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I INTRODUCTION

Plaintiffs Mark Shaffer, Margaret Mauldin, Charafeddine Zaitoun, and Marc Lessin,
(“Plaintiffs” or Class Representatives”) were students and parents of students who paid for in-
person educational programs at Defendant George Washington University for the Spring 2020
semester. Plaintiffs allege George Washington breached a contractual agreement to provide in-
person, on campus education when it transitioned classes to remote learning during the Spring
2020 semester due to the COVID-19 pandemic.

After a motion to dismiss, and the subsequent appeal to the D.C. Circuit, discovery,
depositions, and Plaintiffs Motion for Class Certification, and extensive arms’-length
negotiations, including a full day mediation with Judge Laporte, the Parties reached a Class
Action Settlement Agreement (the “Settlement”). The Settlement commits Defendant to create a
$5,400,000 non-reversionary Settlement Fund that will provide automatic payments to each
qualifying student following final approval, with an option for the Student and Payor to jointly
submit a Claim Form for payment to go to the Payor. See Settlement Agreement § 2.1(b) (ECF-
66-1). The Settlement states that Class Counsel may seek from the Settlement Fund, subject to
Court approval, attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses not to exceed one-third of the Settlement
Fund (i.e. $1,799,820.00), and individual service awards of $10,000 each for the four Class
Representatives. |d. at 8.

The Settlement and Notice was preliminarily approved by this Court on December 13,
2023. (ECF 66). But to settle and arrive at this point, Class Counsel and all counsel incurred
1616.2 hours in uncompensated professional time ($1,111,428.00) and $122,729.57 in
uncompensated professional costs on behalf of Plaintiffs and the Settlement Class Members.
Under the requirements of Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(h), Plaintiffs timely and respectfully request the

Court approve: (1) reasonable attorneys’ fees and costs totaling one-third of the Settlement Fund

-1-
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plus expenses or $1,799,820.00; and (2) service awards of $10,000 for each Class Representative
in recognition of their efforts and contributions to the case through their active role in pursuing
the litigation and Settlement on behalf of Settlement Class Members.

I1. ANALYSIS

A. The Requested Attorneys’ Fees, Costs, And Expenses Are Reasonable And Should
Be Approved.

The requested fee award of $1,799,820.00, representing one-third of the all-cash common
fund, is reasonable and merits approval. Under Federal Rule of Civil Procedure 23(h), courts
may award “reasonable attorney’s fees and nontaxable costs that are authorized by law or by the
parties’ agreement.” Fed. R. Civ. P. 23(h).! Under that doctrine, it is “well established that ‘a
litigant or lawyer who recovers a common fund for the benefit of persons other than himself or
his client is entitled to a reasonable attorney’s fee from the fund as a whole.”” Swedish Hosp.
Corp., 1 F.3d 1261, 1265 (D.C. Cir. 1993) (quoting Boeing Co. v. Van Gemert,444 U.S. 472, 478
(1980)). In addition, the Settlement Agreement states that Class Counsel may petition the Court
for an award of attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses of up to one-third of the Settlement Fund:

The amount of the Fee Award shall be determined by the Court
based on petition from Class Counsel. Class Counsel has agreed,
with no consideration from Defendant, to limit their request for
attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses to no more than thirty-three
percent (33%) of the Settlement Fund (i.e. $1,799,820.00). Payment
of the Fee Award shall be made from the Settlement Fund and

should the Court award less than the amount sought by Class
Counsel, the difference in the amount sought and the amount

! The requested fee award also encompasses unreimbursed litigation expenses. Settlement
Agreement 9 8.1. Reasonable litigation-related expenses are customarily awarded. See Driscoll v.
George Washington Univ., 55 F. Supp. 3d 106, 124 (D.D.C. 2014) (“It is well-established in this
Circuit that compensable costs include all “reasonable out-of-pocket expenses incurred by the
attorney which are normally charged to a fee-paying client, in the course of providing legal
services.”). Thus, any requested award will also serve to compensate Class Counsel and all
counsel for the $122,729.57 in out-of-pocket expenses incurred in this case. See Kurowski Decl.
9 38; Drake Decl. 4 18; Levetown Decl. q 3.
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ultimately awarded pursuant to this Paragraph shall remain in the
Settlement Fund.

Settlement Agreement q 8.1.

Courts in the D.C. Circuit have determined the percentage of the fund fee method is
proper for calculating attorneys’ fees in common fund class actions. Svedish Hosp. Corp. v.
Shalala, 1 F.3d 1261, 1265 (D.C. Cir. 1993). In this circuit, a lodestar cross-check is not
required, Trombley v. Nat'l City Bank, 826 F. Supp. 2d 179, 205 (D.D.C. 2011)(citing Swedish
Hosp. Corp. v. Shalala, 1 F.3d at 1266—67), although district courts may employ this cross-check
at their discretion to confirm the reasonableness of an award. See, e.g., Wellsv. Allstate Ins. Co.,
557 F. Supp. 2d 1, 7 (D.D.C. 2008); In re Baan Co. Sec. Litig., 288 F. Supp. 2d 14, 19-20
(D.D.C. 2003).

“While this Circuit has not yet developed a formal list of factors to be considered in
evaluating fee requests under the percentage-of-recovery method, other jurisdictions have
delineated factors that courts should consider in evaluating fee requests.” In re Lorazepam &
Clorazepate Antitrust Litig., No. 99MS276(TFH), 2003 WL 22037741, at *8 (D.D.C. June 16,
2003). Courts typically consider seven factors to guide their inquiries:

(1) the size of the fund created and the number of persons benefited,

(2) the presence or absence of substantial objections by class

members to the settlement terms or fees requested by counsel, (3)

the skill and efficiency of the attorneys involved, (4) the complexity

and duration of litigation, (5) the risk of nonpayment, (6) the time

devoted to the case by plaintiffs' counsel, and (7) awards in similar

cases.
Trombley, 826 F. Supp. 2d at 204; see also Wellsv. Allstate Ins. Co., 557 F. Supp. 2d at 6; Inre
Baan Co. Sec. Litig., 288 F. Supp. 2d at 17.

In this Circuit, many common fund class action fee awards similar to Class Counsel’s fee

request of one third are approved. In re Nifedipine Antitrust Litig., No. 1:02:CV01931, 2011 WL

3-
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13392312, at *2 (D.D.C. Jan. 31, 2011)(approving 33.3% award); Lorazepam, 2003 WL
22037741, at **8-9 (approving 30% award); Radosti v. Envision EMI, LLC, 760 F. Supp. 2d 73,
78 (D.D.C. 2011) (approving 33% award); In re Vitamins Antitrust Litig., No. MDL 1285, 2001
WL 34312839, at *10 (D.D.C. July 16, 2001) (approving 34% award); Wellsv. Allstate Ins. Co.,
557 F. Supp. 2d at 7 (approving 45% award).

Additionally, on a percentage basis, Class Counsel’s fee request tracks fees approved in
many other similar settling COVID-19 college tuition refund cases, including those that did not
involve the same significant discovery and motion and appellate briefing. See Rosado v. Barry
Univ., No. 20-cv-21813-JEM (S.D. Fla. Sept. 7, 2021) (granting final approval to $2,400,000
settlement fund, payment of attorneys’ fees and costs of $800,000 (33.3%)); Wright v. Southern
New Hampshire Univ., No. 1:20-cv-00609-LM, 561 F. Supp. 3d 211, 214 (D.N.H. Sept. 22,
2021) (granting final approval to $1,250,000 settlement fund, payment of attorneys’ fees of
$416,666.66 (33.3%)); In re Columbia Univ. Tuition Refund Action, No. 1:20-cv-03208 (JMF)
(S.D.N.Y. Mar. 29, 2022) (granting final approval to $12,500,000 settlement fund, payment of
attorneys’ fees for $4,166,666.67 (33.3%)); D’ Amario v. Univ. of Tampa, No. 7:20-cv-03744-CS
(S.D.N.Y. Oct. 18, 2022) (granting final approval to $3,400,000 settlement fund, payment of
attorneys’ fees and costs of $1,133,333.33 (33.3%)); Metzner v. Quinnipiac Univ., 3:20-cv-
00784-KAD (D. Conn. March 27, 2023) (granting final approval to $2,500,000 settlement fund,
payment of attorneys’ fees for $833,333.33 (33.3%); Miranda v. Xavier Univ., No. 1:20-CV-539,
2023 WL 6443122, at *6 (S.D. Ohio Oct. 3, 2023) (“the Court finds that Class Counsel’s request

for one-third of the common fund to be reasonable™).
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1. The percentage of the fund method should be used to calculate fees.

The trend in this Circuit is to use the percentage of the fund method in common fund
cases like this one. Swedish Hosp. Corp., 1 F.3d at 1265. The lodestar approach is more often
applied in federal fee-shifting cases, particularly civil rights actions. See, e.g., Perdue v. Kenny
A. exrel. Winn, 559 U.S. 542, 551 (2010). Percentage of the fund is favored as the lodestar
method requires a “considerable demands upon judicial resources” and causes “substantial delay
in distribution of the common fund.” Svedish Hosp. Corp., 1 F.3d at 1269-70.

2. The reasonableness of the requested fees is supported by this Circuit’s seven-
factor test.

The D.C. Circuit articulates seven factors for Courts to consider when determining the
reasonableness of a requested percentage to award as attorneys’ fees: (1) the size of the fund
created and the number of persons benefited, (2) the presence or absence of substantial
objections by class members to the settlement terms or fees requested by counsel, (3) the skill
and efficiency of the attorneys involved, (4) the complexity and duration of litigation, (5) the risk
of nonpayment, (6) the time devoted to the case by plaintiffs' counsel, and (7) awards in similar
cases. Trombley, 826 F. Supp. 2d at 204.

a. The size of fund and class.

As noted, the settlement provides that $5,400,000 will be shared among approximately
18,000 GW class members. The direct cash payment to Students and Payors enhances the value
of the settlement. Each class member will receive significant value from this settlement.
Moreover, at $5.4 million, the settlement is the third largest settlement in this area of litigation to

Class Counsel’s knowledge.
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b. No objections to Class Counsel’s fee request.

While the objection deadline closes on March 11, 2024, as of this filing, no class member
has objected to the settlement. GW is not opposing Class Counsel’s request for reasonable fees
and costs. Settlement Agreement 9 8.1.

c. Class Counsel is skilled and efficient.

Class action litigation presents unique challenges and — by achieving an exceptional
Settlement — Class Counsel proved that they have the ability and resources to litigate this case
zealously and effectively. In addition, Class Counsel are well-respected attorneys with
significant experience litigating consumer class actions of similar size, scope, and complexity.
Kurowski Decl. 9 19-28; Drake Decl. 9 4-6; Levetown Decl. 4 4. In the college tuition refund
context, Class Counsel successfully obtained settlements for students in Mahmood v. Rutgers,
No. MID-L-003039-20 (Middlesex County, NJ); Choi v. Brown Univ., No. 1:20-cv-00191-JJM-
LDA (D.R.1.), and Metzner v. Quinnipiac Univ., 3:20-cv-00784-KAD (D. Conn.).

Moreover, Class Counsel has been recognized by courts across the country for their
expertise. See Ex. A to Kurowski Decl. 9§ 20. Diazv. Univ. of S Cal., No.
CV204066DMGPVCX, 2020 WL 5044419, at *5 (C.D. Cal. July 17, 2020) (“Hagens Berman’s
detailed track records in class actions show great depth of experience in bringing plaintiffs’ class
actions for similar claims, and the specific partners committed...as well as their deep benches of
associates, have proven track records of success.”).

Furthermore, “[t]he experience, skill and professionalism of counsel and the performance
and quality of opposing counsel” are all considered in evaluating a requested fee. In re Vitamins,
2001 WL 34312839, at *11. Class Counsel litigated this case efficiently, effectively, and civilly
against excellent opposing counsel. The resulting settlement reflects the high quality of that

work, which supports the requested fee award.

-6-
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d. This class action addressed complex issues and focused on the novel
application of contract law to the student-university relationship.

The complex nature of this litigation further favors the requested fee award. Seelnre
Vitamins, 2001 WL 34312839, at *11 (noting complex legal and factual matters, and extensive
time and effort by attorneys warrant higher fee awards). Here specifically, the claims and legal
theories are novel, complicated, and unsettled. In reviewing the appeal here, the D.C. Circuit
recognized “the novel and challenging issues that these cases present.” Shaffer v. George Wash.
Univ., 27 F.4th 754, 760 (D.C. Cir. 2022). The complexity of this case is further underscored by
the challenges Plaintiffs faced on a motion to dismiss and at class certification. Indeed, courts
have both granted and denied class certification and granted and denied summary judgment in
university defendants’ favor. Cf. Arredondo v. Univ. of La Verne, 341 F.R.D. 47 (C.D. Cal.
2022) (granting class certification); In re Pepperdine University Tuition and Fees COVID-19
Refund Litigation, No. CV20-4928-DMG (C.D. Cal. March 7, 2023) (granting in part and
denying in part university’s motion for summary judgment); with In re Suffolk Univ. Covid
Refund Litig., No. CV 20-10985-WGY, 2022 WL 6819485 (D. Mass. Oct. 11, 2022) (denying
class certification) and Randall v. Univ. of the Pac., No. 5:20-CV-03196-EJD, 2022 WL
1720085 (N.D. Cal. May 28, 2022) (granting university’s motion for summary judgment). This
factor favors the requested fee.

e. There was significant risk of nonpayment.

This factor recognizes the risk of non-payment in cases prosecuted on a contingency
basis where claims are unsuccessful, which can justify higher fees. Here, this case presented a
substantial risk of non-payment for Class Counsel. Since 2020, Class Counsel invested
significant time, effort, and resources into the litigation with no compensation. Kurowski Decl.

29. Even with a significant risk of nonpayment, Class Counsel still took this case on a pure
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contingency basis and committed substantial resources of attorney and staff time towards
investigating and litigating this action. Id. § 30. This risk was realized when this case was
dismissed on a motion to dismiss and partially affirmed by the D.C. Circuit. Class Counsel
further recognizes that Plaintiffs faced additional considerable risks in establishing class-wide
liability, obtaining Rule 23 certification of the proposed class action (and perhaps opposing a
motion for decertification or a Rule 23(f) petition), and establishing damages. “The risk of
nonpayment through either an award of summary judgment or loss at trial was significant and
real in this case.” Lorazepam, 2003 WL 22037741, at *8. Class Counsel also assumed the risk of
the significant delay associated with achieving a final resolution through trial and any appeals.
Class counsel recognized the novel nature of claims for in-person education and experiences as a
result of the COVID-19 pandemic and hurdles that could result in zero recovery for the class.
That Class Counsel undertook this representation, despite the significant risk of nonpayment, and
was able to manage these risks in negotiating a substantial settlement, supports the requested fee
award.

f. Class Counsel devoted significant time and effort to this case.

Since Class Counsel began investigating this matter in March 2020, Counsel has devoted
no less than 1,616.2 hours to successfully pursuing this matter. Kurowski Decl. 9 35; Drake
Decl. 9 13; Levetown Decl. 9 3.2 Class Counsel’s dedication to this matter and expenditure of
substantial time, effort, and resources has brought this complex litigation to a successful

resolution.

2 While this is not a fee-shifting case, out of an abundance of caution, Plaintiffs’ counsel also
includes detailed, contemporaneous time records in support of these hours. The usefulness of
submitting actual time charges to support a fee request has been recognized by this and other
courts. Nat'l Assn of Concerned Veteransv. Sec'y of Def., 675 F.2d 1319, n.12 (D.C. Cir. 1982)
(citing Pete v. UMW Welfare & Retirement Fund, 517 F.2d 1275, 1292 (D.C.Cir.1975)).

-8-
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1) Class Counsel thoroughly investigated the claims and
allegations in this matter.

Class Counsel extensively investigated legal and factual allegations of Plaintiffs’ breach
of contract and unjust enrichment claims due to George Washington’s campus closures resulting
from COVID-19. Before filing, Class Counsel conducted a detailed factual investigation,
including (i) conducting research of the underlying allegations in the Complaint; (ii) reviewing
public statements issued by George Washington; (iii) reviewing George Washington course
registration portals, various policy documents, the catalog, and handbooks; and (iv) reviewing
other publicly available information on George Washington’s website. See Kurowski Decl. § 6.
In addition, Class Counsel’s analysis did not stop there as counsel continued to evaluate the
claims and potential issues throughout the various stages of the litigation, whether as part of the
motion to dismiss process or deep in the discovery phase. Id. 4 7-16.

2) Class Counsel actively litigated this case.

Furthermore, Class Counsel actively litigated this case, often by using creative and novel
legal arguments. Such efforts included researching and drafting multiple complaints, opposing
Defendant’s motion to dismiss, bringing this case on appeal to the D.C. Circuit, staying on top of
emerging case law in this new area through the submission of supplemental authority notices,
conducting extensive discovery including reviewing the large volume of documents produced by
Defendant, taking and defending depositions, including the non-party deposition of a Plaintiff
Payor’s student child, and engaging in a full day mediation session with Magistrate Judge

Laporte on the path to settlement. Kurowski Decl. 9 6-16.
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A3) Class Counsel committed substantial time and resources to
reaching a comprehensive Class Settlement and obtaining
Preliminary Approval.

Class Counsel also dedicated significant time to resolving this matter. Class Counsel
crafted a settlement proposal; participated in a full day mediation session, which was preceded
by several weeks of settlement negotiations, and followed by several weeks of finalizing the
settlement agreement; negotiated and prepared the Class Action Settlement Agreement and the
Class Notice documents and Claim Form; and secured and worked with a Settlement
Administrator to effectuate the Settlement. See Kurowski Decl. 49 16-17. Class Counsel also
successfully moved for Preliminary Approval of the Proposed Class Action Settlement (see ECF
Nos. 66-67). Class Counsel provided this Court with lengthy briefing, declarations, and exhibits
supporting their Motion.

“) Class Counsel’s significant work after Preliminary Approval.
After this Court granted Preliminary Approval, Class Counsel has worked with the
Settlement Administrator and helping the Plaintiffs and Class Members with the Settlement,
including reviewing notice materials and supervising timely issuance of the requisite notice to
Class Members. Kurowski Decl. 9 17.
5) Over the next several months, Class Counsel will commit

additional time and resources to advancing and administering
the Settlement.

Class Counsel will continue their efforts in this case by pursuing final approval of the
Settlement, and in the event of final approval, continuing to oversee the work of the claims
administrator to ensure timely payment of settlement awards to the Class Members, and fielding
any calls that Class Members may have regarding the Settlement and their rights thereunder.
Kurowski Decl. q 18. Thus, Class Counsel will, in the immediate future, continue to dedicate

time and resources to administering the Settlement. 1d. Based on Class Counsel’s experience in

-10-
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other cases, this ongoing work will likely involve about 50-75 total more hours. Id. This
additional work should be accounted for as well.

g. Class Counsel’s fee request is consistent with the standard fee awards
approved as reasonable in other COVID-19 university litigation cases.

Class Counsel seeks attorneys’ fees of one-third of the $5.4 million cash settlement fund.
As aforementioned, courts in this Circuit routinely approve fee requests for one-third of a
common fund. See supra Section II.A.1 (collecting cases). Moreover, the fee request of one-third
of the settlement fund reflects the same percentage repeatedly approved by other courts across
the country reviewing fee applications in similar COVID-19 tuition refund cases. Seeid. This
factor thus supports the requested fee award.

h. Public policy supports Class Counsel’s fee award.

Courts can also consider the public interest although it is not always considered in the
fee-award determination. Wellsv. Allstate Ins. Co., 557 F. Supp. 2d 1, 8 (D.D.C. 2008). Society
has a strong interest in incentivizing lawyers to bring complex litigation to protect consumer
rights, particularly where the class members likely will not pursue litigation on their own for
economic or personal reasons. Here, public policy considerations also favor Class Counsel’s fee
request because this case sought to hold Defendant accountable for shifting the entire financial
burden of the COVID-19 pandemic onto its students. A one-third fee would, moreover,
compensate Class Counsel at a level commensurate with the benefits they have conferred on the
class, the large investment of time and money they devoted to litigating this unique case and
bringing about the Settlement and the contingent nature of their representation. Kurowski Decl.

99 29-38. Public policy favors this fee request.

-11-
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3. The requested attorneys’ fees are also reasonable under a lodestar cross-
check.

Although this Circuit has held that “a percentage-of-the-fund method is the appropriate
mechanism for determining the attorney fees award in common fund cases,” courts may use a
lodestar cross-check. Swvedish Hosp. Corp., 1 F.3d at 1271. A lodestar cross-check further
supports the requested fee. Courts applying the lodestar method generally apply a multiplier to
consider the contingent nature of the fee, the risks of non-payment, the quality of representation,
and the results achieved. See Lorazepam., 2003 WL 22037741, at *9 (noting multiples ranging
up to four are frequently awarded in common fund cases when the lodestar method is applied); In
re Baan Co. Sec. Litig., 288 F. Supp. 2d at 19-20 (reviewing counsel's reported lodestar and
finding “that a multiplier of 2.0 or less falls well within a range that is fair and reasonable”); see
also Swvedish Hosp. Corp., 1 F.3d at 1263, 1272 (approving fee award approximately 3.3 times
the lodestar amount). Applying a lodestar cross-check, therefore, confirms that the award sought
by class counsel is neither unusual nor unreasonable, in light of the considerable time and
expertise devoted to this case by class counsel.

To calculate lodestar, counsel’s reasonable hours spent on the litigation are multiplied by
counsel’s reasonable rates. Under the lodestar method, “an attorney's usual billing rate is
presumptively the reasonable rate, provided that the rate is ‘in line with those prevailing in the
community for similar services by lawyers of reasonably comparable skill, experience and
reputation.”” Kattan by Thomas v. District of Columbia, 995 F.2d 274, 278 (D.C. Cir.1993)

(quoting Blumv. Stenson, 465 U.S. 886, 895-96 n. 11, 104 S. Ct. 1541, 79 L.Ed.2d 891 (1984)).

-12-
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Here, the hourly rates used by Class Counsel are their standard billable rates. See Kurowski
Decl. § 34; Drake Decl. 9 14; Levetown Decl. § 5.

The hours worked, lodestar, and expenses for Class Counsel and all counsel are in the
declarations of Mr. Kurowski, Ms. Drake and Mr. Levetown. These records confirm Class
Counsel’s efficient billing, by, for example, striving to assign work to less senior lawyers or
paralegals who bill at lower hourly rates to reduce the fees for the Class and avoiding
overstaffing the case. Thus, even under the optional lodestar cross check, Class Counsel’s
requested fees are reasonable given the unique circumstances of this case. Specifically:

e (lass Counsel obtained an excellent Settlement, which will result in Class Members

receiving substantial money quickly and automatically, without the need to submit a

claim.

e The litigation was conducted, and the Settlement was obtained efficiently, by experienced
and qualified counsel.

e The case involved complex and novel legal issues and factual theories, which involved
significant litigation risks.

e C(lass Counsel devised a litigation and settlement strategy that factored in the complex
and uncertain nature of the case.

In total, through February 2024, all counsel have devoted 1,616.2 hours to prosecuting
this litigation. See Kurowski Decl. § 35; Drake Decl. 9 13; Levetown Decl. § 3. Their aggregate
lodestar is $1,111,428.00. Seeid. Therefore, the requested fee award represents a multiplier of
about .62, which is well within the accepted range in this Circuit. In fact, a fee award of up to

twice the lodestar amount has been recognized in this District as “unremarkable in common fund

3 The Supreme Court and other courts have held that the use of current rates is proper since
such rates compensate for inflation and the loss of use of funds. See Missouri v. Jenkins, 491
U.S. 274, 283-84 (1989) (recognizing “an appropriate adjustment for delay in payment—whether
by the application of current rather than historic hourly rates or otherwise”).

-13-
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cases.” Meyer v. Panera Bread Co., No. 17-cv-2565(EGS/GMH), 2019 WL 11271381, at *10
(D.D.C. Mar. 6, 2019).

The lodestar multiplier is also reasonable because it will decrease over time. See
Kurowski Decl. § 18. Class Counsel will continue to perform work on this matter after final
approval is granted. In sum, Class Counsel’s efforts in this case resulted in an exceptional
settlement of a complex and uncertain case. Class Counsel should be rewarded for achieving this
result.

B. The Requested Service Award Reflects Plaintiffs’ Active Involvement in This Action
And Should Be Approved.

Next, the Court should also approve service awards to each Plaintiff who came forward
to represent the interests of other people who paid tuition for the Spring 2020 semester at George
Washington. Service awards are routinely approved to compensate class representatives for
actively participating in a case, as was the case here. See Cobell v. Jewell, 802 F.3d 12, 25 (D.C.
Cir. 2015) (“Incentive awards have often been used to compensate a class representative....”)
Courts often approve service awards “to compensate named plaintiffs for the services they
provided and the risks they incurred during the course of the class action litigation.” Lorazepam,
2003 WL 22037741, at *10. Under the Settlement Agreement, the parties agreed that Class
Representatives may request to receive awards not to exceed $10,000. As the Settlement
provides in relevant part:

Class Representatives shall each request to be paid a service award in
the amount of Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00) from the Settlement
Fund, in addition to any recovery pursuant to this Settlement
Agreement and in recognition of their efforts on behalf of the
Settlement Class, subject to Court approval. Should the Court award
less than this amount, the difference in the amount sought and the
amount ultimately awarded pursuant to this Paragraph shall remain in

the Settlement Fund.

Settlement Agreement 9 8.3.

-14-
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Here, the participation of Plaintiffs was critical to the ultimate success of the case.
Kurowski Decl. 9 39. Plaintiffs spent significant time protecting the interests of the class through
their involvement in this case. Plaintiffs assisted Class Counsel in investigating their claims by
providing information to draft and file the complaint. Id. 9§ 40. During this litigation, Plaintiffs
assisted with preliminary discovery and kept in regular contact with their lawyers to receive
updates on the progress of the case and to discuss strategy particularly as those efforts related to
responding to Defendant’s document requests. 1d. 9§ 41. Plaintiffs prepared for and testified at
their depositions, including the non-party deposition of a Plaintiff Payor’s student child. Id. § 41.
Finally, Plaintiffs conferred with Class Counsel during the settlement process. Id. § 42. Equally
important, Plaintiffs took on an enormous risk in filing this lawsuit. Indeed, at the time of filing,
the Plaintiffs and their children were still active students at George Washington, and thus took on
an added risk by suing George Washington, including potential adverse consequences to their
educational pursuits.

On these facts, the $10,000 service awards are appropriate due to the efforts made by
Plaintiffs to protect the interests of the other Settlement Class Members, the time and effort they
spent pursuing this matter, and the substantial benefit they helped achieve for the other
Settlement Class members. Thus, a service award of $10,000 for each Plaintiff is well-justified,
reasonable, and less than other awards approved in this Circuit. See, e.g., Lorazepam, 2003 WL
22037741, at * 11 (approving $20,000 incentive awards to named plaintiffs); Wells v. Allstate
Ins. Co., 557 F. Supp. 2d 1, 9 (D.D.C. 2008) (approving $10,000 service award). Further
confirmation of the reasonableness of the requested award to each Plaintiff can be found by
reviewing service awards approved in similar COVID-19 university litigation settlements. See In

re Columbia Univ. Tuition Refund Action, No. 1:20-cv-03208 (JMF) (S.D.N.Y. Mar. 29, 2022)
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(approving $25,000 service award request); Botts v. Johns Hopkins Univ., 1:20-cv-01335-JRR
(D. Md. April 20, 2023) (approving $12,500 service award request); D’ Amario v. Univ. of
Tampa, No. 7:20-cv-03744-CS (S.D.N.Y. Oct. 18, 2022) (approving $10,000 service award
request); Faber v. Cornell Univ., 3:20-cv-00467-MAD-MIL (N.D.N.Y. Dec. 13, 2023)
(approving $10,000 service award request); WWhorowski v. Univ. of New Haven, 3:20-cv-01589
(D. Conn. Oct. 11, 2023) (approving $10,000 service award request); Ford v. Rensselaer
Polytechnic Institute, 1:20-cv-00470-DNH-CFH (N.Y.N.D. Jan. 9, 2024) (approving $10,000
service award request)

III. CONCLUSION

For the reasons provided above and for good cause shown, Plaintiffs respectfully request
that the Court (1) approve attorneys’ fees, costs, and expenses in the amount of one-third of the
settlement fund ($1,799,820.00) and (2) grant each Plaintiff a service award of $10,000 each in
recognition of their efforts on behalf of the class, and (3) grant Plaintiffs all such other relief that
the Court deems necessary and appropriate.

Dated: February 23, 2024 Respectfully submitted,
/s/ Daniel J. Kurowski

Daniel J. Kurowski (pro hac vice)
Whitney K. Siehl (pro hac vice)
HAGENS BERMAN SOBOL SHAPIRO LLP
455 N. Cityfront Plaza Dr., Suite 2410
Chicago, IL 60611

(708) 628-4949

dank@hbsslaw.com
whitneys@hbsslaw.com

Steve W. Berman (pro hac vice)
HAGENS BERMAN SOBOL SHAPIRO LLP
1301 Second Avenue, Suite 2000
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-7292

steve@hbsslaw.com

Class Counsel
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Andrew S. Levetown (Bar No. 422714)
LEVETOWN LAW LLP

717 D Street NW, Suite 306
Washington, DC 20004

(703) 618-2264
andrew@levetownlaw.com

E. Michelle Drake (pro hac vice)
BERGER MONTAGUE PC

43 SE MAIN STREET, SUITE 505
Minneapolis, MN 55414

Tel: (312) 594-5999

Email: emdrake@bm.net

Daniel J. Walker (Bar No. 219439)
BERGER MONTAGUE PC

2001 Pennsylvania Avenue, NW, Suite 300
Washington, DC 20006

Tel: (202) 559-9745

Email: dwalker@bm.net

Attorneys for Plaintiffs
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LCvR7 CERTIFICATION

Pursuant to LCvR 7(m), the undersigned certifies that on February 23, 2024, counsel for
Plaintiff (Daniel Kurowski) met and conferred with counsel for Defendant (Ryanne Perio) in a
good-faith effort to determine whether there is any opposition to the relief sought in this motion
and, if there is, to narrow the areas of disagreement. Defendant takes no position on this motion.

/s Daniel J. Kurowski
Daniel J. Kurowski

CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

The undersigned, an attorney, hereby certifies that on February 23, 2024, a true and
correct copy of the foregoing, together with all attachments thereto, was filed electronically via

CM/ECF, which caused notice to be sent to all counsel of record.

/s/ Danidl J. Kurowski
Daniel J. Kurowski
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA

MARK SHAFFER, MARGARET MAULDIN,
CHARAFEDDINE ZAITOUN, and MARC Civil No. 1:20-cv-01145-RJL
LESSIN, Individually and on Behalf of All
Others Similarly Situated,

Plaintiffs,
V.
THE GEORGE WASHINGTON
UNIVERSITY and THE BOARD OF
TRUSTEES OF GEORGE WASHINGTON
UNIVERSITY,

Defendants.

DECLARATION OF DANIEL J. KUROWSKI IN SUPPORT OF
PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS’ FEES, COSTS,
AND CLASS REPRESENTATIVE SERVICE AWARDS
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I, Daniel J. Kurowski, declare under penalty of perjury as follows:

1. I am a partner with the law firm Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP (“Hagens
Berman”). I submit this declaration in support of Class Counsel’s motion for an award of
attorney fees in connection with services rendered in this action, as well as for payment of
expenses incurred by my firm in connection with the action. I have personal knowledge of the
facts stated in this declaration and, if called upon, could and would truthfully testify to these
facts.

2. Hagens Berman is currently serving as Class Counsel for the Settlement Class in
this action under the Court’s Order Granting Preliminary Approval and has worked together with
Berger Montague PC and Levetown Law, LLP in order to prosecute the claims of Plaintiffs and
the Settlement Class. See ECF No. 67 at q 8.

3. Hagens Berman was involved in all aspects of the litigation from its inception
through settlement. Hagens Berman has decades of experience prosecuting large class actions
such as this case.

4. Throughout the course of this litigation, Class Counsel (i.e., Hagens Berman) as
well as Berger Montague PC, and Levetown Law, LLP conducted extensive work on behalf of
the class.

5. Plaintiffs filed two separate lawsuits beginning in May 2020, which were
ultimately consolidated in a Consolidated Class Action Complaint filed on July 15, 2020. ECF
No. 17.

6. In advance of filing, Class Counsel conducted a detailed factual investigation,
including (i) conducting research of the underlying allegations in the Complaint; (ii) reviewing

public statements issued by George Washington; (iii) reviewing George Washington course
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registration portals, various policy documents, the catalog, and handbooks; and (iv) reviewing
other publicly available information on George Washington’s website.

7. In response, GW moved to dismiss, which the district court granted on March 24,
2021, fully dismissing the case. ECF Nos. 18, 41-42.

8. However, Plaintiffs appealed the case to the D.C. Circuit and on March 8§, 2022,
the D.C. Circuit affirmed in part, reversed in part, and remanded the case for further proceedings.

0. With the remand, the parties proceeded to the discovery phase of the litigation.

10. To date, GW has produced approximately 45,000 pages, while Plaintiffs have
produced approximately 1,900 pages. The Parties took depositions of all four named Plaintiffs,
one non-party, and three corporate designees of Defendant under Fed. R. Civ. P. 30(b)(6).

11. This work culminated with Plaintiffs’ Motion for Class Certification and
Appointment of Class Counsel, which was supported by a fulsome expert analysis by Plaintiffs’
damages expert, Hal J. Singer, Ph.D. ECF No. 57.

12. And on May 1, 2023, Defendants’ counsel deposed Dr. Singer.

13. In addition, at various points during the litigation, the Parties discussed settlement
without success.

14. To conserve the Parties’ and court’s resources, and to focus their energies on
substantive settlement efforts, the Parties stipulated that the case be stayed for a short duration
for the Parties to complete mediation. ECF No. 62.

15. The Court entered this stipulation on May 11, 2023. ECF No. 63.

16. On May 22, 2023, the Parties attended a full-day mediation with Judge Laporte
and ultimately reached an agreement on the pertinent key terms. The Parties then diligently

collaborated to memorialize the Settlement and notice documents.
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17.  After this Court granted Preliminary Approval, Class Counsel has worked with
the Settlement Administrator and is currently helping the Plaintiffs and Class Members with the
Settlement, including reviewing notice materials and supervising timely issuance of the requisite
notice to Class Members.

18.  In addition, Class Counsel will continue their efforts in this case by pursuing final
approval of the Settlement, continuing to oversee the work of the claims administrator to ensure
timely payment of settlement awards to the Class Members, and fielding any calls that Class
Members may have regarding the Settlement and their rights thereunder. Based on Class
Counsel’s experience in other cases, this ongoing work will likely involve about 50-75 total

more hours.

Credentials of Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP

19.  With 89 lawyers firm-wide, Hagens Berman maintains nine offices across the
United States. Since its founding in 1993, Hagens Berman has successfully represented plaintiffs
in a broad spectrum of complex, and multi-party complex class action cases, including ones on
behalf of injured students. Hagens Berman’s victories have earned its legal team many awards
and recognitions. For example, The National Law Journal named Hagens Berman to its
“Plaintiffs” Hot List” in 2006—07, 2009—13, and 2015, its list of “Top 10 Plaintiffs’ Firms in the
Country” in 2012—13 and 2015, and its list of “Elite Trial Lawyers — Mass Tort Category” in
2019. Likewise, Law360 has repeatedly recognized the firm’s successes, granting the firm its
“Most Feared Plaintiffs Firm” award in 2015, its “MVP of the Year Award — Class Action” in
2016-19, “Practice Group of the Year — Class Action” for 2019, “Class Action Group of the
Year” and “Competition Group of the Year” for 2023 and, for Mr. Berman, “Titan of the

Plaintiffs Bar” in 2018 and 2020.
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20. As detailed in the Firm’s resume, attached hereto as Exhibit A, Hagens Berman
has a notable history of case success. In In re Electronic Books Antitrust Litigation, No. 11-md-
2293 (DLC) (S.D.N.Y.), Hagens Berman was appointed co-lead counsel in this complex
litigation involving six defendants, 33 Attorneys General, and the U.S. Department of Justice.
Settlements in the case totaled more than $550 million, representing recovery of approximately
200% of class members’ damages.

21.  InInreToyota Motor Corp. Unintended Acceleration Marketing, Sales Practices,
and Products Liability Litigation, No. 10-md-02151 (C.D. Cal.), Judge James V. Selna sua
sponte identified me as a presumptive co-lead counsel. In that case, Hagens Berman secured a
$1.6 billion settlement, the largest automobile class settlement in history at the time.

22.  And as noted in In re Sericycle, Inc., Serisafe Contract Litig., MDL No. 2455,
No. 13-cv-5795 (N.D. Il1.), which ultimately settled for $295 million, Judge Milton Shadur
remarked:

But it must be said that the track record of Hagens Berman and its

lead partner Steve Berman is even more impressive, having racked

up such accomplishments as a $1.6 billion settlement in the Toyota

Unintended Acceleration Litigation and a substantial number of

really outstanding big-ticket results.

It may be worth mentioning that to this Court’s recollection it has

had no first-hand judicial experience with either of the two finalist

firms. . . . But that is not true of its colleagues in this District of

more recent vintage, an email inquiry to whom brought in return

some high praise of attorney Berman’s skills.
In re Sericycle, Inc., Serisafe Contract Litig.,, MDL No. 2455, No. 13-cv-5795 (N.D. I11.)
(quoting Mem. Order dated October 11, 2013 (ECF No. 56) (footnotes omitted) (available upon

request).
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Commitment to Representing College Students

23.  Hagens Berman is also committed to bringing cases on behalf of college
students.
24.  For example, Hagens Berman served as co-lead counsel for the Plaintiffs

in landmark litigation in In re: USC Sudent Health Center Litigation, No. 2:18-cv-
04258-SWB-GJS (C.D. Cal.). In that case, the court granted final approval to a $215
million settlement reached with USC and its former full-time gynecologist, Dr. George
Tyndall, covering approximately 18,000 USC alumnae. The settlement also required
USC to implement important institutional changes as well. The USC settlement is the
largest-ever class resolution of sexual assault claims and first to incorporate equitable
relief reforms ensuring institutional change and implemented a thoughtful, streamlined
claims structure.

25.  Hagens Berman also secured a $208 million settlement on behalf of tens
of thousands of current and former college-athletes in In re: NCAA Grant-In-Aid Cap
Antitrust Litigation, No. 4:14-md-02541-CW (N.D. Cal.). There, Hagens Berman served
as co-lead class counsel for the Consolidated Plaintiffs. Hagens Berman represented a
class of student-athletes who received a scholarship package (referred to as a grant-in-aid,
or GIA) and sought damages based on the difference in athletically related financial aid
they could have received under new NCAA rules allowing for athletically related aid up
to the full “cost of attendance,” typically a few thousand dollars more per academic year.
In addition to securing the extensive settlement, the case included class-wide claims for
injunctive relief, which Hagens Berman attorneys took to a successful bench trial.

26. Hagens Berman also served as co-lead counsel in In re: NCAA Student-

Athlete Concussion Litigation, No. 13-cv-9116 (N.D. Il1.), brought on behalf of then-
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current and former NCAA student-athletes which claimed that the NCAA had been negligent
and had breached its duty to (1) protect current and former student-athletes by failing to adopt
appropriate rules regarding concussions and/or (2) manage the risks from concussions. Hagens
Berman sought and obtained medical monitoring relief for all qualifying current and former
student-athletes, among other benefits. Hagens Berman secured a $75 million settlement that
implements a 50-year medical monitoring program for student-athletes to assess certain mid- to
late-life onset brain diseases and disorders, and included injunctive relief provisions to be
implemented at NCAA member schools regarding return-to-play guidelines schools must follow
after an athlete’s head injury.

27.  More specific to the type of case before the Court, Hagens Berman has made a
commitment to prosecuting cases against colleges and universities that closed their campuses and
transitioned previously on-campus students to exclusively remote instruction in the wake of the
COVID-19 pandemic. The firm has investigated and pursued many such cases including but not
limited to: See Schultz v. Emory University, No. 1:20-cv-02002-TWT (N.D. Ga.); Inre
Pepperdine University Tuition and Fees Covid-19 Refund Litigation, No. 2:20-cv-04928-DMG
(C.D. Cal.); InreUniv. of S. California Tuition & Fees COVID-19 Refund Litig., No. 2:20-CV-
04066 (C.D. Cal.); Barry v. University of Washington, No. 20-2-13924-6 SEA (King County,
Wash.); among others.

28. Further, Hagens Berman has shepherded three other cases in this context through
settlement, with all receiving final approval and a finding that the settlements presented were
approved as fair, reasonable and adequate. See, e.g., Rocchio v. Rutgers, the State Univ. of New

Jersey, No. MID-L-003039-20 (Middlesex County, NJ) ($5MM common fund); Metzner v.



Case 1:20-cv-01145-RJL Document 68-1 Filed 02/23/24 Page 8 of 11

Quinnipiac Univ., No. 3:20-cv-00784-KAD ($2.5MM common fund); Choi v. Brown Univ. 1:20-
cv-00191 (D.R.1.) ($1.5MM common fund).

Hagens Berman’s Lodestar and Expenses

29. Since 2020, Hagens Berman has invested significant time, effort, and resources to
the litigation with no compensation.

30. Cognizant of the risk of nonpayment, Hagens Berman still took this case on a
pure contingency basis and committed substantial resources of attorney and staff time towards
investigating and litigating this action.

31. The schedule attached hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of a detailed
summary indicating the amount of time spent by each Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP
attorney and professional support staff employee who devoted hours to the action from its
inception through and including February 17, 2023, and the lodestar calculation for those
individuals based on their current hourly rates. The schedule was prepared from
contemporaneous daily time records regularly prepared and maintained by Hagens Berman
Sobol Shapiro LLP.

32. As a partner responsible for supervising my firm’s work on this case, I reviewed
these time and expense records to prepare this declaration. The purpose of this review was to
confirm both the accuracy of the time entries and expenses and the necessity for, and
reasonableness of, the time and expenses committed to the litigation. Because of this review,
reductions were made in the exercise of counsel’s judgment. In addition, all time expended in
preparing this application for fees and expenses has been excluded.

33. Following this review and the adjustments made, I believe that the time reflected

in the firm’s lodestar calculation and the expenses for which payment is sought as stated in this
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declaration are reasonable in amount and were necessary for the effective and efficient
prosecution and resolution of the litigation. In addition, based on my experience in similar
litigation, the expenses are all of a type that would normally be billed to a fee-paying client in the
private legal marketplace.

34. The hourly rates for the Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP attorneys and
professional support staff employees included in Exhibit B are their standard rates and are the
same as, or comparable to, the rates submitted by my firm and accepted by courts for lodestar
cross-checks in other class action fee applications. My firm’s rates are set based on periodic
analysis of rates used by firms performing comparable work and that have been approved by
courts. Different timekeepers within the same employment category (€.g., partners, associates,
paralegals, etc.) may have different rates based on a variety of factors, including years of
practice, years at the firm, year in the current position (e.g., years as a partner), relevant
experience, relative expertise, and the rates of similarly experienced peers at our firm or other
firms.

35. The total number of hours expended on this action by my firm from the inception
of the case through and including February 12, 2024, is 1082.30 hours. The total lodestar for
Hagens Berman for that period is $745,520.00. Hagens Berman’s lodestar figures are based upon
the firm’s hourly rates described above, which do not include expense items. Expense items are
recorded separately, and these amounts are not duplicated in Hagens Berman’s hourly rates.

36. As detailed in Exhibit C, Hagens Berman also incurred a total of $116,261.99 in
expenses incurred in connection with this action.

37. The expenses reflected in Exhibit C are the expenses actually incurred by Hagens

Berman. Further, with respect to charges for online research, charges reflected are for out-of-
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pocket payments to the vendors for research done in connection with this litigation. Online
research is billed to each case based on actual time usage at a set charge by the vendor. There are
no administrative charges included in these figures.

38. The expenses incurred in this action are reflected in the records of my firm, which
are regularly prepared and maintained in the ordinary course of business. These records are
prepared from expense vouchers, check records, and other source materials and are an accurate

record of the expenses incurred.

Plaintiffs’ Participation In The Case

39.  In addition, the participation of Plaintiffs Mark Shaffer, Margaret Mauldin,
Charafeddine Zaitoun, and Marc Lessin was critical to the ultimate success of the case.

40.  Plaintiffs assisted Class Counsel in investigating their claims by providing
information to draft and file the complaints in this case.

41.  Plaintiffs assisted with discovery and kept in regular contact with their lawyers to
receive updates on the progress of the case and to discuss strategy, particularly as those efforts
related to responding to Defendant’s document requests and multiple rounds of interrogatories,
and Plaintiffs prepared for and testified at their depositions, including the non-party deposition of
a Plaintiff Payor’s student child..

42. Plaintiffs also conferred with Class Counsel during the settlement process.
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I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the United States that the foregoing is
true and correct.
Executed this 23 day of February 2024, in Chicago, IL.

/s/ Danidl J. Kurowski
Daniel J. Kurowski
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Hagens Berman is a leader in class-action litigation
and an international law firm driven by a team of legal
powerhouses. With a tenacious spirit, we are motivated
to make a positive difference in people’s lives.
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INTRODUCTION

The Firm

Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP was founded in 1993 with one purpose: to help victims with claims
of fraud and negligence that adversely impact a broad group. The firm initially focused on class action
and other types of complex, multi-party litigation, but we have always represented plaintiffs, victims
and the underdog. As the firm grew, it expanded its scope while staying true to its mission of taking

on important cases that implicate the public interest. The firm represents plaintiffs including investors,

consumers, inventors, workers, the environment, governments, whistleblowers and others.

We are one of the nation’s leading class-action law firms and have earned
an international reputation for excellence and innovation in ground-
breaking litigation against large corporations.

OUR FOCUS. Our focus is to represent plaintiffs/victims in product liability, tort, antitrust, consumer
fraud, sexual harassment, securities and investment fraud, employment, whistleblower, intellectual
property, environmental, and employee pension protection cases. Our firm is particularly skilled at
managing multi-state and nationwide class actions through an organized, coordinated approach

that implements an efficient and aggressive prosecutorial strategy to place maximum pressure on

defendants.

WE WIN. We believe excellence stems from a commitment to try each case, vigorously represent the
best interests of our clients, and obtain the maximum recovery. Our opponents know we are determined
and tenacious and they respect our skills and recognize our track record of achieving top results.

WHAT MAKES US DIFFERENT. We are driven to return to the class every possible portion of its
damages—our track record proves it. While many class action or individual plaintiff cases result in large
legal fees and no meaningful result for the client or class, Hagens Berman finds ways to return real

value to the victims of corporate fraud and/or malfeasance.

AN INTERNATIONAL REACH. The scope of our practice is truly nationwide. We have flourished
through our network of offices in nine cities across the United States, including Seattle, Austin,
Berkeley, Boston, Chicago, Los Angeles, New York, Phoenix and San Diego and one international office
in London, and our eyes are always open to trends of fraud, negligence and wrongdoing that may be
taking form anywhere in the world. Our reach is not limited to the cities where we maintain offices. We
have cases pending in courts across the country and have a vested interest in fighting global instances

of oppression, wrongdoing and injustice.

www.hbsslaw.com 4
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INTRODUCTION

| ocations

SEATTLE

1301 Second Avenue, Suite 2000
Seattle, WA 98101

(206) 623-7292 phone

(206) 623-0594 fax

BERKELEY

715 Hearst Avenue, Suite 300
Berkeley, CA 94710

(510) 725-3000 phone

(510) 725-3001 fax

BOSTON

1 Faneuil Hall Sq., 5th Floor
Boston, MA 02109

(617) 482-3700 phone
(617) 482-3003 fax

LONDON

Hagens Berman EMEA LLP

22 Eastcheap

Billingsgate, London, EC3M 1EU
0203 150 1445 phone

www.hbsslaw.com

CHICAGO

455 N. Cityfront Plaza Drive, Suite 2410
Chicago, IL 60611

(708) 628-4949 phone

(708) 628-4950 fax

LOS ANGELES

301 North Lake Avenue, Suite 920
Pasadena, CA 91101

(213) 330-7150 phone

(213) 330-7152 fax

NEW YORK

68 3rd Street, Suite 249
Brooklyn, NY 11231
(212) 752-5455 phone
(917) 210-3980 fax

PHOENIX

11 West Jefferson Street, Suite 1000
Phoenix, AZ 85003

(602) 840-5900 phone

(602) 840-3012 fax

SAN DIEGO

533 F Street

Suite 207

San Diego, CA 92101
(619) 929-3340 phone
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..the track record of Hagens
Berman['s] Steve Berman is...
impressive, having racked..

a $1.6 billion settlement in the Toyota
Unintended Acceleration Litigation
and a substantial number of really
outstanding big-ticket results.

— Milton I. Shadur, Senior U.S. District Judge, naming
Hagens Berman Interim Class Counsel in Stericycle
Pricing MDL

GENS BERMAN SOBOL SHAPIRO LLP

Class counsel has consistently
demonstrated extraordinary skill
and effort.

— U.S. District Judge James Selna, Central District
of California, In re Toyota Motor Corp. Unintended
Acceleration Marketing, Sales Practices and Products
Liability Litigation

Berman is considered one of the
nation’s top class-action lawyers.

— Associated Press

Elite Trial Lawyers

The National Law Journal

The Plaintiffs’ Hot List: The Year's Hottest Firms

The National Law Journal

Most Feared Plaintiffs Firms

Landmark consumer cases are
business as usual for Steve Berman.
— The National Law Journal, naming Steve Berman one of

the 100 most influential attorneys in the nation for the
third time in a row

[A] clear choice emerges. That
choice Is the Hagens Berman firm.

— U.S. District Court for the Northern District of California,
In re Optical Disk Drive Products Antitrust Litigation
(appointing the firm lead counsel)

www.hbsslaw.com

All right, I think | can conclude on
the basis with my five years with you
all, watching this litigation progress
and seeing it wind to a conclusion,
that the results are exceptional...
You did an exceptionally good job at
organizing and managing the case...

— U.S. District Court for the Northern District of
California, In re Dynamic Random Access Memory
Antitrust Litigation (Hagens Berman was co-lead
counsel and helped achieve the $325 million class
settlement)
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The firm served as co-lead counsel in what was
then the largest antitrust settlement in history -
valued at $27 billion.

The firm served as lead counsel representing
VW franchise dealers in this suit related to the
automaker’s Dieselgate scandal. A $1.6 billion
settlement was reached, and represents a result
of nearly full damages for the class.

GENS BERMAN SOBOL SHAPIRO LLP

Hagens Berman was named a member of the
Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and part of the
Settlement Negotiating team in this monumental
case that culminated in the largest automotive
settlement in history — $17.4 billion.

Hagens Berman obtained the then largest
automotive settlement in history in this class
action that recovered $1.6 billion for vehicle
owners.

STATE OF WASHINGTON, ET AL. V. PHILIP MORRIS, ET AL.

Hagens Berman represented 13 states in the largest

recovery in litigation history - $260 billion.

Hagens Berman served as co-lead counsel in this
matter and secured a combined $560 million
settlement on behalf of consumers against

Apple and five of the nation’s largest publishing
companies.

Hagens Berman served as a member of the
Executive Committee representing consumers
against multiple defendants in multi-district
litigation. The total settlements exceeded
$470 million.

Hagens Berman was lead counsel in these
racketeering cases against McKesson for drug
pricing fraud that settled for more than $444
million on the eve of trials.

A Denver jury awarded a monumental $383.5
million jury verdict against GranuFlo dialysis
provider DaVita Inc. on June 27, 2018, to families
of three patients who suffered cardiac arrests and
died after receiving dialysis treatments at DaVita
clinics.

www.hbsslaw.com

The firm was co-lead counsel, and the case
settled for $345 million in favor of purchasers of
dynamic random access memory chips (DRAM).

Hagens Berman was co-lead counsel in this
ground-breaking drug pricing case against

the world's largest pharmaceutical companies,
resulting in a victory at trial. The court approved a
total of $338 million in settlements.

Hagens Berman was co-lead counsel in this
ERISA litigation, which recovered in excess of
$250 million, the largest ERISA settlement in
history.

The firm was lead counsel in this action alleging
fraud in the management of the Schwab
YieldPlus mutual fund; a $235 million class
settlement was approved by the court.
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PRACTICE AREAS

Anti-Terrorism

AGENS OL SHAPIRO LLP

With a long track record of upholding the rights of the voiceless, Hagens Berman fights for

justice on behalf of victims of international terrorism. Our anti-terrorism legal team builds

on our robust history to forge innovative cases, bringing action against those that support

terrorism.

Hagens Berman has always believed in fighting for the rights
of those with no voice - those who are victims to tragic
circumstances beyond their control. With our guiding principles
driving our efforts, the firm has expanded its practice areas to
include anti-terrorism litigation.

It's no secret that some businesses and individuals have pled guilty
to violating United States laws that prohibit financial transactions
with terrorist organizations and foreign states that support
terrorism. We believe that the law is one of the most powerful tools
to combat terrorism, and our renowned team of litigators brings

a fresh perspective to the fight for victims' rights in this complex

arena.

Through a deep understanding of both U.S. and international
anti-terrorism laws, Hagens Berman builds on its foundation to
investigate acts of terrorism and forge ironclad cases against
anyone responsible, to help ensure that those at the mercy of the
world's most egregious perpetrators of violence are represented
with the utmost integrity and determination.

The firm’s new practice area carries out our mission of building
a safer world through novel applications of the law and steadfast

dedication.

www.hbsslaw.com

> Chiquita Bananas
Hagens Berman represents American citizens who were victims
of terrorism in Colombia. The victims were harmed by Colombian
terrorists that Chiquita Brands International Inc. paid so that it
could grow bananas in Colombia in regions that were controlled
by the terrorists. Chiquita is one of the world’s largest producers
and marketers of fruits and vegetables and admitted it paid
Colombian terrorist organizations as part of a guilty plea to settle
criminal charges brought by the U.S. Department of Justice

Chiquita was placed on corporate probation and paid a $25

million dollar fine because of its conduct in Colombia.

Plaintiffs have sued Chiquita under the U.S. Anti-Terrorism Act,
which allows American victims of international terrorism to sue
anyone responsible and to recover treble damages and attorney's
fees. The claims are pending in the U.S. District Court for the
Southern District of Florida as part of the consolidated multi-
district litigation to resolve claims related to Chiquita's payments
to Colombian terrorist organizations.
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PRACTICE AREAS

Antitrust

AGENS BERMAN BOL SHAPIRO LLP

Hagens Berman works to preserve healthy marketplace competition and fair trade by protecting

consumers and businesses that purchase goods and services from price fixing, market

allocation agreements, monopolistic schemes and other trade restraints. The firm'’s lawyers

have earned an enviable reputation as experts in this often confusing and combative area of

commercial litigation. Our attorneys have a deep understanding of the legal and economic

Issues within the marketplace, allowing us to employ groundbreaking market theories that shed

light on restrictive anti-competitive practices.

Hagens Berman represents millions of consumers in several
high-profile class-action lawsuits, and takes on major antitrust
litigation to improve market conditions for consumers, businesses
and investors. We have represented plaintiffs in markets as diverse
as debit and credit card services, personal computer components,
electric and gas power, airlines, and internet services, and we have
prevailed against some of the world's largest corporations.

The firm has also generated substantial recoveries on behalf of
health plans and consumers in antitrust involving pharmaceutical
companies abusing patent rights to block generic drugs from
coming to market. Hagens Berman has served as lead or co-

lead counsel in landmark litigation challenging anti-competitive
practices, in the Paxil Direct Purchaser Litigation ($100 million),
Relafen Antitrust Litigation ($75 million), Tricor Indirect Purchaser
Antitrust Litigation ($65.7 million), and Augmentin Antitrust
Litigation ($29 million). Representative antitrust successes on
behalf of our clients include:

> Visa/MasterCard
Helped lead this record-breaking antitrust case against credit
card giants Visa and MasterCard that challenged charges
imposed in connection with debit cards.
resuLT: $3.05 billion settlement and injunctive relief valued at
more than $20 billion.

www.hbsslaw.com

> NCAA: Scholarships/Grants-In-Aid (GlAs)
In a first-of-its-kind antitrust action and potentially far-reaching
case, Hagens Berman filed a class-action affecting approximately
40,000 Division | collegiate athletes who played men's or
women's basketball, or FBS football, brought against the NCAA
and its most powerful members, including the Pac-12, Big Ten,
Big-12, SEC and ACC, claiming these entities violated federal
antitrust laws by drastically reducing the number of scholarships
and financial aid student-athletes receive to an amount below
the actual cost of attendance and far below what the free market
would bare.
The firm continues to fight on behalf of student-athletes to level
the playing field and bring fairness to college sports and players.
resuLT: $208.9 million settlement, bringing an estimated average
amount of $6,500 to each eligible class member who played his
or her sport for four years.

> Apple E-books
With state attorneys general, the firm secured a $166 million
settlement with publishing companies that conspired with Apple
to fix e-book prices. The firm then look on Apple for its part in
the price-fixing conspiracy. In the final stage in the lawsuit, the
Supreme Court denied appeal from Apple, bringing the consumer
payback amount to more than twice the amount of losses
suffered by the class of e-book purchasers. This represents one
of the most successful recovery of damages in any antitrust
lawsuit in the country.

ResuLT: $560 million total settlements.

10
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PRACTICE AREAS

Antitrust

> Animation Workers Antitrust
Hagens Berman represents a nationwide class of animators
and other artistic workers in an antitrust class-action case filed
against defendants Pixar, Lucasfilm and its division Industrial
Light & Magic, DreamWorks Animation, The Walt Disney
Company, Sony Pictures Animation, Sony Pictures Imageworks,
Blue Sky Studios, ImageMovers LLC, ImageMovers Digital LLC
and others.
ResuLT: Total settlements have reached $168 million, resulting in a
payment of more than $13,000 per class member.

> TFT LCDs
Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro filed a class-action lawsuit
against several major manufacturers of TFT LCD products,
claiming the companies engaged in a conspiracy to fix, raise,
maintain and stabilize the price of televisions, desktop and
notebook computer monitors, mobile phones, personal digital
assistants (PDAs) and other devices. After years of representing
consumers against multiple defendants in multi-district litigation,
the case against Toshiba went to trial. Toshiba was found guilty of
price-fixing in 2012, and settled.
ResuLT: $470 million in total settlements.

> DRAM
The suit claimed DRAM (Dynamic Random Access Memory)
manufacturers secretly agreed to reduce the supply of DRAM,
a necessary component in a wide variety of electronics
which artificially raised prices. The class included equipment
manufacturers, franchise distributors and purchasers.
resuLT: $375 million settlement.

> Optical Disk Drives
Hagens Berman fought on behalf of consumers in a lawsuit filed
against Philips, Pioneer and others for artificially inflating the
price of ODDs for consumers.
resuLT: $180 million in total settlements reclaimed for consumers.

www.hbsslaw.com

AGENS OL SHAPIRO LLP

> Lithium lon Batteries

Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit against some of the
largest electronics manufacturers including Sony, Samsung and
Panasonic for illegally fixing the price of lithium ion batteries,
pushing costs higher for consumers. Defendants collectively
controlled between 60 to 90 percent of the market for lithium-
ion batteries between 2000 and 2011 and used that power to fix
battery prices.

ResuLT: $65 million in total settlements against multiple
defendants.

> AC Nielsen

Represented Information Resources, Inc. (“IRI"), in a suit claiming
that AC Nielsen's anti-competitive practices caused IRI to suffer
significant losses.

REsULT: $55 million settlement.

> Dairy Products

The firm filed a class-action suit against several large players

in the dairy industry, including the National Milk Producers
Federation, Dairy Farmers of America, Land O’Lakes, Inc.,
Agri-Mark, Inc. and Cooperatives Working Together (CWT) that
together produce nearly 70 percent of the milk consumed in

the United States. The suit alleging that the groups conspired

to fix the price of milk throughout the United States through an
organized scheme to limit production, involving the needless and
premature slaughtering of 500,000 cows.

ResuLT: $52 million settlement on behalf of consumers in 15 states

and the District of Columbia who purchased dairy products.

> Toys “R” Us Baby Products

The firm brought this complaint on behalf of consumers claiming
Toys “R” Us and several baby product manufacturers violated
provisions of the Sherman Antitrust Act by conspiring to inflate
prices of high-end baby products, including car seats, strollers,
high chairs, crib bedding, breast pumps and infant carriers. The
suit asked the court to end what it claims are anti-competitive
activities and seeks damages caused by the company's actions.
ResuLT: $35.5 million settlement.

1
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PRACTICE AREAS

Antitrust

> EA Madden

Class action claimed that video game giant Electronic Arts used

exclusive licensing agreements with various football organizations

to nearly double the price of several of its games.
resuLT: $27 million settlement and imposed limits on EA’s ability

to pursue exclusive licensing agreements.

> Resistors Antitrust Litigation
Hagens Berman is co-lead lead counsel, representing direct
purchasers of linear resistors (a device in electronics used to
limit electric current) against an alleged cartel of manufacturers
who conspired to limit linear resistor price competition for
nearly a decade. The case is in its early stages and discovery is
ongoing.

www.hbsslaw.com

AGENS OL SHAPIRO LLP

> Nespresso

Hagens Berman has assumed responsibility for a large antitrust
case against Nespresso, a leading single-serve espresso

and coffee maker, for its anticompetitive efforts to exclude
environmentally friendly, biodegradable coffee capsules from the
market.

In May 2010, our client Ethical Coffee Company (“ECC") sought to
introduce an environmentally sound and more economical coffee
capsule to be used in Nespresso's widely used coffee makers.

It manufactured a single-use coffee capsule that did not contain
harmful aluminum found in Nespresso's capsules. Nespresso
knew that ECC posed a formidable challenge to its business
model, which relied on captive consumers buying coffee capsules
only from Nespresso. With a captive market, Nespresso could
continue to charge consumers an inflated price, and continue to
use the aluminum capsules that harm the environment.

The U.S. Court has already ruled that these claims can proceed
to discovery. Hagens Berman anticipates damages associated
with Nespresso's actions to be in the hundreds of millions of

dollars.

12
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PRACTICE AREAS

AGENS OL SHAPIRO LLP

Automotive - Non-Emissions Cases

In litigating cases we strive to make an impact for a large volume of consumers, especially

those who fall victim to the gross negligence and oversight of some of the nation’s largest

entities: automakers. Hagens Berman's automotive litigation team has been named a 2016

Practice Group of the Year by Law360, highlighting its “eye toward landmark matters and

general excellence,” in this area of law.

The federal court overseeing the massive multi-district litigation
against Toyota appointed the firm to co-lead one of the largest
consolidations of class-action cases in U.S. history. The litigation
combined more than 300 state and federal suits concerning
acceleration defects tainting Toyota vehicles. Hagens Berman and
its two co-lead firms were selected from more than 70 law firms
applying for the role. Since then, the firm'’s automotive practice area
has grown by leaps and bounds, pioneering new investigations into
defects, false marketing and safety hazards affecting millions of

drivers across the nation.

The firm was recently named to the National Law Journal's list
of Elite Trial Lawyers for its work fighting corporate wrongdoing
in the automotive industry. The firm's auto team members who
worked on Toyota were also named finalists for Public Justice's

Trial Lawyer of the Year award.

> General Motors Ignition Switch Litigation
Co-lead counsel in high-profile case on behalf of millions of
owners of recalled GM vehicles affected by a safety defect linked
to more than 120 fatalities. The suit alleges GM did not take
appropriate measures, despite having prior knowledge of the
defect. The case is pending, and most recently, the Supreme
Court refused to hear GM's appeal regarding the pending suits
when it claimed the cases were barred by its 2009 bankruptcy.

> Toyota Sudden, Unintended Acceleration Litigation
Co-lead counsel for the economic loss class in this lawsuit filed
on behalf of Toyota owners alleging a defect causes vehicles to
undergo sudden, unintended acceleration. In addition to safety
risks, consumers suffered economic loss from decreased value of

Toyota vehicles following media coverage of the alleged defect.

www.hbsslaw.com

RESULT: Settlement package valued at up to $1.6 billion, which was
at the time the largest automotive settlement in history.

> MyFord Touch
Hagens Berman represents owners of Ford vehicles equipped
with MyFord Touch, an in-car communication and entertainment
package, who claim that the system is flawed, putting drivers at
risk of an accident while causing economic hardship for owners.
The complaint cites internal Ford documents that purportedly
show that 500 of every 1,000 vehicles have issues involving
MyFord Touch due to software bugs, and failures of the software
process and architecture. Owners report that Ford has been
unable to fix the problem, even after repeated visits. A federal
judge overseeing the case recently certified nine subclasses of

owners of affected vehicles in various states.

> Nissan Quest Accelerator Litigation
Represented Nissan Quest minivan owners who alleged that
their vehicles developed deposits in a part of the engine, causing
drivers to apply increased pressure to push the accelerator down.
RESULT: Settlement providing reimbursement for cleanings or

replacements and applicable warranty coverage.

> Hyundai Kia MPG
Hagens Berman sued Hyundai and Kia on behalf of owners after
the car manufacturers overstated the MPG fuel economy ratings
on 900,000 of its cars. The suit seeks to give owners the ability
to recover a lump-sum award for the lifetime extra fuel costs,
rather than applying every year for that year's losses.
ResuLT: $255 million settlement. Lump-sum payment plan worth
$400 million on a cash basis, and worth even more if owners opt
for store credit (150 percent of cash award) or new car discount

(200 percent of cash award) options.

13
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PRACTICE AREAS

AGENS OL SHAPIRO LLP

Automotive - Non-Emissions Cases

> BMW i3 REx
Hagens Berman is representing BMW owners in a national class-
action lawsuit, following reports that BMW's i3 REx model electric
cars contain a defect that causes them to suddenly and without
warning lose speed and power mid-drive, putting drivers and

passengers at risk of crash and injury.

> Fiat Chrysler Gear Shifter Rollaway Defect
Hagens Berman has filed a national class-action lawsuit
representing owners of Jeep Grand Cherokee, Chrysler 300 and
Dodge Charger vehicles. The lawsuit states that Fiat Chrysler
fraudulently concealed and failed to remedy a design defect in
811,000 vehicles that can cause cars to roll away after they are
parked, causing injuries, accidents and other serious unintended
consequences.

www.hbsslaw.com

> Ford Shelby GT350 Mustang Overheating
Hagens Berman represents owners of certain 2016 Shelby
GT350 Mustang models in a case alleging that Ford has sold
these vehicles as track cars built to reach and sustain high
speeds, but failed to disclose that the absence of a transmission
and differential coolers can greatly diminish the vehicle's reported
track capabilities. Shelby owners are reporting that this defect
causes the vehicle to overheat and go into limp mode, while in

use, even when the car is not being tracked

> Tesla AP2 Defect
The firm represents Tesla owners in a lawsuit against the
automaker for knowingly selling nearly 50,000 cars with
nonfunctional Enhanced Autopilot AP2.0 software that still has
not met Tesla’s promises, including inoperative Standard Safety
Features on affected models sold in Q4 2016 and Q1 2017.

14
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PRACTICE AREAS

AGENS BERMAN BOL SHAPIRO LLP

Automotive - Emissions Litigation

Having played a lead role in the record-breaking Volkswagen diesel emissions case, Hagens

Berman knew the story wasn't over. Since the Dieselgate scandal began, the firm has uniguely

dedicated resources to uncovering cheating devices used by other automakers. The firm has

become a trailblazer in this highly specialized realm, outpacing federal agencies in unmasking

fraud in emissions reporting.

When news broke in 2015 of Volkswagen's massive diesel
emissions-cheating scandal, Hagens Berman was the first firm

in the nation to file suit against the automaker for its egregious
fraud, going on to represent thousands of owners in litigation

and take a leading role on the Plaintiffs” Steering Committee

that would finalize a $14.7 billion, record-breaking settlement for
owners. Since this case emerged, Hagens Berman has been on
the forefront of emissions litigation, relying on our legal team’s
steadfast and intensive investigative skills to unearth many other
emissions-cheating schemes perpetrated by General Motors, Fiat
Chrysler, Mercedes and other automakers, staying one step ahead
of government regulators in our pursuit of car manufacturers that
have violated emissions standards and regulations, as well as
consumer confidence.

Hagens Berman’s managing partner, Steve Berman, has dedicated
the firm'’s resources to upholding the rights of consumers and

the environment, becoming a one-man EPA. The firm is uniquely
dedicated to this cause, and is the only firm that has purchased

an emission testing machine to determine if other diesel car
manufacturers install similar cheating devices, bringing new cases

based on the firm's own research, time and testing.

> Volkswagen Diesel Emissions Litigation
Hagens Berman was the first firm in the nation to file a
lawsuit against Volkswagen for its emissions fraud, seeking
swift remedies for consumers affected by Volkswagen'’s fraud
and violation of state regulations. The firm was named to the
Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee leading the national fight against
VW, Porsche and Audi on behalf of owners and lessors of
affected vehicles, and also served as part of the Settlement
Negotiating team.

www.hbsslaw.com

RESULT: The largest automotive settlement in history, $14.7 billion.

> Volkswagen Dealers Litigation

Hagens Berman served as lead counsel in a first-of-its-kind
lawsuit brought by a franchise dealer. Three family-owned
Volkswagen dealers filed a class action against VW stating

that it intentionally defrauded dealers by installing so-called
“defeat devices” in its diesel cars, and separately carried out a
systematic, illegal pricing and allocation scheme that favored
some dealers over others and illegally channeled financing
business to VW affiliate, Volkswagen Credit, Inc. The settlement
garnered nearly unanimous approval of dealers, with 99 percent
participation in the settlement.

ResuLT: $1.67 billion in benefits to Volkswagen dealers.

> Mercedes BlueTEC Emissions Litigation

Judge Jose L. Linares appointed the firm as interim class
counsel in this class-action case against Mercedes concerning
emissions of its BlueTEC diesel vehicles. Hagens Berman
currently represents thousands of vehicle owners who were told
by Mercedes that their diesel cars were “the world's cleanest and
most advanced diesel,” when in fact testing at highway speeds,
at low temperatures, and at variable speeds, indicate a systemic
failure to meet emissions standards. Low temperature testing at
highway speeds for example, produced emissions that were 8.1
to 19.7 times the highway emissions standard. The lawsuit adds
that testing at low temperatures at variable speeds produced

emissions as high as 30.8 times the standard.
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Automotive - Emissions Litigation

> Chevy Cruze Diesel Emissions Litigation

Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit against Chevrolet
(a division of General Motors) for installing emissions-cheating
software in Cruze Clean Turbo Diesel cars, forcing consumers
to pay high premiums for vehicles that pollute at illegal levels.
While Chevy marketed these cars as a clean option, the firm's
testing has revealed emissions released at up to 13 times the
federal standard. In a recent ruling, U.S. District Judge Thomas

L. Ludington upheld claims brought by owners.

> Audi Emissions Litigation
Hagens Berman unearthed additional emissions-cheating by Audi,
affecting its gasoline 3.0-liter vehicles. The firm’s investigation
shows that the newly discovered defeat device is installed in
gasoline engines and changes how the transmission operates
when testing is detected to lower CO2 emissions, but otherwise

allows excessive CO2 emissions in normal, on-road driving.

> Fiat Chrysler EcoDiesel Emissions Litigation
The firm is leading charges against Fiat Chrysler that it sold
hundreds of thousands of EcoDiesel-branded vehicles that
release illegally high levels of NOx emissions, despite explicitly
selling these “Eco” diesels to consumers who wanted a more
environmentally friendly vehicle. Hagens Berman was the
first firm in the nation to uncover this scheme and file against
Fiat Chrysler on behalf of owners of Dodge RAM 1500 and
Jeep Grand Cherokee EcoDiesel vehicles. Following the firm’s
groundbreaking suit, the EPA took notice, filing formal accusations

against Fiat Chrysler.
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> Dodge RAM 2500/3500 Diesel Emissions Litigation

According to the firm’s investigation, Dodge has sold hundreds
of thousands of Dodge RAM 2500 and 3500 trucks equipped
with Cummins diesel engines that release illegally high levels

of NOx emissions at up to 14 times the legal limit. This defect
causes certain parts to wear out more quickly, potentially costing
owners between $3,000 and 5,000 to fix. The firm is leading a
national class action against Fiat Chrysler for knowingly inducing
consumers to pay premium prices for vehicles that fail to comply
with federal regulations, and ultimately lead to higher costs of

repairs for purchasers.

> General Motors Duramax Emissions Litigation
Hagens Berman recently pioneered another instance of diesel
emissions fraud. The firm's independent testing revealed that
GM had installed multiple emissions-masking defeat devices
in its Duramax trucks, including Chevy Silverado and GMC
Sierra models, in a cover-up akin to Volkswagen's Dieselgate
concealment. In real world conditions the trucks emit 2 to 5
times the legal limit of deadly NOx pollutants, and the emissions
cheating devices are installed in an estimated 705,000 affected

vehicles.
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Hagens Berman has represented individuals and organizations in difficult civil rights challenges
that have arisen in the past two decades. In doing so, we have managed cases presenting
complex legal and factual issues that are often related to highly charged political and historical
events. Our clients have included such diverse communities as World War Il prisoners of war,

conscripted civilians and entire villages.

In this cutting-edge practice area, the firm vigilantly keeps abreast
of new state and national legislation and case-law developments.
We achieve positive precedents by zealously prosecuting in our

clients’ interests. Some examples of our work in this area include:

> World Trade Organization Protests
During the 1999 World Trade Organization (WTO) protests in
Seattle, tens of thousands of Seattle citizens became targets
after Seattle officials banned all forms of peaceful protest. Seattle
police attacked anyone found in the designated “no protest”
zones with rubber bullets and tear gas. Hundreds of peaceful
protesters were arrested and incarcerated without probable
cause for up to four days. The firm won a jury trial on liability
and ultimately secured a settlement from Seattle officials after
filing a class action alleging violations of the First and Fourth

Amendments.
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> Hungarian Gold Train
Following the firm’s representation of former forced and enslaved
laborers for German companies in the Nazi Slave Labor Litigation,
Hagens Berman led a team of lawyers against the U.S. on behalf
of Hungarian Holocaust survivors in the Hungarian Gold Train
case. The suit claimed that, during the waning days of World
War II, the Hungarian Nazi government loaded plaintiffs" valuable
personal property onto a train, which the U.S. Army later seized,

never returning the property to its owners and heirs.

> Dole Bananas
Hagens Berman filed suit against the Dole Food Company,
alleging that it misled consumers about its environmental record.
The complaint alleged that Dole purchased bananas from a
grower in Guatemala that caused severe environmental damage
and health risks to local residents. Dole ultimately agreed to
take action to improve environmental conditions, collaborating
with a non-profit group on a water filtration project for local

communities.
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Consumer Protection - General Class Litigation

Hagens Berman is a leader in protecting consumers, representing millions in large-scale cases

that challenge unfair, deceptive and fraudulent practices.

We realize that consumers suffer the brunt of corporate wrongdoing and have little power

to hold companies responsible or to change those tactics. We believe that when backed by a

tenacious spirit and determination, class action cases have the ability to serve as a powerful

line of defense in consumer protection.

Hagens Berman pursues class litigation on behalf of clients

to confront fraudulent practices that consumers alone cannot
effectively dispute. We make consumers’ concerns a priority,
collecting consumer complaints against suspected companies and
exploring all avenues for prosecution.

Hagens Berman'’s legacy of protecting consumer rights reflects the

wide spectrum of scams that occur in the marketplace. The cases
that we have led have challenged a variety of practices such as:

> False, deceptive advertising of consumer products and services

> False billing and over-charging by credit card companies, banks,
telecommunications providers, power companies, hospitals,
insurance plans, shipping companies, airlines and Internet
companies

> Deceptive practices in selling insurance and financial products
and services such as life insurance and annuities

> Predatory and other unfair lending practices, and fraudulent
activities related to home purchases

A few case examples are:

> Expedia Hotel Taxes and Service Fees Litigation
Hagens Berman led a nationwide class-action suit arising from
bundled “taxes and service fees” that Expedia collects when
its consumers book hotel reservations. Plaintiffs alleged that by
collecting exorbitant fees as a flat percentage of the room rates,
Expedia violated both the Washington Consumer Protection Act

www.hbsslaw.com

and its contractual commitment to charge as service fees only
“costs incurred in servicing” a given reservation.

RESULT: Summary judgment in the amount of $184 million. The
case settled for cash and consumer credits totaling $123.4
million.

> Stericycle

The firm served as court-appointed lead counsel in a class-action
lawsuit against Stericycle alleging that the company violated
contracts and defrauded them by hundreds of millions of dollars
through an automatic price-increasing scheme. In February of
2017, a federal judge certified a nationwide consumer class. The
class had more than 246,000 class members, with damages
estimated preliminarily at $608 million.

RESULT: $295 million settlement

> Tenet Healthcare

In a pioneering suit filed by Hagens Berman, plaintiffs alleged that
Tenet Healthcare charged excessive prices to uninsured patients
at 114 hospitals owned and operated by Tenet subsidiaries in 16
different states.

RESULT: Tenet settled and agreed to refund to class members
amounts paid in excess of certain thresholds over a four-and-a-
half year period.
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Consumer Protection - General Class Litigation

> Wells Fargo Force-Placed Insurance

Hagens Berman brought a case against Wells Fargo alleging it

used “force-placed” insurance clauses in mortgage agreements,

a practice that enables the bank to charge homeowners
insurance premiums up to 10 times higher than normal rates.
REsULT: Hagens Berman reached a settlement in this case, under
which all class members will be sent checks for more than
double the amount of commissions that Wells Fargo wrongfully
extracted from the force placement of insurance on class

members’ properties.
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> Consumer Insurance Litigation

Hagens Berman has pioneered theories to ensure that in first-
and third-party contexts consumers and health plans always
receive the treatment and benefits to which they are entitled.
Many of our cases have succeeded in expanding coverage owed
and providing more benefits; recovering underpayments of
benefits; and returning uninsured/underinsured premiums from

the misleading tactics of the insurer.
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Consumer Protection - Drug and Supplement Litigation

Hagens Berman aggressively pursues pharmaceutical industry litigation, fighting against waste,

fraud and abuse in healthcare. For decades, pharmaceutical manufacturers have been among

the most profitable companies in America. But while pharmaceutical companies become richer,

consumers, health plans and insurers pay higher costs for prescription and over-the-counter

drugs and supplements. We shine the light of public scrutiny on this industry’s practices and

represent individuals, direct and indirect purchasers, and the nation's most forward-thinking

public-interest groups.

The firm’s pharmaceutical and dietary supplement litigation
practice is second to none in the nation in terms of expertise,
commitment and landmark results. Hagens Berman’s attorneys
have argued suits against dozens of major drug companies and the
firm's aggressive prosecution of pharmaceutical industry litigation
has recovered more than $1 billion in gross settlement funds.

RECENT ANTITRUST RESOLUTIONS

In the last few years, Hagens Berman - as lead or co-lead class
counsel — has garnered significant settlements in several antitrust
cases involving prescription drugs. In each case, the plaintiffs
alleged that a manufacturer of a brand-name drug violated federal
or state antitrust laws by delaying generic competitors from coming
to market, forcing purchasers to buy the more expensive brand
name version instead of the generic equivalent. Examples of our
recent successes include:

> Flonase Antitrust Litigation
Hagens Berman represented purchasers in this case alleging
pharmaceutical giant GlaxoSmithKline filed petitions to prevent
the emergence of generic competitors to its drug Flonase, all to
overcharge consumers and purchasers of the drug, which would
have been priced lower had a generic competitor been allowed to
come to market.

ResuLT: $150 million class settlement.
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> Prograf Antitrust Litigation
Hagens Berman represented purchasers who alleged
Astellas Pharma US, Inc. unlawfully maintained its
monopoly and prevented generic competition for Prograf, an
immunosuppressant used to help prevent organ rejection in
transplant patients, harming purchasers by forcing them to pay
inflated brand name prices for longer than they should have
absent the anticompetitive conduct.
ResuLT: The parties’ motion for final approval of the $98 million

class settlement is under advisement with the court.

> Relafen Antitrust Litigation
Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit against
GlaxoSmithKline, SmithKline Beecham Corporation, Beecham
Group PLC and SmithKline Beecham PLC, on behalf of
consumers and third-party payors who purchased the drug
Relafen or its generic alternatives. The suit alleged that the
companies who manufacture and sell Relafen unlawfully obtained
a patent which allowed them to enforce a monopoly over Relafen
and prevented competition by generic prescription drugs, causing
consumers to pay inflated prices for the drug.
resuLT: Under the terms of the settlement, the defendants will pay
damages of $75 million to those included in the class. Of the total
settlement amount, $25 million will be allocated to consumers
and $50 million will be used to pay the claims of insurers and
other third-party payors.
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Consumer Protection - Drug and Supplement Litigation

> Skelaxin Antitrust Litigation
The firm represented purchasers in this case alleging King
Pharmaceuticals LLC and Mutual Pharmaceutical Company
alleging conspired to suppress generic competition and preserve
King's monopoly in the market for the brand name muscle
relaxant Skelaxin.
ResuLT: $73 million class settlement.

> Tricor Antitrust
In June 2005, Hagens Berman filed an antitrust lawsuit on
behalf of a class of consumers and third party payors against
pharmaceutical manufacturers Abbott Laboratories and Fournier
Industries concerning the brand name cholesterol drug Tricor.
HBSS was appointed co-lead class counsel by the Court.
ResULT: $65.7 million recovery for consumers and third party
payers who sued Abbott Laboratories and Fournier Industies in
an antitrust action concerning the cholesterol drug Tricor.

FRAUDULENT DRUG PRICING RESOLUTIONS

Hagens Berman has led many complex cases that take on fraud
and inflated drug prices throughout the U.S. This includes
sweeping manipulation of the average wholesale price benchmark
used to set prices for prescription drugs nationwide, fraudulent
marketing of prescription drugs and the rampant use of co-pay
subsidy cards that drive up healthcare costs. These efforts have led
to several significant settlements:

> McKesson and First DataBank Drug Litigation
The firm discovered a far-reaching fraud by McKesson and
became lead counsel in this RICO case against McKesson and
First DataBank, alleging the companies fraudulently inflated
prices of more than 400 prescription drugs.
resuLT: $350 million settlement and a four percent rollback on
the prices of 95 percent of the nation’s retail branded drugs, the
net impact of which could be in the billions of dollars. The states
and federal government then used Hagens Berman's work to
bring additional suits. Hagens Berman represented several states
and obtained settlements three to seven times more than that of
the Attorneys General. Almost $1 billion was recovered from the
McKesson fraud.
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> Average Wholesale Price Drug Litigation
Hagens Berman served as co-lead counsel and lead trial counsel
in this sprawling litigation against most of the nation’s largest
pharma companies, which alleges defendants artificially inflated
Average Wholesale Price.
ResuLT: Approximately $338 million in class settlements. Hagens
Berman’s work in this area led to many state governments filing

suit and hundreds of millions in additional recovery.

FRAUDULENT MARKETING RESOLUTIONS

Hagens Berman also litigates against drug companies that
fraudulently promote drugs for uses not approved by the Food and
Drug Administration (FDA), commonly known as “off-label” uses.
We also litigate cases against dietary supplement manufacturers
for making false claims about their products. Recent successes
include:

> Neurontin Third Party Payor Litigation
Hagens Berman served as co-lead trial counsel in this case
alleging that Pfizer fraudulently and unlawfully promoted the drug
Neurontin for uses unapproved by the FDA.
REsULT: A jury returned a $47 million verdict in favor of a single
third-party payor plaintiff, automatically trebled to $142 million,

and the court recently approved a $325 million class settlement.

> Lupron
Hagens Berman prosecuted a lawsuit against TAP
Pharmaceuticals Products, Inc. on behalf of a class of consumers
and third-party payors who purchased the drug Lupron. The
suit charged that TAP Pharmaceutical Products, Inc., Abbott
Laboratories and Takeda Pharmaceutical Company Limited
conspired to fraudulently market, sell and distribute Lupron,
causing consumers to pay inflated prices for the drug.
ResuLT: Judge Richard Stearns issued a preliminary approval of
the proposed settlement between TAP Pharmaceuticals and the
class. Under the terms of the settlement, $150 million will be paid
by TAP on behalf of all defendants.
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Consumer Protection - Drug and Supplement Litigation

> Celebrex/Bextra
Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit against Pfizer on
behalf of individual consumers and third-party payors who paid
for the drug Bextra. The firm was praised by Judge Breyer for its
“unstinting” efforts on behalf of the class, adding, “The attorneys
on both sides were sophisticated, skilled, professional counsel
whose object was to zealously pursue their clients’ interest, but
not at the cost of abandoning the appropriate litigation goals,
which were to see, whether or not, based upon the merits of the
cases, a settlement could be achieved.”

RESULT: $89 million settlement.

> Vioxx Third Party Payor Marketing and Sales Practices
Litigation
The firm served as lead counsel for third party payors in
the Vioxx MDL, alleging that Merck & Co. misled physicians,
consumers and health benefit providers when it touted Vioxx as a
superior product to other non-steroidal anti-inflammatory drugs.
According to the lawsuit,
The drug had no benefits over less expensive medications, but
carried increased risk of causing cardiovascular events.

resuLT: $80 million settlement.

> Serono Drug Litigation
Hagens Berman served as lead counsel for a class of consumers
and third party payors in a suit alleging that global biotechnology
company Serono, Inc. schemed to substantially increase sales of
the AIDS drug Serostim by duping patients diagnosed with HIV
into believing they suffered from AlIDS-wasting and needed the
drug to treat that condition.
ResuLT: $24 million settlement.
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> Bayer Combination Aspirin/Supplement Litigation

Hagens Berman served as lead counsel on behalf of consumers
in a suit alleging that Bayer Healthcare LLC deceptively marketed
Bayer® Women's Low-Dose Aspirin + Calcium, an 81 mg aspirin
pill combined with calcium, and Bayer® Aspirin With Heart
Advantage, an 81 mg aspirin pill combined with phytosterols.
Plaintiffs alleged that Bayer overcharged consumers for these
products or that these products should not have been sold,
because these products were not FDA-approved, could not
provide all advertised health benefits, and were inappropriate for
long-term use.

ResuLT: $15 million settlement.

OTHER LANDMARK CASES

> New England Compounding Center Meningitis Outbreak

In 2012, the Center for Disease Control confirmed that New
England Compounding Center sold at least 17,000 potentially
tainted steroid shots to 75 clinics in 23 states across the
country, resulting in more than 64 deaths and 757 cases of
fungal meningitis, stroke or paraspinal/peripheral joint infection.
HBSS attorneys Thomas M. Sobol and Kristen A. Johnson serve
as Court-appointed Lead Counsel for the Plaintiffs” Steering
Committee on behalf of plaintiff-victims in MDL 2419 consolidated
before The Honorable Ray W. Zobel in the United States District
Court for the District of Massachusetts.

ResuLT: $100 million settlement.
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Hagens Berman takes special interest in protecting workers from exploitation or abuse. We take

on race and gender discrimination, immigrant worker issues, wage and hour issues, on-the-job

injury settlements and other crucial workplace issues.

Often, employees accept labor abuses or a curbing of their
rights because they don't know the law, respect their superiors
or fear for their jobs. We act on behalf of employees who may
lack the individual power to bring about meaningful change in
the workplace. We take a comprehensive approach to rooting
out systemic employee abuses through in-depth investigation,
knowledgeable experts and fervent exploration of prosecution
strategies. Hagens Berman is a firm well-versed in taking on
complicated employee policies and bringing about significant
results. Representative cases include:

> CB Richard Ellis Sexual Harassment Litigation
Filed a class action against CB Richard Ellis, Inc., on behalf of
16,000 current and former female employees who alleged that
the company fostered a climate of severe sexual harassment
and discriminated against female employees by subjecting them
to a hostile, intimidating and offensive work environment, also
resulting in emotional distress and other physical and economic
injuries to the class.
RESULT: An innovative and unprecedented settlement requiring
changes to human resources policies and procedures, as well
as the potential for individual awards of up to $150,000 per
class member. The company agreed to increase supervisor
accountability, address sexually inappropriate conduct in the
workplace, enhance record-keeping practices and conduct annual
reviews of settlement compliance by a court appointed monitor.

> Costco Wholesale Corporation Wage & Hour Litigation
Filed a class action against Costco Wholesale Corporation
on behalf of 2,000 current and former ancillary department
employees, alleging that the company misclassified them
as “exempt” executives, denying these employees overtime
compensation, meal breaks and other employment benefits.
ResuLT: $15 million cash settlement on behalf of the class.
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> Washington State Ferry Workers Wage Litigation

Represented “on-call” seamen who alleged that they were not
paid for being “on call” in violation of federal and state law.
RESULT: Better working conditions for the employees and
rearrangement in work assignments and the “on-call” system.

> SunDance Rehabilitation Corporation

Filed a class action against SunDance challenging illegal wage
manipulation, inconsistent contracts and other compensation
tricks used to force caregivers to work unpaid overtime.

resuLT: $3 million settlement of stock to be distributed out of the

company’s bankruptcy estate.

> Schneider National Carriers - Regional Drivers

The firm represents a certified class of regional drivers in a

suit filed against Schneider National Carriers, claiming that the
company failed to pay its workers for all of their on duty time
devoted to a variety of work tasks, including vehicle inspections,
fueling, and waiting on customers and assignments. The suit also
claims that the company does not provide proper meal and rest
breaks and the company is liable for substantial penalties under
the California Labor Code.

RESULT: A $28 million settlement on behalf of drivers.

> Schneider National Carriers - Mechanics

Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit alleging that
Schneider National Carriers failed to provide mechanics with
proper overtime compensation, meal and rest break premiums,
and accurate wage statements as required by California law.
ResuLT: In March of 2013, the case was settled on terms mutually
acceptable to the parties.
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> Swift Transportation Co. of Arizona LLC
The firm represents a certified class of Washington-based truck
drivers against Swift Transportation. The suit alleges that Swift
failed to pay the drivers overtime and other earned wages in
violation of Washington state law.
An agreement to settle the case was granted preliminary approval
in October 2018. Final approval is pending.
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Since Hagens Berman'’s founding, the firm has sought to work toward one simple goal: work

for the greater good. Hagens Berman has established a nationally recognized environmental

litigation practice, having handled several landmark cases in the Northwest, the nation and

internationally.

Hagens Berman believes that protecting and restoring our
environment from damage caused by irresponsible and illegal
corporate action is some of the most rewarding work a law
firm can do. As our firm has grown, we have established an
internationally recognized environmental litigation practice.

SCIENCE AND THE LAW

Hagens Berman's success in environmental litigation stems from a
deep understanding of the medical and environmental science that
measures potential hazards. That expertise is translated into the
courtroom as our attorneys explain those hazards to a judge or jury
in easily understood terms.

ENVIRONMENTAL EXPERTS

Our firm's fostered deep relationships with top-notch environmental
experts result in resonating arguments and court victories, as well
as thoroughly researched and vetted investigations.

REAL IMPACTS

Environmental law is a priority at our firm and we have taken an
active role in expanding this practice area. In 2003, Steve Berman
and his wife Kathy worked with the University of Washington to
create the Kathy and Steve Berman Environmental Law Clinic,
giving law students the training and opportunities needed to
become hands-on advocates for the environment.

Hagens Berman'’s significant environmental cases include:

> Exxon Valdez QOil Spill Litigation
Hagens Berman represented various classes of claimants,
including fisherman and businesses located in Prince William
Sound and other impacted areas who were damaged by one of
the worst ail spills in United States history.
ResuLT: A $5 billion judgment was awarded by a federal jury,
and a $98 million settlement was achieved with Alyeska, the oil
company consortium that owned the output of the pipeline.
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> Chinook Ferry Litigation
The firm represented a class of property owners who challenged
Washington State Ferries’ high-speed operation of a new
generation of fast ferries in an environmentally sensitive area of
Puget Sound. Two of the ferries at issue caused environmental
havoc and property damage, compelling property owners to act.
A SEPA study conducted in response to the suit confirmed the
adverse environmental impacts of the fast ferry service
ResULT: A $4.4 million settlement resulted that is among the most
favorable in the annals of class litigation in Washington state.

> Grand Canyon Litigation
The firm represented the Sierra Club in a challenge to a Forest
Service decision to allow commercial development on the
southern edge of the Grand Canyon National Park.
RESULT: The trial court enjoined the project.

> Kerr-McGee Radiation Case
The firm brought a class action on behalf of residents of West
Chicago, Illinois who were exposed to radioactive uranium tailings
from a rare earth facility operated by Kerr-McGee.
ResuLT: A medical monitoring settlement valued in excess of $5
million

> Skagit Valley Flood Litigation
Hagens Berman represented farmers, homeowners and
businesses who claimed damages as a result of the 1990 flooding
of this community. The case was in litigation for ten years and
involved a jury trial of more than five months.
resuLT: Following the entry of 53 verdicts against Skagit County,
the trial court entered judgments exceeding $6.3 million.
Ultimately, the State Supreme Court reversed this judgment.
Despite this reversal, the firm is proud of this representation and
believes that the Supreme Court erred.
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> Idaho Grass Burning Case
In 2002, Hagens Berman brought a class-action lawsuit on
behalf of Idaho residents who claimed grass-burning farmers
released more than 785 tons of pollutants into the air, including
concentrations of polycyclic aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHSs),
proven carcinogens. Burning the fields annually caused serious
health problems, especially to those with respiratory ailments
such as cystic fibrosis and asthma. The suit also asserted that
Idaho’s grass burning policies are far below the standards of
other states such as neighboring Washington, where farmers use
other techniques to remove grass residue from the fields.
ResULT: The lawsuit settled in 2006 under confidential terms.

> Dole Bananas Case
The firm took on Dole Food Company Inc. in a class-action
lawsuit claiming the world's largest fruit and vegetable company
lied to consumers about its environmental record and banana-
growing practices. The suit alleged that Dole misrepresented
its commitment to the environment in selling bananas from a
Guatemalan banana plantation that did not comply with proper
environmental practices.
RESULT: The suit culminated in 2013. Dole and non-profit
organization Water and Sanitation Health, Inc. collaborated on a
water filter project to assist local communities in Guatemala.

> Diesel Emissions Litigation
Second to none in uncovering emissions-cheating, the firm
has dedicated its time and resources to breaking up the dirty
diesel ring. After filing the first lawsuit in the country against
Volkswagen, Audi and Porsche for its massive Dieselgate scandal
in 2015, the firm went on to unmask emissions-cheating devices
installed in vehicles made by Fiat Chrysler, Mercedes and General
Motors and continues to investigate diesel cars for excessive,
illegal and environmentally harmful levels of emissions.
RESULT: The firm's independently researched active cases have led
to investigations by the EPA, DOJ and European authorities.

> San Francisco and Oakland Climate Change Litigation
Hagens Berman represents the cities of San Francisco and
Oakland, Calif. in two lawsuits filed against BP, Chevron Corp.,
Exxon Mobil Corp., Royal Dutch Shell PLC and ConocoPhillips
alleging that the Big Qil giants are responsible for the cities’ costs
of protecting themselves from global warming-induced sea level
rise, including expenses to construct seawalls to protect the two
cities” more than 5 million residents. The newly filed case
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seek an order requiring defendants to abate the global warming-
induced sea level rise by funding an abatement program to build
sea walls and other infrastructure. Attorneys for the cities say
this abatement fund will be in the billions.

> Florida Sugarcane Burning

Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit against the sugar
industry’s largest entities on behalf of residents of various

areas and townships of Florida that have long suffered from

the corporations” wildly hazardous and damaging methods of
harvesting sugarcane. The lawsuit states that this outdated
method of harvesting has wreaked havoc on these Florida
communities. The wildly archaic method of harvesting brings
devastating toxic smoke and ash, often called “black snow,”
raining onto poor Florida communities for six months of the year.
The lawsuit's defendants, commonly known as Big Sugar, farm
sugarcane on approximately 400,000 acres in the area south and
southeast of Lake Okeechobee.

> Kivalina Global Warming Litigation

A tiny impoverished Alaskan village of Inupiat Eskimos took
action against some of the world's largest greenhouse gas
offenders, claiming that contributions to global warming are
leading to the destruction of their village and causing erosion

to the land that will eventually put the entire community under
water. Hagens Berman, along with five law firms and two non-
profit legal organizations, filed a suit against nine oil companies
and 14 electric power companies that emit large quantities of
greenhouse gases into the atmosphere. The lawsuit alleged their
actions resulted in the destruction of protective ice, exposing the
village to severe storms that destroy the ground the village stands
on. Relocating the village of Kivalina could cost between $95 and
$400 million, an expense the community cannot afford.

> Cane Run Power Plant Coal Ash Case

In 2013, Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit against
Louisville Gas and Electric Company alleging it illegally dumped
waste from a coal-fired power plant onto neighboring property
and homes where thousands of Kentucky residents live.
According to the complaint, Louisville Gas and Electric Company's
Cane Run Power Plant is fueled by the burning of coal, which
also produces coal combustion byproducts—primarily fly ash and
bottom ash—that contain significant quantities of toxic materials,
including arsenic, chromium and lead. The dust spewed by Cane
Run contains known carcinogens, posing significant potential

health hazards.
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Hagens Berman has been selected by public officials to represent government agencies and

bring civil law enforcement and damage recoupment actions designed to protect citizens and

the treasury. We understand the needs of elected officials and the obligation to impartially and

zealously represent the interests of the public, are often chosen after competitive bidding and

have been hired by officials from across the political spectrum.

Hagens Berman has assisted governments in recovering billions of
dollars in damages and penalties from corporate wrongdoers and,
in the process, helped reform how some industries do business.

In serving government, we are often able to leverage the firm's
expertise and success in related private class-action litigation.
Successes on behalf of government clients include:

> Big Tobacco
We represented 13 states in landmark Medicaid-recoupment
litigation against the country’s major tobacco companies. Only
two states took cases to trial - Washington and Minnesota. The
firm served as trial counsel for the state of Washington, becoming
only one of two private firms in the entire country to take a state

case to trial.

Hagens Berman was instrumental in developing what came to
be accepted as the predominant legal tactic to use against the
tobacco industry: emphasizing traditional law enforcement claims
such as state consumer protection, antitrust and racketeering
laws. This approach proved to be nearly universally successful
at the pleading stage, leaving the industry vulnerable to a profits-
disgorgement remedy, penalties and double damages. The firm
also focused state legal claims on the industry’s deplorable
practice of luring children to tobacco use.

resuLT: $260 billion for state programs, the largest settlement in
the history of civil litigation in the U.S.

> McKesson Average Wholesale Price Litigation
This litigation is yet another example of fraudulent drug price
inflation impacting not just consumers and private health
plans, but public health programs such as Medicaid and local
government-sponsored plans as well.
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RESULT: Hagens Berman has started the AWP class action, which
resulted in many states filing cases. The firm represented several
of those states in successful litigation.

> McKesson Government Litigation

On the heels of Hagens Berman'’s class action against McKesson,
the firm led lawsuits by states (Connecticut, Utah, Virginia,
Montana, Arizona).

RESULT: These states obtained recoveries three to seven times
larger than states settling in the multi-state Attorneys General
settlement. In addition, the firm obtained $12.5 million for the City
of San Francisco and $82 million for a nationwide class of public

payors.

> Zyprexa Marketing & Sales Practices Litigation - Connecticut

Hagens Berman served as outside counsel to then-Attorney
General Richard Blumenthal in litigation alleging that Lilly
engaged in unlawful off-label promotion of the atypical
antipsychotic Zyprexa. The litigation also alleged that Lilly made
significant misrepresentations about Zyprexa's safety and
efficacy, resulting in millions of dollars in excess pharmaceutical
costs borne by the State and its taxpayers.

ResuLT: $25 million settlement.

> General Motors Ignition Switch Litigation

Hagens Berman is pleased to be assisting the Arizona Attorney
General in its law enforcement action versus GM, as well as

the district attorney of Orange County, California who filed a
consumer protection lawsuit against GM, claiming the automaker
deliberately endangered motorists and the public by intentionally

concealing widespread, serious safety defects.
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Governmental Representation

> State Opioid Litigation > Municipal Lending

Hagens Berman was hired to assist multiple municipalities in
lawsuits brought against large pharmaceutical manufacturers
including Purdue Pharma, Cephalon, Janssen Pharmaceuticals,
Endo Health Solutions and Actavis charging that these companies
and others deceived physicians and consumers about the
dangers of prescription painkillers.

The firm was first hired by California governmental entities for
the counties of Orange and Santa Clara. The state of Mississippi
also retained the firm’s counsel in its state suit brought against
the manufacturer of opioids. The suit alleges that the pharma
companies engaged in tactics to prolong use of opioids despite
knowing that opioids were too addictive and debilitating for long-
term use for chronic non-cancer pain.

In a third filing, Hagens Berman was retained as trial counsel

for the state of Ohio. Filed on May 31, 2017, the firm is assisting
the Ohio Attorney General's office in its case against five opioid
makers. Ohio Attorney General Mike DeWine stated that “drug
companies engaged in fraudulent marketing regarding the risks
and benefits of prescription opioids which fueled Ohio’s opioid
epidemic,” and that “these pharmaceutical companies purposely
misled doctors about the dangers connected with pain meds that
they produced, and that they did so for the purpose of increasing
sales.”

www.hbsslaw.com

Hagens Berman represents the cities of Los Angeles and Miami
in a series of lawsuits filed against the nation’s largest banks,
including CitiGroup, JP Morgan, Wells Fargo and Bank of America
alleging that they engage in systematic discrimination against
minority borrowers, resulting in reduced property tax receipts
and other damages to the cities. The suits seek damages for the
City, claiming that the banks’ alleged discriminatory behavior
resulted in foreclosures, causing a reduction of property tax
revenues and increased municipal service costs.
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The Hagens Berman intellectual property team has deep experience in all aspects of intellectual

property litigation. We specialize in complex and significant damages cases against some of the

world's largest corporations.

The firm is primarily engaged in patent infringement litigation

at this time. We seek to represent intellectual property owners,
including inventors, universities, non-practicing entities, and other
groups whose patent portfolios represents a significant creative
and capital investment.

Our current and recent engagements include the following:

> Bombadier Inc.
The firm represented Arctic Cat Inc. in patent infringement

litigation against Bombardier Recreational Products and BRP U.S.

Inc. The complaint alleges that Bombardier's Sea-Doo personal
watercraft infringe Arctic Cat's patents covering temporary
steerable thrust technology used when the rider turns in off-
throttle situations.

resuLT: Florida U.S. District Judge Beth Bloom issued a final
judgment of $46.7 million against defendants, trebling initial
damages of $15.5 million awarded in a unanimous jury verdict.

> Angry Birds
Hagens Berman represented a Seattle artist who filed a lawsuit
against Hartz Mountain Corporation — one of the nation’s largest
producers of pet-related products - claiming the company
illegally sold the artist's trademarked Angry Birds pet toy line to
video game giant Rovio Entertainment Ltd, robbing her of millions
of dollars of royalty fees.
RESULT: The case settled under confidential terms, which the firm
found to be extremely satisfactory for the plaintiff.

> Samsung, LG, Apple
The firm represents FlatWorld Interactives LLC in patent litigation
against Samsung, LG and Apple. The complaints allege that the
defendants” mobile handsets, tablets, media players and other
devices infringe a FlatWorld patent covering the use of certain
gestures to control touchscreen displays.
RESULT: The case settled.
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> Oracle

The firm represents Thought Inc. against Oracle Corporation in
a suit alleging infringement of seven patents covering various
aspects of middleware systems providing application to database
mapping, reading and persistence.

> Salesforce

The firm represents Applications in Internet Time LLC in patent
litigation against Salesforce Inc. The suit alleges that our client’s
patents cover the core architecture of Salesforce’s platform for
developing, customizing, and updating cloud-based software
applications.

> Nintendo

The firm represented Japan-based Shinsedai Company in patent
infringement litigation against Nintendo. The suit alleged that our
client's patents were infringed by various sports games for the
Nintendo Wii.

Unlike other intellectual property firms,
Hagens Berman only represents plaintiffs.
This reduces the risk of potential conflicts

of interest which often create delays in

deciding whether or not to take a case at
larger firms.
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> Electronic Arts
Hagens Berman represents the original software developer of the
Electronic Arts (EA) NFL Madden Football video game series in
a suit alleging that he is owed royalties on EA Madden NFL titles
as well as other derivative products. We prevailed in two trials
against EA, and the verdicts were designated as the Top Verdict
of the Year (2013) by The Daily Journal. The judgment is on

appeal and if upheld will return for a final damages phase.

Hagens Berman is also skilled in other aspects of intellectual
property law, including trademark, trade dress, trade secret and
copyright litigation.
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Investor Fraud - Individual and Class Action Litigation

Investing is a speculative business involving assessment of a variety of risks that can only be

properly weighed with full disclosure of accurate information. No investor should suffer undue

risk or incur losses due to misrepresentations related to their investment decisions.

Our attorneys work for institutional and individual investors
defrauded by unscrupulous corporate insiders and mutual funds.
The firm vigorously pursues fraud recovery litigation, forcing

corporations and mutual funds to answer to deceived investors.

Hagens Berman is one of the country’s leading securities litigation
firms advising clients in both individual and class-action cases. The
firm has experience, dedication and a team with the horsepower
required to drive complex cases to exemplary outcomes. Our
attorneys are authorities in an array of issues unique to federal
and state securities statutes and related laws. We use a variety of
highly experienced experts as an integral part of our prosecution

team. Successes on behalf of our investor clients include:

> Charles Schwab Securities Litigation
Lead counsel, alleging fraud in the management of the Schwab
YieldPlus mutual fund.

ResuLT: $235 million class settlement for investors.

> Oppenheimer
Additional counsel for lead plaintiffs in class action alleging
Oppenheimer misled investors regarding its Champion and Core
Bond Funds.
resuLT: $100 million for the classes.

> Tremont
Co-lead counsel in a case alleging Tremont Group Holdings
breached its fiduciary duties by turning over $3.1 billion to
Bernard Madoff. On Sept. 14, 2015, after nearly two years of
negotiations and mediation, the court granted final approval of
the plan of allocation and distribution of the funds which markets
estimate could yield investors as much as $1.45 billion.
resuLT: $100 million settlement between investors, Tremont and
its affiliates.
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> Boeing

Uncovered critical production problems with the 777 airliner
documented internally by Boeing, but swept under the rug until a
pending merger with McDonnell Douglas was completed.

RESULT: Record-breaking settlement of more than $92.5 million.

> J.P. Morgan - Madoff

Case alleges that banking and investment giant J.P. Morgan was
complicit in aiding Bernard Madoff's Ponzi scheme. Investors
claim that J.P. Morgan operated as Bernard L. Madoff Investment
Securities LLC's primary banker for more than 20 years.

resuLT: $218 million settlement amount for the class and a total

of $2.2 billion paid from JPMorgan that will benefit victims of
Madoff's Ponzi scheme.

> Morrison Knudsen

Filed a shareholder class action, alleging that MK's senior officers
concealed hundreds of millions in losses.
ResULT: More than $63 million for investors.

> Raytheon/Washington Group

Charged Raytheon with deliberately misrepresenting the true
financial condition of Raytheon Engineers & Constructors division
in order to sell this division to the Washington Group at an
artificially inflated price.

ResuLT: $39 million settlement.

> U.S. West

Represented shareholders of U.S. West New Vector in a
challenge to the proposed buyout of minority shareholders by
U.S. West.

RESULT: The proposed buyout was stayed, and a settlement was
achieved, resulting in a $63 million increase in the price of the
buyout.

31



Case 1:20-cv-01145-RJL Document 68-2 Filed 02/23/2H4 Page 33 2}; B53

PRACTICE AREAS

AGENS OL SHAPIRO LLP

Investor Fraud - Individual and Class Action Litigation

Our current casework includes:

> Theranos Investor Litigation
Hagens Berman represents Theranos investors in a lawsuit that
states that Theranos and its officers set in motion a publicity
campaign to raise billions of dollars for Theranos and themselves,
and to induce investors to invest in Theranos, all the while
knowing that its “revolutionary” blood test technology was
essentially a hoax. The suit filed against the company, its CEO
Elizabeth Holmes and Ramesh Balwani, alleges that Theranos’
statements to investors were built on false statements. At the
crux of the court’s recent decision to uphold the investor case
against Theranos was a finding that while plaintiffs did not
directly purchase their securities from defendants, claims made
by Theranos, Holmes and Balwani constituted fraud.

> Aequitas Investor Litigation
The firm represents a group of investors alleging that national
law firm Sidley Austin LLP, Oregon law firm Tonkon Torp LLP
and accounting firms Deloitte & Touche LLP and EisnerAmper
LLP violated Oregon securities laws by participating or materially
aiding in misrepresentations made by Aequitas Management
LLC and contributing to a $350 million Ponzi scheme. Investors
state, amongst other allegations, that in 2011 Aequitas began
purchasing loan receivables from Corinthian College Inc. and
had bought the rights to collect $444 million in loans. Investment
managers hid the details of the transactions from investors,
and deceived them when Corinthian’s business was hit with
regulatory challenges in 2014. When Corinthcollapsed in May
2015, the investment group and its managers continued to sell

securities and used the money to pay off other investors and fund

a lavish lifestyle, until Aequitas ultimately imploded in 2017, the

investors claim.

> China MediaExpress
Hagens Berman represents investors in a case against China
MediaExpress, which purported to be the owner of a network
of advertising terminals on buses throughout China. The case
alleges that the company and its auditor (Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu) participated in accounting fraud that ultimately led
to the demise of the company. In early 2014, the court entered
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a default judgment in the amount of $535 million and certified
a proposed class against China Media Express Holdings Inc.
The case will proceed separately against Deloitte Touche
Tohmatsu.

On May 6, 2015 Hagens Berman obtained a $12 million
settlement from Deloitte Touche Tohmatsu, one of the largest
settlements against an auditor in a Chinese “reverse merger”
case which is now awaiting final approval from the court.

> Altisource Asset Management Corporation
The firm was appointed lead counsel in this institutional
investor lawsuit brought on behalf of purchasers of Altisource
Asset Management Corporation (AAMC). The complaint
alleges that AAMC misrepresented or outright concealed its
relationship with these companies and the extent to which
the interconnected entities engaged in conflicted transactions
with themselves. Estimates of class-wide damages are in the
hundreds of millions of dollars. The firm recently filed the
consolidated complaint and mations to dismiss are pending
before the U.S. District Court for the District of the Virgin
Islands.

WHISTLEBLOWERS

In an effort to curb Wall Street excesses, Congress passed the
Dodd-Frank Wall Street Reform and Consumer Protection Act,
which built vigorous whistleblower protections into the legislation
known as the “Wall Street Tip-Off Law.” The law empowers the
U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission to award between 10
and 30 percent of any monetary sanctions recovered in excess of
$1 million to whistleblowers who provide information leading to a
successful SEC enforcement. It also provides similar rewards for

whistleblowers reporting fraud in the commaodities markets.

Hagens Berman represents whistleblowers with claims involving
violations of the Securities Exchange Act and the Commaodities
Exchange Act. Unlike traditional whistleblower firms who have
pivoted into this area, Hagens Berman has a strong background
and history of success in securities, antitrust and other areas of
fraud enforcement, making us an ideal partner for these cases. Our
matters before the SEC/CFTC include a range of claims, including

market manipulation and fraudulent financial statements.
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Investor Fraud - Institutional Investor Portfolio Monitoring

and Recovery Services

Hagens Berman is a leading provider of specialized securities litigation services to public,

private and Taft-Hartley pension funds. We offer proprietary and unparalleled asset protection

and recovery services to both foreign and domestic institutions. Our institutional services

provide participants with the ability to identify, investigate and react to potential wrongdoing by

companies in which the institution invests.

PORTFOLIO MONITORING. Timely information and analysis are
the critical ingredients of a successful fraud recovery program.
Institutions must receive quick, reliable determinations concerning
the source and extent of their losses, the likelihood of recoupment
and the best manner for pursuing it. Our Portfolio Monitoring
Service provides these services at no cost to participating
institutions. The Hagens Berman Portfolio Monitoring Service has
three primary components:

TRACKING. Alerts clients of any significant portfolio losses due to
suspected fraud.

ANALYSIS. Provide clients with necessary legal and factual
analyses regarding possible recovery options, removing from the
institution any burden connected with scrutinizing myriad instances
of potential wrongdoing and attempt to decipher whether direct,
recoverable injuries have resulted.

REPORTING. Attorneys and forensic accounting fraud experts
deliver a concise monthly report that furnishes comprehensive
answers to these inquiries. On a case-by-case basis, the report
specifies each of the securities in which the client lost a significant
amount of money, and matches those securities with an analysis
of potential fraud likelihood, litigation options and an expert
recommendation on how best to proceed for maximum recovery.
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Our Portfolio Monitoring Service performs its functions with
almost no inconvenience to participating institutions. A client’s
custodian bank provides us with records detailing the client’s
transactions from the prior several years and on a regular basis
thereafter. Importantly, none of the institution's own personnel is
required to share in this task, as we acquire the information directly
from the custodian bank.

We provide our Portfolio Monitoring service with no strings
attached and allow our clients to act without cost or commitment.
In instances where a litigation opportunity arises, we believe our
skills make us the ideal choice for such a role, although the client is

free to choose others.

When a portfolio loses money because of corporate deception,

our litigation services seek to recover a substantial percentage of
those losses, thereby increasing a fund's performance metric. As
fiduciaries, money managers may not have the ability or desire

to risk funds on uncertain litigation using typical hourly-rate law
firms. Hagens Berman seeks to minimize the burden on the money

manager by pursuing cases on a contingent-fee basis.
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For nearly two decades, Hagens Berman's blend of professional expertise and commitment to

our clients has made our firm one of the most well-respected and successful mass tort and

personal injury law firms in the nation. We deliver exceptional results for our clients by obtaining

impressive verdicts and settlements in personal injury litigation.

Our attorneys have experience in wrongful death, brain injury
and other catastrophic injury cases, as well as deep experience
in social work negligence, medical malpractice, nursing home
negligence and sexual abuse cases.

Hagens Berman also has unparalleled experience in very specific
areas of abuse law, recovering damages on behalf of some of the
most vulnerable people in our society.

Sexual Abuse Litigation Hagens Berman has represented a wide
spectrum of individuals who have been victims of sexual abuse,
including children and developmentally disabled adults. We treat
each case individually, with compassion and attention to detail and
have the expertise, resources and track record to stand up to the
toughest opponents. In the area of sexual abuse, our attorneys have
obtained record-breaking verdicts, including the largest personal
injury verdict ever upheld by an appellate court in the state of
Washington. More about Hagens Berman's sexual abuse practice ca
be found on the following page.

Nursing Home Negligence Nursing home negligence is a growing
problem throughout the nation. As our population ages, reports of
elder abuse and nursing home negligence continue to rise. Today,
elder abuse is one of the most rapidly escalating social problems

in our society. Hagens Berman is uniquely qualified to represent
victims of elder abuse and nursing home negligence. Our attorneys
have secured outstanding settlements in this area of the law

and have committed to holding nursing homes accountable for

wrongdoing.

Social Work Negligence Social workers play a critical role in the
daily lives of our nation's most vulnerable citizens. Social workers,

assigned to protect children, the developmentally disabled and
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elderly adults, are responsible for critical aspects of the lives of
tens of thousands of citizens who are unable to protect themselves.
Many social workers do a fine job. Tragically, many do not. The
results are often catastrophic when a social worker fails to monitor
and protect his or her vulnerable client. All too often, the failure

to protect a child or disabled citizen leads to injury or sexual
victimization by predators. With more than $40 million in recoveries
on behalf of vulnerable citizens who were neglected by social
workers, Hagens Berman is the most experienced, successful and
knowledgeable group of attorneys in this dynamic area of the law.

Workplace Injury While many workplace injury claims are
precluded by workers compensation laws, many instances of
workplace injury are caused by the negligence and dangerous
oversight of third parties. In these instances, victims may have
valid claims. Hagens Berman'’s personal injury legal team has
successfully brought many workplace injury claims, holding third

parties liable for our clients’ serious bodily injuries.

Medical Malpractice Litigating a medical malpractice case takes
acute specialization and knowledge of medical treatments and
medicine. Notwithstanding these facts, Hagens Berman pursues
meritorious medical malpractice claims in instances where clients
have suffered life-altering personal injuries. Our firm's personal
injury attorneys handle medical malpractice cases with the
dedication and detail necessary to make victims whole. Hagens
Berman is very selective in accepting medical malpractice cases
and has been successful in recovering significant compensation for
victims of medical error and negligence.
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Sexual Abuse and Harassment

Hagens Berman's attorneys recently achieved a nationwide sexual harassment settlement on

behalf of 16,000 women and also tried the first ever sexual harassment case in Washington

state, and has represented women violated by Harvey Weinstein, as well as USC alumnae

abused by the university's former gynecologist, Dr. George Tyndall. Our firm is committed to

protecting and empowering individuals.

At Hagens Berman, we believe no one is above the law, and that
no position of power should shield someone from being held
accountable.

Right now, we are witnessing the silencing, belittling and abuse
that women everywhere in this nation are subjected to. They are
subjected to a system that does not respect them. The backlash
against the brave survivors who have stepped forward to report

sexual assault is unacceptable.

We believe survivors. Our firm’s sexual harassment attorneys
have protected their rights for decades throughout their legal
careers, and we are dedicated to upholding the rights of the most
vulnerable. Women should be heard, respected and protected from
systemic abuse.

Sexual harassment is present and pervasive in many workplaces,
industries and professional environments, and has damaged the
lives and careers of countless individuals. It affects hundreds of
thousands of women and men in the U.S., 51 percent of which are
harassed by an authority figure, making it harder to come forward
for fear of retaliation.

All too often, acts of sexual harassment and sexual misconduct

are protected by systemic cover-ups by companies and organized
agreements between those in power. Particular industries are more
susceptible to these cover-ups including: entertainment and sports
media, STEM, law enforcement, food service, politics, military, tech,
finance, hospitality and transportation. But sexual harassment is
pervasive in many other environments and is often obscured from

view for years.
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In these industries, victims are routinely subjected to widespread
policies and practices that create an environment promoting quid
pro quo arrangements in which victims feel pressured to take part
in sexual acts and feel powerless against unwanted advancements.

Victims are also often punished for not taking part.

The firm has represented women violated by Harvey Weinstein,
as well as USC alumnae abused by the university's former
gynecologist, Dr. George Tyndall, tried the first ever sexual
harassment case in Washington state, and achieved a nationwide
sexual harassment settlement on behalf of 16,000 women.

Representative sexual harassment successes and cases on behalf
of our clients include:

> USC, Dr. Tyndall Sexual Harassment
In May of 2018, Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit
against the University of Southern California (USC) and Dr.
George Tyndall, the full-time gynecologist at USC's student health
clinic. Tyndall sexually harassed, violated and engaged in wildly
inappropriate behavior with female students who sought his
medical care, according to news outlets, which stated he saw

tens of thousands of female patients during his time at USC.

Official complaints of Dr. Tyndall's behavior began to surface at
USC in the 1990s, but despite the university's knowledge of Dr.
Tyndall's behavior, it did not report him to the agency responsible
for protecting the public from problem doctors. USC did nothing,
for decades, as more and more female students were sent into
Dr. Tyndall's office.

The settlement’s three-tier structure allows class members to

35



Case 1:20-cv-01145-RJL Document 68-2 Filed 02/23/2H4 Page 37 2}; 53

PRACTICE AREAS

AGENS BERMAN BOL SHAPIRO LLP

Sexual Abuse and Harassment

choose how much they want to engage with the claims process.
Those who do not want to revisit a private, traumatic event can
simply keep the guaranteed Tier 1 payment of $2,500. Those
who choose to provide additional information in a claim form
about their experience with Tyndall and how it affected them are
eligible for up to $20,000 and those who choose to provide an
interview are eligible for up to $250,000. The special master and
her team of experts will evaluate claims and allocate awards to
Tier 2 and Tier 3 claimants. This focus on choice ensures that
all class members receive compensation while giving each class
member the autonomy to decide for herself how involved she
wants to be in the settlement process.

The class-action settlement also goes beyond monetary
compensation and forces USC to implement real changes to their
policies and procedures to help ensure that what happened at
USC does not happen again.

ResuLT: $215 million settlement

> Harvey Weinstein Sexual Harassment
In a first-of-its-kind class-action lawsuit, Hagens Berman
represented women on behalf of a class of all victims who were
harassed or otherwise assaulted by Harvey Weinstein, seeking
to hold him and his co-conspirators accountable for a years-long

pattern of sexual harassment and cover-ups.

The lawsuit, filed Nov. 15, 2017, in the U.S. District Court for

the Central District of California states that Miramax and The
Weinstein Company (which Weinstein co-founded) facilitated
Weinstein's organized pattern of predatory behavior, equating to
an enterprise that violates the Racketeer Influenced and Corrupt
Organizations Act, commonly referred to as the RICO Act, the
same law brought against members of the Mafia for organized
criminal behavior.

The lawsuit brought various charges against Weinstein and his

companies for violating the RICO Act, mail and wire fraud, assault,

civil battery, negligent supervision and retention, and intentional
infliction of emotional distress.
RESULT: Settlement reached
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> Fairfax Behavioral Health

Attorneys from Hagens Berman filed a class-action complaint
on behalf of a proposed class of hundreds of patients that were
arbitrarily strip-searched and video recorded while receiving
treatment for mental illness at one of three Fairfax locations in

Washington state.

The suit's named plaintiff recalls being ordered to undress for an
invasive strip-search when she presented for inpatient admission,
even after disclosing her history of sexual abuse to the staff
member. She was not given a gown or towel to cover up during
the search, and the staff member watched her undress and left
the door open where other staff members could see her.

Video cameras were located in the hallway, the holding area
outside bathroom, and the room where the strip search was
conducted. The cameras recorded her undressing and the strip-

search.

The complaint states that Fairfax's practices—and its failure to
limit the discretion of its staff—means that a substantial number
of its mental health patients do not have reasonable access to
inpatient care for mental health disorders.

> CB Richard Ellis Sexual Harassment Litigation

Filed a class action against CB Richard Ellis, Inc., on behalf of
16,000 current and former female employees who alleged that
the company fostered a climate of severe sexual harassment
and discriminated against female employees by subjecting them
to a hostile, intimidating and offensive work environment, also
resulting in emotional distress and other physical and economic
injuries to the class.

RESULT: An innovative and unprecedented settlement requiring
changes to human resources policies and procedures, as well
as the potential for individual awards of up to $150,000 per
class member. The company agreed to increase supervisor
accountability, address sexually inappropriate conduct in the
workplace, enhance record-keeping practices and conduct annual

reviews of settlement compliance by a court appointed monitor.
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> King County Child Sex Abuse
Hagens Berman represented the victim of eight years of sexual
abuse as a minor, at the hands of her brother-in-law. The lawsuit
states that from 2005 to 2012, the case’s defendant repeatedly
sexually abused Hagens Berman's client. She was only eleven
years old when the abuse began and was a minor during the
entire duration of the abuse. In 2013, the state of Washington
charged Willis with three counts of child molestation, to which he
pled guilty. Court documents state, “Joshua Blaine Willis used his
position of trust, confidence, or fiduciary responsibility to facilitate

"

the commission of the .. offensels]

Court documents in the civil case filed in June of 2017 detail
Willis" highly disgusting and horrifying actions including groping
and molestation, exposing himself and other highly sexual and
inappropriate behavior.

Following the years of sexual abuse, Hagens Berman'’s client
suffers from Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder and the court
awarded damages for treatment of her condition and other
emotional distress, as well as loss of earning capacity and
other economic damages in her “struggle with consistency and
stability.”

resuLT: $4,031,000 judgment awarded in a King County Superior
Court

> State of Washington Sexual Assault, DSHS
Qur client, a disabled Spokane, Wash. woman, was a patient
at Eastern State Hospital. The hospital assigned a male nurse
to provide one-on-one care and supervision for our client.
The nurse trapped our client in a laundry room and raped her.
Hagens Berman determined that the nurse, a state employee,
had been reprimanded and accused on previous occasions of
sexual assault of vulnerable patients. Hagens Berman initiated
a negligence and civil rights lawsuit against the hospital and
its administrators for failing to protect our client from a known
sexual predator and for allowing that predator to remain on staff
with the responsibility to care for vulnerable patients.
ResuLT: $2.5 million settlement

www.hbsslaw.com

> Workplace Sexual Harassment & Other Investigations

Sexual harassment is present and pervasive in many workplaces.
It affects hundreds of thousands of women and men in the U.S.,
51 percent of which are harassed by a supervisor, making it
harder to come forward for fear of retaliation.

All too often, sexual harassment in the workplace is protected by
systemic cover-ups by companies and those in power. Particular
industries are more susceptible to these cover-ups including:
commercial real estate, law enforcement, politics, military, tech,
entertainment, sports media, finance, restaurants and hospitality,
advertising and trucking.

In these industries, employees are routinely subjected to
widespread policies that create an environment promoting quid
pro quo arrangements in which they feel pressured to take part in
sexual acts and feel powerless against unwanted advancements.

Employees are also often punished for not taking part.

Hagens Berman is also investigating sexual harassment and
abuse in various specific areas of study, including STEM
programs. The also maintains a keen watch over various

work environments that are statistically prone to instances of
misconduct. These include hospitality, college campuses and
research labs, boarding schools and the entertainment industry,
especially within the area of professional music.

The firm remains committed to uncovering instances of sexual
harassment in the workplace, and within fields of study and areas
prone to harboring misconduct and abusive behavior.
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Hagens Berman has one of the nation's most highly regarded sports litigation law practices.

Our attorneys are the vanguard of new and innovative legal approaches to protect the rights

of professional and amateur athletes in cases against large, well-financed interests, including
the National Collegiate Athletic Association (NCAA), the National Football League (NFL), the
Fédération Internationale de Football Association (FIFA) and other sports governing institutions.

> NCAA: Scholarships/Grants-In-Aid (GlAs)
In a first-of-its-kind antitrust action and potentially far-reaching
case, Hagens Berman filed a class-action affecting approximately
40,000 Division | collegiate athletes who played men's or
women's basketball, or FBS football, brought against the NCAA
and its most powerful members, including the Pac-12, Big Ten,
Big-12, SEC and ACC, claiming they violated federal antitrust laws
by drastically reducing the number of scholarships and financial
aid student-athletes receive to an amount below the actual cost

of attendance and far below what the free market would bare.

The case resulted in a $208.9 million settlement, bringing an
estimated average amount of $6,500 to each eligible class

member who played his or her sport for four years.

In March of 2019, the firm as co-lead trial counsel on the
injunctive aspect of the case which resulted in a change of

NCAA rules limiting the financial treatment of athletes, and in a
unanimous 9-0 Supreme Court Victory, the injunctive portion of
the case also resulted in a monumental victory for plaintiffs. The
Court ruled that NCAA college athletes should legally be able to
receive compensation from schools or conferences for athletic
services other than cash compensation untethered to education-
related expenses, prohibiting the NCAA from enforcing rules
limiting those payments. The media called the firm’s victory in the
scholarships case against the NCAA a “major ruling” (ABC World
News Tonight), that “will change the game” (ABC Good Morning
America), “..the highest court left the NCAA unhoused and naked,
with nothing left but its pretensions,” (The Washington Post),

it “delivered a heavy blow,” (AP), and leaves the NCAA “more

vulnerable than ever.”
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> NCAA: Concussions

Cases of particular nationwide interest for fans, athletes and the
general public involve numerous cases filed by Hagens Berman
against the NCAA. Recently, the firm took on the NCAA for its
failure to prevent concussions and protect student-athletes

who suffered concussions. Steve Berman served as lead
counsel in multi-district litigation and led the firm to finalize a
settlement bringing sweeping changes to the NCAA's approach
to concussion treatment and prevention. The core settlement
benefits include a 50-year medical monitoring program overseen
by a medical science committee appointed by the court that will
screen and track concussions, funded by a $70 million medical
monitoring fund, paid by the NCAA and its insurers. Examinations
include neurological and neurocognitive assessments to evaluate

potential injuries.

The settlement also mandates significant changes to and
enforcement of the NCAA's concussion management policies

and return-to-play guidelines. All players will now receive a
seasonal, baseline test to better assess concussions sustained
during the season. All athletes who have sustained a concussion
will now need to be cleared before returning to play. A medical
professional trained in the diagnosis of concussions will be
present at all games involving contact-sports. The settlement also

creates reporting mandates for concussions and their treatment.

> Player Name, Image & Likeness Rights in Videogames

Hagens Berman attorneys represented student-athletes who
claimed that the NCAA illegally used student-athletes’ names,
images and likenesses in Electronic Arts” popular NCAA Football,
Basketball and March Madness video game series reached a
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combined $60 million settlement with the NCAA and EA, marking
the first time the NCAA has agreed to a settlement that pays
student-athletes for acts related to their participation in athletics.
Settlement checks were sent to about 15,000 players, with
average amounts of $1,100 and some up to $7,600.

The firm began this case with the knowledge that the NCAA
and member schools were resolute in keeping as much control
over student-athletes as possible, and fought hard to ensure
that plaintiffs would not be exploited for profit, especially by the
organization that vowed to prevent the college athletes from

exploitation.

The firm also represented NFL legend Jim Brown in litigation
against EA for improperly using his likeness in its NFL video
games, culminating in a $600,000 voluntary judgment offered by
the video game manufacturer.

> Continued NIL Litigation
Hagens Berman has continued efforts against the NCAA in an
additional pending antitrust case regarding NIL rights. In June
2020, the firm filed its case against the NCAA claiming the
institution had knowingly violated federal antitrust laws in abiding
by a particular subset of NCAA amateurism rules that prohibit
college-athletes from receiving anything of value in exchange for
the commercial use of their name and likeness. The firm holds
that the NCAA's regulations illegally limiting the compensation
that Division | college athletes may receive for the use of their
names, images, likenesses and athletic reputations.

In unanimously upholding the rights of NCAA athletes in Alston,
Justice Gorsuch wrote the NCAA had sought “immunity from the
normal operation of the antitrust laws,” and Justice Kavanaugh
stated, “The NCAA is not above the law.” The firm looks forward
to continuing to uphold that same sentiment in regard to NCAA

athlete name, image and likeness rights.

In July 2021, following the firm'’s victory in the Alston case, the
NCAA chose to temporarily lift rules restricting certain NIL deals
in what the firm believes will be the first step in another massive
change in college sports to support college athletes.
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> FIFA/U.S. Soccer: Concussions

Several soccer players filed a class action against U.S. soccer’s
governing bodies, which led to life-changing safety measures
brought to millions of U.S. youth soccer players. Players
represented by Hagens Berman alleged these groups failed to
adopt effective policies to evaluate and manage concussions,
leaving millions of players vulnerable to long-lasting brain injury.

The settlement against six of the largest youth soccer
organizations completely eliminates heading for youth soccer’s
youngest players, greatly diminishing risks of concussions and
traumatic head injuries. Prior to the settlement, no rule limited
headers in children’s soccer.

It also sets new benchmarks for concussion measurement

and safety protocols, and highlights the importance of on-staff
medical personnel at youth tournaments. Under the settlement,
youth players who have sustained a concussion during practice
or a game will need to follow certain return-to-play protocols
before they are allowed to play again. Steve Berman, a youth
soccer coach, has seen first-hand the settlement'’s impacts and

life-changing effects every time young athletes take to the field.

> NCAA: Transfer Antitrust
Hagens Berman has taken on the NCAA for several highly
recruited college athletes whose scholarships were revoked
after a coaching change, or after the student-athletes sought to
transfer to another NCAA-member school. The suit claims the
organization’s limits and transfer regulations violate antitrust law.

The firm’s case hinges on a destructive double-standard. While
Non-student-athletes are free to transfer and are eligible for

a new scholarship without waiting a year, and coaches often
transfer to the tune of a hefty pay raise, student-athletes are
penalized and forced to sit out a year before they can play
elsewhere, making them much less sought after by other college
athletic programs. Hagens Berman continues to fights for
student-athletes’ rights to be treated fairly and terminate the
NCAA's anticompetitive practices and overbearing regulations
that limit players’ options and freedoms.
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> Pop Warner In December of 2015, MLB's commissioner Rob Manfred issued

Hagens Berman represented youth athletes who have suffered
traumatic brain injuries due to gross negligence, and filed a
lawsuit on behalf of former Pop Warner football player Donnovan
Hill and his mother Crystal Dixon. The suit claims that the league
insisted Hill use improper and dangerous tackling techniques
which left the then 13-year-old paralyzed from the neck down.

Hagens Berman sought to hold Pop Warner, its affiliates, Hill's
coaches and members of the Lakewood Pop Warner board of
directors accountable for the coaches’ repeated and incorrect
instruction that Hill and his teammates tackle opposing players
by leading with the head. In January of 2016, the firm reached
a settlement on behalf of Donnovan and his mother, the details
of which were not made public. Sadly, months later, 17-year-
old Donnovan passed away. The firm believes that his case
will continue to have a lasting impact on young athletes for
generations and will help ensure safety in youth sports.

> MLB Foul Ball Injuries

Hagens Berman filed a class-action lawsuit on behalf of baseball
fans, seeking to extend safety netting to all major and minor
league ballparks from foul pole to foul pole. The suit alleges that
tens of millions attend an MLB game annually, and every year
fans of all ages, but often children, suffer horrific and preventable
injuries, such as blindness, skull fractures, severe concussions
and brain hemorrhages when struck by a fast-moving ball or
flying shrapnel from a shattered bat. The lawsuit was dismissed
with the court ruling that the plaintiffs lacked standing because
the chance of getting hit by a ball is remote.
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a recommendation to all 30 MLB teams to implement extended
safety measures, including additional safety netting at ballparks.
While the firm commends the league for finally addressing the
serious safety issue at stake, the firm continues to urge MLB and
its commissioner to make these more than recommendations
to help end senseless and avoidable injuries to baseball’s
biggest fans. We believe our case sparked the eventual move to
netting. After one of the owners of the Mariners belittled Steve
for having filed the case, the firm happily saw the addition of
netting extended to the foul poles at T-Mobile Park in the firm’s
headquarters of Seattle.

> Other Cases

In addition to its class actions, Hagens Berman has filed several
individual cases to uphold the rights of athletes and ensure a fair
and safe environment. The firm has filed multiple individual cases
to address concussions and other traumatic head injuries among
student-athletes at NCAA schools and in youth sports. Hagens
Berman continues to represent the interests of athletes and find
innovative and effective applications of the law to uphold players’
rights.

The firm has also brought many concussions cases on behalf of
individual athletes, challenging large universities and institutions
for the rights those who have suffered irreversible damage due

to gross negligence and lack of even the most basic concussion-

management guidelines.
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Hagens Berman represents whistleblowers under various programs at both the state and

federal levels. All of these whistleblower programs reward private citizens who blow the whistle

on fraud. In many cases, whistleblowers report fraud committed against the government and

may sue those individuals or companies responsible, helping the government recover losses.

Our depth and reach as a leading national plaintiffs’ firm with
significant success in varied litigation against industry leaders in
finance, health care, consumer products, and other fields causes
many whistleblowers to seek us to represent them in claims

alleging fraud against the government.

Our firm also has several former prosecutors and other
government attorneys in its ranks and has a long history of working
with governments, including close working relationships with
attorneys at the U.S. Department of Justice. The whistleblower
programs under which Hagens Berman pursues cases include:

FALSE CLAIMS ACT

Under the federal False Claims Act, and more than 30 similar
state laws, a whistleblower reports fraud committed against the
government, and under the law’s Qui Tam provision, may file suit
on its behalf to recover lost funds. False claims acts are one of
the most effective tools in fighting Medicare and Medicaid fraud,
defense contractor fraud, financial fraud, under-payment of
royalties, fraud in general services contracts and other types of
fraud perpetrated against governments.

The whistleblower initially files the case under seal, giving it only
to the government and not to the defendant, which permits the
government to investigate. After the investigation, the government
may take over the whistleblower’s suit, or it may decline. If the
government declines, the whistleblower can proceed alone on

his or her behalf. In successful suits, the whistleblower normally
receives between 15 and 30 percent of the government's recovery

as a reward.

Since 1986, federal and state false claims act recoveries have
totaled more than $22 billion. Some examples of our cases brought

under the False Claims Act include:

www.hbsslaw.com

> In U.S. ex rel. Lagow v. Bank of America
Represented former District Manager at Landsafe, Countrywide
Financial's mortgage appraisal arm, who alleged systematic
abuse of appraisal guidelines as a means of inflating mortgage
values.
RESULT: The case was successful, ultimately triggering a
settlement of $1 billion, and our client received a substantial

reward.

> In U.S. ex rel. Mackler v. Bank of America
Represented a whistleblower who alleged that Bank of America
failed to satisfy material conditions of its government contract to
provide homeowners mortgage relief under the HAMP program.
RESULT: The case succeeded and was settled as part of the 2012

global mortgage settlement, resulting in an award to our client.

> In U.S. ex rel. Horwitz v. Amgen
Represented Dr. Marshall S. Horwitz, who played a key role in
uncovering an illegal scheme to manipulate the scientific record
regarding two of Amgen'’s blockbuster drugs.
ResuLT: $762 million in criminal and civil penalties levied by the
U.S. Department of Justice and an award to our client.

> In U.S. ex rel. Thomas v. Sound Inpatient Physicians Inc. and
Robert A. Bessler
Represented a former regional vice president of operations for
Sound Physicians, who blew the whistle on Sound's alleged
misconduct.
RESULT: Tacoma-based Sound Physicians agreed to pay the United
States government $14.5 million.

> In U.S. ex rel. Plaintiffs v. Center for Diagnostic Imaging Inc.
In May 2010, Hagens Berman joined as lead trial counsel a qui

tam lawsuit on behalf of two whistleblowers against Center for
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Diagnostic Imaging, Inc. (CDD, alleging that CDI violated anti-
kickback laws and defrauded federally funded health programs by
presenting false claims for payment.

ResuLT: In 2011, the government intervened in the claims,

which the company settled for approximately $1.3 million.

The government declined to intervene, however, in the no-
written-orders and kickback claims, leaving those claims for

the whistleblowers and their counsel to pursue on their own.

The non-intervened claims settled for an additional $1.5 million
payment to the government.

> Medtronic
On Feb. 19, 2008 the court unsealed a qui tam lawsuit brought
by Hagens Berman against Medtronic, one of the world's largest
medical technology companies, for fraudulent medical device
applications to the FDA and off-label promotion of its biliary
devices.
RESULT: The case settled in 2012 for an amount that remained

under seal.

SECURITIES AND EXCHANGE COMMISSION /
COMMODITY FUTURES TRADING COMMISSION

Since implementation of the SEC/CFTC Dodd Frank whistleblower
programs in 2011, Hagens Berman has naturally transitioned into
representation of whistleblowers with claims involving violations of

the Securities Exchange Act and the Commodities Exchange Act.

Unlike the False Claims Act, whistleblowers with these new
programs do not initially file a sealed lawsuit. Instead, they provide
information directly to the SEC or the CFTC regarding violations of
the federal securities or commodities laws. If the whistleblower's
information leads to an enforcement action, they may be entitled to
between 10 and 30 percent of the recovery.

The firm currently represents HF T whistleblower and market
expert, Haim Bodek, in an SEC fraud whistleblower case that
prompted the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission to bring
record-breaking fines against two exchanges formerly owned
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by Direct Edge Holdings (and since acquired by Bats Global
Markets, the second-largest financial exchange in the country).
The exchanges agreed to pay $14 million to settle charges that the
exchanges failed to accurately and completely disclose how order
types functioned on its exchanges and for selectively providing

such information only to certain high-frequency trading firms.

Hagens Berman also represents an anonymous whistleblower
who brought his concerns and original analysis related to the May
2, 2010 Flash Crash to the CFTC after hundreds of hours spent
analyzing data and other information.

Both the U.S. Commodity Futures Trading Commission (CFTC)
and the Department of Justice, in separate criminal and civil
enforcement actions, brought charges of market manipulation and
spoofing against Nav Sarao Futures Limited PLC (Sarao Futures)
and Navinder Singh Sarao (Sarao) based on the whistleblower’s
information.

Hagens Berman has worked alongside government officials and
regulators, establishing the credibility necessary to bring a case to
the SEC or CFTC. When Hagens Berman brings a claim, we work
hard to earn their respect and regulators pay attention.

A few of the firm's most recent whistleblower cases in this area
include:

> EDGA Exchange Inc. and EDGX Exchange Inc.
Represented HFT whistleblower and market expert, Haim Bodek,
in an SEC fraud whistleblower case against two exchanges
formerly owned by Direct Edge Holdings and since acquired by
Bats Global Markets, the second-largest financial exchange in the
country for spoofing.
RESULT: The case prompted the U.S. Securities and Exchange
Commission to bring record-breaking fine of $14 million against
defendants, the largest ever brought against a financial exchange.
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> Nav Sarao Futures Limited PLC
Hagens Berman represents an anonymous whistleblower who
brought his concerns and original analysis to the CFTC after
hundreds of hours spent analyzing data and other information.
The claim brought about legal action against a market
manipulator who profited more than $40 million from market
fraud and contributed to the May 6, 2010 Flash Crash.
resuLT: Both the CFTC and the Department of Justice, in separate
criminal and civil enforcement actions, brought charges of market
manipulation and spoofing against Nav Sarao Futures Limited
PLC and Navinder Singh Sarao based on the whistleblower's

information. The case is still pending under seal.
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INTERNAL REVENUE SERVICE

Hagens Berman also represents whistleblowers under the IRS
whistleblower program enacted with the Tax Relief and Health Care
Act of 2006.

The IRS program offers rewards to those who come forward

with information about persons, corporations or any other entity
that cheats on its taxes. In the event of a successful recovery of
government funds, a whistleblower can be rewarded with up to 30
percent of the overall amount collected in taxes, penalties and legal
fees.

Hagens Berman helps IRS whistleblowers present specific, credible
tax fraud information to the IRS. Unlike some traditional False
Claims Act firms, Hagens Berman has experience representing
governments facing lost tax revenue due to fraud, making us well-

positioned to prosecute these cases.
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Strengthening Consumer Law

At Hagens Berman, we distinguish ourselves not merely by the results we obtain, but by how

we obtain them. Few class-action firms have our firm’'s combination of resources and acumen

to see a case through as long as needed to obtain a favorable outcome. Our attorneys were

instrumental in obtaining these federal appellate decisions that have shaped consumer law and

bolstered the rights of millions nationwide:

> In Matter of Motors Liquidation Co., 829 F.3d 135 (2d Cir. 2016)
(General Motors bankruptcy reorganization did not bar claims
stemming from defective ignition switches)

> George v. Urban Settlement Servs., 833 F.3d 1242 (10th Cir. 2016)
(complaint adequately alleged Bank of America’s mortgage
modification program violated RICO)

> In re Loestrin 24 Fe Antitrust Litig., 814 F.3d 538 (Ist Cir. 2016)
(“reverse payments” for antitrust purposes under Actavis are not
limited to cash payments)

> Osborn v.Visa Inc., 797 F.3d 1057 (D.C. Cir. 2015) (complaint
adequately alleged Visa and MasterCard unlawfully agreed to
restrain trade in setting ATM access fees)

> Little v. Louisville Gas & Elec. Co., 805 F.3d 695 (6th Cir. 2015)
(Clean Air Act did not preempt state nuisance claims against coal
plant for polluting surrounding community)

> City of Miami v. Citigroup Inc., 801 F.3d 1268 (11th Cir. 2015)
(reversing dismissal of complaint alleging Citigroup violated Fair
Housing Act by pattern of discriminatory lending)

> Rajagopalan v. NoteWorld, LLC, 718 F.3d 844 (9th Cir. 2013) (non-
party could not invoke arbitration clause against plaintiff suing
debt services provider)

> In re Neurontin Mktg. & Sales Practices Litig., 712 F.3d 21 (Ist Cir.
2013) (affirming $142 million verdict for injury suffered from
RICO scheme by Neurontin manufacturer Pfizer)

> In re NCAA Student-Athlete Name & Likeness Licensing Litig., 724
F.3d 1268 (9th Cir. 2013) (First Amendment did not shield video
game developer’s use of college athletes’ likenesses)

> Garcia v. Wachovia Corp., 699 F.3d 1273 (11th Cir. 2012) (Wells
Fargo could not rely on Concepcion to evade waiver of any right
to compel arbitration)
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> Agnew v. Nat'l Collegiate Athletic Ass'n, 683 F.3d 328 (7th Cir.
2012) (NCAA bylaws limiting scholarships per team and
prohibiting multi-year scholarships are subject to antitrust
scrutiny and do not receive pro-competitive justification at
pleading stage)

> In re Lupron Mktg. & Sales Practices Litig., 677 F.3d 21, 24 (Ist Cir.
2012) (approving cy pres provision in $150 million settlement)

> In re Pharm. Indus. Average Wholesale Price Litig., 582 F.3d 156
(1st Cir. 2009) (AstraZeneca illegally published inflated average
wholesale drug prices, thereby giving windfall to physicians and

injuring patients who paid inflated prices)

We set ourselves apart not only by getting results but by litigating
every case through to finish - to trial and appeal, if necessary.
This tenacious drive has led our firm to generate groundbreaking
precedents in consumer law.

Hagens Berman has also been active in state courts nationwide.

Notable examples of our victories include:

> Garza v. Gama, 379 P.3d 1004 (Ariz. Ct. App. 2016) (reinstating
certified class in wage-and-hour action prosecuted by Hagens
Berman since 2005)

> In re Farm Raised Salmon Cases, 42 Cal. 4th 1077 (Cal. 2008)
(Federal Food, Drug and Cosmetic Act did not preempt state
claims for deceptive marketing of food products)

> Pickettv.Holland Am. Line-Westours, Inc., 35P.3d 351 (Wash. 2001)
(reversing state court of appeals and upholding class action
settlement with cruise line)
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MANAGING PARTNER

Steve W. Berman

Served as co-lead counsel against Big Tobacco, resulting in the largest

settlement in world history, and at the time the largest automotive, antitrust,
ERISA and securities settlements in U.S. history.

Steve Berman represents consumers, investors and employees in large, complex litigation held in state
and federal courts. Steve's trial experience has earned him significant recognition and led The National
Law Journal to name him one of the 100 most powerful lawyers in the nation, and to repeatedly name
Hagens Berman one of the top 10 plaintiffs’ firms in the country. Steve was named an MVP of the Year
by Law360 in 2016 and 2017 for his class-action litigation and received the 2017 Plaintiffs” Trailblazer
award. He was recognized for the third year in a row as an Elite Trial Lawyer by The National Law
Journal.

Steve co-founded Hagens Berman in 1993 after his prior firm refused to represent several young children
who consumed fast food contaminated with E. coli—Steve knew he had to help. In that case, Steve proved
that the poisoning was the result of Jack in the Box's cost cutting measures along with gross negligence.
He was further inspired to build a firm that vociferously fought for the rights of those unable to fight for
themselves. Berman's innovative approach, tenacious conviction and impeccable track record have earned
him an excellent reputation and numerous historic legal victories. He is considered one of the nation’s
most successful class-action attorneys, and has been praised for securing record-breaking settlements
and tangible benefits for class members. Steve is particularly known for his tenacity in forging consumer
settlements that return a high percentage of recovery to class members.

CURRENT ROLE
> Managing Partner, Hagens Berman Sobol Shapiro LLP

RECENT CASES

> Emissions Litigation
Steve has pioneered pursuing car manufacturers who have been violating emissions standards,
including: Mercedes BlueTEC vehicles, GM Chevy Cruze, Dodge Ram 2500 and 3500 trucks, Dodge
Ram 1500 and Jeep Cherokee EcoDiesel vehicles, Chevy Silverado, GMC Sierra as well as other
models made by Ford, Audi and BMW. Steve and the firm’s unmatched work in emissions-cheating
investigations is often ahead of the EPA and government regulators.

» General Motors Ignition Switch Defect Litigation
Steve serves as lead counsel seeking to obtain compensation for the millions of GM car owners who
overpaid for cars that had hidden safety defects.

» Climate Change - New York City, King County, Wash.
Steve has always been a fighter for the rights of the environment. In 2017, he began the firm's latest
endeavor to combat global climate change through novel applications of the law. Steve currently
represents the city of New York and Washington state’s King County in lawsuits filed against the
world's largest producers of oil: BP, Chevron Corp., Exxon Mobil Corp., Royal Dutch Shell PLC and
ConocoPhillips. The cases seek to hold the Big Qil titans accountable for their brazen impact on global
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warming-induced sea level rise and related expenses to protect the cities and their millions of residents.

> Opioids - Orange and Santa Clara County, Seattle
Steve has been retained by various municipalities, including the states of Ohio, Mississippi and Arkansas,
Orange County, as well as the city of Seattle to serve as trial counsel in a recently filed state suit against
five manufacturers of opioids seeking to recover public costs resulting from the opioid manufacturer’s
deceptive marketing.

> Antitrust Litigation
Corporate fraud has many faces, and Steve has taken on some of the largest perpetrators through
antitrust law. Steve serves as co-lead counsel in Visa MasterCard ATM, Batteries, Optical Disc Drives
and is in the leadership of a class-action lawsuit against Qualcomm for orchestrating a monopoly that
led to purchasers paying significantly more for mobile devices. He serves as interim class counsel
in a case against Tyson, Purdue and other chicken producers for conspiring to stabilize prices by
reducing chicken production. Steve also filed a proposed class-action lawsuit against the world's largest
manufacturers of Dynamic Random Access Memory (DRAM) for cornering the market and driving up
DRAM prices. Most recently, Steve's antitrust case against the NCAA involving rights of college athletes
to receive grant-in-aid scholarships saw a unanimous Supreme Court victory, in what media called a
“major ruling” (ABC World News Tonight), that “will change the game” (ABC Good Morning America),
and leaves the NCAA “more vulnerable than ever” (AP).

> Consumer Protection
Steve is a leader in protecting millions of consumers in large-scale cases that challenge unfair,
deceptive and fraudulent practices. He leads a class action on behalf of owners of Ford vehicles
equipped w