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Modifications :

In order to insure the success of the project, all exceptions and modifications to these
obligations are to be negotiated with the Executive Director of Houston Habitat for
Humanity, Inc.

The purpose of this document is not to create a legally binding agreement, but rather to set
forth the expectations of each party so as to aid in creating a satisfying experience for
Sponsoring Organization and Houston Habitat for Humanity.

The Board and Staff of Houston Habitat for Humanity look forward to working with in this
exciting adventure.

¥

HOUSTON HABITAT FOR HUMANITY SPONSORING ORGANIZATION

EXHIBIT A - 4
|

P4961 ////
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/ Contr;bufory Retirement Plan and
i Q- 7R A-t Rranus Plan of

[}
G aif Oil Corporation

AUTHORIZATION FOR SETTLEMENT

EMPLOYEE NO. [{14162 ~ . .
‘«

LOCATION NO. g0

oS Rty No.  2B2e32m=B8905

In accordance with the provisions of the Contributory Retirement Plan and/or the Savings-Stock Bonus Plan, the settle-

ment shown below is authorized to be made for the account of €,

REQUEST

EI None of this settlement is taxable

He
12731773

BRUNSTING

by reason of

D Part of this settlement is taxable (see attachment)

Y COST OF
; DESCRIPTION BON!;%OACP:(D/OR
) PAYMENT FROM MEMBER'S ACCOUNT: .
‘ CONTRIBUTIONS
‘)\ﬂ, N, INTEREST . -
ACCUMULATED CONTRIBUTIONS : . 1
{ PAYMENT UNDER SECTION 4F-1 OF THE PLAN y
E TOTAL SETTLEMENT UNDER CRP........cevvureerencerensnseaieseiesd i ‘
'\ TERM NO. 1972 24 BonD(s) 84 uNIT(S) 1,575.,00 3,42 1,578,42
1 SAVINGS .
AN term N0, 1973 24 Bonpes) 90 uNiTes) 1,687,50 11,70 1,699,20
B (U.S. Savings BN
H Bond{s) . :
Series E TERM NO. BOND(S) UNIT(S) (
and/or Cash) - [
R N o 48 sovee 174 wwre | 30262,50 15.12 | 3.277.%2
TERM NO. SHARE(S) @
, S(TJOCK
1 BONUS
f FUND(S) TGS | SHARE(S) @
(Capital Stock
SRR UN TERM NO. SHARE(S) @ —
Lo Corporation
\‘, and/or Cash) TOBAELRSSET'J(%EMENT = [
N K N .
gonus TUNDRS) SHARE(S) ... ceveuenrnrannnnnnn. } v
3,262,50 15,12 ‘3,‘2?7,62;

"AMOUNT - -

2y

3/08/74 044663

DATE CHECK NUMBER(S) IN NAME OF

E, He BRUNSTING

815,12

/ Date MARCH 8, 1974

GULF 8549-F PRINTED IN U.S.A.

(RETAIN THIS FORM FOR RECORD PU,

- By.....

RETIREMENT PLAN COMMITTEE
.. SAVINGS PLAN COMMITTEE

BRUNSTING000995
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BankofAme
N Customer : : .
Receipt : =

Official Sporsariy

B T s o . . .
All items fgweie‘&‘l d subject to \(eriﬁc?ation, collection, and conditions of the Rules and Regulations of this Bank and as otherwise provided
by taw. Payments are accepted when credit is applied to outstanding balanges and ot upon issuance of this receipt. Transactions received
“after the Bank’s posted cut-off time or Saturday, Sunday, and Bunk Holidayg, arc dated and considered received as of the next business day.

Please retain this receipt until you receive your account statement.
¢ -

Thahk you for bankin_ngitll Bank of-America.
Try Online Banking at www.bankofamerica.com

bz%éﬂfd/év

95-14-2005B  06-2002

il

P4963
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/TERM LOCs EMPLS NOs NAME BONDS TUNITS

1972 800 ° 114162 Eas He BRUNSTING 24 84

PLEASE NOTE

THE UNITED STATES TREASURY DEPARTMENT :REGULATIONS REQUIRE THAT AN
ADDRESS BE SHOWN FOR THE OWNER OGN ALL BONDS 1SSUEDs HOWEVERs SINCE THE
ADDRESS IS NOT USED FOR MAILING THE BONDS, AND SINCE AN OLD ADDRESS
DOES NOT AFFECT THEIR VALIDITY, THE FEDERAL RESERVE BANK WILL:NOT

l CHANGE ADDRESSES ON THE BONDS PURCHASED UNDER THE SAVINGS-STOCK BONUS (
PL AN, '

ALSO. UNITS INDICATED ABOVE ARE THE TOTAL .NUMBER OF ~$25 BONDS {(IeCes

$25 AT MATURITY, BUT %1875 WHEN PURCHASED)s FOR EXAMPLE, -A $50 'BOND
IS CONSIDERED AS 1 BOND OF -2 UNITS, A $100 BOND AS 1 BOND, :BUT 4 UNITS,

| _ o

P4964
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WAIVER OF LIABILITY
(18 and over)

To be read and signed by all persons intending to do volunteer work for
= Houston Habitat for Humanity.

o Vg ' :

I understand that my (or my dependent(s) work as a volunteer on or about a Habitat
construction site or project will expose me (or my dependent(s) to various risks of injury or
iliness. I understand and assume these risks, and agree not to hold Houston Habitat for
Humanity, its agents, employees or volunteers liable for such injury or illness.

Chapelwood United Methodist Church Group Volunteer

7S »’\é}ﬂ?ﬂ%@/pm /7 S'W /g?(//

Y (Sign@ure)v o

P4965
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Follow-up Notice
Matured HH/H Savings Bonds
The Bureau of the Public Debt previously notified you that your series HH/H United States savings bonds were about to mature, Qur records show’\
that the matured bonds on the reverse side of this notice are registered in your name and no longer earn interest. il
Please redeem these bonds as soon as possible. Sign the "request for péyment on the back of each bond in the presence of an authorized certlfymg
officer at a financial institution, and send the bonds to one of the Federal Reserve Banks listed on this notice (select the one nearest you).

If the honds described on the reverse side of this notice have been lost, please write to the Bureau of the Public Debt, PO Box 2186, Parkersburg,
West Virginia 26106-2186. We’ll send you a form to file a claim. -

—

If vou’ve recently redeemed the bonds, please ignore this notice. ' i

Federal Reserve Banks that Process Redemption Requests

FRB Pittsburgh FRB Richmond FRB Minneapolis <‘
PO Box 299 "PO Box 85053 Savings Bond Services '
Pittsburgh, PA 152300299 ' Richmond, VA 23285-5053 PO Box 214
qg / 2 a2 - Minneapolis, MN 55480-0214
b FRB New York e

g\ FRB Kansas City
PO Box 4119440

> 641416440

Savings Bond Examinations Div.
PO Box 961 :
Buffalo, NY 14240-0961 - . i

P4967
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ISSUE DENOMI- SERIAL

DATE NATION NUMBER
oA, PR
- -

PLEASE SEE REVERSE SIDE OF THIS PAGE FOR AN

ISSUE DENCMI- SERIAL
DATE NATION NUMBER

P P PR

B PRI eoors by atan e Sy

IMPORTANT NOTICE ABOUT YOUR MATURED SERIES HH/H

UNITED STATES SAVINGS BONDS

P4968
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Customer |
Receipt '

Al 1temw§e credlted;su&ect to verification, collection, and conditions of.the Rules and R%t!ons of this Bank and as otherwise provndﬁ <

. by k/nK are accepted when crédTt’is applied to outstanding balances and not upd
W4 s posted cut off time or Sdturddy Sunday, and Bank Holidays, are dated and Gonsidered received ag of the next business da ;

Thank you for banking with ‘ank’of Ametica

05.14-2005B 4-1999°

1

N

Tran 00029

Account;

R/TH 540740134
Deposit
NKTT &

uance of this recenpv* Transactions received:

Entity NTX CC i B519 Tir ﬂ?ﬂﬂﬁ

oo

0440372002 13:26
19001143

4 46,840.3%

e A

P4969
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L

E/EE Bond

Seies

Denom

Issue Date

Redémptio Value |

200.00

1974 7 1984

842.08

25.00

1974 7 10¢

117.76

100.00

1974 / 98¢

471.04

100.00

1974 / B9¢

471.04

25.00

1974 7 08~

117.76

100,80

1974 / 08

471.04

100.00

1974 / 08 L

471.04

25.00

1974 / 08 v

117.76

160.00

1874 / 0T ¢~

471.04

25.600

1974 / 07 +~

117.76

75.08

1874702

356.10

MMM Mm: MMM m:m: mim:m

Lauje e

75.00

see Darey

19747/ 01

o

B

o+ 0 +0

P4970

BRUNSTING001003



BankofAmerica. - | UG A —— 3 ?‘*"‘F’“ o j
embracing Ingenul 0 ~ .
. <jng ingenu w e / . ’ K g Customer i e ;
T T I T T T F Receipt ™ .. _ ﬁ RS ™
All 1tém'5‘arc créd@d subjgetto verificatio olleéno‘n, and conditions of the R.u.lcs and Regulatlons of thls Bank and*?’s othierwise perov:ded 3 \*
- by Jaw. Fafymﬁ'n& céf:: when credit i a;/)pl;ed © ougtandmg bglances ‘and not upon issuance of this receipt. -Transactions received af-§
. ter the Bankista cut-pff tlme or Saturday, Sunday, an Bank I;Iéhdays, are date%and cpnsidered received as of th next k‘;u,nuﬁ‘g day} -

Tlmnk you for bankmg with Bank ngmeric

p Tran oo§39 99/03/2002 10206
" Entity NTX- CC 0008519 Tir uonoa
Actount - 008515001143 -
R/E 540740134 ‘

Please retain thlsﬁcelpt‘ unill yop ceive your account smtementa

P

“7'95-14-20038 - 10-2001

P4971
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Bank-4: 00009000 Acct #: 06342225131861 Check #:

Amount:
Account:
Bank Number:
CD Volume #:
Check Number:

282 252 &9&5&

& ELMER W BRUNSTING O% NE:LM E

FRE KCTY
BRUNSY ING m wa pry te-16-96 11-g8- %6
15638 FIMER y 2
HOUS FON TR TTATE-59LG
;g%ﬁltiii tggg;taﬂxngxatuiziam 33";!Ekilhtiti;h!gdll;l-lt i
RI $531200206 62 Mzi = FIAGLILBEL

‘ =£3£3’L'3£3"i{3€3g. 5 3

$236.46
06342225131861
00009000

BLUEY BOLLXIS

1

a-‘\.

Mal  L22251318bIE

A o 9 e < e m,«q.:
v 229553480 #DO000 23645 |
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Bank #: 54074010 Acct #: 00008519001143 Check #:

Amount:  $6865.65
Account: ~00008519001143
Bank Number: 54074010

CD Volume #:

Check Number:

| DEPOSIT TICHEY

ELMER M. BRUNETING o096
RELV& £ BRUNGTING
o m&mﬁg
HESTON, T8 7009

At o

e .

i ;

mwmmﬁmm,%

Kankofﬁmeﬂm , .: A ‘ 0 —
AR 1L0eeE @s'?%%ﬂ $ & g) b jx“ ,éﬂ r,,
NSLOTLOADSE DOBS ARO0 b AL 30 ? 2 AOD00EED 5 G
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|
: \
Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06510214370761 Check #:

Amount: $953.28
Account: 06510214370761
Bank Number: 00009000 '
CD Volume #:

Check Number:
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06590214370760 Check #:

Amount : $953.28
Account: 06590214370760
Bank Number: 00009000

CD Volume #:

Check Number:
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06226418172030 Check #:

Amount: $119.16
Account: 06226418172030
Bank Number: 00009000

CD Volume #:

Check Number:

Sﬂﬂﬁﬁ?lﬂ& ?R um BT kﬁ 3 ¥ ‘?&

> - ¥X FIOTS-5816
*Baud 'Hﬁiﬁsiuﬁxi
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1  copopaooorie:
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06580214370759 Check #:

Amount: $953.28
Account: 06580214370759
Bank Number: 00009000

CD Volume #:

Check Number:
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06312225131858 Check #:

Amount : $£238.32
Account: 06312225131858
Bank Number: 00003000

CD Volume #:

Check Number:

BREYNSTING fﬂ aIA BYD xa 18- ?5
33630 PIne i
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G e
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06322225131859 Check #:

Amount: $233.66
Account: 06322225131859
Bank Number: 00009000

CD Volume #:

_Check Number:

233515135&5
, L22R5131859E |
2225131859 £0000023385¢ |

P4979
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06570214370758 Check #:

Amount: $934.64
Account: 06570214370758
Bank Number: 00009000

CD Volume #:

Check Number:
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06332225131860 Check #:

Amount : $235.90
Account: 06332225131860
Bank Number: 000095000

CD Volume #: )

Check Number:
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06560214370757 Check #:

Amount: $943.60
Account: 06560214370757
Bank Number: 00009000

X CD Volume #:
Check Number:
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Bank #: 00009000 Acct #: 06550214370756 Check #:

Amount: $945.84
Account: 06550214370756
Bank Number: 00009000

CD Volume #:

Check Number:
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Bank $#: 00009000 Acct #: 06236418172031 Check #:

Amount: $118.23
Account: "~ 06236418172031
Bank Number: 00009000

CD volume #:

Check Number:
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The CGuilf Companiecs

LAW DEPARTMENT

Rabert F. Ochs - P. Q. Box 3725
COUNSEL . , Houston, TX 77253

2 HousToN CENTER
902 FANNIN STREET
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" 'SAVINGS - STOCK BONUS PLAN OF U EMPLOYEE NOs 114162
CGULF OGIL _CORPORATION. . .o LOCATION ND: 150
SOC SEC NO: 282<32-8905

) o ' AUTHORIZATION FOR SETTLEMENT |
"IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF THE SAVINGS=-STOCK BONUS PLAN,
__THE _SETTLEMENT SHOWN BELOW IS ‘AUTHORIZED. TO'BE MADE FOR:THE ACCOUNT OF
EoH. BRUNSTING BY REASON OF REQUEST 12/31/80 |
"'NONE OF :THIS SETTLEMENT IS TAXABLE.
' ' COST OF CASH "TOTAL . FUND

. T SECURITIES = PAYMENT = SETTLEMENT
" SAVINGS . FUNDSZ

~ 1980 TERM=- 28 BONDS - 176 UNITS 2:693.75 11465  2,705.40.

STOCK BONUS 'FUNDS:® -

_LONG. TERM= _ SHARES @ $.000

" LONG TERM SAVINGS FUNDS:

_OPTION 1- - SHARES @ $.000

OPT ION 2

7 - - - - --' — - '---.‘é'-.‘..‘saa-aa‘.;;-'.---&a,;--'.j.--’.','--_'_"_.._a-.‘-_.’.-_.'.a - G -

" TOTAL . SETTLEMENT UNDER:ALL -FUNDS®
28 BONDS . . SHARES 2,693.75 11465 2,705.40

| e v - S - ‘-q’—'—-ivb'--é---dpé_-'-:--‘-i-'éﬁ '-6----— ------ - - ‘-h E Y L L LY L R L T

CHECK DATE 03/19781'.?NUHBERi167786s:PAYEE"E.{Hs*BRUNSTING: ' - -

BENEFITS COMMITYEE -

NI, T ¢ e

“DATE MARCH 19, 1981 o BY._.__ .. PHILIP Ea:LININER: __

" SECRETARY

P4987 //)
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2

T > - ey 4 — . P —

Bankof America <2
" : BOND INFORMATION .
. PRESS PRINT KEY FOR CPY OF SCREEN
REDEMPTION YYYY/MO 2001/05 SERIES: 1 ~ E BONDS 3 ~ SAVINGS NOTES

, v 2 -~ EE BONDS 4 = I BONDS
# OF SERIES FACE ISSUE PER BOND TOTALS
BONDS  1.2.3,4 VALUE YYYY/MO REDEMP. VAL INT EARNED REDEMP. VAL INT EARNED
1 1 .2 lOb 1974701 456 .36 38L. 36 456 .36 38136
77/)%' sol
. l/ ] ,-
21 ‘% 5Ty
27
PaGE TOTAL 4585, 38 381.3&
DO YOU WANT TO ENTER MORE BONDS? (Y/N) :
| 721G Aoor S
- ﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁﬂg Y&y /94./ A‘t'ﬂ’ 9,
< ), /
Jo~ LbO - o0 /4”/
3. ',(avod AN N . .
2 2f l*j":/ ST 32/ 3. /-g_;nx FY3Ebe
) . e
& 2C “ﬁ;;: /g%‘¢z ﬁﬁV&NWK reé /' /‘76’1 ZET'
. N s /85t 20
Jasvipatmied ¢ 2y XAT /8% 2
B e ot =TI K 25 RETR ST ML
6.k
) ‘. //02%4;;’/’ 011?‘”
| £ 2.
o! Vet - ’ o
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‘ Ite T Remptiona T Iteet
75.86/1976 / 01 . 358.98
75.00/1976 / 02 . 358,98
75.00/1976 7 03 358,08
1976 / 04 358.98
75.00{11876 1 05 | 362.40
75.00{1976 / 06 363.21
75.00/1976 7 07 356.01

[+]
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~
o
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“Series | Denom Issue Date | Redemption Value “Interest

75.00|1976 / 10 356.01
75.001976 / 1t . 359.49
75.00|1976 7 12 360.51
100.00(1976 / 08 474.68
200.60(1976 / 01 957,28
200.80(1976 / 02 957.28
200.00(1976 / 03 057.28
200.00/1976 / 04 957.28

mimimimim m:m m

iy P39 {zsue Dates
nuarg 1938 f Later issue Dafes

af

[ICR-2
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Qé.
“

N

EX
-

E/EE Bond

" lissue Date

Redemption Value

Interest

200.00

1976 7 05

866.40

200.00

1976 7 06

968.56

200.00

1976 7 07

949.36

200.00

1976 / 08

949.36

200.00

1976 7 09

949.36

200.00

1976 7 10

949.36

200.00

1976 7 11

958.64

fMmim:mim:m|m:m;m

200.00

1976 /7 12
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I

Denom____llssue Date Redemption Value | __Interest
200,00/1975/7 09 | 964.80)
200.00/1,975 / 08
200.06|1975 / 87

75.00/1975 /12
75.00(1975 / 11
50.00(1975 / 10
50.00(1975 / 09
50.00(1975 / 08

iy P9 fgsue Bates

nuarg 1358 <

UP ABROW = Serodi Up

YI2AARET -4 35:28 44/15/ 2003
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E/EE Bond™ *
issue Date | Redemption Value | Interest |
200.00{1975 7 12 . 957.20 . |

200.00{1975 / 11- 955.12
200.08{1875 /7 10 964.806

[=}

PN B WIN =S
mmimm:m: m:mjm

200.00{1875 / 69 964.80
200.00{1975 7 08 964.80
200.00/{1975 7 07 964.80 . |

75.00(1975 /7 12 358.95
358.17

PGUR = 5 OWH BRROW = Sarg

5
PGDH = 5 1P ARRDW = S

9G:28 f44/15/
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INTEREST RATES FOR SERIES HH
AND H SAVINGS BONDS
(Table good for March 1997 only)

L Interest -Date Next -
Original = - Through Cur-- Extended Maturity
v _ Maturity rent Maturity Period =~ - Life

Issue Date o _ Period Period! Begins : - of Bond
SERIES HH
Mar. 1993-Mar. 1997 10 yrs. 4.0 Mar. 2003-Mar. 2007 20 yrs.
Apr. 1987-Feb. 1993. 10 yrs. 6.0 Apr. 1997-Feb. 2003 20 yrs.
Mar. 1983-Mar. 1987 10 yrs. ‘ 4.0 2 : 20 yrs.
Jan. 1980-Feb. 1983 10 yrs. 6.0 2 20 yrs
SERIES H
Apr. 1977-Dec. 1979 10 yrs. 6.0 Apr. 1997-Dec. 1999 30 yrs.
Mar. 1973-Mar. 1977 = 10 yrs. 4.0 2 . " 30 yrs.
Apr. 1967-Feb. 1973 10 yrs. 6.0 2 30 yrs. .
Feb. 1957-Mar. 1967 : Bonds reached final maturity at 30 yrs.

June 1952-Jan. 1957.9 yrs,8mos. Bonds reached final maturity at 29 yrs,8mos.

! Bonds that entered an e&tendad q{zmrity periodvbctwcen November 1, 1986 and Febnnry 28, 1993 have a rate of 6%. Bonds entering maturities after
March 1, 1993 have 2 4% rate. '

2 Bonds. issued during this period arc in their last extended maturity period.

P4995
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GUARANTEED MINIMUM RATES FOR SERIES EE
AND E SAVINGS BONDS AND U.S. SAVINGS NOTES

ISSUED BEFORE MAY 1,
(Table good for’ March 1997 only)
Date Next

‘Original Extended Maturity

. Maturity -

Mar. 1993-Apr. 1995
Nov. 1986-Feb. 1993
Mar. 1983-Oct. 1986
Nov. 1982-Feb. 1983
May 1981-Oct. 1982
Nov. 1980-Apr. 1981
Jan. 1%80-0Oct. 1980

Mar. 1978-June 1980
Dec. 1973-Feb. 1978
June 1971-Nov.- 1973 "~
June 1969-May 1971
Apr. 1967-May 1969
Dec. 1965-Mar. 1967
June 1965-Nov. 1965
July 1959-May 1965
June 1959-June 1959
May 1958-May 1959
Apr. 1957-RApr. 1958
May 1941-Mar. 1957

Sep. 1968-0Oct. 1970
May 1967-Aug. 1968

Period’

- MmOoSs .
mos.

mos.
mos.
mos.
mos.
mos.

“Guaranteed
"Through Cur-
“Yent Maturity Period

' Period:? ’

»
o

Bonds reached final maturity at
Mar.
Apr.

Bonds reached final maturity at

' Bonds issued on or after May 1, 1995 carn interest under a market-based structure.

2 Bonds that entered an extended maturity period between November 1, 1986 and February 28, 1993 have a guarantced minimum rate of 6%. Bonds entering

19951

Begins
Mar. 2011-Apr.
Nov. 1998-Feb.
Mar. 2003-Qct.
Nov. 2002-Feb.
May 1999-Cct.’
Nov. 1999-Apr.
Jan. 2001-Qct.
Mar. 2003-June
Dec. 1998-Feb.
Apr. 1997-Sep. 1

3

Apr.

3

2003-Aug.
1997-Feb.

1997-Apr.

2013
2005
2006

2003,

2000

2003
2003

1998

30
30
30

.30.

30

maturities after March 1, 1993 have 2 4% minimum rate. Investors should remember that this table shows minimum rates only. Actual bond yiclds may be

different because bonds earn market-based rates.

> Bonds issued during this period are in their last extended maturity period.

P4996
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INTRREST RATES POR SERIES HH
AND H SAVINGS BONDS

,(Table good for April 1997 only) - R
A o Interes:‘jv- Date Next _
 Original - Through Cur- Extended Maturity .

_ -Maturity rent Maturity Period " Life
Issue Date Period '~ Period? Beging of Bond
SERIES HH
Mar. 1993-Apr. 1997 10 yrs. 4.0 Mar. 2003-Apr. 2007 20 yrs.
May 1987-Feb. 1993 10 yrs. 6.0 May 1997-Feb. 2003 20 yrs.
Mar. 1983-Apr. 1987 10 yrs. 4.0 2 20 yrs
Jan. 1980-Feb.’ 1983 10 yrs. 6.0 2 20 yrs’
SERIES H
May 1977-Dec. 1979 - 10 yrs. 6.0 May 1997-Dec. 1999 30 yrs.
Mar. 1973-Apr. 1977 10 yrs. 4.0 2 . 30 yrs.
May 1967-Feb. 1973 10 yrs. 6.0 2 '~ 30 yrs.
Feb. 1957-Apr. 1967 Bonds reached final maturity at 30 yrs.
June 1952-Jan. 1957 9 yrs,8mos. Bonds reached final maturlty at 29 yrs 8mos.

I
o

! Bonds that entered an extended maturity period between November [, 1986 and February 28, 1993 have a ratc of 6%. Bonds entering maturities after
March 1, 1993 have a 4% rate.

* Bonds issued during this period are in their last extended maturity period.
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GUARANTEED MINIMUM RATES FOR SERIES EE
AND E SAVINGS: ‘BONDS AND U.S.. SAVINGS NOTES
ISSUED: BEFORE MAY ' 1;1995?

(Table good for, April 1997 only)

it
. ‘3,‘
Y

Date Next
» Extended” Maturlty
" rént Maturity Period

‘Original "

. Guaranteed
-Through Cur-

Period?

Mar. 1993-Aprg
Nov. 1986-Feb.

Mar. 1983-0Oct.

Nov.. 1982-Feb...
May 1981-Oct..

Nov. 1980-Apr.
Jan. 1980-0Oct.

Mar. 1978—June
Dec. 1973-Feb.
July 1971-Nov.
June 1969-June
May 1967-May
Dec. 1965-Apr.
June 1965-Nov.
Aug. 1959-May
June 1959-July
June 1958-May
May 1857-May
May 1941-Apr.

Sep. 1968-0Oct.

May -1967-Aug. -

‘Maturity

Period
1995 18 yrs
1993 12 yrs
1986 10 yrs.
1983 10 yrs
1982 8 yrs
1981 S yrs
1980 11 yrs
1980 5 yrs
1978 5 yrs
1973 5 yrs.10
1971 5 yrs.10
1969 7 yrs
1967 ‘
1965 7 yrs. 9
1965 "7 yrs. 9
1959 7 yrs. 9
1959 8 yrs.1ll
1958 8 yrs.1l1
1957
1970 4 yrs. 6
1968 4 yrs. &

mos.
mos.

mos.
mos.
mos.
mos .
mos.

IS

Bonds reached final maturity at
Mar.

Bonds reached final maturity at

' Bands issued on or after May 1, 1995 earn interest under a market-based structure.

* Bonds that entered an extended maturity period between November 1,-1986 and February 28, 1993 have a guaranteed minimum rate of 6%. Bonds entering

Begins
Mar. 2011-Apr.
Nov. 1998-Feb.
Mar. 2003-Oct.
Nov. 2002-Feb.,
May 1999-Oct.
Nov. 1S99-Apr.
Jan. 2001-Oct.
Mar. 2003- June
Dec. 1998-Feb.
May 1997-Sep.

May
3

May

3

2003-Aug.
1997-Feb.

1997-Apr.

2003
2003

1398

maturities after March [, 1993 have a2 4% minimum rate. Investors should remember that this table shows minimum rates only. Actual bond yields may be
different because bonds earn market-based rates.

* Bonds issued during this period are in their last extended maturity period.

N
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[-§00—-S63 ~ 2 (63

Toll free number for Federal Reserve Bank in K.C. ~1-800-333=2919,
~ United States Savings Bonds on hand:-

Series E - 1977 - all months - Expire‘ ,
$25-100-200 denomination wy VWV v

Series EE - 1978 - January -one $100 - O * Lrre?

one $200 - Expire 2008

Series HH - 1988 - Nov. only $1000 - 2 bonds - Expire 2008

Series EE - 1981-From February to Dec. Expire 2011
All denominations

Series EE - 1982 - all months - up to $200 - Expire 2012

Series EE - 1983 -January through July - Expire - 2013

P4999
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Exhibit 20

Brad Featherston December 4, 2014 email re permission to cash EE bonds and
deposit the funds



Brad’s December 14, 2014 email received from Drina on March 28,
2015!

"To save all of our clients' the time and expense, please respond to
this email with "Agreed" and your electronic signature, indicating
your agreement that Anita may cash the listed bonds, deposit the
proceeds into the Decedent's Trust BOA account, and then disburse
50% or the proceeds into the Survivor's Trust BOA account. Anita will
supplement her production with such papelwork showing these
transactions. This agreement is without prejudice to reallocating
these funds if it is later determined that such bonds were not
community property or should have some other allocation under the
trust instruments. Very Truly Yours, Bradley E. Featherston The
Mendel Law Firm, L.P. 115 5 Dairy Ashford, Ste 1 04 Houston, TX
77079 Tel: (281)759-3213 Fax: (281)759-3214
brad@mendellawfirm.com"



mailto:brad@mendellawfirm.com

Exhibit 21

Plaintiff Curtis Correspondence with US Treasury re; EE bonds

























































Exhibit 22

Amy June 24, 2015 answers to interrogatories and Requests for Production
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GRIFFIN & MATTHEWS

Attorneys at Law
1155 Dairy Ashford, Suite 300
Houston, Texas 77079
(281) 870-1124
(281) 870-1647 FAX

FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION
Bobbie Bayless 713.522,2218 713.522,2224
To: Darlene Payne Smith Fax: 713.658.1921 Phone: 713,752,8640
Bradley Featherston 281.759.3214 281.759.3213
» - /)
From: Neal E. Spielman Pages: '2._i'zmcludmg%e: 6/24/2015
this cover pa;

Cause No. 412,249-401; Carl Brunsting, et. al. v. Anita Brunsting, el. al,; In Probate

Re: Court No. Four (4) of Harris County, Texas

PLEASE DELIVER AS SOON AS POSSIBLE

¢ Amy Brunsting’s Objections, Answers and Responses to Candace Louise Curtis' Written
Interrogatories and Request for Production (with Verification)

THIS FACSIMILE TRANSMISSION (AND/OR THE DOCUMENTS ACCOMPANYING I'T) IS LEGALLY
PRIVILEGED AND CONFIDENTIAL INFORMATION WHICH IS INTENDED ONLY FOR THE USE
OF THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY NAMED ABQVE AND MAY CONTAIN INFORMATION
BELONGING TO THE SENDER WHICH IS PROTECTED BY THE ATTORNEY-CLIENT PRIVILEGE.
Il the reader of this message is not the intended recipient, you are he¢reby notified that any use, dissemination,
distribution or reproduction of this message is strictly prohibited. If you have recelved this message In error,
please immediately notify the sender Dy telephone,
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(GRIFFIN & MATTHEWS
04&.31:::54 at Law

HOUSTON BRAUMONY
1135 DAIRY ASEIIORD, SUITE 300 400 NECHES @ CROCKEYT
HOUSTON, TEXAS 77079 June 24’ 2015 BEAUMGNT, THIAS 77701
(201) 870-1124 , {409) 832-8004
PAX: (261) B70-1647 PAX: (409) 832-1000
NHAL I, 3PIBEMAN
rapiciman@grifimnlaw.com
Ms. Candace Louise Curtis Via CM.R.R.R.
218 Landana Street 7014 0150 0001 5384 0078

American Canyon, California 94503

RE: Cause No. 412,249-401; Carl Brunsting, et. al. v, Anita Brunsting, et. al,; In
Probate Court No, Four (4) of Harris County, Texas

Dear Ms. Curtis:

In sccordance with the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure, enclosed please find my client’s
Objections, Answers and Responses to the written interrogatorties and requests for production
recently issued. My client’s verification is also enclosed.

Very truly yours,

Griffin & Matthews

Il

Neal E. Spieipfan

NES:mf

Enclosures

oc:  Ms. Bobbie G, Bayless
Bayless & Stokes
Via Facsimile: 713.522.2218

Ms. Darlene Payne Smith
Crain, Caton & James
Via Facsimile: 713.425.7945

Mr. Bradley E. Featherston
The Mendel Law Firm, L.P.
Via Facsimile: 281,759.3214
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NO. 412,249-401

CARL HENRY BRUNSTING, et. al. § IN PROBATE COURT

v. g NUMBER FOUR (4) OF

ANITA KAY BRUNSTING, et. al, g HARRIS COUNTY, TEXAS
AMY RUTH BRUNSTING’S

OBJECTIONS, ANSWERS AND RESPONSES TO CANDACE LOUISE CURTIS’S
WRITTEN INTERROGATORIES AND REQUESTS FOR PRODUCTION

T0: Candace Louise Curtis, Pro Se, — 218 Landana Street, American Canyon, California
94503

Amy Ruth Brunsting, serves these Objections, Answers and Responses to Candace
Louise Curtis’ Written Interrogatories and Request for Production in accordance with the Texas

Rules of Civil Procedure.

Respectfully submitted,

GRIFFIN & MATTHEWS

WP A

NEAL E. SPELMAN

Texas State Bar No. 00794678
1155 Dairy Ashford, Suite 300
Houston, Texas 77079
281.870.1124 - Phone
281.870.1647 - Facsimile

ATTORNEYS FOR DEFENDANT,
AMY RUTH BRUNSTING
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CERT ATE OF SERVICF,

1 hereby certify that a true and correct copy of the foregoing instrument has been sent on
this Ziuday of June 20135, to the following in the manner set forth below:

Candace Louise Curtis — Pro Se:

Candace Louise Curtis

218 Landana Street

American Canyon, California 94503

Via CM.R.R.R, 7014 0150 0001 5384 0078

Attorneys for Carl Henry Brunsting:

Bobbie G. Bayless

Bayless & Stokes

2931 Ferndale

Houston, Texas 77098

Via Facsinule: 713,522.2218

Atto g for Carole Ann Brunsting:

Darlene Payne Smith

Alec B. Covey

Crain, Caton & James

Five Houston Center

1401 McKinney, 17™ Floor
Houston, Texas 77010

Via Facsimile: 713.425.7945

Attorneys for Anita Kay Brunsting:

Bradley E. Featherston

The Mendel Law Firm, L.P.
1155 Dairy Ashford, Suite 104
Houston, Texas 77079

Via Facsimile: 281.759.3214

LAY

NEAL E. SPIELMAN

Amy Brunsting — Objections, Answars and Responses Page2 of 26
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OBJECTIONS., ANSWERS & RESPONSES

Amy Brumsting (“Amy” or “Respondent™) objects to the interrogatories and requests for production
issued by Candace Louise Curtis (“Candace™) to the extent they are, by Candace’s own admission, first
made pursuant to “fiduciary obligations™ allegedly owed to her. If, via the irust documents, Candace
actually has the right to inguire into the topics covered in her interrogatories and requests for production,
then that right is subject to other provisions in the trust documents recuiring her to pay costs associated
with responding, which she has not done. As a result, Amy’s purported obligation to address these
issues with Candace has not yet been triggered, and will ot trigger untii, at least, all necessary costs

have been paid.

To the extent Candace's interrogatories and requests for production are igsued pursuant to the Texas
Rules of Civil Procedure, Amy’s objections, answers and responses are as follows:

Interrogatory No. 1 (Really, Interrogatories 1-9)

(a) Regarding the Affidavit in Support of Removal of Lis Pendens, Sworn to and signed by you on
March 6, 2012, at Item 5 you state:

"ds Co-Trustees, niy sister and I have determined that it is impractical 10 give each of the
Jive heirs, or the trusts set up for their benefit (as is the case for Candace), an undivided
share of a house in Houston."

With respeect to this statement:
i. Has a Personal Asset Trast been set up for?

1. Candace Leuise Curtis
2. Carole Ann Brunsting
3. Carl Henry Brunsting
4. Amy Ruth Brunsting
3. Anita Kay Brunsting

If the answer to any of 1 - 5 is yes, please state when and how each personal asset trust was ''set
up", how and from what assets each was funded. Please explain also the dispositive provisions for
the personal asset tvusts and the instruments from which each article was dexived. Please also
explain what administrative provisions were used to "set up" the personal asset trusts and identify

the instrument(s) from which those provisions were derived.

If the answer to any of 1 - S i3 no, please explain the process for the ereation of the personal asset
trust(s) and itemize, with a particularity, the canses for your failure to establish vaid trust(s).

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. Further, it is
multifarious, consisting of more than one digcrete sub-part.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent stutes:

Amy Brunsting — Objections, Answers and Responses Page 3 of 26
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The Personal Asset Trusts have not been established. This is a result of the various lawsuits that
have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction previously requested by Candace
and Carl. If, as and when formed, they will be formed according to the applicable trust
documents and with the assistance of the appropriate professionals, as determined by the co-

trusteoy,
(b) At item 10 you state:

"The sale of the house is important for the trust estate, and should not be endangered simply
because Candace is mad. We are asking the court to lifi the Lis Pendens so the sale can be
consummated, for the benefit of all of the holrs",

The house sold more than 3 years apo, what Denefit as any heir received from the sale of the
house?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is vague, confusing, premature, misleading
and capable of causing jury confusion, Further, it is multifarious, consisting of more than one discrete

sub-part.
Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The proceeds from the sale of the house have been deposited in an interest-bearing account where
they will remain pending resofution of the various legal proceedings initiated by Carl and

Candace

(©) At item 3 in your Affidavit in Support of Removal of Lis Pendens, dated March 6, 2012, you
gtate:

"The contentions of Candace are totally meritless, and I believe have movre to do with the
disappointmem she feels in the fact that our parents did not feel she was competent to handle her

own Inheritance.”
With respect to this statement:

Our father died Aprit 1, 2009. At the time of his death the named successor co-trustees, as per the
2007 Amendment, were Carl and Candace. "QOur parents” removed your hame as successor co-
trustee with the 2007 Amendment, and my name remained as a successor co-trastee with Carl.
What instraments ereated between the 2007 Amendment and our father's death indicate: "our
parents did not feel she was competent to handle her own inheritance"?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confussion. Further, it is
multifarious, consisting of more than one discrete sub-part.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

Amy Brursiing — Objections, Answers and Responses Page 4 of 26




06/24/2015 WHED 1L1:5% TFay Zoor/028

All of them. Taken in their totality, the documents evidence our parents changing attitudes and
confidenice in Candace and Carl’s respeoctive abilities to properly care for themselves, manage
money, make reasonable decisions, avoid negative influences in the form of spouses and/or

significant others, etc.
Interrogatory No. 2 (Really, Interrogatories 5-8)

In your Verified Answer to Plaintiff Carl Brunsting's Petition for Declaratory Judgment, for Accounting,
for Damages, for Imposition of a Constructive Trust, and for Injunctive Relief, filed May 13, 2013, you

state:

"AMY RUTH BRUNSTING F/F/4 AMY RUTH TSCHIRHART is noi liable as Tyustee of the Carl
Henry Brunsting Personal Asset Trust and the Amy Ruth Brunsting Asset Trust because such
frusts have not been created and therefore do not contain any irust property.”

Section 3(AXA) at page 5 of the August 25, 2010 "Qualified Beneficiary Designation and Testamentary
Power of Appointment" states;

A. Establishment of the Personal dssef Trust:

A Personal Asset Trust shall be created for a beneficiary of the Trust when, under any other
provision of this Trust Agreement, a distribution of the Trust Estate specified to be made to said

beneficiary's Personal Asset Trust first occurs.

Pursuant to Article X Section "A" of the family trust, distributions were specified to be made to the five
personal asset trusts at the death of the Surviving Founder.

Section A. Our Beneficiaries

Unless one of us shall otherwise direct in a qualified bencficiary designation as to his or her
ownership interest in the trust, all trust property not previously distributed under the terms af our
trust shall be divided and distributed in accordance with the terms of Vhis trust declaration and as

Jollows:
That event occurred on November 11, 2011,

(2) What clause in what trust instrument allows the trustees to ignore the dispositive provisions
of Article X (compelling establishment of personal asset trusts) and to continue acting as
trustees for the Survivor's and Pecedent's trusts well beyond the period of time necessary to

settle those trusts?

Angwer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It seeks to require the Respondent to interprot
legal documents and render legal conclusions. Further, it is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial, assumes
facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. Further, it is multifarions,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part.

(b) Did the trustees ever have any intention of funding individual asse¢ trusts? If yes, when, for
whom, in whnt proportions, and based upon what criteria?

Amy Brunsting — Objections, Answers and Responses Page 5 of 26
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Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is multifarious, consisting of more than one
diserete sub-part. Further, it seeks information that is moro appropriatoly requested or obtained from &
person or persons over whom Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond for herself, and is
not empowered to speak for other third persons.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

Upon becoming co-trustee, my intent was to follow my mother’s wishes as expressed in the
documents drafted for her by her attorneys, at her request, Subsequently, the various lawsuits that
have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injanction previously requested by Candace

and Carl have prejudiced my ability to do so.

(e} Did the trustees ever intend {o render full, true, and complete accounts? If yes, why have
proper accounts not been rendered?

Angswer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased, It is multifarious, consisting of more than ene
discrete sub-part. Further, it seeks information that is more appropriately requested or obtained from &
person or persons over whom Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond for herself, and is
not empowered to speak for other third persons. Additionally, it is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assuines faots not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confugion,

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

Upon becoming co-trustee, my intent was to follow my mother’s wishes as expressed in the
documents drafted for her by her attorneys, at her request. Subsequently, the various lawsnits that
have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction previously requested by Candace
and Carl have prejudiced my .ability to do so.

(d) Which of the ten purposes for establishing personal asset trusts, expressed in the August 25,
2010 "Qualified beneficiary Designation and Testamentary Power of Appointment under
Living Trust Agreement”, were considered in the decision not to express and fund personal

asset trusis?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in ¢videnee, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
congisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks information that is more appropriately requested or
obtained ftom a person or persons over whom Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond

for herself, and is not empowered to speak for other third persons.
Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:
The document speaks for itsalf yelative to the Trustor’s intent. This notwithstanding, the Personal

Asset Trusts have not been established as a result of the various lawsuits that have been filed by
Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction previously requested by Candace and Carl, If, as and
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when formed, they will be formed according to the applicable trust documents and with the
assistance of the appropriate professionals, as determined by the co-trustees.

Interrogatory No. 3 (Really, Interrogarories 9-10)

You communicated with Frost Bank by email on January 24, 2012 "about the management of the trust
accounts for my brother Carl and my sister Candy". Your email states "A copy of the trust is attached".
The only attachment was the August 25, 2010 "Qualified beneficiary Designation and Testamentary
Power of Appointment under Living Trust Agreement”.

(a) Is it your opinion that the 8/25/2010 "Qualificd Beneficiary Designation and Testamentary
Power of Appointment under Living Trust Agreement” constitutes the complete trust
agreement from which the personal asset trusts are to be created?

Angwer:

Objection, Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is multifarious, consisting of more than one
disorete sub-part. It is confusing, misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It secks to require
the Respondent to interpret legal documents and render legal conclusions.

(b) What was the reason why Frost Bank declined the management of the trust accounts for
Carl and Candy?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is multifariovs, congisting of more than one
discrete sub-part. It is vague, confusing, misleading and capable of causing jury confusion., It seeks
information that is more appropriately requested or obtained from a person or persons over whom
Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond for herself, and is not empowered to speak for
other third persons.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

My understanding is that Frost Bank declined as a result of real property being located outside the
State of Texas. Whether there were other or different reasons, I cannot say.

Interragatory No.4 (Really, Interrogatories 11-15)

In 2011, you, Ann, and Jack each received distributions in the form of Exxon and Chevron securities.

(n) Were you involved in the decision to distribute those assets? If yes, what trust distribution
standard was utilized and what facts were considered in relation to those standards as that
eriteria relates fo cach of the flve Brunsting beneficiavies?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased, It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion, Further, it is
multifarious, consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. I is vague and confusing. [t seeks to require
the Respondent to interpret legal documents and render legal conclusions.
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Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The Exxon and Chevron securities were received while my mother was still alive. They were
presented as gifts, I was not involved in mother’s decision,

(b) Were you aware that those distributions were not equal?

Answer;

Objection, Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. Further, it is
multifarious, consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It is vague and confusing. Tt seeks to require

the Respondent to interpret legal documents and render legal conclusions,
Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

Yes, 1 was aware that the gift I received was not the same amount as the gifts received by Ann
and Jack. However, to my knowledge, the amounts received by Ann and Jack were equal in

amount to similar gifts received by mother’s other grandchildren

(©) Were you aware that Carl received no stock or other assets of any kind at that time?

Answer:

Objection. Raspondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudioial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. Further, it is
multifarious, consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It is vague and confusing. it seeks to require
the Respondent to interpret legal documents and render legal conclusions,

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

I do not believe this is a true statement. I believe, at or around this time, Carl was receiving
monies from mother directly and/or via mother’s payment of bills, invoices or other expenses.

(1) Were you involved in the decision making pracess in labeling those distributions as gifts?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidenmce, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. Further, it is
multifacions, consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It is vague and confusing. It seeks to require
the Respondent to interpret legal documents and render legal conclusions.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objeations, Respondent states:

1 do not believe that any monies, securities, etc. given out by mother while she was alive were
distributions; but, no, 1 was not involved in any “decision” of this sort.

(e) Was any specific trust property directed to be distributed by the 5/25/2010 exercise of the
Article Il Qualified Beneficiary Designation? If yes; what was the specific property, to who
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was the speciflc property directed to be distributed, when, in what proportions and
according to what criteria?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request ag phraged. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifatious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It is vague and confusing. It seeks to require the
Respondent to interpret legal doouments and render legal conclusions. It seeks information that is more
appropriately requested or obtained from a person or persons over whom Respondent has no control.
Respondent can only respond for herself, and is not empowered to speak for other third persons.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

[ was not a co-trustee until after mother died in November 2011, so 1 was not involved in
anything that occurred up until that time, and Candace’s lawsuit began approximately 3 months
later. As to specific trust property and its distribution, the documents speak for themselves,

Interragatory No. 5 (Really, Interrogatories 16-26)

As co-trustee, regarding the exercise of "Sole and Absolute Disoretion” in recent opposition to a
distribution to Candace Curtis:

(a) What are, and how did the trustees interpret, the particular distribution standards
contained in " the trust”?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased, It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It secks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions, It secks information that {s more appropriately requested or
obtained from a person or persons over whom Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond
for herself, and is not empowered to speak for other third persons.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The documents speak for themselves relative to standards stated therein. Otherwise, my ability to
act as a co-trustee has been prejudiced, hampered and otherwise restricted as a result of the
various lawsuits that have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction previously
requested by Candace and Carl.

(b) What is the trustee’s process for making discretionary distribution decisions?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions. It seeks information that is more appropriately requested or
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obtained from a person or persons over whom Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond
for herself, and is not empowered to speak for other third persons.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The documents speak for themselves relative to standards stated therein. Otherwise, my ability to
act as a co-trustee has been prejudiced, hampered and otherwise restricted as a result of the
various lawsuits that have been filed by Carl and Candace, ns well as the injunction previously
requested by Candace and Carl.

(c) What does the trustee require when asked to consider other resources and establish the
beneficiary's standard of living?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions. It seeks information that is more appropriately requested or
obtained from a person or persons over whom Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond

for herself, and is not empowered to speak for other third persons.
Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The documents speak for themsolves relative to standards stated therein, Otherwise, my ability to
act as a co-tiustee has been prejudiced, hampered and otherwise restricted as a result of the
various lawsuits that have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction previously

requested by Candace and Carl.

(i) Does the trust require a beneficiary to waive their right of privacy as a condition of
receiving a beneficial interest? If so, identify the controllimg provisions and the

instrument(s) that contain those pravisions.

Answer;

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of cauwsing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
doouments and render Jegal conclusions. It seeks information that is more appropriately requosted or
obtained from a person or persons over whom Respondent has no control, Regpondent can only respond
for herself, and is not empowered to speak for other third persons.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:
The documents speak for themselves relative to standards stated therein. Otherwise, my ability to
aot a8 a co-trustee has been prejudiced, hampered and otherwise restricted as a result of the

various lawsuits that have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction proviously
requested by Candace and Carl.
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(e) Does the trustee work with distribution advisors? If so, who and when? If not, why not?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent ohjects to this Request as phrased, It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
cousisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal .
documents and render legal conclusions. It secks information that is more appropriately requested or
obtained fron: a person or persons over whom Respondent has no control. Respondent can only respond

for herself, and is not empowered to speak for other third persons.
Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

My ability to act as a co-trustee has been prejudiced, hampered and otherwise resiricted as a
result of the various [awsuits that have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction

previously requested by Candace and Carl.

() What types of distributions would the trustees like a beneficiary to receive?

Answer!

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. [t is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. Tt seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions. Additionally it is premature in the sense that Carf and Candace
may no longer be beneficiaries as a result of the lawsuits they have filed.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states;

The documents speak for themselves relative to distribution standards stated therein.
® For what purposes can the beneficiary request a distribution from the trust?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes fiacts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret logal
documents and render legal conolusions, Additionally it is premature in the sense that Carl and Candace
"may no longer be beneficiaries as a result of the lawsuits they have filed.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The documents speak for themsslves relative to distribution standards stated therein.

(W) When would the trastees like diatributions te be made and in what priority?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects 1o this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
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consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions. Additionally it is premature in the sense that Carl and Candace
may no tonger be beneficiaries as a result of the lawsuits they have filed.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states;

The documents speak for themselves relative 1o distribution standards stated therein, Futther, my
ability to act as a co-lrustee has been prejudiced, hampered and otherwise restricted as a result of
the various lawsuits that have been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction
previously requested by Candace and Carl. Resolution of these lawsuits could serve as a means
by which it might be determined “when” (and to whom) distributions may be made.

(i) What circumstances should or should not exist prior to a distribution from "the trast"?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phragsed, It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks fo require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions. Additionally it is premature in the sense that Carl and Candace
may no longer be beneficiaries as a result of the lawsuits they have filed.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The documents speak for themselves relative to distribution standards stated therein. Further, my
ability to act as a co-trustee has been prejudiced, hampered and otherwise restricted as a result of
the various lawsuits that bave been filed by Carl and Candace, as well as the injunction
previously requested by Candace and Carl, Resolution of these lawsuits could serve as a means
by which it might be determined “when” (and to whom) distributions may be made.

)] Who should be involved in the decision making process?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request ag phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion, It is multifarious,
congisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions. Additionally it is premature in the sense that Carl and Candace
may no longer be beneficiaries as a result of the lawsuits they have filed,

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:
The documents speak for themselves relative to distribution standards stated therein,

(k) What factors does the decision-malker measure in determining the beneficiary’s need for a
distribution?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as phrased. It is harassing, inflammatory, prejudicial,
assumes facts not in evidence, is misleading and capable of causing jury confusion. It is multifarious,
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consisting of more than one discrete sub-part. It seeks to require the Respondent to interpret legal
documents and render legal conclusions. Additionally it is premature in the sense that Carl and Candace
may no longer be beneficiaries as a result of the lawsuits they have filed.

Subject to the foregoing and without waving the foregoing objections, Respondent states:

The documents speak for themselves relative to distribution standards stated therein.

Respondent invokes all rights and remedies associated with instances of offensive discovery
abuse, including without limitation, a request for a protective order. This request is occasioned,
in part, by Candace Louise Curtis’ abuse of the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure and her violation
of “discrete sub-part” standards and restrictions. Candace Louise Curtis has issued more
interrogatories than she is permitted to issue under the Rules. Until her interrogatories are se-
drafted to remedy the violation, or pending further instructions from the Court, additional
objections to the remaining interrogatories are reserved, as are additional factual answers,

)] ‘What facts were relied upon in your determination to oppose distributions to Candace?

Answer;

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure,

Intervogatory No, 6 (Really, Interrogatories 27-29)
On March 8, 2011, Anita sent an email to you, Candy, and Carole in which she said:

"I spoke w/ mom about the whole situation; she listens to reason and can understand our
concerns for Corl, and will sign the changes to the trust next week. I have been very forthright In
explaining the changes In the wust to her, and that they would be done in order to minimize any
pathway that Drina might have to Carl’s money. The changes are not lo penalize Carl, but to

ensure the money goes for his care.”

(n) Did you meet with Candace Freed to discuss any trust business prior to the death of Nelva
Brunsting? If yes, provide the dates and explain the purposes for each of those meetings.

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objeots to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(b) How much were you invelved with Anita's efforts to convince Nelva to alter the terms of the
trust?

Answer:

Objection, Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

Amy Brunisting — Objections, Answers and Responses Page 13 gf 26




06/24/2015 WED 12:00 FAX go1e/029

{(c) How much was Carole involved with Anita's efforts to convince Nelva to alter the terms of
the trust?

Answer!

Objection. Respondent objeots to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedurs.

Interrogatory No.7 (Really, Intervogatories 30-31)
Instruments are alleged 1o have been signed by Nelva Brunsting on August 25, 2010.

(a) Were you involved in discussions involving the creation or signing of the August 25, 2010
trust amendment instrument(s)? If yes, explain the circumstances leading up to the cyveation

of the instrament.

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(b Were you personally present when thase documents were signed? If yes, please identify the
location where they were signed and provide the names and contact Information for
everyone who was personally present when those instruments were signed.

Answert

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

Interrogatory No, 8 (Really, Interrogatories 32-33)
Instruments are alleged to have been signed by Nelva Brunsting on December 21, 2010.

(a) Were you involved in the preparatory discussions? If yes, please explain the circumstances
Ieading up to the creation of the December 21, 2010 instruments.

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(b) Were you personally present when those documents were signed? If yey, please identify the

location where they were signed and provide the names and contact information for
everyone who was personally present when those instruments were signed.

Anawer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.
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Interrogatory No, 9 (Really, Interrogatories 34-37)

Pursuant to the Provisions of the 2005 Restatement, Administration of the Decedent's trast in Article IX:

() Did Nelva have the authority to remove the trustees of the Decedent's Trust?

Answer:

Objection. Respondout objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure,

(b) Did the exercise of the Qualified Beneficiary Designation and Testamentary Power of
Appointment, dated 8/25/2010, appoint specific property to any specified beneficiary or
beneficiaries?

Answer:

Objection, Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(c) Did the Limited Testamentary Power of Appointment, dated 812512010, direct distributions
of principal of the Decedent's Trust in a manner that discharged the surviving Foundor's
legal obligations to any beneficiary of the Decedent's Trast? If yes, please explam with a
specificity as it affects each of the five Brunsting helrs/beneficiaries.

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(d) If Nelva discharged her legal obligations to a beneficiary of the Decedent's Twust, what
beneficlary(s) and to what extent did Nelva discharge her legal obligations to those

beneficiaries?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

Interrogatory No. 10 (Really, Interrogatories 38-41)

Please refer to George Vie's July 15, 2013 letter to the Special Master and Aitachment 1 to these
interrogatories when considering the following questions. Note that Attachment 1 is a summary of your
Schedule F, plus distributions to beneficiaries from the Edward Jones account during the 10-year period
covered by the schedule, also including the $100,000.00 distribution Anita received in 2005 to pay off her

house.

Your letter states that:

"Numerous gifts were given to the older Brunsting children (Carl, Candace and Carole);
Candace'’s sons, Kevan Curtls and dndy Curlis (curvemly in their m id-3 Os); and Carl's
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daughter, Marta Brunsting Huntsman (prior {o My, Brunsting's death) fo assist with their college,
business and/or wedding expenses,”

Attachment 1 demonstrates that during the 10-year period of the schedule, approximately 46% of the
distributions went to Candy, Carole, Carl, Kevan and Andy, with the balance of approximately 54% going
to you, Anita and your respective children, Nothing was noted to have been received by Marta during the

10-year period.

(a) Please state with specificity the dates and amounts of all gifts given to the older beneficiaxies
and the source of the information in support of these alleged transactions, as claimed by you
in your July 15, 2013 letter of intended influence addressed o the Special Mastor.

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

()] Qur Dad died April I, 2009. The only noted transactlons Inbeled as gifts to Kovan and Andy
Curtis are dated Qctober 2, 2009. Please state with specificity the dates and amounts of all
other alleped gifts given to Kevan, Andy, or Marta between 2001 and April 1, 2009, the
sonree of the information in support of these tramsactions, and the reason why these
transactions were not listed on any schedules. If none say none.

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatorics
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

In general the July 15, 2013 ietter to the Master attempts to provide explanation for the accelerated
dissipation of trust zssets while our Mother was still alive. These take-my-word-for it assertions have not
been supported by Generally Accepted Accounting Principles (GAAP) in any disclosures. The recap of
distributions, or gifts if you want to call them that, reflected on Attachment 1, clearly shows an inequity.

© Were you involved in the decision making process for any of those distributlons? If yes,
explain.

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(d) In your July 15, 2013 letter to the Master you claim "Defendants are individuals, not
financial professionals,” Did you hire financial professionals to assist you in meeling the
obligations commensurate with your fiduciary duties? If yes, who, when, and what did they
do? If not, why not?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.
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Interrogatory No. 11 (Really, Interrogatories 42-56)

Regarding the August 25, 2010 "Qualified Beneficiary Designation and Testamentary Power of
Appointment under Living Trust Agreement”

(») What changes to the dispesitive provisions of the Survivor's Trust were affected by the
8/25/2010 exercise of the Article IIT power?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(b) What changes to the administrative provisions of the Surviver's Trust were affected by the
8/25/2010 exercise of the Axticle III power?

Answer:

QObjection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rales of Civil Procedure.

(c) What changes to the dispositive provisions of the Decedent’'s Trust were affected by the
8/25/2010 exercise of the Article III power?

Answer:

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

(d) What changes to the administrative provisions of the Decedent's Trust were affected by the
8/25/2010 exercise of the Article III power?

Answer:

Objection, Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure,

() What changes to the dispositive provisions of the Sarvivox's Trust were affected by the
8/25/2010 exercise of the Article VIII LTPA?

Answer;

Objection. Respondent objects to this Request as it exceeds the number of permissible interrogatories
allowed by the Texas Rules of Civil Procedure.

® What changes to the dispositive provisions of the Decedent's Trust were affected by the
8/25/2010 exercise of the Article VIII LTPA?

Answer:
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