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CAUSE NO. 2013-61098

SCOTT D. MARTIN and § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
SKM PARTNERSHIP, LTD. §
§
Plaintiffs, §
§
VS. § HARRIS COUNTY, T@@As
§ NG
ANDREWS KURTH LLP § @
§ %
Defendant. § 234th JUDIC@ ISTRICT

MOTION FOR ENTRY OF J UD@ENT

Plaintiffs Scott D. Martin and SKM Partner@ Ltd. respectfully request the

Court to enter its final judgment on the Verdlct@umed on November 11, 2015.
&

The accompanying proposed tf)@@ment 1s submitted for the Court’s
consideration. &

Wherefore, Plaintiffs req at their proposed Final Judgment be signed and
entered by the Court, that tl%@)urt grant Plaintiffs the damages awarded, pre- and
post-judgment 1nterest@b@cordance with the law, that Plaintiffs recover their court
costs, and that thex@)@/e and recover such other relief as may be appropriate.

@&,\
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Respectfully submitted,

WERNER AYERS, L.L.P.

By: Philip Werner
Philip Werner
State Bar No. 2119020
David P. Ayers \@
State Bar No. 007 6
Scott E. Raynes @%9

State Bar No.@97290
1800 Bering, Sui 5
Houston, TX

Tel: (713)62642233
Fax: (713) @—9708
@
ATTO YS FOR PLAINTIFFS
SC D. MARTIN and
S@PARTNERSHIP, LTD.
LN
Q
CERTIEICATE OF SERVICE
S
IHEREBY CERTIFY @ a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument
was forwarded to all knowx%ounsel of record on the 13" day of November, 2015.
R
@)
N Philip Werner
Philip Werner
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T
CAUSE NO. 2013-61098 &
SCOTT D. MARTIN and § IN THE DISTRICT COURT og%,%
SKM PARTNERSHIP, LTD. $ 77% 4/0// Yoy c% e @
Plaintiffs, 8 9,
§ a’r/,,. 20/3
VS. $ HARRIS COUNTY, TE °°%,
§ osbll{y 7:9*6&
ANDREWS KURTH LLP S &\“{: |
Defendant. § 234th JUDICI@A@ STRICT
(J
JURY CHARGE %o
o\@
N
MEMBERS OF THE JURY: EN
Q{@

After the closing arguments, you will go to the jury @to decide the case, answer the
questions that are attached, and reach a verdict. You may disw@%ﬁe case with other jurors only when
you are all together in the jury room. />@
‘0

Remember my previous instructions: Do not dis the case with anyone else, either in person
or by any other means. Do not do any independent invéstigation about the case or conduct any research.
Do not look up any words in dictionaries or on th rnet. Do not post information about the case on
the Internet. Do not share any special knowledg onexperiences with the other jurors. Do not use your
phone or any othel electromc devwe durmg y%% 1berat10ns for any reason.

Any notes you have taken are for y@ own personal use. You may take your notes baok into the

~jury room and consult them during deliberations, but do not show or read your notes to your fellow
jurors during your deliberations. notes aré not evidence. Each of you should rely on your

" independent recollection of the e\% ¢ce and not be influenced by the fact that another juror has or has

not taken notes.
9

You must leave yo Qtes with the bailiff when you are not deliberating. The bailiff will give
your notes to me promptly-after collecting them from you. I will make sure your notes are kept in a safe,
secure location and nétdisclosed to anyone. After you complete your deliberations, the bailiff will
collect your notes. you are released from jury duty, the bailiff will promptly destroy your notes so
that nobody can r%what you wrote,

Here&@%&: instructions for answering the questions.
1. Do not let bias, prejudice, or sympathy play any part in your decision.
2. Base your answers only on the evidence admitted in court and on the law that is in these

instructions and questions. Do not consider or discuss any evidence that was not admitted in the
courtroom.




10.

11.

12.

‘the questions to match your de

You are to make up your own minds about the facts. You are the sole judges of the credibility
of the witnesses and the weight to give their testimony. But on matters of law, you must follow
all of my instructions.

If my instructions use a word in a way that is different from its ordinary meaning, use the
meaning I give you, which will be a proper legal definition,

All the questions and answers are important. No one should say that any qu@n Or answer is
not important. @)&
Answer “yes” or “no” to all questions unless you are told otherwise. @s” answer must be
based on a preponderance of the evidence unless you are told otherwise. Whenever a question
requires an answer other than “yes” or “no,” your answer must be d on a preponderance of
the evidence unless you are told otherwise. 22

NS

The term “preponderance of the evidence” means the @er weight of credible evidence
presented in this case. If you do not find that a preponde@ce of the evidence supports a “yes”
answer, then answer “no.” A preponderance of the evidence is not measured by the number of
witnesses or by the number of documents admi ‘{# evidence. For a fact to be proved by a
preponderance of the evidence, you must find thatthe fact is more likely true than not true.

[

A fact may be established by direct evide by circumstantial evidence or both. A fact is
established by direct evidence when proved by documentary evidence or by witnesses who saw
the act done or heard the words spoken,*A fact is established by mrcumstantlal ev1dence when 1t

 may be fairly and reasonably inferred from other facts proved.

win before you answer the questions and then just answer
ision. Answer each question carefully without con51der1ng who
will win. Do not discuss or%co sider the effect your answers will have.

Do not decide who you think s

O
Do not answer ques{gj@% drawing straws or by any method of chance.
‘\/‘

Some question@ht ask you for a dollar amount. Do not agree in advance to decide on a
dollar amount adding up each juror’s amount and then figuring the average.

N
Do not tradejyour answers. For example, do not say, “I will answer this question your way if
you an another question my way.”

Unless otherwise instructed, the answers to the questions must be based on the decision of at
least ten of the twelve jurors. The same ten jurors must agree on every answer. Do not agree to

be bound by a vote of anything less than ten jurors, even if it would be a majority.

As I have said before, if you do not follow these instructions, you will be guilty of juror

misconduct, and I might have to order a new trial and start this process over again. This would waste
your time and the parties’ money, and would require the taxpayers of this county to pay for another
trial. If a juror breaks any of these rules, tell that person to stop and report it to me immediately.
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DEFINITIONS
“Scott Martin” means Scott Martin and SKM Partnership.
“MRMC” means Martin Resource Management Corporation.,

“Andrews Kurth” means Andrews Kurth LLP and its attorneys.
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QUESTION 1

Did the negligence, if any, of those named below proximately cause the injury in question, if any, to
Scott Martin?

“Negligence,” when used with respect to the conduct of Andrews Kurth, means failure to use
ordinary care, that is, failing to do that which an attorney of ordinary prudence would have
done under the same or similar circumstances or doing that which an att&r:ney of ordinary
prudence would not have done under the same or similar circumstances:

“Ordinary care,” when used with respect to the conduct of Andrews@'th and its attorneys,
means that degree of care that an attorney of ordinary prudence XV@BZ‘ use under the same or
similar circumstances. QS

+$§

“Proximate cause,” when used with respect to the condundrews Kurth, means a cause,
unbroken by any new and independent cause, that was asub stantial factor in bringing about
an injury, and without which cause such injury w0u<lt have occurred. In order to be a
proximate cause, the act or omission complained of fnuist be such that an attorney exercising
ordinary care would have foreseen that the injury;0¢'some similar injury, might reasonably
result therefrom. There may be more than one@cg oximate cause of an injury.

&

PN

“New and independent cause” means @ or omission of a separate and independent
agency, not reasonably foreseeable by an aftorney exercising ordinary care, that destroys the
causal connection, if any, between t s‘, t or omission inquired about and the occurrence in
~ question and thereby becomes the i ediate cause of such occurrence. 7 7T

p

“Negligence” when used wi't@%\igect to the conduct of Scott Martin, means failure to use

~ordinary care, that is, failin o that which a person of ordinary prudence would have done
under the same or similarcircumstances or doing that which a person of ordinary prudence
would not have done u@%tbe same or similar circumstances. B

QO
“Ordinary care,” when used with respect to the conduct of Scott Martin, means that degree of
care that a pergo@}f ordinary prudence would use under the same or similar circumstances.

“Proximat %se,” when used with respect to the conduct of Scott Martin, means a cause
that was a®ubstantial factor in bringing about an injury, and without which cause such injury
woul@ave occurred. In order to be a proximate cause, the act or omission complained
of must’be such that a person using ordinary care would have foreseen that the injury, or
some similar injury, might reasonably result therefrom. There may be more than one
proximate cause of an injury.

Answer “yes” or “no” for each of the following:

Andrews Kurth \iﬁ&,

Scott Martin (\‘)O
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QUESTION 2
Did a relationship of trust and confidence exist between Ruben Martin and Scott Martin?

Answer “yes” or “no.”

Answer: AN O

@
&©\
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Ifyouanswered “Yes” to Question 2, then answer the following question. Otherwise, do not answer
the following question.

QUESTION 3

Did Ruben Martin fail to comply with his fiduciary duty to Scott Martin?

Because a relationship of trust and confidence existed between them, Ru@en Martin owed

Scott Martin a fiduciary duty. To prove Ruben Martin failed to comply.

his fiduciary

duty, Andrews Kurth must show: \@j

1.

~ Martin concerning

The transactions in question were not fair and equitable t@?cott Martin; or

\
Ruben Martin did not make reasonable use of the con@hce that Scott Martin placed

in him; or
O

Ruben Martin failed to act in the utmost goh or exercise the most scrupulous
honesty toward Scott Martin; or : @

fore Scott Martin’s, used the advantage of
elf at the expense of Scott Martin, or placed
-interest might conflict with his obligations as a

Ruben Martin placed his own intere
his position to gain a benefit for
himself in a position where hi@&

fiduciary; or . .

@

Ruben Martin failed t @y and fairly disclose all important information to Scott e
p&nsactlom -

Answe1 yes " or “no. ”(@Q%
Answer: @

0
@

@@
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QUESTION 4

Did Ruben Martin engage in oppressive conduct with respect to MRMC that proximately caused the
injury in question, if any, to Scott Martin?

A corporate officer and controlling shareholder engages in “oppressive” conduct if he abuses
his authority over the corporation with the intent to harm the interests of one or more of the
shareholders, in a manner that does not comport with the honest exercise of his business
judgment, and by doing so creates a serious risk of harm to the corpora%

“Proximate cause,” when used with respect to the conduct of Ruber@*tin, means a cause,
unbroken by any new and independent cause, that was a substantial factor in bringing about
an injury, and without which cause such injury would not havewecurred. In order to be a
proximate cause, the act or omission complained of mus such that a person using
ordinary care would have foreseen that the injury, or so “Similar injury, might reasonably
result therefrom. There may be more than one proxim% use of an injury.

Answer “yes” or “no.” @\@)
v

Answer: ’(0 D Q
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QUESTION 5

Did Ruben Martin commit fraud against Scott Martin?

Fraud occurs when—

a.

d.

a party makes a material misrepresentation, and

the misrepresentation is made with knowledge of its falsity or n@dﬂ? recklessly
without any knowledge of the truth and as a positive asserti Gnd

)
the misrepresentation is made with the intention that it s d be acted on by the
other party, and ‘
party N

9

the other party relies on the misrepresentation ax@reby suffers injury.

“Misrepresentation” means a promise of future perf@@nce made with an intent, at the

time the promise was made, not to perform as pro

d.

%

)

@C

e

Answer “yes” or “no.”
oY D

Answer: (\) O §

S
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If you answered “yes” for Andrews Kurth in response to Question 1 and “yes” for Scott Martin or
Ruben Martin (or both) in response to Questions 1, 3, 4 or 5, then answer the following question.
Otherwise, do not answer the following question.

Assign percentages of responsibility only to those you found caused or contributed to cause the
injury. The percentages you find must total 100 percent. The percentages must be expressed in
whole numbers. The percentage of responsibility attributable to any one is not necessarily measured
by the number of acts or omissions found. \ﬂ:

S

QUESTION 6 %)
@
For each person you found caused or contributed to cause the injury ir@yes‘[ion, if any, to Scott
Martin, find the percentage of responsibility attributable to each: K

'$
Andrews Kurth H }O % ©\@

Scott Martin D % o@
N
Ruben Martin ( ) % Q%

Total 100%:9
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Answer this question if you answered “Yes” to Question 1 as to Andrews Kurth. Otherwise, do not
answer this question.

QUESTION 7

What sum of money, if paid now in cash, would fairly and reasonably compensate Scott Martin for
the injury in question, if any, proximately caused by the negligence?

Consider the elements of damages listed below and none other. Co r each element

separately. Do not include interest on any amount of damages you

Answer separately, in dollars and cents, for damages, if any. Do @vreduce the amounts, if
any, in your answers because of the acts or omissions, if any, @ett Martin, Ruben Martin,
or Andrews Kurth. Any recovery will be determined by the, ¢oyrt when it applies the law to
your answers at the time of judgment. ©\

Do not reduce the amounts, if any, in your answer bé@e of any amounts you included in
answer to any subparts of this question or to any %@@question.

2

Do not include in your answer any amount thag% find Scott Martin could have avoided by

the exercise of reasonable care. &\

a. the loss in value to Sc@)Martin’s ownership interests in Martin
Resource Manageme%@orporation:

In determining damages, if any, e loss in value of Scott Martin’s ownership interest in
- MRMC, you should determh@ﬁ difference between the result obtained for Scott Martin
and the result that would ha@ en obtained if Andrews Kurth had performed with ordinary

care, . : % :

You should determi @% loss in value of Scott Martin’s ownership interest in MRMC, if
any, as of the datevef injury proximately caused by the conduct of Andrews Kurth if
calculated on theffollowing dates:

N
@%@nsw&:r: if calculated as of October 2, 2012 \ (OFT A
@)

@@ if calculated as of August 12, 2010 C{C( Y\
if calculated as of June 18, 2008 %r,& AR
b. The reasonable and necessary fees and expenses incurred by Scott Martin. Do

not include any attorneys’ fees incurred for the prosecution of this case
against Andrews Kurth.

Answer: &C’\j \&D,'E")Lc‘) ‘OO
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Answer this question if you answered “Yes” to Question 1 as to Andrews Kurth. Otherwise, do not
answer this question.

QUESTION 8

When did Scott Martin discover or, in the exercise of reasonable care and diligence, when should he
have discovered the wrongfully caused injury?

Answer with a date in the blank below.

Answer; L"\‘\\ &DCS( &\)
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QUESTION 9

Did Andrews Kurth fail to comply with its fiduciary duty to Scott Martin?

As Scott Martin’s attorneys, Andrews Kurth owed Scott Martin a fiduciary duty. To prove
Andrews Kurth failed to comply with its fiduciary duty, Scott Martin must show—

1.

2.

The transactions in question were not fair and equitable to Scott %jrtin' or

Andrews Kurth did not make reasonable use of the conﬁde@at Scott Martin
placed in it; or

Andrews Kurth failed to act in the utmost good faith 0%@%156 the most scrupulous
honesty toward Scott Martin; or

Andrews Kurth placed its own interests before S%%;R/Iartm s, used the advantage of

its position to gain a benefit for itself at the e .\;- tse of Scott Martin, or placed itself

LS

in a position where its self-interest might conflict with his obligations as a fiduciary;

or

Andrews Kurth failed to fully and disclose all important information to Scott

Martin concerning the transac‘u@

o

Answer “yes” or “no.’

I 7 \Q
7 Answer: . %
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If you answered “Yes” to Question 9, then answer the following question. Otherwise, do not answer
this question.

QUESTION 10

What sum of money, if any, paid now in cash, would fairly and reasonably compensate Scott Martin
for his damages, if any, that were proximately caused by such conduct that you found in answer to

Question 97 \ﬂ:

“Proximate cause,” when used with respect to the conduct of Andrev&h, means a cause,
unbroken by any new and independent cause, that was a substantial'factor in bringing about
an injury, and without which cause such injury would not have geeurred. In order to be a
proximate cause, the act or omission complained of must be su shithat an attorney exercising
ordinary care would have foreseen that the injury, or some si r injury, might reasonably
result therefrom. There may be more than one prox1mat@%&e of an injury.

“New and independent cause” means the act or o @on of a separate and independent
agency, not reasonably foreseeable by an attorney /g@lsmg ordinary care, that destroys the
causal connection, if any, between the act or 0@1 n inquired about and the occurrence in
question and thereby becomes the 1mmed1ate cauge of such occurrence.

“Proximate cause,” when used with res the conduct of Scott Martin, means a cause
that was a substantial factor in bringing @bdut an injury, and without which cause such injury
would not have occurred. In order to&a proximate cause, the act or omission complained
of must be such that a person using ordinary care would have foreseen that the injury, or
some similar injury, might rea@bly result therefrom. There may be more than one
proximate cause of an 1nJury§§\ o I ‘

Do not reduce the amount @any, in your answers because of any amounts youincludedin

~answer to other questi Do not include in your answer any amount that you find Scott
Martin could have by the exercise of reasonable care. Do not add any amount for
interest on any dan@%s if any.

swering this question, the Settlement Agreement Lawsuit is the lawsuit
filed by Sc artin against Ruben Martin in Gregg County, Texas on May 2, 2008, entitled
Scott D. Maytin v. Ruben S. Martin, I1I, Trial Court Cause No. 2008-961-A, In the District
Court regg County, Texas, 188th Judicial District-A, and the related appeals in the
Texarkana Court of Appeals, Case No. 06-09-00069-CV, and on petition for review to the
Texas Supreme Court, Case No. 11-0076.

For purposes

Consider the following elements of damages, if any, and none others: The amount of
reasonable and necessary fees and expenses that Andrews Kurth charged Scott Martin in the
Settlement Agreement Lawsuit after March 2009,

Answer in dollars and cents, if any. , -
Answer: \3 Uﬂ@\‘hl\gﬁDD
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Ifyouanswered “Yes” in response to Question 9 and “yes” for Scott Martin or Ruben Martin
(or both) in response to Questions 1, 3, 4, or 5, then answer the following question.
Otherwise, do not answer the following question.

Assign percentages of responsibility only to those you found caused or contributed to cause
the injury. The percentages you find must total 100 percent. The percentages must be
expressed in whole numbers. The percentage of responsibility attributable to any one is not
necessarily measured by the number of acts or omissions found. &\ﬂ:

@
<)
N

For each person you found caused or contributed to cause the h atnrto Scott Martin found by
you in Question 10, find the percentage of responsibility attributable to each:

Andrews Kurth } ( 2( ) % @

Scott Martin @
WC

Ruben Martin ( 2 %

RS

Total 10@@

QUESTION 11
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Answer this question only if you have answered “Yes” to Question 9. Otherwise, do not answer this
question.

QUESTION 12

When did Scott Martin discover or, in the exercise of reasonable care and diligence, when should he
have discovered the breaches of fiduciary duty of Andrews Kurth?

Answer with a date: @}\ﬂ:
Answer: 0\‘ - &D \3) @
2o
Ny
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Answer the following question only if you unanimously answered “Yes” to Question 9.
Otherwise, do not answer the following question.

To answer “Yes” to the following question, your answer must be unanimous. You may answer “No”
to the following question only upon a vote of ten or more jurors. Otherwise, you must not answer the
following question.

QUESTION 13 \ﬂ:

Do you find by clear and convincing evidence that the injury in question t tt Martin resulted
from malice? @
N

“Clear and convincing evidence” means the measure or degree %igaroof that produces a firm
belief or conviction of the truth of the allegations sought to % stablished.
NS

“Malice” means a specific intent by Andrews Kurth to&@e substantial injury or harm to
Scott Martin, @

Answer “Yes” or “No.” @6@

Answer: &\@J
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Instructions regarding Presiding Juror:

1. When you go into the jury room to answer the questions, the first thing you will need to
do is choose a presiding juror.

2. The presiding juror has these duties:
a. have the complete charge read aloud if it will be helpful to your deliberations;
b. preside over your deliberations, meaning manage the dls@lons and see that

you follow these instructions;

C. give written questions or comments to the bailift‘v@&dll give them to the judge;
N

@

d. write down the answers you agree on; @
€. get the signatures for the verdict certiﬁo@ d
f. notify the bailiff that you have reachéda verdict.

Do you understand the duties of the presiding juror?o@u do not, please tell me now.

&

)
Instructions for Signing the Verdict Certificate:

O

U may answer the questions on a vote of ten jurors. The
y answer in the charge. This means you may not have one
nswer and a dlfferent group of ten Jurors agree on another

1. Unless otherwise instructe
same ten jurors must agree on ¢
group of ten Jurors agree o

answer.
2. If ten jurors é@n every answer, those ten jurors sign the verdlct If eleven jurors
agree on every ans ose eleven jurors sign the verdict. If all twelve of you agree on every

answer, you are u imous and only the presiding juror signs the verdict.

o ’»OO
N
3. Allj should deliberate on every question. You may end up with all twelve of you
agreeing o ¢ answers, while only ten or eleven of you agree on other answers. But when

you sig§ erdict, only those ten who agree on every answer will sign the verdict.

4. There is a special instructions before Question 13 explaining how to answer that
question. Please follow the instruction. If all twelve of you answer Question 13, you will need
to complete a second verdict certificate for that question.
Do you understand these instructions? If you do not, please tell me now. P
N o
G
{
JUDGE t‘RESII?JG

i
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Verdict Certificate
Check one:

Our verdict is unanimous. All twelve of us have agreed to each and every answer,
The presiding juror has signed the certificate for all twelve of us.

q
Signature of Presiding Juror Printed Name of Presidior

Our verdict is not unanimous. Eleven of us have agreed to each anc@ery answer and have

signed the certificate below. @
X Q
Our verdict is not unanimous. Ten of us have agreed to ea@and every answer and have
signed the certificate below. @\

Name Px@ d

&@%m ﬁmm (SO

Oy L. (CLW?LL
J{]\’\CLC\ ’—l::i\"a'm u

gg\ii “
g{j% .; _, 3
‘@

e 2’ A\ver s
itz H ub%o aal

P
=
éf%
R

o o]
2
L
u.'-r'
%/
1/
‘;\"
4{
(’”
f"
x
1
/
3
-
=
SERN
IR
"
&T
(‘\
C
{\
[~
o~
s

' — o INe § -
- j - -
L j | | §ﬁ/? A/ 0400 mr? ’

11.

( éZZ iZﬁZQK éﬁ?ﬁ%éﬂi@dg ) ( ﬁYY& P(‘MO 0
Signature of Presiding Juror Printed Name of PreSIdmg juxor
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If you have answered Question No. 13, then you must sign this certificate also.
Additional Certificate

[ certify that the jury was unanimous in answering the following questions. All twelve of us
agreed to each of the answers. The presiding juror has signed the certificate for all twelve of us.

G
)

Signature of Presiding Juror Printed Name of Pres@g Juror

The jury was unanimous in answering Questions No. 9 and 13.
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CAUSE NO. 2013-61098

SCOTT D. MARTIN and § IN THE DISTRICT COURT OF
SKM PARTNERSHIP, LTD. §
Plaintiffs, §
§
VS. § HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS
§
ANDREWS KURTH LLP § %
Defendant. § 234th JUDICIAIX@ TRICT
FINAL JUDGMENT Ko
o \@
On October 20, 2015, this case was called for trial. This case§ duly set for trial with due
N

and proper notice for all parties. Plaintiffs Scott D. Martin and I@Par‘mershlp, Ltd. (collectively,
“Plaintiffs”) appeared by and through counsel of record, P@p Werner, Scott Raynes and David
Ayers of WERNER AYERS, LLP. Defendant Andrews K@LLP (“Defendant”) appeared through its
counsel of record, Murray Fogler, Jas Brar and Mi %e Gray of FOGLER, BRAR, FORD, O’NEIL &
GRAY LLP. All parties announced ready forg{@
Q.
@ Trial

After a jury was impaneled \wom, it heard the evidence and arguments of counsel. The
Jury made findings that the Cou%ceived, filed, and entered of record. The questions submitted to
the Jury and the Jury’s ﬁn@are attached as Exhibit A and incorporated by reference. The Court
determined that no palgt d any objection to the receipt of the verdict. Plaintiffs filed a motion for
judgment on the v@g@t

@@ Tolling of the Statute of Limitations

During the Court’s conference with counsel to discuss the jury charge, Defendant through its
counsel conceded that there was no factual dispute that the negligent acts alleged by Plaintiffs
occurred during the prosecution or defense of a claim that resulted in litigation. The parties, through

their respective counsel, agreed that if the tolling principles set out in Hughes v. Mahaney &



Higgins, 821 S.W.2d 154 (Tex. 1991), apply, then the negligence claims asserted in this lawsuit were
timely filed. Therefore, the Court applies the tolling principles of Hughes to Plaintiffs’ negligence
claim, and finds that this claim is timely filed.

Judgment Decrees

Based upon the Court’s rulings, the jury’s verdict, the parties’ stipulatio d admissions,
@
and the arguments of counsel, the Court hereby RENDERS judgment for Pla@s. Accordingly, the
N

Court ORDERS that Plaintiffs recover the following from Defendant:&\@

N

1. Actual damages in the amount of ONE HUNDRED SIXTﬁEN MILLION AND
NO/100 DOLLARS ($167,000,000.00), such sum being\ d by the jury in response
to Question 7(a) of the Court’s Charge. . @

THOUSAND FIVE HUNDRED FIFTE AND NO/100 DOLLARS
($29,120,515.00), such sum being found byﬁ@éjury in response to Question 7(b) of
the Court’s Charge. 8

2. Actual damages of TWENTY-NINE MILLI; EW§NE HUNDRED TWENTY

SO
3. Prejudgment interest on the actual da egéz awarded at the rate of five percent (5%)
per annum ($26,865.82 per diem) fr Iqg)ctober 10, 2013 until November 22, 2015,
in the amount of $20,740,413.0@plus $26,865.82 per day for each day after
November 22, 2015 until the date of this judgment.

4. Court costs incurred by Pl@ffs, which costs total $
5. Post-judgment interes %all of the above at the rate of five percent (5%),

compounded annu, om the date this judgment is rendered until all amounts are
id in full o
paid in full. N

6. All relief agd@r@edies provided for in this judgment are proper, necessary and
promote t@ds of justice.
7. The (@ORDERS execution to issue for this judgment.
Finality of Judgment
All relief not expressly granted in this Final Judgment is hereby denied. This judgment

finally disposes of all parties and all claims and is appealable.

SIGNED THIS _ day of November, 2015.
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JUDGE PRESIDING
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