simmons 11119110 

1112312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Darrell 1.00 98.00 98.00 
Coleman 11119110 

1112312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Dave Cram 1.00 45.80 45.80 
11119/10 

11123/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Edward R 1.00 69.00 69.00 
Ankenman 11119/10 

1112312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Tim McGorty 1.00 44.00 44.00 
11122110 

1112312010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - John Buss 1.00 45.80 45.80 
11122110 

11123/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Chuck Hum 1.00 44.00 44.00 
11122110 

11123/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Mike Miller 1.00 44.00 44.00 
11122110 

11125/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Rob Drinkard 1.00 71.00 71.00 
11123110 

11/25/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Will Berg 1.00 53.00 53.00 
11124/10 

11/30/2010 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Materials 1.00 52.90 52.90 
Testing & Inspection, Inc. - 11129/10 

7/1312011 11:08:01 AM 
EXHIBIT 

Page: 1 

i F 



Transactions Cost Listing (Original)

Matter ID

20771-008

Matter Description

City ofMeridian

Date

3/7/2011

3/7/2011

3/7/2011

SERV

SERV

SERV

Description
Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Rob Drinkard
3/1/11

Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Sheldon
Morgan 3/1/11

Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Randy Pierce
3/2/11

Grand Total

Units Price
1.00 104.00

1.00 116.00

1.00 88.00

22.00

Value
104.00

116.00

88.00

1,2%.90

7/13/2011 11:08:01 AM Page: 2

008894

Transactions Cost Listing (Original) 

Matter ID Matter Description 

20771-008 City of Meridian 

Date Description Units Price Value 
31712011 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Rob Drinkard 1.00 104.00 104.00 

3/1/11 

31712011 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Sheldon 1.00 116.00 116.00 
Morgan 311111 

31712011 SERV Tri-County Process Serving; Service Fee - Randy Pierce 1.00 88.00 88.00 
3/2/11 

Grand Total 22.00 1,2%.90 

7/1312011 11:08:01 AM Page: 2 



Journals Vendor HIstOry Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Associated Reporting, Inc.' and Memo = '20771-008'

Date BillinglPayeelDescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Company: Associated Reporting, Inc.

Payee Full Name:

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100168 20701 413.07

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100163 20701 746.28

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100165 20701 343.71

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100161 20701 874.17

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100172 20701 1,437.45

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100180 20701 862.05

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100195 20701 309.60

5/10/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100337 20870 1,653.82

6/3012010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100485 21067 1,035.36

7/13/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100519 21108 1,419.10

8/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100646 21352 1,273.80

8/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100692 21352 1,428.30

8/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100694 21352 1,179.30

8/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100703 21352 551.75

8131/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100701 21352 3,461.65

9/20/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100709 21465 1,962.30

9/20/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100741 21465 450.05

9/30/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100805 21504 401.15

9/30/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100807 21504 378.55

10/8/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100593 21546 377.34

10/28/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100863 21632 812.10

10/28/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100867 21632 305.40

10/28/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100869 21632 444.60

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100913 21799 1,330.00

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100934 21799 873.75

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100967 21799 137.32

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100987 21799 157.38

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100998 21799 645.22

12/1/20 I0 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20101000 21799 276.24

0.00 25,540.81

0.00 25,540.81

0.00 25,540.81

EXHIBIT

I G7/15/201111:02:16AM Page: I

008895

Journals Vendor History Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Associated Reporting, Inc.' and Memo = '20771-008' 

Date Billing/Payee/Description Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit 

Payee Company: Associated Reporting, Inc. 

Payee Full Name: 

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100168 20701 413.07 

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100163 20701 746.28 

3/3112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100165 20701 343.71 

3/3112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100161 20701 874.17 

3/3112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100172 20701 1,437.45 

3/3112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100180 20701 862.05 

3/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100195 20701 309.60 

5/10/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100337 20870 1,653.82 

6/3012010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100485 21067 1,035.36 

7/13/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100519 21108 1,419.10 

8/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100646 21352 1,273.80 

8/3112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100692 21352 1,428.30 

8/3112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100694 21352 1,179.30 

8/31/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100703 21352 551.75 

813112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100701 21352 3,461.65 

9/20/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100709 21465 1,962.30 

9/20/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100741 21465 450.05 

9/30/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100805 21504 401.15 

9/30/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100807 21504 378.55 

10/8/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100593 21546 377.34 

10/28/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100863 21632 812.10 

10/28/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100867 21632 305.40 

10/28/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100869 21632 444.60 

12/112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100913 21799 1,330.00 

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100934 21799 873.75 

12/112010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100967 21799 137.32 

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100987 21799 157.38 

12/1/2010 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20100998 21799 645.22 

12/1/20 I 0 Associated Reporting, Inc. 82-0436903 20101000 21799 276.24 

0.00 25,540.81 

0.00 25,540.81 

0.00 25,540.81 

EXHIBIT 

7/15/201\ 1\:02:16 AM I G Page: 1 



INVOICE #

20100168

~
\Y

INVOICE
DATE

3/11/2010

)/~'h~

:J-O-'~'- 'D08 _
~ ·/1 -b~

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

"YourPer~l Court Reporter"
1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BllLTO:

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: March 4, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Thomas R. Coughlin 30(b)(6)
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

DATE~__I_D__-=-
CHECK#~1Dl. FILE#g,Q17) ,r-
AMOUNT $ LfI'8 .Ot --_.

RE: -".__~~--
Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy + RD 79
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

239.65T
84.00T

70.00

State Sales Tax 19.42

We Appreciate Your Business! TOTAL
$413.07

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlHS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIlL BE ASSEssED ON ALL PAST DUE A,.COOUNTS I -

008896

"Your Pers-trnal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: info@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BllLTO: 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

)/(AlI,:h~ 

lo-'~'- 'D08 _ 
~ ·/1 -b~ 

INVOICE 
DATE 

3/11/2010 

INVOICE # 

20100168 

~ 
\Y 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: March 4, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho DATE:~ID 

CHECK#~1Dl FILE#g,Ql]I't' Deponent: Thomas R. Coughlin 30(b)( 6) 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy + RD 79 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

State Sales Tax 

We Appreciate Your Business! 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlHS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 

AMOUNT $ LfI'8 .0'1 ---" 

RE: -... --~~--

TOTAL 

239.65T 
84.00T 

70.00 

19.42 

$413.07 

I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIlL BE ASSEssED ON ALL PAST DUE 4CCOUNTS I -



"Your Per~lCourt Reporter"
1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 34.3-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: infu@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-04.36903

BUTO:
Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: February 26, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Thomas R. Coughlin
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy + RD 192
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

State Sales Tax

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #

3/11/2010 20100163

.~ZO(ll~~~
,co

'87'1:0

#PAID
DATE~.__
CHECK#2DJO\ ---FILE#2QTI1-r
AMOUNT$7~~~~__· __. .

RE: --~_._---_.

570.80T
67.20T

70.00

38.28

We Appreciate Your Bu~inessl

PLE4$E REFERENCE TlHS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK

TOTAL
$746.28

ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .
008897

"Your Per~l Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 34.3-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: infu@assdciatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-04.36903 

BU TO: 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: February 26, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Thomas R. Coughlin 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy + RD 192 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

State Sales Tax 

We Appreciate Your Bu~inessl 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlHS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

3/11/2010 20100163 

.~ZO(ll~~~ 
,co 

'87'1:0 

#pAID 
DATEB)al } I () 
CHECK # 2b]0' ----FILE #2)) TIl -r 
AMOUNT $ 7LJ~~"'6. __ · ____ . 
RE: 

TOTAL 

570.80T 
67.20T 

70.00 

38.28 

$746.28 

I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 



AsSOCIATED '\
.... REPORTI~G. C\C, ~ I

INVOICE
"Your Perst)nlll Court Reporter"

1618 w: Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email;info@assdciated.repo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BllL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

DATE

3/1112010

K ;fu11\-'

INVOICE #

20100165

t::;;:\
'Y

Case: The City ofMeridian VI. Petra, Inc., et aL
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: March 3, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Jerry Frank
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-eotitled matter:

Transcript - Copy
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

State Sales Tax

~AID
DATEaLroJ.L!:JD~ _

CHECK #2/)] DI FILE #2JJT1} - &'"'
AMOUNT $'j3l.l~,JJ ' ----

RB:_.._---------

228.80T
38.8ST

60.00

16.06

We Appreciate Your BusinessI

PLEA,SB REFERENCE nns.INVOlCENUMBER ON YOUR CHECK

TOTAL 5343.71

ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGESWIll BE ASSEsSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I -
008898

AsSOCIATED '\ 
.... REPORTI~G. C\C, ~ I 

"Your Perstmal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;info@assdciated.repo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BllL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian VI. Petra, Inc., et aL 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: March 3, 2010 
Locadon:Bo~Idaho 

Deponent: Jerry Frank 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

State Sales Tax 

We Appreciate Your Business I 

PLEA,SB REFERENCE nns.INVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 

INVOICE 
DATE 

3/1112010 

K ;fu11\-' 

~AID 

INVOICE # 

20100165 

t::;;:\ 
'Y 

DATEsIaL-u) J~D __ -----:' 
CHECK #2/)] D I FILE #2JJT1} - &-
AMOUNT ~'j3LlS,JJ ____ ' ----
RB:_,._---------

TOTAL 

218.80T 
38.8ST 

60.00 

16.06 

5343.71 

I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSEssED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I -



• T.""""> .~""".,,._ __

"Your PerSQ1Ull Court Reporter"
1618 \v. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: infu@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903

BllLTO;

Erika Klein, Esq.
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790
Post Office Box 9518
Boise, In 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: February 19, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Gene Bennett
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy + RD 200
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

State Sales Tax

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #

3/11/2010 20100161

.J:'20'11 \ -~

~PAID
DATEQ1~J.J.LQ.~_~
CHECK iL2..n7b 1 -FILE # 2b77t
AMOUNT $._'8'_71..L..Il.-~__.----
Rf'.. -c.....-.-- ...- ...,-----•.---..----

596.60T
162.05T

70.00

45.52

, We Appreciate Your Businessl

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TJO$lNVOlCE NUMBER ONYQUR cHECK

TOTAL $874.17

ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES 'WILL BE ASSESSED ON ALL PASt b\JEActx,>UNTs I .
008899

• , T.....,.' __ -...-""" _ __ 

"Your PerSQ1Ull Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;infu@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BllLTO; 

Erika Klein, Esq. 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790 
Post Office Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: February 19, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Gene Bennett 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy + RD 200 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

State Sales Tax 

, We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TJOS.lNVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES 'WILL BE ASSESsED ON Ali PAST b\JEA,0C9lJNTS I . 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

3/11/2010 20100161 

,J:' 20,1 \ -~ 

TOTAL 

596.60T 
162.05T 

70.00 

45.52 

$874.17 



INVOICE
"Your Personal Court Reporter"

1618 w. Jefferson, Boise, ldah~ 8~702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email: infO@assOciatedreportingiJ;tc.com/Fed ID '82·04.36903

BllLTO:
Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

DATE

3/15/2010
lNVOICE#
20100172

8

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra Incorporated
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 3/8/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Tammy DeWeerd
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original
Exhibits
Publisher

()l&j fi (jJ'd-

J071 L. -oor
:JilL- fr/tS--/~Ol 0

It1.00
51~~75'
(/~:tk_
70£.l"

We Appreciate Your 5usinessl

PLEtJ.$E REFERENCE TIDS. INVOICE NUMBER ONYOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE m:r 30 • LATE CHARGESWJll BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I -

TOTAL
$1,437.45

008900

"Your Pers()nIll Court Ke1t)orter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: infO@assOciatedreportingU:tc.com/Fed ID. '82·04.36903 

DllLTO: 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra Incorporated 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 3/8/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Tammy DeWeerd 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original 
Exhibits 
Publisher 

() l&j fi (jJ'd-

J071 L. -oor 
:JilL- fr/tS--/~Ol 0 

We Appreciate Your '5usinessl 

PLEtJ.SE REFERENCE TID$. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE m:r 30 - LATE CHARGES WJll BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUE AcCoUNTS I ' 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE 1/ 

3/15/2010 20100172 

8 

It1.00 
51~~75' 
iltd.:lk, 
70£_l\, 

$1,437.45 



MSOCL-\TED .
.... REPORl f\G. r\(, r~~ ~

"YourPer~l Co~-Reporter"
. 1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email;info@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed·JD #82-04.36903

BllL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 .
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE '#

3/1612010 20100180

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: March 9, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Keith Bird
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

.~

~PAID
DATE 3/aWJD
CHECK iL.g.o'D 1 FILE # 20,71 ~~

AMOUNT $'8uz~~__.~_·__
RE: ,.~ .

65.00
363.75
363.30

70.00

We Appreciate Your BusinessI

PLEIJ,SE REFERENCB TlD$ INVOICENUMBER ON YOUR cHBCK

TOTAL $862.05

lTERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES'WlU BE ASSEsSED ON ALL PAST DUE Act:x>tJNrs I .
008901

MSOCL-\TED . 
.... REPORl f\G. r\(, r~~ ~ 

"Your Per~l Q,~-Reporter" 
. 1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;info@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-04.36903 

BllL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 . 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: March 9, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Keith Bird 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

We Appreciate Your Business I 

PLEIJ,SE REFERENCB TlDSlNVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE '# 

3/1612010 20100180 

.~ 

~ PAID 
DATE 3/aWlD 
CHECKlL.g.o'D 1 FILE # 20,71 ~~ 
AMOUNT $ '8uz.!...~ __ .~_· __ 
RE: _____ ,,~ ________ . 

TOTAL 

65.00 
363.75 
363.30 

70.00 

$862.05 

ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES'WlU BE ASSEssED ON ALL PAST DUE Ati:x>tJNrs I . 



;.\§SOCL\TED l~~ -
... REPORTL\G, I~(, r~~~ INVOICE
''Your Personal Court Reporter"

1618 'Vv. Jefferson, Boise, Ic:bho 83702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email;infu@associatedreportinginc.com/Fed ID #82-04.36903

BllLTO:
Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
POBox 9518
Boise, m 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

DATE

3/18/2010

INVOICE #

20100195

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: Mareh 10, 2010
Location; Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Keith Watts
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

·~PAID
DATEQJili..\1Q.,-.-----
CHECK #2J)J () ~ FILE #,zc,11 ~ 8'"
AMOUNT $;:a~~'1~.~U>O~_~ _

RE:

45.00
232.50

1.05
31.05

We Appreciate Your Busine~1

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK

TOTAL
$309.60

ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGESWIll BE ASSESSED ON.Ali PAST DlJE ACCOUNTS I . 008902

;.\§SOCL\TED l=-~ -
~ REPORTL\G, I~(, r~~~ 

''Your Personal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Ic:bho 83702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;infu@associatedreportinginc.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BllLTO: 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
POBox 9518 
Boise, m 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: Mareh 10, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Keith Watts 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 

INVOICE 
DATE 

3/18/2010 

·~PAID 

INVOICE # 

20100195 

DATE Qjili..4Q.,-, -----
CHECK :!LZOJ () ~ FILE #,zc, 11 ~ 8'" 
AMOUNT $~a~~'1~.~U>O~ ____ _ 

RE: 

TOTAL 

45.00 
232.50 

1.05 
31.05 

S309.60 

I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON Ali PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 



. -"",-.'---"Your Personal Court Reporter"
1618 'Vv. ]eirerson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@associatedreportin~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BllLTO:
Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

INVOICE
INVOICE #

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Dates Taken: 4/20/10 & 4/21110
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Eugene Bennett (Volume ll)
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

~PAID
ATTJ e::-l·o1\0 -

Dr.1 L .cl..J-l, 2.0111 - r
CHECK #2.0'&70 FILE#----

AMOUNT$~~55~.~¥Z~----------

RE: _-- -------''''''~..._--~

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy + Rough Draft
Exhibits
Etran Bundle
State Sales Tax

We Appreciate Your Bu~ine~l

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TIDS,lNYOlCENUMBER ONYOUR cJiECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE.ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I '

TOTAL

1,072.25T
417.20T

75.00
89.37

$1,653.82

008903

"Your Pers~nal Court Kel1l0f'ler 
1618 W. }efferson, Boise, Idaho 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: info@associatedreportin~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BllLTO: 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Dates Taken: 4/20/10 & 4/21110 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Eugene Bennett (Volume ll) 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

INVOICE 
INVOICE # 

20100337 

~PAID 
ATTJ e::-l·o 1 \0 . 

Dr.1 L ..u.p, 2.0111 - r 
CHECK #2.0'&70 FILE#----

AMOUNT $ Jj-'{RRJ6.5~~· ¥.~Z==--__ --

RE:_-- -------''''''~ ... ---~ 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy + Rough Draft 
Exhibits 
Etran Bundle 
State Sales Tax 

We Appreciate Your Bu~ine~1 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TIDS,lNYOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR CliECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

1,072.25T 
417.20T 

75.00 
89.37 

$1,653.82 



lNVOICE#
20100485

INVOICE
DATE

6/23/2010

~AID
DATE.JoJ~~----
CHECK#.2llJ~1 . FILE#ZO,71''i'

AMOUNT $ 1~(:)35.alo

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

. -
"Your Personal Court Reporter"

1618 w: Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 34.3-4002

email: in£o@assOcia[edrepo~com I Fed ID #82-0436903

BUL TO:

DFSCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et 31.
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: 6/16/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Jack K. Lemley
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy + Rough Draft
Exhibits - 1396 pages
Publisher Etran Bundle
State Sales Tax

488.15T
488.60T

0.00
58.61

o/~ IvCYar;
VJ~, :;'077/- OOr

t -23 . /0 (JIU- -

We Appreciate Your BusinessI TOTAL
$1,035.36

PLEA,SE REFERENCE T1H$ INVOICENUMBER ONYOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES 'Wlll BE ASSFssE:D ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNrS I .

008904

"Your Personal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 34.3-4002 
email: in£o@assOcia[edrepo~com I Fed ID #82-0436903 

BnL TO: 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 ~AID 

DATE.JojRc I fO 

CHECK#.2llJ~1 . FILE#ZO,71''i' 

Al',10UNT $ 1~(:)35.alo 

DFSCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et aI. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: 6/16/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Jack K. Lemley 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy + Rough Draft 
Exhibits - 1396 pages 
Publisher Etran Bundle 
State Sales Tax 

o/~ IvCYao-
(j)~, :;'077/- OOr 

t -23 . /0 (J/U. -

We Appreciate Your Business I 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE T1H$ INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES \Vlll BE ASSFssE:D ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNl'S I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

6/23/2010 20100485 

AMOUNT 
',''Y' . ~ 

488.15T 
488.60T 

0.00 
58.61 

$1,035.36 



INVOICE
INVOICE #

20100519

DATE

7/6/2010

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

"Your Perstrntll Court Reporter"
1618 \v. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@associatedreportingiJ:Lc.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903

BilL TO:

DESCRIPTION AltJOUNT

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: June 21-23, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Thomas Coughlin-Vol. ll, Eugene Bennett-Vol. m & IV
Reporter: Susan L. Sims, CSR No. 739, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy - 6/21
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc '.

Transcript - Copy -6/22 +.RD (165)
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

9pAID
DATE . 7.1t.5~1~/'bl-._·-----_.
CHP')? #L~tul{__.FILE #ZO 77' -~

A}.;j',) r ,S ..!8J9.~.LQ~-------

RE" '_"''''-'_~''''~' -,_._.__....""--~_..----

427.75
52.60
50.00

486.75
59.15
50.00

Transcript - Copy - 6/23 + RD (126)
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

214.50
28.35
50.00

~/~ k> CYr -~ .J1 o'(077/-()DY

~JDJlh~-r;~~::;I:s
We Appreciate Your Bu<£inessl TOTAL $1,419.10

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlDSlNYOlCENUMBER ONYOUR cI:iECK
l~ ARE NET 30. LATE CHARGESWlll BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUEACCOtJNTs I '

008905

INVOICE 
"Your Perstrnal Court Reporter" 

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 

email: info@associatecireportingiJ:lc.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BilL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: June 21-23, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Thomas Coughlin-Vol. ll, Eugene Bennett-Vol. m & IV 
Reporter: Susan L. Sims, CSR No. 739, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy - 6/21 
Exhibits 9pAID 

DATE 

7/6/2010 

CD Publisher Disc '. 

Transcript - Copy -6/22 +.RD (165) 
. Exhibits 

DATE ~li~~l~/~~'-------------~ 
CHF'.~.r.' 4L~~ __ .FILE #Z0 77' -~ 

CD Publisher Disc 

Transcript - Copy - 6/23 + RD (126) 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

A'N!~j Ji';'; ,S ... 1 8J9.~.LQ~---"------
RE" ._ .. ".-.-~"- ~. -,-.-.-- .. -'"--~-.----

~/~ k> (j>r-~ .J1 o'(077/-()DY 

~JDJ lh~ -r;~~::; I:s 
We Appreciate Your Bu<£inessl TOTAL 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlDSlNYOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR cI:iECK 
I~ ARE NET 30. LATE CHARGESWlll BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUEACCOONrs I . 

INVOICE # 

20100519 

AltJOUNT 

427.75 
52.60 
50.00 

486.75 
59.15 -
50.00 

214.50 
28.35 
50.00 

$1,419.10 



INVOICE-.
"Your Personal Court Reporter"

1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email;info@associatedrepo~c.com/FedID #82-0436903

BilL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 7/28/10
Location: Boise, Idaho

Deponent: Keith E. Watts (Volume ll)
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft
Exhibits
Publisher Bundle

D0lr foG4
d. 07 7 I - ()ofl

fj /D/20/0
We Appreciate Your BusinessI

PLEASEREFERENCE nns,lNVOlCENUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 -!..ATE CHARGES'Wlll BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL

DATE

8/10/2010

INVOICE #

20100646

AMOUNT

145.00
961.50
167.30

0.00

$1,273.80

008906

"Your Personal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;info@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BilL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 7/28/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 

Deponent: Keith E. Watts (Volume ll) 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft 
Exhibits 
Publisher Bundle 

!J~foG4 
cd. 07 7 I - () ofl 

fj f DI2 0/0 
We Appreciate Your Business I 

PLEASE REFERENCE TlDS.lNVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 -!..ATE CHARGES'Wlll BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

8/10/2010 20100646 

M,iOUNT 

145.00 
961.50 
167.30 

0.00 

$1,273.80 



INVOICE
• •

"Your PersQnal Court Reporter"
1618 w: Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8"3702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@assOciatedreportin~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903

BILL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 8/11/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Laura Knothe
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original + Rough
Exhibits - New Org. - Binders
Publisher Bundle

1)~ ItJCP~
~()77/ - 668 ~- 2{'-/ (j

(jU---
We Appreciate Your Businessl

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 • LATE CHARGES 'WIll BE ASSEsSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL

DATE

8/25/2010

INVOICE #

20100692

AMOUNT

105.00
761.25
487.05

75.00

$1,428.30

008907

J\sS()CIATED 
.... REPORT[\"(;. I:\C, 

.. .. 

.. .. 
"Your PerSQnal Court Reporter" 

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8"3702 
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 

email;info@assOciatedreportin~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BILL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 8/11/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Laura Knothe 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original + Rough 
Exhibits - New Org. - Binders 
Publisher Bundle 

ok; ItJCP~ 
~()77 / - 668 ~- 2{'-/ (j 

(jU---
We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS.lNVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES 'WIll BE ASSEssED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE 

8/25/2010 

INVOICE # 

20100692 

AMOUNT 

105.00 
761.25 
487.05 

75.00 

$1,428.30 



INVOICE--_.-.
"Your Pers()nal Court Reporter"

1618 'Vv. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903

BllJ.. TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

DATE

8/25/2010

INVOICE #

20100694

~
~

AMOUNT

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 8/12/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Theodore W. Baird
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

t(;
PAID

DATE~~ .._, _

CHECK # 2.1:&0£.2. ..........FILE #20111 -l
AMOUNT $ JJ1 '=t:~Q.._. _
R,E: ... _

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original + Rough
Exhibits
Publisher Bundle

135.00
864.00
105.30
75.00

We Appreciate Your Businessl TOTAL $1,179.30

PLEA,SE REFERENCE nos INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cIiECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 • LATE CHARGES 'WILL BE ASSESSED ON AIL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

008908

"Your Pers()nal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: info@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BllJ.. TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 8/12/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Theodore W. Baird 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR R,E: ... ---. __ _ 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original + Rough 
Exhibits 
Publisher Bundle 

We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE nos INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CIiECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES 'WILL BE ASSESSED ON AIL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE 

8/25/2010 

INVOICE # 

20100694 

AMOUNT 

135.00 
864.00 
105.30 
75.00 

$1,179.30 



INVOICE
''Your PerSQnal Court Reporter"

1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email;in.fo@assOciatedreportin~c.com/Fed10 #82-0436903

BnL TO;

DATE

8/27/2010

INVOICE #

20100703

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DFSCRIPTION

~. .

PlATD... fijt. .

DATE~~~
CHECK #(g1~S2. .FILE # 2.bJ1l- f
AMOUNT$~i..75_...__

AMOUNT

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 8/20/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Franklin G. Lee
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft
Exhibits
Publisher Bundle

We Appreciate Your Businessl

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE .ASSESSED ON AlL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL

85.00
459.75

7.00
0.00

$551.75

008909

''Your PerSQnal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;in.fo@assOciatedreportin~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BnL TO; 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DFSCRlPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 8/20/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Franklin G. Lee 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft 
Exhibits 
Publisher Bundle 

We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA.SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON AlL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE 

8/27/2010 

INVOICE # 

20100703 

AMOUNT 

85.00 
459.75 

7.00 
0.00 

$551.75 



INVOICE
INYOICE#

20100701

DATE

8/27/2010

~

~Pl~~~ID
DATI:' ~:!L~.l1\ () ~_, _

.;;gl~~.~_.J.ILE # .2c'll- i'
Al"'), t '; 3\,Y~\.~.~

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

. ...
"Your Per~nalCourt Reporter"

1618 \1v. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email;info@assOciatedreportin~c.com/Fed10 #82-0436903

BllL TO:

DESCRIPTION A¥OUNT

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 8/17/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Steven J. Amento
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft
Exhibits (New Originals)
Publisher Bundle

125.00
725.25

2,536.40
75.00

6~fDO(r
f-db// D

;1-071/- ()()[> Gil<.-

We Appreciate Your Businessl TOTAL $3,461.65

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ONYOUR cHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

008910

"Your Per~nal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;info@assOciatedreportin~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BllL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 8/17/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Steven J. Amento 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

~ 

~P::'~~aID 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

8/27/2010 20100701 

HAT? ~:!L~.l1\ () -_, _____ _ 
C;;C., ;;gl~~.~_. __ t.ILE # .2C)111-i' 

Ai'/" \j,'~;' '; 3.\,y!t\.~:{S 

A¥OUNT 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft 
Exhibits (New Originals) 
Publisher Bundle 

6~fDO(r 
f-db// D 

;L071/- ()() P Gil<-

We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

125.00 
725.25 

2,536.40 
75.00 

$3,461.65 



AsSOCL-\TED
.... REPORTl\G. I~-C. - . INVOICE
"Your Per~nal Court Reporter"

1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@associatedreportingir1c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903

BllLTO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DFSCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: August 18, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Todd Weltner
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

RECEIVED

AUG 31 2010

COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP

DATE

8/3112010

INVOICE #

20100709

AMOUNT

l"3/-/O

~677/- DO~

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original + RD 157
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

c1pAID D/~ -Iv C?~
DATE_----:tf-r-tJb..-,.lID --
CHECK # ~qilg FILE # U17/"~
AMOUNT $ /tlLJZ. ?/)
RE: _

We Appreciate Your BusinessI

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES \VlU BE ASSESSED ON AU PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL

85.00
729.00

1,073.30
75.00

$1,962.30

008911

)\sSOCL-\TED 
.... REPORTl\G. I~-C. - . 

"Your Per~nal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: info@associatedreportingirlc.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BllLTO: 

RECEIVED 

AUG 3 1 2010 

COSHO HUMPHREY, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DFSCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: August 18, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Todd Weltner 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original + RD 157 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

c1pAID D/~ -Iv C?~ 
qtJb /1D --DATE 

CHECK # ~qilg FILE # U17/"~ 

AMOUNT$ __ ~/~qu~Z_.~?O ______ _ 
RE: ___________ _ 

l'3/-/O 

~677/- DO~ 

We Appreciate Your Business I 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CJiECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES \V1ll, BE ASSESSED ON AU. PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE 

8/3112010 

INVOICE # 

20100709 

AMOUNT 

85.00 
729.00 

1,073.30 
75.00 

$1,962.30 



"Your Perst)nal Court R.eporter"
1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004· (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@associatedn:po~c.com/Fed ill #82-0436903

BILL TO:
Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. et al.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: August 31,2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Eric M. Jensen
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc

6~.ftJG~
C).6771- cog
G~ C1-q-fO

We Appreciate Your Businessl

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlUS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #
9/9/2010 Z0100741

~OUNT

60.00
330.00

15.05
45.00

~PAID
DATE_--::--q~~I...:.W:....lI..:.:::IO _

CHECK # 'JILfli S FILE #_fJb_:n.._I-~.
AMOUNT$ __~~_O_._o_s __
RE: _

$450.05
TOTAL

ITERMS ARE NET 30 • LA.TE CHARGES WILL BE ASSEsSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .
008912

"Your Perst)nal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004· (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: info@assOciatedn:po~c.com/Fed ID. #82-0436903 

BILL TO: 
Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. et al. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: August 31,2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Eric M. Jensen 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 

6~.ftJG~ 
C).6771- cog 
G~ g_q-fO 

We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,$E REFERENCE TlUS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 
9/9/2010 Z0100741 

~PAID 
DATE iffioflO 

~OUNT 

60.00 
330.00 

15.05 
45.00 

CHECK # 'JILfli S FILE # 'l.D77J-~. 

AMOUNT $ %0.05 
RE: __________ _ 

$450.05 
TOTAL 

I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LA.TE CHARGES WILL BE ASSEssED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 



AsSOCIATED
-'-- REPORT[\,C. I\C, t= l

"Your PerSt)nal Court Reporter"
1618 'Vv. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email;info@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82·0436903

BIlL TO:

Erika Klein, Esq.
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790
Post Office Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #

9/28/2010 20100805

Case: The City ofMeridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 9122/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: William L.M. Nary
Reporter: Janet F.rench, CSR No. 946, RPR

tJ
AID

D;\TEJIL~~blw../o"-_---
..".2-15~~ILE #~""'71~ )I

·S) ..~~-----

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - OriginaJ.
Exhibits
Publisher Bundle
State Sales Tax

~u~C;Jn1
d.-CJ77/ - oog

q- ;)-9- {6
b~ r-oGr

We Appreciate Your Businessl

PLEA,SB REFERENCE THISlNVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR cJiECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 • LATE CHARGES WIU BE.ASSEsSED ON ALL PAST nUE ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL

55.00
311.25

2.45
32.45
(tOO

$401.15

008913

1{SOCIATED ' 
I I 

EPOR1T:\G.I\C, r \ 
"Your PerSt)nal Court Reporter" 

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 

email;info@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BIlL TO: 

Erika Klein, Esq. 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790 
Post Office Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken! 9122/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: William L.M. Nary 
Reporter: Janet F.rench, CSR No. 946, RPR 

P 'l ., "O'!O' SE t.. \.l i,\lt • 

... ,' \ 

C".aL! . 0 HU~ f.J'..jr'\'" ~fi A .• ~- .... 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Originat 
Exhibits 
Publisher Bundle 
State Sales Tax 

~u~C;Jn1 
d.-CJ771 - oog 

q- d-9- to 
b~ I-vGr 

We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,SB REFERENCE THISlNVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR aiECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 3() - LATE CHARGES WIU BE ASSEssED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

9/28/2010 20100805 

55.00 
311.25 

2.45 
32.45 

(tOO 

$401.15 



"Your Perst)nal Court Reporter"
1618 'Vv. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@associa[edrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BIlL TO:

RECEiVED

SEP 2 J 2010

COSHO H'I~ 'O'-'r'lEv L' P\,IiJ .. I,n i
J

:..-~

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #

9128/201020100807

Erika Klein~ Esq.
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790
Post Office Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DFSCRIPTION

Case: The City ofMeridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 9/20/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Charles Rountree
Reporter: Janet ~rench,CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entided matter:

Appearance
Transcript - OriginaI
Exhibits

State Sales Tax

70.00
307.50

1.05

(J~(JO .

6~-k~o
?~ l,). ~Ovy\

;).077/- oof
(J0...J

We Appreciate Your :5u~inessl

PLEA,SB REFERENCE THIS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES 'WIU BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL $378.55

008914

~SOCL-\TED 
-"- REPORTI:-\G. I~(. ' 

"Your Perst)nal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: info@assOcia[edrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

BIlL TO: 

Erika Klein~ Esq. 
Cosbo Humpbrey, LLP 
800 Park Boulevard, Suite 790 
Post Office Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DFSCRIP110N 

Case: Tbe City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 9/20/10 
Location: Boise, Idabo 
Deponent: Cbarles Rountree 
Reporter: Janet ~rencb, CSR No. 946, RPR 

RECEiVED 

SEP 2 J 2010 

COSHO HII~ ,o'Jr'lEv L' P \.IiJ .. rlrl i
J 

:..-~ 

Reporting services rendered in tbe above-entided matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - OriginaI 
Exbibits 

State Sales Tax 

6~-k~c 
?~ u. ~Ovy\ 

;).077/- oof 
(J~ 0...- P..9 ~ 10 

We Appreciate Your 5u~inessl 

PLEA,SB REFERENCE THIS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

9128/201020100807 

70.00 
307.50 

1.05 

o~oo· 

$378.55 



INVOICE.~E
-- ~

- -"Your PersQnal Court Reporter"
1618 w: Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email;info@associatedreporrin~c.com/FedID #82-0436903

BILL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: July 22, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Jack K. Lemley - Vol. II
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

DATE

7/28/2010

INVOICE #

20100593

Transcript - Copy
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc
State Sales Tax

6~-k
/0- rg-/D

DATE

316.80T
5.60T
35.60
19.34

PAST DUE

PLEASE REMfT

We Appreciate Your Business!

PLEA,SE REFERENCE 11IIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST mm ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL $377.34

008915

•
.~ 

. -"Your PersQnal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;info@associatedreporrin~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BILL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: July 22, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Jack K. Lemley - Vol. II 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy 
Exhibits 
CD Publisher Disc 
State Sales Tax 

6~-k 
/0- rg-/D 

We Appreciate Your Business! 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE 11IIS INVoiCE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST mm ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE 

7128/2010 

INVOICE # 

20100593 

316.80T 
5.60T 
35.60 
19.34 

PAST DUE 

PLEASE REMfT 

$377.34 



A.§SOCI.--\TED
~ REPORTf\C. I\-C, j

"Your PerSf)ntl1 Court Reporter"
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343..4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email;infu@associatedrepo~c.com/FedID #82-0436903

BllL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of McCall vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 10/05/10 and 10/6110
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Theodore W. Baird and Steven J. Amento
Reporter: Janet ~rench,CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance 10/5/10
Appearance 10/6/10'
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft
Exhibits
Publisber Bundle

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #

10/15/2010 20100863

AMoUNT

~
~ y~f;" _c".' ~i1 ~ ,

;}' . <-~:,\,~"",.~,.... ,,{;..,..

DATE' __LQJ-6:ilJ9------
_.~tt,p..~_._..FILE #2D17 ,.r~

~ll.tt~g.. ~.:--.---

55.00
40.00

591.00
33.70
92.40

We Appreciate Your 5usinessl

PLEASE REFERENCE nn$ INVOICENUMBER ON YOUR CliECK

TOTAL $812.10

ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON AlL PAST DUE ACCOUNt'S I . 008916

A.§SOCIATED 
~ REPORTf\C. I\-C, j 

. . 

"Your PerSQntli Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343--4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;infu@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID. #82-0436903 

BllL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of McCall vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 10/05/10 and 10/6110 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Theodore W. Baird and Steven J. Amento 
Reporter: Janet ~rench, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 10/5/10 
Appearance 10/6/10' 
Transcript - Original + Rough Draft 
Exhibits 
Publisber Bundle 

We Appreciate Your 5usinessl 

PLEASE REFERENCE nnSINVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR CliECK 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

10/15/2010 20100863 

~ 
~,4Jn 

f; _roO .' ~: \, <-~:t ,~ .. ~.l/ 

AMOUNT 

DATE' __ LQJ~'tlr9_---_-
C ... ··.~Hp..~_._ .. FILE #2017 ,.r~ 

Al·/;/.~Jl. tt~g .. ~.:--.---
1~.E ...... --- . ~-.-.. -.--.--------

TOTAL 

55.00 
40.00 

591.00 
33.70 
92.40 

$812.10 

I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON AlL PAST DUE ACCOUNt'S I . 



INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #

10/18/2010 20100867

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

~SOCIATED '
L REPORTE\G. [\c. .-

• •
"Your PersQnIlI Court Reporter"

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email: infu@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ill #82-0436903

BIlL TO:

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 1017/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Todd Weltner, Volume n
Reporter: Janet F:rench, CSR No. 946, RPR

r1>AID
DATE_Jo),&jl1J?~ , _
CHECI( {;"~_B:J<D,8_~_FlLE #;_q.u'11 I ~~

"',QQ?o_':-llL _
RE:

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Original
Exhibits
Publisher Bundle

40.00
187.50
26.45
51.45

$305.40

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CliECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 -.LAI'E CHARGES WlU BE ASSESSFD ON AlL PAST DUE ACCOUNrS] .

008917

~SOCIATED ' 
L REPORTE\G. [\c . .-

• • 
"Your PersQnIlI Court Reporter" 

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 

email: infu@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BIlL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 1017/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Todd Weltner, Volume n 
Reporter: Janet F:rench, CSR No. 946, RPR 

RE: 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Original 
Exhibits 
Publisher Bundle 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CliECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 -.l..ATE CHARGES WlU BE ASSESSFD ON AlL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

10/18/2010 20100867 

40.00 
187.50 
26.45 
51.45 

$305.40 



;\sSOCL\TED
~ REPORTI\G. F\C. j----==4

"Your Perstmtd Court Reporter"
1618 \1v. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: infu@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BUL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Date Taken: 10/8/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Timothy E. Petsche
Reporter: Janet ~rench,CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance
Transcript - Originill
Exhibits
Publisher Bundle

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE #

10/18/2010 20100869

AMOUNT,.c+;

RE:--------·

55.00
356.25

33.35
0.00

We Appreciate Your Business!

PLEA,SB REFERENCE TID$. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOON1'S I .

TOTAL $444.60

008918

MSOCL\TED 
~ REPORTI\G. F\C. j----==4 

"Your Perstmtd Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;infu@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BllL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Date Taken: 10/8/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Timothy E. Petsche 
Reporter: Janet ~rench, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 
Transcript - Originill 
Exhibits 
Publisher Bundle 

We Appreciate Your Business! 

PLEA,$B REFERENCE TID$. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

10/18/2010 20100869 

RE:--------· 

TOTAL 

55.00 
356.25 

33.35 
0.00 

$444.60 

I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE ASSESsED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS J . 



"Your PersQnaI Court Reporter"
1618 \1v. ]dfersoo, Boise, Idaho 83702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: info@associatedrcpo~c.com/Fed ID '82·0436903

BIlL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ill 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

INVOICE
DATE INVOICE /I

11/3/2010 20100913

.~

)lAID
DATE='-IZ:)"' \\0

-"""'--=.".....,...~~-.......-

CHECK # 2 \ iqC[ FILE #_;?Jj]J£'t
AMOUNT$ 1,8~().ao "
RE: ~_

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Dates Taken: 10/25/10,10/26/10 and 10/27/10
Location: Boise, Idaho .
Deponents: Neil O. Anderson, Ramond C. Wetherholt, and

Michael G. Simmonds
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance 10/25/10
Appearance 10/26/10
Appearance 10/27/10

"Transcript - Original (271 pages)
Exhibits (335 pages)
Publisher Bundle

o~+vG~
Vv.-ltu- u.

J017/ .. 00 f GeJ
We Appreciate Your Businessl TOTAL

70.00
65.00
60.00

1,016.25"
88.75
30.00

$1,330.00

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS. INVOICENUMBER ONYOUR cHECK
lTERMS ARE NET 30 • LATE CHARGES"WlU BE ASSESSED ON.All PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 008919

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE /I 

"Your PersQnai Court Reporter" 
1618 W. ]dfersoo, Boise, Idaho 83702 11/3/2010 20100913 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;info@assOciatedrcpo~c.com/Fed ID '82·0436903 

BIlL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Dates Taken: 10125/10,10/26/10 and 10/27/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho " 
Deponents: Neil O. Anderson, Ramond C. Wetherholt, and 

Michael G. Simmonds 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 10/25/10 
Appearance 10/26/10 
Appearance 10/27/10 

"~ 

"Transcript - Original (271 pages) 
Exhibits (335 pages) 

1>AID 
DATE=.-I2.) -'\\0 

-""""-'= ........... ~.....--..-.... .... -

Publisher Bundle CHECK # 2 \ iq<i F1LE #-;?Jj]_lL:..'t 
AMOUNT$ 1,8~().ao " 
RE: _________ ~_ 

We Appreciate Your Businessl TOTAL 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THlS.INVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK 
(TERMS ARE NET 30 • LATE CHARGES"WlU BE ASSEssED ON.All PAST DUE ACCOUNTS J " 

70.00 
65.00 
60.00 

1,016.25-
88.75 
30.00 

$1,330.00 



INVOICE
"Your PerSQnal Court Reporter"

1618~ Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email: infu@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903

Bll..L TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 0907257
Dates Taken: 11/3/10 and 11/4/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponents: Theodore W. Baird and Steven "J. Amento
Reporter: Janet F~ench,CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Appearance 11/3/10
Appearance 11/4/10"'
Transcript - Original + Expedite
Exhibits
Publisher Bundle

80771- Oar

We Appreciate Your BusinessI

PLEA,SB REFERENCE TlHS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30· LATE CHARGES 'WILL BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I "

TOTAL

DATE

11/812010

INVOICE #

20100934

40.00
55.00

630.00
133.75
1:5;'"

$873.75

008920

"Your PerSQnai Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 83702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email: infu@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed 10 #82-0436903 

Bll..L TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 0907257 
Dates Taken: 11/3/10 and 11/4/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponents: Theodore W. Baird and Steven "J. Amento 
Reporter: Janet F~ench, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Appearance 11/3/10 
Appearance 11/4/10"" 
Transcript - Original + Expedite 
Exhibits 
Publisher Bundle 

80771- Oar 

We Appreciate Your Business I 

PLEA,SB REFERENCE TlHS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I " 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE 

11/812010 

INVOICE # 

20100934 

AMOUNT 
: ,.,~~- . 

40.00 
55.00 

630.00 
133.75 
l5-~0&-

$873.75 



INVOICE
"Your Pemmal Court Reporter"

1618 W; Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002

email: info@associatedreportin~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BllL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

DFSCRlPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc.
Case No: CV OC 09-7257
Date Taken: 11/11/10
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Jerry Frank
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy
Exhibits
State Sales Tax

We Appreciate Your Businessl

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - IAl'E CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON AIL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I .

TOTAL

DATE

11/15/2010

INVOICE #

20100967

124.80T
4.75T

7.77

$137.32

008921

"Your Pemmal Court Reporter" 
1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 
email;info@assOciatedreportin~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BllL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DFSCRlPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: 11/11/10 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Jerry Frank 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy 
Exhibits 
State Sales Tax 

We Appreciate Your Businessl 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - IA1'E CHARGES WIll BE ASSESSED ON AIL PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

TOTAL 

INVOICE 
DATE INVOICE # 

11/15/2010 20100967 

124.80T 
4.75T 

7.77 

$137.32 



"Your Perstmal Court Reporter"
1618 w: Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: infu@associatedreportin~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BUL TO:

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

Dro. /zJCY~ .
/I-~.~/D INVOICE
(Ju;..-/ n·A'TE·

:n. INVOICE #

.rl-201'71- t: 11/18/2010 20100987

DFSCRIPTION AMOt,JNT

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 09·7257
Date Taken: November 15,2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Milford Terrell
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy (RD 29 + 3 day expedite) 148.47T

8.91

----_._--

PAI])~
DATE.l2} ,J'tD

CHECK#&L71? FILE#107lJ -l(
AMOUNT$_L~£~7_.?r~ _
RE:--

We Appreciate Your BusinessI TOTAL $157.38

PLEA,SEREFERENCE THIS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30· LATE CHARGES 'WlU BE ASSESSED ON All PAST DUE ACCOtlNTS I .

008922

DkA /zJCY~ . 
//-~.~/D INVOICE 
(]~ D·A'TE· 

:n. INVOICE # 
"Your Perstmal Court Reporter" 

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 .rl--201'7 I -t: 11/18/2010 20100987 

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343--4002 
email: infu@assOciacOOreportinsir?-c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BUL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DFSCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 09-7257 
Date Taken: November 15,2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Milford Terrell 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy (RD 29 + 3 day expedite) 

PAID~ 
DATE-12;/ ,J'tD 

CHECK#&L71? FILE # ffi7lJ -l( 
AMOUNT$_L~£~7_.?r~ ______ _ 
RE: 

-----------------.------

We Appreciate Your Business I TOTAL 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE THIS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES 'WILL BE ASSESSED ON All PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

AMOUNI' 

148.47T 

8.91 

$157.38 



INVOICE
INVOICE #

20100998

DATE

11/19/2010

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

.. -.'
"Your Perst)nal Court Reporter"

1618 'Vv. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email;info@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

Bll..L TO:

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 09·7257
Date Taken: November 10, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Richard K. Bauer
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy
Exhibits

497.20T
I11.50T

State Sales Tax

DK- '
t{-Z2.--- If)

GilL,-
We Appreciate Your BusinessI

J PAID~
DATE..J ~-II ),lO

CHECK # 2l7Q'7 FILE # 2D71,-t
AMOUNT$_~_4~'5~,~.2~~~ _
R~; ~~-------

TOTAL

36.52

$645.22

PLEA,SE REFERENCE 11HS. INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK
I~ ARE NET 30 • LATE CHARGES WILL BE ASSESSED ON AU. PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I '

008923

INVOICE 
"Your Perst)nal Court Reporter" 

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 

email;info@associatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

Bll..L TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 09·7257 
Date Taken: November 10, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Richard K. Bauer 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy 
Exhibits 

DATE 

11/19/2010 

State Sales Tax 
J PAID{j 

DATE..J ~-II ),lu 

DK- ' 
U-Z2..-- If) 

CHECK # 2l7Q'7 FILE # 2D711-t 
AMOUNT$_~_4~·5~,~.2~~~ ______ _ 
R~; __ ~~~ -------

GilL,-
We Appreciate Your Business I TOTAL 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE 11HSlNVOlCE NUMBER ON YOUR cHECK 
I~ ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE .ASSESSED ON AU. PAST DUE ACCOUNTS I . 

INVOICE # 

20100998 

497.20T 
I 11.50T 

36.52 

$645.22 



INVOICE
INVOICE #

20101000

DATE

11/22/2010

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey, LLP
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

"Your Personal Court Reporter"
1618 w: Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702

(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002
email: in.fO@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903

BILL TO:

DESCRIPTION

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al.
Case No: CV OC 09.,.7257
Date Taken: November 15, 2010
Location: Boise, Idaho
Deponent: Eugene R. Bennett - 30(b)(6)
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter:

Transcript - Copy + RD 66
Exhibits
CD Publisher Disc
State Sales Tax

D~
11- )..2-- / ()

.~C?~
--20711-<{

PAIDY}
DATE_ul~l~
CHECK # 2...17iCf FILE # Zbj]1 ~'"(

AMOUNT $ L7fIJ ,2Lj
RE: ~._"._. _

207.90T
52.70T

0.00
15.64

We Appreciate Your Businessl TOTAL $276.24

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlHS INVOICENUMBER ON YOUR CHECK
ITERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE ACCOtJNTS I .

008924

INVOICE 
"Your Personal Court Reporter" 

1618 W. Jefferson, Boise, Idaho 8~702 
(208) 343-4004 • (800) 588-3370 • Fax (208) 343-4002 

email;infu@assOciatedrepo~c.com/Fed ID #82-0436903 

BILL TO: 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
800 Park Blvd., Ste., 790 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

DESCRIPTION 

Case: The City of Meridian vs. Petra, Inc., et al. 
Case No: CV OC 09.,.7257 
Date Taken: November 15, 2010 
Location: Boise, Idaho 
Deponent: Eugene R. Bennett - 30(b)( 6) 
Reporter: Janet French, CSR No. 946, RPR 

Reporting services rendered in the above-entitled matter: 

Transcript - Copy + RD 66 
Exhibits 

DATE 

11/22/2010 

CD Publisher Disc 
State Sales Tax 

PAID fJ 
DATE_ u/~ 11,0 

D~ 
CHECK # 2...17i'1 FILE # Zbl]1 ~'"( 
AMOUNT $ 2...7{o,2':/ 

11- 22-- / () RE: _______ ~. _"'_. ______ _ 

.~C?~ 
--20711-<{ 

We Appreciate Your Businessl TOTAL 

PLEA,SE REFERENCE TlHS INVOICE NUMBER ON YOUR CHECK 
I TERMS ARE NET 30 - LATE CHARGES WILL BE ASSESSED ON ALL PAST DUE AccOUNTS I . 

INVOICE # 

20101000 

207.90T 
52.70T 

0.00 
15.64 

$276.24 



Journals Vendor History Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Lemley International'

Date Bi Iii ng/Paye e/Descri ption Tax ID No. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Company: Lemley International

Payee Full Name:

511312010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1158 20894 4,400.00

6/412010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1162 20975 11,775.00

7120/2010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1167 21170 22,700.00

91212010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1171 21386 15,525.00

10/6/2010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1177 21534 27,375.00

10/28/2010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1180 21658 13,125.00

121712010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1184 21828 10,625.00

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1186 22022 18,400.00

1/1812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1163 22022 2,117.50

1/1812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1168 22022 2,362.50

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1185 22022 2,000.00

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1190 22022 11,000.00

2/1812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1195 22165 21,475.00

0.00 162,880.00

0.00 162,880.00

0.00 162,880.00

711512011 10:59:13 AM EXHIBIT

I H

Page: I

008925

Journals Vendor History Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Lemley International' 

Date Bi Iii n g/Paye e/Descri ption Tax ID No. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit 

Payee Company: Lemley International 

Payee Full Name: 

511312010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1158 20894 4,400.00 

6/412010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1162 20975 11,775.00 

7120/2010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1167 21170 22,700.00 

91212010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1171 21386 15,525.00 

10/6/2010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1177 21534 27,375.00 

10/28/2010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1180 21658 13,125.00 

121712010 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1184 21828 10,625.00 

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1186 22022 18,400.00 

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1163 22022 2,117.50 

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1168 22022 2,362.50 

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1185 22022 2,000.00 

111812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1190 22022 11,000.00 

2/1812011 Lemley International 20-3744083 10-1195 22165 21,475.00 

0.00 162,880.00 

0.00 162,880.00 

0.00 162,880.00 

711512011 10:59:13 AM EXHIBIT Page: I 

I H 



mMLEy 6 ORTH16THST.
I :,1083702

. ( ,345·5226
I NT ERN A T ION A L EIN# 20-3744083

RECEIVE

MAY 13 2010
THOMAS G. WALKER

LAWYER

DATE

5/1212010

Invoice
INVOICE #

10-1158

BILL TO:

Cosho Humplu'ey, LLP . r
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

P.O. NUMBER TERMS •••
Net 30

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT

1,400100.,
2,800.00"

200.00

350.00.
200.00
tOO.OO.

.. Agr¢ement for Consulting ServiCes
City 0 n Ian v. Petra Incorporated
Case1'l0: 09'-07257, CH File No. 20771-008

April 1 - April 30. 2010 Billing Period

CONSULTING
" ". (CQ!lM:JLnNG -Jack Lemley

"'14'" C()NSuiTING -Rk:hanl Bauer
2 •~~SlJLitNG - Roy McGlothin "

.: " - )" ,c .• '/" _;,~ ,", .'0' _ -'" ' ,_ " - - ,

i,
!
f,

~

I
i.", .
!

$4,400.00TOTAL

if
'PAID

DATE S1l3./ID
2HEC:K~#-::~-:Dg~q~4~FI~L-E-#-20--7-7/-_8

,AMOtJNT$ ;"41../- DO. DO
---.:...;:~::-.._-RE: _

,'.c'.-.'_" '

- -" "~/<: --;

-
""m
'"1i:

0'
~,
>-? Due and Payable To Lemley Intematiotlal, EIN # 20-3744083. Please remit to the addreSs tistedabOve.
;;c

'"g;
(\,;

(:? f

008926

mMLEY 6 ORTH16THST. 
I :,1083702 

. ( ___ ,345-5226 
I NT ERN A T ION A L EIN# 20-3744083 

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humplu"ey, LLP . r 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

RECEIVE 

MAY 1 3 2010 
THOMAS G. WALKER 

LAWYER 

P.O. NUMBER TERMS 

Net 30 

DATE 

5/1212010 

Invoice 
INVOICE # 

10-1158 

••• 

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT 

I 
! .' . 
! 

-
"" m, 
n. 
1'!.: 

(.l' 

~. 

Apri1:l9.2010~~f()t Consulting ServiCes 
City Of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 
Casel;'lo: 09..()7257,.CH File No. 20771-00$ 

.Avrill ~Apri130. 2010 Billing Period 

CONSULTING 
.~.~Q~t1ING -lap1c Lemley 
14 CONSULTING - Richanl Bauer 
2. ~~~~G - ~YMcGlothin' 

.: • ). c .' • ~ " • • <. • 

if 
'PAID 

DATE 5"1I3./ID 
2HEC:l(~#-::~-:tJg~q~4~FI~L-E-#-20-7-7/-_8 

. AMOtJNT$ '"#I../-DO.DD 
---.:.....:~~---RE:_--.,.",. _________ _ 

>-. 
~. Due and Payable To Lemley International, EIN # 20-3744083. Please remit to the address listed above. 
? 

'" g~ 
'" (:? f 

350.00. 
200.00 
100.00 

TOTAL 

1,4O()100 . 
2,800.00" 
200~00 

$4,400.00 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: March-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE I HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Apr
2-Apr .

3-Aor
4-Apr
5-Apr
6-Apr
7-Apr
8-Aor
9-Apr
1Q-Aor
11-Apr
12-Aor
13-Apr
14-Aor
15-Apr
16-Apr
17-Apr
18-Aor
19-Apr
20-Aor
21-Apr
22-Aor
23-Apr 2.0 Document Review, breifing, Walk Through City hall
24-Aor 1.5 Review Affidavid, time-line, ammended complaint wI R Bauer
25-Apr
26-Aor
27-Apr 0.5 Telecon wI R Bauer
28-Apr
29-Apr
30-Aor

TOTAL 4.0

Signature:

008927

I 

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: March-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Apr 
2-Apr 

-~ 

3-Aor 
4-Apr 
5-A~r 

6-Apr 
7-Apr 
8-Aor 
9-Apr 
10-Aor 
11-Apr 
12-Aor 
13-Apr 
14-Aor 
15-Apr 
16-Apr 
17-Apr 
18-Aor 
19-Apr 
20-Aor 
21-Apr 
22-Aor 
23-Apr 2.0 Document Review, breifing, Walk Through City hall 
24-Aor 1.5 Review Affidavid, time-line, am mended complaint wI R Bauer 
25-Apr 
26-Aor 
27-Apr 0.5 Telecon wI R Bauer 
28-Apr 
29-Apr 
30-Apr 

TOTAL 4.0 

Signature: 

II TASK # I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Apr-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Apr
2-Apr
3-Apr
4-Apr
5-Apr
6-Apr
7-Apr
8-Apr
9-Apr
10-Apr
11-Apr
12-Apr
13-Apr
14-Apr
15-Apr
16-Apr
17-Apr
18-Apr
19-Apr
20-Apr 1.0 Document Review
21-Apr
22-Apr 5.0 Document Review &Time line
23-Apr 4.0 Document Review; Brief JKL; Walk through City Hall with TC & GB
24-Apr 1.5 Review Affidavit, time line & ammended complaint w/JKL
25-Apr 0.0
26-Apr 0.5 Telcon wlTW &w/GB; Define alleged Breaches;
27-Apr 2.0 Meet wlGB & TC; Telcon w/Jack
28-Apr
29-Apr
30-Apr

TOTAL 14.0

Signature:

008928

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Apr-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-Apr 
2-Apr 
3-Apr 
4-Apr 
5-Apr 
6-Apr 
7-Apr 
8-Apr 
9-Apr 
10-Apr 
11-Apr 
12-Apr 
13-Apr 
14-Apr 
15-Apr 
16-Apr 
17-Apr 
18-Apr 
19-Apr 
20-Apr 1.0 Document Review 
21-Apr 
22-Apr 5.0 Document Review & Time line 
23-Apr 4.0 Document Review; Brief JKL; Walk through City Hall with TC & GB 
24-Apr 1.5 Review Affidavit, time line & ammended complaint w/JKL 
25-Apr 0.0 
26-Apr 0.5 Telcon wlTW & w/GB; Define alleged Breaches; 
27-Apr 2.0 Meet wlGB & TC; Telcon w/Jack 
28-Apr 
29-Apr 
30-Apr 

TOTAL 14.0 

Signature: 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: April 2010

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK# I
1-Apr
2-Aor
3-Aor
4- ~r
5- \pr
6- \pr
7- \pr
8-Apr
9-Aor
10-Aor
11-Aor
12~Aor

13-Apr
14-Apr
15-Apr
16-Aor C'

17-Apr
18-Aor
19-Aor
20-Aor
21-Aor
22-Aor
23-Aor
24-Aor
25-Aor
26-Aor
27-Aor 2.0 MeetinQ with GB, TC, RB; Telcon with JKL
28-Aor
29-Aor
30-Aor

"
TOTAL 2.0 If!

/J )jp --

Signature: ( ,f..7 '\
/'

008929

I 

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: April 2010 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Apr 
2-Apr 
3-Apr 
4-Apr 
5-Apr 
6-Apr 
7-Apr 
8-Apr 
9-Apr 
10-Apr 
11-Apr 
12~Apr 

13-Apr 
14-Apr 
15-Apr 
16-Apr 
17-Apr 
18-Apr 
19-Apr 
20-Apr 
21-Apr 
22-Apr 
23-Apr 
24-Apr 
25-Apr 
26-Apr 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

C' 

27-Apr 2.0 Meeting with GB, TC, RB; Telcon with JKL 
28-Apr 
29-Apr 
30-Apr 

" 
TOTAL 2.0 /I! 

/1 )j) --

Signature: ( .f..7 .\ 
/' 

II TASK# I 



BILL TO:

Cosho Hwnphrey. LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

IAORTH 16TH ST.
~,ID83702
(208) 345-5226
EIN# 20-3744083

P.O. NUMBER

Net 30

DATE

6/312010

Invoice
INVOICE #

10-1162

PROJECT

QUANTITY
,

DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT

TOTAL $11,775.00

008930

, 

BILL TO: 

Cosho Hwnphrey. LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise. ID 83707-9518 

QUANTITY 

CONSULTING 

IAORTH 16TH ST. 
~,ID83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

P.O. NUMBER 

DATE 

6/312010 

Net 30 

Invoice 
INVOICE # 

10-1162 

PROJECT 

DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT 

TOTAL $11,775.00 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: May-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION I TASK # I
1-May 1.5 Review Claim Documents
2-Mav 1.5 Review Pleadings
3-May 2.0 Review Pleadings
4-Mav
5-Mav
6-Mav 2.5 Review Counterclaims
7-Mav
8-Mav 1.5 Review Proiect Scope of Work
9-Mav
10-Mav
11-MaY 2.0 Review Proiect Schedule & Monthly Reports
12-May 1.5 Review Project Schedule & Monthly Reports
13-May
14-Mav
15-MaY
16-May
17-MaY
18-Mav .

19-May
20-Mav
21-May
22-Mav
23-May
24-Mav
25-May
26-MaY
27-May
28-MaY
29-May
3O-May
31-Mav
TOTAL 12.5

Signature:

008931

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: May-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-May 1.5 Review Claim Documents 
2-May 1.5 Review Pleadings 
3-May. 2.0 Review Pleadings 
4-May 
5-May 
6-May 2.5 Review Counterclaims 
7-May 
8-Mav 1.5 Review Project Sco~ofWork 
9-May 
10-Ma..}' 
11-May 2.0 Review Project Schedule & Monthly Reports 
12-Ma..}' 1.5 Review Project Schedule & Monthly Reports 
13-Mav 
14-Mav 
15-May 
16-Mal' 
17-Mav 
18-Ma..}' 
19-May 
20-Mav 
21-May 
22-Mav 
23-May 
24-Mav 
25-May 
26-May 
27-Ma..}' 
28-May 
29-Ma..}' 
3O-May 
31-Mav 
TOTAL 12.5 

Signature: 

I TASK # I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: May-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-May
2-May
3-May
4-May
5-May
6-May
7-Mav
8-Mav
9-Mav
10-May
11-May
12-May
13-Mav
14-Mav
15-Mav
16-May
17-May
18-May
19-Mav
20-Mav
21-Mav
22-May
23-May
24-Mav 8.0 Baird Affidavit; support for amended complaint
25-Mav 6.5 Notes for report
26-Mav 7.5 Pay Apps and budgets vs CO 1 & 2
27-Mav 8.0 Schedule, Development Strategy & masonry for report
28-Mav 7.0 Pac Wesr bench mark and TMC CO for report
29-May
30-May
31-May

TOTAL 37.0

Signature:

008932

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: May-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-May 
2-May 
3-May 
4-May 
5-May 
6-May 
7-May 
8-May 
9-May 
10-May 
11-May 
12-May 
13-May: 
14-May 
15-May 
16-May 
17-May 
18-May 
19-Ma~_ 

20-May 
21-May 
22-May 
23-May 
24-May 8.0 Baird Affidavit; support for amended complaint 
25-May 6.5 Notes for report 
26-May 7.5 Pay Apps and budgets vs CO 1 & 2 
27-May 8.0 Schedule, Development Strategy & masonry for report 
28-May 7.0 Pac Wesr bench mark and TMC CO for report 
29-May 
30-May 
31-May 

TOTAL 37.0 

Signature: 



TEMLEy 604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 1083702

l~~NTERNATIONAL ~~~~~iffg83

BILL TO:

DATE

612912010

Invoice
.-

10-1167

P.O. NUMBER TERMS PROJECT

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION

Net 30

RATE AMOUNT

$22,700.00

I
I

J
~j

i

I
i

I
t
i
!
~

008933

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 1083702 
(208) 345·5226 
EIN# 20·3744083 

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

QUANTITY 

..•..•. Jl,~,?QW,Bmi~gr~rjOd .. 

CONSULTING 
., ····.l7:'GP~~qt~9~JlickJ¥ml~y .... 

77 CONSUL TINO - RiduirdBauer 
. IH G()tfl~ULTlN<;J-.~oYMcl3!,?tJ!in 

-·:ifro., .... ··· .. ··}i'.. . -.' . 

. PAID 

DESCRIPTION 

DATE~~1+/~~o~J~IO~. ________ ~ 
CHECK # 2.-11"10 FILE#lD17(·g 

AMOUNT $ ---=:;..'l,,:::Z;..L.1 7..l..,;O;;....;;O~ • .;;..;{)()~ __ _ 

RE: __________ _ 

Invoice 
DATE -@z.Jtii,-

612912010 10-1167 

P.O. NUMBER TERMS PROJECT 

Net 30 

RATE 

3?o.~o..O 
200.00 

. JO().OQ 

AMOUNT 

5,959:QO. 
15,400:00 ; 
';3.~O;~Q·· : 

DucandPayable To Lemley IntematKJrlaI.EJN#2Q;.3744083,Plea'se renrinoth~'¥t(lress'11St¢dabove: 

TOTAL $22,700.00 

I 
i 

I 
t 
i 
! 
~ 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: June-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOU"", I ""'''' DESCRIPTION I TASK # I
1-Jun
2-Jun
3-Jun
4-Jun
5-Jun
6-Jun
7-Jun 2.0 Review opinion I draft report
8-Jun
9-Jun 4.0 MtQ wI Cosho and Petra
10-Jun 4.0 Review Petra reports, draft report
11-Jun 2.0 Review Petra proposal, LI report
12-Jun
13-Jun
14-Jun
15-Jun 1.0 MtQ wI Richard Bauer on case
16-Jun 0.0 Deposition at Trout Jones (6.05 hrs - billed to opposition)
17-Jun
18-Jun
19-Jun
20-Jun
21-Jun
22-Jun
23-Jun
24-Jun 2.0 Mta wI Jerry Frank
25-Jun
26·Jun
27-Jun
28-Jun 2.0 Studv JKL deposition transcript
29-Jun
30-Jun

TOTAL 17.0

Signature:

I
!
t

f
I
I
I

!
I
f

008934

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: June-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE HOUI'(~ rA5K DESCRIPTION 
1-Jun 
2-Jun 
3-Jun 
4-Jun 
5-Jun 
6-Jun 
7-Jun 2.0 Review opinion I draft report 
8-Jun 
9-Jun 4.0 Mtg wI Cosho and Petra 
10-Jun 4.0 Review Petra reports, draft report 
11-Jun 2.0 Review Petra proposal, LI report 
12-Jun 
13-Jun 
14-Jun 
15-Jun 1.0 Mtg wI Richard Sauer on case 
16-Jun 0.0 Deposition at Trout Jones (6.05 hrs - billed to opposition) 
17-Jun 
18-Jun 
19-Jun 
20-Jun 
21-Jun 
22-Jun 
23-Jun 
24-Jun 2.0 Mtg wI Jerry Frank 
25-Jun 
26-Jun 
27-Jun 
28-Jun 2.0 Study JKL deposition transcript 
29-Jun 
30-Jun 

TOTAL 17.0 

Signature: 

I TASK # I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Jun-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS lITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Jun 6.0 Draft Report
2-Jun 7.0 Draft Report
3-Jun 6.5 Draft Report
4-Jun 9.5 Draft Report
5-Jun
6-Jun
7-Jun 8.0 Review opinion w/JKL; draft report & cover letter
8-Jun 7.0 Contract Money not paid to Petra; City contract admin practices; update re
9-Jun 9.0 Meet, discuss project, update dr;:lft
10-Jun 6.0 Geotech Reports; Draft & send report
11-Jun 4.0 Petra Original proposal; Review report w/jkl
12-Jun .-

13-Jun
14-Jun
15-Jun 3.0 Review jkl report and soils reports w/jkl
16-Jun 5.0 Documents for Subpoena
17-Jun 0.5 Document requests
18-Jun
19-Jun
20-Jun
21-Jun
22-Jun
23-Jun 3.0 Contingency Document Request From Mr. Trout
24-Jun 2.0 Meet GF re:Oportunity costs; Note to GF re: person to work on loss of Op(
25-Jun 0.5 Settlement Letter;
26-Jun
27-Jun
28-Jun
29-Jun
30-Jun

TOTAL 77.0

Signature:

008935

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Jun-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-Jun 6.0 Draft Report 
2-Jun 7.0 Draft Report 
3-Jun 6.5 Draft Report 
4-Jun 9.5 Draft Report 
5-Jun 
6-Jun 
7-Jun 8.0 Review opinion w/JKL; draft report & cover letter 
8-Jun 7.0 Contract Money not paid to Petra; City contract admin practices; update re 
9-Jun 9.0 Meet, discuss project, update dr;:lft 
10-Jun 6.0 Geotech Reports; Draft & send report 
11-Jun 4.0 Petra Original proposal; Review report w/jkl 
12-Jun .. 

13-Jun 
14-Jun 
15-Jun 3.0 Review jkl report and soils reports w/jkl 
16-Jun 5.0 Documents for Subpoena 
17-Jun 0.5 Document requests 
18-Jun 
19-Jun 
20-Jun 
21-Jun 
22-Jun 
23-Jun 3.0 Contingency Document Request From Mr. Trout 
24-Jun 2.0 Meet GF re:Oportunity costs; Note to GF re: person to work on loss of Op( 
25-Jun 0.5 Settlement Letter; 
26-Jun 
27-Jun 
28-Jun 
29-Jun 
30-Jun 

TOTAL 77.0 

Signature: 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: June 2010 .

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE" /I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION /I TASK# I
1-Jun
2~Jun

3-Jun
4-Jun
5-Jun
6-Jun
7-Jun
8-Jun
9-Jun 4.0 Meeting with Wall<er, Frank, Bennett, Coughlin. Bauer, Lemley
10-Jun 1.5 Building Cost research
11-Jun
12-Jun
13-Jun
14-Jun
15-Jun

..

16-Jun 4.0 Subpoena Document Request
'17-Jun 4.0 Subpoena Document Request
18-Jun
19-Jun
20-Jun
21-Jun
22-Jun
23-Jun -
24-Jun
25-Jun
26-Jun
27-Jun
28-Jun
29-Jun
3D-Jun ", :;

i
..." .., j,

TOTAL 13.5 If; ,

'~1 )j/' --
Signature: ( .1 _7-l/ ~

/

008936

I 

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: June 2010 . 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE" II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Jun 
2-Jun 
3-Jun 
4-Jun 
5-Jun 
6-Jun 
7-Jun 
8-Jun 
9-Jun 4.0 Meeting with Wall<er, Frank, Bennett, Coughlin. Bauer, Lemley 
10-Jun 1.5 Building Cost research 
11-Jun 
12-Jun 
13-Jun 
14-Jun 
15-Jun 

.. 

16-Jun 4.0 Subpoena Document Request 
'17-Jun 4.0 Subpoena Document Request 
18-Jun 
19-Jun 
20-Jun 
21-Jun 
22-Jun 
23-Jun -
24-Jun 
25-Jun 
26-Jun 
27-Jun 
28-Jun 
29-Jun 
30-Jun " , :; 

, 
TOTAL 13.5 Ifi 

--
Signature: 

'~1 }/j' 
<: ,f:?' ~ 

/' 

II TASK# I 

i 
-." .. , I 

I' 
t 



BILL TO:

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Pilrk Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345·5226
EIN# 20·3744083

P.O. NUMBER TERMS

Net 30

DATE

7/2712010

Invoice

-10-1l7l

PROJECT

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE I AMOUNT

i27102 PO!OS} 008937

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

QUANTITY 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345·5226 
EIN# 20·3744083 

P.O. NUMBER TERMS 

Net 30 

Invoice 
DATE 

7/2712010 10-1171 

PROJECT 

DESCRIPTION RATE I AMOUNT 

~"'wt·':;rT"}',::\:':;;:<\~~~~~:~~~~ft~~~;:~~~;·<i"',. ,·tJ":,:',,\·<'·:,'~·,,' :'.~' '·i;-~<>?';"·','::",i\;, c' :""':\"';:.~::,; .,:,::,~. ,,' 

!,;\:1i·l'W.'~;(;i::!ij;,'\.:i~f~:;~~;(:~~~Z~~?~!;mM:~~1f:;~~!::t~Z?J7:~~N;,'+,;\:');:"';' . ", ""',. . _ .,' " '" ,"i:-',,:;:::-:,:.,::};,:,,'., r:;"'" ".,!' •. , ,'·';,;:::i:~;";;:\',:,' .:i ':;)<:i 

i27102 PO!OS} 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: July-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION TASK #
1-Jul
2-Jul
3-Jul
4-Jul
5-Jul
6-Jul
7-Jul
8-Jul
9-Jul 0.5 Mta. wI R Bauer - Deposition I Summary Judament
1D-Jul
11-Jul
12-Jul
13-Jul
14-Jul
15-Jut
16-Jul 1.0 Mtg. wI R Bauer - Deposition I Opposition to Summary Judgment Documents
17-Jul
18'cJul ... .. - ... .... . .

19-Jul 4.0 Review material for 2nd Deoosition
20-Jul 6.0 Review material for 2nd Deposition, Mto wI Tom Walker
21-Jul 4.0 Review material for 2nd Deposition
22-Jul 0.0 2nd Deoosition (6.75 charaed to opoosition)
23-Jul
24-Jul
25-Jul
26-Jul
27-Jul
28-Jul
29-Jul
3D-Jut
31-Jul

TOTAL 15.5

Signature:

,

I
f

I

008938

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: July-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Jul 
2-Jul 
3-Jul 
4-Jul 
5-Jul 
6-Jul 
7-Jul 
8-Jul 
9-Jul 0.5 Mtg. wI R Bauer - Deposition I Summary Judgment 
10-Jul 
11-Jul 
12-Jul 
13-Jul 
14-Jul 
15-Jul 
16-Jul 1.0 Mtg. wI R Bauer - Deposition I Opposition to Summary Judgment Documents 
17-Jul 
18'-Jul ... . - .. .... 

19-Jul 4.0 Review material for 2nd Deposition 
20-Jul 6.0 Review material for 2nd Deposition, MIQ wI Tom Walker 
21-Jul 4.0 Review material for 2nd Deposition 
22-Jul 0.0 2nd Deposition (6.75 charged to opposition) 
23-Jul 
24-Jul 
25-Jul 
26-Jul 
27-Jul 
28-Jul 
29-Jul 
30-Jul 
31-Jul 

TOTAL 15.5 

Signature: 

TASK # 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Jul-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, lLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION I TASK# I
1-Jul
2-Jul
3-Jul
4-Jul
5-Jul
6-Jul
7-Jul
8-Jul 0.5 Discuss City Response
9-Jul 0.5 Meet w/JKl re:Depo and summary judgement
10-Jul
11-Jul
12-Jul
13-Jul 5.0 Review oppostion to summary judgement
14-Jul 1.0 Items in opposition to summary judgement and new subpeona
15-Jul 7.0 JKl Depo & Issues from summary judgement data
16-Jul 1.0 Discuss w/jkl depo and new documents in opposition to summary judgem
17-Jul
18-Jul
19-Jul 8.0 Review oppostion to summary judgement documents
2O-Jul 7.0 JKl Depo Discussion & summary judgement data
21-Jul 6.5 OppositiOn to summarvjudgement& JKL deDO; Dicuss w/JKL
22-Jul 0.5 SubooenaDocuments
23-Jul
24-Jul
25-Jul
26-Jul
27':'Jul

., '28-Jul
29-Jul
30-Jul

TOTAL 37.0

Signature:

008939

.. 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: JUI-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey. lLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS IrrASK DESCRIPTION I TASK# I 
1-Jul 
2-Jul 
3-Jul 
4-Jul 
5-Jul 
6-Jul 
7-Jul 
8-Jul 0.5 Discuss City Response 
9-Jul 0.5 Meet w/JKl re:Depo and summary judgement 
10-Jul 
11-Jul 
12-Jul 
13-Jul 5.0 Review ~ostion to summary iudgement 
14-Jul 1.0 Items in opposition to summary judgement and new subpeona 
15-Jul 7.0 JKl Depo & Issues from summary judgement data 
16-Jul 1.0 Discuss w/jkl depo and new documents in opposition to summary judgem 
17-Jul 
18-Jul 
19-Jul 8.0 Review oppostion to summary judgement documents 
2O-Jul 7.0 JKl Depc> Discussion & summary judgement data 
21-Jul 6.5 OppositiOn to summa_IYludgement & JKL dePQ; Dicuss w/JKL 
22-Jul 0.5 Subpoena Documents '. 
23-Jul 
24-Jul 
25-Jul 
26-Jul 
27':'Jul 

·.28-Jul 
29-Jul 
30-Jul 

TOTAL 37.0 

Signature: 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: July 2010

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Jul
2-Jul
3-Jul
4-Jul
5-Jul
6-Jul
7·Jul
8-Jul
9-Jul 6 Document Processino/Affidavits and exibits
10-Jul
11-Jul
12-Jul 6 Document Processing/Affidavits and exibits, Amento research
13-Jul 4 Document Processing/Affidavits and exibits
14-Jul 4 Review Affidavits and exibits
15·Jul 4 Review Affidavits and exibits
16-Jul
17-Jul
18-Jul
19-Jul
20-Jul 2 Subpoena II document collection
21-Jul 1 Subpoena II documents collection
22-Jul
23-Jul
24-Jul
25-Jul
26-Jul
27-Jul
28-Jul
29-Jul
30-Jul
31-Jul

TOTAL 27

-
~};1 ~

Signature: l/N"
I herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided.

008940

I 

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: July 2010 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Jul 
2-Jul 
3-Jul 
4-Jul 
5-Jul 
6-Jul 
7-Jul 
8-Jul 
9-Jul 6 Document Processing/Affidavits and exibits 
10-Jul 
11-Jul 
12-Jul 6 Document Processing/Affidavits and exibits, Amento research 
13-Jul 4 Document Processing/Affidavits and exibits 
14-Jul 4 Review Affidavits and exibits 
15-Jul 4 Review Affidavits and exibits 
16-Jul 
17-Jul 
18-Jul 
19-Jul 
20-Jul 2 Subpoena II document collection 
21-Jul 1 Subpoena II documents collection 
22-Jul 
23-Jul 
24-Jul 
25-Jul 
26-Jul 
27-Jul 
28-Jul 
29-Jul 
30-Jul 
31-Jul 

TOTAL 27 

~Ji1 -Signature: 1.LN " 
I herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided. 

II TASK # I 



BILL TO:

Cosho Humphrey, Ltp
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83701-9518

QUANTITY

604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345-5226
EIN# 20-3744083

DESCRIPTION

P.O. NUMBER

Net 30

..

DATE

9/112010

Invoice
INVOICE #

lo-lI77

PROJECT

AMOUNT

.. ".,. ~.\,,' 't:..'"

~ .;. "-',

008941

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83701-9518 

QUANTITY 

27102 (10105)' 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

DESCRIPTION 

P.O. NUMBER 

Invoice 
DATE INVOICE # 

9/112010 10-1177 

PROJECT 

Net 30 

.. AMOUNT 



NAME: Jack K Lemley
PERIOD: August-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION TASK #
1-Aug
2-Aua 4.0 Read JKL DepO from 22 July
3-Aua
4-Aua
5-AuQ 3.0 Read JKL DeDO from 22 Julv
6-Aug
7-Aua
Mua
9-Aua 4.0 Read JKL DeDO from 22 Julvl Finish
1Q-AuQ
11-Aua
12-Aua
13-Aua
14-Aug
15-Aug
16-AuQ
17-Aua
18-Aua
19-Aua
2Q-Aua 0.5 Discuss issues wI Bauer
21-Aua
22-Aua
23-AuQ 3.5 Read Knothe DeDositian
24-Aua 4.0 Prepare for Mta wI Tom Walker and Hearina
25-Aua 3.0 MlQw/Walker and Bauer
26-Aug 4.0 Prepare for Hearing,Discuss issues wI Bauer
27-Aua 4.0 Prepare for Hearing. Discuss issues wI Bauer
28-Aua 3.5 Read Frank Lee Deposition
29-AiJQ
3Q-Aug 1 Discuss current infonnation wI Bauer
31~Aua

TOTAL 34.5

Signature:

008942

NAME: Jack K Lemley 
PERIOD: August-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Aug 
2-Aua 4.0 Read JKL Depo from 22 July 
3-Aua 
4-AuQ 
5-Aug 3.0 Read JKL Depo from 22 July 
6-Aug 
7-Aua 
8-Aua 
9-Aug 4.0 Read JKL Depo from 22 Julvl Finish 
1O-Aug 
11-Aug 
12-Aug 
13-Aug 
14-Au~ 

15-Aua 
16-Aug 
17-Aug 
18-Aua 
19-Aug 
20-Aug 0.5 Discuss issues wI Bauer 
21-Aug 
22-Aua 
23-Aug 3.5 Read Knothe Deposition 
24-Aug 4.0 Prepare for Mtg wI Tom Walker and Hearing 
25-Aug 3.0 Mtgw/Walker and Bauer 
26-Aug 4.0 Prepare for Hearing, Discuss issues wI Bauer 
27-Aua 4.0 Prepare for Hearing, Discuss issues wi Bauer 
28-Aua 3.5 Read Frank Lee Deposition 
29-Aug 
30-Aug 1 Discuss current infonnation wi Bauer 
31~Aua 

TOTAL 34.5 

Signature: 

TASK # 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Aug-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I

I

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION TASK #
1-Aug 0.0
2-Au!1 6.0 Review JKL Deoo from 22Jul
3-Au!1 5.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul
4-Au!1
5-Au!1 5.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney
6-Aug 7.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney
7-Aug 0.0
8-Au!1 0.0
9-Au!1 7.0 Review JKL DeDO from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney
10-Au!1 7.0 Review JKL DeDO from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney
11-AuQ 0.5 Expert Witness disclosure
12-AuQ
13-Au!1
14-Au!1 0.0
15-AuQ 0.0
16-Au!1
17-AuQ 0.5 Review latest data; Talk wlTC
18-Aua
19-Aug 5.0 Review LK Depo and data
20-Aug 2.0 Review recent documents and discuss with JKL
21-Aug 0.0
22-Aug 0.0
23-Aug 2.0 Review recent Depos
24-Aua 6.0 Review recentDeDOs
25·Au!1 5.0 Review w/JKL& TW;Review docs
26-Au!1 3.0 Recent Memos and documents; Discuss issues w/JKL
27-Au!1 0.5 Review rnemo'swlikl

. 28-Au!1 0.0
29-Aug 0.0

·30-Aug 6.5 Review current information and meet w/ikl
31-Aua 8.0 Review current affidavits; Meet wlTW

TOTAL 76.0

Signature:

008943

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Aug-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Aug 0.0 
2-Aug 6.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul 
3-Aug 5.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul 
4-Aug 
5-Aug 5.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney 
6-Aug 7.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney 
7-Aug 0.0 
8-Aug 0.0 
9-Aug 7.0 Review JKL Depo from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney 
10-Aug 7.0 Review JKL D~ from 22Jul - Issues raised by Meridian's attorney 
11-Aug 0.5 Expert Witness disclosure 
12-Aug 
13-Aug 
14-Aug 0.0 
15-Aug 0.0 
16-Aug 
17-Aug 0.5 Review latest data; Talk wlTC 
18-Aug 
19-AuA 5.0 Review LK Depo and data 
20-Aug 2.0 Review recent documents and discuss with JKL 
21-Aug 0.0 
22-Aug 0.0 
23-Aug 2.0 Review recent Depos 
24-Aug 6.0 Review recent Depos 
25·Aug 5.0 Review w/JKL& TW;Review docs 
26-Aug 3.0 Recent Memos and documents; Discuss issues w/JKL 
27-Aug 0.5 Review rnemo'swlikl 

. 28-Au1t 0.0 
29-AI.'~t 0.0 

·30-Aug 6.5 Review current information and meet w/jkl 
31-Aug 8.0 Review current affidavits; Meet wlTW 

TOTAL 76.0 

Signature: 

I 

I 

TASK # 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: Aug 2010

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Aug
2-AuQ
3-Aug
4-AuQ
5-AuQ
6-Aug
7-Aug .
8-Aua
9-AuQ
10-Aug
11-Aug
12-AuQ
13-Aug
14-AuQ
15-Auq
16-Aua
17-Aug
18-Aug
19;.,AuQ 0.5 Laura Knothe·Depo electronic filing
20-AuQ
21-Aua
22;.,AuQ
23-Aug

·24-Aua
25~Aua

26-AuQ
27-AuQ
28-Aua
29':'Aua
3D-Aua
31-Aug 0.5 Affidavits from Baird. Zeremba & Anderson electronic filing

TOTAL 1

Signature:
f herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided.

008944

I 

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: Aug 2010 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS I[ASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Aug 
2-Aug 
3-Aug 
4-Aug 
5-Aug 
6-Aug 
7-Aug . 
8-Aug 
9-Aug 
10-Aug 
11-Aug 
12-AuQ 
13-Aug 
14-Aug 
15-AuQ 
16-AuQ 
17-Aug 
18-Aug 
19;.,Aug 0.5 Laura Knothe·Depo electronic filing 
20-Aug 
21-Aug 
22~ALJg 

23-Aug 
·24-Aug 
25~AuQ 

26-Aug 
27-Aug 
28-Aug 
29':'Aug 
3D-Aug 
31-Aug 0.5 Affidavits from Baird, Zeremba & Anderson electronic filing 

TOTAL 1 

Signature: 
f herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided. 

II TASK # I 



604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345·5226
EIN# 20-3744083

Invoice

BILL TO:

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, 10 83707-9518

P.O. NUMBER TERMS

Net 30

. DATE

101112010 10-1180

PROJECT

•QUANTITY

27Hi2 (iOmS)

I RATE AMOUNT

I
.~008945

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas O. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

QUANTITY 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

• ••• 

P.O. NUMBER TERMS 

Net 30 

Invoice 
, DATE _'IN'Mi-

101112010 10-1180 

PROJECT 

RATE AMOUNT 

. i"'::'2.~g:~;Q()g: 
10,400.00 

, ,,'.,::.S;!: '450,00:, ., 

. 
0~i,~dPiiYiilil~T6t~JIll~"ititci1i~ij~iU;'~i'Nw'~(j237~~3?~I~'~~f6th~~di~~1~;~Ve:' ,.,'.:~;'.':;'·."i';:'7:\<T""?"!: i"""";'"/&[;;'/"'::',r·;'{'. :'d2'~\! 

TOTAL $13;i25.0(), 

27t02 (10;{j5) 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: September-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION I TASK #
1-Sep
2-Sep
3-Seo 3.0 Read Petra v Meridian Affidavits, Review Memo KJT to T. Baird
4-Seo
5-Seo
6-Seo
7-Seo
8-Seo
9-Seo
10-Seo
11-Seo
12-Seo
13-Seo
14-Seo 0.5 Review City Memo wI RB
15-5eo 3.0 Read I Review Petra v Meridian Affidavits
16-Sep
17-Sep
18-Seo
19-5eo
20-Seo
21-Seo
22-Seo
23-Seo
24-Seo
25-Seo
26-Seo
27-Seo
28-Sep
29-Sep
3D-Seo ,

TOTAL 6.5

Signature:

008946

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: September-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS IrrASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Sep 
2-Sep 
3-Sep 3.0 Read Petra v Meridian Affidavits, Review Memo KJT to T. Baird 
4-Sep 
5-Sep 
6-Sep 
7-Sep 
8-Sep 
9-Sep 
10-Sep 
11-Sep_ 
12-Sep 
13-Sep 
14-Sep 0.5 Review City Memo wI RB 
15-Sep 3.0 Read I Review Petra v Meridian Affidavits 
16-Sep 
17-Sep 
18-Sep 
19-5ep 
20-Sep 
21-Sep 
22-Sep 
23-Sep 
24-Sep 
25-Sep 
26-Sep 
27-Sep 
28-Sep 
29-Sep 
3D-Sep , 

TOTAL 6.5 

Signature: 

I TASK # 

I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Sep-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I
1

I

I

DATE I HOURS lITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Sep 5.0 Review affidavits and documents from 30AuQ
2-Sep 8.0 Review Photo.lDocs received
3-Sep 8.0 Review motions & attachments; affidavit
4-5ep 0.0
5-5eo 0.0
6-5eo
7-Seo 6.5 Affidavit and support
8-5ep 4.0 Daily reports LCA, review GB affidavit
9-Seo 8.0 Affidavit; meet TW, exhibits
10-5ep 1.0 Affidavit
11-5ep 0.0
12-5ep 0.0
13-5eo 2.5 Finalize affidavit, depo schedule, Bennett Affidavit
14-5eo 0.5 Review City Memo's w/JKL
15-Seo 0.5 Discussions w/jkl Qeneral background
16-Seo
17-Sep
18-Seo 0.0
19-5eo 0.0
20-Seo
21-Seo
22-Seo
23-Seo
24-5ep
25-Sep 0.0
26-Seo 0.0
27-5eo 4.0 Review and oreo for depo
28-Seo 3.0 prep for depo and subpeona docs
29-Sep 1.0 5ubpeona Documents
30-Seo

TOTAL 52.0

Signature:

008947

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Sep-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-Sep 5.0 Review affidavits and documents from 30Aug 
2-Sep 8.0 Review Photo.lDocs received 
3-Sep 8.0 Review motions & attachments; affidavit 
4-Sep 0.0 
5-Sep 0.0 
6-Sep 
7-Sep 6.5 Affidavit and support 
8-Sep 4.0 Daily reports LCA, review GB affidavit 
9-Se(! 8.0 Affidavit; meet TW, exhibits 
10-Sep 1.0 Affidavit 
11-Sep 0.0 
12-Sep 0.0 
13-Sep 2.5 Finalize affidavit, depo schedule, Bennett Affidavit 
14-Sep 0.5 Review City Memo's w/JKL 
15-Sep 0.5 Discussions w/jkl general background 
16-Sep 
17-Sep 
18-Sep 0.0 
19-5ep 0.0 
20·Sep 
21-Sep 
22-Sep 
23-Sep 
24-Sep 
25-Sep 0.0 
26-Sep 0.0 
27-Sep 4.0 Review and prep for depo 
28-Sep 3.0 prep for depo and subpeona docs 
29-Sep 1.0 Subpeona Documents 
30-Sep 

TOTAL 52.0 

Signature: 

I 
1 

I 

I 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: Sept 2010

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP • Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I
I
I
I
~-

I herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided.

ATE I HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION ASK #
1·Sep
2-Seo
3·Sep
4·Seo
5-Seo
6-Seo
7-Seo 2.5 Document Scan/Processina, Motions for Summary Judaement
8-Sep
9-Seo
10-Seo
11-Sep
12-Sep
13-Seo
14-Sep
15-Sep
16-Sep
H-Sep
18-Seo
19-5eo
20-Sep
21-Seo
22·Seo
23-Sep
24-Seo
25-Seo
26-Seo
27-Seo
28-Sep 1.5 Subpoena III document collection
29-Sep 0.5 Hidden text issue with emails
30-Seo

TOTAL 4.5

c'~//I
....i- .-/A/

}

Signature: c..;- Y' l\
v

008948

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: Sept 2010 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

ATE I HOURS I TASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Sep 
2-Sep 
3-Sep 
4-Sep 
5-Sep 
6-Sep 
7-Sep 2.5 Document Scan/Processino, Motions for Summary Judoement 
8-Sep 
9-Sep 
10-Sep 
11-Sep 
12-Sep 
13-Sep 
14-Sep 
15-Sep 
16-Sep 
17-Sep 
18-Sep 
19-5eo 
20-Sep. 
21-Sep 
22-Sep 
23-Sep 
24-Sep 
25-Sep 
26-Sep 
27-Sep 
28-Sep 1.5 Subpoena III document collection 
29-Sep 0.5 Hidden text issue with emails 
30-Sep 

TOTAL 4.5 

r'~//f 
) 

cP9V Signature: l\ 
v 

I herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided. 

ASK # 

I 
I 
I 
I 
! 



604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE. ID 83702
(208) 345·5226
EIN# 20-3744083

Invoice

BILL TO:

DATE

111112010 10-1184

TERMS PROJECT

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

QUANTITY

'7102 (1il!05)

DESCRIPTION

P.O. NUMBER

Net 30

RATE AMOUNT

!

I
~
I

008949

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, ID 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

Invoice 
DATE 

111112010 10-1184 

P.O. NUMBER TERMS PROJECT 

Net 30 

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT 

CONSULTING 
;::;",,:,:,:!'{f;i:i;\, , O.§:'~({j~~~TING:-laCl<;,~pjJ,~l:);~' c;\i\",·,':"}.:!';';· i),:;,;:,·;,; <';'. ';. '·;;~,,2':,::.;,,:);,:: ~·:3~6.~Q9;:>'. :·i:;.X);~:\t7jjQ6;;1.;:~·! 

51.5 CONSULTING - Richard Bauer 200.00 10,300.00 . 
,"k," JAA~()Q ~.·.·,i;;:::,J:Slt()p.);,j 

'7102 (10/05) 

! 

I 
~ 
I 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: October-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries. LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION TASK #
1-0ct
2-0ct
3-0ct
4-0ct
5-0ct
6-Oct
7-0ct
8-0ct 0.5 Mtg. wI R Bauer
9-0ct
10-0ct
11-0ct
12-0ct
13-0ct
14-0ct
15-0ct
16-0ct
17-0ct
18-0ct
19-0ct
2D-Oct
21-0ct
22-0ct
23-0ct
24-0ct
25-0ct
26-0ct
27-0ct
28-0ct
29-0ct
30-0ct
31-0ct
TOTAL 0.5

Signature:

008950

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: Oclober-10 

DATE HOURS 
1-0cl 
2-0cl 
3-0cl 
4-0cl 
5-0ct 
6-0cl 
7-0ct 
8-0cl 0.5 
9-0ct 
10-0ct 
11-0ct 
12-0ct 
13-0ct 
14-0ct 
15-0ct 
16-0ct 
17-0ct 
18-0ct 
19-0ct 
20-0ct 
21-0ct 
22-0ct 
23-0ct 
24-0ct 
25-0ct 
26-0ct 
27-0ct 
28-0ct 
29-0ct 
30-0ct 
31-0ct 
TOTAL 0.5 

Signature: 

TASK DESCRIPTION 

Mig. wI R Bauer 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries. LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Pelra 

TASK # 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Oct-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-0ct
2-0ct 0.0
3-0ct 0.0
4-0ct
5-0ct
6-0ct
7-0ct 2.5 Review CO in Amento Affid/discuss with TC; Review locations MCI mason
8-0ct 0.5 Review 70ct information w/JKL
9-0ct 0.0
10-0ct 0.0
11-0ct
12-0ct
13-0ct
14-0ct
15-0ct
16-0ct 0.0
17-0ct 0.0
18-0ct
19-0ct
20-0ct 6.0 City Damages data. Review photos & documents
21-0ct 5.5 City Damages notes re: LD
22-0ct 7.0 Damages review CA issues.
23-0ct 0.0
24-0ct 0.0
25-0ct 7.5 Review damages. PDF files.
26-0ct 8.0 Damages and review opinion/affidavits
27-0ct 7.0 Discuss depo wlTW; Damage review
28-0ct 7.5 Damage review
29-0ct
3D-Oct 0.0
31-0ct 0.0

TOTAL 51.5

Signature:

008951

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Oct-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-0ct 
2-0ct 0.0 
3-0ct 0.0 
4-0ct 
5-0ct 
6-0ct 
7-Oct 2.5 Review CO in Amento Affid/discuss with TC; Review locations MCI mason 
8-0ct 0.5 Review 70ct information w/JKL 
9-0ct 0.0 
10-0ct 0.0 
11-0ct 
12-0ct 
13-0ct 
14-0ct 
15-0ct 
16-0ct 0.0 
17-0ct 0.0 
18-0ct 
19-0ct 
20-0ct 6.0 City Damages data. Review photos & documents 
21-0ct 5.5 City Damages notes re: LD 
22-0ct 7.0 Damages review CA issues. 
23-0ct 0.0 
24-0ct 0.0 
25-0ct 7.5 Review damages. PDF files. 
26-0ct 8.0 Damages and review opinion/affidavits 
27-0ct 7.0 Discuss depo w/TW; Damage review 
28-0ct 7.5 Damage review 
29-0ct 
30-0ct 0.0 
31-0ct 0.0 

TOTAL 51.5 

Signature: 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: OCT 2010

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

py

I DATE II HOURS I!TASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-0ct
2-0ct
3-0ct
4-0ct
5-0ct
6-0ct
7-Oct
8-0ct
9-0ct
10-0ct
11-0ct
12-0ct
13-0ct
14-0ct
15-0ct
16-0ct
17-0ct
18-0ct
19-0ct
20-0ct
21-0ct
22-0ct
23-0ct
24-0ct
25-0ct
26-0ct
27-0ct
28-0ct
29-0ct 1.5 Site Visit with GB, TC(petra), TMC, Ray(Miller Eng)
30-0ct
31-0ct

TOTAL 1.5 J

..--~J/Ir )Jr.J .~

Signature: -L :."...'A / 1\
I herb certify the hours and·tasKs are a'true re resentation of services provided.

008952

I 

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: OCT 2010 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-0ct 
2-0ct 
3-0ct 
4-0ct 
5-0ct 
6-0ct 
7-0ct 
8-0ct 
9-0ct 
10-0ct 
11-0ct 
12-0ct 
13-0ct 
14-0ct 
15-0ct 
16-0ct 
17-0ct 
18-0ct 
19-0ct 
20-0ct 
21-0ct 
22-0ct 
23-0ct 
24-0ct 
25-0ct 
26-0ct 
27-0ct 
28-0ct 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

29-0ct 1.5 Site Visit with GB, TC(petra), TMC, Ray(Milier Eng) 
30-0ct 
31-0ct 

TOTAL 1.5 , 
~ 

.. -;>dI} 
Signature: .L ~ A / l\ 
I herb certify the hours and -tasKs are a'true re resentation of services provided. y p 

II TASK # I 



~MLEY
604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345-5226

I NT ERN A T ION A L EIN# 20-3744083

TERMS PROJECT

Invoice

, .

DATE -1112412010 1O-1l86

·i
I. ,

Net 30

: .• •

•• •

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

BILL TO:

QUANTITY

J

.... ...........> .."<:.. \:\,.. ,.:;:.;....:; ,..: ,. '.... .:-j
I

'7102 (10/05)

008953

~MLEy 
604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 

I NT ERN A T ION A L EIN# 20-3744083 

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

• • 

QUANTITY •• • 

'&~~~hf,iJ,;\~i~~;:j~t\~i:~{'L" \~ .«~:::)~~g~.,';" ·';;';:~Pz<\:.ffJ"·· 

;~j:Y;N::'i~,l:;;··\/\:·<;4):A'f:B\:; .-;.; :.i$".tl.#t'.><}; ,'. 

·\;;;,><':!·····~\-·:;}+·CJ1B~K#,··i ··;.~~~'FIl:JJE#:9;Q7,1'/:-i 

;·\.~.ty{~M~r,·.~\ ..... "·+'+~ .... lll..,,. .. ~,..,.P,.,..,P.;.;:;;;l)""'"'.:.; ............. ~~...,;.;. 
... ; ... l\E:.C7 .. ~~~~~~ ____ __ 

'7102 (10105) 

: . 

Invoice 
DATE -@t·Mi-

1112412010 1O-1l86 

TERMS PROJECT 

Net 30 

. , , . 

$1.8;400,00 
. -',' ....... , ",". 

". _ , •• _M~.,, __ ,. __ , •• ~: __ ~.~ • ....:,~::.~.c~_.~"'.;.~_ ~~~" ', __ , 

-i 
I 

J 

:-j 

I 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: November-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Nov
2-Nov
3-Nov
4-Nov 4.0 StudY Deoositions
5-Nov
6-Nov 4.0 Review JKL Deoo, Deoositions
7-Nov
a-Nov
9-Nov
10-Nov
11-Nov
12-Nov
13-Nov
14-Nov
15-Nov
16-Nov
17-Nov
18-Nov
19-Nov
2D-Nov 4.0 Review Damaoe Statements
21-Nov 4.0 Review Damaoe Statements, Proiect data
22-Nov
23-Nov 2.0 Mtg wI R Bauer, review of damage issues

TOTAL 18.0

Signature:

008954

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: November-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Nov 
2-Nov 
3-Nov 
4-Nov 4.0 Study Depositions 
5-Nov 
6-Nov 4.0 Review JKL DePO, Depositions 
7-Nov 
a-Nov 
9-Nov 
10-Nov 
11-Nov 
12-Nov 
13-Nov 
14-Nov 
15-Nov 
16-Nov 
17-Nov 
18-Nov 
19-Nov 
20-Nov 4.0 Review Damage Statements 
21-Nov 4.0 Review Damage Statements, Project data 
22-Nov 
23-Nov 2.0 Mtg wI R Bauer, review of damage issues 

TOTAL 18.0 

Signature: 

II TASK # I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Nov-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK# I
1-Nov 7.0 DamaQe analysis
2-Nov
3-Nov
4-Nov
5-Nov 2.5 Masonry Report; attachments to Depos; Subpoena docs
6-Nov 0.0
7-Nov 0.0
8-Nov 4.0 City DamaQe Summary; plumbing vs code
9-Nov 5.0 Plumbing & code; review for depo
10-Nov 1.0 Review MTI report and docs
11-Nov 0.0
12-Nov
13-Nov 0.0
14-Nov 0.0
15-Nov
16-Nov 2.0 Petra CVs;Telcom JW; Review observe vs. inspect
17-Nov 4.0 Observe vs Inspect info; Anderson Depo; Attach to Bennett May Depo
18-Nov 7.0 review background on inspection; Review Coughlin &Bennet close-out
19-Nov 8.0 Review close out, defects etc.
20-Nov 0.0
21-Nov 0.0
22-Nov 8.0 Review Depo; Review project data
23-Nov 8.0 Review of Damages and issues w/jkl; depo errata sheet; Site visit
24-Nov
25-Nov
26-Nov
27-Nov 0.0
28-Nov 0.0
29-Nov
3D-Nov

TOTAL 56.5

Signature:

008955

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Nov-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK# I 
1-Nov 7.0 Damage analysis 
2-Nov 
3-Nov 
4-Nov 
5-Nov 2.5 Masonry Report; attachments to Depos; Subpoena docs 
6-Nov 0.0 
7-Nov 0.0 
8-Nov 4.0 City Damage Summary; plumbing vs code 
9-Nov 5.0 Plumbing & code; review for depo 
10-Nov 1.0 Review MTI report and docs 
11-Nov 0.0 
12-Nov 
13-Nov 0.0 
14-Nov 0.0 
15-Nov 
16-Nov 2.0 Petra CVs;Telcom JW; Review observe vs. inspect 
17-Nov 4.0 Observe vs Inspect info; Anderson Depo; Attach to Bennett May Depo 
18-Nov 7.0 review background on inspection; Review Coughlin & Bennet close-out 
19-Nov 8.0 Review close out, defects etc. 
20-Nov 0.0 
21-Nov 0.0 
22-Nov 8.0 Review Depo; Review project data 
23-Nov 8.0 Review of Damages and issues w/jkl; de po errata sheet; Site visit 
24-Nov 
25-Nov 
26-Nov 
27-Nov 0.0 
28-Nov 0.0 
29-Nov 
30-Nov 

TOTAL 56.5 

Signature: 



NAME: Roy McGlothin
PERIOD: Nov 2010

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK# I
1-Nov 0.5 Review of site visit with R. Bauer
2-Nov
3-Nov
4-Nov
5-Nov 6 Subpoena document collection, review Miller report, review Anderson, Simmons,
6-Nov
7-Nov
8-Nov
9-Nov
10-Nov
11-Nov 1.5 Document Processing; review Renewed motion to exclude experts documents
12-Nov
13-NoY
14-Noy
15-Nov
16-Noy
17-NoY
18-Nov
19-NoY
20-Nov
21-NoY
22-NoY
23-Nov
24-NoY
25-Noy
26-NoY
27-NoY
28-NoY
29-Noy
30-NoY

..
/

TOTAL 8

Signature: /Zf/~\
I herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided.

I
I

008956

I 

NAME: Roy McGlothin 
PERIOD: Nov 2010 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

1-Nov 0.5 Review of site visit with R. Bauer 
2-Nov 
3-Nov 
4-Nov 
5-Nov 6 Subpoena document collection, review Miller report, review Anderson, Simmons, 
6-Nov 
7-Nov 
8-Nov 
9-Nov 
10-Nov 
11-Nov 1.5 Document Processing; review Renewed motion to exclude experts documents 
12-Nov 
13-Nov 
14-Nov 
15-Nov 
16-Nov 
17-Nov 
18-Nov 
19-Nov 
20-Nov 
21-Nov 
22-Nov 
23-Nov 
24-Nov 
25-Nov 
26-Nov 
27-Nov 
28-Nov 
29-Nov 
30-Nov 

.. 
/ 

TOTAL 8 

Signature: /Zf/~\ 
I herby certify the hours and tasks are a true representation of services provided. 

II TASK# I 

I 
I 



(

BILL TO:

City ofMeridian
c/o Kim J. Trout
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan Gour
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820
Boise, ID 83701

604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345-5226
EtN# 20-3744083

P.O. NUMBER TERMS

Due on receipt

DATE

6/18/2010

Invoice
•

lQ..l163

...

QUANTITY

\':._'.,," .:.... -

'7102 (10105)

DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT

.... ,... " "-',

008957

( 

BILL TO: 

City of Meridian 
c/o Kim J. Trout 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan Gour 
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820 
Boise, ID 83701 

QUANTITY 

'7102 (10105) 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EtN# 20-3744083 

P.O. NUMBER TERMS 

Due on receipt 

Invoice 
DATE • 

6/18/2010 10-1163 

... 

DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT 



604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 1083702
(208) 345·5226
EIN# 20·3744083

Invoice
DATE INVOICE #

(.

BILL TO:

City ofMeridian
c/o Kim J. Trout
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan Gour
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820
Boise, ID 83701

P.O. NUMBER

Due on receipt

712612010

•••

10-1168

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT

008958

(' 

BILL TO: 

City of Meridian 
c/o Kim J. Trout 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE. 1083702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan Gour 
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice 
DATE INVOICE # 

712612010 10-1168 

P.O. NUMBER ••• 
Due on receipt 

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION RATE AMOUNT 
, 

;2'1~!r.%%!~2ti-~';~U'~;f;;:!\fg!~~~~~14:~~~;1~~~~~l':);;";'; ,', ,:\""':,:; :;~ '::,</:,";";7:'" "', •. ,::' .;,' , ~:c, '>;,i, .:::,:<:'r<i';;;;:i,':h'>;"':~::: !;;)&m~j 

W;:;';i:',M·:t(~\$.,~i;S,;jS::~~~~fflf\~~~iIT~~~~~)~ng~8:~~m;~~~~~i~~?f?<:;~:'Y:" ,;;',', , 

, 
'~l:l'~Ii~I~To;~~'ititefuiili~bhl.'JitN'i12(¢3:1#~83:~~iti~~'iid~~~~~'t~~<,:."'i/"';~<':; ,""';: "";,:,,,,;,:;:;,:; ?':"",'" ';,:i'" """·'·"',ii,;(;;;Ei'l 

1"'OtAL$~362'so 

,mO,2 (10i05) 



604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE,ID 83702
(208) 345·5226
EIN# 20·3744083

Invoice
DATE INVOICE #

BILL TO:

City ofMeridian
clo Kim 1. Trout
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan Gour
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820
Boise, ID 83701

QUANTITY I •

P.O. NUMBER

11/2412010

Due on receipt

RATE

10-1185

PROJECT

AMOUNT

7102 (10tOS}

i
I

008959

BILL TO: 

City of Meridian 
clo Kim 1. Trout 
Trout Jones Gledhill Fuhnnan Gour 
225 N. 9th Street, Suite 820 
Boise, ID 83701 

QUANTITY 

7102 (10/05) 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE,ID 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

I • 

P.O. NUMBER 

Invoice 
DATE INVOICE # 

11/2412010 10-1185 

PROJECT 

Due on receipt 

RATE AMOUNT 

i 
I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Nov-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Nov
2-Nov
3-Nov
4-Nov
5-Nov
6-Nov
7-Nov
8-Nov
9-Nov

10-Nov 6.5 Deposition 9:00 to 4:00 = 6 hr: 0.5hr Travel office/depo
11-Nov 3.5 Deposition 12:00 to 3:00 = 3 hr: 0.5hr Travel office/depo
12-Nov
13-Nov
14-Nov
15-Nov
16-Nov
17-Nov
18-Nov
19-Nov
20-Nov
21-Nov
22-Nov
23-Nov
24-Nov
25-Nov
26-Nov
27-Nov
28-Nov
29-Nov
3D-Nov

TOTAL 10.0

Signature:

008960

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Nov-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-Nov 
2-Nov 
3-Nov 
4-Nov 
5-Nov 
6-Nov 
7-Nov 
8-Nov 
9-Nov 

10-Nov 6.5 Deposition 9:00 to 4:00 = 6 hr: 0.5hr Travel office/depo 
11-Nov 3.5 Deposition 12:00 to 3:00 = 3 hr: O.Shr Travel office/depo 
12-Nov 
13-Nov 
14-Nov 
15-Nov 
16-Nov 
17-Nov 
18-Nov 
19-Nov 
20-Nov 
21-Nov 
22-Nov 
23-Nov 
24-Nov 
25-Nov 
26-Nov 
27-Nov 
28-Nov 
29-Nov 
3D-Nov 

TOTAL 10.0 

Signature: 



604 NORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345-5226
EIN# 20-3744083

Invoice
DATE INVOICE #

BILL TO:

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 951.8
Boise, fD 83707-9518

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION

• •
Net 30

12/30/2010

RATE

10-1190

PROJECT

• •

I
I

I
I

J

I
i

008961

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 951.8 
Boise, fD 83707-9518 

604 NORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

QUANTITY DESCRIPTION 

• • 

Invoice 
DATE INVOICE # 

12/30/2010 10-1190 

PROJECT 

Net 30 

RATE • • 

I 
I 
i 

TOTAL $11,000.00 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: December-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE
1-Dec
2-Dec
3-Dec
4-Dec
5-Dec
6-Dec
7-Dec
8-Dec
9-Dec
10-Dec
11-Dec
12-Dec
13-Dec
14-Dec
15-Dec
16-Dec
17-Dec
18-Dec
19-Dec
20-Dec
21-Dec
22-Dec
23-Dec
24-Dec
25-Dec
26-Dec
27-Dec
28-Dec
29-Dec
3O-Dec
31-Dec
TOTAL

Signature;

HOURS TASK DESCRIPTION

2.0 Review attorne re aration for JKL direct examination

2.0

TASK #

008962

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: December-10 

DATE HOURS 
1-Dec 
2-Dec 
3-Dec 2.0 
4-Dec 
5-Dec 
6-Dec 
7-Dec 
8-Dec 
9-Dec 
10-Dec 
11-Dec 
12-Dec 
13-Dec 
14-Dec 
15-Dec 
16-Dec 
17-Dec 
18-Dec 
19-Dec 
20-Dec 
21-Dec 
22-0ec 
23-0ec 
24-Dec 
2S-Dec 
26-0ec 
27-0ec 
28-Dec 
29-Dec 
3O-Dec 
31-Dec 
TOTAL 2.0 

Signature: 

TASK DESCRIPTION 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

Review attorney preparation for JKL direct examination 

I TASK # I 

I 
L. 

I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Nov-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

CDATE K DESCRIPTION I TASK # I
1-Nov
2-Nov
3-Nov
4-Nov
5-Nov
6-Nov
7-Nov
8-Nov
9-Nov
10-Nov
11-Nov
12-Nov
13-Nov
14-Nov
15-Nov
16-Nov
17-Nov
18-Nov
19-Nov
20-Nov
21-Nov
22-Nov
23-Nov
24-Nov 2.0 Rulings on motions; Comments from Hobson; Notes/photos from site visit
25-Nov
26-Nov
27-Nov
28-Nov
29-Nov
30-Nov

TOTAL 2.0

Signature:

008963

~ 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Nov-10 

DATE 
1-Nov 
2-Nov 
3-Nov 
4-Nov 
5-Nov 
6-Nov 
7-Nov 
8-Nov 
9-Nov 
10-Nov 
11-Nov 
12-Nov 
13-Nov 
14-Nov 
15-Nov 
16-Nov 
17-Nov 
18-Nov 
19-Nov 
20-Nov 
21-Nov 
22-Nov 
23-Nov 

K DESCRIPTION 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

I TASK # I 

24-Nov 2.0 Rulings on motions; Comments from Hobson; Notes/photos from site visit 
25-Nov 
26-Nov 
27-Nov 
28-Nov 
29-Nov 
30-Nov 

TOTAL 2.0 

Signature: 
\ 

I 

I 
·1 

I 
I 

I 
I 

I 
I 
I 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Dec-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Dec
2-Dec 8.0 Review Direct issues and support documents
3-Dec 7.0 "Best construction practice" review and documents;telecom w/JF
4-Dec 0.0
5-Dec 0.0
6-Dec 8.0 Verify items in Direct against project documents
7-Dec 5.0 Pro!=lram mgmt vs construction mgmt; Verify items in Direct a!=lainst projec
8-Dec 5.0 Verify items in Direct against proiect documents
9-Dec
10-Dec 1.0 Review punch list Roof & water feature; Telecom wIGS
11-Dec 0.0
12-Dec 0.0
13-Dec
14-Dec
15-Dec
16-Dec
17-Dec
18-Dec 0.0
19-Dec 0.0
20-Dec . 1.0 Chamberlain report
21-Dec 1.0 Plumbing issues; Telecom wlgb
22-Dec
23-Dec
24-Dec
25-Dec 0.0
26-Dec 0.0
27-Dec
28-Dec 7.0 Review support documents; JKL & Bauer Direct comments
29-Dec 6.5 Review Damages and support for Direct
30-Dec
31-Dec

TOTAL 49.5

Signature:

008964

I 

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Dec-10 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE II HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-Dec 
2-Dec 8.0 Review Direct issues and support documents 
3-Dec 7.0 "Best construction practice" review and documents;telecom w/JF 
4-Dec 0.0 
5-Dec 0.0 
6-Dec 8.0 Verify items in Direct against project documents 
7-Dec 5.0 Program mgmt vs construction mgmt; Verify items in Direct against projec 
8-Dec 5.0 Verify items in Direct against project documents 
9-Dec 
10-Dec 1.0 Review punch list Roof & water feature; Telecom wIGS 
11-0ec 0.0 
12-Dec 0.0 
13-Dec 
14-Dec 
15-0ec 
16-Dec 
17-Dec 
18-Dec 0.0 
19-Dec 0.0 
20-Dec . 1.0 Chamberlain report 
21-0ec 1.0 Plumbing issues; Telecom w/gb 
22-Dec 
23-0ec 
24-0ec 
25-0ec 0.0 
26-0ec 0.0 
27-0ec 
28-0ec 7.0 Review support documents; JKL & Bauer Direct comments 
29-0ec 6.5 Review Damages and sup~ort for Direct 
30-0ec 
31-Dec 

TOTAL 49.5 

Signature: 

i 

I 
f 



BILL TO:

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
Thomas G. Walker
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707·9518

6u.. I~ORTH 16TH ST.
BOISE, 10 83702
(208) 345·5226
EIN# 20-3744083

DATE

1/26/2011

Invoice

-
10-1195

QUANTITY • •• •

P.O. NUMBER TERMS

Net 30

. ,

PROJECT

AMOUNT

$21,475.00

008965

BILL TO: 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
Thomas G. Walker 
800 Park Blvd., Suite 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

QUANTITY 

6u .. I~ORTH 16TH ST. 
BOISE, 10 83702 
(208) 345-5226 
EIN# 20-3744083 

• ••• 
··;"~;,'i:.3:~\:;}~ .. ~'3:.'?'{'\K~~i;)§[:¥6;i:()·:'A~~ni~hrii. f~h~riiii~i;s~Js; 

·;\"j ... ;:·;~.!~L'·,t':~i:):i;: ,;,:,~~~~%jii7,fd;rF~rN1;?:iJtiJ~6Q~ .. ·.···,.·· 

P.O. NUMBER 

,;~W~;~\:(";:~\:~\~'j~;i'\\ 9:i,p~a~:$g{~()''l0;''!~u;ary .• ~~·.~Ol.l)~Hl.i~g:~#i9.d~.·;; .',"'. "'. ':;">' 

1H>~;,;';;?iJ/l0;<;';'i~~,\:;~g~~~t4~g'}~~%k'~I~{""" .. 
{HJf~8\~';:;;j,);,,:(,)~~;:~:~tBfi~g~~;~}:~g.;~f:~ff~;~~P,~0 ;?".':'" ....•.•. 

·'P1\·IB······ 
;;,.;; .... "';;'<.C;, DATE:;:;':'iJ.{ttl'k'': .' .;, . 

'>eHECK"# .... 'J<"'uS.' ALE # iC11f ... g 
:,;~~j(j~;;~@»<';~'~~~~~lN:lt$) ,0 J1tfl~ .00,> .r.' '. " ..•.. 

;~~~~~~~;~jr~~~~;,·:,~A~~Uc~~~~~<~: >c;;\ ~':'.~~,' ~;~:t;:.,: ·~·\i~:~: :?;::: :~~;;"~;!~~~{'~:;~.%6: ... )..~~~~:" X}~~~'.:,;:~~::·.ti:\!;'::·~~:-~ .:.:~"':} :.e; .',::. ;". ;::.t:'.~: ,;, (.li:," .-: 

Du.~ aridPay~bl¢ToLemley International, EIN # 20~3744083:Pleasenmtittothe adclresslil;tedlab<ove 

Invoice 
DATE -"""]M" 

1/26/2011 10-1195 

TERMS PROJECT 

Net 30 

. , AMOUNT 

I 
! 

I 
$21,475.00 I 

I 
i 
'! 



NAME: Jack K. Lemley
PERIOD: January-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

I DATE I HOU~;, II ASK DESCRIPTION I TASK # I
1-Jan
2-Jan
3-Jan
4-Jan 4.5 Mtg. in LI Office with Petra Personnel and Attorneys
5-Jan
6-Jan
7-Jan 2.5 Review Petra Schedule for Construction
8-Jan
9-Jan
10-Jan
11-Jan
12-Jan
13-Jan
14-Jan
15-Jan
16-Jan
17-Jan 2.0 Mtg. with Bauer, schedule and Miller Report
18-Jan 3.5 Mtg. with Attorney and Bauer, trial presentation
19-Jan
20-Jan
21-Jan
22-Jan
23-Jan
24-Jan 2.0 Testimony Preparation
25-Jan 2.0 Briefing and Discussions with Bauer, Testimony Preparation

TOTAL 16.5

Signature:

008966

I 

NAME: Jack K. Lemley 
PERIOD: January-11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphries, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOU~~_ [I ASK DESCRIPTION I TASK # 
1-Jan 
2-Jan 
3-Jan 
4-Jan 4.5 M!g. in LI Office with Petra Personnel and Attorneys 
5-Jan 
6-Jan 
7-Jan 2.5 Review Petra Schedule for Construction 
8-Jan 
9-Jan 
10-Jan 
11-Jan 
12-Jan 
13-Jan 
14-Jan 
1S-Jan 
16-Jan 
17-Jan 2.0 Mtg. with Bauer, schedule and Miller Report 
18-Jan 3.5 Mtg. with Attorney and Bauer, trial presentation 
19-Jan 
20-Jan 
21-Jan 
22-Jan 
23-Jan 
24-Jan 2.0 Testimony Preparation 
25-Jan 2.0 Briefing and Discussions with Bauer, Testimony Preparation 

TOTAL 16.5 

Signature: 

I 

I 
I 
I 
I . 

. ~ 
! 
~ 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERioD: Dec-10

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

.11:: HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Dec
2-Dec
3-Dec
4-Dec
5-Dec
6-Dec
7-Dec
8-Dec
9-Dec
10-Dec
11-Dec
12-Dec
13-Dec
14-Dec
15-Dec
16-Dec
17-Dec
18-Dec
19-Dec
20-Dec
21-Dec
22-Dec
23-Dec
24-Dec
25-Dec
26-Dec
27-Dec
28-Dec
29-Dec
30-Dec 7.0 Review Direct issues and support documents
31-Dec

TOTAL 7.0

Signature:

008967

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERioD: Dec-10 

.1 t: HOURS ITASK DESCRIPTION 
1-Dec 
2-Dec 
3-Dec 
4-Dec 
5-Dec 
6-Dec 
7-Dec 
8-Dec 
9-Dec 
10-Dec 
11-0ec 
12-0ec 
13-0ec 
14-0ec 
15-0ec 
16-0ec 
17-Dec 
18-0ec 
19-0ec 
20-0ec 
21-0ec 
22-0ec 
23-0ec 
24-0ec 
25-0ec 
26-0ec 
27-Dec 
28-Dec 
29-0ec 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

II TASK # I 

30-Dec 7.0 Review Direct issues and support documents 
31-Dec 

TOTAL 7.0 

Signature: 

l 



NAME: Rich Bauer
PERIOD: Jan-11

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra

DATE I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I
1-Jan 0.0
2-Jan 0.0
3-Jan 5.5 Review updated Direct
4-Jan 6.0 Review documents; meet w/tw,jf,gb,tc
5-Jan 7.0 Review punch lists, schedules, changes
6-Jan 7.0 Schedule review and summary
7-Jan 6.5 Schedule review and slides
8-Jan 0.0
9-Jan 0.0

10-Jan
11-Jan
12-Jan 3.0 Schedule Presentation
13-Jan
14-Jan 2.0 Schedule Presentation
15-Jan 0.0
16-Jan 0.0
17-Jan 7.0 Summary of schedules, Miller report, discuss with JKL
18-Jan 7.0 Summary of schedules/presentation, meet with TW&JKL
19-Jan 5.5 Chamberlain/plumbing, Plaza and East PL schedules
20-Jan 2.0 As-built drawings & plumbing as-builts
21-Jan
22-Jan 0.0
23-Jan 0.0
24-Jan 7.0 Master Checklist and testimony
25-Jan 6.0 Meet wITW et al; PlazalEPL schedules
26-Jan
27-Jan
28-Jan
29-Jan
30-Jan
31-Jan

TOTAL 71.5

Signature:

008968

NAME: Rich Bauer 
PERIOD: Jan-11 

CLIENT: Cosho Humphrey, LLP - Thomas Walker 
PROJECT: City of Meridian vs Petra 

DATE I HOURS IITASK DESCRIPTION II TASK # I 
1-Jan 0.0 
2-Jan 0.0 
3-Jan 5.5 Review updated Direct 
4-Jan 6.0 Review documents; meet w/tw,jf,gb,tc 
5-Jan 7.0 Review punch lists, schedules, changes 
6-Jan 7.0 Schedule review and summary 
7-Jan 6.5 Schedule review and slides 
8-Jan 0.0 
9-Jan 0.0 

10-Jan 
11-Jan 
12-Jan 3.0 Schedule Presentation 
13-Jan 
14-Jan 2.0 Schedule Presentation 
15-Jan 0.0 
16-Jan 0.0 
17-Jan 7.0 Summa_ry of schedules, Miller report, discuss with JKL 
18-Jan 7.0 Summary of schedules/presentation, meet with TW&JKL 
19-Jan 5.5 Chamberlain/plumbing, Plaza and East PL schedules 
20-Jan 2.0 As-built drawings & plumbing as-builts 
21-Jan 
22-Jan 0.0 
23-Jan 0.0 
24-Jan 7.0 Master Checklist and testimony 
25-Jan 6.0 Meet w/TW et al; PlazalEPL schedules 
26-Jan 
27-Jan 
28-Jan 
29-Jan 
30-Jan 
31-Jan 

TOTAL 71.5 

Signature: 

~-

I 
! 
l 

I 



Journals Vendor hIstOry Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Miller Consulting Engineers'

Date BillinglPayeelDescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Company: Miller Consulting Engineers

Payee Full Name:

12/15/2010 Miller Consulting Engineers

1/18/2011 Miller Consulting Engineers 20773

21895

22023

5,040.00

1,014.00

0.00 6,054.00

0.00 6,054.00

0.00 6,054.00

7/15/20112:55:00 PM

I
EXHIBIT

I

Page: 1

008969

Journals Vendor HIstOry Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Miller Consulting Engineers' 

Date Billing/Payee/Description Tax IDNo. Reference No. 

Payee Company: Miller Consulting Engineers 

Payee Full Name: 

12/15/20 10 Miller Consulting Engineers 

1/1812011 Miller Consulting Engineers 

7/15/20112:55:00 PM 

20773 

EXHIBIT 

I I 

Check No. Debit Credit 

21895 5,040.00 

22023 1,014.00 

0.00 6,054.00 

0.00 6,054.00 

0.00 6,054.00 

Page: 1 



Petra, Inc
clo Cosho Humphrey Attorneys
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Attn: Tom Walker

•MILLER
CONSULTING

ENGINEERS.

MCE Project #: 100846
MERIDIAN CITY HALL

Meridian ID

RECEIVED

NOV 22 2010
THOMAS G. WALKER

LAWYER

November 17,'2010

Invoice Number: 20615

Customer ID: PETR1000

Consulting Services through November 12, 2010

Professional Services

Masonry Veneer Review
Administrative Assistant

Principal III

Senior Engineer

Technical/Drafter

Reimbursables

Travel Expense

4.00 hrs. @ $84.00 /hr.

6.75 hrs. @ $144.00/hr.

21.00 hrs. @ $156.00/hr.

0.25 hrs. @ $64.00 /hr.

Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal:

Total Professional Services:

Total Reimbursables:

$336.00

$972.00

$3,276.00

$16.00

$4,600.00

$4,600.00

$440.00

$440.00

Total Project Invoice Amount: $5,040.00

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTER CARD AND VISA ****

Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and I or errors on this
Invoice within 30 days', indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered.

9570 SW Barbur Blvd .• Suite 100 Portland, Oregon 97219-5412
Phone (503) 246-1250 Fax (503) 246-1395 www.mllierengrs.com

TERMS:
Net upon receipt
AcCOlXlts past due 25 days are subject to a service charge of
1.5% per month (an annual percentage rate of 18%) Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042

008970

Petra, Inc 
c/o Cosho Humphrey Attorneys 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Attn: Tom Walker 

• MILLER 
CONSULTING 

ENGINEERS. 

MCE Project #: 100846 
MERIDIAN CITY HALL 

Meridian ID 

RECEIVED 

NOV 2 2 2010 
THOMAS G. WALKER 

LAWYER 

November 17,'2010 

Invoice Number: 20615 

Customer ID: PETR1000 

Consulting Services through November 12, 2010 

Professional Services 

Masonry Veneer Review 
Administrative Assistant 

Principal III 

Senior Engineer 

Technical/Drafter 

4.00 hrs. @ 

6.75 hrs. @ 

21.00hrs.@ 

0.25 hrs. @ 

$84.00/hr. 

$144.00/hr. 

$156.00/hr. 

$64.00/hr. 

Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal: 

Total Professional Services: 

$336.00 

$972.00 

$3,276.00 

$16.00 

$4,600.00 

$4,600.00 

Reimbursables 

Travel Expense $440.00 

Total Reimbursables: $440.00 

Total Project Invoice Amount: $5,040.00 

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTER CARD AND VISA **** 

Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and / or .errors on this 
invoice within 30 days', indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered. 

TERMS: 
Net upon receipt 

9570 SW Barbur Blvd .• Suite 100 Portland. Oregon 97219-5412 
Phone (503) 246-1250 Fax (503) 246-1395 www.mllierengrs.com 

AcCOlXlts past due 25 days are subject to a service charge of 
1.5% per month (an annual percentage rate of 18%) Tax 10 - 93 - 0739042 



•MILLER
CONSULTING

ENGINEERS

Petra, Inc
c/o Cosho Humphrey Attorneys
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Attn: Tom Walker

MCE Project #: 100846
MERIDIAN CITY HALL

Meridian ID

December 20, 2010

Invoice Number: 20773

Customer ID: PETR1000

Consulting Services through December 20, 2010

Professional Services

Masonry Veneer Review
Senior Engineer 6.50 hrs. @ $156.00/hr.

Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal:

Total Professional Services:

$1,014.00

$1,014.00

$1.,014.00

Total Project Invoice Amount: $1,014.00

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTER CARD AND VISA ****

Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and / or errors on this
invoice within 30 days, Indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered.

9570 SW Barbur Blvd., SUite 100 Portland, Oregon 97219·5412
Phone (503)246-1250 Fax (503)246-1395 www.millerengrs.com

TERMS:

Net upon receipt
Accounts past due 25 days are subject to a service charge of
1.5% per month (an annual percentage rate of 18%) Tax ID - 93 - 0739042

008971

Petra, Inc 
c/o Cosho Humphrey Attorneys 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

• MILLER 
CONSULTING 

ENGINEERS 

December 20, 2010 

Invoice Number: 20773 

Customer ID: PETR1000 

Attn: Tom Walker 

TERMS: 

MCE Project #: 100846 
MERIDIAN CITY HALL 

Meridian ID 

Consulting Services through December 20, 2010 

Professional Services 

Masonry Veneer Review 
Senior Engineer 6.50 hrs. @ $156.00/hr. 

Masonry Veneer Review Subtotal: 

Total Professional Services: 

Total Project Invoice Amount: 

$1,014.00 

$1,014.00 

$1,014.00 

$1,014.00 

**** FOR YOUR CONVENIENCE WE ACCEPT MASTER CARD AND VISA **** 

Failure to notify Miller Consulting Engineers regarding questions, disputes and / or errors on this 
invoice within 30 days, Indicates your agreement with the charges and services rendered. 

9570 SW Barbur Blvd .• SUite 100 Portland. Oregon 97219-5412 
Phone (503)246-1250 Fax (503)246-1395 www.millerengrs.com 

Net upon receipt 
Accounts past due 25 days are subject to a service charge of 
1.5% per month (an annual percentage rate of 18%) Tax ID - 93 - 0739042 



Journals Vendor hIstOry Report
check
Checking and Company = 'LCA Architects, PA'

Date BillinglPayeelDescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Company: LCA Architects, PA

Payee Fnll Name:

9/30/2010 LCA Architects, PA

12/1/2010 LCA Architects, PA

71I5/2011 2:52:42 PM

,

0009001

092007

EXHIBIT

J

21530

21801

556.88

450.00

0.00 1,006.88

0.00 1,006.88

0.00 1,006.88

Page: 1

008972

Journals Vendor HIstOry Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'LCA Architects, P A' 

Date BillinglPayee/Description 

Payee Company: LCA Architects, PA 

Payee Fnll Name: 

9/30/2010 LCA Architects, P A 

12/1/2010 LCA Architects, PA 

71J5/2011 2:52:42 PM 

Tax IDNo. 

, 

Reference No. 

0009001 

092007 

EXHIBIT 

J 

Check No. 

21530 

21801 

Debit Credit 

556.88 

450.00 

0.00 1,006.88 

0.00 1,006.88 

0.00 1,006.88 

Page: 1 



Ihvoice I LCA Architects, P.A.
1221 Shoreline Lane
Boise, Idaho 83702

Ph: 208-345-6677 Fax: 208-344-9002

September 30,2010
Project No: 06016.07
Invoice No: 0009001

Cosho Humphrey, LLP
PO Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707-9518

Project 06016.07 City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Case No: CV OC 0907257
CH File No: 20771-008
Professional Services from September 1. 2010 to September 30. 2010

Professional Personnel

Word Processing
MAXWELL, Kristin

SULLIVAN, Suzanne

Totals

Total Labor

Hours Rate Amount

1.00 65.00 65.00

4.00 65.00 260.00

5.00 325.00

325.00

Reimbursable Expenses

Reimbursable Plotting
8/31/10 320 color prints @ .50
8/31/10 508 prints @ .10

Total Reimbursables 1.1 times

Total this Invoice

160.00
50.80

210.80 231.88

$556.88

Billings to Date
Current Prior Total

Labor 325.00 0.00 325.00

Expense 231.88 0.00 231.88

Total 556.88 0.00 556.88

J

DATE__l;~_3~..r..:/..:..-l_D_--:-~.,.....
CHECK # 21r5?O FILE # 'tf)17{· ~----
AMOUNT $ 66~ .00
RE: _

TERMS: NET 30 - Please contact Suzy Sullivan at 345-6677 or ssullivan@lcarch.com with any questions about this invoice. 008973

Ihvoice LCA Architects, P.A. 
1221 Shoreline Lane 
Boise, Idaho 83702 

Ph: 208-345-6677 Fax: 208-344-9002 

Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
PO Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707-9518 

Project 06016.07 

Case No: CV OC 0907257 
CH File No: 20771-008 

September 30,2010 
Project No: 06016.07 
Invoice No: 0009001 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Professional Services from September 1. 2010 to September 30. 2Q10 

Professional Personnel 

Word Processing 
MAXWELL, Kristin 

SULLIVAN, Suzanne 

Totals 

Total Labor 

Reimbursable Expenses 

Reimbursable Plotting 
8/31/10 320 color prints @ .50 
8/31/10 508 prints @ .10 

Total Reimbursables 

Billings to Date 

Labor 

Expense 

Total 

Current 
325.00 

231.88 

556.88 

J 

D~E ___ ~~3~~/~!_I> _____ ~~~ 
CHECK # 21r5?O FILE # 'W17{- ~ 
AMOUNT $ 66~ .00 
RE: _________ _ 

Hours 

1.00 

4.00 

5.00 

Prior 
0.00 

0.00 

0.00 

Rate 

65.00 

65.00 

1.1 times 

Total this Invoice 

Total 
325.00 

231.88 

556.88 

Amount 

65.00 

260.00 

325.00 

160.00 
50.80 

210.80 

TERMS: NET 30 - Please contact Suzy Sullivan at 345-6677 or ssullivan@lcarch.com with any questions about this invoice. 

325.00 

231.88 

$556.88 



To: Petra Inc.
AnN: Tom Coughlin
1097 N. Rosario Street

Meridian, Idaho 83642

Invoice 092007
Date: Nov. 23, 2010
Terms: Upon Receipt

Project Meridian City Hall

Alpha Image Photography on the Meridian City Hall

Giuseppe Saitta
1418 North 20th Street
Boise, Idaho 83702 u?
208.250.9m PAID;7

\

DATEEI' 1.,0 r . 1/\-'(
CHECK #.-z.\.~\ . i'"'ILE # z.o -
AMOUNT $ ~t:5'50~~.oo~__---
RE:

Total Amount Due

LeA Architects, PA
1221 Shoreline Lane Boise, ID 83702-6880

(208) 345-6677 FAX (208) 344-9002

$450.00

$ 450.00

008974

To: Petra Inc. 
AnN: Tom Coughlin 
1097 N. Rosario Street 

Meridian, Idaho 83642 

Project Meridian City Hall 

Alpha Image Photography on the Meridian City Hall 

Giuseppe Saitta 
1418 North 20th Street 
Boise, Idaho 83702 u? 
208.250.9777 D7 

P,~\I 
:~~ 

\ 

DATEEJ' 1.\0 r . 11\-'( 
CHECK #.-z.\.~\ . I'-'ILE # 2.0 -

AMOUNT$~'50·00 -

RE: 

Total Amount Due 

LeA Architects, PA 
1221 Shoreline Lane Boise, ID 83702-6880 

(208) 345-6677 FAX (208) 344-9002 

Invoice 092007 
Date: Nov. 23, 2010 
Terms: Upon Receipt 

$450.00 

$ 450.00 



Journals Vendor History Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Tucker & Associates' and Memo = '20771-008'

Date Billing/PayeelDescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Company: Tncker and Associates

Payee Full Name:

7/13/2010 Tucker and Associates

8/9/2010 Tucker and Associates

9/30/2010 Tucker and Associates

10/28/2010 Tucker and Associates

10/28/2010 Tucker and Associates

82-0440907 116771 21119 98.55

82-0440907 116891 21259 146.00

82-0440907 117028 21517 184.33

82-0440907 117082 21650 233.60

82-0440907 117106 21650 113.74

0.00 776.22

0.00 776.22

0.00 776.22

EXHIBIT

7/15/2011 11:03:01 AM K Page: 1

008975

Journals Vendor History Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Tucker & Associates' and Memo = '20771-008' 

Date BillinglPayee/Description 

Payee Company: Tncker and Associates 

Payee Full Name: 

7/13/2010 Tucker and Associates 

8/9/2010 Tucker and Associates 

9/30/2010 Tucker and Associates 

10/28/2010 Tucker and Associates 

10/28/2010 Tucker and Associates 

7/15/2011 11:03:01 AM 

Tax IDNo. 

82-0440907 

82-0440907 

82-0440907 

82-0440907 

82-0440907 

Reference No. Check No. 

116771 21119 

116891 21259 

117028 21517 

117082 21650 

117106 21650 

EXHIBIT 

K 

Debit Credit 

98.55 

146.00 

184.33 

233.60 

113.74 

0.00 776.22 

0.00 776.22 

0.00 776.22 

Page: I 



Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

e tNVOICE
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

116771 7/2/2010 24528

Job Date Case No.

6/27/2010 CVOC0907257

Case Name

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

PaymentTerms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1CERTIAED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:

Proceeding 5/24/10

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

~AID
DATE .1h:Jl.c:19~_--_----.
CHECK # 21 l l ~ FILE #W71-~
AMOUNT $ :!q~8'.:..!.S~S.2... ------

RE: --------

27.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>
3.65 98.55

$98.55

Tax 10: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Remit To: Tucker" Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, 10 83701

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

Job No.

BU ID

case No.

case Name

116771

7/2/2010

$ 98.55

24528

1-BOISE

CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated
008976

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

e 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIAED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 

Proceeding 5/24/10 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards. 

~AID 
DATE.1 lfJ1Jo 
CHECK # 211l ~ FILE # 2»71) -<f 
AMOUNT $ :!qjl.8'.:...!, S~S"-____ _ 

Rl?,~_---------

Tax ID: 820440907 

tNVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No. 

116771 7/2/2010 24528 

Job Date Case No. 

6/27/2010 CVOC0907257 

Case Name 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

27.00 Pages @ 3.65 98.55 

TOTAL DUE »> $98.55 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker" Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise,ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BU ID 

case No. 

case Name 

116771 

7/2/2010 

$ 98.55 

24528 

1-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



:PNVOICE
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

116891 8/3/2010 24591
5-3713

Job Date Case No.

r2 8/1/2010 CVOC0907257

\lAID Case Name

5?Jq ).0 City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

~CK#: 21259 FILE # 2.Dl11 ,J;)
/

JI.j~.OD
Payment Terms

OUNT$
uue upon receipt

DATE
Thomas G. Walker eRE
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 79ol\M
P.o. Box 9518 RP'
Boise, ID 83707'~'

Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-34

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COpy OFTRANSCRIPT OF:

Proceeding 7/29/2010 40.00 Pages @ 3.65 146.00

TOTAL DUE »> $146.00

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master cards.

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

116891

8/3/2010

$ 146.00

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

BU ID

case No.

case Name

24591

l-BOISE

CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated
008977

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-34 5-3713 

r2 
}lAID 

DATE 5fJq }.o 

~CK #: 21.259 Thomas G. Walker eRE 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 7901\M 
P.O. Box 9518 RP' 
Boise, ID 83707'~' 

OUNT $ JI.j~.OD 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 

Proceeding 7/29/2010 

FILE # 2.Dl11 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

:PNVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No. 

116891 8/3/2010 24591 

Job Date Case No. 

8/1/2010 CVOC0907257 

Case Name 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

SJ 

Payment Terms 

uue upon receipt 

40.00 Pages @ 3.65 146.00 

TOTAL DUE »> $146.00 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise,ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BU ID 

Case No. 

Case Name 

116891 

8/3/2010 

$ 146.00 

24591 

l-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



1II\IVOICE
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117028 9/22/2010 24721

Job Date case No.

9/19/2010 CVOC0907257

Case Name,--...
~~

~ --citYOfMeridian v. Petra IncorporaV

Payment.Terms

Due upon receipt

cThomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

1 CERTIFIED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:

Proceeding 9/16/2010

SALES TAX

94.00 Pages @ 1.85 173.90

10.43

TOTAL DUE »> $184.33

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards.

~

~PAID
DATE.B)S..oJl() - _
CHECK #~~J ut:1...--FILE #2077/ ....1(

AMOUj>~;: J.]:~_"",,,.~83=:- _

RE~ ,-~.".- _

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No.

Invoice Date

Total Due

117028

9/22/2010

$ 184.33

Remit To: Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701

Job No.

BU ID

Case No.

Case Name

24721

I-BOISE

CVOC0907257

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

008978

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 

Proceeding 9/16/2010 

SALES TAX 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

Tax ID: 820440907 

c ~ 

lII\IVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117028 9/22/2010 

lob Date case No. 

9/19/2010 CVOC0907257 

-- Case Natne...--... 

--citYOfMeridian v. Petra IncorporaV 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

94.00 Pages @ 1.85 

TOTAL DUE »> 

lob No. 

24721 

173.90 

10.43 

$184.33 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

Remit To: Tucker &. Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 

Invoice No. 

Invoice Date 

Total Due 

Job No. 

BU ID 

Case No. 

Case Name 

117028 

9/22/2010 

$ 184.33 

24721 

I-BOISE 

CVOC0907257 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 



'N VO ICE
Tucker &Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117082 10/5/2010 24786

Job Date Case No.

10/3/2010 CVOC0907257

Case Name

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated Z() 771-o"~

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIAED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF:

Proceeding 9/27/10 64.00 Pages @ 3.65 233.60

TOTALDUE »> $233.60

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards.

~

~ID
DA,TE JOL2fJru

~------
CHECI{ #.21£150 FILE #,.zo771-~

AMOUNT $ ZSfJ. 190
.......-.~-=------

RE:a_~~_ .., ___-------

Tax ID: 820440907

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment.

008979

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Boise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

ORIGINAL AND 1 CERTIAED COPY OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 

Proceeding 9/27/10 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

~ 

1>AID 
DllTE JOL2fJ ru ...---..-------
eHECTC #.21<150 FILE #,.zo77/-~ 
AMOUNT $ Zs:J. 190 

"""""'-~~----RE: .. ___ ... ,_ .... _ -------

Tax ID: 820440907 

'N VO ICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No. 

117082 10/5/2010 24786 

Job Date Case No. 

10/3/2010 CVOC0907257 

Case Name 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated Z() 7 71-o"~ 
Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

64.00 Pages @ 3.65 233.60 

TOTAL DUE »> $233.60 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 



1INVOICE
Tucker & Associates
Post Office Box 1625
Boise, ID 83701
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713

Thomas G. Walker
Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790
P.O. Box 9518
Boise, ID 83707

Invoice No. Invoice Date Job No.

117106 10/11/2010 24803

Job Date Case No.

10/10/2010 CVOC0907257

case Name

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

Payment Terms

Due upon receipt

1 CERTIFIED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF:

Proceeding 10/04/2010

SALES TAX

Now accepting American Express, Discover,·Vi$a and Master Cards.

58.00 Pages @

TOTAL DUE »>

1.85 107.30

6.44

$113.74

TaxID: 820440907

ID
FILE #,2.0771-~

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment,

008980

Tucker & Associates 
Post Office Box 1625 
Baise, ID 83701 
Phone:208-345-3704 Fax:208-345-3713 

Thomas G. Walker 
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd., Ste. 790 
P.O. Box 9518 
Boise, ID 83707 

1 CERTIFIED COpy OF TRANSCRIPT OF: 

Proceeding 10/04/2010 

SALES TAX 

Now accepting American Express, Discover, Visa and Master Cards. 

TaxlD: 820440907 

1INVOICE 
Invoice No. Invoice Date 

117106 10/11/2010 

Job Date Case No. 

10/10/2010 CVOC0907257 

Case Name 

City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

Payment Terms 

Due upon receipt 

58.00 Pages @ 1.85 

TOTAL DUE »> 

Job No. 

24803 

107.30 

6.44 

$113.74 

Please detach bottom portion and return with payment. 



Journals Vendor History Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Elam & Burke, PA' and Memo = '20771-008'

Date BillinglPayeemescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Full Name: John Magel

Payee Company: Elam & Burke, PA

Payee Full Name:

12/16/2009 Elam & Burke, PA

1012812010 Elam & Burke, PA

121712010 Elam & Burke, PA

82-0451327 126509 20275 837.50

82-0451327 131494 21638 1,721.49

0.00 2,558.99

132216 21827 1,089.79

0.00 1,089.79

0.00 3,648.78

0.00 3,648.78

7/15/201111:04:13 AM
EXHIBIT

L

Page: 1

008981

Journals Vendor History Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Elam & Burke, PA' and Memo = '20771-008' 

Date BillinglPayeeillescription 

Payee Company: Elam & Burke, PA 

Payee Full Name: 

12/16/2009 Elam & Burke, PA 

1012812010 Elam & Burke, PA 

Payee Full Name: John Magel 

121712010 Elam & Burke, PA 

7/15/2011 11:04:13 AM 

Tax IDNo. 

82-0451327 

82-0451327 

Reference No. Check No. 

126509 20275 

131494 21638 

132216 21827 

EXHIBIT 

L 

Debit Credit 

837.50 

1,721.49 

0.00 2,558.99 

1,089.79 

0.00 1,089.79 

0.00 3,648.78 

0.00 3,648.78 

Page: 1 



251 East Front Street, Suite 300
Post Office Box 1539
Boise, Idaho 83701
Telephone 208343-5454
Fax 208 384-5844

MEDIATION

RE: City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated

PORTIONS DUE FROM EACH PARTY:

CITY OF MERIDIAN $ 837.50
c/o Kim Trout (Trout Jones)
*
PETRA, INC. $ 837.50
c/o Tom Walker (Cosho-Humphrey)

MEDIATION DATE: 12/4/09
$ 1,675.00

ELAM & BURKE
AITORNEYS AT LAW

Tax Id No. 82-0451327

8

December 10, 2009

INVOICE # 126509

Billing Attorney - JM

Clt/Mtr No: 00053-00647

PAID
DATBlbi_IVl.....:,J_D...;.,CJ _
CHECK #. ZOZ75 FlLE #Z1J771'"e
AMOUNT $...:=8'-=8;....:1_.5...;;...l) _
RE: _

008982

251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
Post Office Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone 208343-5454 
Fax 208 384-5844 

MEDIATION 

RE: City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated 

PORTIONS DUE FROM EACH PARTY: 

CITY OF MERIDIAN $ 837.50 
c/o Kim Trout (Trout Jones) 
* 
PETRA, INC. $ 837.50 
c/o Tom Walker (Cosho-Humphrey) 

MEDIATION DATE: 12/4/09 
$ 1,675.00 

ELAM & BURKE 
AITORNEYS AT LAW 

Tax Id No. 82-0451327 

8 

December 10, 2009 

INVOICE # 126509 

Billing Attorney - JM 

Clt/Mtr No: 00053-00647 

PAID 
DATE /2.../1 t.4 J DCJ 
CHECK #. ZOZ 75 FlLE #ZlJ771'" e 
AMOmIT$~8~S~1_.5~~ ________ _ 
RE: __________ _ 



251 East Front Street, Suite 300
Post Office Box 1539
Boise, Idaho 83701
Telephone 208 343-5454
Fax 208 384-5844

ELAM&BURKE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Tax Id No. 82-0451327

MEDIATION October 19, 2010

RE: City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated INVOICE # 131494

PORTIONS DUE FROM EACH PARTY:

CITY OF MERIDIAN
c/o Kim Trout (Trout Jones)

*

$ 1,721.49

Billing Attorney - JM

Clt/Mtr No: 00053-00647

PETRA, INC. $ 1,721.49
c/o Tom Walker (Cosho-Humphrey)

MEDIATION DATE: 10/18/10
$ 3,442.98

APPROVED
By 7ttW/~

Date __'0_12-_"1_/'_D_

File # ~""7(-g

tiJ,
7PAID

D/\TF, JDl2..~ILO--------
.J 21(0 g~ .-.FILE #.!o 11 J-'(

AMOUNT$ 1,72.Lti9. _

008983

251 East Front Street, Suite 300 
Post Office Box 1539 
Boise, Idaho 83701 
Telephone 208 343-5454 
Fax 208 384-5844 

MEDIATION 

ELAM&BURKE 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

Tax Id No. 82-0451327 

October 19, 2010 

RE: City of Meridian v. Petra Incorporated INVOICE # 131494 

Billing Attorney - JM 

Clt/Mtr No: 00053-00647 

PORTIONS DUE FROM EACH PARTY: 

CITY OF MERIDIAN $ 1,721.49 
c/o Kim Trout (Trout Jones) 

* 
PETRA, INC. $ 1,721.49 
c/o Tom Walker (Cosho-Humphrey) 

MEDIATION DATE: 10/18/10 
$ 3,442.98 

APPROVED 
By 

Date __ '0_1 2-_"1_/'_D_ 

File #_~_1_7_(-...;;..g_ 

tiJ, 
7PAID 

D:\TF JD/2-~/LO 
,,_'co .. : .. .j 2'(og~ .-FILE #.!O 11 J -'( 

AMOUNT$ 1,72.1.~. ____ _ 
:~~1.2: ----"-----------------



November 30, 2010

251 East From StR>el, Suit", 300
POSt Office Box 1539
Boise, Id,1ho 83701
Telephone 208 }43-5454
Fax 208 384-5844

MEDIATION

RE: City of Meridi.an V _ Petra Incorporated
INVOICE #'

ELAM & BURKE
ATTORNEYS AT LAW

Tax Id No. 82-0451327

132216

PORTIONS DUE FROM EACH PARTY:

CITY OF MERIDIAN
c/o Kim Trout (Trout Jones)
*

$ 1,089.78

Billing Attorney - JM

Clt/Mtr No: 00053-00647

cia er (Cosho

MEDIATION DATE: 11/29/10
$ 2,179.57

SPAID
DATE_--",",'k/:J.i..!.:.o::..- --::-

1l~2-<6 FILE # 1.-0111 ' ~CHECK # _
AMOUNT$~/O~8~q~.7~~~ __
RE: _

008984

251 East From SIR'el, Suit .. , .100 
Post Office Box 1539 
Boise, I,l1ho 83701 
Telephone 208 343-5454 
Fax 208 384-5844 

MEDIATION 

RE: City of Meridian v_ Petra Incorporated 

PORTIONS DUE FROM EACH PARTY: 

CITY OF t"'-ERIDIAN 
c/o Kim Trout (Trout Jones) 

$ 1,089.78 

* 
~i:~l'~f,IN<;;~; ~i\;:1..,~~.L79 

c/o Tom v-laIker (Cosho.Humphrey) 

MEDIATION DATE: 11/29/10 
$ 2,179.57 

SPAID 
DAm __ ~I~~~1~/I~o ____ ~~~ 
CHECK # 1l~2-<6 FILE # 1--0111 .. ~ 
AMOUNT$~/O~8~q~.7~~~ ____ __ 
RE: __________ _ 

ELAM & BURKE 
ATTORNEYS AT LAW 

Tax Id No. 82-0451327 

November 30, 2010 

INVOICE # 132216 

Billing Attorney - JM 

Clt/Mtr No: 00053-00647 



Journals Vendor History Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Sawtooth Technology'

Date BiIlinglPayeelDescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Company: Sawtooth Technology

Payee Full Name:

3/3112010 Sawtooth Technology

I

51039

EXHIBIT

M

20693 500.00

0.00 500.00

0.00 500.00

0.00 500.00

7/15/2011 2:50:29 PM Page: I

008985

Journals Vendor History Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Sawtooth Technology' 

Date Billing/Payee/Description 

Payee Company: Sawtooth Technology 

Payee Full Name: 

3/3112010 Sawtooth Technology 

7/15/2011 2:50:29 PM 

Tax IDNo. 

I 

Reference No. 

51039 

EXHIBIT 

M 

Check No. Debit Credit 

20693 500.00 

0.00 500.00 

0.00 500.00 

0.00 500.00 

Page: I 



Sawtooth Technology
90 S. Cole Road
Boise, 10 83709

Bill To: Cosho Humphrey, LLP
c/o Thomas Walker
800 Park Center,Ste 790
Boise, 1083712

Invoice
Customer No.: 51039

Invoice No.: 14527

Ship To: Cosho Humphrey, LLP
c/o Thomas Walker
800 Park Center,Ste 790
Boise, 1083712

Shi Via F.O.B. Terms

Deliver Origin Net 30 I

,-~~~~~£!!u.!!l~~--c-----~1~~-+---~-----_. ____~~~~o~-------- .L-_-2~!-Q~~Ee~--~

.J Item Number Description

Create OVO Master & 3 addt'l
copies for Petra regarding
associated files to original

project.

Unit Price

500.00

Amount

500.00

~PAID
DATE i3 )3\ )~It>w-- _
CHECK # Z(){aq3 FILE #2D,11-'6'

AMOUNT$~6QD~~·QA~---------
RE: _

Invoice subtotal

Invoice total

500.00

500.0"

Thank You
008986

Sawtooth Technology 
90 S. Cole Road Invoice 
Boise, 10 83709 

Bill To: Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
clo Thomas Walker 
800 Park Center,Ste 790 
Boise, 1083712 

Item Number 

~PAID 
DATE 8)3\) It) 

Customer No.: 51039 

Invoice No.: 14527 

Ship To: Cosho Humphrey, LLP 
clo Thomas Walker 

Description 

800 Park Center,Ste 790 
Boise, 1083712 

Unit Price 

Create OVO Master & 3 addt'l 
copies for Petra regarding 
associated files to original 

500.00 

project. 

Invoice sUbtotal 

Invoice total 

CHECK # Z(){aq3 FILE #2D,11-'6' 

AMOUNT$~6QD~~·~~---------
RE: ________________________ _ 

Thank You 

Amount 

500.00 

500.00 

500.00 



Journals Vendor hIstOry Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Bridge City Legal, Inc.' and Memo = '20771-008'

Date BillinglPayee/Description Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

Payee Company: Bridge City Legal, Inc.

Payee Full Name:

8/28/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B2973 19710 2,187.79

9/25/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3056 19862 24.60

9/25/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3041 19862 1,690.00

10/16/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3120 19978 730.00

10/16/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3098 19978 1,141.41

10/30/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3174 20058 214.56

10/30/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3168 20058 77.00

11113/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3185 20122 930.00

11130/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3199 20169 510.84

11130/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3204 20169 38.48

12/9/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3226 20228 1,050.00

12/18/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3242 20290 114.92

1129/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3280 20457 1,050.00

2/25/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3317 20548 1,075.00

2/25/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3315 20548 190.10

3/1112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3364 20612 949.42

3/11/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3374 20612 486.97

3/1112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3383 20612 26.50

3/11/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3370 20612 850.00

3/3112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3385 20702 86.50

4/8/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3422 20755 850.00

5/10/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3480 20871 850.00

6/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3543 21069 850.00

6/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3580 21069 850.00

7/13/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3610 21111 1,581.41

7/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3637 21214 215.11

8/3112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3643 21353 750.00

8/31/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3694 21353 750.00

9/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3706 21506 42.40

9/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3727 21506 110.00

10/12/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3764 21561 750.00

10/28/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3808 21635 120.00

12/1/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3830 21800 750.00

715/201111:17:32AM EXHIBIT Page: I

I N 008987

Journals Vendor hIstOry Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Bridge City Legal, Inc.' and Memo = '20771-008' 

Date BillinglPayeelDescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit 

Payee Company: Bridge City Legal, Inc. 

Payee Full Name: 

8/28/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B2973 19710 2,187.79 

9/25/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3056 19862 24.60 

9/25/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3041 19862 1,690.00 

10/16/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3120 19978 730.00 

10/16/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3098 19978 1,141.41 

10/30/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3174 20058 214.56 

10/30/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3168 20058 77.00 

11113/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3185 20122 930.00 

11130/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3199 20169 510.84 

11130/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3204 20169 38.48 

12/9/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3226 20228 1,050.00 

12/18/2009 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3242 20290 114.92 

1129/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3280 20457 1,050.00 

2/25/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3317 20548 1,075.00 

2/25/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3315 20548 190.10 

3/1112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3364 20612 949.42 

3/1112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3374 20612 486.97 

3/1112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3383 20612 26.50 

3/11/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3370 20612 850.00 

3/3112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3385 20702 86.50 

4/812010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3422 20755 850.00 

5/10/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3480 20871 850.00 

6/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3543 21069 850.00 

6/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3580 21069 850.00 

7/13/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3610 21111 1,581.41 

7/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3637 21214 215.11 

8/3112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3643 21353 750.00 

8/31/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3694 21353 750.00 

9/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3706 21506 42.40 

9/30/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3727 21506 110.00 

10/12/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3764 21561 750.00 

10/28/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3808 21635 120.00 

12/1/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3830 21800 750.00 

715/201111:17:32AM EXHIBIT Page: 1 

I N 



Journals Vendor HIstOry Report
check
Checking and Company = 'Bridge City Legal, Inc.' and Memo = '20771-008'

Date BillinglPayeelDescription Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit

12/1/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3841 21800 331.50

12/1/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3850 21800 331.50

12/1/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3863 21800 1,918.80

12/15/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3872 21887 750.00

12/15/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3870 21887 63.60

12/15/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3893 21887 42.40

1/7/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3901 21957 255.28

1/7/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3908 21957 254.40

1/7/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3911 21957 750.00

1/31/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3931 22072 64.80

1/31/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3946 22072 1,419.23

1/31/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3956 22072 1,691.23

2117/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3961 22152 750.00

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3964 22152 3,880.26

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3974 22152 1,699.68

2117/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3972 22152 31.80

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3968 22152 381.00

2/28/201 I Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3983 22196 72.75

0.00 36,581.24

0.00 36,581.24

0.00 36,581.24

7/15/2011 11:17:32 AM Page: 2

008988

Journals Vendor HIstOry Report 
check 
Checking and Company = 'Bridge City Legal, Inc.' and Memo = '20771-008' 

Date Billing/Payee/Description Tax IDNo. Reference No. Check No. Debit Credit 

12/112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3841 21800 331.50 

12/1/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3850 21800 331.50 

12/112010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3863 21800 1,918.80 

12/15/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3872 21887 750.00 

12/15/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3870 21887 63.60 

12/15/2010 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3893 21887 42.40 

1/7/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3901 21957 255.28 

1/7/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3908 21957 254.40 

1/7/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3911 21957 750.00 

1/3112011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3931 22072 64.80 

1/3112011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3946 22072 1,419.23 

1131/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3956 22072 1,691.23 

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3961 22152 750.00 

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3964 22152 3,880.26 

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3974 22152 1,699.68 

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3972 22152 31.80 

2/17/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3968 22152 381.00 

2/28/2011 Bridge City Legal, Inc. 93-1282108 B3983 22196 72.75 

0.00 36,581.24 

0.00 36,581.24 

0.00 36,581.24 

7/15/201l1l:17:32AM Page: 2 



IBrllll1 elll
L E iii • L

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

Invoice
Date Invoice #

8n/2009 B2973

DATE 8J!~_ID _
CHECKtt- 19110 FILE#:2c11J -8
AlliGlJNT sot, jeJ...:...~{....:Cj:...-- _
RE: _

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#

Net 15 8/22/2009 AF 93-1282108 AF07-09-039 Petra

Description

Case: Petra A"" - J7' I 0
Volume: Petra003 - Petra005::;rr£O I' -tx)O

.TiffConversion

Electronic Numbering
Range: Petra63767 - Petra83655

Volume: PETRA003, PETRA004, PETRA005

Thank you for your business!!
Idaho Sales Tax

Quantity Price Each

19,889 0.10

19,889 0.01

6.00%

Amount

1,988.90

198.89

0.00

REMITTANCE All pRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEG ~L, INC.
708 SW JRD AYE., ~TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9~ ~04-J151

503-796-088

As 0/JII_. lit. BCL will b, IJllti/utl.,1l ""'" d"'o nzttlt/." poYey. p",j«U ..UI b. sI#tdo. 1M .",er/o,"d'!JIS••j/u whltillbrte.U''''j.d dol. will h_",.'Iy t1I!1dd g.kss """",.".mlS h...bu. /If" to aI.,tnu. sIonn,,"'jed""
Canady BeL"",, h... IIoduip••/p,oJ<dS o. CD. AU CD bot/lup. willi.~do. JUII.1s1. if. dl'.'"",uld Iiuto'- CD btztilup. p/<aR ..d.
""""__ wfIh".." """'''''' I,...",erlo.-th. CD'S1II ••'oJ/ict. Tot~~~ $2187.79

d"'\ l'

008989

Invoice 

IIBrllll1 CIIJ Date Invoice # 
L E Gi • L 8n /2009 B2973 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

CHECKtt- 1911C FILE#:2C11J -8 
AlliGlJNT $.t, iBJ. -, CJ 
RE: __________ _ 

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ... Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter# 

Net 15 8/22/2009 AF 93-1282108 AF07-09-039 

Description Quantity Price Each 

Case: Petra AA - J 7' I 0 
Volume: Petra003 - Petra005::;rr£O I' -CX)O 

.TiffConversion 

Electronic Numbering 
Range: Petra63767 - Petra83655 

Volume: PETRA003, PETRA004, PETRA005 

Thank you for your business!! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITTANCE All ~RESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEG f.\L, INC. 
708 SW JRD AYE., ~TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9' ~04-J151 

503-796-088 

19,889 0.10 

19,889 0.01 

6.00% 

As _/ JII_e lit. BCL will b. /JIllilutl~11l n"'" drllll nzttlti ... polley. p",i«U .. UI b, sI#td tin 1M 'Vl8¥' /0'" d'!JIS. _jlu ",hltillbrte.U ,,,,j.d tlllla will h 
,..,.. .... ,Iy dI!/dd unkss amur,.".mll h ... boon "f/.h I. atnlinu."'rtn, ,roi<d "" 

Petra 

Amount 

1,988.90 

198.89 

0.00 

CMnMIIy BeL"",, h ... IIoduip. 0/ p,oJ.dS.n CD. AU CD botilrtp. willi. ~d .n Jlln.lsL if a ell •• , _uld Iiu eo .-CD bocltup."m-",aIt, 
"""" __ wIIiI)'IIU' """'UlllIII •• ",." • .-Ib, CD'S tII •• ,eJ/ict. To!~~, u "'\ 1 $2,187.79 



I.rldle Iltv
I. EGA I.

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

Invoice
Date Invoice #

9115/2009 B3056

F.E: -...._- .------------

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter#

CD Creation with Concordance Load Files and OCR for Trout
Jones- No Charge

Blowbacks B&W 8.5"xll"

Description

Pam

Scanning Autofeed

Net 15 9/30/2009 AF 93-1282108 AF 09-09-021 20771-008

Quantity Price Each Amount

205 0.06 12.30

0 20.00 0.00

205 0.06 12.30

Images Loaded to iConect

Project: Petra v. City ofMeridian
Volume: PETRA006
Range: PETRA83656 - PETRA83860

Thanks for your business Pam!
Idaho Sales Tax

REMITIANCE AE DRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEC AL, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., ~TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9 204-3151

503-796-088

AI IIIhur ISf. BC/~ tf'IIllI~ mS/ltli/urs: fI ""r ,qt. rf'lmtlOlt pnllcy. PTII)t!t"b "rill Ie slored un '''~ MnTTfM '0 iI_p. qft~, "'hleh "n~.1/~CIdll,. h'III H
punuJlfl!lllly dt!ld.:tl unlas ,,""ng~"~"1Jhflre teen ma"e r" cWl/,""e IM/IIXptoJm dflltL

O1",1II1y BeL UNIY ha., bfIClutpllJfplfl}«IS tilt CD. All CD fJltdiMps wUI bes,.,~" 011 J'IfIt! Jg IfII dltHi WQuJI/ like 10 rmt!l' CD bd"pJ. pktlS~

",.J,."c ""."~eIII~"U""'h)lfHtr tfUOIl1I1 "","tllt"#1 'n'1trW Ihe CD'S "' 011' fI/flC~

6.00%

Total

0.00

$24.60

008990

I.rldle 1111 
I. EGA I. 

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

9115/2009 B3056 

F.E: -.... _- _____ . ------------

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter# 

Pam Net 15 9/30/2009 AF 93-1282108 AF 09-09-021 

Description Quantity 

Scanning Autofeed 

CD Creation with Concordance Load Files and OCR for Trout 
Jones- No Charge 

Blowbacks B&W 8.5"xll" 

Images Loaded to iConect 

Project: Petra v. City of Meridian 
Volume: PETRA006 
Range: PETRA83656 - PETRA83860 

Thanks for your business Pam! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITIANCE AE DRESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEC AL, INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., ~TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9 204·3151 

503-796-088 

205 

0 

205 

AI "I hur ISf. Bc/~ ff'IIllI~ mS/IIII/urs: fI ""r ,qt. 'f'lmilOlt pnllcy. PTII)t!d~ ".fJl Ie J/o,ed un '''~ MnTT fM '0 iI_p. qft~, "'hleh "n~.11 ~CI aliI. h'lll H 
punuJlfl!lllly deld':,J unlas """ng~"~"1J hflre teen ma"e rrl cwrl'""e IM/IIX ptoJm dill,.. 

Ol"tlll/y BeL IIIlIY hm., jgclutPl IJfPlfl}«IS till CD, All CD ""diMps wUI he s"'~4 011 J'IfIt! 19 If II dltHl"",ubI like 10 rmt!l' CD bd"pJ. pktlS~ 
",.J,."c ""."~eIII~"U "",h)'fHtr tfUOII1I1 "","tllt"#1 'n'ltrW Ihe CD'S "' 011' fI/flC~ 

Price Each 

0.06 

20.00 

0.06 

6.00% 

Total 

20771-008 

Amount 

12.30 

0.00 

12.30 

0.00 

$24.60 



I.ridge CiQ
LEG A L

200 N. 4th, Sle. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd, Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

Invoice
Date Invoice #

8/31/2009 B3041

D..(\ID)1&
DATF.._..ql~ _0'1 _

Crn::·~:·.~ .;;':.J~ 2) €I~ FILE # 20111 -8
AVI::>:jl' r.:' :;;_L~ qo:..!'-o::::..- _
R5: .,.. _

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter#

Net 15 9/15/2009 AF 93-1282108 20771-008

Description

Case: Petra
iCONECT Fees for August 2009

iCONECT Storage Fees· Billed per OB (1st SOB)
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per OB (6+ OB)
iCONECT SetUp Fee
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for August 2009

Thank you for your business!!
Idaho Sales Tax

Quantity

5
12
1
2

Price Each

50.00
20.00

1,000.00
100.00

6.00%

Amount

250.00
240.00

1,000.00
200.00

0.00

REMITIANCE AI:: PRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEC ~L, INC.
708 sw 3RD AVE.. TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9' ~04-3151

503-796-088

A_ afJu,,~ IJI, Bel Ir/O /Ie ;lUliluthrg IIItI:W tltII" N!ltlfthm pnliq. P,Pftds ..'UI"~ IltJrtr/ on I/lt .,n'" lor '0 ".,.~ "ft~, trltlch rime IIIfPflljtct,1nIG ...,,, u
/'tf'llflllll!JlllT tlt'Jd~flunlru tlnIlJ'I:~J"eIlUhtl'~"rell IUlide trJ ellllll"ut "Mlng pTDjt!CI IIIlIa.

CNTTe"'1$ BC:/~ H~V A/f'~ InKJmps uJprf'ljrcts tJ" cn. All c:n fHIdtllplli#II M shredkd 1m J'lUr Is' Jf" cllnll ",,,,,{II/ike to ,t,'it1r' C;I) blltkups. p/td.lt

ntll" "'''''KM~II'SwI'" J'tJHr UCCf'R'" ".a"IINtr I" '~I'{nv the cn 'S allJur uJIlcc.
Total $1,690.00

008991

I.ridge Cill 
LEG A L 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

8/31/2009 B3041 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

D...(\ID .\)& 
DATF.._ .. ql~ _0'1 ____ _ 

Cosho Humphrey 
Crn::·~:·.~ .:;,:.J_~.=.3...;;..iI_~._FILE # 20111 -8 

800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 RS: ..... _ .. ____ ._. _________ _ 

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter# 

Net 15 9/15/2009 AF 93-1282108 

Description Quantity Price Each 

Case: Petra 
iCONECT Fees for August 2009 

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per OB (1st SOB) 
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per OB (6+ OB) 
iCONECT SetUp Fee 
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for August 2009 

Thank you for your business!! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITIANCE AI:: PRESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEC ~L. INC. 
708 sw 3RD AVE.. TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9" ~04-3151 

503-796-088 

5 
12 
1 
2 

A.II/ Ju"~ iJI, Bel Ir/U /Ie /lulitulhrg IIItI:W tltII" N!ltlfthm pnliq. P,Pftds tt'UI"~ IltJrtrl on I/lt .,n'" lor '0 ".,.~ "ft~, trltlch rime IIIf Pflljtct,1nIG .. 'I" u 
/'tf'llflllll!JlllT dt'/d~fl unlru tlnIlJ'I:~J"eIlU htl'~ Itre" IUlide ru ,'mll"ut "Mlng pTD}t!CI IIIlIa. 

CuTTe"'1$ BC:/~ H~V A/f'~ InKJmps uJ prf'ljrclS tJ" CO. All en fHldtllplli#II M shredkd 1m J'lUr Is' J/" cllnll ",,,,,{II/ike 10 ,t,'it1r' (:J) blltkups. p/tlUt 

ntll" "'''''KM~'''S 11'1'" J'UHr UCC''R'" ".atrIlNtr I" '~'·'nv Ihe cn 'S allJur uJIlcc. 

50.00 
20.00 

1,000.00 
100.00 

6.00% 

Total 

20771-008 

Amount 

250.00 
240.00 

1,000.00 
200.00 

0.00 

$1,690.00 



I.ridgl Cill
L E II A L

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise. 10 83712

Invoice
Date Invoice #

9/30/2009 B3120

P~~ID
DAmJQl\ \.Q \~;;"';:~'-----"--
CHE.CK t'L1i.C11~E~E it~11(- 8
AMOUNT$~7~g~o_._oo . _
RE: _

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... Fed ID# Job Number Client\Matter#

Net 15 10115/2009 AF 93-1282108 20771-008

Description

Case: Petra
iCONECT Fees for September 2009

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB)
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (6+ GB)
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for September 2009

Thank you for your business!!
Idaho Sales Tax

Quantity

5
14
2

Price Each

50.00
20.00

100.00

6.00%

Amount

250.00
280.00
200.00

0.00

REMITfANCE AI DRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEC AL, INC.
708 SW 3RD AYE., STE.200
PORTLAND, OR 9 ~O4-3151

503-796-088

A.. 01J.II~ 1M, BCI. 'till/1M l.uJI"II"t II n~' dslSa rdtn/Ullf ,..,Iq. PloftcIJ.,/On slfITtf1 un Ihi! '«VeTfar !H1 tItJ)'J, Il}l'f vhld, /l1IM"Upro)«, t/aJ. MoI/l'e
",./lUI"entry dtidal."leu _'''''Rer~,,1shnl'r:.litt!1f ",fIdt to elliff/HilI stm", prtd«1 tMltL

C_"t"IIdy BCL 1tUI.r "m't' .ac/lllpl rJfl""jectJ 01' en. All C/J lnIel¥ps will H I1IntHIetl,," J'lIIe I"L If II d/~1I1 N'rJIIIJ lib,o rnJrtv CIJ btlc/alpr. P~IL"11
lIu.ke 1I""n..,.~'1h ",I", ,rourIlceo",,' mfm"Xt!". lel1t!'M1 l/r~ ('O~.~ III aU,. u//koe

Total $730.00

008992

I.ridgl Cill 
LEa A L 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

9/30/2009 B3120 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 P~~ID 
I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise. 10 83712 

DAmJQl \ \.Q \~;;"';:~'-----.'--
CHE.CK t'L1i.C11 ~E~E it ~11 (- 8 
Alv!OUNT $ -.=7 ...... g"""'o_._oo _____ . __ 
RE: _____________________________ _ 

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ••. Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter# 

Net 15 10115/2009 AF 93-1282108 

Description Quantity 

Case: Petra 
iCONECT Fees for September 2009 

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB) 
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (6+ GB) 
iCONECT User License - 2 Licenses for September 2009 

Thank you for your business!! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITfANCE AI DRESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEe AL, INC. 
708 SW 3RD A YE., ~TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9'~O4-3151 

503-796-088 

5 
14 
2 

A.. 0/ J.II~ 1M, BCI. 'tllIllM l.ulIlIlI"t II n~' dslSa rdtn/Ullf ,..,Iq. PloftcI$"/O H slfITtfI un Ihi! .uveT far !HI dtJ)'J, 1I}l" vhld, IIJIM "U pro)m t/aJ. MoIIl'e 
",/lUI"entry dtidal."leu _'''''Rer~,,1s hnl'r:.litt!1f ",fIdt to elliff/HilI stmll, pTfd«1 .'tL 
(ir"t"IIdy BCL nur,1 bl't' .ac/lllpl IIfp,,,)ects 01' Cn. All CJ) lnIel¥ps will H "'ntHIell"II J'lIIe I"L If II d/~1I1 N'rJIIIJ lib 10 rn/rtv CIJ btJc/alpr. p~IL"1l 
lIu.ke 1I""n..,.~,," ",I", ,rour IlCCVIIIl' mfm"Xt!' I. ,~"t!w 11r~ ('O~.~ III aU' u//koe 

Price Each 

50.00 
20.00 

100.00 

6.00% 

Total 

20771-008 

Amount 

250.00 
280.00 
200.00 

0.00 

$730.00 



Ilrldle Cill
L E II A L

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ill 83712

Invoice
Date Invoice #

9/2812009 B3098

F.AID
[1(~T2..Jbll'9_\~4_-.---
.~. -- . ::~ A'178 .::OF Q # ~11' 8.......... _ .~..J_.- ..--.-- ~ _ l-"l.,.:..

.: :' ','-:..:-n~; J1!-\L.Y.l. _
-_._-----_..._----------

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#.

Pam Net 15 10/13/2009 AF 93-1282108 AF 09-09-052 20771-008

Description

Project: Petra v. City ofMeridian
Volume: PETRA007
Range:PETRA083861 - PETRA092391
.Tiff Conversion
Electronic Numbering
CD Creation with searchable PDF images
Loaded to iConect
Received on thumb drive.

Project: Petra v. City ofMeridian
Volume: PETRA008
Range: PETRA92392 - PETRA93619
Seaming Autofeed
Scarming 11"x17" B&W
Electronic Numbering
OCR

Quantity

8,531
8,531

2

1,216
12

1,228
1,228

Price Each

0.10
0.01

20.00

0.07
0.35
0.01
0.05

,Amount

853.10
85.31
40.00

85.12
4.20

12.28
61.40

Thank. you for your business Pam!
Idaho Sales Tax

I'''' I 0<:' REMITTANCE AD DRESS:
V - -- I BRIDGE CITY LEG AL, INC.

O r-J 708 SW 3RD AVE., )TE.200.~~ft:J ~~ PORTLAND,OR9/04-3151
qtr~ ~ Q - 503-796-088

/fA'~ht~ ,-..c.~~"'l.Ao~ju::;::::c:---~~~,-::ret-.·~__:-;=:~I~~~----1'

6.00% 0.00

As ,,/JIIJI. 1st, BCI. will 1M /nst/trlrUol " nm llItG ""••Iion t»JIq. PNj«Js """ h 11#",' on Ih. Slrvu/#,"'ays, oft« which ti",.1111p,.jul tlllI. will'.
/HT1ItourtIT Ih/II'" UJJIas GmIIIltJMJJts h...,_m" '" ""ntln,.. storlJrg ,Tlljut t1JIItL

CIIrmt/6' BeL mq Ir...6Gcku,."/'Tllj<dS "" CD. AU CD lJG.bps """ .. ,h""oId#n Jun. 1ft. If. 111'''/"",_11 Ilh 1# r","" CD _upl.pIasc mGk. TataI
_nl.....,. with J'II'" ll«Oultt "",nG'" t" revI... tit. Co 'oS' tit .ur #fJi"'- $1,141.41

008993

Invoice 

Ilrldle Cill Date Invoice # 
L E II A L 

9/2812009 B3098 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 
F.AID 

[1(~T2,.Jbll~_\~4_-.---
Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

.~. -- . ::~ A '178 .::'F Q # ~11' 8 ........... _ .~ .. J_.- .. --.--___ ~ _ l-J,..,:.. 

.: :' ','-:..:-n~; J1!-\LY.L ___ . ___ _ 
. _._------_ .. __ ._-------

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ... Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#. 

Pam Net 15 10/13/2009 AF 93-1282108 

Description Quantity 

Project: Petra v. City of Meridian 
Volume: PETRA007 
Range:PETRA083861 - PETRA092391 
.Tiff Conversion 
Electronic Numbering 
CD Creation with searchable PDF images 
Loaded to iConect 
Received on thumb drive. 

Project: Petra v. City of Meridian 
Volume: PETRA008 
Range: PETRA92392 - PETRA93619 
Seaming Autofeed 
Scarming II"xI7" B&W 
Electronic Numbering 
OCR 

Thank you for your business Pam! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

I'''' I 0<:' REMITTANCE AD DRESS: 
V - -- I BRIDGE CITY LEG AL, INC. 

O .L..\ r-J 708 SW 3RD AVE., )TE. 200 
'~~h:J ~~ PORTLAND,OR9/04-3151 

8,531 
8,531 

2 

1,216 
12 

1,228 
1,228 

qtr~ ~ Q - 503-796-088 

/.;)~ i.. -/~ ~ L..L.t..o1JtL.A ...... ~1tt::;;:::::::t-~~~~=:t~--___1' . r....Jl.T7W..( • . - "- ~~ ~ 

AF 09-09-052 

Price Each 

0.10 
0.01 

20.00 

0.07 
0.35 
0.01 
0.05 

6.00% 

As _/ JIIJI. /SI, BCI. will IM/nstitrlrllog " a ... 1111" "" •• /itm t»IIq. PN}eds """ h 11#",1 ... Ih.!I<rvu /., "'ays. oft., which Ii",. oIl".jul dllIll will 6. 
".""IIJIurt/r 1hI .. ", was IImIIIgtmeIJIs h ... 6,. "' ....... atln,.. storillg p",jut tfI1ttL 

C:UrmrllJ' BeL _q Ir ... 6"ckuplo/proj<cb Oil CD. A" CD lJG<bps """ 6. ,hrddd on Jun. lit. Ifa <l1.nl "",uld IUr. I_ ,evlnl CD _aps.p/aH ... k. T ota I 
_"g"""''' with J"'" 11«00'" ""'".,'" I. review tlr. CO'S tit .u, #JJi"'-

20771-008 

,Amount 

853.10 
85.31 
40.00 

85.12 
4.20 

12.28 
61.40 

0.00 

$1,141.41 



IBridle lib
LEG • L

Invoice
Date Invoice #

10/30/2009 B3174

200 N. 4th, Ste.lOl
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

~ /1. 1lfD! • ' '" '~f~ ,

DATE...l~d~~J9~··tL ,;
eBE ~ ..··..~~~§~~=~::~~-L::·t- #-AS7--7J----3
AMC-~; ~.:: ~. -l:1!:i:6~.... ''' .
RE' ----
L • - __ 0_ •• ~ ,.. •••• .... ._ •• _ ... , •• _ •

..~~-_ _-_._-----
Ordered By Terms Due Date Acet. Manag... FedlD# Job Number Ciient\Matter#

CD Creation with Concordance Load File, Single Page Tiffs and
Multi Page OCR - NO CHARGE

Description

Blowbacks B&W 8.5"xl1"

CD Creation with PDF

93-1282108 AF 10-09-063 20771.008

Quantity Price Each Amount

471 0.14 65.94

35 1.00 35.00

506 0.05 25.30

506 0.01 5.06

0 20.00 0.00

1 20.00 20.00

471 0.06 28.26

35 1.00 35.00

AF11114/2009Net 15Pam

Electronic Numbering

OCR

Blowbacks Color 8.5"xl1"

Scanning Medium Litigation

Scanning Color 8,S"x11"

Project: Petra
Volume: PETRAOI0
Range: Petra93639 - Petra94144

Thanks for your business Pam!
Idaho Sales Tax

REMITTANCE AD DRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEG AL, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., nE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 97 04-3151

503-796-088

6.00% 0.00

Total $214.56

008994

IBridle lib 
LEG • L 

200 N. 4th, Ste.l02 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

10/30/2009 B3174 

~ /1. llfD ! • ' ", '~f~ , 

DATE . ..l~d~~J9~··tL ,; 
eBE ~ .. ·· .. ~9.~§~~=~::~~-L::·t-#-AS]--7J----S 
AMC-~; ~.:: ~. -l:1!:i :6.~_ ...... _ .. _ 
RE' -------
L • - __ 0_ •• ~ ,.. •••• .... ._ •• _ ... , •• _ • 

.. _--_ .......... _-_._-----
Ordered By Terms Due Date Acet. Manag ... FedlD# Job Number Ciient\Matter# 

Pam Net 15 11114/2009 AF 93-1282108 

Description Quantity 

Scanning Medium Litigation 471 

Scanning Color 8.5"xll" 35 

OCR 506 

Electronic Numbering 506 

CD Creation with Concordance Load File, Single Page Tiffs and 
Multi Page OCR - NO CHARGE 

0 

CD Creation with PDF 

Blowbacks B&W 8.5"xll" 

Blowbacks Color 8.5"xl1" 

Project: Petra 
Volume: PETRAOIO 
Range: Petra93639 - Petra94144 

Thanks for your business Pam! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITTANCE AD DRESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEG AL, INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., iTE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 97 04-3151 

503-796-088 

1 

471 

35 

AF 10-09-063 20771.008 

Price Each Amount 

0.14 65.94 

1.00 35.00 

0.05 25.30 

0.01 5.06 

20.00 0.00 

20.00 20.00 

0.06 28.26 

1.00 35.00 

6.00% 0.00 

Total $214.56 



IBrldgl Gill
L E II A L

Invoice
Date Invoice #

10/28/2009 B3168
200 N. 4th, Ste.l02
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

'~A, lfD
J~ ~~.ll~:

~~~:/~,~~~::~~ #lb771~
AT :=: '~~ .;:: ,S_71~.f!?..,-._ .._-
L.: .- - .-_.- _..----_ __ _--

j/ta7 7/-ocif
Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter#

Blowbacks Color 8.5"xl1II

Scanning Color 8.5 l xl1"

Description

CD Creation with searchable PDF documents

93-1282108 AF 10-09-061 20771-008

Quantity Price Each Amount

19 1.00 19.00

38 1.00 38.00

0 20.00 0.00

1 20.00 20.00

AF11/12/2009Net 15Pam

CD Creation with iConect Load Files - NO CHARGE

Loaded to iCONECT.

Project: Petra
Volume: PETRA009
Range: PETRA93620 - PETRA93639

Thanks for your business Pam!
Idaho Sales Tax 6.00% 0.00

REMITTANCE AD PRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEG~, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., ~TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9' ~04-31S1

503-796-088

A."IJ"". 1st. JJCL ../II H /tI1/1t"ti",,, ,,_dtrta ,.'""Ii.1I p"1it:y. p,.jms will" " ...11." tAo _I.' 91 dttyS, .ftu ..Ai</r tilll. tJlIP"'Jed dtIJ. will b.
P«rJlUUlU'" "deI_ unlas IInYIIIp1fI«1tb hllile ~elf rruuI~ to ,,,nrilru~st_rin,Pf'Gjcd tlQ/t£

C"MIItlJl Bet IIIOY """. b"""/If "1lJ"'Ju:B ." CD. All CD boc/crlpl will b. ,h,.idod ."J"". 1st. if. die'" would Uk. t. ~iowCD ""dr"pI, pI....",do TataI
GntI"IDflcnb wiJIt1"ur lICCOunt ".""a,II' 10 nwi.... _ht CD'S GllIII' offla $77.00

008995

Invoice 

Ilrlll.e Cill Date Invoice # 
L E II A L 

10/28/2009 B3168 
200 N. 4th, Ste.l02 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

·~A.lfD 
J~ ..... . ~~.ll~: 

~~~:/~,~~~~~~~ jllb771 ~ I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

AT : =: .~ ~ .;:: ,S _71~.f!?.. .. -.-.. --
L_: .-----.-.... - .. -----.. -.... -.--... ---

j/ ta7 7!-ocif 
Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter# 

Pam Net 15 1111212009 AF 93-1282108 AF 10-09-061 

Description Quantity 

Scanning Color 8.5"xll" 

Blowbacks Color 8.5"xll" 

CD Creation with iConect Load Files - NO CHARGE 

CD Creation with searchable PDF documents 

Loaded to iCONECT. 

Project: Petra 
Volume: PETRA009 
Range: PETRA93620 - PETRA93639 

Thanks for your business Pam! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITTANCE AD pRESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEG~, INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., ~TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9' ~04-31S1 

503~ 796-088 

19 

38 

0 

1 

A. "I J"". 1st, JlCL ,./11 be /tI1/1t.ti",. ,,_ 11_ ttt""ti," policy. p,.jms will" " ... d." tAo _I" 91 II"Y', oftu .. frk/r ti",. 011 P"'J«I 111110 will b. 
p«nuUlu'" tlddd unlas IInYIIIp1fI«1tb hllile ~elf rruuI~ to '''nWru~ st_rin, Pl'Gjcd tlQ/1£ 

Price Each 

1.00 

1.00 

20.00 

20.00 

6.00% 

C."."dJl Be£ .8Y """ • ... "op "1iJ"'J- ." CD. All CD 6oc/cr1p1 will ••• h .. 4dcd ." Ju". 1st. if. dk'" WlU'" Uk. t. ~;". CD IHIdr"pJ, pi.".. "'''''' T ota I 
GrrtI"IDflcnb wiJIt 1"ur lICCOunt "'''''(1'''/0 nwi..., _ht CD'S GllIII' offla 

20771-008 

Amount 

19.00 

38.00 

0.00 

20.00 

0.00 

$77.00 



IBridle Cill
LEG A L

200 N. 4th, Stc. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Invoice
Date Invoice #

10/31/2009 B318S

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag... FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter#

------------------ Net IS 1I11S/2009 AF 93-1282108 _...---...--- 20771-008

Description Quantity Price Each Amount

Case: Petra
iCONECT Fees for October 2009

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB) 5 50.00 250.00
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per OB (6+ GB) 14 20.00 280.00
iCONECT User License - 4 Licenses for October 2009 4 100.00 400.00

Thank you for your business!!
Idaho Sales Tax

~~~P
6.00% 0.00

DATE

CHECK#~# !J,077f - 8
AMOUNT $ q?O.OO
RE:

REMlTIANCE AD DRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEG!AL, INC.
708 SW 3RD AYE., ~TE.200
PORTLAND, OR 9 ~04-31S1

503-796-088

..ts rtfJu"e 1st, flL7~ will b~ ins/iJrIlllig a n", dill. m~lflinllpolicy. Prllln-tl "oUt H "1II'~tI tIII,A/! ~i!n'"for H .)':s. .pi!T wllieA Ii"", ,,/1 prtrfr"bI. ",iU In
pcntUlllmdy dele/ttl IINleu IIrTlingnUi!HtJ htUv: ~i!" IIHItle If' cllntln"e Jlwlltgp1f1jeet rI",,,.
Cllne"rfy DCl. ""9' /rtuoe ""d.", "fp'f~m INI (.7). AU ('/) IIpdoups will b~ .thrdlkd01' J,,,,c 1st if" d~HI 'tflIIIUlIU:1!! ID n','Itw ('J) IJlldcflpJ. pkflSC Total $930.00IHlIke tlrrtUlIlDIJ,,,1J wI,It ,lWlr .l"CUllift ",,,,,nKer/1lr~ till! CD'A~ III onr "fJlc~.

008996

IBridle Cill 
LEG A L 

200 N. 4th, Stc. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

Ordered By 

------------------

Case: Petra 

Terms Due Date 

Net IS 1 I11S/2009 

Description 

iCONECT Fees for October 2009 

Acct. Manag ... 

AF 

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB) 
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per OB (6+ GB) 
iCONECT User License - 4 Licenses for October 2009 

Thank you for your business!! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

~~~p DATE 

CHECK # 'Wf24- FILE # !J,077f - 8 
AMOUNT $ ~~O.OO 

RE: 
REMlTIANCE AD 

BRIDGE CITY LEG 
708 SW 3RD AYE., 
PORTLAND, OR 9 

503-796-088 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

10/3112009 B3 18S 

FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter# 

93-1282108 _ .. ------- 20771-008 

Quantity Price Each Amount 

5 50.00 250.00 
14 20.00 280.00 
4 100.00 400.00 

6.00% 0.00 

DRESS: 
iAL, INC. 
~TE.200 
~04-31S1 

..ts rtf Ju"e 1st, flL7~ will b~ ins/wulIg a n", dill. ",~lftlnl1 policy. Prllln-tl "oUt H III11'~tI tIII,AI! ~I!n'" for H till)':" .pI!T wllieA Ii"", ,,11 prtrfr" bI. ",IU In 
pcntUlllmdy dele/ttl IINleu IIrTlingnul!HtJ htUv: ~I!" IIHItle If' c"ntln"e Jlwlng p'fI}ett rI",,,. 
Cllne"rfy DCI. ""9' /rtuoe hIId.", "fp'f~m INI (.1), AU ('I) /luckups will b~ .thrdlkd 01' J,,,,c 1st if. d~HI 'tflIIIUlIU:1!! ID n'.'Itw ('J) IJlld{flpJ. pirflSC Total $930.00 IHlIke tlrrtUlIlDIJ,,,1J wi'" ,lWlr .['CUlmt ",,,,,nKer/1l r~ till!! CD'A~ III onr "JJlc~. 



Ilrl_11 CIII
L E II A L

Invoice
Date Invoice #

11/17/2009 B3199
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ID 83712

l.._l~~ __ . .. _., --

Petra011 (petra94145 - Petra94285)
Scanning Heavy Litigation
Scanning Color 8.5 "xli"
Blowbacks B&W 8.5"xll"
Blowbacks Color 8.5"xll"
Electronic Numbering
OCR

Petra012 (petra94259 - Petra95366)
Scanning Light Litigation
Blowbacks B&W 8.S"xll \I

Electronic Annotation
OCR
CD Creation with Searchable PDF for Cosho, Concordance Load
File for Trout Jones (petra011 and Petra012 on one disc) - NO
CHARGE

Description

Due Date Acct. Manag... FedlD# Job NU.mber Cli.ent\Matter:#.
..'

93-1282108 AF 1l-09-014 2077.004.

Quantity Price Each : Amount- ..

101 0.16 16.16
13 1.00 13.00

202 0.06 12.12
26 1.00 26.00

114 0.01 1.14
114 0.05 5.70

1,108 0.10 110.80
3,324 0.06 199.44
1,108 0.01 11.08·
1,108 0.05 55.40

..

0 20.00 0.00

AF121212009Net 15

Terms

Pam

Ordered By

Additional CD Creation - 1 20.00 20.00

CD Copy for Cosho Client (Petra) Dis '".~- ~ . 1101\0 20.00 20.00
CD Copy for Trout Jones X 1 - Exped ioneD REMI'ITANCE AD DRESS: 1 20.00 20.00

BRIDGE CITY LEG AL,INC.

Thanks for your business Pam! 708 SW 3RD AVE., TE.200
PORTLAND, OR 97 ~04-3151

Idaho Sales Tax 503-796-088 6.00% 0.00

As ulJune lit, BCT. ..II be Instilurlng an... dllla ,deJlti.npolicy. P'Djun ..ill 6r st.red.n Ihe ""',/0, " days, after ..kic/r 1im,1II1projta dllflJ will k.
pemtfUletltly 4delH lUtIas arrtIn'Olltlt" hflu bror mllde t. aJlttillfl' storing projrd tlflla.

Cu,...,,/Iy BCT. "'OJ' h••• he1rllJls ,qproj_ D" CD. All CD 6m.ps ..iII H Illrredtltd.n Jun. 1st. If. dim/_.ldlik. /D ,..oj.... CD he1rup$.plau. ",.b TotaI11,.,.",,61,_" willi J:'''' Gceolml ",.nllger'o IY!Piew t"e CD'S at 0"' tlJlice.

-- $510.84

008997

Invoice 

Ilrl_11 CIII Date Invoice # 
L E II A L 

11117/2009 B3199 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

l.._l~~ ...... __ . ___ .. _., __________ --

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag ... 

Pam Net 15 121212009 

Description 

PetraOll (petra94145 - Petra94285) 
Scanning Heavy Litigation 
Scanning Color 8.5 "xli" 
Blowbacks B&W 8.5"xl1" 
Blowbacks Color 8.5"xl1" 
Electronic Numbering 
OCR 

Petra012 (petra94259 - Petra95366) 
Scanning Light Litigation 
Blowbacks B&W 8.S"xll" 
Electronic Annotation 
OCR 

AF 

CD Creation with Searchable PDF for Cosho, Concordance Load 
File for Trout Jones (petraOll and Petra012 on one disc) - NO 
CHARGE 

Additional CD Creation -

CD Copy for Cosho Client (Petra) Dis "'Q~' l)p • .4, '~;",n 1 1 o.no 

CD Copy for Trout Jones X 1 - Exped ioneD REMI'IT ANCE AD 
BRIDGE CITY LEG 

Thanks for your business Pam! 708 SW 3RD AVE., 
PORTLAND, OR 97 

Idaho Sales Tax 503·796-088 

FedlD# Job NU.mber 

93-1282108 AF 11-09-014 

Quantity Price Each 

101 0.16 
13 1.00 

202 0.06 
26 1.00 

114 0.01 
114 0.05 

1,108 0.10 
3,324 0.06 
1,108 0.01 
1,108 0.05 

0 20.00 

1 20.00 

20.00 
DRESS: 1 20.00 
AL,INC. 
TE.200 
~04-3151 

6.00% 

As 0/ Ju.e/ll, BCT. .. IIHlnstil.rlng a .... data rdeJIti.1I policy. P'Diun "ill 60 st.red.n Ih • .. ,.., for" iays, aJlu .. kiC/O lim_ all pntfra illflJ will i. 
pemtfJlletltly 4delH lUtIas arrtInlQlltlt" hflu bror mflde t. aJlttillfl' storing projrd tiflla. 

C~tTttJlly BCT. "'OY ho •• hclrllJlf ofproi- 0" CD. All CD 6ru:kup ... iII H IShredtkd •• J.ne lSI. Ifo dimtwould like /II ,eWew CD hc1r.,..pI_. ",ob T ota I 
.,.,.""m,_1s willi y,,,, Gecolml ",.nllger'o IY!Piew the CD'S at 0"' tlJ/ice. --

C li.ent\Matter:#. 
.. ' 

2077.004. 

: Amount - .. 

16.16 
13.00 
12.12 
26.00 

1.14 
5.70 

110.80 
199.44 

11.08· .. 
55.40 
0.00 

20.00 

20.00 
20.00 

0.00 

$510.84 



...... -""-'" ..•.._.._--

-lid C· r~'~ IDill r II III 11 \~~~'~'_~,1L
LEG A L ATE--.!..LJk..Jta _

. Ci·13CK #..2,QH~.~-. __FILE ~T1I-ezoo N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702 /.~: 5.<::;UNT .t §.~ :.Y..~_ ...._....__
208.429.1905 ----
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Invoice
Date Invoice #

11/20/2009 B3204

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ill 83712

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acci:~~~~gj"1.L\ Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter#

Description

CD Creation with Concordance Load File Single Page Tiff and
Multi Page OCR

Pam Net 15

Scanning Autofeed

Electronic Numbering

Blowbacks B&W 8.5"xll" (2 Sets)

OCR

i..LlV· U
12/5/2009 AF 93-1282108 AF 11-09-021

Quantity Price Each

77 0.06.

77 0.01

154 0.06

77 0.05

1 20.00

-i8~46.:5'9"

Amount

4.62

0.77
\

9.24

3.85

20.00

Project: Petra v. City ofMeridian
Volume: Petra013
Range: Petra95367 - Petra95443

Thanks for your business Pam!
Idaho Sales Tax

REMITTANCE AD DRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEG AL, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., TE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9' Z04-3151

503-796-088

6.00% 0.00

.u .,JUII./st, BCL will b< /nlli/utin,. ,,"'" tffll. m<nt/mr po1lQ' l'roJ_ willI.st."" .11 Ih. s<rw., ••".Y" .ft.. which tim. nil ,..j.<1 doJ. ""II b.
/N""""r,,'1p dJd~dIInJns tl17'II",utrena ""'/1 "UIJ ",,,II~ Itl alnllnll~SltlrUt, pro}«t dfll~

Curr<nt1J' BCL "'~Y h••• bodtups .,".J'ct, .n CD. AJICD bdups will b.shr.tftf'" .n Jun. Jst. J/. dlml woultf Ilk. ,. "";ow CD bodtups. pl.... m.k. TotaI
.1Ttl"~"'UB wi,. j'"u,. accuunt mlln"'.'(1 'nllM' ,,., CD '3" 111 DI/" oJI"lCA $38.48

008998

Invoice -lid C· r~'~ ID ill r II III 11 \~~~'~'_~'1L 
LEG A L ATE--.!..LJk .. Jta-=-_____ _ Date Invoice # 

. Ci·13CK #..2,QH~.~-. _ _FILE ~T1I-e 
11/20/2009 B3204 

zoo N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 /.~: 5.·:;UNT .t §.'Q :.Y..~_ .... _ .... _. 
208.429.1905 ----
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ill 83712 

....... " ........ <0._ .. __ _ 

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct:~~~~g31.L\ Fed 10# Job Number Client\Matter# 

Pam Net 15 12/5/2009 kF'v, u 93-1282108 AF 11-09-021 

Description Quantity 

Scanning Autofeed 

Electronic Numbering 

Blowbacks B&W 8.5"x11" (2 Sets) 

OCR 

CD Creation with Concordance Load File Single Page Tiff and 
Multi Page OCR 

Project: Petra v. City of Meridian 
Volume: Petra013 
Range: Petra95367 - Petra95443 

Thanks for your business Pam! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITTANCE AD DRESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEG AL, INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., TE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9' Z04-31S1 

503-796-088 

77 

77 

154 

77 

1 

. 

.u ., Jun. 1st, BCL will h /nlli/ulint G ""'" tffllG mM/imr pol/Q' PnlJ_ wIIlh st.,." .n Ih, serwr ,., ".Y" oft ... which lim. 1111 I""j.<1 dm ... II b. 
/N""""r,,'1p dJt!I~d IInJns tl17'II",UllenD Ir,,'/I "UIJ ","II~ Itl alnllnll~ SltlrUt, pro}«t dfll~ 

Price Each 

0.06 

0.01 

0.06 

0.05 

20.00 

6.00% 

CllruntiJ' BCL "'~Y h ••• bodtups ., "o1.ct • • n CD. AJI CD bdy. ",III 6e sh,.,ldd on Jun. Jst. I/o r:1i.",,,,,,uld lik. ,.l"6'4ow CD bodtups. pl ..... ",.k. To ta I 
.1Ttl"~"'UB wi,. j'"u,. accuunt Itrllnagu'(I ,.nllM' ,,., CD '3" III DI/" off"lCA 

-i8~46.:5'9" 

Amount 

4.62 

0.77 

9.24 

3.85 

20.00 

0.00 

$38.48 

\ 



l.rld,1 Gill
LEG A L

Date

ll/30/2009

Invoice
Invoice #

B3226

{)f

PAID
DATE~I~-' -----

ZOO N. 4th, 8te. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.l905
208.429.1973

Cosho Humphrey CHECK*~f;
FlLE#2P111-B

800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
AMOUNT $lS>6b.D\:)

oKjz/ej.
Boise. ID 83712

RE:

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag.•. FedlD# Job Number ~nt\Matter#')---------------_...._-- Net 15 12/15/2009 AF 93-1282108 -----..-.--- I 20771-008

Description Quantity Price Each \ .... Amol!!Jl,./"

Case: Petra
iCONECT Fees for November 2009

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st 5 GB) 5 50.00 250.00
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (6+ GB) 15 20.00 300.00
iCONECT User License - 5 Licenses for November 2009 5 100.00 500.00

Thank you for your business!!
Idaho Sales Tax 6.00% 0.00

REMITIANCE At DRESS:
BRIDGE CITV LEe AL,INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE.• STE.200
PORTLAND, OR 9 20....3151

503-796-088

As tIlJu"r III, BCL will'" '''~tilaJinK(I "nI'd.'11 rrr.1IIInn fHllit;y. /'nil"" will he slnud1m 1Ir~ $~rN' fnr 90 "J:I, aflrr ",lIIc' dIM 411prtl}«t Jllta M'ill_
/¥",,,,,,rnl{V deleted ""/eQ .",,"lff1ffffllb I",rr breI' ,,'.. ,,, f:UIf,mlle siMi,,/: Fajt" d"'/I,

(itrr"lII~ /fl-L "raJ' Jrrn.. lmC'kupll nfJ'lVdtf'ts fill c."/). All el) blJd;lIp" will lit s1J,~d4t'.fin Ju,,~ 1M. If" rlltllt V'I1Uld lik, tn u,'if!ll' en IJllckHpJ. plN.1, Total $1.050.00",.kc -""",'IIr'1fU k'111I.YflNr ftn:tmnl trI",,_gtr I. ",'i~ lire Cll'S ii'or tI.fIl«.

I Bill To

008999

lIarld.e Gill 
LEG A L 

ZOO N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.l905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 

Invoice 
Date Invoice # 

11130/2009 B3226 

PAID 
DATEJ.2. }ql0n~ -----" FlLE#2P111-B 
CHECK*~f; 

800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
AMOUNT $lS~6b.D\:) 

o Kjz/ej. 
Boise.lD 83712 

RE: (}f 

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag .•. FedlD# Job Number ~nt\Matter#' ) --------------------- Net 15 12/15/2009 AF 93-1282108 -----.. -.--- I 20771-008 

Description Quantity Price Each \ ..... Amol!!Jl/ 

Case: Petra 
iCONECT Fees for November 2009 

iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per GB (1st SOB) 5 50.00 250.00 
iCONECT Storage Fees - Billed per OB (6+ GB) IS 20.00 300.00 
iCONECT User License - 5 Licenses for November 2009 5 100.00 500.00 

Thank you for your business!! 
Idaho Sales Tax 6.00% 0.00 

REMlTI ANCE AI: DRESS: 
BRIDGE CITV LEe AL,INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., nE.200 
PORTLAND, OR 9 204-3151 

503-796-088 

As tIl Ju"r III, BCL will'" '''~tilaJinK (I "nI' d.'11 rrr.1IIInn fH,ut;y. I"rfIJeeu "'I he s/nud 1m 1Ir~ $~rN' for 90 "J:I, aflrr "'lIIc/. dIM 411 pmj«1 Jma M'ill_ 
/¥",,,,,,rnl{V deleted ,,,,/eQ .",,"tfflffCllb I",rr bre" "," ,,, f:UIf,m"e stMi,,/: ",ajtt' d"'/I, 

(itrr"lII~ /fl"L "raJ' /rrn .. lmC'kupll nf J'lVdtf'ts fill C."/). ,411 el) blJd;lIp" wlii/lt sh, .. d4t-1I fin Ju,,~ 1M. If" rl'tllf V'ltUid 1ik~ tn U"f!1l' e/J /JllckHpJ. p1N.11' 

",.kc _""",'fIr'lfU willi .YflNr ftn:t1lfnl trI",,_gtr I. ",'i~ lire en'S II' or tI./Jl«. 
Total $1.050.00 



1.'11111 CIII
LEG A L

200 N. 4th, Ste. 102
Boise, Idaho 83702
208.429.1905
208.429.1973

I Bill To

Cosho Humphrey
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790
Boise, ill 83712

~ Invoice.
Date Invoice #

12/16/2009 B3242

PAID
DATE JoLt 1'0 1U""l

CHECK# 2~2..qD FILE#U:i111-8
AMOUNT $~~"c::r:..;:2.~ _
RE: _

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag.•. FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter#

Pam Carson Net 15 12/31/2009 AF 93-1282108 AF 12-09-017

.TiffConversion

Description Quantity Price Each

852 0.10

Amount

85.20

Electronic Numbering
Range:PETRA95489-96340

CD Creation
Volume:PETRA014

CD Duplication - Disk from Petra "11 -09 -09" Disk created on
12/07/09
Case: Petra Meridian

Thanks for your business Pam!
Idaho Sales Tax

852

1

0.01

0.00

20.00

6.00%

8.52

0.00 ..

20.00T

1.20

REMITTANCE AD PRESS:
BRIDGE CITY LEe~, INC.
708 SW 3RD AVE., sTE. 200
PORTLAND, OR 9~ ~04-3151

503-796-088

I/o efJlle. lit, BCL will N _/hiM, #I new ,,"'. nI""lI.n policy. Prej«:tJ will N _d.n ,It• .....,fe,"~,lifter ""'dU",• •u fH"I1«' 4.11 11II1/6.
pe""en.,.,q 40Idd unlasarr~"III1"6u" "",4,'a <tI",M•• It.rI., fH"IJta 411I...

C.rrut#y BCL "'IIJI It.N ..dI.,. ./pro}t<:b on CD. AU CD ttldrllp> wIIl6..It,d4d. en JII•• lot. If. diu, ....Ii like ,.,ra.., CD _liP', pi....",ek.
""""'&lab .lIlt~",.flCCDI6.' IIIIIIfGln'11I1WIIw rit, CD'S fII ,ur./JiCl!.

009000

1.,11111 CIII 
~ Invoice. 

Date Invoice # 
LEG A L 

12116/2009 B3242 
200 N. 4th, Ste. 102 
Boise, Idaho 83702 
208.429.1905 
208.429.1973 

I Bill To 

Cosho Humphrey 
800 Park Blvd. Ste. 790 
Boise, ID 83712 

PAID 
DATEj&41~~~ 
CHECK# 2~2..qD FILE#lC'11-8 
AMOillIT$~nu4~~~~~ ______ _ 
RE: __________ _ 

Ordered By Terms Due Date Acct. Manag .•. FedlD# Job Number Client\Matter# 

Pam Carson Net 15 1213112009 AF 93-1282108 AF 12-09-017 

Description Quantity Price Each 

. Tiff Conversion 852 0.10 

Electronic Numbering 
Range:PETRA95489-96340 

852 O.ot 

CD Creation 
Volume:PETRA014 

CD Duplication - Disk from Petra "11 -09 -09" Disk created on 
12/07/09 
Case: Petra Meridian 

Thanks for your business Pam! 
Idaho Sales Tax 

REMITTANCE AD PRESS: 
BRIDGE CITY LEe~, INC. 
708 SW 3RD AVE., sTE. 200 
PORTLAND, OR 9~ ~04-3151 

503-796-088 

1 

""f JIlMe /11, BCL will N Imtiltllill •• n ... i"'a n/IUIII." policy. /'rojfCIJ will N shud." ,It • .... ., f.r"~, .ft .. wltidl/hn •• U JIIYIJ«$ 411. l1li1/6. 
p<"""'eNq 40Jdd un/as ",,~"II ... 6"," "",4., • ."If,Pr •• llorl", pnjta 4111 .. 

C.rrudy BCL "'11)1 ItaN hdlll,. ./pro}t<:b 'If CD. AU CD ttldrllp' wIIl6 .. ltrdrld..1f Jlln. 1st. Ifa diu, .... Ii Ilk 'urn ... CD _,p" pI_u,ok. 
IImlll'ClflCIIIJ ,.1I1t ~IIT flCCDI6.' III_II" llIlWiIw rit, CD'S fII ,ur./JiCl!. 

0.00 

20.00 

6.00% 

Amount 

85.20 

8.52 

0.00 .. 

20.00T 

1.20 

"-'-' ~ 
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