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In re: Procter &gamble Aerosol Case No. 2:22-md-3025 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

PLAINTIFFS' SUPPLEMENTAL FILING IN FURTHER SUPPORT OF 
MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES, EXPENSES, AND 

CLASS REPRESENTATIVE SERVICE AWARDS 

Plaintiffs Norma Bernsee, Abby Nelson, Shirley Thiele, Lindsey LaBella, Erica Esquivel, 

Joshua Wallace, Tyler Baker, Brian Stanfield, Eileen Aviles, Shelby Cooper, Tanya Cooper, Jacob 

Cooper, Patricia Donadio, Gregory Pickens, Ryan Rinz, Patricia Kelley, Jeremy Wilson, Dante 

Melendez, Darrel Stewart, Beth Blake, Angela Hernandez, Lynn Balser Mills, Matthew Lopez, 

Erik Velasques, Frank Ortega, Nancy Martinez, Evan Clarke, Lagregory Bonner, Haley Canaday, 

Cheri Casolari, Dan Lewis, Berenice Bernier, Chaka Theus and Sondra Trent (collectively 

"Plaintiffs" or "Settlement Class Representatives") through Settlement Class Counsel submit this 

Supplemental Filing in further support of their Motion for Attorneys' Fees, Expenses, and Class 

Representation Service Awards. 

On January 12, 2023, Plaintiffs' filed their Motion for Attorneys' Fees (Dkt No. 47) which 

was amended on January 24, 2023 (Dkt Na. 4$) (collectively the "Motion"). As indicated in the 

Motion, Plaintiffs' are filing this Supplement to provide the Declarations of Settlement Class 

Counsel. The Declarations identify the attorneys from each firm who worked on the case, the firm 

resume, the hourly rates each attorney charges and a description of the work they did on the case. 
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Alsa being submitted separately in support of the 1Vlotion is the Declaration of Randolph 

H. Freking, an attorney wha has worked extensively on complex litigation matters for over forty 

years in the Southern District of Ohio and is very familiar with billing practices in class action 

cases. Mr. Freking has reviewed the relevant pleadings in the case, the current case law related to 

the award of attorneys' fees and Settlement Class Counsel's Declarations. In Mr. Freking's 

Declaration he points out that no class member has filed an objection to the Settlement ar

Settlement Class Counsel's attorneys' fee request, and he relies on the decision entered last month 

awarding fees in the In re Johnson &Johnson Aerosol Sunscreen Marketing Sales Practices 

Products Liability Litigation, No. 3025 2023 US Dist. Lexis 32691, February 28, 2023 (a copy of 

this decision is attached to Mr. Freking's Declaration), a very similar benzene product case. Like 

this case, the Johnson &Johnson case involved a similar class action settlement involving the 

presence of benzene in the company's sunscreen products. The court approved Plaintiffs' 

counsel's attorneys° fee request and found a 1.25 lodestar multiplier reasonable based on 

recovering settlement benefits that are very similar to the Settlement benefits offered to Class 

Members in this case.. Here, the current multiplier is 1.14 and it will be less by the time of the final 

fairness hearing in May 2023. 

The attached Declarations have been submitted by the following Settlement Class Counsel: 

EXHIBIT LAW FIRM 
1. STRAUSS TROY 
2. IVIILBERG COLEMAN BRYSON PHILLIPS GROSSMAN 
3. MARKOVITS STOCK & DEMARCO 
4. PAUL LLP 
5. FREED KANNER LONDON & MILLEN 
6. SNUB LAW FIRM 
7. SILVER GOLUB & TEITELL 
8. LEVI & KORSINSKY 
9. POULIN WILLEY ANASTOPOULO 
10 SCHUBERT JONCKHEER & KOLBE 
11. REESE LLP 
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12. BRADLEY GROMBACHER 
13. AYLSTOCK WITKIN I~REIS & OVERHOLTZ 
14. WOLF HALDENSTEIN ADLERR FREEMAN c4~ HERL LLC 

and co-counsel LOLL & KRANZ 
15. LYNCH CARPENTER 
16. WOLTERMAN LAW OFFICE 
17. GABRIELLI LEVITY 
18 COHEN ROSENTHAL & KRAMER 
19. QUAY LAW OFFICES 

As the foregoing Declarations demonstrate Settlement Class Counsel as of December 31, 

2022 spent 3,084.07 hours on this litigation, have a current lodestar totaling $2,087,912.58 and 

expenses totaling $98,830.40. Accordingly, the fee request is reasonable, particularly when 

considering this Settlement has outperformed the settlement in Johnson &Johnson. 

Based upon the record and filings in this case, Settlement Class Counsel respectfully 

request that the Court enter an Order granting Plaintiffs' Motion for Attorneys' Fees, Expenses 

and Class Representative Service Awards. 

Dated: March 31, 2023 Respectfully submitted, 

/s/ Richard S. Wayne 
Richard S. Wayne (Ohio Bar No. 0022390) 
STRAUSS TR+I7Y CO., LPA 
150 East 4th Street, 4th Floor 
Cincinnati, OH 45202 
Telephone: (513) 621-2120 
Facsimile: (513) 241-8259 
E-mail: rswayne@strausstroy.com 

Gary M, Klinger* 
MILB~RG COLEMAN BRYS4N 
FHILLIPS GROSSMAN, PLLC 
227 W. Monroe Street, Suite 2100 
Chicago, IL 60606 
Telephone: (866) 252-0878 
Email: gklinger@milberg.corn 

Terence R. Coates (Ohio Bar No. 0085579) 
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219 East Court Street, Suite 530 
Cincinnati, QH 45202 
Telephone: (513) 665-0204 
Facsimile: (513) 665-0219 
Email: tcoates@msdlegal.com 

Rick Paul* 
PAUL LLP 
601 Walnut Street, Suite 300 
:Kansas City, MO 64106 
Telephone: (816) 984-8100 
Facsimile: (816) 984-8101 
Email: rick@paulllp.com 

Jonathan M. Jagher* 
FREED KANNER I.~NDON & 
MILLEN LLC 
923 Fayette St. 
Conshohocken, PA 14428 
Telephone: (610) 234-6487 
Facsimile: (224) 632-4521 
Email: jjagher@fkimlaw.com 

Jonathan Shub* 
SNUB LAW FIRM LLC 
134 Kings Hwy E., 2nd Fl. 
Haddonfield, NJ 08033 
Telephone: (856) 772-7200 
Email: jshub@shublawyers.com 

Steven L. Bloch* 
SILVER GOLUB & TEITELL, LLP 
One Landmark Square, 15~' Floor 
Stamford, CT 06901 
Telephone: (203) 325-4491 
E-mail: sbloch@sgtlaw.com 

Mark S. Reich* 
LEVI & KORSINSKY, LLP 
55 Broadway, 10th Floor 
New York, NY 10006 
Telephone: {212} 363-7500 
Facsimile: (212) 363-7171 
E-mail: mreich@zlk.com 
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Paul Daolittte* 
POULIN (WILLEY~ANASTOPOULO, 
LLC 
32 Ann Street 
Charleston, SC 29403 
Telephone: (843) 614-8888 
Email: pauld@akimlawfirm.com 

Robert C. Schubert* 
SCHUBERT JONCKHEER & KGILBE LLP 
3 Embarcadero Center, Suite 1.650 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
Telephone: (415) 788-4220 
Facsimile: (415) 788-0161 
Email.: rschubert@sjk.law 

Michael R. Reese* 
REESE LLP 
100 West 93rd Street, 16th Floor 
New York, New York 10025 
Telephone: (212) 643-0500 
Facsimile: (212) 253-4272 
Email: mreese@reesellp.com 

Kiley Grombacher* 
BRADLEY GRC?1VIBACHER 
31365 Park Crest Dr., Suite 240 
Westlake Village, CA 91361 
Telephone: (888) 418-7094 
Email: 
kgrombacher@bradleygrombacher.com 

Bryan F. Aylstock* 
Jason Richaxds* 
AYLSTOCK WITKIN KREIS 
C►VERHOLTZ 

17 E. Main Street, Suite 200 
Pensacola, FL 32502 
Telephone: (844) 794-7402 
Email: jrichards@awkolaw.com 

baylstock@awkolaw.com 

Carl V. Malmstrom* 
WOLF HALDENSTEIN AI~LER 
FREEMAN & HERZ, LLC 
111 W. Jackson St., # 1700 
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Chicago, IL 60604 
"Telephone: (312) 984-0000 
Email: malmstrorn@whafh.com 

*Subject to Pro Hae Vice admission 

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE 

The undersigned hereby certifies that a true copy of the foregoing document was served 

via the Court's CMIECF system on March 31, 2023, and has thus been served automatically on all 

counsel of record that have entered an appearance in Case No. 2:22-md-3025. 

/s/Richard S. Wa e 
Richard S. Wayne (Ohio Bar No. 0022390) 

16263536.1 
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FIRIl~ HQUFtS FEES EXPENSES 

1. STRAUSS TROY 497.65 $3Q3,971.25 $5,749.79 

2. MI~BERG CCl~EMAN BRYSON 

PHILLIPS GR(JSSMAN 

447.41 $301,525.60 $13,466.70 

3. MARKOVITS STOCK & DEMARCO 304.40 $191,233.50 $2,117.86 

4. PAUL ~~P 165.50 $73,744.50 $5,048.99 

5. FREED KANNER LONDON & MILL.EN 46.90 $42,070.00 $1,098.07 

6. SNUB LAW FIRM 420.75 $216,051.25 $24,543.31 

7. SILVER GO~UB & TEITE~L 159.26 $122,552.58 $1,141.00 

8. NEVI & KORSI'NSKY 231.90 $135,815.00 $15.50 

9. POULIN WILLEYANASTOPOULO 219.60 $200,1Q0.20 $1,104.00 

10 SCHUBERT JONCKHEER & KOLBE 174.30 $121,010.00 $5,065.0$ 

11. REESE LLP 94.00 $117,270.00 $402.00 

12. BRADLEY GROMBACHER 98.20 $62,052.50 $4,788.72 

13. AYLSTOCK WITKIN KREIS & 

OVERHOLTZ 

104.00 $114,400.Q0 $32,015.10 

14. WOLF HALDENSTEITI ADLERR 
FREEMAN & HERZ LLC 
and co-counsel ZOLL & KRANZ 

10.10 $4,097.00 $618.00 

15. LYNCH CARPENTER 14.30 $12,345.00 $402.00 

16. WOLTERMAN LAW OFFICE 20.50 $11,275.00 $402.00 

17. GABRIEL.LI LEVITY 21.80 $18,564.20 $34.20 

18 COHEN ROSEENTHA~ & KRAMER 14.10 $6,345.00 $$18.08 

19. QUAY LAW FIRM 39.40 $33,490.00 0 

TOTAL 3,084.07 $2,087,912.58 $98,830.40 
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In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF RICHARD S. WAYNE ON BEHALF OF 
STRAUSS TROY IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 
FOR AN AWARD OF ATT4RNE~'S' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Richard S. Wayne, declare as follows: 

1. I am a partner in the law firm of Strauss Troy, counsel for Patricia Kelley and one 

of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action") 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am an attorney at Strauss Troy charged with the primary responsibility for the 

work done by my firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities far my firm in 

the Action and supervised Strauss Troy attorneys and support staff who worked on the case. While 

I have personally devoted time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake 

or work with me on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise,skill, and experience, 

and I have utilized more junior attorneys to work on matters more appropriate to their experience 

levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's resume, Strauss Troy has substantial experience in 

litigating consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. Strauss Troy compensation for services rendered and reimbursement far out-af-

pocket expenses was wholly contingent on the .success of the Action. None of the attorneys' fees 

and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject of any 

prior request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Strauss Troy devoted a total of 497.65 hours to the commencement, litigation, and 

resolution of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous time records maintained by 

the Strauss Troy lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries 

to confirm. the reasonableness of the time and expenses committed to the Action, and I deleted or 

reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time 

billed. The time reflected in the Strauss Troy lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and was 

reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Strauss Troy performed in coordination with other Settlement 

Class Counsel, included: researching and investigation of claims, drafting and filing of complaint 

and other pleadings, review of discovery documents provided by defendant, participated in 

conferences with the Court, participation in mediation and negotiation of the settlement, drafting 

of settlement documents, drafting of the memorandum in support of preliminary approval of the 

settlement, preparation of plaintiffs' motion for attorneys' fees, expenses and class representative 

service awards, and drafting the memorandum in support of plaintiffs' motion for final approval 

of the settlement and coordinating the litigation amount Settlement Class Counsel. I have also 

2 
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been involved in coordinating communications with other settlement counsel, co-counsel, other 

plaintiffs' counsel and defense counsel. 

$. The following table shows the time expended by Strauss Troy attorneys and staff 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

K.icnard ~. vVayne {Pj Li~.JU $~Ou. fly-/,aJU.CiU 

Joseph J. Braun {P) 60.95 $705. $42,969.?S 

Amy L. Hunt (P) 2.00 $550. $1,100.00 

Jeffrey Levine (A) 23.6Q $450. $10,620.00 

Annie Jansen (PL) 191.60 $270. $51,732.00 

TOTALS 497.65 $303,971.75 

• (P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

9. The rates charged by Strauss Troy are consistent with the rates that the firm charges 

in other contingent fee litigation. Strauss Troy expended a total of hours. Total lodestar based on 

Strauss Troy hourly rates is $303,971.75. 

10. Strauss Troy incurred and advanced a total of $5,749.79 in unreimbursed expenses 

in connection with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

___--
CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses 0 

Computer &Other Research and Class related Fees) 4,074.47 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 0 

Court FilinglService Fees) 1,206.OQ 

Postage 1 ?.72 

Reproduction (Internal) 451.60 

TOTAL: $5,749.79 

3 
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11. The expenses incurred by Strauss Tray are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. The expenses 

are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the grivate legal 

marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 7th day of February, 2023, at Cincinnati, Ohio. 

.,___. 
By: 

.. 

0 
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Strauss Tray is a general business, commercial law, and dispute resolution 
law firm providing service from its Ohio and Covington, Kentucky offices to 
businesses and individuals throughout the mid-west. The firm's Complex Litigation 
Practice Group has a long history of aggressive and creative advocacy for individual 
shareholders, as well as public and private corporations, financial institutions and 
other professionals in complex single party and class action litigation involving state 
and federal securities laws, officer and director fiduciary law, antitrust, consumer, 
product liability and other difficult class action claims in state and federal courts 
across the country. The firm's reputation for excellence has been recognized on 
repeated occasions by courts that have appointed its attorneys to major positions in 
complex class, multi-district or other consolidated actions. More information about 
Strauss Troy is available on the firm's website: www.strausstray.com. 

The Strauss Troy Complex Litigation Practice Group 

PartnerslShareholders 

Richard S. Waytle is a member of the Board of Directors of Strauss Troy, Co-
Chairman of its Litigation Department, and has been a member of the bar since 1979. 
He is a member of the Cincinnati, Ohio State, Federal and American Bar 
Associations. For more than 30 years, Mr. Wayne has specialized in the area of 
securities and corporate litigation, product liability and consumer fraud litigation, 
including complex multi-district litigation. He is admitted to the United States District 
Gourts for the Southern District of Ohio and the Eastern District of Michigan, and to 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Eighth, Ninth and 
Eleventh Circuits. Mr. Wayne has been an arbitrator for the NASD and the American 
Arbitration Association. In 2010, Mr. Wayne was a member of the United States 
District Court for the Southern District of Ohio Merit Selection Committee for 
Magistrate Judges. Ne has been a lecturer at the annual Ohio Securities 
Conference, sponsored by the Ohio Division of Securities, the Cleveland Bar 
Association Annual Private Securities Litigation Reform Act seminar, and has 
presented/lectured an the following: Plaintiff Perspectives in Class Action Litigation 
(October 2000); Directors and Officers —Fiduciary Duties at the Midwest Regional 
Bankruptcy Seminar (2002); Law on Corporations, guest instructor at the University 
of Dayton School of Law; The Future of D&O Litigation — What is the Next Hot Issue? 
at the AON Risk Management Seminar (2006); The Principles and Policies of 
Aggregate Litigation: CAFA, PSLRA, and Beyond, at the 24th Annual Corporation 
Law Center Symposium, University of Cincinnati College of Law (Panelist, April 
2011). 

Mr. Wayne has also represented public corporations, officers and directors of 
public corporations, insurance companies, brokerage firms, shareholders of public 
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corporations in a variety of commercial litigation, and individuals against both public 
and private corporations. 

Mr. Wayne is a graduate of the lJniversity of Dayton School of Law. While in 
law school, Mr. Wayne was Case Counsel for the Moot Court program and an 
Associate Editor of the University of Dayton Law F2eview. He also published the 
following article in the -University of Dayton.Law Review: Environmental Law Case 
Work forAdministratively Imposed Civil Money Penalties in the Enforcement of Policy 
Objectives, 3 U.Day.L.Rev. 153 (V1/inter, 1978). 

In addition to the cases listed above, Mr. Wayne was lead counsel In Re: 
Eagle-Picker Industries, Inc. Securities litigation, Master File No. Na. C-1-88-936 
(S.D. Ohio) (Spiegel, J.), in which Judge Spiegel stated that: 

Plaintiffs' primary counsel are nationally known 
leaders in the field of securities class actions. The quality 
and efficiency of their representation is beyond reproach. 
(Slip op. at 7) 

In the Community Mutual Co-Payment Litigation, in which Mr. Wayne served 
as lead counsel for plaintiffs, U.S. District Court Judge Beckwith and Judge O'Connor 
stated that: 

The high caliber of Class Counsel is well reflected in the 
affidavits submitted by each individual attorney involved 
in the prosecution of this litigation. Each attorney has 
established a national reputation far management of 
complex class actions. Each attorney enjoys the respect 
of the bench and bar for his or her ability to efficiently 
pursue class claims and secure substantial benefits for 
the class. 

These cases often present difficult and complex factual 
scenarios, as well as legal issues of first impression. 
They cannot be lightly undertaken by inexperienced 
counsel nor by law firms unprepared to significant 
expenses of litigation over long periods of time. Both 
Class Counsel and their law firms are to be commended 
far their dedication to this case and the others that they 
have championed. 

R. Guy Taft is Co-Chairman of Strauss Troy's Litigation Department and 
practices in Federal and State Court litigation and appeals. Primary areas of litigation 
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are in breach of contract, fraud, commercial, corporate, partnership, and shareholder 
disputes, unlawful campetitian, patent and trademark infringement, non-compete 
agreements, employer/employee disputes, ERISR insurance, health care, product 
liability and personal injury. He has been a partner at Strauss Troy from 1989 to 
present; formerly partnerlassociate at Steer, Strauss, White &Tobias from 1976 to 
1988. Mr. Taft has served as lead trial counsel in litigation of the above law 
specialties since 1982, and. has handled numerous jury trials, trials to the court, 
arbitrations, and mediations in federal and state courts, as well as arbitrations for the 
American Arbitration Association. He was admitted to practice in Ohio and Federal 
Courts in 1976. He is a member of the following professional associations: ABA 
(Business Law and Litigation Committees); Ohia Bar Association; Cincinnati Bar 
Association: Board of Trustees 1996-200Q, Chairman of Community Services 
Committee 1996-1998; Cincinnati Bar Foundation Board of Trustees 1999-2000; 
Federal Bar Association; American and Ohio Trial Lawyers Associations. Mr. Taft is 
a graduate of the University of Cincinnati (BA-72; JD-76). 

William K. FIy11tl is a member of the Board of Directors of Strauss Troy, 
Co-Chair of the Litigation Department and leads the Financial Services Sub-Group. 
He is a graduate of Miami University of Ohio and the University of Cincinnati Taft 
College of Law (1985), where he was selected to compete in the National Moot Court 
Competition and won the National Administrative Law Competition and Best Brief 
Award. Mr. Flynn's litigation practice includes business, employment, commercial, 
and investor claims in state and federal courts, including extensive experience in 
class action and other multi-party complex lawsuits involving claims for violations 
of state and federal securities laws, business torts and other anti-fraud violations, 
control shareholder, officer and director and financial fiduciary violations involving 
both public and private companies. Mr. Flynn has considerable specific experience 
representing individual investors, advisors, retail brokers and other fiduciaries 
involving financial services industry disputes, particularly in the prosecution and 
defense of claims for fraud, professional negligence and breach of duty claims, as 
well as industry related employment disputes and state and certain federal 
regulatory and enforcement by the SEC and Ohio Division of Securities. Mr. Flynn 
is admitted to practice in Ohia and Kentucky, the United States District Gaurts for the 
Southern and Northern Districts of Ohio, the Western District of Kentucky, the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, and is a member of the Federal, Ohia, 
Kentucky, Cincinnati and Public Investor Arbitration Bar Associations. 

Joseph J. BPau11 is a member of the Board of Directors of Strauss Troy 
and the firm's Litigation Department, with an emphasis in commercial and complex 
litigation {involving shareholder, product liability and other consumer issues), 
constitutional law, employment discrimination and general business law. Mr. Braun 
is admitted to practice in Ohio, the United States District Court for the Southern 
District of Ohio, the Northern District of Ohio and the United States Court of Appeals 
for the Sixth and Eleventh Circuits. Mr. Braun is a member of the Cincinnati, Ohio 
State and American Bar Associations, as well as the American and Ohio Trial 
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Lawyers Associations. Mr. Braun graduated from the University of Kentucky 
(B.A. 1995) and the University of Toledo College of Law (1998). He also serves as 
the City Solicitor and Mayor's Court Prosecutor far the City of Loveland, Law Director 
for Miami Township, Clermont County, Ohio, Solicitor of the Village of Georgetown, 
Ohio and Law Director of the City. 

Matthew W. Fellet'hOff is a member of the Strauss Troy Litigation and 
Real Estate Departments. He focuses on complex litigation, advocating for clients in 
private and public controversies. Matt joined Strauss Troy after serving as a 
Municipal Court Judge in Hamilton County, Ohio. Prior to his public service, he 
practiced law far 16 years and established himself as a leader in the areas of 
litigation, complex land use matters, local government, eminent domain, property 
rights and employment law. He served as long-time law director for the Villages of 
Moscow and Woodlawn, Ohio and has represented numerous other units of local 
government in Ohio, assisting in employment matters, annexations and constitutional 
issues. Mr. Fellerhaff has extensive experience in property rights matters, including 
inverse condemnation suits, land use and zoning proceedings, eminent domain and 
real estate development. He has successfully tried numerous eminent domain "right 
to take" cases on behalf of property owners, preventing local agencies from taking 
their property. He further has extensive experience in eminent domain valuation 
cases. He has participated in and litigated local and federal environmental and 
historic preservation matters. Mr. Fellerhoff has represented numerous property 
owners, developers, community groups and others in actions before local zoning 
boards and subsequently in court on issues of zoning approvals, variances and 
special exemptions related to the use of property. 

He is admitted to practice in the State of Ohio, the United States District Court 
for the Southern District of Ohio and the United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth 
Circuit. He has also handled matters in other states, including Kentucky and Indiana. 
He is a member of the American, Ohio and Cincinnati Bar Associations. 

Ron Parry is a member of Strauss Troy's Litigation Department. He 
graduated from Western Kentucky University (B.S. 1970} and the University of 
Tennessee Law School (J.D. 1972). Mr. Parry is licensed to practice law in 
Kentucky, Ohia and Iowa. He is a member of the Kentucky and Ohio Bar 
Associations, the American Bar Association, the American Association for Justice 
(formerly the American Trial Lawyers Association), the Kentucky Justice 
Association, and a Master of the Bench in the Potter Stewart Inn of Court in the 
Southern District of Ohio. He has previously served as a member of the Board of 
Governors of the Kentucky Justice Association (formerly the Kentucky Academy 
of Trial Attorneys) and as President and Treasurer of the Kentucky Chapter of the 
American Board of Trial Advocates (ABOTA). At the time Mr. Parry was selected 
as a member of RBOTA, he had to demonstrate that he had tried to conclusion 
mare than 50 civil and criminal jury trials. 
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Mr. Parry's practice is primarily in the field of complex litigation. He has 
handled a substantial number of class actions for investors, life insurance 
policyholders, auto insurance claimants and other consumers. He also has 
experience in mass tort cases involving medical devices and pharmaceutical 
products. 

Mr. Parry was appointed to the Executive Committee far Plaintiffs' Counsel 
in !n re The Prudential Insurance Co. of America Sales Practices Litigation, 962 
F. Supp. 572, 585-586 (D.N.J. 1997). In approving a $2 billion settlement of a 
nationwide class action against a life insurer for deceptive sales practices, Judge 
Wolin observed: 

[T]he results achieved by plaintiffs' counsel in this case 
in the face of significant legal, factual and logistical 
obstacles and formidable opposing counsel, are 
nothing short of remarkable. 

Finally, the standing and professional skill of plaintiffs' 
counsel, in particular Ca-Lead Counsel, is high and 
undoubtedly furthered by their ability to negotiate a 
valuable settlement and argue its merits before this 
Court. Several members of plaintiffs' counsel are 
leading attorneys in the area of class action litigation. 

At the Fairness Hearing, Judge Wolin stated that "there is no doubt that 
Class Counsel have prosecuted the interests of the class members with the utmost 
vigor and expertise." In re The Prudential Insurance Co. of America Sales 
Practices litigation, 962 F. Supp. 450, 519 (D.N.J. 1997). 

Mr. Parry is admitted to practice before the United States District Courts for 
the Eastern and Western Districts of Kentucky, the Southern District of Ohio, and 
the United States Court of Appeals for the Sixth, Ninth and Eleventh Circuits. He 
has also received pro hoc vice admission to practice before numerous State and 
Federal Courts throughout the country. 

Mr. Parry has lectured at seminars presented by the Kentucky Justice 
Association, the American Conference Institute and SeminarWeb on the subject 
of class actions, the Class Action Fairness Act and ethical issues presented in 
class actions. 

Robert R. Sp81'ks is a member of the Strauss Troy Litigation Department 
and concentrates his practice in civil trial and appellate practice in the areas of 
consumer class actions, consumer fraud, investment fraud, insurance litigation, 
insurance brokerage matters, and shareholder derivative and investor claims. 11JIr. 
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Sparks has represented people harmed by fraud and unscrupulous business 
practices in state and federal courts throughout the United States. Claims in these 
cases typically include consumer protection, unfair and deceptive practices, 
misrepresentation, breach of contract and fraud. This experience includes: 

• Co-lead counsel in federal court in Texas representing a class of life 
insurance policy owners chalkenging an insurer's attempt to increase 
cost of insurance charges in the life insurance contract. This litigation 
resulted in amulti-million dollar settlement far the class. 

• Representing elderly investors in a multi-million dollar Panzi scheme 
involving the sale of life insurance as an investment. 

Representing about 70 investors in a $100 million real estate Ponzi 
scheme which involved litigation and mediation in state court, federal 
court and in private arbitration. The representation also included 
negotiations with state and federal regulators investigating the Ponzi 
scheme. Part of the representation included obtaining a favorable 
award after atwo-week arbitration for 20 investors against a major 
regional bank. 

• Representing people harmed when an insurance company changed 
the benefit definition in a supplemental insurance policy in an attempt 
to reduce benefits to policy owners and save millions of dollars for 
the insurance company. 

Representing investors in FINRA arbitrations against their broker, 
brokerage firm, and insurers. 

• Representing individuals and classes against mortgage lenders and 
servicers for predatory lending practices, unfair and improper fees 
and charges, and breach of contract. 

Mr. Sparks has worked on over a dozen complex, nationwide insurance 
class actions involving deceptive sales practices and fraud such as "vanishing 
premiums," "churning," and the sale of life insurance as an investment. 

Mr. Sparks is also a trial attorney. He has obtained favorable verdicts and 
arbitration awards in a variety of cases involving insurance, personal injury, 
investment fraud, and consumer protection. 

He graduated magna cum laude from Northern Kentucky University, 
Salmon P. Chase College of Law. While there, Mr. Sparks was a member of the 
Northern Kentucky Law Review and inducted into the Order of the Curia. Mr. 
Sparks is a member of the Kentucky Justice Association, the American Association 
for Justice, and the National Association of Consumer Advocates. 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-1 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 11 of 20  PAGEID #: 1088



Mr. Sparks is admitted to practice in the courts of Kentucky and Qhio and 
before the United States District Courts for the Eastern and Western Districts of 
Kentucky, Southern District of Ohio, Eastern District of Wisconsin, and the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. He has also received pro hac vice 
admission to practice before numerous State and Federal Courts throughout the 
country. 

Emily T. Supinger is a member of the Strauss Troy Litigation 
Department. Her practice focuses on civil litigation, property rights, zoning and land 
use planning, eminent domain, municipal law and employment law. Emily has 
represented political subdivisions, locally and across Ohio, in a variety of matters, 
including zoning disputes and eminent domain cases. She currently serves as the 
law director for the City of Wyoming and the Village of Woodlawn (both in Hamilton 
County}, and far the Village of Moscow and the Village of Bethel, Ohio (both in 
Clermont County). As a law director, Ms. Supinger deals with all aspects of 
government representation and governance, including public records and open 
meetings, contracts, real estate, zoning and economic development issues, 
elections law and referendum, as well as employment and personnel. matters. 

Ms. Supinger has extensive experience in eminent domain matters and has 
successfu{ly challenged the government's "right to take" property on behalf of 
property owners, thereby preventing government agencies from acquiring their 
property. She has also represented public agencies in acquiring property for public 
projects. Her creative and thoughtful approach in such matters has resulted in 
expeditious and fair results for the parties involved. 

Stephen E. SChillirlg is a member of Strauss Troy's litigation 
Department. Prior to joining Strauss Troy, he served as a law clerk to the 
Honorable Michael R. Barrett, Federal District Judge, Southern District of Ohio. 
Mr. Schilling's practice involves various aspects of state and federal litigation with 
an emphasis on commercial and complex litigation. He is admitted to practice in 
Ohio and the United States District Courts for the Southern District of Ohio, and he 
is a member of the Ohio State Bar Association and the Cincinnati and Dayton Bar 
Associations. Mr. Schilling is a magna cum laude graduate of the University of 
Dayton School of Law, where he was the Managing Publication Editor of the 
University of Dayton Law Review. He has published numerous law-review articles 
on a variety of subjects. 

Amy L. Hunt is a member of the Strauss Troy Litigation Department, 
where she concentrates her practice in the areas of complex litigation, including 
consumer class actions, insurance litigation and financial products. Ms. Hunt's 
practice involves various aspects of state and federal litigation, with an emphasis 
on commercial and complex litigation. She has represented consumers in cases 
against large property and life casualty insurance carriers involved in deceptive 
practices and improper claims handling practices. Ms. Hunt is admitted to practice 
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in Ohio and the Wnited States District Courts far the Southern District of Ohia. She 
is a member of the Ohio State Bar Association and the Cincinnati Bar Association. 

Of Counsel 

Philomena S. Ashdown practices in the areas of bankruptcy (Chapter 
11 and workouts}, UCC and general commercial law, banking, and debtor-creditor 
law and financial and commercial litigation. Mrs. Ashdown is admitted to practice in 
C3hio, the United States District Court for the Southern District of Ohio, the United 
States District Court for the Northern District of Ohio (including Bankruptcy Courts), 
the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan and the United 
States. Court of Appeals for the Sixth Circuit. She was the co-founder and the first 
President of Commercial Real Estate Women, Inc. of Greater Cincinnati (CREW); 
the former President of the Greater Cincinnati Women Lawyer's Association; the 
farmer President and current member of the TriState Association for Corporate 
Recovery; and a member of the Board of Catholic Charities of Southwestern Ohio, 
former Board President. She currently serves on the Bankruptcy Committee of the 
Cincinnati Bar Association, its CARE subcommittee (Go-Chair of the Judicial Liaison 
Sub-Committee). Mrs. Ashdown is a graduate of the University of Madras (Stella 
Maris College) (B.Sc. 1978), the University of Madras Law College (LL.B. 1984), and 
the University of Notre Dame Law School (J.D. 1986). 

Associates 

Jeffrey A. Levine is a member of Strauss Troy's Litigation and 
Corporate Departments. Mr. Levine's primary practice involves all aspects of state 
and federal civil litigation, as well as corporate law, including entity formations and 
acquisitions. Prior to joining Strauss Troy, he served as a law clerk to Hamilton 
County Common Pleas Judge Jody M. ~uebbers. Mr. Levine is a Cincinnati. native 
and a graduate of the University of Cincinnati College of Law, where he served on 
the Moot Court Executive Board and received membership to the Order of the 
Barristers. Mr. Levine has published numerous articles on a variety of subjects, 
including the legal risks associated with the use of social media. He is admitted to 
practice in Ohio and the United States District Court far the Southern District of 
Ohio. 
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Representative Cases 

Shareholder Derivative and investor Claims 

• Successful defense of publicly traded company in shareholder derivative 
litigation alleging violations of federal securities law. Robert W. Black v. 
Cincinnati Financial Gorporatian, etal:, Case No. 1:11-CV-210 (U.S. District 
Court — S.D. Ohio) 

• Franklin, Plotnick &Carl, lnc. Profit Sharing Plan v. Michael J. Critelli, et al. 
Case No. CV 11 748467 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio) 

• Delduca v. Boykin Lodging Company 
Case Na. CV-06-59403 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio) 

• Official Gommittee of Unsecured Creditors (Baldwin Piano &Organ Co) v. 
Karen Hendricks 
No. 1:04-CV-66 (S.D. Ohio) 

• !n Re Fannie Mae Securities Litigation 
MDL-1688, Consolidated Civil Action No. 1:04-CV-1639 (D.C.) 

• !n Re Mutual Funds Investment Litigation 
MDL-1586, Lead Case Na. 04-md-15863 (D. Maryland} 

• Ohio Public Employees Retirement System v. Federal Loan Mortgage Corp. 
MDL-1584, Lead Case No. 03-CV-4261 (S.D. New York) 

Smith v. Robert M. Ginn (Centerior Power Co. 
Case No. 046065 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio) 

• Representation of special litigation trust in claims brought against the 
company's farmer officers and directors. IT Litigation Trust v. D'Aniella, Case 
No. Q2-10118 (D. Delaware) 

• Representation of investors in shareholder derivative action against the 
company's officers and directors. Austern Trust v. Peter H. Forster (Dayton 
Power &Light), Case No. A-02-07067 (Hamilton Go., Ohio) 

• In re Cardinal Health Derivative Litigation, Common Pleas Court of 
Delaware, Ohio, Case No. 02-CVG-11-639. Member of firm served as lead 
liaison counsel in derivative action resulting in settlement that provided for 
inter olio, $70,000,000 to be paid to the company. 
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• Ayers v. Sutliffe, United States District Court, Southern District of Qhio. The 
firm served as ca-counsel in a six-week trial involving claims under the 
RICD Act for a class of municipal bond investors. Recovery for the class 
valued at in excess of $45 million. 

• Sterner, et al. v. Figgie International, Inc. 
No. 1:94 Civ. 0805 (N.D. Ohio) 

• Adelman v. Meadowbrook Rehabilitation Group 
Na. G93-0561-CAL (N.D. California) 

• In re Penn Central Corporation Derivative Shareholders Litigation 
Case No. A-90-09331 (Hamilton Co., Ohio) 

• In re Dayco Corporation Derivative Securities Litigation 
Na. C-3-82-254 (S.D. Ohio} 

• Lead trial counsel in representation of major shareholder in breach of 
fiduciary duties and related claims against other dominant shareholders and 
directors of a major U.S. restaurant chain. 

• New England Healthcare Employee Pension Fund v. Fruit of the Loom, tnc., 
et al., United States District Court, Western District of Kentucky, Case No. 
1:9$-cv-99M. 

• Brian Molnar v. Green Bankshares, Inc., et al. 
No. 2:11-cv-00014 (E.D. Tennessee) 

• In re AtriCure, Inc. Securities Litigation 
No. 1:.080-cv-00867 (S.D. Ohio) 

• to Re Humana, Inc. Securities Litigation 
No. 3:08-CV-0162 {W.D. Kentucky) 

• !n re 8roadwing Securities Litigation 
No. C-1-02-795 (S.D. Ohio) 

• In re Procter &Gamble Company Securities Lifigation 
No. C-1-00-CV-190 (S.D. Ohio) 

• In Re Smartalk Teleservices Inc. Securities Litigation 
MDL No. 00-1315 {S.D. Ohio} 

• In Re Premiere Technologies, Inc. Securities Litigation 
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No. 1:98-CV-1804 (N.D. Georgia) 

in Re: Corrpra Companies, lnc. Securities Litigation 
Na. 5:95CV1223 (N.D. Ohio) 

• In Re: Cincinnati Microwave, lnc. Securities Litigation 
Master File No. C-1-95-9p5 (S.D. Ohio} 

• In re American Premier Underwriters, lnc. Securities Litigation 
No. A-94-06195 (Hamilton Co., Ohio) 

• !n re Structural Dynamics Research Corporation Securities Litigation 
No. C-1-94-630 (S.D. Ohio) 

In re Nord Resources Corporation Securities Litigation 
Master File No. C-3-900380 (S.D. Ohio) 

• In Re: Eagle-Picher Industries, Inc. Securities Litigation 
Master File No. C-1-88-936 (S.D. Ohia) 

• In re Gulf States Utilities Securities Litigation 
Na. B-86-574 (E.D. Texas) 

• In re Middle South Utilities Securities Litigation 
No. 85-3681 (E.D. Louisiana) 

Products Liability and Consumer Products Litigation 

• Crail v. Best Buy Co., Inc. 
No. 06-CV-227 (E.D. Kentucky) 

• Cowit v. Celleo Partnership d/b/a Verizon Wireless 
Gase No. A-05-05869 (Hamilton Co., Ohio) 

• Academy of Medicine of Cincinnati v. Aetna Health, Inc. 
Case No. A-02-04947 (Hamilton Co., Ohio) 

• Woodward, et al, v. Great American Life Insurance Company 
Case No. A-99-058? (Hamilton Co., Ohio) 

• Sulzer C7rthopedics Inc. Hip Prosthesis and Knee Prosthesis 
Products Liability Litigation 
No. 1-CV-9000, MDL-1401 (N.D. Ohio) 
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o In Re: Teleetronics Pacing Systems, lnc. Accufix Atrial "J"Leads 
Products Liability Litigation 
MDL-1057 (S.D. Ohia) 

• In Re: Community Mutual Co-Payment Litigation 
No. C-1-94-428 (S.D. Ohio) 

• Wojtkieweicz v. 81ue Cross &Blue Shield Mutual of Ohio, inc. 
Case No. 254993 (Cuyahoga Co., Ohio) 

• In re Silicone Gel Breast Implant Prod. Liability Litigation 
MDL-926 (N.D. Alabama) 

• Immerman v. Harbour Towne Yacht Club Candnminiums 
Case No. A-88-03801 (Hamilton Co., Ohio} 

• Lead trial counsel in representation of plaintiff consumer class against 
public utility for excessive natural gas charges, breach of contract and 
consumer law violations. 

Fiduciary Claims 

Schilling, et al. v. Farmer's Bank &Capital Trust Co., Circuit Court of 
Jefferson County, Kentucky, Case No. 92-CI-05734. Atwo-week trial 
involving claims for several municipal bond holders. 

• Sutherland, of al. v. Harrodsburg First Financial Bancorporation, Circuit 
Court of Anderson County, Kentucky, Case No. 04-CI-00167. A ane-week 
trial involving claims for bank stockholders arising out of tender offer for 
repurchase of bank stock. Jury awarded compensatory and punitive 
damages. 

• Represented major east coast university against fraud and undue influence 
claims by claimed beneficiary of substantial contributors to the university. 

Ponzi Scheme Litigation 

Representing about 70 investors in a $100 million real estate Ponzi scheme 
which involved litigation and mediation in state court, federal court, and in 
private arbitration. The representation also included negotiations with state 
and federal regulators investigating the Ponzi scheme. Part of the 
representation included obtaining a favorable award after a two week 
arbitration for 20 investors against a major regional bank. 
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Insurance Litigation 

• Representation of class of consumers regarding dispute over nature and 
extent of coverage provided by life insurance policies resulting in the 
reinstatement of benefits for class members valued at over $2,000,000. 
Combs v. Crown Life Insurance company, Case No. 1:07-CV-00151 (S.D. 
Ohio) 

Benacquisto, et al. v. 1DS Life Insurance Company, et al. District Court of 
Minnesota, County of Hennepin, Fourth Judicial Circuit. Recovery valued at 
approximately $215 million for a class of policyholders. 

• Cone v. Cincinnati Life Insurance Company, Court of Common Pleas, Butler 
County, Ohio. Recovery valued at $1.7 million for policyowners. 

• Duhaime, et al. v. John Hancock Mutual fife Insurance Company and John 
Hancock Variable Life Insurance Company, United States District Court, 
District of Massachusetts. Recovery for the class valued at in excess of 
$416 million. 

• Truong v. Allstate Insurance Co., District Court Bernalillo County, New 
Mexico; settlement for state-wide class of Allstate policyholders whose 
claims were undervalued through use of the Colossus computer program. 
Recovery for the class valued at in excess of $7 million. 

• Sims v. Allstate Insurance Co., Circuit Court of St. Clair County, Illinois, 
Case No. 99-L-393A. Three week trial involving breach of contract with 
respect to the payment of diminished value claims fora class of 
policyholders. 

• Represented large national health insurer to take over entire provider 
network in Greater Cincinnati. 

• Represented large health care insurer in defense of medical coverage 
claims. 

• Picow v. Security Life &Trust Ins. Co., Northern District of Texas. Ca-lead 
counsel in federal court in Texas representing a class of life insurance 
policyowners challenging an insurer's attempt to increase cost of insurance 
charges in the life insurance contract. This litigation resulted in a multi-
millian dollar settlement for the class. 

• George Fiorini/Standard Life Insurance Company. Representing elderly 
investors in amulti-million dollar Ponzi scheme involving the sale of life 
insurance as an investment. 
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• Representation of a regulated multi-state health insurance carrier in the 
insolvency of a contracted managed care organization and subsequent 
wind-down of state operations. 

Unfair Competition 

Lead trial counsel in prosecution of Lanham Act product disparagement 
case for international protective products manufacturer against primary 
competitor. 

• Lead trial counsel in defense of wholesale grocery and drug distributor 
against alleged claims of product and label counterfeiting claims in Ohio and 
New York Federal Courts. 

Intellectual Property 

• Lead trial counsel in defense of national packaging products company 
against patent infringement claims by competitor concerning air filled 
packaging products. 

• Lead trial counsel in defense of national manufacturer against patent 
infringement claims by competitor relating to mechanical and electronic 
aspects of production machines. 

• Lead trial counsel in defense of national manufacturer against claims 
relating to chemical process patents (ultra-filtration technology). 

• Lead trial counsel in defense of copyright and trademark infringement 
claims against national wholesale and retail distributor of plumbing and 
bathroom products in Philadelphia Federal Court. 

• Lead trial counsel representing manufacturer/owner of design patent for 
taillight, in patent claims against former supplier. 

Construction Litigation 

• Lead trial counsel in representation of international developer of electricity 
and steam energy plants throughout Eastern and Central Europe on 
damages claims arising from breach of contract and fraud by U.S. power 
conglomerate for development, finance, and construction costs, and profits. 

• Representation of design professionals in litigation involving Ferrari World 
Abu Dhabi, the world's largest indoor amusement park located in Abu 
Dhabi, UAE. 
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Consumer Protection 

• Lead trial counsel in defense of class action by consumers against a credit 
corporation for alleged breach of federal consumer protection laws. 

• Represented big three car manufacturer in numerous cases involving 
consumer warranty claims. 

• Successful defense of major pharmaceutical company in a putative class-
action case alleging violation of the Telephone Consumer Practices Act 
("TCPR"). Belden Village Pain and Wellness Center, tnc. v. Forest 
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Case No. 2Q06 CV 00059 (Stark Co., Ohio). 

2795737.2.dc~cx 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
S(3UTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 

Products Marketing and Sales 

Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-ind-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF GARY M. KLINGER ON BEHALF OF 
MILBERG COLEMAN BRYSON PHILLIPS GROSSMAN, LLC 

IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 
FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Gary M. Klinger, declare as follows: 

1. I am a Partner in the law firm of Milberg Coleman Bryson Phillips Grossman, LLC 

("Milberg"), counsel for Plaintiff Norma Bernsee and one of Settlement Class Counsel in the 

above-captioned aetioi~ (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees arzd 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Milberg and charged with the primary responsibility for the work 

done by my Finn in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in the 

Action and supervised Milberg lawyers and support staff who worked an the case. While I have 

personally devoted dine to the ease, I have utilized other attorneys at any firm to undertake or work 

with n1e on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I have 

utilized more junior attonieys to work on matters more appropriate to their experience levels. 
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4. The back~n-aund of the attorneys in lny firm and their experience and qualifications 

in can7plex consuizler products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from nay fir~71's resume, Milberg has substantial experience in litigating 

consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. Milberg compensation for services rendered and reimbursement f'or out-af-pocket 

expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' fees and 

expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject o~ any prior 

request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Milberg devoted a total of 447.41 hours to the commencement, litigation, and 

resolution of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous time records maintained by 

the 1Vlilberg lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries to 

confirm the reasonableness of the time and expetzses committed to the Action, and I deleted or 

reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task. or reasonableness of the time 

billed. The tune reflected in the Milberg lodestar calculation is reasoi7able in amount and was 

reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Milberg performed ii1 coordination with other Settlement Class 

Counsel, included, among other things: 

a. Researching and investigating the claims and products at issue in the 

complaint; 

b. Researchi7lg and investigating Defendant's corporate structure; 

c. Interviewing clients aild potential clients about the claims in the case; 

d. Drafting a complaint; 
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e. Drafting a brief in support of the MDL proceedings; 

f. Preparing for and attending an all-day mediation with Defendant; 

g. Working with an expert an classwide damages; 

h. Negotiating and finalizing a settlement with Defendant; 

i. Drafting a preliminary approval motion; 

j. Preparing for and attending multiple status conferences with the court, 

k. Working with the claims administrator to administer the settlement 

1. Preparing a fee application; 

ln. Working with an expert on Plaintiffs' fee application; and 

n. Otherwise coordinating the litigation amongst all plaintiffs' counsel. 

8. The following table shows the time expended by Milberg attorneys and staff; 

Professional Hours Rate Lodestar 
Klin er, Gar M. (P) 205.39 $850.00 $174,581.50 
Suciu, Nick. (P) 105.49 $764.00 $81,904.10 
Whitener, Vir inia (A) 54.07 $3$1.00 $21,919.30 
Hone cu~tt, Alex (A) 33.32 $206.00 $6,880.40 
Busc17, Russell (A) 15.5 $425.00 $6,630.00 
Coleman, Gregor (P) 4.2 $919.00 $2,382.30 
Bryant, Cathy (PL) 8.6 $208.00 $1,788.$0 
Nelson, John (A) 3.8 $468.00 $1.,'77$.40 
Crowe, Jordon (PL) 6 $208.00 $1,24$.00 
Martin, Sairdra (PL} 3.6 $208.00 $748.80 
Fraser, Jac ueline (PL) 2.84 $208.00 $707.20 
Pothier, Renee (PL) 3 $208.00 $624.00 
Kui er, Tiffan (PL) 1.5 $208.00 $312.Q0 
Mka~nanga, Amanda 

APL) 

.1 $208.00 $20.80 

Subtotal 447.41 $301.,525.60 
(P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

3 
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9. The rates charged by Milberg are collsist~nt with the rates that the firm charges in 

other contingent fee litigation. Milberg expended a total of 447.41 hours. Total lodestar based on 

Milberg hourly rates is $301,525.60. 

10. Milberg incurred and advanced a total of $13,466.70 i11 unreimbursed expenses in 

coimection with prosecuting the Aetion. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGORY AMfJUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses $564.70 

Computer &Other Reseaxcl~ Fees) (LexislWestlaw/Bloomberg) 

Courier & Ovenlight Delivery Services 

Court Filing/Service Fees) $402.00 

Postage 

Reproduction (Internal) 

Expert 

Mediation Cost $1.2,500.00 

TOTAL; $1.3,4b6.70 

ll . The expenses incurred by Milberg are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prepared. by the fine from expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. The expenses 

4 
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are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private 1ega1 

marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true atld correct. Executed this 29th day of March, 2023, in Chicago, Illinois. 

By: is/ Gar1~ M. Klinger 
Gary M. Klinger 
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Established by members of Milberg Phillips Grossman ALP, Sanders Phillips Grossman LLC, Greg 

Coleman Law PC, and Whi~~ield Bryson LLP, the firm represenfis plain~i~Ffs in the areas of an'titrus~, 

securities, financial fraud, consumer protection, automobile emissions claims, defective drugs and 

devices, environmental litigation, financial and insurance litigation, and cyber law and security. 

For aver 50 years, Milberg and ids affiliates have been protecting victims' righ~s and have recovered 

over $50 billion for our clients. Our attorneys possess a renowned depth of legal expertise, employ the 

highest ethical and legal standards, and pride ourselves on providing stellar client service. We have 

repeatedly been recognized as leaders in the plainri~`~`s' bar and appoin~ed to leadership roles in 

prominent national mass tarts and class actions. 

~l crl~ r~ c~ c~r~c~~ r~r c~ ~r~c,~. 

~. ~~c ~rCl,~ r~c.a' ~; : ~lty~ 

Mitberg's precious ti~igaiian ei~orts heCped ~o create a new era of corporate accoun~abili-~y thaf put big 

companies on nafiice. The s~trafegic combination ofi four leading plain~ifis' firms offers clients expanded 

capabilities, greater geographical coverage, enhanced financiaE breadth, and increased operational 

capacity. It also enables the firm to serve diverse and global clients who are seeking to enforce their 

rights against well-financed corporations—wherever they operate. 

•-
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ACi~IaY~4S~: & ~()Y~9~.7 ~ifii4tl LAW 

Today, on a global scale, consolidated carporate entities exercise dominating market power, 
but proper enforcement of antitrust law ensures a fair, competitive marketplace. Milberg 
prosecutes complex antitrust class actions against large, well-funded corporate defendants in 
healthcare, technology, agriculture, and manufacturing. Our leading practitioners successfully 
represent plaintiffs affected by price-fixing, monopolization, monopoly leveraging tying 
arrangements, excEusive dealing, and refusals to deal. The firm continues aggressively 
vindicating rights of plaintiffs victimized by antitrust violations, holding companies accaunt-
ab~e for anticompetitive behavior. 

. . 

With 50 years of vetted success, Milberg handles complex, high-stakes cases at any stage of 
the litigation process. Our attorneys have experience litigating complex cases for business and 
plaintiffs outside of class action context, business tarts, contract disputes, anti-S~APP 
motions, corporations, ~LCs, partnerships, real estate, and intellectual property. The repeated 
success of our attorneys against well-funded adversaries with top-tier counsel has 
established Milberg as the go-to firm for complex litigation. 

Milberg's consumer litigation group focuses an protecting victims of deceptive marketing and 
advertising of goods and services, or those who have bought defective products. Our 
attorneys are experienced in handling a wide array of consumer protection lawsuits, including 
breach of contract, failure to warn, false or deceptive advertising of goads and services, faulty, 
dangerous, or defective products, warranty claims, unfair trade practices, and Hatable product 
cases. Milberg has achieved real-world recoveries for clients, often requiring corporations to 
change the way they do business. Our team ofi attorneys has extensive experience represent-
ing plaintiffs against well-resourced and sophisticated defendants. 

r 

Consumers have rights, and companies providing consumer services have a legal obligation to 
abide by contractual agreements made wifih customers. Companies must also follow state 
and federal Laws that prohibit predatory, deceptive, and unscrupulous business practices. 
Milberg's Consumer Services litigation group protects consumers whose rights have been 
violated by improperly charged fees9 predatory and discriminatory lending, illegal credit 
reporting practices, and invasion of privacy. We also enforce consumer rights by upholding 
The Fair Credit Reporting Act and Telephone Consumer Protection Act. 
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Milberg pioneered federal class action litigation is recognized as a leader in defending the 
rights of victims of corporate and large-scale wrongdoings. We haue the manpower, 
resources, technology, and experience necessary to provide effecfiive representation in 
nationwide class action lawsuits. Our attorneys have led class actions resulting in 
settlements up to billions of dollars across a variety of practice areas, including defective 
consumer products, pharmaceutical drugs, insurance, securities, antitrust, environmental 
and toxic torts, consumer protection, and breach of contract. 

For same patients, medication and medical devices improve their lives. For others, the 
drugs and equipment have questionable benefits, at best, and serious, unintended side 
effects at worst. Taking an drug and device makers requires a Law firm that can stand up to 
the world's largest, mast powerful companies. Our defective drug lawyers have held 
leadership roles in many national drug and device litigations, recovering billions of dollars in 
compensation. 

~r r 

Technology changes faster than laws regulate it, Staying ahead of legaC technical issues 
requires a law firm that can see the full picture of innovation and apply past lessons to 
navigate fast-moving developments, putting consumers ahead of corporate interests. 
Our data breach and privacy lawyers work at the cutting edge of technology and Law, 
creating meaningful checks and balances against technology and the companies that wield 
it. Cyber security threats continue evolving and posing new consumer risks. Milberg will be 
there every step of the way to protect consumer privacy and hold big companies account-
able. 

• t • •: 

litigation is key in fighting to preserve healthy ecosystems and hold environmental 
lawbreakers accountable. But in today's gtobatized world, pollutants—and polluters—are 
not always local Corporations have expanded their reach and ability to cause harm. 
Our environmental litigation practice focuses can representing clients in mass tarts, class 
actions, multi-district Litigation, regulatory enforcement, citizen suits, and other complex 
environmental and toxic tort matters. The companies involved in harmful environmental 
practices are large, wealthy, and globally influential, but as an internationally recognized 
plaintiffs' firm, Milberg has the strength and resources to present clients seeking to enforce 
their environmental rights against wetl~financed corporations—wherever they operation. 

i 

Big banks and public insurance firms are obligated by their corporate charters to put 
shareholders' interests ahead of client interests. However, that doesn't mean they can 
deceive clients to profit at their expense. Milberg's attorneys handle hundreds of insur-
anceArelated disputes, including first party bad faith insurance cases, business interruption 
cases, and hurricane insurance cases, As one of the nation's stop class action law firms, we 
are well-positioned to pursue insurance bad faith cases on a statewide or nationwide basis. 
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r ~ i r. ~ ~, 

The ability of governments to serve and protect their residents is often threatened by the 
combination of rawer revenues and rising costs. Budget shortfalls are increasing in part 
because private companies externalize casts, but while corporate profits grow, public 
interest pays the price. Effectuating meaningful change through litigation, Milberg partners 
with state and local governments to address the harms facing its residents. Internationally, 
Milberg's Public Client Practice has achieved success against global powerhouse 
corporations, including drug, tobacco, mining, and oit and gas companies. 

r 

Over 50 years ago, Milberg pioneered litigation claims involving investment products, 
securities, and the banking industry by using class action lawsuits. Our litigation set the 
standard for case theories, organization, discovery, methods of settlement, and amounts 
recovered for clients. Milberg continues to aggressively pursue these cases on behalf of 
institutional and individual investors harmed by financial wrongdoing. Inventors of securities 
class actions, Milberg has decades of experience holding companies accountable bath in the 
United States and globally. 

Blowing tf~e whistle on illegal ar unethicaC conducted is a farm of legally protected speech. 
Mitberg's whistleblawer attorneys have led actions that returned hundreds of millions of 
dollars in ill-gotten gains, resulting in significant awards of our clients.0ur legacy of standing 
up to corporate power extends to advocating for greater transparency. In addition to 
representing whist~ebtowers, we f4ght back against corporate-backed laws seeking to deter 
them from making disclosures. 

,re.~ 
p_~_ ~~ h.. r' 

. ~~ P t ~ ~,, e£ F ~ ~ ~ ?, ~ 9 ~ ~s tit ~ C s~ ~ 
~p C ` e` ~~ F ~~ ?~ ~' ~~ ~,~ ~F ; e`

.._~ ~. 
~. ~.., ~ ~ ~~ ~ .~ ~ ~ ~ r ~ ~ s+̀^ '« F .~ ) a fie. ~. .. S.a t ~ ~ , a.. a. ,,~ t a~ a ,~ e w+ 4.. 

~~ 

64 ?~ k ~. 
2?-;. i ~J£ ~ tr ~ _t ~~ of 2~ ~ .N" ~ ~, ~a~ ~~ A ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~..i 

4~'f ~. r~ ba 
q..3 ~.., 

8,x,.5 °~` F`"1 ~ ~ ~~.:F ~e~.,~ ~ ~ ~P ~,..,~ ~ p 'a ~ . r 2..~ ,h 

c- y~ 

~ ̀  ., .. 

~'~' fz..~ ~. F S ~..;~ t~~ i~/ '; ~,,.t; ~,o Y q..l M1, ~ f ~ ¢,~~ 4,,. 4.n 4 h ~ 'S.,t ~ ~ ~ 'G.. ~ ~ ,.s l 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-2 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 11 of 14  PAGEID #: 1108



~. # r ~ ~. .... ' is ! 1 F ! •. ' . Y '.. .. • -. 1 • '~.. 

~.: •: ~' 
r. . •i .:: •. '. • ~.. I f: • 1. 

In re: Zieam 
(n re: Guidant Corp. Irnp[antable DefibrilCators 
in re: Ortha Evra 
(n re: Yaz 
In re: Kugel Mesh 
In r~: Medtronic Sprint Fidelis ~.~ads 
In re: Depuy Pwnnacle 
In re; Stand `N Seal 
In re: Chantix 
In re: Fosamax 
In re: Qlme~artan 
In re: Ongtyz~ (5axagliptin) And Kombiglyze XR 

In re: Risperdal and Invega Product L.i~bitifiy Cases 

$3.2 Billion Settlement - In re: Tyco International Ltd,, Securities Litigation, MQ~ 1335 (D.N.H.} 

$4 Billion Settlement - In re: Prudential Insurance Ca. Sales Practice Litigation, No. 35-4704 (D.N.J.) 

$1.14 BEllian Settlement - In Re: Nortel Networks Corp. Securities Litigation, No. Q1-155 {S,D.N.Y.) 

~1 Billion-plus Trim Verdict - Vivendi Universal, S.A. Securities Litigation 

$1 Billion Settlement - IVA~DAQ Market-Makers Antitrust Litigation 

$1 Bitl.ion Settlement - W.R. Grace & Co. 

$1 Billion-plus Settlement -Merck & Co., Inc. Securities Litigation 

$775 Mi~Lion Settlement -Washington Puta[wc Paw~r Supply System ~ecuriti~s Lcti afiian 
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CHICAGQ 
227 W. Monroe Street Suite, Suite 210Q 

Chicago, Illinois 60606 

NEW JERSEY 

1 Bridge Plaza North, Suite 275 

Fort Lee, New Jersey 07024 

NEW YORK 

100 Garden Gity Plaza 

Garden City, New York 11530 

~. ~ ~ ~ 

•~~ ~ ~ 

pu~R~ra Rico 
1311 Avenida Juan Ponce de Leon 

San Juan, Puerto Rico 04907 

SEATTLE 

1420 Fifth Ave, Suite 2200 
Seattle, Washington, 98101 

SOUTH CAROLIRlA 

825 Lowcountry Blvd, Sure 101 
Mount Pleasant, South Carolina 29464 

TENNESSEE 
800 S. Gay Street, Suite 1100 
Knoxville, Tennessee 37929 

518 Monroe Street 

Nashville, Tennessee 37208 

WfiSHINGTON D.C. 

5335 Wisconsin Avenue NW ,Suite 44Q 
Washington, D.C., 20015 
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UNITED STATES ~DISTRTCT CC?UI2T 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerasot 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case Na. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF TERENCE R. COATES ON BEHALF OF 
1VIARKOVITS, STOCK & DEMARCO, LLC IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTIaN 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

1, Terence R. Coates, declare as follows: 

1. I am managing partner of Markovits, Stoek & DeMarco, LLC ("MSD"), counsel 

fc~r Plaintiffs Gregory Pickens and Ryan Rinz and one of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-

captioned action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees ai7d 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at. MSD and charged with the primary responsibi]ity for the work 

done by Iny firm in the Action. 1 oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in the 

Action and supervised MSD's lawyers and support staff wl~o worked on the case. While I have 

personally devoted time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm assist with 

prosecuting this case on behalf of Plaintiffs and requested that they execute particular tasks 

appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience. I have utilized more associate 

attorneys and paralegals attorneys to work on matters more appropriate to their experience levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's $ic~graplay attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's Biography, MSD has substantial experience in litigating 

consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. In 2Q22 alonE, I was a member of co- 

lead counsel in several class action settlements iz1 this District including, Shy v. Navistar 

Internc~tzonal Corp., No. 92-ev-0333-WHR (S.D. Ohio) (class counsel for settlement valued at 

over $742 ~r~illion); Walke3• v. Nautzlus, li~c., No. 2:20-cv-3414-EA5 {S,D. Ohio) ($4.25 million 

settlement); Bechtel v. Fit~rzesr Equipment Set•vices, LLC,', No.1:19-cv-726-KL:L {S.D. Ohio) ($3.65 

million settlement); and, Ryder v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., No. 1:2019-cv-00638 (S.D. Ohio} 

(member of class counsel in a $12 million settlement on behalf of roughly l,$30 class members). 

We also acted. as class counsel in the Williams v. 17uke Errer~y, No. l :08-cv-0046 (S.D. Ohio) case, 

wlvch was a complex antitrust and RICO class action resulting in an $80.875 million settlement. 

Gourds within this Distt•ict leave recag~lized. me and my firm as experienced in Dandling cainplex 

cases including class actions. Shy 1~. Navistarlrzt'l Carp., No.3:92-CV-00333, 2022 WL 2125574, 

at (S.D. Ohio June 13, 2022} {"Class Counsel, the law firm Markovits, Stock & DeMarco, LLC, 

are qualified and are known within this District for handling complex including class action cases 

such as this one."); Bechtel v. Fztners Equip. Ser~vs., LLC, 339 F.R.D. 462, 480 (S.D. Ohio 2021) 

("plaintiffs' attorneys have appeared in this Court many times and have substantial experience 

IiNgating class actions and other complex matters."). 

5, MSD's compensation for services rendered alad reimbursement for out-cif-pocket 

expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' fees and 

2 
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expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or lave been the subject of any prior 

request oi- prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

b. MSD devoted a total of 304.4 hours to the commencement, litigation, and resolution 

of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous ti~11e records maintained by the MSD 

lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries to confirm the 

reaso~zableness of the time and expenses committed to the Action., and I deleted or reduced entries 

whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time billed.. The time 

reflected in the MSD lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary 

for tl~e effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks MSD performed in coordination. with other Settlement Class 

Counsel, included: 

a. Researching and investigating the claims in this Action; 

b. Reviewing, drafting, and. editing the Rims complaint; 

c. Communicating with co-counsel regarding the Action; 

d. Preparing for and. attending the mediation in Chicago in March 2022; 

e. Reviewing and editing the preliminary approval and notice filings; 

f. Attending telephone calls with the Court; and, 

g. Working with co-counsel in prosecuting the Action. 

8. The fo]lowing table shows the time expended by MSD attorneys and staff: 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

W.B. Markovits (P) 6.5 $950 $6,175.00 

Terence R. Coates (P) l $4.9 $730 $ l 34,977.00 

3 
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Dylan J. Gould (A) 69.0 $450 $31,050.00 

Jonathan T. Deters (A) 4l .1 $450 $1$,495A0 

Spencer Calnpbell(LC) 2.2 $185 $407.00 

Laura M. Linneman (PL) .7 $185.00 $129.50 

TnTALS 3Q4.4 $ l 91,233.50 

*(P) Partner, (A) Associate, (LC) Law Clerk, (Pl) Paralegal 

9. The rates charged by MSD are consistent with the rates that the firm charges in 

other contingent fee class action litigation in Southwest Ohio. MSD expended a total of 304.4 

hours. Total lodestar based on MSD hourly rates is $1.91,233.50. 

10. My pa~~ner, W,B. Markovits, has a customary hourly rate of $95Q per hour. Mr. 

Markovits has been practicing law for over 40 years after graduating from Harvard Law School i~n 

l 98l .Since then, he has acted as class counsel for plaintiffs in a litany of class action cases in this 

District and across the country. For example, he was the lead attorney for plaintiffs in Williams v. 

Duke Ener~~, No. 1:08-cv-0046 (S.D. Ohio), and. guided the class in pursing civil. RICO and 

antiru~t claims that resulted in an $80,875,000 class settlement before llniYed States District Judge 

Edmund A. Sargus, Jr. after roughly &years of litigation. 

11. My customary hourly rate in class action cases in Southwest Ohio and throughout 

the county is $730. l have been practicing law since 2009 and am routinely appointed as class 

counsel in class action cases pending throughout the United States. I am currently participating as 

a member of plaintiffs' counsel il~ the over 70 class action cases pending around the country, 

including serving as co-lead counsel for plaintiffs in John v. Advocate Aurora Health, Inc., No. 

22-CV-1253-JPS {E.D. Wis.); Tucker~v. Marietta Area Health Care, Inc.,No.2:22-cv-00185 (S.D. 

4 
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Ohio); Vansickle v. C'.R. England, Inc,. No. 2:22-cv-00374 (D. Utah); Rc~d~iguez v. F~rofessionc~l 

Finance C'oira~aany, Inc., No. l :22-cv-1679 (D. Colo.); Miglic~ccio v. 1'~rk~i^ Hannifin C:orp., No. 

1:22-CV-0 835 (N.D. Ohio); Sl~erwooc~ v. Horizon Aet~uczr~ial Sep°viers, LLC, No. 1:22-cv-1495 

(N.D. Ga); Tracy v. Elekta, Inc., No. 1:21-cv-02851-SDG (N.D. Ga.); Devine v. Health Aic~ of 

Uhio, Inc., No. CV-21-948117 (Cuyahoga County Court of Common Pleas, Ohio) (court- 

appointed class counsel in finally-approved class action settlemel~t); Engle v. Talbe~•t House, No. 

A 2103650 (Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, Olio} (court-appointed class counsel in 

preliminarily-approved class action settlement), Lutz v. Elect~rorned, Inc., No. 0:21-cv-021.9$ (D. 

Minn,; co-lead counsel for plaintiffs in preliminarily-approved $825,000 settlement); and, Morellz 

v. Jim Ko~~s tl~lczncrgement Co., Na 8:22-cv-00292-GJH (D. Md.; court-approved co-lead counsel 

in preliminarily-approved seCtlement). Furthermore, I hold leadership positions in many other data 

privacy lawsuits including In re Luxot~ticEz vf'Amet~ica, Inc. 17ata Security 13rE~ach Litigation, No. 

1:20-cv-0090$-MRB (S.D. Ohio; court-appt•oved interim eo-liaison counsel); Tate v. EyeMed 

Vision Care, LLC:', No. 1:21.-cv-00036 {S.D. Ohio, court-approved liaiso» cou,nsel); Medina v. 

PracticeMcrx Inc., No. CV-22-01261 (D. Ariz.) (court-appointed Executive Leadership 

Committee); Ira re Netgain Technolo~v, LLC Consunr~er Data Bl^each Litigation, No. 2::10-ev- 

Ol 2l 0 (D. Minn.; court-appointed member of plaintiffs' steering committee); ~n re 20/20 Eye Care 

Neh~~ork Inc. Data Brach Litigation, Nc~. 21-cv-61.275 RAR (S.D. Fla.; Plaintiffs' Executive 

Committee); and, Baker v. Pa~kMol~ile, LLC, No. 1:21-ev-02182 (N.D. Ga.; Plaintiffs' Steering 

Committee). 

12. Moreover, I have extensive experience participating in other high-profile class 

action cases including, Zn re FExnrrie Mae Securities Litigation, No. 1:04-ev-1639, (D.D.C.) 

5 
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(assisted il~ representing tl~e Ohio public pension funds as lead plaintiffs in a Section l Ob-5 class 

aetio~~ resulting in a $153 million settlement); In ~~e NCAA Student-Athlete Ncrme c~ Likeness 

LxcenstngLitigcrtiorr, No. 4:09-cv-1967, (N.D. Cal.); see also D'Barirao~~z ~v. NC~1.~, 8Q2 F.3d 1049 

(9th Cir. 215) (served as counsel for NCAA, Olympic, and NBA legend Oscar Robertson in 

antitrust. claims against tl~e National Collegiate Athletic Associa~tiaz~, Collegiate Licensing 

Company, and Electronic Ards resulting Ina $40 million settlement with Electronic Arts and 

Call~giate Licensing Coanpany and t11e Court issui»g a permanent injunetio~l against the NC;AA 

for unreasonably restraining trade in violation of antitrust law); In re Toyota .Motor Gorp., 

Ur~inte»ded Acceleration M~xrketin~; Sales Practices &Products Liabilit~~ Litigation, MDL No. 

2151 (C.D. Cal.) (served as a member of counsel for t11e eec~nomic loss class action plaintiffs 

against Toyota that resulted in a settlement valued at $1.6 billion); and. Willicrn~s v. Duke Energy, 

No. l :d8-cv-0046 (S.D. Ohio) (served as cou~lsel for plaintiffs in a complex antitrust and RICO 

class action resulting ail $80.875 million settlement). 

13. MSD's two associates, Dylan J. Gould and Jonathan T. Deters, have customary 

hourly rates of $45Q for class action eases, including for cases in Southwest Ohio. They have 

substantial experience working on plaintiffs' class action eases, including many of the cases listed 

in paragraphs 4 and 1 l of this Declaration. MSD also customarily charges $l85 per hour for its 

law clerks and paralegals, which is the same rate applied to Spencer Campbell (law clerk) and 

Laura Liz~i~eman (paralegal) in this Action. 

14. MSD incurred arld advanced a total of $2,117.86 in unreimbursed expenses irl 

connection with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

6 
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CATEGfJRY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses $ l ,706.4b 

Computer &Other Research. Fees) (Lexis/Wes~law/Bloomberg) $3.10 

Court FilinglService Fees) $402.00 

Postage/Copies $x,30 

TOTAL: $2,11.7.$6 

l5. The expenses incurred by MSI~ are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I traveled to and attended the 

mediation in Chicago in March 2022. I have reviewed the expenses for which reimbursement is 

sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably necessary for the effective 

prosecution of the litigatio~l and settleanent of the Action. The expenses are those that would 

normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private legal marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury wider tl~e laws of the United States of America that the 

fortegoing is true and correct. Executed this 7t1~ day of February, 2023, at Cincinnati, OH. 

/s/ Terence R. Coates 
Terence R. Coates 
MARKOVITS, STOCK & DEMARCO, LLC 
119 E. Court Street, Suite 530 
Cincinnati, OH 45202 
Phone: (513) 65 l -370 
E~naiL• tcoates@msdlegal.com 

Attorney foa~ Plaintiffs and the C'lczss 

D 
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MARI~~VITS, STOCK & De1VIARCO, LLC 

Markovits, Stock & DeMarco, LLC is a boutique law arm whose attorneys haue 

successfully represe»ted clients in some of the largest and most complex legal matters in U.S. 

history. Our deep and varied experience extends from representing businesses, public pension 

funds, and individuals in federal and state courts across the nation, to successfully arguil~g 

appeals at the highest levels of the legal system —including prevailing before the United States 

Supreme Court. This broad-based litigation a~~d trial expertise, coupled with nn averstaffrng and 

overbilling that can typify eonlplex litigation, sets us apart as a ]aw firm. But expertise is only 

part of the equation. 

"Legal success comes only from recognizing a client's goals and being able to design and 

effectively execute strategies that accomplish those goals. We understand that every client is 

different, which is wl~y we spend so much time learning what makes them tick." 

As the business world 'becomes increasingly complex, you need to be able to trust your 

law fix•m to help you make the right decisio~~s. W~~ether you seek counsel in resolving a current 

conflict, avoiding a future co~zflict, or navigating the sometimes choppy state and local 

government regulatory waters, the lawyers at Markovits, Stock & DeMarco have both the 

experience and track record to meet your 1ega1 needs, 

Mai-kovics Stock f~eN6arco LLC Business 513.651.3700 MSCtLegal.com 
I I9 E. Court Street, Suite 530 

Cincinnati, Ohio 45202 
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BILI. MARKOVITS 

Bill Markavits practices in the area of complex civil litigation, with an emphasis on securifies, antitrust, 

RICO, and False Claims Act cases. Bill began 'his career as a triallawy~er at the U.S. Department of Justice Antitrust 

Division in Wasl~ingto», D.C. He continued a focus on antitrust after moving to Cincinnati, where lie became an 

adjunct professor of antitrust law at the University of Cincinnati Law School. Bill has been involved in the past in 

a number of notable cases, including: the Choice Care securities, antitrust and RICO class action in which tl~e jury 

awarded over $l00 million to a class of physicians; a fraudJRICO case on behalf' of The Procter &~ Gamble 

Carnpany, which resulted in a settlement of $165 million; an eleven year antitrust and R1C0 class action against 

Hmnana, inclti~ding appeals that reached the United States Supreme Court, which culminated in amulti-million 

dollar• settlement; and a national class action against Microsoft, in which he was chosen from among dozens of 

plaintiffs' attorneys to depose Bill Gates. More recently, Bill was: a }ead counsel for plaintiffs in the Fannie Mae 

Securities Litigation that settled for $153 million; a lead counsel far plaintiffs in a class action against Duke Energy 

that settled for $80.75 million; and lead counsel for plaintiff in C"oltins v. Fastmara Kodak, where he sucoessfully 

obtained a preliminary injunction againsf Kodak on aai antitrust tying claim. Based upon the result in Caltins, Bill 

was a 20l S finalist i~~ the American Antitrust Institute's Antitrust Enforcement Awards under t11e category 

"Outstanding Antitrust Litigation Achievement in Private Law Practice." 

Bill has received a number of awards and designations, including current and past designations as a "Best 

Lar~ryer in Aiz~erica" in the fields of antitrust and corllmer•ciallitigation. 

Education: 

Harvard Law School, J.D. (1981), cum Dude 

Washington University, A.B. ('1978}, Phi $eta Kappa 

Significant and Representative Cases: 

• Collins v. Eastman Kadcxk, United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio. Lead counsel representing 
Collins in antitrust tying claim, resulting in preliminary injunction against Kodak. 

• Ii7~ Re Federal National Mortgage Association Secaarities, Derivative, arad "FRIBA" Litigatiore, 
United States District Court, District oP Columbia. Co-load counsel representi~lg Ohio pensio» 
funds in securities class action that settled for $153 million. 

• Ohio Employees Retir•enzent System v. F°ede~~•al Koine Loc~rr Alortgage, aka Freddie lac, et al., 
Unitad States District Court, Northern District of Ohio, Eastern Division. Special counsel 
representing Ohio pension fund in securities class action. 

• Ylrillian~s v. 17uke Energy et al., United States Dist~•ict Court, Southern District of Ohio. 
Representing class of energy consumers against energy pi°ovider in aon~plex antitrust and RICO 
class action that settled for $80J5 million. 

• I~~ Re Toyota Motv~• Corp. Urairrtendec~ Acceleration fl~arketing, Sales Practices, c~nd Prodzrcts liability 
Litigatio~r, United States District Court, Central District of California. Forn~er member of economic loss lead 
counsel committee, representing class of consumers in litigation relating to sudden aecelera~tion. 

e In Re Oil Spill Uy the Dil Rig "Deepwczter Horizon " in the Gulf of'Mexieo, or7 A~ri120, 2010, United States 
District Court, Eastern District of Louisiana. R]CO workgroup cool•dinator in class action resulting from 
ail spill. 

• In Re A~icr•asof C~r~. Litigatia~~, United Slates District Court, District of Maryland. Member of co-lead 
counsel firm i~a antitrust class action. 

• P~•octer c~ Gaf~abde v. t2nnvay I itigation, United States District Court, Southern District of Texas, at~ 
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Houston, United States District Gaurt, DistricT of t7tah, a~t Salt Lake City. Member of trial team 
representing Procter &Gamble in obtaining jury verdict against Atnway distributors relating to spreading 
of false business rumors. 

• tlni#ed Stater ex r~el. Brooks ~~. Pineville Hospital, United States District Court, Eastern District of 
Kentucky. Oise of the lead counsel in successful False Claims Actlitigation. 

• Pr•~~ctcr~ c~ Gamble v. Banker^s' Trust GitigaZi~~~, United Sates District Court, Soathern District of Olio. Co-
counsel in successful $l65 million settlement; developed the RICOcase. 

• United Szutes ex rel. Witt v. 1~'li~or l~arriel, United States District Court, Southern District of Ohia. Co- lead 
counsel of successful False Claims Act case. 

• Forsyth r. 17ianaar~a, United States District Court, District of Nevat]a. Represented class of consumers in 
antitrust and RICO class action; successfully argued antitrust appeal; co-chaired successful Supreme Court 
appeal. on RICO. 

• In Re Choice C.'ar•e 1 itigatir~n, United States District Court, Southern District of Uhio, Western Division. Trial 
attorney on largest antitrust/RICOIsecuritiesverdict. 

Presentations & Pablications: 

• "hnplicalions of Sixth Czrcuit Collzns Irrkjet Corp. v. Eastman Kodak Co. Decision, "American Bar 
Association panel discussion, December I0, 2015 

• "Refining the IZelei~ant t~Iarkei in Antitrasst I itigation,"Great Lakes Antitrust Seminar, October 29, 20I 0 
• "Beyond C'otn~ensatoiy Damages —Tread, RICO and The Crirrrinal Laiv Im~licatzons," HarrisMartin's 

Toyota Recall :Litigation Conference, Part It, May 12, 24l Q 
• "The Rc~eketeer Influe~rced and Carru~t Or°gat~izatzons Act (RIC'O)," HarrisMartin's Toyota Recall 

Litigation Conference, March 24, 20l 0 
• "The False l'lain~s Act:.4re Healthcare Prc~vider~s at Risk'?," presentation Cc~ Robert Morris College Second 

Annual Health Services Conferences, Integrating F3ealth Services: Building a Bridge to the 21st Century, 
Moon Township, PA, Ootober 9, 1997 

• "7 he Federal false Claims Act: Are Health Care Provic~rs at Risk?," (Go-Speaker), Ohio Hospital 
Association, April, 1996 

• "A I'oca~s on Recrizry in Arltitr~ust,"Federal Bar News &Journal, Nov/Dec 1992 
• "Using Civil Rico and Avoiding its Abuse,"Ohio Trial, William H. Blessing, eo-author, Summer ].992 
• "Arrtit~ust in the Heahh Care Field," a chapter published in Legal AspeeCs of Anesthesia, 2nd ed~, 

William H. L. Dorne~tte, J:D., M.D., editor 
+ .9ntitf•ust Lam Update, National Health Lcni~y~er•s Health l cnv l~?pdate and Anrtzral Meeting (F'~atur~ed 

Sneaker), San Francisco, California, ] 989 

Affiliations: 

• American Association for Justice • Nainilton County Trial Lawyers Association 
• American $ar Association • National Health Lawyers Association 
• American Trial Lawyers Association • Ohio State Bar Association 
• Cincinnati Baz~ Association • Ohio Tria] Lawyers Association 
• District of Columbia Bar Association (non-active) 

Courts Admitted: 

• DisTrict of Columbia (1981) 
• State of Ohio (1983) 
• United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio (1983) 
• U.S. Court of Appeals, 6th Circuit (1991) 
• U.S. Court of Appeals, 9th Circuit (1995) 
• iJ.S. Supreme Court, United States of America (1998) 
• United States District Court, Northern District of Ohia (2008) 
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PAt.IL M. DEMARCO 

Paul M. De Marco is a founding member of Markovits, Stock & DeMarco, LLC. He is an Appellate Law 

Specialist certified by the Ohio State Bar Association and has handled n~oee than l OQ appellate matters, including 

cases befcare the Supreme Court of the United States, six federal circuits, and five state supreme courts. 

Paul's practice also focuses ors class actions and other complex litigation. During leis ~5 years in Cincinnati, 

Paul has been actively involved in successful litigation related to the U.S. Department cif Energy'ti Fernald nuclear 

weapons plant, the Lucasville (Ohio) prison. riot, Lloyd's of London, defective Bjork-Shiley heart valves, 

Holocaust-related claims against Swiss and Austrian banks, the Bankers Tnist derivative scheme, Cincinnati's 

Aronoff Center, the San Juan DuPont Plaza Hotel fire, the Procter &Gamble Satanism rumor, the Hamilton Caunty 

(Ohio) Morgue photograph scandal, defective childhood vaccines, claims arising from tire delamination and vehicle 

roll-over, racial hostility claims against one of the nation's largest bottlers, fiduciary breach claims against the 

Nation's largest pharmacy benefits manager, and claims arising from thr; heatstro}ce death of NFL linematl Korey 

Stringer. 

Education: 

College of Wooster (B.A., 1981) 

University of the Pacific, McGeorge School of Law (J.D. with disti»ctioi~, '1 983) 

University of Cambridge (l 985 j 

Significant a~~d Representative Appeals: 

• Artl~z~r Ande~scar~ LLP v. Carlisle, S56 U.S. 624, 129 S.Gt. l $96 (2009): In a case involving allegatio»s of a 
fraudulent taa shelter and accounting and legal malpractice, the Supreme Court of the United States resolved 
the issue of the rights ofnon-parties to arbitration clauses to enforce them against patties, which had divided 
the circuits. 

• Williams v. Z?idke ~'ner~,y Iy7ternatio»al, Inc., 681 F.3d 788 (6th Cir. 2012): In a case brought as a class 
action by a utility's ratepayers for selective payment of illegal rel~atas to certain ratepayers, the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Sixth Cirenit reversed a district court's dismissal of the excluded 
ratepayers' claims that tl7e utility violated the RICO statute, the Robinson-Patman Act, and the state 
corrupt practices act. 

• State ofC~hio ex rel. Bch gfState Teachers Retirement Sys. ofC)hio v. I~avi~s, l 13 Ohio St.3d 410, 865 N.E.2d 
1289 (2007}: The Supreme Court of Ohio upheld the appellate court's issuance of the ~xtre~nely rare writ 
of procedendo comrna~~ding the trial judge to proceed with a trial on claims he mistakenly believed the 
previous jury had resolved. 

• C'hesher~ v. ]ireye~•, 477 F.3d 784 (6t17 Cir. 20Q7): The Sixth Circuit affim~ed tine district co~irt's rejection of 
qualified immunity defenses raised by the Hamilton County (Ohio) coroner, his chief deputy, the coroner's 
admi~~istrative aide, a staff pathologist, and a pathology fellow in connection with the Hamilton Cou~~ty 
Morgue photo scandal. 

• State of Ohio ex rel. CNG Fi~~'1 Corgi. ~~. ~~acCel, 11 l Ohio St.3d 1 49, 855 N.E.2d 473 (2006): The Supreme 
Court of Ohio affirmed the appellate court's refusal to issue a writ of procedendo commanding the trial 
judge to halt injunctive proceedings and decide an arbitration issue. 

• ,Sizaith i,~. North Amer•icczn Stainless, L.P., l58 F. App'x. fi99 (6th Cir. 2406): Rejecting a steel 
manufacturer's ̀ "up-the-ladder" immunity defense, the United States Court of Appeals for tl~e Sixth Circuit 
reversed the district court's dismissal of a wrongful claii7l brought by the widow and estate of a steel 
worker killed on the job. 

• Procter c~ Cc~rT~ble Co. v. Haugen, 427 F.3d 727 (10th Cir~ 2005): The United States Court of Appeals for 
the Tenth Circuit reversed the district court's dismissal of Procter &Gamble's Lanham Act olainls, paving 
the way fora $19.25 million jury verdict in its favor. 
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• Rc~etenberger~ r. Chr•zst Hospital, 163 ~l~io App.3d 555, $39 N.E.2d 44] (2005): ]n this medical 
naalpra~ctice action for wrongful death, the Ohio court of appeals reversed the jury verdict ira the 
physiciael's favor due to improper arguments by his attorney and instructional error by the trial court. 

• City of Cincit~nati v. Berc>tta U. S ,a. C'o~~~., 95 Ohio St.3d 416, '76$N.E.2d 1136 (2002}; In this la~~dmaJk 
decision an public nuisance law, the Supre~~~e Court of C3hio held that a public nuisance action could be 
maintained for injuries caused by a product — in this case, guns if the design, manufacture, markeki~~g, 
or sale of the product unreasonably interferes with a right common to tlXe general public. 

• Norgar~d 1~~. Br•~ush WellrTaan, Ir~c., 95 Ohio St.3d 165, 766 N.E.2d 977 (2Q02): In an employee's ii~t~r~tional 
tort action alleging that Ills employer subjected hi~~~ to long-teem beryllium exposure, the Supreme Court 
of Ohio rulsd that a cause of action for are employer intentional tort accrues when the employee discovers, 
or by the exercise of reasonable diligence should have discovered, the workplace injury and ---here's the 
ground-breaking part of the holding -the wrongful conduct of theemployer. 

• YYall~ace v. Ol~iv Z)e~'2 of°Cor:zmerce, 96 Ohio St.3d 266, 773 N:E.2d 10]8 (X102): In overturning the 
disn7issal of a suit against the state fire marshal for negligently inspecting a fireworks store that caught 
fi re killing nine people, the Supreme Gou~rt of Ohio held for the first time That the common-law publio- 
duty rule cannot be applied in cases against the state in the Ohio Court ofClaims. 

Courts Admitted: 

• Ohio • U.S. Court of Appeals, 1 Oth Circuit 
• California • U.S. District Court, Southern District ofOhia 
• Supreme Col~rt of the United States • U.S. District Court, Northern District of Ohio 
* U.S. CourC of Appeals, 1stCireuit • U.S. District Court, Eastern District of 
• U.S. Court of Appeals, 4t1~ Circuit California 
• U.S. Court of Appeals, 5th Circui# • U.S. District Court, Central :District of 
• U.S. Court of Appeals, 6th Circuit California 
• U.S, Court of Appeals, 7th Circuit • U.S. District Court, Southern District of 
• U.S. Coui~ of Appeals, 9th Circuit Califol-nia 

• U.S. Court of Federal Claims 

Since 1994, Paul has worked to promote professional responsibility among lawyers, serving first as a 

member and eventually the chair of the Cincinnati Bar Association Certified Grievance Committee, and since 2008 

as a member of the Board of Commissioners on Grievances and Discipline of the Supreme Court of Ohio. 

He also is a member of ~11any legal organizations, including the Federal Bar Association, Ohio State Bar 

Association, Cincinnati Bar Association, American Bar Association, ABA Council of Appellate Lawyers, and the 

Cincinnati Bar Association's Court of Appeals Committee. 

Pa~~l was one of the founders of the Collaborative Law Center in Cincinnati, a member of CrncinnaCi's 

Citizens Police Review Pa~~el (1999-2002), and a member of Cincinnati CAN and its Police and Community 

Subcommittee following the 2QQ1 riots, 

He currently serves on tl~e boards of the Ohio Juustiee and Policy Center a~~d the Mercantile Lib~•ary and on 

the advisory committees of the Fernald Community Cohort and the Fernald Workers' Medical Monitoring Program. 
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TERENCE R COATES 

Terry CoaCes is Markc7vits, Stock & DeMarco's managing partner. His legal practice focuses on personal 

injury ]aw, spans & entertaimnerlt law, business litigation and class action litigation. Mr. Coates is currently 

participating as a member of plaintiffs' cotmsel in the over 70 daCa breach cases pending around. the country, 

including serving as co-lead counsel for plaintiff iX~ Ractr~~i~uez 1~. Pr•gfessior~at Fif~ance Compa~av, Inc., No. 1:22-cv-

16'79 (D. Colo.; court-appointed interim lead counsel); Nligliaccia v. 1'crrker I~as~nifin Corp., No. 1;22-CV-00835 

(N.D. Ohio; court-appointed interim lead counsel); Sherwood v. Hori~ort~ctuurial Services, LLC, No. l :22-c~~-1495 

(N.D. Ga.; court-appointed interim class counsel); Tracy v. h'lekta, Inc., No. 1:21-cv-02$51-SDG (N.D. Ga., court-

appointed i»terim class counsel}; Devine v. Health Aid of Ohio, Irre. , No. CV-2l -9A 81 l 7 (Cuyahoga County Court 

of Common Pleas, Ohio) (court appointed class counsel); Engle v. Talbert tlozase, No. A 2103650 (Hamilton County 

Court of Common Pleas, Ohio) (court-appointed class counsel}. 

Education: 

Thomas M. Cooley Law School, J.D. (2009) 

Wittenberg University, B.A. (2005) 

Representative Cases: 

• Bechtel v. Fitness Egz-ripment Services, LLC, No. 1.19-cv-726-KLL (S.D. Ohio) ($3.b5 millio~~ common 
find settlement finally approved on September 20, 2022); 

• Bowling v. Yfi~er, .Inc., Case No. C-1 -95-256, United States Distract Court,, Southern District of Ohio (Class 
Counsel for recipients of defective mechanical heart valves includiia~ continued international distribution of 
settlement funds to remaining class members); 

• Colli~as Irrkjel C~r•~. v. ~'crstr~narr Kodak Company, Case No. 1:13-cv-0664, United States District Court, 
Southern District of Olio (trial counsel for Collins in an antitrust tying claim resulting in a preliminary 
injunction against Kodak - a decision that was affirmed by the Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals Collins Inkjet 
Cori. v. Ecrstn~zan Kodak Co. , 78l F.3d 26~ (6th Cir. 2015)); 

• Dav v. NLp, Inc., Case No. C-] -90-67, United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio (Class Counsel 
for certairs former workers at the Fernald Nuclear weapons facility; the medical monitoring program 
continues); 

• In re Fannie Mae Securities Z,itigation, Case No. 1:04-ev-1639, United States District Court, District of 
Columbia (represented Ohio public pension funds as Lead PlaintifFs in Section lOb securities class action 
litigation resulting in a $153 million court-approved settlement); 

• In re fiayota Motor Corp. Unintended Accetercrtion Marketing, Sales Practices, c~ Products Liabilit~~ 
I,ztigati~n, MI7L No. 2151, United States District Court, Southern District of California (represented 
plaintiffs and prepared class representatives for deposition testimony resulting in acourt-approved settlement 
valued in excess of $1.5 billion); 

• In re NCAA Student-Athlete A'an~e c& likeness Licensing Litigation, Case N~. 09-1.967, Uirited States District 
Court, Northern District of California (represented NCAA, Olympic, and NBA legend, Oscar Robertson, in 
antitrust claims against the National Collegiate Athletic Assoeia~tion (NCAA), Collegiate Licensing 
Company (CLC), and Electronic Arts {EA) leading to a $40 million settlement with EA a~~d CLC and the 
Court issuing a permanent injunction against the NCAA for unreasonably restraining trade in violation of 
antitrust law}; 

• Linnc>man u. i'ita-R~lix Carp., Case No. 14-cv-748, United States District Court, Southern District of C)hio 
(Class Counsel for a nationwide class of Vita-Mix blender consumers resulting in a nationwide settlement); 

• Ryder v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.~~~., No. 1:2019-cv-OQ638 (S.D. Ohio) (membar of class counsel i~~ a $12 million 
settlement on behalf of rou~lily l ,830 class members); 
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e Shy v. N`crvzsta~ Ifaternationc~l C'or~., No. 92-cv-O:i33-WNR (S.D. Ohio) (class course( for a olass actic~ia 
settlement valued at over• $742 million}; 

e l~~alker• v. Ncrc~tilus, Ire., Na. 2:20-cv-3474-EAS (S.D. Ohio) ($4.25 ~nillio» cominot~ fund settlement finally 
approved on Jaa~e 28, 2022}; 

• Williams v. T~e~rke Enemy, Case Na. 1:08-cw00046, United States District Cou1~, Soufhen~ District of Olio 
(representing class of energy consumers against energy provider in complex antitrust and RICO class action 
resulting in tfae court grating final approval of an $$0,875 million settlement); and, 

• C?hio Public Em~l~yees Retir-e~ner2t System v. TE~deral Hanae Loan M~~r•tgage ("Freddie ~l~fuc"), Case No. 
4:08-cv-Ol60, United States District Court, Northern District of Ohio (Special eoi~nsel for Olio public 
pensian funds as Lead Plaintiffs in Section ] Ob-5 securities class action litigation). 

Community involvement: 

• Cincinnati Academy of Leadership for Lawyers (CALL), Class XXI, Participant ('2417) 
• Cincinnati Clamber of Commerce C-Change Class R, Participant (2014) 
• Cincinnati Chamber of Commerce, ~Imbcdsscrdor (2014) 
• Cincinnati Athletic Clab, l~'residenZ (2415-2017) 
• Cincinnati Athletic Club, ti'ice Presic~eret (2014-2015} 
• Cincinnati Bar Association, Board of Trustees, trustee (2019-present) 
• Cincinnati Bar Association, Board of Trustees, Executive C'am»aitte~ (2021-present} 
• Cincinnati Bar Association, Membership Services cS'r Development Cammzttee (2014-present) 
• Cincinnati Bar Association, Kun fo~~ lzds C"orrnnittee (200-2014) 
• Cincinnati Bar Association, Social C.'ornmittee (2011-2014) 
• Clermont County Humane Society, Bocrra' Member (2014-20'l 7} 
• Clermont County Humane Society, Legal Adviser (2017-present) 
• Potter Stewart Inn of Court, Executive Dzr~ector (2021-present) 
• Summit Country Day High School;, ~1~1ock Trial Adviser (2013-2016) 
• St. Peter in Chains, Cathedral, Aarish Council (20]4-2Q17) 

Recognitions: 

• Super Lawyers, Rising Star (2014 —present) 
• Best Lawyers in America, Commercial Litigation (2020-present) 
• Witfenber~ University Outstanding Young Alwnnus Award (2014) 
• Cincinnati Bar Association, Young Lawyers Section Frofessionalisin Award (2015) 
• JDRF Bourbon &Bow Tie Bash, Young Pr~ofessiona! (i'olz~rnteer) c~f'tl~e Year for the Flying Pig Marathon 

(2016) 
* Cincinnati Business Courier, Fatty Under 40 (2019) 
• Cincinnati Cystic Fibrosis Foundation, Cincinnati's Finist Honoree (2020) 

Courts Admitted: 

• State of Ohio (2409) 
• United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio (2010) 
• United States District Court, Northern District of Ohio (2010) 
• United States District Court, Eastern District of Michigan (2021) 
• United States District Court, District of Colorado (2022) 
• United States Court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit (201.8) 
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JLSTIN G WALtiER 

Justin C. Walker is Of Counsel at MarkoviC~s, Stock & DeMarco. Justin's practice areas are focused an 

complex civil IitigaCian and constitutio»al law, with an emphasis on consumer fraud and defective products. Before 

,ioiiling Markovits, Stock & DeMareo in Apt°i12019, Justin practiced at the Finney Law Firm, a boutique law firm 

spec~~ializing iii complex litigation and constitutional law. At the beginning of his legal career, Justin served as a judicial 

extern for Senior Unr'ted States District Judge Sandra S. Beckwith before taking afull-time position as a law clerk and 

magistrate in the Hamilton County Ohio Court of Common Pleas for the Honorable Norbert A. Nadel. After 

completing his clerkship, Justin took a position as a prosecutor, serving as first chair for mulfiple jury trials. Justin 

then entered private practice, shifting his practice to focus on litigation matters. 

Education: 

University of Cincinnati, J.D. (2Q05 j 

Miami University, B.S. (200O 

Courts Admitted: 

• State of Ohio (2005) 
• U.S. Cou1~t of Appeals, 6th Circuit (2017) 
• U.S. District Court, Southern District of Ohia {2008) 
• ll.S. Bankruptcy Court, Southern Distract of Ohio (200,9) 

Representative Cases: 

• Liizneman v. Y''ita-Mix C'orp., Case No. IS-ev-748, United States District Court, Southern District raf O}7io 
(Co-Class Counsel for a nationwide class of Vita-Mix blender consumers resulting in a nationwide 
settlement). 

• Baker v. CiCy ofPortsrz~oarth, Case No. 1:14-cv-Sl2, 2015 WL 5822659 ('S.D. Ohio Oct. 1, 2015) (Co-
Counsel for a class of property ow~iers, the Court ruled that City violated the Fourth Amendment whets it 
required property owners to consent to a wan~antless inspection of their property or face a criminal penalty 
where not valid exception to the warrant requirement exists). 

• E.F. Im~estments, LLC v. C'`ity of Covington, Ke»tzrcky, Case No. '1 7-cv-007.17-DLB-JGW, United States 
District Court, Easten~ District of Kentucky (Lead Counsel ot~ case brought on behalf of local property 
cawners, contending that City's rental registration requirements violated the Fourth A»~endment resulti~~g in 
a settlement). 

• State ~~f Ohio ex red. Patricia Meade v. irillage of 13ralenuhl, Zd 18-04409, Supreme Court State of Ohio (Co-
Counsel on behalf of local taxpayer contending that Defendant's violated Ohio Open Meetings Law). 

• Z3aivson v. VillaKe of ~i'znchester, United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio (Lead Counsel 
represented Plaintiff claiming Federal Civil Rights violations due to unconstitutional arrest and detainment). 

Affiliations and Presentations: 

• Cincinnati Bar Association 
• Clermont County Bar Association 
• American Association for Justice 
e "Municipal Bankruptcy: Chapter 9 - Shcauld Cincinnati Consider Filing for Bankruptcy" 
• "Ohio CLE Introd~tctiou to Bankruptcy far Lawyers CLE" 
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CHRISTOPHER D. STOCK 

Chris's legal practice focuses an securities class a~ctioa~ and multi-disCrict products liability litigation, as well 

as appellate advocacy. Serving as a judicial law clerk for Ohio Supreme Court Justice Terrence O'Donnell gave Chris 

invaluable insight into how courts synthesize and deconstruct legal arguments. Since then, Chris has briefed and 

argued nunrerous cases before the United Sfates Court of'Appeals for the Sixth Circuit, the Ohio Supreme Court, ar~d 

Ohio appellate courts, including obtaining a rare swnmary reversal from the United States Supreme Coma. 

Chris also served as both De~~uty First Assistant Attorney General and Deputy State Solie~itor for Ohio 

Attorney General Jim Petro. In these positions, Claris was principal counsel to the Attorney General on a wide variety 

of legal and policy-oriented issues, including numerous constitutional and regulatory matters arisi~~g from state 

agencies, boards, and commissions. Prior to his service in state government, Chris was a~n attorney at a 500-lawyer 

r~atio~~ally-recognized law firm. 

Ne received multiple designations as an Ohio Sltper Lawyers "Rising Star." This distincCion is awarded to 

less than 2.5 percent of Ohio attorneys under the age of 40. 

Education: 

The Ohio State University, Moritz College of Law, J.D. (2002) 

Tl~e Ohio StateUniversity, BA (1997) 

Significant Cases: 

• In ~•e f~'annie Mae ,Securities Litigation, Case No. 1:04-cv-1639 (D.D.C.}, Representing Ohio public pension 
fw~ds as Lead Plaintiffs in Section 'I Ob-5 securities class action litigation. 

• Ohio Pzrfilic Employees Retirement Syslem v. F"red~ie Mae, et ad., Case No. 4:08-cv-160 (N:D. Ohio). 
Representing Ohio public pension funds as Lead Alaintiffs in Section 1 Ob-5 securities class action litigation. 

• W'ilJiams v. L7zrke Er~er~gv, Case No.: l :08-CV-00046 (S.D. Ohio). Representing class of energy consumers 
against enemy provider i~7 complex antitrust and RICO class action. 

• Slaby v. i~'ilson, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas. Lead trial counsel representing two private 
individ~ials who were falsely accused by a County Commissioner of murdering their child and covering up 
the child's death (as well as sexual abuse of child). 

• Kelci Stringer, et al. ~~. National 1~'ootball Leagzre, et ul., United States District Court, Southern District of 
Ohio, Western Division. Represented professional football player against NFL and heln~et~ manufacturer in 
wron~fizJ death/products liability litigation related to professional football player's death. 

• Susan B..4nthony I ist v. I~rzehaus, United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio, Western Division. 
Represented former Congressman in defamatio» actiar~ against organization who published false statements 
about former Congressman's voting record and alleged influence over organization's commercial activities, 

• Mitchell v. Es~~arza, Gale No. 02-1369 (United States Supreme Court). Obtained stnnmary reversal of Sixth 
Circuit decision on Eighth Amendment capital sentencing issue. 

o Clevelanc~l I3ar Associcztian v. ('on~lpMaf~age~ne»t, Inc., Case Na 04-081.7 (Ohio Supreme Gourt). 
Represented the State of Ohio as ainicus in landmark workers' compensation lawsuit. 

Presentations: 

• Class Action Boot Camp: The Basics and Beyond (2012). 
• 1-3arris Martin Toyota Sudden Unintended Acceleration Litigation Conference: TREAD Act Liability and 

Toyota (2010). 
• Harris Martin BP Oil Spill Liti~atio» Conference: The RICO Aet's Application to the BP tail Spill (2010). 
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Affiliations: 

• Ohio State Bar Assooiatian 
• Cinci~lnati Bar Association 

Courts Admitted: 

• State of Ohio (200?) 
• United States District Court, Southern District of Olzio (2003) 
• Siath Circuit Court of Appeals, Ohio (2003) 
• United States District Court, Northern District of Ohia (2007) 

Markovits Stock DeMarco LLC Business 513.651.370Q MSC3Legal.com 
I9 E, Court Street, Suite 530 

Cincinnati, C7hio 45202 
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~Yr.a~v J. ~ouL~ 

Dylan J. Gould is an associate atCoi•n~y at. Ma~rkavit~s, Stock & DeMarco. Dylan's ~r~ctice primarily focuses 

on class action litigation representiu~ consumers wl~o have beea~ harmed by data breaches or unfair and deceptive 

trade practices. Before joining Markovits, Stock & DeMareo as an attorney, Dylan spent a summer interning far tl~e 

Kenton County, Kenttacky, Con7monwealtl~ Attorney's Office, and clerked for both Markovits, Stock & DeMarco and 

another law firm, Benesch, Friedlander, Copla» & A~•onc~ff. During law school, Dylan com}aeted in competitions 

around tl~e coanCry as a member of both the Cincin~~ati College of Law Trial Practice and Moot Court teams. Since 

joining Markovits, Stock & DelVtarco, Dylan has worked oi~ numerous complex and class action cases against some 

of America's largest corporations. 

Education: 

University of Cincinnati, l.D. (2018) 

Uziiversity of Colorado at Boulder, B.A. (20l 5) 

Cou~~ts AdmitEed: 

• State of Ohia (2018) 

• U.S. District Court, Southern District of Ohio (2019) 

• t1,S. District Court, Northern District of Ohio (2022) 

Representative Cases: 

• Benedetto i~. 77~e Hzn~tangton Nationcz! Bank, No. AI903532, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, Ohio 
(served as member of class counsel in class actio~~ related fo untir~~ely mortgage releases that recently received 
final approval of class action settlement); 

• C~'ilbert et al ~~ t3i~~>~'Ir+s ~5~~~^Talty _P1~xurr~raey ASet~~ices, L,L,C~, No. 6:21-C1r-021 fi b, C~Inif~ed States Disf~•ic~~ Court, 
iufiddie t~isi:rict of i to ~~io ; (senrii~g as a member of plaintiffs' counsel in a putative data breach class action) 

• Lutz v. EXectromed, If~c., No. 21-cv-2198, United States District Count, District of Minnesota (serving as a 11~en~ber 
of plaintiffs' cou~lsei in a putative data breach class action) 

• Nlorarao v. Tzfth Tlz~rd Barak, No. A2003954, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, Ohio (serving as member 
of class counsel in class action related to untimely mortgage releases that recently received preliminary approval 
of class action settlement); 

~ Rey»olds v. Coneor•dia Unive~•,sity, St. Paul, No. 0:21-CV-2560, United States District Court,, Dish~ict of 
Minnesota (serving as a member of proposed class counsel for the plaintiff in case based on the unavailability of 
clinical experience for nursing students); 

• Vans v. Quicken Loar2s, No. A 2002899, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, C?hio (serving as a member 
of proposed class counsel for the plaintiff in a putative class action against a mortgagee relating to violations of 
R.C. 5301.36 relating to the untimely fi ling of mortgages releases in Ohia). 

Affiliations: 

Cincinnati Bar Association Ohio State Bai° Association 

Markovits Stock DeMarco PLC Business 513.65!.3700 I MSDLegal,com 
19 E. Court Street, Suite 53Q 

Cincinnati, Ohia 45202 
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JONATHAN T. DETERS 

Jon is a Cincinnati native whose legal practice is focused on complex civil litigation, class action litigation, personal 
i~ijury law, and sports &entertainment law. Jon has been a litigator since the start of his career, and his clients have 
included individuals, businesses, local govErnments, and government officials. Joz1's exp~rie~lce serving as both 
plaintiff and defense counsel make him uniquely qualified aid well-suited to represent individual and corporate clients 
in litigation. Jon has been desi~lat~d as an Ohio Super Lawyers "Rising Star" from 2019-present, wl~icl~ is a distuiction 
awarded to less than 2.5°fo of Ohio attorneys u~~der the age of 40. 

Before joining Markovits, Stock & DeMarco In January 2022, Jon practiced at Schroeder, Mati~ndrell, Barbiere & 
Powers, an Ohio law firm specialising in civil litigation, personal injury, and constitutional law. While in law school, 
Jon served as a constable in the Ha~niltori County Ohio Court of Common Pleas far tl~e Honorable Steven B. Marti~~ 
and worked as law clerk at the Law Office of Steven R. Adams. 

Education: 

Salmon P. Chase School of Law at Northern Kentucky U~~iversity, J:D. (20l 5) 

Xavier University, Cincinnati, Ohio, Honors Bachelor of Arts (2012} 

Representative Cases: 

• Baker a C'ari~ine, No. I :l 9-CV-64 (2022), United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio 

• Jones v. I~il1. of'Golf~Mc~nor•, No. 1:18-CV-403 (2020), United States District Court, Sot~thez•n District of 
Ohio 

• t~aduva a City of Xenza, 780 F. App'x 331 (2019), United States Court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit 

• Gzllispie v. Miu~~zi "live., No. 3:13-CV-4l 6 (2017),, United States District Gourt, Southern District of Ohio 

• City of Mt. I~eczlthy v. I'rater-~~al Orcf. of Police, Ohio 1 aF~. C'oun~cil, Ire., l Ol N.E.3d 1 l63 (20l 7), Ohio First 
District Court of Appeals 

Community Involvement: 

• Cincinnati Bar Association, A-1err~ber 
• Ohio Bar Association, ~l~lember 
• Boy Hope Girls Hope of Cincinnati, Young Pi~ofessionaJ,s Board ~%lerrrber 
• Board of Trustees of the New St. Joseph Cemetery, Cincinnati, Ohio, Merrzber 

Courts Admitted: 

• State of Ohio 
• United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio 
• Unified States Court of Appeals, 5ixt1~ Circuit 
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In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-and-3Q25 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF RICHARD M. PAUL III ON BEHALF 
OF PAUL LLP IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Richard M. Paul III, declare as follows: 

1. I am a paxtner in the law firm of Paul LLP, counsel for Plaintiffs Gregory Pickens 

and Ryan Rinz and one of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Paul LLP charged with the primary responsibility for the work 

done by my firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in the 

Action and supervised Paul LLP lawyers and support staff who worked on the case. While I have 

personally devoted time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake or work 

with me on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I have 

utilized more junior attorneys to work on matters mare appropriate to their experience levels. 

4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 
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Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's resume, Paul LLP has substantial experience in litigating 

consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. Paul LLP compensation for services rendered and reimbursement for aut-of-pocket 

expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the Action. Nane of the attorneys' fees and 

expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject of any prior 

request or prior award in any litigation ar other proceeding. 

6. Paul LLP devoted a total of 165.5 hours to the commencement, litigation, and 

resolution of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous time records maintained by 

the Paul LLP lawyers and staff. Based an my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries 

to confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses committed to the Action, and I deleted or 

reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time 

billed. The time reflected in the Paul LLP lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and was 

reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Paul LLP performed in coordination with other Settlement 

Glass Counsel, included investigating the facts, interviewing numerous class members, 

researching various state law claims, and participating in the mediation that resulted in settlement. 

8. The following table shows the time expended by Paul LLP attorneys and staff 

PROFESSIONAL POSITION HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Richard M. Paul III P 26.9 $800 $21,520.00 

Ashlea Schwarz P 11.5 $645 $7,417.00 

Sean Cooper P 26.8 $535 $14,338.00 

Steven Rowe A 36.7 $420 $15,414.00 

Kendra John PL .4 $255 $102.00 

F 
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Patrick Neal PL 10.1 $245 $2,474.50 

Sarah Bentley PL 53.1 $235 $12,478.50 

TOTALS 165.5 $73,744.50 

• • (P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

9. The rates charged by Paul LLP are consistent with the rates that the firm charges in 

other contingent fee litigation. Paul LLP expended a total of 165.5 hours. Total lodestar based on 

Paul LLP hourly rates is $73,744.SQ. 

10. Paul LLP incurred and advanced a total of $5,048.99 in unreimbursed expenses in 

connection with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses $1,994.74 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (Lexis/Westlaw/Bloomberg) $1,072.62 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services $'74691 

Court Filing/Service Fees) $31.25 

Postage $2.12 

Reproduction (Internal) $10.73 

Expert $1,190.62 

Mediation Cost 

TOTAL: $5,Q48.99 

11. The expenses incurred by Paul LLP are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prepared by the fum from expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the expenses 
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for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. The expenses 

are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private legal 

marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 3rd day of February, 2023, at Kansas City, Missouri. 

,. ~ ~,.~ 
R'chard M. Paul III ~`~ 
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601 Walnut, Suite 300 
Kansas City, Missouri 64106 

Tel (816) 984-8100 
Fax (816) 984-8101 

www.PauIL~P.cam 

Rick Paul and Ashlea Schwarz founded Paul LLP after years of litigating high stakes 
commercial cases together. We have fought against same of the biggest companies in 
the country, including Syngenta, Monsanto, Corteva, JPMorgan Chase, Phillips 66, and 
General Motors. And we have won big. We founded the firm an two overriding principles: 
(1) a strong passion for litigating cases on behalf of our clients; and (2) a desire to make 
meaningful, industry-wide changes that create reshaped markets and improved lives. 

We have recovered nearly three billion dollars for our clients through trial, arbitration, 
and settlement. We have handled same of tha largest cases in the country against the 
largest, most well-funded and well-represented companies. And, we don't just litigate—
we prepare cases for trial and take cases to trial. 

The Work We Do 

Agriculture: The agricultural industry is rapidly consolidating and is launching new 
biotechnology products every year. Located in the Midwest, we have a deep knowledge 
of haw law and agriculture intersect, including the areas of negligence, chemical-drift, 
trespass, antitrust, food safety, trade, marketing, and resource management. The 
agricultural and biotechnology industries are highly regulated with a complex web of state 
and federal regulations, many of which give rise to preemption issues. Our lawyers have 
handled a wide variety of cases in this area of the law and are well-versed in the statutory 
and regulatory issues that arise in litigation related to agriculture in individual, mass, and 
class actions. 
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Antitrust: Antitrust laws were enacted to ensure that businesses play by the rules to 
ensure that a free market prevails. Our lawyers have both prosecuted and defended 
antitrust actions in the agriculture, technology, and health care industries. We handle both 
antitrust class actions as well as individual cases. We make sure that companies who 
engage in unfair business practices are kept in check, allowing other businesses the 
opportunity to camps#e in a fair marks#place. 

Class Actions: We know how difficult it is for a single person to bring a case against a 
large corporation or entity. The enormity of this task prevents many people from pursuing 
legitimate claims, which allows companies to continue with unsafe, unlawful, or unfair 
practices. These are often pervasive, industry-wide violations. Our attorneys have the skill 
set necessary to bring about meaningful change through class litigation. 

Commercial l.itigation: Partnerships within or between businesses often lead to disputes. 
When partnerships are exploited, or contracts are not followed through on, we help pick 
up the pieces. 

Commodities: Being a Midwest law firm, we know commodities litigation. From grains, 
farm animals, oil and gas, precious metals, we have handled a broad spectrum of 
commodities-related litigation. We are familiar with the commodities exchanges, the 
statutory and regulatory environment, and the jargon of these industries. 

Products Liability: We have a breadth of experience in ensuring manufacturers take 
responsibility for products that cause harm or injury to consumers. Injury and financial 
harm can result from products with faulty design or improper manufacturing, as well as a 
company's failure to warn consumers of possible injury or unwanted side effects from use 
of that product. 

The Results We Have Achieved 

In re Syngenta MIR162 Corn Litigation (U.S. District Court, District of Kansas) and In re 
Syngenta Litigation (Minnesota Fourth Judicial District) (appointed to Plaintiffs Executive 
Committee in bath federal and state MDLs; trial counsel for individual bellwethers and 
Minnesota class leading to $1.51 billion settlement) 

In re Dicamba Herbicides Litigation (U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Missouri) 
(appointed to Plaintiffs' Executive Committee and Settlement Committee leading to $400 
million settlement} 

F~ 
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in re General Motors Dex-Goo/ Cases (Alameda County Superior Court, California; 
Jackson County Circuit Court, Missouri; Southern District of Illinois, MDL 1562) 
(appointed Co-Lead Counsel in federal MDL and as Co-Lead Class Counsel in two state 
courts; obtained one of the largest automotive defect settlements of all time) 

In re Eclipse Aviation Depositor Litigation (Bernalillo County, New Mexico) (negotiated 
settlement of approximately $49,000,000 an behalf of purchasers of jet aircraft) 

/n re.~ Air Crash of N51 RX (Santa Fe County, New Mexico} (negotiated complex 8-figure 
settlement in a 5-death air ambulance crash with multiple defendants and insurance 
companies) 

Ma/loy v. Pratt &Whitney (U.S. District Court, Northern District of Oklahoma) ($2.1 million 
settlement of product liability claim for defective aircraft engines) 

In re Great Plains Air Lines (U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Northern District of Oklahoma) 
(negotiated confidential settlement with officers and directors of defunct regional airline 
carrier) 

In re Mountain Energy Gorp. (U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Western District of Missouri) 
(officer/director liability, negotiated 14-party settlement with more than $60 million 
recovery) 

!n re Oak Hills Drilling &Operating Co. (U.S. Bankruptcy Court, Eastern District of 
Oklahoma) (obtained judgment after trial for aver $1.5 million on behalf of bankruptcy 
estate} 

Malloy v. Commerce Bank (District Court of Tulsa County, Oklahoma) (negotiated 
settlement for claims alleging aiding and abetting breach of fiduciary duty, fraudulent 
transfers, and civil conspiracy on behalf of bankruptcy estate) 
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Tl~e Lawyers and Reputation We Enjoy 

Rick Paul 
Partner 

Rick specializes in complex antitrust, business, product 
` ~ °~ ~ Iiability, and consumer litigation—typically involving class or 

mass actions. Rick graduated from the University of 
tia Missouri-Columbia School of Law, where he served as 

~ ~ ~ Associate Managing Editor of the Missouri Law Review. r;
~ . ~~ 1 y After law school, Rick was a judicial law clerk at the Missouri 

Supreme Court and the Missouri Court of Appeals, Western 
r District. In 1996, he began private practice with the firm 

formerly known as Shughart Thomson & Kilroy, a large 
Kansas City law firm with offices in Missouri, Kansas, Golorado, and Arizona. In 2002, the 
Board of Directors of Shughart Thomson elected him a Shareholder and Director. In 2008, 
Rick moved his practice to Stueve Siegel Hanson LLP. In May 2013, Rick started Paul 

Rick has recovered nearly $3 billion for his clients through trial or settlement. Rick has 
been appointed by numerous courts across the country to serve as lead counsel in class 
and mass actions and in MDR proceedings. 

Rick enjoys being in the courtroom and has tried and wan many types of cases in jury 
trials, bench trials, and arbitrations. He has repeatedly been brought into a case shortly 
before trial for just that purpose. Rick served as trial counsel in the In re Syngenta 
Litigation pending in the Minnesota Fourth Judicial District. Rick was ca-lead trial counsel 
for the first individual bellwether trial as well as the Minnesota class action trial. During 
the third week of the Minnesota class trial, the litigation was settled an behalf of all farmers 
(individual and classes) across the country. Rick has alsp argued more than 40 appeals 
to various state and federal appellate courts and briefed over 100 appeals. 

Rick is active in the local bar, including the Kansas City Metropolitan Bar Association. He 
has served as Vice-Chair on the Business Torts Committee, where he authored the 
Chapter on Fiduciary Duties for the Business Torts Handbook. Rick is a frequent speaker 
and moderator at seminars and presentations on trial-related issues. In 2006, Missouri 
Lawyers Weekly named Rick as one of eight "Up and Coming Lawyers." He is annually 
named a "Missouri/Kansas Super Lawyer" and has an AV Preeminent Peer Review 
Rating with Martindale-Hubbell. 

4 
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Court Admissions 

Missouri, 1995 
Kansas, 1997 
U.S. Supreme Caurt 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 3rd Circuit 
U.S. Gourt of Appeals, 4th Circuit 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 5th Circuit 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 6th Circuit 
U.S. Gourt of Appeals, 7th Circuit 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 8th Circuit 

Education 

U.S. Court of Appeals, 9th Circuit 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 10th Circuit 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 11th Circuit 
U.S. District Court, District of Calarado 
U.S. District Court, District of Kansas 
U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Missouri 
U.S. District Court, Western District of Missouri 
U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Wisconsin 

University of Missouri-Columbia School of Law, Columbia, Missouri, 1995 
J.D., Assistant Managing Editor, Missouri Law Review 

University of Missouri, Columbia, Missouri, 1992 
B.A., Economics and Political Science, Honors College 
Honors: MU Varsity Tennis Team, Letter winner; Academic All Big-8 

0 
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Ashiea Schwarz 
Managing Partner 

Ashlea, Managing Partner of Paul LAP, litigates complex 
business disputes including claims for negligence, breach 
of contract, breach of fiduciary duty, fraud, and 
misrepresentation. She also represents clients in a range of 
litigation matters including complex, consumer class 
actions. 

'" , ~ Ashlea has represented thousands of clients from the 
~~ ~"`~' ` inception of a case through a verdict and litigated nearly 100 

mass and class actions. Ashlea has taken 6 cases to trial, including three collective/class 
actions where she recovered aver $5 million collectively for her clients. Her practice is 
nationwide and traditionally includes multi-party and multi-district litigation. 

Ashlea remains involved in the legal community through her work as a farmer board 
member for the Kansas City Metropolitan Bar Association and Current Past President of 
the Kansas City Bar Association's Federal Court Advocates Section, and subcommittee 
chair for American Women Lawyers. In 2014, she was named one of Missouri Lawyers' 
Weekly's "Up and Coming Lawyers," an award recognizing litigators under age 40 who 
dempnstrate excellence in the legal profession and in their commitment to their 
communities. Ashlea continues to be selected yearly as a Kansas City Business Journal 
Rising Star and is a Missouri/Kansas Super Lawyer. Additionally, in 2022 she was 
selected to the Missouri Lawyers' Weekly's POWER List of Commercial &Consumer 
Litigation Attorneys and received their Women's Justice Litigation Practitioner Award. 

Gourt Admissions 

Missouri, 2007 
Kansas, 2008 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 4th Circuit 
U.S. Court of Appeals, 10th Circuit 

U.S. District Court, District of Colorado 
U.S. District Court, District of Kansas 
U.S. District Court, Western District of Missouri 

0 
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Education 

University of Kansas School of Law, Lawrence, Kansas, 2007 
J.D., Clerk for Judge Julie Robinson, U.S. District, District of Kansas, 2005-2006 

Honors: P. Mize Award for Trial Advocacy, Robert F. Bennett Award for Public Service 

Kansas State University, Manhattan, Kansas, 2004 
B.A. in Journalism and Mass Communications and minors in English and German 
Honors: Phi Beta Kappa, Phi Kappa Phi, Golden Key, Journalism and Mass 
Communication Ambassador, K-State Student Foundation Board Member, University 
Ambassador 
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Laura Fellows 
Partner 

Laura Fellows is a native of Arkansas and focuses her 
practice on complex business litigation, antitrust litigation, 
class/mass actions, and personal injury matters. Laura has 
represented class and collective action plaintiffs, as well as 
individual plaintiffs, in contract, employment, and wage and 
hour litigation throughout the country. Laura has also 

,~.--~°"~' represented plaintiffs in individual arbitration actions, 
including .recently first-chairing an individual misclassification arbitration to a plaintiff's 
victory. She has been named a Super Lawyers' Missouri/Kansas Rising Star yearly since 
2015. 

During law school, Laura was an the national team for the Rmerican Bar Association's 
Negotiation Competition, reaching the semi-final round of the national competition. Laura 
also served as president of the Association for Women Law Students. Before law school, 
Laura attended Missouri State University as a Board of Governor's Scholar and member 
of the honors college. Also, while at Missouri State, Laura served as the homecoming 
philanthropy chair, helping establish the "Can-Structure" event to benefit Ozarks Food 
Harvest. Outside of the office, Laura enjoys fostering dogs through her local animal 
rescue center. 

Court Admissions 

Missouri, 2013 U.S. Court of Appeals, 8th Circuit 
Kansas, 2014 U.S. District Court, Western District of Missouri 
Arkansas, 2015 U.S. District Court, District of Kansas 

U.S. District Court, Eastern District of Arkansas 
U.S. District Court, Western District of Arkansas 

Education 

University of Missouri Kansas City School of Law, 2013 J.D. 
Missouri State University, 2010 

B.A. in Communications and minor in German, Cum Laude in the Honors College 
Honors: Board of Governors Scholar 
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Amv Tiilery 
Associate 

Amy is a native of Wichita, Kansas and has lived in the 
Kansas City area since graduating law school in 2006. She 
has a strong background in commercial litigation and 
construction law and has experience in all phases of 
litigation through appeal. Prior to joining Paul LLP in 2019, 
Amy practiced with two other civil litigation firms in Kansas 
City. Amy resides in Overland Park, Kansas with her 
husband, Chris, who is also an attorney, and her three young 
children. 

Court Admissions 

Kansas, 2007 
Missouri, 2006 {inactive) 

Education 

University of Kansas Schaal of Law 
J.D. 2007 

Honors: CAI Excellence for the Future Award in Jurisprudence 

Kansas State University 
B.A., History with Distinction and Departmental Honors, 2003 
Phi Beta Kappa 

Community 

Special Education Advisory Council 
Blue Valley School District, Overland Park, Kansas 
(2018 —present) 

~7 
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Kvle Tam 
Associate 

Kyle is a native of St. Joseph, Missouri. Prior to attending 
. law school, Kyle was a professionally certified tennis 
instructor in the Kansas City, Kansas and Colorado Springs, 
Colorado areas. in 2019, Kyle joined Paul LLP where his 

'~ ~ '` practice focuses on toxic tort litigation. 

~~ 

Court Admissions 

Missouri, 2019 
U.S. District Court, Western District of Missouri 

Education 

University of Missouri —Kansas City 
J.D. 2017 

William Jewell College 
B.A., Political Science and Psychology, 2011 
Honors: Dean's List, Scholar-Athlete,. Varsity Tennis Team, 

Team Captain, School Record Holder: All-Time Wins 
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Court Admissions 

Missouri, 2022 
U.S. District Court, Western District of Missouri 

Education 

University of Missouri Kansas City School of Law 
2Q22 J.D., Magna Cum Laude 

Missouri State University 
B.S., Business Management, 2018, Cum Laude 
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Court Admissions 

Missouri, 2022 

Education 

University of Missouri Kansas City School of Law 
2022 J.D., Valedictorian, Summa Cum Laude 

Missouri State University 
B.S., Fashion Merchandising &Design, 2019, Cum Laude 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTI3ERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF JONATHAN M. JAGHER ON BEHALF OF 
FREED I~:ANNER LONDON & MILLEN LLC 

IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 
FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Jonathan M. Jagher, declare as follows: 

1. I am a Partner in the law firm of Freed Kanner London &Millen LLC ("Freed 

Kanner"), counsel for Lindsey LaBella and one of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-

captioned action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Freed Kanner charged with the primary responsibility for the 

work done by my firm in the Acrion. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in 

the Action and supervised Freed Kanner lawyers and support staff who worked on the case. While 

I have personally devoted time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake 

or work with me on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, 

and I have utilized more junior attorneys to work on matters more appropriate to their experience 

levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's resume, Freed Kanner has substantial experience in 

litigating consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

Freed Kanner's compensation for services rendered and reimbursement far out-of-

pocket expenses was wholly contingent an the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' fees 

and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source ar have been the subject of any 

prior request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Freed Kanner devoted a total of 46.90 hours to the commencement, litigation, and 

resolution of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous time records maintained by 

Freed Kanner lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries 

to confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses committed to the Action, and I deleted or 

reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time 

billed. The time reflected in the Freed Kanner lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and 

was reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Freed Kanner performed in coordination with other Settlement 

Class Counsel, included: preparing for and participating in the mediation and assisting in the 

drafting of the term sheet, settlement agreement and preliminary approval papers. Freed Kanner 

lawyers also guided class representative Lindsey LaBella throughout the settlement process. 

The following table shows the time expended by Freed Kanner attorneys and staff: 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Brian M. Hogan (Partner) Q.80 $725.00 $5$0.00 

2 
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Jonathan M. Jagher (Partner) 46.10 $900.00 $41,49Q.00 

TOTALS 46.90 $42,070.00 

9. The rates charged by Freed Kanner are consistent with the rates that the firm 

charges in other contingent fee litigation. Freed Kanner expended a total of 469Q hours. Total 

lodestar based on Freed Kanner hourly rates is $42,0'70.Q0. Freed Kanner incurred and advanced 

a total of $1,098.07 in unreimbursed expenses in connection with prosecuting the Action. The 

expenses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGORY AMtJUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses $1,094.17 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (Le~cistWestlawBloomberg) $3.90 

TOTAL: $1,09$.Q? 

10. The expenses incurred by Freed Kanner are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. The expenses 

are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private legal 

marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 1st day of February 2023, at Conshohocken, 

Pennsylvania. 

3 
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By: !s/ Jonathan M. Jagher 
Jonathan M. Jagher 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-5 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 5 of 24  PAGEID #: 1154
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SUITE 130 
BANNOCKBURN, IL 60015 
TELEPHONE {224) 632-45Q0 

923 FAYETTE STREET 
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TEI.EPH4NE {610j 234-6770 
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Freed Kanner London &Millen LLC ~°`FKLM") is one of the nation's premier plaintiffs' 

class action practices. The firm's attorneys are among the pioneers and leaders in the class 

action field, having played leadership roles in major antitrust, consumer fraud, securities, 

unlawful business practices and insurance fraud cases for decades. 

FKLM was founded on January 1, 2001. The founding partners of FKLM, formerly 

principals and partners of Much Shelist Freed Denenberg Ament &Rubenstein, P.C., have 

successfully prosecuted class actions for over 44 years, including as lead or ca-lead counsel in 

dozens of cases, resulting in recoveries for class members of more than $2 billion. 

APPOINTMEN?'S AS LEAD OR CO-LEAD COUNSEL 

➢ Northbrook Park District v Mr. David's Flooring Intl, LLe et al., No. Ztl-cv-07538 
(N.D. Ill.) 

FKLM partner Steven Kanner serves as co-lead counsel in this antitrust action arising 
from an $-year conspiracy to rig bids to municipal and commercial flooring purchasers in 
Illinois. 

A In re Peanut Farmers Antitrust Litigation, 2:19-cv-00463 (E.D. Va.) 

FKLM partner Kimberly Justice serves as co-lead counsel in this antitrust class action 
arising from peanut shellers' wrongful and anticompetitive actions that had. the intended. 
purpose and effect of artificially fixing, depressing, maintaining, and stabilizing the price 
of runner peanuts paid to peanut farmers in the United States aver the past 6 years. This 
matter recently settled for $102.75 million for the class. 

➢ fn re Chicago Beard Options Exchange Volatility Index Manipulation Antitrust 
litigation, MDL 2842 (N.D. Ill.) 

FKLM partner Kimberly Justice serves as interim ca-lead counsel in this multidistrict 
litigation arising from over a decade of alleged manipulation of financial instruments 
linked to the Chicago Board Options Exchange's ("CBOE") Volatility Index, the "VIX," 
and the opaque settlement process the CBOE designed for certain of those instruments. 

➢ In re Payment Card interchange Fee and Merchant Tliscount Litigation, MDL 1?20 
(E.D.N.Y.) 
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FKLM is serving as interim ca-lead counsel far a proposed class of more than twelve 
million merchants seeking equitable and injunctive relief. Plaintiffs allege, inter alia, that 
certain of Visa and MasterCard rules, including anti-steering restraints and default 
interchange fees, working in tandem have caused artificially inflated interchange fees 
paid by merchants an credit and debit card transactions from January 1, 2004 through the 
present. 

A In re Opana ER Antitrust Litigation, MDL 2580 (N.D. Iil.} 

FKLM is serving as ca-lead counsel on behalf of indirect purchasers (end-payors) of 
brand ar generic Opana ER, an opioid painkiller, in this antitrust "pay-for-delay" case 
brought under the laws of 30 states. 

➢ The Xvnest Company Inc., Sodium Lauryl Sulfate (SLS) Marketing &Sales Practices 
Z,itigation, 2.16-m1-02719 (C.D. Cal.) 

FKLM served as ca-lead counsel in this class action brought on behalf of consumers 
allegedly deceived in their purchase of products labeled as "Free of SLS." The settlement 
in the case ultimately provided class claimants with, in most instances, close to full 
reimbursement of the money they spent on the products at issue and the defendant agreed 
to cease marketing the products as SLS free. 

➢ In re Automotive Parts Antitrust l itigation, MDL 2311 (E.D. Mich.) 

FKLM is serving as interim co-lead counsel on behalf of direct purchasers of automotive 
parts in multiple concurrently active nationwide, antitrust price-fixing cases relating to 
the following products: wire harnesses; instrument panel clusters; heater control panels; 
occupant safety parts; fuel. senders; bearings; air conditioning systems; windshield wiper 
systems; starters; windshield washer systems, spark plugs; oxygen and air fuel ratio 
sensors; fuel injection systems; brake hoses; alternators; ignition coils; power window 
motors; shock absorbers; and electric power steering assemblies. Settlements with 
dozens of defendants reached to date total over $550 million. 

A Kleen Products, Inc. et al. a International Paper, et aL, 10-CV-5711 (N.D. lll.} 
("Containerbaard Antitrust Litigation") 

As co-lead counsel far a class of direct purchasers of containerboard and related products 
in this antitrust price-fixing case, FKLM recovered $376 million dollars through 
settlement after more than 7 years of heavily contested litigation, including two appeals 
to the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals. 
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A In re Pharmacy Benefit Managers Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 17$2 (E.D. Pa.) 

FKLM is serving as co-lead counsel in these consolidated class actions brought on behalf 
of retail pharmacies against prescription benefit managers far fixing at artificially low 
levels the prices paid to pharmacies far pharmaceuticals sold, and. reimbursement for 
services rendered, to the members of plans created by the prescription benefit managers. 
The complaints allege that the prescription benefit managers illegally aggregate the 
purchases of their members in order to effectuate the underpayment. 

➢ In re Hydrogen Peroxide Antirust Litigation, MDL 1682 (E,D. Pa.) 

FKLM attorneys served as ca-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing action against 
hydrogen peroxide producers, The case resulted. in settlements of over $97 million for the 
class. In approving the Plaintiffs' motion for an award of attorneys' fees and expenses, 
Judge Stewart Dalzell lauded co-lead counsel: 

[t]he "skill and efficiency of the attorneys involved" is of a very 
high order indeed, and as we noted at the fairness hearing 
yesterday, we have been impressed that these attorneys have 
prosecuted this matter vigorously against seasoned opponents 
without needlessly distracting the Court with discovery disputes. 

➢ In re Brand Name Prescription Drugs Antitrust Litigation, MDL 997 (N.D. III.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing class action. 
Settlements totaling approximately $715 million were recovered on behalf of the plaintiff 
class. 

➢ In re Clozapine Antitrust Litigation, MDL Na. 874 (N.D. III.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust class action against Caremark 
and Sandoz Pharmaceuticals alleging that the defendants entered into an illegal 
agreement to distribute a drug known as Clozaril by tying it to the purchase of a blood 
testing system, by fixing the price of the packaged sale, and by conspiring to monopolize 
the relevant market. Mare than $20 million was recovered for the class. 

➢ ~n re High Fructose Corn Syrup Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1087 (C.D. Ill.} 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing class action 
against major manufacturers of high fructose corn syrup. The case was settled far $531 
million for the class. At the close of the hearing where counsel fees were approved, 
Judge Michael M. Mihm stated: 

I've said many times during this litigation that you and the attorneys 

-3-
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who represent the defendants here are as good as it gets. Very 
professional. At least in my presence or in my contacts with you, 
you've always been civil. You've always been cutting to the chase 
and. not wasting my time or each other's time or adding to the cast of 
the litigation. 

➢ In re Linerboard Antitrust l itigation, MDL 1261 {E.D. Pa.) 

FKI,M attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing case, which 
resulted in settlements of over $200 million for the class. 

➢ SchagrinGas Co. a BF Products North Americo, et al., No. 1:Q6-cv-3621 (N.D. Ill.} 

FKLM served as co-lead counsel an behalf of direct purchaser plaintiffs in this 
nationwide class action involving monopolization claims under Section 2 of the Sherman 
Act. The case resulted in a settlement of over $50 million. far the class. 

A In re Aftermarket Filters Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1957 (N.D. Ill.) 

FKLM served as interim ca-lead counsel on behalf of direct purchasers of replacement 
automobile air and oil filters in this nationwide, antitrust price-fixing case. The case 
resulted in settlements of nearly $18 million for the class. 

A In re Flat Glass Antitrust Litigation (Na. IT}, MDL 1942 (W.D. Pa.) 

FKLM served as co-lead counsel on behalf of direct purchaser plaintiffs of construction 
flat glass in this nationwide, antitrust price-fixing case. The case resulted in settlements 
far the class exceeding $22 million. 

➢ In re Urethane Chemicals Antitrust Litzgatian, MDL 1616 (D. Kan.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing action. The case 
resulted in settlements of $33 million for the class. 

➢ In re Methyl Methacrylate (MMA) Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1768 (E.D. Pa.} 

FKLM served as ca-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing action against producers of 
methyl methacrylate and polymethyl methacrylate. The case resulted in a settlement of 
over $15 million for the class. 

-4-
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~ In re Infant Formula Antitrust Litigation, MDL 878 (N.D. Fla.} 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing class action 
against the major manufacturers of infant formula. The case settled. for aver $125 million 
far the class, 

➢ In re Chubb Drought Insurance Litigation, MDL 7$2 (S.D. Ohio) 

FKI,M attorneys served as ea-lead counsel in this class action filed on behalf of farmers 
who purchased drought insurance that Chubb refused to honor. The settlement exceeded 
$110 million and was achieved in less than 4 months. This sum, together with $$ million 
recovered at trial against Chubb's general agent, resulted in complete recovery for the 
affected farmers. 

➢ In re Ocean Shipping AntitYus~ Litigation, MDL 395 (S.D.N.Y.) 

FKLM attorneys served as ca-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing class action, 
which resulted in a $79 million recovery far thousands of U.S. and European shippers. 
Distributions were made to claimants in the United States and throughout a number of 
European countries. 

➢ In re Isastatic Graphite Antitrust Litigation, Master File Od-CV-1857 (E.D. Pa.) 

FILM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing class action. The 
case resulted in combined settlements of over $11 million for the class. 

➢ In re Carhon Dioxide Antitrust Litigation, MDL 940 (M.D. Fla.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this antitrust price-fixing class action in 
which the plaintiff class recovered $53 million and achieved significant therapeutic relief 
for the class. 

➢ In re Morrison Knudson Securities Litigation, CA No. 94-CV-3345 (D. Idaho) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this securities class action where the 
plaintiff class received $43 million and approximately 3 million shares of Morrison 
Knudson common stock in settlement of their claims. 

A In re 11I L f ee Acquisition Fund Securities Litigatirrn (D. Del.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this securities class action case against a 
syndicate of partnerships and its general partners, involving Merrill Lynch and. its 
affiliates, and a leveraged buy-out specialty firm overseen by Thomas H. Lee. The case 
resulted in a $33 million settlement an behalf of the limited partners. 

:~'~ 
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~ In re Public Service Company of New Me~ica (S.D. Cal.) 

FKLM attorneys served as lead. counsel in this derivative action and obtained $33 million 
dollars in a joint settlement with class plaintiffs in a related securities fraud class action. 
Judge Harry R. IvlcCue, District Court Judge for the Southern District of California 
stated: 

The petitioners in this case are members of respected law firms 
which specialize in class action litigation. These attorneys brought 
considerable legal talents together, and were able to achieve the 
successful completion of this litigation. They are entitled to fair 
and reasonable compensation. 

➢ Piggly Wiggly Antitrust Litigation (E.U. Tex.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this statewide (Texas) antitrust price-fixing 
action, which resulted. in total settlements of approximately $32 million for class 
members. 

➢ Koch Gathering Systems, Ine. Dil Spill Litigation (Dist. Ct. of Nueces County, Tex.} 

FKLM attorneys served as co-lead counsel in this case concerning a marine oil spill in 
which a class consisting of commercial fisherman. and shrimpers recovered over $10 
million. 

OTHER LEADERSHIP ROLES 

In addition to serving as lead ar ca-lead counsel, FKLM attorneys regularly play key 

roles as members of executive or steering committees, negotiating ESI issues, taking and 

defending depositions, working with expert witnesses, and managing all aspects of pre-trial 

discovery. 

➢ In re Toyota Hybrid Brake L,itig., No. x:20-cv-00127-ALM (E.D. Tex.) 

FKLM partner Kimberly Justice serves on the Plaintiffs' Executive Committee in this 
class action arising from allegations that Toyota manufactured, sold, and leased certain 
Tayata vehicles with defective braking systems. 
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➢ In Re: TikTok, Inc., Consumer Privacy Litigation, MDL No. 2948 (N.D. IIH.) 

FKLM partner Jonathan Jagher serves on the Plaintiffs' Steering committee in this class 
action related to allegations of data privacy violations involving the popular app and the 
creation of short videos on mobile devices. 

➢ In Re: Morgan Stanley Data Security Litigation, 1:20-CV-05914 (S.D.N.Y.) 

FKLM partner Jonathan Jagher serves on the Plaintiffs' Executive Committee in this data 
privacy class action related to allegations that Morgan Stanley failed to safeguard its 
customers' highly sensitive personally identifiable information. 

➢ In re DPP Beef Antitrust Litigation, 0.20-CV-01319 (D. Minn.) 

FKLM serves on the Plaintiffs' Steering Gammittee in this antitrust class action alleging 
that the country's biggest beef companies have illegally conspired to both raise the price 
of beef and lower the amount paid to cattle ranchers. 

A Cameron et al. v. Apple, Inc., 4.19-cv-03074 (N.D. Cal.) 

FKLM serves as class counsel and as an Executive Committee Member in this antitrust 
class action arising from Apple's abusive monopoly in the distribution of iOS apps and 
related products, seeking to get rid of its pricing mandates, and to reimburse developers 
far overcharges made through. abuse of its monopoly power. 

➢ In re Farm Raised Salmon and Salmon Products Litigation, 19-CV-21551 (5.D. Fla.) 

FKLM serves as a member of the Direct Purchaser Plaintiffs' Executive Committee in 
this case alleging various North Atlantic farms engaged in restrictive business practices 
including illegal price-fixing and violated rules prohibiting cartels. 

➢ In re Local TV Advertising Antitrust Litigation, MDL No, 2$67 (N.D. Ill.} 

FKI.M serves court appointed roles both an the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee, and as 
Liaison Counsel in this multidistrict, antitrust class action accusing the primary industry 
players affixing television advertising prices. 

➢ In re German Automotive Manufacturers Antitrust Litigation, 17-md-42796 {N.D. 
Cal.) 

FKLM partner Kimberly Justice served on the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee in this 
multi-district class action accusing Audi, BMW, Volkswagen and other German 
automakers of a decades-long antitrust conspiracy covering car technology, costs, 
suppliers and emissions equipment. 

-7-
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A Washington County Health Care ~4uth., Inc., et ul. v Brt~ter Int't Inc., et a~, 16-CV-
10324 (N.D. Ill.) 

FKLM is serving as interim liaison counsel this class action alleging that the major U.S. 
manufacturers of a critical medical product, intravenous saline solution ("IV Saline 
Solution"}, conspired to restrict output and artificially fix, raise, maintain. andJar stabilize 
the prices of IV Saline Solution sold throughout the United States, under the pretext of a 
supply shortage. 

➢ Mulhern, et ul. v ~'epperidge Farm,16-CV-32199 (N.D. Ill.) 

FKLM is serving as interim liaison counsel and managing discovery efforts in this class 
action alleging that driversldistributors are improperly classified by Pepperidge Farm as 
"independent contractors" in order to wrongfully deny them certain compensation and 
other benefits. 

➢ In re Lithium Ion Batteries Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2420 (N.D. Cal.) 

FILM served as a member of the Direct Purchaser Plaintiff Direct Purchaser Plaintiffs' 
Steering Committee in this case on behalf of direct purchasers of Lithium-Ion Battery 
products in this nationwide price fixing case. More than $138 million was recovered for 
the class. 

➢ In re Rail Freight Fuel Surcharge Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1$69 {DC} 

FKLM is serving as co-chair of the Executive Committee in this case on behalf of direct 
purchasers of rail freight services that paid fuel surcharges in this nationwide, antitrust 
price-fixing case. 

➢ Standard Iron Works v ArcelorMittal et al., 08-CV-5214 {N.D. Ill.) 

FKLM was appointed as liaison counsel an behalf of direct purchasers of steel in this 
nationwide supply manipulation and price-fixing case. 

➢ ~n re Blood Reagents Antitrust Litigation, MDL 2081 (E.D. Pa.) 

FILM is serving as a member of the Executive Committee in this nationwide antitrust 
class action brought on behalf of direct purchasers of blood reagents. 
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~ In re NCAA Student Athlete Name & .Likeness Licensing Litigation, 4:09-CV-1967 
(N.D. Cal.} 

FKLM attorneys managed a variety of critical discovery matters in this antitrust case 
brought on behalf of former collegiate athletes. 

➢ In re Fresh and Process Potatoes Antitrust Litigation, MDL 21$6 (D. Idaho) 

In addition to handling all aspects of discovery concerning two defendants, FKI.M 
attorneys worked closely with lead counsel in drafting the consolidated complaint and 
successfully opposing a motion to dismiss in this nationwide antitrust class action 
brought on behalf of direct purchasers of fresh and process potatoes. 

A In re Processed Egg Pre~ducts Antitrust Z,itigation, MDL 2042 (E.D. Pa.) 

FKLM attorneys worked closely with lead counsel in drafting the original complaint and 
successfully opposing a motion to dismiss in this nationwide antitrust class action 
brought on behalf of direct purchasers of eggs and egg products. 

➢ In re Cathode Ray 7'uhe (CItT) Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1917 (N.D. CaL) 

FKLM served as Chair of Discovery and worked closely with lead counsel to manage a 
variety of top level matters, including negotiating ESI issues and taking key depositions 
in this nationwide price-fixing class action with aver $100 million in partial settlements. 

➢ In re Optical Disk Drive (ODD) Antitrust Litigation, MDL 2143 (N.D. Cal.) 

FKLM was one of several firms that assisted lead counsel with discovery and briefing in 
this nationwide price-fixing class action. brought on behalf of direct purchasers of optical 
disk drives. 

➢ In re Municipal Derivatives Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1940 {S.D.N.Y.) 

FKLM oversaw discovery of a key defendant and worked closely with lead counsel on a 
variety of other pre-trial matters in this nationwide class action brought on behalf of 
purchasers of municipal. derivatives. 

A In re American Express Anti Steering Rules Antitt~ust Litigation (Na. II), MDL 2221 
(E.D.N.Y.) 

FKLM managed discovery of independent merchant {opt-out) plaintiffs in this 
nationwide antitrust case. 
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➢ In re Azr Cargo Shipping Services Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1775 (E,D.N.Y.} 

FKLM attorneys served as co-chairs of discovery in this antitrust class action. involving 
claims under Section 1 of the Sherman Act, Settlements in the case totaled nearly $b00 
million. 

➢ In re Intel Corp. Microprocessor ~ntit~ust Litigation, MDL 1717 (D. Del.) 

FKLM attorneys managed discovery from dozens of named plaintiffs in this nationwide 
antitrust action. Among other things, the firm played a key role in overseeing document 
production and coordinating, managing and defending over 50 depositions. 

➢ fn re Vitamins Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1285 (D.D.C.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-chairs of discovery in this antitrust price-fixing action, 
which resulted in over $1.3 billion in settlements. 

➢ In re Dynamic Random Access Memory (DRAtYt) Antitrust Litigation, 
MDL 14$6 (N.D. Cal,) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-chairs of discovery in this nationwide, antitrust price-fixing 
action, which resulted in settlements of over $3Q0 million for class members. 

➢ In re Rubber Chemicals Antitrust Litigation, MDL 164$ (N.D. Cal.) 

FKLM attorneys served on the executive committee in this nationwide, antitrust price-
fixing action, which resulted in settlements of over $3Q0 million far class members. 

➢ In re Ethylene Propylene Diene Monomer (EPDM) Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1542 (D. 
Conn.) 

FKLM attorneys served as co-chairs of discovery in this nationwide antitrust price-fixing 
action, which has resulted in settlements of over $87 million for class members. 

➢ In re Static Random Access Memory (SRAM) Antrt~ust Litigation, MDL 1819 (N.D. 
Cal.} 

FKLM was a member of the executive committee representing direct purchaser plaintiffs 
in this antitrust price-fixing case which resulted in settlements exceeding $7& million. 
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➢ In re Waste Management, Inc. Securities Litigation, Master File 97-CV-7709 (N.D. 
III.) 

FI~L.M attorneys were actively involved in litigating the case and served as liaison 
counsel. A settlement for the plaintiff class of $220 million was obtained. 

➢ Blinder Rubinson Securities Litigation (E,D. Pa.) 

FKLM attorneys served as members of the Steering Committee in this securities fraud 
action in which an injunction was obtained preventing a transfer of assets; judgment of 
$71 million was later entered. 

➢ In re Drill Bits Antitrust Litigation, CA No. H-91-627 (S.D. Tex.) 

FKLM attorneys served as members of the Steering Committee in this antitrust price-
fixing class action and were instrumental in achieving a settlement for the class in excess 
of $52 million. 

➢ In re Industrial Gas Antitrust Litigation, CA No. 80 C. 3419 (N.D. Ili.} 

FKLM attorneys served as members of the executive committee in this antitrust price-
fixing class action, which ultimately recovered more than $50 million dollars for the 
class. The settlement included assignable purchase certificates, which the court found 
increased the competitive value of the settlement. 

S~ In re Records and Tapes Antitrust litigation (N.D. Ill.) 

FKLM attorneys served as members of the executive committee in this antitrust price-
fixing class action. The class recovered $26 million dollars in settlement in cash and 
assignable purchase certificates. 

➢ Kaufman v. Motorola, Inc. (N.D. III.} 

FKLM attorneys were actively involved in litigating the case and served as liaison 
counsel, A settlement of $25 million was obtained for the plaintiff class. 

➢ In re Unisys Securities Litigation, c~. X905333 ( 4 ,~ 

FKLM attorneys served on the executive committee in this derivative action in which 
Plaintiffs recovered $20 million for corporation. 

Other large class action cases in which FKLM attorneys were involved in a Leadership 
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position include In Ye Folding Cartons Antitrust Litigation, In re P'lywoad Antitrust Lztigatian, fn 

re Standard Screws Antitrust Litigation, In re Cotton Yarn Antitrust Litigation, In re Glass 

Containers Antitrust Litigation, In re Aluminum Siding Antitrust Litigation, Rusty Jones 

Warranty Litigation, NP.A Securities Litigation, In re Chlor-alkali and Caustic Soda Antitrust 

Litigation, and In re Potash Antitrust Litigation. 

FKLM frequently serves as local counsel for a variety of cases, working closely with law 

firms located outside of Illinois. Same examples include North Miami General Employees 

Retirement Fund et al. v. Parkinson et al., Case Na. 1:10-cv-06514 (N.D. Ill.) {pending), Marvin 

H. Maurras Revocable Trust v. Bronfman ,7r. et al., Case No. 1:12-cv-03395 (N.D. Ill.) 

(pending), and St. Lucie County Fire District Fire~ghters`Penszon Trust Fund v. Motorola, Inc. 

et al., Case Na. 1:10-cv-00427 (N.D. Ill.) actions where FKLM was appointed as liaison counsel. 

ATTORNEY PROFILES 

Michael J. Freed 

After leaving the Department of Justice Antitrust Division, Mr. Freed has engaged in 
private antitrust class action litigation for SO years. He has served as co-lead counsel in many 
prominent antitrust and securities fraud class action cases. Presently, Mr. Freed is serving as co-
lead counsel in the Kleen Products v. ~nternatzonal Paper/Cantainer-board Antitrust case and In 
re Opana ER Antitrust Litigation. Prior antitrust class actions in which Mr, Freed served as co-
lead counsel include In re Aftermarket FilteYs Antitrust Litigation, In re Brand Name 
Prescription Drugs Antitrust Litigation, In re Nigh Fructose Corn Syrup Antitrust ~,itigation, In 
re Linerboard ~4ntitrust Litigation, In re Carbon Dioxide Antitrust Litigation, fn re Infant 
Formula Antitrust Litigation, and In re Ocean Shipping Antitrust Litigation. Mare than $2 billion 
has been recovered for the plaintiff classes in cases in which Mr. Freed has served as co-lead 
counsel. 

Mr. Freed has been named an Illinois Super Lawyer by Chicago Magazine, an Illinois 
Leading Lawyer by the Leading Lawyer's Network, and one of the top plaintiffs' antitrust 
lawyers in Illinois by Chambers and Partners. In March 2007, Mr. Freed was honored by the 
Chicago Appleseed Fund far Justice for his exceptional pro Bono efforts. 
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Mr. Freed was formerly a trial and appellate attorney with the United States Department 
of Justice, Antitrust Division (Honors Program). Ha is a graduate of the University of 
Pennsylvania (B.S., 1959) and ITniversity of Chicago Law School (J.D., 1962). 

Steven A. Kanner 

Mr. Kanner has over 30 years' experience in complex antitrust litigation and previously 
led the class action practice at Much Shelist Freed. His experience includes investigation, 
discovery, trial and appeal of antitrust, securities and other complex cases. Mr. Kanner has been 
designated an Illinois Super Lawyer by Chicago Magazine for the past 5 years and. is a frequent 
lecturer both domestically and internationally on antitrust and trade regulation. 

With respect to class action matters, Mr. Kanner has been involved in a leadership 
capacity in many of the cases described above. Mr. Kanner is currently serving as calead 
counsel or interim co-lead counsel include ~n re Automotive Parts Antitrust Litigation, 1V1DL 
2311 (E.D. Mich.), (an international. price fixing conspiracy of historic proportions which 
currently includes individual cases for Wire Harnesses, Instrument Panel Clusters, Fuel Senders, 
Heater Cantral Panels, Occupant Safety Systems, Batl Bearings, Air Conditioning Systems, 
Windshield Wiper Systems, Starters, Alternators, Windshield Washer Systems). 

Historically, Mr. Kanner has been appointed by federal and state courts as co-lead 
counsel in a broad array of important cases, which have resulted in recoveries of hundreds of 
millions of dollars. Some of these cases include: In re Aftermarket Filters Antitrust Litig., MDL 
1957 (N.D. Ill.) (settlements of over $17 million); In re Carbon Dioxide Antitrust Litig., MDL 
940 (M.D. Fla.) (settlements of over $53 million); In ~e Flat Glass Antitrust Litig. (No. ZI), MDL 
1942 (W.D. Pa.) {settlements of over $22 million); In re Hydrogen Peroxide Antirust Litig., 
MDL 1682 (E.D. Pa.) (settlements of over $9'1 million); In re Isostatic Graphite Antitrust Litig., 
No. 00-cv-1857 (E.D. Pa.} (settlements of over $11 million); In re Koch Gathering Systems, Inc. 
Oil Spill Litig., (Dist. Ct. of Nueces County, Tex.} (settlements of aver $10 million); and In re 
Texas Bread Antitrust Litig., No. 95-cv-0048 (E.D. Tex.) (settlements of over $32 million). 

A 1979 graduate of DePaul University Law School, Mr. Kanner is admitted to the Bars of 
Illinois, the Northern I3istrict of Illinois (member of the trial bar), the United States Court of 
Appeals (Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Seventh and Tenth Crrcuits) and the United States 
Supreme Court. He is also a member of the Chicago Bar Association (Committees on Litigation 
and Antitrust Law), the Illinois State Association {Sections on Antitrust Law and Litigation), the 
American Bar Association (Sections on Antitrust Law and Litigation), the Illinois Trial Lawyers 
Association, and the Decalogue Society where he previously served on the Editorial Board of the 
Society's Law Journal. Prior to entering private practice, Mr. Kanner was employed by the 
Federal Trade Commission as a consumer affairs specialist. 
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Douglas A. Millen 

Mr. Millen devotes his practice to prosecuting direct purchaser, price-fixing class actions 
and has played a key role in many of the most successful price-fixing cases in the United States. 
Far example, Mr. Millen was recently appointed to serve on the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee 
for the In re DPP Beef Antitrust Litigation (D. Minn.) Mr. Millen was appointed to serve on the 
Direct Purchaser Plaintiffs' Steering Committee in In re Lithium Ian Batteries Antitrust 
Litzgation, MDL No. 2420 (N.D. Cal) which ultimately obtained almost $140 million for the 
class. Mr. Millen has also played a prominent role in many of the largest antitrust cases in recent 
history —including: In ~e Cathode Ray Tube (CRT) Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1971 (N.D. CaL), 
where he served as Chair of Discovery and aided in the recovery of more than $210 million of 
the class; In re Dynamic Random Access Memory (DRAM) Antitrust Litigation, MDL 1486 (N.D. 
Cal.); In re Vitamins Antitrust Litigation, MDL 12$S (D.D.C.); and In re Rubber Chemicals 
Antitrust ~itigatzon, MDL 1648 (N.D. Cal.) —and his efforts have assisted in the recovery of 
billions of dollars for class members. Accordingly, he has been recognized as one of the nation's 
top competition lawyers by various publications, including Global C"ampetition Revvzew, and as a 
tap Plaintiffs' lawyer by Lawdragon 500 Leading Lawyers in America. Mr. Millen currently 
represents several Fortune 500 companies in the Rail Freight Fuel Surcharge Antitrust Litigation 
and provides antitrust compliance consultation services for large, multi-national companies. 

Mr. Millen is a graduate of the University of Michigan (B.G.S., 1991} and University of 
Illinois College of Law (J.D. magna cum laude, 1994}. In 1994, he was admitted to the New 
York and Connecticut State Bars, and in 1995 he was admitted to the Illinois State Bar. He is 
also admitted to practice in the Northern and Southern Districts of Illinois. Mr. Millen is a 
member of the American Bar Association, Antitrust Section and the Chicago Bar Association. 
Prior to founding FKLM, Mr. Millen was a partner at Much Shelist Freed, where he practiced 
with the class action group from November 1995 through December 31, 2006. 

William H. London 

Mr. London has been litigating class action cases for over 25 years. He served as trial 
counsel for the plaintiff class in In re High Pressure Laminates Antitrust Litigation, a case that 
was tried before a jury in the Southern District of New York. He was actively involved in 
several cases in which FKLM was serving in a leaflership capacity, including In re Flat Glass 
Antitrust Litigation (No. IZ}, MDL No. 1942 (W.D. Pa.); In re Static Random Access Memory 
(SRAM) Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 1819 (N.D. Cal); and In re HydrogeTz Peroxide Antitrust 
Litigation, MDL 16$2 {E,D. Pa.). Mr. Landon presently has significant involvement in In ~e 
Automotive Parts Antitrust litigation, MDL 2311 (E.D. Mich.) and In re Optical Disk Drive 
Products Antitrust Litigation, No. 3:10-md-2143 (N.D. Cal.). 

Mr. London graduated Magna Cum Laude from Syracuse University in 19$4 and 
received his law degree in 1987 from IIT Chicago-Kent College of Law. In 1987, he was 
admitted to the Illinois Bar and the Federal Bar; and in 1988, he was admitted to practice before 

-14-

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-5 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 20 of 24  PAGEID #: 1169



the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. Mr. London is a member of the 
American Bar Association and is apast-Chairman of the Chicago Bar Association Class 
Litigation Committee. He Was formerly an Assistant Attorney General far the State of Illinois, 
during which time he argued cases in the United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit 
and the Illinois Supreme Court. Since 1990, Mr. London has concentrated on complex and 
commercial litigation, with an emphasis on class action litigation involving antitrust claims. Mr. 
London practiced with Much Shelist Freed from March 1993 through December 31, 2006. 

Michael E. Moskavitz 

Michael E. Moskovitz is a partner at Freed Kanner London &Millen LLC and has been 
involved in trial and appellate litigation for more than 1 S years. Since 200Q, he has concentrated 
on complex commercial litigation, with. a primary emphasis on class action litigation involving 
antitrust, securities fraud, and consumer fraud claims. Mr. Moskovitz previously played a key 
role in the class action practice of Much Shelist Freed. He is significantly involved in several 
pending antitrust class actions, In re Automotive Parts Antitrust Litigation, MDL 2311 {E.D. 
Mich.), and In re Vehicle Carrier Services Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2471. Mr. Moskovitz 
is also a member of The Sedona Conference's Working Group 1 (Electronic Document 
Retention and Production} and has spoken at The Sedona Conference's Midyear meeting and has 
co-written papers published by The Sedona Conference. 

Mr. Moskowitz is a graduate of Indiana University (B.A., 1993} and New York 
University School of Law (J.D., 1996). 

Robert J. Wozniak 

Robert J. Wozniak is a partner at Freed Kanner London &Millen LLC. Since 2041, Mr. 
Wozniak has been involved in complex commercial litigation, with a primary emphasis on 
antitrust, employment, and consumer class action cases. Friar to engaging in private law 
practice, Mr. Wozniak worked as a trial attorney for the United States Department of Justice, 
Antitrust Division (Honors Program). Mr. Wozniak was then employed by Cohen Milstein 
Hausfeld & Toll, a Washington, D.C. class action firm, before joining Much Shelist Freed in 
2004. 

The complex antitrust class actions in which Mr. Wozniak has had significant 
involvement include: In re Opana ~R Antitrust Litigation {N.D. Ill.); In re Local TV A~ve~tising 
Antitrust Litigation (N.D. I11.); Mulhern, et al. v. Pepperidge Farm {N.D. I11.) (consolidated and 
transferred to C.D. Cal for settlement approval); In ~e Payment Card Interchange Fee and 
~Ylet~chant Discount Antitrust Litigation (E.D.N.Y.); Kleen Products, et al. v. International 
Paper, et al. (N.D. Ill.) ("Containerboard Antitrust Litigation"); In re NCAA Student-Athlete 
Names & Likeness Licensing Litigation (N.D. Cal.); In re Fresh and Process Potatoes Antitrust 
Litigation (D, Idaho); In re Municipal Derivatives Antitrust Litigation (S.D.N.Y.}; In re Flat 
Glass Antitrust Litigation (~f) (W.D. Pa,}; In re TFT-LCD (Flat Panel) Antitt ust Litigation (N.D. 
Cal.); In re Statze Randarrt Access Memory (SRA~Yf) Antitrust Litigation (N.D. Cal.); In re 
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Hydrogen Peroxide Antitrust Litigation (E.D. Pa.); In ~e Zntel Carp. Microprocessor Antitrust 
Litigation (D. DeL); In re Dynamic Random Access [Ylemo~y (DRAM) Litigation (N.D. Cal,); In 
re Buspirone Antitrust Litigation (S.D:N,Y.); and In re Tera~osin Hydrochloride Antitrust 
Litigation (S.D, Pla.}. 

Mr. Wozniak is a graduate of the University of Michigan (B.A., 1988), University of 
Minnesota (M.A., 1994), and Wayne State University Law School {J.D., 2000, cum laude, Order 
of the Coif , He has been admitted to practice law in Illinois, Michigan and. the District of 
Columbia. 

Kirnberly A. Justice 

Kimberly A. Justice, a partner of the Firm, is a respected litigator and. experienced trial 
lawyer who has dedicated her career to obtaining justice for those harmed by corporate fraud. 
She focuses her practice on class action litigation, including antitrust, consumer and securities 
fraud matters. Ms. Justice has extensive experience in all aspects of complex litigation from 
investigating and developing an initial case theory, to formulating and managing litigation 
strategy, to conducting discovery, to trial. 

She has secured sizeable recoveries on behalf of investors in several high-profile 
securities fraud cases. Kimberly also led the trial team that obtained a jury verdict in favor of 
investors in the In re Longtop Fin. Tech. Ltd. Sec. Litig., No. 11-cv-3658 (S.D.N.Y) securities 
class action litigation, among just a handful of securities cases to be tied to jury verdict. 

Ms. Justice also has served as lead or ca-lead counsel in several nationwide antitrust and 
securities fraud class actions. Mast recently, Ms. Justice was appointed as Co-Lead Counsel in 
In re Peanut Farmers Antitrust Litigation, 2:19-cv-00463 (E.D. Va.}, which settled for $102.75 
million for the class, and In re: Chicago Board of Options Exchange Volatility Index 
Manipulations Antitrust Lztzgatian (N.D. Ill.). Ms. Justice also serves on the Plaintiff 
SteeringlExecutive Committees in, In re Local TV Advertising Antitrust Litigation, No. 18-cv-
06785 (N.D. Ill.); In re Farm-Raised Salmon and Salmon Products Litigation, No. 19-cv-215S l; 
and In re Toyota Hybrid Brake Litig., Na. 4:24-cv-04127-ALM (E.D. Tex.). Ms. Justice also 
served on the Plaintiff Steering Committee in In re: Liquzd Aluminum Su~ate Antitrust 
Litigation, No. 16-md-02687 (D.N.J.) (over $9Q million in settlements for direct purchaser 
plaintiff class) and In re German Automotive Manufactures Antitrust Litigation, No. 17-md-
02796 (N.D. Cal.). 

Prior to entering private practice, hrls. Justice served as a federal antitrust prosecutor far 
nearly a decade where she led teams of trial attorneys and law enforcement agents who 
investigated and prosecuted domestic and international cartel activity, including in the fallowing 
industries: graphite electrodes, carbon products, ocean shipping and benchmark interest rates 
(LIBOR). 

Ms. Justice graduated magna cum laude from Temple University Beasley School of Law, 
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where she served as an Articles Editor of the Temple Law Review. Kimberly earned her B.A. 
cum laude from Kalamazoo College. Upon graduating from law school, Ms. Justice served as a 
judicial clerk to the Honorable William H. Yohn, Jr. of the United States District Court for the 
Eastern District of Pennsylvania. 

Ms. Justice frequently lectures and serves on discussion panels concerning antitrust and 
securities litigation matters and currently serves as a member of the Advisory Board of the 
American Antitrust Institute and as an Advisory Council Member for The Duke Conferences: 
Bench-Bar-Academy Distinguished Lawyers' Series. 

Jonathan M. Jagher 

Prior to entering private practice, Mr. Jagher served as a supervising Assistant District 
Attorney far the Middlesex District Attorney in Cambridge, Massachusetts. As a prosecutor, he 
conducted numerous investigations and tried approximately forty cases before a jury. 

Mr. Jagher is a partner at Freed Kanner where he has a national practice representing 
plaintiffs in antitY-ust and consumer class actions. Recent cases include: Tn re Automotive Parts 
Antitncst Litigation, MDL Na 23 ll (E.D, Mich.); In re Korean Ramen Antitrust Litigatian, l3-
cv-04115 (N.D. Cal.); In re Lithium Ion Batteries Antitrust Litigation, 13-MD-2420 (N.D. Cal.); 
In re OSB Antitrust ~,itigation, Master File No. 06-CV-00$2b (E.D. Pa.); In re Online I~VD 
Rental Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2029 (N.D. Cai.); In re Processed Eggs Antitrust 
Litigation, MDL No. 2002 (E.D. Pa.); In re ~4ir Cargo Shipping Services Antitrust Litigation, 
MDL No. 1775 (E.D.N.Y.), and In re Broiler Chicken Antitrust Litigation, 1:1 b-cv-08637 (N.D. 
Ill.}. 

Mr. Jagher was recently appointed to serve on the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee in In 
Re: ?'ikTok, Inc., Consumer Privacy Litigation, MDL No. 2948 (N,D. Ill.), a class action related 
to allegations of data privacy violations involving the popular app and the creation of short form 
videos on mobile devices. Mr. Jagher was also recently appointed to serve on the Plaintiffs' 
Executive Committee in. In Re: Morgan Stanley Data Security Litigation, 1:20-C~-0591A~ (S.D. 
N.Y.), a data privacy class action related to allegations that Morgan Stanley failed to safeguard 
its customers' highly sensitive personally identifiable information. 

Mr. Jagher received a B.A. degree magna cum laude from Boston University in 1998 and 
a J.D. degree from Washington University School of Law in 2001. He is currently admitted to 
practice law in Pennsylvania, Massachusetts, the United States District Court for the District of 
Massachusetts, the United States District Court far the Eastern District of Pennsylvania and the 
United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit. Mr. Jagher currently serves on the 
Advisory Board of Loyola University School of Law's Institute for Consumer Antitrust Studies 
and is a member of the Philadelphia Bar Association and the American Bar Association. Mr. 
Jagher was named as a Pennsylvania Super Lawyer in 2018 and 201.9 after having been named as 
a Super Lawyer Rising Star in 2012, 2013, 2014, 2015 and 2016. 
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Brian M. Hogan 

Brian M, Hagan is a partner at Freed Kanner London &Millen LLC. He specializes in 
class action litigation and has a wide range of experience successfully handling product liability, 
mass tart, toxic and environmental exposure, consumer protection and antitrust cases. He has 
litigated cases in numerous state and federal courts nationwide, including multidistrict litigation. 
Mr. Hogan has tried over a dozen cases to verdict. 

Currently, Mr. Hogan has significant involvement litigating In re Automotive Parts 
Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2311 (E.D. Mich.}, In re Payment Card Interchange Fee and 
Merchant Discount Antitrust Litigation, OS-md-1720 (E.D.N.Y.}, and In re Opana ER Antitrust 
Litrgatron, 1:14-cv-101SO (N.D. Ill.) where Freed Kanner London &Millen is court-appointed 
co-lead counsel representing direct purchasers of automotive parts who were overcharged as a 
xesult of price-fixing and bid-rigging conspiracies by various sets of defendants throughout the 
automotive parts industry. The litigation fellows the largest United States Department of Justice 
criminal antitr~xst investigation in history. 

Mr. Hogan received a B.A. from Indiana University and his J.D. from Chicago-Kent 
College of Law. 

~. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
StJUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Prodacts Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura. 

DECLARATION OF JONATHAN SNUB ON BEHALF OF 
SNUB LAW FIRM LLC IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Jonathan Shub, declare as follows: 

1. I am the owner of the law firm of Shub Law Firm LLC, whose firm is counsel for 

Plaintiff Beth Blake (the "Action"} 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses iri connection with services rendered in tl~e Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Shub Law Firm LLC charged with the primary responsibility for 

the work done by n1y firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm 

in the Action and supervised Sliub Law Firm LLC's lawyers and support staff who worked on the 

case. I have supervised other attorneys at my firm to undertake or work with me on particular tasks 

appropriatE to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I lave utilized more junior 

attorneys ~o work on matters more appropriate to their experience levels. 

4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experiEnce and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 
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Exhibit A. As is evident from my fir~11's resume, Shub Law Firm LLC has substantial experience 

in litigating consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. Shub Law Firm LLC's compensation for services rendered and reimbursement for 

out-of-pocket expe~lses was wholly contingent on the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' 

fees and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject of 

any prior request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Shub Law Firm LLC devoted a total of 420.75 hours to the commencement, 

litigation, and resolution of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous time records 

maintained by the Shub Law Firm LLC lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the 

Action, I reviewed the entries to confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses committed 

to the Action, and I deleted or reduced e~itries whenever 1 had doubts about the utility of the task. 

or reasonableness of the tinge billed. The time reflected in the Shub Law Firm LLC lodestar 

calculation is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and 

successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Shub Law Firm LLC performed in coordination with other 

Settlement Class Counsel, inclndEd: 

a. Filing a Complaint prior to the MDL 

b. Coordinating litigation strategy after MDL transfer 

e. Researching similar settlements 

d. Coordinating settlementlmediation efforts among co-counsel 

e. Researching and preparing far mediation 

f.. Attending mediation 

2 
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g. Briefing Motion for Preliminary Approval. 

h. Responding to Oppositions to Preliminary Approval Brief 

8. The following table shows the time expended by Slxub Law Firm LLC attorneys 

and staff 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Kevin Laukaitis (P) 321.00 $600.00 $192,600 

Daniel. Tomascik (PL) SO.QO $275.00 $ l 3,750.00 

Maggie O'Connor (PL) 49.00 $195.00 $9,SS5.00 

Damian Gomez (PL) 0.75 $195.00 $1.46.25 

TCITAL5 420.75 - $216,05 l .25 

• (P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

9. The rates charged by Shub Law Firm LLC are consistent with the rates that the firm 

charges in othEr contingent fee litigation. Shub Law Firn~ LLC expended a total of 420.75 hours. 

Total lodestar based on Shub Law Firm LLC hourly rates is $216,051.25. 

10. Sliub Law Firm LLC incurred and advanced a total of $24,543.31 in unreimbursed 

expenses in connection with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses $1,019.06 

Computer &Other Research ~ee(s) (Lexis/Westlaw/Bloomberg) - 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 
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Court Filing/Service Fees) - 

Postage - 

Reproduction (Internal) 

Expert $ l B,SOO.QO 

Mediation Cost $5,024.25 

TOTAL: $24,543.31. 

11. The expenses incurred by Shub Law Firm LLC are reflected ia1 the books and 

records contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other 

billing records, and are an accuratE record of expenses actually incurred. i have reviewed the 

expenses for which reimbursement is soug~it, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were 

reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action, 

The expenses are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private 

legal marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 2nd day of February, 2023, at Haddonfield, New 

Jersey. 

By: /.s/ Jorzcztha~~ Shub 
Jonathan Shub 
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V ~' 

SHUB LAW FIRM LLC 

"134 KINGS HIGHWAY, SECOND FLOOR 
HAQDONFIELQ, NJ 08033 

(856}772-7200 
SHUBLAWYERS.COM 

INFd~SHUBLAWYERS.COM 
JSHUB(C~SHUBLAWYERS.COM 
BJOHNS(cr7.SH UB~AWYERS.COM 

SMOLBFi~QK~Sa-ILi~LF,WYEF2S.COM 

.lonathan Shub is the founder of Shub Law Firm LLC. Mr. Shub 
graduated from American University {Washington, D.C.), B.A,, in 19 3 
a11d Delaware Law School of Widener University (now Widener 
University Delaware School of Law), cum laude, in 1988. While enrolled 
in Delaware Law School of Widener University, he served as the Law 
Review Articles Editor. Son was a Wolcott Fellow Law Clerk. to the Hon. 
.I~seph T. Walsh, Delaware Supreme Caurt in 1988. He is a member of 
tie American Association of Justice (past chairman of class action 
litigation section), the American Bar Association and the Consumer 
Attorneys of California. Jon was named a Pennsylvania. SuperLawyer 
from 2005-2009 and 2011-2019. Jon is also an active member of his local 
Synagogue and an avid political fundraiser. 

.ion is recognized as one of the nation's leading class action consumer 
rights ̀ lawyers, based an his extensive experience and successes representing classes of individuals 
and businesses i~n a vast array of matters involving unlawful coiiduet. Jon has gained notable 
attention in the area of defective cansumEr electronics and computer hardware as a result of many 
leadership positions in federal and state cases against companies such as Hewlett-Packard, Maytag, 
IBM: and Palm. Infact, Maximum PC Magazine, a leading industry publication, said years back that 
"Shub is becoming rel~owned for orchestrating suits that have simultaneously benefited consumers 
and exposed buggy hardware." He also has vast experience in mass tort class actions such as Vioxx, 
light tobacco litigation, and in consumer class actions such as energy dEregulation. He is currently 
heavily involved in litigation on behalf of businesses that were denied insurance coverage involving 
COVID-19. 
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Jon laune]led his career in the Washington office of Fried, Frank, Harris, Shriver &Jacobson, where 
he worked on complex commercial matters including corporate investigations and securities 
litigation. He then moved into a practice of colssumer protection and advocacy. Prior tajoining 
Kohn, Swift &Graf, P.G., Jon was the resident partner in the Philadelphia office of Seeger Weiss 
LLP. He is a frequent lecturer on cutting edge class action issues, and is a past chairman. of the 
Class Action Litigation Group of the American Association far Justice. Jon regularly appears in 
state and federal courts nationwide, and in many high profile consul~~er protection cases. Jon's 
leadership roles require him to develop the theories of liability for the entire class as well as the 
overall trial stratEgy for the cases. Most recently, Jon was co-lead and co-trial coulisel in a case 
against municipality far violation of a state privacy law. The case was tried before U.S. District 
Judge Wendy Beetlestone, and resulted ~in a jury award of approximately $6$,000,004 to the Giass. 

Jon's experience in class action litigation includes the following leadership positions: 

Serves as lead counsel in New York against KIWI Energy LLC for deceptive advertising of 
residential energy practices. 
Served as co-lead counsel in Illinois against Direct Energy for deceptive advertising of 
residential energy practices. 
Served as co-lead counsel in Pennsylvania against PG&E for deceptive advertising of residential 
energy practices. 
Served as co-lead counsel in settled national litigation against CPG International for deceptive 
advertising in connections with deceptive advertising of AZEI~-branded decking products. 
Served as executive committee counsel in settled national litigation against Wes~en~ Union for 
deceptive practices in connection with ~nolley transfers. 
Served as co-lead counsel in litigation against Facebook for deceptive advertising practices. 
Served as calead counsel in a national class aetio~n against Palm involving defeetiv~ smarE phones. 
Served as eo-lead counsel in a national class action against Nissan for defective tires on its 3542 
model. 
Served as eo-lead counsel in a national class action against Hewlett Packard claiming defects in 
certain printer models. 
Served as ca-lead counsel. in litigation. against Vonage for consumer fraud. 
Served as co-lead counsel in litigation against Maytag, where he was instrumental in negotiatinga 
$42,5 million nationwide settlement for a class of more than 200,000 Maytag customers. 
Served as co-lead counsel in a nationwide class settlement against IBM that affected more than 3 
million ~iard drive purchasers. 

Publications and Presentations: 

Moderator, Class Actions, Aimual Meetings of American Association of Justice, 2015, 2016 
Speaker, "Finding the Right Glass Action", New Jersey Association of Justice, June, 2016 
Speaker, "Nuts and Bolts of MDL Practice", Class Action Symposium, Chicago 
Illinois, June, 2010 
Speaker, "Computer Technology and Consumer Products Class Actions'", Consumer Attorneys 
of Califonlia 46th Annual ConvEntion, November, 2007 
Frequent speaker, American Association for Justice (formerly ATLA) 
Author, "Distinguishing I~ldividual from Derivative Claims iii the Context of Battles for 
Corporate Control", 13 Del. J. Corp. L. 579 {1998) 
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Author," Shareholder Rights Plans'? Do They Render S1lareho]ders Defenseless Against T~~e.ir 
Own Management", 12 Del. ,I. Corp. L. 991 (1997) 
Co-author, "C?nce Again, the Gourt Fails ~o Rein iu RICU", Lega1 Times (Apri127, 1992) 
Co-autl~ar, "Failed One-Share, Ol1e Vote Rule Let SEG Intrude in Boardroom", National Law 
Jaunlal (October 8, 1990). 

Benjamin F. Johns, a consumer protection lawyer and partner at 
Shub Law Firm LLC, ~is admitted to practice in all of the state and 
federal courts in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. Qver the course of 
his legal career, Mr. Johns has taken and defended hundreds of 
depositions, including those of c-suite level executives of Fortune 
500 companies, lawyers, bankers, experts, engineers, prison 
guards, I.R.S. officials, and information technology personnel. He 
has also argued successfully in trial courts and appellate courts 
across the country, including the Pennsylvania Supreme Court. He 
has been described by Law360 as being a "data breach specialist." 

Mr. Johns is currently serving as court appointed ~nteriln co-lead 
.counsel in several consumer data breach class actions, including Ire 

~~ ~ "~~~` ~-e Wawa, Inc. I~aza Securaty Litig., No. 2:19-cv-06019-GEKP A ~.. _ 
(E.D. Pa) (final approval granted; appeal pending); Kostlza v. 

~~- Dickey':s Barbeque Rests., No. 3:20-cv-3424-K (1~.D. Tex.) ($2.35 
milliui~ s~itle~ii~i~t ~~e~lding~; Lra re Rutte~~'s Irzc. Data Secisrzty Breach Litig., Into. 1:20-cv-382 
(M.D. Pa.~ and l» re.lieysto3~e Data Breach Liti~., No. 1:~2-cv-01643-CCC (M.D. Pa.). He is also 
a court appointed member of the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee i~n Di~asterh~oft v. ~OneTouchPoint, 
hzc., 22-cv-0882-bhl (E.D. Wisc.), another data breach case involving medical information. In the 
defective automobile arena, Mr. Johns is currently serving as Chair of the Executive Committee 
in In ire Subay-u Battery Drai» Pl°ods. Liah. Litig., No. 1:20-ev-03095-JHR-JS ~DN.J.) and as a 
member of the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee i~n AltobElli v. General Nlators PLC, No. 20-ev-
13256 (E.D. Mich.). The complaints in both of these cases have largely withstood motions to 
dismiss, aild a proposed settlement is pending in the fornler matter. 

Over the course of his career, Mr. Johns }1as provided. substantial assistance in the prosecution of 
the following cases: 

• In re Mac.Bc~ok Keyhoar•d Litig., No. 5:1$-cv-02813-EJD (N.D. Cal.) (Ivlr. Johns took and 
defended numerous depositions. and successfully argued two motions to dismiss and 
plaintiffs' motion for class certification in this Casa before Judge Edward J. Davila, which 
has since settled for $50 million) 

• Ilughes v. UGI Storage Cc~., 263 A.3d 1144 (Pa. 2021) (Mr. Jollies argued this pr~cedent-
setting de facto takings matter before the Pennsylvania Supreme Court, in which he 
secured a 6-0 reversal of the underlying Co~lmonwealth Court decision that had affirmed 
the trial court's dismissal of the case) 
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• Zldeerz v. Sisbaru of~Arri., lr~~c., 18-17334 (I~BK/JS) (D.N.J.) (Mr. Johns was co-lead counsel 
in this consumer class action involving allegedly defective infotainment systems in certain 
Subaru automobiles, which resulted a settlement valued at $6.25 million. At. the hearizlg 
granting final approval of the settlement, the district court con~nented that the plaintiffs' 
team "are very skilled and very efficient lawyers...They've done a nice job.") 

• I~z rG Nexus 6P Product Liability Lztig., No. 5:17-cv-02185-BLF (N.D. Gal..) (Mr. Johns 
served as co-lead counsel —and argued two of the motions to dismiss — in this defective 
smartphol~e class action. The case resulted its a settlement valued at $9.75 million, which 
Judge Beth Labson Freeman described as "substantial" and an "excellent resolution of the 
case."} 

• hz~ re MvForc~ T~ueh Cc~ns~r~nzeY Litig., No. 13-cv-03072-EMC (N.D. Cal.) (Mr. Johns 
served as court-appointed co-lead counsel iii this consumer ctass action concerning 
allegedly defective MyFord Touch infotainment systems, which settled for $17 million 
shortly before trial.) 

• Weeps v. Google LLC, 5:18-cv-00$01-NC, 2019 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 215943, at *8-9 (N.D. 
Cal.. Dec. 13, 2019} (Mr. Johns was co-lead counsel —and successfully argued against a 
motion to dismiss — in this defective smartphone class action. A $x.25 million settlement 
was reached, which Magistrate Judge NathanaEl M. Cousins described as being an 
"excellent result.") 

• Go~c~an v. Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc., No. 17-cv-01.415-CMA-SKC (D. Colo.) (Mr. 
Johns served as co-lead counsel of behalf of a class of millions of cardholders who were 
impacted by a data breach a~t Chipotle restaurants. After largely defeating a niotioil to 
dismiss filed by Chipo~le, the case resulted in a favorable settlement for affected 
consumers. At the final approval of the settlement, the district court noted float class counsel 
leas "exte~~sive experience in class action litigation, and are very familiar with claims, 
remedies, and defenses at issue in this case.") 

• Bray et crl. v. GameStop Coip., 1:17-ev-Ol 365-JEJ (D. Del.) (Mr. Johns served as co-lead 
counsel far consumers affected by a data breach. at GameStop. After largely defeating a 
motion to dismiss, the case was resolved on favorable terms that provided significant relief 
to GameStop customers. At the final approval hearing, the District Judge found the 
settlement to be "so comprehensive that really there's nothing else that I need developed 
further," that "the settlement is fair," "reasonable," and "that under tl~e circumstances it is 
good for the members of the class under the circumstances of the claim.") 

• Iiz re: Elk Crass Timbers 1?eckiiag Marketing, Sates Practices and P~-~ducts Liability Lifig., 
No. 15-cv-18-JLL-JAD (D.N.J.} (Mr. Johns served on the .Plaintiffs' Steering Committee 
in this MDL proceeding, which involved allegedly defective wood-composite decking, and 
which ultimately resulted in a $20 million settlement.) 

• hz re Checking Account Over•clraft Litig., No. 1:09-MD-02036-JLK (S.D. Fla.) (Mr. Johns 
was actively involved in these Multidistrict Litigation proceedings, which involve 
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allegations that dozens of banks reorder and manipulate the posting order of debit 
transactions. Settlements collectively i~~ excess of $1 billiol~ were reached with several 
banks. Mr. Johns was actively involved in prosecuting the actions against U.S. Bank ($SS 
million settlement) and Comerica Bank ($14.5 miltion settlement).) 

• Physicians of minter Haven LLC, cllbla flay Sr_~r-gery Center v. STERIS Cor~ot•c~tiofz, No. 
1:10-cv-04264-CAB (N.D. Ohio) (Mr. Johns was the primary associate working on this 
case which resulted in a $20 million settlement on behalf of hospitals and surgery centers 
that purchased a sterilization device that allegedly did not receive the required pre-sale 
authorization from the FDA.) 

• West v. ExarrzSo~t Wo~-ltlwide, Inc., No. 14-ev-22950-UU {S.D. Fla.) (Mr. Johns was co-
lead counsel in this case which resulted in a $2.1 million settlement on behalf of July 2014 
bar exam applicants in several states who paid to use software for the written portion of the 
exam which allegedly failed ~o function properly) 

• HendeYsan v. Volvo Ccr~s ofNc~r~th Anierzca, LLC, No. 2:09-ev-04146-CCC-JAD (D. N.J.) 
(provided substantial assistance in this consumer automobile case that settled after the 
plaintiffs prevailed, ii1 large part, an a motion to dismiss) 

• Iiz i^~ Marine Hose A~t2itr~zrst ~itig., No. 0$-MDL-1888 (S.D. Fla..) (settlements totaling 
nearly $32 million on behalf of purchasers of marine hose.} 

• hx re Philips/Magnc~v~x Television Ling., No. 2:09-cv-03072-CCC-JAD (D. 
N.J.) (settlement in excess of $4 million on behalf of consumers whose flat screen 
televisions failed due to an alleged design defect. Mr. Johns argued against one of the 
motions to dismiss.) 

• Allison, et al, v. The GEO Groin, No. 2:08-cv-467-JD (E.D. Pa.), and Kurian v. Courrzy of 
Larreaster, No. 2:t~7-cv-034$2-PD (E.D. Pa.) (settlements totaling $5.4 million in two civil 
rig~lts class action lawsuits involving allegedly unconstitutional strip searches at prisons) 

Mr. Johns was elected by fellow members of the Philadelphia Bar Association to serve a tl~ree-
year term on the Executive Committee of the organization's Young Lawyers Division. He also 
served on the Editorial Board of the Philadelphia Bar Reporter and the Board of Directors for the 
Dickinson. School of Law Alumni Society. Mr. Johns has been published in the Philadelphia 
Lawyer magazine and the Philadelphia Bar Reporter. While in college, Mr. Johns was on the 
varsity basketball team and spent a semester studying abroad in Osaka, Japan He graduated from 
Harriton High School in 1998 as the then all-time leading scorer in the history of the boys' 
basketball program. Ben has been named a "Lawyer on the Fast Track" by The Legal Intelligencer, 
a "Top 40 Under 40" attonley by The National Trial Lawyers, and a Pennsylvania "Rising 
Star"/"Super Lawyer." 
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Samantha E. Holbrook, a partlaer at Shub Law Firm LLC, has 
extensive experience in consumer protection class action litigation. 
Prior to joining the arm, Ms. Holbrook practiced at two different 
national class action law firms where she represented consumers and 
investors in nationwide class actions. Ms. Holbrook has experience 
ha~idli~ng and litigating all aspects of the prosecution of national class 
action litigation asserting claims under state and federal law 
chal]enging predatory lending practices, product defects, breach of 
fiduciary duty, antitrust claims, consumer fraud and unfair and 
deceptive acts and practie~s in federal courts throughout the country. 

Over the course of her career, Ms. Holbrook has provided substantial 
assistance in the prosecution of the following cases: 

~:_ 
• Suarez v. Nissan N«rzh America, No. 3:21-cv-00393 {M.D. 

Tenn.) (appointed lead class counsel in a consumer class action alleging defective 
headlamps in Nissan Altima vehicles which reached a settlement valued at over $50 million 
that provides reimbursements, free repairs, and an extended warranty); 

• Kostka v. Dickc~~'s Barbecue Restaurants, Ii~c., No. 3:20-cv-03424-K (N.D. Tex.) 
(appointed as additional interim class counsel on behalf of consumers whose sensitive 
payment card information was exposed in a data breach at Dickey's restaurant chains); 

Ii2 Ye Wawa, Inc. Data Secicrity Litig., No. 2:19-ev-060'19-GEKP (E.D. Pa.) (achieved $12 
m~illian settlement on behalf of consumers whose sensitive payment card information was 
exposed to criminals as part of ahighly-publicized data breach); 

~ Lacher et al v. Aranxark C'orp., 2:19-cv-00687 (E.D. Pa. 2019} (represented a class of 
Aramark's current and former managers alleging that Aramark breached its employment 
contracts by failing to pay bonuses and restricted stock unit compensation to managers 
nationwide}; 

• Ti~rnei~ v. Sony Interactive E~~terta~nrnent LLC, No. 4:21-cv-02454-DMR (N.D. Cal.) (class 
action lawsuit alleging that Sony's P1ayStation 5 DualSense Controller suffers from a "drift 
defect" that results in character or gameplay moving on the screen without user command 
ar manual operation. of the controller thereby compromising its core functionality); 

• Board a('Trustees of the AFTRA Retis•erneTat Fund, et al. v. JPMorgan Chczs~ Banlz N.A., 09-
CV-686 (SAS), 2012 WL 2064907 (S.D.N.Y. June 7, 2012) (approving $150 million 
settlement), and 

• Irz i~e 2008 Fannie Mae ERISA Litigation, Case No. 09-cv-1350 (~S.D.N.Y.) ($9 million 
settlement on behalf of participants in the Federal National Mortgage Association 
Employee Stock Ownership Plan). 

Ms. Holbrook has also obtained fa~vorablc recoveries on behalf of multiple nationwide classes of 
borrowers whose insurance was force-placed by their mortgage services. 
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Ms. Holbrook received her law degree from Tcnlple University Beasley School of Law. While in 
law school, she served as the President of tihe Moot Court Honor Society and Presidel~t of the 
Student Animal Legal Defense Fund. She was also a member of Temple's nationally reco~lized 
Trial Team.. Upon graduating, slle served as an adjunct professor for Temple coaching its Trial 
Team from 20l 3-201$. Ivls. Holbrook received her undergraduate degrees from the Pennsylvania 
State University in Political Science and Spanish. While in college, Ms. Holbrook spent a semester 
studying? abroad in. Sevilla, Spain. She is proficient in Spanish. Ms. Holbrook also currently serves 
as the Board Pr~sidellt for Citizens for a No-Kill Philadelphia, aPhiladelphia-based animal welfare 
advocacy organization, and serves on the Board of Directors of City of Elderly Love, a seniar-
focused animal. rescue organization. 

Ms. Holbrook has been. recognized by Pennsylvania Super Lawyers as a Rising Star far each year 
from 2020-2023. She has also been recognized as a Top Young Rising Attorney in Pennsylvania 
in 2020, and a Pennsylvania &Delaware Top Attorneys Rising Stars in 2021. She is admitted to 
practice in all federal and. state courts in Pennsylvania and New Jersey. 

Damian Gomez 

Damian Gomez joined the Shub Law Firm LLC as an intake paralegal in March 2022. Damian 
graduated from. the University of Texas at Austin. in 2021 with a Bachelor's degree in. History 
with a focus oil Classical Studies, as well as a Certificate in Creative Writing. Damian's prior 
professional experiences include building relationship and eonlmunication skills with clientele 
while working as an Intake Specialist at Filevine, a legal software company. Various courses in 
copywriting and email marketing have alike prepared him for his initial role as intake paralegal 
at Slrub Law. 

Damian is now Shub Law's primary paralegal. His responsibilities include conducting 
widespread investigations and initial research into potential class action and consumer proteetioil 
cases, interviewing and vetting potential clients and class representatives, and assisting in legal 
projects as ueeessary. Aside from legal assistance, Damian manages Shub Law's Marketing and 
Outreach ventures, writes and oversees much of Shub Law's website content, and. runs Shub Law 
social media accounts, 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OT3T0 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 

Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates ta: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-and-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF STEVEN L. BL~CH ON BEHALF OF 
[FIRM NAME] IN SUPPORT OF PLATNTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Steven L. Bloch, declare as follows: 

I am a partner in the law firm of Silver Golub & Teitell LLP ("SGT"), counsel for 

Erik Velasques, Matthew Lopez, Frank Ortega, and Joshua Wallace and one of Settlement Class 

Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action"} 

2. I submit this Declaration in support ofmy firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with. services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at SGT charged with. the primary responsibility for• the work. done 

by my firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in the Action 

and supervised SGT lawyers and support staff who worked on the case. While 1 have personally 

devoted. time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake or work with me 

on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I have utilized 

mare junior attonleys to work on matters mare appropriate to their experience levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in my firm. and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached 1lereta as 

Exllibit~ A. As is evident from my firm's resume, SGT has substantial experience in litigating 

consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. SGT's compensation for services rendered. and reimbursement for out-af-pocket 

expenses was wholly contingent oil the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' fees and 

expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or ]lave been the subject of any prior 

request or prior award in any litigation ar atller proceeding. 

6. SGT devoted a total of 159.26 hours to the commencement, litigation, and 

resolution of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous time records maintained by 

the SGT lawyers and stafF. Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries to 

confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses committed. to the Action, and I deleted ar 

reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time 

billed. The time reflected in the SGT lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and was 

reasonably necessary far the effective prosecution and successful resolution of t11e Action. 

7. The litigation tasks SGT performed if1 coordination with other Settlement Class 

Counsel, included: research and investigation into defendant's practices, drafting complaints, 

selecting the appropriate venue for these proceedings, filings with and arguing before the JPML 

panel to secure the Southern District of Ohio as the correct venue for these proceedings, legal 

research. and analysis, developing and advising on strategy for these proceedings, developing and 

participating iii the conjoint analysis of defendant's products including consultations with 

plaitltiffs' consulting expert, review and analysis of defendant's produced documents, reviewing 
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and revising plaintiffs' mediation statement, participating in mediation and settlement with 

defendant, reviewing and revising settlement documents, reviewing and revising motion for 

preliminary approval of settlement and reply in support of motia~l for prelilninal-y approval of 

settlement, attending all court hearings, telephone conferences and communications regarding all 

of the foregoing with plaintiffs' counsel, and telephone conferences and communications 

regarding all of the foregoing with plaintiffs represented by SGT. 

8. Tlie following table shows the dine expended by SGT attorneys and staff: 

PRC3FESSIONAL~ HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Steven L. Bloch 61.5 $925 $56,887.50 

Ian W. Slossi 42.4 $700 $29,680.00 

Ian. W. Sloss 55.362 $650 $35,985.0$ 

TOTALS 159.26 $1.22,552.58 

• (P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL} Paralegal 

y. "1'he rates charged by SGT are consistent with the rates that the firm charges in other 

contingent fee litigation. SGT expended a total o~ 159.26 hours. Total lodestar based on SGT's 

hourly rates for the attorneys set forth. above is $122,552.58. 

10. SGT incurs ed and advanced a total of $1,141.00 in unreilnbursed expenses in 

eozmection with prosecuting the Action. The expelrses are summarized as follows: 

Hourly rates for Mr. Sloss changed during the time period. Hourly rates also changed for 1VIr. Bloch but all time 
was billed ae the lower rate. 

3 
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CATEGtJRY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses $1,1 QS.60 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (Lexis/West~aw/Bloomberg) $35.40 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 

Court FilinglService Fees) 

Postage 

Reproduction (Internal) 

Expert. 

Mediation Cost 

TOTAL: ~1,141.OQ 

I1. The expenses incurred. by SGT are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prepared by the firm. from expense vouchers, invoices, aild other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and. were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. The expenses 

are all of a type t11at would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private legal 

marketplace, 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of tl~e United States of America that the 

foregoing is true arld correct. Executed this 3'~a day of February, 2023, at Stamford, Comiecticut. 

By: ls/ Steven L. Bloch 
Steven L. Bloch. 
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SILVER GOLUB & TEITELL LLP 

FIRM BIOGRAPHY 

Silver Golub & Tei~ell LLP is a trial Iaw firm that has built its re~utatic~n litigating ground-
breaking cases for nearly 50 years. SGT has recovered billions of dollars in jury verdicts and 
settlements in class action, complex litigation. catastrophic personal injury, and medical 
malpractice hatters. 

SST is proud our attorneys regularly serve in legal community leadership roles. Our name 
partners ]lave taught trial practice at Yale Law Sc~hoal, the University of Connecticut School of 
Law, and Quinnipiac University Law School, and several SGT partners have served as President 
of the Connecticut Trial Lawyers Association. 

SGT's Class Action and Complex Litigation practice group Itas represented individuals, 
consumers, state and local governments, unions, and. ~•etirement funds throughout the years to 
help offset tl~e impact of controversies touching our communities. Some of SGT's notable 
representations include: 

State of ~"onnecticut v. Philip Morris, Inc., et al. 

Silver Golub & TeiYell served as lead private counsel for the State of Connecticut from l 996-98 
in ids action against the American tobacco industry. SGT was one of only a few Connecticut 
firms to answer the Connecticut Attorney General's call for gins to represent the State in the 
litigation. Connecticut's action was part of thenationwide litigation which resulted in the 
November 1998 Master Settlement Agreement for $246 billion being entered between plaintiffs 
and the four major tobacco companies Philip Morris USA, R..l. Reynolds, Brov~~t1 &Williamson 
Tobacco Corp., and Lorillard. 

The terms of Master Settlelneilt Agreement provided for Connecticut to receive $3.6 billion. 
Additionally, a special panel of former attorneys general concluded that contribution of 
Connecticut's SGT-led legal team to the national litigation and settlement warranted xhat t11e 
State of Connecticut receive an additional $370 million of the national settlement proceeds, 
bringing Connecticut's total recovery to dearly $4 billion. The case was State of Connecticut v. 
Philip Morris, Inc., et al., Na. X02-CV-9601484145. 

State Employees Bargaining Coalition, et al. v. Rowlan~G 

Tn SEBAC,' v. Rowland, SGT achieved acourt-approved settlement which has provided $250+ 
million in compensation to thousands of unionized state employees who alleged they were 
deliberately and illegally singled out for layoffs by the State of Connecticut ii1 violation of their 
First Amendment rights. Specifically, the class members alleged that after their union refused to 
yield statutorily statutorily-protected contract rights during negotiations, the State of 
Connecticut, in violation of the unions' aild their members' exercise of protected First 
A~~aend~nel~t rights of free speech and free association, and with anti-union animus, ordered the 
layoff of thousands of state employees. 
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The State of Connecticut argued that the layoffs were can~ied out tc~ force the union to agree to 
concessions that would ultimately save the Stag of Connecticut money. However, the United 
States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit in a precedential decision disagreed and found 
t}1at the layoffs violated the unions' and union members" First Amendment right to freedom of 
assoeia~tion. SGT's work achieved a settlement of over $2S0 million for a class of more thazl 
40,000 unionized public employees in 2015. The settlement was approved on October 1, 2015. 

T11e case was State Empl~ayees Bar°~ai~ing Coalition, et al v. Rowl~rncl No. 03-CV-221 and was 
brought. in the United States District Court for the District of Connecticut before Hon. Alfred C. 
Covello, Senior United States District Judge. 

Spencer a HartfoNd Fanancial Services Group, et al. 

SGT served as court-appointed co-lead counsel and obtained a $72.5 million easy settlement on 
the eve of trial far two certified subclasses of approximately 22,OOQ owners of structured 
settlement annuities in a z~atiol7wide class action against Hartford Financial Services Group, Inc 
and its affiliates. Plaintiffs and the class alleged that in order to fund class members' structured 
settlements, the Hartford property and casualty insurers purchased annuities f~aan their affiliate, 
Hartford Life. By purchasing the annuity from Hartford Life, The Hartford companies allegedly 
were able to retaiT~ up to 15% of the structured amount of the settlement in the form of 
undisclosed costs, commissions and profit —all of which was concealed from the settling 
claimants. 

The case was Spenc~~~ v. Hartford Financial Se~~vice.s Group, Inc., No. OS-CV-1681 and was 
brought in the United States District Court for the District of Connecticut before Nora. .ianet C. 
Hall. 

Town of New ~Iartford, of al. a Corte. Resources Recovery Authority. 

SGT obtained a $40+million trial judgment as court-appointed lead eounse] in a certified class 
action for 70 Gonnectieut municipalities to recover for lasses sustained as a result of a quasi-
public trash authority's improper dealings with Enron Corporation. The plaintiffs alleged they 
suffered damages in the form of increased costs when Enron defaulted on a $220 million loan 
made by the Connecticut Resources Recovery Authority ("CRRA'") to Enron. 

Plaintiffs' complaint alleged that the CRRA's loan to Enron was illegal and that the expenditure 
of funds was an ultra vi~~es~ act on the pant of the CRRA. Plaintiffs further allegad, inter olio, that 
that CRRA breached a fiduciary duty which it owed to the municipalities, and that CRRA 
breached its duty of fair dealing and good faith.. 

The case was T~wrz o f New Hartford, et al u. Con»ecticut Resources Recouery Authority, Nn. 
UWY-CV-04-01855$OS and was brought in Connecticut Superior Courf, Judicial District of 
Waterbury before Hon. Dennis G. Eveleigh. 

Il~itec~ States ex rel. Keeth v. United Technologies CoYparatior~. 

Silver Golub & Teitell represented the relator in a federal False Claims Act ("FCA") action 
against United Technologies Corporation which alleged, hater olio, that UTC had prematurely 
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billed ~~he ~over»ment for work not. yet performed on a 1lelicQpter cantl~act and lead inflated 
material inventories used as a basis for progress bills on its fixed-price cotltracts. The relator 
Douglas Keeth also alleged that UTC officials attempted tc~ suppress disclosure of the improper 
Sikorsky practices offer the company discovered and investigated the practices while 
participating in the Defense Department's voluntary disclosure program. 

The gisi tar~z litigation resulted in a $l SO million settlement which at the time was the largest ever 
recovery fir an action brought ul~der the FCA. SGT's client received a relator's share of $22.5 
million which was then also the largest ~ucl~ FCA award ever given to a relator. 

The case was United States ex rel. Keeth v. United 7'ech~zolvgies C"o~po~^atio~, No. H-89-323 
brought in the United States District Court for the District of Cat~necticuC before Hon. Alan H. 
Nevas. 

David S. Golub, Partner 

David Golub is a is a graduate of Yale College and Yale Law School and is a founding 
partner of Silver Golub & Teitell LLP. David has devoted a silbst~ntial portion of leis career to 
constitutional, civil rights and other pro Bono matters. For example, David has represented the 
New York Tilnes and Tines Mirror Corporation in First Amendment litigation, one of 
Collnectieut's senators in a case involving the constitutional rights of persons with intellectual 
disabilities, and Coni7ecticut's Chief State's Attorney in civil rights litigation, He has 
represented the NAACP, the NAACP Legal Defense Fund and other state and national civil 
rights organizations and parties in constitutional litigation, appearing on behalf of such 
organizations in amicus roles in litigation involving diverse issues such as discrimination in 
educatiar~, the rights of mother and e(~ild and state death penalty litigation. Additionally, 
although a lifelong Deinoerat, David successfully represenCed the Connecticut Republican 
Fa.rty in a voting rights case in the United States Supreme Court, establishing the right of a 
po}itical party, rather than the State; to determine who inay vote in a party's primaries. 

David heads SGT's Glass Action &Complex Litigation practice group. Under his leadership, 
SGT represented the State of Connecticut against the American tobacco industry, recovering 
approximately $4 'billion far the State which included $370 million awarded in special 
recognition of David's teams' efforts. He .represented unionized employees whose first 
amendanent rights were violated via anti-union layoffs by the State of Connecticut and the 
settlement he reached with Connecticut has provided aver $250 million in compensation to 
the class. He also recovered amounts last to Enron and Bernie Madoff on behalf of 
Connecticut municipalities, helped the United States government recover $150 million in a 
whistleblower action against a majcar deFense contractor, then the largest amount ever 
recovered under the federal False Claims pct. David is member of tlae bar in Connecticut. 
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Steven L. Bloch, Partner 

Steven L. F~locl~ is a partr~ei~ in SGT a11d his practice includes litigating complex class, group 
and direct actions involving insurance and. financial products at~d services, consumer fraud, 
employee and health benefits, antitrust and securities. In addition, he has a wide range of 
complex commercial litigation experience, including corporate disputes, civil RICO 
(Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt l~rganizations Act}, business torts, real estate and labor 
and employment. Steven is a member of the State bars in Connecticut, New York, a~~d 
Pennsylvania. He is "A~" 1Vlart~ndale-~~iib~ell Pier R~~iew Ra~tud. 

Representative Matters: 

~e~ttl~ment on behalf caf a certified c1~ss cif investors in col,lat~ralized cl~k~t obligations 
(1~«c~~y~r~ I, .L,L,~" a C~~lclatac~tz, Sachs ~ ~`cr. e~ crl,a S.T~.N,Y., Case Na. 1(7-cv-07497) (527.5 
nlillio7~~. 

S~ttlernent ~n behalf of a certified ~~a~tiomvide class i~lvolviz~g claims e~f civil RIC"C7 and. fraud 
against The Hartford Financial Ser~~ices Grasp, Inc.. anc~ ~ffilia~es concerning the Hartfi~rd's 
structu~r~d settl~me~lts practices (S",~et~cer v. T`la~c~ ~~~•tfo~cf ~it~cz~~c~ical Ser°r~a~es~ C~a^crac~s, lnc. et 
cat., fa. Ca~u~., Case NQ. 05-~v-16$1) ($72.5 ~ni~lio~~). 

Settleax~ent can k~ahatt' «f' a c~rti~ed Mass of pc~licy~~olders in W~~t Vir~irria against Nationwide 
I~Iutuat I~~s~~ane~ C~oz~apany arising aut of Natiaz~wide's f~ilurc ~o offer ~ao2~icyl~c~lders the 
~bilJty tc~ ~a~t~rchase statuto~ril~r-rcquir~d o~ational levels of ui~tderinsured (<`UIM") and unins~~re,d 
("U1Vt") ~r~ot~arist c~vera~;~ under autoanabil.e insu~•az~c~ pc~lacies (.~ati~~wi~te 16~utu~eZ 
Irx~spra^ca~c:e ~"or~c~~aa~y ~,< d?'Z1e~d, C~`as~ Na. 00-~~-~7, West Vir~i~~ia Circuit C'o«r~, 12c~ane 
+County) ($~~ ~m~llion). 

Setti~r~letat on bel~~lf of a certified class of policyholders ~z~ multiple states agai~ast Ul~sited 
An~errean [~~s. Co. alzc~ certain agents a~~d b~~siness af~liat~s ca~~cernii~g t.I~e sale of limited 
benefit health insurance (,s~mit~~ ti; C'o~l~ns~vo~^ih eP r~I ,Circuit C~~~rt of Saline County, 
~rlcansas, Case RIo. CV2t}04-72-2} ($30 million). 

~ettle~tnex~t on behalf of ~ c~rtif3~d class of ~~oticyholdees in multiple states agai~xst ~F'LAC, 
Ina. concera~ing the ~n~proper adjustment of suppler~e~~ta1 disability inco~n~ policies (~eckea° 
~. ~rrtet~iean ;F'aratply ~,ifeAssr~~asace Cor~,~any ~fCc~lura~bus cr~adAFZ~C`, Inc., L).~.C., Cass 
Nc~. 05A2101) ($7 ~n~ltlic~~~~). 

Representation of mutual fund investors against Allianz Global Investors U.S. LLC 
("AllianzGl") a1le~ing losses arising out of amulti-billion-dollar fraud committed by 
AllianzGl's Structured Products GroLlp. In December 2022 SGT and eo-counsel abtailled 
preliminary approva] of a $145 million settlement with Defendants. (Jaekso~a v Allianz 
Glohccllnvestars U.S. LLC, Index No. 65123312021 (N.Y. Supreme Ct.}). 

Representatio~l of direct purchasers in a pro}~osed class ac`~o~~ a~~e-_ g .',~;.:t t1~G inala~afactur~;r 
~f band-mine Ep~Pen conspired respectively with se~~~ gal pha~-._~zacy ~.~ ~ ~ef~~t tnanagets to 
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~t~titicially innate ~~rices. (~~r r°~ ~,~il'ea~ i~^ect ~'c~r^c°1~c~r,~c~ ~ ° ~ °_»~, N~~. 20~e~~-00827 ~i~. 
M~t~o~). 

Ian W. Sloss, Partner 

Ian W. Sloss is a parkner in SGT and his practice includes representing investors ai d 
individuals in class, group, and direct securities, antitrust, commodities, environmental, data 
privaoy, and other types of litigation. Under Ian's guidance, SGT clients are regularly selected 
to serve as lead plaintiffs in national titiga~tion ar~d frequently obtain meaningful relief far the 
classes cif investors and individuals they represent. 

Allianz Global Ihvestors U.S Structured AZpIZa Mutual Fund Litigation. Ian represents 
mutual fund investo~•s against Allianz Global Investors U.S. LLC alleging kisses arising out of 
amulti-billion-dollar fraud committed by AllianzGI's Structured Products Group. In 
December 2022 SGT and co-counsel obtained preliminary approval of a $145 million 
settlement with Defe~ldai~ts. The case is .Iackson v. Alli~nz Global Investors U.S. LLC, 1~ndex 
No. 551233/2021 (N.Y.S.) 

Aerospace Industry Antitf~ust Wage Fixing Litigation. Ian represents lead plaintiff Zoe 
Porozny in an antitrust class action against Pratt &Whitney (a division of Raytheon 
Technologies Corp.) and several aerospace eXlgineer staffing companies alleging a conspiracy 
t~o artificially suppress wages via "llo-poach" agreements in violation of the United States 
antitrust laws. Borazny et~ al. v. Raytheon Technologies Cc7rporatior~, Pratt &Whitney 
Division, et al., No. 3:2I -ev-01657 (D. Conn.) (J. Nagala}. 

Westmi~zster, Massachusetts PFAS ContuFninatinn Litigation. Ian represents a putative class 
of over 200 Westminster, Massachusetts residents in Rjran~ et al, v. Greif, Ir~c°. et al., No. 4:22-
ev-400&9 (D. Mass} (J. Gorton), alleging that the water supplies acrd topsoil of hundreds of 
Westminster, residents have been contaminated with PFAS or "forever" chemicals as a result 
of the activities of the owners and operators of a composting facility and several paper mills 
located in and around the Westminster area. 

fn re Philips Recalled C'PAP, Bi-Level PAP, crud Meclaaniccrl VentilatoN Products Liability 
Litz~ation. Ian represents class plaintiffs and serves in a leadcornmitt~ee role in putative class 
cases against Philips North America LLC and its affiliates arising of the recall of mechanical 
ventilator devices due to the presence of dangerous PE-PUR Foam that could cause users to 
suffer adverse health effects. In re Philz~s Recalled CPAP, Bi-~ei.~~l ~'AP, and Mechanical 
Ventilcztvr Products Liability Litigation, No. 21-mc-01230 (W.D. Pa.). 

Prior to joi~ling SGT, Ian practiced at a boutique commodities and antitrust litigation firm 
based ill New York, where he litigated on behalf of debt and derivatives investors alleging the 
manipulatioa7 of bonds and interest rate derivatives via illegal price-fixing agreements in 
violation of the United States antitrust laws. His efforts on behalf of investors resu]ted in over 
$850 million in settlements. Ian is a meinbei• of the State bars in Connecticut and New Yock. 
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Jennifer Solar, Associate 

Jen~aifer earned her B.A. from Barnard College, srzc~gna cu~~a lcrz~de, a»d hel- .I.D. frc~xn 
Columbia Law School where she was a Harlan Fiske Stone Scholar. Prior to her work for 
SGT, Jennifea• participated in the In re tllanagec~ Care Litigation, MDL No. 1334, Master File 
No. 00-1334-MD-MORENO (S.D. Fla. 1ux1e l9, 2f~06}, a multi-district litigation brought on 
behalf of oven 60Q,000 physicians against the Largest health insurers in America, alleging that 
payments were reduced, delayed and denied through the ianproper use of automated claims 
adjustment software. Plaintiffs' recovery was valued at over $500 million. Jenlvfer is meT~~ber 
of the bar in New York. 

Zachary A. Rynar, Associate 

Zachary A. Rynar is an associate at SGT who earned his B.A. from Brown University and his 
J.D. from New York: University Sc~iool of Law. Zach's practice includes a series of false 
claims gui tam actions against twc~ major batiks seeking to recover millions of dollars in 
unredeemed cashier's checks improperly withheld from tha states in which they were 
purchased and representitlg a group of }~orneowners whose drinking water was contaminated 
by PFAS "forever chemicals" emanating from nearby paper mill operations. Zach is member 
of the bar in Connecticut, New York, and New Jersey. 
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LTgo A. DePunzio, Associate 

Ugo earned his B.A. from the University of Michigan in 1981 in Economic, llis M.B.A. from 
the University of San Francisco in 1987, and his J.D. f"rota the Northwestern California 
U~~iversity School of Law in 2007. A farmer options trader, Ug~o has 19+ years of legal 
industry experience, focused on domestic and intel•national corporate litigation and 
investigatia~~s related to the Foreign Ca1•rupt Practices Act (FCPA), in~ellectuat property, and 
privacy (HIPAA, CCPA, GDPR, CPRA, etc.) litigaf~ion. U~o is tnei~ber of the bar in 
California. 

Krystyna D. Gancass, Associate 

Krystyna earned her B.A. from the University of Com~ecticut in 20l 4 and her J.D., sunanza 
c~n2 laude, from the Quinnipiac University School of Law in 2017. Adetail-oriented and 
diligent attorney, l~rystyna enjoys the meaningful work of tackling compleX legal issues to 
attain a favorable outcome o~z behalf of clients. Her most recent work has been focused on 
helping to make whole again class action plaintiffs who have been wrongfully dammed 
physically, emotionally, or financially. Krystyna is member of the bar in Co~7neeticut. 

Henry Kusjanovic, Associate 

Mr. Kusja~lovic earned his B.A. from Franklin and Marshall College in 200b and leis J.D. 
from the Pace University School of Law in 201.3. Henry focuses his practice on representing 
individuals, investors, and consumers that lave been victimized by financial fraud, data 
privacy violations, or unfair and deceptive business practices. Ne has extensive experience in 
litig~ti~~g on behalf of i»vestors ai,le~ing they had been banned by the manipulation of 
benchmark i»terest rates in tirialatio~l~ of the United States antitrust laws and the Commodity 
Exchange Act. Henry is member of the bar in New York and New Jersey. 

Robert Valenti, Jr. 

Robert earned his B.A.. from :Iona College and his J.D. from Pace University School of Law. 
He has over 1$ years of complex litigation discovery experience and, prior to his work at 
SGT, Robert worked on several high-prole matters, including SEC enforce~l~ent actions, 
RMBS litigation, coil and has lease litigation, ailto parts price fixing actions, and apioid 
litigation. Robert is member of the bar in Connecticut. 

Christopher Brain 

Christopher earned an LL.B. in law from Swansea University, an LL.1VI. in cross examination 
and alternative dispute resolution from BPP University, and an LL.M. from Cornell Law 
School. Prior to his work for SGT, Christopher qualified as a barrister in England and Wales 
as well as a civil and commercial mediator. Christapl~er is member of the bar i» New York. 
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Marisa Ganz 

Marisa earned her B.A. from Southern Connecticut University and her J.D. fram Quinnipiac 
University School of Law. Prig to her work at SGT, practiced for several litigation firms in 
Connecticut a:nd served as a clerk in the Bridgeport Superior Court. Through }ier pro burro 
work with the Center for Children's Advocacy on the Immigrant Children's Justice Project, 
Marisa represents abused, neglected, or abandoned undocumented children. Marisa is 
member of the bar in New York and Connecticut. 

Faisal Rahman, Associate 

Faisal earned his B.A. from Penn State University in 2006,11is M.Q.A. from Pace University 
School of Business i~12012, and his J.D. frarn Pace University School of La~v in 20l 3. He 
repeesents investors who have Cost money due to financial miscondl~et and has extensive e-
discovery experience working on some of the largest financial frauds in recent history, 
incltading FX manipulation, and LIBOR manipulation. Faisal also has many years of legal. 
experience in the entertainment industry, having worked in the legal departments of the 
Paradigm Talent Agency and Endeavor Talent Agency {now Williams Morris Endeavor). 
Faisal is member of the bar in New York and New Jersey. 

Mark Dumas, Staff Attorney 

Mark L7umas earned his B.A. fiam Boston College and his J.D. from t11e Ca~rdoza School of 
:Law. Mark brings a diverse legal background to matters, having previously served as in-house 
Corporate Legal Counsel for General Electric and managed his own employment law & 
privacy practice for over a decade. Mark is member of the bar in New York and Connecticut. 

Jane Glander, Staff Attorney 

.tone Glander is an SGT Staff Attorney who earned her B.A. from Fairfield University and leer 
J.D. from St. Joh11's University School of Law. Jane has bee11 instrumental as a member the 
SGT team in S'EBA(.' v. RvwlaNd since 2016. Pl-ior to SGT, .Tone practiced fa~~nily and 
emplay~r~ent in Stamford, Con7lecticut. Jane is member of the bar ii1 Co»necticut. 

Andrew Howard, Staff Attorney 

Andrew earned his B.A. from Bingham University in 2012 and his :I.D. from Albany Law 
Se}aool in 20l 5. Prior to working at SGT, Andrew worked on a wide range complex litigation, 
including antitrust and colnpetitiozl, breach of contract, and trade secret litigation. Andrew is 
member of the bar in New York. 
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Mary Curry, Staff Attorney 

Ms. C;-urly earned her Undergraduate degree from Barnard College, her M.F.H. from tl~e Yale 
School of Medici~le, and her J.D. from the University of California Scl~oc~l of Law (form~r•ly 
Halting College of Law}. Mary is a msml~er of the bar in Connecticut, New York, California, 
and the District of Columbia. 

Charles Tucker, Staff Attorney 

Charles earned his B.A. from Vanderbilt University and his ;LD. cuter laude from Pepperdine 
University School of Law. Charles has over two decades of e-discovery experience, assisting 
with a wide range of maC~ers including regulatory investigations and private litigation. For 
over a decade, Charles worked on complex matters as an attorney for O'Melveny &Myers in 
Los Angeles, includirtag investigations involving the SEC, FTC, and DOJ. Charles is a 
member of the bar in New York and California. 

Camille Agard, Staff Attorney 

Camille earned her B.A. from Manhattan College and her J.D. from New York .Law School. 
Camille has over two-decades of e-Discovery experience, including serving as a discovery 
consultant for a Large pharmaceutical company as weIl as representing plaintiffs and 
defendants in complex class action Litigation. Camille is a member of the bar in New York. 

Mazen Nayfeh, Staff Attorney 

Mazen is multi-lingual attorney who began his legal career as an attorney in Beirut, Lebanon. 
He ean~ed his Bachelor of Science from the University of Cincinnati College of :Engineering 
and his J.D. from the University of Giilcinnati College of Law. Prior to his work for SGT, 
Mazen focused his practice on electronic discovery, working on large, complex discovery in 
litigation involving multi-billion-dollar investment fraud, pharmaceutical mergers, and 
automotive industry litigation. Mazen is a member of the bar in New York. 

Yonatan Lerner, Staff Attorney 

Yonatan earned a B.A. in Financial Economics from Columbia University and a B.A. i1~ 
Jewish history from the Jewish Theological Sein~i~~ary. He earned his J.D. from the University 
of Miami School of Law. Yonatan has over a decade of complex litigation and class action 
experiealce, focusing o~1 large e-discovery projects. This i~~cludes extensive experianee on 
matters involving ~naneial misconduct, including price manipulation, commodities fraud, 
wire fraud, bank fraud, and spoofing. Yonatan is ineinber of the bar in New York. 
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Parul Sharma Turnyuist, Staff Attorney 

Paut earned a bachelor of Comil~erce from tl~e U~~iversity of f~ttawa Telfer School of 
Management and leer J.D. from Seton Hall University School of Law. She has extensive 
experience in litigation concerning fina~7cial misconduct, including many years prosecuting 
private claims an behalf of investors harmed by antitrust, seei~rities, and comlroadities fraud 
committed by several. of` tl~e world's largest financial institutions. Prior to working in 
litigation, Faro] worked in compliance alld risk management. Parul is member of the bar in 
New York. 

Heather Printz, Staff Attorney 

Heather graduated from Lyeoming College with a B.A. in Psyel~olc~gy and earned het~ J.D. 
from the University of Maryland Francis Kind Carey School of :Law. Prior to her work for 
SGT, Heather worked as an aasalyst for the Center for Health and Homeland Security, as a 
Law Clerk to the Hon. Jane Cairns Murray of the Cecil County Circuit Court in Maryland,, 
and operated her own fine, the Printz Law Fitm. Heather is member of the bar in 
Pennsylvania. 

Catamount Mayhugh, Staff Attorney 

Cata~noui7t Mayhu~h has a B.A. frown Pomona College, an M.S. from t11e University of 
Colorado in Physics, and earned his .f.D. fi~am I-~ofstra University School of Law. His legal 
experience includes serving as a William R. Gil7sberg Memorial Summer Fellow in 
Environmental Law for the Group far the East End, aPost-Graduate Clinical Fellow for the 
Securities Arbitration Cliivc of the Community Legal Assistance Corp. at the Hafstra 
University School of Law, and operating his owi~ firm Mayhugh & Mayhugh, providing 
compliance legal services. Catamount is me~a~ber of the bar in Iowa, Florida, New York, and 
the District of Columbia. 

Andrew Smith, Staff Attorney 

Andrew has over two decades of legal experience i~~ tax, securities, bankruptcy, and 
compliance. He earned a B.A. from Binghamton University, a J.D. from Brooklyn Law 
School, and an LL.M. in Taxation from New York University School of Law. Prior to his 
work at SGT, Andrew was an attorney at an international law firm where he oversaw a team 
responsible far tlae intake, drafting, reviewing, negotiation and execution of NDAs, vendor 
agreements, non-reliance letters and clean team agreements. Andrew is ~~ember of the bar in 
New York. 
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Jacqueline Williams, 5taf€Attorney 

M-s. Willian7s has a B.A. fram the University of Wisconsin and a J.D. froth the University of 
Baltimore Law Schaol. Ms. Williams 11as extensive electronic discovery experience on a wide 
range of matters, including antitrust, banking &financial services, mortgages, federal 
investigatio~ls, gavern~met~t contracts, class actions, healthcare, intellectual properties, M&A's 
and telecon~municatio~ls. Prior to her work at SGT, Jacglaelii~e also served as Attorney 
Advise• to the Small Business Administration, Office of Disaster Assistance. Jacqueline is 
member of the bar in ~lae District of Columbia. 

Hildja Saas, Staff Attorney 

Nildja holds a B.A. in International Studies from Seattle University, a J.D. from Seattle 
University School of Law, and an LL.M. in international Law from the Washington College 
of Law. Hildja's practice includes performing due diligence &recertification reports 
assessing risks and compliance with the Foreign Corrupt Practices .Act (FCPA), as well. as 
eDiscovery experience in the MDL Opioid litigation at a national class action firm. As a result 
of her experience, Ms. Saas was selected as panelist by Today's General Cc~ur2s~l to discuss 
the EU GDPR's Impacts on eDiscovery, Hildja is member of the bar in Washington. 

Jahn Robertson, Staff Attorney 

John Robertson ear►led his LL.B. from the Ul~versty of Western Ontario, his M.B.A. from 
Wilfrid Laurier U»iversity, and leis LL.M, in taxation from the University of Florida. Prior to 
leis work for SGT, Jahn maintained his own general law practice for over a decade. John is 
member of the bar in Florida. 

Linda Giranda, Staff Attorney 

Lindy Giranda earned her B.A froth Iona College, 11eY~ M.B.A. fi~otn Fordham University, and 
her J.D. from Paee Law School. Prior to leer work for SGT, Linda worked as an Associate 
Court Attorney and Legal Fellow for the New York State Unified Court System in Peekskill, 
NY for 15 years. Linda also serves as an adjut~et professor at the Fordllam University Gabelli 
Schc~o] of Business. Linda is member of the bar in Connecticut and New York. 

Toni Garrett, Staff Attorney 

Tani earned her B.A. in history from Howard University acid her J.D. from the University of 
Pennsylvania Law School.. Prior to her work for SGT, Toni served as Law Clerk to Judge 
Douglass A. Brady of the Superior Court of the Virgin Islands and an Appellate Law Clerk to 
Associate Justice Maria M. Cabret of the Supreme Court of the United States Virgin islands 
in St. Croix. She then joined a large Philadelphia law firm's commercial litigatiarl and dispute 
resolution practice. Tani is member of the bar ii1 New Jersey, Peililsylvania, and the District 
of Columbia. 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-7 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 16 of 17  PAGEID #: 1201



Patrick Hale, Staff Attorney 

Patrick is a litigation attorney who earned his B.A.. feorl~ the United of Colorado-Boulder and 
his :I.D. from. the UCLA School of Law. Prior to his work for SGT, Patrick worked as an 
associate at an insurance defense arm based in Fresno, GA where he conducted extensive 
discovery, including written discovery and. attending depositio»s i» insurance defense eases. 
Patrick is ~ne~nber of'the bar in Califo~•nia and Colorado. 

Julia Decea, Law Clerk 

Julia Decea wo~~ked foi° SGT as a law clerk after graduati~lg from the Quinni~iac University 
Sc11oo1 of Law. Prior to law school, Julia earned her B.A. from Northeasterzl University. 
During law school, .lulu worked as a law clerk Leading a team workitlg on contested 
foreclosure litigation for all six New England states dra~'ting motions, pleadings, briefs, and 
other documents for the Contested Foreclosure Department. 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-7 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 17 of 17  PAGEID #: 1202



i

s,':/a . 
~., v.~rdsl.. 

^.... 

i 5 y~~ . .✓ :.:. ..,.;., xis n:J9 
....,,. ....r:.. 

.. ...R ..~.:..~:.~ .,.. T'.: 
<<..;:, .. ..~....:~ :.~s:. ~I ....v...,::,, s.:.'r y.: 

;. 
v ;;=; ,4`+

,.~. 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-8 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 1 of 51  PAGEID #: 1203



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SC?UTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

IN RE PROCTER &GAMBLE AEROSOL 
PRODUCTS MARKETING AND SALES 
PRACTICES LITIGATION 

This document relates ta: ALL CASES 

Gase No.2.22-and-3Q2S 

Judge Michael H. Watson. 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF MARK S, REICH ON BEHALF OF 
LEVI & KORSINSKY, LLP IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Mark S. Reich, declare as follows: 

I am a partner in the law firm of Levi & Korsinsky, LLP, counsel for Tyler Baker, 

Brian Stanfield, Patricia Kelley, Jeremy Wilson, Dante Melendez, and Darrell Stewart and one of 

Settlement Glass Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration. in support of my firm's app]ication for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Levi & Koisinsky, LLP charged with the primary responsibility 

for the work done by my Finn in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my 

fine in the Actiozl and supervised Levi & Korsinsky, LLP lawyers and support staff who worked. 

on the case. While I have personally devoted time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at 

my firm to undertake or work with me on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, 

skill, and experience, and I have utilized more junior attorneys to work on matters more appropriate 

to their experience levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's resume, Levi & Korsinsky, LLP has substantial 

experience in litigating cotlsumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. Levi & Karsinsky, LLP compensation far services rendered a1~d reimbursement for 

out-of-pocket expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' 

fees and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject of 

any prior request or prior award. in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Levi & Korsinsky, LLP devoted a total of 231.90 hours to the coinlnencement, 

litigation, and resolution of the Action. These hours are based on calltemparaneaus time records 

inailltained by the Levi & Korsinsky, LLP lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the 

Actiona I reviewed the entries to confirm the reasonableness of the dine aild expenses committed 

to the Action, and 1 deleted or reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task 

or reasonableness of the time bil]ed. The time reflected in the Levi & Korsinsky, LLP lodestar 

calculation is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and 

successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Levi & Korsinsky, LLP performed in coordination with other 

Settlement Class Counsel, included: (1) researching and reviewing publicly available documents 

and studies pertaining the presence of benzene in the products at issue in this case; (2) 

communicatizlg with potentially impacted consumers; (3) preparing and filing class action 

complaints, (4) coordinating with other plaintiffs' counsel regarding transfer and consolidation of 

2 
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the related actions; (5) preparing for and participating at tl~e rnediatian for this action; (6) and 

participating in the negotiatioxl of the class action settlement. 

8. Levi & Korsinsky, LLP participated with a group of ~ni1s among the related cases 

to bring the case to mediation and, iii particular, work with the firms' damages expert regarding 

an appropriate methodology far determining c1~ss wide damages. Levi & Korsinsky, LLP worked 

on and supported the process of obtaining the requisite sales and related information for analysis, 

participated on conferences and drafted materials associated. with the expert's background, 

comparative and overall analysis. 

9. The following table shows the time expended by Levi & Korsinsky, LLP attoz-neys 

and staff: 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Mark Reich (P) 4l .50 $800.00 $33,200.00 

Courtney Maccarone (A) 85.10 $675.00 $57,442.50 

Gary Ishimoto (A) 73.00 $475.00 $34,675.00 

Amanda Herda {PL} 30.60 $325.00 $9,945.00 

Alexandra Norsworthy (PL) 1.0 $325.00 $325.00 

Jenn King (PL) 0.70 $325.00 $227.50 

TOTALS 231.90 $135,$15.00 

• (P) Partner, (A) Associate, (FL) Paralegal 

10. The rates charged by Levi & Korsinsky, LLP are consistent with the rates that the 

firm charges in other contingent fee litigation. Levi & Korsinsky, LLP expended a total of 231..90 

hours. Total lodestar based on Levi & Korsinsky, LLP hourly rates is $135,815.00. 

3 
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11. Levi & Korsinsky, LLP incurred and advanced a total of $15.50 in unreiznbursed 

expenses in conll~ction with prosecuting the Action. The ex~~~izses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Postage $ l 5.50 

TOTAL: $15.50 

12. The expenses incurred by Levi & Korsinsky, LLP are reflected in the books and 

records contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other 

billing records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the 

expenses for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were 

reasonably ileeessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. 

The expenses are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private 

legal marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 6th day of February, 2023, at Woodmere, New 

York. 

By: /s/MaNkS. Reich 
Mark S. Reich 
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Securities Fraud Class Actions 
Derivative, Corporate Governance &Executive Compensation 
Mergers &Acquisitions 
Consumer litigation 
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Partners NICHOLAS I. PORRITT DANIEL TEPPER GREGORY M. POTREPKA 
DONALD J. ENRIGHT ELIZABETH K. TRIPODI 
SHANNON L. HOPKINS ADAM M. APTQN 
GREGORY M. NESPO~E MARKS. REICH 

Counsel ANDREW E. LENCYK 
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nevi & Korsinsky, LLP is a national law firm with decades of combined experience litigating complex securities, 
class, and consumer actions in state and federal courts throughout the country. Qur main office is located in 
New York City and we also maintain offices in Connecticut, California, and Washington, D.C. 

We represent the interests of aggrieved shareholders in class action and derivative litigation through the vigorous 
prosecution of corporations that have committed securities fraud and boards of directors who have breached 
their fiduciary duties. We have served as Lead and Co-Lead Counsel in many precedent-setting litigations, 
recovered hundreds of millions of dollars far shareholders via securities fraud lawsuits, and obtained fair value, 
multi-billion-dollar settlements in merger transactions. 

We also represent clients in high-stakes consumer class actions against some of the largest corporations in 
America. Our legal team has a long and successful track record of litigating high-stakes, resource-intensive cases 
and consistently achieving results for our clients. 

Our attorneys are highly skilled and experienced in the field of securities class action litigation. They bring a vast 
breadth of knowledge and skit! to the table and, as a result, are frequently appointed Lead Counsel in complex 
shareholder and consumer litigations in various jurisdictions. We are able to allocate sutastantial resources to each 
case, reviewing public documents, interviewing witnesses, and consulting with experts concerning issues particular 
to each case. our attorneys are supported by exceptionally qualified professionals including financial experts, 
investigators, and administrative staff, as well as cutting-edge technology and e-discovery systems. Consequently, 
we are able to quickly mobilize and produce excellent litigation results. Our ability to try cases, and win them, 
results in substantially better recoveries than our peers. 

We do not shy away from uphill battles -indeed, we routinely take on complex and challenging cases, and we 
prosecute them with integrity, determination, and professionalism. 

LEVI KpRSINSKY 
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Over the last four years, Levi & Korsinsky has been lead, or co-lead counsel in 35 separate settlements that have 
resulted in nearly $2Q0 million in recoveries for shareholders. During that time, Levi & Korsinsky has consistently 
ranked in the Top 10 in terms of number of settlements achieved for shareholders each year, according to reports 
published by ISS. In Lex Machina's Securities Litigation Report, Levi & Korsinsky ranked as one of the Top 5 Securities 
Firm for the period from 2018 to 2020. Law360 dubbed the Firm ane o#the "busiest securities firms" in what i5 "on 
track to be one of the busiest years far federal securities litigation" in 2018. In 2019, Lawdragon Magazine ranked 
multiple members of Levi & Korsinsky among the 5Q0 Leading Plaintiff Financial Lawyers in America. Our firm has 
been appointed Lead Counsel in a significant number of lass actions filed in both federal and state courts across the 
country. 

In In re Tesla Inc. Securities Litigation, Case No. 18-cv-4865-EMC (N.D. Cal.), the firm represents a certified class of 
Testa investors who sustained damages when Elon Musk tweeted "Am considering taking Testa private at $420. 
Funding secured," on August 7, 2018. In a monumental win for the class, our attorneys successfully obtained partial 
summary judgment against Mr. Musk on the issues of falsity and scienter, meaning that trial will primarily focus on 
damages, which are presently estimated to be well in excess of ~2 billion. Trial is scheduled to begin on January 17, 
2023. 

In In re U.S. Steel Consolidated Cases, Case No. 17-559-CB (W.D. Pa.), the firm represents a certified class of U.S. 
Steel investors who sustained damages in connection with the company's false and materially misleading statements 
about its Carnegie Way initiative. 

As Lead Counsel in In re Avon Products Inc. Securities Litigation, Case Na. 19-cv-1420-MKV (S.D.N.Y.), having been 
commenced in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District of New York, the Firm achieved a $14.5 million cash 
settlement to successfully end claims alleged by a class of investors that the beauty company loosened its recruiting 
standards in its critical market in Brazil, eventually causing the company's stock price to crater. The case raised 
important issues concerning the use of confidential witnesses located abroad in support of scienter allegations and 
the scope of the attorney work product doctrine with respect to what discovery could be sought of confidential 
sources who are located in foreign countries. 

LEVI KURSINSKY 
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In Rougier v. Applied Optoelectronics, inc., Case No. 17-cv-2399 (S.D. Tex.}, the Firm served as sole Lead Counsel, 
prevailed against Defendants' Motion to Dismiss, and achieved class certification before the Parties reached a 
settlement. The Court granted final approval of a $15.5 million settlement on November 24, 2024. 

~;~ss Cc~ - ;I h~v~ ~:~_._t -~.~~_ ~ ~.~ ~`. ~'~~-- ~Ye ~ki~1~~' ~r~ d~ ~ ,~.~ c_ ' ~ 1~~~r a~c~ 
.~~r~ adec~~~e ~~ ~er~s~~t the Settlem~n~ ~~ass as ~vella' 

l - '~Ie &arry Ted MoskoG tz in !n re Regulus +t rrapeutics lnc. Sec Lrtig., No. 3:17-CV-182-BTM-RBB (S. D. Ccr/. t7ct 30, 2020) 

in In Re Helios and Matheson Analytics, inc, Sec. Litig., Case Na. 18-cv-6965 JGK (S.D.N.Y.}, the Firm served as sole 
Lead Counsel. Although the company had filed a voluntary Bankruptcy petition for liquidation and had numerous 
creditors (including private parties and various state and federal regulatory agencies), the Firm was able to reach a 
settlement. The settlement was obtained at a time when a motion to dismiss filed by the defendants was still pending 
and a risk to the Class. In its role as Lead Counsel, the Firm achieved a settlement of $8.25 million on behalf of the class. 
The Court granted final approval of the settlement on May 13, 2021. 

In In re Restoration Robotics, Inc. Sec. Litig., Case No. 98-cv-03712-EJD (N.D. Cal.), the Firm was sole Lead Counsel and 
acheived a settlement of $4,175,000 for shareholders. 

In Kirkland, et al. v. Wide~penWest, Inc., et al., Index No. 653248/2018 (N.Y. Sup.) the Firm was Co-Lead Counsel and 
acheived a settlement of $7,025,000 for shareholders. 

In Stein v. U.S. Xpress Enterprises, Inc., et al., Case No. 1:19-cv-98-TRM-CHS (E.D. Tenn.), the Firm is Co-Lead Counsel 
representing a certified class of USX investors and has prevailed on a Motion to Dismiss. The class action is in the early 
stages of discovery and shareholders stand to recover damages in connection with an Initial Public Offering. 

We have also been appointed Lead ar Co-Lead Counsel in the following securities class actions: 

•,jamia Fernandes v. Centessa Pharmaceuticals plc, et al., 1:22-cv-08805-GHW-SLC (S.D.N.Y. December 12, 2022) 
•Gilbert v. Azure Power Global Limited, et al., 1:22-cv-07432-GHW (S.D.N.Y. December 8, 2022 
• Pugley v. Fulgent Genetics, Inc. et al., 2:22-cv-06764-CAS-KS (C.D. Cal. November 30, 2Q22) 
• Michalski v. Weber Inc., et al., 1:21-cv-03966-EEB (N.D. III. November 29, 2022} 
• Carpenter v. Oscar Health, Inc., et al., 1 Z2-cv-3885-ALC-VF (S.D.N.Y. September 27, 2Q22} 
• Edge v. Tupperware Brands Corporation, et al., 6:22-cv-1518-RBD-LHP (M.D. Fla. September 16, 2022) 
• In re Nano-X Imagining Ltd. Securities Litigation, 1:20-cv-04355-WFK (E.D.N.Y. August 30, 2022) 

LEV6 KORS!NSKf _ 
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•• Patterson v. Cabaletta Bio, lnc., et al., 222-cv-00737 AMY (E.D. Pa. August 1 Q, 2022) 
• Rase v. Butterfly Network, inc., et al., 2:22-cv-00854-EP ABC (D.N.~. August 8, 2022) 
• Winter v. Stronghold Digital Mining, Inc., et al., 1:22-cv-03088-RA (S.D.N.Y. August 4, 2022} 
• Poirer v. Bakkt Holdings, Inc., 1:22-cv-02283-EK-PK (E.D.N.Y. August 3, 2Q22} 
in re Meta Materials Inc. Securities Litigation, 1:21-cv-07203-CBA~RC (E.D.N.Y. July 15, 2022} 

• Deputy v. Akebia Therapeutics, Inc. et al., 122-cu-01411-AMD-VMS (E.D.N.Y. June 28, 2022) 
• In re Grab Holdings Limited Securities Litigation, 1:22-cv-Q2189-VM (S.D.N.Y. June 7, 2022) 
• Jiang v. Bluecity Holdings Limited et al., 1:21-cv-04044-FB-CLP {E.D.N.Y. december 22, 2021 } 
• In re AppHarvest Securities Litigation, 1:21-cv-07985-~JL (S.D.N.Y. December 13, 2021} 
• In re Coinbase Global, Inc. Securities Litigation, 3:21-cv-05634-VC (N.D. Cal. November 5, 2021) 
Miler v. Rekor Systems, Inc. et al., 1:21-cv-07 604-GAR (D. Md. September 16, 2021) 
John P. Norton, On Behalf Of The Norton Family Living Trust UAD 11/15/2002 V. Nutanix, Inc. Et AI, 

3:21-cv-04080-WHO (N.D. dal. September 8, 2021} 

Ire a p~ir~ti~~ ~~~ ~'i~°r~ I ~~~ C~ r~se~, the N 
`~'f?1"Z'~~ S~C3~~'{~ (311' "E'X~~I?4;iliT£' ~~~~'t'lE'~C~} s _,,.__ _._ _ _ .c~.__P.-,es 

White Pine Inv. v. CVR Ref., LP, No. Zfl ClV. 2863 (S.D.N.Y. Jan. 5, 202?) 

•The Daniels Family 2001 Revocable Trust v. Las Vegas Sands Corp., et al., 1:20-cv-08062 JMF (D. Nev. fan. 5, 2Q21) 
• Zaker v. Ebang International Holdings Inc. et al., 1:21-cv-03060-KPF (S.D.N.Y. July 21, 2Q21} 

• Valdes v. Kandi Technologies Group, Inc. et aL, 2:20-cv-06042-LDH-AYS (E.D.N.Y. April 20, 2021) 
• In re QuantumScape Securities Class Action Litigation, 3:21-cv-00058-WHO (N.D. Cal. April 20, 2021 } 
• to re Minerva Neurosciences, Inc. Sec. Litig., 1:20-cv-12176-GAO (D. Mass. March 5, 2021) 
• White Pine Investments v. CVR Refining,. LP, et al., 1:20-cv-02863-AT (S.D.N.Y Jan. 5, 2021 } 
• Yaroni v. Pintec Technology Holdings Limited, et al., 1:20-cv-08062 JMF (S.D.N.Y. Dec. 15, 2020} 

"I fig ~h~ firm tc~ ~ weld-qualified ~t~ serve a~ I,e~d C~~~~el." 
Fhe Honorable Andrew E. Carter,}r. to Snyder v. Baozur~ lnc., No. 7:19-CV-}7290 (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 8, 2020) 

•Nickerson u. American Electric Power Company, Inc., et al., 2:20-cv-04243-SDM-EPD (S.D. Ohio Nay. 24, 2Q20) 
• Ellison v. Tufin Software Technologies Ltd., et al., 1:20-cv-05646-GNW (S.D.RI.Y. Oct. 19, 2Q20} 
Hartel v. The GECi Group, Inc., et al., 9:20-cv-81063-RS (S.D. Fla. Oct. 1, 2020) 

• Posey, Sr. v. Broakdaie Senior Living, Inc., et al., 3:20-cv-00543-AAT (M.D. Tenn. Sept. 14, 2020) 

LEVI: KORSINSKY 
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• Snyder v. Baozun inc., 1:19-cv-11290-ALC (S.D.N.Y. Sept. 8, 2020) 
• in re eHealth inc. Sec. Litig., 4:20-cv-02395 JST (N.D. Cal. Jun. 24, 2020} 
• Mehdi v. Karyopharm Therapeutics Inc., 1;19-cv-11972-NMG (D. Mass. Apr. 29, 2020) 
• Brown v. Opera Ltd.,1:20-cv-00674 ~GK (S.D.RI.Y. Apr. 17, 2020) 
in re Drapbox Sec. Litig., 5:19-cv-06348-BLF (N.D. Cal. fan. 16, 2020} 

• in re Yunji Inc. Sec. Litig., 1:19-cv-6403-~DH-SMG (E.D.N.Y. Feb. 3, 2020) 
• Zhang v. Valaris plc, 1:19-cv-7816-NRB (S.D.N.Y. Dec. 23, 2019) 
• In re Sundial Growers Inc. Sec. Litig., 1:19-cv-Q8913-ABC (S,D.N.Y. Dec. 20, 2019} 
Costanzo v. DXC Technology Co., 5:19-cv-05794-B~F {N.D. Cal. Nov. 20, 2019) 

• Ferraro Family Foundation, inc. v. Carcept Therapeutics incorporated, 5:19-cv-1372-LHK N.D. CaL Oct. 7, 2019) 
•Roberts v. Bloom Energy Corp., 4:19-cv-02935-HSG (N.D. Cal. Sept. 3, 2019) 
Luo v. Sogou Inc., 1:19-cv-OQ230 JPO (S.D.N.Y. Apr. 2, 2019) 

• in re Aphria inc. Sec. Litig., 1:18-cv-11376-GBD (S.D.N.Y. Mar. 27, 2019) 

d<~~ai~t~ff~g s~1~~t~<' ~" ~ C ~ 1, the 1~~T ~r e~f L~~ri & ~c y ~:LI'>
h~~ ~e csr~str~.t~ the ~ a~ ~ c~rr~ ~t~~ee r~ uire tc~ ~d~€~~:~ -~I$,
r~pr~se~t the ~nt~r~~ts ~f t~~ ~1ass. TI~~ ~ttc~rrz~:ys a~ Levi ~ Kc~r~in~kv 
hive ~xperi~nc~ ire ~~c~ri~i~s ~r~ c~~s~ ~ctic~r~~ iss~~s ~r~d have b~~r~ 
a°~f ;_, tad ~e~d cc~u~s~1 i~ a si ~i~~~r~t ~~ leer cry' ~~curxti~~ ~~a~s 
~~'L~ , ~ ~cr~ss t1~e ccantr~;' 

The Hanornble Christina Bryan in Reugier v. Applied Qptoefectronics, lne., No, 4:17-CV-02399 (S. J. Tex. Nou 73, 2J19) 

• Chew v. MoneyGram international, inc., 1:18-cv-07537 (N.D. III. Feb. 12, 2019) 
•Johnson v. Costco Wholesale Corp., 2:18-cv-01611-TSZ (W.D. Wash.~an. 30, 2019} 
• Tung v. Dycom industries, inc., 9:18-cv-81448-RLR (S.D. Fla. fan. 11, 2019) 
• Guyer v. MGT Capital investments, inc., 1:18-cv-09228-LAP (S.D.N.Y. )an. 9, 2019) 
• in re Adient pic Sec. Litig., 1:18-CV-09116 (S.D.N.Y. Dec. 21, 2018) 

LEVI Kt~RSINSKY' ' 
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• in re Prothena Corp. plc Sec. Litig., 1:18-cu-Ob425 (S.D.N.Y. Oct. 31, 2078) 
• Pierrelouis v. Gaga Inc., 1:18-cv-04473 (N.D. III. Oct. 1 d, 2Q18) 
• Balestra v. Cloud With Me Ltd., 2:18-cv-00804-LPL (W.D. Pa. Oct. 18, 2Q18) 
• Balestra v. Giga Watt, Inc., 2:18-cv-00103-SM) (E.D. Wash.~une 28, 201$) 
• Chandler v. Ulta Beauty, inc., 1:18-cv-01577 (N.D. III. dune 26, 201$} 
• In re Longfin Carp. Sec. Litig., 1:18-cv-2933 (S.D.N.Y. June 25, 2018) 
• Chaha) v. Credit Suisse Group AG, 1:18-cv-02268-AT (S.D.N.Y. dune 21, 2018) 

~.. ._ m~. _ _ ,.~.~ ~ 

r {~.0 t:;~~anc~llc~r Sa ~a~~;~,~~~~, ~~~ said ~vs ua , Xs u ~avu;,u~v tc~ h~v~ 
r v ~z~sel ~% c~ are ~rti~:ul~~e ~n~ ex~ber~~t,.. ~~ r~f~r~re~ tt~ c ur 
apprc~a~h t~ rr~erger liCi~;ati~~ ~s "whc~l~~e~~ ~ _ ,d "~ ~nc~del o~f.,. 

Ia~.~tif~`~' l~ti~a~i~r~ ~n the rnej: der ~r~~a." 

Oc{~czanek v Thomas Properties Group, C.A. No. 9029-VCG ; Det. CH. May 95, 2014) 

• In re Bitconnect Sec. Litig., 9:18-cv-80086-DMM (S.D. Fia.)une 19, 2018} 
• In re Aqua Metals Sec. Litig., 4:17-cv-07142-HSG (N.D. CaL May 23, 2018) 
• Davy v. Paragon Coin, )nc., 4:18-cv-00671 SSW (N.D. Cai. May 10, 2018) 
• Rense) v. Centra Tech, inc., 1:17-cv-24500 JLK (S.D. Fia. Apr. 11, 2018) 
Cullman v. Cemtrex, inc. 2:17-cv-01067 (E.D.N.Y. Mar. 3, 2018) 

• In re Navient Corparation Sec. Litig., 1:17-cv-08373-RBK-AMD {D.N J. Feb. 2, 2018) 
• Huang v. Depomed, inc., 3:17-cv-04830 JST (N.D. Cal. Dec. 8, 2Q17) 
In re Regulus Therapeutics Inc. Sec. Litig., 3:17-cv-00182-BTM-RBB (D. Mass. Oct. 26, 2017} 

• Murphy 111 v. JBS S.A., 1:17-cv-030$4-lLG-RER (E.D.N.Y. Oct. 10, 2017} 
• Ohren v. Amyris, Inc., 3:17-cv-002214-WHO (N.D. Cal. Aug. 8, 2Q17} 
• Beezley v. Fenix Parts, inc., 2:17-cv-00233 (D.N.J. June 28, 2017) 
• M & M Hart Living Trust v. Global Eagle Entertainment, inc., 2:17-cv-Q1479 (C.D. Cal. dune 26, 2017} 
• In re Insys Therapeutics, Inc., 1:17-cv-1954 (S.D.N.Y. May 31, 2017) 
Clevlen v. Anthera Pharmaceuticals, inc., 3:17-cv-00715 (N.D. Cal. May 18, 2017) 
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• In re Agile Therapeutics, Inc. Sec. ~itig., 3:17-cv-00119-AET-LHG (D.N.~. May 15, 2017} 
Roper v. SlTO Mobile Ltd., 2:17-cv-01106-ES-MAH (D.N.J. May 8, 2017} 

• In re Illumina, Inc. Sec. Litig., 3:16-cv-03044-L-KSC (S.D. Cal. Mar. 30, 2017) 
• in re PTC Therapeutics, lnc., 2:16-cv-01224-KM-MAH (D.N J. Nov. 14, 2016) 
• The TransEnterix investor Group v. TransEnterix, inc., 5:16-cv-00313-D (E.D.N.C. Aug. 30, 2016) 
•Gormley v. magicJack VocalTec Ltd., 1:16-cv-01869-VM (S.D.N.Y. duly 12, 2016} 
• Azar v. Blount int'1 inc., 3:16-cv-04483-SI (D. Or. duly 1, 2016) 
Plumley v. Sempra Energy, 3:16-cv-Q0512-BEN-RBB (S.D. Cal.~une 6, 2016) 

• Francisco v. Abengoa, S.A., 1:15-cv-06279-ER {S.D,N.Y. May 24, 2016) 
• De Vita v. Liquid Holdings Group, Inc., 2:1 S-cv-06969-KM ABC (D.N.~. Apr. 7, 2016) 

~1 ~~ ~I~az~c~~Ic~~ Sim C'~la~~~~ck, III ~~i~1 "zt's ~l~~ays a pl~~s~re tc~ 1~~ve 
cc~u s~1 why are ar~~~ulate ar~d e~:~ e a~~..." arzd ref~rre ~~ our 
~ pr~a~~ t~ er~er liti ~tican as "~:- ~ ;~ ~" and "~ c~cl~I af,,, 
plaintiffs' Ii~igat~c~z~ in the rner°ger ~~ ~:~ . 

Ocreczanek v. THomas Properties Group, E,A. No. 9024-VCG (Def. Ch, ft~ay 95, 2074) 

• Ford v. Natural Health Trends Corp., 2:16-cv-00255-TJH-AFM (GD. Cal. Mar. 29, 2016} 
• Levin v. Resource Capital Corp., 1:15-cv-07081-BLS (S.D.N.Y. Nov. 24, 201 S) 
• Martin v. Altisource Residential Corp., 1:15-cv-00024 (D.V.L Oct. 7, 2015) 
Paggos v. Resonant, Inc., 2:15-cv-01970 SJO (VBKx} {C.D. Cai. Aug. 7, 2015) 

• Fragala v. 500.com Ltd., 2:15-cv-01463-MMM (C.D. Cal.~uly 7, 2015} 
• Stevens u. Quiksilver Inc., 8:15-cv-00516 DVS ~CGx. (C.D. Cal. dune 26, 201 S) 
• In re Ocean Power Technologies, inc. Sec. Litig., 3:14-cv-3799 (FLW) (~HG) (D.N.~. Mar. 17, 
201 S) 
• In re Energy Recovery Inc. Sec. Litig., 3:15-cv-00265 (N.D. Cal. Jan. 20, 2015) 
• Ford v. TD Ameritrade Holding Corparatian, et al., 8:14-cv-00396 (D. Neb. Dec. 2, 2014) 
• In re China Commercial Credit Sec. Litig,, 1:15-cv-04557 (ABC) (D.N.J. Oct. 31, 2414} 
• In re Violin Memory, Inc. Sec. Litig., 4:13-cv-05486-YGR {N.D. Cal. Feb. 26, 2014) 
• Berry v. KiOR, inc., 4:13-cv-02443 (S.D. Tex. Nov. 25, 2013) 
• in re OCZ Technology Group, inc. Sec. Litig., 3:12-cv-05265-RS (N.D. Cai. Jan. 4, 2013} 
• in re Digital Domain Media Group, inc. Sec. Litig., 2:12-cv-14333 QEM} (S.D. Fla. Sept. 20, 
2012) 
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As a leader in achieving important corporate governance reforms for the benefit of'shareholders, the Firm protects 
shareholders by enforcing the obligations of corporate fiduciaries. Our efforts include the prosecution of derivative 
actions in courts around the country, making pre-litigation demands on corporate boards to investigate misconduct, 
and taking remedial action for the benefit of shareholders. in situations where a company's board responds to a 
demand by commencing its awn investigation, we frequently work with the board's counsel to assist with and 
monitor the investigation, ensuring that the investigation is thorough and conducted in an appropriate manner. 

We have also successfully prosecuted derivative and class action cases to hold corporate executives and board 
members accountable far various abuses and to help preserve corporate assets through langlasting and meaningful 
corporate governance changes, thus ensuring that prior misconduct does not reoccur. We have extensive experience 
challenging executive compensation and recapturing assets for the benefit of companies and their shareholders. We 
have secured corporate governance changes to ensure that executive compensation is consistent with 
shareholder-approved compensation plans, company performance, and federal securities laws. 

In Franchi v. Barabe, C.A. No. 2020-0648-KSJM (Del. Ch.), the Firm secured X6.7 million in economic benefits for 
Selecta Biosciences, Inc. in connection with insiders' participation in a private placement while in possession of 
material non-public information as well as the adoption of significant governance reforms designed to prevent a 
recurrence of the alleged misconduct. 

The Firm was lead counsel in the derivative action styled Police &Retirement System of the City of Detroit et al. 
v. Robert Greenberg et al., C.A. No. 2019-0578 (Del. Ch.). The action resulted in a settlement where Skechers (roc. 
cancelled nearly X20 million in equity awards issued to Skechers` founder Robert Greenberg and two tap officers in 
2019 and 2020. Also, under the settlement, Skechers' board of directors must retain a consultant to advise on 
compensation decisions going forward. 

In In re Google tnc. Class C Shareholder Litigation, C.A. No. 7469-CS (Del. Ch.}, we challenged a stock 
recapitalization transaction to create a new class of nonvoting shares and strengthen the corporate control of the 
Goagle founders. We helped achieve an agreement that provided an adjustment payment to existing shareholders 
harmed by the transaction as well as providing enhanced board scrutiny of the Gaggle founders' ability to transfer 
stock. Ultimately, Google's shareholders received payments of X522 million and total net benefits estimated as 
exceeding $3 billion. 
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In in re Activision, Inc. Shareholder Derivative Litigation, Case No. 06-cv-04771-MRP QTLX) (C.D. Cal.), we were 
Co-Lead Counsel and challenged executive compensation related to the dating of options. This effort resulted in the 
recovery of more than X24 million in excessive compensation and expenses, as well as the implementation of 
substantial corporate governance changes. 

In Pfeiffer v. Toll (Toll Brothers Derivative Litigation), C.A. No. 4140-VCS {pel. Ch.), we prevailed in defeating defendants' 
motion to dismiss in a case seeking disgorgement of profits that company insiders reaped through a pattern of 
insider-trading. After extensive discovery, we secured a settlement returning $16.25 million in cash to the company, 
including a significant contribution from the individuals who traded on inside information. 

In Rux v. Meyer, C.A. No. 11577-CB (Del. Ch.), we challenged the re-purchase by Sirius XM of its stock from its controlling 
stockholder, Liberty Media, at an inflated, above-market price. After defeating a motion to dismiss and discovery, we 
obtained a settlement where SiriusXM recovered $8.25 million, a substantial percentage of its aver-payment. 

In In re EZCorp Inc. Consulting Agreement Derivative Litig., C.A. No. 9962-VCL (~eL Ch.}, we challenged lucrative 
consulting agreements between EZCorp and its controlling stockholders. After surviving multiple motions to dismiss, we 
obtained a settlement where EZCarp was repaid $bS million it had paid in consulting fees, ar approximately 3310 of the 
total at issue and the consulting agreements were discontinued. 

In Scherer v. I.0 (Diodes Incorporated}, Case No. 13-35$-GMS (D. Del.), we secured the cancellation of $4.9 million worth 
of stock options granted to the company's CEO in violation of ashareholder-approved plan, and obtained additional 
disclosures to enable shareholders to cast a fullyinformed vote on the adoption of a new compensation plan at the 
company's annual meeting. 

In MacCormack v. Groupon, Inc., Case Na. 13-940-GMS (D. Del.), we roused the cancellation of $2.3 million worth of 
restricted stock units granted to a company executive in violation of a shareholder-approved plan, as well as the 
adoption of enhanced corporate governance procedures designed to ensure that the board of directors complies with 
the terms of the plan; we also obtained additional material disclosures to shareholders in connection with a shareholder 
vote on amendments to the plan. 

In Edwards v. Benson (Headwaters Incorporated), Case No. 13-cv-330 (D. Utah), we caused the cancellation of $3.2 
million worth of stock appreciation rights granted to the company's CEO in violation of ashareholder-approved plan and 
the adoption of enhanced corporate governance procedures designed to ensure that the board of directors complies 
with the terms of the plan. 
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In Pfeiffer v. Begley {DeVry, Inc.), Case No. 12-CN-5105 (IIL Cir. Ct. DuPage Cty.), we secured tt~e cantellatian of $2.1 
million worth of stock aptians granted to the company's CEO in 20Q8-2012 in violation of ashareholder-approved 
incentive plan. 

In Basch v. Healy (EnerNOC}, Case Na. 13-cv-766 (D. Del.), we obtained a cash payment to the company to 
compensate for equity awards issued to officers in violation of the company's compensation plan and caused 
significant changes in the company`s compensation policies and procedures designed to ensure that future 
compensation decisions are made consistent with the company's plans, charters and policies. We also impacted the 
board's creation of a new compensation plan and obtained additional disclosures to stockholders concerning the 
board's administration of the company's plan and the excess compensation. 

In Kleba v. Dees, C.A. 3-1-13 (Tenn. Cir. Ct. Knox Cty.), we recovered approximately $9 million in excess 
compensation given to insiders and the cancellation of millions of shares of stock options issued in violation of a 
shareholder-approved compensation plan. In addition, we obtained the adoption of formal corporate governance 
procedures designed to ensure that future compensation decisions are made independently and consistent with the 
plan. 

..,~ rnor~el fear ~c~w [vhe] ~;r~~t 1~ ~1 presfessic~~ shc~a~1~ 
cc~~~~~~ fts~~f" 

Jusfrce Timothy S. Urisco(/ rr, G; ossman v, State Bancorp, lnc., I»dex Na. &004 6912 0 7 1 
(N. Y. Scup. Ct Nassau Cnty. Nov. 29, 2D91) 

In Lopez v. Nudelman (CTI BioPharma Corp.), 14-2-18941-9 SEA (Wash. Super. Ct. King Cty.}, we recovered 
approximately $3.5 million in excess compensation given to directors and obtained the adoption of a cap on director 
compensation, as well as other formal corporate governance procedures designed to implement best practices with 
regard to director and executive compensation. 

In In re i2 Technologies, Inc, Shareholder Litigation, C.A. No. 40Q3-CC (Del. Ch.}, as counsel for the Lead Plaintiff, 
we challenged the fairness of certain asset sales made by the company and secured a $4 million recovery. 

In In re Corinthian Colleges, Inc. Shareholder Derivative Litigation, Case No. 06-cv-777-AHS (C.D. Cal.), we were 
Co-Lead Counsel and achieved a $2 million benefit for the company, resulting in the re-pricing of executive stock 
options and the establishment of extensive corpora#e governance changes. 
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In Pfeiffer v. Alpert (Beazer Homes Derivative Litigation}, Case No. 10-cv-7 063-PD (D. Del.}, we successfully 
challenged certain aspects of the company's executive compensation structure, ultimately forcing the company to 
improve its compensation practices. 

in In re Cincinnati Bell, Inc., Derivative Litigation, Case No. A1105305 {Ohio, Hamilton Cty. C.P.}, we achieved 
significant corporate governance changes and enhancements related to the company's compensation policies and 
practices in order to better align executive compensation with company performance. Reforms included the 
formation of an entirely independent compensation committee with staggered terms and term limits for service. 

In Woodford v. Mizel {M.D.C. Holdings, Inc.), Case No. 1:11-cv-879 (D. Del.), we challenged excessive executive 
compensation, ultimately obtaining millions of dollars in reductions of that compensation, as well as corporate 
governance enhancements designed to implement best practices with regard to executive compensation and 
increased shareholder input. 
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Levi & Korsinsky has achieved an impressive record in obtaining injunctive relief for shareholders, and we are ane of 
the premier law firms engaged in mergers &acquisitions and takeover litigation, consistently striving to maximize 
shareholder value. In these cases, we regularly fight to obtain settlements that enable the submission of competing 
buyout bid proposals, thereby increasing consideration for shareholders. 

We have litigated landmark cases that have altered the landscape of mergers &acquisitions law and resulted in 
multi-million dollar awards to aggrieved shareholders. 

In In re Schaff International, Inc, Stockholders Litigation, C.A. No. 10323-VCZ (Del. Ch.), we served as Co-dead 
Counsel for the plaintiff class in achieving the largest recovery as a percentage of the underlying transaction 
consideration in Delaware Chancery Court merger class action history, obtaining an aggregate recovery of more than 
$22 million -- a gross increase from $31.50 to $67.45 in total consideration per share (a 114% increase) for tendering 
stockholders. 

In In re Bluegreen Corp. Shareholder Litigation, Case No. 502011 CA018111 (Cir. Ct. for Palm Beach Cry., FL}, as 
Co-Lead Counsel, we achieved a common fund recovery of $36.5 million for minority shareholders in connection 
with amanagement-led buyout, increasing gross consideration to shareholders in connection with the transaction 
by 25%after three years of intense litigation. 

In In re CNX Gas Corp. Shareholder Litigation, C.R. No. 5377-VCL (Del. Ch.), as PlaintifFs' Executive Committee 
Counsel, we obtained a landmark ruling from the Delaware Chancery Court that set forth a unified standard for 
assessing the rights of shareholders in the context of freeze-out transactions and ultimately led to a common fund 
recovery of over $42.7 million for the company's shareholders. 

In Chen v. Howard-Anderson, C.A. No 5878-VCL (Del. Ch.), we represented shareholders in challenging the merger 
between Occam Networks, Inc. and Calix, Inc., obtaining a preliminary injunction against the merger after showing 
that the proxy statement by which the shareholders were solicited to vote for the merger was materially false and 
misleading. Post-closing, we took the case to trial and recovered an additional $35 million for the shareholders, 

in In re Sauer-Danfoss Stockholder Litig., C.A. Na. 8396 (DeL Ch.), as one of plaintiffs' co-lead counsel, we 
recovered a $10 million common fund settlement in connection with a controlling stockholder merger transaction. 

EVI K.ORSfNSKY 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-8 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 19 of 51  PAGEID #: 1221



In In re Yongye International, Inc. Shareholders' Litigation, Consolidated Case No.: A-12-670468-B (District Court, 
Clark County, Nevada}, as ane of plaintiffs' co-lead counsel, we recovered a ~6 million common fund settlement in 
connection with amanagement-led buyout of minority stockholders in aChina-based company incorporated under 
Nevada law. 

In In re Great Waif Resorts, Inc. Shareholder Litigation, C.A. No. 7328-VCN (Del. Ch.), we achieved tremendous 
results for shareholders, including partial responsibility fora $93 million (57~l0) increase in merger consideration and 
the waiver of several "don't-ask-don't-waive" standstill agreements that were restricting certain potential bidders 
from making a topping bid for the company. 

In In re Talecris Biotherapeutics Holdings Shareholder Litigation, C.A. No. 5614-VCL (Del. Ch.}, we served as 
counsel for one of the Lead Plaintiffs, achieving a settlement that increased the merger consideration to Talecris 
shareholders by an additional 500,000 shares of the acquiring company's stock and providing shareholders with 
appraisal rights. 

In In re Minerva Group LP v. Mod-Pac Corp., Index No. 8Q0621/2013 (N,Y. Sup. Ct. Erie Cty.}, we obtained a 
settlement in which defendants increased the price of an insider buyout from $8.40 to X9.25 per share, representing 
a recovery of $2.4 million for shareholders. 

In Stephen J. Dannis v. J.D. Nichols, C.A. No. 13-CI-00452 (Ky. Cir. Ct. Jefferson Cty.}, as Co-Lead Counsel, we 
obtained a 23%increase in the merger consideration (from $7.SQ to ~9Z5 per unit) for shareholders of NTS Realty 
Holdings Limited Partnership. The total benefit of $7.4 million was achieved after two years of hard-fought litigation, 
challenging the fairness of the going-private, squeeze-out merger by NTS`s controlling unitholder and Chairman, 
Defendant~ack Nichols. The unitholders bringing the action alleged that Nichols' proposed transaction grossly 
undervalued NTS's units. The 23%increase in consideration was a remarkable result given that on October 18, 2413, 
the Special Committee appointed by the Board of Directors had terminated the existing merger agreement with 
Nichols. Through counsel's tenacious efforts the transaction was resurrected and improved. 

In Dias v. Purches, C.A. Na. 7199-VCG (DeL Ch.}, Vice Chancellor Sam Glasscock, III of the Delaware Chancery Court 
partially granted shareholders' motion for preliminary injunction and ordered that defendants correct a material 
misrepresentation in the proxy statement related to the acquisition of Parlux Fragrances, Inc. by Perfumania 
Holding, Inc. 

In In re Complete Genomics, lnc. Shareholder Litigation, C.A. No. 7888-VCL {Del. Ch.}, we obtained preliminary 
injunctions of corporate merger and acquisition transactions, and Plaintiffs successfully enjoined a 
"don't-ask-don`t-waive" standstill agreement. 
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In Farga v. Health Grades, Inc., C.A. No. 5716-VCS (DeL Ch.), as Co-Lead Counsel, our attorneys established that 
defendants had likely breached their fiduciary duties to Health Grades' shareholders by failing to maximize value as 
required under Revlon, Inc. v. MacAndrews &Forbes Holdings, Inc., 506 A.2d 173 (Del. 1986). We secured an 
agreement with defendants to take numerous steps to seek a superior offer for the company, including making key 
modifications to the merger agreement, creating an independent committee to evaluate potential offers, extending 
the tender offer period, and issuing a "Fort Howard" release affirmatively stating that the company would participate 
in good faith discussions with any party making a bona tide acquisition proposal. 

In In re Pamrapa Bancorp Shareholder Litigation, Docket C-89-09 (N.J. Ch. Nudson Cty.) &HUD-L-3608- 12 (N!• 
Law Div. Hudson Cty.}, we defeated defendants' motion to dismiss shareholders' class action claims far money 
damages arising from the sale of Pamrapo Bancorp to BCB Bancorp at an allegedly unfair price through an unfair 
process. We then survived a motion for summaryjudgment, ultimately securing a settlement recovering X1.95 
million for the Class plus the Class's legal fees and expenses up to $1 million (representing an increase in 
consideration of 15-23°lo for the members of the Class}. 

In in re integrated Silicon Solution, Inc. Stockholder Litigation, Lead Case No. 115CV279142 (Super. Ct. Santa 
Clara, Cal.}, we won an injunction requiring corrective disclosures concerning "don't-ask-don't-waive" standstill 
agreements and certain financial advisor conflicts of interests, and contributed to the integrity of apost-agreement 
bidding contest that !ed to an increase in consideration from X19.25 to X23 per share, a bump of almost 25 percent. 

z ~-~,;.,,, t,~~$v~ dc~r~e ~ s~pe~ je~~ and I ~~° ~~pr~ci~t~ 
the .Y ~~.is ~~~~ way handled." 

The Nonorab7e Rantrld B. Rubin in Teoh v. Ferrantr"na, C.A. No. 356627 (Cir. Ct for Montgomery Cnty., ?.'0 2Q12) 
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Levi & Karsinsky works hard to protect consumers by holding corporations accountable for defective products, false 
and misleading advertising, unfair or deceptive business practices, antitrust violations, and privacy right vialatians. 

Our litigation and class action expertise combined with our in-depth understanding of federal and state laws enable 
us to fight far consumers who have been aggrieved by deceptive and unfair business practices and who purchased 
defective products, including automobiles, appliances, electronic goods, and other consumer products. The Firm also 
represents consumers in cases involving data breaches and privacy right violations. The Firm's attorneys have 
received a number of leadership appointments in consumer class action cases, including multidistrict litigation 
("MDL"}. Recently, ~aw.com identified the Firm as one of the top firms with MDR leadership appointments in the 
article titled, "There Are New Faces Leading MDLs. And They Aren't All Men" Quly 6, 2020}. Representative settled and 
ongoing cases include: 

In NV Security, Inc. v. Fluke Networks, Case No. CVOS-4217 GW (SSx) (C.D. Cal. 2005}, we negatiated a settlement 
on behalf of purchasers of Test Set telephones in an action alleging that the Test Sets contained a defective 3-volt 
battery. We benefited the consumer class by obtaining the following relief: free repair of the 3-volt battery, 
reimbursement for certain prior repair, an advisory concerning the 3-volt battery on the outside of packages of new 
Test Sets, an agreement that defendants would cease to market andlor sell certain Test Sets, and a 42-month 
warranty on the 3-volt battery contained in certain devices sold in the future. 

In Re: Apple Inc. Device Performance Litig., Case No. 5:18-md-02827-EJD (N.D. Cal.): Plaintiffs' Executive 
Committee Counsel in proposed nationwide class action alleging that Apple purposefully throttled iPhone; Apple has 
agreed to pay up to $500 million in cash (proposed settlement pending}. 

In Re: Intel Corp. CPU Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability I.itig., Case No. 3:18-md-02828 (D. Or.): 
Co-Lead Interim Class Counsel in proposed nationwide class action alleging that Intel manufactured and sold 
defective central processing units that allowed unauthorized access to consumer stored confidential information. 

In Re: ZF-TRW Airbag Control Units Products Liability I.itig., Case No. 2:19-m1-02905 )AK-FFM (C.D. Cal.): Plaintiffs' 
Steering Committee Counsel in proposed nationwide class action alleging that defendant auto manufacturers sold 
vehicles with defective airbags. 

!n Re: EpiPen (Epinephrine Injection, USP) Marketing, Sales Practices and Antitrust Litig., Case No. 
17-md-02785 (D. Kan.): Plaintiffs' Executive Committee Counsel in action alleging that Mylan and Pfizer violated 
antitrust laws and committed other violations relating to the sale of EpiPens. Nationwide class and multistate classes 
certified. 
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Sung, et al. v. Schurman Retail Group, Case No. 17-cv-02760-LB (N.D. Cal.): Co-Lead Class Counsel in nationwide 
class action alleging unauthprized disclosure of employee financial information; obtained final apprava! of 
nationwide class action settlement providing credit monitoring and identity theft restoration services through 2022 
and cash payments of up to X400. 

Scott, et al. v. JPMorgan Chase Bank, N.A., Case No. 1:17-cv-00249 (D.D.C.): Co-Lead Class Counsel in nationwide 
class action settlement of claims alleging improper fees deducted from payments awarded to jurors; 104~/a direct 
refund of improper fees collected. 

In Re: Citrix Data Breach Litig., Case No. 19-cv-6135Q-RKA (S.D. Fla.}: Interim Elass Counsel in action alleging 
company failed to implement reasonable security measures to protect employee financial information; common 
fund settlement of $2.25 million pending. 

Bustos v. Vonage America, Int., Case No. 06 Civ. 230$ (HAA) (D.N.~.): Common fund settlement of $1.75 million on 
behalf of class members who purchased Vonage Fax Service in an action alleging that Vonage made false and 
misleading statements in the marketing, advertising, and sale of Vonage Fax Service by failing to inform consumers 
that the protocol defendant used for the Vonage Fax Service was unreliable and unsuitable for facsimile 
communications. 

Masterson v. Canon U,S.A., Case No. BC340740 (Cal. Super. Ct. L.A. Cty.): Settlement providing refunds to Canan SD 
camera. purchasers for certain broken LCD repair charges and important changes to the product warranty. 

a ~e q~a~~ity ~~ t~~ repre~e t~: on... has been ~xtre ~Iy hi h4 nc~~ just ~ _ a ~~ the ~avor~~'~ 
~~z~cc~me i~ der s oaf ~h~ s ~'_ <. ,~:> ~f tie settle ~n~, b~~ ~r~ terms c `° di~i~en~~ ~~~ thr ~ ~ i 
k'tT~iit f.li~l. LZfR~ ~Vdt~ E1.Al,~ ~d ll U'. '. :. [,.dl /.~ iii 'ilUL~1.Jt1A~.

9A

The Honora6leJoseph F. Bianco, in Landes v. Sony P✓Iobile Communications, 77-cv-02264 'FB-S!L (E.D.tV.Y. Dec 7, 2077) 
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EDUARD KORSINSKY 
MANAGING PARTNER 

Eduard Korsinsky is the Managing Partner and Co-Founder of Levi & Korsinsky LLP, a national securities 
firm that has recovered billions of dollars for investors since its formation in 2003. For more than 24 
years Mr. Korsinsky has represented investors and institutional shareholders in complex securities 
matters. He has achieved significant recoveries for stockholders, including a $79 million recovery far 
investors of E-Trade Financial Corporation and a payment ladder indemnifying investors of Google, lnc. 
up to ~8 billion in losses on aground-breaking corporate governance case. His firm serves as lead 
counsel in some of the largest securities matters involving Tesla, US Steel, Kraft Heinz and others. He 
has been named a New York "Super Lawyer" by Thomson Reuters and is recognized as one of the 
country's leading practitioners in class action and derivative matters. 

Mr. Korsinsky is also a co- founder of CORE Monitoring Systems LLC, a technology platform designed to 
assist institutional clients more effectively monitor their investment portfolios and maximize recoveries 
on securities litigation. 

Cases he has litigated include: 

• E-Trade Financial Corp. Sec. Litig., No. 07-cv-8538 (S.D.N.Y. 2007), $79 million recovery 
• in re Actiuision, Inc. S'holder Derivative Litig., No. 06-cv-04771-MRP QTLX)(C.D. Cal. 2006), 
recovered $24 million in excess compensation 

• Corinthian Colleges, Inc., S'holder Derivative l.itig., SACV-06-0777-AHS (C.D. Cal. 2009), obtained 
repricing of executive stock options providing more than ~2 million in benefits to the company 

• Pfeiffer v. Toll, C.A. No. 414Q-VCL (DeL Ch. 2010), $16.25 million in insider trading profits recovered 
• in re Net2Phone, Inc. 5'holder Litig., Case No. 1467-N (DeL Ch. 20Q5}, obtained increase in tender 
offer price from X1.70 per share to X2.05 per share 

• In re Pamrapo Bancorp 5'holder Litig., C-89-09 (N.J. Ch. Hudson Cty. 2011 } &HUD-L-3608-12 (N.~. Law 
Div. Hudson Cty. 2015), obtained supplemental disclosures foilawing the filing of a motion for 
preliminary injunction, pursued case past-closing, defeated motion for summary judgment, and 
obtained an increase in consideration of between 15-23% for the members of the Class 

• in re Google Inc. Class C S'holder Litig., C.A. No. 19786 (Del. Ch. 2072), obtained payment ladder 
indemnifying investors up to $8 billion in losses stemming from trading discounts expected to affect 
the new stock 

• Woodford v. M.D.C. Holdings, Inc., 1:2011 cv00879 (D. Del. 2012), one of a few successful challenges to 
say on pay voting, recovered millions of dollars in reductions to compensation 

• i2 Technologies, Inc. S'holder Litig., C.A. No. 4043-CC (Del. Ch. 2008), ~4 million recovered, challenging 
fairness of certain asset sales made by the company 
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• Pfeiffer v. Alpert (Beazer Homes), C.R. No. 10-cv-1063-PD (D. Del. 2011), obtained substantial revisions 
to an unlawful executive compensation structure 

• in re NCS Healthcare, Inc. Sec. Litig., C.A. CA 19786, (DeL Ch. 2002}, case settled for approximately 
$100 million 

• Paraschos v. YBM Magnex Int`I, Inc., No. 98-CV-6444 (E.D. Pa.), United States and Canadian rases 
settled for $85 million Canadian 

• "Board Diversity: The Time for Change is Now, Will Shareholders Step Up?," National Council an Teacher Retirement. FV! 
tVewsletter May 2021 
• 'The Dangers of Relying on Custodians to Collect Class Action Settlements.", THe Texas Association of Pubic Employee 
Retirement Systems (TEXPERS) Investment tnsights April-May Edition (2021) 
• 'The Dangers of Relying on Custodians to Collect Class Action Settlements:', Michigan Association of Public Employee 
Retirement Systems (MAPERS) /Newsletter (2021) 
• "The Dangers of Relying on Custodians to Collect Class Action Settlements.", Florida Pubic Pension Trustees Association (~PPTA) 
(2021) 
•"NY Securities Rulings Don't Constitute Cyan Backlash", Law360 (March 8, 2021) 
• "Best Practices for Monitoring Your Securities PortFolia in 2021.", Building Trades /News Newsletter (2020-2021 } 
• "Best Practices for Monitoring Your Securities Portfolio in 2021.", The Texas Association of Public Employee Retirement 

Systems (TEXPERS) Monitor (2021) 
• "Best Practices for Monitoring Your Securities Portfolio in 2421 ", Michigan Association of Public Employee Retirement 

Systems (MAPERS) Newsletter {2021) 
• "Best Practices for Monitoring Your Securities Portfolio in 2021.", Florida Public Pension Trustees Association (FPPTA) (2021) 
• Delaware Court Dismisses Compensation Case Against Goldman Sachs, A8A Section of Securities Litigation /Dews & 

Developments (Nov. 7, 2011) 
• SDNY Questions SEC Settlement Practices in Citigroup Settlement, ABA Section of Securities Litigation News & 

Developments {Nov. 7, 2011) 
• New York Court Dismisses Shareholder Suit Against Goldman Sachs, ABA Section of Securities Litigation News & 

Developments (Qct. 31, 2011) 
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• New York University School of Law, L.M. Master of Laws) Taxation (1997) 
• Brooklyn Law School, J.D. (1995} 
• Brooklyn College, B.S., Accounting, summa cum Laude (1992} 

• New York {1996} 
• New~ersey (1996) 
• United States District Court far the Southern District of New York {1998} 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York (1998) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit {2006} 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit {2010) 
• United States District Court for the Northern District of New York (2011) 
• United States District Court of New~ersey 12012) 
United States Caurt of Appeals far the Sixth Circuit {2013) 
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~C)SEPH E. LEVI 
MANAGING PARTNER 

~ Joseph E nevi is a central figure in shaping and managing the Firm's securities litigation practice. Mr, 
j-~- =` ~" Levi has been lead or co-lead in dozens of cases involving the enforcement of shareholder rights in the 

context of mergers &acquisitions and securities fraud. In addition to his involvement in class action 
~' litigation, he has represented numerous patent holders in enforcing their patent rights in areas 

including computer hardware, software, communications, and information processing, and has been 
instrumental in obtaining substantial awards and settlements. 

'"> 

_ Mr. Levi and the Firm achieved success on behalf of the former shareholders of Occam Networks in 
litigation challenging the Company's merger with Calix, Int., obtaining a preliminary injunction against 
the merger due to material representations and omissions in the proxy solicitation. Chen v. 
Howard-Anderson, No. 5878-VCL (Del. Ch.). Vigorous litigation efforts continued to trial, resulting in a 
$35 million recovery for shareholders. 

Mr. Levi and the Firm served as lead counsel in Weigard v. Hicks, Na. 5732-VCS (DeL Ch.}, which 
,~ ~ challenged the acquisition of Health Grades by affiliates of Vestar Capital Partners. Mr. Levi successfully 

demonstrated to the Court of Chancery that the defendants had likely breached their fiduciary duties 
to Health Grades' shareholders by failing to maximize shareholder value. This ruling was used to reach 
a favorable settlement where defendants agreed to a host of measures designed to increase the 
likelihood of superior bid. Vice Chancellor Strine "applaud[ed]"the litigation team for their preparation 
and the extraordinary high-quality of the briefing. 

~~b 

~l" i1~~1(:Il~„<, ~~1~ O~J~1~: ~ 9 boa ~~?iza c` '~Tl t2cii ~ zai. apt+ ~ 

~n~ ~'~~ ~biliLy cif ~:~~rau~?„~,

i/ice Ehanceltor Sam Glasscock, IU in Dias v. Porches, CA. Na. 7199-VCG (Del. Ch. Apr. 5, 2012) 
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• Brooklyn Law School,~.D.,magna cum laude (1995) 
• Polytechnic University, B.S., summa cum laude (1984); M.S. (1986) 

• New York (1996) 
• New~ersey (1996) 
• United States Patent and Trademark Office (1997) 
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York (1997) 

• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York (1997) 

~~ -Leawyers.c ~ E .:\~1 1 ~15.`~f :t. ;~, 
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n~~~ NICHOLAS I. PORRITT 
PARTNER 

Nicholas Porritt prosecutes securities class actions, shareholder class actions, derivative actions, and 
mergers and acquisitions litigation. He has extensive experience representing plaintiffs and defendants 
in a wide variety of complex commercial litigation, including civil fraud, breach of contract, and 
professional maiprattice, as well as defending SEC investigations and enforcement actions. Mr. Porritt 

~ rPr ~ has helped recover hundreds of millions of dollars on behalf of shareholders. He was one of the Lead 
~_ 4 "° Counsel in in re Google Inc. Class C Shareholder Litigation, C.A. No. 7469-CS (Del. Ch.), which 
°'~ resulted in a payment of X522 million to shareholders and overall benefit of over $3 billion to Google's 

t~~ minority sharehaiders. Ne was one of the lead caunsei in Chen v. Howard-Anderson, No. 5878-VCS. 
~' (DeL Ch.) that settled during trial resulting in a $35 million payment to the farmer shareholders of 

,._ ,. ~ Occam Networks, inc., one of the largest quasi-appraisal recoveries for shareholders. Amongst other 
cases, he is currently lead counsel in in re Tesla, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 3:18-cv-04865-EMC 
(N.D. Cal.), representing Tesla investors who were harmed by Elon Musk's "funding secured" tweet from 
August 7, 2018 as well as lead counsel in Ford v. TD Ameritrade Holding Corp., No. 14-cv-396 (D. 
Neb.), representing TD Ameritrade customers harmed by its improper routing of their orders. Both 
cases involve over $1 billion in estimated damages. 

Some of Mr. Porritt's recent rases include: 

In re Tesla, Inc. Sec. Litig., 2020 WL 1873441 (N.D. Ca1.2020) 
In Re Aphria, Inc. Securities Litigation, 2020 WL 5819548 (S.D.N.Y. 2020} 

• Voulgaris, v. Array Biopharma Inc., 2020 WL 8367829 (D. Cola. 2020) 
• in Re Aphria, inc. Securities Litigation, No. 18 CIV. 11376 (GBD), 2020 WL 5819548 (S.D.N.Y. 2020) 
In re Clovis Oncology, Inc. Deriv. Litig., 2019 WL 4850188 (Del. Ch. 2019) 

• Martin v. Altisource Residential Corp., 2019 WL 2762923 (D.V.I. 2019) 
• In re Navient Corp. Sec. ~itig., 2019 WL 7288881 (D.N.J. 2019) 
• In re Bridgestone Inv. Carp., 789 Fed. App'x 13 (9th Cir. 2019) 
• Klein v. TD Ameritrade Holding Corp., 327 F.R.D. 283 (D. Neb. 2018} 
• Beezley v. Fenix Parts, Inc., 2018 WL 3454490 (N.D. III. 2018} 
• In re PTC Therapeutics Sec. ~itig., 2017 WL 3705801 (D.N J. 2017) 
• Zaghian v. Farrell, 675 Fed. Appx. 718 {9th Cir. 2017) 
• Gormley v. magicjack VocalTec Ltd., 22Q F. Supp. 3d 51 Q (S.D.N.Y. 2016) 
Carlton v. Cannon, 184 F. Supp. 3d 428 (S.D. Tex. 2016) 
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• In re Violin Memory Sec. Litig., 2014 WL 5525946 (N.D. Cal. Oct. 31, 2014) 
• Garnitschnigv. Harovitz, 48 F. Supp. 3d 820 (D. Md. 2014) 
• SEC v. Cuban, 620 Fad 551 (5th Cir. 2010) 
• Cozzarelli v. Inspire Pharmaceuticals, Inc., 549 F.3d 618 (4th Cir. 2008) 
• Teachers' Retirement System of Louisiana v. Hunter, 477 F.3d 162 (4th Cir. 2007) 

Mr. Porritt was selected by Lawdragon as one of the 500 leading plaintiff lawyers in financial litigation and 
was selected to the 2020 DC Super lawyers list published by Thomson Reuters. 

Mr. Porritt speaks frequently on current topics relating to securities laws and derivative actions, including 
presentations on behalf of the Council for Institutional Investors, Nasdaq, and the Practising Law institute. 
He currently serves as co-chair of the American Bar Association Sub-Committee on Derivative Actions. 

Before joining the Firm, Mr. Porritt practiced as a partner at Akin Gump Strauss Hauer &Feld LAP and prior 
to that was a partner at Wilson Sonsini Goodrich &Rosati PC. Mr. Porritt formerly practiced as a Barrister 
and Solicitor in Wellington, New Zealand and is a Solicitor of the Senior Courts of England &Wales. 

• "Current Trends in Securities Litigation: Now Companies and Counsel Should Respond," Inside the Minds. Recent 
Developments rn Securities Caw (Aspatore Press 2010) 

• University of Chicago Law School, ~.D., With Honors (1996) 
• University of Chicago Law School, LL.M. (1993) 
• Victoria University of Wellington, LL. B. (Hops.), With First Class Honors, Senior Scholarship (1990) 
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• New York (1997} 
• District of Columbia {1998) 
• United States District Court for the District of Columbia (1999} 
• United States District Court for the Southern District of New York (2004} 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit {2004) 
United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia Circuit (2006) 

• United States Supreme Court (2006) 
• United States District Court for the District of Maryland (2007) 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York {2012) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit (2014) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit (2015) 
• United States District Court for the District of Colorado (201 S) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Tenth Circuit (2016) 
• United States Court of Appeals far the Eleventh Circuit (2017) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit {2019} 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (2019) 

1 ~il~ i ~t~:~~ ~ ~"~ ~.."~!~ 131 '~4.r. ~\
Supt ~awyers.com~ _ ,~~:~. 
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1 ~ : ~ 

During his 24 years as a litigator and trial lawyer, Mr. Enright has handled matters in the fields of 
securities, commodities, consumer fraud and commercial litigation, with a particular emphasis on 
shareholder M&R and securities fraud class action litigation. He has been named as one of the leading 
financial litigators in the nation by Lawdragon, as a Washington, DC "Super Lawyer" by Thomson 
Reuters, and as ane of the city's "Top Lawyers" by Washingtonian magazine. 

Mr. Enright has shown a track record of achieving victories in federal trials and appeals, including: 

• Nathenson v. Zonagen, Inc., 267 F. 3d 400, 413 (5th Cir. 2001) 
•SEC v. Butler, 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 7194 (W.D. Pa. April 18, 2005) 
• Belizan v. Hershon, 434 F. 3d 579 (D.C. Cir. 2006) 
• Rensel v. Centra Tech, Inc., 2021 W~ 2659784 (11th Cir.~une 29, 2021) 

Most recently, in In re Schuff International, inc. Stockholders Litigation, Case No. 10323-VCZ, Mr. 
Enright served as Co-Lead Caunsei for the plaintiff class in achieving the largest recovery as a 
percentage of the underlying transaction consideration in Delaware Chancery Court merger class 
action history, obtaining an aggregate recovery of more than $22 million -- a gross increase from 
$31.5Q to $67.45 in total consideration per share {a 114% increase) far tendering stockholders. 

Similarly, as Co-Lead Counsel in In re Bluegreen Corp. Shareholder Litigation, Case Rlo. 
502011 CA018111 (Cir. Ct. for Palm Beach Cnty., Fla.), Mr. Enright achieved a $36.5 million common 
fund settlement in the wake of a majority shareholder buyout, representing a 25%increase in total 
consideration to the minority stockholders. 

Also, in In re CNX Gas Corp. Shareholders Litigation, C.A. No. 53377-VCS (Del. Ch. 2010}, in which Levi 
& Korsinsky served upon plaintiffs' Executive Committee, Mr. Enright helped obtain the recovery of a 
common fund of over $42.7 million for stockholders. 
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Mr. Enright has also played a leadership role in numerous securities and shareholder class actions 
from inception to conclusion. Most recently, he has served as lead counsel in several 
cryptocurrency-related securities class actions. His leadership has produced multi-million-dollar 
recoveries in shareholder class actions involving such companies as: 

• Allied Irish Banks PLC 
• Iridium World Communications, Ltd. 
• En Pointe Technologies, Inc. 
• PriceSmart, Inc. 
• Polk Audio, Inc. 
•Meade Instruments Corp. 
Xicor, Inc. 

• Streamlogic Corp. 
• Interbank Funding Corp. 
• Riggs National Corp. 
• UTStarcom, Inc. 
• Manugistics Group, Inc. 

Mr. Enright also has a successful track record of obtaining injunctive relief in connection with 
shareholder M&A litigation, having won preliminary injunctions or other injunctive relief in the cases af: 

In re Portec Rail Products, Inc. S`holder Litig,, G.D. 10-3547 (Ct. Com. Pleas Pa. 2410) 
• In re Craftmade International, Inc. S'holder Litig., C.A. No. 6950-VCL (DeL Ch. 2011) 
• Dias v. Porches, C.A. No. 7199-VCG (Del. Ch. 2012) 
• In re Complete Genomics, Inc. S'holder Litig., C.A. Na. 7888-VCL. (Del. Ch. 2Q12) 
• In re Integrated Silicon Solution, Inc. Stockholder Litig., Lead Case No. 115N279142 (Sup. Ct. 
Santa Clara, CA 2015) 
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Mr. Enright has also demonstrated considerable success in obtaining deal price increases for 
shareholders in M&A litigation. As Co-Lead Counsel in the matter of in re Great Wolf Resorts, inc. 
Shareholder Litigation, C.A. No. 7328-VCN (Del. Ch. 2012}, Mr. Enright was partially responsible far a 
$93 million (57°l0} increase in merger consideration and waiver of several "don't-ask-don't-waive" 
standstill agreements that were precluding certain potential bidders from making a topping bid for the 
company. 

Similarly, Mr. Enright served as Co-Lead Counsel in the case of Berger v. Life Sciences Research, Ine., 
No. SOM-C-12006-Q9 (NJ Sup. Ct. 2009), which caused a significant increase in the transaction price 
from X7.50 to X8.50 per share, representing additional consideration for shareholders of 
approximately $11.5 million. 

Mr. Enright also served as Co-Lead Counsel in Minerva Group.. LP v, Keane, Index No. 800621/2013 
(NY Sup. Ct. of Erie Cnry.) and obtained a settlement in which Defendants increased the price of an 
insider buyout from X8.40 to $9.25 per share. 

The courts have consistently recognized and praised the quality of Mr. Enright's work. In In re 
Interbank Funding Corp. Securities Litigation (D.D.C. 02-1490}, fudge Bates of the United States 
District Court for the District of Columbia observed that Mr. Enright had "...skillfully, efficiently, and 
zealously represented the class, and... worked relentlessly throughout the course of the case." 

Similarly, in Freeland v. Iridium World Communications, LTD, (D.D.C. 99-1002),~udge Nanette 
~aughrey stated that Mr. Enright had done "an outstanding job" in connection with the recovery of 
$43.1 million for the shareholder class. 

And, in the matter of Clsieczanek v. Thomas Properties Group, C.A. No. 9Q29-VCG {Del. Ch. 2013}, 
Vice Chancellor Sam Glasscock of the Chancery Court of Delaware observed that "it's always a pleasure 
to have counsel [like Mr. Enright] who are articulate and exuberant in presenting their position,"and 
that Mr. Enright's prosecution of a merger case was "wholesome" and served as "a model of . . . 
plaintiffs' litigation in the merger arena." 
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~~- ~~ iS 
• "SEC Enforcement Actions and Investigations in Private and Public Offerings," Securities: Public and Private Offerings, Second 
Edition, West Publishing 2007 

• "Dura Pharmaceuticals: Loss Causation Redefined or Merely Clarified?". Tarn &Reg. Fin. lnst. 5eptemberlOctober 2007, Page 5 

I a~ 
• George Washington University School of Law,~.D. {1996), where he was a Member Editor of The George Washington University 
~ourna! of International haw and Economics from 1994 to 1996 

• Drew University, B.A., Political Science and Economics, cum laude (1993) 

• Maryland (1996) 
• New Jersey (1996) 
• United States District Court for the District of Maryland (1997} 
• United States District Court far the District of New Jersey (1997) 

District of Columbia (1999) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1999) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Fifth Circuit (1999) 
• United States District Court for the District of Columbia (1999) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia {2004) 
• United States Court of Appeals far the Second Circuit {2005) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (2006) 
• United States District Court for the District of Colorado (2017) 

~«; 
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SHANNON L. HOPKINS 
PARTNER 

Shannon L. Hopkins manages the Firm`s Connecticut office. She was selected in 2013 as a New York 
"Super Lawyer" by Thomson Reuters. For more than a decade Ms. Hopkins has been prosecuting a wide 
range of complex class action matters in securities fraud, mergers and acquisitions, and consumer fraud 
litigation on behalf of individuals and large institutional clients. Ms. Hopkins has played a lead role in 
numerous shareholder securities fraud and merger and acquisition matters and has been involved in 
recovering multimillion-dollar settlements on behalf of shareholders, including: 

• in re Force Protection, inc. S'holder Litig., C.A. No. A-11-651336-B (D. Nev. 2015), $11 million 
shareholder recovery 
Craig Telke v. New Frontier Media, Inc., C.A. No. 1:12-cv-02941 ~~K (D. Co. 2Q15), $2.25 million 
shareholder recovery 

• Shona investments v. tallisto Pharmaceuticals, inc., C.A. No. 652783/2012 (NY Sup. Ct. 2015}, 
shareholder recovery of $2.5 million and increase in exchange ratio from 0.1700 to 0.1799 

• E-Trade Financial Corp. S'holder Litig., No. 07-cv-8538 (S.D.N.Y. 2007), $79 million recovery for the 
shareholder class 

• In re Cogent, inc. S'halder Litig., C.A. No. 5780-VCP (Del. Ch. 2010), X1.9 million shareholder 
recovery and corrective disclosures relating to the Merger 
In re CMS Energy Sec. Litig., Civil No. 02 CV 72004 (GCS) (E.D. Mich. Sept. 6, 20Q7), X200 million recovery 

• In re Sears, Roebuck and Co. Sec. Litig., Na. 02-cv-07527 (N.D. III. fan. 8, 2007), $200 million recovery 
In re E) Paso Electric to. Sec. Litig., C.A. No. 3:03-cv-00004-DB (W.D. Tex. Sept. 15, 2005), 
X10 million recovery 

• In re Novastar Fin. Sec. ~itig., 4:04-cv-00330-ODS (W.D. Mo. Apr. 14, 20Q9), $7.25 million recovery 

The quality of Ms. Hopkin's work has been noted by courts. !n In re Health Grades, Inc. Shareholder 
Litigation, C.A. No. 5716-VCS (Del. Ch. 2010), where Ms. Hopkins was significantly involved with the 
briefing of the preliminary injunction motion, then Vice Chancellor Striae "applaud[ed]" Co-Lead Counsel 
for their preparation and the extraordinary high-quality of the briefing. 

In addition to her legal practice, Ms. Hopkins is a Certified Public Accountant (1998 Massachusetts). Prior 
to becoming an attorney, Ms. Hopkins was a senior auditor with PricewaterhouseCoopers ALP, where she 
led audit engagements for large publicly held companies in a variety of industries. 
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'a 
• "Cybercrime Convention: A Positive Beginning to a Long Road Ahead," 2 J. High Tech. L. 101 (2003} 

• Suffolk University Law School, ~.D., magna cum laude {2003), where she served on the journal far 
High Technology and as Vice Magister of the Phi Delta Phi international Honars Fraternity 

• Bryant University, B.S.B.A., Accounting and Finance, cum laude {1995), where she was elected to 
the Beta Gamma Sigma Honor Society 

1~ 
• Massachusetts {2p03) 
• United States District Court for the District of Massachusetts {2004) 
• New York (2004} 
• United States District Court for the Southern District of New York {2004) 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York (2004) 
• United States District Court for the District of Colorado {2p44) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the First Circuit (2008) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (2010> 
• Connecticut (2013) 

Supe, ~.awyers:cam l : ~~~' l ~C~_~(~( 7`'~ 

Y _ a}~poir~tiz~ the ~`irr?~ ~.e~c~ Cc~un~e1, ~~~ r~:~~> '~ ~ar~ ~ ~ ~ c 
y_ ate ca r "s~~nific~r~t ric>r e~p~ri~~ce i~ s~c~rzr__s __ui~a,._:, ~~~. 
cc~Ampl~x ~I~ss ~.c~i~r~s." 

Zaghran r. TNQ, lnc., 2.92-tv-05227-GAF)EM (C D. Cai. Sept. 74, 2012) 
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GREGORY M. N ESPOLE 
PARTNER 

.~ ~ ,, 

Gregory Mark Nespole is a Partner of the Firm, having been previously a member of the management 
committee of one of the oldest firms in New Yark, as well as chair of that firm's investor protection practice. 

~: _ He specializes in complex class actions, derivative actions, and transactional litigation representing 
~~~,~ , ,~~. institutional investors such as public and labor pension funds, labor healCh and welfare benefit funds, and 

._ private institutions. Prior to practicing law, Mr. Nespole was a strategist on an arbitrage desk and an 

~~ ~~ associate in a major international investment bank where he worked on structuring private placements and 

~; 
conducting transactional due diligence, 

For over twenty years, Mr. Nespole has played a lead role in numerous shareholder securities fraud and 
merger and acquisition matters and has been involved in recovering multi-million-dollar settlements on 
behalf of shareholders, including: 

• Served as co-chair of a Madoff Related Litigation Task Force that recovered over several hundred 
million dollars for wronged investors; 

• Obtained a $90 million award on behalf of a publicly listed company against a global bank arising 
out of fraudulently marketed auction rated securities; 

• Successfully obtained multi-million-dollar securities litigation recoveries and/or corporate 
governance reforms from Cablevision, JP Morgan, American Pharmaceutical Partners, Sepracor, 
and MBIA, among many others. 

Mr. Nespole is a member of The Federalist Society, the Federal Bar Council, and the FBC`s Securities 
Litigation Committee. Mr. Nespole's peers have elected him a "Super Lawyer" in the class action field 
annually since 2009. He is active in his community as a youth sports coach. 
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m 
• Brooklyn Law School,l.D. (1993) 
• Bates College, B.A. (1989) 

New York (1994) 
• United States District Court for the Southern district of New York (1994} 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York (1994) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit (1994) 
United States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit (1994) 

• United States Court of Appeals far the Fifth Circuit (1994) 
• United States District Court for the Northern District of New York (2018) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Eighth Circuit (2014) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (2020) 
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PARTNER 

Daniel Tepper is a Partner of the Firm with extensive experience in shareholder derivative suits, lass 
actions and complex commercial litigation. Before hejoined Levi & Karsinsky, Mr. Tepper was a partner in 
one of the oldest law firms in New York. He is an active member of the CPLR Committee of the New Yark 
State Bar Association and was an early member of its Electronic Discovery Committee. Mr. Tepper has been 

~~ ~~ ~ selected as a New York "Super Lawyer" in 201 b - 2022. 

~ =~ : ~= Some of the notable matters where Mr. Tepper had a leading role include: ~, . 

•Siegmund v. Bian, Case No. 16-62506 (S.D. Fla.), achieving an estimated recovery of $29.93 per share on 
behalf of a class of public shareholders of inkwell Corp. who were forced to sell their stock at X4.88 per 
share. 

• In re Platinum-Beechwood Litigation, Case No. 18-06658 (S.D.N.Y.), achieved dismissal on behalf of an 
individual investor in Platinum Partners-affiliated investment fund. 

• Lakatamia Shipping Co. Ltd, v. Nabu Su, Index No. 654860/2016 (Sup. Ct., N.Y. Ca. 2016), achieved 
dismissal on suit attempting to domesticate a $40 million UK judgment in New York State. 
Zelouf Int'i Corp. v. Zelouf, 45 Misc.3d 1205(A} (Sup.~t. N.Y. Co., 2014), representing the plaintiff in an 
appraisal proceeding triggered by freeze-out merger of closely-held corporation. Achieved a $10 million 
verdict after eleven day trial, with the Court rejecting a discount far lack of marketability. 
Sacher v. Beaton Assocs. M,gmt. Corp., 114 A.D.3d 655 {2d Dep't 2Q14), affirming denial of defendants' 
motion to dismiss shareholder derivative suit by Madaff feeder fund against fund's auditor for accounting 
malpractice. 

• in re Belzberg, 95 A.D.3d 713 (1st Dept 2012}, compelling anon-signatory to arbitrate brokerage 
agreement dispute arising under doctrine of direct benefits estoppel. 

• Estate of Defeo, Case No. 353758/A (Surrog. Ct., Nassau Co. 2011 }, achieving a full plaintiff`s verdict after 
a seven day trial which restored amulti-million dollar family business to its rightful owner. 

• CMIA Partners Equity Ltd. v. O`Neill, 2010 NY Slip Op 52068(0) (Sup. Ct. N.Y. Co., 2010). Representing the 
independent directors of a Cayman Islands investment fund, won a dismissal on the pleadings in the first 
New York State case examining shareholder derivative suits under Cayman Islands law. 

• Hecht v. Andover Assocs. Mgmt. Corp., 27 Misc 3d 1202(A} (Sup. Ct. Nassau Co., 2010}, affd, 114 A.D.3d 
638 (2d Dep't 2014}. Participated in a X213 million global settlement in the first Madoffrelated lawsuit 
in the country to defeat a motion to dismiss. 
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• New York University School of Law, J.D. {2Q00) 
The University of Texas at Austin, B,A. with Honors (1997}, National Merit Seholar 

• Massachusetts (2001 } 
• New York (2002} 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York (2Q04) 
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York (2010) 

• United States District Court for the Western District of New York (2019) 
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~ t t i 
~ , 

Elizabeth K. Tripodi focuses her practice on shareholder protection, representing investors insecurities 
fraud litigation, corporate derivative litigation, and litigation involving mergers, acquisitions, tender offers, 
and change-in-control transactions. Ms. Tripodi has been named as a Washington, D.C. "Super Lawyer" in 
the securities field and was selected as a "Rising Star" by Thomson Reuters for several consecutive years. 

Ms. Tripodi's current representations include: 

• In re Tesla, Inc. Securities Litigation, No. 3:18-cv-04865-EMC (N.D. CaL} (lead counsel in class action 
representing Tesla investors who were harmed by Elan Musk's "funding secured" tweet from August 7, 
201$) 

Ms. Tripodi has played a lead role in obtaining monetary recoveries for shareholders in M&A litigation: 

In re Schuff International, Inc. Stockholders Litigation, Case No. 10323-VQ, achieving the largest 
recovery as a percentage of the underlying transaction consideration in Delaware Chancery Court merger 
class action history, obtaining an aggregate recovery of mare than X22 mil4ion -- a gross increase from 
$31.50 to $67.45 in total consideration per share (a 114% increase) for tendering stockholders 

• In re Bluegreen Corp. S`holder Litig., Case No. 502011 CA018111 (Circuit Ct. for Palm Beach Cty., FL), 
creation of a X36.5 million common fund settlement in the wake of a majority shareholder buyout, 
representing a 25%increase in total consideration to the minority stockholders 

• in re Cybex International S'holder Litig, Index No. 653794/2012 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. 2014}, recovery of $1.8 
million common fund, which represented an 8% increase in stockholder consideration in connection with 
management-led cash-out merger 

• In re Great Wolf Resorts, tnc. S'holder Litig, C.A. Na. 7328-VCN (Del. Ch. 2012), where there was a $93 
million (57%) increase in merger consideration 

• Minerva Group, LP v. Keane, Index No. 80062112013 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. 2Q13), settlement in which Defendants 
increased the price of an insider buyout from $8.40 to X9.25 per share 

t_~VI KJRSWSKY 
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Ms. Tripodi has played a key role in obtaining injunctive relief while representing shareholders in 
connection with M&A litigation, including obtaining preliminary injunctions or other injunctive relief in the 
following actions: 

• in re Partec Rail Products, Inc. S'holder Litig, G.D. 10-3547 (Ct. Cam. Pleas Pa. 2010) 
• In re Craftmade international, Inc. S'holder Litig, C.A. No. 6950-VCS (Del. Ch. 2011} 
• Dias v. Purches, et al., C.A. No. 7199-VCG (Del. Ch. 2012) 
• In re Complete Genomics, inc. S'holder i.itig, C.A. No. 7888-VCL (DeL Ch. 2012) 
• in re Integrated Silicon Solution, Inc. Stockholder Litig., Lead Case No. 115CV279142 (Sup. Ct. Santa 
Clara, CA 2015) 

Prior to joining Levi & Korsinsky, Ms. Tripodi was a member of the litigation team that served as Lead 
Counsel in, and was responsible for, the successful prosecution of numerous doss actions, including: 
Rudolph v. UTStarcam (stock option backdating litigation obtaining a X9.5 million settlement); Grecian v, 
Meade Instruments (stock option backdating litigation obtaining a $3.5 million settlement). 

i~~'~ P~ 
• American University Washington College of Law, cum laude (2006), where she served as Co-Editor in Chief of the Business ~aw~ournal 
(f/k/a Business Law Brief}, was a member of the National Environmental Moot Court team, and interned for Environmental Enforcement 
Section at the Department of)ustice 
• Davidson College, B.A., Art History {2000) 

~ ~~ 
• Virginia {2006) 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia (2006) 
• District of Columbia {2008) 
• United States District Court for the District of Columbia (2010) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Seventh Circuit {2018) 

_~ , 

-_r>. ~ ,. ~~~,,-.,;~ 

SuperCG.byers.cc ~ , qSup,.. ~ryers.com 
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ADAM M. APTON 
PARTNER 

Adam M. Apton focuses his practice on investor protection. He represents institutional investors and high 
net worth individuals in securities fraud, corporate governance, and shareholder rights litigation. Prior to 
joining the firm, Mr. Apton defended corporate clients against complex mass tort, commercial, and products 
liability lawsuits. Thomson Reuters has selected Mr. Apton to the Super Lawyers Washington, DC 
"Rising Stars" list every year since 2016, a distinction given to only the top 2.5% of lawyers. 

Mr. Apton's past representations and successes include: 

• in re Tesla Inc. Securities Liti ation No. 3:18-cv-04865-EMC N.D. Cal. lead counsel in doss action i I ~ ! 
Y

~~~ .. ~> .a ~. ~,.,a . .~ , representing Tesla investors who were harmed by Elon Musk's "funding secured" Cweet from August 7, 
2018) 

• In re Navient Corp. Securities Litigation, 17-8373 (RBKIAMD) {D.N J.) (lead counsel in class action 
against leading provider of student loans for alleged false and misleading statements about 
compliance with consumer protection laws) 

• in re Prothena Corporation Pic Securities Litigation, 1:18-cv-06425-ALC (S.D.N.Y.) ($15.75 million 
settlement fund against international drug company far false statements about development of lead 
biopharmaceutical product) 

• Martin v. Altisource Residential Corporation, et al., 15-00024 (AET) (GWC) (D.V.i.) ($15. 5 million 
settlement fund against residential mortgage company for false statements about compliance with 
consumer regulations and corporate governance protocols) 

• Levin v. Resource Capital Carp., et al., 1:15-cv-07081-BLS (S.D.N.Y.) ($9.5 million settlement in class action 
over fraudulent statements about toxic mezzanine loan assets) 

• Rux v. Meyer (Sirius XM Holdings Inc,), No. 11577 (Del. Ch.) (recovery of $8.25 million against SiriusXM's 
Board of Directors for engaging in harmful related-party transactions with controlling stockholder, john. C. 
Malone and Liberty Media Corp.) 

t3 L1~ '~ 
• "Pleading Section 11 liability for Secondary Offerings" American Bar Association: Practice Points (jan. 4, 2017} 
• "Second Circuit Rules in Indiana Public Retirement System v. SAIL, Inc." American Bar Association: Practice Points (Apr. 4, 207 6) 
• "Second Circuit Applies Omnicare to Statements of Opinion in Sanofi" American Bar Association: Practice Points (Mar. 30, 207 6) 
• "Second Circuit Rules in Action AG v. China North" American Bar Association: Practice Paints (Sept. 14, 2015) 
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• New York Law School, ~.D., cum laude (2409), where he served as Articles Editor of the New York Law School Law Review and 
interned for the New York State Supreme Court, Commercial Division 

• University of Minnesota, B.A., Entrepreneurial Management &Psychology, With Distinction (2006) 

• New York (2010) 
• United States District Court for the Southern District of New York (2010} 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York (2010) 
• District of Columbia (2013) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit (2015} 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit {2016) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (2016) 
• California (2017a 
• United States District Court for the Northern District of Califar~ia (2017) 
• United States District Court for the Central District of California (2017) 
• United States District Court for the Southern District of California (2017) 
• New Jersey (2020) 
• United States District Court for the Qistrict of New Jersey (2020) 

~~v~ xc~Rsir~srv-
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MARK S. REICH 
PARTNER 

Mark Samuel Reich is a Partner of the Firm. Mark's practice focuses on consumer class actions, including 
cases involving privacy and data breach issues, deceptive and unfair trade practices, advertising injury, 
product defect, and antitrust violations. Mark, who has experience and success outside the consumer arena, 
also supports the Firm's securities and derivative practices. 

Mark is attentive to clients' interests and fosters their activism on behalf of class members. Clients he has 
~ worked with consistently and enthusiastically endorse Mark's work: 

., 
z~,. ~ 

I t~: . ~ .. ~, P: . ~, _ 

x 

- Katherine flanrelkie~r✓icz, Michig 

e y ~esztai 

r s~' lc. cii~ ~i~t-~ r 
r~sv,~t ~v i ~n~ 

-BarryGctrfinkle, PErr;rsytvania 

Before joining Levi Karsinsky, Mark practiced at the largest class action firm in the country far mare than 15 
years, including 8 years as a Partner. Prior to becoming a consumer and shareholder advocate, Mark 
practiced commercial litigation with an international law firm based in New York, where he defended 
litigations on behalf of a variety of corporate clients. 

Mark has represented investors in securities litigation, devoted to protecting the rights of institutional and 
individual investors who were harmed by corporate misconduct. His case work involved State Street Yield 
Plus Fund Litig. ($6.25 million recovery); In re Dorai Fin. Corp. Sec. Litig., SDNY ($129 million recovery); 
Lockheed Martin Corp. Sec. Litig. ($19.5 million recovery}; Tile Shop Holdings, Inc. ($9.5 million 
settlement); Curran v. Freshpet Inc. ($10.1 million settlement); In re~akks Pacific, Inc. 03,925,000 
settlement); Fidelity Ultra Short Bond Fund Litig. ($7.5 million recovery); and Cha v. Kinross Gold Carp. 
($33 million settlement). 
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- Fred Sharp, New York 
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anc a cc f ict, ~ , ,d 

TTit77'E: ~' ,: s' t2 ' . ~ ~ ~. 

Louise Miljenovic, Ne~~vJersey 

At his prior firm, Mark achieved notable success challenging unfair mergers and acquisitions in courts 
throughout the country. Among the M&A litigation that Mark handled or participated in, his notable cases 
include: !n re Aramark Corp. S'holders Litig., where he attained a $222 million increase inconsideration 
paid to shareholders of Aramark and a substantial reduction to management`s voting power -from 37% to 
3.5% - in connection with the approval ofthe going-private transaction; in re Delphi Fin. Grp. S'holders 
Litig., resulting in a $49 million post-merger settlement far Class A Delphi shareholders; In re TD 
Banknarth S'holders Litig., where Mark played a significant role in raising the inadequacy of the ~3 million 
initial settlement, which the court rejected as wholly inadequate, and later resulted in a vastly increased $SO 
million recovery. Mark has also been part of ERISA litigation teams that led to meaningful results, including 
In re Gen. Elec. Co. ERISA Litig., which resulting in structural changes to company's 401{k} plan valued at 
over $1Q0 million, benefiting Current and future plan participants. 

~' d -. 2 '. ~ t~? E ~ : Ot P,i'S' 

j 

Candace 0/iczrny, ldaha 

t ~r' t tiz ~ 1au5' fi rm o' C"~ 

.Ra ' r 
shL ~ sat 

s lac. ,o t 

Richard 7home, California 
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Before joining the Firm, Mark graduated with a Bachelor of Arts degree from Queens College in New York. He 
earned his~uris Doctor degree from Brooklyn Law School, where he served on the Moat Court Honor Society 
and The~aurnal of Law and Policy. 

Mark regularly practices in federal and state courts throughout the country and is a member of the bar in 
New York. He has been recognized for his legal work by being named a New York Metro Super Lawyer by 
Super Lawyers Magazine every year since 2013. Mark is active in his local community and has been 
distinguished far his neighborhood support with a Certificate of Recognition by the Town of Hempstead. 

• Brooklyn Law School, ~.a. ~2aao~ 
• Queens College, B.A., Psychology and ~aurnalism (1997) 

~~~ ~ ~ 
New York (2001) 
United States District Court for the Southern District of New York (20Q1) 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York {2007 ) 

• United States District Court for the Northern District of New York (2005) 
United States District Court for the Eastern District of Michigan {2017) 

~r~r,_ ,. . ., 

~: _~per~ _a >.c n ~ ~.~ 
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~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ 

Gregory M. Potrepka is a partner of the Firm in its Connecticut office. Mr. Potrepka's practice specializes in 
vindicating investor rights, including the interests of shareholders of publicly traded companies. Specifically, 
Mr. Potrepka has considerable experience prosecuting complex class actions, securities fraud matters, and 
similar commercial litigation. Mr. Potrepka`s role in the Firm's securities litigation practice has significantly 
contributed to many of the Firm's successes, including the following representative matters: 

In re U.S. Steel Consolidated Cases, No. 17-579 (W.D. Pa,) ($40 million recovery) 
Rougier v. Applied Optoelecrronics, Inc., No. 4:17-cv-2399 (S.D. Tex.} ($15.5 million recovery) 
in re Helios and Matheson Analytics, (nc. Securities Litigation, No. 1:18-cv-06965 (S.D.N.Y.} ($8.25 million 
recovery) 
in re Aqua Meta/s Securities Litigation, 17-cv-07142-HSG (N.D. Cal.) ($7 million recovery) 

--- - T6~ 
• University of Connecticut School of Law, J.D. {2015) 

University of Connecticut Department of Public Policy, M.P.A. (2015) 
• University of Connecticut, B.A., Political Science {2010) 

~ ~t~ 
Connecticut (2015} 

• Mashantucket Pequot Tribal Court (2015} 
• United States District Court for the District of Connecticut (2016) 
• United States District Court for the Southern District of New York (2018) 
• United States District Court for the Eastern District of New York (2018) 
• United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit (2020) 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
.Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Cllelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF PAUL DOOLITTLE ON BEHALF OF 
P011LIN ~ WILLEY ~ ANASTOPQULO, LLC IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR. AN AWARll OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Paul Doolittle, declare as follows: 

1. I am the Director of the Class Action and Mass Tort Division in the law firm of 

Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo, LLG, counsel. for Angela HErnandez and Lynn .Balser-Mi11s, and 

one of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's applieafion for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action.. 

3. As Director of the Glass Action and Mass Tort Division at Poulin ~ Willey 

Anastopoulo, LLC, I am charged with the primary responsibility for the work done by my firm in 

the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in the Action and supervised 

Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo lawyers and support staff who worked an the case. While I have 

personally devoted time to tl~e case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake or work 

with me o11 particular tasks appropriate ~o their levels of expertise, skill, aild experience, and I have 

utilized more junior attorneys to work on matters more appropriate to their experience levels. 
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4. The back~•ound of the attorneys in my Erna and thaix experience alzd qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's resume, Poulin ~ Willey (Anastopoulo, LLC has 

substantial ~xperienee in litigating consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. Poulin j Willey ~ Anastopoulo's compensation for services rendered and 

reimbursement for out-of-pocket Expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the Action. 

None of the attorneys' fees a11d expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have 

been. the subject of any prior request or prior award. in any litigation ar other proceeding. 

6. Poulin) Willey (Anastopoulo devoted a total of 219.6 hours to the commencement, 

litigation, and resolution of the Action, These hours are based on contemporaneous time records 

maintained by the Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with 

the Action, I reviewed the entries to confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses 

committed to the Action, anal I deleted or reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility 

of the task or reasonableness of the tine billed. The time reflected in the Poulin ~ Willey ~ 

Anastopoulo's lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary for the 

effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Poulin (Willey ~ Anastopoulo performed in coordination with 

other Settlement Class Couizsel, included: Researching and drafting complaints; researching the 

applicable law with respect to the claims i11 the Aetion and the potential defensEs therEto; 

researching the history of benzene; researching scientific arricles related to the health effects of 

benzene; researching the defendant and its development and use of benzene in its products; 

2 
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coordinating with eo-counsel; and engaging in extensive settlement discussiol~s with Caunse] for 

Defendant. 

8. The following table shows the time expended by Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo 

attorneys and staff 

PROCESSIONAL HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Griffin. Wilson. 0.6 $ 225.00 $ 135.00 

Marina Baranova 13.5 $ 225.00 $ 3,037.50 

Andrew Johnson. 5.8 $ 413.00 $ 2,395.40 

Blake Abbott 26.9 $ 508.00 $ l 3,665.20 

Julia Pirillo 32 $ 413.00 $ 1,321.60 

Neil Williams 0.3 $ 413.00 $ 123.90 

Ralph D'Agostino 47.7 $ 508.00 $ 24,231.60 

Eric Poulin 21 $ 1.,100.00 $ 23,100.00 

Roy Willey 47 $ 1,100.00 $ S l ,700.00 

Paul Doolittle 53.6 $ 1.,500.00 $ 80,400.00 

TOTALS 219.6 $200,ll0.20 

9. The rates charged by Poulin (Willey (Anastopoulo are consistent with the rates that 

the firm charges in other contingent fee litigation. Poulin (Willey ~ Anastopoulo expended a total 

of 219.6 hours. Totallodestarbased on Poulin (Willey ~ Anastopoulo hourly rates is $200,110.20. 

3 
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10. Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo incurred and advanced a total of $1,104.00 in 

unreimbursed expenses in connection with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized 

as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Administrative Fees $300.00 

Court filing/Service F'ee(s) $804.00 

TOTAz: ~s,loa.00 

11. The expenses incurred by Poulin ~ Willey (Anastopoulo are reflected in the books 

and reccards contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invaices, and other 

billing records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the 

expenses for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were 

reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. 

The expenses are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in tha private 

legal. marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 7th day of February, 2Q23, at Charleston, Sauth 

Carolina. 

By: is/Paul Doolittle 
Paul Doolittle 
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In 2021 alone, Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo, LLC ("PWA") recovered over 

$5 ,000,000 on behalf of its clients. PWA employs over goo dedicated legal 

professionals, including 25+ attorneys. In addition, PWA is among the remaining few 

firms nationally that regularly tries cases to verdict. For this purpose, the Firm employs 

four full time investigators, and maintains an internal focus group and mock trial program 

that allow it to test and develop theories and case strategies from the outset. 

Notably, Poulin ~ Willey (Anastopoulo recently recovered $12,500,000 on behalf 

of students in In Re Columbia University Tuition Refund Litigation, l:2o-cv-o3208-JMF 

(S.D.N.Y.). To date, this is believed to be the largest settlement in Covid-19 tuition and 

fee refund litigation and the second largest per-student recovery. 

Paulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo has never utilized third party litigation funding and 

is committed to self-funding all of its cases on behalf of its clients. PWA is willing to 

commit whatever resources are necessary to adequately represent the Class in this matter. 

The Firm's founding member, Akim Anastopoulo, has been representing Plaintiffs 

for the majority of his over go years of practice, and has extensive experience in mass and 

class actions. 

Paulin ~ Wi11ey ~ Anastopoulo represented over 50o potential claimants in the In 

Re: Vioxx Products Liability Litigation, 2:o5-md-o165~-EEF-DEK. Likewise, the Firm 

represented over l,000 claimants in the In Re Baycol Prods.. Liab.. Litig., MDL No. 1431, 

Case No. 02-0160 (MJD/SRN) and State Actions Consolidated Under THE CIRCUIT 
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COURT OF THE THIRD JUDICIAL CIRCUIT Master File No.: 2oo2-CP-43-1041, where 

Mr. Anastopoulo served as lead counsel on twa state bellwether cases. 

Mr. Anastopoulo also served as joint lead counsel on multiple state cases that were 

eventually consolidated to a state class action regarding In Re O~cyContin Products 

Liability Class Action, and served as sole lead counsel in South Carolina's first opioid state 

action, Ken Love, et al Civil Action No.: O1-CP-38-1o5g (SC) vs. Purdue Pharma A, L.P, 

et. al. 

Mr. Anastopoulo also served on the Daubert Submissions committee for the 

Thimerosal Litigation MDL and represented hundreds of individual clients in In Re Diet 

Drugs (Phentermine, Fenfluramine, Deafenfluramine) Prods. Liab. Litig., 2oao U.S. Dist. 

LEXIS 12275, *47-48 (D. Pa. 2000). 

Mr. Anastopoulo is not alone, Mr. Roy Willey's experience in mass and class 

actions has also been recognized in his appointment to the Leadership Steering 

Committees in In re: January 2o2t Short Squeeze Tradition Litigation, 1:21-and-o298g 

(S.D. Fla), and In Re: Recalled Abbott Instant Formula Products Liability Litigation, 

1:22-cv-04148 (N.D. Ill). Most recently, Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo was appointed Co- 

Lead Counsel in Day v. GEICO Casualty Company et al, 5:21-cv-o21og (N.D. Cal.). 

Further, Mr. Doolittle, Director of the firm's Class and Mass Action Division, was recently 

appointed as class counsel in Smith v. Univ. of Pa.,_2:2o-cv-020$6 (E.D. Pa.) and In re 

Procter &amp; Gamble Aerosol Products Marketing &amp; Sales Practices Litigation, 

Case No. 2:22-MD-03025. 

The leadership team representing Poulin ~ Willey (Anastapoulo in this action has 

already been appointed Interim Lead or Co-Lead Counsel in numerous college refund 

matters including: the In Re Columbia University Tuition Refund Litigation, 1:20-cv-
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03208-JMF (S.D.N.Y.); Montesano v. Catholzc Universfty of America, 1:20-cv-or496 

(D.D.C.); Qureshi v. American Uniuersity,l:2o-cv-01141-CRC (D.D.C.), Faber v. Cornell 

University, g:2o-cv-oo46~-MAD (N.D.N.Y.), Bergeron v. Rochester Instztute of 

Technology, 6:20-cv-06283-CJS (W.D.N.Y.); In re: University of Miami COVID-z9 

Tuition and Fee Refund Litigation, 20-60851-AHS (S.D. Fla.); and Ford u. Rensselaer 

Polytechnic Institute, Case No. 2o-cv-oa47o (N.D.N.Y~. 

The leadership team representing Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo in this action leads 

the nation's trial bar in areas as diverse as insurance contract law and professional 

negligence, having recovered. over $55 million for clients in the last year alone. The team 

also serves in various national, state, and local leadership positions in an effort to give 

back to their communities. 

Recognized among America's Top loo High Stakes Litigators, by Super Lawyers 

and receiving top verdicts year after year in their respective jurisdictions, the attorneys of 

Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo are respected legal advocates who are known far aggressive 

and compassionate representation and who leave na stone unturned on behalf of their 

clients. 

~r~,r: ~' I"1C' 1111 

Email: Eric@akimlawfirm.com 

~` Education 
Presbyterian College, B.S. 
Charleston School of Law, J.D., magna cum laude 

3 
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Eric Poulin is the Director of Litigation at Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo, LLC, 
responsible for managing all litigation practice groups. Eric also serves as co-chair of the 
firm's College University Litigation Team, where he brings his leadership style known for 
aggressive representation and creative litigation solutions to bear for clients across the 
country. 

Eric has tried multiple cases to verdict, resulting in over $6o,ot~o,000 in single 
event personal injury jury verdicts. Licensed in California, Georgia, North Caralina, and 
South Carolina, together with many Federal District Courts, Eric has litigated hundreds 
or thousands of cases through settlement or verdict and has recovered aver 
$ ~ oo,000,000 for his clients over the course of his career. Eric has also handled appellate 
cases in the South Carolina Court of Appeals, the Sauth Carolina Supreme Court, and the 
4tli Circuit Court of Appeals. 

In 2016, Eric was tapped by the South Caralina Supreme Court to record a video 
CLE on insurance law as part of the State Bar's °Essentials" series that is required viewing 
far all new admittees to the Bar. 

Eric is a anember of the South Carolina AssQciatiol, of Justice and the American 
Association of Justice. Eric has been featured in South Carolina Lawyers Weekly's yearly 
top is verdicts and settlements profile for 3 of the Iasi 4 years. In 201q., Eric was featured 
in the U.S. Verdicts' "Top goo'° national verdicts report. Eric is a Super Lawyers' Rising 
Star, a National Trial Lawyers' Top 4o Under q.o recipient, and two-time National 
Academy of Professiolial Injury Attorneys' Top 10 Under 40 recipient. 

Eric is also a leading innovator and strong advocate for utilizing technology to 
further the practice of law and better represent his clients. Eric has written and lectured 
on the topic of utilizing technology at trial to present stronger cases to juries and has led 
his Law Firm's push to "go digital." This has resulted in increased efficiency across the 
board, lower costs, and better results for clients. 

Bar Admissions 

o State Bar of California 
• State Bar of Georgia 
• State Bar of North Carolina 
• State Bar of South Carolina 

• District of South Carolina 
• Eastern District of North Carolina 
a Middle District of North Carolina 

0 
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Western District of North Carolina 
• Central District of California 
* Northern District of California 
• Northern District of New York 
• District of Colorado 
• Northern District of Illinois General Bar 
• Western District of Texas 

(List Not Inclusive of Pro Flac Vice Admissions) 

• 2nd Circuit Court of Appeals 
• 4th Circuit Court of Appeals 
• 8th Circuit Court of Appeals 
• 11th Circuit Court of Appeals 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Appellate Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Commercial Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 
• Bad Faith Insurance Litigation 
• Wrongful Death Litigation 

Cases Pending in MDL 

• Incretin Mimetics MDL (Southern District of California) 
• Xarelto MDL (Eastern District of Louisiana} 
• Talcum Powder MDL (District of New Jersey) 
• Roundup MDL (Northern District of California) 

Selected Professional Awards &Recognition 

2014. TOP loo U.S. VERDICTS 
2016-18 SC LAWYERS WEEKLY -TOP to JURY VERDICTS / SE'IPTLEMENTS 
2oi~ SC LAWYERS WEEKLY -MOST IMPORTANT COURT OPINIONS 
2016-1~ NAT'L ACADEMY OF PERSONAL INJURY A'TTYS TOP to UNDER 40 
201g NAT'L TRIAL LAWYERS TOP 4o tTNDER 40 
201H-20 SUPER LAWYERS RISING STAR 

5 
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Presentations and Professional Education Programs 

December 2017 Advanced Trial Tactics 
December 2olb Advanced Trial Tactics 

Eric is most proud of the results he has garnered for his clients, including several 
significant seven-figure jury verdicts, more than $bo,aoo,000.ao in single event personal 
injury jury verdicts, and more than $100,000,000.00 recovered for clients. 

illy 

Email: Roy@akimlawfirm.com 

p° Education 
Harvard College, B.A. 
Charleston School of Law, J.D., cum laude 

Roy has been named among America's Top loo High Stakes Litigators, a Super 
Lawyers Rising Star, and in the National Top 10 Under 40, and he is well known for his 
community and professional involvement. He has achieved record results for his 
clients and is fond of encouraging all at the firm to treat each client like family. 

Nationally recognized as a leader in complex, contract based, and high 
stakes litigation, Roy is the Chairman of the Insurance Law Section for the American 
Association of Justice (AAJ), a national ca-chair of AAJ's Business Interruption Litigation 
Taskforce, and the state Chairman of South Carolina Equality (which is responsible for 
winning legalization ofsame-sex marriage in South ~aralina). On the local level he serves 
on the executive board of his local Charleston County Bar Association and a host of other 
non-profit boards and committees. 

In recoveries for clients he has had a jury verdict named among the largest verdicts 
in the nation, is a multi-year winner of top verdicts in South Carolina where he regularly 
tries complex cases, and he is regularly called on by political leadership for advice on 
complex issues. He is a known problem solver, with a servant's heart. 

Bar Admissions 

• State Bar of South Carolina 
• State Bar of Kentucky 

G 
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District of Sauth Carolina 
District of Colorado 

• Northern District of Illinois General Bar 
• Northern District of New York 
• Western District of Texas 

(List Not Inclusive of Pro Hac Vice Admissions) 

• 2nd Circuit Court of Appeals 
• 4th Circuit Court of Appeals 
• 9th Circuit Court of Appeals 
• 11th Circuit Court of Appeals 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
a Appellate Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Commercial Litigation 
* Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 
• Bad Faith Insurance Litigation 

Wrongful Death Litigation 

Cases Pending in MDL 

• Incretin Mimetics MDL (Southern District of California) 
• Xarelto MDL (Eastern District of Louisiana) 
• Talcum Powder MDL (District of New Jersey) 
• Roundup MDL (Northern District of California) 
• January 2021 Short Squeeze Trading Litigation (Southern District of 

Florida) —Chair of Plaintiff s Steering Committee 
• Zantac MDL (Southern District of Florida) 
• Procter &Gamble Aerosol Products Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation 

(Southern District of Ohio) 
• Recalled Abbott Infant Formula Products Liability Litigation (Not Assigned) 
• Johnson &Johnson Aerosol Sunscreen Marketing, Sales Practices and Product 

Liability Litigation (Southern District of Florida) 
• Philips Recalled CPAP, Bi-PAP, and Mechanical Ventilator Products Liability 

Litigation (Western District of Pennsylvania) 
• Paraquat Products Liability Litigation (Southern District of Illinois) 

~l 
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Professional and Philanthropic Involvement 

AMERICAN ASSOC. FOR JUSTICE (AAJ) -INSURANCE SECTION 
Chairman, National Executive Board 

• AAJ BUSINESS INTERRUPTION LITIGATION TASKFORCE 
National Co-Chair 

SOUTH CAROLINA EQUALITY 
Chairman of the Board 

• CHARLESTQN COtT]VTI' BAR ASSOCIATION 
Executive Committee Member 

Selected Professional Awards &Recognition 

2014 TOP loo U.S. VERDICTS 
2016-18 SC LAWYERS WEEKLY -TOP to JURY VERDICTS /SETTLEMENTS 
201'] SC LAWYERS WEEKLY -MOST IMPORTANT COURT OPINIONS 
2016-1~ NAT'L ACADEMY OF PERSONAL INJURY ATTYS TOP io UNDER 40 
2018-19 .AMERICA'S TOP loo HIGH STAKES LITIGATORS 
201$-2o SUPER LAWYERS RISING STAR 

Professional Education Programs Presented 

• South Carolina Association of Justice Annual Conference 
Topic: FLSA and Collective Actions —Focusing on Certification 

• South Carolina Small Firm Business Luncheon 
Topic: FLSA and Collective Actions —Focusing on Your Practice (March 
2015) 

Wrongful Death Litigation Start to Finish CLE 
Topic: Upholding Ethical Standards in Wrongful Death Cases (February 
2017) 

Ultimate Guide to Evidence CLE 
Topic: Using Motions to Exclude Evidence &Legal Ethics of Evid. (August 201) 

• Advanced Trial Tactics CLE -Topic: Ethics (December 2010 
• Legal Ethics: Top Challenges CLE 

Topic: Online Ethics &Duties to Prospective Clients (February 2018) 
• Top Trial Strategies the Pros Use to Win Their Cases CLE 

Topic: Effective Exhibits and Courtroom Technology (November 2018) 
• Webinar: Navigating Pre-Litigation Business Interruption Bad Faith Claims CLE 

Moderator (May 2a2o) 
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Email: Akim@akimla~rm.com 

Education 
University of Louisville 
University of South Carolina, J.D. 

.Akim has been practicing law for more than 3o years, representing tens of 
thousands of consumers and individuals who have been injured due to corporate 
malfeasance and negligence. He is the founder and chair of Paulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo, 
LLC, formerly known as Anastopoulo Law Firm, a national law firm that has represented 
clients across the United States during that time. 

Bar Admissions 

• State Bar of South Carolina 
• District of South Carolina 

(List Not Inclusive of Pro Hac Vice Admissions) 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Commercial Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tart Litigation 
~ Bad Faith Insurance Litigation 
• Wrongful Death Litigation 
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Email: ~auldC~akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
University of South Carolina, B.A. 
.University of South Carolina School of Law, J.D. 

Mr. Doolittle is an experienced trial attorney who has been recognized for his 
courtroom skills and verdicts. He feels helping ordinary people have their day in court is 
a great honor. He is proud to help level the playing field far individuals and is relentless 
is seeking justice far his clients. 

Mr. Doolittle attended the University of South Carolina School of Law for his legal 
education where he graduated in the top 20 0 of his class. After law school, Mr. Doolittle 
worked at Foster &Foster handling a vast array of cases from auto accidents to complex 
automobile dealer buy/sell transactions. .After gaining experience in and out of the court 
room, Mr. Doolittle joined Motley Rice where he eventually became partner. Mr. Doolittle 
co-chaired the firm's Catastrophic Injury Group which was started to handle the firm's 
most complex and high damage cases at the firm. He stills hold the highest verdict ever 
received in a Minnesota asbestos trial. At Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo, LLC, Mr. 
Doolittle is the Director of the Class Action and Mass Tort Division. 

Bar Admissions 

• State of South Carolina 

• District of South Carolina 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tart Litigation 
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"~~ Email: Constance@akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
University of Virginia, B.A. 
University of North Carolina School of Law, J.D. 

p

Constance Anastopoulo was the 2018 Democratic 
Nominee for SC Attorney General and won more votes than any other woman 
in SC history, including former Gov. Nikki Haley. She currently serves as an 
associate professor at the Charleston School of Law, where she lectures on torts, insurance 
law, and professional responsibility. She has been named "Professor of the Year" and an 
honoree of the Black Law Students' Association for "Commitment to Bringing About 
Meaningful Legal and Political Change." She is currently of counsel at Poulin ~ Willey ~ 
Anastopoulo, LLC, where she is a trusted. mentor and advisor to the firm's lawyers, 
including the firm's College and University Litigation Team. 

Bar Admissions 

• State Bar of South Carolina 
• District of South Carolina 

(List Not Inclusive of Pro Hac Vice Admissions) 
• United States Federal Court of Claims 
• 4th Circuit Court of Appeals 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Appellate Litigation 
+ Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 
• Catastrophic Injury Litigation 
• Bad Faith Insurance Litigation 

Litigation Leadership 
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In Re: O~vcantin, Plaintiffs' Class Counsel Committee (200-2008) 

Gaskins v. Southern Farm Bureau, 354 S.C. 416 (2003) 
Top ten most important decisions by SC Lawyers Weekly far 2003 

Professional and Philanthropic Involvement 

• JAMES L. PETIGRU .AMERICAN INN C1F COURT 
Member 

• INSTITUTE OF INTERNATIONAL AND COMPARATIVE LAW at STETSON 
UNIV. 

Visiting Professor 
• THE RILEY INSTITUTE AT FURMAN UNIVERSITY 

Diversity Fellow 
• LEAGUE OF WOMEN VOTERS CHARLESTON AREA 

Vice President, Board 
+ COLLEGE OF CHARLESTON WOMEN AND GENDER STUDIES 

Chair, Board of Advisors 

Professional Education Publications and Programs 

• A New Twist on Remedies: Judicial Assignment of Bad Faith Claims 
Indiana L. Rev., Vol. 50, No. 3 (2017 

• Taking No Prisoners: Captive Insurance as an A~ternatiUe to Traditional or 
Commercial Insurattce - 8 Ohio St. Entrepren. Bus. L.J. 209 (2013) 

• Race and Gender on the Bench: How Best to Achfeue Diuersity in Judicial 
Selection 

8 Nw. J. L. & Soc. Poly. 174 (2013). 

• Where's the Outrage: "Outrageous" Conduct in Analyzing the Tort of Intentional 
Infliction of Emotional Distress in the Wake of Wider v. Phelps 

19 Tex. Wesleyan L. Rev. b67 (2013) 

• Bad Faith: Building a House of Strazv, Sticks, or Bricks -Memphis L. Rev., Vol. 
43, Bk. 3 (2012) 

• Teaching Privacy in the Age of Octomom —Enhancing Case/Socratic Method 
with Structured Class Discussion, 44 Val. U. L. Rev. 3g1(2ol0) 

+ Bad Faith in South Carolina Insurance Contracts: From TuQer River Pine Co. v. 
Maryland Cas. Co. to Mitchell v. Fortis Ins. CO. - 22 S.C. Law. 1$ (July 2010). 

12 
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• Bad Faith in 1Vorth Carolina Insurance Contracts: A Growing Part of Insurance 
Practice -Published in June Zola Issue of Narth Carolina Bar Journal. 

• How Judicial Selection Impacts the Criminal Justice System 
Presenter February 25, 2oY3 

• The State of the Judiciary: From Resew^ch to Reality Organizer and Moderator 
of Panel presented at conclusion of the League of Wornen Voters of South 
Carolina's two-year study of the judicial selection process in South Carolina. 
University of South Carolina School of Law, Columbia, SC. August lo, 2012 

• Insurance Law —Advanced Uninsured MotoristjUnderinsured Motorist Law 
Seminar 

Ethics Presenter - Presenting on "Ethical Traps to Avoid" 

• Insurance Law —"Ethical Considerations"Presenter -December 6, 2011 

• Judicial Selection in South Carolina Coastal Carolina University Moderator of 
panel consisting of Justice Kaye Hearn, S.C. Supreme Court; Counselor Leslie 
Caggiolla, counsel to Commission on Judicial Conduct; Rep. George Hearn, S.C. 
House of Representatives; Solicitor Ernest Finney, III; and Judge Jennifer 
Wilson. 

• The Impact of the Judicial Process on Citizens; Why Does Judicial Diversity and 
Independence Matter Francis Marion University PanelistfPresenter 

• Ensuring Judicial Independence and Diversity in South Carolina Drganizer and 
moderator of Forum. October 2010 

• State Constitutional Reform in the New South Panelist/moderator discussing 
judicial selection process in South Carolina with panelists including Chief Justice 
Jean H. Tool, Judge Alex Sanders, Rep James Smith, S.C. House of 
Representatives. 

• ~Iudicial Selection in South Carolina —Ensuring Quality, Diversity, and 
Independence 

l3 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-9 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 20 of 26  PAGEID #: 1273



'~~~ Email: l~lake~?akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
~~ , ~~ ~ >" Illinois State University, B.S., Biology 

Charleston School of Law, J.D., cum laude 

Blake is an associate attorney that is currently involved in class 
action litigation. Eager to begin practicing, Blake graduated from 
Charleston School of Law in two years' time, and was a recipient of 
the Presidential Honors Scholarship. In addition to law school, 

Blake interned at the Medical University of South Carolina, served as the Sergeant at 
Arms on the Charleston School of Law Moat Court Board, and instructed as a Legal 
Research and Writing Fellow. 

Prior to law school, Blake was a collegiate baseball player as well as a high school 
valedictorian. He enjoys staying active by golfing and running. 

Bar Admissions 

• State of South Carolina 
State of North Carolina 

• District of South Carolina 
• Northern District of New York 
• District of Colorado 
• 2nd Circuit Court of Appeals 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 

Honors 
• Presidential Honors 
• Charleston School of Law Dean's List 
• CALI Award: Pleadings &Practice 
• Moot Court Board Sergeant at Arms 
• Phi Delta Phi Honors Society 

l4 
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Email: ral~h.dagostina(~akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
Syracuse University, B.A. 
Wake Forest University School of Law, J.D. 

• Washington, D.C. 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 

i ~ ~ 

Email: jacquelined(~akimlawfirm.com 

~,. Education 
``k St. Lawrence University, B.S. . ~~ 

Vermont Law School, J.D. 

• State of South Carolina 

Practice .Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 
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Email: juliap@akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
West Virginia Universifiy, B.A. 
West Virginia University College of Law, J.D. 

Bar Admissions 

State of West Virginia 

Practice .Areas 

Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 

~~r~~~rt ~'~ Gl~~s 

Email: Herb@akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
State University of New York at Albany, B.A. 

LL ~ Charleston School of Law, J.D. 

Herb is a Senior Associate at Poulin ~ Willey (Anastopoulo, LLC and concentrates 
his practice in the areas of personal injury, general negligence, and products liability 
cases. Herb has successfully represented thousands of injured South Carolinians and 
recovered millions of dollars on their behalf due to the negligence of others, large 
corporations, and government entities. Herb recently recovered over $g5o,000.0o for a 
client who was rear ended by a careless driver. 

Over the past five years, Herb has been an active member of the Charleston County 
Bar. Prior to joining PWA, Mr. Glass worked at boutique civil litigation firm and 
represented people and small businesses throughout South Carolina. 

Bar Admissions 
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• State of South Carolina 

Honors and Associations 

• Charleston School of Law Dean's List 
• CALI Award for Future Excellence-Business Associations 
• Finalist for the National Football Foundation National Scholar-Athlete of the 

Year Award presented by Fidelity Investments (2x11) 
• Semi-Finalist for the William V. Campbell Trophy (2011) 
• Academic All-Conference (200$-2011) 

Selected Publications and Presentations 

Workouts -The Various Tools in the Toolbox for Working out Troubled Real 
Estate 
Loans, January 2x14, NBI (Assisted Senior Partner in drafting/uncredited) 

Lea e . J ~ pries 

Email: Lane cr akimlawfirm,cam 

~P ~ ~~ucation 
` ~ ~• i? ~ ~, Charleston School of Law, J.D, summa cum laude 

College of Charleston, B.S. zn Siology, summa. cum laude 
St Andrews Presbyterian Callege, B.A. in Business Administration 

Prior to becoming an attorney, Lane spent twenty years in business, during which 
he founded, built, and ultimately sold. several businesses in the hospitality and yachting 
industries. At the Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoula, Lane leads the firm's commercial and 
Construction Liability Diviszon where he takes an the nation's largest corporations and 
construction firms. 

~ State of South Carolina 
District of South Carolina 

~ 2a13 National Tax. Moat Court 1st Place team 
2~1g National Tax Moot court hest C?ralist 
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2a1q National Tax Moot Court 1st Place team 
2014 T~Tatiorlal Tax Moot Court Best Qralist 
15 CALI Excellence for the Future Awards 

;. t 1 

Email: chase.coble(a~akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
Elan University, B.A. 
University of South Carolina School of Law, J.D. 

~~ s _ Inc~i~x Shaw 

~~ ~ Email: India@akimlawfirm.com 
-~_; 

~~~`~~~ ~ ~ Education 
North Carolina A&T State University, B.A. 

~n~ ~~. North Carolina Central University, J.D. 

India has been at Poulin ~ Willey ~ Anastopoulo in Charleston, SC since 201 . India 
grew up in Charleston, SC, where her desire to practice law began. She graduated from 
North Carolina Central University School of Law with a Certification in Taxation. Her 
time at the firm has involved helping clients navigate through traumatic incidents in civil 
litigation, as well as through financial and lien negotiations. Her goal with every client is 
to ensure they are on the right path to attaining justice. She also has a passion for serving 
the underserved, is a devoted runner, and is an active member of her church. 

Bar Admissions 

• District of Columbia 
• State of South Carolina 
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Email: jake.nixon(~akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
Arizona State University, B.A. 
Charleston School of Law, J.D., su~n~na cum laude 

Bar Admissions 

• State of South Carolina 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 

1 _, 

Email: neil,williams@akimlawfirm.com 

Education 
University of South Carolina, B.A. 
Charleston Schaol of Law, J.D. 

Bar Admissions 

• State of South Carolina 

Practice Areas 

• Complex Litigation 
• Class Action Litigation 
• Products Liability Litigation 
• Mass Tort Litigation 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO? 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Peocter & Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey ~ascura 

DECLARATION OF AMBER L. SCI-IUBERT ON BEHALF 4F 
SCHUBERT JONCKHEER & KOLBE LLP IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Ainber L. Schubert, declare as fo]lows: 

I am a partner in the law firm of Sc}lubert Jonekheer &Kolbe LLP (the "Schubert 

Firm"), counsel for Settlement Class Representatives Cheri Casolari, Dan Lewis, Berenice Bernier, 

Chaka Tl~eus, and Sondra Trent (S.D. Ohio No. 22-cv-00235) and. one of Settlement Class Counsel 

in the above-captioned action (thc "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

Together with my partner Dustin L. Sebubert, we were the lawyers at the Schubert 

Firm charged with the primary responsibility for the work done by my firm i~n the Action. We 

oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in the Action and supervised tl~e Schubert 

Firm's lawyers and support staff who worked on the case. While we personally devoted time to 

the case, we have utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake or work with us on particular 
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tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and ]save utilized more junior 

attonleys to work on matters more appropriate to il~eir experience levels. 

4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's resume, the Schubert Firm has substantial experience in 

litigating consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. The Schubert Finn's compensation for services rendered and reimbursement for 

out-of-pocket expenses was wholly colltinge~nt on the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' 

fees and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject of 

any prior request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. The Schubert Firm devoted a total of 174.3 hours to the commencement, litigation, 

and resolution of the Action through December 3l , 2022. These hours are based on 

contemporaneous time records maintained by the Schubert Firm's lawyers and staff. My firm 

reviewed the entries to confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses committed to the 

Action, and entries were deleted or reduced whenever doubts existed about the utility of the task 

or reasonableness of the time billed. The time reflected in the Schubert Firm's lodestar calculation 

is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and successful 

resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks the Schubert Firni perforn~ed in coordination with other 

Settlement Class Counsel included: review and research of inforniation related to the settlement, 

including backup discovery materials; providing edits to the draft settlement agreement; 

attendane~ and participation i11 Court status conferences; review, research, and providing edits to 
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plaintiffs' opening and reply briefs to the preliminary approval motion; and telephone calls, 

correspondence, aild other communications with the Schubert Firm's five clients regarding the 

case stanis, settlement, and execution of the settlement agreement. 

$. The following table shows the time expended by the Schubert Firm's attorneys and 

staff: 

PROFESSIONAL HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Robert C. Schubert (.P) 6.2 $97S $6,045.00 

Willem F. Joncicheer (P) 1.1 $875 $962.50 

Dustin L. Schubert (P) 104.6 $775 $81,065.00 

Amber L. Schubert (P) 28.2 $775 $21.,855.00 

Kathryn Y. McCauley (A) (former) 0.7 $550 $385.00 

Alexandra Green (A) (farmer) 19,8 $350 $6,930.00 

Skylar Schoemig (PL) 13.7 $275 $3,767.50 

TOTALS 174.3 $121,010.00 

• (P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL} Paralegal 

9. The rates charged by the Schubert Firm are consistent with t ie rates that the fine 

charges in other contingent fee litigation. The Schubert Firm expended a total of 1.74.3 hours. 

Total lodestar based on the Schubert Firm's hourly rates is $121,010,00. 

1.0. The Schubert Firm incurred and advanced a total of $5,065.0$ in m~reimbursed 

expenses in connection with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized as fellows: 

3 
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CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Computer &Other Legal Rasearcl~ Fees (Lexis/PACER) $1.99.65 

Notice Costs to Prospective Clients $4,$65.43 

TOTAL X5,065.08 

11. The expenses incurred by the Schubert Firm are reflected in the books and r~cards 

contemporaneously prepared by the firm fram expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of Expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in aino~unt and were xeasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of`the litigation and settlement of the Action. Tlae expenses 

are all of a type that would narmally be charged to afee-paying client in the private legal 

marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America. that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 6th day of February, 2023, at San Francisco, 

California. 

By: /s/Amber L. Scl~uhert 
Amber L. Schubert 
Schubert Jonck}icer &Kolbe LLP 

4 
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Schubert Jonckheer &Kolbe LLP 

Together with its predecessor firms, Schubert Janekheer &Kolbe LLP has been in operation for 
over thirty-five years. In addition to prosecutii3g cases iil California federal and state courts, the 
firm has been actively involved in securities, antitrust, unfair canipetitian, and employment class 
actions throughout the U~Zited States. Schubert Janckheer &Kolbe leas served as Lead Counsel 
or Ca-Lead Counsel in class actions and shareholder derivative actions that have produced 
recoveries valued at over $850 i1~illian. 

Tucker• v. Serus~iy, No. CV-02-5212 (AEH) {Ala. Cir., Jefferson Cty.). Go-Lead Counsel 
in shareholder derivative action on behalf of HealthSouth Corporation alleging breaches of 
fiduciary duty and insider trading arising from a restatement of financial results. Plaintiffs 
won partial summary judgment against former Chief Executive Officer Richard Scrushy 
for restitution. of $47.8 millioiz. Plaintiffs also settled Healt}~South's claims against 
additional directors and officers for $100 nlillioi~ and against its ~investnlent banker for an 
additional $133 million. At trial against Mr. Scrushy on additional claims, Plaintiffs 
obtained a $2.9 billion judgment, which was later upheld by the Alabama Supreme Court. 

Zn re Goole AdWor~ds Litigation, No. 5:08-CV-03369-E1D (N.D. Cal.). Lead Counsel 
for nationwide class of advertisers alleging Google placid their ads on low-qualitiy parked 
domains and error pages in violation of California's false advertising laws. We obtained a. 
$22.5 mi11io11 settlement on behalf of over one million class menmbers, which was finally 
approved in tl~e Northern District of California. 

Cia~essoni et al. a United States, No. L• 15-ev-00938-LAS (Fed. Gl.). Co-Counsel. for 
nationwide class of raisin growers alleging that the federal government's practice of 
setting aside a portion of their raisin crop constituted an unconstitutional taking of private 
property for public use in violation of the Fifth Amendment of the U.S. Constitution. We 
obtained an $$5.$ million settlement on behalf of over 6,000 raisin growers who opted-in 
to the class, which was finally approved by the U.S. Court of Federal. Claims. 

Foertra~er v. Tl~e Gillette Company, No. 12-CV-403 (M.D. Fla.). Ca-Lead Counsel in. 
nationwide consumer class action alleging false and misleading advertising of certain 
Duracell batteries regarding the batteries° longevity, in violation of various state laws. We 
obtained a settlement valued at approximately $50 million on behalf of approximately 
7.26 million class members. 

In re The Home Depot, Inc. Shareholder' Derivative Litigation, No. 1:15-CV-2999-TWT 
(1~I.D. Ga.). Co-Lead CounsEl in shareholder dErivative action alleging breaches of 
fiduciary duty against certain officers and directors concerning Tl~e Home Depot 2014 
data breach, We successfully resolved the litigation through settlement by causing The 
Homy Depot to enact comprehensive corporate governance reforms aild structural 
improvements to its data security protocols. 

tY~at:sh & McL,e~zfiafa Companies, Ir e. derivative Litigation, No. 753-VCS (.Del. Ch.). As 
co-counsel, we helped obtain a $205 million settlement in a shareholder derivative action 
brought on behalf of Marsh &McLennan Companies ("MMG"). The complaint alleged 

Schubert Jonckheer &Kolbe LLP 1 sjk,law 
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that MMC, the world's Iaxgest insurance broker, failed to adegti~ately disclose that it was 
paid commissions to steer ins~lrance business to favored companies. Whei1 the practices 
were revealed, MMC paid huge ~ncs, to the detriment of its shareholders. 

3M TrarrspaNent Tape Cases, No. 4:00-2810-GW (N.D. Cal.). Co-Lead Counsel in 
nationwide ailtitrus~ class action on behalf ofpurchasers of 3M transparent tape. Plaintiffs 
claimed that 3M maintained an unlawful monopoly in the market for invisible and 
transparent tape designed to restrict the availability of lower-priced comparable products 
to carlsumers algid maintain supracompetitive prices for its own retail. products. We 
obtained a settlement valued at approximately $42 million. 

Bon~revitle Pacific Corporation Securities Litigation, Na. 2:92-C-0181-DS (D. Utah). 
Co-Lead Counsel in securities class action involving fraudulent financial stateincnts by a 
power cogeneration company. We obtained settlements totaling $26 million for the class, 
which recovered l 00°/o of its damages, in anc of the largest securities fraud cases in Utah 
history. We also obtained an important decision from the Utah Supreme Court holding 
that plaintiffs need not plead or prove reliance under the Utah Uniform. Securities Act. 

Qwest Communications International, Inc. Derivative Litigation, No. 02-CV-81$8 
(Colo. Dist. Gt., Denver). Co-Lead Counsel in shareholder derivative action alteging 
breaches of fiduciary duty and insider trading arising out of the telecommunications 
co~rnpany's earnings restatement. We obtained a $25 million settlement on the company's 
behalf. 

■ Pfeiffer• v. Toll, No. 4140-VCL (Del. Ch.). Primary counsel in shareholder derivative 
action alleging breaches of fiduciary duty and insider trading arising out of missed 
earnings ;projections. We recovered a $l 6.25 million settlement on the company's behalf 
and obtained a key legal ruling rejecting the argument that Delaware's leading insider 
trading precedent should be overruled. Pfeiffer v. Toll, 989 A.2d 683 (DeL Ch. 2010). 

Current Court-Appointed Leadership Positions 

■ Nalick v. Seagate Technology LLC, No. CGC-15-5477$7 (C~1. Super. Ct.). Class 
Counsel for certified class of Califor7~ia consumers who purchased allegedly defective 
hard disk drives in violation of Califonlia consumer protection and false advertising laws. 

Fisher v. United States, No. 13-CV-608-MMS (Fed. Cl.). Lead Cau~~nsel in shareholder 
derivative action on behalf of Fannie Mae alle~in~ unconstitutional taking of private 
property against U.S. govErnment based on net worth sweep of all profits. 

■ In se MacSook Keyhoa~d Litigatian~, No. 5:1$-cv-02813-EJD-VKD (N.D. Cal.). 
Member of the Executive Committee in consumer class action asserting consumer 
protection and common law claims based on the sale of allegedly defective laptop 
keyboards. 
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■ In re Myriad Geizeties, Inc. Stockholder Derivative Litigation, I`~Io. 2021. -0686-SG (Del, 
Ch.). Go-Lead Counsel in shareholder derivative action alleging breaches of fiduciary 
duty against certain of Myriad Genetics, Inc.'s officers and directors. 

• I~2 re Mattel, lnc. Stocklzol~le~ DeNivative Denaa~~d Refusal Litigation, No. 2021-0782-
IvITZ (Del. Ch.). Co-Lead Coui7sel i~n shareholder derivative action alleging breaches of 
fiduciary duty against certain of Mattel, Ine.'s officers and directors a11d additional claiii~s 
against the campaizy's auditor. 

■ ha re Lor^dstown Motors Corp. Stocklzaldel• Derivative Litigation, No. 2021-1049-LWW 
(Del, C1~.). CaLead Counsel in shareholder derivative action alleging breaches of 
fiduciary duty and additional claims against certain of Lordstown. Motors Corp.'s officers 
and directors. 

■ In re Procter .& Ganxble Aerosol Products Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation, 
No. 22-n1d-3025 (S.D. Ohio). Member of the Settl~mellt Class Counsel in consumer class 
action asserting consumer protection claims based on the sale of eertaul aerosol productis 
allegedly containing tl~e carcinogen benzene. 

In re RenovaCare Derivative Litigation, No. 21-cv-20569 (D.N.1.). Co-Lead Counsel in 
shareholder derivative action. alleging breaches of f.iduciary duty against certain of 
RenovaCare, Inc.'s officers and directors. 

Attorneys 

Robert C. Schubert received a B.S. degree from the New York State School of Industrial a71d 
Labor Relations at Cornell University in 1966, where he graduated first in his class, He received 
his J.D. cum laude from Harvard Law Sehoo] in 1969, after which he taught law at Columbia 
University and Golden GatE University. He has activEly practiced law at both the trial and 
appellate levels. He specializes in complex litigation, particularly securities and antitrust class 
actions and shareholder dcriva~tive suits. He is a member of the state and fEderal bars of 
California, Massachusetts, and New York. Since 1971, he has also arbitrated numerous disputes 
for the FEderal Mediation aild Conciliation Service. He is the author of several published articles 
and lectures on class actions at the University of California Hastings College of the Law. Mr. 
Schubert was selected to Super Lawyers frain 2007-20109 and 2013-2022. 

Willem F. Jonekheer received his B.A. degree from Colgate University in 1990. He was 
awarded his J.D. degree in 1995 from the University of San Francisco School. of Law, where he 
served as an article editor on the USF Maritime Law Journal and participated in tale Philip C. 
Jessup International Law Moot Court Competition. Mr. Jonckheer was a law intern with the 
Pacific Stock Exchange, where he researched regulatory issues affecting national securities 
exchal~ges, and the U.S. Securities &Exchange Commission, where he worked an enforcement 
cases. Since 2012, Mr. Jonckheer has been. a member of the Board of Trustees of Live Oak 
School, an independent K-8 school in San Francisco, where he served as Chairman of the Audit 
Committee, and as a member of select committees on Head of School compensation and school 
bylaws. Mr. Jonekheer is a member of the Northern California Chapter of the Netherland-
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America Foundation, are ~rganiza~ion dedicated to bilateral cult~iral ~xchai~ge between the 
NethErlands and tl~e United States. He was admitted to tl7e State Bar of California in ly9S. 

Miranda P. Kolbe received her B.A. from Hamilton College. She was awarded leer J.D. degree 
from the University of ealiforilia at Berkeley, Boalt Hall, where she won. the Prosser Prize in 
Civil Procedure and the Moot Court Advocacy Award. Slle served as air Instructor for Boalt's 
Legal Research and Writing class and interned at the Prison Law Office in San Quentin, 
California, She later served as a legal researcher in the Civil Division of the San Francisco 
Superior Court. Ms. Kolbe has participated in numerous continuing litigation. programs as an 
expert on consumer class actions. Ms. Kolbe was selected to Super Lawyers from 2019-2022. 

Dustin L. Schubert received his B.A. from the University of California, Berkeley in 2403. He 
was awarded his J.D. degree in 2007 from Vanderbilt University Law School. Mr. Schubert was 
admitted to the State Bar of California ii12007, He previously interned witl~~ the San Francisco 
Superior Court for the Hon. A. James Robertson II and for Bay Area Legal Aid. Mr. Sehub~rt 
was selected to Super Lawyers Rising Stars for 2017 and to Super Lawyers for 2021-2022. 

Amber L. Schubert received her J,D. cu»z laude from the University of San Fraueisco School of 
Law in 2011, where she served. as Editor-in-Chief of the USF Law Review. lVls. Schubert 
authored a comment titled Pe~lacementJustice oi~a the U:S. SuprerrzE~ Court: The Use of 
Tempo~~ary.7atistices to Resolve the Recusal Conui~c~ra~~n, 4b U.S.F. L. Rev. 215 (2011), and was 
awarded Best C)ral Argument in the Moot Court Program. Prior to law school, Amber worked as 
the Qnline Editor for the Center for American Progress i11 Washington, DC and served as the 
Online Media Manager for the 2004 Democratic National Convention in Boston, MA. She has 
also served as part of the National Advance Staff for the Kent'-Edwards campaign and former 
Vice President Al Gore. Sloe received her B.A. from the University of California, Berkeley in 
2003. Ms. Schubert was selected to Super Lawyers Rising Stars for 2021. 

Gregory T. Stuart received his J.D. from the University ofCalifornia at Davis School of Law in 
2005. in 2002, Mr. Stuart was awarded a B.S. in Business Administration, cum lai~ide, with a. 
minor in Philosophy, from Hur~abaldt State University. He participates in most aspects of the 
firm's practice but has over a decade of focused experience in document discovery, representing 
both producing and receiving parties during that time. 

Samhita Collur received her J.D. cunt laude from the University of Wisconsin Law School in 
2022, where she was a member of the Moot Court team, a Note and Comment Editor for the 
Wisconsin I:ntcrnational Law Jounlal (WILJ), and the Community Ghair for an immigrants' 
rights student organization. Ms. Collur authored and published a comment titled India's 
Secularism Iclentit~~ Crzsis TI~i-ough the Lens vf`the Sabar~inaala Ji~dgmei2t, 39 Wis. Int. L.J. 301 
(2022). Sne was also awarded "Best Oral Advocate" for her performance in a first amendment 
moot court competition. During law school, slle worked for her school's immigration clinic and 
interned for Justice Jill Karofsky of the Wisconsin Supreme Court. Prior to law school, shy 
worked for a ilon~profit financial services provider in the Bay Area. 

Lila Garlinghouse received her J.D. czam laa~zde from the University of San Francisco 5cl~ool of 
Law in 2022, where she served as Symposium Editor of the USF Law Review. IVIs. Garlinghouse 
was athird-place overall competitor in the Saul Lefkowitz Moot Court Competition on 
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Trademarks, as we11 as a Research Assistant oll Professor Lara Bazelon's book, Ambitious Like c~ 
Mother (2Q22). Throughout law school, sloe was an intern at. the Capital Post-Conviction Project 
of Louisiana, where she worked tin host-conviction capital cases, and was a certified law clerk 
for the Public Defel~der's Office of Contra Casta County. Ms. Garlingliouse is also in the process 
~f publishing a cotzlment with tl~e LISF Law Review for the upcoming issue. Before attending 
law school, slle worked as a carparate immigration paralegal. She was a congressional inte~~n for- 
t2ie 20th Distriet~ under Congressman Sam Farr. She received her B.A. in English Literahue f`roin 
the University of California, Santa Cruz in 201.5. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF C1FII~ 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson. 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATICIN OF MICHAEL R. REESE ON BEHALF OF 
REESE LLP IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Michael R. Reese, declare as follows: 

1. I any the managing partner of the law firm of Reese LLP, counsel for Haley Canaday 

and one of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action") 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement. of expenses in connection with services rendered i» the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Reese LLP and charged with the primary responsibility for- the 

work done by my grin in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in 

the Action and supervised the lawyers who worked on the case. While I have personally devoted 

time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firan and at our co-counsel firm to undertake 

or work with me on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, 

and I have utilized more junior attorneys to work on matters more appropriate to their experience 

levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in Iny firm and their experience and qualifcatioras 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident front my firm's resume, Reese LLP has substantial experience in litigating 

consumer products ac~io~ls and similar complex litigation. 

5. Reese LLP's compensation for services rendered and reiinburseinent for out-of-

pocket expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the Action. None of the attorneys' fees 

and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject of any 

prior request ar prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Reese LLP devoted a total. of 94.0 hours to the commencement, litigation, and 

resolution of the Action. These hours are based on eontemporanec~us dine reco~•ds maintained by 

the lawyers and staff of Reese LLP, Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the 

entries to confirm the reasol~abteness of the time and expenses committed t~o the Action, and 1 

deleted ar reduced entl-ies whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of 

the time billed. The time reflected in the Reese LLP lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount 

and was reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Reese LLA performed. in coordination with other Settlement 

Class Counsel, included: negotiation of the settlement, discussions regarding the settlement with 

Iny client Naley Canaday, review of information related to the settlement; review and editing of 

the settlement; review and editing of the motions for preliminary approval, 

0 
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$. Thy fa(lowing.table shows the time expended by Reese LLF attorneys and staff 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Michael R. Reese (P) 79.1 $1300 $102,830 

George V. Granade (P) 19 $1 '100 $2,090 

Charles D. Moore (SC} 13.0 $950 $12,350 

TCITALS 94.0 $117,270 

• (P) Partner, (A) Associate, (SC) Senior Counsel, (PL} Paralegal 

y. The rates charged by Reese LLP are consistent with the rates that the firm charges 

in other contingent fee litigation and have been approved of by federal courts. Reese LLP 

expended a total of 94 hours. Total lodestar based on Reese LLP's hourly rates is $1 ] 7,270. 

10. Reese LLP i»curred arld advanced a total of $ 402 in unreiinbursed expenses in 

connection wit11 prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGQRY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related. expenses 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 

Court Filing/Service Fees} $4p2 

Reproduction (internal) 

Expert 

Mediation Cast 

TOTAL: $4Q2 

3 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-11 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 4 of 10  PAGEID #: 1294



11. The expensEs incurred by Reese LLP are reflected in tl~e books and records 

contemporaneously prepared by the arm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other• billing 

records, a~~d are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. 1 have reviewed tl~e expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement cif tl~e Action. The expenses 

are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private legal 

marketplace. 

l declare under penalty of per jury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. .Executed this 6th day of February, 2023, at New Yolk, New York. 

~~~ 

By: Michael R Reese 
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r. ►. 

Reese LLP represents consumers i~a a wide ~rz~ay of class action litigation thraughaut tl~e nation. 
The attorneys of Reese LLP are skilled litigators with years of experience in federal and state 
courts. Reese LLP is based in New York, New York with offices also in Ga]ifornia a~1d 
Minnesota.. 

Recent a11d cl~rrent cases litigated by the attor~~eys of Reese LLP' on behalf of co»sulners include 
the following: 

In. re Fairlife Milk 1'~~ducls Marketing c~nd Sales PracticEs Ling., case no. 1:19-cv-03924 (N.D. 
Illinois){';case involving milk products allegedly mislabeled), In re Hill's Pet Nutrition, Inc. Dig 
Food Products Liability ~itig., case no. l9-md-2$87-JAR-TT (D. Kansas)(case involving 
contaminated pet food),• Hcrsefnann v. Gerber Prr~c~ucts ~'c~., case no. 15-cv-02995-MKB-RER 
(E.D.N.Y.)(case involving misrepresentation of health benefits of baby formula in violatio~~ of 
New York consumer protection laws); Worth v. CVS Pl~ar~mac~, Inc., case no. 16-ev-0049$ 
(E.D.N.Y.)(class action for alleged 1r~isrepresentations regarding hea1t11 benefits of dietary 
supplement); Roper v. Big Heart Pet Bi°ands, Inc., case no. 19-cv-00406-DAD (E.D. Cal.)(class 
action regarding pet food); Acke~mar~ v. The Coca-C:alc~ Cc~., 09-CV-0395 (.iG} (RML} 
(E.D.N.Y.)(class action for violation of California and New York's consumer protection laws 
pertaining to health beverages); Ra~aapoNt-Hecht v. Seventh Ge~r~ration, lnc., l4-cv-9087-KMK 
(S.D.N.Y.)(class action for violation of California and New York's consumer protection laws 
pertaining to personal care products); Berksor~ v. GoGo, LLC.", 14-cv-1199-JWB-LW 
(E.D.N.Y.)(class action regarding improper automatic renewal clauses); Chzn v, RC:N 
CoNp~rativn, 0$-cv-7349 RJS (S.D.N.Y.)(class action for violation of Virginia's consumer 
protection law by I.S.P. throttling consumers' use of Internet); Boc~oin v. Impeccable L.L.C., 
Index, No. 601801/08 (N.Y. Sup. Ct.){individual action for conspiracy and fraud); Huyer v. 
Wells Fargo & Co., 08-CV-507 (S.D. Iowa)(class action for violation. of the RICO Act 
pertaining to mortgage related fees); Mufphy v. DirecTV, Inc., 07-CV-06545 FMC (C.D. 
Cal.)(class action for violation of California's consumer protection laws); Bain v. Silver Pint 
Capztal Partne~•ship LAP, Index No. 11.4284/06 (N.Y. Sup. Ct.)(individual action far breach of 
contract and fraud), Szemcrs v. Wells F'arga c~ Co., C-OS-4518 WI~A (N.D. Cal.)(class action for 
violation of ~+ 10(b) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 pertaining to i~r~proper miltual fund 
fees); Dover Capital Ltd. v. GaZvex Estonia OlI, Index No. l 13485/06 (N.Y. Sup. Ct.)(individual 
action for breach of contract involving an Eastern European steel company); All-Star Carts and 
Vehicles• Inc. v. BFl C:"anada Income Fund, 08-C~V-1816 LDW (E.D.N,~.)(class action for 
violation of the Sherman Antitrust Act pertaining to waste hauling services for small businesses 
on Long Island); Petlack v. S.C. Johnsa~t & Son, .Inc., 08-CV-00820 CNC (E.D. 
Wisconsin)(class action for violation of Wisconsin consumer protection law pertaining to 
environmental benefits of household cleani~~g products), Wong v, Alacer C'or~~., (San Francisco 
Superior Courf)(class action for violation of California's consumer protection laws pertaining to 
deceptive representations regarding health benefits of dietary supplement's ability to improve 
iinmuile system); Hc~we~^tort v. Cargill, Inc. {D. Hawaii)(class action for violation of various 
consumer protection laws regarding sugar substitute); Yao v. Wendy's International, Inc., 07-
CV-04515 FMC (C.D. Cal.)(class action for violation of Califonlia's consumer protection laws 
pertail~ing~ to adverse health effects of partially hydrogenated oils in popular food products). 
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The Attorneys of Reese LLP 
Michael R. Reese 

Mr. Reese is t11e fau»ding part~ler of Reese LLP where he liti;ates co~~sumer pratectic~n class 
actions. Prior to entering private practice, Mr. Reese served as an assistal~t district attorney at the 
Malihattan .District AtCorney's C}f~ce where he served as a trial attorney prosecuting violent and 
white-cc~ilar crime. 

Victories by Mr. Reese and his ~r~n include a $2l million class settlement in Zn re F'airl fe Milk 
~'rodr~cls Ma~^keting andSales P~°czctices Litig., case a1o. l :19-cv-03924-RMD (N.D, Illinois); a 
$12.5 million dollar class settlement in Irz ~~~ Hill's Pet Nutr~itio~a, Inc. Dog Food PNUc~ucts 
Liability Ling., case no. 19-md-28$7-JAR-TT {D. Kansas) for pet owners whc~ bought 
contaminated pet food, a $6.1 millio~~ class action settlement in Hcawertan v. Cargill, Inc. (D. 
Hawaii) ~01~ consumers of Truvia branded sweete»er; a $6.4 million class actio~~ settlement in the 
matter of Wong v. Alacer Card. (S.F. Superior Court) for consumers of Emergen-C branded 
dietary supplement; and, a $25 millio~l dollar settlement for mortgagees in Huyer v. Wells Fargo 
& Co. (S.D. Iowa). 

Mr-. Reese and his firm are frequently appointed as co-lead counsel in multi-district litigations, 
including, but not limited to In re Fairlife Milk Products tVlarkezing and Sales Pi^actices Ling.; 
case no. 1:19-cv-03924-RMD (N.D. Illinois); Irz ~~e Hill'.s Pet Nutritr'on, Inc. Dog Food P1rodi~cts 
Liability Li~ig., case nc~. ] 9-md-2887-JAR-TT (D. Kansas), Tn re Vztczmirrwater~ Sales cznd 
Marketing Practices Liti~., case no. 'll-md-2215-DLI-RML (E.D.N.Y.); and, In t°e Frig-Lay 
N.A. "All-Natural"Sales c~ Marketing~,itig., case no. 12-md-02413-RRM-RLM (E.D.N.Y.}. 

Mr. Reese is a frequent lecturer and author on issues of class actions. Mr. Reese co-hosts an 
annual two day conference with Professor Michael Ro~ber~s of UCLA that includes panels on 
class action. litigation; presents an class action litigation at the annual conference of the 
Gonstuner Brands Association; and, presents regularly at the Union Internationale des Advocate 
Annual Congress. 

Recent articles on class actions appear in publications by the American Bar Association; the 
Union ]nternationaie des Advocate; and the illinais State Bar Association. 

Mr. Reese is also an executive committee member of the Plaintiffs' Class Action Roundtable, 
where he lectures on an annual basis on issues related to class actions. 

Mr. Reese is a member of the sate bars of New York and California as well as numerous federal 
district and appellate courts. Mr. Reese received his juris doctorate from the University of 
Virginia in 1.996 and his bachelor's degree from New College in 1993. 
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Sue J. Nam 

Ms. Nam is based in New York where she focuses on consumes- class actions. Ms, Nam also 
buns the appellate practice at the firm and has represented clients before the Second and Ninth 
Circuits, as well as The Court of Appeals in New York. Ms. Nam also specialized in copyright 
law and represents photographers and other visuaC artists wl~a lave had their copyright protected 
works infringed. 

Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Nam was the Genera] Coupsel for NexCen Brands, Inc., a publicly 
traded company that owned a portfo]io of consumer brands in food, fashion and homeware. 

Previously, Ms. Nam was Inte]lectual Property Counsel and Assistant Corporate Secretary at 
Prudential Financial, Inc., and she was an associate specializing in intellectual property and 
litigation at the law firms of Brobeck Phleger &Harrison LLP in San E`raneisco, California and 
Gibson Dunn & Crutcher LLP in New York, New Yark. 

Ms. Nam clerked for the Second Circuit prior to joining private practice 

Ms. Nam received her juris doctorate from Yale Law School in 1994. S11e received a bachelor's 
degree with distinction from Northwestern University in 1991. 

Carlos F. Ramirez 

Mr. Ramirez is an accomplished trial attonley based in New York, where he focuses his practice 
on the litigation of consumer class actions. Prior to entering private practice in 2001, Mr. 
Ramirez served as an Assistant D~istriet Attorney at the Manhattan District Attorney's Office 
where he served as a trial attorney prosecuting bath violent and white-collar crimes, 

Previous and current consumer fraud class actions litigated by Mr. Ramirez include Hasem~nn v. 
Gee°her Products Co., case no. J 5-ev-02995-MKB-RER (E.DN.Y.}(case involving 
misrepresentation of health benefits of baby formula in violation of New York consumer 
protection laws); C'oe v. Genef~al Mills, Inc., No. l5-cv-51 l2-TEH (N.D. Cal.) (involving false 
advertisement claims relating to the Cheerios Protein breakfast cereal); In s•e Santa Fe Natural 
T~bc~cca Company Marketing & SaZ~s Practices Litigation, ] 6-md-2695-JBJLF 
(D.N.M.)(involving the deceptive marketing of cigarettes as "natural" and "`additive free"); and, 
Latncrr v. ?'he Coca-Cola Co~rzpany, et al., No. 17-CA-4801 (D.C. Superior Ct.) {involving the 
deceptive mat•keting of sugar drinks as safe for health). 

Mr. Ramirez is a member of the state bars of New York and New Jersey. He is also a member of 
the bars of the U.S. District Courts for the Eastern .District of New Yark and Southern District of 
New York. Mr. Ramirez received his juris doctorate from the Fordham University School of Law 
in 1..997 and. his bachelor's degree from CUNY-Joh Jay College in 1994. 
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George V. Grenade II 

Mr. Grenade is a partner at Reese LLP based i1~ Lc~s Angeles, California, where he focuses orr 
consumer class actions. Cases Mr. Grenade has worked an include: Bczr~~on i~. Sr~yde~~'s-Lance, 
Ir~c., No. 0:13-cv-6249b-JAL (S.D. Fla.); In re: ~'~-ito-Lay North An~~et~iccz, .Inc°. `All Natural" 
Litz~cxtian, No. 1. :12-md-02413-RRM-RLM (E.D.N.Y.) (involving "SunChips," "Tostitos," and 
`Bean Dip" products Labeled as "natural" and allEgedly containing genetically-modified 
organisms); and Martin v. Cargill, hzc., Na. 0:13-cv-02563-RHK-J.(C (D. Minn.) (invcalving~ 
"Truvia" sweetener product labeled as "natural" and allegedly containing highly processed 
ingredients}. 

Mr. Grenade received his juris doctorate from New York University School of Law in 2Q1 l . Ne 
received a master's degree from the University of Georgia at Athens in 2005 with di~tinetion and 
a bachelor's degree from the University of Georgia at Athens in 2Q03, magna cum laisde and 
with High Honors. 

Mr. Grenade is a member of the state bars of Georgia, New Yark; and California. He is also a 
member of the bai• of the U.S. Courts of Appeals far the Second Circuit and Ninth Circuit, as 
well as the bars of the U.S. District Courts for the .Eastern District of New York, Southern 
District of New York, Western District of New York, Not-thern District of New York, Sautherra 
District of Illinois, Northern District of Illinois, Northern District of California, Southern District 
of California, Central District of California, and Eastern District of California. 

Charles D. Moore 

Mr. Moore is based in Minneapolis, Minnesota where he focuses on both consumer as welt as 
employment class actions. 

Mr. Moore has worked on a number of high profile class actions at Reese LLP as well as his 
prior firm where he worked as ca-counsel with Reese LLP o~1 numerous matters. Nis notable 
cases include Marino v. Coach, Irze., Case. No. l :16-cv-01122-VEC (OTW) (Lead} (S.D.N.Y.) 
(involving deceptive reference pricing in the sale of outlet m~rehandise); Rapc~rpoNt-Hecht v. 
Seventh Generation, Inc., Case No. 7:14-cv-09087-KMK (S.D.N.Y.) (involving the deceptive 
advertising of household products as "natural"); Gay v. Tom's of.Mairze, lnc., Case No. 0:14-cv-
60604-KMM (S.D. Fla.) (involving deceptive advertising of personal care products as "natural"}: 
F~ahber~ v. C'unaberland Packing CoYp., Case No. 1.:14-ev-00748-KAM-RLM (E.D.N.Y.) 
(involving deceptive advertising of food products as "natural"}; Baharenstan v. Venus 
Laborcztof•zes, hoc. d/l~la Earth Friendly Prodidets, Inc., Case No. 3:15-cv-03578-EDL (N.D. Cal.} 
(involving deceptive advertising of household products as "natural"); .Sienkaniec v. Ubei° 
Technologies, Inc., Case No. 17-cv-04489-PJS-FLN (D. Minn.) (involving the miselassi~cation 
of Uber drivers as independent contractors); Dang v. Samsung Electronics Co., 673 F. App'x 779 
(9th Cir. 20]7} (cent denzec~ 138 S. Ct. 203) (rejecting shrink-wrap terms iii California for 
purposes of arbitration). 

Mr. Moore is a member of the state bar of Minnesota. He is also a member of the bar of the U.S. 
District Court for the District of Minnesota. Mr. Moore received his juris doctorate from 
Hemline University School of Law in 2013, and his bachelor's degree from the University of 
North Dakota in 2007. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF OHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Jude Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF KILEY LYNN GROMBACHER ON BEHALF OF 
BRADLEY/GROMBACHER LLP IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Kiley Lynn Groinbacher, declare as follows: 

1. 1 am a partner in the 1a~w firm of Bradley/Grombacher LLP (`BG"}, counsel for 

Nancy Martinez a~1d ane of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Actian"). 

2. I submit this Declaration. in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. l am the lawyer at BG charged with the primary responsibility for the work. done 

by my firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my firm in the Action 

and supervised BG lawyers and support staff whc~ worked on tl~e case. While I have personally 

devoted time to the case, 1 have utilized other attorneys at Iny fine to undertake or work with me 

on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I have utilized 

more junior attorneys to work on ina~tters more appropriate to their• experience levels. 

4. The background of the attorneys in my arm and their experience and c~ualifcations 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 
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Exhibit A. As is evide~it from my firm's resume, BG has substantial experience i» litigating 

conswner products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. BG compensation fot• services a•endered and reimbursement for out-of-pocket 

expenses was wholly contingent on the success of tl~e Action. None of the attonieys' fees and 

expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source car have been the subject of any prior 

request ar prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6, BG devoted a total of $0.60 hours to the commencement, litigation, and resolution 

of the Action. These lours are based on contemporaneous dine records maiiltainecl by the BG 

lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries to can~rm the 

reasonableness of the tine and expenses committed to the Action, and I deleted ar reduced entries 

whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time billed. The time 

reflected in the BG lodestar calculation is i•easo~lable in amount and was reasonably necessary fc~r 

the effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks BG performed in coordination with other Settlement Glass 

Counsel, included: attending group calls with other Settlement Class Counsel to discuss legal 

strategy, decisions, and assignment of tasks; participating in settlement discussions, attending the 

mediation aild providing input on mediation brief; attendance at JPML hearing; participating in 

calls and communication with defense counsel regarding the Protective Order; providing input and 

edits on the settlement agreement and its terms; providing a draft protective order for use in 

discovery; reading and editing the draft of plaintiffs' motion far preliminary approval, contacting 

administrators and receiving bids for administration, providing Che Cow-t with information 

regarding similar settlements during hearings. 
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$, The following table shows the time expended by BG attorneys and staff: 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Kiley Grombacher (P) 68.3 $850.00 $58,3 ] 0.00 

Fernando Valle (PL) 27.0 $1.75.00 $3,027.50 

Suzette Boucher (PL) .4 $275.00 $110.00 

Maria Valle (PL) 2.2 $2'75.00 $605.00 

TOTALS 98.2 $62,052.50 

• (F) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

y. ~ 1 ~I~e rates charged by 13Ci are coilslstent with the rates that the firm charges in other 

contingent fee litigation. BG expended. a total of 98.2 hours. Total lodestar based on BG hourly 

rates is $6,052.50. 

10. BG incurl-ed and advanced a total of $4,788.72 in unreimbu.rsed expenses in 

connection with prosecuting t11e Action. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses $q.,~g8,72 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (LexislWestlaw/Bloomberg) waived 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 

Court Filing/Service Fees) 

Postage waived 

Reproduction (Internal) 

Expert _ 

3 
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Mediation Cost 

TOTAL: $r~,~gg,72 

11. The expenses incurred by BG are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. The expenses 

are all of a type that would normally be chaxged to afee-paying client in the private legal 

marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 3r~ day of February, 2023, at Westlake Village, 

California. 

By: 
Kiley Grornbacher 
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BradleylGrombacher LIP (the "Firm") is a law firm based in Los Angeles, California. 
The Firm is actively engaged in complex litigation, emphasizing on consumer, 
human rights, and employment class actions. The Firm is well-respected for both 
the zealous advocacy with which it represents its clients' interests, as well as, the 
highly-professional and ethical manner by which it achieves results. The Firm's 
unparalleled experience and capabilities in these fields are based upon the 
talents of its attorneys wha have successfully prosecuted hundreds of class-action 
lawsuits. 

Bradley/Grombacher LAP was formed in 2016, and, since that time, the Firm has 
recovered more than Fifty Million dollars ($50,000,000) for injured class members. 
Prior to such formation, the Partners at Bradley/Grombacher LLP were 
instrumental in recovering over Eight Nundred Million dollars ($840,000,000) on 
behalf of workers and consumers including the following settlements: 

a. Guttierez v. State Farm Mutual, Superior Court for the State of California, 
County of Los Angeles. The case settled for $135 million just prior to trial. 

b. Bednar v. Allstate Insurance Company, Superior Court for the State of 
California, County of Los Angeles. The case settled for $120 million just 
prior to trial. 

c. Roberts v. Coast National insurance, Superior Court for the State of 
California, County of Orange. The case settled at arbitration for an 
amount in excess of $18 million. 

d. CNA Class Action Litigation, Superior Court for the State of California, 
County of Los Angeles. The case settled for $33 million. 
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e. Dotson v. Royal SunAlliance, Superior Court for the State of California, 
County of Orange. The case settled for $12.3 million. 

f. Parris v. Lowe's Home Improvement, Superior Court for the State of 
California, County of Los Angeles. The case settled for $29.5 million. 

g. Pardo v. Toyota Motor Sales, et al., Superior Court for the State of 
California, County of Los Angeles. The case settled for $7.75 million. 

h. SmithJBallard v. Wal-Mart Stores, Inc. The action was certified and 
settled for $86 million. 

i. Hoyng v, A4N, Superior Court for the State of California, County of Los 
Angeles. The case settled for $10.5 million. 

j. Heather Stern et al v. New Cingular Wireless Services Inc., United States 
District Court for the Central District of California. Class action settlement 
worth up to $250 million. 

k. In Re Bank of America Wage and Hour Employment Practices Litigation, 
MDR 2138, United States District Court for the District of Kansas. The case 
settled for $73 million. 

I. H & R Block Litigation, United States District Court for the Northern District 
of California. Class certified, and settlement of $35 million. 

m. Roberts v. TJ Maxx of CA LLG., United States District Court for the Northern 
District of California. Class action settlement of $8.5 million. 

n. Brenner v. Kevifa, Inc., Superior Court, State of California, County of 
Ventura(Case No. 56-2017-00502340-CU-FR-VTAj. Settlement with total 
estimated value of available monetary benefits that could have been 
claim equaling more than $5,000,OOOand injunctive relief valuing 
between $2b,200,446.76 and$34,397,145.69. 

Principals 

Kiley Lvnn Grombacher 

Kiley Grombacher been a member of the State Bar of California since 2006. 
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Ms. Grombacher's involvement in various forms of class action litigation spans more than 

a decade during which time 1 have litigated hundreds of class actions. Ms. Grombacher 

began my legal career at Arias, Ozzello & Gignac where I specialized in and gained 

extensive experience litigating consumer cases. Thereafter, Ms. Grombacher joined 

Marlin &Saltzman in 2010 where she focused her practice almost exclusively on class, 

collective and enforcement actions including the reported case, Faulkinbury v. 8ayd & 

Associates, which clarified the holding in a seminal case, Brinker Restaurant Corp, v. 

Superior Court to establish that legality of certain company policies could be determined 

an a class-wide basis even if the application of the polices varies by individual. 

Ms. Grombacher has been appointed either lead or co-lead counsel 

including cases in multi-district litigation or coordinated proceedings where I worked 

collaboratively and cooperatively with co-counsel to bring about an efficient and beneficial 

resolution for all class members as the above results demonstrate. 

Ms. Grombacher has argued cases before trial courts and courts of appeal. Ner 

writings an legal topics pertaining to class and representative actions have appeared in 

professional publications and she has been called upon to speak at conferences and 

seminars for professional organizations. I have also been honored as a Rising Star andlor 

Super Lawyer in the area of class actions by Los Angeles Magazine far multiple years 

including the current year. 

Marcus Bradley 

Marcus Bradley is the founder and senior partner of Bradley/Grombacher LLP. 

An accomplished trial attorney with more than 22 years of litigation experience, Mark 

represents clients in matters including complex consumer litigation, class actions, mass 

torts, product liability, personal injury, and more. e is licensed to practice in all California 
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state courts and the U.S, district courts for the northern, central, southern and eastern 

districts of California as well as the U.S. Court of Appeals far the Ninth Circuit. 

Active in professional organizations, Mark is a member of the American 

Association far Justice, the Consumer Attorneys of California, the Consumer Attorneys of 

Los Angeles, the Los Angeles County Bar Association, and The State Bar of California, 

among other groups. He also participates in numerous charitable and community 

organizations. 

Mark's writings on legal topics have been widely published and he is frequently 

called upon to speak at conferences and seminars for professional organizations. 
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BRADLEY GROMBACHER LlP 
Transaction Report 

All Dates 

Data Name MemotDescription bepit Credit Balance 
P&G {2D220176) 

03!22{2022 Unrtetl Alrlinms Flight (v JPML hearing 7&1.60 666.80 
03/2212022 American Airlines American Airlitif~s reNYn tilgt~( from JPML hearing 777,5@ 7,559.19 
63/2412022 Uber Uber from Hotel to JPML Haariny 31.56 ~,590.7b 
P3/75/2t122 poita Flight to Mediation 778.61 2,367.36 
03/28/2022 United Airiinea FIlght from Metl3atioii E,6t.fi0 3,028.96 
~3l29/2022 UbP.r Uber from Metlladon to Airport 85.84 3,114,80 
03/2912Q2`t CMT CHICAGO Transportation Gam Airpun to City 60.90 3,'178.70 
a3/30,~Z022 lotlging Metliallon Hotel 786.34 3,862.09 
03/3072022 LAX Parking Airport Parkng for Metliation ifi0.00 4,662.09 
64/0112022 Mmrnptt Bonvoy Hotai Notal for JPML Hearing 657.82 A,719.91 
04/02!2022 LA%SMARTPARKING Parking for JPML Nearino 100A0 4,Ai9.91 

Total for P&G 120220110) S 4,818.41 
TOTAL S 4,819.97 

Montlay, Jan 09, 202310:56;46 AM GMT-B -Accrual Basis 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-12 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 12 of 12  PAGEID #: 1312



><.. .~y~ 

W '!v 
''¢ 

;i: :~ 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-13 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 1 of 8  PAGEID #: 1313



UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF (JHIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-md-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey ~ascura 

DECLARATION OF R. JASON RICNARDS ON BEHALF OF AYLSTOCK, WITKIN, 
KREIS, & OVERHOLTZ, PLLC IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

T, R. Jason Richards, declare as follows: 

I ain a Partner in the law firm of Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLG, 

counsel for the Plaintiffs Nancy Martinez, Evan Clarke, and Lagre~ory Bonner, and one of 

Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this .Declaration in support of zny firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer charged with the primary responsibility for the work done by n1y 

firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my arm ii1 the Acton and 

supervised my firm's lawyers and support staff who worked on the case. While I leave personally 

devoted time tc~ the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake or work with m~ 

on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I have utilized 

more junior attorneys to work on matters more appropriate to their experience levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our firm's ResumE attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident fi-om my firm's resume, Aylstock, Witkin, Kieis, & C)verholtz, PLLC has 

substantial experience in litigating consumer products actions and similar complex litigation. 

5. Ayls~ock, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC's compensation for services rendered 

and re~imbursemcnt for out-of-pocket expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the Aetion. 

None of tl~e attorneys' fees ox expe~zses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have 

been the subject of any pr~iar request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding, 

b. Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC devoted a total of 104 hours to the 

commencement, litigation, and resolution of the Action. These flours are based on 

contemporaneous time records maintained by the Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC 

lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries to confirm the 

rEasonableness of the time and expenses committEd to the Actioli, and I deleted or reduced entries 

whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time billed. The time 

reflected in the Aylstock, Witkill, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLG lodestar calculation is reasonable in 

amount and was reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution al~d successful resolution of 

the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC performed in 

coordination with other Settlement Class Counsel, included: Attending group calls with other 

Settlement Class Counsel to discuss legal strategy, decisions, and assignment of tasks; providing 

input and edits on the settlement agreement and its terms; providing a draft p~•otective order for 

use in diseoveiy; reading and editing the draft of plaintiffs' motion for preliminary approval; 

2 
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providing a draft section for inclusion in plaialtiffs' brief in oppositiozl to Honik's opposition to 

preliminary approval. 

8. The followialg table shows the dime expended by Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & 

C)verholtz, PLLC attorneys and staff: 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

R. Jason Richards (P) 50 $1,100 

Bryan F. Aylstoek (P) 54 $1,100 

TOTALS 104 $114,40Q 

(P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

9. Tl~e rates charged by Aylstack, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC are consistent 

with the rates that the arm charges in other contingent fee litigation. Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & 

Overholtz, PLLC expended a total of 104 attoniey hours. Total lodestar based on Aylstock, 

Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC hourly rates is $1,100.00. 

10. Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC incurred and advanced a total of 

$32,015.10 ii1 unreimbursed expenses in connection with prosecuting the Action. The expenses 

are summarized as follows: 

3 
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CATEGQRY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses 7, 5$.50 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (Lexis/Westlaw/Bloomberg) 409.72 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 16.00 

Court Filingl5erviee Fees) 402.00 

Postage _ 

Reproductio~~ (Internal) 18,00 

Expert 23,21 p,gg 

Mediation Cost 

TOTAL: 32,01.5.10 

11. The expenses incurred by Aylstock, Witkin, Kreis, & Overholtz, PLLC are 

reflected in the books and records contemporaneously prepared. by the firn~ from. expense 

vouchers, invoices, and other billing records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually 

incurred. I have reviewed the Expenses for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are 

reasonable in amount and were reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation 

and settlement of the Action. The expenses are all of a type that would normally be charged to a 

fee-paying client in the private legal marketplace. 

I declare under pe~naltyof perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 6 day of February, 2023, at Pensacola, Florida 

By: /slR. Jason Richards 
R Jason Richards 
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Bryan F. Aylstock 
AYLSTOCK, WITKIN, KREIS 
& OVERHOLTZ, PLLG 
17 E. Main Street, Ste. 200 
Pensacola, Flarida 32602 
T: (8S0) 2fl2-1010 
F: (8S0) 91 b-7449 
baylstock@awkolaw.cotn 
j ri chards~iz7 awkalaw. com 

16179967.1 
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With twenty-four attorneys and over three hundred staff members, Aylstock, W.itkin, Kreis, & 
Overholtz (AWKO) has the resources, infrastruct~uxe, and experience to prosecute even the most 
complex national litigations. Tlie firm utilizes a robust case management database designed for 
use i~7 complex litigation, which can track client cornmuni.eations, written pleadings, 
correspondence, and other case information for tens of thousands of matters and clients. AWKO 
employs a~i on-site IT team of database administrators, software developers, and network 
adl~ninistrators to remain on the cutting edge of litigation and claims administration technology. 

Courts around the country have appointed AWKO's attorneys to positions of leadership in a 
variety of national litigations, including serving as the Lead Counsel in the 3M Combat Arms 
Earplug Product Liability Litiga~tian (MDL 2995} before the Honorable M. Casey Rodgers and as 
oi~e of three court-appointed Coordinating Co-Lead Counsel overseeing the Plaintiffs' Steering 
Carnmittees (PSC) in seven different MDLs before the Honorable Joseph R. Goodwin in the 
Trans-Vaginal Mesh Litigation. involving over 86,000 filed cases. Other notable examples 
include: 

• Co-Lead Counsel — In re Recalled Abbott Infant Formula Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 3037 
• Co-Lead Counsel — In rc Ethicon, Inc., Pelvic Repair System Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2327 
• Ca-Lead Counsel — In re Mentor Corp. Obtape Transobturator Sling Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 
2004 
• Go-Lead Counsel — In re Viagra Prods. Liab. Ling., MDL l 724 
• Ca-Lead Counsel and Co-Chair of Discovery Committee — In Avandia Marketing Sales Pract. 
& Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 1871 
• Co-Lead Counsel and Executive Committee Member — In re Effexar (Venlafaxine 
Hydrochloride) Prods. Liab. Litig, MDL 2458 
• Liaison Counsel — In re Abilify Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2734 
• Plaintiffs' Executive Committee — In re Elnliron (Pentosan F'olysulfate Sodium) Prods. Liab. 
Litig., MDL 2973 
• Plaintiffs' Executive Committee and Co-C11air — In re Proton-Pump Inhibitor Prods. Liab. 
Litig., MDL 2789 
• Plaintiffs' Executive Committee — In re Fluorquinolone Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2642 
• Plaintiffs' Executive Committee & Multi-District Coordinator — In re Effexar (Venlafaxine 
Hydrochloride) Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2458 
• Plaintiffs° Executive Committee — In re Incretin Mimetics Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2452 
• Plaintiffs' Executive Committee — In re Pradaxa (Dabigatran Etexilate} Prods. Liab. Litig., 
MDL 2385 
• Coordinating Counsel — In re Zoloft (Sertraline Hydrochloride} Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2342 
• Plaintiffs' Steering Committee and Settlement Review Committee — In re Actos (Pioglitazone) 
Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2299 
• Plaintiffs' Steering Committee — In re Stryker Rejuvenate and ABGII Hip Implant Prods. Liab. 
Litig., MDL 2441 
• Plaintiffs' Steering Committee — In re Ethicon, Ulc. Power Morcellator Prods. Liab. Litig., 
MDL 2652 
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• Plaintiffs' Steering Cor~lmittee — Tn re Xar~lto (Rivaroxaban) Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 2592 
• Plaintiffs' Steering Committee — In re Zimn7er NexGen Knee Implant Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 
2272 
• Plaintiffs' Steering Cainmi~tee — In re Biomet M2a Magnum Hip Implant Prods. Liab. Litig., 
MDL 2391 
• Plaintiffs' Steeril~g Committee — I.n re Stryker Rejuvenate and ABGII Hip Implant Prods. Liab. 
Litig., MDL 2441 
• Plaintiffs' Steering Committee —Iii re Fleet Oral Sadium Phosphate Liao. Ling., MDL 2Q&~ 

Plaintiffs' Steering Committee — In re Trasylol Prods. Liab. Litig., MDL 1928 

Judges nationwide ~Iso routinely appoint AWKO attorneys to committees and subco~mmit~ees 
with diverse robs and responsibili~ies too numerous to set forth comprehensively herein. 

CLASS ACTIONS 

The ftrm's attorneys lave significa~~t experience as lead counsel in class litigation in natio~lal and 
state class actions, including: 

• h7 ~~e:.Iohnson & Johrzsort Sunscreen fnarketing, Scrles Pr•aetices a~ncl Products Lial~ili~~ 
Litig., MDL Docket No. 3015 (S.D. Fla.) (Co-Lead Counsel); 
• In re. MCI Non-Subscriber Telepl2one Rates Litig., MDL Docket No. 1275 (S.D, Ill); 
• I~~a y~e: Amerzca Ortlzne, Irac. Version 5.0 Software Litig., MDL Docket No. 1341 (S.D. 
Fla); 
• Ouellette ~v. Wal-Mart, Circuit Court, Washington Ca., Fla., Case No. 67-Ol-CA-32; 
•Ira r-e: DiyClean ZISA Lizig., Circuit Court, Dade Co., Fla., Case No. 02-27169-CA-27; 
• Ira re: Shell D~fectiue Gas Litigatiarz, Circuit Court, Dade Co., Florida, Case No. 04-
12297-CA-10; 
• Begley v Ocwen Loafs Servicing., LLC, Case No. 3:16-cv-00149-MCR-CJK (N.D. Fla.); 
and 
• Hinote, et al. v. F'orc~Moto~^ Corn~arzy, et ul,, Circuit Court, Escambia Co., Fla., Case 
Na 2004-CA-01658. 

Mer~lbers of the firm have also litigated other national class action. cases, including: lra re: Homey 
Transshipping Z,ifigation, 13-cv-02905, {N.D. I11.}; Cottrell, et czl. v. Alcori Lczl~orataries, et al., 
3:14-cv-05859 (Dist. of N.J.); Gustavesen, et al. v. Alcon Laboratories, 1;14-11961 (Dist. of 
Mass.); In re: Microso ft Antitrust Litigatic~», MDL Docket No. 1332 (D, Md.); as well as 
numerous state court class actions such as Zn re: Baker v. Baptist Hospital, Inc., Circuit Court, 
Santa Rosa County, Florida, Case No. 201 D-CA-1591; Patel v. Citizens PropeNty Ins, CUrp., 
Circuit Court, Escambia County, Florida, No, OS-284; and ~,owyy v. Vanguard Fire & Cas. Ca, 
Circuit Court, Santa Rosa County, Florida, Case No. OS-674, 

AWKO attorneys present and publish. nationwide on diverse topics pertinent to litigating 
complex, medical product liability cases, including ESI, general and specific discovery topics, 
legal issues, scientific and medical tropics, as well as claims administration. 
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF C?HIO 

EASTERN DIVISION 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 

Products Marketing and Sales 
Practices Lifigatian 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-and-3Q25 

Judge Nlicl7ael H. t~Vatson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATI(JN OF CARL V. MALMSTROM ON BEHALF 4F 
WOLF ~IALDENSTEIN IN SUPP(?RT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTICIN 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Carl V. Holmstrom, declare as follows: 

1. I am Of Counsel in the law firm of Wolf Haldeilstein Adler Freeman &Herz LLC 

("WolfHaldenstein"), counsel for Marianna Campbell and one of Settlement Class Catulse] in the 

above-captioned. action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attor~~eys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered iii the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Wolf Haldenstein and charged with the primary responsibility 

for the work done by my frrm ill the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation activities for my 

fii-~n in the Action and supervised Wolf Haldenstein lawyers and support staff who worked on the 

ease. While I have personally devoted time to the case, I have utilized other attorneys at my firm 

to undertake or work with me on particular tasks appropriate to their levels of expertise, skill, and 

experience, and I have utilized more junior attorneys to work on matters more appropriate to their 

experience levels. 
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4, The background of the attorneys in n1y firm and their experience and qualifications 

in complex consumer products litigation is set forth in our fil-~n's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from zny firm's resume, Wolf Haldezxstein leas substantial experience in 

Iitigatirlg consumer products actions and similar eorn~~alex litigatia~l. 

5. WolfHaldenstein's campensatiai~ for services retldered and reimbursement far c~ut-

of-pocket expenses was w~iolly contingent an the success of the Action. None of the attor~leys' 

fees and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the subject of 

any prior request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Wolf Haldenstein and its local counsel devoted a total of 10.9 hours to the 

cormnencement, litigation, and resolution of the Action. These hours are based on 

contemporaneous time records illaintained by Wolf Haldenstein and Zo11 &Kranz LLC lawyers 

and staff. Based on my familiarity wit1~ the Action, I reviewed the entries to confirm the 

reasonableness of the tine and expenses committed to the Action, and I deleted or reduced entries 

whenever I had. doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of the time billed. The time 

reflected in the Wolf Haldenstein's lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and was 

reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Wolf Haldenstein and Zoll & .Kranz performed in coordination 

with other Settlement Class Counsela included: researching and investigating the issues in the case; 

communicating with and being retained by Plaintiff Marianna Campbell; preparing and filing the 

complaint and my pro hc~c vice; attending telephonic status 1learings with the Court; and reviewing 

the proposed settlement. 

2 
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8. The following table shows the time expended by Wolf Haldenstein and Zoll & 

Kranz attor7ieys and staff. 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Carl V. Malmstrom (OC) 2.7 $S60 $1,512.Q0 

Mielielle Kranz (P) 2.5 $500 $1,250.00 

Cara Wa11(P) d.2 $500 $100.00 

Blake Weimari (A) 3.7 $300 $1,110.00 

Angela Stoldt (PL) l .d $125.00 $125.00 

TOTALS $4097.Q0 

• (P) Partner, (A} Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

~. l he rates charged by Wolf Haldenstein and Zoll &Kranz are consistent with the 

rates that the firm charges in other cotltingent fee litigation. Wolf Haldenstein a11d Zoll &Kranz 

expended a total of 10.9 hours. Total lodestar based on Wolf Haldenstein and Zo11 &Kranz hourly 

rates is $4097.00. 

10. Wolf Haldenstein and Zo11 &Kranz incurred ai d advanced a total of $ 61.8.00 in 

u~~reimbursed expenses in cai~neetion with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are suimnarized 

as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (Lexis/Westlaw/Bloomberg) 

Courier & (?vernight Delivery Services 

3 
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Court FilinglService Fees) ~(~Ig,pp 

Postage 

Reproduction (Tz~ternal) 

Expert 

Mediation Gost 

TOTAL: ~ry18,Qp 

11. The expenses incurred by Wolf Haldenstein and Zoll &Franz are reflected in tl~e 

books and records contemparaneouslyprepared bythe fine from expense vouchers, invoices, and 

other billing records, and are an accurate record cif expenses actually incurred. I leave reviewed 

the expenses for which reimbursement is sought, arld believe they are reasonable in amount and 

were reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the 

Actiotl. The expenses are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying eliei~t in 

the private legal marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of xhe United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 3rd day of February, 2023, at Skokie, Illinois 

By: Is/ Gard V. ~Llalrnstr^ot~z 

16179967.1 
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PRCJVIDING EXEMPLARY LEGAL SERVICES SINGE 1 888 

F"1 F2CvI R ~.~t.~ hlE ~ 
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Founded in 1888, Wolf Haldezlstein Adler Freeman &Herz LLP is a fixll service law 
firm specializing in complex litigation in federal and state courts nationwide. The 
firm's practice ir~►cludes lita~;ation, both hourly and contingent, iii securities, antitrust, 
wage &hoax, consumer fraud, false marketing, ERISA, and general and commercial 
matters, whistlebiower, false claim, trust &estate, corporate investigatiaz~, and white 
collar matters, and FINRA arbitration. The Firm has a particular specialty in complex 
class action and other representative litigation —including investor, shareholder, 
antitrust, ERISA, consumer, employee, and biot~chzlology matters —under bot11 federal 
and state law. 

Wolf Haldenstein's total practice approach distinguishes it from other firms. C}ur 
longstanding tradition. of a close attorney/client relationship ensures that each. one of 
our clients receives prompt, individual attention and does not become lost in an 
institutional bureaucracy. Our team approach is at the very heart of Walf H~lder~stein's 
practice. All of our lawyers are readily available to all of our clients and to each other. 
The result of this approach is that we provide our clients with. an efficient legal team 
having the broad perspective, expertise and experience required for any matter at hand.. 
We are thus able to provide our clients with cost effective and thorough counsel focused. 
on our clients' overall goals. 

270 MAD150N AVENUE 
NEW YORK. NY 7 001 6 

TELEPHONE: 2 7 2-545-4600 
TE~,EcoPiER: 21 2-68601 9 4 

WWW.WHAFH.COM 

SYMPHONY TOWERS 
750 B 57REET, SUITE 1$20 

SAN DIEGO, CA 921 O l 
TE~EPHorvE: 61 9-239-4599 
TE~ECOPieR: 61 9-234-4599 

1 7 1 WEST JACKSON 
SUITE 1X00 

CHICAGO, IL 60604 
TELEPHONE: 31 2-984-0000 
TE~ECOPtER: 31 2-214-31 1 O 
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Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-14 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 7 of 49  PAGEID #: 1327



Wolf Haldenstein has been recognized by state and federal courts throughout tl~e 
country as being highly experienced in complex litigation, particu]arly with respect to 
securities, consumer, ERISA, FLSA and state overtime and expense deduetians, end 
antitrust class actions and shareholder rights litigation. 

Among its calleagu~s in the plaintiffs' bar, as well as among its adversaries in the 
defense bar, Wolf Haldenstein is known far the high ability of its attorneys, and. the 
exceptionally high quality of its written and oral advocacy. 

The nature of the Firm's activities iii both individual and representative litigatiaiz is 
extremely broad. In addition to a large case load of securities fraud and other investor 
class actions, Wolf Haldenstein has represented classes cif corn. and rice farmers in 
connection with the devaluation of their crops; canned tuna consumers for tuna 
companies' violations of antitrust laws; merchants compelled to accept certain types of 
debit cards, insurance policyholders far insurance companies' deceptive sales practices, 
victims of unlawful strip searches under the civil rights laws; and various cases 
involving violations of Internet users' on-line privacy rights. 

The Firm's experience in class ~etio~ securities litigation, in particular public 
shareholder rights under state law and securities fraud claims arising under the federal 
securities laws and regulations is particularly extensive. The Firm was one of the lead 
or other primary counsel in securities class action cases that have recouped billions of 
dollars on behalf of investor classes, in stockholder rights class actions that have 
resulted. in billions of dollars in increased merger consideration to shareholder classes, 
and in derivative litigation that has recovered billions of dollars for corporations. 

Its pioneering efforts in difficult or unusual areas of securities or investor protection 
laws include: groundbreaking claims that Have been successfully brought under the 
Investment Company Act of 1940 regarding fiduciary responsibilities of investment 
companies and their advisors toward their shareholders; claims under ERISA involving 
fiduciary duties of ERISA trustees who are also insiders in possession of adverse 
information regarding their fund's primary stockholdings; the fiduciary duties of the 
directors of Delaware corporations in connection with change of control transactions; 
the early application. of the fraud-on-the-market theory to claims against public 
accounting firms in connection with their audits of publicly traded corporations; and 
the application of federal securities class certification standards to state law claims often 
thauught to be beyond the reach of class action treatment. 

~~ ;~ 
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Wolf Haldenstein has repeatedly received favorable judicial recognition. The followiz-~g 
representative judicial comments over the pasfi decade indicate the high regard in which 
the Firin is l~e1d: 

• Ir~~ re Errz~aire State Realty Trust, Ir~~c. Investor Ling., No. 650607/2012 (Sup. Ct. 
N.Y. Co.) — On May 2, 2013, Justice O. Peter Sherwood praised the Firm in its 
role as chair of the committee cif co-lead counsel as follows: "It is apparent to 
me, having presided over this case, that class counsel has performed in an 
excellent manner, and you have represented your clients quite well. You. 
should be complimented for that.° In awarding attorneys' fees, the 
Co~zrt stated that the fee was "intended. to reward class counsel handsomely 
for the very goad result achieved for the Class, assumption of the hig11 risk of 
Plaintiffs prevailing and. the efficiency of effort that resulted in t11e settlement 
of the case at an early stage without protracted motion practice." May 1~, 2013 
slip. op. at 5 (citations omitted). 

• Roberts v. Tishman Speyer, 13 N.Y.3d 270 (N.Y. 2009) — On April 9, 2013, justice 
Richard B. Lowe III praised the Firm's efforts as follows: "[W]hen you. have 
challenging cases, the one thing you like to ask for is that the legal. 
representation on both sides rise to t11at level. Because when you. have lawyers 
who are professionals, who are confident, w110 are experienced, each of you 
know that each side has a job to da [. . . .] I want to tell you. that I am very 
satisfied with your performance and with. your, quite frankly, tenacity on both 
sides. And it took six years, but look at the history of the litigation. There were 
two appeals all of the way to the Court of Appeals [. . . .] And then look at the 
results. I mean, there are dissents in the Court of Appeals, so that shows you. 
the complexity of the issues that were presented in this litigation [. . . .] [I]t 
shows you. effort that went into this and the professionalism that was 
exhibited [. . . .] So let ine just again express my appreciation to both sides." 

• KJ. Eglestori L.P. v. Heartlal~d Industrial Partners, et al., 2:06-13555 (E.D. Mich.) —
where the Firm was Lead Counsel, Judge Rosen, at the June 7, 2010 final 
approval hearing, praised the Firm for doing "an outstanding job of 
representing [its] clients," and further commented that "the conduct of all 
counsel in this case and the result they hive achieved for all of the parties 
confirms that they deserve the national recognition they enjoy." 

F= ;~ ~. 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-14 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 9 of 49  PAGEID #: 1329



• Klciri, et al. z~. Ryan Beek Holdings, IrT~c:., et at., 06-cv-3460 (DAB) (S.D.N.Y. 2010) —
where the Firm was 'Lead Counsel, Judge Deborah A. Batts described the 
Firma successfu] establishment of a settlement fund as follows: "[a~ miracle 
that there is a settlement fund at X11." Judge Batts continued: "As I said earlier, 
there is no question thafi tl~►e litigation is complex and of ~ large and, if you 
will, pi~~neerir~ag ~r2c~gnitude ..." (Emphasis added). 

• Pa~~ker Friedland z~. Irid~iurrz Wv~rld C~~an1°nr,~n~icati~rts, Ltd., 99-1002 (D.D.C.) —where 
the Finn was co-lead counsel, Judge Laughrey said (on October 16, 2008}, "[a]ll 
of the attarz~eys in this case have done an outstanding jab, and I really 
appreciate the quality of work that we had in our chambers as a result of this 
case." 

a In re Dynamic RAndam Access Memory Ar~~titri~st Litigation, MDL-02-1486 (N.D. 
Cal.) —where the Firm was co-lead counsel, Judge Hainiltan said (on August 
15, 2aa~~, "I think I cai~ conclude on the basis with my five years with. you all, 
watching this litigation. progress and seeing it wind to a conclusion, t11at the 
results are exceptional. The percentages, as you. have outlined them, da put 
this [case] in one of the upper categories of results of this kind of [antitrust] 
class action. I am aware of the complexity . . . I thought that you. all did an 
exceptionally good job of bringing to me only those matters that really 
required. the Court's attention. You did an exceptionally good job at 
organizing and. managing the case, assisting me in management of the case. 
There was excellent coordination between all the various different plaintiffs' 
counsel with. your group and the other groups that are part of this litigation. . . 
. So my conclusion is the case was well litigated by both sides, well managed. 
as well by both sides." 

• In 3•e Comdisco See. Litigation, 01 C 2110 (N.D. Ill. July 14, 2005) —Judge Milton 
Shadur observed: "It has to be said . . .that the efforts that have been. extei-►ded 

[by Wolf Haldenstein] on behalf of the plaintiff class in the face of these 
obstacles have been exemplary. And in my view [Wolf Haldenstein] reflected 
the kind of professionalism that the critics of class actions . . .are never willing 
to recognize. . . . I really cannot speak too highly of the services rendered by 
class counsel in an extraordinary difficult situation." 

• Govd Mnra2ing to You Prodasctions Card. v. Warner/Chappell Music, In.c., No. CV 
13-04460-GHK (MRWx) (C.D. Cal., Aug. 16, 2016) —Judge George H. King 
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stated: "Not all, ar perhaps even mast, plaintiffs' class counsel could have 
litigated. this case as successfully as did class counsel against such a fierce and 
exceptionally accomplished opponent." 

• Boketrlxara et rzl. v. FCH Enterprises, Irze., (Case No. 1:18-cv-209, D. Haw., May 3, 
2Q19): Judge Robert J. Bryan said, "I've been impressed by the duality of the 
work you've done throughout here, and that is reflected, I think, in the fact 
that no one has objected to the settlerne~~fi." 

F2FCE1'~T ~lt~aTEWC.~F~TNY fF~U1_T5 

Wolf Haldenstei~~`s performance in representative litigation has repeatedly resulted. in 
favorable results for its clients. The Firm has helped recover biltzorzs o ciotlars on 
behalf of its clients in the cases listed below. Recent examples include the following: 

• On May 13, 2019, in Apple Inc. v. Pep}~e~; No. 17-204, the Supreme Court 
affirmed a decision by the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals holding that iPllone 
purchasers have standing to sue Apple far monopolizing the market for iPhane 
apps in this longstanding antitrust class action. Wolf Haldenstein 11as been 
Lead Counsel for the plaintiffs since 2007. The case was commenced in federal 
district court in Oakland. Tile Supreme Court's decision clears the way for the 
plaintiffs to proceed. on the merits of their claim. 

• C?n June 11, 2018, the United States Supreme Court issued a highly anticipated 
decision in China Agritech, Inc. v. Michael H. Resh, et al. Wolf Haldenstein 
represented. the plaintiffs/respondents, having commenced the action on behalf 
of aggrieved shareholders of China Agriteeh after two prior cases had failed at 
the class certification stage. 

• Iz~ re Genetically Modified Rice Lrtigatior2, MDL 1811 (E.D. Mo.) - Wolf 
Haldensteii~ represented U.S. rice fanners in this landmark action against Bayer 
A.G. and. its global affiliates, achieving a global recovery of $750 million. The 
case arose from the contamination of the nation's long grain rice crop by 
Bayer's experimental and unapproved genetically modified Liberty Link rice. 

• Ro~e~rts v. Tish~nran Speyer, 13 N.Y.3d 270 (N.Y. 2009) - a class action brought on 
behalf of over 27,500 current and former tenants of New York City's iconic 
Stuyvesant Town and Peter Cooper Village housing complexes. On April 9, 
2013, Justice Richard B. Lowe III of the New York Supreme Court finally 

,r- 6 
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approved settlement of the action, w1~ic11 fiotals over $173 million, sets aside 
$b8.75 million in damages, re-regulates the apartments at issue, and sets 
preferential rents fUr tl~e units that wi11 save tenants significant monies in the 
future. The settlement also enables the tenants to retain ~n estimated $105 
million in rent savings they enjoyed between 2009 and 2012. The setElernent is 
by many magnitudes the largest tenant settlement in United States history. 

• In rc Empire Stag Realty Trz4st, Inc. Investor LitiX., Index No. 650607/2Q12 —The 
firm served as Chair of t11e Executive Committee of Ca-Lead Counsel far t11e 
Plaintiffs in a class action settlement finally approved an May 2, 2Q13 that 
provides for the establishment of a $55 million. settlement fund for ir►vestors, in 
addition. to substantial tax deferral benefits estimated to be in excess of $100 
million. 

• An~zerie~j~z Intera~c~tior~al Grou~~ Consolidated Derivative Liti~atiorr, Civil Action No. 
769-VCS (De1. Ch.) The Firm acted as co-lead coui7sel and the settlement 
addressed claims alleging that the D&O Defendants breached their fiduciary 
duties to the Company and otherwise committed wrongdoing to the detriment 
of AIG in connection with various allegedly fraudu]ent schemes during the 
1999-2Q05 time period. 

e In ~~e Bank of Ar~ierica Co~~p. Securities, DFrivative, anc~ E~nplo~ee Retirer~n~erzt IPr~eome 
Security Act (FRIBA) Liti~Xatio~2, Master File No. 09 MD 2058 (S.D.N.Y.) (firm was 
co-lead counsel in parallel derivative action pending in Delaware (Irt Re Bank of 
America Stc~ekhvlcler Derivative Litigation, C.A. Nc~. 4307-CS (DeL C11,}} (increase 
of settlement cash i°ecovery from $20 million to $62.5 million). 

+ Tl~e Irzvest~a~ent Corrr~yzittee ~f the Marxhattan arzd Broaxa Serviee Trczr~~sif Operati~~ag 
Authority Pension Plan v. JPMorgan Chase Ba1~k, N.A., 1:09-cv-04408-SAS 
(S.D.N.Y.) (class recovered $150 million). 

• In r~ Tremont Sec. Law, Stag Laze anc~ Irzsu~ra~nce Liti~., No. 08-civ-11117 (TPG) 
(SDNY) (class recovered $1Q0 million.). The firm was court-appointed co-lead 
counsel in the Insurance Action, 08 Civ. 557, and represented a class of persons 
who purchased or otherwise acquired Variable Universal Life ("VUL") 
insurance policies or Deferred Variable Annuity ("DVA") policies issued by 
Tremont International Insurance Limited or Argus International. Life Bermuda 
Limited from May 10, 1994 -December 11, 2008 to the extent the investment 
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accounts of fl~ose policies were exposed to t11e massive Ponzi sc~lleme 
orchestrated by Bernard L. Madoff through one or more Rye funds. 

» In r~e Initigl Pu~alic: Off~a~ing Securities Lit~igration, 21 MC 92 (SAS) (S.D.N.Y.) (class 
recovered $58b million). Wolf Haldenstein served as Co-Lead Counsel cif one 
of the largest securities fraud cases in history. Despite the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Second Circuit's decision to vacate the district court's class 
certification decision, on remand, counsel for plaintiffs were able to press on to 
a settlement on April 1, 2009, ultimately recovering in excess of a half-billifln 
dollars. 

E'ncaF £3 
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Wolf Haldenstein is a leader ii1 class and derivative action li~igatioYl and is currently or 
has bee11 the court-appointed lead. counsel, co-lead counsel, or executive committee 
member in some of t11~ largest and most significant class action ~Zd derivative action 
lawsuits in the United States. Fcrr example, the class action Roberts v. Tishman Speye~~, 13 
N.Y.3d 270 (N.Y. 2009) was recently described by a sitting member of the U.S. House of 
Representatives as the greatest legal. victory for tenants in her lifetime. In Roberts, the 
Firrn ot~tained a victory ii1 the New York Court of Appeals requiring the reregulation of 
tltausands of apartment units in the Stuyvesant Tawn complex in Manhattan, New 
York. Many of the firm's other successful results are summarized. within. 

~~2[V~.~l_~ ,~C`t~"IC~?N~ F~~i=~ Ci~t~`i"~.T"LJ~T~'I~l~1AL 11`1VE~'~"]`t~R.~~ 

In addition to its vast class action. practice, the Firm also regularly represents 
institutional clients such as public funds, investment funds, limited partnerships, and 
qualified institutional btayers in private actions. Tile Firm has represented institutional. 
clients in non-class federal and state actions concerning a variety of matters, including 
private placements, disputes with. investment advisors, and disputes with corporate 
mazlagement. 

The Firm has also acted as special counsel to investors' committees iii efforts to assert 
and advance the investors' interests without resorting tca litigation. For example, the 
Firm served as Counsel to the Courtyard by Marriott Limited Partners Committee for 
several years in its dealings with Host 1VIarriott Corporation, and as Special Counsel to 
the Windsor Park Properties 7 and 8 limited partners to insure the fairness of their 
liquidation transactions. 

~1~l .T.[T'F:US"F l~. I~T~IG1~'l"1C71~ 

Wolf Haldenstein is a leader in antitrust and competition litigation. The Firm actively 
seeks to enforce t11e federal and state antitrust laws to protect and strengthen the rights 
and claims of businesses, organizations, Taft-Hartley funds, and consumers throughout 
the United States. To that end, Walf Haldenstein commences large, often complex, 
antitrust and trade regulation class actions and other cases that target some of the most 
powerful and well-funded corporate interests in the world. Many of these interests 
exert strong influence over enforcement policy that is in the hands of elected officials, so 
that private enforcement provides the only true assurance that unfair and 
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anticompetitive cond~.ict will lie duly scrutinized fc~r compliance with the law. T~lese 
uses frequently bring to light concealed, unlawful behavior such as price fixing, 
monopolization, market allocation, monopoly leveraging, essential facilities, tying 
arrangements, vertical restraints, exclusive dealing, and refusals to deal. Wolf 
Haldenstein's Antitrust Practice Group has successfully prosecuted numerous antitrust 
cases and aggressively advocates remedies and restitution for businesses and investors 
wro~lged by violations of the antitrust laws. For example, ire In ~~c~ DRAM Ar~ititrz.ist 
Li~tigati~on, No. 02-cv-148b {PJH) (N.D. Cal.) the firm successfully prosecuted an antitrust 
case resulting in a $315 million recovery. Many of the firm's sLiccessfitl results are 
summarized within. 

Wolf Haldeilstein attorneys c~zrrently serve as lead counsel, co-lead counsel, or as 
executive corninittee members in same of the largest and most significant antitrust class 
action lawsuits. The firm was most recently appointed lead cour►sel in the Salmon 
Antitrust Indirect Litigation pending in the U.S. District Court for the Southern District 
of Florida. 

~VE'~FZTIMI~ Ai`~IC~ GGMPFN~ATi~7N C~L.A~~s ~CT[C~I~~ 

Wolf Haldenstein is a leader class action litigation an behalf of employees who have not 
been paid. overtime or other compensation they are entitled to receive, or have had 
improper deductions taken from their compensation. These claims under the federal. 
Fair Labor Standards Act and state labor laws allege improper failure to pay overtime 
and other wages, and improper deductions from compensation for various company 
expenses. Wolf Haldenstein has served as lead or co-lead counsel, or other similar lead 
role, in some of the most significant overtime class actions pending in t11e United States, 
and has recovered hundreds of millions of dollars in recovered wages for its clients. For 
example, in LaVoice v. Citi~gr~up Global Maa~kets, Inc., Case No. C 07-801 (CW) (N.D. CaL}) 
a $108 rrtillion settlement was secured for the class. Many of the firm's other successful 
wage and hour results are summarized within. 

~CJF~~~",~I~TI~~L ~ ~~C'VEF-21~S lift ~L.,~ ~~ /~C:~~1t~laI At`tifl~ C)~'Fi1V~' iVE Crf~,r-a~.~a` I!`si ~1}--#[GF~R 
V~'f,~L_F~" ~-~,~1_[:~~(W : , ~. ~ ~:~,~`,~' ~~~L7 C~3llN~E.L C`7I~ 1—~,~D ,A~°J~~a '~ _;~ `.~1(~hIE~~1C~I~I'~i~ RC~I~ 

• In re Beacon Associates Litigatio~~, Master File No. 09 Civ. 0777 (LBS) (S.DN.Y.) 
($219 million settlement in this and related action). 

e Roberts v. Tisl~irrtan Spcy~r~, No. 10095b/2007 (Sup. Ct. N.Y. Cty.) ($173 Million 
settlement). 
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* In t~e Mi~titzcal Fis~r~~ct Tnvestn°te7~t Lzti~atinn, MDL No. 1586 (D. Md.) (derivative 
counsel. in consolidated cases against numerous mutual fund companies 
involved in market timing resulting in classJderivative settlements totaling 
more than $300 million). 

Inland Western Securities Litigation, Case No. 0~ C 6174 (N.D. Ill.) (settlement 
value of shares valued between $61.5 million atld $9Q million). 

• In~ re Direxivr~~ Shares ETF Trust, No. 09-Civ-8011. (KBF) (S.D.N.Y.) (class 
recovered $8 million). 

• In ~~~ Baa~kAn~ierica Corp. Sec2~rities Litigation, MDL Docket No. 1264 (JFN) (E.D. 
Mo.) (class recovered $490 million). 

• In re Dynamic Randor~z Access Mcmor~ Antifrz~st Litigation, (MD-02 1486 (N.D. 
Cal.) (class recovered $325 million). 

• Ira re Mi~crc~Strategy, Inc. Sec~i~rities Litigation, Civ. No. 00-473-A (E.D. Va.) {class 
recovered $160 million in cash and securities). 

• Kurzweil v. Philip Morris Cos., 94 Civ. 2373, 94 Civ. 2546 (S.D.N.Y.) (securities 
fraud) (lass recovered $116.5 million in cash). 

o In re Starlinlc Corn Products Liabitity Litigation, (N.D. Ill.) (class recovered $110 
million). 

• In Computer Associates 2002 Class Action Sec. L~itigati~~2, 2:02-CV-1226 (E.D.N.Y.) 
($130 million settlement in this and two related actions). 

e In re Sepracor Inc. Securities Litigation, Civ. No. 02-12338 (MEL) (D. Mass.) 
(classes recovered $52.5 million). 

• In re T~~anskary~tic Therapies, Ine., Securities Litagatiori, C.A. No. 03-10165-RWZ 
(D. Mass) (class recovered $50 million). 

• Irt ~~°e Iri~~i~~m Securities Litigation, C.A. Na 99-1002 (D.D.C.) (class recoc~ered $43 
million). 

r ; ~ 
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o Ira r~e J.P. Mor~ai~r Cl~aase S~eurities Litig~~tion, MDL No. 1783 (N,D. I11.) (settlement 
providing for adoptio~l of corporate governance principles relating to potential 
corporate transactions requiring shareholder approval). 

o LaVi~ice v. Citigro~u~ Global Markets, Ir7c., Case No. C 07-80] (CW) (N.D. Cal.)) 
{$108 million setflement). 

• Stc~ir~ber~g z~. Mor~a~a1 StaPz~ey ~ C~~., Inc., Case No. 06-cv-2628 (BEN) (S.D. Cal.) 
($50 million settlement). 

• Foole v. Merrill Lyaich, Pi~1~c~, Fen~~~xer ~ Smith Ia~zc., Case No. CV-06-1657 (D. Or.) 
($43.5 million settlement). 

e I~n re Wachovia 5ecu3~~ities, LLC Wage and Hour Litigation, MDL No. 07-1807 DOC 
(C.D. Cal.) ($39 million settlement). 

• I1i re Waelzvv~ia Securities, LLC Wage and Hour Litigatzora {Priac~enti~al), MDL No. 
07-1807 DOC (C.D. Cal.) ($11 million settlement). 

Basile v. A.G. Edwards, Irzc., 08-CV-00338-JAH-RBB (S.D. Cal.) ($12 million 
settlement). 

• Miguel Garcia, et at. v. Lowe's Hoarse Center, I~zc. ct a1. —Case No. GIC 841120 
(Barton} (Cal. Sup. Ct, San Diego) (co-lead, $1.65 million settlement w/ 
average class member recovery of $5,500, attorney fees and cost awarded 
separately). 

+~ Neil Weinstein, et cal, v. MetLife, Inc., et at. —Cass Nc~. 3:06-cv-04444-SI (N.D.CaI) 
(co-lead, $7.4 million settlement). 

• Crei~l~ton v. C)~pe~~~D~~eirrz~r, Index No. 1:06 - cv - 04607 - BSJ - DCF (S.DN.Y.) 
($2.3 million settlement). 

• Klein v. Ryan ~eeic, 06-CV-3460 {DAB)(S.D.N.Y,) ($1.3 million settlement). 

• I3~z re A177~erican Pha~ranaceutical Part~~ers, I~xc. Shareholder Li~ti~atio~n, Consolidated 
C.A. No. 1823-N (Del. Ch. Ct.) ($14.3 million settlement). 

• Eglestvrr~ v. Collins and Aikrr~.ari C~~~7~p., 06-ev-13555 (E.D. Mich.) {class recovered 
$12 million). 
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• I~z ~~e Me~rr~ill Lyrzcl~~ F.~ C~., Z~2c. Global Tech~~n~o~ Fund Sect~r~~ities Litigatior~z, 02 CV 
7854 {JFK) (SONY); and In re Merrill Ly~rx~c~r ~ Go., Irzc. Focus Twenty Fa~nd 
Seca~ritic~s Litigation, 02 CV 10221 (jFK) (SONY) (class recovered $39 million in 
combined cases). 

• Is~~ re CNL Hotels f~ Resorts, Inc. Sec~uritic~s Liti~ativ~z, No. 6:04-cv-1231 (Or]-31) 
(class recovered $35 million, and lawsuit also instrumental in $225 million 
benefit to corporation). 

* In re Cablevisio~~ Systems Coa~p. ShaYeh~ldet~ Derivative Litigation, Maser File No. 
06-C~-4130-DGT-AKT ($34.4 million recovery). 

• In ~re Mo~~zster Worldwide, Inc. Stnck Option Derivative Litigation, Master File No. 
06cv4622 (S.D.N.Y.) ($32 million recovery and corporate governance reforms). 

• verger u. Corra~aq Cor~i~uter Cori., Docket No. 98-1148 (S.D. Tex.) (class 
recovered $29 million). 

• In re Arr~kis Energy Ctrr}aorafiion Secu~riti~es Litigation, 95 CV 3431 (E.D.N.Y,) (class 
recovered $24 million). 

• Iri ~~~e E.W. Bt~t~tche Holc~i~igs, b~c. Securities Litigation, Civ. No. 01-258 (D. Miru~.) 
(class recovered. $20 million). 

• In re Gl~~alstczr Securities Litigatio~i, Case No. 01-CV-1748 (SHS) (S.D.N.Y.) (class 
recovered $20 million). 

« I~~ r~ Luxottica Group 5.~~.A. Secr~rities Lztigatio~~~, No. CV 01-3285 (E.DN.Y} (class 
recovered $18.25 million). 

• Ire re Mztisicrnaker.eom Sec~ctrities Litigafii~a~, CV-00-201 (C.D. Cal.} (class 
recovered $13.75 million). 

o Ire re Con~disc~ Secuf~ities Litigation, No. 01 C 2110 (MIS) (N.D. IlL} (class 
recovered $13.75 million). 

• In re Accta~irn Entes~tainmerit, Irtc., Seeu~~ities Litigation, C.A. No. 03-CV-1270 
(E.D.N.Y.) (class recovered $13.65 million). 
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I~n re Cor~co~~r~ EFS, IrFe. Securities Litigation, No. 02-2097 (MA) (W.D. Tenn) (class 
recovered $13.25 million). 

• In r~e Bausch ~ Lor~n~, Inc. Securities Litzgatiort, 01 Civ. 6190 (CJS) (W.D.N.Y.) 
(class recovered $12.5 million}. 

• In re Allaire Carp. Securities Liti~ation~, 00-11972 {D. Mass.) (class recovered $12 
million). 

• Bc~~nboo P~za~tners LLC z~~. Robert Mondavi Co~f~p., No. 2C-27170 {Cal.. Sup. Ct.) (class 
recovered $10.8 million). 

« Cz~ra~ive Health Services Securities Litigation, 99-2074 (E.D.N.Y.) (class recovered 
$10.5 million). 

• City P~rtr2ershi~ Cc~. v. Jones Intercable, 99 WM-1051 (D. Colo.) (class recovered 
$10.5 million). 

• Tn ~re Aquita, Irze., (ERISA Litigation), 04-865 (W.D. Mo.) ($10S million recovery 
for the class). 

• Irz ~~e Tenfold Cvrporati~n Securities Litigation, 2:00-CV-652 (D. Utah) (class 
recovered $5.9 million). 

• In re I~~~adustri~zl Gas Antit~~us~t Litigation, 80 C 3479 and related cases (N.D. Ill.) 
(class recovered $50 rniilion). 

• Iri re Char-Alkalai anc~ Caustic Soda Antitrust Lifii~ation, 86-5428 and related cases 
(E.D. Pa.) (class recovered $55 million). 

• Irz re Infant Fvrrriula A7~tttrirst Litigation, MDL No. 878 (N.D. Fla.) (class 
recovered $126 million). 

~ In re Brand Name Prescrfptic~~~ Drugs Antitrust Litigation, No. 1:94-cv-00897, 
M.D.L. 997 (N.D. Ill.) (class recovered $715 million). 

• Landon v. Freel, M.D.L. No. 592 (S.D. Tex.) (class recovered $12 million). 

• Holloway v. Peat, Mnrwiek, Mitchell F.~ Co., No. 84 C 814 EU (N.D. Okla.) (class 
recovered $38 million). 

~> t ~1. 
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• Irz re The C~iztl~~ Co~~~a. Drratzght Insurance Litig~tian, G1-88-644 (S.D. Qhio) 
(class recovered $100 million), 

Wa~~~g v. Megnfoods, Civ-94-102 (D. Ariz.) (securities fi~ud) (class recovered 
$12.25 million). 

• In re Del Val Finrzracial Corp. Secltir~iti~s Litigation, 92 Civ 4854 (S.D,N.Y.) (class 
recovered $11.5 million). 

* In re Home Shoppir~a~g Network Slaar~holders Litigation, consolidated Civil Action 
Nc~. 12868, (Del. Ch. 1995) (class recovered $13 million}. 

• Iri re Paine We~helr Lirriited Partnerships Litigation, 94 Civ 8547 (S.D.N.Y.) (class 
recovered $200 million). 

• In re Bristol-Meyers Squibb Ca. Securities Litigation, 92 Civ 4007 (S.D.N.Y.) (class 
recovered $19 million). 

• In ~~e S~eetr~G~tn~ I~rzfoa~ma~ ~t r~o~r~z Tecl~raol~gies Securities Litigation, CV 93-2245 
(E.D.N.Y.) (class recovered $13 million). 

• I~~ re Chase Manliattarz Securities Litigation, 90 Civ. 6092 (LJF) (S.D.N.Y.) (class 
recovered $17.5 million). 

• Prosaic v. Xerox Carp., No. B-90-113 {EBB) (D. Coni1.) (class recovered $9 
million). 

e Steiner v. HE~rcules, Civil Action No. 90-442-RRM (D. Del.) (class recovered $18 
million). 

• hi re Ambase Securities Litigation, 90 Civ 2011 (S.D.N.Y.) {class recovered $14.6 
million). 

• Tn re Southn~rczrk Securities Litigation, CA No. 3-89-1402-D (N.D. Tex.) (class 
recovered $70 million). 

• Steiner v. Ic~ea1 Basic:. Inc~i-istries, Iazc., No. 86-M 456 (D. Colo. 1989) (securities 
fraud) (class recovered $18 million). 

• Tucson. Electric Power Deriz?a~tive Litigation, 2:$9 Civ. 01274 TUC. ACM 
(corporation recovered $30 million). 
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• Al~eco Stt~ckh~lder~s Litigatu~li, (Md. Cir. Ct. P'r. Georges Cauilty) (class recovered 
$16 million). 

• Irz re Revlon. G~ro~u~, Inc. SlzareF~olders Litigation, Na. 8362 (Del. Ch.) (class 
recovered $30 million). 

• In ~~e Taft Br~adcc~sting Comx~any Shaa~eholders Liti~~atiorr~, No. 8897 (De1. Ch.) (class 
recovered $20 million). 

• 1~7 r~e Southland Cnr}~~~. Securities Litigation, No. 87-8834-K (N.D.Tex.) (class 
recovered $20 million). 

• Iri re Crocker Bank Seeirriti~s Litigation, CA No. 7405 (Del. Ch.) (class recovered 
$30 million). 

• Zn re Warner Cornr~~~u~~zieations Securities Litigatic~~~i, No. 82 Civ. $288 (JFK) 
(S.D.N.Y.) {class recovered $17.5 million). 

• Joseph v. Slie11 C?z1, CA No. 7450 (Del. Ch.) (securities fraud) (class recovered 
$200 million). 

• ITS re Flight Transportr~tiort Corgi. Securities Litfgatiart, Master Docket No. 4-82-874, 
MDL No. 517 (D. Minn.) (recovery of over $50 million). 

• In rc~ Wli~ittaker Cor~v~~~~~ivn Secu~ritzes Litigcztiaa~i, CA000817 (Cal. Super. Ct., Los 
Angeles County) (class recovered $18 million). 

• Na~evus fraterrtatiorzal, Ir~7c. v. AT&T Corp., C.A. Na. 602191/99 (N.Y. Sup. Ct.) 
(consumer fraud) (class recovered $40 million). 

• Sewetl v. S~~~irtt PCS Limited Partnership, C.A. No. 97-188027JCC 3879 (Cir. Ct. 
for Baltimore City) (consumer fraud) (class recovered $45.2 million). 

• In re Vytori~~/Zetia Marketin~~, Sales P~~~zcti~ees acid Products Liability Liti~~atto~~i, 2:08-
cv-285 (D.N.J.) (class recovered $41.5 million). 

• Egleston v. Verizon, No. 104784/2011 (N.Y. Sup. Ct.) —Wolf Haldenstein 
represented. a class of New York Verizon Centrex customers in an action 
against Verizon stemming from overbilling of certain charges. The Firm 
secured. a settlement with a total value to the Class of over $5 million, which. 
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provided, among other things, each. class member with fu11 refunds cif certain 
disputed. charges, plus interest. 

Zelauf Int't Corp. v. Nczh~~ Z~lo~t~f Index No. 653652/2014 (Sup. Ct. N.Y. Co. 
2015). In an important trial decision fallowing an appraisal proceeding 
triggered. by the freeze-out merger of aclosely-held corporatiarl, which also 
included shhareholder derivative claims, Justice Kornreich of the New York 
Supreme Court refused to apply a discount for lack of marketability to tl~e 
minority interest in t11e former corporation and found that the insiders stole 
mare than. $14 million dollars; the minority shareholder recovered over $9 
million. 

• Zelouf Ir~t'1 Carp. v. Zetouf, 45 Misc.3d 1205(A) (Sup. Ct. N.Y. Co., 2014). The 
Court rejected application of a discount for lack of marketability end awarded 
a $1Q,031,438.28 judgment fallowing an eleven day bench trial in the 
Commercial Division of the Supreme Court of the State of New York (New 
York County) on the value of a minority interest in a closely held corporation. 

• Thomason et al. v. Bethpage Federal C~~edit t.~azion et al., No. 2:17-cv-00921-GRB 
(E.D.N.Y.) ($3.6 million settlement) 
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• App?e Ine. v. Pepper, 139 ~. Ct. 1514 (2019) 

p Humes v. Bank of Ar~~reri~ca, 408 F. Supp. 3d 171 (E.D.N.Y. 2019) 

• I~~ ~r•e Packggec~ Seafood Prods. Arztitr~ust Li~ti~,, 332 F.R.D, 308 {S.D. Cal. 2019) 

~ Chintz Agritecl~, Inc. v. Resh, 138 S. Ct. 1800 (2018) 

• In re Packaged Seafood Pror~s. Antitrust Li~ti~., 242 F. Sapp. 3d 1.033 (S.D. Cal. 
2017) 

• DeFrees v. Kit~kdar~d, 2012 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 52780 (C.D. Cal. Apr. 11, 2012). 

• Irz~ re Beacon Associates Litzg., 282 F.R.D. 315 (S.D.N.Y. 2012). 

• Messner v. N~rthshore Llnr'versi~ty Health5ystetr~r, 669 F.3d 802, No. 10-2514 (7th 
Cir. Jan. 13, 2012). 

• In re Text Message Antitrust Liti~gativri, b30 F.3d, 622 (7th Cir. 2010). 

• I~n ~re A~~ple ~ ATTM Al~titrust Liti~~., 2010 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 98270 (N.D. CaL July 
S, 2010). 

• In re Beacon Assoczafes Li~tig., 745 F. Supp. 2d 386 (S.DN.Y. 201Q) 

* Freeland v. Iridiutr~ World Communicatio~zs Ltd., 545 F. Supp. 2d 59 (D.D.C. 2008). 

• I~~ ~~e A~aple ~ AT~'TM Antitrust Ling., 596 F. Supp. 2d 128$ {N.D. Cal. 2008}. 

o Hc~rzewski v. Guic~ant Corp., 489 F.3d 799 (7th Cir. 2007). 

• Ira re JP Morgan Chase £~ Cv. Seeuxities Li.tigutzan, No. 06 C 4674, 2007 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 93877 (N.D. Ill. Dec. 18, 2007). 

• Schoenba~ura~z v. E.I. Dupoy~tt De Nemours Rnd Co., 2007 WL 2768383 (E.D. Mo. 
Sept. 20, 2007). 
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a Jeffi~ics v. Pe~~ision Traist ~uyzd, 99 Civ. 4174 (LMM), 2007 LT.S. Dist. LEXIS 61454 
(S.D,N.Y. Aug. 20, 200'7). 

Klein v. Ryan Beek, 06-Civ. 3460 (WCC}, 2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 51465 (S.D.N.Y. 
July 13, 2007). 

• Cuaznori v. MBNA Corp. No. 05-429 GMS, 2007 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 48901 (D. Del. 
2Q07). 

• In ~re Agitiila ERISA Litig., 23~ F.R.D. 202 (W.D. Mo. 2006). 

• Srr~ii~tZi v. Ao~1 Corp., 238 F.R.D. 609 (N.D. Ill. 2006). 

• In re Se}arac~r Inc. Securities Litigation, 233 F.R.D. 52 (D. Mass. 2005). 

• Irz r~e Tr~nskaryatic Therapies, Irze. Secu~~rities Litigation, No. 03-101b5, 2005 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 29656 (D. Mass. Nov. 2$, 20Q5). 

In ~~re Luxottzca Group, S.Q.A. Securities Litigc~tiora, 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 9071 
{E.D.N.Y. May 12, 2005). 

• Ir7~ ~~e CNL Hotels E~ Reso~~ts, I~zc. Seca-~r•ities Litigatio~z, 2005 U.S. Dist. LEXTS 38876, 
Na. 6:04-cv-1231-021-31KRS (M.D. Fla. May 9, 2005). 

Johnson z~. Aegon USA, I~i~c., 355 F. Supp. 2d 1337 (N.D. Ga. 2004). 

• Freeland z~. Iridi~t~m World Coln~nzinicatz~ns, Ltd., 99-1002, 2004 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 
33018 (D.D.C. Aug. 31, 20Q4). 

• In re Accictirn Entertczin~nent, Irrc. Securities Liti~a~tio», 03-CV-1270 (E.DN.Y. Jlxne 
22, 2004). 

~ In re Seprc~cor Inc, SE:curities Lifiigation, 308 ~. Supp. 2d 20 (D. Mass. 2004). 

• I~~ re Cotzeord EFS, IrTc. Securities Liti~~ation, No. 02-2b97 (W.D. Tenn. Jan. 7, 
2004). 

• In xe Pharmatr~zk, Inc. P~r~ivacy Liti~., 2003 U.S. App. LEXIS 8758 (1st Cir. May 9, 
2003). 

• I~~ re Perkia~Etrrt~r, I~~~~~c. See~t~~rities Litigation, 28b F. Sapp. 2d 46 (D. Mass. 2003). 
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o In re Initial P~~~lic Off~~~Yir~~g Sccu~~ities Litigation, 241 F. Supp. 2d 281. (S.D.N.Y. 
2003}. 

~ I~~z re Comdisco Seca~~~itics Litigation, Nc~. 02 C 2110, 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 5047 
(N.D. Ill. Mar. 31, 2003). 

• Bc~~~ger v. Car~zpaq Computer Corp., 25~ F.3d 4~5 (2001}, clarified, 279 F.3d 313 (5th 
car. 2oaz>. 

• City Partnership Co. v. Cabte TV Fund 24-B, 213 F.R.D. 576 (D. Colo. 2002). 

• In ~re Alla2re Corporation Securities Litiga~io~~, Docket No. 00-71972 - WGY, 2002 
U.S. Dist. LEXIS 18143 (D. Mass., Sept. 27, 2002). 

• In re StarLir~k CoYn Products Liability Liti~~ati~az, 212 F.Supp.2d 828 (N.D, Ill. 
2002). 

• Ir~~ re Bankamerica Co~~p. Securities Liti~gation~, 263 F.3d 795 (8th Cir. 2001). 

• I3~i re Corxidisco Sec~~ri~ties Litigation, 166 F.Supp.2d 1260 (N.D. Ill. 2001). 

+ I~x r~e Crossroads Systems, Ia~re. Securities Liti~atian, Master File No. A-00-CA-457 
JN, 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 14780 (W.D. Tx. Aug. 15, 2001). 

• In r~ MicroStrafe~~, Iric. Securities Lifigc~tial~, 150 ~. Supp. 2d 896 (E.D. Va. 2001). 

• Lindetow z~. Hi1l, No. 00 C 3727, 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 10301 (N.D. I11. July 19, 
2001). 

• In re MicroS~trategy, Inc. Securities Litigation, 148 F. Supp. 2d 654 (E.D. Va. 2Q01). 

• Jeffrzes v. Pension. Trust Fund of the Pe~zsior~i, Hospitalizatio~z ~ ~eri~efit Plan. of the 
Elec~trieal Industry, 172 F. Supp. 2d 389 {S.DN.Y. 2001). 

~ CaT~ney v. Cambridge Technology Partners, hze., 135 F. Supp, 2d 235 (D. Mass. 
2001). 

« Weltz v. Lee, 199 F.R.D. 129 (S.D.N.Y. 2001). 

e Schoers v. Pfizer, Irzc., 00 Civ. 6121, 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 511 (S.DN.Y. Jan. 23, 
2001). 
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e K~rzzveil z~. Phalip Morris Cos., 94 Civ. 2373 (MBM), 2001 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 83 
(S.D.N.Y. Jan.. 9, 2001). 

• Goldher~er v. Bear, Steas~ns ~~ Co., 98 Civ. 867? (JSM), 20Q0 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 18714 
(S.D.N.Y. Dec. 28, 2000). 

• In ~re Newer Rub&~rmaid, Iric., Seca~ritic~s Liti~~>c~tion, Case Nom. 99 C b853, 2000 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 15190 (N.D. Ill. Oct. 2, 2000). 

• Staa2ley v. Safeskin Corp., Case No. 99 CV 454 BTM (LSP), 2000 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 
14100, Fed. Sec. L. Rep. (CCH} P91, 221 (S.D. Cal. Sept. 18, 2000). 

• Irt re MicroStrate~y, Inc. Sec~~ri~ties Litigation, 115 F. Supp. 2d 620 (E.D. Va. 2000). 

+ In re LISA Talks.eom, Ir~zc, Seca~rit~ies Liti~~ation, 2000 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 14823, Fed. 
Sec. L. Rep. (CCH) P91, 231 (S.D. Cal. Sept. 14, 2000). 

• Ir2 r~ Sotheby's Holr~in~s, hoc. Securities Litigation, 00 CIV. 1041 (DLC), 2000 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 125Q4, Fed. Sec. L. I~ep. (CCH) P91, 059 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 31, 2000). 

• Dumont v. C)zarles Schwab f~ Co., Ine., Civil Action No. 99-2840 2000 U.S. Dish. 
LEXIS 10906 (E,D. La. July 21, 2000). 

• Berger v. Co~npgt~ Canz~~ute~~ Corp., Civil Action No. H-98-1148, 2000 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 21424 (S.D. Tex. July 17, 2000). 

• In ~re Bu~zkAme~rica Corp. S~czr~rities Litigation, 95 F. Supp. 2d 1044 (E.D. Mo. 2000). 

• I~~z r~e Caa~negie Ir7ter~i~tfiio~zal Corp. Securities Litiga~ivn, 107 F. Supp. 2d 676 (D. 
Md. 2000). 

• Berger v. Compaq Computer Cori., Civil Action Na H-98-114$, 2000 U.S. Dist, 
LEXIS 21423 {S.D. Tex. Mar. 13, 2000). 

e In re Im~~ericrl Credit Inc~rtstri~es Securities Litigation, CV 98-8842 SVW, 2000 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 2340 (C.D, Cal. Feb. 23, 2000). 

• St~~~~rnz v. Marrzott Marquis Cori., 85 F. Supp. 2d 1356 (N.D. Ga. 2000). 

• Iy~r re Health Marl~agerr~rent Systems S~eurz~Eies Litigatiol~, 82 F. Supp. 2d 227 
(S.D.N.Y. 2000). 
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e Durr~c~nt v. Clzarl~s Schwab f~ C~~., h~~c., Civil Action No. 99-2840, 2000 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS b19 (E.L?. La. Jan. 19, 2Q00). 

• I~~t re MicrvStr~tegy, Irzc. Securr~tz~s Litigr~ti~~n, 110 F. Supp. 2d 427 (E.D. Va, 2000), 

• Ir~t re BankArn~rica Corp. Sccxirifies Litigatian~, 78 F. Supp. 2d 976 (E,D. Mo. 1.999). 

• Kz~~r~zweil z~. Philip Morris Cos., 94 Civ. 233 (MBM), 1999 U.S. Dist. LE~CIS 13378 
(S.D.N.Y. Nov. 24, 1999}. 

e In re Nanv~l~ase T~clxnol~~i~~s Cnr~, Litigation, 98 C 3450, 1999 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 
16171 (N.D. Ill. Sept. 27, 1999). 

• In re Clearly Cctrirzctia~7 Securities Liti~atio~a~, File Na. C-93-1037-VRW, 1999 U.5. 
Dist. LEXIS 14273 Cal. Sept. 7, 1999). 

• Yttiart v. Bayard Drilling Teelinotogies, Inc., 96 F. Supp. 2d 1259 (W.D. Okla, 1999). 

• Ia1 re S~~y~tass, Inc. Securities Liti~~ation, No. 99 C 512, 1999 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 11382 
(N.D. III. July 20, 1999). 

• Carlei~ Capital G~~o~.tip v. L7eloitte F~ Tauclie, L.L.P., 1:97-CV-3183-TWT, 1999 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 11595 (N.D. Ga. June 30, 1999). 

• Blue Cross £~ Bl~.~e Shi~1d of N.j., Irac. v. Philip Mo~~f~~is, Inc., 98 CV 3287, 1999 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 11363 (E.D.N.Y. June 1, 1999). 

• Cartey Capital Gro~t~~ v. Deloitte F~ Tou~che, L.L.P., 1:97-CV-3183-TWT, 1999 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 1368, Fed. Sec. L. Rep. (CCH) P90, 429 (N.D. Ga. Jan. 19, 1999). 

• Longn~zan v. Food Lion, Inc., 186 F.R.D. 331 {M.D.N.C. 1999). 

• WrigJ2t v. Ernst fa' Young LLP, 152 F.3d 169 (2d Cir. 1998). 

o Roz~2ine v, Compuserz~e Carp., 160 F.3d 337 (6th Cir. 1998). 

• Felzeri z~. Andreas, 134 F.3d 873 (7~h Cir. 1998). 

• Walsin~glian2 v. Biocontrol Technology, I~~c., 6C~ F. Supp. 2d 669 {W.D. Pa. 1998). 

• Sturm v. Marriott Marquis Cori., 26 F. Supp. 2d 1358 (N.D. Ga. 1998). 
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a Carley Ca~aital Gro~u~a v. Del~itte fa' To~~ach~, L.L.P., 27 ~. Supp. 2d 1324 (N.D. G~, 
1998). 

• I~~z re MobzleMedza Securities Litigatio~~i, 28 F.Supp.2d 901 (D.N.J. 1998). 

• Weikel v. Tvwe~~ Se~mico~iductor, Ltd., 183 F.P.D. 377 (D.N.J. 1998). 

• Irr re Hcatth~ Mc~n~a~>en~~~nt Systems Secu~°itie~ Litigutiora, 97 Civ, 1865 (HB), 1998 
U.S. Dist. LEXIS 8061 (S.D.N.Y. May 27, 1998). 

+ Ire re Pa~irz~zvebher Ltd. Fc~rtne~rslii}~ Litigation, 999 F. Sapp. 719 (S.D.N.Y. 1998). 

• Carley Ca~~ital Group v. Deloitt~ ~ Tauche, L.L.P., 1:97-cv-3183-TWT, 1998 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 23222 (N.D. Ga. Feb. 10, 1998). 

• Brozcm z~. Rc~dzca Ga~y~ies (Zrz re Radica Gaines Secu~~ities Litigafion), No. 96-17274, 
1997 U.S. App. LEXIS 32775 {9th Cir. Nov. 14, 1997). 

• Robbins 2~. Kn~er Properties, 116 F.3d 1441 (11th Cir. 1997). 

• In re TCWIDW North American Govern~rrent Income Tf~ust Seeu~rities Litigation, 95 
Civ. 0167 (PKL), 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 18485 (S.D.N.Y. Nov. 20, 1997). 

~ Wright v. Ernst ~ Yvztr~g, LLP, 97 Civ. 2189 (SAS), 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 13630 
(S.D.N.Y. Sept. 9, 1997). 

• Felzen v. A~ridreas, No. 95-229, 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 23646 (C.D. Ill. July 7, 
1997). 

• Felzen v. Aridre~~zs, No. 95-2279, 1997 U.S. Dist, LEXIS 23647 (C.D. I11. July 7, 
1997). 

• A. R~n~ald Sirna~, Jr., P.C. Pr~vfit Sharin~~ Ptan z~. P~ruc~ential Securitzes, I~zc., 964 F. 
Supp. 147 (S.D.N.Y. 1997). 

• Kurzweil v, Phzli~~ Morris Companies, 94 Civ. 2373 (MBM), 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 
4451 (S.D.N.Y. April S, 1997). 

• Bo~arow z~. Mob~l~riedzc~, Ine., Civil Action No. 96-4715, 199 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 
23806 {D.N.J. March 31, 1997). 
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~ I~ralae~ner v. Mic.hraels Stores, Iyzc,., 172 F.R.D. 200 (N.D.Tex. 1997). 

a In re Pai~r~ezvebber Lti~. Pcrrtne~~ships Litigation, 171 F.R.D. 104 {S.D.N.Y. 1997). 

* A. Ronald Sirna, Jr., P.C. Profit Sharing Plan v. Prudel~z~ti~al Secrarities, T~~e., 95 Civ. 
8422 {LAK), 1997 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 1226 (S.D.N.Y. Feb. 7, 1997). 

• In re Painewebi~er Inc. Lirriiter~ Part~iershi~s Li~tigation~, 94 F.3d 49 (2d Cir. 1996). 

• Glassman v. Con~~~utervision Corp., 90 F.3d 617 (1st Cir. 1996). 

~ Ahern v. Lltilicnr~ t,Inited, Inc., 84 F.3d 1525 (8th Cir. 1996). 

• ~lta~w v. Digital Equiprr~ertt Cora., 82 F.3d 1194 (1st Cir. 1996). 

• Dresrier Co. Profit Sharing Pla~~ v. First Fidelity Ba~ik, N.A., 95 Civ. 1924 (MBM), 
1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 17913 (S.D,N.Y. Dec. 3, 1996). 

• Sirnori v. A~n~rica~n Power Conversion Cof~p., 945 F. Supp. 416 (D.R.I. 1996). 

• TII I~-tdustries, Inc., 96 Civ. 4412 (SAS), 1996 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 14466 (S.D.N.Y. 
Oct. 1, 1996). 

• In re TCWIDW Narth Arneric~n Goverrtmen~t Iricorn.e Trust Securities Litigation, 941 
F. Supp. 32b (S.D.N.Y. Oct. 1, 1996). 

• In re Painewebber Ltd. Partnership Litigation, 94 Civ. 8547 (SHS), 1996 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 9195 (S.D.N.Y. June 28, 1996}. 

In re Tricor~d Systems, Inc., Securities Liti~uti~n~, Civil No. 3-94-746, 1996 Q.T.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 2Q943 (D. Minn. Apri15, 1996). 

* In re Pairatwe~~ber~ Limited Par~tner~tTip Liti~atiort, 94 Civ. 8547 (SHS), 1996 U.S. 
Dist. LEXIS 1265 (S.DN.Y. Feb. 6, 1996). 

• Riley v. Sirrimons, 45 F.3d 764 (3d Cir. 1995). 

• Ste~~ak v. Addison, 20 F.3d 398 (11th. Cir. 1994). 

• Zinn v. Tua~ley, [1991 Transfer Binder] Fed. Sec. L. Rep, (CCH) 91 96,123 (D. 
Ariz. June 20, 1994). 
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• Ir~z a~c~ Sout~ieast Hofic~l Pro~~ertzes Lirrzite~~ Prza~trxersl~i~ I~nvestur Litigc~tiU~~i, 151 F.R,D. 
597 (W.D.N.C. 1993). 

• Cc~ata~i~~y of S~~ffalk v. Lo~zg Isla~rzd Lighti~~g Co., 907 F.2d 1295 (2d Cir. 1990). 

~ William Hughes, Jr. v. Xiaorr~azrzg Hati, et al. [h~~ re Kane~i Tec~zn~ologies Grc~u~~], C.A. 
No. 2019-0112-JTL (Del. Ch. Apri127, 2020}. 

• Eshag)~ian v. Roshan~t~mir, 179 A.D.3d 596 (N.Y. App. Div. 1st Dept 2020). 

• Colzen v. Saks, Ir~zc., 169 A.D.3d 515 (N.Y. App. Div. 1st Dept 2019). 

• Bartzs v. Harbor Tech, LLC, 147 A.D.3d 52 {N.Y. App. Div. 2d Dep't 2016). 

• Zetouf Ir~~t'1 Cora. v. Zeloirf, 47 Misc. 3d 346 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. 2014). 

• McWillian~zs v. Czty of Long Beach, 56 Cal. 4th 613 (2013). 

• Roberts v. Tisha~rzarz Speyer, 89 A.D.3d 444 (N.Y. App. Div. 1st Dept 2011). 

• Ardnn v. City of Lvs Angeles, 52 Cal. 4th 241 (2011). 

• Roberts v. Tish~~rra~n S~aeyer, 13 N.Y.3d 270 (N.Y. 2009). 

• Ira re Tyson Foods, Inc., Consvlic~ated Shareholder Li~fi~gati~?rt, 919 A.2d 563 (Del. Ch. 
2007). 

• Naevus Intl v. AT£~T Carp., 283 A.D.2d 171, 724 N.Y.S.2d X21 (2001). 

• Irz re Western Nationat Cor}~. Shareholders Litigatioa~, Consolidated C.A. No. 
15927, 2000 Del. Ch. LEXIS 82 (May 22, 2000). 

• I2z re C~nco~n Cable Incorrze Partners, L.P. Litigation, C.A, No. 14634, 2000 Del. Ch. 
LEXIS 90 (May 5, 20Q0). 

• In re Cerrc~m Cabte Income Partners, L.P. Litigatton~, Consolidated C.A. No. 14634, 
2000 Del. Ch. LEXIS 10 (Jan.. 27, 2000). 
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a In rc~ Marriott Hofels P~r~ope~~ti~s II Lz~rtited Prrp~trzer~sl~~ip I.,tr7itholc~ers Lztigati~~~n, 
Consolidated C.A. No. 14961, 2000 Del. Ch. LEXIS 17 (Jain. 24, 200Q}. 

• Rarr~ig v. Jefferson-Picot Life Insu~~ance Co~n~c~n~y, 132 N.C. App. 682, 513 S.E.2d 
598 (Ct. App. 1999), aff`d, 351 N.C. 349, 524 S.E.2d 804 (N.C. 2000). 

• Waltace v. Woad, 752 A.2d 1175 (Del. Ch. 1999). 

a Greenwald v. Batterso~z, C.A. No. 16475, 1999 Del. Ch, LEXTS 158 {July 26, 1999). 

• B~rozvn v. Per~Yette, Civil Actian No. 13531, 1999 Del. Ch. LEXIS 92 (May 18, 
1999). 

• Seiri felc~ v. Robinsoyr, 246 A.D.2d 291, 676 N.Y.S.2d 579 (N.Y. 1998). 

• Wer•nel° v. Atexand~r, 130 N.G. App. 435, S02 S.E.2d 897 (N.C. Ct. App. ].998).# 

• Iy~i re Certcora2 Cable Income Pgrt~ners, L.P. Litigation, C.A. No. 14634, 1997 Del. Ch. 
LEXIS 146 (Oct. 15, 1997). 

• Iaz re MRrriott Hotel P~~operties II Limited Partnership Llnitho~ders Lztigatioyz, 
Consolidated C.A. No. 14961, 1997 DeL Ch. LEXI5128 {Sept. 17, 1997). 

~ In re Cll~ei~erirze Software Sh~reh~oldef~s Litigatio~~a, Consolidated C.A. No. 14941, 
1996 Del. Ch. LEXIS 142 (Nov. 7, 1996). 

• Pa~ramoua~t Con~tryt~.lrzicc~tio~2s, It2c. v. QVG Network, Iric., 637 A.2d 34 (Del. Super. 
Ct. 1994). 
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r'~~T~.~RI"~1F~~`~' ~1~C". ~- ~ . 

The qualifications of the attorneys in the Wolf Haldenstein Litigation Group are set 
forth below anti are followed by descriptions of some of fhe Finn's attorneys w}~a 
normally practice outside the Litigation. Group wha contribute significantly to the class 
action practice from time to time. 

MARK C. RIFKIN: admitted: New York; Pennsylvania; New Jersey; U.S. Supreme 
Court, U.S. Courts of Appeals for the Secoilci, Third, Fifth, and D.C. Circuits; U.S. 
District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, the Eastern and 
Western Districts of Pennsylvania, the District of New Jersey, the Eastern District of 
Wisconsin aild the Western District of Michigan. Education: Princeton University (A.B. 
1982); Villanova University School of Law (J.D. 1985). Contributor, Packel &Poulin, 
Pe~~znsylz~ania Evidence (19$7). 

A highly experienced securities class action and shareholder rights litigator, Mr. Rifkin 
has recovered hundreds of millions of dollars far victims of corporate fraud and abuse 
in federal and state litigation across the country. Since 1990, Mr. Rifkin has served as 
lead counsel, co-lead counsel, or Trial counsel in many class and derivative actions in 
securities, intellectual property, antitrust, insurance, consumer and mass tort litigation 
throughout the country. 

Unique among his peers iii the class action practice, Mr. Rifkin 11as extensive trial 
experience. Over the past thirty years, Mr. Rifkin has tried many complex commercial 
actions in federal and state courts across the country in class and derivative actions, 
including In ~re Nr~tior°tal Media Cc~r~p. Derivative Liti~~., C.A. 90-574 (E.D. Pa.), U~ap z~. 
Mellen Bank, N.A., C.A. No. 91-5229 (E.D. Pa.), where the verdict awarded snare than 
$60 million in damages to the Class (lafer reversed on appeal, 997 F.2d 1Q39 (3d Cir. 
1993)), and Iri r~ AST Research Securitzes Litigation, No. 94-1370 SVW (C.D. Cal.), as well 
as a number of commercial matters for individual clients, including Z~louf Ir~t'l Corp. v. 
Zelauf, Index Na 653652/2013 (N.Y. Sup. Ct. 2015), in which he obtained a $10 million 
judgment for his client. 

Mr. Rifkin also has extensive appellate experience. Over thirty years, Mr. Rifkin. IZas 
argued dozens of appeals on behalf of appellants and appellees in several federal 
appellate courts, and ire t11e highest appellate courts in New York, Pennsylvania, New 
Jersey, and Delaware. 

~ ., ~ ~.-r 
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Mr. Rifkin 11as earned the AV~'~'-Preeminent rating by Martindale-Hubbe110 fir more 
t11az1 20 years, and has been selected far inclusion in the New York Metro 
SuperLawyers "' listing since 2010. In 2014, Mr. Rifki~~ was named a "Titan of the 
Plaintiff's Bar" by Law360`~. 

In 2015, Mr. Rifkin received worldwide acclaim far his role as lead counsel for the class 
in Good Morni3zg To You Prodaictio~~zs Corp. v. Wa~~rtel~ICh~~~pe1l Music, h~~c., No. CV 13-
04460-GHIf {MRWx), in federal court in Las Angeles, successfully challenging the 
copyright to "Happy Birthday to You," the warlci's mast famous sang. In recognition ~f 
his historic victory, Mr. Rifkin was mined a Trailblazer in Intellectual Property by the 
National Law Journal in 2016. In 2018, Mx. Rifkin led. a team of lawyers from Wolf 
Haldensteii~ who represented the plaintiffs in W~ Sh~tl C)vereorne Fout2dation, et cal. v. Tlxe 
Richmond C7r~anization, Irre., et ca1., No. 16-cv-02725-DLC (S.DN.Y.), which successfully 
challenged the copyright to "We Shall Overcome," called the "mast powerful song of 
the 20th century" by the Librarian of Congress. 

Mr. Rifkin lectures frequently to business and professialzal organizations on a variety of 
securities, shareholder, intellectual property, and corporate governance matters. Mr. 
Rifkin is a guest lecturer to graduate and undergraduate economics atld finance 
students on corporate governance and financial disclosure topics, He also serves as a 
moat court judge for the A.B.A. and New York University Law School. Mr. Riflcin 
appears frequently in print and broadcast media on diverse law-related topics in 
corporate, securities, intellectual property, antitrust, regulatory, and enforcement 
matters. 

BETSY C. MANIFOLD: admitted: Wisconsin; New York; California; U.S. District Courts 
for the Western District of Wisconsin, Eastern and Southern Districts of New York, and 
Northern, Central and Southern Districts of California. Education: Elmira College; 
Middlebury College (B.A., ci~~rz laude, 1980); Marquette University (J.D., 19$6); New 
York University. Thomas More Scholar. Recipient, American Jurisprudence Award. in 
Agency. Member: The Association of the Bar ~f the City of New York. Languages: 
French. 

Ms. Manifold served. as co-lead counsel in the following cases to recovery on behalf of 
employees: Miguel Ga~rei~z, et al. v. Lowe's Herne Center, Ine. e~t al. -Case No. GIC 841120 
(Barton) (Cal. Sup. Ct, San Diego) ($1.65 million settlement w/ average class member 
recovery of $5,500, attorney fees and cost awarded separately) and Neil Weinsteirl~, et ~zl. 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-14 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 33 of 49  PAGEID #: 1353



v. MetLife, I~ic,, of r~l. —Case Nc~. 3.06-cv-04444-SI (N.D. Cal) ($7.4 million settlement). 
Ms. Manifold also served as eo-lead counsel in t11e foilowin~ derivative actions: In re 
Atm~l Cor~a~r~ztion Derivative Liti~~~ztion, Master File Nc~. CV 06-4592-JF (N.D. Cal.) ($9.65 
million payment to Atmel) and I~~i t~e Silicon Storage Teclrnalogy I~2c. Derzvc~~ive Ling., Case 
No. C 06-Q4310 JF (N.D. Cal.) (cash paymezzt and re-pricing of options with a total value 
of $5.45 million). Ms. Manifold also worked as lead counsel on the following class 
action: L~wzs v. Americ~xn SpectYr~tin~r~ Reatty, Case No. 01 CC 00394, Cal. Sizp. Ct (Orange 
County) ($6.5 million settlement). 

BENJAMIN Y. KAUFMAN: l~t~mlt~~t~: New York, United States Supreme Court, United 
States Court of Appeals for the Fourth Circuit, Southern, Northern azld Eastern Districts 
of New York, District of New Jersey; and District of Colorado. Educatia~Z: Yeshiva. 
University, B.A.; Benjamin N. Cardozo School of Law, Yeshiva University, J.D; New 
York University, Stern School of Business, M.B.A. Mr. Kaufman focuses an class actions 
on behalf of defrauded. shareholders, investors, and consumers. Mr. Kaufman. has 
extensive experience in complex class actions representing clients including 
institutional investors such as public and labor pension funds, labor health and welfare 
benefit funds, as well as private individuals and funds who suffered lasses due to 
corporate fraud. Mr. Kaufman also has extensive experience litigating complex 
commercial cases in state and federal court. 

Mr. Kaufman's successful securities litigations include In re Deu~tsch~ Telekorn AG 
Securities Litigation, No. 00-9475 (S.D.N.Y.), a complex international securities litigation 
requiring evidentiary discovery in both the United States and Europe, which settled for 
$12Q million. Mr. Kaufman was also part of the team that recovered $46 million for 
investors in Ire Ye Asia Pulp £~ Paper SEc:~~ri~ties Litigation, No. O1-7351 (S.L7.N.Y.); and $43.1 
million in F~~eeland v. lriciiun~t World Cornrnrsrxica~tions, Ltd., No. 99-1002 (D.D.C.). 

Mr. Kaufman's outstanding representative results in derivative end transactional 
litigations include: I~~~~ re Tru~rrip Hotels Shareholder Derivative Liti~~atio~~, No. 9b-cv-7820 
(S.D.I~1.Y.) (in settlement Trump personally contributed some of his holdings and the 
company adopted corporate reforms); Southwest Airlines Derivative Litigation (Cc~~rban 
County Err~z~loyee RetirerrT~ent Systerrz v. Kelly) (Dist. Ct. Dallas Cnty., Tex.) (derivative 
matter that resulted in significant reforms to the air carrier's corporate governance and 
safety and maintenance practices and procedures for the benefit of the company and its 
shareholders); Lynn v. Tennessee CommeYce Bancorp, Inc., et al., No. 3:12-ev-01137 (M.D. 
Tenn.) ($2.6 million settlement); Irz~ re ClubCor~ Holdings Sharel~c~lder Litigatio~r~i~, No. A-17-
758912-B (D. Nev.) ($5 million settlement and corporate therapeutics). Mr. Kaufman 
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also argued the appeal in I~z re Comz~erse Technology, Ine. D~rivatizte Liti~., 56 A.D.3d 49 
(1st Dept 2008) which led to the seminal New York Appellate Division. apiniai~ 
clarifying t11e standards of demand f~.itility ire New York and Its re Topps C~m~rarrty, Inc. 
Sliaa~e~i~nlders Litr~ation which resulted in a 2007 decision vindicating t11e rights of 
shareholders to pursue claims in the anost relevant forum notwithstanding the state of 
incorporation. Mr. Kaufinan has also lectured. and taught in the subjects of corporate 
governance as well as transactional and derivative litigation. 

In addition, Mr. Kaufman has represented many corporate clients in coz~iplex 
commercial matters, including complex copyright rUyalty class actions against music 
companies. Puckett v. Sony Music Er~ter~tairamen~, No. 108802/98 (Sup. Ct. N.Y. Casty. ); 
Shropshire v. So~~ry Music Entertail~rnea~t, No. 06-3252 (S.D.N.Y.), and The You~zgbloods v. 
BMG Musr~c, No. 07-2394 (S.DN.Y.). In Mich II Holc~in~~s LLC v. Sclza~on, No. 600736/10 
(Sup. Ct. N.Y. Casty.), Mr. Kaufman represented certain. pra~ninent real estate investors 
and successfully moved to dismiss all daiins against those defendants. Mr. Kaufman. 
11as also represented clients in arbitrations and litigations involving oppressed. minority 
shareholders in closely held corporations. 

Currently, Mr. Kaufman represents clients in a wide array of matters, including 
shareholders of a large cooperative complex alleging breach of fiduciary duty by the 
board of directors and property manager; purchasers of New York City taxi rnedallians 
in a class action pending in New York Supreme Court, Queens County; a New York art 
gallery in an action against several European insurers over insurance coverage for 
paintings seized while on exhibit; and shareholders of Saks, Inc. alleging that the board 
of directors and its investment advisor sold t11e company for inadequate coYlsideration. 
CoDae~~z v. Saks, 169 A.D.3d 51 (1st D~p't 2019). 

Prior to joining Wolf Haldenstein, a~1d prior to joining Milberg LLP in 1998, Mr. 
Kaufman was a Court Attorney for the New York State Supreme Court, New Yark 
County (1988-1990) and Principal Law Clerk to Justice Herman Cahn of the Commercial 
Division of the New York State Supreme Court, New York County (1990-1998). 

Mr. Kaufman is an active member of the Commercial and Federal Litigation Section. of 
the New Yark State Bar Association, the International Association of Jewish Lawyers 
and Jurists and the Jewish Lawyers Guild in which he serves as a Vice President. Mr. 
Kaufman was the Dinner Chair at the Jewish Lawyers Guild Annual Dinner in 2017, 
201$, and 2019. Mr. Kaufman is a member of the Board of Trustees of Congregation 
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Beth Sh~lozl~ in Lawrence, NY an~-i was a member of the Board. of Trustees of the 
Hebrew Academy of tl~e Five Tawns and Rockaways from 2015-2019. 

Mr. Kaufman has been recognized by SuperL~wyers~ each year since 2012. 

THOMAS H. BURT: admitted: New Yark; U.S. District Courts for the Southern and 
Eastern Districts of New York, Eastern. District of Michigan. Education: American 
University (B.A. 1993); New York U1~iversity (J.D. 1997). Articles Editor wit11 New York 
University Review of Law and Social Change. Mr. Burt is a litigator with a practice 
concentrated in securities class actions and complex commercial litigation. After 
practicing criminal defense with noted defense lawyer Jack T. Litman far three years, he 
joined Walf Haldenstein, where he has worked on such notable cases as Zn~ re Initial 
P~sblic Offe~~ing Securities Liti~~cztion, No. 21 MC 92 (SAS) (S.D.N.Y.) (a navel and sweeping 
amalgamation of over 30Q class actions which. resulted in a recovery of $586 million); Ian 
re Micr~oStrategy Securities Li~tigatiot~z, N~a. 00-473-A (E.D. Va.) (recovery of $192 million); 
Iy~ t~e DRAM Antitr~tist Litigation., No. 02-ev-1486 (PJH) (N.D. Cal.) (antitrust case 
resulting ix1 $315 million recovery); In r~e Con2pi.~ter Associates 2002 Class Action Securities 
Litigation, Na. 02-cv-1226 (TCP) (E.D.N.Y.)(settled, together with a related fraud case, 
for over $133 million); K.J. E~>lestora~ L.P. v. Heartland Irtd~ust~~zal Partners, ~t at., 2:06-13555 
(E.D, Mich.) (recovery included personal assets from former Reagan Administration 
budget director David A. Stockman); and Pa~~kea~ Friedland v. Iridiu~ir~ W~~rld 
Comm~i~nicatioy~zs, Ltc~., 99-1002 (D.D.C.)(recovery of $43.1 million). Mr. Burt has spoken 
on several occasions to investor and. activist groups regarding the intersection of 
litigation and corporate social. responsibility. Mr. Burt writes and speaks on both 
securities and. antitrust litigation topics. He has served as a board member and officer 
of t11e St. Andrew's Society of the State of New York, New York's oldest clarity. 

RACHELE R. BYRD: adrszitted: California; U.S. District Courts for the Southern, 
Northern, Central and Eastern Districts of California, the Northern District ~f Illinois, 
and the Eastern District of Michigan; U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit; U.S. 
Supreme Court. Education: Poiizt Loma Nazarene College (B.A., 1994); University of 
California, Hastings College of the Law (J.D. 1997). Member: State Bar of California. 
Ms. Byrd is located in the firm's San Diego office and practices corporate derivative and 
class action litigation including securities, consumer, privacy and security, antitrust, 
employment and general corporate and business litigation. Ms. Byrd has played a 
significant role in litigating numerous class and derivative actiozls, including Engquist v. 
City of Los A72ge1es, No. BC591331 (Los Angeles Super. Ct.} (gas tax refund action that 
recently settled for $32.5 million az~d injunctive relief, valued at a minimum of $24.5 
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million over 3 years az7d $$1.8 million over 1~ years, followi~~~g certification of the class 
and. on the eve of a hearing oil the parties' crass-motions for summary judgment); Aa~dcar7 
v. City of Los Angeles, 52 Ca1.4th 241 (2011) (telephone tax refund action against the Cify 
of Los Angeles that settled. for $92.5 million after a successful appeal and ~ 
groundbreaking opiizion from t11e California Supreme Court); McWilliaf~~zs z~. City of Long 
Beac)1, Cal.. Supreme Ct. No. S202037, 2013 Cal. LEXIS 351Q (April. 25, 2013) (telephone 
tax refund action that settled far $16.6 million after a successful appeal and another 
groundbreaking opinion from the California Supreme Court); Graa~adas v. Co~~y~ty of Los 
A~~geles, BC361470 (Las Angeles Super. Ct,) (telephone tax refund action that settled for 
$16.9 million fallowing class certification and a successful appeal); Iri~ re: Zoom Video 
Co3nynurricati~n~s, Irtc. Priz~aey Lttt~~gation, No. 5:20-cv-0291 (N.D. Cal.) (member of 
Plaintiffs' Steering Committee; settled for $85 million); In re Robin~haod Outage Lit~ig~ztio~rx, 
No. 20-cv-01626-JD (N.D. Cal.) (member of Plaintiffs' Executive Committee); In ire A~aple 
iPhone Antitrz~st Litigc~ti~on, No. 4:11-cv-Ob714-YGR (N.D. Cal.) (ongoing antitrust class 
action on behalf of consumers against Apple over its monopolization of the iOS 
applications aftermarket that secured a favorable opinion in the U.S. Supreme Court: 
Ap~ale Irie. z~. Pep~~r, 139 S. Ct. 1514 (2019)), Defrees v. Ki7~kla~nc~, et al., 11-04272 (JLS) (C.D. 
Cal.) ($12.2 million settlement reached in derivative action on the eve of trial); B~kelman 
et al. v. FCH E~ztEr~~rises, Inc., Na. 18-00209-RJB-RLP (D. Haw.) (settled data breach class 
action; final approval granted May 3, 2019); C~zrrera Aguatlo, et al. v. Ken~z}~er Corp., et ~zl., 
Na. 1:21-cv-01883 {N.D. Ill.) (settled data breach class action where Ms. Byrd was 
Interim Co-Lead Counsel; final approval granted March 18, 2022); In re: Sc~~i~~x~s Health. 
Da~tc~ Iy~cident Litigat{on, San Diego Super. Ct. No. 37-2021-00024103-CU-BT-CTL 
(ongoing data breach class action where Wolf Haldenstein is co-lead counsel); Hi~rzc~s v. 
Commurti~ty Medical Centers, Inc., No. STK-CV-UNPI-2021-104Q4 (San Joaquin Super. Ct.) 
(ongoing data breach class action where Wolf Haldenstein is co-lead. counsel); 
C12.ristofferson v. Creatio~r~ En~te~~tainment, Inc., Na. 19STCV11000 (Los Angeles Super. Ct.) 
(settled data breach class action; final approval granted on June 29, 2021); In re: Hanna 
Anderssori ayzd salesforce.com Data Breach. Litig., No. 3:20-ev-00812-EMC (N.D. Cal.) 
(settled data breach class action; final approval granted on June 25, 2021); Gast~m z~. 
FabFrtFu~2, Iazc., No. 2:20-cv-Q9534-RGK-E (C.D. Cal.) (settled data breach class action; 
final approval granted on December 6, 2021); Rossi v. Claire's Stores, No. 1:20-cv-05090 
(N.D. Ill) (settled data breach. class action; preliminary approval granted March. 28, 
2022); Rig~7s v. Kyoto, Irzc., D/B/Al iCanvas, No. 1:20-cv-5822 (N.D. Ill.) (settled. data breach 
class action, final approval granted on October 29, 2021); Tho~~nas v. Sa~~t Dz~go Far7zily 
Care, San Diego Super. Ct. No. 37-2021-00026758-CU-BT-CTL (settled data breach class 
action; preliminary approval granted Apri113, 2022); Miller z~. CSI F~naraeial, LLC, No. 37-
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2021-00030263-CU-BT-CT (San Diego Super. Ct.) (recently settled data breach class 
action); Fields v. Thy Regerzt~ of the Llraiversiti~ of Cczlifor~~ia, Alameda Superior Court No. 
RG21107152 (ongoing data breach class action); In a~c A~rth~ur J. Gallagher Data B~•eaclz 
Lrt2~~at~ian, No. 1:21-cv-44056 (N.D. Ill.) (ongoing); h~ re: CaptT-treRx Data Ba~each~ Li~ti~~ztion, 
No. 5:21-cv-00523-OLG (W.D, Tex.) (settled data. breach class action; preliminary 
approval granted Marc113, 2022). 

MATTHEW M. GUINEY: admitted: New York State; L7nited States Supreme Court; 
United States Courts of Appeals for the Second, Third and Ninth Circuits; U.S. District 
Courts far the Southern end Eastern District of New York and numerous others. 
Education: The College of William &Mary (B.A. in Government and Economics 1998); 
Georgetowi7 University Law Center (J.D. 2002). Mr. Guiney's primary areas of practice 
are securities class actiozls under tl~e Securities Act of 1933 and the Exchange Act of 
1934, cc~inplex commercial litigation, Employee Retirement Income Security Act 
(ERISA) actions on behalf of plan. participants, Fair Labor Standards Act of 1938 actions 
concerning overtime payment, and fiduciary duty actions under various state laws. Mr. 
Glainey has helped recover hundreds of millions of dollars for victims of corporate 
fraud and abuse in federal and state litigation across the country. Mr. Gainey was on 
t11e merits briefs at the United States Supreme Court an behalf of the 
plaintiffs/respondents in Apple I1~~ic. v. Pepper, Na. 17-204, 587 U.S. ~ (2019) where the 
Court affirmed plaintiffs' antitrust standing uzlder Illlr7ois Briek. Mr. Gainey also 
represented plaintiffsjrespondents at the United States Supreme Court in C~iina Agritech 
v. Reslz, 584 U.S. _ (2Q18), where the Court addressed tolling in the class action context. 
Mr. Gainey also initially served as counsel of record and briefed opposition to petition 
for writ of certiorari, and argued and achieved a precedential reversal of motion to 
dismiss in a published opinion at the United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit in Resh u. Cl~inu Agrit~~h, No. 15-5543, 2017 U.S. App. LEXIS 9029 (9th Cir. May 
24, 2017). 

Some of Mr. Guiriey's notable results on behalf of investors izlclude: Mgllozzi v, 
Industrial Enterprises of America, Inc., et ~zt., 1;07-cv-10321-DLC (S.D.N.Y.) ($3.4 million 
settlement on behalf of shareholders); In re Lz~xottica Group S.Q.A. Securities Litigation, 
Na. CV 01-3285 (JBW) (MDG) (E.D.N.Y.) ($18.5 million settlement on behalf of 
shareholders); In re MBNA Corp. ERISA Litigation, Master Docket No. 05-429 (GMS), {D. 
Del) ($4.5 million settlement on behalf of plan participants). 

MALCOLM T. BROWN: adnzztted: United States District Courts for the Eastern, 
Northern, and Southern Districts of New York; District of New Jersey; and Eastern 

F~, ~~ ~,~ 
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District of Pennsylvania; United States Ca1irE of Appeals for t11e Second Circuit. 
Ec~ucatian: University of Pennsylvania (B.A., Political Science 1988) and Rutgers 
University Schaol of Law (J.D. 1994), Mr. Brown's primary areas of practice are 
securities, derivative, M&A litigation and consumer class actions. Recent Hatable 
decisions include: .Siegn~z~rzd v. Bicxn, 2019 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 19349 (S.D. Fla. Feb. 6, 2019}; 
Siegmund v. 13ian, 201$ ll,S. Dist.. LEXIS 55724, 2018 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 55725 (Apri12, 201 S); 
Johnsof~ v. Ford Motor Co., 3Q9 F.R.D. 226 (S.D. W. Va. 2015); Thor~rt~as v. Fora Motor Cyr., 
2014 U.S. Dist. LEXIS 43268 (D.S.C. Mar. 31, 2014); Irz re Merlon Sec. Liti~., 2015 U.S. Dist. 
LEXIS 178Q84 (S.D.N.Y. Aug. 24, 2015}. Prior to joining Wolf Haldenstein, Mr. Brown 
was a business litigation attorney who represented financial institutions, corporations 
and. partnerships and advised clie~~ts on business disputes, reorganizations, dissolutions 
and insurance coverage matters. 

Mr. Brown is a member of the National Association of Pension Flan Attorneys and. the 
National Black Lawyers, and a Fellow of the American Bar Foundation. 

~~~cr~a~ . G~a~r~[~~1., 

JUSTICE HERMAN CAHN: admitted: New York. Education: Harvard Law School. and a 
B.A. from City College of the City University of New York. Justice Herman Cahn was 
first elected as Judge of the Civil Court of the City of New York in 1976. He 
subsequently served as an Acting Justice of the Supreme Court from 1980 until 1992, 
when he was elected to the Supreme Court. Throughout his decades on the bench, he 
principally handled civil cases, with the exception of 1981 until 1987, when. he presided 
over criminal matters. Justice Cahn was instrumental in the creation of, and a founding 
Justice in, the Commercial Divisio~l within the New Yark State Supreme Cotart. He 
served as a Justice of the Commercial Division from its inception in 1993. 

Among his most notable recent cases are the consolidated cases stemming from the Bear 
Stearns merger with JP Morgan (In re Bear Stearns Latigcztic~~t); liti~atiat~ regarding the 
America's Cup Yacht Race (Golden Gate Yacht Club v. Societe Nautiqu~e de Geneve); 
litigation stemming from the attempt to enjoin the construction of the new Yankee 
Stadium (Save Our Parks v. City of Nezv York); and the consolidated state cases regarding 
the rebuilding of fhe World Trade Center site (World Trade Ce~iter Pro~7erties v. Alliance 
Insurance; Port Autl~orfty v. AlZia~~tce Irzsura~nce). 

Justice Cahn is a member of the Council on Judicial Administration of the Assvciatipn. 
of the Bar of the City of New York. He has also recently been appointed to the 
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Character and Fitness Committee of the Ap~el~~te Division, First Department. He is on 
the Register of M~diatars for t11e United States Bankruptcy Court, SoL~thern and 
Eastern Districts of New York. 

Before ascending the bends, Justice CaI1i1 practiced law ui Manhattan. He was first 
admitted to the New York bar in 195b. He is admitted to practice in numerous courts, 
including the New York State courts, the Southern District of New York and the United. 
States Supreme Court. 

C~ f~~ ~ t~U N.~~ ~ L. 

DANIEL W. KRASNER: admitted: New York; Supreme Court of the United States; U.S. 
Courts of Appeals for the Second, Third, Fourth, Sixth, Eighth, Ninth, Tenth, and 
Eleventh Circuits; U.S. District Cauurts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New 
York, Central District of Illinois, and Northern District of Michigan. Education: Yale 
Law School (LL.B., 1965); Yeshiva College (B.A., 1962). Mr. Krasner is of counsel at 
Wolf Haldenstein. He began practicing law wit11 Abraham L. Pomerantz, generally 
credited as t11e "Dean of the Class Action Bar." He founded the Class Litigation Group 
at Wolf Haldenstein in 1976. 

Mr. Krasner received judicial praise for his class action acumen as early as 1978. See, 
e.g., Shapi~~o v, Cans~lidated Edison Co., [1978 Transfer Binder] Fed. Sec. L. Rep. (CCH) & 
96,364 at 93,252 (S.DN.Y. 1978) ("in the Court's opinion the reputation, skill and 
expertise of . . . [Mr.] Krasner, considerably enhanced the probability of obtaining as 
large a cash settlement as was obtained"}; Stei~ae~~ v. BOC F~iraancial Corp., [1980 Transfer 
Binder] Fed. Sec. L. Rep. (CCH) & 97,656, at 98,491.4, (S.D.N.Y. 1980) ("This Court has 
previously recognized the High quality of work of plaintiffs' lead. counsel, Mr. 
Krasner"). The New York Law Journal referred. to Mr. Krasner as one of the "top rank 
plaintiffs' counsel" in the securities and. class action. fields. In connection with a failed 
1989 management buyout of United Airlines, Mr. Krasner testified before Congress. 

More recently, Mr. Krasner has been one of the lead attorneys for plaintiffs in some of 
the leading Federal multidistrict cases in the United States, including the IPO Litigation 
in the Southern District of New York, the Mutual Fund lYlarket Timing Litigation in tl~e 
District of Maryland, and several. Madoff-related litigations pending in the Southern. 
District of New Yark. Mr. Krasner has also been lead attorney in several precedent-
setting shareholder actions in Delaware Chancery Court and the New York Court of 
Appeals, incltyding Arner~ica~n Iri~ternatio~~~.at Group, Inc. v. Gree~rzberg, 965 A.2d 763 (Del. Ch. 
2009) and the companion certified appeal, Kif~schnc~r v. KPMG LLP, Nos. 151, 152, 2010 
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N.Y. LEXIS 2959 (N.Y. Oct. 21, 2010); Te~el2c:r~s' Reti~~err~er~t Systerra of Lc~uisiaaz~z a~1~~~ City of 
Nezv Ortearas Erezploi~ees' Retireinert~t Syster~z, derivatively c~n~ behalf of r~~omi~ial defend~rtt 
A~merican~ Ir~ter3~atinrzrzl Gro~tip, Inc., v. Priceu~r~t~z~liozrseCoa~ers LLP, Na. 152 (New York, 
C?ctaber 21, 2Q10}; hz rc CNX Gas Corp. S'1lolde~~s Liti~,, C.A. No. 5377-VCL, 2010 Del. Ch. 
LEXIS 119 (Del. Ch., May 25, 2010); Ir~r re CNX Gas Co~~p. 5'halders Litig., C.A. No. 5377-
VCL, 2010 Del. Ch. LEXIS 139, (Del. Ch. July 5, 2010), appeal. refused, 2Q10 Del. LEXIS 
324, 2Q10 WL 2690402 (Del. 2Q10). 

Mr. Krasner has lectured at the Practicing Law Institute; Rutgers Graduate School of 
Business; Federal Bar Council; Association of the Bar of the City of New Yark; Rockland 
County, New York State, and American Sar Associatioi~►s; Federal Bar Council, and 
before numerous other bar, industry, and investor groups. 

PETER C. HARRAR adnZitted; New York; United States Court of Appeals for the 
Fourth Circuit and the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern 
Districts of New York. Education: Columbia Law School (J.D. 1984); Princeton. 
University, Phi Beta Kappa, ana~yza curn~ laude. Mr. Harrar is of counsel at the firm aild 
has extensive experie7~ce in complex securities and caminercial litigation on behalf of 
individual and institutional clients. 

He has represented investment funds, hedge funds, insurance companies and other 
institutional investors in a variety of individual actions, class actions and disputes 
involving mortgage-backed securities and derivative instruments. Examples include Irz 
re EMAC Securities Liti~atio~n, a fraud case concerning private placements of securitized 
loan pools, and Steed Finance LDC v. LASER Advisors, Inc., a hybrid individual and class 
action concerning the mispricing of swaptians. 

Over the years, Mr. Harrar has also served as lead or co-lead counsel in ntamerous 
securities class and derivative actions throughout the country, recovering hundreds of 
millions of dollars on behalf of aggrieved investors and corporations. Recent examples 
are some of the largest recoveries achieved in resolution of derivative actions, including 
Ameri~c:a~~i International Groatip Co~~~isolidated Derzvative Litigatia~2) ($90 million), and Bank of 
AmericalMerrill Derivative Litigation ($62.5 million). 

JEFFREY G. SMITH: admitted: New York; California; Supreme Court of the United 
States; U,S. Courts of Appeals for the Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Seventh, 
Eighth and Ninth Circuits; U.S. Tax Court; U.S. District Courts for the Southern and. 
Eastern Districts of New York, Southern, Central and Northern Districts of California 
and the Districts of Colorado and Nebraska. Education: Woodrow Wilson School of 
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Public and International Affairs, Princeton University (M.P.A., ].977); Yale Law Scllaol 
(J.I~., 1978}; Vass~i~ College (A.B., cz~rn l~~~de ~~ener~zti, 19'74). At Yale Law School, Mr. 
Smith was a teaching assistant for tl~e Trial Practice course and a student supervisor in 
the Legal Services Qrganizatian, a clinical program. Member: The Associafiion caf the 
Bar of the City of New York; New York State and. American (Section an Litigation) Bar 
Associations; State Bar of California (Member: Litigation Section); American Association 
for Justice. Mr. Smith has frequently lectured on car~aarate governance issues t~ 
professional groups of Fund trustees and investment advisors as well as to graduate 
and undergraduate business student groups, and. has regularly served as a ~naot court 
judge far the A.B.A. arzd at New Yark L.Tniversity Law Scl-rool. Mr. Smith 1~as substantial. 
experience in complex civil litigation, including class and derivative actions, tender 
offer, merger, annd takeover litigation. Mr. Smith is rated "AV" by Martindale Hubble 
and, since its inception in 2006, has been selected as among the top 5%~ of attorneys in 
the New York City metropolitan area chosen to be included in the Super Lawyers 
Magazine. 

ROBERT ALTCHILER: Educatiotx: State University of New York at Albany (B.S., 
Finance/Marketing,1985); The George Washington University (JD, 1988). 

Robert's practice focuses primarily ii1 the areas of White Collar crimi2la] investigatio2~s, 
corporate investigations, entertainment, litigation, and general corporate counseling. 
Robert's diverse practice had developed as a result of his extensive international 
business contacts aild relationships in the entertainment world, in the United States and 
the United Kingdom. Robert had successfully defended cases and resolved matters 
spanning the most complex entertainment controversies, to virtually any imaginable 
complex criminal or corporate matter. 

Robert has successfully defended individuals and corporations in a wide array of 
multifaceted investigations in areas such as mortgage fraud, securities fraud, tax fraud, 
prevailing wage, money laundering, Bank Secrecy Act, embezzlement, bank and wire 
fraud, theft of trade secrets, criminal copyright infringement, criminal anti-
counterfeiting, Foreign Corrupt Practices Act (FCPA), International Traffic In Arms 
Regulations (ITAR), racketeering, continuing criminal enterprises, and circumvention of 
trade restrictions, among many others. Robert also specializes in non-criminal 
investigations relating to various topics, including finding money allegedly being 
hidden by individuals, ascertaining the identities of individuals actually involved in 
corporate matters (when a client believes those identities are being concealed), aid 
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rutlning undercover "sting" oper~tioz~s as part of civil anc~ commercial litigatican 
support. 

Because of Robert's significant business contacts in the United Kingdom, and the United 
States, he is frequently called upon to assist clients in various forms of complex business 
matters, both domestic and international. Robert's clients look to him as a trusted, 
experienced, creative, fearless hand who IZas demonstrated an ability to navigate even 
the most difficult and desperate situations, Robert prides himself on his ability to 
develop aggressive creative winning strategies far his clients even when the clients 
believe their circumstances are hopeless. 

In 1988, Robert started his legal. career as a prosecutor in New York City, where he 
prosecuted a wide array of cases and headed up a variety of different investigations. As 
a prosecutor, he presented hundreds of cases to grand juries, aizd ran numerous 
investigations. In addition to trying several dozen serious cases, ranging from murder 
to fraud to narcotics violations, he also rail wiretap and grand jury investigations 
involving money laundering and other financial crimes, as well as ~ wiretap and 
investigation concerning a plat to assassinate a prominent NYC judge. Upon leaving the 
government, Robert began focusing on defending individuals and entities under 
government investigation and/or indicfinent. Early in private practice he defended 
numerous law enforeemeilt officers under administrative and criminal scrutir-~y, in 
courts and administrative proceedings. His particular area of practice permitted Robert 
to further develop and strengthen his already close ties to law enforcement. 

In addition to his practice, Robert has been an adjunct law professor at Pace University 
Law Schaal since 1998, where he teaches trial advocacy, a course designed to teach law 
students how to be trial lawyers via a curriculum including the mock trial of a murder 
case. Robert is also a faculty member of the EATS Program run by Stetson Law School, 
an acclaimed. program designed to teach law school trial advocacy professors creative 
and innovative pedagogical inethads. Robert has also been a featured participant and 
lecturer at Cardozo Law School's acclaimed Intensive Trial Advocacy Program in New 
York City, and has also taught at Yale Law School. Robert's trial advocacy teaching 
requires llim to constantly integrate new developments in communication theory aild 
trial techniques into his teaching methods. Given the chaizging way students (and 
prospective jurors) communicate and digest information (via Twitter, Instagrarn and 
Snapchat, for example) Robert is a recognized leader at integrating neuroscientific 
principles into his teaching. By actively participating; in the weekly trails his studeizts 
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conduct in class, and by frequently demonstrating metha~s, he is able to contialually 
adapt his own. communication skills and integrate cutting-edge developments into his 
own practice. 

Robert is Special Advisor to t1~e Dean. of the Mt. Sinai School of Nursing, ~n adjunct 
professor at the schaal, a member of the Baard of Trustees and. the Chair of t11e Board of 
Trustees Noinii-~ations Committee. In his role as Special Advisor, Robert is tasked wit~t 
counselling the Dean on innovative pedagogical lne~hods designed to facilitate teaching 
Narrative Care and other topics. Robert instructs faculty on various topics, and will be 
teaching courses at the school in the immediate future. 

Robert graduated from the George Washington University Law School (formerly, The 
National Law Center), where he began his career as an advocate by conducting 
administrative hearings and trials during his second and third year. Friar to GW, 
Robert graduated with. honors from the Business School at the State University of New 
York at Albany in 1985. He is also a 1996 graduate of the National Criminal Defense 
College and a 1997 graduate of the National Instihlte for Trial Advocacy's Harvard 
Teacher Training Program. Robert has also made dozens of television appearances oi~ 
Fox, Court TV, and Tru T~, providing legal commentary an televised. trials, and 
participating in discussions related to pertinent issues. 

JENNY YOUNG DU FONT: admitted: New York; Massachusetts; District of Coh~mbia; U.S. 
Su~reine Court. Education: Princeton University (A.B. cairn laude); Georgetown 
University Law Center/School of Foreign Service Q.D./M.S.F.S. r~zag~°t~z curr~t la~,~de); Order 
of the Coif; Georgetown Laze joct~rnal, Notes and Comments Editor. 

Ms. du Pont I~as extensive experience representing domestic and international 
companies ranging ii1 size from small privately-held firms to large public companies in 
a variety of corporate, investment, banking, insurance, finance, and employment 
matters. Ms. du Pont began her legal career at two AmLaw 100 firms in Washington, 
D.C. and London, U,K. and a decade later moved into in-house counsel roles, first with 
Plyrrtauth Rock Assurance Corporation in Boston, MA, and later with. Millennium 
Management, LLC in New York. Ms. du Pont also advises and presents on issues 
related to family businesses, family offices, and. managing wealth transfer across 
generations. 

In addition to her legal experience, Ms. du Pont has significant experience in the non-
profit sector. Ms. du Pont was President and CEO of The Garden Conservancy in Cald 
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Spr~ipg, New Yark and Executive Director of Miracle House of New York, Iiu., and has 
acted a legal and. strategic advisor to a variety of far profit and non-profit entities ia7 
New York.. For more than 20 years, Ms. du Pont also has been a director, trustee, and 
officer far a broad range of educational, cultLiral, scientific, and service non-profit 
entities. Ms. du Pont served. far a z~uinber of years as a Trustee of P1~illips Exeter 
Acade~~ny, in Exeter, NH, and as ~ member and Vice Chair of the Warrant Committee 
fc~r the Town of Dovei: in Massachusetts. She is currently a Director of the American 
Friends of the British Museum and of the American Patrons of the National Galleries 
and Library of Scotland, serves as an Advisory Council. member far the Unterinyer 
Gardens Conservancy iiz Yonkers, NY and t11e Sing Sing Prison Museum Master 
Narrative Project, in Ossining, NY, and is chaii of the AdvisUry Council for t~~e 
Conservation Law Foundation in Boston, MA. 

KATE MCGUIRE: admitted: New York; U.S. District Courts for the Southern and 
Eastern Districts of New York. Education: Uzliversity of California at Santa Cruz (B.A, 
1995), Georgetown University Law Cenfier (j.D., 1998); Member: Georgetowaz I~~rimi~ra~tio~~z 
Lazv Jo~~rnrzl. 

Ms. McGuire has extensive experience prosecuting complex litigation. Her work 
encompasses consumer and data protection class actions, securities class and. derivative 
shareholder cases and nationwide antitrust suits. 

She is a member of the Firm's Consumer Protection practice group and, in that context, 
has worked intensively to protect classes of consumers under a range of state and 
federal laws. Recently, she served as a member of the co-lead counsel team in Simerleir~i 
of al. v. Toyota Motor C~r~~oration et al., 3:17-CV-01021-VAB (D. Coni1.), representing more 
than a million owners of Sienna minivans in litigation that settled for class-wide 
benefits valued at between $30 and. $40 million. Presently, she serves on a team 
representing plaintiffs in multi-district litigation against Fisher-Price and Mattel, 
relating to Rock `n Play infant sleepers which are alleged to be dangerous and 
misleadingly marketed. She has also served. as a member of the firm`s lead or co-
counsel teams in other consumer protection cases, including litigation based upon 
allegations of misrepresentations and omissions concerning the purported safety of 
electronic cigarettes. 

Ms. McGuire 11as also represented plaintiffs with respect to the protection of their civil 
rights. For example, she represented a blind plaintiff in a suit under the Americans 
with Disability Act against a major trading online trading company, and represented. a 
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group of minority business owners in federal civil rights litigation concerning disparate 
treatment which settled for significant governance fihei°apeutics. 

CARL MALMSTROM: admitted: Illinois; Minnesota.; United States Court of Appeals for 
the Seventh Circuit; Northern. and Sautherzl Districts of Illinois; Northern District of 
Indiana; District of Minnesota; Eastern District of Missouri; Western District of New 
York. Eda~eatia~z: University of Chicago (A.B., Biological Sciences, 1999, A.M., Social 
Sciences, 2001); The University of Hawaii at Manoa (M.A., Anthropology, 2004); Loyola. 
University Chicago School of Law (J.D., 2007). Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Malmstrom 
worked for the City of Chicago De~aartment of Law in the Municipal Prosecutions 
Division; he is a member of the Chicago Bar Association. Mr. Malmstrom has 
substantial experience litigating complex class actions in several practice areas, 
including antitrust, consumer fraud, and date security. Representative cases in which 
he has represented plaintiffs include Bak~lmart of al. v. FCH Ent~~~prises, Inc., Case No. 
1:18-cv-209 (D. Haw.), involving customers of Zippy's Restaurants in Hawaii whose 
personal data was stolen by backers, Iri re: Experian~ Data Breach Litigation, Case Na 8:15-
cv-1592 (C.D. Cal.); Freen~~ari-Haggis z~. Tc~x:i Affiliation SeYvices, LLC, Case Na. 2016-CH-
02519 (Cir, Ct. Cook Cty.), involving customers of several taxi services in Chicago who 
were unlawfully charged fees for using credit cards in taxis. 

PATRICK DONOVAN: admitted: New York; U.~. District Courts far the Southern and. 
Eastern Districts of New York; United States Court of Appeals for the Second and 
Fourth. Circuits. Education: Iona College (B.A., Business Management, 2007); St. John's 
University School of Law (J.D. 2011). Mr. Donavan's primary areas of focus are 
securities, derivative and M&A litigation. 

LILLIAN GRINNELL: admitted: New York; United States District Courts for the 
Southern ai d Eastern Districts of New York; United States Court of Appeals for the 
Federal Circuit. Educatiot2: Bryn Mawr College (A.B., Philosophy and Political Science, 
2016); New York University Law School (J.D. 2019). Prior fa joining Wolf Haldenstein, 
Ms. Grinnell served. as an Excelsior Service Fellow with the Consumer Protection. and. 
Financial Enforcement Division of the NYS Department of Financial Services. 

ROURKE DONAHUE: admitted: New York. Education: University of North Carolina at 
Chapel Hill (B.A., Philosophy, 2017), Honors Program; Georgetown University Lew 
Center (J.D. 2020). Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Donahue clerked far the Hon. Timothy 
P. Lydon, Presiding Judge of Equity, at the New Jersey Superior Court in Trenton, New 
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Jersey. In law school, Mr. Don~llue interned at the Department of J~zstice's Civil 
Division, Christie`s Auction ~Iause, and Manhattan Legal Services and served as the 
Administrative Editor of the Gec~~~getowrz En~vir•or~~~nentt~l Law nev~iew. 

ALEX j. TRAMONTANO: adra2itted: California; U.S. District Courts for t11e Southern, 
Central. and Eastern Districts of California; United States Court of Appeals for the Ninth 
Circuit. Education: University of Massachusetts, Amherst (B.A., Political Science aild 
Legal Studies, cum Dude, 2008); California Western School of Law (J.D., 201.1). Mr. 
Tramontana's primary areas of focus are securities, anti-trust, unfair and deceptive 
practices, civil rights and data breach related class actions. Prior to joining Wolf 
Haldensteiil, Mr. Tramontano worked as an associate at an AinLaw 100 firm, as well. as 
other regional law firms in southern California. Mr. Tramontano has over a decade of 
litigation experience defending and prosecuting complex actions on behalf of 
individuals and businesses in both Federal and State courts. Mr. Tramontano began leis 
legal career as a Police Cadet at the University of Massachusetts Amherst. He went on 
to law school and joined the San. Diego District Attorney's Office as a Certified Legal 
Intern before transitioning to private practice. 

FERDEZA ZEKIRI: admitted: California; U.S. District Court for the Central District of 
California. Education: Gonzaga University (B.A., Criminal Justice and Psydzology, 
2017); University of California, Los Angeles School of Law (J.D. 2020). In law school, 
Ms. Zekiri served as a Managing Editor of the UCLA School. of Law's J~~urrial of 
Environmental Lour &~ Policy, and worked as a research assistant for the UCLA Law 
Library. Prior to joining Wolf Haldenstein, Ms. Zekiri was an associate attorney at 
Talkov Law where she primarily focused on real estate litigation.. 

F'AF~~4~'~C~F~"~~ ~fC~N~L._~ 

GREGORY STONE: Education: University of Pennsylvania (B.S., Economics, 1979); 
University of California, Los Angeles (MBA, 1983). Mr. Stone is the Firm"s Director of 
Case and Financial Analysis. He assists partners and associates in identifying and 
researching potential federal. class action securities, derivative litigation and merger & 
acquisition (M&A) litigation. Mr. Stone has worked with leading securities class action 
firms in an analytical and. investigative role for over 18 year throughout the United 
States, and. has an extensive professional background in the accounting and investment 
professions. He plays a key role in new case development, including performing 
investigations into potential securities fraud class actions, derivative and other 
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car~orafie governance related actions. By usizlg a broad s~ectrtYm cif financial news and 
legal industry research tools, Mx. Stone analyzes information that helps identify and 
support the theories behind the firm's litigation efforts. 

I'~1~I~1~~~~I~G~(MIC`~P,~C'(C?~I F~'C7L~CC:..IE::7 

Wolf Haldenstein does not discriminate ar tolerate harassment agaizlst any employee ar 
applicant because of race, creed, color, national origin, sex, age, disability, marital 
status, sexual orientation, ar alienage or citizenship status and designs its 1liring 
practices to ensure that minority group members and women are afforded equal 
employment opportunities without discrimination. Tl1e Firm is in compliance with all 
applicable Federal, State, County, and City equal employment opportunity laws. 

Wolf Haldenstein is proud of its long history of support for the rights of, and 
employment opportunities for, women, the disadvantaged, and. minority group 
persons, including the participation. in civil rights and voter registrationn activities in the 
South in the early 19bOs by partners of the Firm; the part-time employment of 
disadvantaged yotrth through various public school programs; the varied pro b~~rzo 
activities perfarined by many of the Firm's lawyers; the employment of many women 
and minority group persons in various capacities at t11e Firm, including at the partner 
level; the hiring of ex-offenders in supported. job training programs; and the use of 
minority and women-owned businesses to provide services and supplies to the Firm. 
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In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 
Products Marketing and Sales 

Practices Litiga~ian 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-and-3Q25 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF KATRiNA CARROLL ON BEHALF OF 
LYNCH CARPENTER, LLP IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Katrina Carroll, declare as follows: 

1. i am a Partner in the law firm of Lynch Carpenter, LLP, counsel for Lindsey La~bella 

and one of Settlement Class Counsel .in tlse above-captioned action (tl~e "Action") 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in ~ha Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Lynch Carpenter, LLP and charged with the primary 

responsibility far the work done by my firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation 

activities for my firn~ in the Action and supervised Lynch Carpenter, LLP lawyers and support 

staff who worked on the case. While I llavc personally devoted time to tl~e Dose, I have utilized 

other attorneys at any firm to undertake or work with me on particular tasks appropriate to their 

levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I have utilized more junior attorneys to work on 

matters more appropriate to their experience levels. 
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4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and. their experiel~ee and qualifteations 

in complex consumer products litigatiol~ is set farth in our firm's Resume attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. As is evident from my firm's resume, Lynch Carpenter, I.,LP leas substa~ltial experience 

in litigating consumer products actions and similar complex Ii~igation. 

5. Lynch Car~entcr, LLP's compensation. for services rendered and reimbursement 

for out-of-pocket expenses was wholly continge~lt on the success of the Action. None of tl~e 

attorneys' fees a~1d expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source or have been the 

subject of any prior request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

6. Lynch Carpenter, LLP devoted a dotal of 14.3 hours to the colnmencenleut, 

litigation, and resolution of the Action. These hours are based os~► contemporaneous time records 

maintained by the Lynch Carpenter lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with tl~e Action, I 

reviewed the entries to confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses committed to the 

Action, and 1 deleted or reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or 

rcasonablcn~ss of the timebilled. The time reflected i1i the Ly11ch Camenter, LLP lodestar 

calculation is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution and 

successful resolution of the Action. 

7. The litigation tasks Lynch Carpenter, LLP performed in coordination with other 

Settlement Class Counsel, included: ding a complaint, coordinating with co-couYlsel and 

reviewing and commenting on various pleadings, correspondence aild setticme~nt papers. 

8. The following table shows the time expended by Lynch Carpenter, LLP attorneys 

and staff: 

2 
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PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR. 

Katrina Carroll (P) 1 LS $950.00 $10,925.00 

Gary F. Lynch (P} .b $950.00 $570.00 

Kelly Ivexson (P) .5 $850.00 $425.00 

Daniel Hart (FL) 1.7 $250.00 $425.00 

TOTALS 14.3 $12,345.00 

• (P) Pa~rtiler, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

9. The rates charged by Lynch Carpenter, LLP are consistent with the rates that the 

firm charges in other contingent fee litigation. Lynch Carpenter, LLP expended a total ~f 14.3 

hours. Total lodestar based on Lynch Carpenter, LLP's l~ouriy rates is $12,345.00. 

10. Lynch Carpenter, LLP incurred and advanced a total of $402.00 in unrcimbursed 

expenses in connection with prosecuting the Actian. The expenses are summarized as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (LexislWestlaw/Blooiz~berg) 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 

Court Filing/Service Fec(s) $4pZ,pp 

Postage 

Reproduction (Internal) 

Expert 
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Mediation Cost 

TOTAL: $402.00 

11. The expenses ir►cun•ed by Lynch Carpenter are reflected in the books and records 

contemporaneously prcparEd by the firix~ from expense vouchers, invoices, and other billing 

records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred, I have reviewed the expenses 

for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were reasonably 

necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Actioxz. The expenses 

are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private legal 

marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 2°`~ day of February, 2023, at Chicago, Illinois. 

1 fi 179967.1 

0 
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C►UR MISSIQN 

Lynch Carpenter is a national law firm with a singular mission — to provide a voice to those who have 
been silenced by the disproportionate powers which too often exist in America. With lawyers based in 
Pittsburgh, San Diego, Los Angeles, Philadelphia, and Chicago, Lynch Carpenter has created an 
inclusive national community of like-minded legal talent to represent plaintiffs in complex litigation. 
Lynch Carpenter lawyers have developed strong collaborative working relationships with counsel 
throughout the nation and have been anvolved in numerous high-profile multidistrict litigation 
proceedings, frequently in leadership roles. 

The Lynch Carpenter platform is self-made, without reliance upon the legacy of along-established 
"repeat player" law firm, and is based upon the fundamental principle that input from a broad base of 
lawyers with diverse backgrounds, working together with mutual respect, will result in the strongest 
possible organization. At Lynch Carpenter, diversity is utilized, not tokenized. Ta this end, the firm 
strives to provide equal opportunities for promotion and leadership to its attorneys and supporting 
professionals. Eleven of the 22 Lynch Carpenter attorneys have been appointed to leadership positions 
in multidistrict or otherwise consolidated litigation, in class-action matters involving financial fraud 
(including securities fraud, derivative actions, and lending fraud), data breach, privacy, consumer 
fraud, breach of contract, labor and employment, antitrust, and civil rights, in federal and state courts 
throughout the country. 

Lynch Carpenter represents a wide variety of clients, including individual consumers and employees, 
small businesses, non-profits, issue advocacy groups, and governmental entities. Over the past ten 
years, Lynch Carpenter lawyers emerged as national leaders in data breach and privacy litigation, and 
in that time have negotiated or contributed to class recoveries totaling more than $25o million in that 
sector alone. Along the way, the Lynch Carpenter team has generated seminal legal authority in both 
trial and appellate courts. For example, in 2018, as a direct result of Lynch Carpenter's tenacious 
appellate advocacy, the Pennsylvania Supreme Court became one of the first state high courts to 
recognize that acommon-law duty of reasonable care applies to the collection and storage of sensitive 
electronically-stared data. This landmark opinion, Dittman u. UPMC,196 A.3d 1036 (Pa. 201$, paved 
the way for data breach victims to bring viable negligence claims against companies whose inadequate 
security practices allow major breach incidents to happen. 

In October 2020, The Legal Inteltigencer named Lynch Carpenter (under its predecessor name) 
"Litigation Department of the Year" for general litigation in Pennsylvania. In 2021, the firm was named 
as a finalist for Litigation Department of the Year in the Pennsylvania region by The American Lawyer. 
Several of its partners co-author the current edition of Class Actions: The Law of So States published 
by Law Journal Press. Lynch Carpenter's attorneys are recipients of numerous additional individual 
awards, as described in more detail in the individual biographies on the firm's website. 

Lynch Carpenter continues to grow and establish itself as a leader in representing plaintiffs in complex 
litigation throughout the country. The firm remains committed to developing its younger lawyers and 
providing them with opportunities for professional growth, both inside and outside of the firm. In 
leading major complex litigation, the firm draws strength from its decentralized management structure, 
which fosters collaboration within the firm and enables the assembly of internal litigation teams far 
each case. In this way, Lynch Carpenter epitomizes the synergistic benefits which result from a group 
of good lawyers working together to do good things. 
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Biscan z~. Shields Health Care Group, .Inc., i:22-Cv-10901-PBS (D. MaSS). Jude Saris appointed 
Elizabeth Pollock Avery as Interim Ca-Lead Counsel, and Hannah Barnett as member of the Interim 
Executive Committee in this data breach case against a healthcare company involving patients from 
several states. 

In re TikTok, Inc., Consumer Privacy Litig., Na. 20-cv-4699 (MDL No. 2948) (N.D. Ill.). Judge 
Lee appointed Katrina Carroll as Co-lead Counsel in this multidistrict litigation alleging that one of the 
wand's biggest social media platforms captured, collected, and transmitted personal 
data from TikTak users and their devices without their consent and/or knowledge, including private 
information and biometric information within the meaning of the Illinois Biometric Information 
Privacy Act. 

In re Equifax, Inc. Customer Data Security Breach Litig., MDL 2800 (N.D. Ga.). The Equifax 
data breach compromised the nation's entire credit reporting system. More than 400 lawsuits filed by 
consumers and financial institutions were consolidated in the MDL. Gary Lynch was appointed co-lead 
counsel for financial institution plaintiffs. After significant dispositive motions practice and initial 
rounds of discovery, the parties negotiated a settlement of the financial institution class action that 
provides up to $7.75 million in cash benefits, plus additional injunctive relief. The court granted 
preliminary approval of the settlement in June 202o and final approval in October 2020. 

In re Btackbaud, Inc. Customer Data Breach Litig., MDL 2972 (D.S.C.). In 2020, data security 
company Blackbaud, Inc. was target for a ransomware attack. In the litigation that followed, brought 
by Blackbaud's customers, Kelly Iverson. was appointed. to the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee. On 
October 19, 2021, the Honorable J. Michelle Childs denied Blackbaud's motion to dismiss Plaintiffs' 
negligence and gross negligence claims. 

In re Wawa, Inc. .Data Security Litig, 2:1g-cw6o19 (E.D. Pa.). Gary Lynch was appointed co-lead 
counsel for a putative class of financial institution plaintiffs in consolidated actions brought against 
Wawa, Inc. arising out of a 2o1g payment card data breach involving the convenience store's point-of-
sale systems. A consolidated amended complaint was filed in July 2020, and in 2021 the district court 
denied the defendant's motion to dismiss the primary claims. 

In re Marriott International Customer Data Securiiy Breach Litigation, MDL Na. 28~g 
(D. MD.). Lynch Carpenter was appointed to the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee in this multidistrict 
litigation related to the data breach involving Stanwood guest information dating back to at least 2014. 
The MDL includes mare than ioo cases and is in pretrial litigation. The District Court certified several 
bellwether classes in May 2022. 

Opris v. Sincerer Reproductive Medicine, 2:21-cv-3o72 (E.D. Pa.). Lynch Carpenter serves as co-
lead counsel in this data breach case involving the 2020 compromise of patients' personal identifiable 
information and protected health information from a reproductive health services provider. In May 
2022, Judge Slomsky denied the majority of the defendant's motion to dismiss, and the case is now in 
discovery. 

D 
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In re Ar7tliem, I~xc. G'ustomer Data Security Breach Ling., No. 5:15-md-02617, MDL 261 
(N.D. Cal.). I~ti~i~ch Carpenter attorneys represented customers of a national health insurer which 
experienced a data breach involving the personal information, including social security numbers, of up 
to an estimated 8o million customers. The case was consolidated and transferred to the Northern 
District of California in June 201 . Lynch Carpenter attorneys participated in discovery related to 
Highmariz, the Pennsylvania-based member of the Blue Cross Blue Shield Association and a co-
defendant inthe MDL. The parties reached a settlement valued at $11~ million, which was approved by 
the Court. 

In re Hame Depot Customer Data Breach Lit g.,1:14-md-025$3, MDL 2583 (N.D. Ga.). In this 
multidistrict litigation, Lynch Carpenter attorneys represented financial institutions in litigation 
related to the major data breach at the retailer which continued for almost six months in 2014 and 
resulted in the compromise of approximately 56 million payment card accounts. Lynch Carpenter was 
appointed by Judge Thrash to be one of three lead counsel managing the financial institution track of 
the litigation. In September 201 , the Court granted final approval to a comprehensive class settlement 
that provides over $2~ million in relief to the financial institution class. 

First Choice Federal Credit Union v. The Wendy's Company et al, 2:16-ev-o~o6, (W.D. Pa.). 
This class action arose out of a malware installed on the point-of-sale systems of Wendy's franchised 
restaurants for the purpose of capturing and ex-filtrating customer payment card data. Approximately 
18 million payment cards were exposed. The United States District Court for the Western District of 
Pennsylvania consolidated several proposed class actions and appointed Lynch Carpenter as Co-lead 
Counsel on' behalf of the plaintiff financial institutions. In November 2018, after three rounds of in-
personmediation, Weildy's agreed to pay $5o million into anon-reversionary fund and to adapt and/or 
maintain certain reasonable safeguards to manage its data security risks. ~Nhen the settlement received 
final approval in November 2019, the Honorable Maureen P. Kelly noted Class Counsel's "national 
reputation," "significant experience in these types of class actions and in data breach litigation," and 
"high level of skill and efficiency." Judge Kelly further explained: 

This case has gone on for three and a half years...'This was a very involved case and 
everyone brought to the table an incredible wealth of knowledge, was always prepared, 
really was thorough and professional in everything that was provided to the Court. And 
as involved as this case was, if every case I had was as well organized and professionally 
presented as this case has been, my life would be much easier... The briefs I got in this 
case and any filings were just so well-done and detailed. And my law clerks and I have 
discussed that a number of times. I want to thank counsel for the way you have conducted 
yourselves and the way you've all presented this case. 

Dittman et al v. UPMC d/b/a The University of Pittsburgh Medical Center and UPMC 
McKeesport, Allegheny Cty., Pa. No. GD-i4-aQ3285~ 196 A.3d io36 (Pa. 201$). Lynch Carpenter 
represented several employees of the health care group UPMC in a class action stemming from a breach 
of UPMC's personnel files. On November 21, 201H, the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania issued a 
landmark decision, reversing two lower courts, regarding the viability of common law negligence claims 
in the wake of a data breach. The Court found that UPMC engaged in affirmative conduct by collecting 
and storing employee data, and that general principles of negligence support holding actors to "a duty 
to others to exercise the care of a reasonable man to protect [others] against an unreasonable risk of 
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harm to them arising out of the act." As to the economic loss doctrine, the Court agreed with Plaintiffs' 
interpretation of Pennsylvania legal precedent on the issue, finding that the question of whether the 
economic loss doctrine applies necessarily turns on the "source of the duty alleged," and, accordingly, 
a plaintiff may seek pecuniary damages under a negligence theory if the duty sought to be enforced 
arises independently of any contractual relationship between the parties. .After remand to the trial 
court, additional motions practice, and initiating discovery, the parties reached amultimillion-dollar 
settlement that received final approval in December 2021. 

In re Target Corporation Customer Data Breaeh Ling., 0:14-md-02522, MDL 2 22 (D. 
Minn.). This multidistrict litigation arose out of the massive data breach that occurred in late 2013. 
Judge Magnuson appointed Gary Lynch to the five-member Plaintiffs' Executive Committee that 
managed the litigation on behalf of all Plaintiffs' tracks (consumer, financial institution, and 
shareholder). A settlement agreement which provided $10 million to affected individual customers was 
granted final approval in November 2a1~. A separate settlement providing approximately $39 million 
in relief to plaintiff financial institutions was granted final approval in May 20x6. 

Greater Cha~ctauqua Federal Credit Union et at v. Kmart Corporation et al, No. 15-cv-
0222$ (N.D. Ill.). In this consolidated data breach case in which financial institutions were seeking 
recovery for losses sustained as a result of a 2014 data breach at one of the nation's largest discount 
retail chains, Judge Lee appointed Gary Lynch to the Plaintiffs' Executive Committee, and Katrina 
Carroll to serve as Liaison Counsel. A settlement was reached and approved in June 201 . 

In re Ashley .Madison Customer Data Security Breach Litig., MDL No. 2668 (E.D. Ma.). In 
this well-publicized data breach case Lynch Carpenter attorneys represented individuals whose highly 
sensitive account information was leaked from a social media company. The case was consolidated and 
transferred to the Eastern District of Missouri in December 201 . Judge Ross appointed Gary Lynch 
and Katrina Carroll (while with her prior firm) to the Executive Committee. A class settlement for $11.2 
million was given final approval in November 201 . 

In re Vizio, Inc. Consumer Privacy Ling., MDL No. 2b93 (C.D. Cal.). This action was filed on 
behalf of individuals who purchased Vizio "Smart TVs," which contained software that collected 
information about the users in a manner that allegedly violates numerous consumer protection statutes. 
The case was consolidated and transferred to the Central District of California in Apri12oi6, and Lynch 
Carpenter was appointed to the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee. The case was settled and received final 
approval in 2019, providing fora $1~ million common fund. 

V'eridian Credit Union v. Eddie Sauer LLC, 2:1~-cv-356 (W.D. Wash.). Lynch Carpenter served 
as co-lead counsel on behalf of a class of financial institutions in this class action against Eddie Bauer 
arising out of payment card data breach of the retailer's point-of-sale systems in 2016, which led to the 
exposure of up to 1.4 million payment cards. After overcoming a motion to dismiss and engaging in 
substantial discovery, the parties negotiated a class action settlement, which was approved in X019. The 
agreement made up to $2.8 million available in direct cash relief to class members and provided for an 
addition $~ million worth of injunctive relief and other benefits. 

In Re: Solaro Medical Supplies Data Breach Litigation, 19-cv-o22$q (S.D. Cal.). In January 
2020, Judge Marilyn Huff appointed Kelly Iverson to the Plaintiffs' Steering Committee in this data 
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breach action that affected both the personally identifiable information as well as protected health 
information of Plaintiffs' and the classes. 

In re Community Health Systems, Inc,, Customer Data Security Breach Litigatfon, 2:1~-
cv-oa222, MDL z5g~ (N.D. Ala.). Gary Lynch served as a member of the plaintiffs' steering committee 
in consolidated inultidistrict litigation stemming from a 2014 data breach involving one of the nation's 
largest hospital chains. The breach affected over 20o hospitals and the sensitive personal information 
of approximately 4.5 million patients was compromised. The action settled on a class basis for up to 
$g.1 million. 

In re Arby's Restaurant Group, l:l~-mi-55555 N.D. Ga.~. In October 2016, computer hackers 
accessed Arby's inadequately protected point-of-sale system and installed malware that infected nearly 
1,000 Arby's restaurant locations, Gary Lynch was appointed by Judge Totenberg as Chair of the 
Financial Institution Plaintiffs' Executive Committee. The case settled and received final approval in 
November 2020. 

Vance v. International Business Machines Carp., 1:2a-cv-~~~ (N.D. Ill.). Lynch Carpenter 
attorneys were appointed Co-lead Counsel in this class action claiming IBM violated Illinois's Biometric 
Information Privacy Act when it collected, obtained, disclosed, redisclosed, disseminated, and 
otherwise profited from Illinois residents' unique facial geometric measurements without providing 
notice or obtaining consent. In September 2020, Lynch Carpenter defeated nearly all of the arguments 
raised in IBM's motion to dismiss, allowing the case to proceed forward toward class certification. 

In Re: Clearview A.I, Inc., Consumer Privacy Litig., x:21-cv-oo135 (N.D. Ill.). Lynch Carpenter 
attorneys served as counsel in this multidistrict litigation on behalf of a proposed class of Illinois 
citizens alleging that Clearview, in violation of the Illinois Biometric Information Privacy Act, scraped 
over 3 billion facial images from the Internet, scanned the facial images' biometrics, and built a 
searchable database of the scanned images and biometrics, allowing users to instantly identify an 
unknown individual with only a photograph. Clearview then sold or otherwise gave access to these 
biometrics to hundreds of law enforcement agencies, private entities, and individuals. 

Levert a PF Chang's China Bistro, Inc., No. 1:14-cv-o478~ (N.D. Ill.): Katrina Carroll served as 
Court-appointed co-lead counsel representing P.F. Chang's customers who had their personal financial 
information compromised in a 2014 security breach. This matter was one of the first data breach cases 
on record. Ms. Carroll oversaw all of the appellate briefing in ultimately obtaining a landmark ruling in 
the Seventh Circuit on Article III standing, hailed by Law36a as one of the "top privacy cases" of 2016. 

Scrlam v. Lifewatch, Inc., No. 1:13-cv-o93o5 (N.D. Ill.): In this hard-fought litigation, Lynch 
Carpenter partner Katrina Carroll is currently involved as court-appointed Ca-lead Counsel on behalf 
of a certified class in this privacy matter brought under the Telephone Consumer Protection Act 
("TCPA"). Ms. Carroll has been directly involved in all aspects of litigation, including discovery and 
motion practice which culminated in a total victory far plaintiffs in contested class certi~catian. 

8 
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CONSUMER PRf3TECTIt~N f PRQDUCTS LIABILITY 

In re Philips Recalled CFAP', Bf-Z,evet FAP', and .Mechanical Ventilutar Products 
Liability Ling., MDL No. 3x14 (tN.D. Pa.). In February 2022, Kelly Iverson was appointed as one of 
four co-lead counsel from a pool of 75 applicants. The MDL includes over 30o actions involving 
allegations regarding the potentially harmful degradation of sound abatement foam on recalled 
continuous positive airway pressure (CPAP) machines and the manufacturers' conduct in marketing 
and ultimate recall of the machines. The actions are in the early pretrial stages. 

In re Robinhood (Jutage Ling., No. 20-CV-1C2E~ (N.D. Cal.). In July 2020, Jamisen Etzel was 
appointed to the executive committee overseeing consolidated actions brought by consumers who 
sustained losses when the trading application Robinhood suffered severe service outages in early 2020 
during a period of intense market volatility. A consolidated amended complaint was filed in August 
2020, and rulings on class certification are expected in 2022. 

Marrow v. Ann Inc., 16-cv-334o ~S.D.N.Y.). Lynch Carpenter attorneys were co-class counsel in a 
case alleging deceptive pricing practices by a major national retail chain. After plaintiffs overcame a 
motion to dismiss, the case settled for $6.1 million worth of class benefits. The settlement was approved 
in Apri12o18. 

Luca v. Wyndham Hotel Group, LLC, 2:16-cv-746 (W.D. Pa.). Lynch Carpenter attorneys were 
ca-lead counsel in a class action against the Wyndham hotel companies for violations of New Jersey 
consumer protection statutes. Plaintiffs alleged that Wyndham's websites deceptively masked the resort 
fees charged at certain hotels and forced patrons to agree to illegal terms and conditions. In 2017, 
plaintiffs defeated a motion to dismiss filed by two of the primary operating subsidiaries. A class 
settlement worth up to $~,6 million was reached in 2019 and approved later that year. 

Van v. LLR, Inc., 3:18-cv-oi97 (D. Ak.); 962 F.3d 1160 (yth Cir. 2020). Lynch Carpenter partners 
Jamisen Etzel and Kelly Iverson wan a significant consumer rights ruling from the United States Court 
of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. The appeals court reversed a district court dismissal for lack of 
standing, and, in a published decision, held that the temporary loss of money is a sufficient "injury-in-
fact" under Article III of the Constitution to confer standing on a consumer to file a federal lawsuit. In 
September 2021, the District of Alaska certified a class of consumers asserting claims under Alaska's 
Unfair Trade Practices and Consumer Protection Act. 

Mednick v. Frecor, Inc., No. 14-cv-03624 (N.D. Ill.): Lynch Carpenter partner Katrina Carroll 
served as court-appointed Co-lead Counsel in this products liability matter concerning the heart rate 
monitoring feature on Precor fitness machines. Due to Ms. Carroll's efforts, the plaintiffs defeated a 
contested class certification motion and obtained class certification for amulti-state consumer class. 
Ms. Carroll was instrumental in negotiating a class settlement providing meaningful relief for class 
members shortly thereafter, for which the Court recently issued final approval. 

In re Rust-Qleurn Restore Marketing, Sales Practices and Prods. Liab. Litig. No. 1:15-cv-
1364 (N.D. Ill.): In this sprawling products liability MDL relating to defective deck resurfacing products, 
Katrina Carroll was instrumental in negotiating a $9.3 million settlement providing meaningful relief 
to consumers, which received final approval in March of 201 by the Honorable Amy J. St. Eve of the 
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United States District Court far the Northern District of Illinois, now a sitting Judge of the Caurt of 
Appeals for the Seventh Circuit. 

FINANCIAL FRAUD LENDING PRACTICES .AND SECURITIES 

In re: FedLoan Student Loan Servicing Litigation — MDL No. 28 3, (E.D. Pa.). Lynch 
Carpenter serves as court-appointed ca-lead counsel on behalf of student laan borrowers and federal 
grant recipients in this multidistrict litigation. The claims relate to widespread and systemic failures on 
the part of a student loan servicer and the U.S. Department of Education to adequately service the 
programs and advise its participant. A consolidated complaint was filed in November 2019. As of 
January 2022, a motion to dismiss is fully biiefed and currently awaiting resolution by the Court. 

CitiMortgage SCRA Litigation, (S.D.N.Y.). Lynch Carpenter attorneys were tri-lead counsel in this 
class action against CitiMortgage on behalf of Sergeant Jorge Rodriguez in the Southern District of New 
York, This case alleges that CitiMortgage improperly foreclosed upon Mr. Rodriguez's home (and the 
homes of similarly situated individuals) while he was serving his country in Iraq, in violation of the 
Servicemembers Civil Relief Act. The case settled and received final approval in October 2oi5, securing 
a total recovery of $g8.2 million for members of our military service. 

In re Community Bank of Northern Virginia and Guaranty Nationat Bank of 
Tallahassee Secondary Mortgage Loan Litigation, (W.D. Pa./3d Cir.). Lynch Carpenter 
attorneys were co-lead class counsel in this national litigation on behalf of second mortgage borrowers 
under the Real Estate Settlement Procedures Act. The class was certified by the district court and 
affirmed by the Third Circuit, ~g5 F.gd 3$0 (2015). A class settlement was finalized in early 201 and 
obtained a total recovery of $24 million. 

In re Tenet Healthcare Corp. Securities Litigation, o2-cv-8462 (C.D. Cal..). Prior to joining the 
firm, Katrina Carroll represented the State of New Jersey's Division of Investment in this securities 
class action against Tenet Healthcare and its outside auditor, KPMG, related to false and misleading 
public statements those entities made between 200o and 2002 about Tenet's financial health. Katrina 
played a large role in drafting motions in limine briefing issues regarding the admissibility of plaintiff's 
expert witness report. Tenet settled in 2006 for $215 million, and KPMG settled in 2008 for $65 
million. 

In re Motorola Securities Litig., o3-cv-28~ (N.D. Ill.). Katrina Carroll represented the State of 
New Jersey's Division of Investment in this securities class action against Motorola, stemming from 
misrepresentations made by the company regarding a $2 billion loan it made to a Turkish entity that 
was not repaid. The case settled a few days before trial for $190 million. 

Figueroa v. Capital One, 18-cv-692 (S.D. Cal.). Todd Carpenter and Eddie Kim served as Class 
Counsel in a class action challenging the unlawful assessment of multiple ATM fees in contravention 
of the customer account agreement, which resulted in a $13 million settlement. 

Bingham v. Acorns Graw, 30-2019-0150842 (Cal. Sup. Ct. Qrange Cnty.). Eddie Kim served as 
Class Counsel in a class action on behalf of customers of a financial mobile app that automatically 
transferred "spare change" from each purchase using debit cards issued by customers' banks into an 
Acorns Grow investment account. This action challenged the app's failure to prevent overdrafts of 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-15 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 14 of 16  PAGEID #: 1383



customers' checking accounts as a result of the automated transfers and the resultant assessment of 
overdraft fees. A $2.5 million settlement is pending court approval. 

Schertzer v..8ank ofAmerica, 19-cv-264 (S.D. Cal.). Lynch Carpenter attorneys represent bank 
customers who were assessed out-of-network ATM fees for balance inquiries transpiring from 
deceptive ATM prompts utilized by independent ATM operators Cardtranics and FCTI. Plaintiffs 
prevailed on challenges to the pleadings and a ruling on the motion for class certification is pending. 

CQVID-1A INSURANCE I..ITIGATION 

In re Generadi Couid-t9 Travel Insurance Litigr., No. 20-md-2968, MDL 2968 (S.D.N.I'). In 
January 2021, Jamisen Etzel was appointed co-lead counsel in this MDL comprising actions brought 
on behalf of consumers whose travel plans were cancelled as a result of the Cavid-r9 pandemic, and 
whose travel insurance provider either denied coverage or refused to return premiums paid for post-
departure risks the insurer was not required to cover. 

~3usiness Income Insurance Coverage Litigation, various. Lynch Carpenter attorneys 
represents numerous business-policyholders who were forced to close or curtail their business 
operations as a result of government shut down orders in the wake of the Covid-lg pandemic and who 
have been denied insurance coverage under their "all risks" property insurance coverage. 

WAGE AND HOUR ~L EMPLt~YMENT DISCRIMINATION LITIGATION 

Copley ~. Evolution Wetl u. Evolution Wetl Seruices, LLC, 2:2o-cv-x1442 (W.D. Pa.). In 
February 2022, Lynch Carpenter obtained collective certification under the FLSA of several hundred 
"hitch employees." These employees spent hours per week travelling to remote job sites, time for which 
they were unpaid. The litigation is currently in the post-conditional certification discovery phase. 

Verma a ,~ooi Castor Inc., (E.D. Pa.). As co-class counsel, Lynch Carpenter attorneys won a $4.59 
million jury verdict in 2x18 for misclassified workers at a Philadelphia nightclub. The claims were 
brought under the FLSA and Pennsylvania Minimum Wage Act. The trial verdict was fully affirmed by 
the Third Circuit in August 2019. 

Genesis Healthcare v. Symczyk (U.S. Supreme Court). Gaiy Lynch served as Counsel of Record 
before the United States Supreme Courtin an appeal addressing the application of mootness principles 
in a putative collective action filed under Section 216(b) of the Fair Lobar Standards Act. When 
defendant served the plaintiff with a Rule 68 offer of judgment far "make whole" relief, the district court 
dismissed the case as moot. Gary Lynch successfully argued the appeal in the United States Court of 
Appeals far the Third Circuit, which held that the FLSA collective action did not become moot upon the 
plaintiffs receipt of a Rule 68 offer of judgment for full satisfaction of her individual claim. The 
Supreme Court reversed in a 5-4 opinion, with Justice Kagan writing a strong dissent on behalf of our 
client—a position which was subsequently adopted by the majority of the Court in Campbell-Ewald Co. 
v. Gomez, 577 U.S. 153 (2016). Plaintiffs position before the Supreme Court was supported by the 
United States as Amicus Curiae. 
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E~.N'I'ITRUST 

In .Re Railway Industry Employee No-Poach Antitrust Latigczfion, MDL 2850, (W.D. Pa.), 
Chief Judge Joy Flowers Conti appointed Lynch Carpenter partzier Kelly K. Iverson as Plaintiffs° Liaison 
Counsel an behalf of the class of employees who alleged the defendants and their co-conspirators 
entered into unlawful agreements to reduce and eliminate competition among them for employees and 
to suppress the compensation of those employees. The two defendants agreed to class settlements 
worth a combined $48.g~ million, and final approval was granted in August 2a2o. 

In Re Btue Crass Blue Shield Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 24aG, {N.D. .Ala.). Lynch 
Carpenter attorneys represent healthcare subscriber plaintiffs in four states in this nationwide class 
action challenging the anti-competitive practices of Blue Cross/Blue Shield's nationwide network of 
local insurers who do not compete with each other based on geographic boundaries. A $2.~ billion 
settlement received preliminary approval in early 2021. 

CIVIL RIGHTS 

ADA (Americans with Disabilities Act) Accessibility Litigation. Lynch Carpenter is currently 
counsel for plaintiffs in a substantial number of putative class actions filed an behalf of individuals with 
disabilities to enforce the ADA's accessibility requirements. Over the last ten years, Lynch Carpenter 
attorneys have represented individuals with visual and mobility disabilities in seeking improved access 
to physical locations, ATMs, Point of Sale devices, and websites. 

D 
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TJNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SOUTHERN DISTRICT OF UHIO 

EASTERN DIVISIC?N 

In re Procter &Gamble Aerasal 

Products Marketing and Sales 

Practices Litigation 

This document relates to: ALL CASES 

Case No. 2:22-and-3025 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF MATTHEW METZGER ON BEHALF OF 
WOLTERMAN LAW OFFICE LPA IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEE5 AND EXPENSES 

I, Matthew Metzger, declare as follows: 

1. I am an attorney in the law firm of Wolterman Law Office LPA, counsel for Beth 

Blake and one of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees and 

reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the lawyer at Wolterman Law Office LPA and charged with the primary 

responsibility for the work done by my firm in the Action. I oversaw our day-to-day litigation 

activities for my firm in the Action and supervised Wolterman Law Office LPA lawyers and 

support staff who worked on the case. While I have personally devoted time to the case, I have 

utilized other attorneys at my firm to undertake ar work with me on particular tasks appropriate to 

their levels of expertise, skill, and experience, and I have utilized more junior attorneys to work 

on matters more appropriate to their experience levels. 
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4. Walterman Law Office LPA compensation for services rendered and 

reimbursement for out-of-packet expenses was wholly contingent on the success cf the Actian. 

None of the attorneys' fees and expenses submitted herewith have been paid by any source ar have 

been the subject of any prior request or prior award in any litigation or other proceeding. 

5. Wolterrnan Law Office LPA devoted a total of 20.SU hours to the commencement, 

litigation, and resolution of the Action. These hours are based on contemporaneous time records 

maintained by the Wolterrnan Law Office LPA lawyers and staff. Based on my familiarity with 

the Action, I reviewed the entries to confirm the reasonableness of the time and expenses 

committed to the Action, and I deleted or reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility 

of the task or reasonableness of the time billed. The time reflected in the Walterman Law Office 

LPA lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary for the effective 

prosecution and successful resolution of the Action. 

6. T'he litigation tasks Wolterman Law Office LPA performed in coordination with 

other Settlement Class Counsel, included: the review and edits of the Initial Complaint along with 

filing the same with U.S. District Court Southern District of Ohio; the review of the following 

docket entries: Corporate Disclosure Statement, Brief in Motion to Transfer, Schedule of Actions, 

as well as the Unopposed Motion to Stay; review and filing of Waiver for Service of Surrunons; 

the review of the Related Case Memorandum Order docket entry; review of the Interested Party 

Responses in Support of Filings and Associated Cases, the Corporate Disclosure Statement filed 

by defendant, as well as the Motion to Transfer along with the Brief in Support of the Motion to 

Transfer docket entries; review and signing of the Joint Motion to Stay pending JPML 

determination; research of shampoo and deodorant cases as well as arguments for separate cases; 
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the review of the Unopposed Motion for Protective Order docket entry; review of the docket and 

Notice of Settlement with communication of the same; review of the Minute Entry for the 

Telephonic Status Conference docket enhy; communication with co-counsel regarding omission 

of Beth Blake from the Notice of Agenda and review of the same; review of the Response in 

Opposition of Motion for Settlement along with the Motion to File Documents Under Seal docket 

entries; review of the Conditional Transfer Order docket entry; review of the Reply to Response 

in Motion regarding Motion for Settlement docket entry; review of the Minute Entry for 

Proceedings held via Telephone Conference and Transcript of the same docket entry; review of 

the docket Entry Preliminary Approval Order; review of docket Entry Motion for Fees, Expenses 

and Class Representatives Service Awards and communication with co-counsel regarding the 

~'f~iiT~ 

7. The following table shows the time expended by Wolterman Law Office LPA 

attorneys and staff 

PROFESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

P 2Q.50 $SS0.00 $11,275.00 

• TOTALS $11,275.00 

* {P) Partner, (A) Associate, (PL) Paralegal 

8. The rates charged by Wolterman Law Office LPA are consistent with the rates that 

the firm charges in other contingent fee litigation. Wolterman Law Office LPA expended a total 

of 20.50 hours. Total lodestar based on Wolterman Law C?ffice LPA hourly rates is $11,275.00. 

0 
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9. Walterrnan Law Office LPA incurred and advanced a total of $402.00 in 

unreimbursed expenses in connection. with prosecuting the Action. The expenses are summarized 

as follows: 

CATEGORY AMOUNT 

Travel and Travel related expenses 

Computer &Other Research Fees) (LexistWestlawlBloomberg) 

Courier &Overnight Delivery Services 

Court Filing/Service Fees) $402.00 

Postage 

Reproduction (Internal) 

Expert 

Mediation Cost 

TOTAL: $402.00 

10. The expenses incurred by Walterman Law C)ffice LPA are reflected in the books 

and records contemporaneously prepared by the firm from expense vouchers, invoices, and other 

billing records, and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have reviewed the 

expenses for which reimbursement is sought, and believe they are reasonable in amount and were 

reasonably necessary for the effective prosecution of the litigation and settlement of the Action. 

The expenses are all of a type that would normally be charged to afee-paying client in the private 

legal marketplace. 

4 
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 3 d̀ day of February, 2023, at Loveland, Uhio. 

By: ~ . ~~~` ~_.~_. 

16174967.1 
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y~ V~' 

WOITtn MAN 
- LAW Ofi ICF--

~ ♦ 1 
434 West Loveland Avenue 
Loveland, OH 4514Q 
USA 

emi ly@walterm a n is w.com 
www.wolterma~iaw.com 
0:5134881135 

Bill To: 
Blake, Beth 

Due Upon Receipt 

Time Entries 

INVOICE
Number 3764 

issue Date 2/2/2023 

Matter P & G Benzene Shampoo Gase 

Time Entries Billed By Rate Hours Sub 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 5.30 $2,915.Od 
12/112021 
Review and edits to Initial Complaint; file the same; multiple emails re 
same w/ K. Laukatis. 

Time Matthew Metzger $55 .00 0.50 $275.00 
12!1412021 
Review docket (Complaint with Jury Demand] 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 1.50 $825.00 
12/2012021 
Review Docket (Corporate Disclosure Statement, Brief in Motion to 
Trasnfer; Schedule of Actions; Unopposed Motion to Stay, Proposed 
Order] 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 0.80 $440.00 
12/29/2021 
Filed waiver for service of summons; review of same; emaiis re same. 

_ _ 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 p.30 $165.00 
12/30/2021 
Review Docket [Relate Case Memorandum Order] 

Time Matthew Metzger $55p.00 2,50 $1,375.00 
~ iarzo2z 
Review docket; [Interested Party Responses in support of 
fillings/associated cases]; as well as [Corporate Disclosure statement 
flied by P&G~; (Motion to transfer -Brief support of motion to transfer]; 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 2.30 $1,265.00 
1 /412022 
Review and sign drafted joint motion for stay pending JPM~ 
determination. Research of shampoo v. deodorant cases and argument 
for sepatate cases. 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 0.30 $165.00 
5118/2022 
Review Docket [Unopposed Motion for Protective Order] 

E-3764 frage 1 of 3 
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Time Entries Bitted By Rate Hours Sub 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.110 1.80 $990.00 
5131 /2022 
Review docket; review Notice of Settiemeni; email to K. ~aukitis re 
same; review ernaiis from plaintiff counsel re same. 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 1.10 $605.00 
671/2022 
Review Docket [minute entry from status conference]; emaiis and calls 
wi K. Laukaitis re omission of Beth Blake from notice of agenda and 
review of same. 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 0.50 $275.00 
7/24/2Q22 
Review Docket [Resppnse in Opposition re Mofion for Settiemenfi 
Motion to file Document under seal] 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 0.6p $330.00 
8/19/2022 
Review docket [conditional transfer order; reply to response to Motion 
for Settlement on 08/12/22 and 08/18/22] 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.0 0.40 $220.00 
8120/2022 
Review Docket [Reply to Response in Motion re Motion for settlement] 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 0.50 $275.00 
10/13!2022 
Review docket [Minute Entry for proceedings held: Telephone 
conference; Transcript of Telephonic Status Conference] 

_. 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.00 0.50 $275.00 
10/31(2022 
Review docket [Preliminary Approval Order] 

Time Matthew Metzger $550.06 1.60 $880.00 
1/24/2023 
Review docket [Motion for Fees, Expenses and Class Rep. Service 
Awards]; emaiis re same. 

Time Entries 20.50 $11,275.00 
Total 

Expenses 

Expense Billatl By Price Qty Sub 

Uncategorized Emily Ames $402.00 1.Q0 $4p2.00 
12/23!2021 
Filing Fee with the US District Court Southern District of Ohio 

Expenses Total: 1.00 $402.04 

Total (USD) $11,677.00 

Paid $0.00 

Balance $11,677.00 

Total Outstanding $11,677,00 

Terms ~x Conditions 
We appreciate your business. Please remit payment within 30 days of receiving this invoice. 
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Name Rate Hours Total 

Matthew Metzger $554.00 2Q.50 $11,275.00 

Trust Account Balance 

Date Item Amount Balance 

2/2/2023 Current Balance $O.OU 
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Wolterman Law Office LPA is a boutique law firm representing Plaintiffs in commercial 

litigation, class actions, personal injury, and trust and probate litigation. We also represent 

minority shareholders and small businesses in transactional matters, providing a unique 

perspective and allowing us to offer creative solutions when litigating and resolving disputes. 

Through a contingency and mixed fee model we seek to align our clients' interests with ours, so 

that payment for our services depends on the results delivered and the value provided rather than 

the hours spent on a case. As a special master commissioner appointed by an Ohio state court 

recently wrote, "[i]f anyone ever doubts the value of a lawyer, they should be informed of what 

[Wolterman law] accomplished in this case." 

Matthew Metzger 

Matthew Metzger represents clients ranging from individuals and their families injured ar killed in 

catastrophic accidents to companies involved in complex litigation. His representation of injured individuals, 

class members in complex litigation, and select businesses provides a unique perspective unavailable to attorneys 

who focus solely on one type of litigation. Matt's simultaneous emphasis on pragmatic, strategic and creative 

thinking often leads to unique and satisfying resolurions for his clients. When settlement fails, however, Matt 

aggressively pursues his client's claims through litigation and trial. 

Matt's extensive experience represenring individuals and their families includes catastrophic personal 

injury, wrongful death, and class action litigation, where he has obtained tens of millions of dollars for his clients 

in settlements and judgments. His business litigation practice includes representing clients, typically plaintiffs and 

on a contingency fee basis, in breach of contract actions, business tort claims, and intellectual property matters. 

Previously, Matt was an attorney at Keating Muething & Klekamp. He received his JD from University of 

Cincinnati College of Law, magna cum laude, and his BBA in Economics from The University of Iowa, with 

distinction, where he was a varsity, scholarship athlete. In his spare rime Matt designs and makes furniture and 
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art, and has e~chibited his work throughout the United States and internationally (his website for his art is 

metzgerfinearts.com). Matt, his wife and two boys live in Cineinnafi. Bill has received a number of awards and 

designatiatts, including current and past designations as a `Best Lawyer in America" in the fields of antitrust and 

commercial litigation. 

Education: 

University of Cincinnati College of Law, J.D. (2007), magna cum laude 

University of Iowa, (2004), with distinction 

Representative Cases: 

• Benedetto v. The Huntington National Bank, No. A1903532, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, C?hio 
(appointed class counsel in class action related to untimely mortgage releases that recently received final 
approval of class action settlement); 

• Pratt v. Lyft, Inc., No S 10701/2018, Supreme Court of the State of New York County of Kings (represented 
individuals assaulted by Lyft drivers, resulting in favorable settlement after defeating Lyft's motion to 
dismiss and summary judgment motion on, among other claims, negligent hiring and product liability 
claims}; 

• Jones v. Duke Energy of Ohio, No. A 2104081, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, Ohio (represented 
an individual who suffered from a catastrophic electric shock, resulting in favorable settlement to compensate 
Mr. Jones and his family) 

• Morano v. Fifth Third Bank, No. A2003954, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, Ohio (serving as 
member of class counsel in class action related to untimely mortgage releases that recently received 
preliminary approval of class action settlement); 

• Yass v. Quicken Loans, No. A 2002899, Hamilton County Court of Common Pleas, Ohio (serving as a 
member of proposed class counsel for the plaintiff in a putarive class action against a mortgagee relating to 
violarions of R.C. 5301.36 for the untimely filing of mortgages releases in Ohio). 

Affiliations: 

• American Associarion for Justice • National Trial Lawyers, Top 100 
• Ohio Association for Justice • Ohio State Bar Association 
• Cincinnati. Bar Association 

Courts Admitted: 

• State of Ohio 
• United States District Court, Southern District of Ohio 
• United States District Court, Northern District of Ohio 
• U.S. Court of Appeals, 6th Circuit 
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~;:~ 6'~'~~, ~sTATE''s DISTRICT Ct~LT '~' 

~~:~4.5'~"ERN ~?~VISICJI'~I 

In re I'rc~cter ~i Ga ble Aerosol 

Products 1VV~~rketing end S~1es 1 

Fractiees Litigation 

This document relates to: AFL CA~~ 

I, Michael C3~brie~lz, declare as fc~llc~ws: 

Case N~. 2.22-and-3C} S 
3w 

Jude Michael I~. Watson 

Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

1. I am a Member in the law firm of Gabrie]li Levitt I,IfP, counsel for BET~I 

I3I~A~E and cane of Settlement Class Counsel in the above-captioned action {the "Action"). 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's application for attorneys' fees 

and reirnbursernent of e~penscs in con7~ection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the princi~a~l lawyer at Gabrielli Lei itt LT P aid c1~aY•ged witlx i1~e v~tirk clone 

by any firm in the Action. 

4. The ~ackg~°ouz~d of the attorneys in nay fr~n and their ~~perience and 

qualifica~iot~s iz~ complex consumer prc~duc~s iitiga~ion is set forth in our firm's Resurm.e attached 

beretc~ as Exhibit A. t~s is +~~ident from the resut~re, I have substantial experience in litigating 

consumer products actions and similar complex litzgatian. 

5. Any cam~~ns~t on for services rendered and reimbursement for out-cif-packet 

expenses was wholly contingent on the success of the ~ctian. None of 1:he attarney~' :Fees a7~d 
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~xpens~s su~i~~~ii~~~c~l f~~~r~~v t~~ have ~~cn paid. by any source car have ~~ r t~(~c sut,~~~~ ~~f ~a7~ prior 

request ar prier ~ Ord in ar~y liti atia~ c+r ether prc~c~edin;~. 

~i. I ~icr~a~~d a total r~f21.8 hours to the com once ent, 3iti~~<jticzr~, aid resolution cif 

floe Action. "1 1~~~c l~~~t;~~; <,rc~ h.~s~~ can Cc7ntempor~:rteot~4 tirt~c ~~~;c~rcl ~n~;i~~t~ji~~eti by ~. $~Sed 

C1i1 (1)~; t:ii1'I E 1 IC!t!` 11111 Itl~ ;~t(1(1I1. ~ l~s~iti~'~c~~ ~~1C: C",l(i'l~~ 1C' C'C)?7~ 1I"ti"1 tllt' I~,1tic))}~~~~i<'(;tti~ C1~~~E: 

(1i?ly :tilC~ t'„~j)ti l't'~ :;[il]liCli ~~ :~i. ,'~C1iO: ~lil~ ~ l`jC'~~~CC~ Clf t'C'C{31~~~.. ~ ~ ilCii'j 1~ 9 ;t'?':G:14"L~ ~ ~1~~f~ 

~~(~l~~~j~: -~~ l ~: ?~~ ti"i~. ~. C' ;~t1Cia;'1.:~l~{ll'~S t~~ 1(T:: ~l3ts~' {1i~1tt~. t fl.: 1713"t~' €"i'~ 1C~1C~~ iI? .~it 

~t3~:~~;<~',' C:t~~'itl:t? i?71 i~, f'~~s~(1~;~3h1~: tt2 ~ITtClLltl~ ~Y2C~ V4t~S i~;~~C~~t~lh7~ tlt'~~~',.~~'? ii'~'. l~l t'{f~i' tiV 

~IL)~~'C~~_,i1QI1 ~i~l~~~ 5~1('~~titi~u~ ftti~tTttfii~fi O'~~~~ ?~C11UTl. 

7. 'l lac tit~~a~icr~X tasC s ~ performed ita cc~crt~iraaticr~~ with r~th~~• ~~tle ent Glass 

Counsel, included., but ;:cry ~~€~t limited to: 1e~a1 and scientific r~ ~arc~t~ :~nc~ analysis; draftiz~~; 

pI~adin~~: ,~c~ i.:•~~ az~cl ai~al~ sip o~ related cases; communicatic~~~s end ccrnf~re~~es ~~;tl~ +:c~- 

caur~~el r~. s~~-at~gv, ~c~it~~~~~, ~~~~d ~zaalizin tie ~orta~plaiz~~; revie~vlanalys~~ cif motion tc~ ara~Ysfer, 

;~tt~~~~-~ ~~~ed~~at~a~~, ~~t,~~7~7~~,~~icat;~~ns and co~~i'erenc~s ~witl~ co-counsel rc: sctt(crr~~ftit~ 

8. "i 1~ ~ fio1{~~~~i,~ ~ t,~?~~c tl~cnv~ the tune e::,~en~ed key 1~1i~~,~x~:l (e.i~il=ri~l !i ~l 'i~/s ti~3i~ric°i~i 

L~~~ itt I>LP .• 

PRt}(~l~~Slt)'~.~'~t~~~~. ~~ IfJTJR I~_~"l~I~ ~ ! C)ll1~;~~~tR i 

l~Iicha~.l l.~~bric:.}l 21.8 85~ j ~ ! s',~fi4.20 

'~'t~'a'AI~ I 21.8 I ~RS~ I `~ ~_:a~:-~.~0 

~P) Partner 
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5~. The rates cht~~,~~~<i !~~ rye are consi~~c~~i ti~rith tie rates t~1at t~L !ir«~ char es in 

i11~7i:C Ci~illlllS;'i'.€~~ ~l 'll~"dlii~ii, (5~3FE'!t; Y ~'~`I ,~ ,~~ r,'\(1ERf1i~C(1 c"~ fi.~f£~~ F?~ ~~.~ ~1(31tT"S. ~Cl~~~ 

~C?ci~tit~ir ;~,?4~~ (~i~ (fic 1~t-;~1' lat~tir~y I'i.3i~5 i5 1$,5 .~'~}_ 

l{~. Ga~hr~i~ll~ L~~~iii i l.P i~~cu~rr~d an~i ad~~a~iced .~ tot<~I <~t X34.24 xn ~nrc~S~»1~~~~~ ed 

~;~~~~jis~s in connectian with p~c~s~ci~ti~~~ the Actian. Tie ~x~aer~s~ ~r~ sEunmarized as fo~lcrws: 

_—. _---_ .~._ —_______.w_.~m 
CA"7:' ~? ~xCJ~J~Y AMCMLTNT 

Tr~v~1 ~'~td ~[`z~av~i r~.iatt~ci c~~~~~~7c~~ 
__~___._.__ 

~otr~pttter c~ L)t~~r lZeti~~tr~:~~ i ~~~ (ti ~ t (_~.ri5,11'~:~t~c4~,~ I3E~~i~rr;(-~~~ i3 ; 

(',~~~~i~i~rc~ ()v~;rr~i~~~~t I)~li~c~~-y~~~r~ic~ti 

C;<~~,rt l ilin~lService ~e(~} 

__m..~._._.._____._.__....____.__ _. 

E 
E ~~•prod~tctican ~Internat) 

1Zz~,ii~t~~~~ Cost 
i 

oY ~ 

6, 

1l. Thy expenses incttrre~ci hl• C~abrielli Levitt T,[~P axe reflected in the k~oo~Cs and 

r~cr>rds cc~ntemparan~c~usl~ ~~re~a~~r~:d by the firm from c~~7er~s~ vr~ut~~iLr-s, in~c~~ces, ~r~d o~l~er 

l i i~ili~ C~'i:t.tCt~ti, ~Ylt~ c~~"~' ~I~ 3'.~Ct(C~tic' 1UCC7TC~ C'~~'\~)tlltit'~ i~:IU~ ~~1 ;I1~t~Ci' C~. ~ ~tc"LV~ Tfi'.V1Pt~f:t~ C~]~' 

C'`:j~.'Il,;t'.ti ~[)3' Zt°~lil'+~1 I`C'+ITI7~?L~'~t4lRc'Iil 1`; COU`~lt, i~P:Cl ~~4'~It'~L ?f3l'''~' ~1.'i 1'l';:15 -?f'~i~3~f' [fa :?Pl',t?l3l~.~ s"313(~ 

~l~l'C rC,lti~}tt~1h~}' J1~C~.'SSd ft>t titC t''rtL'.CtFVE' ~7PC~SC'CU~tOXt C~E~ T~1~• ~!"l1;tEtli01~ 3130 S~'~~~~'ITi~t1~ Q~t~"l~ 

n 
~4 
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Aetr~an. The expenses are ail of` a tyke that would normally be charged tc~ a fee-paying client in 

tine private legal marketplace. 

I declare under penalty of ~aerjury under the laa~rs of the United States of America that the 

foregoing is true and ct~rrect. Executed Lhis Cf°, day ofF~bruary, 2023, at Bronx, New York.. 

Michti~:~. Ciabri~lli 

6! 

Case: 2:22-md-03025-MHW-CMV Doc #: 52-17 Filed: 03/31/23 Page: 5 of 6  PAGEID #: 1401



24~~61'~1S'i~c~H1 S'T'},12 [~(.):~I ). SEFI'CE2,1J` $Rt7NX,N~W ~'C3I2K 10~1~~9 
1'1iCJy~I~: ~71~} 708-5322 " FA3~ ('71$) ~7C?$-~59~i6 

E-MAi~L: niiclaael ~~ ~;abrietlila~~.com. a WW" . tivww.~;a~briellilaw.cc~~n 

~TIL ("ATI43N 

St. 3ohn's i3niuersity, Queens N`x' (B.A. 1~~5) 

Toura ~ aa~ Schoc~I (J.II~, l 999) 
Editt~r, Tauro I,a~~v Review 

~ •. 

Associate, ~,"uii~❑ & Dylcma~, B~c~klyn NY (200{7-Q2) 

Assc~iate, lVlcndes 8~ NTount, Ne1~ York NY {20132-C~) 

Assoc ate,'V~ilsor~ Eiser Mt~skawitz Dicker, I~ew York NY (20(k~-C)8) 

Partner, C~abrielli I.,evitt LLP, I3rc+nx, NY (2C?0$ —present) 

I3AI2 .~~~~~~~ ~"~~~~NS 

State cif New Ytrrk (2000) 

U.S. District Court, Eastern District crfNe~~ York {~OQ7) 

U.S. District Gc~urt, Suuthe District of New York (2C}07) 

CLASS ACT~UN CASES fParti~l Lsti~~) 

Jones v. i1~lc~»~santc~ Gv~npern~r, No. 19-0102-cv-W-BP (C7.S. District C;ourk, Western Districi 
Missouri) 

C"czrzas v. Manscznto C.'nrnpt~ny, No. 2:15_cv-03677-3M.~-GR:6 (U.S. T~istrict Court, ;astern 
Dist~~ict of New `Fork) 

:~~urc~ta u. Johnson c~ .I~Jxnsr~rx C'canrunzer„ Irrc., 3.21-cv-1.{}222-MAS-LNG (LT.S. District Co~~rt, 
IJxstrTct c~fNe~nr Jersey) 

Sch~lt~er v. .S"ir~z+.~ Il~rnei~~~csr~~ratic~rr C'oaperativ~, 2:16-cv-Q5369-GRB-A~J (U.S. District Court, 
:astern Distric c~i- ~ti~;w° ~'c~~l~} 

Parks v. Thy J.tll .S'mucker C'ar~~pat7y anr~ Ainsworth ~'c~~ Nzatritivrr, LAC', ] : 18-cv-Q6936-ILLS 
(LJ.S. L?istrict C;c~urt, St~uthern District oENew Ytsrk) 

~:'hildren's .Health ~~ferase v. T~~eeh-Nut 1Vut~itior~ C;'orn~crny> 20~ 9-GA-004475F3 {Superior Court 
<>f the District of Colombia} 
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IN THE Uh11TEL3 STATES DISTRICT COURT 
SC?UTHERN DISTRICT OF 4HIQ 

EASTERN DIVlSit7N 

In re Procter & Gambie Aerosol ) Case Na. 2:22-md-3025 
Products Marketing and Sales Practices ) 
Litigation ) Judge Michael H. Watson 

} 
This document relates to: ALL CASES } Magistrate Judge Chelsey Vascura 

DECLARATION OF JAMES B. ROSENTHA~. ON BEHALF C1F COHEN ROSENTHAL 
~ KRAMER LLP IN SUPPQRT C1F PLAINTIFFS° MOTION FOR AN AWARD OF 

ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

James B. Rosenthal declares and states as follows: 

1. I am the managing partner of the law firm Cohen Rosenthal &Kramer L.LP. 

We served as local counsel to Silver Golub & Teitell LAP on behalf of plaintiffs Matthew 

Lopez, Erik Velasques and Frank Ortega (S.D. Ohio No. 1:21-cv-00723) and Erica 

Esquivel and Joshua Wallace (S.D, Ohio Na. 1:21-cv-00762} in the above-captioned 

action. 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my firm's and Silvsr Golub & Teiteli's 

application for attorneys' fee and reimbursement of expenses in connection with services 

rendered as referenced herein. 

3. i together with my partner Joshua R. Cohen took primary responsibility far 

the work done by my firm in connection with this matter. He and 1, together with other 

lawyers in my firm, have extensive experience lifiigating class actions and other complex 

litigation as set forth in the accompanying summary and resumes attached hereto as 

Exhibit A. 

4. Cohen Rosenthal & Kramer's compensation for services rendered and 

reimbursement for out-of-pocket expenses was wholly contingent an the success of the 

0 
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Action, None of the attorneys' fees and expenses submitted herewifih have been paid by 

any source or have been the subject of any prior request or prior award in any litigation 

or other proceeding. 

5. As set forth in the attached summary invoice, attached hereto as Exhibit B, 

Cohen Rflsenthal &Kramer devoted a total of 14.10 hours to the commencement of 

lawsuits culminating in this proceeding. These hours are based on contemporaneous time 

records maintained by the lawyers of Cohen Rosenthal &Kramer. !reviewed the time 

entries comprising this total to confirm the reasanabieness of the time and expenses 

committed to the matter. The time reflected in the Cohen Rosenthal & tCramer lodestar 

calculation is reasonable in amount and was reasonably necessary for the completion of 

the #asks involved. The rate of $450 per hour is at the low end of rates the arm charges 

in other contingent fee litigation and that haue been approved by various courts. Cohen 

Rosenthal & Kramer's total lodestar is $6,345. 

6. Also as set forth in the attached summary invoice, Cohen Rosenthal & 

Kramer incurred and advanced a total of $818.08 in unreimbursed expenses in 

connection with this matter, consisting of $804.00 in filing fees, $5.28 in copying charges, 

$1.89 in postage and $6.91 in research database charges. 

7. The expenses incurred by Cohen Rosenthal &Kramer LLP are reflected in 

the books and records contemporaneously prepared by the firm from invoices, paymenfi, 

and other billing records and are an accurate record of expenses actually incurred. I have 

reviewed the expenses for which reimbursement is ought and believe they are reasonable 

and correct in amount and were necessary for the accomplishment of the tasks 

0 
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client in the marketplace of private legal services. 

i declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct 

Executed this 6t'' day of February, 2023, at Cleveland, C7hio. 

Jam osenthai 

0 
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A sample of cases in which Cohen Rosenthal &Kramer LLP seiwed as class caunsel or 

lead class counsel are listed below: 

Clark v. State Teaches Retirement System, Case Na 16CV007360 Franklin County, Ohio Caurt 
of Common Pleas (Llecember 11, 202Q) (Lead Class Counsel) (certifying class and approving class 
action settlement for a class of state university professors who participated in an alternative 
retirement plan against which the defendant charged an unlawful mitigating rate} 

Ervin v. The Scotts Corrzpany, LLC, Case No. 0:17-cv-60344-RS (S.D. Fla.} (Class Counsel) 
(settlement of $3.08 million claim under the Fair Labor Standards Act challenging use of 
fluctuating workweek methodology for calculating wages} 

Hook v. Ascendum Solutions, LLC, et al., Case Na. 1:18-cv-5~ (S.D. L7hio June 4, 2019) {Lead 
Class Counsel} (granting conditional certification of two classes of underwriters working for 
Ascendum Solutions and laanDepat.com, the second largest non-bank provider of direct-to-
consumer loans in the United States) 

Crosby v. Stingray Pressure Pumping, LLC, Case Na. 2:17-cv-00080 (S.D. Qhia September 28, 
2018} (Lead Class Counsel) {$300,000 settlement for six allegedly misclassified Field Engineers 
working ui the hydraulic fracturing uidustry) 

In re RSLegucy Corporation, et al., Case No.1:15-10197 (Bankr. D. Del. August 29, 2016} (Lead 
Class Counsel) x$41,004,000 class action settlement resultuig in allowed general unsecured claim 
for 7,SOp stare rnat~agers who alleged illegal use of the Fluctuating Workweek method of 
computing overtime compensation) 

Brodzenski v. StorzeMor Par-t~aers, L.P., et al. (N.D. (Jhio August 26, 2015) {Lead Class Counsel) 
($2,328,000 settlement of fully-certified nationwide FLSA collective action for a class of sales 
counselors who were allegedly forced to work off-the-clock and report fewer hours than they 
actually worked) 

Roe v. Intedlicorp Records, Inc. (N.D. Ohio June 5, 2014) (Class Counsel) ($18,600,000 class 
settlement vindicating the rights of consumers who were alleged to have been the victims of 
erroneous criminal background reports, and one of the top FCRA settlements in U.S. history} 

Jewell v. Aaron's, Inc., Case No.1:12-cv-563 (T~1,D. Ga. December 12, 2014) {Lead Class Counsel) 
($1,300,000 settlement of a conditionally certified nationwide collective action for employees who 
alleged they were not paid for work performed during automatically deducted meal periods} 

Baldwin v. Forever 21, Inc., Case No. 53-160-71-13 (American Arbitration Association) {Lead 
Class Counsel) ($496,500 settlement of a conditionally certified nationwide collective action for 
retail employees who alleged they were not paid for work performed during unpaid meal periods) 

Steele v. SWS, .PLC, No.3:11-ev-04060 (E.D. Tenn. June 24, 2011) {Lead Class Counsel) {granting 
nationwide certification of a class of cable installers who allege they were rnisclassified as 
independent contractors under the FLSA} 
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Murphy v. 1-8tJ0-Flowers, Na 1,10-cv-1822 (Lead Ciass Counsel) (N.D. Ohia October 22, 2014) 
(Lead Class Counsel) (conditionally certified nationwide class of store managers why alleged that 
they were irnpraperly classified as exempt frarn the FLSA's overtime requirements) 

Jr~cksan v. Maui Sands Resore, Na. 1:0$-CV-2972 {N.D. C}hio Sept. 10, 201 d) (Lead Class 
Counsel} {$SSO,Q00 judgment against individual corporate officer and affiliated corporations 
under joint employer doctrine for class. of hotel employees who alleged they were not paid wages 
for their last weeks of employment or for c~ii-duty meal periods in violation of the FLSA) 

Warren v, Race, Case No. 1.09-C~-2670 {N.D. Ohio Sept. 3, 2010) {Lead Class Counsel} 
(appravin.g $660,000 settlement of nationwide FLSA collective action against corporate af~cers 
and directors an behalf of employees who were unpaid when employer went out of business) 

Dillworth v. Case Farms Processing, Case Na. 5:10-ev-1594 (N.D. Ohio) (Lead Class Counsel) 
(conditionally certified nnulti-state collective action far meat processing workers who alleged they 
were not paid for time spent donning and doffing uniforms and protective gear) 

McNelley v, Ald% Inc., Case No. 1:09-cv-186$ (N.D. Ohio Nov. 17, 2009) (Lead Class Counsel} 
(granting conditional certification in nationwide FLSA collective action an behalf of store 
managers who contend they were misclassified as exempt from overtime compensation) 

Jackson v. Papa ,Ivhn's US~4, Inc., 20Q9 WL 385580 {N.D. Ohio Feb. 13, 2009) (Lead Class 
Counsel) (granting conditional certification in nationwide FLSA collective action on behalf of 
store managers who alleged they were misclassified as exempt from overtime compensation) 

West v. AK Steel Corp., 3I 8 F. Supp. 2d 579 {S.D. Ohio 2004), aft'irmed, 484 F.3d 395 {6th Cir. 
20Q7), cert. denied,129 S. Ct. 895 {2409) (granting partial summary judgment in certified ERISA 
class action for class of retirees whose lump sum pension distributions were illegally calculated, 
resulting in $46,Q00,000 million class judgment for retirees) 

Fincham v. Nestle Prepared Faac~s Company, Case No. 1:0$-cv-0073 (N.D. Ohio) (Lead Class 
Counsel) (conditionally certified collective action far employees who alleged they were not paid 
for time spent changing into and out of uniforms and protective gear) 

Berger v. Cleveland Clinic Foundation, 2407 WL 2902907 {N.D. Ohio Sept. 29, 2007) (Lead Class 
Counsel) (granting collective and class action certification for class of Respiratory Therapists and 
Technicians who allege they wera not prpvided bona fide meal periods in violation of the FLSA 
and QMFWSA} 

Williams v. ~e Chaperon Roaage, 2007 WL 2344?38 (N.D. Ohio Aug. 14, 200?} (Lead Class 
Counsel) (granting conditional certification for a class of day-care employees who allege that they 
were not paid for all hours worked and were not provided bona fide meal periods in violation of 
the FLEA and OMFWSA) 

Insalaco v. Ben VenueLabo~atories, Case Na. 450549, Cuyahoga County, Ohio Court of Cornrnon 
Pleas (2005) {class action settlement involving class of mid-to-upper-level rna~iagers who alleged 
breach of an employes incentive plan) 
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Lowe v. Sun Refining do Marketing Co., Case No. $8-0630, Lucas County, Ohio Court of Camrnon 
Pleas (2002) (class action settlement on behalf of thousands of Fremont, Ohio, residents affecteri 
by a toluene pipeline rupture 

White v. Aztec Catalyst Co., Case No. 93-111425, Lorain County, Qhio Court of Comrnan Pleas 
(2040) (class action settlement an behalf of thousands of Lorain, Ohia, residents affected by a 
chemical plant explosion) 
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~' Cohen 
Rasenthaf & 
Kramer 1!p 

e 

Bar Admissions 
State of Ohio (1984) 
U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Ohio {1985) 
U.S. Sixth Circuit Court of Appeals {1988) 
U.S. Supreme Court (1998) 
U.S. Fifth Circuit Court of Appeals {2004) 
U.S. Second Circuit Court of Appeals {2014) 
U.S. District Court for the Southern District of Uhio (2014) 

Work Experience 
Cohen Rosenthal &Kramer LLP 
Cleveland, Ohia (December 2002--present} 
Partner (December 2002 —present) 
Practicing in the areas of plaintiff's commercial litigation, complex civil litigation, 
securities brokerage arbitrations, and class actions. 

Gary, Naegele & Theada 
Cleveland, t)hia 
Principal (March 2001—November 20+D2) 
Practiced in the areas of plaintiff's commercial litigation, complex civil litigation, and 
class actions. 

Kohrrnan, Jackson &Krantz P.L.L. 
Cleveland, Ohio 
Associate (August 1984—December 1995) 
Partner (January 1996 February 2001); 
Pracriced in the areas of commercial civil litigation, complex civil litigation, and class 
actions. 

Under raduate Education 
1981, B.A.(with high honors) 
University of Texas, Austin, Texas 
Dean's List; Junior Fellows; Phi Beta Kappa 

Le~,al Education 
1984, J.D. (with honors} 
University of Texas School of Law, Austin, Texas 

Professional Honors 
av rating by Martindale Hubbell 
{~hio Super Lawyers (2010-12, 2014) 
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~ —~- Ros nthal & 
~. Krarnerllp 

.9~'► + ~ ~C~~ner 

Publications
"City of Cleveland vs. Deutsche Bank Trust Co.: A Preliminary Overview" 
Legal Times {Feb. 2008) 

Mortgage and Asset Backed Sect~rzties Litigation Handbook (West 2014) 
(Ca-author of chapter on Suits by Municipalities"} 

"Was it YYuerth It? The Supreme Court Restricts Legal Malpractice Liability —
But at a Potential Cost" 

Cteveland Metropolita~z Bar Journal (Nov. 2012) 

Speaking En~~~ements 
International Municipal Lawyers Association Annual Conference 
(Miami — Qctober 2Q09) 

Public Nuisance: Beyond Lead Paint" 
Northwestern University Third Annual Civil 3ustice Symposium 
(Chicago —December 2008) 

ACI National Subprime Litigation & Enforcement Forum 
{New York -- October 2008) 

"Public Nuisance Litigation —The State's New Regulator" 
American Bar Association National Meeting 
(New York -- August 2008) 

"Municipal Lawsuits against Mortgage Lenders" 
West Legal Ed Center Webcast 
July 2008 

"The Latest Regulatory, Governmental, and Legislative Response to Subprime Crisis" 
WestLegal Ed Center Webcast 
April 2008 

"Complex Civil Litigation and Class Actions" 
New Lawyer Training --Cleveland Bar Association 
Cleveland -- February 2006 

Professional Associations 
American Bar Association 
Ohio State Bar Association 
Cleveland Metropolitan Bar Association 
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Representative Cases 
Baker v. BP Ana., 749 F. Supp. 840 (N.D. Ohio 1990} 
Beder v. Cleveland Bfowns, 114 Ohio Misc. 2d 26 (2001) 
Seder v. Cleveland Browns, 129 Ohio App. 3d 188 (199$) 
B. Backman 'rust v. Fal~nestQck,, 2002 NASD Arb. LEXIS 544 (2002) 
Chase Bank ~TSA v. City of Cleveland, 735 F. Supp. 773 (N.D. Ohio 2010) 
Cole a Mileti, 133 F.3d 433 (6`" Cir.1998~ 
Coles v. Board of'Educ., 171 F.3d 369 (bt Cir. 1999) 
Figtey v. Merrill Lynch, 1999 NASD Arb. LEXIS 4$3 {1999} 
Fine v. America Online, 139 Ohio App. 3d 133 (2000) 
First Nat. Supermarkets v. Merrill Lynch, 104 Ohio App. 3d 289 (1994) 
Fornshelt v. FfrstMerit Bank, 2010 WL 4835771 {N.D. Ohio 2010} 
Trr re Revco Sec. Litig., Fed. Sec, L. Rptr.'~97809 {N.D. Ohio 1993) 
Ladanyi v. Merrill Lynch, 2001 NASD Arb. LEXIS 16$0 (2001) 
Lesser v. Burry, 132 Ohio App. 3d 319 {1999) 
Mentor Lagoons v. Rubin, 31 Ohio St. 3d 256 (1987) 
Mer~zll Ly~ach v. Stariz, 65 Ohio St. 3d 312 {1992) 
Obenaaaf v. CIDCO I~ay., 54 Ohio App. 3d 131 (1990) 
Peltz v. .Moyer, 2007-Ohio-4998 {Ohio App. 200 } 
Simmons-Harris v. Zelman, 234 F.3d 945 {6th Cir. 2000) (ar~ucus curiae) 
State ex rel. Ciry of Cleveland v. Co~~rigan, 2009-Ohio-6655 {Ohio App. 2009) 
State ex rel. Sun Newspapers v. 13d. ofEduc., 76 Ohio App. 3d 170 (1991) 

Selected Media 
Cleveland vs. Wall Street X2010) 
Documentary film featured at 2010 Cannes International Film Festival 

"Gunning far Goliath," 
Cleveland Scene (Nov. 24, 2010) 

"Cleveland vs. Wall Street: the subprime scandal, as if you were there," 
Le Mande {Aug. 17, 2010). 

"Evergreen trust sues attorney, law firm," 
Akrr~n Beacon Journal (Dec. 12, 2009) 

"Developer accused of cheating blames lawyers' advice," 
Cleveland Plain Dealer (July 18, 20Q8) 

"Cleveland sues 2l banks over subprime mess," 
Cleveland Pdaan Dealer {Jan. 11, 2008) 
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"Cleveland sues banks aver foreclosures,'° 
~TSA Today (Jan. I1, 2008}. 

"Suit says Laurel School knew former teacher was a danger," 
Cleveland Plain Dealer (Mar. 18, 20Q3) 

"Accounting firm pulled into divorce," 
Cleveland Plain Dealer {Sept. 9, 2002) 

"Modell to pay ticket-holders $3 million," 
Cleveland Plain Dealer (Jul, 21, 2001} 

"Deal averts Medical Mutual trial: ex-counsel settles malpractice claim," 
Cleveland Plui~z Dealer (Aug. 5, 1999) 

"Blue Cross execs plan to rake in millions —the inside story two years later," 
Cleveland Plain Dealer (Apr. 25, 1999) 

"Every fan meet Howard Beder," 
Cleveland Plain Dealer Sundtty Magazine (Mar. 21, 1999) 

"Policyholders, Blues officers in settlement," 
Cleveland Plain Dealer (Nov. 14, 1997) 

"Mileti owes money for movie loan," 
Cleveland Flain Dealer (Feb. 14, 1996) 
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Work Experience 

Cohen Rosenthal &Kramer LLP., Cleveland, Ohia 
Managing Partner, December 2002 —Present. 

Case Vt~estern Reserve University Law School, Cleveland, Ohio 
Adjunct Professor, Business Associations - 2007 

Squire, Sanders &Dempsey L.L.P., Cleveland, Uhia 
Associate, March 2001 —December 2002: Trial and appellate 
advocacy and counseling in complex cases, includa.ng antitrust, 
caxporate law, shareholders rights, employment and contract 
law. 

Kahrman Jackson &Krantz P.L.L., Cleveland, Ohio 
Partner, July 1999 —March 200I; Associate, 1994-1999: Trial 
and appellate advocacy and counseling in complex cases, 
including antitrust, corporate law, shareholder rights, 
employment and contract law. 

Arent Fox Kintner Plotkin &Kahn, Washington, D.C. 
Associate, 1990-1993: Commercial litigation including antitrust, 
international law, contract, fraud, real-estate and tax matters. 

Education 

Yale College, B.A. in English 1984 
Magna Cum Laude 
Distinction in English 

Georgetown University Law Center, J.D. 1990 
Cum Laude 
Dean's List 

Bar Admissions 

Carnrnanwealth of Vixginia, 1990 
District of Columbia, 1991 
State of Ohio, 1994 
U.S. Court of International Trade, 1997 
U.S. District Court, Northern District of Qhio, 1994 
U.S, District Court, District of Columbia, 1993 
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U.S. Court of Appeals, Sixth Circuit, 20Q0 
U.S. Court of Appeals, Eighth Circuit, 2001 
U.S. Court of Appeals, District of Columbia Circuit, 1993 
U.S. Supreme Court, 2002 

Professional Honors 

Martindale Hubball AV Rating 
SuperLawyersU 2019 

Articles 

ghio Lawyer, ~'he corporate "trust fund"doctrine is aline and well in 
Ohio, July/August 2412 

Changes to Ohio's General Carporatzon Law, A.Nfixed Bag, 
www.crklaw.com, May 4, 2012 

Speaking Engagements 

Guest Lecturer —Cleveland Marshall College of Law, Fair Labor 
Standards Act, Mandatory Arbitration And Class Action/Collective 
Action Waivers (Spring 2015, Spring 2016, Spring 2017) 

Moderator/Speaker —Judge John M. Manos Inn of Court, "Whose 
Min(d)ing The Store: Electronically Stored Communications and Other 
Data" (2014) 

Panelist/Speaker -Judge John M. Manas Tnn of Court, "The Impact of 
Twombly and Igbal: What, If Anything, Has Changed." {2011} 

FanelistlSpeaker —Cleveland Metropolitan Bar Association Small 
Firm and Sola Practitioner Section CLE "Flying Salo" (2009) 

Speaker - Lorman CLE "Contract Litigation from A to Z" (2006} 

Speaker - Lorman CLE "The Law of Depositions" {2003) 

Professional Associations 
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Federal Bar Association 
tJhio State $ax Association 
Cleveland Metropolitan Bar Association 
The Judge Jahn M. Manos Inn of Caurt 

(Chair) Progxam Committee 2014 —Present 
The Virginia State T3ar Association 
The Dastrict of Columbia Bar Association 

Representative Cases 

• Huber v. Inpatient Medical Seraices, Inc., 9~ Dist. Summit, 2018-Ohia-
4686 (Summary judgement raversed in dispute over contractual 
executive termination rights} 

• LRC Realty, Inc. v. B.E.B. Properties, l lth Dist. Geauga, 2018-Qhio-
2887 (Summary judgment reversed in dispute over right to rents from 
telecommunications tower located an commercial property) 

• Brodzenski v. StoneMor Partners, L.P., 2015 WL 3 42323 (N.D. Ohio 
May 2B, 2015} {$2,328,000 settlement of fully certi#"ied nationwide 
FLSA collective action for a class of sales counselors who were 
allegedly forced to report fewer hours than they actually worked) 

• Jewell v. Aaron's, Inc., (N.D. Ga. 2015) {$1,300,000 settlement of a 
conditionally certified nationwide collective action £ar employees who 
alleged they were not paid for work performed during automatically 
deducted meal periods) 

Baldwin v. Forever2X, Inc., {American Arbitration Association 2015) 
($49&,500 settlement of a conditionally certified nationwide collective 
action for retail employees who alleged they were not paid far work 
performed during unpaid meal period) 

• Golden Goose Properties, LLC v. Leizman, 8th Dist. Cuyahoga, 2013-
Ohia-5438 (overturned prejudgment distribution order on corporation's 
garnished funds) 

• Finehatn u. Nestle Prepared Foods Company, No. 1:08cv0073 {N.D. 
Ohio) (conditionally certified collective action for employees who 
alleged they were not paid for time spend changing into and out of 
uniforms and protective gear) 
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• Froom-Lipman Group, L.L.C. U. Forest City Enterprises, Inc., Na 
1:06CV0185 (N.D. Ohio 2t~10) (won $700,000 judgment far 
disenfranchised business partnership) 

« Franklin 1Vlanagement Industries, Inc. U. Far More Properties, Inc., 
2011-Ohio-1893 ($th Dist. Cuyahoga) (utilized little-known trust fund 
doctrine to collect seven figure arbitration award against shareholders 
of dissolved corporations} 

Horne v. Colonial Life &Accident Ins. Ca, No. 1:03CV2243 (N.D. Ohio 
2406) {confidential 7-figure settlement of contract and good faith 
claims on behalf of insurance brokar} 

• Obtained $700,000 confidential settlement of insurance coverage 
dispute against corporate directors and officers liability policy. 

• Ubtained $1.2 million confidential arbitration award over breach of 
contract dispute. 

• Obtained ~$400,D00 confidential settlement of insurance coverage 
dispute for health care facility. 

o BF Chemicals Ltd. v. Jiangsu SQpo Corp., 285 F.3d 677 (8th Cir. 2002} 
{pursuit of intellectual property claims against Chinese chemical 
company) 

• Grogan v. T. YV. Grogan Co., 143 Ohio App.3d 548 (8th Dist. Cuyahoga 
2Q01) 

p I3uctmate Industries, Inc. v. Famous Supply Cnrp., 55 F. Supp2d 777 
(N.D. Ohio 1999) 

~ Security First Corporation v. Z~ S. Die Casting and ~euelapment 
Company, 687A.2d 563 (.1997) {Briefed) 

• Gragrxn v. T.W. Grogan Co., 143 C)hio App.3d 548 (8tn Dist. Cuyahoga 
2Q01) 

« Rescigna v. Heyduk, 1996 WL 465374 (8th Dist. Cuyahoga, August 15, 
1996) 

• Edmondson ccnd Gallagher v. Alban Towers Tenants 
Assn, 829 F. Supp. 420 (D.D.C. 1993). 
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Community Leadership 

President of the Board, Apollo's Fire, The Cleveland Baroque 
Orchestra (2013 — 2017) 

Directed Board of more than ~0 members overseeing 
internationally renowned performing arts organization with 
$2million plus annual budget. Led organization during period of 
unprecedented artistic success and administrative stability. 
Conducted executive searches, ran quarterly and annual board 
meetings, chaired executive committee. 

Board Chair (2018 —Present) 
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Mr. Stephen Blach 
Silver Golub & Teitell LLP 
1 Landmark Square, 15th Fioar 
Stamford, CT 06901 
In Reference To: Proctor and Gamble Aerasoi Cases 

S.D. Ohio Case Nos. 1:21-cv-00762 and 1:21-cv-00723 
Invoice # 70896 

Professional Services 

_H_rslRa#e Amount 

1 111 912 02 1 JBR Review Complaint #1; telephone call S. Bloch re same ;prepare same for 3.40 1,530.00 
filing 450.00/hr 

11/2212021 JBR Attention to new judge assignment for case #1; attention to waiver of 0.50 225.00 
service of summons 450.n0/hr 

12!712021 JBR Review complaint #2 120 540.00 
45Q.00ihr 

12/812021 JBR Review revised complaint #2 and prepare for filing 1.40 630.Q0 
450.44/hr 

12!15/2021 JBR Telephone call S. Bloch re response to MDR motion to transfer and 0.20 90.00 
cansaldiate 450.00ihr 

12/1712021 JBR Prepare for and attend phone conference re MDL strategy wi#h other 1.OQ 450.00 
plaintiffs' counsel; review joint motion to stay pending MDL from defendant 450.00/hr 

12!26/2421 JBR Research re {Jhio southern district court statistics 0.80 360.00 
450.00/hr 

12127/2021 JBf2 Research and draft response to motion to transfer and consolidate MDL 2.80 x,260.00 
45Q.OQ/hr 

12128/2021 JBR Finish drafting response to motion to transfer and consolidate MDL; 2.50 7,125A0 
telephone call S, Bloch re strategy 450.OQJhr 

4114/2022 JBR Telephone call S. 81och re case status and strategy 0.30 135.00 
450.Od/hr 

For professional services rendered 14.10 $6,345.00 
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Mr. Stephen Bioch 

Expenses: 

1 1 /1 912 02 1 S.D. t3hio Filing Fee -Lopez et al. 

12!812021 S.D. C?hio Filing Fee - Esquivel et al. 

12/31!2021 Ih-house copies and prints For December 2021 

Postage for Qecember 2021 

Westlaw usage for December 2021 

Total additional charges 

Total amount of this bill 

Balance due 

Amount 

402A0 

402.00 

5.28 

1.89 

6.91 

$8'18.08 

$7,163.Q$ 

$7,163.08 
_—~ 
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In re Procter &Gamble Aerosol 

Products Marketing and. Sales 

Practices Litigation 

This document relates ta; ALL CASES 

Case Na 2:22-znd-3425 

Judge Michael H. Watson 

Magistrate Judga Chelsey 
Vascura 

DECLARATION ~F KENNETH D. QUAT, ESQUIRE, flN BEHALF OF 
QUAT LA'W UFFICES IN SUPPORT OF PLAINTIFFS' MOTION 

FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES AND EXPENSES 

I, Kenneth D. Quat, declare as fallaws: 

1. I am counsel far plaintiff Haley Canaday and one of Settlement Class 

Counsel in the above-captioned action (the "ACt1011"j. 

2. I submit this Declaration in support of my application for attorneys' fees 

and reimbursement of expenses in connection with services rendered in the Action. 

3. I am the principal lawyer at Quest Law Offices and. chaxged with 

responsibility fpr fhe work done by my firm in the Action. 

4. The background of the attorneys in my firm and their experience: and 

qualifications in complex consumer products litigation is set fax~th in my firm's Resume 

attached hereto as Exhibit A. As is .evident from the resume, I have substantial experience 

in litigating consumer products actions and similar complex litigation.. 

5. Any compensation for services rendered and reimbursement for .out-af- 

packet expenses was wholly contingent on fine success of the Action. None of tk~e 
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attameys' fees and expenses submitted herewith.have been paid by any source or have 

been. the subject of any priax request ax prior award in any litigation or athex proceeding. 

6. I devoted a total of 39.4 hours to the commencernen~, litigation, and 

resolution of the Action. These hours are based an contemporaneous time records 

maintained by rne. Based. an my familiarity with the Action, I reviewed the entries to 

confirm the reasonableness ofthe time. and expenses cornmitted'to the Action, end I deleted 

or reduced entries whenever I had doubts about the utility of the task or reasonableness of 

the time billed. The time reflected in the lodestar calculation is reasonable in amount and 

was reasonably necessary far the effective prosecution anal successful resolution of the 

Action. 

7. The litigation tasks I performed in coordination with other Settlement-Class 

Counsel, included: legal and scientific research and analysis; drafting pleadings; review 

and analysis of related cases; communications and conferences with co-counsel re: 

strategy; editing and finalizing complaint;' review/analysis of motion. to transfer; 

communications and conferences with co-counsel re: motion to txansfer and consolidation, 

attend court canferences/hearings; communications and conferences with co-counsel re: 

settlement; review of time entries and preparation of fee declaration. 

8. The foiiowing table shows the time emended by Kenneth D. Quat, dtb/a 

Quat Law Offices: 

PRC?FESSIONAL* HOURS RATE LODESTAR 

Kenneth D. Quat 39.4 $850.00 $33,490 

T(J!TALS 39..4 $850.00 $33,490 

o (P) Partner 
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9. The rates charged by me are consistent with the rates that the firm. charges 

in other contingent fee 1ztigaticrn. Quat Law Offices expended a total of 39.4 hours. Total 

lodestar based on the firm's hourly rate is $33,490. 

10. Quat Law Qffices did not incur or advance any monies in unreimbursed 

expenses. 

I declare under penalty of perjury under the. laws of the United States of Arz~erica 

that the foregoing,is true and correct. ]Executed this~~ day of Februazy, 2023, at 

Framingham, Massachusetts. 

Ke D. Quat 

3 
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QUAT LAW OFFICES 
www.qucrticrw.com 
373 Winch Street 

Framingham, .Massachusetts 01701 

Kenneth D. Quat 
kquat~quatlaw.com 

Education 

University of Rochester, Rochester NY (B.A., 1973) 
- Phi Beta .Kappa; Magna Cu~n Laude; Ellison Prize 

University c~fNorth Carolina School of Law (J.D. l 979) 

Law Practice 

50$-872-1261 
508-861-0162 (fax} 

Associate, Baker &Fine, Cambridge MA (1980-81) 
Law Office cif Kemleth D. Quit, Maynard MA {19$1-1992) 
Partner, A177o1d & Kangas, P.C., Concord MA (1992-2000) 
Partner/Owner. Quat Law Offices, Cambridge MA and Fra~nii~gham MA (2000 —

present~) 

Bar Admissions 

State of North Carolina (1979} 
Commonwealth of Massachusetts (1980} 
U.S. District Gourt, District of Massachusetts (l9$1) 
First Circuit CourE of Appeals (19$1) 
U.S. District Court, District of Connecticut (2003) 
U.S. District Caurt, District of Vernlont (2004) 
U.S. District Gourt, District of Colorado (2008) 

Class Action Cases (partial listing) 

I~eke et al. v. Cardservzce Internafio~aal, Inc., No. BC271679 (Los Angeles County 
Superior Court) (co-lead counsel, $4 million settlement) 

Mai°tin v. Axin F'inc~r~~ciat Services, Inc., et a1, No. 03CC04236 (Orange County 
Gal. Superior Court) (co-lead counsel, $3 million settlement) 

Smith v. Galaxy Mall, Inc., et al., No. 03C05871 (Orange County Cal. Superior 
Court) (co-lead counsel, $~1.5 million settlement) 
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Feuerstcin v. Zw~icker~, No. 04-11 S93 (U.S. District Court, Distt-ict of 
Massachusetts).{lead counsel, $600K settle~neilt) 

Garbee v. Cutald~ Aml~~ulc~nce, No. Q9-2679 (Suffolk C.aunry MA Superior Court) {co-
lead counsel) ($f~00K settlement) 

~;la~k v. First Resolution Znvestnzent C~o~~„ No. l 5-1013 (Suffolk County MA Superior 
Court} (lead couilse(, $20 millio» settlement} 

Waterfi~oT~t Capital, LLC v. Sissel, No. 14-4051 (Suffolk County MA Superior Court) 
(lead counsel, $LS million settlement) 

Reported Cases (partial listing) 

Golchin v. Liberty Mutz~crl Iris. C.'o., 466 Mass. 156 (20l 3) 
Golchi~z v. Liberty Mutual Ins. C~'o., 460 Mass. 222 (20l 1) 
Intech v. Triple "C, " Il~farine Salvage, Inc., 444 Mass. 122 (2005} 
Kkvaczk u. P~zer,a Ir~c., 424 F.3d 43 (1 sr C,ir. 2005) 
Tucker v. Post C'o~zsumer Brands, LLC 2020 WL 1929368 (N.D. Cal. Apr. 21, 2020) 
Alger^ v. Cauntr ywide Home Loans, Inc., 464 B.R. 519 (Bankr. D. Mass. 20l ~) 
Cron~w~ll v. Countrywide Horne Lacrns, Inc., 483 B.R. 36 (D. Mass. 2012) 
Cromwell u. Countrywide Home Loans, Inc., 461 B.R. 99 (Bankr. D. Mass. 2Q] l ) 
Wells Fargo Bank., N.A. v. .Jaaskelainen, 4U'7 B.R. 449 (D. Mass. 2009) 
Jczask~lainen v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., 39l B.R, 627 {~ankr. D. Mass. 2008) 
Som u. Daniels Law Offices, P.C., 573 F.Supp.2d 349 (D. Mass. 2008) 
I~irecTV v. Deskzn., 3b3 F,Supp.2d 254 (D. Conn. 2005) 
In Re Cutts, 263 B.R. 394 (Bankr. D. Mass. 2001) 
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