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MEMORANDUM

TO: ‘ All Attorneys
FROM:  GNF
RE: REFERRALS

DATE: OCTOBER 15, 2061

I have repeatedly over the years told all Attorneys that no one may accept a referral from another
attorney, friend, former friend, former assaciate, efc., without bringing the case to me to détermine if we
want to take the case and invest money in it. Apparently, this in continually being ignored. As a result,
1 am handling itanother way.... if you don’t have a signed document by me agreeing to acceptthe referral,
the Firm will not pay you or the referring attorney.
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND
BUSINESS COURT

LAW OFFICES OF JEFFREY SHERBOW, PC,

Plaintift,
v, Case No. 15-147488-CB
Hon. James M. Alexander
FIEGER & FIEGER, PC,
Defendant,
/
ORDER

The Court, sua sponte, orders as follows:

In its Dec 16, 2015 Opinion and Order re; Summary Disposition, this Court specifically
found that the Michigan law and the Michigan Rules of Professional Conduct (not the Ohio Rules)
apply to this case. Defendant then filed an Application for Leave to Appeal this decision to the Court
of Appeals, which was denied. [Docket No. 330104 (May 20, 2016)]. As such, the Court will not
allow any testimony or discussion of the Ohio Rules of Professional Conduct during Trial. In fact, no
witness will be allowed to testify as to opinions about the law that governs this case. The law will be
presented by the Court to the Jury in the form of Jury Instructions.

Geoffrey Feiger is listed on the pleadings as an Attorney for the Defendant, Pursuant to
MRPC 3.7(a)(1), “[a] lawyer shall not act as advocate at a trial in which the lawyer is likely tobe a

necessary witness except where: (1) the testimony related to an uncontested issue.”! As a result,

1 “Michigan courts have observed that the purpose of the rule is to prevent any problems that would arise from a
lawyer’s having to argue the credibility and the effect of his or her own testimony, [and] to prevent prejudice to the
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should Mr. Feiger continue to remain counsel on this case, he may only offer witness testimony as to
uncontested issues. This restriction shall be waived if Mr, Feiger withdraws as a counsel of record.
On or before February 6, 2017, the parties shall provide proposed voir dire questions to the

Conrt. The Court will conduct voir dire. MCR 2.511(C).

IT IS SO ORDERED,

Januwary 17, 2017 [s/ James M. Alexander
Date ] Hon. James M. Alexander, Circuit Cowrt Judge

opposing party that might arise therefrom.” People v Tesen, 276 Mich App 134, 143; 739 NW2d 689 (2007).
2
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SHERBOW & ASSOCIATES, P.L.C.

Attorneys and Counselors at Law

2446 Orchard Lake Road
Sylvan Lake, Michigan 43320
248/481-9362 Fax 248/481-9406

wwrw, sherbowlaw.com

Jeffrey S, Sherbow
Michael J. Sherbow

August 30, 2011

Tennifer Hatchett

Gratiot McDougall United Community
Development Corporation

7720 LaSalle Boulevard

Detroit. Mi 48206

RE:  Gratiot McDougall United Community Development Corporation

Dear Ms. Hatcheu:

It was an absolute pleasure meeting with you last week and we did receive your multiple page
facsimile last evening relative to the articles of incorporation involving Urban Entity Group V,LLC.,
as well as the articles of incorporation of filing endorsement for Gratiot McDougall Homes, LLC

Of significant interest to me was the operating agreement and its amendment.

Tlroughout the course of the operating agreement for Gratiot McDougall, LLC, there are references
to 60% majority control to vote on all items. There was then an addendum wherein 51% was all that
was required 1o vote, pass and execute any corporate direction.

Of course it is interesting that your group, if you will, the Gratiot McDougall United Community
Development Corporation, has the 51%. 1also find it interesting that in most of the documents and
even in some of the other information that was provided with the complain, it indicates that Jennifer
Hatchett is apparently a managing partner. Ido see that Peter Barclae is actually doing all of the
work.

1 also had an opportunity to review the finance documents relative to the December 2010, documents
provided by the accountant from Clio, Michigan, It is interesting that he indicates that he is not
independent with regards to the financial statement and he has not audited or reviéwed the financial
staterents and does not express an opinion or give assurances as to whether the financial statements
are in accordance with the income tax basis of accounting.

Of other interest is a letter attached to the complaint by Mr. Barclae basically breaking down the
value of these homes if you're building eighteen homes and your construction loans total
$3,239,491.00, the construction costs on paper come down to almost $180,000.00. Of course there
is anoiher document that intimates the cost of each home is $145,000.00, but that doesn’t take into
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Sherbow & Associates, PLC
August 30, 2011

consideration the extra $630,000.00 in other expenses of which I find difficultto domprehend in the
documents provided.

There apparently was a commitment from the City of Detroit for HUD money in the amount of 1.4
milfion dollars and then a two million dollar commitment from Charter Bank to iotal the 3.4 million
dollars for construction costs.

What is the current status of the construction? Whether or not the units are sold really wasn’t an
issue. Was the money loaned? Was the money borrowed? How was the money distributed? And
where did it go? How close to conclusion of construction of'the Gratiot McDougall project are you?

1 would like to schedule one more meeting with you and your principals to go over by wav of
a detailed analysis the documents provided. 1have not as of yet made coniact with the attorney
representing vou in that lawsuit for fear of upsetting the apple cart. If a dispute arises as between
your company and Mr. Barclae’s company, which came together for this joint venture, in the
agreement there is a reference to the appointment of an arbitrator to make a binding decision without
the need of going 1w litigation. '

[ do have a direction in my mind that [ would like to take which would include a demand for an
accounting as to all monies received from day one on the project. Clearly if there has been some
construction there have been some monies paid to somebody. 1 note on one of the financial
statements that there is allegedly money paid to or owed to Cymba. Now that Mr. Barclae’s
company and is that profit? Is that management fees? Is it for supplies provided?: We don’t know.

On the other hand; what we aiso have to discuss is a fee agreement between your, company and this
office. There apparently is a significant amount of leg work that yet has to be done and a
determination as_to whether or not we bifurcate the representation between your group and Mr.
Barclae’s group. There maybe a conilict for ane lawyer representing the interests of Cymba and both
of the Gratot MeDougall’s. The LLC may have a different interest than.your participating
organization. :

There might be a basis for some action or a claim for arbitration as between your 51% group verses
Cymba or the LLC. This would depend on really what we find out through an analysis of the
finances. :

I do believe tha;jt would be very important for us to hire an accountant or ;sgmeone with that
expertise to come in and actually inspect, visit, review, or otherwise comprehend the finances of the
entire organization. I would think that had the project gone well, everyone would have made some
money, but due to the hard economic times, there is a question as to whether or not any money has

“been siphoned off, There is corporate Hability if in fact the Charter One Bank funds were disbursed

and have not been repaid. Again you are a 51% shareholder, if you will, and your non-profit at
significant risk if Charter One proceeds to judgment on its mortgage/loan, i
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Sherbow & Associates, PLC
August 30, 2011

[ 'would recomnmend that if you can get vour troops together, that we meet at my office any evening
or afterncon depending on your schedules. I am located just outside of Pontiac; off of Telegraph
Road.

Izink this would have to be the next step as well as reaching some mutually beneficial arrangement
as to how to handle fees and expenses.

Very truly yours,

Jeffrey S. Sherbow

JSSiklo
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Summary for Jefirey Sherbow: 248-880-0022

Your Plan

Nationwide Tatk Unlimited
$69.99 monthly access charge
Unimited monthly minutes

F2M Nationat Unlimited
Unflinitad Mobile to Mobile

UNL. Night & Weekend Min
Unlimited OFFPEAK

Email & Web Untimited
$29.99 monthly access charge
Unlimited monthly kilobyle

506 MSG Allowance + UNL iN M5G
$10.00 monthly access charge
Unfimited monthly M2M Text
Unltrited monthly M2M PIX & Video
500 monthly imessage aliowance
$.10 per messags after allowance

Have more questions abaut your charges?
Get details for all your Usage Charges at
www verizonwireless.cora. Signinto My
Verizon and go to My Bili and efick on Usage
Deialfs.

RganL N fa -

Date Due  Page
e Porde kL

Charges
Morithly Actess Chdries
Nationwlde Talk UnBimited 08/07 — 09/06 69,99
Enrafl & Web Unfimitad 08/G7 - 09/06 2099
500 MSE Allowance + UNL IN MSG 08/07 —09/08 10.00
$10088
Usage Charges
Votce Allowance| Used [ Biilable | Cost
Calling Plan mintes| unimited | 1288 - ——
Moblie to Moblle jrinytes| unfimited | 742 - -
Mgt/ Weekend mintest unfmifed | 646 _— —
411 Search calls] -~ 7 7 13.93
Total Volce $13.03
Messaging
Unlimited M2M Text figssagest unkimited | 277 - ——
UNL M2M Ficture & Video messages| unfimited 10 — -
Text, Picture & Video messages| 500 27 | - —
Total Messaging 080
Bata
Kilobyte Usage Kiobytes| unlimited | 541806 § - -
Total Data $.00
Total Usage Charges 41303
Verizon Wireless' Sarcharnges
Fed Unlvarsal Service Charge 3.04 .
Regutatory Charge V16 o
Administrative Charge 89
Intrast Switched Toll Acc Sur A
$4.60
Taxes, Governmental Surcharges and Fees
M State 911 Charge .19
Dakland Cnty 911 Charge .20
MI State Use Tax 5.87
' $6.26
Total Gurent Charges for 248-880-0022 $134.07
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Order # 12560 Copy #3038  Control #440000702-00002582

\_—" verizonwieless

Detail for Jeffrey Sherbow: 248-880-0022

Date Due

Voice
Aldime  Eonp Distt
Dats  TFime  Humbser flale  Usage'Type Origination Destination. Kim. Eharges  Dther Ghas Total
A7 Bi4Ash 248 BRO-DORR Di-Peak N&W Sylvan Lak MF Nocthvilte Wi 2 — — —_
TO7  47A  240-400-7820 Oft-Peak NeW Sybvan Lak Mt Intoming €L 5 — . —
A7 &55A  313-689-6893 Ofl-Peak NEW Sybvan Lak it Dolroifzns ME 2 — —_ _—
707 1:06A  248-506-7626 Oif-Peaky NaW Syfvan L2k Mt incemitng CL ] — — —
TOT  t:ASA  313-347-5154 Off-Feak NSW Sylvan Lak M Incoming €L, 3 — — —
TO?  1Z:A5P  248-Bu0-0025 Oif-Peak HEW Sylvan Lak ¥ Nocthwille Mt 3 —_— — —
Y 12:WP  248-880-0025 Ofi-Peak NAWLaliVal Sylvan Lak M Intoming CL 2 —_— —_ —
707 1240F 248-BEO-G025 Off-Peak NAW Waterford M Norihwillo B 3 — — —
M7 645  248-408-6355 Dff-Peak N&W Wes! Bloom 3t Pontiac Ml 1 — - —
AT 1:20P  313-300-0663 Off-Feak REW Syvantak M Detroft §1 2 —_— - -
WE BA2A 240-880-0025 Dil-Peak MEW Waterford M1 tncoming €L 3 — . —_
TAB  OIA 246-B80-0025 Off-Peakc NEW Waterford Mi Nostwilla I 2 —_ —_ —
TR ji2r 2484086355 Dff-Peak NAW Soutfiffeld ML Pontiac #l 1 —_— - —
708 12:20F 248-408-5355 Dff-Feak e Southffeld Ml Ponftae i 1 — — —
708 113F  248-404-5898 OHf-fealk MW Ann Rebor ML Troy # 1 — — —
A8 A0 248-505-7626 Bil-Paak NEW Chefsea Ml Foyal Oalc M 1 — — —
B 2010 248-545-4956 ° Dff-Peak N&W Chelsza MI Aoyal Ozx Ml 1 — —_ —
TR 207  2M8506-7628 0f-Peak NAW Chelsea Mi Royal Oak M 1 —_ -— —
700 Z49P  248-BED-002S DIf-Peak N&W Chylsea }it HNorthwiite Mi 1 — - —
OB 344P  24B-506-7626 Off-Peak NAW Chelsea I Royal Ok M 1 — — -—
T8 344 248-417-0378 Of-Peak N&W Chalsea B Southfield Mt 1 — —_ —
708 3470 24B-545-4956 Oit-Peak NAW Chalsea i fncoming CL 1 — — —_
708 35 248-408-1928 OH-Foak N&W Chelsea Ml Pontiae M 2 [, — —
s &P 240-408-7928 Bi{-Peak NSW Viaterford M fntoming CL 3 — -_— —
708 BASF  2484G8-7%28 Oft-Penk BAW Walerford M1 Pontiaz Mt 2 — — —
708 550P  0OO-DOD-00GE Gif-Peak NaW,Callvii Viaterford M Voice Mall €L, 1 —_ — —_—
T8 9:22p  248-380-1356 Off-Peak N&W Viaterford i1 Rayal Dzl 34l 2 — — —_
78 020P 248-390-1355  Oif-Peak NBW Waterfoed M1, Royal frak Mi 22 — — —
FOg  B36A 2425918654 Peak  BAZIATow Rerktay MI Pontizz Ml 2 - — —_—
-IN9 B53A  240-401-5362 Peak  Planilow Oak Park Mt Ponitian Ml 3 _ — ——
708 10047 T34-262-4631 Posk  PlanAllow Southtiell MR kicoming €L F4 — ~— _—
7708 10:00A J48-BI1-BB5¢ Peak  M2MAllow Southfield Ml Pontiae MI 1 —_— —_ —
T 10098 246-931-8654 Peak  MzMAlioy Fouthfisld M) Portian Mt 5 — — —
TR t0:13A 240417-0378 Peak  MaMAfow Southlicld M Southileld 5 — — —
709 10:21A 248-925-7982 Pealt  Planfilow Bloomlieke Ml Incoming CL 3 — —_ —_—
T8 10240 5E6-855-2525 Peak  Planlllow Pontiat Mi MT Clomens M 3 — — _—
TS 126A  248-417-0378 Peak  MZHAHow Sylvan Eak 11 Southifietd #1 2 — — _—
TN8 11054 J13-347-5154 Peak  PlanAllow Byhvan Lak Mt Betroft Ml i —_— — —
TG 1544 240-880-5825 Peak  M2MAllow Syfean L2k Mt floyal Jak M1 1 — —_ —
708 111548 248-031-8654 Pesht  M2MAow Sylan Lak M| Poutiat b 7 —_ — —
T m2f 734-55B-70N2 Peal¢  Planfilow Pootiac M1 Viyandotte I 3 — — _
T8 12:22p  240-690-5825 Poakt  M2llllow Calieals Pontias M Incoming CL 1 — — —
7008 1Z:35F 248-760-6385 Peak  PlanAflow fluchester M Poilliac Ml 1 —_ — —
M9 12377 248-821-1206 Peak  M2MAllow Rochester B Pontizc Mt L -— — —_—
708 1243 248-506-To28 Peak  Plnlliow Sterfing HMI Hoyal Oak Mt 1 — — wan
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Voice, continued
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Fifims Long DisYf
Date Time. Humber . Rate  UsageType . Defgination . Bestination . . Hin, Charges  Other Chgs Totat
705 T06P  343-347-5154 Poak  Phanliow ShebyTwpdl  Detoltall 2 - - _—
7M3 P 3133475154 Peak  PlanAliow ShebyTwp™  Detrelt Ml 4 _ — —
708 TSEP 3333475154 Peak  PlanMliow ShobyTwpMi - DetroitMI 1 — — —_
700 30 248-461-9362 Peak  PlanAow ShaliyTwpM  FonllacM) 5 —_ — —
7NG 30/ 24-461-9398 Peak  PlanAliow Utiza M7 tncomog GL 1 _ - —
703 BQIP  248-508-7626 Peak  Planilow Rochester B Royal Gk M) 1 — - —
7N S0P 24B-225-2730 Penk  PlanAllow Rochester M Bimingham M) 1 - — —
709 3P 248-508-6018 Peak  PlanAliow Sylvanlak Ml Scuthlisld M) 5 —_ - _—
709 4:20P 248-355-5300 Peak  Planfliow SyvantakMl  locominCL 3 —_ — —
09 AP 313-3T-G154 feak  PlanAliow SylvanLakMi  DalsoitMI 4 — - —
TNG  A42P  G19-347-H154 Peak  Planflow SivanlakMl  htoming €L 1 — - — .
7M8  £13F  249-225-2230 Peak  Planllw SyvanlXM komigCL 5 — — — '
708 BATP  249-925-7982 Peak  Planllow SjvaniakMl Ty M 2 — —- —
TS G2OP  245-417-0378 Pealk  MzMMiow SyWanLakMi  Southficld MI g — - —
709 GUSP  248-41T-0378 Pesk  M2MAllow Pontiac MI Southtield M) 1 - — e
M9 EAGP  248-850-0025 Pesk  MIMAlow Ponliac Mt Horthwitle Mi 1 — — _
709 B2 240.703-6172 Peak  PlanAllow Pontfac Ml Troy ML 5 —_ - —
709 BO0P  GGG-782-8622 Peak  NaWFianAllow,Spa Waterfoed M1 Toll—Frea CL 7 — —_ —
7RI 054 248-030-0025  Of Pesk HEW Waterford M1 Tcoming GL 14 _ — —
700 1051P 240-800-0023  Of-Pesk MEW Watesford M) Reethvile 14 1 — - -
7i10  BSOR  248-029-7982 Peak  PhnAfav Watestord M} fcoming CL 1 — - —_
7HO  801A  313-347-5154 Pealc  PlanARow Pontiac M Dolrolt Mi 4 —_— — -
0 9MHA  248-401-9362 Peak  PlnATow SyvenlakWl  Fordie Nl 1 — - —_
70 9:05A 248-026-T98I Pedk  PlanAlow SyvanlekMi  Tioy M 1 —_ — _
/10 S:20R 248-760-6395 Peak  PlanAiw SyvanlakMl  Poatkch 1 — — —
7HO  SIA 249-760-5395 Peak  Phnllow Pontiaz Mi Pouttlic M3 12 — - —
7A0 O33R 506-$55-2526 Pesk  Planfliow Pontlac M| T Clamens M1 1 _— — —
7AD  10:28A 248-408-7320 Peak  MMAIW . - v cmmns SyvanlakMi  PotacMi- .~ -  ..2. — — — e
7H0 103074 248-975-4448 Peak  Plnfllow Syvanlak b heomigel 2 —_ - —_
7ho 11314 586-B55-2526 Peak  Planillow Synanlaktl  Tacoming OL ] —_ - —
THO  12:26P 248-461-9362 Peak  Phafliow Soulhficid Ml Fontiac W 1 — — —
16 12300 248-321-3302 Peak  Planfliow Southteld M Troy ) ] — — —
A6 N3P TIA-SER-TONZ Pesk  Phnfiow Hewport Mi Wyandotle M 1 — - —_
10 ZOEP  240-451-9362 Feak  PlnMhw Mooz M) Pentiac M) 1 — - — g
T 207P 2464819352 Peak Pl Krooeoa Wl Pontiac b 2 e — —_—
70 ZS0P  24B-417-0878 Peak  M2MAow Monroa Mi neoming CL 1 — — — i
700 330P  246-481-9362 Peak  PlnAllw Monros i Peathc M| ] — — — ;
710 SA4TP 240-4s1-8362  Peak Plaliow Hovpot Ml Pontiac M 2 _ Z O
7AD 4097 TI4-252~463t Poak  Planfllew Alton Park M Ypsilanti Mt 5 - — il
FH0  AZ5P  248-481-0362 Peak  Planliow Southfisld MI Pontiaz M 1 - — —
70 AZIP 2404170378 Peak  M2MAllow Southfisid 4 Southfield 81 1 — - —
0 &ATP  248-495-5219 Pezic  MZMAllow Syvanlskt  incomingCL 7 _ - —_
FHO  5E8P  248-225-2230 Peak  PlanAlow SylvanLekMl  Birmingham MI 1 — — —
FHO 541P  248-329-1356 Peak  Planfliow Poatéac MI Royal Oak 34 4 — - —
740 GDIP  24B-205-2230 peak  PlanAllow Pontiac Ml Birmingham Mi 1 — —_ -
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Detail for Jeifrey Sherbow: 248-880-0022
Voice, continued

Airime  LangIlist!

Date  .TAme. . Humber...- . Rate  UsageType- Dilgination Destinatlon - Min. Charges  (iher Chgs Total
7HO0 B3P 249-225-2230 Peak  PlanAlow Waterford 1 Incoming £L 4 - —_ —
N0 B46P  248-225-2730 Peak  Plandllow Watarfocd K Trcomlng CL 13 — —— —
o hERP - 246-703-5173 Peak  PlanAllow Walerford Mi Incoming CL : 2 —_— o -
0 98P 248-830-0023 Off-Peak NEW Spivan ek M Northwifle Mi 1 —_ — —
Mo 0gP 248-830-0023 Off-Peak NEW Syhan Lak M Incoming CL ’ g —_— —_ —
o 9:29P  248-080-0023 Off-Paak NEW Waterlord M Ircoming CL 12 arm e —
T BAS5A  248-417-0978 Peak  M2MAlTowr Sylvanfak M Soulhfald M 1 —_ — —
71 14BA 7345587012 Peak  PlanAflow Sylvantak Ml Wyandotfe Mt 5 ——n — —_—
M1 1Z08F  T34-55B-7012 Peak  PlanAllow SylvanLak M) Wyandolte M| 4 — — -
THh1  1248P  734-550-7012 Peak  PlenAffow Syivan Lak M} Tncosning CL 1 —_ — —
Wit 12520 305-747-D065 Peak  PlanAllow SylvanLak MI Incoming CL 3 —_ — _—
THt 1x:56P 2404170378 Pealt  MaMAllow Sylvan Lak M Sodlhisld M 1 — — —
1 104P 313-347-5154 Peak  PlanAlfow Pontiat ) Detroft Wi 1 —— - —
it n0sP 313-081-5000 Peak  PlanAliow Pontiac M Incoming L 15 — _— —
71 0GP 248-417-0378 Peak  M2MAllow Rochoster M} Southfietd M} 1 — — —
THT  R0BF  248-481-8362 Pedk  Planfifon Rochester I8 FPoatiaz MI 3 — — —
7 23 2AB—406-6219 Peak  MZHARON SyvantzkMi  bwombgCL 8 — - —
Th 24P 248-417-037B Peak  M2WAlow Sylvankak M Incoming CL [ — — _—
it bS4p  248-875-4448 Peak  Planfllow Sylvan Lak M Pantran M 10 - — —-—
W11 mDdP 248-4B1-8362 Pedk  PlanAliosr Bioomtield M Poitiat Ml 2 - — -
7M1 306P - 248-385-1356 Peak  PlanAffow Bingham Fa Ml Royal Oak M 7 —_— - —
741 &15P T 313-061-5800 Pezk  PlanAllow Dstroit 14 Dofrolt Mt ] pe —_ —
7 3P 2484170378 Pesk  Hi2MAllow Detroft MI Soulhfisld M1 2 —_ — —
Mt &UP 248-410-0378 Poak  M2ZMAllow Detroit Mt Southtiold Ml 19 — - o~
7711 A:38P  248-17-0378 Poaly  M2MAllow Detroit Ml Southfietd MI 8 -— - —
11 808P 240-880-0023 Off-Pesk NaW Detrclt Mt fncoming O 2 —_ _ —
T2 TITR  AB-417-D378 Pealt  M2MATow Royal Gak 1 Soutkihiald M 2 — — —
M2 §5IA  248-399-1356 Paakt Pleafow. ...  «..-.. Waterfoed K11 nooming Gl . .. L7 .. — -
T2 134A 248-417-0378 Peak  M2Millow Sylvan Lak Mi Itoming €L [} —_— —_ —_—
2 11460 250401-0362 Peak  Planfliow Syivan Lak Mi Ponfiae M1 2 —_— — —
7712 114BA 24B-506-7626 Pealt  PlanMflow Pontie MI Rayat Ozk i 1 — — —_
M2 Y1dBA  248-4D8-7928 Peak  MZMALow Pomifae il Pontize Mi 2 — —_ —
2 11490 249-505-7526 Pgak  Planfllovi,CaliWait Pontiac Wi Incoming €L 1 —_ ~— “—
7H2 1L50A  246-408-7928 Pealt  M2MAlTow Poatiac Ml Pontiac K1 1 — — —_—
72 1N6RA  313~347-5154 Peak  PlanAllow Bloemiteld M Datralt M1 4 — —_ —
7412 11568 248-408-7928 Peak H2ZMAllow Bloomlield M Pontias MF [ —_— —— —
FN2  T2u08F 248-098-3654 Peak  PlanAifow Southiiald M Incoimirg €L 4 — — -
7412 VZ26P  PAB—4B1-9362 Peak  PlanAliow Bloomfield Ml Pontiac M) 2 — — —
T/2 T42P  PA9-417-5404 Peak  M2MAliow Syhvan Lak M) fcoming CL 2 —_— — —_—
TH2  145P  248.225-2230 Pezk  PlanMlow Sybvan Lak M Birmingham M| 2 — _ ——
T2 324p  24B-506-7626 Peak  Planfliow Bybvan Lak ML feombg €L 3 —_ - —_—
72 33ek MR- 417-6494 Peak  M2MAllow Sylvan Lak Ml Soulifiztd M 3 — — e
72 3477 734-550-7012 Peak  PlanAllow ) Sylvan Lak Mi Viyangotie MI 1 — — _—
T2 BWP 240-285-2230 Paakt  Planillow Sybvan Lak M Birmingham #! 1 —_ — —
T2 §2F  248-526-2611 Peak  PlanAilow Sylvan Lak Ml Incoming CL 5 - — —
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Date Time  Hlumber Hate  Usage Type . Grigination Destination . Min, Charges  Oiher Chgs Tolal

JHZ  BOIP 2483304430 Peakk  PianAliow Waterdord I Porstiac Mt 3 — — —

7H2  BOEP  248-562-0368 Peak  Planfllow Waterford M1 Pontiac Mt 1 —_ — —_—

Th2  B0IP  248-B83-0025 Peak  MzMliow . SatesTord M5 Nochwide Mi 17 — = —

JH2  809F 248-321-3302  Off-PesX NEW Syhantakdi  IncomingCl 2 —_ - —

73 O5PA 248-G88-0444 Pet  PlanAliow Southfield Mi Watiodtate M} 2 — — —_

713 95SA  248-481-9367 Peak  PlanAllow Southlield 41 Porttize M1 2 _ - —

13 $5TA  240-399-1356 Peak  PlanAliow ) Southfickd Mt Rutyal Ock t45 5 — - —

= THI  TODA 2484170378 Peak  M2ZMANiow Farmington B Southfield Ml P — - —
< 73 1A 248-975-448 Peak  Planfliow commerce T Mcomlng CL 2 — — —
- W3 1034A 248-640-6225 Peak  PlanAllow WastBioom Ml SoulifleiM) a - — _
- 3 1Z03P  240-500-6018 Poak  Planffiow Sylvan Lak Mi fncoming CL 3 —_ — —
\; T3 12320 240-925-7962 Pask  PlaMiow . Bloomffeld M Troy M 3 — — —
I~ B AZMP  248-31T-378 Peak  MpMAlw ’ Dstrolt ¥l Southliald 1) 4 _— — —
- 7HI  BSOP  24H—4M1-9062 Peak  Planllow Taylor Wi Poatiac 1 5 — — —_
?\' A B0 2aB-417-0376 Peak  MaMAliow Taghor 4l Swuthizld ML 1 — — —
& A 3P 248-320-9917 Peak  MzMAllow Daarbom M Seatlield 15 H — — —
N 713 B0 $13-961-5800 Peak  PlanAtlow Dearborn 1] Detrait Mj 1 — — —
w0 3 306P  248-451-0362 Peak  Plenliovs Daartyorn M1 Pontiaz Mt 1 —_ — —
A 13 F0EP  248-461-0362 Peak  PlanAlowt Dearbam B MI Panliac M 1 — — —
e I3 3O 248-417-0378 Paakk  M2MAllw Dearbom H M) Southfietd M 1 — — _—
"g",' T3 309P  24B-242-2758 Peak . PlaAlisw Dearbom H M| Corunerce M) 4 — — -—
o R 3P 240-417-0318 Peak  MzMAlow Datroit 4} Ineoming £L 15 — — —
.a’ 7H3 24P 240-481-8362 Peak  PlanAliowCaliVial Southfiold M) noomming L 1 — —_ -
g U B3P ME-TEO-G3S  PFeak  PlnAlow Pontiag 4} Pentiaz MI g — — —
o \(\ 73 A2 3132071531 0 Peak  Planfliow Waterford Ml Delroit M1 1 — - -
O 7 s amesssiss Pk paow Waleford b8 Southfield Mt 1 — — _
O YN w3 AP 248-108-3767 Peat  M2MAllow . Viaterfood M) Poatiac i 2 _— — —
g \ 713 42F 3132071531 . Peak  PIaaflloW . .- oo - - oo Vaterford Ml WOOMRQEL - o= 8. e ceee e e
= T3 SO¥  240-821-1206 Peak  MzMAlow Perford Ml Pontiachi 1 — — —
) ‘?ma 503  248-408-3767 Peak  M2MAlow Waterlord M} Ineaining €L 4 — — —
o TA3  506P  248-752-1835 Peak  Hzitllos Waterford Mt Southleld 4] 3 —_ - _—
2’ 713 523 313-H6-1159 Peak  PlanAllow Viaterford 84 Incoming &, 4 — —_ —
= TH3 B2 240-545-4856 Peak  Planliow Viateiford 4 Intorming CL 3 — — .
L T4 BSIA 40-408-6355  Off-Peak AW Welorford 81 Ponttzc bl 1 - — v
’5 TG ZAOP 248-330-4410  GH-Paak NAW MetimoraMl  Peatiac i 1 — - _
S T4 AT 24B-330-4410  Off-Peak AV Pontiac Ml Incoming CL, 1 — — —
g 714 306P 248-390.1356  Off-Peak HEW SyvenlakMl  Royl Ok Ml -4 — _ —
> A 319P  248-505-7625  Cif-Peak NEW SybanlakMl  oyal Ok Mi 2 — — —
K, 74 4A9P  248.303-9356  Olf-Peak NEW Sywenlak M) fncoming Gl 7 — — .
8 T4 524 248-508-7626  Oft-Peak NEW Syhanlaki bcomhg oL 3 —_ - —
14 ‘y@e T4 GOIP 313-D78-T62  Oif-Peak NRW Walerford Mi Detroitms Mt 1 — _ —
Q@gma, B0 313-078-7462  OH-Peak MW Waterford Ml Incoming G, 1 — — _

714 TOWP 2484086355  OfiPask NEW | SybanizkM  PonfacHi 1 - — —

714 9:22P  248-4DB0635 Off-Poakc NEW Waletford Bl Pontiac Mi ] — — —_

714 UEOP  249-300-1350  Of-Peak NGW Waterlord MI floyal Ozk M3 7 — — —
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. .Bate  Time _.Humhef . Hote  lsage Typo Grigination . Destination . Min, Chiarges.  flher Chgs- Totat
M 157A 2484170378 O -Padc NAW flochester Ml Soulhfield M H — e —
TS 1158A  24B-545-4956 Oft-Pesk HAW Rachaster bt Hoya! Oak MY 1 — — —_—
745 1NSIA  248-417-0378 OfPaak NAW CalWait _Rocheslert  ~ IncommgCL 8 — — —
ThE  1201P  248-B80-0025 Oil-Feak N&W . Rochaster M| Northwille fif 1 — — —_
S 1207P 2483981356 Olf-Peak  N&W Rochester I3 Royal Oak Wi 3 -— — —_
s 1Z10P  248-DED-DD25 Dif-Poak  HEW Cal\Wait Rochestar 1l kgoming CL 4 _— . —_—
s 12MP 248-4%7-0378 Gif-Paak NEW Rodiester Ml Southfield Ml 1 — - —
1S 1216P 248-800-0025  Off-Peak MAW Rociiester Ml Nortkwilie M 3 —_ — —
TS 128 248-417-0978 Off-Peak HaW Rochestar 1 Southfield M i — — n—
iS5 1241 2dB-BE0-0025 Dif-Paak NEW Waterford Mi Norlhwiila ¥t 2 —_ —— —
TNS  1x50P  260-880-D525 Off—Peak Naw Watertorf #l Hortiwille MI 2 — —— —
TS 1d2P 2488800025 OfF-Poak LW Walesford 19 Incoming C1, 2 —_ — —
N5 207p  249-B80-0025 Off-Pazk NEW Pontiac M Horthwille 13 t — — —
8 Z0P  248-BBO-0025 . Dif-Peak AW Peqtiac MI Incoming CL 1 — — —_—
h5 237  248-417-0378 Off-Peak MLV ) Ponifac M} Southtiald M 1 — —_ —
TH5  3I6P 248~417-0378  Of—Feak MW Pontiac teoiming CL 3 - — —
7A5  D:30P  24B-300-1356  Of-Peak AW Viaterford MI Aoyt Ozk M1 2 _— — -
HE  En2r 248-515-0%22 Off-Peak HAW Waterford M Troy M1 t —_ — —
IS S 248-515-0922 Gif—Peak HEW Waterford 11 Troy B 1 — — —
5 S14P  246-703-9060 Oft-Pesk AW Viatesford I Troy W 1 —_— — —
TS 0012P  248-393~1356 Olf—-Pack N&W Waterford Mt Incaming CL 4 —_— —_ —
7HE U438 24B-708-806D Peak  MoMAlow ‘ SilvenlskM  Troy M 10 - - —
U6 BS5IA  243-408-7028 Peck  M2MAllow Hloomfletd Incoming CL, 2 — - .
TA6 9324 29B4B1-9362 Peak  PlanAllow Detroit M} Pontlze MI 1 —_— — —
WE 8514 248-555-1212 Pesk  PlanAllow Southfleld Wi A115each i — 1.4 1.99
MG BSTA 248-3524763 Peak  PlanAliow Southiield Mt Southfetd Ml 3 — —_ —
16 9554 248-D60-D025 Pesk  M2MAlow Bloomilatd 14 Northwvilla 81 z — — —
76 BEGA  24B-663-1500 Petk  PlanAllow. « - . . C e Bloamfietd ¥ Scuthlield 1l - . A — —_ _—
6 3584 248-880-0025 Peak  MZMAllow RAlcomitald MR Nexthwille M 2 ——— — _—
76 12:30P 3139631150 Poek  Planfffow Sylyan Lak Mi Incoming CL 1 —_— — —
G 1230P 313-363-1150 Pazk  PhnAlioy Sylvan Lak Mi incoming CL 2 j— —_— s
6 LGP 2483170770 Peke  M2MAlow Sylian L=k Mg Secthfield Mi 1 _— — —
76 L20P  248-T50-4D40 Pezk  PlanAlflow Sylvan Lak Fy Southfield Mi H — — —
W6 134P 2454818362 Pealt  Planfliow BEmingham Ml Poctiac M 2 — — —
716 14 248-506-7626 Peak  PhnAllew Boyal (k ¥ Royal Dak M) 2 —_ — ——
TG 3:26P  240-481-0362 Pedk  PlanAliow floyal Oak M) Pontiac Mt 2 — — —_
mMs 326F  248-N17-0378 Pealk  M2MALow Royal 0k M Southiald I 1 — — —
W6 3R 734-558-7012 Peak  PhnAllow BEmingham Ml Wyandolta M 2 —_ —_— —
6 TP I13-319-3280 Peay  M2MATow Bioomflald 1 Defralt M) 2 — — —_—
T 40P 248-G47-D400 Penk  PlanAllow Bigomfiald Mi Birmingham M 2 - - —
W6 4320 TE5-Bb7-6500 Feak  Planfiow - Sylvan Lek M5 Intoming 1. 1 — — -
s S0P 248-417-0378 Peak  M2MAow Sylvan Lak M Incoming CL 7 — _ —
W6 547 248-pB0-0025 Peak  M2MAllow Sylyan Lak M Nortiiita MI 1 —_ — —
16 60IF 2494520082 Peak  PlanMiow Waterford Mi fncoming £1. [ — — —
e eI 248-624-4835 Peak  PlanAllow Vaterford 181 eoming CL 2 —— — —
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Hirifme  Long Dkl

Date  Time  Humber Rate  UsagaTypa . Griginatien Destination M, Charges  Other Shos Total
76 G370 248-420-0618 Peal  PlanMlow Pontiac ME tncomkng L 1 — — —
THE ©37F  248-420-0613 Peak  PlnAfiow Viterford M) lnceming €L 2 —_ - —
M6 HAIP 248-821-1206 Feak  M2MAllaw Walerford Wi - Poatiac M} 1 — " —
M6 T4 240-821-1206 Peak  M2MAlow Vaterford M Pontiaz Mj 1 — . —
THE  940P 248-530-0023  Of-Peak NEW Watarford Wi Northviils kg 1 —_— — -
F/6 AP 249-392-1356  Oif-Peak NEW Walerford Ml © RuoyalDak M7 r - — _
T B0 Fad-g41-162 Peak  Planfllow Sioomfiid I Romulss MI 2 — - —
717 8514 243-399-1356 Peak  PlanAtiow Dearborn HMI RoyalOck Mt [ — — —
FNT 0334 240-581-5362 Poak  PhnAllow Romihis ¢ Pontiac 41 3 — - —
FA7  G39A  248-481-9362 Peak  PlanAllow Waypie &l Poatiac i 2 — — -
N7 BAGA  2AB-401-8362 Peak  PlanAliow Plymouth M1 Kcoming £L 1 — - -
7 953 2464819362 Peale  Plannllow Farmiaglon Ml Pontlac 2 3 — — —
THT  DSSA  B13-347-5154 Peax  Plawllow Farmington %] Datroft bt p — — —
74T 1000A  5BG-B55-256 ek PlanAfiow Southfleld M1 MT Elemens it 5 —_ — —
T 10GA  248-310-9318 Peak  PlanAfow Bioomdletd &5 Pontiac 34 a — — —
THT 1BA7A  24B-481-9362 Peak  Phandfiow Waterford H! Poatiac 41 1 — - —
TNT  t116A  248-750-6345 Peak  PianAliow Syhanlek#l  hcomingGL g — - —
717 {EISA  T34-558-7012 Pedk  PlanAlicw SywaolaltMt  incoming £l 4 _— —_ —
TAT O 1TIA 313-078-Fa62 Pealt  Planallow Sylvaniek M| Incoming CL. 4 — — —
THT  1140A 24B-998-7006 Peak  PiunAow Syantachl  bicoming CL 1 — — —
FHT  122EP  313-347-5154 Peak  Planfiiow SylanlafMI  Mcoming €L 1 — — —
FHT V23R 248-417-6404 Peak  MzMAliow SylvanLak Ml Soulfifield st 2 — — —
THT 03P 245-417-0378 Peak  M2MAllow SyvanlstM  SoulleR s 4 — - -
TT  153F  248-420-0610 Peak  Planffiow SyvanlzkMl  lcombgCL E — — —
THT  15IP  248-420-0618 Pesk  Planhlowr SybanlakMI - Incoming Gl ] — — -
THT  206P 313-347-515¢ Pezk  PlanAliow SyhanlakMt  Detratdli 1 —_ - -
THT 243 313-337-5154 Pealt  Planhllow SywantadkME  Dalroit B 3 — — —
L TAT AP 313~347-5154 Pedk  PlanAio - - — - wueo-= . SyheniekMl . DetroB - .- -3 — — —
I ATEP  24B-842-6233 ek Planlon SyhvanlzkMl  Poatiac Ml 1 — - —
THT 4270 ) 228—408-3757 Peak  MipMAllow CaitWait SyvanlakME  lncoming CL, B — - _
71T N AT 249-842-6239 Peak  PlanAfiow SyhaniskMI  Penliac Ml 7 — — -
THT  A40P  240-703-5173 Peak  PlanAllow Etcomfiold M Gicoming CL 6 — - _—
T 4T 24B-417-0378 Pezkk  M2MAllow Southllerd bt Soutffield #) 1 _ — —_
THAT 45" 248-399-1358 Peakk  PlanAdiow " Petrital Royal Dalt ML 5 — - —
T 450P  24B-481-9352 Peak  Plandllow Defrolt Ml Pontac Ml 2 - — -
T {55 248-408-3767 Peak  M2MAlow Deiruit ML Foatizc M) 7 — _ —
M7 BoaP  aa ose-o2u Pek  PlanAliow Belroit Troy Mt 3 — - -
T BOGP  313-551-5800 Padk  PlanAlloy Soutbtield Mt Datroit Mi 2 —_ - —
T ENZP 734-363-5020 Pesk  PlanAtiow Soulhfetd M Trenton M| 17 — — _—
THT  620P  24B—4B1-D362 Pask  Planftiow Pontias Mt Pootiac il 2 -— — _—
7H7  G53F  248-752-1835 Perk  MeMAow Syhenlakd  Soulhlield M) 1 - - —
THT  B:55F  248-821~1206 Pezk  MzWAllow : SyanLziMl  Poatiac M) i — — —
THT  TOSP  24B-752-1835 Peak  MzMAliow Waterford Mi bhcaiing CL 15 — - —_
FH7  608P 248-582.3566 Pesk  Plantllows Watorford 4 Pontiaz ME 1 — — —_
FM7 933P 248-880-9025  OF-Pek MAV Waterford M) frcoming £, ] — — —

-—
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A8 T49A  24B-4YF-DAT8 Pezk  M2MAlkw Pontiac# Southfisid M 1 —_ -— .
TN8  S45A  248-481-8362 Peak  PlanAiow Bravmstosmn 81 Pontlac M 4 — — —_
T8 9:54A 248-481-0362 Peak  Planfliow Lincotn PAML Pontfac Mi 1 — — —
TH8 9568 206-456-0411 Peak  PlanAllow Lincoln PA T fncoming CL 1 —_ — —
M8 10:30A 246-401-8362 Peak  Pranfllow Southilald i Pontiac 1 H — —_ —
THE 1206F 2484819352 Pgak  PranMllog Southflel M Portiac M 3 — —_ —
78 12250 248-401-9262 Peak  Planfllow Bloomfield M Pontiac M) i’ _— —_ —
/B 12250 248-S06-7626 Peak  PlanAllow Bloomiisld M Royad Oak Ml 1 — — —
718  12:26P 246-320-9917 Pasit  M2MAllow Bloomfieli MI Southfald M 1 — - —
718 12:20P 248-866-0444 Pezk  Planfliow BloomBeld Ml - neoming CL 2 —_ — —
THe 12300 248-481-8362 . Peakl  PlanAllow Pontiat Ml Pontfae Ml 1 — — —_—
T8 TRSIP 248-417-0378 Peak  Uh2MAllow CaltWail Pontiac M fceming CL i — — —
THE 1234 248-668-0444 Peak  PranAllow,CaliWalt Ponthac M) kicoming EL 2 — — —_
718 1236P  248-417-0378 Peak  M2MATow Porflac M- Southtield M 8 —_— — —
FN8 12EEP  24B-668-0441 Peat  Planfilow Sylvan Lak M1 kicoming C1. 2 —_ — _—
73 o0P  24e-668-0444 Pezk  Pranfliow Syhan Lak i lcoming CL 1 ——— - _—
7he 2P 2480-642-033 Peak  Planfillow Sylvan L2k Ml incoriing CL 1 -— — -
T8 Z4SF  313-580-9447. Pesk _MoMMlow Syivan Lak 1) Incoiming 6L 6 — — —
The  345P  248-359-1356 Peak  Planhlow Syfimn Lak M Incoming €L B — —_ —_
1R R44F  Z40-642-0033 Fesk  Plandllow Sybvan Lek B hweming CL 4 — — —_
78 13 9345507012 Peak  PlanAllow Sylvan Eak 30 Viyandotla M1 3 —_— — —
THE  7:25P  24B-417-0378 Padk  LOMAlTow Bloomfield M Southfislt Wt 1 — — —
e T2EP 240-17-0378 Peck  MZMAllow BloomFiald M1 Scuthffeld M 1 — — —_—
Wi TR 24e-417-03718 Pazk  M2MAtow Btoomfeld Mi incoming €1, H — — —
7B 7200 31I-363-1150 Pesk  Planhilow CalWait Bloomfieid Mi Ecoming CL 2 — _ _—
THE  T:apP  248-417-0018 Peak  M2MAlow Bloamfishd Bl Sotrlhfield M 2 — —_ —
e T3P A48-47-038 Peak  M2MAllow BloomfTeld ¥ Soulhlield MI a — — —
7416 BBSP  313-363-7637 Paak. Plnflowr. . - " - v ians SyhvenLak-Mi tnoombng CL- . - - ..-7 —_ — -—
T8 BEP 45587042 Off-Feak NSV Sylvan Lak Mi Hyandoltte Wi 1] — — —
718 badp F3-558-7012 Of—Pezk MAY Sylvan Lak 41 Wyandotie M 8 - —_ —
78 11:31P 734-558-7012 Off-Poak NEW Vaterford M Incoming OL 4 —_ - _—
W8 T:59A  SBG-B55-P5X6 Peck  Planfilow VVayns Ml MY Clemens M 5 — . —
7hg  0:05A RAA-417-6370 Peak  MIMNfow Romislus K Southfiald M 1 — — —
THS  BIDA  24B-4{7-0370 Peakt  M2MAflow Carleton M Incoming 0L 14 — — —
e 0434 248-4B71-9362 Peak  PlanAllow Howoe M} Pontiac Bl 3 — — —
719 11;260  246-481-9362 Poak  PlanAllow Horroo Mi Pontiac B 3 — — —
THe  11:287 248-481-g398 Poak  PhnRigy Maoveoa M Tneoming SL 1 — —_ —_
718 11:33A  248-481-8362 Pezk  PlanAllow Motvo: f . Ponliac Mi 1 — _ -—
19 YRR 2404810302 Pezk  PlanAllow Morroe 8 Pontiac Mi 3 — — —
9 AxAzr 2402500227 Pesk  Phanflow Morsos Wi Troy Ml 2 —_ —_ —
T 12:45P  248-733-9700 Peak  Prastillow Moreoa Ml Royak Oak B 3 - —_ —
TS 12:48P 134-260-5372 Peak  Phanndlow Kooroe Ml Ann Arbor M1 4 —_ o —
7Ha 1252 MA4R1-0362 Peak  Planfliow Monroe Mi Potiac M 3 — — —_
7/t9  12:54F  313-224-5303 Peak  PlanAllow Moreon Mi Detroll B 2 — — —
T8 12:56P 734-260-5372 Pedt  PhlinAllw Mosree M) Ao Arbor Mi 1 — —_ —
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e 31 3135006803 Peak  Plandflow Merzoz M Ingtming €L 1 - — —
79 JEP 240-481-5362 Peak  Planallow Monroe Ml Pontiac kil 1 — — _—
79 3P 313-297-8894 Peak  PlanAliow Monros Ml Incuming €L, i —_ — ——
A9 350 248-481-0362 Peak  plandifow Honroa ki Pontiac M 2 —_— — —_—
748 A0 7342435720 Peak  PlanAfiow Moaras #t Mooroa MI 2 — — —_—
T8 4P 248-506-7626 Pealt  Planfllow Monroa i Rayal Gak kI 2 — — —
N8 R29P  248-481-9362 Peak  Planillow Hooros M Pontiac MI g . —_ —_—
M8 43P 248-417-0378 Peale  M2MAllow Rosiroa Ml Southfield Mt i — -— —_
TH9  439P  24B-506-76Z6 Peak  Planflfow Honros Ml Payal Cale 5 1 - — _—
749 A39p  248-417-0378 Peale  M2MATlow Monrog Ml Southfield MI 7 —_ — _—
THE  ASEP  24B-250-0227 Pesk  flaniilow Wayne ML Teoy M 1 — - _
719 45 313-224-.5303 Peale  Planfliow Bellevills ME Detroit Ml 2 —_— —_— ——
W8 4:50F  248-225-2230 Pealc  PlanAfiow Wayne Mt Birminghans 1l 2 — - —
719 g858P  248-225-2730 Peal;  PlanAlfowCaliail Canton Mt {acoming CE, 28 —_ u— —
M9 mP 2404170376 Peale  MaMAllow Farmington M Soulhfield Mi 4 — — -
S 530P  313-689-§803 Pesk  Planitow Farmington 84 Detroitns M 2 —_ — —
M8 5P I13-589-6I93 Pealc  Planillow Fasmington Mi Detroitzng Mi 1 — — —
748 5P 248-321-3392 Peak  Planiffaw Farmington $il Troy Ml 1 —_ —_ —
N9 53F  734-555-7012 Peak  Planftiow Farmington M Wyandotle 11t 4 — — —
g 535 2d8-321-3382 Pealt  Planiilow Farmington Al ntoming CL 2 — — —
THE B3P T34-550-70t2 Peak  PlanMlmy Farmington M Wyandotte #1 1 — — _—
718 5P 24B-417-0378 Peak  M2ZMAlow Farininglens 21 Ineomiing CL 3 —_ — —
7A9  541P  313-5640-6893 Peak  PlnrAllow Farmington M Delroftns #4f 2 s — —
9 5aiP  734-558-7012 Pozk  Planfllow Farmington Mi Viyandatto M) 1 _— . —
e 54w 313-G69-6683 Pea  Plandllow Cali¥fait Farnrington M [ncoming &2, 18 — — —_
T8 G00P  248-417-0378 Pazk  MaMAHow BloomHeid Mt Soulhfistd M} 2 — — —
THE  BOW  248-250-0227 Peakk  Planhliow Bloosfinid M1 Tray M~ 3 — — —
719 P 248-880-0025 OH-Peak HAW e —mew— Syivan LakcMI Horltwilte ML - - - 32 —r e vy e —
M9 047 T34-558-7012 Off—Pedc HEW Waterford MI Wyendotta M 26 — — —_—
720 O00A 29850676526 Peak  Planilow Waterford MI Royal Oak M 7 —_ — —
20 B20A 313-M7-5154 Peak  PlanAliow foyal Gak Ml Detroit W 2 —— —_ —_—
0 B238 248-395-1356 Peak  Planfilow Reyal Gak Ryl Oakt Mt 25 —_ — —
0 Q5HA  I13-724-6303 Fezk  Planiliow Detroiz Delrolt M 1 —_ - -
720 909K 24B-4B1-9362 Peak  Planallow Detroit MI Poattac MMt 1 —_ — -
26 bosA  313-224-8220 Pesdk  Planliny Detrolt b Detra M} 1 —_ —_ —
70 B16K  313-347-5154 Peak  PlanAllow Doroit Ml Detsoit Mt 1 e — —
e Bi7A 248-320-0917 Peale  B2MMiow Defroit b Southileld M) 1 -_— — —_—
7720 %18A  313-961-5600 Peslt  PlanAliow Detroft Mt Delrolt M 1 —_— — —_—
TR0 WI0A 313-347-5154 Peak  PlanAlow Detroit M) Delrolt M) 1 _— — o
JRO  928A B—1T-649 Peait  M2MAllow Detreit M1 Suuﬂl'ﬁe[d Mi 2 — — —
20 BATA 3132248220 Peak  Planfilow Datroft M1 Delroit M1 2 — -— —
7720 ZE5OA  313-347-5154 Pesk  Planfliow Delroit M Detroit M) 1 — — _—
20 S50A  313-HE1-5800 Peak  Planhllow Detrolt M1 Devat MI 1 — — —
7720 GEBIA 2404819362 Peak  Plnfllow Datroit Mt Pontiac 141 3 _ —_ —
720 10014 313-861-5800 fesk  PlnlAlioy Delrol MI Dalrolt 10 i o — —
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7126 10:027  313-347-5154 Peak  PlanAliow DPstroit MI lacoming CL 4 — _— —
720 10:.064 248-408-2428 Peak  Plandllow Detrolt W Pontiac M 3 — — —
70 11tA  248-A481-0362 - Pask  PlanAflow Delralt K Pontiac Ml 3 —_— — =
720 1013A  313-951-5800 Peak  Planfllow Datroit M Dalroit MI 2 [ —_ —
TR0 O1021A 248-417-0378 Paak  MEMAow Delrelt Mt fneoming GL 1 — — —
720 i021A  313-R24-6303 Peak  Planiliow Dalrait B Detroft K 1 _— — -_—
7720 10:228 24084170379 Peadk  M2Millow Delroit i Southield M 2 _ — -
779 10358 313-724-6303 Peak  PlanAliow Datroit Ml Detioit Ml i —_ — —
70 I04TA 313-224-5303 Peak  Planfllow Delrait M1 Datroit M1 1 — — —
7720 1AQ6A 313-347-5154 Pealt  PlanAllow Datrolt M Detrait B 1 — - —_
© IR0 1107TA 313-961-5000 Peak  Planiiow Deboit 48 Betroit #4f 1 — — —
20 i11.0BA  240-481-85362 Peak  Planiow Datroit M Pontias W 6 —_ — —
0 1114A  248-417-0378 Peak  H2miAliow Hamiramek Hi Southifekd Ml 3 — — —
W LAP Mo-T-0378 Peak  M2MAlfosy Southfleld Mi Sotithfisid M L —_— —_ —
720 52 N13-5E9-4803 Peak  PlenAliowlaliait Scuthilefd Mi Incoming CL 1 —_ —_ —
TRO TSP 248-408-3767 Peak  MzMAlow Southfietd 431 Pontiaz M 1 —_— — —
TR0 1S 248-40B-3767 Pedk  M2MAow Slaomfield M Potitiac M 1 —_ — —
77206 1:59P  248-408-3767 Peak  H2MAllow Blaomfaid &1 Portiac HE 3 -— —_ —
20 202P  313-208-5095 Pezkt  PlanAllow Blpomiield M1 Detroit Mt 2 —— — —
TR0 24P 2484810362 Pazk  PlanAlow Bloomfield tal Poulize M 2 _— —_ —
0 ZO0WP  248-6G5-0444 Pezk  Planfllow Sylvan Lak 11 Wallediake K 2 —— — —
770 Z05P  248-355-5308 Peak  Flanfillow Sylvanlai b0 Sostbield M1 2 — — -_—
720 2uP  248-417-0379 Peak  M2Hhiow Sylvanlak M) Southileld &) 1 —_ — —_—
TR0 20320 248-931-8654 Peak  M2MATow Syjven Lak M} kcoming L 7 — — —
TR0 4NP 248-858-0437 Paak  Phandliow Sylvan Lak M lncoming CL b —_ — —-—
020 B4F Ta-363-5620 Feak  Planillow Syhvan Lale Mt Itemng 6L 3 _— - —
TR0 520P  240-371-9392 Pesk  Plnfliow . SyvanbakMi Ty Ml 2 — —_ —
TR0 52 24&-321.-33&2 Peak  PlanAllow. - . R Syfvan Lak Mt Troy M - 1. _— — —_
20 B51P  248-B83-5458 Feak  Plnillow ‘Waterford M Pontfas HE 2 — — —
20 G56P  248-399-1356 Olf—Paalt NEW Waterdord M} fncoming €L 3 — — —
21 95TA 248-860-0023 Dif-Pealt NAW Waterford Ml Incoming CL 16 — — —
721 NPIA 24B-398-1338  Dfi-Fesk NOW Ponitias Bl Playal Oak Mt 8 — — _
2% 1L28A 248-506-7626 A-Pek W Rochester 81 Boyal 0zk M} g — — —
TR 1LETA 240-417-0308 Ofi-Paak N&W Macomb Mt Souihfield Ml 1 .- - —
Rt 40P 248-417-0378 OH—Peak NEW Macomb B Southtleld 4 1 — - —
TR21 12430 248-L17-0378 Gli=Peak NaW Hacomb B - Seuthfakd Ml 1 — — —_
TR1 2RI 246-417-0378 Nii-Peakt NEW Macomb M} fncoming GL 3 —_ —_— —
TR 451P 240-225-2230 Of—Feak NAW Liinton Ter M Blsmingham M 5 — — —
2 EASP 248-417-0378 Off-Peak NEW Chesteddie M Soulhfiafd 1l |5 —— — —
7”1 BESIP 248-3499-1356 Dif-Peak NEW Blinton Tw ME Royal Oak Mi i _ — —
721 G5 MAR-BIS-DUR Uii-Paak HAW Macomby M Tray M1 3 — - e
722 13EP  24B-555-1212  Olf-Pask MW - SybanlskMi &11Search 1 - 18 150
2 A3 33271150 Olf-Peak NEW Sylvan Lak M Datroll Mt 2 — — —
ThE 13 24B-4t7-03m0 Off—Peak WEW Sylvan Eak Bl Bouthfield k1 k] — —_ —
72 T45P 246-417-0378 Bfi-Peak NaW SyivanLak Mt Southffeld M 8 —_ — —
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722 153P  313-271-1570 Off-Feall HaW Troy M} Datroit M 4 — — ——
T2 RSP 248-417-0378 Cffi-faak HEW Trow M Southfiald 4 8 — —_ —
22 20af 248-680-0025 Dii-Peak N&W Haze!l Park Mi Horthwitfe MI 1 — — —
TRZ  205F 248-399-13568  Of-Feak NAW Warren Mi Foyal Dak M| 1 — — —
/22 2058  248-880-B075 Off-Peak HEW.CallWalt Viarren Wi Wconiing CL 4 — — —
722 2069 248-339-1356 Of-Peak N&W Datroit M Royal Gak B 3 — — —
W oy 248-s17-0318 OffPeak #EW Datroit Mt Sotfffield M 1 —_ — —_
7/23  B01A  586-532~4100 Poak  Phadllow MTClemens i UfitaMi 1 — - —
2 G02A  548-463-4600 Peak  Plndilow MTClemensMl M Slemens MI 1 — — —
723 10:23A  248-417-0370 Peak  MaMANow MTClemens Ml Southfold MI ] —_ — —
723 103IA  248-491-9362 Peak  PlanAllow Macomb Bl Pontiac 11 2 _— — —_
TH3  1053A 248-417-0370 Pagl  MzMAllow SylvanLak Ml Secthfield 1At 2 _— — —_
23 11424 24B-515-0522 Peak  MiAliow Sylvan Lak M} fncoming £1. 1 - — -
23 1202P  734-TII-2010 Peak  PlanAliow Sylvan Lak 3 Matvoe Bl 1 — — —
W23 1202F  734-777-2010 Peaky  Fhndllow Syhvan Lak M Movoe M3 2 —_— — —
23 12040 248-555-1212 Peak  PlanAllow Syivan Lak MI 4115earch 1 — 188 199
W23 f204P 7302871863 Peak  Planaliow Sylvan Lak M Wyandotln 1 2 -— — —_—
RFOARAP N3-UT-5154 Peak  Pladllow Sylvan Lak Ml Diatrolt Mt 1 e —_ —
723 TD4P  313-MT-5154 Peak  PlenAllovs Vaerford HI fncoming €L 4 ~— — —
7/23  116P 248-856-0660 Pazk  PlanAliow Veaterford i Pontlas M) 1 — ~ —_
723 TP 248-858-0655 Peak  PlanAlley Walerford ML Pontizz Mi 2 — — —
/23 1337 2484810062 Poak  Phinilies Portiac MI Pontiac M| 1 —_— — _
T23 227 248-491-5362 Paak  Planallow Viaterford M) Ponths 4 — — —
723 307P  24B-431-5362 Peak  PlanAllow Pontiag M Poniliag fat 2 — —_ —
7723 J0P  248-417-0373 Peak  Hi2MAllow Pontiac 41 Scurthfiald M 1 —_— — —
723  310F  248-250-0227 Peak  Plandifow Pontiag M Troy Mk 1 —_ —_ —
729 BUP  245-389.1368 Peakk  Planfllow Portiac M1 Toyal Oak b 4 — - —
7/23.  533P Z4B-6E0-023 Peak M2MAllow .. ..  ...._. Sylvan Lak 141 Neclhwitfo 1 ... . _ 4 T v me a —
TRI T3 248-401-9362 Peak  PlanAliowr Sylvan Lak Mt Pontize M 2 —_ — —
7723 10:04P 248-880-0025 Oft-Peak NaW Waledlord W4 Incoming CL 16 — - _—
T4 BE3IA 248-88R-7755 Pesit  Phndliow Sylvan Lak Mi Pontiag 44 2 — — —
7/24  B52A  245-417-0373 Peak  M2MAow Sylvan Lak 4l Southiald Mt 1 — — —
Ti4  90BA  248-481-9362 Peak  PlanAfiow Bloomflald 351 Ponfiac M 2 — — —_
T4 9:18)  243-921-9935 Peak  PlanAflow Dloomtiald M Poatizg M| 2 —_ — —
T24  SNTA  246-401-9357 Pesk  PlanMiow Biagham FaMl  Pontiac M 3 — — —
R4 SR 248-G47-1141 Peakk  Planfliow Southield M " Bimiighan M 1 — — —
R4 BRA 248-647-1141 Peak  PlanAliow Southfleld M( Bimingham Mi 1 — —_ —
Tizda  o2IA  Z48-B21-8036 Peak  Planillow Farmington M} Pontiac Kt 2 —— - _—
T4 92474 213-659-6893 Peak  PlanAlion Farmington M Delraitms 3 20 _— — —
7id4 %A 246-350--1956 Pagk  PlwnAllow Romulis Ml Royal Cake MI 28 — —_ —
R4 1008A  SBB-B55-2526 Peak  PlnAliow Menros 41 fncoming CL 1 — - -
T4  1L05A  240-481-0362 Peak  PlanAllow Honroa AL Pontiac Kl 5 —_ — -
724 1108A  T34~755-5367 Peak  M2MAlloy Honroa MI Monrea M| 4 —— — —
T4 LA 734-241-5194 Peak  Plarfllow,CaiWalt Moncoa M fcoming CL 4 —_ — -—
TRA I2IA MB-417-0378 Peak  M2WAllow New Boston M Southfield M ] — . —_—
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724 11384 248-860-0023 Peck  M2MAllow Plyemouth Mi Northwille ME & —_— —_ —_
R4 T1ATA 2484810362 Peak  Planiiow Famington Ml lacoming CL 2 —_ — —_
724 - 1LSAA  2AB-481-0362 Paak  Phankiow Southfistd M) Pontiac Mt 2 —_ — —_
TR 11i56A 248—417-0378 Puak  MziMlow Soulhfichi 3t Southllald Kt 1 - — —
7R4 1252 248-359-1358 Pezk  Plandliow Sylan Lak Wi Incamiag CL, bd — - _—
724 2230 206-496-0411 Peak  Planfliow SyivanfaX M lncoming €L 1 —_ . —
724 2P 4B-GR1-9936 Pak  Phanfilow Sylvan Lak Ml Pontiac M} 1 — - —
TR 234P  24-417-0378 Peak  M2MATow Sphvan Lak Ml Incoming €1, 2 _— — —
R4 TP 248-417-0370 Peak  HamMlow Syhean Lak M1 Southfisld 1 5 — - —
74 RS10 240-309-1358 Peak  Planfiiow Sybvan Lok 5 lncoming £L 1 — - —
T4 GAGP  2AB-355-5300 Peak  Planiiow Syiven Lak Mt Soathfield Ml 2 — —_ —
7724 546P  313-363-1150 Peak  Planfliow Sylvan Lak MI Delrot M . 6 —_— — —
ir4 55 240-SUG-7626 Peak  Planffiow Bloantfield M) floyal Oak 48 4 — - —
TR4 GO4P 248535623 Pesk  Phndllow Aoyt Dak M1 Intcoming C1, 4 — - —_
724 ELBP  248-BBO-D025 Peak  H2NMlow Royel Dak Mt Nerinwille M 1 o~ - —_
724 EUP  248-821-9936 Peak  PlnAliow Royal Ozk M1 tncoming £L 4 — - —
4 6:14P  248-380-00723 Peak  M2MAllow Royal Gak 1 Hortinidle MI 1 — — .
T4 G5AP 240-506-7626 Peak  Planllow Toyal Oac Mt Incoming €L 1 —_ - —_
74 7AP 24170378 Pezk  HalAllow Hoyat Dak ML Southfiald M1 1 — - —
74 TAP  240-417-0378 Pesk  MaMAlow Baridsy Mt Southiteid Mt 1 — - —
4 TP 248-417-0378 Peak  M2MAllow {lak Park M1 fcomhg CL s — — —
24 BE4P 248-417-0378 Peak  MZMAow Dlak Park # Southield MI 1 —_ —_ _—
724 BESP 2484170378 Peak  MoMMlow Ok Perk ML Southfield Hl 1’ — - —
724 O13F 24B-390-1356  Off-Peak W8W Sylyan Lak Mt Royal Gak M 1 —_ — —_
7424 1000 248-8B0-0025  Ofi-Peak MW Walerford Mt fncoming €L, 6 — —_ —
THE  B2AA  240-524-2093 Peak  PlanAllow Waterfocd M Walledidco M1 1 — —_ —
5 B24A 734-624-2009 Pesk  Plnfllow Walerlord Ml Teenton #! 1 - _ —
7/25  B:25A 248-640-6725 Peak  Penfllow. . . . . Waterord M SosthfleldMl __ .. . .1 j— - —_
TRS D804 248-525-1902 Poak  PhnANow Waterford M1 Troy Mt ’ El ~— _ —
W25 &3A 248-481-8352 Peak  PhnAiow Waterfotd M} Portiac Mi z — — —
W25 131N 246-481-8362 Pesk  Plnlow Northyiltg MT Paxitat Ml 3 — - —
5 INMER  ZAB—481-03K7 Pk Planhliow CommeraTHl  hcoming £L 2 —_ — -
7125 1050A  248-540-5225 Peak  PlanAbow West Bloomd!  Southflaid M1 1 —_ — —
725 11:00A 248-320-9917 Pealt  Mehtalow Syhvan Lek Mt Ioming OL 5 — —_ —
725 1120A 313-078-T462 Peak  PhaAllow Sylvan tak M Icomleg CL 4 — _ —
TS 14PA 313-978-T462 Peak  PhnAflow Syhvans Lak M Datroitzs Ml ] — e —
TRS 11:48A 248-515-3800 Poak  M2MAllow Syhvan Lak il Troy Ml 2 — - —
7025 19:52h 246-836-8005 Peal;  PlanAtow Sylvan Lak WL Intoming CL 2 — - —_
TR IK54A 312-M47-5154 Peak  Plaiow Sylvan Lak Wi Dalreit ML 1 — — —
M2 1L56A 912-347-5154 Pesk  Plenfflow ‘SyhanLak Ml fncoming Cf. 2 — — _—
TS 1Z00P  T34-347-700% Pezk  MoMAYow SylvanLk M) Incoming €L, 5 - - —
TS 6P M8-417-D378 Peak  MoMAllow Sylvan Lak MI Seuthficls M) 1 — — —
TRE LRGP 7I4-550-7012 Peale  PhnAflow SyvanLak M Wyandotte M 1 — - —
725 1Z26F  134-558-7012 Peak  PlenAllow Sylvan Lak MI Wyandotta M 2 — — —
7R5  1Z41P  248-858-5979 Peak  Planflow,Galialt SylvenLak I Incotning CL z — — —_
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795  1250P  240-417-0378 Peak  M2MAllow SylvenLak Ml Soulllold Mt 3 _ - -
725 13IP  248-642-5655 PesX  PhanAllcw Syvanlak M Bimingham 4t 2 - -- -
705 L3P 24B-481-9398 Peak  Planliow Syvantak Ml heomibglL 1 c— - —
725 AP 249-4D1-9362 Pek  PlanAllow Waterford M} Pontia Kt 2 — — —
75 V4P 240-4R1-9352 Peakt  Planillow Viaterford Ml Poatfaz M1 2 — — —
TH2S5  4%6P 24B-515-9800 Pask  MzHAllow Waterford Mt ‘neoming 51, 1 — - —
Firsl S:iSP 248-417-0378 Peak  K2MAllow Waterfond M/ Southfiefd £ 1 - — —_—
705  GAEP  S85-076-5869 Peak  MeMATow Waterfocd Ml T Clemens Ml 1 — — —
IR5  SOP  313-070-7452 Peak  Planfllow Waterford Mt Detroltzas Mt 2 — - —
TS BIGP  24D08-3767 Peak  MaMAtlow Viateeford M Pootiac M) i — — —
5 S0P 248-417-0378 Peak  M2MANow Waterford Wi Soatilield Mi 1 — - -
7125 G21P  240-880-0023 Pask  M2MATiow Walestord Mf Northvilia Ml 6 — - —
7425 G2OP  248-417-0378 Pealt  M2MAtow Vatedford M1 fncoming GL 4 — — —_
705 53 248-506-7626 Peak  flanAllow SywantakMl  iocomlapCL 3 — — —
7725 B35P  24B—pg-5355 Peak  M2MAtow Weterford 3 Poctiae Mi 1 _— — —
TS GAF  240-408-6335 feak  M2MAliow WalarTord Mt Foatiac 1 — - —
725 03P 24B-800-0025  Off-Peak NRW Vatedlocd M| Hortinilia LY 1 . — —
B 9dEP  24B-580-0025  Qf-Pesk NaW SywealskMl  incombgCL 18 — - -
05 10100 24B-080-BOZS  Ofi-Pesk NRW Waterlord Bl kncoming €l 3 - - —
7% BnSA  240-860~0025 Peak  H2MAllow Delrcit 47 Horthvile Mt 1 — - -
/6 BIIA  248-481-9352 Peak  Plandtiow Datroit M Poattaz Mi 1 — _- —
7026 B25A  240-181-9362 peak  PlanAllow Detroit M Tcoming ¢1, 1 — - —
706 DEMA  PAB-481-9382 Peak  Planfiiow Datrolt 841 Poatiaz Mi 2 — - —
726 1038A 248-481-9362 Peak  Plantliow Detrol Wi Pontiac Ml 3 - — —_
726 10414 248-401-9362 Peak  PlanAlow Datoit 11 Pontiac M| 1 — — -
726 10534 248—481-0367 Peak  Planllow Hambamek 81 tncoming €L 1 — — _
76 11420 24B-417-0370 Peat  M2MAllow Dotoit ME Southfietd Wi 1 — - —
THE  I146A  24B-417-0370 Peck  MpMATow - ... . o, Beos i Sovihfield ML - - .. .. 1. — - —
726 TI4TA  248-481-8362 Pesk  Planhliow " DeloitMl Pontias M 3 - - -
TRE  12:04p 246-380~1356 Peak  Planfllesy Bingham Fa bl Royal Gak M| i — — —
76 1206 248-400-7928 Peak  fAZMAllow Bioomisd Ml Poatlas Wi 2 —_ — —
726 1200P  248-303.-1356 Peak  Planfiow Bloomfleli bl Royal Dake 14r 2 — - —
726 1208 248-390-~1356 Poak  Plantliow Sloomfeli Ml Hoyal Oak b 1 —_ - —_
7426 1200P  248-393-1356 Poak  Phndtiow . Bloomfiald Ml Boyal D2k M) i —_ - -
726 1205P 248-398~1358 Peak  Planfllow Sioomfistd Mi Incomiag C1. a — —_ —
726 1RNP 240-417-0378 Poak  MaMAkowCallvait Peltas b wcoming GL & — - —
TG IETIP 240-408-3767 Peak  MZMfifow SyhaniskMl  fcomingCL 1 — — —
26 126P  240-252-5231 Peak  Planfow Sylvolak W Bloomild & 2 — - -
726 1380 246-310-0510 Pesk  MZMAtow SyvanlakMI  PonliacMt 2 — — —
T8 1A%P  248-310-0510 Pedk  MeMATow ) Syhanlak ¥t lecoming CL i) —_ - —
726 08P  249.555-1212 Pask  PlanAliow Syhman L2k ML 4115each 2 — 108 199
725 S0P 24B-G2-2104 Peak  PlanAllow Syhanlak Ml Potlec Mt 2 — - —_
T8 AP ME-703-6173 ek Prendilow Wiatertord M Troy Mt z _ _ _
726 3130 248-585-3700 Pesk  Planillaw SywanlakMl  RoyalGak ) 1 — - _—
725 3P 313-078-7462 Peak  PlaAlow Bingham Fa®l Defroitos Mt 1T - _
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726 BE6P  248-401-9362 Pedk  Planiliow Southlisld M1 Pontiae Mi 2 — — —
75 414P  245-4B1-9362 Peak  Plaafflow Southfield M| Poolat 4 3 - —_ —
7026 425P 2484618362 Peck  Planiliow Soulhfield M Pontiaz M| 3 _— — —
25 4A48P  248-250-0227 Poak  PlanAliow Southfield 4l nooming €L 2 — — v
6 527 24B-417-0378 Pesk  FizbAliow Southfisld Southffeld it 1 -— —_ ——
W% G23P  248-417-0378 Peak  Mzlddllow Soulnfleld M kxcomhg €L 2 —_ - —
726 G36P  246-417-0378 Peak  MzMASlow Southfleld 4t SouthfTeld K 1 — — —_—
726 54IP  248-417-0378 Poak  M2MNlow Soulhfiekt Mi Southfietd MI 1 — - _—
726 543IF  248-358~1356 Pesi  PlanAllon Sooinfield M Royal Dak 14 [ —— — —
THE 5S5P  248-417-0378 Pesk  M2MAow FaeminglonMi  Southfleld 4t 4 — - —
TG 6:02P  243-437-0378 Peak  MMAliow Orchard LAME combag 61, 7 — - -
M6 8DF  248-F03-6171 Pedk  Piiow Waterfoed M Trop 2 — i —
7126 BOSP  243-417-6494 Pedlt  MoMAllow Platerford Ml Soulhfizld M 1 — - —_
26 G0W  240-842-6733  Off-Peak MAW Sylvan Lak M Pontize M| 3 — — —
226 0:2aF 248-398-1356  Of-Peak KEW Walerford 84 foyal @ak M 6 — - —
21 1L06A  248-255-3838 Peak  Planillow SylvanLak Ml fncoming CL § —_— — —
T 3P 248-017-0378 Peak  M2MAllow Sylvan Lak Ml Southflalet Mi 1 —_ — —
7027 T3P 248-842-G239 Peakl  Plenflion Sylvan Lk M1 tcoming 6L 4 — — —
7R 5GP 2E-417-0378 Pesk  MoMAllvw Sylvan L=k Fcomlng ¢, 21 — — —
FRT  53%  248-417-0374 Peak  MoMlow Sywen Lok Ml Southfiek iy 8 — — —
TR7 545 248-399-1356 Peak  Plnfllow Pontiac Ml fioyal Ozl MF 7 - - —
FAT ESUP 248-320-8817 Peak  M2MAllow Bmingham ME SoulhiTeid M) 12 — — -
727 6268P  313-978-7462 Peak  Planfliow Defrolt Mi Datreltms M 1 —_ —_ —
21 TRSP  240-417-0373 Peak  HaMAlow Detroit Mt Southfizhd Wt 4 — - —
T TAP  248-417-0378 Poak  MzMATow Detroit Ml Southizeld Wi 2 ~— —_ —_
IR TAP 208 417-6494 Peak  MzMAlow Detroit M| Southfield Mi b — —_ —_
WY T4 248-321-3382 Peak  Planfiow Detroit M Troy Mi 1 — _— —
V2T TSI 248-321-3392 Pesk  Plenfiove ., ooy M scomhg G, . .. -2 S, .—
1727 S:I5P  24B—417-0378 Poak  ES2MAlow Waterford 1t Southfield Ml H — —_ —
26 2239 245-417-0378  Oli-Pesk NRW Datroit Mi Southlizld Ml 1 — — —
V25 282F 248-880-0025  Off-Peak KaW Petroit M) Northila M) 1 — - —_
7428 415P 248-800-0025  Of-Pesk HaW Detroit MI Northville 44 1 — — —
T8 447P 2483591355 ON-Peak NSV Butrok 6 Tyl Cak B 4 - - -
726 SI7P  248-880-0025  Off-Peak NAW Syhan Lak M tnoomkg £L 4 — — —
728 S30P 248-800-0025  Off-Peak NAW Viatecford U incoming €L 10 — — —
726 TAIP 248-800-0023  Uif-Peak KW Pontiaz ML Incoming L, ] — —_ —
728 BADP P46-830-0035  OH-Pask NOW Pontiac M1 Xeoming £L 3 —_ — —
120 SRG5P 2464170378 Off-Peak MEW Rochester Ht Soullfiald 1 1 - — —
728 12080 246-506-7628  OFf-Feak MaW Washington M Royal Gak Mt g — —_ —
8 119 2AD-417-0378  OH-Pesk NEW SheltyTwp M Southfleld B i — — —
T/20 1267 246-800-0025  Off-Peak NGW Poatiac Ml Horthyilla & 1 _— — —
729 10P 2489500075 OH-Poak MW Pontiac M Incoming CL 2 — — —
728 136P  2468-321-4474 Oif-Peak NEW Waterford Ml facoming CL 1 -—_ — —
29 436P BOI-4AT-8560  Of-Pesk HEW Walesford M) Columibla SC 2 — _— —
T30 BATA  240-408-7028 Peak  M2WAtow Waterford Mi kscoming CL 1 — - —
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Detail for Jeffrey Sherbowr: 248—-880-0022
Voice, continued

11 AM

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 6/23/2017 11

Alrllme  Long Dist!
Bate Time Huimber Bate UsageType firigination «Destination . Min. Charges  Other Chys Tolal
AL ZM4A  246-400-7928 Paak  M2MWAtlow Pontlac 44 Pontian 14 5 —_— — —
7730 J665A  240-802-5576 Peak  PlanAllow Sylvan LateMI Glarkston M| 4 — —_— —
740 LEP 2499154448 Pealc  PlanAtlow Sytvan Laic Mt Pontfac i - 2 — —_ Lae
TR0 AP 2463981356 Poak  PranAlow Sylvan Lak M ftoyaj Gak M 5 — — —
780 144P  249-447-0378 Pealt  M2MAHOW Pondiac M SouthfTakd Mt 2 P —_ -—
730 215P  248~203-9404 Peak  PlanAllew Binningham M Bimirgham M 3 — —_ -—
780 EIP  313-347-5154 Feak  Planfflow Bloomflald Mi neoming 6L 4 — — —
B0 2P 248-203-9404 Pealt  PlanAllow Troy 8t Blrintaghem M1 2 — — —
TR0 AP 2484170378 Peak  M2MAlow Bloomlield M Soulhfeld Mt 1 — — —
T30 330F  248-B40-5225 Peak  Plandliow Bloomfisid M1 Southlield M1 8 — - —
7630 334 248-250-0227 Peak  PlanAliow Pontiag Mt Troy M 1 -— = —
7750 AWFP 248-250-0227 Feak  ManAllow Ponliac Ml Troy M 2 —_ - —
7130 ASIP 245-417-0370 Peak  M2MAllow Pontiag M fncoming Ok, 1 — o —
o SAP 313-408-1858 Peait  M2MAHow Pontlas M| Datnolt MI 1 — —_ —
730 S22 248-555-1212 Peak  Planiflow Pentiac 44 41150arch 1 = 189 193
7730 5250 BT7—453-1304 Peak  PianAliow Pontiae Wi Toll-Fras £1, 1 — e —
M0 S23P  8Y7-453-1304 Peak  Plandllew Pontiac k! Toll-Fres CL 8 — — —
30 08P 248-NT-0370 Peak  M2MAliow Ponttac 4} Southilaid M} 1 — - —
30 TP 24B-400-0833 Peak  M2MMlow Pontiae M Pontiac M L — — —_
730 T21P 248-417-0378 Peak  M2MATlow , Walerford 341 Soutfdizid M1 1 — — —
70 7P 248-545-4956 Peak  PlanAllow Wealerfond Ml Royal Gak I 3 — - —
31 A 2)0-B02-5076 Poak  PlanAllow Pontfac Mt Clarkston M 5 —_— — —
731 830A  248-083-0362 Peak  Planillow Bloamficid MI Ponttac M 2 - — —
731 11314 246-481-9362 Poak  Prndllow Royal Ok M Panliaz Ml z — — —
731 1133A 248-B75-4448 Peak  Plonilow Royal Qak M Pootiaz Ml 1 —_ —_ —
T LA 248-506-7626 Pea¥  Pranaliow foyal D=t M Royef 0 KU 1 — — —
31 1L30A 2484170378 Peak  MZMAHow Oak Park M Southfisid M 1 -— —_ —
781 ITEIA 248-975-4448 Pea Planllow . --~. .-~ Southlield M Ponllac Ml . - - L - — - L —
7R {201P  248-9716-4448 Peak  Planflfow Bloomfiald #l incoming GL 2 — — -
31 1ZNP 24B-417-0318 Pedk  M2MAllow Sylvan Lade Ml Incoming 6L ] _ — —
M3 AR5IP 248-417-0378 Peak  M2MAlow Syhvan Lak M Socihfeld Mi 1 —_ —_ —
731 1A1P 207-B03-4015 Pedk  Pleafllow Sylvan bak Ml Incomiag €L 1 —_ —_ —
731 S04P  24B-789-4048 Peak  Planfllow SylvanEak M Soutifizld M1 2 — — —
731 FP  248-760-1532 Peak  Plandllow Sylven Lak M Insmitg CL 2 —_ —_ —
731 355 248-555-1212 Peak  PlanAllow Syhvan Lak MI 411Seareh 1 — 1.4 19
7/3t  356P  248-708-1155 Pek  PlanAllow Sylvan) sk ME W Bloomftd MI 3 — — —
TAT  S0SP  240-240-§714 Paai;  Planfillow SyhianLak Ml Holly MI 3 —_ — —_
U3 BOP 2483391356 . Peak  PlanAiow Syhvan Lak M Royal Gak 1 3 _ — —
801 8:38A  313-347-5154 Pesle  Planfllow Ponfac 4} Detrait M[ 2 —_ — —
601 10484 248-451-5362 Peak  Plofow Pootiaz M} Pontiac 1 2 — — -
81 10514 248-506-7626 Pesk  PlanAliow Weterford M Royal Dak b 1 — — —
8101 TROTA  248-481-9308 Peak  PlanAlow Poatiac Mt fituming €1, 1 —_ —_ —
B0 1TO7A 313-347-6154 Poak  Planfllow Pontiac M) Delrait Mt 1 — _— —
81 1LOSA  312-347-5154 Peali  Planllow Waterford M Detrolt &1 1 — —_ —
B/01  {1:08A 315-347-5154 Peak  PlanAllow Camait Watecford M! Ritomiag b 1 — - —
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Detail for Jefirey Sherbow: 248-880-0022
Voice, continued

Altime Long Dist/

o -Date  Jhme  Nuedser - Rale  UsogeType Cdglnation Destinatlon K, - Charges  Ofher-Ghps Tolal
B gni 1iosh 40-401-932 Paalt  PlanAllow Portiac M Pontiac Mt z — - —
== w1 siaA 208470910 Peak  Mzuatiow Portiac ¥ Southifeld 34 3 _ - —
E BT 11:30A 246—481-0362 Peak  Planfllow Pentrac 4/ Potlazh 4 — - —_
E 801 1P 248-320-5040 Peak  M2MAllow SylanlakMi  Sculifield My 2 — - —
== a1 tEp 3n-aer-SiEt Peak  Planiliowt SywanizkMl  WeombgfL 4 — — —
== ant_ 15w 248-031-9654 Peak  M2MAliwy SywanizkM  Pontiashi 12 — _ _
== b1 20 48-531-8654 Peak  M2HANow Farming M) FoaliacMi 5 —_ - —
E% BU1_ 2P M0-3027005 ek  MaMAfow Famingion i Soulhfield W 9 — - =
<"‘""' BT B0P  24B-3%0-604D Pk IAZMAlow Famington Ml Southficld ot 1 - — —
i BO1 TA®  245-401-9352 Poak  Phnhllow Farmigton M Ponlizc i 2 — _ _—
TEE oo 2P Me-250-07 Pealt  Flankliow WestBloom M Troy M 1 _ _ _
:% 801 24P 24B-BB0-0073 Peak  M2MAllow WestBloom Ml Horhwilla Mf 2 — - —
T amt zadP 2ae-250-0227 Pode  Planfliow WesiBloom Ml Troy M) 2 —_ — .
l; GOl 2510 240-481-9362 Posk  Plenflivs WostBlom M Ponllas Mt 2 _ - —_
8 Bl 257 2400800023 Pedk  Woiow ] 8 _ — _
B H0T  57P  24B-417-037B Poak  MzMAlow Waterfocd M| Incoming G 1 — _ —_
o 8M1 5200 24B-417-0378 Peak  MzMAflow Velerford Ml teoming £ 4 — —_ e —
w BNl 5ASP  248-506-7626 Poak  PlanAfiow Pentiac Mi Reyal Gak M| 1 — — —
801 TP 246-408-6355 Peak  MZMAliow Southliald MI Postiag 41 1 — - —
f o1 B0 208-408-6355 Peak  M2BAlow Southliokd 1 Poriac M) 1 — — —
2 801 BOGP  296-498-5355 Pezk  HZM8Now Southtieki Ml tncombg C1 1 —_ —_ —
O 801 BSIP  240-850-0023 Ofi-Peak HEW Waterford 45 Nocthvila 14 22 — _— —-
o B0 T0:EP 248-880-0025 Oft-Pazk NGW ) SyvanlakMl  Morthwils B4t 18 — — —
g smz_ GagA 2es-an0sey  Pek  Mow SyhanlskM  boowngCL 1 = _ —
o B02  10:55A  010-523-6864 Pk Planfllow Syhanlak M Souwbfield Wi 3 — - —
O BO2 11444 248-655-1270 Peak  Planfilow Sybankak¥  teomig CL 14 — — —
o] 802 1ZAIP 2484818362 Peak  Planliow OrehardLAM]  Fontiac M) 1 — — —
5 8n2  wiOP  24B-E55-1270 Peak  FlanMlowr- - . - . < ev - SybanlekM hcombgCL. - - 2 . — _ —
x 802 301 248-481-9362 Pk Planliow Fonliac M) Porthac W) 2 — - —
@ B2 G4P 2484919362 Pezk  Planklion Bloomfiekd Ml Portiac M 3 —_ _ _
O BNZ 3R J34-045-557% Pesk  Planlow Bloofiskd Ml Awn Arbor 4t 1 — — —
g’ BN2  326P  24B-355-5300 Peak  Planliow Bloomflald B Southtleld Mi 2 — — —
=g Doz 3P :13-870-1208 Peak  PlanAllow,Caliait Bloomfeid 1 eoming CL w —_ - _
L &  sm2 34w 246-355-5300 Pk PanAliow Pontias Mt Southfishd ME 3 — - —
Bg 02 4D 2A8-417-0378 Py MeMAllow Sjmnisk M Southerd Mi 4 — — —
Y = 802 GAIP  313-347-5154 Pesk  PlanAlow Sylvantak M| Detrolt MI 7 — - —
g§ anz G5 248-817-0378 Peik  M2MAtioy SvantekM  Soificld M 1 - - —
_2% N2 ES55P 248-733-1100 Peak  Planfllow Syvenbal M Pontiach 1 — - —
Q3 Mz HMP 248-800-0025 Peak  W2MAflow Sylvan Lak M incoming C1. 15 — - —
8 anz &3P 2487521835 Posl MZMAlow Walerford M) Southflek! 441 1 _— — —
ﬂﬂi- 82 &3P 2485211206 Peak  M2Wflow Waterford JA Pontiaz M 1 pe — -—
g BO2  GASP  24D-545-4056 ek Prandlion Waterford Hi Hoyad Oak Mt 2 — — —
2 02 GAZP D40-821-1205 .  Pask  MaMllow Viaterl M. Ponllac Ml 1 _ — —
'if GN2 643 268-TE2-1435 Pesk  M2MAllow Waterforg Mi Sealhlichd Wi i — — —
§  on2  ESIP 248-408-5355 Pask  M2MAlow Wateelord M1 Pontiac M 1 — — __

o
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lnvojce Number Account Number  DateDue  fage

Detail for Jeffrey Sherbow: 2488800022
Voice, continued

Nfime  tong Dist

N ZT:TT:€ 6T02/S2/L OSIN AQ dIAIFOTY

Date  Timp  Mamhsr Rate  Usage Typo Deinlnatfon Destinatfon . . . Chiasges  Glhwy Chigs Tofal

8M2  7:05F  24B-408-5355 Peali  M2MAllow Viaterford Mi Pontiac MI 1 . — — |

8oz 7:21P 2487521835 Peak  M2MAllow Waterford 4 Incotning €1, 4 —_ — — !

82 728 248-417-0378 Posl  M2WAllow Waterford M  incoming CF, it — B

802 74P 248-408-5355 Peak  M2UAlw WatecTeed Ml Pontizc M 1 — - -

802 F48P  24B-555-1212 Pek  PlanAllovs Sybvan Lak Ml A1 t5earch 1 —_ 159 1.99

M2 48P 248-691-0300 Peak  Plandillow Sylvan 1ak M) Ponlfac 4 2 — - —_

802 1P  248-408-6355 Peak  M2MANow Waterford MI Portiac M 1 — —_ —

802 B3P 248-408-6359 Peak  MZMAllow Vaterfocd M) Pontiaz bl 1 — - —

8z 8P 248-408-6355 Peait  Ma2MAllow Waterjord ¥t fcoming CL. 2 — — —

5oz B8P 2484086355 Peak  MzMllow Waterford Mt fncoming CL 2 —_ —_ —

ol2 937 248-389-1356  Olfi-Peak MW Waledford M Royal Ozk M} 3 —_ — —_—

8/02 043P 240-338-135§ Off-Pealc NaW Waterford Mi fscaming CL, H — - —_

003 B06A  248-505-7626 Pezk  Planifiow WestBloom Ml Royaldak i 13 — - —

803 BSBA 248408385 Pesk MRl Darolt M Pontiae M 1 — —_ —

803 BBOA  2A8-700-0153 Peck  Planiliow Beridey bt Pontizc M § — — —_

803 9397 248-417-0378 Peak  MzMailon Dak Park M} Southlietd 41 4 —_ — —

803 9430 2484005355 Peak  MaMATow Hemtington Mi Pontiac MI 1 — —_ —_

803  DdBA  2AB—408-6355 Pesk  MZMAlW Soulhlield bl Pontize MI t — —_ —

803 Q:S0A  24B-401-03G2 Peak  PlanAllow Southfield W Poatias Ml 3 — — .

803 9:53A  248-408-6355 Peck  M2Mllow Bloamfieid Mi Porfac 41 1 -— — -

603  @:56A 248-6B1-0300 Peak  PlanAfiow Bloomfield Ml Pontiac 1 — — ~—n

U3 BSTA  T4E-417-0378 Pesk  M2tliow Bloomield Ml Southriekd K 2 — — —

803 935BA 248-408-6355 Pesk  MeMAtiow Caivlalt Ponfiae Ml Incoming CL 1 — — — -

403 9507 248-417-0378 fesk  MA2MANIow Pootiac M Soulhfield 41 i — - -

B3 1D:02A 246-401-0362 Peak  PlanAllow Sylvan Laj M} lncoming CL 2 — — - A’

B2 10034 248-515-097% Peak  M2ZNAllow Sylvanizh M| Incomhg €L 1 — - — m

803 10:08A  246-703-5173 Pezk  PlanMliow Sylvan Lak 4 Troy 11 i - — — (I_R

803 10:06A 734-535-2979 Peak  MeHAllow - - - - [ Syvanboktlf.  LivenlaMb .- - ..2 e mm an —

803 100FA  734-536-2079 Poak  M2MAliow,CalWait Sylvan Lak ML lncoming 6L 2 — — _ <

BI03  10;24A  568-855-2578 Pesk  Planllow Sylvan Lak My M7 Clemens Mi 1a — —_ m

803 10:340  246-417-0375 Pek  MzMAlkow CatiWail Syhvan Lak Mi Incoming €L, 2 — —_ — O

B3 1T4OA 2486840300  Pek  Planiow SinlekMl  Pontfac bl 2 — - _ g

003 1242P  248-417-0378 Peak  MAzMAllow Sylvan Lak &5 Southfield 84 5 — — —

803 12:50P 248-680-0033 Pek  MZMANE Syivan Lok Mt Nesthville 1 B — —- — z

am3  35TF  206-495-0411 Pezk  PlanMlow SylyanLak M| Incoming OL 1 — — —_ O

/03 44P 248-40B-0635 Pezk  M2MMIow Byhven Lk Ml ncoming C1. 5 . — — O

803 50EP  248-621-1006 Pesk  MaMullow Walerford Mi Pontiac i 1 — —_ — >

803 5377 248-250-H227 Pesk  PlanMow Waterford M Troy Ml 2 — _ — E

B3 6:16P 248-B21-1206 Peak  M2MAllow Water{ors Ml Pontlec M) 1 — — — w

803 G  248-752-183% Peak  M2MAHow Waterfocd Mi Southtield ML 4 — — — b

803 BABP  P4B-346-4F7 Peak  PlanMlow Waterfood M1 W Bloomild K 2 — —_ — B

8/33 Td0P  248-417-5404 Peak  MaMMlow Walerford W Southigld M 1 — - - [y

33 1000F 240-417-D378  Dff-Pesk NRW Syhvars Lak ¥ Soulhliekt Mi 1 — - —_ 0o

804  BIOA  248-30P-2005  Of-Pesk NRW Troy Ml Southfietd Ml 1 — - — -

804 9TA 248-M17-0478  Off-Pesk NAW Troy M Soutifield Kl 1 — — — I:‘l
W
o1
2
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Invoice Mumber AccountNumber  DateDue  Page
£ 72781681686 5 AB0BABDYG Hooigi - Pas
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Detail for Jeffrey Sherbow: 2488800022
Voice, continued

711:11 AM

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 6/23/201

Hrtlms  teng DY

o Date Time . MHuomber .. fale  UsageType Drigination Destination .- 1in. Charges  Othes Ghos Tola!
= gme o1on 240-080-0023 Gi-Pesic NAW Troy M Hortfwite M1 2 — - —
% 804 920A 248-417-0970  Dif-Pesk BEW Teoy Mi Southfield M| 1 —_ — —
=== amy o3 E-HIT-0378 Off-Pesk New AbunHHME Swahfis M1 1 - -
= 6m4 97A 20-752-1935  Ofi-Pek N Waledoed Ml icoming CL ) — - —_
ES= omd  9n 24B-417-0378  Of-Pusk NEW Pntiac Hi Soctidleld 11 1 — - —
% B4 G0A 248-BA0-DU23 Off-Pesk NAW Pontiac Bt Northwia M) 2 - - -
== o4 935A 248-417-0378  O-Pealt NEW Pontiac M) Soulhiisld Mt 1 -— - e
% 804  GSIA 7A5-417-0376  OfF-Pesk NEW Ponliaz W) Iscoming CL 2 — - —
=== gme  100A 24B-505-7626 OMf-Pask AW Poaiac M| oyt Dale MI 5 — — —
== o4 1040 248-860-0023  ON-Poak NEW Sylanlak M incomig O 12 — — _
B oM TLUA 248-399-1356  Off-Poak NEW Sywanla i HoyalOsk M 7 — — —
== o4 1Z25P 249170378 Oif-Pesk NEW Fontiac ML fncoming GL. 10 — e -
T Bm4 10/ 2e752-1835  Dif-Peak NGW Waltrfordl  lacomiag CL. 1 — — _
B0+ ID3BP 2eB-703-6173  DO-Peak NAW Waterfocd ME Troy M 3 — - —

BAS 105 PAB-AET0378  Ofi-Peak &V Watedod Ml Southiiela ) H — - —

BUS  107P  240-4F7-0378  Of-Poak NAW . Walerdod Ml doonming €L 3 — —- _

BOS 135 248-388-1356  OffPesk NAW Walsclord Ml Royaliak M} 1 — - _

85 4:20F 248-880-0025 . Off-Peak AW - Walerford Ml Hocihille Mt 2 — — _

BIOS  446P 248-399.1355  OM-Peak H&W . Waterford 8 RoyalGax M) 2 — - =

85 4SS p48-BEO-0025  DN-Posk MEW Waterford i bcomisg CL 0 — — —

go6  O:90A 248-6A0-5225 Peat  PlanAllay Syivan Lak M lncoming CL ] . — —

BOS  G:36A  DAD-461-9362 Peak  PlanAow Troy M Pontiac ] 3 — — —

BRE  BU9A  240-359-1958 peck  pianiliow Troy M Reyal Gk MI 6 - — —

BIG  Gi5A  240-417-0370 Peak  MaMAllow Troy Ml Southfield B 1 — — —

M6 B3A  248-B40-5225 Peak  Planflow Wambramek Ml Soulhfiold Mi ! — - —

BIOG  1HMA  248-540-5225 Pesk  PlanAlow Detroit 1 Southiield 141 1 _ _ _

806 1E2BA 246-481-5362 Peak  PhanAlow Detroit MI Pontizc K 3 f— —_ —_

.- 86 HEZA 248-417-0578 Pesk  F2MAlloW. - - . . . Detrot™ SoablisdMl . - .4 — - -

BAS  114DA 248-481-3362 Peak  Phanfllow Detrois Ml Pontiaz MI 1 — — —

BN6  ATAIA  313-224-5303 Pexk  Planliow Delroit 1) Detrait ME 2 - - —

86 1204F 24B-481-9362 Pesk  Planitiow Detroit M Pontiaz Ml 1 —_ — —

806 1Z:MP  248-481-9352 Pek  Planfiiow Detreit M) Potiaz i _ — —

BIOG 1212 248-357-6510 Pesk  Piantlon Datroit M Souhfish Mt 1 — — _

g BDE  TEIP  313-BR0-807 Pot  Planilow Haze)Park M) Detroifzat MI 1 — - —
g GRS  1240P 24B-357-6612 Peck  Plniow Veleford¥ fncomng OL g — — —
2 008 1RSI 3100278817 Pask  Planilow SyivenlkMl  fcoming CL ) _ _ _
§ BN P 3108276077 Pedk  Flanifiow SybvanlakMi . lneoning G & — — —
T 0M6 295 248-225-2200 Peak  PlaAlow SybveniskMI  fcomingCL 7 — - -
& s 29w Me2m2mp Pak  Flaniow Spanlsk Ml bneomig CL s _ _ —
., BRE_ 307 313-899-1028 Peck  Planiliow SybmalakMI  kiownkg CL 4 — — —
S e S0P 248-B42-6239 Pek  PlanMlow Synlaki  hooming L, 5 — — —_
U§ 806G AP 248~229-0170 Pezk  PlnAiow Syvenbtekil  hoomig L 8 — — —
2 BO6 441 24B-905-5306 Pozk  Planflow Sylvan Lak M Incoming €1, 7 —_— —_ —
f-":- 305 ASSP  248-35-0005 Peak  PlanAliow SybanlakM  Rcoming OL 2 —_ - —
g wm s 24B-417-0378 Perk  MaMNiow SybanlakMi Southfiold 41 1 — — —
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Detail for Jeffrey Sherbow: 248-880-0022
Voice, coniinued

2

(7@ NMwireless

Alrtime  Long hlsY
Dale  Time  Humber Aale  UsageType Drginatlen Destination . Min. Gharges  Olher Chys Total
B B8P  248-417-0378 Peak  M2sAliow Syhvan Lak M Southlield Mi 1 — - _—
806 5229  248-417-0378 Peakl  MamAliow Sylven Lak Mt Incoming CL 2 — - —
@06  B20P  246-880-0023 Off-Peak NRW Waterford M| Hoithville 15 13 — -— —_
006 10:23P  24p-800-0025 Olf-Peak NV Watecford 142 fncoming CL 14 — — —
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luiy 17,2012 Mervie Rice Page 1 of 146
g Case Type: | AN - Auto Negligence
Fiecer, FiEGER, A1 Status: | *INVEST - Under Investigation
Tawe Lavivers, Crie. Caminiae. APPEALS.
iew C :

intake Review Commients Date of Call: | 7/17/2012 1:55 pM

Intake Staff: | JAD 1st Call Back Staff: 1st Call Back Date: | 00/00/0000

fReferred By: |

Primary Contact Information

Name: Mervie Rice, Home:

Address: | 13110 Washburn Mobite: {313} 282-8372

Detroit, Ml 48238

E-Mail: Work:

Contact Time: | Best Contact Phone: [
Trjured Contact Information
Name: Mervie Rice, 77 - P28 /65 () | Home:
Address: | 13110 Washburn Mobile: {313)282.8372

Detroit, Ml 48238

E-Maik Work:
Contagt Time: | Best Contact Phone: |

Date of Birth: 00/00/0000 | Age: | 57 | Marital Status/Dependents: | Seperated /
Employer; not employed | income: |
Former Attys:
Target Defendent
Mame:
Home Address: P
Work Address: - i }' / N
Possihie Additional Defendants P4 i—«{’ 7 :J-/ "
Name: J 49 AT
[
Name: //pgi’t/ L
f 2
Injuries ] e
Tnjury: fx arm, head, neck, back, left foot, arm casted, following up with ortho care
Incident Details | Date of incident; | 7/13/2012
Claim Type/Synopsis: | happened in Dayton Ohio on the interstate. she broke her arm and cousin passed away
Locatlon: Dayton OH
Witness Info:
Police Department: Ohio State PD | Potice Report #: |
Paolice Ofiicer:

incident Details:

X
@

She was in a car accident Dayton OH Friday 7.13.12, 1 am, on Interstate I-75, they went off the
interstate and into a hole. Interstate was so dark, they had no idea what lane they were in.

| She was cut out of the car by the Jaws of life. They thought they were In the wrong lane,
veered to the left, drove off the highway. They were on their way 1o see family In OH, They
were in a construction zone with barticades, it's possible that certain barriers were not
marked properly. Car left the road and ended up on top of another pick up truck that had feft
the road in the same way that their vehicle did. Charles Rice driving, Phillip Hilf a cousin was

N
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July 17, 2012

Mervie Rice Page 2 of 146

in the front seat, she was in the back seat with Darothy Dickerson which is Charles baby's
marna, they have been together for years and they have one child together. She wasin the
back seat. She suffered fxarm, back, neck, left foot, head Injury, ER Kettering Hospital in
Dayton, OH, 4 day admit, no surgery to date, she has local physicians, her arm was casted and
she was transported home. Dorothy is still in the hospital, she has multiple fractures and is in
an induced coma. Philfip is pretty badly injured as well, be is still in the hospital, Kettering
Hospital, he wili be going to rehab facility inpatient from there. He has fxribs, lung injury,
back Injury, chest infury, head injury. Charles son s Dion and he is being assisted by Dorothy
Lawrence. JAD

Warrant: AN

Discrimination:

Employes Type:

Additional Intake Comments: | multi vehicle accident in OH

%

> oz 2

/

N it

5 t?dli[w g s Lk
é:"/f%/( ol o ~ ORI -

- S ,;2@?‘726(7&
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July 18, 2012 ervie Rice Page 3ol 2
[ ) Case Type: | AN - Auto Negligence
FIES
Fiecer, Ficcenr, Status: | *INVEST - Under Investigation
T LRERS, G, CRmeaL, APErLs. .
intake Review Comments: Date of Call: | 7/17/2012 1:55 P
Intake Steff: | JAD 1st Qall Back Staff:r 1sl Catt Back Date: OBJD(}!OQDO

Referred By:

Mervie Rice,

Home:

Address: | 13110 Washburn Je fﬂ WO Mobile; {313} 282-8372
Detroit, Ml 48238 el
E-Mails Wark:

Contact Tme.
P

Best Contact Phone'

‘Nlerwe Rice,
Address: | 13110 Washburn Mobite (313) 282-3372
Detroit, Ml 48238
E-Mail: Work:
Cantact Time Best Contact Phone:
R RN A L Y Cou T = A T L T R T b e AR T e K e Ve W B T S AR M P T 1
Date of Birth: 00/00/0000 | Age: | 57 | Marital Status/Dependents: | Seperated / '
Employer: not employed [ income: |

Former Att 5

Home Address:

Work Address:

Possible Additiona

| Defendants

“Claim ‘Tvpe,’ Synopsis:

fxarm head neck back !eftfoot arm casted follow gt.; wit hortholcare

héppened in Dayton Chio on the mterstate she hroke her arm and cousm passed away

Location:

Dayton OH

Witness Info:

Police Department:

Ohio State PD | Police Report : [

Police Officer:

incident Details:

She was in a car accldent Dayton OH Friday 7.13.12, 1 am, on Interstate [-75, they went off the
interstate and into a diich, striking a viaduct, Interstate was dark in this ares, they had no
idea what lane they were in. She was cut out of the car by the jaws of life. They thought they
were in the wrong lane, veered to the left, drove off the highway and ¢rashed into 2
depression, striking the cement viaduct and landing on another car that had done the same
thing In front of them. They were on their way to see family in OH. They wereina
construction zone with bacricades, it's possible that certaln barriers were not marked properly

INd 2T:TT:E 6T02/S2/. DS Aq aaA 13D
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Mervie Rice Page 2 of 2

—

or had been moved. Car lefi the road’and ended up on top of another pick up truck that had
left the road in the same way that their vehicle did. Charles Rice driving, Phillip Hill a cousin
was in the front seat passenger side, she was in the back seat along with Dorothy Dickerson
who is Charle Rice's baby's mama, Charles and Dorothy have heen together for years and they
have two children together, one of whom will be the PR of Charles Estate, Dion. She suffered
fx arm and Injuries to her back, neck, left foot, head Injury, ER Kettering Hospital in Dayton,
OH, 4 day admit, no surgery to date, she has local physicians, her arm was casted and she was
transported home to follow up with local treaters. Dorothy Dickerson is till in the hospital,
she has multiple fractures and is in an induced coma. Phillip is pretty badly injured as well, he
is stilt in the hospital, Kettering Hospital, he will be going to rehab facllity inflatient from there.
He has fx ribs, lung injury, back injury, chest infury, head injury. Charles son is Dion and he is
being assisted by Dorothy Lawrence. Charles Rice is known as Big Charles and is a former
client and friend of Jeffrey Sherbow, the referring attorney. He is a retired cop who resides in
Farmington. JAD

Mervie's significant other is Johnny Price, whose number Is listed above. They reside
together. The accident accurred actually in West Carrolton, OH, a suburb of Dayton. Charles
was driving Dorothy Dickerson's car, Charlesis insured by Farmers. Dorothy is insured by
State Farm, JAD

Warrant: AN

Discrimination:

Employea Type:

Additional Intake Comments: | multi vehicle accident in OH
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APPENDIX H



’ oo FIEGER. FIEGER, KENNEY & JOHNSON INTAKE SHEET-- AUTO NEG.
Date of Call: ?/25/2- Date of Incident: 7_/_ /3/’2

Caller Name & Address: - gorprofrtm fijured Name & Address: .
Bibo 2 row ,;e*m«—;cé) D ORGAS, b L50p L1)2
/

F g Lt eprreers ‘;jﬂ-r
Dogr2o 7S r7e T L2086
Telephone: 375~ $28. 2462 Type of Accident: _ 70 Alq
d

Injury: Cese7 Wé@ééff}rﬁd{eﬁf /'29"‘;««2«&/;-171;“&_;

Facts:

‘Parget Defendant (Owner/Driver ): OA07
Address of Defendant: ChHRIVTES Lo
Location of Accident: £-28 SA& e ssteicat o7 O (:ﬂh'zbééw O
Cause of Accident: é“k’r el g Lhs ooy coagie, Jiu;[e
" P/R & PID: Offto STHIE L o & Witnesses:
Kassigned To: T2 .
___Referred To: : Date Form Sent:

. Rejected, because

gk kR R A AL R R R AT EEEREREL TR R A LI AR AR TR RER AR TSROV LHT AL bR Bl b i AR S et h b i s

Receiving Attorney: Please fill out and fax back within § days

Date Referral Form Received:
Date of follow up call to client:
Date and Nature of Contact:
Additional Pertinent Information:

Referral Response:

__Accept File and Acknowledge Referral Fee
__ Reject File because

125 S |

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 6/23/2017 11:11 AM
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- MEcER, FTEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG

A PROFESSIONAT CORPORATION

Yames LEARRINGTON, XV

ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW SNCE 1940
Berey X JoXner

BRHNARD J. FIEGER 0522-1986

gt ANO B BAR 165890 'Wes THN Mz ROAD

GRorrRs? NrLs FIEGER Mt 7 AB07E-2463 Luow J. ::fxss

ML FL AND AZ BAR SOUTHFIRLD, CHIG-A Mt AND FL e
FEREMIAR JospPH KENNEY TELEPEOWE (248) 355-5555 ﬁiﬂkn o T’-ﬂc:; -

b AND OH BAR 0049.20051 Tax (24.8) 855-5148 THoMAS B ANY =
RoBERT M. GIROUX Wessrrs: www. ficgerlaw.com PO P —
FerrRuy A, DANGE e-nail; info@hegeriaw.com . TASON BLANKRNSEI?

BriaN R, GaARvES
CARCLOVE M. "WHITTEMOR:

11 AM
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Jares 8. Oxtars
Manaenp: T\ SEBEIHERD
Appellate Repartment
Hparanl 4. CLAZER
Sixa & PAaTEL

, ME AND €O BAR
FLENO. /22X 7 Namrtmer . K AROD A
. Cf Counsel
BARRY FAYNER
Jaom Bxanr

CONTRACT FOR LEGAY, REPRESENTATION

IT IS HEREBY AGREED), by and between __ZPECAVIE L/ C &
N ' - ("Client(s)"} and FIEGER,

FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. (the "Firm"} as follows:

I,  The Firm is retained by the Client(s) for legal representation in connection with a claim for
ST on c:[/o 7 CoRSTTUCH e e, ﬂ?’é’?&ﬂﬁﬂ. AR
oy swd ol fesScmny Fritey | Leashufies o %?,a <
r'd . i g
datermene o /%9/@@% Lo S sceclstt o T5Sr2
2. The Firn agrees to represent the. Client(s) in said matter. This Retainer does not include any

Appeals that may be necessary. If an Appeal is necessary then the Client must retain the Fimm on a
scparete basis and/or pay Quantum Meruit for the legal services petformed on Appeal.

3. Asalegal fee for this representation, the Firm shall receive an amount equal to one-third (1/3)
of the net of any recovery, The net of any recovery, as defined by the Michigan Supreme Court, is equal
to the total amount of any sum recovered, including the costs taxed and any interest included, whether by
settferment or judgment or otherwise, less all disbursements properly chargeable to the enforcement of the
claim or prosecution of the action. ' ’

- 4, Apart from the fees to which reference is made in Paragraph 3 herein, it is agieed that the

: Clieni(s) is ultimately responsible for payment of the necessary disbursements for enforcement of the

claiim or prosecution of an action as these disbursements are incurred by the Firm. These disbursements
may include, but are not limited to, court filing fees, subpoena fees, fees for privale investigators,

" gecoutitants, or other professionals, expert witnésses, conrt reporter transcripts, telephone charges, travel

expenses for attomeys or investigators, copying charges-and any other disbursements which the Firm

deémis necessary forthe proper pursuit of the casel “Ttis ‘also dgreed that, to the extent such disbursefprits~ :=.-

N INd 2T:TT:E 6T02/S2/. DS Aq aaA 13D

Wd GE:LT'T 8T0Z/TE/T VOO W Aq d3iAIg303d




Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 6/23/2017 11:11 AM

Received for Filing Oakland Gounty Clerk 2015 JUN 30 PM 04:24

are made by the Firm on behalf of the client(s), the client(s) will be responsible for interest on such
disbursements at the rate of 7% per annum from the proceeds of any monies secured on aclient's behalf by
the Firm,

3. In the event there is no recovery, the Cheni(s) shall pay no legal fee. Hov.‘reve;', the
Client(s) may be respansible for paying the disbursements referred to in Paragraph 4 to the extent required
by Michigan law. .

6. The Firm is hereby.speciﬁcally authorized and empowered by the Clisnt(s) to endorse the
name of the Client(s) to any checks, drafis, mongy orders, or other negotiable instruments which are

. teceived by the Firmz on behalf of the Client(s) for the purpose of negotiating the same so that the proceeds

may be placed in a trust account and disbursed in accordance with this Contract.

7. It is acknowledged.by the Clieni(s) that the Firm has advised the Client(s) that attorneys
may be employed under other fee arrangements than that indicated in this Confract for Legal

Representation, such other arrangements including those involving fees computed on a rate per hour, or

flat fees ot per diem fees, The Clieni(s) speeifically acknowledges that by agreeing to the contingency
fee, the Firm may receive fees which are greater than would be the case if one of the other fee
arrangements indicated in this paragraph were used. However, the Client(s) have determined that such a
factor is acceptable to the Client(s) because the Client(s) understand that there is a risk that the Firm may
receive no fees under the contingency fee arrangement or may receive less than if one of the other fee
arrangements were used and because use of the contingency fee arrangement does not require that the
Client(s) pay fees to the Firm in advance of services, at the time services are fendered, or prior to any
-recovery. Therefore, it is the affirmative election of the Clieni(s)} to retsin the Firm on the bagis of a

_contingency fee amrangement becanse it is the belief of the Client(s) that it is in the best inferest of the
Client(s) to do so. '

8. It is understood by the Client(s) that the Firm makes no promises or guarantees as to the .

oé;tcome of the case orany aspect thereof. It is agreed by the Clieni(s) that the Firm may take whatever
action the Firm, in its professional judgment, deemS appropriate for the proper prosecution of this matter.

9. Itisunderstood by the Client(s) that the Firm makes no promises or guarantees as to the tax

- consequences of any recovery in this case; further, it is understood that where a Litigant's recovery

constitutes income, the Litigant's income may inclede the portion of the recovery paid to the Firm as a
Contingent Fee, .

“10.. It is undetstood by the Client(s) that this Contract refers only to the matfer to which

reference is made in Paragraph 1 and does not cover any other matter. . If representation is required with
respect 10 a matter other than thet to which reference is made'in Paragraph 1; apew and separate contract
will be required. If.a probate proceeding is required in connection with any matter referred to in
Paragraph 1, said probate proceeding is considered to be a separate matter for which an additional feg will
be applicable at the fime of recovery. '

- 1L, Inthe event the F:rm is discharged by the Client(s) without cause of in the event that the
Fixm terminates its services die o some occurrence which is not the fault of the Firm's, the contingdney
fee portion of this agreement. Will'be held for naught and that the Fimn witl be entitted to afee based on

quantonmeuit. It is Specifically agreed by the Clieni(s) that the Fifm.shill Hixve 3 lien against any sum,
" recovered to the extent of said costs or expenses-as indicated in Paragraph # ictats which e thebired By

Wd GE:2T'T 8TOZ/TE/T YOO W Ag AIAITD3Y
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 the Firrn, and that said lien is to be granted a preference, to the extent permitted by law, over any other
Hens or obligations which may be satisfied from said recovery. Inthe event the Fimm is discharged by the
Clieni(s), the client shall be allowed access to theif file maiitained in the office of FIEGER, FIEGER,
KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. Upon payment of costs incurved to date plus reasonable copying
charges, the Client(s) shall be entitled to a copy of their file.

12, In the event the Fim of FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C.

* decides that this matter should be referred to outside counsel ar another law firm, the plaintiff understands

that the Firm of FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. shall be entitled to a portion
of any attorney fee that may be eventually received in this matter and consent fo same.

13.  Inaddition, it is specifically agreed to by the client(s) that FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY,

GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. shall have a lien apainst any sum covered to the exfent of said costs, expenses

and/or fees as indicated in paragraphs 4 and 11 herein, which are incurred by the Firm, and that such Jien is
10 be granted a preference to the extent permitted by law, over any other liens or abligations which may be
satisfied from said recovery.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF DISCLOSURE-REGARDING CLIENT LIEN OBLIGATIONS

14 Tiisundessiood and agreed that the Fimm has advised that the Clieni(s) shall be res;:onsible'

o satisfy any and all lens from the Client(s) net share of the settlement proceeds, includitig, but not
necessarily limited to, insurance len(s), Workers Compensation lien(s), Medicare lien(s), Medicaid
Len(s), and any and all other lien(s) applicable to this case. )

15, Itisunderstood and agreed.that if the Client(s) are Medicare eligible, or become Medicare
eligible, during the pendency of the lawsuit, the Medicare Recovery Act may requirs the Clieni(s) to setup
qualified accounts known as a Medicare, Set Aside (MSA) accounts to satisfy future medical expenses
which would otherwise be paid by Medicare.

16. ° Ttis understood and agreed that the Firm has advised the client(s) that failure to comply
with all.applicable Federal and State laws and Statutes perfaining to applicable liens, including Medicare
and Medicaid Hens, could result in substantial penalties, including payment of past due liens with interest

* and costs, as well as a potential forfeiture of fiture Medicare and/or Medicaid benefits.

By signature to this Contract, agreement is acknowledged by the Client(s) to all of its provisions
and receipt of a-copy of this Confract is acknowledged by the Client{s).

FIE@/F - ROUX & DANZIG, P.C. '
y . [+]
ey ZLG 7L 40
v, ™ %
- . ) Dated —
' . : Dated .
' Approved ) Geofitay N Flegesi > - -~ + 12 i ma s L
Dated
Rev. Mar 20H
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Of Counsel
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11 AM

CONTRACT FOR LEGAL REPRESENTATION

o n bahnlE
IT IS HEREBY AGREED, by and botween /O B1EE, BT ol o7 owems
& Charfe p rce, Pee. ("Client(s)"} and FIEGER,

FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. (the “Firm") as follows:

1. The Finn is retained by the Client(s) for legal representation in connection with a claim for
ARTo 94#(1//!2 o s ooy S‘d}é /L@jbé‘ig@:c_ﬁ AR eal §
ony epd ol porscere, rmie  fos ca-at_gaéﬁ xR aa%/.f
> = ¥ > - r :
Ao orimanad /\éfr/arzasw{/é_ Ep oz ppociclovey ok IAS 2
2.  The Firm agrees to represent the Client(s) in said matter. This Retainer does not include any

Appeals that may be necessary.. If an Appeal is necessary then the Client must retain -the Firm on a
separate basis and/or pay Quantum Meruit for the legal services performed on Appeal.

3. Asalegal fee for this representation, the Fiom shall receive an amount equal to one-third (1/3)
of the net of any recovery. The net of any recovery, as defined by the Michigan Suprerme Cout, is equal
to the total amount of any sum recovered, including the costs taxed and any interest included, whether by
settlement or judgment or otherwise, less all disbursements properly chargeable to the enforcement of the
claim or prosecution of the action, :

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 2015 JUN 30 PM 04:24

4, Apart from the fees to which reference is made in Paragraph 3 herein, it is agreed that the
Client(s} is ultimately responsible for payment of the necessary disbursements for enforcement of the
claim or prosecution of an action as these disbursements are incurred by the Firm. These disbursements
may include, but are not limited to, court filing fees, subpoena fees, fees for private investigators,
accountants, or otlier professionals, expert witnesses, court reporter transeripts, telephone charges, travel
expenses for attomeys ‘or investipators, copying charges and any other disbursements which the Firm
deerns necessaiy for the proper pursuit of the case.  Itis also agreed that, to the extent such disbursements
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are made by the Fiom on behalf of the client(s), the clieni(s) will be responsible for interest on such

- disbursements af the rate of 7% per annum from the proceeds of any monies secured on a client's behalf by

the Firm.

3. In the event there is no recovery, the Clieni(s) shall pay no legal fee. However, the
Client(s) may be responsible for paying the dishursements referred to in Paragraph 4 to the extent required

by Michigan law. .

6. The Firm is hereby specifically authorized and empowered by the Client(s) to endorse the
name of the Client(s) to any checks, drafts, money orders, or other negotiable instruments which are
received by the Fitm on behalf of the Client(s) for the purpose of negotiating the same so that the proceeds
may be placed in 2 trust account and disbursed in accordance with this Contract. '

7. It is acknowledged by the Client(s) that the Firm has advised the Client(s) that attomeys
may be employed under other fee arrangements than that indicated in this Contract for Legal

. Representation, such other arrangements including those involving fees computed on a rate per hour, or

flat fees or per diem fees. The Client(s) spesifically acknowledges that by agreeing to the contingency
fee, the Firm may receive fees which are greater than would be the case if one of the other fee
arrangements indicated in this paragraph wereused. However, the Client(s) have determined that such a
factor, is acceptable to the Client(s) because the Client(s) understand that there is a risk that the Firm may
receive no fees under the contingency fee artangement or may receive less than if one of the other fee
arrapgements were used and because use of the contingency fee arrangement does not require that the
Client(s) pay fees to the Firm in advance of services, at the time services are rendered, or prior to any
recovery. Therefore, it is the affimmative election of the Client(s) to retain the Firm on the basis of a
contingency fee arrangeraent because it is the belief of the Client(s) that it Is in the best interest of the

Client(s) to do so.

.8 It is understood by the Client(s) that the Firm makes no promises or guarantees as to the
outcome of the case or any aspect thereof. Itis agreed by the Client(s) that the Firm may take whatever
action the Firm, in its professional judgment, deemd appropriate for fie proper prosecution of this matter.

9. It is nnderstood by the Client(s) that the Firm makes no promises-or guarantees.as to the tax
consequences of any recovery in this case; further, it is understood that where a Litigant's recovery
constitutes income, the Litigant’s income may include the portion of the recovery paid to the Firm as a

Contingent Fes, - .

©10. It is understood by the Clieni(s) that this Contract refers only to the matter to which
reference is made in Paragraph 1 and does not cover any other matter. If representation is required with
yespect to a matter other than that to which reference is made in Paragraph 1, a new and separate contract
will be tequired, If a probate proceeding is regnired in connection with any matter referred to in

- Paragraph 1, said probate proceeding is considered to be a separate matter for which an additional fee will

be applicable at the time of recovery.

11.  Inthe event the Firm is discharged by the Client(s) without cause or in the event that the
Firm terminates ifs services due to some occurrence which s not the fault of the Firm's, the contingency
fee portion of this agrecment will be held for naught and that the Firm will be entitled to a fee based on
quantum’meruit. It is specifically agreed by the Client(s) that the Firm shall have a lien against any sum

" -recovered to the extent of said costs or expesses-as indicated in Paragraph 4 herein ‘which arb incurred by

il
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the Firm, and that said lien is to be granted a preference, to the exfent permitted by law, over any other
liens or oblipations which may be satisfied from said recovery. In the event the Finm is discharged by the
Client(s), the client shall be allowed access to their file maintained irr the office of FIEGER, FIEGER,
KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. Upon payment of costs incutred to date plus reasonable copying
charges, the Client(s) shall be entitled to a copy of their file.

12. In the event the Firm of FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C.
decides that this matter should be referred to outside counsel or another 1law firm, the plaintiff wnderstands
that the Fimm of FIEGER, FIEGER, EENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P_C. shall be entitled to a portion,
of any attorney fee that may be eventoally received in this matier and consent to same,

13.  In addition, it is specifically agreed to by the client(s) that FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY,
GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. shall have a lien against any sum covéred to the exfent of said costs, expenses
and/for fees as indicated in paragraphs 4 and 11 herein, which are incurred by the Firm, and that such lien.is
to be granted a preference to the extent permitted by law, over any other liens or obligations which may be

satisfied from said recovery.

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT OF DISCLOSURE REGARDING CLIENT LIEN OBLIGATIONS

14 Itisunderstood and agreed that the Firm has advised that the Client(s) shall be responsible
to satisfy amy and all liens from the Client(s) net share of the seftlernent proceeds, including, but not

" necessarily limited to, inswance lien(s), Workers Compensation lien(s), Medicare lien(s), Medicaid

lien(s), and any and all other lien(s) applicable to this case.

15. It is understood and agreed.that if thé: élient(s) are Medicare eligible, or become Medicare
eligible, during the pendency of the lawsuit, the Medicare Recovery Act may require the Client(s) fo set up
qualified accounts known as a Medicare Set Aside (MSA) accounts to satisfy future medical expenses

which would otherwise be paid by Medicare.

_ 16. It is understood and agreed that the Firm has advised the client(s) that failure to comply
with all applicable Federal and State laws and Statutes pertaining to applicable liens, including Medicare
and Medicaid liens, could result in substantial penalties, including payment of past due liens with interest
and costs, as well as a potential forfeiture of future Medicare and/or Medicaid benefits,

By signature fo this Contract, agreement is acknowledged by the Client{s} to all of its provisions
and receipt of a copy of this Contract is acknowledged by the Client(s).

ey ¢
(W7

ROUN & DANZIG, P.C.

Mon o 726/ 12~

"Dated

Dated

Dated

Approved by Geoffrey N. Fieger: ' -
: Dated

Rev. Mar 2011
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CONTRACT FOR LEGAL REPRESENTATION

IT I$ HEREBY AGREED, by and between 7%’/ // o /54//

I {"Client(s)"} and FIEGER,
FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG P.C. (the "Fion") as follows:

1. The Firm is yetained by the Client(s) for legal representation in connection with a clairn for
SisT Cort  Boon g FTETTD  Cofan A lppnce /6'733«.4__‘_(_:?
Sy aood oW e Loroey _Bosmicles on _Lopal
depocrtece wlf ,me@m:f[,é e @ pcteaton’ = 203

2. The Firm agrees to represent the Client(s) in said matter, This Refainer does not include any
Appeals that may be necessary. If an Appeal is necessary then the Client must refain the Firm on a
separate basis and/or pay Quantum Meruit for the legal services performed on Appeal.

3. Asalegal fee for this representation, the Firm shall receive an amount equal to one-third (1/3)
of the net.of any recovery, The net of any recovery, as defined by the Michigan Supreme Court, is equal
to the total amount of any sum recovered, including the costs taxed and any interest included, whether by
settlement or judgment ot otherwise, less all disbursements properly chargeable to the enforcement of the
claim or prosecution of the action.

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 2015 JUN 30 PM 04:24

4, Apart from the {ees to which reference is made in Paragraph 3 herein, it is agreed that the
Client(s) is uitimately responsible for payment of the necessary disbursements for enforcement of the
claim or prasecution of an action as these disbursements are incurred by the Finm. These disbursements
may include, but are not limited to, court filing fees, subpoena fees, fees for private investigators,
accountants, or other professionals, expert witnesses, court reporter teanseripts, telephone charges, travel
expenses for attorneys or investigators, copying charges and any other disbursements which the Firm
deerns tiecessary for the proper pursuit of the ¢asé.  Itis also agreed that, to the extent such disburserments
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are made by the Firm on behalf of the client(s), the client(s) will be responsible for interest on such
disbursements at the rate of 7% per arnum from the proceeds of any monies secured on a client's behalf by

the Firm.

s, In the event there is no recovery, the Client(s) shall pay no legal fee. However, the
Client(s) may be responsible for paying the disbursements referred to in Paragraph 4 to the extent required
by Michigan law.

6. The Firm is hereby specifically authorized and empowered by the Client(s) to endeorse the
name of the Client(s) to any checks, drafis, money orders, or other negotiable instruments which are
received by the Fimm on behalf of the Client(s) for the purpose of negotiating the same so that the proceeds
may be placed in & frust account and disbursed in accordance with this Contracl.

* 7. Itis acknowledged by the Clicni(s) that the Firm has advised the Client(s) that attorneys
may be employed under other fee arangements than that indicated in this Contract for Legal
Representation, such other arrangements including those involving fees computed on 2 rate per hour, or
flat fees or per diem fees. The Client(s) specifically acknowledges that by agreeing to the contingency
fee, the Firm may receive fees: which are greater than would be the case if one of the other fee
arrengements indicated in this paragraph were used. However, the Client(s) have determined that such a
factor is acceptable to the Clierit(s) because the Client(s) understand that there is a risk that the Firm may
receive no fees under the contingency fee arrangement or may receive less than if one of the other fee
arrangements were used and because use of the contingency fee amangement does not require that the
Client(s) pay fees to the Firm in advance of services, at the time services are rendered, or prior to any
recovery. Therefore, it is the affirmative election of the Client(s) to retain the Firm on the basis of a
conlingency fee arrangement because it is the belief of the Client(s) that it is in the best interest of the

Client(s) to do so.

8. It is understood by the Clieni(s) that the Firm makes no promises or guarantees as 1o the
outcome of the case or any aspect thereof. It is agreed by the Client(s) that the Firm may take whatever
action the Firm, in its professional judgment, deems appropriate for the proper prosecution of this matter,

2. Itisunderstood by'the Client(s) that the Firm makes no promises or guardntees as o the tax
consequences of any recovery in this case; further, it is understood that where a Litigant's recovery

constitutes income, the Litigant’s income may include the portion of the recovery paid to the Firm as a
_ Contingent Fee. .

*10. It is understood by the Client(s) that this Contract refers only to the matier to which
reference is made in Paragraph 1 and does not cover any other matter. If representation is required with
respect to a matter other than that to which reference is made in Paragraph 1, a new and separate contract
will be required. If a probate proceeding is required in connection with any matter referred to in
Paragraph 1, said probate proceeding is cousidered to be a separate matfer for which an additional fee witl
be applicable at the time of recovery,

{i.  Inthe event the Firm is discharged by the Client(s) without cause or in the event that the
Firm terminates its services due to some occurrenice which is not the fanlt of the Firm's, the contingency
fee portion of this agreement will be held for naught and that the Firm will be entitled to a fee based on
quantum imervit, It is specifically agreed by the Client(s) that the Firm shall have a lien against any sum

recovered to the extent of said costs or expenses-as indicated in Paragraph 4 herein which are incurred by’
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the Firm, and that said lien is to be granted a preference, to the extent permitted by law, over any other

" Kens or obligations which may be satisfied from said recovery. Inthe event the Firm is discharged by the.

Client(s), the client shall be atlowed access to their file maintained in the office of FIEGER, FIEGER,
KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C.  Upon payment of costs incurred to date plus reasonable copying
charges, the Clieni(s) shall be entitled to a copy of their file. :

12..  In the event the Firm of FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C.
decides that this matter should be referred to outside counsel ar another taw firm, the plaintiff understands
that the Firm of FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY, GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. shall be entitled to a portion
of any attorney fee that may be eventually received in this matter and consent to sarme.

13.  Inaddition, it is specifically agreed to by the client(s) that FIEGER, FIEGER, KENNEY,
GIROUX & DANZIG, P.C. shall have a lien against any sum covered to the extent of said costs, expenses
and/or feés us indicatéd in paragraphs 4 and 11 heréin, Which are incumred by the Firm, and that suéh lien i%

to be granted a preference to the extent permitted by law, over any other liens or obligations which may be

satisfied from said recovery.

ACKNOWiEDGEMENT OF DISCLOSIIRE REGARDING CLIENT LIEN OBLIGATIONS

i4 It is understood and agreed that the Firm has advised that the Client(s) shall be responsible
to satisfy any and all liens from the Client(s) net share of the settlement proceeds, including, but not
necessarily Hmited to, insurance len(s), Workers Compensation lien(s), Medicare lien(s), Medicaid
lien(s), and any and all other lien(s) applicable to this case.

15, Ttis understood and agreed.that if the Client(s) are Medicare eligible, or become Medicare
eligible, during the pendency of the lawsuit, the Medicare Recovery Act may require the Client(s) to set up
qualified accounts known as a Medicare Set Aside (MSA) accounts to satisfy fiture medical expenses
which would otherwise be paid by Medicare,

16. It is.understood and agreed that the Firm has advised the client(s) that failure to cémply

* with all applicable Federal and State laws and Siatutes perfaining to applicable liens, including Medicare

and Medicaid liens, could result in substaniial penalties, including payment of past due liens with interest
and ¢osts, as well as a potental forfeiture of future Medicare and/or Medicaid benefits,

By signature to this Coniract, agreement is acknowledged by the Client(s) to all of its provisions

and receipt of a copy of this Contractis-agknowledged by the Client(s).

FIEGER, RIEGER, KE & DANZIG, P.C.
By:g'/ Dl ags G601
(/ W - Dated

Dated

Dated

Approved by Geoffrey N, Fieger:
- Dated

Rev, Mar 2011
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c-mail; info@fiegerlaw.com

CARGLOS M, WETneMoRs
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Jarres S, Orais
MARTIN D SEAFIERD
TORRY A, Dasves
Appeliate Depormmept
Huanaer A, QLiser

Sisra & PaTmz,
Ml ANG CO BAR

MATDAEW D, ELAKULAIC

Aupust 2, 2012

Mr, Jeffrey S. Sherbow

Of Counsel
Altorney at Law BARRY FAYNIE
24446 Orchard Lake Road Anoz Buax

Sylvan Lake, Michigan 48320

Re:  Mervie Rice v ODOT : '
Qur File No, 12847

Dear Mr. Sherbow:

Kindly be adviged that we accepted the above-caplioned maiter on referral from you and
your office, and are hereby acknowledging your one-third (1/3) referral fee in this matter,
Separate letters acknowledging your refenal fee o all other cases will be forthcoming as soon as
those files are opened.  Resi assured you are entitied o a referral fee on al] four cases that we
will be handling, and ! will send you separate letiers to that effect for each case as they are
opened,

Should you have any questions ot coneemns, please feel fiee to contact me,

Very lruly yours,

Fieger, Fieger, K & Danzig, P.C.

JAD/]
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Jeffrey §. Sherbow, Esg.
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Foaipanr A, GLazsr

Simra & PATEL.
Hl AND GO BAR

DAAIEW D, BLANyLAN

. ' Clonnsel
Sherbow & Associates, PLC O/ Connse

11 AM
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Banny PAYNE |

2446 Orchard Lake Road FAOK BEAM
Sylvan Lake, MI 48320

Re:  Esiate of Charles Rice v, Complete General Constraction, ef al
Our File No. 12868

Dorothy Dixon v. Complete General Constryction, gz‘ wl
Our File No. 12869

Phiftip Hill v, Complete General Construction, el al
Our File No. 12887

Dear Mz, Sherbow:

Kinely be advised that we have accepied the above-captioned matters on referal from
you and your oifice and are hereby acknow[edgmg your one-third referrai fee in these matters. A

separate letter acknowlcdgmg the referral fee on the Meme’Rlcé miatter has prevmusly been sent
{o you under separate cover.

At this time, I have obtained censeﬁt and waiver from both Mervie Rice as well as Phillip
Hill. 1 am awaiting the signature of Deon Rice on the Consent and Waiver for the claims on
behalf of the Estate of Charles Rice as well as the Estate of Dorothy Dixon. As soon as 1 obtain

Deon’s acknowledpment on the waiver and consents, I will be all cleared to represent all parties
in this matter.

At this time, I have spolen to counsel for the driver of Vehicle No. 1 that went through
flre bamicade. Ttis his intent to join forces with us in our claim against the general confractor
responsible for the construction site activities. It will be the lestimony of his client that there was
an opening in the barrels that allowed his client to drive through the barricades into this restricted
aren, thereby causing the subject accident. Let’s hope that testimony $tﬁnds_pp.
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Fimanxr, Fieemxz, Kannoy & Girousx
Page Twa

Should you have

. any questions or cone
not hesitate to contact m neems wha

{soever re i a
& &1 your convenience, garding these matters, please do

"'_31'5’ troly yours,
leper i

enney, Giroux & Danzig, P.C.

JAD/g)
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BiRGER, FIEGER,
KeNNEY, GIROUX, DANZIG & HARRINGTON

A PROFPESSIONAL CORPORATION

HaaNaRkD J, BIEGER avas-Inam ATTORNEYS AND COUNSELORS AT LAW STNCE 10650

HELeN K. JoyN s
Ml ARD MY BAR

19290 Wesr Ty Mma RoAn Lnug g WSS
GROTFREY NeLs I'EGEER y Hi ANG FL BAR
Ml FL AND AZ BAR SoUTHTIELD, MYGHIGAN 48075-2463 Mircmans, T\ BAmmos
TERBMIAR JOSEFHE KryNnRy TELEFHEQONE (248) 355-56844 B, TASON BLARK TN B3e
M1 AND OH BAR LYAC-2OOG FAY {248] 855-5146 CAROLINE M., WenmrestoR:
Boosre M. Grroovx WEBSITE: www.fegerlow.cam TaMES 3. CRAIG

FEFFREY A, DANZIG
JARES J, ELARRINGTON, IV

TERRY A DAOTEs
KeNyrTe Q. LEmwrrwoop
Taga A, CORBRLLY

BArew H. CLary:
] AND GA BAH

c-mail: info@fiegerinw.cont

J ANUARY 2, 2014 Rosprr N, HESTON
MICHASLENS B, Sowrnwswy
JEFFREY 8. SHERBOW, ESQ. gy
2446 ORCHARD LAKE RD, Sna G. PAmsr,
¥§t SYLVAN LAKE, M1 48320 VA B K st tnn
Qf Cannsel
- TOM INTILY, ESQ. Dany Davs
- INTILI & GROVES, LPA -

130 W. SECOND ST., STE. 310
DAYTON, OH 45402

RE: LINDEN/RICE V COMPLETE GENERAL CONSTRUCTION, INC.,
OUR FILE #'S 12869, 12887, 12868, 12847

GENTLEMEN:

I just thought that given the new year, I would memorialize our mutual understanding of
the fee relationship among us. Following owr discussion in November 0f 2013, we agreed to a
split of the attorney faes generated, as follows:

Fieger Law Firm — 60% of net fees generated:
Intili & Groves —-20% of net fees gencrated;
Sherbow referral — 20% of net fees generated,

Geoff Fieger approved on 11/11/13 and as such, I am formally notifying you botl of our
muiual understanding and agreement. Facilitative Mediation is fast approaching on 1/17/14 in
Columbus, OH, at which time I am hoping that we can resolve all claims.

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 2015 AUG 05 AM 08:00

Thank you for your attention and continued assistance and cooperation.

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 6/23/2017 11

G

SR

Wd 2ZT'TT:€ 6T02/€2/L DS A9 AaAIF03Y

Wd GE:2T'T 8TOZ/TE/T YOO W Ag AIAITD3Y




RECEIVED by MSC 7/23/2019 3:11:12 PM RECEIVED by MCOA 1/31/2018 1:17:35 PM

APPENDIX O



11 AM

"
=

Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 6/23/2017 11

L.AW OFFICES OF JEFFREY S. SHERBOW, P.C.

Attorneys and Counselors af Law

2446 Orchard Lake Road
Sylvan Lake, Michigan 48320
248/481-9362 TFux 248/481-9406

www.sherbowluw.com

Jeffrey S, Shecbow Law Offices of Matthew S, Wood, PLLC
jeff@Sherbowlov.com msw @Sherbowlaw.com

Februaty 20, 2015

Geoffrey N. Fieger, Esquire

Fieger Fieger Kenney Giroux & Harvington PC
19390 W 10 Mile Rd

Southfield, M1 48075

Nd ZT:TT:E 6T02/c2/. OSIN A9 AIAIFOTY

Tom Intili, Esquire

130 West Second Street
Suite 310

Dayton, Ohio 45402

RE: Linden/Rice v Complete General Construction, Inc.
Your File Nos, [2869, 12887, 12868, 12847

Dear Gentlemen:

As you are aware, when this very tragic accident first occurred in 2012, T was instrumental in
referring these matters to Mr, Fieger's office. As a result, there was a series of cotrespondence
confirming and memorializing the expectation of a referral fee as well as a division of the net fee
being generated.

Itis iy understanding that you gentiemen were fabulously successful on the liability phase and you
look forward 1o the upcoming darnage phase at the trial court.

If I can be of any assistance with the family or in dealing with them, it would be my pleasure to do
50.

T wonld appreciate a status update and indication of your expectations at this time.

Thanking you in advance. remain...

Very truly yours,

Jeffrey S. Sherbow

J8Sklo
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TFroder, fIaER, Kervmy & HaskiNerow
A ?3!‘)?1’5&8!!‘5&51" VRRPHITININ

ANTOWRNETE AND COUNSELORE AT LAy SONds 150
10380 Wrsr Ty Jans Roabh

ERAAANE X RIS R S5 0e R naW . Hermy B Joymek

Mi AN Y BAS BOGFREFIZLYD, MIRIGAN 480735-248% Conrms N6 WRITERNOTT:
iFRoFFaRy Wars Preasnr T B noiEs 218 F8-a88E Jaxrs 5. Oals

BL FL AN AT BAR Tk 1848 3555148 TRBEY A, Daves
SRR TOSTPI WeNsee 3EXTOE AL NE B S v

XAy et gt 5 3
F43 AND e BAR 29adRobd TWRBSITE ww“:.fmgcr,aw-@m GARY N, ey, IR.
FaBE F AR OTON, XY e-mail: info@ticgardaw.com CHRYSTLAN B COLLGY

11 AM
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Tawvisn AL Dwonemay
AEAIT N, WAINR
OaERen T Perarsoa
FETVONE B WILEEAMes
Bwvaw W Pataas
Bruminon L, ADBLSN
Appefianr Bapormient
Muareli 34, 2018 Sfi‘:*t @, Pﬁ:—'wf»
M ALD QO BAR
Usrpaerw D Brasurag
letfiey Sherbow | Of Canwet

2444 Qrchard Lake Road Baswy Farss
. 3 . Fagt Bear
Svlvan Lake, MI 48320 Leow T Wetwe

bt

LAY Fo TURUSH CUBODH08:

Dear My, Sherbow:
A, very roubling problow bas arisen with the cases I have been handling n Daytor, Ohio,

T was eriginal v informed by Mr. Danzig that you seforred the casse o us. 1 have sow
wonfimed thas vou did not, and Sat any represenutions to the COTUYaTY are LAFLE,

Indeed, miy office was InitiaHy directly comacted by Ms, Rice within 4 days ofthe
aceident, You obvivosly didn™ raler hor cave, she dovse™ even know you. Neithar does My
HilL vor M. Dixon. Indzed, sven Dion Rice told yon at lds father's Toneral that he bad eonsacied
oy offices.

What prompled you and My, Danzig 1o think that you could elaim a reforral fee? |
TEmai,

Ver gy veuwrs, ,
,:»'.f.f"'d
A

jy

a5

o . i
/@e‘f}}j}ey Fieger
& é-,‘:')

UNFivile
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Freamr, Timerr, Renwnr & HARRINGTON

A FROPISSIONLE: SOBOIORATION

SEFDRMENG AND QOUNSRLORS AT LAY SENOE 318450

BERRALRY T, SPITCHOIT GeNeIngs i “TBEQ‘ Tmﬁ MILE Roan . Feram 1, Jovi

o AR 6 220 BOUTHFIRLD, MICHIGAN 420750455 Gt ¥ Wiemag
?ﬁgig?:i\gm Friwng TRLEPEON (248! 8505555 Fanas 8. Uravy e
- Hax 124385 365148 TRANx &~ DawiEs
DERSMIIAY FOSETIT B vey .

W a2 O o Friiged TEBAINR: Worw, Hegeritw.couy f‘“"“‘%ﬁ“*ﬂ ¥. Sovrnysmy
Tasiny T ananiiert 1Y e-mail info@Fegediow.com A B Wy, Ja

11 AM
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ehigEify

LS

R3

Cernesrcs B, Uonrs
Bayan A, Dworswagm.
Arrin N, asos
Oa2OUTEGI £, PHIATIA
AlmoND BN zsve
EvAN N, Baresa
Brmrioek B, Anutsar
Appeliare Bepartnent
Srsty & Basrpr
wm AT B0
Mg T HL AU A
Sf Cetenpent

Aol 1 . BARRY Favan
e} 13, 2045 Fauz Biasg

. R Leex ¥, Weiss
Jeffrey §. Sherbow, Bsquire P

i.aw Offices of JefTary S, Sherhow, R.C. Ry F RIS atnnisnn
2446 Orchard Lake Road
Svivan Lake, #Hohigrn 48320

Re: Estute of Charles Rice .-
Frear M S‘hz:rbm;::

Soveral weeks ago, I wrote (o yon aaking that vou contact me 1 sxploin how you made an
sppavent “cleim” that you bad referred the fonr *Rice™ cases to my offize.  You never cortacted
i,

Insteatl, today [ lrasmed that you had improperly filed a false “ilen™ with the Obie court, 1
have boen informed that yoar actions may be conirazy 1o the Reles of Professtonal Responsibility
fn Glsto, They wmay dlss be contrury to the Rules is Michipan, and ofier pertinent siafutey, ’

1 pogsess overwhielming evidence that you never “referred” any of the Rice cases 1o our
offices. nfaer, the coly “clent™ you ever met was Dipn Rice, however, ks s rot g pesty, and he
comtacied o offfees befire vou mel i st his Bther's funeral,

You have never heen admitted pro hae vice In the Ohio case. Yo have never been an
antemey of record in the cdse. Your iproper fiiog consiitites an improper atienyt fo fnferfare
wifls the sritferment. - :

In sho, you have uo clhim aguinst any of the procesds of s case. You may think you
have a vontryel csim ageinst my fion, however, if you go down thatrond it witl be extremel
perifons for you,
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Firger, Fiegar, Kennee & Bivroveron

Page Two

i you de pot take immediste steps 6 withdraw vaur false, seandalous and impmpér
pleading in the Ohio vaurt, bath myself, M, Intil, and nty shends wil! take further acton ageinst
you. .

Sincorely

firoy Fleger

GNEAK

rEsSRELRERINe Ralawh Gay e RerB0 S NG Fivi §4:24
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LAW OQFFICES OF JEFFREY 8. SHERBOW, P.C,

Artorneys ond Counselors at Law
2446 Orchrard Lake Roud
Sylvan Lake, Michigan 48335
2ARMRIAMNT  Fay 238M81-0405

winwsierbowlaw.com
Juffrey S, Shesbow Laew Qitiees of Mathew B, Wing, PLLEO
Jefi@Sherhowhan ot ) suswiShorhowlawsohn
April 17, 2015

Geoflrey N. Fleger, Bsgeire

Fieper Fieger Kenney & Husrington PC
19350 W 10 MileRd

Sowmifichd, M{ 48075

RE: Esiateof Chacles Rice
Drear Mir. Fiepen:

I did in fact receive your comrespondence whicl: was dated March 31, 2013 as wall as your
correspondence dated April 13, 20185,

] also had received correspondence from your firm rogunding this matter on Augnst 2, 2612 ag well
as fenwary 2, 2014, tdid roach out to you back on Febrasry 20, 2013, aad did not have a resprnss
{fram your office,

In order to reftesh your memory, Latinch the correspondence from August 2, 2012, Janvacy 2, 2014,
s well as may letter of Febroary 13, 2013,

Lalso do acknowledge that 1 filed the attormey Hen in Ohle, althongh ! have centalnly bave noteoughe
to practice in Ohio, $o T question the need 1o proceeid Pro Hae Viee

In any event, | would fake fssue with your references thet I have noclaim to the fees in this taster
parsuant-to the commespondencs from vour partier a3 refirenced,

Twould not thisk that you would impune the integrity of your partaer, Jeflrey Danzig as hiy integrity
is ahove repraach. { infthated bringing Dion Rice to Jeﬁ%ey Danzig. Ihad & relationship with ﬂs;
Decedent Charles Rice thad pre-dated his death by ot least iwo veurs,

In any event. L have reached vt 1o you. | ondesstand that Mr, Danzig had reached aut to you this
past week and discussed tiose mafters With you. 1 alse would fike t do so mnd i appropriste have
My, Denyly, yourseifand Lmeet al & mutually conveniont ime, { donofselisha dhpt.ic and would -
rather git dowe as professionals and discuss thig ‘*’Ji?lttu‘
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Apyil 17, 2015

1 would also includs and reference Michigan Rules of Pm&ssia;aat{tonénci, Rule 1.15 palt
Keeping Propenties, specifically “C* whioli is quoted s folfows..{ ¢}, =d Safe

i"’s‘fhen two orore persons {3ne of whors insy he the lavwyer) clzim
interest in the property, i shall be kepl separate by the Jawyer wmi
the dispate is tesolved. The lawyer shall pomptly distrituge ail
pottions of the properiy as to which the intefests are ot in dispute”

As a reguit of ray attomey Hon, it certainly would net affest the balancs of the distributs
N - A stribur
cliznts gor for that matter to My, Ingff, : t 1ot o tha

in eny cvaﬁt, I vertainly would Iike the opportanity to disouss this matier with v
converdence. My oell phone is (248) $80-0022, 0w at your

Pook forward to hearing fram vou. 1 remain...

Very tly yours,

Jef¥tey S, Sherbow

IS8k
ehelosure
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March 31, 2015

Dear Mr. Fieger:

ot i+ s

This is to confirm that I retained your office directly, Inever retained an attomey who

goes by the name of Jeffrey Sherbow. 1have no relation whatsoever with M. Sherbow, and he
did not refer my case to you.

B e U

£
Dion Rice
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March 31, 2015

Dear Mr. Fieger:

This is to confirm that ] retained your office directly, I never retained an sttorney who
goes by the name of Jeffrey Sherbow. I have no relation whatsoever with Mz, Sherbow, and he

did not refer my case fo you.

Sincerely,

Mervic Rice mm/ /ﬁ c’fa)
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March 31, 2015
This is to confirm that T reteined your office dircetly. 1 never retained an attorney who
goes by the name of Jeffrey Shexbow. I have no relation whatsoever with M. Sherbow, and ke

Dear Mr. Fieger:

A ikt o TP
e
e s

did not refer my case to you,

~ RECEIVED by MCOA 1/31/2018 1:17:35 PM
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Sincerely,

EXHIBIT 2

T

e e e e+

00-80 NV LI ©NV S10Z 381D Ajunod puepiep Bulli4 4oy peasosy

NV LLILL 2102/82/9 9D funos puepe) Buijlg 10y paalooay



RECEIVED by MSC 7/23/2019 3:11:12 PM RECEIVED by MCOA 1/31/2018 1:17:35 PM

APPENDIX T



Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 2015 JUN 30 PM 04:24

AFFIDAVIT OF DORQTHY BIXON

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
COUNTY OF OAKLAND ;SS"

DOROTHY DIXON, first having been duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I was a passenger in the automobile which Charles Rice was driving in
Montgomery County, Ohio, on July 13, 2012, when he was killed due to the negligence of
Complete General Construction.

2. T suffered injuries in that same incident due to Complete General
Construction’s negligence.

3. I retained Geoffrey Fieger’s law firm to represent me in connection with the
injuries which I suffered in the incident.

4, At the time I decided to retain Mr. Fieger’s firm, I had never heard of J effrey
Sherbow, I had never met Jeffrey Sherbow, and T was not guided by Mr. Sherbow to Mr.
Fieger’s law firm.

5. No one ever discussed with me at any time any division of legal fees between
Sherbow and the Fieger firm and I was unaware that Jeffrey Sherbow was alleging that he
was to receive any fees from my case.

6. Had I'been aware that Sherbow was to receive any fees from my case, I would

have objected because, to the best of my knowledge, Sherbow did absolutely nothing to

Pagelof 2
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represent me in my case in Ohio, to perform any legal services in connection with that case,
to bring about the settlement of that case, or to do anything which was beneficial to me in
connection with that case.

7. Ifcalled as a witness, I am competent to testify to the foregoing facts.

DOROTHY DIROR ~/

Sworn to before me this
Hto day of June, 20135,

Vicao Yt

VANT<SA WADDAD
CgpTARy - . STATE OF (BUHIGAR
E S ont - wAROMB

Com.s- g r e ~anewary 20, 20

. @E’ ing A tie vau o Oﬂmw_&_‘:‘

Page2 of 2
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ATFIDAVIT OF DION RICE

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
Jss.:
COUNTY OF QAKLAND )

DION RICE, first having been duly sworn, deposes and says:

I T am the son of Charles Rice, who was driving an automobile in Montgomery
County, Ohio, on July 13, 2012, when he was killed due to the negligence of Complete
General Construction.

2. 1 retained Geoffrey Fieger’s law firm to represent the Estate of my deceased
father.

3. I'was at my father’s funeral, grieving over his death, when I effiey Sherthow
first became known to me.

4, Atthe time that Mr. Sherbow came to the funeral, I atready had made contact
with Mr. Fieger’s firm.

3. Prior to contacting the Fieger firm, ] had never heard of Jeffrey Sherbow, T had
never met Jeffrey Sherbow, and I was not guided by Mr. Sherbow to M. Fieger’s law firm
because | already had comtacted the Fieger firm prior to Mr. Sherbow’s first meeting me

when he came to my father’s funeral.

Page 1 of 2
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6. No one ever discussed any division of legal fees with me before [ signed the
retainer agreement with Mr. Fieger’s firm on July 26, 2012, or at any other time and T was
unaware that Jeffrey Sherbow was alleging that he was to receive any fees from my case.

7. Had anyone asked me if I objected to Mr, Sherbow’s receiving any fees from
the case involving my father”s death, I would havé objected because, to the best of my
knowledge, Sherbow had no role at all in the pursuit of that case, did not perform any legal
services in connection with that caze, did not do anything which was beneﬁcial.to the Estate
of Charles Rice in connection with that case, nor did he direct me to the Fieger firm, as I
already had contacted that firm prior to Mr. Sherbow’s intrusion at the funeral.

8. If called as a witness, I am competent fo testify to the foregoing facts.

dz

DION RICE

Sworn to before me this
/6 day of June, 2015,

CANESSR UABORD
YANES
|’ ROTARY PUS. . enm%%mmm
GOUNTY o <™ .
Comavssion Expires Fevryay 20 2018
gﬂ,hwmoﬁ_aﬁiam\rp
- Y

Page 2 of 2
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AFFIDAVIT OF MERVIE RICE

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
Jss.

COUNTY OF OAKLAND )

MERVIE RICE, first having been duly sworn, deposes and says:

L. I was a passenger in the automobile which Charles Rice was driving in
Montgomery County, Ohio, on July 13, 2012, when he was killed due to the negligence of
Complete General Construction.

2. I suffered injuries in that same incident due to Complete General
Construction’s negligence.

3. 1 retained Geoffrey Fieger's law firm to represent me in connection with the
injuries which I suffered in the incident.

4, At the time I decided to retain Mr. Fieger's firm, [ had never heard of Jeffrey
Sherbow, I had never met Jeffrey Sherbow, and I was not guided by Mr. Sherbow to M.,
Fieger’s law fim,

3. No one ever discussed any division of legal fees with me before 1 signed the
retainer agreement with Mr. Fieger’s firm on July 26, 2012, or at any other time and I was
unaware that Jeffrey Sherbow was alleging that he was to receive any fees from my case,

6. Had I been aware that Sherbow was to receive any fees from my case, I would

have objected because, to the best of my knowledge, Sherbow did absolutely nothing to

Page l of 2
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represent me in my case in Ohio, to perform any legal services in connection with that case,
to bring about the setilement of that case, or to do anything which was beneficial to me in
connection with that case.

7. Ifcalled as a witness, [ am competent to testify to the foregoing facts,

MERVIE RICE

Sworn to before me this
30 dgy of June, 2015.

i

i acik =
T -VANESBA HAODAD
i BLIC - STATE OF MICHIGAN
. wmv% F RACOMD
My Coonipslon Explres Febroary 20, 2019
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AFFIDAVIT OF PHILIP HILL

STATE OF MICHIGAN )
‘COUNTY OF OAKLAND %SS':

PHILIP HILL, first having been duly sworn, deposes and says:

1. I was a passenger in the automobile which Charles Rice was driving in
Montgomery County, Ohio, on July 13, 2012, when he was killed due to the negligence of
Compilete General Construction.

2. I suffered injuries in that same incident due to Complete General
ConStruction’s negligence,

3. I vetained Geoffrey Fieger’s law firm fo represent me in connection with the
infuries which I suffered in the incident.

4, At the time I decided to retain Mr. Fieger’s firm, I bad never heard of Jeffrey
Sherbow, I had never met Jeffrey Sherbow, and I was not guided by Mr. Sherbow to Mr.
Fieger’s law firm.

5. No one ever discussed any division of legal fees with me before I signed the
retainer agreement with Mr. Fieger's firm on July 26, 2012, or at any other time and [ was
unaware that Jeffrey Sherbow was alleging that he was to receive any fees from my case.

6. Had I been aware that Sherbow was to receive any fees from my case, I would

have objected because, to the best of my knowledge, Sherbow did absolutely nothing to
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represent me in my case in Ohio, to perform any legal services in connection with that case,
to bring about the settlement of that case, or to do anything which was beneficial to me in
connection with that case,

7. If called as a witness, I am competent to testify to the foregoing'facm.

PHILIP HiL

INd 2T:TT:E 6T02/S2/. DS Aq aaA 13D

Sworn to before me this
jo day of June, 2015.

MW,M
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gm OF MICHIGAN
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND
BUSINESS COURT

LAW OFFICES OF JEFFREY SHERBOW, PC,
Plaintiff,

v. ' Case No. 15-147488-CB
Hon. James M., Alexander

FIEGER & FIEGER, PC,
Defendant,

OPINION AND ORDER RE: SUMMARY DISPOSITION

This matter is before the Conrt on cross motions for summary disposition. This is a referral-
fee dispute. According to the Complaint, Plaintiff referred Defendant clients involved in multiple
personal-injury and wrongful-death lawsuits related to an automobile accident in Ohio. In return for
the referral, Plaintiff claims that it was promised a percentage of Defendant’s attorney fee award.

In its motion, Plaintiff seeks a ruling that it has established that a prima facie enforceable
contract exists, and the only remaining issue is whether the clients were advised of the fee-sharing
agreement. Defendant, on the other hand, seeks dismissal of Plaintiff’s Complaint.

Both parties move for summary under MCR 2.116(C){10), which tests the factual support for
Plaintiff’s claims. Maiden v Rozwood, 461 Mich 109, 120; 597 NW2d 8§17 (1999).1

Although the parties agree on little, the following appears to be undisputed. In July 2012, a

1 Under (C)(10), “In presenting a motion for summary disposition, the moving party has the initial burden of
supporting its position by affidavits, depositions, admissions, or other documentary evidence. The burden then shifts
to the opposing party to establish that a genuine issue of disputed fact exists.” Quinto v Cross & Peters Co, 451 Mich
358, 362: 547 NW2d 314 (1996), citing Neubacher v Globe Furniture Rentals, 205 Mich App 418, 420; 522 NW2d
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vehicle driven by Charles Rice was involved in an accident on I-75 in Ohio. The accident killed Mr.
Rice and seriously injured his three passengers, Mervie Rice, Philip Hill, and Dorthy Dixon. Plaintiff
represented Mr. Rice or his business on several matters prior to his death.

At the time, Jeffrey Danzig was an attorney at Defendant’s office. On July 26, 2012, a
meeting was held at Defendant’s office. The following people were present for the meeting —
Plaintiff, Dion Rice (on behalf of Mr. Rice’s estate), Mervie Rice, her daughter Nya Keller, attorney
Jody Lipton, and Mr. Danzig.

Following this meeting and within two months of the accident, Dion Rice (on behalf of Mr.
Rice’s estate), Ms. Rice, Mr. Hill, and Ms. Dixon all signed retainer agreements with Defendant to
pursue claims relating to the same.

On August 2, 2012, Mr. Danzig wrote Plaintiff a leiter on Defendant letterhead
acknowledging Plaintiff’s entitlement to a one-thizd referral fee on the Mervie Rice case. Two
weeks later, on August 15, 2012, Mr. Danzig wrote another letter on Defendant letterhead
confirming the same referral fee for the other three clients (estate of Charles Rice, Ms. Dixon, and
Mr. Hill).

Because the underlying lawsuits were to be broughtin Ohio, local counsel was needed. This
allegedly resulted in a split of fees as follows — 60% net to Defendant, 20% net to Ohio counsel, and
20% to Plaintiff. This split was acknowledged in a final Danzig letter on Defendant Ietterhead dated
January 2,2014, This letter was addressed to both Plaintiff and Ohio counsel. After acknowledging
the attorney fee split, the letter provided that “Geoff Fieger approved on 11/11/13 and as such, Iam

formally notifying you both of our mutual understanding and agreement.”

335 (1994).
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The parties don’t agree on much else. And, although the parties don’t dispute thal Danzig
sent the three letters, Defendant disputes that he had the authority to do so. And the parties dispute
whether each client was advised on the fee-sharing agreement and did not object — as required under
MRPC 1.5(e).

In its motion, Plaintiff seeks a ruling that Danzig had apparent authority to bind Defendant,
which resulted in an enforceable contract as outlined in the letters.® Plaintiff argues that the burden
then shifts to Defendant to establish tﬁe affirmative defense of illegality of contract — based on a
violation of the Michigan Rules of Professional Conduct.

Defendant, on the other hand, seeks aruling that the alleged coniract violates MRPC 1.5(e),
which renders it unenforceable. In the alternative, Defendant argues that Danzig was not authorized
to, and was specifically forbidden from, agreeing to pay any referral fee without the express approval
of Geoffrey Fieger, And Defendant seeks a ruling that Plaintiff cannot recover non-economic

damages in this breach of contract case.

1 Defendant’s cursory arguments.

The Court notes that Defendant raises two other challenges to the alleged fee-sharing
agreement. First, the same is not supported by consideration. Second, Plaintiff could not refer the
underlying clients because they were never his “clients.” But Defendant’s cursory arguments on
these issues are unconvincing.

Initially, with respect to Defendant’s “client” argument, Defendant fails to cite any authority

for the proposition that the referring attorney must have a written agreement with the client in order

2 Although only arguing apparent authority in its principal motion and brief, Plaintiff includes an actual authority
argument for the first time in its Reply Brief. Becanse this issue was not raised in its principal brief so that

3
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to refer the same to another attorney. Had our Supreme Court so wished, it could have easily

included the same in the Rules.

Next, with respect to Defendant’s consideration argument, it is well established that the -

existence of a valid contract requires an offer, acceptance, consideration, and mutnal agreement to all
of the contract’s essential terms. Kloian v Domino’s Pizza, LLC, 273 Mich App 449, 452-453; 733
NW2d 766 (20006).

Further, “[t]o have consideration there must be a bargained-for exchange.” Gen Motors Corp
v Dep’t of Treasury, Revenue Div, 466 Mich 231, 238; 644 NW2d 734 (2002). But “Courts do not
generally inquire into the sufficiency of consideration.” Id. at 239.

In this case, if Plaintiff establishes its version of events, it performed the service of bringing
the clients to Defendant, who received the benefit of representing four valuable tort cases. This is

adequate consideration, and Defendant’s motion on this issue is DENIED.

2, Apparent Authority.

The Court next turns to the alleged fee-sharing agreement. Plaintiff first argues that Mr.
Danzig had the apparent anthority to bind Defendant to the alleged agreement. The following
elements are necessary to establish apparent or ostensible agency:

(1) the person dealing with the agent must do so with belief in the agent's authority
and this belief must be a reasonable one, (2) the belief must be generated by some act
or neglect on the part of the principal sought to be charged, and (3) the person relying
on the agent's authority must not be guilty of negligence. VanStelle v Macaskill, 255
Mich App 1, 10; 662 NW2d 41 (2003); quoting Chapa v St Mary 's Hosp of Saginaw,
192 Mich App 29, 33-34; 480 NW2d 590 (1991).

Defendant had an opportunity to respond, the Court will not address the same.

4
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Long ago, our Supreme Court reasoned:

it may be stated as a general rule that whenever a person has held out another as his

agent authorized to act for him in a given capacity, or has knowingly and without

dissent permitted such other to act as his agent in that capacity, or where his habits

and course of dealing have been such as to reasonably warrant the presumption that

such other was his agent authorized to act in that capacity-whether it be in a single

transaction or in a series of transactions-his authority to such other to so act for him

in that capacity will be conclusively presumed to have been given, so far as it may be

necessary to protect the rights of third persons who have relied thereon in good faith

and in the exercise of reasonable prudence; and he will not be permitted to deny that

such other was his agent authorized to do the act he assumed to do, provided that

such act was within the real or apparent scope of the presumed authority.’ Plankinton

Packing Co v Berry, 199 Mich 212, 217, 165 NW 676 (1917).

Inherent in this analysis is a careful analysis of (among other things) evidence, course of
dealing, and reasonable belief. Defendant even appears to acknowledge that Danzig’s apparent
authority is properly a jury question, arguing that none of the cases cited by Plaintiff ruled on
apparent authority as a matter of law.

Indeed, it is well-settled that ““When there is a disputed question of agency, if there is any
testimony, either direct or inferential, tending to establish it, it becomes a question of fact....”” St
Clair Intermediate Sch Distt v Intermediate Fd Assn/Michigan Ed Ass'n, 458 Mich 540, 556-557;
581 NW2d 707 (1998); quoting Miskiewicz v Smolenski, 249 Mich 63, 70; 227 NW 789 (1929).

In this case, Plaintiff points to the following evidence tending fo establish agency: (1)
Defendant’s own letterhead names Danzig in the firm’s name; (2) Defendant assigned Danzig to the
supervise the intake department; (3) Danzig handled the underlying cases for Defendant’s firm until
his departure; and (4) Plaintiff referred other cases to Defendant through Danzig, and Defendant paid

referral fees on said cases.

Because agency is disputed and Plaintiff has presented some evidence tending to establish
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Danzig’s authority to bind Defendant, the same is properly a question of fact for the jury. As such,

Plaintiff’s motion for summary disposition on this issue is DENIED.

3. Does the fee-sharing agreement violate MRPC 1.5(e)?

If Plaintiff can establish that Danzig had authority to bind Defendant to the fee-sharing
agreement, the next issue is whether the same is unenforceable for violating MRPC 1.5(e).

Under Michigan law, an alleged contract is unethical if it violates the Michigan Rules of
Professional Conduct, and such “unethical contracts violate our public policy and therefore are
unenforceable.” Evans & Luptak, PLC v Lizza, 251 Mich App 187, 189; 650 NW2d 364 (2002).

Under MRPC 1.5(e):

A division of a fee between lawyers who are not in the same firm may be made only

v (1) the client is advised of and does not object to the participation of all the

lawyers involved; and
(2) the total fee is reasonable.

In other words, in order to be an enforceable fee-sharing agreement, the underlying client
must have been “advised of” and “not object to” the participation of both Plaintiff and Defendant.
Besides the fee being reasonable, there are no other 1'equirements.3

Plaintiff argues that Defendant carries the burden to establish the affirmative defense that the
contract is void or unenforceable as against public policy (and therefore illegal). Indeed, the Court of
Appeals in Morris & Doherty, PC v Lockwood, 259 Mich App 38, 60; 672 NW2d 884 (2003)

concluded that a referral fee contract that contradicts the Michigan Rules of Professional Conduct “is

void ab initio.” And, under MCR 2.119(¥)(3)(2) the defense that “that an instrument or transaction is

3 Defendant makes much of the allegation that Plaintiff had no prior contact with three of the four clients. But there
is no requirement for prior contact in MRPC 1.5(e).

6
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void” constitutes an affirmative defense.*

In response, Defendant argues that Plaintiff actoally carries the burden to establish that its
claim is based on a legal contract, citing Am Trust Co v Michigan Trust Co, 263 Mich 337, 339-340;
248 NW 829 (1933} for the proposition that;

A contract made in violation of a statute is void and unenforceable. When plaintiff

cannot establish its cause of action without relying upon an illegal contract, it cannot

recover. The contract was of no force, effect, or efficacy. It was invalid, null, and

void.

The general rule of law is that a confract made in violation of a statute is void, and

that, when a plaintiff cannot establish his cause of action without relying upon an

illegal contract, he cannot recover. (internal citations and quotations omitted).

But in American Trust, the burden of proof was not an issue. Based on the plain language of
the Court Rule, the Court finds that Defendant’s claim that the fee-sharing agreement is void as a

matter of public policy is an affirmative defense, on which, Defendant carries the burden.’

This ruling is consistent with other states addressing the issue as cited in Plaintiff’s Motion.®

4 Plaintiff also cites Metro Services Organization v City of Detroit, an unpublished opinion per curiam of the Couat
of Appeals, issued Febroary 1, 2011 (Docket Nos. 292052, 292588), which congluded that a defendant’s position
that a contract was void coenstitutes an affirmative defense, on which, the asserting party carries the burden,
3 The Court notes, however, that while Defendant did not plead the affirmative defense that Plaintiff”s claim is void
based on an illegal contract in his affirmative defenses, it did raise the issue in its initial motion for summary
disposition filed in lien of an Answer on June 30, 2015 as permitted under MCR 2.111(F)(2).
6 California’s District Court of Appeal considered an interesting, well-reasoned approach to the burden problem in
Eaton v Brock, 124 Cal App 2d 10, 13; 268 P2d 58 (1554):
Where the iflegality of a contract does not appear from the face of the complaint it becomes a matter of
affirmative defense that must be specially pleaded. And in such case the burden of proof is on the
defendant. (Hamilton v. Abadjian, 30 Cal.2d 49 {179 P.2d 804]; Gelb v. Benjamin, 78 Cal. App.2d 881
[178 P.2d 476]; Vagim v. Brown, 63 Cal. App.2d 504 [146 P.2d 923]; 12 Cal.Jur.2d p. 508; 17 C.J.S.
p. 1226.) Such is the case here, There is nothing on the face of the complaint, nor the contract attached
thereto, that discloses any invalidity. The trial court therefore properly required the defendant to
assume the burden of proving illegality.
See also Cantleberry vHolbrook, No. 12CA75, 2013 WL 3280023, at *4 (Ohio Ct App June 25, 2013), whichreasoned:
Appellant argues the trial court erred as a matter of law in determining appellee met his burden of
proof on the issue of illegality of contract. We agree. A defense alleging illegality of contract is an
affirmative defense. McCabe/Marra Co. v. Dover, 100 Ohio App.3d 139, 652 N.E.2d 236 (8th
Dist.1995); Arthur Young & Co. v. Kelly, 88 Ohio App.3d 343, 623 N.E.2d 1303 (10th Dist.1993).
When challenging a contract's enforceability based on illegality, one does not chaflenge the terms to
the agreement; “[i]n short, asserting that defense does not contest the existence of an offer, acceptance,

7
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Next, the parties dispute the timeframe for a client’s objection to any fee sharing. As stated,
MRPC 1.5(e) only permits a fee-sharing agreement between lawyers not in the same firm if “the
client is advised of and does not object to the participation of all the lawyers involved.”

Plaintiff claims that any such objection must have been raised before said client signed his or
her retainer agreement with Defendant.

Defendant, on the other hand, argues that “it makes the most sense to look at the client’s
agreement or objection to payment at the time of payment.”

Initially, the Court notes that there is no explicit temporal element to MRPC 1.5(e). But if the
Court were to accept Defendant’s approach, then the representing attorney could use his or her
months- or years-long relationship with the client to influence said client to object at the last moment
— thereby avoiding paying any agreed referral fee long after the referring attorney lived up to his or
her end of the bargain, This doesn’t make sense.

Rather, the Court finds that any objection must be raised by the time the referring attorney
completes his or her bargained-for exchange — bringing the client to the representing attorney. This is
complete when the client executes the retainer agreement with the representing al:torney.7

With this ruling in mind, the Cowrt now turns to the overwhelming competing evidence on
the issue of whether each client was advised of or objecting to the fee-sharing agreement.

It is worth noting that both parties appear to argue from the perspective that, if the alleged

coniract is enforceable (or unenforceable) as to one client, then itis enforceable (or unenforceable) as

consideration, and/or a material breach of the terms of the contract.” McCabe/Marra Co., 100 Ohic
App.3d at 148, 652 N.E.2d at 241, The burden of proving the contract's illegality is upon the party
seeking to avoid the obligation Charles Melbourne & Sons, Inc. v. Jesset, 110 Ohio App, 502, 503,
163 N.E.2d 773, 775 (8th Dist.1960).
7 The samne is tiue for the other requirement of MRPC 1.5(e) — that the client was “advised of” the participation of
all lawyers involved,

8

INd 2T TT:E 6T02/S2/. DS Aq aaA 13D

Wd GE:2T'T 8TOZ/TE/T YOO W Ag AIAITD3Y




Received for Filing Oakland County Clerk 2016 AUG 17 PM 02:36

to all. This is not the case. There are four underlying clients. Each client must be separately
analyzed to determine the enforceability of the purported agreement with respect to that client.

In other words, if the jury finds that Client A was advised of and did not object to the fee-
sharing agreement, then said agreement is enforceable as to Client A alone. But it does not mean
that Plaintiff is automatically entitled to the same with respect to Clients B, C, and D (should the jury
determine that they were not advised of or objected to the fee-sharing agreement).

And the reverse is also true. Should Defendant succeed on establishing that Clienis A and B
were not advised of (and/or objected to) the purported fee-sharing agreement, it does not mean that
the same is necessarﬂj,r true for Clients C and D.

In support of its position that each client was advised of and did not object to the fee-sharing
agreement, Plaintiff cites to the deposition testimony of Danzig and iis principal, Jeffrey Sherbow.
Danzig testified that, at the time each client signed his or her retainer agreement, they discussed the
referral fee and the clients had no objections. Likewise, Sherbow testified that, at the July 26, 2012
meeting, the referral fee was discussed.

Defendant, on the other hand, cites to the deposition testimony of each underlying client, who
all claim that the fee split was not discussed at the July 26 meeting.

Bach side also attacks the credibility of the other’s deponents. In other words, the parties
specifically make credibility an issue. It is well settled, however, that credibility is an issue that must
be submitted to the trier of fact. White v Taylor Distributing Company, Inc, 275 Mich App 615;739
NW2d 132 (2007). The White Court reasoned that, “courts may not resolve factual disputes or
determine credibility in ruling on a summary disposition motion” White, 275 Mich App at 625.

As a result, summary disposition is wholly inappropriate and DENIED.
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4, Non-Economic Damages

Finally, Defendant next argues that Plaintiff cannot recover for non-economic damages in a
breach of contract case, citing Kewin v Massachusetts Mutual Life Ins Co, 409 Mich 401, 419-421;
295 NW2d 50 (1980) (holding “absent allegation and proof of tortious conduct existing independent
of the breach, . . . exemplary damages may not be awarded in comniomlaw actions brought for
breach of a commercial contract); Manley v Detroit Auto Inter-Ins Exch, 425 Mich 140, 149; 388
NW2d 216, 220 (1986); and Isagholian v Transamerica Ins Corp, 208 Mich App 9, 17; 527 NW2d
13, 17 {1994) (holding “Damages for mental distress are not recoverable in a breach of contract
action absent allegation and proof of tortious conduct existing independently of the breach of
contract.”),

In response, Plaintiff argues that he sustained “a real damage” when Defendant refused to pay
the promised referral fee because. While this may be true, Plaintiff can be made whole if he
succeeds on his breach of contract claim, which measures damages based what Plaintiff was
supposed to recejve vs. what he actnally received.

But Plaintiff has entirely failed to allege any tortious conduct existing independently of the
alleged breach of contract. As a result, Defendant’s motion on this issue is GRANTED. Plaintiff

may not pursue or recover for non-economic damages in this case.

5. Summary/Conclusion
To summarize, Defendant’s motion is GRANTED, but only with respect to Plaintiff’s

inability to recover any non-economic damages.

10
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In all other respects, for all of the foregoing reasons, and viewing all evidence in the light
most favorable to the nonmovant, the Court finds that there remain numerous questions of fact in

dispute that precludes summary disposition under (C)(10). As a result, both parties” motions are

otherwise DENIED.2
ITIS SO ORDERED,
August 17, 2016 /8/ James M. Alexander
Date Hon. James M. Alexander, Circuit Court Judge

$ The Court also declines Plaintiff’s request (o mle that Defendant has violated MCR 8.121(C)(1) whn it deducted
fees from the gross (rather than net) recovery. This is not properly an issue addressed by this Court.

11
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND
BUSINESS COURT

LAW OFFICES OF JEFFREY SHERBOW P.C.,-
' Case No. 15-147488-CB

Plaintiff, Honorable James M. Alexander
-VS_

FIEGER & FIEGER, P.C., d/b/a FIEGER,
FIEGER, KENNEY & JOHNSON, P.C.,

Defendant.
/
GREGORY M. JANKS (P27696) GEOFFREY N. FIEGER (P30441)
Attorney for Plaintiff Atiorney for Defendant
2211 8. Telegraph Rd., #7927 19380 West Ten Mile Road
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48302 Southfield, Michigan 48075
(248) 877-4499 (248) 355-5555
greg@jankslaw.com g.fieger@fiegerlaw.com
JAMES G. GROSS (P28268) MARK R. BENDURE (P23490)
Attorney of Counsel for Plaintiff Co-Counsel for Defendant
615 Griswold Street, Suite 723 15450 E. Jefferson, Ste. 110
Detroit, Michigan 48226 Grosse Pointe Park, Ml 48230
(313) 963-8200 (313) 961-1525
jgross@gnsappeals.com bendurelaw@cs.com
/
Form of Verdict
1. Did Plaintiff refer one, some or all of the following personal injury cases to

Defendant?

Estate of Charles Rice Yes No

Dorothy Dixon ‘ Yes No

Mervie Rice Yes No

Philip Hill Yes No

If your answer “yes” to any, or all, of these questions, go to Question 2.

2. Was the Estate of Charles Rice, through any representative or relative, advised

as to the participation of all the lawyers involved?
Yes No
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If your answer was “yes”, then go to Question 2a. If your answer is “no’, go to question 3.

2a. Did the Estate of Charles Rice, through any representative or relative, object to
the participation of all the lawyers involved at the time it initially agreed to be represented by
Defendant on July 26, 20127

Yes No
Go to Question 3.
3. Was Mervie Rice advised as to the participation of all the lawyers involved?
Yes No

If your answer was "yes”, then go to Question 3a. If your answer is “no’, go to question 4.

3a. Did Mervie Rice object to the participation of all the lawyers involved at the time
she initially agreed to be represented by Defendant on July 26, 20127

Yes No
Go to Question 4.
4, Was Philip Hill advised as to the participation of all the lawyers involved?
Yes No

If your answer was "yes”, then go to Question 4a. If your answer is "no”, go to question 5.

4a. Did Philip Hill object to the participation of all the lawyers involved at the time he
initially agreed to be represented by Defendant on August 6, 20127

Yes No

Go to Question 5.

5. Was Dorothy Dixon, either individually or through any representative or relative,
advised as to the participation of all the lawyers involved?

Yes No

If your answer was "yes”, then go to Question 5a. If your answer is “no”, go to question 6.

5a. Did Dorothy Dixon, either individually or through any representative or relative,
object to the participation of all the lawyers involved at the time she initially agreed to be
represented by Defendant either on July 26, 2012 and/or on September 11, 20127

Yes No
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B. Did Jeffrey A. Danzig have actual or apparent authority fo enter into any contract
between Plaintiff and Defendant for the payment of referral fees? .

Yes No

7. Did Robert M. Giroux, Jr. have actual or apparent authority to enter into any
contract between Plaintiff and Defendant for the payment of referral fees?

Yes No

8. Did Jeffrey A. Danzig agree to bind Defendant to pay referral fees to Plaintiff?

Yes ‘ No

9. Did Robert M. Giroux, Jr. agree to bind Defendant to pay referral fees to Plaintiff?

Yes No

10. What is the amount of the referral fee owed to Plaintiff on each case that you find
that it referred to Defendant?

Estate of Charles Rice $
Dorothy Dixon $
Mervie Rice ' $
Philip Hill $
11. Did Plaintiff suffer consequential damages? Yes No

12. What is the amount of Plaintiff's consequential damages? $

Signed: Dated:;
Foreperson (printed and signed name)

Wd G€:2T'T 8T0Z/TE/T YOO W Aq AIAIT03Y

Wd 2T:TT'€ 6T02/€2/. OSIN Ad AIAIFO3Y




RECEIVED by MSC 7/23/2019 3:11:12 PM RECEIVED by MCOA 1/31/2018 1:17:35 PM

APPENDIX X



Received for Filing. Oakland County Clerk 2017 MAR 88 BM 08:08

STATE OF MICHIGAN
INTHE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF CABLAND:
- BUSINESS CQURT

LAW OFFICES OF JEFFREY SHERBOW, P.C.
Plaintitf,
V,

EIEGER & FIEGER, B.C., d/b/a FIEGER,
FIEGER, KENNEY & JOHNSON, P.C.

Deféndant,’

Cage No.. 1:5»,1474&?3433
Hon. James M, Alexander

i[

GREGORY M. JANKS (P27696)
Aftosney for Plaintiff

2211 8 Telegraph Rd., #7927
Bloomiteld Hills, ¥4 48302

(248) BET-4499

greg@jankslaw.com

JAMES . GROSS (P28268)
Attorney of Counsel for Plaingiff
615 Griswold Street, Suite 723
Detroif, M 48226

(313) 9638200
igress@gnsappesls.com

" GEOFFREY 1. FIHGHR (B30441)

Attomey for Befondant
19390 West Ten Mile Road
Seuthticld, MI 48075

(248) 335-5555

g fieger@fiegadaw.com

‘MARK R. BENDURE (223490}

Co-{aitngel for Defendant -
15450 B, Jefferson, Softs 110
Grosse Pointé Park, NI 48230
(313).961-1525
bendyrelaw@cs.com

Form of Verdict

1. Were any of the following clients of Jaffrey Sherbow:

(a) MervieRige

(b Diojéa on behalfof the Bstate of Charles Rice

{c) Philiy Hill

(d) Dorothy Dbxon

TF yiss to-atty: of these, goto 2, Ino, you axe done,

Yes_ o v
Yes, V/ _ No____

.
Yes No o

Yes Ho s//

2. Y yes to any pért of 1, did ?Ia%hﬁf’f refor one, some; orall of the following personal

Y
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injurvesses to Defendant?

 {d) Dorothy Dixon Yes____ No _u g

'

i

{5} Meivie Rice ; ' Yes__, ... Na v
g
{b) Dion Rive on behelf of the Bstats of Clardes Rice  Yes v No__ ..

(O PhilipHi . . Yes Mo

s

3. X yas to any pasts of T and 2, did Jeffiey Danzighave actudl of apparent anthorily tor

hind i*‘ieg_er Firni?

Date: _«"f )
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| STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND
BUSINESS COURT

LAW OFFICES OF JEFFREY SHERBOW, P.C., Hon. James M. Alexander
: : Case No.: 15-147488-CB
Plaintiff,
.-VS...

FIEGER & FIEGER, P.C., d/b/a FIEGER,
FIEGER, KENNEY & JOHNSON, P.C.,

Defendant.
/
GREGORY M. JANKS (P27696) GEOFFREY N. FIEGER (P30441)
Attorney for Plaintiff Attorney for Defendant
2211 8. Telegraph Road, Suite 7927 19390 W. Ten Mile Road
Bloomfield Hills, MI 48301 Southfield, MI 48075
(248) 877-4499 (248) 355-5555
oreg(@jankslaw.com g.fleger@fiegerlaw.com
MARK. R. BENDURE . JAMES G. GROSS (P28268)
Co-Counsel for Defendant Attorney of Counsel for Plaintiff
645 Griswold Street, Ste 4100 615 Griswold Street, Suite 723
Detroit, MI 48226 Detroit, MI 48226
(313)961-1525 (313) 963-8200
bendurelaw@cs.com igross(@gnsappeals.com
/
ORDER OF JUDGMENT

At a session of said Court held in the
City of Pontiac, County of Qakland,
State of Michigan, on 2017

PRESENT: Honorable James M. Alexander
Circuit Court Judge

This matter having come to be heard as a trjal by jury, and the Court having conducted a
full trial on the merits, and the jury having returned its verdict on the attached special verdict

form (Exhibit "A"), and the Court being otherwise fully advised of the promises,

{00331715.DOCK} |
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. NOW, THEREFORE, it Is hetby ordered as follows:

1, A Judgment of No Cause of Action shall sitter in favot of Defendant, and againgt
Plafedift, in the clalms Tnvolving the cases of Mervie Rice; Philip Hill gnd Derotlty Dixen.

Defendant shall be awarded pro rata all costs, Interest and-fees ay provided by Taw;

2. Judgrment be and the sanve is hereby entered in favor of the Plaindiff, and against
Defendant in the ¢latm involving the case of Dion Rice for the Estate of Charles Rice, In the

Cents ($93,333.33), togsther with pro rata costs, inferest and fesg.as provided by lase;

3. That pursuant to MCR 2.403, the Defendant having filed snoffer of Judgment
Ot Hundred ($100.00) and 007100 Dolars onDecember 16, 2016 (Exhibit "B"), and the
Fliintif having filed & Counter-Offer of Yadgment in. the amownt of Five Hundred Fifty
Thousand. ($550,000) and 007100 Dollars o Decamber 22,2016 (Exhibit "C"), and if appesring
that the: adjusted offer is more favorable:to the Defendant, therefore Defendantmay seek actual

costy and. all other relief provided by MGR 2.405,

IT IS SO ORDERED, o

& Honerdhle James M. Alexander

Cirguitt Court Judge

{0331 712 00X} .
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A
STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKLAND

BUSINESS COURT
LAW OFFICES OF JEFFREY SHERBOW, P.C.,

Plaintiff, Case No: 01-15-147488-CB
-VS- Hon. JAMES M. ALEXANDER
FIEGER & FIEGER, P.C., d/b/a FIEGER,
FIEGER, KENNEY & HARRINGTON, P.C.

Defendant.
GREGORY. M. JANKS, (P-27696) GEOFFREY N. FIEGER, (P-30441)
Gregory M. Janks, PC Attorney for Defendant
Attorney for Plaintiff 19390 West Ten Mile Road
P.0O.Box 7927 - Southfield, Michigan 48075-2458
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48302 (248) 355-5555
(248) 877-4499 g.fleger@fiegerlaw.com
greg@jankstaw.com
JAMES G. GROSS (P-28268) MARK R. BENDURE (P-23490)
Attorney of Counsel for Plaintiff Co-Counsel for Defendant
615 Griswold Sireet, Suite 723 15450 E. Jefferson, Sunite 110
Detroit, MI 48226 Grosse Pointe Park, Mi 48230
(313) 963-8200 (313) 961-1525
igross@ensappeals.com bendurelaw(@cs.com

PLAINTIFF’S MOTION FOR JUDGMENT
NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT

NOW COMES the Plaintiff, Law Offices of Jeffrey S. Sherbow, PC, by and through their
attorneys, Gregory M. Janks, PC., and respecifully moves for judgment notwithstanding the verdict

pursuant to MCR 2.610. This motion is supported by the accompanying brief and exhibits,
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DATED: MAY 16,2017

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

By:_ /s/ GREGORY JANKS
Gregory M., Janks, P-27696
Attorney for Plaintiff
P.O. Box 7927

Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48302
(248) 877-4499
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STATE OF MICHIGAN
IN THE CIRCUIT COURT FOR THE COUNTY OF OAKELAND
BUSINESS COURT

LAW OFFICES OF JEFFREY SHERBOW, P.C.,
Plaintiff, Case No: 01-15-147488-CB
-V8- Hon. JAMES M. ALEXANDER

FIEGER & FIEGER, P.C., d/b/a FIEGER,
FIEGER, KENNEY & HARRINGTON, P.C,

Defendant.
GREGORY. M. JANKS, (P-27696) GEOFFREY N. FIEGER, (P-30441)
Gregory M. Janks, PC Attorney for Defendant
Attorney for Plaintiff 19390 West Ten Mile Road
P.0O. Box 7927 Southfield, Michigan 48075-2458
Bloomfield Hills, Michigan 48302 (248) 355-5555
(248) 877-4499 g fieger@fliegerlaw.com
greg(@jankslaw.com
JAMES G. GROSS (P-28268) MARK R, BENDURE (P-23490)
Attorney of Counsel for Plaintiff Co-Counsel for Defendant
615 Griswold Street, Suite 723 15450 E. Jefferson, Suite 110
Detroit, MI 48226 Grosse Pointe Park, Mi 48230
(313) 963-8200 (313) 961-1525
igross@gnsappeals.com bendurelaw@es.com

BRIEF IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFE’S MOTION FOR
JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT

I. INTRODUCTION
The jury rendered a verdict for plaintiff in the matter of the Estate of Charles Rice in the

amount of $93,000.00 and rendered ano cause for defendant in the matter of Dorothy Dixon, Phillip
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Hill and Mervie Rice (a judgment was entered on the verdict that was returned on Wednesday April
26,2017). The verdict resulted from several errors requiring reversal under Michigan law. Plaintitf
respectfully asks this Court to grant judgment notwithstanding the verdict pursvant to MCR 2.610.
Plaintiffhas ordered the entire transcript, but availability has been confirmed only on or before June
19, 2017, pursuant to Cowt Rule. The relief sought is warranted as will be demonstrated below:
I, FACTUAL SUMMARY

‘The above plaintiff, Law Offices of Jeffiey S. Sherbow, PC, sought payment of an attorney
referral fee from the defendant that was wrongfully withheld.

In this matter, attorney Jeffrey S. Sherbow met with Dion Rice after being contacted by Dion
Rice on July 14, 2012, a day after his father Charles Rice was killed and his mother, Dorothy Dixon
was severely injured which resulted in being in a coma for six months.

Also in the car was Mervie Rice, a relative of Dion Rice and Philip Hill, a man that was not
a blood relative of the Rice family, but rather a man called cousin.

It is uncontroverted that as a result of the July 13, 2012, accident, Charles Rice was killed,
Dorothy Dixon was severely injured which resulted in a coma that lasted multiple months and
Mervie Rice and Philip Hill suffered significant injuries.

Defendant’s counsel, attorney Geoffrey Fieger, during his opening statement admitted to the
jury on February 27, 2017, at 11:43:06 am that Dorothy Dixon was in a coma for six months. Mr.,
Fieger further admitted at 11:57:00 am that Dion was acting on his mother’s (Dorothy Dixon)
behalf.

On March 2, 2017, Dorothy Dixon testified at approximately 1:53:50 pm that “my son came

to the nursing home once I got back and told me that he had hired Mr. Fieger”.

2-
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Mr. Dion Rice testified that he had multiple conversations \:;fith plaintiffherein Mr. Sherbow
and on March 2, 2017, festified at 2:29:02 pm that he looked to “Sherbow to know what to do on his
behalf”. Unrebutted testimony of Dorothy Lawrence confirmed that plaintiff Sherbow told Dion
Rice that Mr. Sherbow would take Mr. Rice to defendant’s office.

On July 25, 2012, a meeting was held at defendant’s office, which included Jeffrey Danzig,
anamed pattner of defendant law firm, Jeffrey S. Sherbow, Jody Lipton, Dion-Rice, Mervie Rice and
the daughter of Mervie Rice.

Atthe July 25,2012 meeting, it was uncontroverted that Dion Rice attended representing his
dead father Charles Rice and his mother, Dorothy Dixon, who was in a coma in an Ohio hospital,
and remained in a coma for months after defendant began working on the file.

The testimony further established that the Fieger Firm started to work on the file immediately
on behalf of the Estate of Charles Rice, Dorothy Dixon, Mervie Rice and Philip Hill even though
Dorothy Dixon was in a coma,

Jeffrey Danzig on February 27, 2017 at 2:33:43 PM testified that Dion Rice would be
representing Dorothy Dixon her guardian and conservator. Mr. Danzig, further, testified on March
2,2017 at 3:27:20 pm that to each client, Dion Rice on behalf of the Estate of Charles Rice and on
behalf of Dorothy Dixon and to Mervie Rice, and Philip Hill how the referral fee process worked.
1. PLAINTIFF IS ENTITLED TO BRING A MOTION FOR JNOV.

MCR 2.610(1) provides that:

Within 21 days after entry of judgment, a party may move to have the verdict and judgment
set aside, and to have judgment entered in the moving party’s favor. The motion may be joined with
a motion for a new trial, or a new trial may be requested in the alternative,

IV.PLAINTIEFISENTITLED TO A JUDGMENT NOTWITHSTANDING THE VERDICT

3
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A. STANDARD OF REVIEW
The standard of review for a motion for Judgements Notwithstanding the Verdict requires
the trial court to review the evidence and all legitimate inferences in the light most favorable to the
nonmoving party, Orzel v Scott Drug Co, 449 Mich 550, 557-558; 537 NW2d 208 (1995). Only if
the evidence so viewed fails to establish a claim as a matter of law, should a motion for judgment
notwithstanding the verdict be granted. Jd. INOV must be granted if the evidence and all legitimate
inferences, viewed in the light most favorable to the nonmoving party, fails to establish a claim as
a matter of law. Sniecinski v Blue Cross & Blue Shield, 496 Mich 124, 131 (2003). Where there is
insufficient evidence presented to create an issue for the jury, a INOV must be granted by the trial
coutt, Farm Credit Services of Michigan’s Heartland, PCA v Weldon, 232 Mich App 662, 672; 591
NW2d 438 (1998). “If reasonable jurors could honestly have reached different conclusions, the jury
verdict must stand.” Zantel Marketithgency v Whitesell Corp, 265 Mich App 559, 568; 696 NW2d
734 (2005)(internal quotations and citations omitted).
B, LAW & ANALYSIS
() PLAINTIFF IS ENTITLED TO A FAVORABLE VERDICT
ASTO DOROTHY DIXON
The Jury found that the Estate of Charles Rice was referred to the Fieger Firm by the Plaintiff
the Law Offices of Jeffrey S, Sherbow PC. The jury, as was confirmed in its verdict form, could only
have concluded that Dion Rice, son of Charles Rice, was acting on behalf of the Estate of Charles
Rice and that all other legal indispensable prerequisites in creating a valid referral agreement
between the Plaintiff and Defendant were folonved. See attached Exhibit A “Form of Verdict™.

The verdict form, despite a timely and proper objection being made by counsel for Plaintiff

4
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.
on Friday March 3, 2017 did not properly include an option for the jury to find that Dion Rice acted
on behalf of Dorothy Dixon his mother. The testimony and evidence presented at trial clearly
established that Dion Rice was acting on behalf of Dorothy Dixon at the time the referral was made.

Dorothy Dixon herselftestified on March 2, 2017 at approximately 1:53:50 prﬁ that “my son

came to the nursing home once I got back and told me that he had hired Mr. Fieger”. Jeffrey Danzig
testified that Dion would be representing Ms. Dixon when he stated on February 27,2017 at2:33:43
pm that “fh]er son Dion whose name is indicated there who would be representing her as his her
guardian and consafvator, which was the initial plan.” Even defendant’s own Attorney, on February

27,2017 at 11:57:00 am, in his opening statement, fold the Jury that “Dion is the son of Dorothy
Dixon although his parents are not married she was in a coma and he wanted to act on her behalf.”

Thus taking the evidence presented at trial in the Hght most favorable to the Defendant no
issue exists regarding Plaintiff referring the case of Dorothy Dixon to the defendant by way of Dion
Rice. As a result, the jury could only have concluded that the Plaintiff validly referred the case of
Dorothy Dixon fo the Defendant.

For the reasons set forth above, reasonable minds could not differ in finding that Plaintiff
referred the case of Dorothy Dixon to the Plaintiff. Therefore, this Court should enter judgment in
Plaintiff’s favor.

(i) ‘PLAINTIFF IS ENTITLED TO A FAVORABLE VERDICT AS TO ALL FOUR
REMAINING PLAINTIFFS

The jury found that Jeffrey Danzig did have actual or apparent authority to bind the Fieger

firm. (See Exhibit “A”)

The evidence admitted by this Court included three (3) letters authored by Jeffrey Danzig

5=
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directed to plaintiff herein.

- Exhibit 12 August 2, 2012 (Exhibit “D” herein)

- Exhibit 15  August 15, 2012 (Exhibit “C” herein)

- Exhibit 16  January 2, 2014 (Exhibit “D” herein)

All three letters esfablish that Jeffrey Danzig on behalf of the defendant firm, agreed to pay
plaintiff a 33 1/3 per cent referral fee and then a mutually agreed upon reduced referral fee of 20%

of the fee generated.

The 20% of the fee penerated would relate to the attorncy fees as to the entire
Rice/Dixon/Hill/Rice files as agreed.
Clearly the jury has determined compliance with MRPC 1.5 as was demonstrated by the
favorable plaintiff verdict as it relates to Dion Rice on behalf of Estate of Charles Rice.
CONCLUSION
WHEREFORE, for the reasons stated herein, Plaintiff respectfully requests that this Court

enter a Judgement Notwithstanding the Verdict in Plaintiff’s favor.

RESPECTFULLY SUBMITTED,

BY:__ /s/ GREGORY JANKS
Gregory M. Janks, P-27696
Attorney for Plaintiff
P.O. Box 7927
Bloomfield Hiils, Michigan 48302
(248) 877-4499

DATED: MAY 17,2017
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

COURT OF APPEALS

METRO SERVICES ORGANIZATION, UNPUBLISHED
Febroary 1, 2011
Plaintiff-Appellant,
v No. 292052
Wayne Circuit Court
CITY OF DETROIT, LCNo. 08-014413-CK
Defendant-Appellee.

METRO SERVICES ORGANIZATION,

Plaintiff-Appellant,
v No. 292588
Wayne Circuit Court
CITY OF DETROIT, LCNo. 08-018094-CK
Defendant-Appeliee.

Before: GLEICHER, P.J., and ZanrA and K.F. KELLY, 1],

PER CURIAM,

These consolidated appeals involve separate breach of contract claims brought by
plaintiff Metro Services Organization against defendant City of Detroit. Plaintiff’s suits aver that
defendant neglected to pay for cleaning and electrical services that plaintiff performed at Cobo
Hall (also referred to as “Cobo Civie Center™). In Docket No. 292052, plaintiff appeals as of
right from a circuit court order in LC No. 08-014413-CK granting defendant summary
disposition with respect to plaintiff’s claim for breach of the cleaning services contract. In
Docket No, 292588, plaintiff appeals as of right from a circuit court order in LC No. 03-018094-
CK granting defendant summary disposition of plaintiff’s claim for breach of the electrical
services contract. In both cases, the cowt ruled the contracts void and unenforceable as contraty
to public policy. In each case, we reverse and remand for further proceedings.

We review de novo a circuit court’s summary disposition ruling. Allison v AEW Capital
Mgt, LLP, 481 Mich 419, 424; 751 NW2d 8 (2008). Although the court did not identify the
particular subrule on which it relied in granting defendant’s motions, because the court
considered documentary evidence beyond the pleadings, we review the motions under MCR
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2.116(C)(10). Healing Place at Novth Oalidand Med Cir v Allstate Ins Co, 277 Mich App 51, 55;
744 NW2d 174 (2007). We limit our review to the evidence presented to the circuit court at the
time it decided the motions. Innovative Adult Foster Care, Inc v Ragin, 285 Mich App 466, 475-
476; 776 N'W2d 398 (2009). Therefore, in considering plaintiff’s challenge to the circuit court’s
decision on the cleaning services contract in Docket No. 292052, we decline to take into account
the additional evidence that plaintiff subsequently offered in support of its motion for
reconsideration. Pursuant to the same lfogic, we reject defendant’s suggestion in each case that
we take judicial notice of Karl Kado’s plea agreemeont in a federal case and Kado’s deposition
testimony in a separate Wayne Circuit Court case, both of which ocourred after the circuit cont’s
summary disposition rulings in these cases.

A motion under MCR 2.116(C)(10) tests the factual sufficiency of a claim, as supported
by documentation containing “content or substance [that] would be admissible as evidence fo
establish or deny the grounds stated in the motion.” MCR 2.116(G)(6); see also Adair v
Michigan, 470 Mich 105, 120; 680 NW2d 386 (2004); Maiden v Rozwood, 461 Mich 109, 120-
121; 597 NW2d 817 (1999). The moving parfy bears the initial burden of substantiating its
position with affidavits, depositions, admissions, or other documentary evidence. MCR
2.116(G)(3)(b) and (4); Quinto v Cross & Peters Co, 451 Mich 358, 362; 547 NW2d 314 (1996).
The burden then shifts to the nonmoving party to show a genuine issue of disputed fact for trial.
Id.: Innovative Adult Foster Care, Inc, 285 Mich App at 475, Summary disposition is
appropriate under MCR 2.116(C)(10) if there is no genuine issue of material fact and the moving
party is entitled to judgment as a matter of law. Healing Place at Norih Oakland Med Ctr, 2777
Mich App at 56. “There is a genuine issue of material fact when reasonable minds could differ
on an issue after viewing the record in the light most favorable to the nonmoving party.” Allison,
481 Mich at 425.

In Docket No. 292052, plaintiff complains that the circuit court made its summary
disposition ruling before discovery ocoutred. “Although a motion for summary disposition is
generally premature if granted before completing discovery regarding a disputed issue, if a party
opposes a motion for summary disposition on the ground that discovery is incomplete, the party
must at least assert that a dispute does indeed exist and support that allegation by some

independent evidence.,” Davis v Detroit, 269 Mich App 376, 379-380; 711 NW2d 462 (2006)

(internal quotation omitted). For example, MCR 2.116(H)(1) permits a party to “show by
affidavit that the facts necessaty to support the party’s position cannot be presented because the
facts are known only to persons whose affidavits the party cannot procure,” See also Coblentz v
City of Novi, 475 Mich 558, 570-571; 719 NW2d 73 (2006). Plaintiff apprised the circuit court
-of no specific evidence that it could not abtain but wanted to present by the time the circuit court
ruled on defendant’s motion for summary disposition of the cleaning services contract.

The court viewed the contracts as contravening public policy, and thus void and
unenforceable.! In Badon v Gen Motors Corp, 188 Mich App 430, 439; 470 NW2d 436 (1991),
this Court explained:

! We need not address plaintifs brief appellate reference to the cleaning services coniract’s
(continued...}
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Public policy has been described as “the community common sense and
comtmon conscience, extended and applied throughout the State to matters of
public morals, public health, public safety, public welfare, and the lilce.” Skugt v
Grand Rapids, 275 Mich 258, 264; 266 NW 344 (1936). It is expressed in the
constitution, statutes, judicial decisions, or customs and conventions of the
people, and it concerns the primary principles of equity and justice. Id. What
public policy requires varies with the habits and fashions of the day. Id., pp 263-
264; McNamara v Gargett, 68 Mich 454, 460-461; 36 NW 218 (1888).

In Michigan, whether a contract or contractual term violates public policy “depends upon its
purpose and tendency and not upon an actual showing of public ihjury.” Federoff v Ewing, 386
Mich 474, 480-481; 192 NW2d 242 (1971). “The law looks to the general tendency of such
agreements, and it closes the door to temptation by vefusing them recognition in any of its
courts.” Mahoney v Lincoln Brick Co, 304 Mich 694, 706; 8 NW2d §83 (1943), quoting 17 CIS
211, pp 563-565 {emphasis in original).

Turning first to the cleaning setvices contract at issue in Docket No. 292052, the
particular contract on which plaintiff relies as a basis for entitlement to $1.75 million in cleaning
setvices comprises the sixth revision to purchase order no. 2578856, dated July 18, 2005, The
amount of defendant’s alleged liability is not at issue in this appeal, but we note that the relevant
time period is July 2005, when the purchase order was revised to specily “contract increase
approved for an additional $1,750,000,” bringing the total approved amount for the contract
period from April 1, 2002 to October 31, 2005 to $11,411,999. The purchase order obligated
plaintiff to furnish various janitorial, ground maintenance, and other services. It lists both
monthly ($220,472.05) and daily ($3,279.94) rates for plaintiff’s services.

Plaintiff does not dispute on appeal that its officer, Karl Kado, made en illegal payment
of nearly $100,000 to Cobo Hall’s director, Efstathios Paviedes, in January 2003, followed by an
illegal payment of $15,000 to a successor director, Glenn Blanion, in May 2005. Although
plaintiff insists that the payments should rightly be characterized as extortion by public officials,
instead of bribery, we fail to comprehend the materiality of this distinction for purposes of
ascertaining whether defendant’s alleged liability for $1.75 million under the revised purchase
order should be enforced. In both instances, the crime involves the payment of money to a
public official. People v Ritholz, 359 Mich 539, 552-553; 103 NW2d 481 (1960); see also MCL
750.214, A person may avoid both critnes in the same manner, by opting against making the
payment to the public official. Furthermore, in cases of both bribery and extortion, a person’s
payment of money operates to the detriment of the public interest, which is all that Michigan law
demands for declaring a contract unenforceable as against public policy based on criminal
conduct. Federoff, 386 Mich at 481; Mahoney, 304 Mich at 705.

But the mere occurrence of some illegal conduct involving an entity’s agent and a public
official does not necessarily render every contract between the entity and public official void and
unenforceable, Some connection must exist befween the illegal conduct and the contract that

(...continued}

procurement by fraud, given that the circuit court did not rely on principles of frand to find that
either the cleaning services contract or the electrical services contract was void.
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malkes enforcement of the contract offensive to public policy, Miller v Radikopf, 394 Mich 83,
88-89; 228 NW2d 386 (1975); see also Device Trading, Lid v Viking Corp, 105 Mich App 517,
520-521; 307 NW2d 362 (1981). In Miller, 394 Mich at 86-88, our Supreme Cowrt found
enforceable a contract to shate the proceeds of an ITrish Sweepstakes ticket because this
agreement did not depend on prior illegal conduct of the contracting parties in their sale and
acquisition of Irish Sweepstakes tickets, and enforcement of the contract to share the proceeds
would not offend public policy. In reaching this conclusion, the Supreme Court distinguished
the confract to share proceeds from other criminal enterprises:

Agreements to share possible proceeds from Irish Sweepstakes tickets are
not an “essential patt” of the sale and distribution of those tickets. The continued
suceess of the Irish Sweepstakes in this state is in no way dependont on the
enforceability of agreements to share winnings. Miller’s and Radikopf’s
collateral agreement to divide their prospective winnings was not an essential part
of their sale and distribution of those tickets. Nor was their agreement dependent
on illegal conduct in the acquisition of the lottery tickets; they might have
acquired the tickets in a manner free of any suggestion of illegality and then
entered info an agreement to share proceeds.

However this case is decided, the courts of this state will continue to
refuse to entertain actions seeking an accounting of proceeds obtained from illegal
enterprises such as the illegal sale of narcotics and bank robberies. Additionally,
enforcement or an accounting will be denied, without regard to whether the
proceeds sought to be divided have been legally obtained, if the consideration
offered is illegal.

Judicial nonenforcement of agreements deemed against public policy is
considered a deterrent for those who might otherwise become involved in such
transactions. While nonenforcement , . . might tend to discourage people from
agreeing to split their legal winnings, nonenforcement wounld not tend to
discourage people from buying or selling Irish Sweepstakes tickets. Both Miller
and Radikopf have been compensated for selling the tickets and Radikopf has
received the winnings as the holder of a particular ticket. No interest of the state
would be finthered by nonenforcement of Milier’s claim that he is the owner of
one-half of those legal winnings. [Id. at 88-89 (footnote omitted).]

In support of defendant’s position that plaintiff engaged in unlawful conduct that
rendered the cleaning services contract void, defendant relied primarily on evidence of
Pavledes’s and Blanton’s plea agreements in federal criminal cases.® The plea documentation
showed that Paviedes agreed to plead guilty to a charge of structuring a transaction to avoid
currency reporting requirements, and that Pavledes acknowledged the following relevant factual
basis for his plea:

2 Defendant also submitted a one-page information against Kado, which revealed no details of
the false income tax reporting charge against him.
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In January 2003, [Pavledes] was the Director of the Cobo Civic Center in
Detroit, Michigan. At that time, [Paviedes] accepted an illegal payment of about
$100,000 in cash from a Cobo confractor named Karl Kado, owner of Metro
Services Organization, Inc. (MSQ), in connection with [Pavledes’s] performance
of his duties.

Blanton pleaded guilty to obstruction of justice, and agreed that the following pertinent
facts constituted an accurate basis to support his plea:

In or about May 2005, while serving as Director of the Cobo Civic Center
in Detroif, Michigan, [Blanton] accepted $15,000 in illegal payments from Karl
Kado, a city contractor who held electrical, janiforial and food contracts at Cobo
Hall. [Blanton] accepted the money knowing that it was given with the
expectation that [Blanton] would provide favorable treatment to Kado in
[Blanton’s] official capacity as Director of the Cobo Civie Center.,

Even assuming that these agreements qualify as substantively admissible evidence, they
do not suffice to satlisfy defendant’s initial burden, in the context of this motion for summary
disposition, to support its position that the cleaning services contract should not be enforced
because it is contrary to public policy. Pavledes’s stipulation roveals no details concerning the
nature of Kado’s “illegal payment” or how it had any connection to Pavledes’s duties. The
factual premise for Blanton’s plea supports a reasonable inference that Kado paid him a bribe. It
also arguably supports an inference that Kado sought favorable treatment with respect to all of
the specified contracts between plaintiff and defendant. The timing of the payment appears
significant because it occurred shortly before the July 2005 cleaning services contract revision.
Like the original contract in 2002, under which defendant allowed plaintiff to replace UNICCO
to supply vatious janitorial and other cleaning services, a contract modification requires mutuat
assent. Quality Products & Concepts Co v Nagel Precision, Inc, 469 Mich 362, 372-373; 666
NW2d 251 (2003),

However, defendant’s positions that the cleaning and electrical services confracts were
void constitute affirmative defenses. MCR 2.11 1{F)(3)(a) (a claim that “an instrument . . , is
void” is an affirmative defense). The party asserting an affirmative defense has the burden of
producing evidence to support it. Attorney General v Bulk Petroleum Corp, 276 Mich App 654 ,
664; 741 NW2d 857 (2007). “[Wlhere the truth of a material factual assertion of a moving
party’s affidavit depends on the affiant’s credibility, there exists a genuine issue to be decided at
trial by the trier of fact and & motion for summary disposition cannot be granted.” SSC Assoc Lid
Partnership v Gen Retirement Sys, 192 Mich App 360, 365; 480 NW24d 275 (1991). “Opinions,
conclusionary denials, unsworn averments, and inadmissible hearsay do not satisfy the court
tule; disputed fact (or the lack of it) must be established by admissible evidence.” Td. at 364, -

Viewed in the light most favorable to plaintiff, the factual basis for Blanfon’s plea, even
if deemed credible, contains conclusionary rather than substantive information. It does not
reveal details concerning the words exchanged between Blanton and Kado, or any specific
citcumstances surrounding Kado’s payment to Blanton, that would assist a trier of fact in
determining the basis for (1) Blanton’s claimed knowledge that Kado had given him money in
anticipation of favorable treatment, or (2) to what extent, if any, anticipated favorable treatment
had a relationship to some or all of plaintiff’s contracts. Given the conclusionary nature of the
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factual bases undetlying each plea agreement, the circuit court improperly granted defendant’s
motion for summary disposition. Defendant’s failure to satisfy its initial burden of showing a
nexus between the “illegal payments” and the cleaning services contract in particular, or
defendant’s asserted Hability for $1.75 million pursuant to the cleaning services contract,
precluded the circuit court from granting defendant’s motion. Quwinto, 451 Mich at 362,
Accordingty, in Docket No. 292052, we reverse the circuit court’s summary disposition order in
LC No. 08-014413-CK.

We reach this same conclusion with respect to plaintiff’s challenge to the circuit coutt’s
summary disposition decision relating to the electrical services contract at issue in Docket No.
292588. Plaintiff’s claim for unpaid electrical services rests on several open invoices, identified
by teference to amount, invoice number, and date, for the period between November 3, 2003 and
July 5, 2006. Defendant relied on the same evidence of Pavledes’s and Blanton’s plea
agreements in their federal criminal cases fo factually substantiate its affirmative defense that the
electrical services contract was similarly void because its enforcement would contravene public
policy. In opposition to defendant’s motion, plaintiff submitted an affidavit of Justin Lawrence,
who held various managerial positions with plaintiff during the relevant period. Lawrence
averred in part that the parties had made unsuccessful attempts to settle the matter in 2006.
Other documentary evidence showed that the electrical services contract, as amended in 2002,
was due to expire in June 2005, shortly after Blanton teceived the $15,000 payment in May
2005. FEvidence also showed that Pavledes wrote a letter to Kado confirming defendant’s
approval of an assignment of the electrical services contract from Trade Show Electrical to
plaintiff, dated February 5, 2003, shortly after the date when Pavledes stipulated in his plea
agreement that he received an illegal payment of approximately $100,000. Lawrence’s affidavit
documenting that he “later learned” defails of the illegal payments to Pavledes and Blanton raises
the same conclusionary concerns inherent in the stipulations underlying Pavledes’s and
Blanton’s plea agreements, An affidavit must set forth with particularity facts admissible as
evidence, MCR 2.119(BX1); see also SSC Assoc Lid Partnership, 192 Mich App at 364,

Because defendant premised its motion for summary disposition of the electrical services
contract on the same stipulations in the plea agreements that we have previously deemed
conclusory and insufficient to substantiate defendant’s position that the contracts should be
found unenforceable as against public policy, the circuit court likewise improperly granted
defendant’s motion for summary disposition of the electrical services confract under MCR
2.116(CY10). Defendant’s failure to satisfy its initial burden of showing a sufficient nexus
between the illegal payments, the electrical services contract, and defendant’s alleged liability for
the outstanding invoices for electrical services, proves fatal to defendant’s motion.

Moreover, we readily distinguish this case from Mahoney, 304 Mich 694, on which the
circuit court expressly relied in granting defendant summary disposition concerning the electrical

*In light of our decision to reverse the circuit court’s summary disposition decision in Docket
No. 292052, we need not consider plaintiff’s challenge to the court’s denial of its motion for
reconsideration,
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services contract. The plaintiff in Mahoney filed suit to enforce an oral contract, the terms of
which obligated the plaintiff to engage in illegal activity, namely the “usef] or attempted . . .
use[] [of| political connections, influence, and pressure in his contracts with architects and
contractors,” Id. at 695-704. Alternatively phrased, an improper purpose permeated the contract
and served as the foundation of the agreement that the plaintiff sought to enforce. Id. at 704-705.
By contrast, the cleaning and electrical services contracts involved entirely legal activities. In
light of the evidence before the circuit court when it granted defendant summary disposition, the
cleaning and elecitical services contracts were at most “remotely connected with an illegal act.”
Device Trading, Ltd, 105 Mich App at 521. Therefore, in Docket No. 292588, we reverse the
cireuit court’s summary disposition order in IL.C No. 08-018094-CK.

Although we have concluded that the stipulations in the plea agreements, even if accepted
as substantively admissible, do not suffice to substantiate defendant’s affirmative defense, we
will briefly address plaintiff’s arguments regarding the admissibility of the plea agrecments in
the event this issue arises on remand. Plaintiff contends that the stipulations in the plea
agreements consist of inadmissible hearsay or fall subject to exclusion under MRE 403,

Defendant does not dispute that the factual stipulations in the plea agreements are
hearsay, MRE 801, but argues that they are nonethetess admissible under the caich-all exception
in MRE 803(24). The appearance of a factual stipulation in a plea agreement does not render it
admissible under MRE 803(24). Cf. In re Slathin, 525 F3d 805, 811-813 (CA 9, 2008) (ruling on
the admissibility of a plea agreement, made under oath, pursuant to FRE 807, which contains
admissibility prerequisites simifar to those in MRE 803(24)), and Unifed States v Hawley, 562 T
Supp 2d 1017, 1054 (ND Iowa, 2008) (finding plea agreements inadmissible under FRE 807). A
court inust examine the circumstances of each case to deterinine whether evidence qualifies as
admissible under MRE 803(24). People v Katt, 468 Mich 272, 293; 662 NW2d 12 (2003).

The limited record developed in the circuit court does not establish an adequate
foundation for applying MRE 803(24) to the stipulations. No factual development exists with
respect to the actual circumstances of the pleas tendered by Pavledes or Blanton to aid a court in
determining whether the stipulations have circumstantial guaranfees of {rustworthiness,
especially with respect to any details surrounding the illegal payments that plaintiff disputes.
Furthermore, defendant has not explained why either Pavledes or Blanton could not be deposed
about the details underlying the payments and how they might relate to the contracts at issue.
The “best evidence” requirement of MRE 803(24) presents a high bar that effectively limits the
rule to exceptional circumstances, Kaif, 468 Mich at 293, Here, the limited record developed
below does not establish a sufficient foundation for concluding that the factual stipulations in the
plea agreements are admissible under MRE 803(24). Without a4 proper foundation for admitting
the evidence, it becomes unnecessary to consider whether MRE 403 would provide a basis for
otherwise excluding the evidence,

Reversed and remanded in both cases for further proceedings not inconsistent with this
opinion., We do not retain jurisdiction.

/s/ Elizabeth L. Gleicher
#s/ Kirsten Franl Kelly

ZAHRA, ], did not participate.
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STATE OF MICHIGAN

COURT OF APPEALS

ME}TRO SERVICES ORGANIZATION, UNPUBLISHED
Febrary 1, 2011
Plaintiff-Appellant,
v No. 292052
Wayne Circuit Court
CITY OF DETROIT, LCNo, 08-014413-CK
Defendant-Appellee.

METRO SERVICES ORGANIZATION,

Plaintiff-Appellant,
v | No. 292588
Wayne Circuit Coutt
CITY OF DETROIT, LCNo, 08-018094-CK
Defendant-Appellee.

Before: GLEICHER, P.J., aud ZAHRA and K.F, KELLY, JJ.

K.F.KELLY, J. (Concurring.)

I agree with the lead opinion’s statement that “in cases of both bribery and extortion, a
person’s payment of monhey operates to the detriment of the public interest, which is all that
Michigan law demands for declaring'a contract unenforceable as against public policy based on
criminal conduct.” 1 further agree that the trial court prematurely granted defendant’s motions
for summary disposition. Thus, I copcur in reversing and remanding these cases for further
proceedings.

/sf Kirsten Frank Kelly
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2013 WL 3280003

CHECK OHIO SUPREME COURT RULES FOR REPORTING OF OPINIONS AN{Y
WEIGHT OF LEGAL AUTHORFIY. '
Cowmrt of Appeals of Ohio,
Fifth Distudet, Richiand County.

Mary CANTLEBERRY, Plaintiff-Appellant
v,
Russell HOLBROOX, Defendant—-Appelles.

No. 12CA75.
Decided June 25, 2013.

Synopsis

Backgrouad: Property ovwner filed a complaint seeling damages for impropex
installation of a metal 100f, A magistrate denied damages due to illegelity of contvact,
Property owner filed chjections, The Court of Common Pleag, Richiand County, adopted
the magistrate's decision. Property owner appeated,

Holding: The Court of Appeals, Gwin, P.J., held that the trial court evred when it allow
roofing installer, after the magistrate issued its decislon denylng damages dueto
illegality of coniract, to amend the pleadings to eonform to the evideice,

Vacated; remanded.

‘West Headnotes {(2)
Change Vigw
1 Justices of the Peace &
Thetrial courterced whendt  {ag Justices of the Peace
allow voofing instaflex, after  |pqiv Revlew of Proceadings
the magistrate issued its 231V(AY Appeal and Brror
decision denylug damages due | 455555 Reviaw
to illegality of contract, to satkiBos In General
amend the pleadings to

conform to the evidence; thexe
was a lack of prima facie
evidence presented by
nstaller of illegality of
contract as the only evidence
presented by fnstaller's
testimony, Rules Ciwv.Proc.,
Rule 15(8),

1 Case that cites this headnote

2 Conspiracy I &=
Evidence was insufficient to 91 Conspiracy
establish a civil conspivagy to  [oar Civil lability
defeaud property owner's 9I(B} Actions
insurance company by means | g9 Evidence
of property owner's oval

contract with voofing installer
for the installation ofa
replacement roof, and thus
roofing installer could not
establish the affimative
defense of Hegality, In action
for damages dusio the

https:/1 next.westlaw.com/Document/16646b£d9e20611e2al 60cactf1 48223F/ View/FullTe.. 6/13/2016
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I allegedly improper 1
installation: of a metal voof, |

1 Case that cites this headnote ’

Civil appeal from the Richland County Court of Commen Pleas, Case No.2oog-CV
—1763,

Attorneys and Law Firms

Bilan Chisnell, Mansfield, O, for plalntiff-appellant.

Andrew Kvoehick, Weldon, Huston & Keyser, Mansfeld, OH, for defendant-appellee.
Opinion

GWIN, P.J.

3 {§ 1} Appellant Mary Cantleberry appesls the March 29, 2012 judgment entry of the
Richland County Court of Commen Pleas granting appelles's notion fo amend
pleadings and the July 18, 2012 judgment enty overvuling her objeetions to the
Magistrate's decision and adopting the Magistrate’s Decision of July 13, zora.

Facts & Procedural History
{1 2} Appellant owns the residence at 892 Expressvlew Prive in Mansfield and the
Lincoln Inn, 2 bar in Mansfield. Appelles, Russell Holbraok, is a customer of appellant's
Do and 3 employed as & vnion milbwright whe primarily works in steel mills and auto
plants. Appellant approached appellee at the Lincoln Inn about hiving him to tear off the
existing roof and install a new roof on her residence, The parties agreed appellee would
tear off two layers of shingles and instatl a new roof for the total price of $6,000,
including materials and Iahor, Appellant had the funds to pay appellee because she
received $8,000 from her insurance company after making an insuranee claim for storn
damage to the 1oof, Appellant purchased the voofing materials for approximately
$3,200 and agreed to pay appelles the balance of the $6,000 for hislabor. Appellea
finished the yoof in July of 2009, Appellant paid appellce $2,000, but faited to pay him
the $800 balance because appellant stated the job was not completed properly. After
appellee installed the voof, water began running behind the gutters and down the side of
the house into the foundation.

{9 2} Appellant filed & complaint on Decemmber 4, 2000, ¢laiming shewas entitled to
damages from appellee for the improper instatiation of a metal roof on her home as well
us damage to a ritbber voof over a poreh. She agserted claims for breach of contract,
breach of express watranty, breach of implied warranty, negligence, violation of the
Ghio Home Solicktation Sales Act, and violation of the Chio Cansumer Sales Practices
Act, Appellee filed an answer to the complaint on December 12, 2009, asserting the
affirmative defenses of statute of Hmitations, laches, estoppel, and the vefusal ofa
reasonable opportunity to cute. Appeilee zesetved the vight to assert further affirmative
defenses after reasonable diseovery veas completed.

{4 4} Prior to the commencement of the tulal, the parties stipulaied to the following
facts: appeliant and appelles entered into an oral contract in May of 2009 for the
yemoval of u shingle roof from appellant's house and shed and the Installation of a metal
roof on botk structures; appellant paid $3,200 for the materials and agreed to pay
appelles $2,800 for hislabor; appelles negligently installed the metal voof; and appellee
wade one attempt to fix the roof, but did not fix the voof. Appellant dismissed her claims
for violations of the Ohio Home Sollcltations Sales Act and Ohio Consumer Sales
Practices Act. Accordingly, the sole fssue at tvial was the measure of appellant’s damages
far the negligent installation of the rool.

%2 {5} A beneh trial began on December 3, 2010, and Al Gusan, a roofing expert,
stated the roof was not proparly iustalled and testified about the cost to 1eplace the roof,
The treial continzed on May 13, 2011 Troy Cramey, an expert in envivonmental
management, and Jog Zara, & general conteactor, testified about the cost for removing
and installing 2 new yoof and mold remediation. Appellant testified as to the damage

https:/1.next, westlaw.com/Document/[6646bfd9e20611¢2a160cacf148223 #/View/FullTe...  6/13/2016

7\

C




Cantleberry v. Holbrook - Westlaw Page 3 of 6 ;“

caused from the faulty roof, Appellee argued the Toof was already in poer condition and
that a minimal repair wonld have remnedied the situation. Appellee testified after his |

discussions with the roof manafactewer, he would be able to {ix the voof by unfastening )
the roof materials, sliding them down slightly, and reattaching them.

{% 6} Under direct examination as to his convergation with appellant prior to agreeing to
tear off the old roof and install the new vaof, appellee testified as follows: <

“A: She [appellant] said that some of her shingles had blown off, her Insurance f
company had come ous, and they would only pay to replace the front part of her roof”

Q: Okay.

A: So she asked me after the next wind storm if T would go put a tarp up there and
make it Jooklike it had come off the back so she could get the inswrance company to '
finish paying for the veplacement of her roof”

{1 7} After counsel for appellant oljected 1o the testimony, appellee's connsel stated the 4
testimony was relevant es to the mitigation of damages and appeltee's lack of abilily to N
fix the roof. The magistrate allowed the testimony. Appellee testified he did place the

tarp over the roof atter the next storm, Under cross-examination, appalies testified he

knew the portion of the roof he covered with the tarp was not damaged.

Ala

{1 8} On.July 13, 2011, the magistrate issued his decision, finding the econtract bebween
appellant and appeliee had been entered into for the purpose of defrauding appellant's
insurance company and denied appellant contract damages based on Hlegality of
contract. In leu of contract damages, the magistrate awarded appetlant §2,000 in
damages under a gnasi-conteact theory.

{{ o} Appelantfiled ohjections to the magisivale's decision on January a7, 2012, arguing
the Isste of llegality of contract was not properly before the trial court and was deemed
waived, On Januavy 19, 2012, appellee filed a motion to amend pleadings to conform to
evidence, requesting the trlal court permit him to add the afflrmative defense of
illegality of contract, The trial coust granted appellee’s motion to amend pleadings on
Maich 29, 2012, amending appellee's answer to include the affivmative defense of
illagality of conizact. On July 18, 2012, the trial court overculed appellant’s objections to
the magistrate's decision and adopted the magistrate’s decdgion,

{910} Appellant now raises the following assignments of ervor on appeal:

{4 11} "I, THE TRIAL COURY ABUSED ITS DISCRETION IN GRANTING APPELLEE'S I
MOTION TO AMEND PLEADINGS TO CONFORM TO THE EVIDENCE UNDER CIVIL ]
RULE15(B). (

*g 14 523 “IT. "THE TRIAL COURT ABUSED TTS DISCRETION I OVERRULING
APPELLANT'S OBJECTIONS TO MAGISTRATE'S DECISION OF JULY 13, 2011,

{913} "I, THE TRIAL COURT ERRED AS A MATTER OF LAW IN DETERMINING ‘D
THAT APPELLEE MET HIS BURDEN OF PRCOT ON THE ISSUE OF ILLEGALITY OF D
CONTRACT” 9

L &1L
1 {f14} Appellant argues the fial court abused its discretion in granting appeliee's {
motion to amend pleadings to conform to the evidence and abused its discretion in M
overruling appellant’s objections fo the magistrate's decision because the magistiate
decided the case on the basis of illegality of contract, We agrae.

{$15} An appellate court will not veverse  telal court’s decision on a motion to amend

ahsent an abuse of discretlon, ConnnuideCere, Inc. v, Wood Cly, Bd. Qf Comm's, 161

Ohio App.ad 84, 90, 2005-Chlo—2348, 820 N.E.2d 7a6 {6th Dist.), citing Wilminglon &S
Steel Products, Ine. v. Cleveland Elec. Muminating Co. ., 60 Ohio 8t.a3d 120, 122, 573

N.E.2d 622 (1901}, Tn order to find an abuse of that discretion, we must determine the a0
trial court's decision was unyensonable, arhitvary, or timeonscionable and not merely an

exzor of law orjudgment, Blukemore v. Blakemore, 5 Oblo Si.3d 217, 450 N.E.2d 1140

{1983).

\C
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1416} Appetlee filed his motion to amend the pleadings to conform to the evidenea both
after the maglstrate issued his opinion and after appellant filed her objections to the

magistrate’s decision, axguing ilfegality of contract was not ralsed as an affivmative )
defense hy appellee. The Ohio Supretme Court stated a Clvil Rule 15(B) amendment is s

impermissible when it would vesult in substantial prefudice to a party. State exrel.
Fuvanswv. Bainbridge Twp. Thustees, 5 Ohio Stad 41, 448 N.Ead 1150 (1983), We have
reservations about the fiming of the motion to amend and the granting of the motlon
after the magisirate's decision wag rendered and appetlant's ohjections were filed.
Howaver, even if the motion to amend was timely filed and not prejudiclal to appetlant,
we find the tial coust erred in granting appellee's motion to amend pursuant to Clvil
Rule 15(8).

{4 1} Civil Rule 15(B) provides, in pertinent part:

*When isses not raised by the pleadings ave tifed hy express or implicd
consent of the parties, they shall be treated in all vespects as if they had
‘Deen raised in the pleadings. Such amendment of the pleadings as may be (
necessay to cause them to conform to the evidence and to ralse these i
jssues may be made upon motion of any party at any time, even after
judgment, = =2 If evidence ischjeeted to at the irial un the ground that it
is not within the issues made by the pleadings, the court may allow the
pleadings to be amended and shall do so freely when the presentation of
the merits of the action will he subseived therely and the ohjecting party
fails to satisfy the cott that the adwission of such evidence would
prejudice him in maintaining his action or defense npon the merits.

A&

LR X2

#g {1118} As noted by Ciw R, 15(B), amendments to the pleadings may be neeessary to
conform to the evidence and leave should be freely given to amend pleadings to conforim
to the evidence, However, there nist he at least a prima facie showing hy the party filing
themotion to amend that the movant ean “marshal support for the new matters sought
to be fleaded = * # <, Wilmington Steel Products, fnc. v. Clevelaind Elee. Hiuminating
Co., 6o Olio St.3d 120, 122, 573 N E.2d 622 (1991).

{910} In this case, we find the kriaf comt erred in granting appellee’s motion to conform
to the evidence when there was a Jack of prima facie evidence presented by appellee of
iliegality of contract. The only testimony presented by appellee was his own, stating
appellant told him the jnsurance company would only pay to replace the front part of
her roof and she asked him to place a tarp on the back part of the roof so she could get
the Insurance company to finish paving for the replacement roof, While this testimony )
may taige concerns about appeliant's ransactions with her insurance company, it does

not demonstrate any illegality of the contract between appellant and appelies to tear off {
and replace the roof, Appellee stipulated to the fact that he negligently installed a metal

roof at appellant’s vesidence, The contract betiveen appellant and appelles was separate |
from any dealings appetlant had with hey insurance cornpany. As indicated by the

attorney for appellee during the frial, the testimony at fssue by appeliee was inteoduced )
in an effort to show appelies was denied by appellant the reasonable opportunity to
cortect his work and mitigate damages.

{9 20} Accordingly, we conelude the tefal court erred in grantiug appellee's motion to I
conform to the evidence when appellee did not present prima facle evidence of the 1
defense of illegality and abused its discretion in overvuling appeliant's ohjections to the D
magistiate's decision because the magisteate decided fhe case on the basis of illegality of =
contract, Appellant's fivst and second assignments of error are sustained.

IIE

2 {Y a1} Appellant argaes the teial comit erred as & matier of law in determining
apyetlee met his burden of proof on the issue of illegality of contract. We agree A
defense alicging iflegality of contract is an affirmative defense. McCube/Barra Co, v. O
Daover, 100 Ohilo App.3d 139, 652 N.E.2d 236 (8th Dist.2095); Arifuer Young & Co. v. £
Kelly, 88 Obio App.a3d 343, 523 N.E.24 1303 (1oth Dist.1993), When challenginga
continet's enforeeability based on illegality, one does not challenge the terms to the
agreement; “[iJn shor, asserting that defense does not contest the existence of an offer,
acceptance, consideration, and/or a material hreach of the terms of the contract”

\NC

hitps://1 next.westlaw.com/Document/[6646bd9e2.061 1e2al60cacff148223f/ View/TullTe... 6/13/2016 kS




Cantleberty v. Holbrook - Westlaw Page 50f 6

MeCabe/Marva Co., 106 Obio App.3d at 148, 652 N.E.2d at 241, The huvden of proving

the contract's illegality is upon the party seeking toavoid the obligation Chmles

Melbourne & Sons, Inc. v, Jesset, 110 Ohio App. 502, 505, 163 N.E.2d 773, 775 (8th )
Dist.1g6o). 1.

*5{§ 22} In this case, the trial court found the partles entered into a civif conspiracy to
defraud the insurance company. The elements of a civil conspivacy ave: {1} a malicious <
combination, (2} involving two or move persons, {5) causing infury to pevson or {
property, and {4) the existenee of an unlawful act independent from the conspiracy (
itself, Ogle v, Hocking Chy., Ath Dist, No. 11CA31, 2013~COhlo-597, 1 14, citing Cook v.

Kudlacz, 974 N.E.2d 706, 2012-Ohio-2999 (7th Dist.), quoting State ex vel, Fatiwrv.

Egstlaks, 11th Dist. Nu,zoog-1~037, 2010-0hlo-1448, § 45. “A civil consplracy claim . '

is derivative and cannot be maintained absent an wnderlying toxt that is actionable

without the conspiracy.” Morrow v, Reminger & Rensinger Co., LP.A,, 183 Chio App.ad O
40, 2009—0hin-2665, 915 N.E.2d 606, § 40 (1oth Dist).

{5 23} Here, the trial conrt found the unlasvful undedying tort to be fraud against the {
insurance company. A dlaim for fraud requires proof of the folfowing elements: (1} a L
representation or, where there is a duty to disclose, concealment of a fact; (2) whichis

tnaterial to the transaciion at hand; (2) made falsely, with knowledge of its falsity, or

with such utter disvegard and recklessness as to whethey it is trme or false that

knowledge may be fnforced; (4) with the fntent of misleading another into relying upon g
it; (5} justifiable rellance upon the representation or concealment; and (6) a resulting =
injury proximately caused by the veliance, Colten v. Lamko, Tne,, 10 Ohio St.3d 167, 169,

462 N.Bad 407

{4243 The elements of fraud must be established hy clear and convincing evidence.
Crawford v. Sian, 5th Dist, No.2011 CA00197, 2012—COhio—3624. Clear and convineing
evidence is that measure or degree of proof that will prodnee in the mind of the friex of
facts a fivm belief or conviciion as to the allegations sought to be established. Cross v,
Tedford, 161 Ohio St. 469,120 N.E.2d 118 (1954). “Whete the degree of proof required
to sustain an fssue st be clear and convincing, a reviewing court will exemine the
record to determine whether the trier of facts had sufficient evidence hefoie it to satisfy
the requisite degree of proof.” Id. at 477, 120 N.E.2d 118, T soive competent, credible
evidence going to all the essential elements of the case supports the trial comts
fudgment, an appellate conrt must affivm the judgment and not substitute its judgment
for that of the trial court, C.E. Borris Co. v, Folay Consfr. Co,, 54 Ohio St.2d 259, 376
M.E.2d 578 (2078}, The burden to prove fraud rests upon the party alleging the fraud.
First Discount Corp, v, Daken, 75 Chio App, 38, 60 N.E.2d 171 (18t Dist.1944), 17 of
syllabus, ‘

{% 25} Upon review, we find appelles failed to present diear and convinelng evidence of

fvand, fatted to meethis burden on the civil conspiracy action, and thus failed to prove

illegality of contract, Appellee testified appellant told him the frant part of her roof was

damaged and that her insurance company would pay to replace that pact of the roof. »
Appelles then stated appellant asked him snd he did, after a wind storm, put a tarp on

the bael portion of the roof, Under cross-examination, appellee testified the portion of >
the roof he covered with the tazp was not damaged. Appellee sitbsequently testified ;
ahoutthe sepacate contract betweent him and appellant for the roof removal and i
fistatlation and testified that after appellant concluded her dealings with the insurance (
eompany, appellee took a check from appellant to tear off and replace hev roof. D
>

6 {{}26} There fs no evidence in the vecord demonsteating the parties constituted a

malidious combination or thelr conduet in negotiating between appellant and appellee H

to 'ép}ace the roof resulted in injuxy to the insurance company. There is no evidence
pelles had any dealings with the insuranes company. Further, appellee presented no

evidence showlng any fraudulent conduet or auy frandalent misrepresentation by

appellant in her dealings with the insurance company. Appelles was not a paly to the

ransactions between the insurance company and appellant, The contract atssue in thig an

ease is the oval contract bebween appellant and appeliee for the removal of an old roof

and the installation of a new reof on appellant's residence and cconrred subsequent to

the payment of the insuvance claim, Appellee stipulated to the fact that he neghigently

(@

hitps://1.next westlaw.com/Document/[6646bd9e206 1 1e2al 60cactf148223F/ View/Full Te...  6/1 3/2016




Cantieberry v, Holbrook - Westlaw

ingtalled a metal roof at appeltant’s vesidence, This oral contract between appellant and
appellee is separate and distinet foom any contract that existed between appellant and
her fesurance company and has no nexus to the claim presented to the insurance
company by appellant,

{42/} The teial eouct exved in finding appellee proved there was some compatent,
eredible evidence golng to all the essential elements of the existence of a civil conspiracy
with appellant to defravd to insurance company by means of appellee's contract for the
instailation of a replacement roof and thus erved in finding appeliee presented sufificient
evidence to meet his borden of proof of the existence of the affiumative defense of
illegality. Appellant's thivd evror is sustained.

{928} Appellant's Acsignments of Expor X, II, and ITI are sustained.

{420} The March 29, 2012 judgment entry of the Richland County Cowt of Common
Pleas granting appellee’s motion to amend pleadings and the July 18, 2012 judgment
entuy overntling appellant's objections to the Magistrate's decision and adopting the
Magistrate’s Declsion of July 13, 2011 ave veversed, We vacate the sward of damages and
remand the maiter to the trial conrt for further proceedings in aceordance with the law
and this opinion.

GWIN, P.J., FARMER, J., aud DELANEY, J.; concay,
All Citations

Slip Copy, 2013 WL 3280023, 2013 -Ohio- 2675

End of Document @ 2016 Thomson Reuters. No clain to odgingt U8, Goverament Works.

Page 6 of 6

Wesllaw. ©2016 Thomson Reuters - Privacy Stalement * Accessibiily + Supplier Tesms , ContactUs  1-800-REF-ATTY (3-800-733-2889) * Improve Westlaw fé/;?,!i THOMEOM REUTERS
SR

https://1.noxt.westlaw.com/Document/16646bfd9e2061 1622l 60cactf1 48223 F View/FullTe...  6/13/2016

N\

Al




	Appendix A - 10/15/01 Memorandum
	Appendix B - 1/17/17 Order
	Appendix C - 8/30/11 Letter
	Appendix D - Phone Records
	Appendix E - Notes
	Appendix F - Intake Form
	Appendix G - Intake Form
	Appendix H - Intake Form
	Appendix I - Retainer Agreement
	Appendix J - Retainer Agreement
	Appendix K - Retainer Agreement
	Appendix L - 8/2/12 Letter
	Appendix M - 8/15/12 Letter
	Appendix N - 1/2/14 Letter
	Appendix O - 2/20/15 Letter
	Appendix P - 3/31/15 Letter
	Appendix Q - 4/15/15 Letter
	Appedix R - 4/17/15 Letter
	Appendix S - 4 Letters
	Appendix T - 4 Affidavits
	Appendix U - 8/17/16 Opinion and Order
	Appendix V - Ohio Lien on Attorney Fees
	Appendix W - Proposed Form of Verdict
	Appendix X - Form of Verdict
	Appendix Y - Order of Judgment
	Appendix Z - Motion for JNOV
	Appendix AA - Metro Services v City of Detroit
	Appendix BB - Cantleberry v Holbrook



