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December 4, 201 8

Mr. Peter J. Gleekel

Larson King, LLP
2800 Wells Fargo Place

30 East Seventh Street

St. Paul, MN 55101

RE: Your letter dated October 23, 201 8

Dear Mr. Gleekelz

I have reviewed and considered your letter dated October 23, 2018 seeking clarification

with respect to potential ambiguities in the Court’s October 17, 2018 Amended Order Granting

Bremer Trust, N.A.’s Motion to Lift the Stay of Discharge and Approve Payment 0f Attorneys’

Fees and Costs (“Amended Order”). I have also reviewed and considered various responsive

documents including a letter from Julian Zebot, Esq. on behalf 0f Bremer Trust dated November

6, 2018; a letter from Liz Kramer, Esq. on behalf of Stinson Leonard Street dated November 8,

2018; Alfred Jackson’s Obj ection To And Motion For Clarification Of The Coufi’s October 17,

20 1 8 Order filed November 8, 201 8; a letter from Erin Lisle 0n behalf of CAK Entertainment, Inc.

and Charles Koppelman dated November 9, 201 8; and a letter from L. Londell McMillan on behalf

of himself and NorthStar Enterprises Worldwide, Inc. dated November 9, 201 8.

In issuing the Amended Order, the Court intended to release only Bremer Trust, including

only its employees, officers and directors. It was not the Court’s intent t0 preclude any potential

claims the Estate may have against Stinson Leonard Street, Meister Seelig, NorthStar, or CAK.

Nor did the Court intend that its approval of payment offees and costs incun‘ed by Bremer would

discharge the subject law firms from any potential liability t0 the Estate. The Court would intend

to issue a Second Amended Order clarifying these issues (and granting in part Mr. Jackson’s

motion) however, the Amended Order is now subject t0 appeal. Unless the appeal is withdrawn,

the Court will await direction from the Coun of Appeals before issuing a Second Amended Order.
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CC: Julian Zebot, Esq. (via e-filing)

Liz Kramer, Esq. (via e—filing)

Marc Berg, Esq. (Via e-filing)

Erin Lisle, Esq. (Via e-filing)

A11 Heirs (Via e-filing)


