UNI TED STATES BANKRUPTCY COURT
SOQUTHERN DI STRI CT OF FLORI DA

In re: CASE NO. 99-42081- BKC- RAM
CHAPTER 7
JOEL E. KEY and KLAUDI A B. KEY,

Debt or s.

ORDER ALLOW NG FEES

After notice to all creditors, this Court has exam ned
all pending fee applications filed in this case. The Court has
considered these applications and finds that the follow ng
al | omances are reasonabl e.

| findthat reasonabl e conpensation for Marcia T. Dunn,
Trustee, is $992.79 plus expenses of $5.02.

| find that reasonabl e conpensation for Crai g Rei ders,
Attorney for Trustee, is $1,300 plus expenses of $69. 88.

The Trustee is authorized and directed to pay the
foregoing suns and shall pay to the Cerk of the Court $-0- for
speci al char ges.

In allowing the foregoing fees, this Court has
considered the criteria specified in 11 U S. C. 88326 and 330 and
the requirenents of B.R 2016 in light of the principles stated in
Hensley v. Eckerhart, 461 U S. 424, 433 (1983); Blumv. Stenson

465 U. S. 886, 897 (1984); Pennsylvania v. Delaware Valley Ctizens




Council for Cean Air, 478 U S. 546 (1986); and Norman v. Housi ng

Aut hority of Montgonery, 836 F.2d 1292, 1299 (11th Cr. 1988).

The Court finds that Trustee’'s counsel bill ed excessive
time in this case. Counsel filed a standard objection to
exenpti ons based upon the value of the Debtors’ personal property
and settled the objection for $3,940. After paying the Trustee’'s
fees, if counsel’s fees and costs are allowed as requested
($2,348.50 in fees and $69.88 in costs), a total of only $ 54.95
will be available for distribution to creditors holding nearly
$200, 000 i n unsecured clains, a distribution of |less than 30 cents

for every thousand dollars in unsecured clains. This is obviously

unaccept abl e.

The Court recogni zes that there are i nstances i n which
Trustees and their attorneys appropriately pursue clains which, if
successful, would yield a significant dividend. At tinmes, the
recovery may be small resulting in little or no dividend to
creditors, but the professional services were appropriate and the
fees are all owed.

This i s not one of these cases. Excess tinme was billed
for research, telephone calls and paral egal services. Gven the
limted recovery anticipated from objecting to exenptions,
applicant’s firm failed to gear its efforts to the size of the
case. The Court is allowing a fee of $1,300 representing 1/3 of
t he anmount recovered. Specific additional findings and the
consi derations supporting these conclusions have been omtted in
the interest of brevity, but will be prepared and filed at the
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request of any party if received by this Court within 10 days after
the entry of this Oder.

ORDERED in the Southern District of Florida, this 18'"
day of May, 2001.

ROBERT A. MARK
Chi ef Bankruptcy Judge

UNPUBLI SHED ORDER



