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IN THE DISTRJCfCOURT 0'" 

TRAVIS COU~TY. TEX.<\g 

BRD JUnlCIAL OIsnuc.-r 

SUPPLEfofENTAL A ~'PIOAVIT OF PIITER D. KENNEDY 
SurroRTING APl'LlCrnloN ~'O" ATTORi~EY'S Ff.F_" AN I) COSTS 

STATE OF TEXAS ) 
) 

COUNTY OF TRAVIS ) 

Per!KJnally appeared before Illll the unders igned Pder D. Kenllcdy. a p.~roon kl10wn t<> mc, 

who, heinS duly s\vom on oath, ~tatcc:t as follows: 

I. My name is Pelt:. n . Kcnncdy. I am over the age of I S, and rwv¢ nlll been 

convicted of q rerony, The facts contained in Ihis Affidavit un: within my IICI'3OIUII laJQwledge 

lind are true and correct. 

2. r am an allonk'Y wid $harcholder with the law 11rm of Grave&, Dol.Igl",rt)', Hearon 

& Moody. P.c. ("Graves, Dougherty"). coun,;c l for Defcndants, Thi ~ affidavit suppk,ncnts my 

IIJl'idavit filed December 9, 201 4 with dOC Ulll ~ntatiOll of thc attom~y's lees and expenses 

incurred alk"r thc December 18, 20 14 hearing in thi~ mauer through l{Xiay. 

3. J rel1U\in lead coullsel Wilh prinl~ry responsibilit}' ror :III aspects of litis cu.""_ I 

hll\e f'C~nal kno,,·ledgc: of all work done from Oecembcr 19, 20 14. through tod:lY. 

4. Cpun costs. Between December 19,2014 and todav, the Defcnd;mts incurred an 

Doddition.1I1 $l6. 70 in C<lurt COSIS. IlS ~hoWIl in Exhibit A. 



5. Ex l!Cnxs, Iktwe>m December \<1, 2014 and tod.'l)'. the I.>ef,mdants incurred an 

ndditional $5,66 in other expenscs, us shown in EX hi bit A. 

6. Attprney's fees. I3ctween Dcc~mber 19, 2014 and tod ~}', the DefcndalllS 

consequently inculTCd ~n additional ."5.712,00 in rcll3OR.'lble Ulld neces.~ary aUomey's fen, lIS 

shown in the allllcheoJ F,lChi bit A. 

7, Rrp!H!I}/lb l~lles.~ of aflomey'. fee. II is my opll !1on tl\.1 t the attorney's fcC! 

incurred between [)~,<:cm lx:r 19, 2014 and tllU;IY were reasonable mtd 'leCessary. The generul 

busis for thi s opinions is stated in Paragraph ~ 9· 12 of my originul affi davit. The time addi tional 

lime spent on Ih i~ case after the December Ill. 20 14 was rcasorulble and necessary 10 n:ceive. 

review and anal)'~e the 1' luJ JltilT's response 10 the Mot ion 10 Dismiss ood the n;,quest for 

di scovery; to re ~~:lrch , ana lyze . draft and tile tho l>cfctldants' Repty in ~ !1ppon of their motion lo 

di smiss; and to prcpare thr ~l1 d present tlle tncri lS ot' thc Motion to Dismiss (m January 5, 201 4. 

8, The d=riptiuns o f o t' the wurk pcrl'onned, lime spenl, and fees ioounw belll;"('Cn 

January 19, 20 14 and I(.day arc cuntain~-d in Exhibil 1\. Exhibit A co"~.\ts o f true and COm:l:l 

copies of records ubUli m:d from Graves . Doullllerly's billing system. These (lmtcmporaarously. 

kepI records contain e ntfi c~ <.!escribing my work on this casco These records were made at or 

neftI" the time of the activity by me. II ~I'!ll," ~l v.i th perwnaJ knowledgo. '10= rcoonb Wt:re 

kept in tho cour.;c, o f a I'I:'gulurly-cooouoled business acli vily. It is the rcyul1.r pr.tCliCl: uf (j ra\'(:5., 

DoUghl"J'ty to keep such l'C'CoruS. TIle· amount of time spent and thl: bi lli ng for thosc tas ks was 

reaso nable and neces.""l)', I have cardidly reviewed each entry , and ! h:lvo marked by hood lind 

ro:moved any addit iullul lime spent on this litigalion that may be \Xln si<.!~re<.I m:hmdam, 

unneceliSllry or not dircetly relal<..-d to the d<:fCHSC uf lhe lawsuit. The total houn and al tomey'~ 

fees sought rcnect~ tt>i~ rtw iew 3lKI ed iting. 



9. Combining !he (igure.~ " fact ua ll y im;urrro ret:~ in my origina l affidav it wi th those 

in this nffidlwit. the 100ai reasoflllbk ltnd no:ce<;Sary attorney's ft:es, co urt ~'mt~ and cxpen8C'll 

i n~urred 10 date are 00 Jess than the fn llowing: 

10. Attomcy·s fees: S28.420.00 

II. Col.!tl C<l~ls: $ 111.70 

12. Expcn~: .$ 489.76 

13. My estimate of the minimum additionu) reasonab ly and I1CCC3sary attorney's fees 

that the Dcfend;mLS would incur in the c"enl of an appeal oflhe Courf s ru ling has oot choo&;t.-d 

from my originui affidavi l: 

• In the event of 3D appe:ll to the Court of Appeals requiring brie fing : lUI udd itinnal 
$20,000; 

• In the eyent of oral arJO.um~nt in the Court or Appeals: an additionul $5,000; 

• In the event of a Pditinn for Kcview to the Texas Supreme Coun file..! by the 
DefendanL~: an add itional S IO,()(lO: 

• In t~ event o f a request for a R~nsc 10 a Petition fur Review to the Texas 
Supreme Cou rt filed by the Plaintil1i!: ,Ul additional $ 10,000; 

• 
• In Inc n'Clll o f merih brieli llg in the Texas Supreme Court: an add itional S20,OOO; 

• hi the even t of oral argument in 1110: TeJla.~ Supreme Court: un additional S 10,000. 



I'URTHER AFFIANT SA YETH NOT, 

Peter O. Kennedy 

SUOSCRJRED A:'-ID SWORN TO BEFORE MF on the 6'~ ay of January, 2015, to 

ce,'li !'y which witness my hand und of11 ciul SC~'1. 

. ";fJL1~ 
Nomry ubhc i' \.~r-t~r the 
Stale ofTcxa, 

~".~ KW H 
I) 'nled o f NolHry . lA ,., 
My t.:onunission fupire.!>: /Df5~ 



CRK1WICAn: m ' SERVICt: 

r certify that on Jl!Jluury 6, 2014, a true und oorrect copy of the tor~iloing was serycd vin 

electronic filini: service lind as follows: 

Stcphat Casey 
eASilY LAw OFfI(.;l!, r.c. 
595 Rourxl Rock West Dri,·e. Suite 102 
Roond Rock, Texa~ 786111 
(via fax: 51 2-853-4(98) 

David Andrew Rogers 
Law OffiC<' or D~vid Rogcrs 
1201 Spyglus~, Snite 11'100 
Austin, Texas 78746 
(,·w First Class ~nil ) 

lsi I'ctcr l'- Kennedy 
r~ter D. Kennedy 
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