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STATE OF TEXAS, IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF

Plaintiff,
v,
RETIREMENT VALUE, LLC,

RICHARD H. “DICK” GRAY,
HILL COUNTRY FUNDING, LLC,
HILL COUNTRY FUNDING, , and
WENDY ROGERS,

TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS
Defendants,
AND

JAMES SETTLEMENT SERVICES,
LLC et al.

126t JUDICIAL DISTRICT

mmmmmmmmmmmmmmmwmmmm

Third Party Defendants.

RECEIVER’S RESPONSE TO ROGERS’ MOTION TO ENFORCE

Eduardo 8. Espinosa, court-appointed receiver for Retirement Value, LLC
responds in opposition to Wendy Rogers’ Motion fo Enforce the settlement
agreement between her and the Receiver.

BACKGROUND

Wendy Rogers was & principal and officer of Retirement Value, which this
Court has found “engaged in fraud or fraudulent acts in the course of selling
unregistere& securities.”  Order on Plaintiffs Motion for Partial Summary-
Judgment. Both tﬁe Gtate and the Receiver sued Rogers ove.r her role 1n

Retirement Value's fraud.
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In August 2012, the parties entered into a settlement agreement. Rogers
agreed to pay the Receiver $200,000 and to give up her interest in Retirement
Value and in the estate. In exchange, the Receiver, on behalf of himself and
Retirement Value, released Rogers from “all claims ... that are directly or indirectly
related to Retirement Value, the sale of Interests or Wendy Rogers’ service as an
officer of Retirement Value, and/or the Pending Case.?’ Settlement Agreement
(Exh. A-1) at §12. The Receiver also covenanted not to sue. Id. at §13.

The State also gave a release to Rogers. Its release, however, was
considerai}ly narrower. The State released Rogers from “any and all civil claims”
that “could have been brought in the Pending Case.” Id. at §17. Far from
_covenanting not to sue, the State expressly reserved the right to “demand additional
onforcoment of the laws and regulations of the State of Texas.” Id.

Also as part of their settlement, the parties asked the Court to enter an
agreed permanent injuﬁcti{m (the Agreed PI). The Agreed Pl provided that the
State “does not waive its z;igh’ﬁ to demand additional enforcement of the laws and
regulations of the State of Texas or the United States, except with regard to the
imposition of civil fines and civil penalties” related to Retirement Value. Agreed Pl
(Exh. A-2) at §1.11. The Agreed P1 further recited that it was “meant to be a full,
final an.d complete resoiutipn of the civil obligations of Defendant Rogers to the

State.” Id.at§V.

1 Through an addendum to the Agreement, this amount was later reduced to about $180,600.

# The “Pending Case” was defined as this case. Settlement Agreement at Recital A,
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More than two years later, a grand jury in Collin County indicted Rogers on
multiple felony counts related to her involvement in the Retirement Value scam.
The criminal cases are currently pending before the 380t District Court in Collin
County. Rogers has moved to dismiss at least a portion of the indictments against
her arguing that the settlement agreement bars the criminal charges. See Motion
to Quash, Dismiss or Set Aside Indictment (Exh. A-3).

Last month, Rogers moved to enforce the settlement agreement. Bluntly, it is
not clear what relief she is seeking from this Court. One the one hand, she appears
to be asking the Court to enforce fhe sottlement agreement: she requests (i) a
declaration that the State breached the settlement agreement by bringing the
indictments; (i) an order directing the State to “withdraw|[] any and all complaints
upon which the indictments were premised;” and (iii) a declaration that her due
process rights were violated by the State “when she was asked to give up legal
rights” without warning her that the State was contemplating criminal charges.
Amd. Motion at 4. On the other hand, she appears to be seeking to set aside the
agreement by requesting that her settlement consideration by returned.® Id.
Adding to the confusion, Rogers also assures that Court that she “is not asking the

Court to take any action regarding the indictments.” Rogers Brief at 1.

8 This request is directed at the State. Yet, Rogers paid nothing to the State; she paid the Receiver.
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ARGUMENT AND AUTHORITIES

'Regardless of the relief she seeks, however, Rogers is entitled to nothing.* To
begin with, this Court lacks jurisdiction to con_sider her motion. Moreover, neither
the State nor thé Receiver has bréached the settlement agreement. Nor has Rogers
made any colorable allegation that she was fraudulently induced to enter into the
settlement agreement. This Court should dismiss her motion.

L This Court lacks subject-matter jurisdiction over Rogers’ Motion

A settlement agreement is just an ordinary contract. State law does not
provide for any special mechanism for its enforcement. Gunier v. Empire Pipeline
Corp., 310 S.W.3d 19, 22 (Tex. App. — Dallas 2009, pet. denied}(“The law does not
recognize the existence of any special summary proceeding for the enforcement of a
written settlement agreement ...."). Instead, parties must enforce settlement
agreements using the usual means for enforcing agreements — a lawsuit which is
resolved by either a summary judgment or trial. .Id. This typically requires that
the complaining party file an entirely new ansai’_ﬁ. '

Texas law provides only a limited exception to this requirement. If the Court
retains plenary power over the underlying dispute, then the suit to enforce the
settlement can be brought in the same proceeding as the original claim. Mantas v.

The Fifth Court of Appeals, 925 S.W.2d 656, 658 (Tex. 1996). However, if the

4Tg the extent that Rogers is aftempting to raise Fourth and Fifth Amendment arguments based on
the purported interseciion between this case and whatever criminal investigation preceded the
indictments similar to those raised by McDermott, these arguments are simply addressed to the

wrong court. See Receiver's Response to McDermott's Motion to Enforce at 13-15. '
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dispute arises after the trial court’s plenary jmriséiction has expired, then the party
seeking to enforce the settlement must file a separate lawsuit. Id. at 658-59.

The disputes between Rogers and the State and Receiver in this case were
fully resolved in 2012. That the receivership proceeding continues, as it must until
the assets are finally disposed of, doés not grant the Court continuing jurisdiction
over this long-resolved dispute. Under the “discreet issue” docirine, certain orders
entered into during the court of a receivership are treated as final adjudications
even though the receivership proceeding has not finally concluded. Huston v. FDIC,
800 S.W.2d 845, 847 (Tex. 1990) (opir_lion on reh’g)(“We hold that a trial court’s
order that resolves a discrete issue in connection with any receivership has the
same force and effect as any other final adjudication of a court, and thus, is
appealable.”). The Supreme Court in Huston applied what had been a probate rule
{o receiverships. 1d, at 848.

An order is final if it conclusively éisposes of and is decisive of the issue or
controverted question for which that part of the proceeéing was brought. Id. Stated
more simply, an order in a receivership proceeding is final if it resolves all issues of
law and fact between the parties involved in the order. Crowson v. Wakeham, 897
S W.2d 779, 782 (Tex. 1995). Here, all of the disputes between the Rogers and the
State or the Receiver were resolved by settlement in 2012. The Receiver dismissed
his claims and the parties agreed to the entry of an irzjnnction,_which the Court

entered in November 2012. The Court’s plenary power of the dispute between the




State and Rogers as well as the dispute between the Receiver and Rogers ended
long ago.

A case cited by Rogers, Kalyonaram v, University of Texas System, 2009 WL
1423920 (Tex. App. — Austin 2009, no pet.) also demonstrates that this Court lacks
jurisdiction over her motion. In Kalyonaram, the parties settled and the court
entered an order dismissing Kalyanaram’s claims, Several years later, he alleged
that he was induced by fraud to release his claims. In order to make this claim,
however, Kalyanaram had to satisfy the requirements of a bill of review. When he
was unable to do so, the court dismissed his claims for fraud and breach of the
agreement. |

Accordingly, the Court lacks subject-matter jufisdiction to hear Roger's
motion to enforce and it should be summarily dismissed.? B.Z.B., Inc. v. Clark, 273
8. W.3d 899, 905 (Tex. App. — Houston [14% Dist.] 2008, no pet.)(holding that trial
court lacked jurisdiction to consider dispute over settlement agreement that arose
after plenary jurisdiction expired).

11 Neither the Receiver nor the State has breached Rogers’ settlement
agreement

Rogers’ motion is entirely bereft of any allegations against the Receiver. [t is
far from clear whether Rogers even claims that the Receiver has breached her

settlement agreement. This is hardly surprising as the Receiver has few, ongoing

5 As Rogers appears to have disavowed any attempt to have this Court interfere with the criminal
proceedings against her, the Receiver will not brief arguments as to why the Court lacks jurisdiction
to do that. To the extent, however, that Rogers seeks any such relief, the Receiver urges the Court to
dismiss those claims for lack of subject-matter jurisdiction and incorporates by reference his
arguments in response to McDermott’s motion to enforce. '
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obligations to Rogers under the settlement agreement. Now that the settlement has
been approved and the Receiver's claims dismissed, the only obligations the
Receiver has fo Rogers are to maintain the confidentiality of financial information
that Rogers provided in connection with the settlement (Settlement Agreement at
§8) and to seek to dismiss any suit against Rogers brought by Retlirement Value (id.
at §13). The Receiver has maintained the confidentiality of Rogers’ financial
information. And, Retirement Value has not sued Rogers. She has not alleged
otherwise.

Presumably, Rogers is asserting that the State’s alleged breach of contract
somehow entitles her to money from the Receiver. She asserts no legal basis for
guch an grgumeni and the Receiver is aware of none. Nevertheless, ithe Receiver
will address her argument that the State has breached the setilement agreement.

Based on the facts alleged by Rogers, the State did not breach the .settiement
agreement. First, Rogers argues that the State agreed that it would “no longer
pursue a finding that Rogers sold a securily or committed securities fraud.” Amd.
Motion at 3. The State agreed to no such thing. That purported agreement is
nowhere to be found in the settlement agreement. Rather, the State expressly
reserved the right “to demand additional enforcement of the laws and regulations of
the State of Texas or the United States.” Settlement Agreement at §17.

Second, Rogers argues that the State breached the settlement agreement by
indicting her for her conduct in connection with Refirement Value in viclation of the

release contained in the agreement. This argument is deeply flawed. To begin




with, the State did not release any sort of criminal claim. Its release is expressly
limited to civil claims that could have been brought in this proceeding. The
indictments against Rogers are decidedly criminal rather than cwil in nature.
Moreover, criminal charges could not have been brought in this civil case. “In a
civil case, a court lacks jurisdiction to impose criminal liability on a defendant.”
Anambra State Community in Houston, Inc. v. Ulasi, 412 SW.3d 786, 791 (Tex.
App. — Houston [14%h Dist.] 2013, no pet.)(dismissing claim seeking to impose
criminal liability for violation of law for lack of subject-matter juriédiction).

Moreover, a release cannot support a claim for breach of contract. At best, it
would provide Rogers with an affirmative defense that she could assert in the
criminal cases against her. A “release sﬁrren&era legal rights and {}biigations
between the parties. It operates to extinguish the claim or cause of action as
effectively as would a prior judgment between the parties and is an absolute bar to
any right of action on the released matter.” Dresser Indus., Inc. v. Page Petroleum,
Inc., 853 S W.2d 505, BO8 (Tex. 1993). Accordingly, a “release is expressly
designated as an affirmative defense.” Id. Simply put, suit on a released claim by a
releasing pafty does not give rise to a claim by the released party for breach of the
release portion of a settlement agreement. Frontier Logistics, L.P. v. National
Property Holdings, L.P., 417 S.W.3d 656, 663 (Tex. App. — Houston [14% Dist.] 2013,
pet. denied).

Rogers has no claim for breach of contract. But, if she really wishes to assert

such a claim against the Receiver, Rogers needs to file a separate suit so that her




allegations can be lested as required by the state law (including Chapter 27 of the
Texas Civil Practice and Remedies Code) and the Texas Rules (including Rules 13
and 91a).

I11. Neither the State nor the Receiver fraudulently induced Rogers to
enter into the settlement agreement.

As with her breach of contract claim, Rogers makes no allegations of fr.aué
against the Receiver_. Without at least allegations of fraud, Rogers has not alleged
any basis for the Court to order the Receiver to return Rogers settlement payment.
She must, therefore, be arguing that the Receiver is somehow responsible for the
State’s conduct in indicting her.

Rogers does not actually allege fraud on the part of the State. Instead, she
argues that the State had an undisclosed intent to indict her when it settled with
her® Amd. Motion at 2-3. What Rogers does not allege is that the State
affirmatively lied to her about the possibility of an indictment or the existence of an
ongoing criminal investigation. Nor does she point to any law or rule requiring that
the Statle disclose the existence of a criminal investigation to her.

This failure is fatal to Rogery fraud claim. Simply put, the State had no
affirmative duty to inform Rogers of the pos.sibility or existence of a criminal
_ir_zvestigat;ion. United States v. Prudden, 424 ¥.2d 1021, 1032 (5t Cir. 1970)(holding
that IRS agent had no duty to inform taxpayer of an ongoing criminal investigation |

when conducting an audit); also United States v. Blocker, 104 F.3d 720, 729-30 (bt

6 (Given that more than two years passed from the date the State executed the settlement agreement
{August 2012) to the date of the indictments (February 2015), this allegation seems far-fetched.
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Cir‘. 1997)(holding that state insurance examiner had no duty fo discl_osé fact that
he had secretly agreed to furnish information gleaned from his examinafion to the
FBI). This rule has been uniformly adopted in the federal courts. United States v.
Stringer, 535 F.8d 929, 940 (9t Cir. 2008)(collecting cases).”

There is no Texas law to the contrary. The one case on which Rogers bases
her fraud claim, Kalyanaram v. University of Texas System, 2009 WL 1423920 (Tex.
App. — Austin 2009, no pet.), also does not impose any such duty. Accordingly,
Rogers has failed to allege a fraud claim against either the State or the Receiver.

Nor does Kalyanaram otherwise support a fraud claim against the State.
Notably, the Kalyanaram court held that the defendant was entitled to summary
judgment on Kalyanaram’s claim that it fraudulently induced him to seitle his
claims. Moreover, the facts of Kalyanaram are simply inapposite. Kalyanaram
alleged that the University committed fraud by misrepresenting that it would @)
abandon the criminal charges against him: (ii) cooperate with his criminal defense
and (iii) ad.heré to the terms of the settlement. Id. at *4, The State in this case
made ﬁo representations to Rogers about potential criminal charges. Moreover, as
discussed above, the State has fully complied with the settlement agreement.

As part of this argument Rogers suggests thd’r she has been damaged because
she gave up her appéa} of the Court’s summary judgment ruling that Retirement

~ Value's product was a security. Her argument makes no sense. The Receiver’s

7 As may be obvious from the styles of these cases, the issues arise in the context of motions to
dismiss indictments or to suppress evidence in criminal trials — a fact which demonstrates the
mpropriety of bringing this motion before this Court and the Court’s lack of subject-matter
jurisdiction.
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claims were dismissed. Accordingly, the partial summary judgment never became
final as to her. Similarly, the State’s claims were reduced to the Agreed PI in
which the Court did not find that Retirement Value’s product was a security.
Accordingly, | the settlement imposes no limitation on her ability to argue that
Retirement Value's product was not a security in her criminal case.

Accordingly, the Court shéﬁid dismiss Roger’.s Motion to Enforce.

Respectfully submaitted,

By: _ /s Michael ID. Napoli
Michael D. Napoli
State Bar No. 14803400

DYKEMA COX SMITH
1201 Klm Street, Suite 3300
Dallas, Texas 75270

(214) 698-7837

(214) 698-7899 (Fax)
mnapoli@dykema.com

COUNSEL FOR THE RECEIVER OF
RETIREMENT VALUE, LLC
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CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

1 hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document has
been forwarded to all counsel of record listed below, through the electronic filing
manager if that counsel’s e-mail address is on file or via e-mail, if not, on this 15t day

of June 2015.

Jack Hohengarten

Texas Attorney General

Financial and Tax Litigation Division

300 W. 15t Street, Sixth Floor

Austin, Texas 78711-2548

(612) 475-3503

(512) 477-2348 fax

jack, hohongarten@texam?tc}rneyg@nerai gov
Counsel for the State of Texas

Isabelle M. Antongiorgl

Taylor Dunham, LLP

301 Congress Avenue, Suite 1050
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 473-2257

(512) 478-4409 fax
iantongiorgi@taylordunham.com
Counsel for HCF Receiver

Geoffrey D. Weigbart

Mia A, Storm

Weishart Springer Hayes LLP

212 Lavaca Street, Suite 200

Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 6562-6780

(512) 682-2074 fax
gweisbart@wshllp.com
mstorm@wshllp.com

Counsel for the Cain Intervenors

Alberto T. Garcia 11
Garcia & Martinez, LLP
5211 W. Mile 17 % Road
Edinburg, Texas 78541
(956) 380-3700
(956) 380-3703 fax
albert@garmtzlaw.com
yoli@garmtzlaw.com
Counsel for the Harrison
Intervenors

Bogdan Rentea

Rentea & Associates

1002 Rio Grande Street
Austin, Texas 78701

(612) 472-6291

(512) 472-6278
brentea@rentealaw.com
Counsel for Wendy Rogers

Meagan Martin

Standly and Hamilton, LLP

325 N. St. Paul, Suite 3300

Dallas, Texas 75201

(214) 234-7900

(214) 234-7300 fax

mmartin@standlyhamilton.com

Counsel for HCF Investor
Intervenors
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Milton G. Hammond

Law Office of Milton G. Hammond

6406 La Manga Drive

Dallas, Texas 75248

(214) 642-0881

(972) 782-4540 fax
mghammondlaw@gmail.com

Counsel for the Marlow Intervenors

Carl Galant

Nicholas P. Laurent

MecGinnis Lochridge & Kilgore, LLP
600 Congress Avenue, Suite 2100
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 495-6000

(512) 495-6093 fax
cgalant@meginnislaw.com
nlaureni@meginnislaw.com
Counsel for Third Party
Defendants Ron James, Don James,
and James Settlement Services

By:

13

{s/ Michael D). Napoli
Michael D. Napohi
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CAUSE NO. D-1-GV-10-000454 :

STATE OF TEXAS, IN THE D_:{sm}ic'r COURT OF

Plaintiff,

V.

RETIREMENT VALUE, LLC,
RICHARD H. “DICK” GRAY,
HILL COUNTRY FUNDING, LLC,
HILL COUNTRY FUNDING, , and
WENDY ROGERS, TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS

Defendants,
AND

JAMES SETTLEMENT SERVICES,
LLC et al.

[/ R R R R e R R R R s R s R Rl QD A R ]

Third Party Defendants. 126t JUDICIAL DISTRICT

BEFORE ME, the undersigned authority, on this day personally appeared
Michael D. Napoli, who is personally known to me, and after being duly sworn
according to law, upon his oath duly deposed and said:

1. My name is Michael D. Napoli. I am over 21 years of age and
otherwise competent to testify. I have personal knowledge of the facts set forth
herein, and they are true and correct. |

2. T am a member of Dykema Cox Smith and have practiced law in Texas
gince 1991. During the course of my career, I have represenf;ed térgets of
invest'ig.ations by the Securities and Exchange Commission (“SEC”) and Texas State

Securities Board (“TSSB”); defended claims brought by the SEC and TSSB; and

6094150.1




represented parties who have been placed in receivership by the TSSB. I have also
représented both plaintiffs and defendants in lawsuits and arbitfzrations alleging
secﬁrities fraud, including cases arising out of Ponzi schemes.
3. 1 am counsel for the Receiver, Eduardo S. Espinosa (the “Receiver”), in
this matter. I have been counsel for the Receiver since this case began in May 2010.
4. Attached to my affidavit are true and correct copies of the following
documents:

a. The Settlement Agreement between Wendy Rogers and the Receiver,
the State and others is attached as Exhibit A-1;

b. The Agreed Permanent Injunction against Wendy Rogers, entered by
the Court on November 21, 2012 is attached as Exhibit A-2; and

c. Rogers’ Motion to Quash and Set Aside Indictment filed in the 380t
Judicial District Court is attached as Exhibit A-3.

FURTHER AFFIANT SAYETH NOT.

M-
I

Michael D. Nap6lr

*

S
SUBSCRIBED AND SWORN TO BEFORE ME this / day of U—c;muzaz.ﬁ.

Notary Public, Staty
My Commission expirns

March 22, 2017

-------
RICOOOOOOO06
OGO
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EXHIBIT “A-1”




Filed

12 September § P3:28

Amalia Rodriguez-Mendoza

District Clerk

W
CAUSE NO, D-1-GV-11-000454 ~1-GV-10-000:

STATE OF TEXAS, § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
Plaintiff, § _
§
v §
RETIREMENT VALUE, LLC, §
RICHARD H. "DICK"™ GRAY, §
HILL COUNTRY FUNDING, LLC, §
a Texas Limited Liability Company, §
HILL, COUNTRY FUNDING, a Nevada §
Limited Liability Company, and §
WENDY ROGERS, §
Defendants, § TRAVIS COUNTY, TEXAS
: §
AND 8
g
JAMES SETTLEMENT SERVICES, L1C, §
ETAL, ' 8§
Third-Party Defondanits § 126" JUDICYAL DISTRICT
MOTION FOR APPROVAL OF

SETTLEMENT WITH DEFENDANT WENDY ROGERS '

TO THE BONORABLE J{JDGB OF SAID COURT:

COMES NOW Eduardo S, Bspinosa in his capacity as Re_ceivér of Retirement Value,

LLC, and files this Motion for Approval of Settlement with D_efenéant Wendy Rogers as

- follows:

"+ Eduardo S, Espinosa, in his capacity as Recetver for Retirement Valve, LLC ("RV -
Receiver™), the State of Texas (the “Stgte”), Donald R. Taylor, in bis capacily as Receiver for
Hill Country Funding, LLC (“HCF Receiver™), and Gary Cain, Barry Edelstein and Qvest I
Master Fund, LLC (the “Intervandrs”) have rer;lched a compromise and seitlement agreement of
all claims and disputes they may have against Wendy Rogers (“Rogers”) (collectively the

Parties), and vice versa. The Parties have also agreed to full and complete releases of such




clairas and disputes. A fully execu%e%l copy of the Campmﬁ:ise and Settlement Agreement
between the Parties is attached and incorporated herein as Bxhibit A,

It addition, upon the Cowrt’s ap;ﬁroval of the Comprotﬁise and Seitlement Agreement and

.in consideration of the pﬁemises and agresments contained therein, the Parties also request that

the Court approve and enter the Agreed Permanent Injunction Order and Final Judgment As to
Defendant Wendy Rogers attached to the Settlement Agreement as Exhibit 1,

- This Court previously approved a contingency fee for the RV Receiver’s counsel with
respect 1o these claims. A settlement statenien‘t showing the gross recovery, the amount of
attorneys’ fees, and the net proceeds payable to the Receiver is attached and incorporated herein
ag Exhubit B,

The Parties agree that each party will bear their own atforneys’ fees and costs.
PRAYER
The Receiver prays that the Court grant this motion to approve the attached Compromise
and Settlement Agreement and the distribution of the proceeds and sign and enter the Agreed
Permanent Injunction Order anc% F’mai Fudgment As to Defendant Wendy Ro gers.
The Receiver farther prays for such further relief to which he may be justly entitled.

Respectfully submitied,

& fames George, Jr.
State Bar No., 07810000
John W, Thomas

State Bar No. 19856425
John R. McConnell

State Bar No. 24053351
George & Brothers, LLP
114 W. 7% St, Suite 1100
Austin, TX 78701-3015

D




Telephone: (512) 495-1400
Facsimile: (512) 499-0094

ATTORNEYS FOR RECEIVER

* CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE
1 hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing document has been
forwarded to all counsel of record herein by:

U.8. Mail, First Class (as to Ackels, Lanahan, Williams, and D’ Agostino only)
Certified Mail (return receipt requested)

Facsimile '

Federal Express Delivery

Hand Delivery
Fleotronic Service

DAL LR

on this the 6th day of September, 2012, to wit:

Geoffrey D. Weisbart

Mia L. Adams

WEISBART SPRINGER HAVES, LLP
212 Lavaca Street, Suite 200
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 632-5780

(512) 682-2074 fax
gweisbart@wshllp.com
madams@wshlilp.com

1 jblair@wshlip.com

CoOunNSE] FOR THE CAIN INTERVENCRS

Tack Hohengarten

Jonnifer Jackson

TEXAS ATTORNEY GENERAL
Pinancial and Tax Litigation Division
300 W. 15" Street, Sixth Floor
Austin, Toxas 787112543

(512) 4753503

(512) 471-2348 fax

jack hobengarten@oug state. tx.us
jennifer jackson@oag.state.txus
COUNSEL FOR THE STATE O TEXAS




Isabelie M, Antonglorgi

TAYLOR DUNHAM, LLP

301 Congress Avenue, Suite 1050
Austin, Texas 78701

{512y 4732257

(512) 478-44069 fax

iantongiorgi@taylordunham.com

TOOMNSEL FORHCH RECEIVER ©

Bitlie A, Wells

2489 Jane Addams
Schertz, Texas 78154
{210} 655.7288
Ambawl|2@botmail.com
INTERVENOR

Michael Napoli

COX ST MATTHEWS, ING,
1201 Eim Strect, Suite 3300
Datlas, Texas 75270

(214) 698-7700

(214) 698-7899 fax

mnaoli@coxsmith.com

ad

Mary Schaerdel Dietz

COX SMITH MATTHEWS, INC,
111 Congress Ave., Suite 2860
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 703-6360

(512) 7036359 fax
mdietz@eoxsmith.com

COUNSEL POR RY RECETVER

Patrick 8. Richter

Sam Rosen

SHANNON GRACEY RATLIFF & MILLER
301 Congress Avenue, Suite 1300
Austin, Texas 78701

(512) 610-2714

{512) 499-8559 fax
prichier@shannongracey.com
srosen{@shannongracey.com

COUNSEL FOR THE BEICEX INFERVENORS

Alberio T, Garcia [1¥
GARCIA & MARTINEZ, LLP

L5211 W. Mile 17 ¥4 Road

Edinknug, Toxas 78341
(956) 380-3700

{956) 380-3703 fax
alberi@garmiziaw.com

yolig@garmtzlaw.com
COUNSEL FOR THE FARKISON INTERVENORS

Firie J. Taube

HOHMANN TAUBE & SUMMERS, LLP
100 Congress Avenue, Suife 1800
Aunstin, Texas 78701

4 {512} 472-5997

{512) 4725248 fax
erici@his-law.com

COUNSEL poR T8 O NiLL INTRRYENORS

Henry 1. Ackels

ACKRELS & ACKELS, LLP

3030 LB Frooway, Suite 1550
Dailas, Texas 75234

(214) 2678600

(214) 267-8605 fax
henty@ackelslaw.com

LIOUNSEL FOR TRRD PARTY DEFENDANTS

MILKIEAERCUSON INVESEMENTS, MILIGE AND AIZEN

Scott ¥, Deshazo
Thornas A, Nesbitf
Rachel L, Nofike _
DeSHAZO & Nessrrs, LL.P,
809 West Avenue
Austin, Texas 78701
(512) 617-5560
{512) 617-5563 fax
sdeshazo@deshazonesbift.com
tnesbiti@deshazonesbitt.com
mofike@deshazonesbitt.com
ATTORNEYS FOR (157 INTERVENORS

1 Daniel R, Richards

Tonia 1. Lucio

Clark Richards

RICHARDS RODRIGUEZ & SKEITH, LLP
816 Congress Avenue, Suite 1200
Austin, Texas 78701

{512) 4760005

(512) 476-1513 fax
drichards@erstirm.com
flucio@rysfirm.com
crichards@rrsfivm.com .
ATTORNEYS FOR BAKER INTERYENORS




Richard 5, Gray

Catherine Gray

301 Main Plaza, #349

New Braunfels, Texas 78130
{210) 392-3550

David and Bhzabeth Gray
4559 B, 107 Street
Tulsa, Oklahoma 74137
(301) 5124131
ssogray 7 2@gmail.com

legatfoodfight@yahoo.com PRO S8 THIRD PARTY DERENDANT
PRO BE DEFENDANTS -
Lawy ¥, York Gerrit M., Pronske

Nichoias P, Laureni

Raymond E. White

Carl R, Galant

MCGNIS LOCHRIDGE & KILGORE, LLP
600 Congress Avenze, Suite 21080
Austin, Texas 78701

(512 495.6000

(512) 4956093 fax
Iyork@moginnislaw.com
slavrent@meginnisiaw.com
rwhite@meginniglay,com
cgalant@moginnisiaw.com

CouNsEL For TRIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS RON JAMES,
DON JAMES, AND JAMES SETTLEMENT SERVICES

Rakhee V, Patel

Melanie Goolsby

PRONSKE & PATEL, P.C.

2200 Ross Avenue, Suite 5350
Dallas, Texas 75201

(214) 658-6500

(214) 658-6509 fax
gpronske@pronskepatel.com
rpatel@pronskepatel com
mgoolsby@pronskepatel.com
Srrctas COunsSEL FOR IMIKE BESTE

Milton ¢ Hammond

LAW OFFICE OF MILTON G, HAMMOND
6406 L.a Manga Drive

Dallas, Texas 75248

(214) 642-0881

{972) 742-4540 fax

mghammondiaw@gmail.com

COUNSEL £OR THE MARLOW INTERVENORS AND THIRD
PARTY DYFENDANTS BESTE, BROWN, HOSKINS AND
Hnox

Meri Bennett

THE BENMETT FIRM

460 St, Michael’s Drive, Snite 703
Santa Fe, New Mexico 87505
(505) 983-9834

(505) 983-9836 fax

mb@thebennettfirm.us
COUNSEL ¥OR THien PARTY DEFENDANT Mixs Buste




Maithew (. Nisisen

Spencer C. Barasch

ANDREWS & KURTH, 1LY

1717 Mahn Street, Suile 3700

Dallas, Texas 75201

(214) 659-4400

(214) 659-4794 fax

| matthevwniclsen@andrewskurth,com
| sharssch@@andrewskurth.com

and

David P, Whittlesey

ANDREWS & KURTH, LLP

111 Congress Avenue, Suite 1700
Anstin, Texas 78701

(512) 320-H330

(512) 481-4930 fax

davidwhittlesey@andréwskurth,com
ATTORNEYS POR KIESEING DEFENDANTS

Michael W. ("Donnell

Dean¥. Fleming

FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKI LL.P.
360 Convent Street, Sulte 2160
San Antonio, Texas 78205-3792
{210) 224-5575

{210) 270-7205 fax

“modonnell@fultright. com .

dfleming@fuibright.com

and

Paui Trahan

Cristina C, Longoria
FULBRIGHT & JAWORSKIL.L.P,
98 San Jacinio Boulevard, Suite 1100
Agstin, Texas 78701-4255
(512) 474.5201

(512) 536-4598 fax
pirahan@futbright.com
clongoria@filbuight.com

COUNSEL ¥OR WELLS FARGO THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS
AND WHITREY GILES

Robert .. Wright

ROBERTT., WRIGHT, P.C,

£12 Eighth Avenue

Fort Worth, Texas 76104

{817) 85G-0082

{817) 87¢-9101 fax.

roright@rlwpe.com

Counser. yor THID Parry DEPEMDANTS POg,
GIVILANGCE, RICE, SEMIOR RETIREMENT FLANNERS,
kEY, RAZOR TFINANCIAL  SERVICES, ABLERS,
PAcHACER, Conmerr, PU&S, NICBE INVESTMENTS,
SANSING, LiGHTHOUSE, NG, FRANCO, ALFERNATIVE
SoLUTIONS INSURaNCE, CmHICK, Weston, Skuwvs,
ALLIANCE OF PROJMIESSIONALS FOR BUSINESS, INSCOE,
MELES, MILES & MILKS aNp MARK SWiTH

Bogdan Rentea
RENTRA & ASSOCIATES
1602 Rio Grande Street
Austin, Texas 78701
(512) 472-6291

(512) 472-6278
brentea@rentealaw.com

nleake@rentealaw,com

COUNSRE 2108 WENDY ROGERS AND THIRD PaRTY
DEFENDANYTS {OLEMAN, GALLAGHER, FERKEN,
GaLLAGHEY FivanoraL, HARTMAN, CASTELLANG,
CERYENKA, FFLLC, TASTHAM, GLOSAL IDIRECT,
SEILDS, EITATE PROTECTION PLANNING
CORPORATION, MAGARACL, MARGH LOPRT, RED
THORBURN, THORBURK TRUSY, YOUNG, CREATIVE
WeALTE DESIGNS, CHADWICK, WOODS, BAVIRSON,
Sreurep FINancial, STRATEGIES, LLC, A THORBURN
FINANCIAL SERVECES

Noteen Cabrerg

BAUGH DALTON CARLSTON & RYAM, L1C
717 North Harwood Street, Suite 2400
Dallag; Texas 75201

(214) 382-2562

(214) 382-2561 fax
neabrera@bavghdaltoniaw,com

Counsgl, PO THIRD PARTY DEFENDANT TONY
ADKISON .

Andrea 8. Loveless

LOVELESS LaW FIRM, LLP
23121 Verdugo Drive, Suite 102
{.aguna Hills, California 52653
(949) 679-4650

(949) 679-4696 fax

andrea@lovelessiawfirm.com :
Coumser, rOR  THIRD PAwTY DERENDANT THOMAS.
MEAGLIA




Benjamin S. De Leon

Thomas P. Washkburn

D LEON & WASHBURN, P.C.

$01 S. MoPac Bxpressway, Suite 230
Augtin, Texas 78746

(512) 478-5308

| (512)482-8628 fax
bdeleon@dwiawtx.com

pwashburn@dwiawtz.com
COUNSEL FOR THIRD PARTY DERENDANT
MICHARL MCDERMOTT

David R, Clouston

Christopher R, Richie

Lesiye B, Moseley

SESSIONS FISHMAN NATHAN & YSRAEL LLC
500 Tackson Street, Suite 440

Dallas, Tesas 75202

(214) 7413001

loismisesstas

delouston@sessions-law.biz
crichie@sessions-law.biz
Imoseley@sessions-iaw.biz

COuNgEL FOR TIHRD PARTY DEFENDANTS LEVIN AND
BCHROEDER

Alexander S, Rolg
ALLEN & ROwWg, LLP
3003 NW. Loop 410
San Antonio, Texas 73230
(210) 3772528
(210) 240-1346 fax
allenrolg@sbogiobalnet
- COUNSEL FOR THIRD PARTY DEFENDANTS SENIOR

TEXAS ESTATE PLANNING SERVICES, WILLIAM EVANS,
RicHARD EVANS AND DON WISSNER

James Cralg O, I,

HEYGOOD, ORR & PEARSON

2331 W, Northwest Highway, 2™ Floor
Dallag, Texas 75220

{214) 2379601

{214) 237-9002 fax

Jan(dhop-law.com

COUNSEL POR ‘FIIRD PARTY DEFENDANES JAMES CRAIG

Org, Jeagy Neat ORR, J omq‘ HEAGAN AND FREDERICK
Rust

Todd A, Marquardt
MARQUARDT LAW BIRM
11919 Jones Malisborger

Sun Antonio, Texas 78216
(21033208800

(210) 247-9396 fax
todd@marguardtiawfirm.com

COMNSEL FOR THIRD PARTY DEFERDANT JAMKE
STHiZAY

Barry A, Chasnoff

Mol.ean Pena

Clayton Matheson

AXN GUMP STRAUSS HATER & FELD LLP
300 Convent Street, Suite 1500

San Antonio, Texas 78203

{2103 2817000

(210) 224-2035 fax
bchasnoffi@akingump. com
mpena@@akingump.com
ematheson@akingump.com

ATFORNIYS POR SOCIRTY AND COWPORATION OF
Liovy's




Jason W, Sneil

Kimberty D. Calver

TrE SNFLL LAW FIrM, PLLC
818 W, 10% Streat

Austin, Texas 78701

| Valarie and Scott Barnard

822 Stenbing Osks
San Antonio, Texas 78258
Scuitbarnard37@yahoo.com

Harvest Planning, 1LC

41 Brook Strest

West Sayville, New York 11796
PO S8

228 Crawford Street
Beckley, West Virginia 25801

" YROSE

(512) 477-5291 Pro Se
1(512)477-5294 x|

jsnell@snelifirm. com KatieHensley = 7

keutver@snellfirm.com 160 Stephen Ct.

cconner@snolifirm. com Kyle, Texas 78640

COUNSEL FOR FRIRD PARTY DETENDANY (512) 268-0182

$usaN BrACK (512) 922-3085 ¢ell
Kihensley2010@gmail. com
Pro Se

Sam 1., Hensley Jeff Mejia

PO, Box 155 2609 Gabrianna Court

2415 Hwy 16N Cotumbia, Missouri 65203

Bandera, Texas 78003 (913) 208-4884

(830) 796-8247 jeffmeiia@yahoo.com

sam.hensley@sboglobal.net PrOSE

o Se ’

Gary H, Cliver Joseph Donunamtuont

1899 CR 3265 15215 Berry Trall, #912

Mount Pleasant, Texas 75435 Dallas, Texas 75248

{903) 717-1546 (951} 378-5670

goliver@goprorv.com joeytdl H@yahoo.com

RO SE Pro8e

Andrew I’ Agostino Gary J. Lenahan

Byron Tyghe Williams
P.O. Box 88

Mentor, Chio 44061.0088
(440) 209-9977

o 8w

J

ﬁfmi‘ MeCormell




