Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 1 of 278 PagelD#
61198

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

NORFOLK DIVISION
IN RE: ZETIA (EZETIMIBE) ANTITRUST MDL No. 2836
LITIGATION No. 2:18-ind-2836-RBS-DEM

This Document Relates To: All End-
Payor Actions

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL M. BUCHMAN IN SUPPORT OF END-
PAYOR CLASS PLAINTIFFS' MOTION FOR ATTORNEYS' FEES,
REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES AND INCENTIVE AWARDS TO
THE CLASS REPRESENTATIVE PLAINTIEFS

I, Michael M. Buchman, hereby declare as follows:
1. Annexed hereto as Exhibit A is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of James

A. Cales in support of the fee and expense application on behalf of Furniss, Davis, Rashkind, and
Saunders, P.C. dated September 1, 2023.

2. Annexed hereto as Exhibit B is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Marvin
A. Miller in support of the fee and expense application on behalf of Miller Law LLC dated
September 1, 2023.

3. Annexed hereto as Exhibit C is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Michael
M. Buchman in support of the fee and expense application on behalf of Motley Rice, LLC dated
September 13, 2023.

4. Annexed hereto as Exhibit D is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Lee
Albert on behalf of Glancy Prongay & Murray LLP dated May 5, 2023,

5. Annexed hereto as Exhibit E is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Mark
H. Edelson on behalf of Edelson 86 Associates, LLC dated May 1, 2023.

6. Annexed hereto as Exhibit I is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Robert
G. Eisler on behalf of Grant & Eisenhofer P.A. dated May 4, 2023,

7. Annexed hereto as Exhibit G is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of

Jonathan Gardner on behalf of Labaton Sucharow LLP dated August 23, 2023,
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8. Annexed hereto as Exhibit H is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Karen
Hanson Riebel on behalf of Lockridge Grindal Nauen P.L.L.P. dated May 4, 2023.

9. Attached hereto as Exhibit | is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Peter

Safirstein on behalf of Safirstein Metcalf LLP dated May 5, 2023.

10.  Annexed hereto as Exhibit J is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of
Aaron

Anderson dated August 14, 2023.

11.  Annexed hereto as Exhibit K is a true and correct copy of the Declaration of Megan
Maciasz DiSanto dated September 12, 2023.
1 declare under penalty of perjury pursuant to the laws of the United States that the

foregoing is true and correct. Executed September 13, 2023, in New York, New York.

/s/ Michael M Buchman
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EXHIBIT A
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
NORFOLK DIVISION

IN RE: ZETIA (EZETIMIBE) ANTITRUST | MDL No. 2836
LITIGATION No. 2:18-md-2836- RBS-DEM

DECLARATION OF JAMES A, CALES HI IN SUPPORT OF
END-PAYOR CL.ASS’S MOTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT,
AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES, REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES, AND
INCENTIVE AWARD

I, James A. Cales 111, declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice before the courts of the Commonwealth of
Virginia and the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia; and, | am a
member of the law firm of Furniss, Davis, Rashkind, and Saunders, P.C. (“FDRS”). I have personal
knowledge of the facts stated in this Declaration and, if called as a witness, I would testify
competently to them. I make this Declaration in support of FDRS’s request for attorneys’ fees and
reimbursement of litigation expenses, as set forth in End-Payor Class’s Motion For Preliminary
Approval Of Proposed Settlement, Approval Of The Form And Manner Of Notice To The Class,
and Proposed Schedule For A Fairness Hearing. On August 15, 2018, this Court appointed Alan
Brody Rashkind and myself as Interim Local Counsel for the End-Payor Plaintiff Class. (ECF No.
105.) On August 20, 2021, this Court appointed Alan Brody Rashkind and myself as Local Counsel
for the End-Payor Plaintiff Class. (ECF Nos. 1094, 1316.). Mr. Rashkind is the Senior Partner of
Furniss, Davis, Rashkind and Saunders, P.C.

2. A brief description of my firm, which includes a short summary of my and Mr,
Rashkind’s professional experience and credentials, is attached as Exhibit 1 and incorporated

herein by reference.
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3. Throughout the course of this litigation, my firm kept files contemporaneously
documenting all time spent, including tasks performed, and expenses incurred, and provided those
reports to Marvin A. Miller, one of End-Payor Plaintiffs’ (“EPP”) Co-Lead Counsel. All the time
and expenses reported by my firm advanced were reasonably necessary for the prosecution of this
case in order to achieve the class-wide results obtained for the benefit of the EPP Class.

4, As Local Counsel and Interim Local Counsel for the End Payor Class who,
pursuant to the Local Rules of the United States District Court for the Eastern District of Virginia,
may be called upon to try the case in its entirety, Mr. Rashkind and I worked closely and
continuously with Co-Lead Counsel for the EPP Class to prepare all aspects of the case for trial.
This included regular participation in strategy sessions, conference calls, in-person meetings, and
virtual meetings among the other EPP Class counsel, as well as collectively with the Direct
Purchaser and Retailer Plaintiff groups. The undersigned and members of his firm participated in
preparation and of review of pleadings for filing and handled every filing on the voluminous docket
of this complex, multi-district, antitrust litigation that was made by the EPP Class. This included
detailed review of each pleading filed by the EPP class to ensure its compliance with the Federal
Rules of Civil Procedure, the Local Rules of this Court, and the orders issued by the district judge
and magistrate judge presiding over this litigation. The undersigned further reviewed pleadings
filed by other parties and participated in the coordination of submissions when filings were made
by or on behalf of multiple plaintiff groups. The undersigned and Mr. Rashkind also consulted
and coordinated with other local counsel to ensure the effective and orderly organization of the
case to allow for trial to be coﬁducted in an expeditious and efficient manner. Detailed efforts
were undertaken at the request of Co-Lead Counsel to familiarize them with the practice customs

and expectations before this Court. As part of trial preparation, we participated in jury consultant
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meetings, witness preparation, preparation of the final pretrial order, review of opening statements,
coordination of the order of proof, and compliance with the Court’s directives related to the
conduct of the trial. At trial prior to settlement, the undersigned participated on behalf of the EPP
Class in jury selection and voir dire. These efforts also included work on the independent effort
by the EPP Class Co-Lead Counsel to be prepared to try the case as a sole plaintiff group in the
event that other plaintiff groups did not participate in trial for any reason. This paragraph is
intended only as a general overview of the work performed by FDRS on behalf of the EPP Class
and detailed time entries fully summarizing the work performed by myself, Mr. Rashkind, other
members and staff of my firm are available for the Court’s review.

5. The schedule attached as Exhibit 2, prepared from contemporaneous time records
regularly prepared and maintained by my firm and incorporated herein, is a summary of the amount
of time spent by my firm’s partners, attorneys, and professional support staff who were involved
in this litigation. It does not include any time devoted to preparing this Declaration or otherwise
pertaining to the request for an award of attorney’s fees and reimbursement of expenses. The
lodestar calculation is based on my firm’s historical billing rates agreed to by hourly-fee paying
clients or submitted to other courts for which compensation was requested. The total number of
hours reasonably expended on this litigation by my firm from inception through August 31, 2023,
which does not include time spent preparing this Declaration or in preparation of fee application,
is 1273.50 hours. The total lodestar for my firm at historic rates is $476,077.50. Expense items
are billed separately and are not duplicated in my firm’s lodestar. Those records have been provided
to Class Counsel and 1 authorize them to be submitted for in camera inspection by the Court, if

necessary.
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6. The expenses my firm incurred in litigating this action are reflected in the books
and records of my firm. These books and records are prepared from expense vouchers, invoices,
receipts, check records, and other source materials and acéurately reflect the expenses incurred.
My firm’s expense records are available for inspection by the Court if necessary.

7. My firm incurred a total of $1885.10 in unreimbursed expenses, all of which were
reasonable and necessary for the prosecution of this litigation. Of this amount, none was for
assessment payments for common litigation expenses or direct payments to experts or other
venders made at the request of Co-Lead Counsel or as directed by me, but was exclusively for non-
common litigation expenses incurred by my firm, such as filing fees, on-line PACER research,
electronic legal research, meals, parking, copying, telephone, etc. A summary of those expenses
by category is attached as Exhibit 3.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 1st
day of September, 2023, in the City of Norfolk, Virginia.

/s James A. Cales IIT
James A. Cales I1I
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EXHIBIT 1
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FURNISS, DAVIS, RASHKIND and SAUNDERS, P.C.
Smithfield Building, Suite 341 B
6160 Kempsville Circle
Norfolk, Virginia 23502
Telephone (757) 461-7100
Facsimile (757) 461-0083
www.furnissdavis.com

Founded in 1964, the firm practices in all state and federal courts in southeastern Virginia
representing businesses, cities, school boards and other government agencies, insurers,
self-insured entities and individuals primarily in the defense of a broad range of civil
matters at both the trial and appellate levels, including: insurance coverage, personal
injury, property damage, products liability, professional malpractice, construction
disputes, trucking claims, governmental liability, civil rights, discrimination, workers’
compensation, commercial disputes, and breach of contract claims.

The firm has earned an “AV" Preeminent Peer Review Rating by Martindale-Hubbell Law
Directory, its highest recognition for professionalism and ethics. The firm has also been
named a Best Law Firm by U.S. News and World Report and the top small litigation firm
in Virginia by Super Lawyers magazine.

Members:

Alan B. Rashkind (1947) Randolph-Macon College, B.A., 1969; University of Virginia,
J.D., 1972; Randolph-Macon College, Hon. Doctor of Laws, 2021. Admitted to Bar, 1972,
Member: Virginia State Bar; Virginia Bar Association; Federal Bar Association; Virginia
Association of Defense Attorneys; Local Government Attorneys of Virginia; Federation of
Defense & Corporate Counsel; Defense Research Institute; Norfolk-Portsmouth Bar
Association; Virginia Beach Bar Association. Fellow, American Coliege of Trial Lawyers;
Fellow, Virginia Law Foundation; Fellow, American Bar Foundation. Rated “AV’
Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory. Listed in The Best Lawyers in America, Virginia Super
Lawvers, Who's Who in America, and Who's Who in American Law, and selected by his
peers as a member of Virginia's Legal Elite. Named "Lawyer of the Year" for Personal
Injury Litigation - Defendants (Norfolk) by Best Lawyers (2014, 2019, 2024). Norfolk
Portsmouth Bar Assoc. Eggleston/I’Anson Professionalism Award (2019). Virginia Trial
Lawyers Civility & Professionalism Award (2022). Co-Author: Virginia Insurance Case
Finder, Lexis Nexis Law Publishers, (First, Second, Third Editions and annual
supplements). Co-Author and Lecturer: Insurance Law in the 90's (1989) and Insurance
Law for Virginia Practitioners (1993); Co-Author, The New State Statute on Experts: Does
Virginia Code Section 8.01-401.3 Really Allow Anvything New?, The Journal of Civil
Litigation, Vol. 9, No. 1 (1997); Co-Author and Lecturer, Reviewing Police Policy - Police
Pursuits: Rationale, Policy and Liability, Local Government Attorneys of Virginia Fall
Conference, 1999; Immunities of Governmental Entities and Attempts to Skirt Sovereign
Immunity, Local Government Attorneys of Virginia Fall Conference, 2003; Defamation Of
and By Public Officials, Local Government Attorneys of Virginia Fall Conference, 2004;
How to Try a Case, Local Government Attorneys of Virginia Fall Conference, 2013; The
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Manu Decision and lts Aftermath, VADA Annual Meeting, 2019. Lecturer: Top Ten
Malpractice Traps, Norfolk-Portsmouth Bar Assoc. (2014) and subsequently at
Chesapeake, Peninsula and Williamsburg-James City County Bar Associations. Adjunct
Professor of Law, Marshall-Wythe School of Law, College of William and Mary (2003-
2013); Third-party Neutral handling mediations and arbitrations. Faculty Member, Virginia
State Bar Professionalism Course (1997-1999) and Professionalism Course for Law
Students (2000-2010); Chairman: Civil Litigation Committee, Virginia Beach Bar
Association (1985-1988). Member: Circuit Court Liaison Committee, Virginia Beach Bar
Association (1989-1991); Chair of Board of Trustees of Randolph-Macon College (2009-
2019); Master of the Bench (1987-1994) and member of the Executive Committee (1989-
1994), I'Anson-Hoffman American Inn of Court; Member (1978-2010) and Chairman
(1995-1997) of the Boyd-Graves Conference; Chair (2002-2008) of the Board of Trustees
of Chesapeake Bay Academy. Email: arashkind@furnissdavis.com

R. Craig Gallagher (1960) James Madison University, B.A., 1983; T. C. Williams School
of Law, University of Richmond, J.D., 1986; Pi Sigma Alpha; Phi Delta Phi; Admitted to
Bar, 1987. Rated “AV” Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory. Selected by peers for inclusion
in The Best Lawyers in America. Member: American Bar Association, Tort and Insurance
Practice Section; Virginia State Bar; Norfolk-Portsmouth Bar Association; Virginia Beach
Bar Association; Virginia Association of Defense Attorneys; Local Government Attorneys
of Virginia; Defense Research Institute. Co-Author: Virginia Insurance Case Finder, Lexis
Nexis Law Publishers, (Second, Third Editions and annuai supplements). Co-Author: The
New State Statute on Experts: Does Virginia Code Section 8.01-401.3 Really Allow
Anything New?, The Journal of Civil Litigation, Vol. 9, No. 1 (1997). Lecturer: A New
UM/Subrogation World: Details & Practical Considerations (2015), VADA Annual Meeting;
"Virginia UM/UIM Affecting The Liability of Local Governments”, LGA Conference (2017).
Email: cgallagher@furnissdavis.com

James A. Cales lll (1972) James Madison University, cum laude, B.A (1994); University
of Virginia School of Law J.D. (1997). Pro Se Law Clerk to the United States District Court
for the Eastern District of Virginia, Alexandria Division. (1997-1998). Member: Virginia
State Bar: Norfolk-Portsmouth Bar Association; Portsmouth Bar Association; Federal Bar
Association; Virginia Association of Defense Attorneys; Local Government Attorneys of
Virginia; Defense Research Institute; James Kent American Inn of Court. Director
Emeritus, Virginia Association of Defense Attorneys; Past Tidewater Regional Director and
Past chair, Auto and Transportation Section, Current Executive Board Member and
President-Elect, Virginia Association of Defense Attorneys. Rated "AV" Martindale-Hubbell
Law Directory. Selected by peers for inclusion in The Best Lawyers in America and Super
Lawyers. Co-author, "John Doe Pleadings: Not Just for the Uninsured Motorist Anymore?",
The Journal of Civil Litigation (2011); Co-Author, "Qualified Immunity Yesterday, Today,
and Tomorrow: A Review of the Defense's Origins, Current State, and Future" The Journal
of Civil Litigation (2020). Lecturer: Developments in the Law (2012) and Preparing for
Appeals (2014), Virginia Association of Assessing Officials; A Primer on the Public-Private
Transportation Act of 1995, Hampton Roads Association of Commissioners of the
Revenue (2014); Lights, Sirens, & Sovereign Immunity, VADA Spring Meeting 2019;
Governmental Immunity: Yesterday, Today, and Tomorrow, LGA Fall Conference 2021,
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Sovereign Immunity - Shifting Law, Facts, and Circumstances, VADA Fall Meeting 2022.
Additional numerous seminars to Virginia assessing officials on matters related to local
taxation and well as to other attorneys’ groups on matters of civil procedure, police
litigation, and trial practice. Email: jcales@furnissdavis.com

Jonathan R. Hyslop (1984) (Managing Partner) Wofford College, summa cum laude,
B.A., 2006; William & Mary School of Law, J.D., 2009; Articles Editor, William and Mary
Law Review; Admitted to Bar, 2009. Law Clerk to the Virginia Beach Circuit Court (2009-
2010). Member: Virginia State Bar; Norfolk-Portsmouth Bar Association; Virginia Beach
Bar Association; Virginia Association of Defense Attorneys. Tidewater Regional Director,
Virginia Association of Defense Attorneys; Member: Virginia State Bar Standing
Committee on Professionalism (2022 - ); Virginia State Bar Client Protection Fund Board
(2022 - ). Rated "AV" Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory; Named a Rising Star by Virginia
Super Lawyers magazine;, Co-author, "John Doe Pleadings: Not Just for the Uninsured
Motorist Anymore?", The Journal of Civil Litigation (2011); Co-Author, How to Try a Case
When All Eise Fails, Local Government Attorneys of Virginia Fall Conference, 2013; Co-
Author and Lecturer, 2016 Legislative Update, VADA Spring Conference, 2016; Co-Author
and Lecturer, Jury Pool investigation and Jury Selection, VADA Paralegal Seminar, 2017,
2022, 2023; Using Social Media in Discovery and at Trial, VADA Fall Conference 2021.
Email: jhyslop@furnissdavis.com

Of Counsel:

Richard A. Saunders (1952) University of Virginia, B.A., "With Distinction,” 1974,
Marshall-Wythe School of Law, College of William & Mary, J.D., 1977. Admitted to Bar,
1977. Member: American Bar Association; Virginia State Bar; Virginia Bar Association;
Virginia Association of Defense Attorneys; Local Government Attorneys of Virginia;
Defense Research Institute; Norfolk-Portsmouth Bar Association; Virginia Beach Bar
Association; Federal Bar Association. Rated “AV” Martindale-Hubbell Law Directory.
Listed in The Best Lawyers in America, Virginia Super Lawyers and Who's Who in
American Law, and selected by his peers as a member of Virginia's Legal Elite. Named
"Lawyer of the Year" for Personal Injury Litigation - Defendants (Norfolk) by Best Lawyers
(2021). Author and Lecturer: Creating the Record - How to Preserve your Objections at
Trial (1997); Email; rsaunders@furnissdavis.com

Robert M. Furniss, Jr. (1923-1977)
Donnell P. Davis (1924-2000)
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EXHIBIT 2
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EXHIBIT 2
In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation
Firm Name: Furniss, Davis, Rashkind and Saunders, P.C.
ATTORNEY'S FEE REPORT

(Expenses incurred from inception through 8/31/23)

Attorney/Staff Rate Hours Lodestar
Alan Brody Rashkind $375.00 153.1 $57,412.50
Richard A. Saunders $375.00 18.8 $7,050.00
James A. Cales I $375.00 1095.70 $410,887.50
Jonathan Hyslop $375.00 0.5 $187.50
Laurie Corvello $100.00 2.7 $270.00
Diane Furey $100.00 2.7 $270.00

Total: 1273.50 $476,077.50
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EXHIBIT 3
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EXHIBIT 3
In re Zetia Antitrust Litigaticn
Firm Name: Furniss, Davis, Rashkind and Saunders, P.C.
EXPENSE REPORT

{(Expenses incurred from inception through 8/31/23)

EXPENSE CATEGORY AMOUNT
TRAVEL $944.88
COURT FEES $722.85
DELIVERY $58.07
COURT REPORTER $159.30
TOTAL $1,885.10
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EXHIBIT B
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
NORFOLK DIVISION

IN RE: ZETIA (EZETIMIBE) ANTITRUST | MDL No. 2836
LITIGATION No. 2:18-md-2836- RBS-DEM

DECLARATION OF MARVIN A. MILLER IN SUPPORT OF
END-PAYOR PLAINTIFFS’ MOTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL OF
SETTLEMENTS, AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES, REIMBURSEMENT OF
EXPENSES, AND INCENTIVE AWARDS

I, Marvin A. Miller, declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney admitted to practice before the courts of the State of Illinois and
the State of New York and I am a member in the law firm of Miller Law LLC (“Miﬂér Law™). 1
have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this Declaration and, if called as a witness, I would
testify competently to them. I make this Declaration in support of Miller Law’s request for
attorneys® fees and reimbursement of litigation expenses, as set forth in End-Payor Plaintiffs’
Motion for Attorneys’ Fees, Reimbursement of Expenses and Incentive Awards for the Named
Plaintiffs filed contemporaneously herewith.

2. I am counsel of record in this case for plaintiff Painters District Council No. 30
Health & Welfare Fund (“PDC”) and 1 was appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel and Co-Lead
Counsel for the End-Payor Class.

3. A brief description of my firm, which includes a short summary of credentials and
expetience litigating similar complex antitrust pharmaceutical cases is attached as Exhibit 1.

4, Throughout the course of this litigation, my firm kept files contemporaneously
documenting all time spent, including tasks performed, and expenses incurred, All the time and
expenses reported by my firm advanced the tremendous class-wide result achieved in this case.

5. As Interim Co-Lead and Co-Lead Counsel for the End-Payor Class, my firm’s
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work includes research, drafting and oversight of every aspect of the litigation from inception
through settiement with the Defendants. Rather than unnecessarily burden the Court with a
complete duplicate recitation of my firm’s work to achieve the benefits for the Class. I adopt and
respectfully refer the Court to the details of my firm’s work as set forth in §{ 84 and 87 the Joint
Declaration (ECF No. 2133), wh1;ch I adopt as fully set forth herein.

6. The schedule attached as Exhibit 2, and incorporated herein, is a summary of the amount
of time spent by my firm’s attorneys and professional support staff who were involved in this
litigation. It does not include any time devoted to preparing this declaration, The lodestar
calculation is based on my firm’s historical billing rates. Exhibit 2 was prepared from
contemporaneous time records regularly prepared and maintained by my firm. Those records, and
those of other Plaintiff’s counsel, have been maintained by my firm, and I authorize them to be

submitted for inspection by the Court if necessary.

7. The total number of hours reasonably expended and accrued on this litigation by my firm
from inception through August 31, 2023, which does not include time spent preparing this
Declaration, is 14,446.3 hours. The total lodestar for my firm at historic rates is $8,825,378.5.
Expense items are billed separately and are not duplicated in my firm’s lodestar.

8. The expenses my firm iﬁcurred in litigating this action are reflected in the books and
records of my firm. These books and records are prepared from expense vouchers, invoices,
receipts, check records, and other source materials and accurately reflect the expenses incurred.
My firm’s expense records are available for inspection by the Court if necessary.

9. My firm incurred or is obligated to pay a total of $2,135,032.60 in unreimbursed expenses,
all of which were reasonable and necessary for the prosecution of this litigation. A summary of

those expenses by category is attached as Exhibit 3.
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I declare under penalty and perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed
September 1, 2023, in Highland Park, Illinois.

18/ Marvin A. Miller
Marvin A, Miller
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EXHIBIT 1
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Miller Law LIC is a litigation boutique law firm which unites the talents of aftorneys with
combined experience in a wide array of complex civil litigation. The foundation of the fum is the
ability to handle large complex litigation and sophisticated class actions in a variety of practice
areas in federal and state courts across the country.

Our long history of class action litigation expetience covers a varied and broad range of industries
including pharmaceuticals, telecommunications, commodities and securities.

Miller Law LLC’s fees ate contingent on our success in achieving a favorable result for our clients
and are reviewed and awarded by the court. Because we advance the costs of the litigation and our
fees are earned on a predominately contingent basis, we continuously monitor and carefully evaluate
cach case throughout the litigation and understand the need to be efficient. This gives us the confidence
and flexibility to employ creative thought in the decision-making process at every stage of the
litigation. The skill and experience of the Miller Law attorneys has been recognized repeatedly by
their peers, at whose request we have served as lead counsel, co-lead counsel, and liaison, and by
courts, which have appointed our attorneys to leadership positions in complex multi-district or
consolidated litigation in securities, commodities, consumer and antitrust class actions where we have
been responsible for many outstanding recoveries and precedent-making decisions.

Some of the significant cases in which Miller Law atforneys have been proniinently
involved include:

ANTITRUST

Bayside Rubber & Prods., Inc. v. Caleca et al., 07-21784 (S.D. Fla.). This class action alleged that
defendant-manufacturers of flexible rubber hose used to transport oil between ships, terminals,
buoys and tanks, among other things, conspired to fix the prices of the marine hoses.

Brand-Name Prescription Drug Indirect Purchaser Actions, Coordinated antitrust actions against
the major pharmaceutical manufacturers in ten states and the District of Columbia. The actions
were brought under state law on behalf of indirect purchaser consumers who obtained brand name
prescription drugs from retail pharmacies. In 1998, the parties agreed to a multi-state settlement in
the amount of $64.3 million, which was allocated among the actions.

Caldwell v. Matsushita Elec. Indus. Co., Ltd,, 07-6303 (N.D. Cal.). Miller Law LL.C', along with

1 Some attorneys were individually appointed to leadership positions when they were with another firm but
maintained their position when joining Miller Law LLC.
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co-counsel, represented a plaintiff who sought damages and injunctive relief for alleged antitrust
violations relating to flat screens.

Garabedian v. LASMSA Limited Partnership, No. 721144 (Superior Court, Orange County, Cal.).
Class action under California’s Cartwright Act which alleged price-fixing of cellular telephone
service in the Los Angeles area market. The court granted final approval to two settlements that
provided $165 million of in-kind benefits.

In re Aftermarket Filters Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 1957, 08-4883 (N.D. I1L.). The complaint alleged
a conspiracy among the Defendants and their co-conspirators to fix prices and to engage in other
untawful practices intended to raise, maintain, and/or stabilize prices for replacement motor vehicle
oil, fuel and engine air filters (“Filters™). The firm served as liaison counsel for the Indirect
Purchasers. The Court has granted final approval of a settlement of Indirect Purchasers.

In re Air Cargo Shipping Servs. Antitrust Litig., 06-MD-1775 (E.D. N.Y.). Miller Law LLC
represents plaintiffs who ssought recovery from air cargo shipping provider-defendants that it is
alleged participated in a global conspiracy to fix prices charged for these shipping services at supra-
competitive levels, in violation of the federal antitrust laws.

In re Airline Ticket Commission Antitrust Litig., MDL No, 1058 (D. Minn.). Antitrust class action
on behalf of travel agents against the major airlines for allegedly fixing the amount of commissions
payable on ticket sales, The action settled for $87 million. See 953 F. Supp. 280 (D. Minn. 1997).

In re Automotive Parts Antitrust Litig., (In re Instrument Panel Clusters Case), 12-MD-02311
(E.D. MI). Miller Law LLC represents direct purchaser plaintiffs.

In re Cellular Phone Cases, Coordination Proceeding No. 4000 (Superior Court, San Francisco
County, Cal.). Class action under California’s Cartwright Act, which alleged price-fixing of
cellular telephone service in the San Francisco area market. The $35 million in-kind benefits to the
Class was granted final approval.

In re Cathode Ray Tube (CRT) Antitrust Litig., MDL 1917, 07-5944-SC (N.D. Cal.). The antitrust
class action complaint contains allegations of price fixing of Cathode Ray Tubes and Cathode Ray
Tube Products including those used in televisions, computer monitors and other devices,

In re Liquid Aluminum Sulfate Antitrust Litig., 16-MD-02687 (D. NJ). Marvin Miller, as court-
appointed, co-lead counsel for a class of indirect purchasers, successfully obtained final approval of a
$33 million settlement package for the class stemming from alleged price-fixing and bid-rigging of
liquid aluminum sulfate, a water treatment chemical. The $33 million settlement likely exceeded one
hundred percent of the estimated, aggregated treble damages sustained by the class.

In re Lithotripsy Antitrust Litig., No. 98 C 8394 (N.DD. IIL.). Antitrust class action arising out of
alleged stabilization of urologist fees in the Chicago metropolitan area.
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In re: Polyurethane Foam Antitrust Litigation, 10 MDL 2196 (NDOH). This antitrust class action
sought damages sustained by indirect purchasers of polyurethane foam as a result of defendants’

" agreements to fix the prices and allocate customers for flexible polyurethane foam which is a major
component of bedding, furniture and other products. Marvin Miller was appointed Lead Counsel for
the Indirect Purchasers. On January 27, 2016, the Court granted final approval of nine settlements
valued at $151,250,000.

In re Potash Antitrust Litig. No. IT, MDL No. 1996, 08-6910 (N.D. IiL.). This case was brought on
behalf of a class of plaintiffs who indirectly purchased potash products in the United States from one
or more named Defendants. Plaintiff alleged, that in order to maintain price stability and increase
profitability, Defendants conspired and combined to fix, raise, maintain, and stabilize the prices for
potash that was sold in the United States and that the Defendants exchanged sensitive, non-public
information about prices, capacity, sales volumes, and demand, allocated market shares, customers and
volumes to be sold; and coordinated on output, including the limitation of production, to further and
enact the price fixing conspiracy. On June 6, 2013, the Court granted final approval of class action
settlement

In re: Text Messaging Antitrust Litig., 08-7082 (N.D. T11.). The Complaint in this Multidistrict
Litigation seeks relief against the major cellular service providers because of alleged price fixing
of text messaging charges. Mr. Miller was appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee.

Kieen Products LLC, et al. v. Int’l Paper , et al., 10-5711 (N.D. IIL). Nationwide Sherman Act
class action for direct purchasers involving price-fixing and supply restriction claims against the
major integrated producers of containerboard and corrugated products.

Painters District Council No. 30 Health and Welfare Fund v. Evanston Northwestern
Healthcare, 08-2541 (N.D. T11.). Defendant Evanston Northwestern Healthcare (now NorthShore
University Health System) is being sued to recover inflated prices for healthcare services in
violation of antitrust laws.

PHARMACEUTICAL ANTITRUST

In re Actos Antitrust Litig., 13-09244 (S.D.N.Y.) Miller Law LLC represents a Third-Party Payor
Union Health and Welfare Fund in this indirect purchaser antitrust action.

In re Aggrenox Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 02516 (D. Ct.) Miller Law LLC and the other co-lead
counsel for the End Payor Class were granted final approval of a $54 million settlement, July 2018,
thereby settling this antitrust action seeking treble damages arising out of the defendants’ unlawful
exclusion of generic substitutes from the market.

In re Cardizem CD Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 1278 (E.D. Mich.). Multi-district class action on behaif
of purchasers of Cardizem CD, a brand-name heart medication manufactured and marketed by
Hoechst Marion Roussel, Inc. (now merged into Aventis Pharmaceuticals, Inc,) Plaintiffs alleged that
an agreement between HMR and generic manufacturer Andrx Corp. unlawfully stalled generic
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competition. The $80 million settlement for the benefit of third-party payors and consumers was
granted final approval. In re Cardizem CD Antitrust Litig., 218 F.R.D. 508 (E.D. Mich, 2003),
appeal dismissed, 391 F.3d 812 (6th Cir. 2004).

In re Effexor XR Antitrust Litig., 11-5590 (DN.J.). Miller Law LLC, along with co-counsel,
represents indirect purchaser opt-out plaintiffs in this antitrust action against Wyeth, Inc., Wyeth
Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Wyeth-Whitehall Pharmaceuticals and Wyeth Pharmaceuticals Company.

In re Flonase Antitrust Litig., 08-3301 (E.D. Pa.), Plaintiffs alleged that Defendants engaged in
anticompetitive activities and abuse of the citizen petition process to maintain their monopoly
profits in the fluticasone propionate market. Marvin Miller and Lori Fanning were appointed co-
lead counsel for the Indirect Purchaser Class. An Indirect Purchaser Class was certified on June
18, 2012. Judge Brody granted final approval of a $35 million settlement.

In re Lidoderm Antitrust Litig., 14-md-2521-WHO (N.D. Cal.). Miller Law served as an executive
committee member of the End-Payor pharmaceutical antitrust litigation.

In re Loestrin Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 2472 (D. R.1.). Miller Law LLC was co-lead counsel for
Indirect Purchaser Plaintiffs in this antitrust action secking damages arising out of the defendants’
unlawful exclusion of generic substitutes from the market. A Third Party Payor Class was certified
and the case was set for trial in January, 2020. Final approval of the $63.5 million settlement was
granted by Judge William E .Smith,

In re Lorazepam & Clorazepate Antitrust Litig., MDL 1290 (D.D.C.). This muiti-district class action
arose out of an alleged scheme to corner the market on the active pharmaceutical ingredients
necessary to manufacture generic clorazepate and lorazepam tablets. After cornering the market on
the supply, defendants raised prices for generic clorazepate and lorazepam tablets by staggering
amounts (i.e., 1,900% to over 6,500%) despite no significant increase in costs. On February 1, 2002,
Judge Thomas . Hogan approved a class action settlement on behalf of consumers, state attoreys
general, and third-party payors in the aggregate amount of $135 million. See 205 F.R.D. 369 (D.D.C.
2002), :

In re Niaspan Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 2460 (E.D. Pa.) Mr, Miller is co-lead counsel for Indirect
Purchaser Plaintiffs in this antitrust action seeking treble damages arising out of the defendants’
unlawful exclusion of generic substitutes from the market for this cholesterol drug,

In re Relafen Antitrust Litig., 01-12239 (D. Mass.). The United States District Court for the
District of Massachusetts granted final approval to a $75 million class action settlement for the
benefit of consumers and third-party payors who paid for branded and generic versions of the
arthritis medication Relafen. Mr. Miller was one of the co-lead counsel for the Class.

In re Solodyn Antitrust Litig., (D. Mass.). Mr. Miller was on the Executive Committee in this
Indirect Purchaser antitrust action where a $40 settlement was approved in July 2018. The action
arose out of the defendants’ unlawful exclusion of generic substitutes from the market for oral
antibiotics for the treatment of acne.
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In re Suboxone (Buprenorphine Hydrochloride and Naloxone) Antirust Litig., MDL No. 2445
(E.D. Pa.). In this Indirect Purchaser antitrust action seeking treble damages arising out of the
defendants’ unlawful exclusion of generic substitutes from the market, Mr. Miller serves as co-lead
counsel for the putative Indirect Purchaser Class. A state antitrust/consumer protection class was
certified on September 27, 2019. '

In re Synthroid Marketing Litig., MDL No. 1182 (N.D. IlL). This seminal “pay-for-delay” multi-
district action arose out of alleged unlawful activities with respect to the marketing of Synthroid, a
levothyroxine product used to treat thyroid disorders. Final approval of a setilement in the amount
of $87.4 million plus interest. See 188 F.R.D. 295 (N.D. IIl. 1999) was upheld on appeal. See 264
F.3d 712 (7" Cir. 2001).

In re Warfarin Sodium Antitrust Litig., MDL 98-1232 (D. Del.). A multi-district class action on
behalf of purchasers of Coumadin, the brand-name warfarin sodium manufactured and marketed by
DuPont Pharmaceutical Company. Plaintiffs alleged that the defendant engaged in anticompetitive
conduct that wrongfully suppressed competition from generic warfarin sodium. The case settled for
$44.5 million which was affirmed on appeal. See In re Warfarin Sodium Antitrust Litig., 212 F.R.D.
231 (D. Del. 2002).

In re Wellbutrin XL Indirect Purchaser Antitrust Litig., 08-2433 (E.D. Pa.), Painters District
Council No. 30 Health and Welfare Fund v. Biovail Corp., 08-2688 (E.D. Pa.). Plaintiff alleged
that Defendants engaged in sham litigation and engaging in anticompetitive agreements to maintain
their monopoly profits in the bupropion HCI extended release marlket.

In re Zetia (Ezetimibe) Antitrust Litig., 2:18-md-02836 (E.D.Va.). Mr. Miller is co-lead counsel
for the End-Payor Plaintiffs in this antitrust action seeking damages caused by defendants’
unlawful exclusion of generic substitutes from the market,

Ryan-House v. GlaxeSmithKline PLC, No. 02-442 (E.D. Va.). Plaintiffs alleged that GSK, which
makes Augmentin, misled the United States Patent Office into issuing patents to protect Augmentin
from competition from genetic substitutes. The case was resolved and the court approved a $29

million setilement for the benefit of consumers and third-party payors. Ryan-House, et al v.
GlaxoSmithKline, PLC, et al., No. 02-442, (January 10, 2005, E.D. Va.)

In re Namenda Indirect Purchaser Antitrust Litig., No. 15-¢v-6549 (S.D.N.Y )(CM)(RWL) Mr.
Miller and Ms. Fanning of Miller Law LLC are two of the co-lead counsel for the End-Payor
Plaintiffs in this antitrust action seeking damages arising out of the defendants’ unlawful exclusion
of generic substitutes from the market through allegations of product hop and reverse payment.
The $56,438,000 settlement is pending final approval.

COMMODITIES
In re Commodity Exchange, Inc., Silver Futures and Options Trading Litig., MDL. No, 2213

(S.D.N.Y.) This class alleges that the defendants intentionally manipulated the price of silver
futures options contracts in violation of the Commodities Exchange Act.
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In re: Dairy Farmers Of America, Inc. Cheese Antitrust Litig., MDL No. 2031, Master File No,
09-03690 (N.D. II1.) This action alleged that Defendants conspired and agreed to fix or manipulate
the prices of Chicago Mercantile Exchange Class III milk futures contracts, CME Cheese Spot Call
contract. '

In re First Commodity Corp. of Boston Customer Account Litig., MDL No. 713 (D. Mass). Class
actions alleged violation of the anti-fraud provisions of the Commodity Exchange Act. The action
settled for $5.3 million, See 119 F.R.D. 301 (D. Mass. 1987).

In re Int’l Trading Group, Ltd. Customer Account Litig., No. 89-5545 RSWL (GHKx) (C.D.
Cal.). Class action alleged violation of the anti-fraud provisions of the Commodity Exchange Act.
The case settled with individual defendants and proceeded to a judgment against the corporate
entity. In that phase, the Court awarded the Class a constructive trust and equitable lien over the
corporation's assets and entered a $492 million judgment in favor of the Class. Mr. Miller served
as Co-Lead Counsel for Plaintiffs

In re Soybean Futures Litig., No. 89-7009 (N.D. 1lI.). A commodities manipulation class action
against Ferruzzi Finanziaria, S.p.A. and related companies for unlawfully manipulating the
soybean futures market in 1989. In December 1996, the court approved a settlement in the amount
of $21,500,000. See 892 F. Supp. 1025 (N.D. Iil. 1995). Mr. Miller served as Co-Lead Counsel for
Plaintiffs.

In re Sumitomo Copper Litig., 96- 4584(MP) (S.D.N.Y.). Class action arising out of manipulation
of the world copper market. On October 7, 1999, the court approved settlements aggregating
$134,600,000. See 189 F.R.D. 274 (S.D.N.Y. 1999). In awarding attorneys fees, Judge Milton
Pollack noted that it was the largest class action recovery in the 75 plus year history of the
Commodity Exchange Act. 74 F, Supp. 2d 393 (S.D.N.Y. Nov. 15, 1999). Additional reported .
opinions: 995 F, Supp. 451 (S.D.N.Y. 1998); 182 F.R.D. 85 (S.D.N.Y. 1998). Mr. Miller was
appointed by Judge Pollack as Plaintiffs’ Co-Lead Counsel.

Dennison v. BP Corp., No. 06-3334 (N.D. I11). This class action was commenced to recover
damages as a result of defendant’s alleged improper conduct in manipulating the price of propane.
On February 10, 2010, the Court granted final approval of the $15,250,000 cash settlement. Mr.
Miller served as Co-Lead Counsel in this consolidated Plaintiffs’ class action.

Hershey, et al. v. Pacific Investment Management Co., No. 05-4681 (N.D. IlL.). This class action
recovered for alleged vielations of the Commodity Exchange Act when the Defendants improperly
manipulated the Ten-Year Treasury bonds. On July 31, 2009, the Seventh Circuit Court of Appeals
affirmed the decision that this case can proceed as a class action. On May 2, 2011, the Court entered
a $118.75 million judgment in favor of the class. Mr. Miller, at the request of Lead Counsel, served
as liaison counsel for the Plaintiffs.

Smith v. Groover, 77-2297 (N.D. 111.). A commodities fraud and antitrust class action against the

Chicago Board of Trade and several floor traders involving the manipulation of the soybean market
through bucketing. The case established that, in the Northern District of Illinois, a plaintiff has an
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implied private right of action under the Commeodity Exchange Act and that an Exchange can be
sued for negligence in failing to supervise its members, Mr. Miller was one of Plaintiff’s counsel
in this precedent making decision.

CONSUMER PROTECTION

Greene v. Sears Protection Company, et al., 15-¢v-2546 (N.D. IiL). Miller Law LLC is co-lead
counsel in this consumer protection action against Sears for breach of their agreements,
deceptive practices, and unjust enrichment in which a nationwide class was certified.

Credit Protection Actions. This group of class action complaints contained allegations
regarding the activities undertaken by various banks throughout the country who market and
sell products associated with their credit cards known as “Credit Protect,” “Credit Protector,”
“Payment Protector,” “PaymentAid,” “PaymentAid Plus,” and other monikers that all offer
similar coverage that is indistinguishable from a contract of credit insurance but not sold as
insurance.

In re Mercedes Benz Tele-Aid Contract Litig., MDL No. 1914, No. 07-2720 (D.N.J.). Plaintiffs sought
compensatory and other damages for allegations relating to Mercedes Benz’s failure to inform
Mercedes vehicle purchasers of Model Years 2002 through 2006 that their analog-only Tele Aid
systems would become obsolete and would stop functioning after December 31, 2007. The court
granted class certification on April 27, 2009, and approved a settlement on September 9, 2011.

EMPLOYMENT

Bergman v. Kindred Healthcare, Inc., 10-191 (N.D. I11), The firm filed this action with co-counsel
to recover overtime wages for employees.

Camilotes v. Resurrection Healtheare and Saint Joseph Hospital, 10-0366 (N.D. IlL.). This is a
nationwide collective action under the Fair Labor Standards Act, 29 U.S.C. § 201 ef seg. (“FLSA”™),
brought on behalf of a class of plaintiffs whose pay was subject to an unpaid “meal break”, and a

statewide class action on behalf of all Illinois citizens to recover all unpaid wages under the Ilhncns
Minimum Wage Law, (“IMWL”).

DeMarco v. Northwestern Memorial Healthcare and Northwestern Memorial Hospital, 10-
00397 (N.D. II1.). This was a nationwide collective action under the Fair Labor Standards Act, 29
U.S.C. §201 ef seq. (“FLSA”), brought on behalf of a class of plaintiffs whose pay was subject to
an unpaid “meal break”, and a statewide class action on behalf of all Illinois citizens to recover all
unpaid wages under the Illinois Minimum Wage Law (“IMWL”).

Howard v. Securitas Sec, Servs., 08-2746 (N.ID. I1L.). Miller Law and co-counsel sought to recover

overtime wages for employees. The Court granted class certification in January 2009. Judge
Feinérman granted final approval of class settlement in May 2014.
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King v. Heritage Enterprises, Inc., 10-3647 (N.D. 111.). This collective action under the Fair Labor
Standards Act, 29 U.S.C. § 201 ef seq. (“FLSA™), was brought on behalf of a class of plaintiffs
whose pay was subject to an unpaid “meal break”.

SECURITIES

City of Lakeland Employees Pension Plan v. Baxter Inf’l Inc., 10-06016 (N.D. 111.). Miller Law
LLC served as liaison counsel in this securities fraud litigation that alleges defendants issued
materially false and misleading statements regarding the Baxter’s plasma-derivative products
business.

Lawrence E. Jaffe Pension Plan v. Household Int’l, 02-5893 (N.D, Ill.). The firm served as
liaison counsel and served on the trial team in this securities fraud litigation alleging that Household
engaged in a variety of illegal sales practices and improper lending techniques to manipulate
publicly reported financial statistics. Mr. Miller was a member of the trial team. The case was tried

and the jury awarded a verdict in favor of plaintiffs. After appeal, the case settled for more than
$1.5 billion.

Abrams v. Van Kampen Funds, Case No. 01-7538 (N.D. IlL.). A class action involving a mutual
fund that was charged with improperly valuating its net asset value. After extensive discovery, the
case settled for in excess of $31 million and was granted final approval.

Central Laborers’ Pension Fund v, Sirva, Inc., 04-7644 (N.D. 111.). A $53 million settlement was
approved in this national securities class action which sought recovery from the defendant for
violations of the securities laws because of the alleged failure to disclose to the investing public the
true financial condition of the company. Mr. Miller served as Plaintiff’s ligison counsel at the
request of Lead counsel.

Danis v. USN Communications, Inc., No, 98-7482 (N.D. 1lL.). Securities fraud class action arising
out of the collapse and subsequent bankruptcy of USN Communications, Inc. The court approved a
$44.7 million settlement with certain control persons and underwriters. Reported decisions: 73 F.
Supp. 2d 923 (N.D. T11. 1999); 189 F.R.D. 391 (N.D. Ill. 1999); 121 F. Supp. 2d 1183 (N.D. Ill. 2000).
At the request of Co-Lead Counsel, Mr. Miller served as ligison counsel for Plaintiffs.

In re Archer-Daniels-Midland, Inc, Sec. Litig., No. 95-2287 (C.D. [l1.). A class action atising out
of the Archer-Daniels-Midland price-fixing scandal. Plaintiffs brought claims for securities law
violations which settled for $30 million.

In re Baldwin-United Corp. Sec. Litig., MDL-581 (S.D.N.Y.). In this early multi-district securities
class action, Plaintiffs’ counsel advanced the novel issue of whether Single Premium Deferred
Annuities sold by the stock brokerage industry were securities and the sale of approximately $4.2
billion were in violation of the federal and state securities laws. A $180 million settlement was
obtained and was one of the largest securities class action settlements at the time. In awarding interim
counsel fees, Judge Charles Brieant commented "...that plaintiffs' attorneys [including Marvin A.
Miller as co-lead counsel] had rendered extremely valuable services with diligence, energy and
imagination, and are entitled to just compensation."
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In re Bank One Shareholders Class Actions, No. 00-880 (N.D. Il1.). In this securities fraud class
action against Bank One and certain officers, Judge Milton L. Shadur appointed Mr. Miller to draft
the Consolidated Class Action Complaint. At the request of court-appointed lead counsel, Mr.
Miller served as Plaintiffs’ ligison counsel. Judge Shadur subsequently approved a $45 million
settlement.

In re Caremark Int’l, Inc. Sec. Litig., No. 94-4751 (N.D. Tl1.). This action arose out of Caremark’s
allegedly improper financial arrangements with physicians. A $25 million settlement concluded
the litigation.

In re Nuveen Fund Litig., No. 94-360 (N.D. IIL.). Class action and derivative suit under the
Investment Company Act arising out of coercive tender offerings in two closed-end mutual funds.

In re Prudential Sec. Inc. Ltd, Partnerships Litig., MDL 1005 (S.D.N.Y.). A nationwide multi-

" district class action arising out of Prudential Securities Incorporated’s marketing and sale of
speculative limited partnership interests. The final settlements produced an aggregate of more than
$132 million for injured investors.

In re Salton/Maxim Sec. Litig., No. 91-7693 (N.D. I1L.). Class action arising out of public offering
of Salton/Maxim Housewares, Inc. stock. On September 23, 1994, Judge James S. Holderman
(former Chief Judge of the United States District Court for the Northern District of Iilinois)
approved a multi-million dollar settlement achieved for the class, commenting that “it was a
pleasure to preside over [the case] because of the skill and the quality of the lawyering on
everyone's part in connection with the case.”

In re Sears, Roebuck and Co. Sec. Litig., No. 02-07527 (N.D. 1l1.). Sears settled a class action
lawsuit for $215 million in a case brought by shareholders. The case alleged breach of fiduciary
duty for failing to prevent improper bankruptey collection practices under the company's debt
reaffirmation agreements. Mr, Miller served as plaintiff’s ligison counsel in this nationwide
securities case.

In re Telesphere Sec. Litig., 89-1875 (N.D. I1L.). In his opinion approving a class action settlement,
Judge Milton 1. Shadur referred to Marvin A. Miller as “...an experienced securities law class action
litigator and who also has 20 years [now 52 years| practice under his belt. This Court has seen the
quality of that lawyer's wotk in other litigation, and it is first-rate,” 753 F.Supp. 716, 719 (N.D. IlL.
1990).

In re VMS Sec. Litig., 89-9448 (N.D. IIL.). A securities fraud class action and derivative suit
relating to publicly traded real estate investments. The court certified a plaintiff class and subclasses
of approximately 100,000 members, 136 F.R.D. 466 (N.D. Ill. 1991) and approved a class and
derivative settlement worth $98 million.

Garden City Employees’ Retirement System v. Anixter Int’l Inc., 09-5641 (N.D. IIL.). This is a

secutities class action on behalf of purchasers of Anixter common stock during the class period
seeking to pursue remedies under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Exchange Act™).
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Horton v, Merrill Lynch, Pierce Fenner & Smith, Inc.,No. 91-276-CIV-5-D (E.D.N.C.). A multi-
million dollar settlement was approved in this securities fraud class action arising out of a broker's
marketing of a speculative Australian security. The Court stated that “the experience of class
counsel warrants affording their judgment appropriate deference in determining whether to approve
the proposed settlement.” 855 F. Supp. 825, 831 (E.D.N.C. 1994).

Hoxworth v. Blinder Robinson & Co., 88-0285 (E.D. Pa.). A securities fraud and RICO class
action resulting from alleged manipulative practices and boiler-room operations in the sale of
“penny stocks.” Judgment in excess of $70 million was entered and that judgment was affirmed by
the Third Circuit Court of Appeals, 980 F.2d 912 (3rd Cir. 1992). See also Hoxworth v. Blinder,
74 F.3d 205 (10th Cir. 1996).

Jones v. Corus Bancshares, Inc., 09-1538 (N.D. Il.}. Miller Law LLC served as /iaison counsel
in this securities fraud action against Corus.

Makor Issues & Rights & Ltd. v. Tellabs, 02-4356 (N.D. I11.). This securities fraud action alleges
that Tellabs, a global supplier of optical networking, broadband access and voice-quality
enhancement solutions to telecommunications carriers and internet service providers engaged in
wrongdoing concerning certain of its core products. Mr. Miller served as /izison counsel. The case
was argued before the United States Supreme Court and created precedent for the pleading standard
in securities cases. Tellabs v. Makor Issues & Rights, Ltd., 127 S.Ct, 2499 (2007). The court granted
class certification on February 24, 2009. The court granted final approval of a settlement on July
26, 2011.

Mirsky v. Ulta Salon, Cosmetics and Fragrance Inc., 07-7083 (N.D. IIL). As alleged in the
complaint, defendants issued materially false and misleading statements in connection with the [PO
concerning ULTA’s financial condition and the levels of its selling, general and administrative
expenses inventories. The court approved settlement on November 16, 2009,

Silverman v. Motorola, 07-4507 (N.D. I11.). Miller Law LLC served as /igison counsel in this
securities fraud action against Motorola —one of the world’s largest producers of wireless handsets.
The court granted class certification on August 25, 2009. The court approved a $200 million
settlement.

Plumbers and Pipefitters Local Union No. 630 Pension-Annuity Trust Fund v. Allscripts-Misys
Healthcare Solutions, Inc., 09-4726 (N.D. IIL.). This was a securities class action on behalf of
purchasers of Allscripts-Misys Healthcare Solutions, Inc. common stock during the class period
secking to pursue remedies under the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 (the “Exchange Act™),

INTELLECTUAL PROPERTY

Acco Brands USA v. PC Guardian Anti-Theft Products, Inc., No. 06-7102 (N.D. IIL.). The firm
represented one of the named defendants in this alleged patent infringement case.

Baxter Int’l v. McGaw, Inc., (N.D. I11.), Mr. Miiler, together with co-counsel, successfully represented
the Defendant in this patent infringement case and served as a member of the frial team

17




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 31 of 278 PagelD#
61228

which won a jury verdict of non-infringement of three needleless injection sites and also obtained
a finding that the Plaintiff had engaged in inequitable conduct on two of the patents. The decision
was affirmed by the Court of Appeals Federal Circuit. (96-1329, -1342, 97-1331, -1350 decided
June 30, 1998).

Golden Bridge Technology v. AT&T Corp., et al., 10-428, 11-165 (consolidated) (D. Del.)
represented plaintiff in this multi-defendant patent infringement litigation.

SHAREHOLDER AND DERIVATIVE ACTIONS

Kimberly Petersen, derivatively and on behalf of the Allstate Corp., No. 18-cvy-03598 (N.D. Il1.)
The firm serves as liagison counsel in this derivative action.

Murphy v. CDW Corp., 07-3033 (N.D. T11.). The firm represented a class of the public shareholders
of CDW Corporation who sued the company and its directors for breach of fiduciary duties in
connection with their acceptance of the $7.3 billion buyout. The complaint alleged, among other
matters, that the price did not reflect the true value of the company to its shareholders. The firm had

been appointed Jiaison counsel for the class. The Court entered an order approving the settlement on
May 7, 2008.

Scott Wells, derivatively on behalf of Treelouse Foods, Inc., 2016-CH-16359 (Circuit Court of
Cook County, I11.). The firm is /igison counsel in this derivative action.

OTHER REPRESENTATIVE CASES

In re: Ameriquest Mortgage Co. Mortgage Lending Practices Litig., MDL No. 1715 (N.D. I1L), This
large multidistrict national class action against this “subprime” lender, challenges Ameriquest’s
alleged predatory lending practices, “bait and switch”, faulty appraisals, improper late fees and hidden
costs, among other practices, and seeks damages and remedial relief on behalf of borrowers. At
Plaintiffs’ Co-lead counsel’s request, Mr. Miller serves as liaison counsel.

In re Sears, Roebuck and Co., ERISA Litig., 02-8324 (N.D. I1L). Mr. Miller served as plaintiff’s
liaison counsel in this nationwide action. Sears settled this ERISA action for $14.5 million in cash.
The case alleged breaches of fiduciary duties in contravention of the Employee Retirement Income
Security Act of 1974. The plan participants will directly benefit from the resulting settlement.

PrimeCo Personal Communications, L.P. v. Ill. Commerce Comm’n., No. 98 CH 5500 (Circuit
Court of Cook County, I11.). This class action sought recovery of an unconstitutional infra-structure
maintenance fee imposed by municipalities on wireless telephone and pager customers in the State
of Illinois. The court granted final approval to a settlement of more than $31 million paid by the City
of Chicago. Subsequently, the court certified a settlement class of all wireless users in the State of
[llinois and a Defendant Class of municipalities throughout the state which collected Infrastructure
Maintenance Fees from wircless users and approved a settlement for the Class in excess of $11
million. Mr. Miller served as co-lead counsel for Plaintiffs in this novel class action.
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Rodriguez v. CenturyTel, Inc., 09-50006 (N.D. II1.). In this FLSA action, Miller Law LLC
recovered overtime and other wages for employees, The Court approved a settlement in September,
2009.

DEFENDANT REPRESENTATIONS

In addition to our representation of plaintiffs, Miller Law attorneys have also represented
defendants in complex class actions and derivative suits, including In re Del-Val Financial Corp.
Sec. Litig., MDL-872 (S.D.N.Y.); In re Kenbee Limited Partnership Litig., No. 91-2174 (D.N.J.);
Weiss v. Winner's Circle of Chicago, Inc., No. 91-2780 (N.D. IlL.); Levy v. Stern, No. 11955 (New
Castle County, Delaware). The court's decision in In re Del-Val Financial Corp. Sec. Litig., 868 I,
Supp. 547 (S.D.N.Y. 1994) resulted in a significant extension of the law concerning partial
settlements of securities fraud class actions.

In the area of Intellectual Property, Miller Law attorneys represented McGaw, Inc. in an alleged
patent infringement jury trial. The jury found in favor of our client and the decision was affirmed
by the Federal Circuit. (96-1329, -1342, 97-1331, -1350 decided June 30, 1998); and represent
Elizabeth Arden, Inc, for alleged violation of improperly extending patents, No. 10 C 3491) (N.D.
IIL). Mr. Miller also represents defendant PSMI Resources, Inc, in the Modern Trade
Communications, Inc. v. PSMJ Resources, Inc., 10-5380 (N.D. T11.)

Individual Biographies

KATHLEEN E. BOYCHUCK focuses her practice on antitrust and consumer protection complex
class litigation. Ms. Boychuck currently manages the electronic discovery review for document-
intensive, multi-defendant antitrust class actions. She is active in the prosecution of' a matter against
a major U.S. pharmaceutical company relating to conduct which has caused generic delay into the
market.

Ms, Boychuck graduated from The John Marshall Law School. While in law school, she appeared on
the Dean’s List. Ms. Boychuck also participated in a study abroad program with a concentration in
international human rights in Salzburg, Austria, taught by the Honorable Anthony M. Kennedy,
Associate Justice of the United States Supreme Court. Ms. Boychuck received her Bachelor of Arts
in Political Science from the University of Wisconsin-Madison. She interned for the American Bar
Association’s Standing Committee on Law and National Security in Washington, D.C., in suppott of
the legal response to terrorism, weapons of mass destruction and information wartfare.

She is admitted to practice in the state of Illinois and the United States District Court for the
Northern District of Illinois. Ms. Boychuck is a member of the American Batr Association.

LORI A. FANNING concentrates her practice on complex class litigation in a wide range of matters
in federal and state court, primarily in the arcas of consumer protection, antitrust, derivatives, and
securities. She has prosecuted a variety of lawsuits involving the aitline, banking, credit card, internet,
pharmaceutical, and insurance industries. Ms. Fanning currently litigates antitrust claims in the
pharmaceutical sector, including such cases as Effexor, Loestrin, Namenda, Niaspan, Suboxone, and
Zetia, and previously in such actions as Aggrenox and Solodyn, and Ms. Fanning represented the End
Payor Class in Flonase as co-lead counsel for the End Payor Class. She has also prosecuted
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actions such as In re: Polyurethane Antitrust Litigation which settled for over $150 million; consumer
protection actions, such as Greene v. Sears Protection Company, et al., 15-cv-2546 (N.D, IIL.) where
a nationwide class was certified and has defended patent litigation on behalf of Datamation Systems,
Inc. Ms. Fanning actively participated in the trial preparations for [n re Visa Check/MasterMoney
Antitrust Litigation, a civil antitrust case that settled for in excess of $3 billion on the eve of trial. Prior
to attending law school, she enjoyed a successful career as a logistician with the United States
government at the Naval Sea Systems Command in the Washington, D.C. area in support of Foreign
Military Sales, new ship construction, and naval equipment. For her dedication, the Department of the
Navy honored her with the Meritorious Civilian Service medal.

Ms. Fanning received her law degree with honors and a Certificate in Litigation and Alternative
Dispute Resolution from the Illinois Institute of Technology/Chicago-Kent College of Law. She
also earned a Master of Science in Administration from Central Michigan University, and a B.A.,
from the University of Nebraska at Omaha. She is admitted to practice in the state of Illinois and
the federal district courts for the Northern District of Illinois, the Eastern District of Wisconsin,
and the United States Courts of Appeals for the Seventh and Ninth Circuits. Ms. Fanning is a
member of the American Bar Association. Ms. Fanning also serves on the board of a non-profit,
Intrigue Performance Dance Company. IPDC raises money for dance scholarships for dancers who
could not otherwise afford to pursue their passion for dance.

MARVIN A, MILLER has 52 years of commercial and class action litigation experience. Mr. Miller
has been lead or co-lead counsel across the full spectrum of industries (airling, cell and telephone,
financial services, Internet and technology, manufacturing, pharmaceuticals, retailing, stock broker and
exchange, and utilities) and practices (anfittust, consumer and investor fraud and protection,
employment and employee benefits, insurance, shareholder derivative actions) that encompasses Miller
Law LLC’s practice. Mr. Miller holds an AV Pre-eminent (highest) rating from Martindale-Hubbell.
Each year from January 2007 through 2013 and 2015, 2016, and 2017, Law & Politics and the
publishers of Chicago Magazine named Mr. Miller an [llinois Super Lawyer. Super Lawyers are the
top 5 percent of attorneys in Illinois, as chosen by their peers and through the independent research of
Law & Politics. Mr, Miller has also served as a panelist for Practising Law Institute.

Prior to founding Miller Law LLC, Mr. Miller was a co-founder of another national class action law
firm. Throughout his career in class action jurisprudence, Mr. Miller has represented shareholders
and investors in high profile and precedent-setting class action litigation involving such companies
as Continental Illinois National Bank and Trust and Baldwin United Corporation. He was lead
attorney in Smith v. Groover, in which he represented clients against the Chicago Board of Trade and
several of its traders; the decision in the case, later affirmed, sub. nom., in Curran v. Merrill Lynch
Pierce Fenner & Smith, by the U.S, Supreme Court, established the precedent that an individual has
an implied private right of action to sue an Exchange for negligence in failing to supervise its
members.

Mr. Miller has 52 years of commercial and class action litigation experience. He has been
appointed lead counsel, co-lead counsel, or other leadership positions in class actions across the
full spectrum of industries and practices, including antitrust, consumer and investor fraud and
protection, employment and employee benefits, insurance, sharcholder derivative actions. From
January 2007 through 2023, Law & Politics and the publishers of Chicago magazine named Mr.
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Miller an Hlinois Super Lawyer. Super Lawyers are the top five percent of attorneys in Illinois,
as chosen by their peers and through the independent research of Law & Politics. He also has
been awarded an AV Preeminent Attorney by Martindale-Hubble.

Mr. Miller is a 1970 graduate from Illinois Institute of Technology-Chicago-Kent College of Law
where he was a member of the Editorial Board of the Chicago-Kent Law Review. He received his
undergraduate degree from Hofstra University 1967. He is admitted to the state bars of Illinois and
New York, and numerous United States Courts and Courts of Appeals.

ANDREW SZOT handles complex commercial litigation matters throughout the United States on
behalf of individuals, organizations and companies, including the prosecution of class actions
involving antitrust violations, commercial fraud, violations of the federal Motor Carrier Safety
Administration Truth-in-Leasing statute and corresponding federal regulations, as well as actions
brought pursuant to the federal False Claims Act (qui fam actions). Mr. Szot’s advocacy has helped
achieve significant victories for several indirect purchaser classes, such as in In re: Polyurethane
Antitrust Litigation ($150 million class settlement for indirect purchasers); In re: Potash Antitrust
Litigation (1) (N.D. I1L) ($17.5 million class settlement for indirect purchasers); and In re. Flonase
Antitrust Litig. (E.D. Pa)) ($46 million class settlement for indirect purchasers). Most recently, on
behalf of a class of indirect purchasers, Mr. Szot successfully obtained final approval of a $33 million
settlement package for the class stemming from alleged price-fixing and bid-rigging of liquid
aluminum sulfate, a water treatment chemical, The $33 million settlement likely exceeded one
hundred percent of the estimated, aggregated freble damages sustained by the class. Mr. Szot has been
repeatedly selected as an lllinois Rising Star in litigation.

Mr. Szot received his Bachelor of Arts in History, with distinction, in 1997 from the University of
Michigan in Ann Arbor, and earned his law degree from the University of Michigan Law School
in 2000. He is a member of the Tllinois State Bar (2001), the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Seventh
Circuit (2001), the U.S. District Court for the Northern District of Hlinois (2001), the U.S. District
Court for the Eastern District of Wisconsin (2007), the U.S. District Court of Colorado (2011) and
the Federal Trial Bar for the Northern District of Illinois (2007).

Before entering law school, Mr, Szot spent a year teaching and mentoring disadvantaged elementary
school students as an AmeriCotps service volunteer, earning him a nomination for the Michigan
Governor’s Service Award. From June 2012 to June 2014, he served as co-chairperson of the Human
Rights Committee of the Chicago Bar Association. He also served on the Advisory Board of Art
Works Projects for Human Rights, and was a member of the legal advisory team for The Prosecuttors,
a documentary film about the prosecution of sexual crimes in conflict areas.

MATTHEW E. VAN TINE focuses his practice on antitrust, securities fraud, and consumer
protection matters, He has participated in the prosecution and defense of many securities, antitrust,
and consumer class actions over the past two decades including securities litigation against Van
Kampen Funds and Baxter International; antitrust class actions involving nurses’ wages, the drug
warfarin sodium (Coumadin), and an industry-wide effort to raise drug prices paid by retail drug
stores (the Brand Name Prescription Drug Antitrust Litigation); and litigation on behalf of consumers
challenging an unconstitutional fee imposed on wireless and landline phone customers. Before
associating with Miller Law LLC, Mr. Van Tine was affiliated with two other class action boutique
law firms for fourteen years. Mr, Van Tine has also practiced with large law firms in
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Chicago and Boston and served as an Assistant Corporation Counsel for the City of Chicago Law
Depattment.

Mr. Van Tine received his A.B. degree cum laude from Harvard College in 1980, and his J.D. degree
magna cum laude from Boston University School of Law in 1983, where he served as an Executive
Editor of the Law Review and was the author of Note, Application of the Federal Parole Guidelines
to Certain Prisoners: An Ex Post Facto Violation, 62 B.U.L. Rev. 515 (1982). Following law school,
Mr. Van Tine served as a law clerk to the Honorable Raymond J. Pettine of the United States District
Court for the District of Rhode Island. Mr. Van Tine’s practice admissions include the state bars of
Ilinois and Massachusetts, the Supreme Court of the United States, the United States Court of
Appeals for the Seventh Circuit and the United States District Courts for the Northern District of
llinois and the District of Massachusetts. He is a member of the Chicago and American Bar
Associations and served as a past President of the Abraham Lincoln Marovitz American Inn of Court.
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Exhibit 2
In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation
MILLER LAW LLC

Attorney Rate Hours Lodestar

Marvin A. Miller 815 1.2 S 978.00
Marvin A. Miller 875 2595 § 227,062.50
Marvin A. Miller 935 71.7 S 67,039.50
Marvin A. Miller 975 5144 S 501,540.00
Matthew E. Van Tine 750 1549.4 S 1,162,050.00
Matthew E. Van Tine 785 418.1 S 328,208.50
Matthew E. Van Tine 850 1090 S 926,500.00
Lori A. Fanning 650 2001.4 S 1,300,910.00
Lori A. Fanning 685 2028 S 138,918.00
Lori A. Fanning 785 1171.4 S 919,549.00
Kathleen E. Boychuck 475 2157.6 S 1,024,860.00
Kathleen E. Boychuck 525 809 S 42,472.50
Kathleen E. Boychuck 725 8659 §  627,777.50
Andrew Szot 650 195.2 S 126,880.00
Andrew Szot 670 32 8 2,144.00
Andrew Szot 685 34 S 2,329.00
Andrew Szot 785 71.1 S 55,813.50
Stacy Bond 475 12944 S 614,840.00
Stacy Bond 525 93 4,725.00
Jennifer Morante 450 150.7 S 67,815.00
Andrew Kanter 475 29 S 13,775.00
Anne Jewell 250 73.2 S 18,300.00
Anne Jlewell 285 18.9 $ 5,386.50
Anne Jewell 475 425 § 20,187.50
Dena Rohinson 250 9316 S 232,900.00
Dena Robinson 285 117 $ 3,334.50
Dena Robinson 375 319.2 § 119,700.00
Jorge Ramirez 220 491.4 $  108,108.00
lorge Ramirez 255 1025 § 26,137.50
Jorge Ramirez 325 317 §  103,025.00

TOTAL 14,448.30 & 8,825,378.50
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EXHRIBIT 3
In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation
MILLER LAW LLC
EXPENSE REPORT

CATEGORY AMOUNT

Assessments {Litigation Fund Payment) S 2,003,550.00
Reproduction S 8,246.75
Court Fees (Filing, etc.) S 755.05
Database Hosting S 12,952.28
Delivery/Postage/Messenger S 1,741.06
Online Legal Research S 29,382.86
Transcripts (Hearing, Depositions, etc.) S 254.70
Travel (Airfare, Meals, Lodging} S 77.335.20
Trial Supplies S 814.70

TOTAL S 2,135,032.60
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA

NORFOLK DIVISION
IN RE: ZETIA (EZETIMIBE) ANTITRUST MDL No. 2836
LITIGATION No. 2:18-md-2836-RBS-DEM

This Document Relates to: All End-
Payor Actions

DECLARATION OF MICHAEL M. BUCHMAN IN SUPPORT OF
MOTLEY RICE LLC'S REQUEST FOR AN AWARD OF ATTORNEYS'
FEES AND REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES

I, Michael M. Buchman, hereby declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney admitted to practice before the courts of the State of New York and
Connecticut and I am a member in the law firm of Motley Rice LLC ("Motley Rice"). I have personal
knowledge of the facts stated in this Declaration and, if called as a witness, [ would testify competently
to them. I make this Declaration in support of Motley Rice's request for attorneys' fees and
reimbursement of litigation expenses, as set forth in End-Payor Plaintiffs' Motion for ‘Attormeys' Fees,
Reimbursement of Expenses and Incentive Awards for the Class Representative Plaintiffs filed
contemporaneously herewith.

2. I am counsel of record in this case for plaintiff The City of Providence, Rhode
Island ("Providence") and was appointed Interim Co-Lead Counsel and Co-Lead Counsel for the
End-Payor Class.

3. A brief description of my firm, which includes a short summary of credentials and
experience litigating similar complex antitrust pharmaceutical cases is attached as Exhibit 1,

4. Throughout the course of this litigation, my firm kept files contemporaneously

documenting all time spent, including tasks performed, and expenses incurred. All the time and

expenses reported by my firm advanced the tremendous class-wide result achieved in this case.




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 42 of 278 PagelD#
61239

5. As Interim Co-Lead Counsel and Co-Lead Counsel for the End-Payor Class, my firm's
work includes research, drafting and oversight of every aspect of the litigation from inception through
settlement with the Defendants. Rather than unnecessarily burden the Court with a complete duplicate
recitation of my firm's work to achieve the benefits for the End-Payor Class, I adopt and respectfully
refer the Court to the details of my firm's work as set forth in 84 and 87 the Joint Declaration (ECF
No. 2133), which 1 adopt as fully set forth herein.

6. The schedule attached as Exhibit 2, and incorporated herein, is a summary of the amount
of time spent by my firm's éttomeys and professional support staff who were involved in this litigation.
It does not include any time devoted to finalizing the final approval and the fee application papers after
August 31, 2023. Nor does it include time traveling to and attending the final approval hearing, The
lodestar calculation is based on my firm's historical billing rates. Exhibit 2 was prepared from
contemporaneous time records regularly prepared and maintained by my firm, T authorize them to be
submitted for inspection by the Court, if necessary.

7. The total number of hours reasonably expended on this litigation by my firm from
inception through August 31, 2023, which does not include time spent preparing this Declaration, is
9,522.7 hours. The total lodestar for my firm at historic rates is $6,1 88,904.50. Expense items are billed
separately and are not duplicated in my firm's lodestar.

8. The expenses my firm incurred in litigating this action are reflected in the books and
records of my firm. These books and records are prepared from expense vouchers, invoices, receipts,
check records, and other source materials and accurately reflect the expenses incurred. My firm's
expense records are available for inspection by the Court, if necessary.

9. My firm incurred or is obligated to pay a total of § 1,650,933.50 in unreimbursed

expenses, all of which were reasonable and necessary for the prosecution of this litigation. Of
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this amount, $ 1,535,500.00 was for assessment payments for common litigation expenses. A

summary of those expenses by category is attached as Exhibit 3.

I declare under penalty and perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed

September 13, 2023, in New York, New York.

s/Michael M Buchman
Michael M. Buchman
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EXHIBIT 1
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FIRM OVERVIEW

w

MotleyRice

Motley Rice attorneys have been at the forefront of some of the most significant and monumental clvil actions over the
last 30 years. Our experience in complex trial litigation Includes class actions and individual cases involving securities
and consumer fraud, occupational disease and toxic tort, medical drugs and devices, environmental damage, terrorist

attacks and human rights abuses.

Tobacco Master Settlement Agreement

In the 1990s, Motley Rice attorneys and more than half of the
states’ attorneys general took on the tobacco industry, Armed
with evidence acqulred from whistleblowers, individual smokers’
cases and tobacco llability ¢lass acilons, the attarneys led the
campalgn in the couriroom and at the negotiation table to
recoup state healthcare funds and exact marketing restrictions
from cigarette manufacturars, The effort resultad In significant
restrictions on cigarette marketing to children and culminated
in the $246 billion Master Settlement Agreement, the largest civil
settlement in U.S. history,

Asbestos Litigation

From the begihning, our lawyars were Integral to the story of
how “a faw trial lawyers and their asbestos-afflicted cllents came
aut . . . to challenge giant ashestos corporations and uncover
the greatest and longest business cover-up of an epldemie
disease, caused by a product, in American history"1 In addition
to representing thousands of wotkers and family members
Iimpacted by asbastos, Motley Rice has represented numerous
public entities, and litigated claims afteging various Insurers of
ashestos defendants ehgaged In unfair settlement practices In
connectlon with the resolution of underlylng ashestos personal
injury clalms, This litigation resulted in, among other things, an
eleven-state settlement with Travelers Insurance Company.

Anti-Terrorism and Human Rights

In In re Terrorist Attacks on September 11, 2001, Motley Rice
attorneys brought a landmark lawsuit against the alleged private
and state sponsors of al Gaeda and Osama bin Laden in an actlon
flled on behalf of more than 6,600 family members, survivors,
and those killed on 9/11~—including the representation of more
than 900 tirefighters and thelr families, In prosecuting this action,
Motley Rice has undertaken a global investigation Into terrorism
financing.

Our attarneys also inltiated the In ra September 11 Litigation and
negotlated settlements for 56 families that opted cut of the Victim
Compensation Fund that far excesaded existing precedents at
the time for wrongful death cases against the alrline industry.

BP PLC Oil Spill Litigation

in April 2010, the Deepwater Horizon  disaster spilled
approximately 4.9 million gallons of oil into the water, killed
11 oll rlg workers, devastated the Gulf's natural resources and
profoundly harmed the economic and emotichal well-being
of hundreds of thousands of paople. The Deepwater Horizon
Economic and Property Damages Settlement is the largest civil
class action settlement In 1.8, history. Motley Rlce co-founder
loseph Rice iz a Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee member and

served as one of the primary negotiators of that Settlement
and the Medical Beneflts Settlement. In addition, Rice led
negotiations in the $1.028 billion settlement between the PSC
and Halliburton Energy Services for Its alleged role in the ofl
spill. Motley Rice attorneys continue to hold leadership roles
in the litigation and are currently warking to ensure that all
qualifying ol spill victims are fairly compensated.,

Volkswagen ‘Clean Diesel’ Litigation
In 2015, Volkswagen Group's admisslen that It had programmed
more than 11 million vehicles to cheat emissions tests and

" bypass standards sparked worldwide outrage. Motley Rice

co-founder Joe Rice served as one of the lead negotiators in
the nearly $15 billion settlement deal reached in 2016 for U.S,
owners and lesseeas of 2.0-liter TDI vehicles, the fargest auto-
ralated consumer class action settlement in U.S. history. Rice
and other Motley Rice attorneys also helped recover up to $4.4
billior: with regards to affected 3.0-liter vehicles.

Transvaginal Mesh Litigation

Motley Rice attorneys represent thousands of women and
have playad a Jeading role in litigation alleging debilitating and
{lfe-altering complications caused by defective transvaginal
mesh devices. In 2014, loa Rice, with co-counsel, negotlated
the original settlement deal reached in In re American Medical
Systems, Inc., Palvic Repalr Systems Products Liability Litigation
that numerous subsequent settlements with the manufacturer
were modeled after.

Opiold Litigation

Motley Rice Is at the forefront of national opioid litigation and
represents dozens of governmentsal entities, Including states,
clties, towns, counties and townships in ongoing investigations
and litigations filed In both the Nationat Prescription Oplate
Litigation, as well as Ih state courts thot allege deceptive
marketing and/or overdistribution of oploids. Firm co-founder
Joe Rice is one of three co-leads for the MDL coordinated in the
Northern District of Ohio. Also holding leadership positions in
the MDL are Motley Rice attorneys Linda Singer (DT, NY), co-
chair of the Manufacturer/Marketing Committee, and Lou Bograd
(DC, KY), co-chalr of the Law & Briefing Committee. Joe Rice led
negotiations for a proposed $26 billion settlement reached In July
2021 with Johnson & Iohnsan and the nation’s “Blg Three” oploid
distributors, AmerisourceBergen, Cardinal Health and McKesson
for the more than 3,000 lHtigating communities in the MDL.
Motley Rice sttorneys also led negotiations for the $260 million
sattlement that was reached on the eve of trial In 2019 to resolve
the MDLs first track of clalms filed by two Ohio subdivisions,
Summit County, a Motley Rice client, and Cuyahoga County.

Prior results do not guarantee a simifar outcome, 1
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LITIGATION PROFILES Motley Rice has held leadership roles in numerous cases. Highlights include:

DEFECTIVE DRUGS AND DEVICES

Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee In re Paragard JUD FProducts
Liability Litigation, MDL 2974 (N.D.Ga.)

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and Co-Chair of Leadership
Development Committea In re: Zantac (Ranitidine) Products
Liability Litigation, No. 9:20-md-02924 (S.D, Fla.).

Plaintiffs' Steering Committee In re Allergan Biocell Textured
Breast Implant Products Llabliity Litigation, No. 2:18-md-02921,
(D.N.)

Bellwether Committes Co-Chair In re Xarello Products Liabllity
Litfgation, MDL 2592

Plaintiffs' Steering Committee In re Proton-Pump Inhibitor
Prods, Liability Litigation (No. |1}, D.N.J.

Plaintiffs’ Steetlng Commiittee In re Zimmer NexGen Knee
implant Products Liability Litigation, N.D. I,

Plaintiffe’ Steeting Committes and Co-lead Counsel In re
Ethican Physiomesh Flexible Compasite Harnia Mesh Products
Liabflity Litigation, MDL 2782

Lead Counsel; Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee Essure Permanent
Sterliization Device Callfornia State Court Consolidation

Lead counsel and Plaintiffs’ Executive Committee in In re Atrium
Medical Corp. C-QUR Mesh Products Liabllity Litigation, MDL
2793

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee, Co-lead Counsel and Liaison
Counsel in In re Davel/ C.R. Bard Hernia Mesh (PC-2017-1929)

Plaintiffe’ Steering Committee In re Johnson & Johnson Talcum
Powder Praducis Marketing, Sales Practices and Products
Liabilfty Litigation, MDL No. 2738

Co-lead counsel and Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in re Zofran
{Ondansetron) Products Liabllity Litigation, MDL No. 2657

Plaintiffs’ Executive Committes in In re Viagra (Sildenafil Cltrate)
and Cialls (Tadalafll} Praducts Liability Litigation, MDL 2641

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in In re Bard IVC Filters Producis
Liability Litigation, MDL 2641

Plaintiffs’ Stearing Committee of In re Lipitor® {Atorvastatin
Calcium)} Mavketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability
Litigation, MDL 2502,

Co-lead plaintiffs’ counsel and liaison counsel In re Kugel Mesh
Hewnla Patch Products Liability Litigation, MDL No. 07-1842
Rhode Istand faderal court’s first consolidated MDIL, on behalf
of thousands of paaple alleging Injury by the harnla repalr patch
manufactured by Davol, Inc., as well as llalson counsel for the
neatly 2,000 lawsuits congolidated in Rhode Island state court.

Co-lead coordinating counsel of In re Ethicon, inc., Pelvic Repaly
Systems Praducts Liabillty Litigation, MDL 2327 (S.DW.Va.)

Co-lead counse! l‘n In re Amearican Medical Systems, Inc,
Pelvic Repalr Systems Products Liability Litigation, MDL 2325
(S.DWVa.,)

Co-flalson counsel In re C.R. Bard, Inc., Pelvic Repalr Systems
Products Liablity Litigation, MDL 2187 {8.DWVa.)

Co-lead counsel In re Boston Scientific Corp., Pelvic Repair
Systems Products Liabllity Litigation, MDL 2326, (5.DWVa.)

Co-llaison counsel In re Pelvic Mesh Litigation/Bard, No. L-6339-
10 in New Jersey state court,

State court liaison counsel of In re Bard Litigation In
Massachusetts and Delaware

Co-lead counsel of the Mirena MDL (S.D.N.Y.)

Co-lead counsel in the In re Mirena Product Liabllity state court
consolidation in Naw lersey

Plaintiffs' Steering Committee of In re Power Morcellator
Products Liabllity Liigation, MDL No, 26562

Plaintiffs’ Stearing Committes of In re Zoloft (Seriraline
Hydrochloride) Products Liabliity Litigation, MDL 2342

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committae of In re NuvaRing Products
Liability Litigation, NDL 1964

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee of I re DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc.
ASR Hip Implant Products Liability Litigation, MDL 2197

Plaintiffs’ Steering Commitiee of in re DePuy Orthopaedics, Inc.
Pinnacle Hip implant Products Liability Litigation, MDI. 2244

In re A.H. Robins Co,, Inc., “Dalkon Shiald” {UD Products Liabliity
Litlgatien {No. 1), MDL 631

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee of In re Medtronle, Inc,, Sprint
Fidelis Leads Products Liabllity Litigation, MDL 1805

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee of In re Trasylof Products Liability
Litlgation, MDL 1928

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee of In re Levaquin Products
Liability Litlgation, MDL 1943

Plaintiffs’ Steerlng Committee snd co-lead counsel of In re
Digitek Products Liability Litigation, MDL 1568

Plaintiffs’ Staering Committee of In re Avandia Marketing, Sales
Practices and Products Liability Litigation, MDL 1871

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee of In re Hydroxycut Marketing
and Sales Practice Litigation, MDL 2087

Plaintiffs' Steering Committee of In re Zicain Cold Remedy
Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liabllity Litlgation,
MDD 2096

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and co-lead counsel of in re
Human Tissue Products Liability Litfgation, MDL 1763

In re Temporomandibular Yoint (TMI) Implants Products Liability
Litigation, MDL 1001

In re Abbott Laboratories Omnliflox Products Liability Litigation,
MDI. 1004

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and liaison counsel of In re
Showa Denko K.K. L-tryptophan Products Liability Action, MDL
Mo. 865

2 Motley Rice LLC » Attorneys at Law
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CONSUMER PROTECTION

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee In re McKinsey & Co., Inc,
National Prescription Oplate Consultant Litigation No, 21-md-
02996-CRB (N.D. Cal.)

Co-tead Counsel In re Natlonal Prescription Oplate Litigation,
No. 17-md-02804 (N.D, Ohio).

Co-Lead Counsel In re Blackbaud, Inc, Customer Data Breach
Litigation, MDL 2972 (D.S.C)

Co-lead Counsel on the Coordinating Committee for théa
Pennsylvania Coordinated Cases County of Delaware v. Purdue
Pharma LB, et al,

Plaintiffs’ Steerlng Committee of In re Volkswagen “Clean
Diasal” Marketing, Sales Practices, and Products Liablfity
Litigation, MDL No. 2672 CRB {15C)

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee of /n re Chrysler-Dodge-Jeap
EcoDlesel Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability
Litigation, No. 17-md-02777-EMC (N.D. Calif.}

Co-lisison counsel and Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee in In
re 21st Century Oncology Customer Data Security Breach
Litigation, MDL 2737 (M.D, Fia.)

CATASTROPHIC INJURY AND WRONGFUL DEATH

Plalntiffs’ Executiva Committee of In re General Motars LLC
Ignition Switch Litigation, MDL 2543

Hoover, et al, v. NFL, etal, MDL #2:12-cv-05205-AB {E.D. Pa.).

Lead counsal In Charleston Firefighter Litigation v. Sofa Super
Store, Inc., et.al, No. D7-CP-10-3186 {Ct, of Comman Pleas, Ninth
Jud, Cir.}, consolidatad complex litigation involving the famllies
of nine firefighters who died in a furniture store disaster.

Clifton Chesnut, a minor v. Waupaca Elevator Company, Inc,, et
al, No. 2013-CP-10-2060 (Ct, of Common Pleas, Ninth Jud. Cir.),

Veronlca Lynne Tarlo v. SOCQ, Holding, LLC et al., No. 2013-cp-
26-2499 {Ct. of Common Pleas, Fifteenth Jud. Cir.).

Satterfield et al. v. Napa Home & Garden Inc., et al, No. 7:71-
1514-JMC (D.S.C.),

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and multiple plaintiffs’ counsel,
In re San Juan DuPont Plaza Hotel Five Litigation, MDL 721
{D.PR.}.

Strother v. John Wieland Homes and Neighborhoods of the
Carolinas, et al, Mo. 69-C0-29-1783 (Ct. of Common Pleas, Sixth
Jud. Cir.), an individua! catastrophic persenal injury/premise
liability case involving life-altering brain injury.

Plaintiffs’ Steering Cammittee and Discovery Commitiee in In
re Bridgestone/Firestone, Inc. Tires Products Liabllity Litigation,
MDL 1373 (S.D. Ind.).

In re Ford Motor Co. E-350 Van Products Liability Litigation (No.
), MDL 1687

Class counsel in Carol Lee Whitfield, et al, v. Sangamo Wastan,
No. 6:84-3184 {D.S.C), a PCB personal Injury and propatty
damage class actlon settled while pending befare U.S. District
Court for the District of South Carolina, Greenville Division,

In re Graniteville Tvain Deralimant, No. 2006-CP-02-1032 (Ct.
of Common Pleas, Second Jud, Cir). served in a leadership
role for both indlvidual and class actlon cases in connection
with the January 2005 rallroad derailment and chemical spill in
Graniteville, 8.C. ;

SECURITIES FRAUD AND ERISA CLASS ACTIONS

Lead counsel In Shenwick at al. v. Twitter Inc. et al, No, 3:16-cv-
05314 (N.D. Cal.}. '

Co-lead counsel in Hatamlan v. Advanced Micro Devices, Inc,
No. 14-cv-00226-1D (N.D. Cal.)

Lead counsel in Bernacchi v. Investment Technology Group,
Inc., No, 1:15-cv-06369-FK (S.D.NY.).

Co-lead counsel in Berry v. Wells Fargo & Co., No, 3:17-cv-00304
(D.8.C)

Co-lead counsel In re Intel Corp. Securitles Litigation, No.
5:20-cv-05194-E1D (N.D, Cal.)

Co-lead counseal In In re 3M Co. Securities Litigation, No, 2:18-
cv-15982 (D.N.J,)

tead counsel In Takata v, Rlot Blockchaln, Inc., et al,, No. 3:18-

-¢v-02293 (D.N.).)

Co-lead counsel in Parchmann v. Metlife, Inc. et al, No., 1:18-cv-
007806-51-RLM (E.D.N.Y.}

Co-lead counsel in class action Bennett v. Sprint Nextel
Corporation, No. 2:09-cv-02122-EFM-KMH (D. Kan.}, representing
the PACE Industry Union-Menagement Pensfon Fund (PIUMPF)
and several other institutional investors.

Co-class counsel in Alaska Electrical Pension Fund v. Pharmacla
Corp.,, No. 03-1519 (D.N.1.). federal securities fraud litigation
alleging that the defendants misreprasented clinical trial
results of Celebrex® to make its safety profile appear better
than rival drugs.

Lead counsel in In re Barrick Gold Securitias Lilgation, No. 1:13-
cv-03851 (RPP) (8.D.NY,)

Lead counse! in Hefler v. Wells Fargo & Co., No. 16-cv-05479-15T
{N.D, Cal.} :

Co-lead counsel in Ross v. Career Education Corp. No. 1:12-cv-
00276 (N.D. fIL.).

Co-lead counsel representing a group of institutional
shareholders In re Alllon Healthcare, Inc. Shareholders
Litigation, No. 5022-cc (Del, Ch.).

Prior results do not guarantee a similar outcome. 3
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Co-lead counsel reprasenting investors in Robert Freedman v.
St Jude Medical, Inc., No. 0:2012cv03078 (D, Minn.).

Co-lead counsel representing Investors In In re Hewleti-
Packard Co, Securities Litigation, No. SACV 11-1404 AG {RNBx)
{C.D. Cal.).

Co-lead counsel in In re UBS AG Securitles Litigation, No.07
Cov. 11225 (R1S) (S.D.N.Y.).

Co-lead counsel representing institutional investors In Hill v
State Street Corporation, No. 08-cv-12146-NG (D. Maas,),

Sole lead counsal representing lead plaintiffs in City of Brockton
Retirement System v. Avon Products, Inc, No. 11 Civ. 4666 (PGG)
(S.D.NVY.).

Co-lead counsel on behalf of stockholders in Marsden v, Select
Medical Corporation, No. 04-cv-4020 {E.D, Pa.).

Co-lead counssel on behalf of a clags of invastors in Souift
Ferry LP #2 v. Killinger, No, C04-1509C-(W.D. Wash.) (regarding
Washington Mutual),

Sole lead counsel rapresenting the lead plaintiff In class
action, In re NPS Pharmaceuticals, inc. Securities Litigation, No.
2:06-cv-00570-PGC-PMW (D, Utah), concerning the drug PRECS.

Co-lead counsel for co-lead plaintiffs Drywall Acoustic Lathing
and tnsulation Local 875 Pensian Fund and Metzler Investment
GmbH in In re Molson Coors Brewing Co. Securities Litigation,
No, 1:05-cv-00294 (D, Del.).

Co-lead plaintiffs' counsel in shareholder class action In re The
DirecTV Group, Inc. Shareholder Litigation, No. 4581-VCP {Dal,
Ch.).

Sole tead counsel In Manville Personal Injury Ssttlement Trast v.
Gemunder. No, 10-C1-01212 {Ky. Cir. Ct.} {regarding Omnicare,
Inc.), a shareholdar derivative complaint stemming from federal
Investigations into three kickback schemes.

Co-lead plaintitfs’ counsel in City of Sterling Helghts General
Employees’ Retlrement System v. Hospire, Inc., No, 11 C 8332
{N.D. lii.), a securities fraud class action.

Co-lead counsel in In re Rehabcare Group, Inc. Shareholders
Litlgation, No. 6197-VCL (Dal, Ch.), merger litigation involving
the acquisition of healthcare provider RehabCare Group, Inc.,
by Kindred Healthcare, Inc,

Class counsel in Brown v. Charles Schwab & Co,, No. 2:07-cv-
03852-DCN (D.5.C.), one of the first cases to Interpret the civil
liabltities provision of the Uniform Securities Act of 2002,

Co-lead counse! in securities class action settlement In re
MBNA Corporation Securitles Litigation, No. 05-CV-00272-GMS
(D.Del.),

Lead counsel for lead plaintiffs in a securities clasa action
involving a group of shareholders who purchased publiciy-
traded Dell securities in in re Defl, Inc. Securities Litlgation, No.
A-06-CA-726-83 (W.D. Tex.).

Co-lead counsel In Minneapolis Firefightars’ Relief Association
v. Medtronic, Inc., No.08-6324 (PAM/AIB) (D. Minn.}, representing
a claas of investors who purchased Medtronic common stock.

Go-lead counsel in Jn re Synovus Financlal Corporation, No.
1:00-cv-01811 (N.D. Ga.), for co-ead plaintiff Sheet Metal
Workers’ National Penslon Fund, investors in Georgla bank
Synovus Flnanclal Corp.

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and plaintiffs’ llalson counsel, In
re Policy Management Systems Corporation, No. 3:93-0807-JFA
{DS.C).

Sole lead counsel, In re Caventry Health Care, Inc. Securitles
Litigation, No, 7905-CS (Del. Ch. ), a shareholder class action
challenging the $7.2 billlon acquisition of Coventry Health Care,
Inc., by Aetna, Inc.

Co-lead counse! in Louisiana class action In re The Shaw Group,
inc. Shareholders Litigation, No. 614399 {19th Jud, Dist, La.}.

Co-lead counsel, Inre Atheras Communications Inc, Shareholder
Litigatton, No. 6124-VCN {Del. Ch.}, merger litigation involving
Qualcomm Incorporated’s proposed acqulsition of Atheros
Cammunications, Inc. .

ANTITRUST/COMPETITION LAW

Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee In re Juul Labs, Inc. Antitrust
Litlgation, Case No. 20-cv-02345-WHO (N.D. Cal.}

Plaintlffs’ Steering Commiitee In re Chicago Board QOptions
Exchange Volatllity Index Manipulation Antitrust Litigation No.
18 CV 4171 MDL No, 2842 (M.D, |i}, Eastern Division).

Co-Lead Counseal In re Zetla {(Fzelimibe) Antitrust Litigation,
MDL No. 2:18md2836 (E.D. Va Norfolk Division).

Plaintifts’ Steering Committee of /n re Digoxin & Doxycyciine
Antitrust Litigation, 16 md 2724 (E.D. Pa.}

interim Co-Lead Counsel of In re Solodyn Antitrust Litigation, 14
cv 2503 (D. Mass.)

Interim Co-Lead Counsel it antitrust ¢lass action In re Keurig
Green Mountain Single-Serve Coffes Antitrust Litigation, MDL
No, 2542 (S.D.N.Y.).

Appointed to the Executive Committee in antitrust class actlon
In re Lidoderm Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2521 (N.D.Cal.).

Interim Lliaison Counsel In Re Aggrenox Antitrust Litlgation,
MDL No. 2516 (D.Conn.),

Co-lead counsel in antitrust clags action In re Loestrin 24 Fe
Antitrust Litigation, MDL 2472 {D.R.1.).

Co-lead counsel in antitrust class action In re Suboxone
(Bupreorphine Hydrachloride and Naloxone) Antitrust
Litigation, MDL 2445 (E.D. Pa.).

Co-lead counsel In antitrust class action In re Niaspan Antitrust
Litigation, MDL 2460 {E.D. Pa.).

Co-lead counsel In antitrust class action In re Effexor XR
Antitrust Litigation, Mo. 11-¢v-05590 (DN.1.).

4 Motley Rice LLC # Attorneys at Law
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Co-lead counsel for the end-payor antitrust class action In re
Actos Antlirust Litigation, (S.D.NY.).

Co-lead counsel In antitrust class action i re Lipltor Antltrust
Litigation, MDL 2332 (D.N.).).

TOXIC TORTS AND OCCUPATIONAL DISEASE

Co-lead Counsal in the PFAS contamination class action in
" the Western District of Michigan, Beverly Zimmerman, et al, v,
3M Company, et al, {W.D. Mich,, Southern Divigion} Case No.
1:17-¢v-1062-HYI-81B {December 1, 2017},

Lialson Counsel for In re Agueous Film-Forming Foams
Products Liability Litigation (MDL 2873 D.S.C.) regarding a
fira suppressant that Is part of the PFAS chemicai group that
allegedly contaminated groundwater and harmed people.

Piaintiffs’ Executive Committee In the Flint, Ml lead
contamination class actlon: In re Flint Water Cases, No, 5:16-cv-
10444 (E.D. Mich.),

Pialntiffs’ Steering Committee of In re OIl Spill by the Ol Rig
“Deapwater Horlzon" In the Gulf of Mexica on April 20, 2016,
MDL 2179, (E.D. La.), and lead sattlement negotiators of the two
clags action settlements reached with BP, one of which Is the
largest civil class action settlement in U.S, history.

Lead trial counsel in The Paople of the State of California v
Allantic Richiield Company, ¢t al No, 1-00-CV-788657 (Santa
Clara Cnty, Super. Ct) Resulting in 2014 verdict holding
Sherwin-Willlams Company, ConAgra Grocery Products and NL
Industries inc. liable for creating a public nuisance and ordered
abatament of lead paint from homes within 10 California cities
and counties.

Bongani Nkala & Others v. Harmony Gold Mining Company
Limited & Others, No. 48226/12 (South Gauteng High Court,
Johannasburg). Motiay Rice has been retained as a consultant
by South African human rights lawyer Richard Spoor in his
effort to take on leading global gold producers and seek justice
for tens of thousands of exploited gold mine workers suffering
from silicosis,

Travelers Statutory Direct Actlon Seitlement {Bankr, Court,
S.D.NY.), an eleven-state asbestos gsettlement with Travelers
Insurance.

Co-lead and Liaison Counse! in In re KBR, Inc., Bura Pit Litigation

Chair, Plaintiffs’ Stearing Committes and liaison counsel for
plaintifis, In re Ashestos Products Liabifity Litigation, MDL 875
(E.D. Pa.).

Plaintiffs' Steering Committee and coordinating counsel,
Linscomix v. Pittshurgh Corning Corporation, No. 1:90¢cv-05000
{E.D. Tex.), a national ¢lass action on behaif of ashestos victims
nationwide.

Michelle McMunn, etal vs. Babcock & Wilcox Power Generatlon
Group, Inc., et al, Civil Action No. 10-143 2:10-cv-00143-DSC-
RCM

Lead plaintiffs’ counsel in Bates v Tenco Services Inc,132
F.R.D. 160 {D.5.C. 1990), a Jet fuel pollution case invoiving the
consolidated property damage and personal Injury claims of
multiple plaintiffs in the Gold Cup Springs subdivision,

Executive committee membar in In re Asbestos School
Litigation, No. 94-1494 {E.D, Pa.), a natlonal school asbestos
class action.

Lead plalntiffs’ counsel In Central Weslayan College v. W.R.

- Grace & Co., No. 2:87-1860-8 (D.S.C.), a national asbestos

property damage class actlon,

Lead plaintiffs’ counsel in In re Raymark Asbestos Exposure
Cases, No. 87-1816-K (. Kan.}), a natlonal ashestos personat
Injury class actlon fn which 19,684 clalms were resolved. '

Co-lead plaintiffs' counsel in Cimine v Piltsburgh Corning
Corparation, No. 1:85-CV-00676 (E.D. Tex.), an asbestos parsonal
injury class action on behalf of approximetely 2,300 plaintiffs,

~ Co-lead plaintiffs’ counsel In Chatham v, AC&S, et al, a

consolidated asbestos personal injury action Invoiving 300
plaintiffa in the Clrcuit Court of Harris County, Texas.

Co-lead plaintiffs’ counsel in Abrams v. GAF Corporation,
No, 88-5422(1) (Jackson Cty,, Miss,), a consolldated asbastos
personal action Involving more than 6,000 plaintiffs,

Co-liaison plaintiffs” counsel in 3,000 asbestos personal injury
cases in the Third Judicial Clrcuit of lilinois, Madison County,
Hlinais. .

Co-laad plaintiffs’ counsel in a consolidated asbestos personal
Injury action involving 540 plaintiffs pending in the Superior
Court of Alameda County, California.

Counse! In numerous consolidated asbestos trials including 87
consolidataed casas in Danville, tllinois; 300 consofidated cases
in U8, District Court, Western District of New York, Rochester,
New York; 42 consolidated cases in State Court in Mississippi;
and 315 consolidated cases in the Circuit Court of Kanawha
County, West Virginia,

Plaintiffs’ lead counsel In In re Kansas Ashestos Cases In U.S.
District Court for the District of Kansas, In te Madison County
Hllinois Asbestos Litigation

Plaintiffs’ lead counsel In fn ra Wayne County Michfgan Ashestos
Cases,

John Schumacher v. Amtico, et al, No, 2:10-1627 (E.D.Pa.}, the
firat federal court mesothelioma case to go to trial before
Eduardo C, Robreno, the judge who ovarsess the entire Federal
Asbastos MDL, In re Asbestos Products Liability Litigation, MDL
875,

Plaintiffs’ Steerlng Committee of In re Welding Fume Praducts
Liability Litigation, MDL 1535

Prior results do nat guarantee a similar outcome. 5
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ANTI-TERRORISM AND HUMAN RIGHTS

Lead counsel in In re Thomas E, Burnett, Sr, et al. v. Al Baraka
Investiment & Development Cotp,, et al, Case No, 03-CV-984%
{GBDY); In re Terrorist Attacks on September 11, 2001, MDL 1570
{8.D.NY), a landmark lawsuit against the alleged sponsors of
al Qaesda and Osama bin Laden Ih an action filed on behalf of
motve than 8,500 family members, survivars, and those killed on
9/11.

Linde at al. v. Arab Bank PLC, No. 1:04-¢v-02799 (E.D,NY.) and
Almog v. Arab Bank, PLC, No, 1:04-cv-05564-NG-VVP {E.D.N.Y.),
one of the first lawsuits brought against an international bank
for Its alleged role in financing terrorism.

Mark McDonald, et al. vs. The Soclallst Peaple’s Libyan Arab
Jamabhitlya, ot al; No, 08-CV-0729-JR (DC 04/21/08), a high-
profile case invalving Libya's longtime alleged sponsorship of
IRA acts of terror.

Cummock, et al. v. Soclalist People's Libyan Arab Jamahlriya,
et al, No, 96-CV-1029 {D.D.C.). Victoria Cummack, Motley Rica's
cliant, sought full accountabllity and a public trial as the only
.opt-out of the no-fault Pan Am 103/Lockerbie settlement.

Krishanthi, et al, vs. Rajaratnam, et al.; No., 09-CV-5385(D.N.1.},
terrorist financing litigation against alleged financiers of the
Tamil Tigers terrorist organization in Srl Lanka,

Plaintiffs’ Stearing Committee and lead counsel for Verlzon
plaintlffs in In re National Security Agency Telecommunications
Racords Litlgation, MDL 1791 :

Ng v. Central Falls Detention Facllity Corporation, et al, No.
09-53 (D. R.1.), a human rights case that alleged the defendants
subjected a Chinese immigration detalnee to extreme physical
and mentai abuse and torture while in U.5. custody.

Harrls, et al. v, Socialist People’s Libyan Arab Jamahiriya, et
al, No. 1:06-cv-00732-RWR (D.D.C.}, a case filed against Libya
involving the 1986 bombing of Berlin's LaBelle Discotheque.

AVIATION DISASTERS AND PASSENGER RIGHTS

Plaintiffs’ liaison counsel In In re September 17 Litigation, No,
21-MC-97-AKH {S.D.MY), representing 66 of the 96 families
that opted out of the no-fault federal September 11 Victim
Compensation Fund in [ability and demages cases claims
against the sirfines and aviation security companies for thelr
allegad failure t¢ implement basic security measures.

Amanda Tuxworth v. Delta Air Lines, Inc,, Na. 2:10-cv-03212-RMG
{D.S.C), an aviation passenger rights case Involving a Delta
passengar.

Chris Turner, Individually and as Personal Representative of The
Estate of Tracy Turner v. Ramo LLC, a Florida Limited Liability
Company, No. 11-14066 (Ct, of Appeals, 11th Cir), an aviation
case involving fraudulent transfer allegations In connection
with a fatal ptane crash,

Counsel for victims of Aslana Altlines Flight 214
Counsel for families of victims of Malaysia Alrlines Flight MH370

BANKRUPTCIES

Coalition of Abused Scouts for Justice in the Boy Scouts
of Amerlca and Delaware BSA, LLC Chapter 11 bankruptcy
proceedings {Case No, 20-10343), on behalf of a group of firms
representing thousands of survivors

Claimants’ committee In In re A.H. Robins, a Chapter 11
Reorganization involving Dalkon Shield victims nationwide

Claimants committee in the Camall Chaptar 11, the flrst
bankruptcy associated with the Fen-Phen litigation

Motiey Rice attorneys curtently serve as a member of the trust
advisory committee for several of the ashestos bankruptcy
trusts formed under 524{g) of the federal bankruptey code:

AC&S, Inc. Bankr, No. 02-12687 (D. Del.)
Armstrong World Industrles, Inc., Bankr. No. 00-4471 (D. Del.)
Bahcock & Wilcox Co. Bankr., No, 00-10992 (E.D. La.)

Celotex Corp. Bankr, Nos, 90-10016-881, 90-10017-8B1 (M.D.
Fla.}

Dresser Il Banke,, No. 03-35592 (W.D. PA.)
Federal Mogul Bankr., No. 01-10578 (D. Del}
G-/ Holdings Bankr,, Nos, 01-30135 and 01-38790 (D.N.).}

Johns-Manville Corp,, No.82-B11656 through 82 8 11676 (S.D.NY,,
E.D.NY}

Kalser Aluminum Corp, Bankr, No.02-10429 (D. Del.}
Keene Bankr, No. 938 46090,96 CV 3492 {(8.D.NY.)
MH Detrick Bankr, No. 98 B 01004 (N.D. 111}

Owens Corning Cotp, Banke, No, 00-03837 (D. Del.)

Rock Wool Bankr, Nos, CV-98-1-1589-5.BK -96-08295-TBB-11 (N.D.
Ala.)

Rutland Fire Clay Bankr, No. 89-11390 (D, Vt.)

Shook & Fletcher Bankr, No. 02-02771-BGc-11 (N.D. Ala.)
Unitad States Gypsum Corp, Bankr, No. 01-2084 (D. Del.)
W.R, Grace Co, Bankr, No.s 01-1139, 01-1140 (D. Del.}

Motley Rice attorneys have served as lead or co-lead trial
counsel on behalf of The Ashestas Claims Committee:

Armstrong World Industries, Inc., Bankr. No, 00-4471 (D. Del)
(estimation trial and plan confirmation trial}

Faderal Mogu! Bankr, No. 01-10578 (D. Det,) (estimation trlaf and
plan confirmation trial)

Owens Corhing Corp. Bankr, Na. 00-03837 {D. Deal,) {estimation
trial and substantive consolidation trial)

Pittshurgh Corning Corp. Bankr, No. 00-22876 (W.D. Pa.) (plan
confirmation trial)

W.R. Grace Co. Bankr., Nos. 01-1139, 01-1140 (D. Del.} {estimation
trial and plan confirmation trial}

6 Motley Rice LLC » Attorneys at Law
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ACCOLADES FOR THE FIRM

g o ety “. Chambers USA

ety
‘E ﬁ%‘f\ » Product Liahility: Plaintiffs - Nationwide, Band 1
e, 2022 -~ 2022 » 2021

Matlty AkaLid

“Best Law Firm”
LS. News ~ Best Lawyers®
Mass tort litigation / class actions-plaintiffs
2023 & 2022 » 2021 © 2020 « 2019 ¢ 2018 ¢ 2017 ¢ 2016

e 2015 2014 « 2013 « 2012 » 2011 + 2010

The Legal 500 United States

Litigation editions

Mass tort and class action; plaintiff
representation-toxic tort

20271 » 2020 ¢ 2019 « 2018 @ 2017 & 2016 « 2015 » 2014
2013 « 2012 » 2011 = 2009 « 2007

“Elite Trial Lawyers”
The National Law Journal Law Firm of the Year
2021 Government Reprasentation
2021 Mass Torts
2020 Pharmaceuticals Firm of the Year
2020 insurance Liability Firm of the Year
2019 Bankruptcy Law (finalist)

Practice Group of the Year
. Law360

GROUP 2021 Securities
it YEAR 2021 » 2020 » 2019 » 2015 Product Liability

2018 Consumer Protection Practice

Securities Class Action Services Top 50
International Securities Services
- 2022 » 2017 « 2016 ¢ 2015 « 2014 ¢ 2011 » 2010 * 2009

For full methodologies and selection criterla, visit www.motleyrice.com/award-methodology

Please remember that every case Is different. Although they endorse certain lawyers, The Legal 500 United States and Chambers
USA and other similar organizations listed above are not Motley Rice clients. Any result we achieve for one clientin one matter does
not necessarlly indicate stmilar results can be obtained for ather clients.
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Ronald L. Motley (1944-2013)

EDUCATION:

1., University of South Carolina School of Law, 1971

B.A., University of South Carolina, 1966

Ron Motley fought for greater Justice, accountability and
recourse, and has been widely recognized as one of the most
accomplished and skilled trlal lawyers in the U.5. During a career
that spannhed more than four decadas, his persuasiveness
before a jury and abliity to break new legal and evidentiary
ground brought to justice two once-invincible glant industries
whose malfeasance took the lives of millions of Americans—
ashestos and tobacco, Armed with a combination of legal and
trial skills, personal charisme, nose-to-the-grindstone hard
work and record of success, Ron built Motley Rice inte one of
the nation’s largest plaintiffs’ law firms,

Nated for his role In spearheading the historic [itigation against
the tobacco Industry, Ron served as lead trial counsel for 26
State Attarneys General In the lawsuits. His efforts to uncover
corporate and sclentific wrangdoing rasulted in the Master
Settlement Agreement, the largest civil settlement in U.S,
history and In which the tobaceo Industry agreed to relmburse
states for smoking-related health care costs.

Through hls pioneering discovery and collaboration, Ron
revealaed ssbestos manufacturers and the harmful and disabling
effacts of cccupational, environmental and househeld ashestos
exposure, He represented thousands of asbestos victims and
achleved numerous trial breakthroughs, Including the class
actlons and mass consolidations of Cimino, et al. v. Raymark, et
al, {U.8.D.C. TX); Abate, at al. v. ACandsS, at al, (Balttmore); and
In re Asbastos Personal Injury Cases {Mississippi).

In 2092, Ron once ageln advanced cutting-edge litigation as
lead counsel! for In re Terrorist Attacks on September 11, 2001,
MDL #1570, a lawsuit filed by more than 6,500 family members,
survivors and those who lost thalr {ives. The suit seeks justice
and ultimately bankruptey for al Gaeda’s financiers, including
many individuals, banks, corporations and charities that
provided resources and monetary ald. He also served as lead
counsel In numerous individual aviatioh security liabllity and
demages cases under the In re September 11 Litigation filed
agalnst the aviatlon and avlation security Industries by victims’
families.

Ron brought the landmark case of Oran Almag v. Arab Bank
against the alleged financial sponsors of Hemas and other
terrorist organlzations In lsrael and was a firm leader In the
8P Deepwater Horizon litigation and claims sfforts involving
people and businesses in Guif Coast communities suffering as
a result of the oil spill. Twe settlements were reached with BP,
one of which Is the largest civil class action settlement in U.S,
history.

Recognized as an AV®-rated attorney by Martindale-Hubbell®,
Ron served on tha AA] Board of Governors from 1977 to 2012
and was chalr of lts Asbestos Litigation Group from 1978 to
2012, in 2002, Ron founded the Mark Elfiott Motley Foundation,

Inc, in loving memory of his son to help meet the health,
education and welfara needs of children and young adults in
the Charlaston, S.C. community.

PUBLICATIONS:

+ Ron authoted or co-atthored more than twa dozen

publicatlons, Including!

"Dacades of Deception: Secrets of Lead, Asbastos and

Tobacco” {Trlal Magazine, October 1999)

» “Ashestos Disease Among Railroad Workers: Lagacy of the
Laggin’ Wagoen™ (THal Magazine, Decembar 1981)

s "Agbestos and Lung Cancet” (New York State Journal of

Medicine, June 1980; Volume 80: No.7, New York State

Medical Association, New York}

"Oecupational Disease and Products Liabllity Claims” (South

Carolina Trial Lawyers Bulletin, September and Octaber 1976)

FEATURED IN;

* Shackelford, Susan. "Major Leaguer” (South Carolina Super
Lawyers, April 2008}

¢ Seniar, Jennifer. "A Natlon Unto Himself" {The New York Times,
March 2004)

* Fraadman, Michael. “Turning Lead into Gold,” (Forbas, May
2001}

« Zegart, Dan, Civil Warriors: The Legal Slege on the Tobacco
Industry (Delacorta Preas, 2000}

¢ Ansan, David, “Smoke Gets in Your Eyes” (Newswaek, 1999)

+ Mann, Michael & Roth, Etle. “The Insider” (Blue Lion
Entertainment, November 5, 1989)

* Brannar, Marle. "The Man Who Knew Too Much” {Vanity Fair,
May 1996)

e Reisig, Robin. “The Man Who Took on Manville” (The American
Lawyer, January 1983}

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:

Ron won widespread honors for his abllity to win justice

for his clisnts and for his seminal Impact en the course of
civii litigation. For his trlal achievements, BusinessiWeek
characterlzed Ron's courtroom skills as “dazzling” and The
National Law Journal ranked him, “One of the most Influentlal
lawyers In America.”

*

South Carolina Association for Justice
2013 Founders' Award

Amerlcan Assaclation for Justice

2010 Lifetime Achlevement Award

2007 David S. Shrager President’s Award
1998 Harry M. Phito Trial Lawyer of the Year

The Trial Lawyer Magazlng

2012 inducted inta Triel Lawyer Hall of Fame

2011 The Roundtable: America’s 100 Mast Influential Trial
Lawyers

The Bast Lawyers in America®

1993-2013 mass tort itigation/elass actions - plaintiffs,
personal injury litigation - plaintiffs product liability litlgation
~ plaintiffs

Prior results do not guarantee a slmilar outcome. 9
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TEAM BIOGRAPHIES

Best Lawyars®

2012 Charlaston, SC “Lawyer of the Year” mass tort litigation/
class actlons ~ plaintiffs

2010 Charleston, SC “Lawyer of the Year” personal injury

Benchmark Plaintiff

2012-2013 Natlonal “Litigation Star”: clvil rightsfhuman rights,
mass tort/product liabllity, securities

2012-2013 South Carolina “Litigation Star”: human rights,
product llability, securlties, toxic tort

SC Lawyers Weekly
2011 Leadership in Law Honoree

The Legal 500 United States
2011-2013 Mass tort and class action: plaintiff representation
- toxic tort

Chambers USA
2007, 2010-2012 Product llabliity and mass torts: plaintiffs,
« An accomplished trial lawyer and a formidable opponent,”

2008-2013 South Carolina Super Lawyers® list
2008 Top 70 South Carolina Super Lawyers list
2008, 2009, 2011, 2012 Top 25 South Carolina Super Lawyers list

The Lawdragon™ 500
2005-2012 Leading Lawyers in America list - plaintiffs’

Nationa! Assoctation of Attornays General
1998 Prasident’s Award—for his “courage, legal skills and
ded|eation to our children and the public health of our natlon.”

_ The Campalgn for Tobacco-Free Kids
1999 Youth Advacates of the Year Award

ASSOCIATIONS:

Ametlcan Assoclation for Justice
South Carolina Assoclation for Justlce
Amatrican Bar Assoclation

South Carolina Bar Association

Civil Justice Foundation

Inner Circle of Advocates

International Academy of Trial Lawyers

*Although it andorses this lawyer, The Legel 500 United States is
not a Motley Rlce client,

THE FIRM'S MEMBERS

Joseph F. Rice

LICENSED IN; DC, 8C

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

U.S, Supreme Court

LS. Court of Appeals for the Third, Fourth and Fifth Circults
1L.S. District Court for the District of Nebraska and the District
of South Carclina

EDUCATION:

1.D., Universlty of South Carolina School of Law, 1979

B.S., University of South Cerolina, 1976

Motley Rlce co-founder Joe Rice is recognized as a skiliful
and innovative negotiator of complex llitigation settlements,
having served as the lead negatiator In some of the largest civil
actions our courts have gaen in the last 20 years. Corporate
Legal Times reported that national defensa counsel and legal
scholars described loe as one of the nation’s “five most feared
and respected plaintiffs’ lawyers In corporate Amerlca.” As the
article nates, “For all his talents as a shrewd nagotiator .., Rice
has earned most of his respect from playing falr and remalning
humble.”

Joe was recognized by some of the nation’s best-regarded
defense lawyers as being “the smartest dealmaker thay ever
sat across the table from,” Thomson Reuters has reported.
Professor Samuel lssacharoff of the New York University School
of Law, a well-known professor and expert in class actlons and
complex litigation, has commented that he Is “the best strategic
thinker on the end stages of litigatlon that I've ever seen.”

Since beglnning to practice law in 1879, Joa has continuad
to reinforce his raputation as a skififul negotiator, including
through his Involvement structuring some of the most
significant resolutlons of asbestos liabllities on behalf of those
injured by asbestosfirelated products. He negotiates for the
firm's clients at all fevels, including securities and consumer
fraud, antl-terrorism, human rights, environmental, medical
drugs and devices, as well as catastrophic injury and wrongful
death cases.

NATIONAL PRESCRIPTION OPIATE MDL:

Joe is co-lead counsel in the National Prescription Oplate
MDL aimed at combatting the alleged aver-distribution and
decaptive markatlng of prescription oploids. Joe, as Chalir of
the opioid Negotlating Committee, worked with the committee
and the Attorney Generat Committee to reach over $50 billionin
settlernants for communities nationwide with defendants I the
oplold supply chaln, Motley Rice contlnuesto represent dozens
of governmental entities, including the first jurlsdictions to file
cases in the currant wave of litigation.

VEHICLE RECALLS:

Jae served as one of the lead negotiators in the $15 blllion
Volkswagen Diesel Emissions Fraud claas action settlement
for 2.0-liter vehicles, the ilargest auto-related consumer
class action settlement in U.8, history, as well as the 3.0-liter

10
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settiement. Under his leadership, Motiey Rice also helped
negotiate a pair of Takata bankruptcy resolutions that secured
funds for victims who were harmed by the company’s deadly,
explosive airbags. Joe alsa serves as a member of the Plaintiffs’
Executlve Committea for In re General Motors LLC Ignition
Switch Litigation, and was appointed to the Plaintiffs’ Steering
Committee for In re Chrysler-Dodge-leep Ecodigsal Marketing,
Sales Practices, and Products Liability Litigation,

MEDICAL DRUGS AND DEVICES:

Joe led negotiations on behalf of thousands of women who
allege compllcations and severe health effects caused by
transvaginal mesh and sling products, including litigation that
has five MDLs pending In the state of West Virginla, He Is also
a membar of the Plaintiffs’ Steerlng Commlittee for the Lipltor®
MDL, filed for patients who allege the cholesterol drug caused
thelr Type 2 disheates.

BP OIL SPH.L:

Joa served as a co-lead negotlator for the Plaintlifs’ Steering
Committee In reaching the two settlements with BPF, one of
which s the largest clvll class action settlement in U.S, history,
The Ecohomic and Proparty Damages Rule 23 Class Actlon
Sattlement {3 estimated to make payments totaling between
$7.8 billlan and $18 billion to ¢class members. Joe wae also one
of the lead negotiators of the $1.028 billion settlement reached
batween the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee and Halllburton
Energy Services, Inc., for Halllburton's role In the disaster.

9/11: .

Joe held a crucial role In executing strategic mediations and/or
resolutions on behatf of56 families of 9/11 victims who opted out
of the government-created September 11 Vietim Compensation
fund, In addltion to providing answers, accountabliity and
racourse to vietims’ famillas, the resulting settlements with
multiple defendants shattered a settlement matrix developed
and utilized for decades. The litigation also helped provide
public access to evidence uncovered for the trial.

TOBACCO:

As lead private counsel for 26 jurlsdictions, including numerous
State Attornays General, loe was Integral to the crafting and
nagotiating of the landmark Master Settlement Agraement,
in which the tobacco Industry agreed to reimburse states for
smoking-related health costs, This remalns the largest civil
settlement In U.S, history.

ASBESTOS!

Jos held leadership and negotiating roles involving the
bankruptcies of seversl large organizations, including AWI,
Federal Mogul, Johns Manville, Celotex, Garlock, W.R, Grace,
Babcock & Wilcax, U.S, Gypsum, Owens Corning and Pittsburgh
Corring. He has also worked on numerous Trust Advisary
Committeas. Today, he maintalns a critical role in settlements
invalving ashestos manufacturers emerging from bankruptcy
and has been racognized for his work in structuring significant

rasolutions in complex personal injury litigation for asbestos
llabliities on behalf of victims injured by asbestos-related
products, Joe has served as co-chair of Perrin Conferences’
Asbastos Litigatlon Conference, the largest national asbestos-
focused conference.

SECURITIES AND CONSUMER FRAUD:

Joe Is often sought by investment funds for guidance on
litigation strategles to increase shareholder value, enhance
corporate governance reforms and recover assets. He was
an Integrat part of the shareholder derivative actlon against
Omnicare, Inc, Manville Personal Infury Settlement Trust
v. Gemunder, which resulted In a significant settlement for
shareholders as well as new corporate governance policies for
the corpotation, '

Joe serves on the Board of Advisors for Emary Unlversity's
Institute for Complex Litigatlon and Mass Claims, which
facilltates bipsrtisan discussion of ways to Improve the clvil
justice system through the hosting of Judiclal seminars, bar
conferences, academlc programs, and research. In 1959 and
2000, he sarvad on the facuity at Duke University School of Law
as a Sanior Lecturing Fellow, end taught classes on the art of
negotiating at the University of South Carolina School of Law,
Puke Unlversity School of Law and Chatlaston School of Law,

In 2013, he and the firm created the Ronald L. Motley Scholarship
Fund at The Unlversity of South Carolina School of Law in
memory and honor of co-founding member and friend, Ron
Motley.

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:

Chambers USA

2018-2021 Product Liabillty: Plaintiffs - Nationwlde, Band 1
2016, 2018 Product Liabllity: Plaintiffs - Nationwlide, Band 2

Best Lawyers® .
2013 "Lawyer of the Year” Charleston, SC: Mass tort litigation/
class actlons - plalntiffs

2007-2023 Mass tort litigation/class actions - plaintiffs;
personal Injury litigation - plaintiffs

South Carolina Super Lawyers® list
2008-2021 Class actlon/mass torts; Securities Iltigation;
Ganeral litigation

Lawdragon

2016, 2018~2022 Lawdragon 500

2019-2023 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Consumer Lawyers
2019-2021 Lawdragon 500 Plalntiff Financial Lawyers

South Carolina Assoclation for Justice
2018 Founders’ Award

Law360
2015 “Product Liabllity MVP”

Benchmark Litigation

2012-2073 National "Litlgation Star”: mass tort/product
liablity

2012-2017 South Carolina “Litlgation Star”: environmental,
mass tort/product liabllity '

Prior results do hot guarantee a simitar outcome, 1
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Kimberly Barone Baden

LICENSED IN: CA, SC

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

LS. Court of Appeals for the Third Circult

U.S. Distrlct Court for the Central, Northern and Southern
Districts of California and Dlstrict of South Garolina
EDUCATION:

1.D., California Western School of Law, 1899

B.A, cum laude, Clemsan University, 1996

As a strong advocate for the most defensaless members of
soclety, Kimberly Barone Baden seeks accountability and
compensatlon for victims of corporate misconduct, medical
negligence and harmful medical drugs. She manages mass tort
pharmaceutical litigation through complex personal injury and
economic damagas cases.

Kimberly represents children with birth defects altegedly caused
by antidepressants, including Zoloft®, Effexor® and Wellbutrin®;
as wall as Zofran® which Is used to preveat pregnancy-
relatad nausea and vomiting. She previously litigated against
GlaxoSmithKiine in the Paxil® birth defect litigation, She serves
as co-lead counsel for In re Zofran (Ondansetron} Products
Liability Litigation MDL 2657 and is on the Plaintiffs’ Executive
Commitiee for In re Viagra (Sildenafil Citrate) Products Liability
Litigation MDL 2691 and on the Plaintiffs’ Steering Committee In
re Zoloft (sertraline hydrochloride) Preducts Liability Litigation
MDL 2342. She also manages the flrm's phermaceutical
litlgation regarding Crestor®, Lipltor®, Actos®, Risperdai®,
fneretin mimetics, and dialysis products GranuFio® Powder and
Naturalyte® Liguid acld concentratas,

Kimberly also represents elderly victims of abuse and neglact,
litigating cases for nursing home and assisted living facllity
residents,

Kimberly has spoken st humerous seminars, legsl gatherings,
CLEs and conferances across the U.S,, Including the American
Association for Justice, Mass Torts Made Perfect and the
National Business Instituta. She has addressed a broad range of
toples related to pharmaceutical drugs and elder law litigation,
focusing on MDL procedures, birth defects, nursing home
litigation, discovery, trial strategy -and mediation. Kimberly is
currently the Treasuret of the American Assoclatlon for Justice’s
Section onh Toxic, Environmental and Pharmaceutical Torts,

Prior to joining Motley Rice, Kimberly worked on the Fon-Phen
diet drug litlgation and served as an attorney with the Californla
District Attorney's Office in San Dlego. Kimberly is recognized
ag an AV® rated attorney by Martindale-Hubbell®.

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:

Best Lawyers®

2020-2023 Charleston, 8.C. Personal injury fitigation -
_ plaintiffs: Product Labllity Litigatlon - plaintiffs

Lawdragon
2020-2023 Lawdragon 500 Pla!ntlff Consumer Lawyers

Super Lawyers®
2013-2014 South Carolina Super Lawyers Rising Stars list
Personal injury products: plalntiff; elder law

ASSOCIATIONS:;

Amertcan Association for Justice, Treasurer - Saction on Toxic,
Environmental and Pharmaceutical torts

Amerlcan Bar Assoclation

South Carolina Association for Justice

Frederick C. Baker

LICENSED IN: MY, SC

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

U.8. Court of Appeals for the First, Second, Third Fourth, Fifth,
Tanth and Eleventh Circuits

L1.S. District Court for the Seuthern Dlstrict of New York and
the District of South Carolina

EDUCATION:

1.D. /LLM., Duke University Schoo! of Law, 1993

B.A., University of North Carolina at Chapel Hill, 1985

A veteran litigator with strong roots in complex litigation, Fred
Baker works on a broad range of environmental, medical costs
racovery, consumer and products liabliity cases and holds
numerous leadership roles within the firm. He represents
individuals, Institutional investors, and gavernmental entitles in
a wide variaty of cases,

Fred leads the firm's tobacco litigation, and was a member
of the legal team that Htigated the groundbreaking tobacco
litigation o behalf of sevaral Stats Attorneys General, Fred has
also participated In the litigation of individual tobacco cases,
entlty tobacco cases and a tobacco class action.

in addition to his tobacco casework, Frad Is part of the opiold
litigation team which represents dozens of governmental
antitles, Including states, cities, towns, counties and townships
in litigation targeting the elleged misrepresentation and
fraudulent distribution of harmful and addictlve opiolds by
manufacturers and distributors,

Frad was also a key member of the firm’s representation of
people and businesses in Guif Coast communities suffering as
a result of the BP Deepwater Hotizon oil spill, He held a central
role in the negotiation process involving the two settiements
reached with BP, one of which is the largest civil ¢lass action
sottlement in U.S. history. In addition, his environmental
experience also Includes representing a state government In
a case egalnst poultry integrators that alleged poultry waste
poiluted natural resources.

Fred has served as counsel in a number of class actions, Including
tha two class actlon settiements arlsing out of the 2005 Granltaville
traln derallment chlorine spill. He was also closely involved in
the litigation surrounding the statutory direct action settlement
reached in the Manville bankruptcy court and a related West
Virginia unfalr trade practices insurance class action,

Frad began practicing with Motiey Rice attorneys In 1994 and
chairs the firm's attorney hiring committee.

14 Motley Rice LLC ¢ Attorneys at Law
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AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:

Best Lawyera®

2020-2023 Charleston, S.C. Mass tort litigation / class actions
- plaintiffs

Lawdragon
209 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Financlal Lawyers

South Carolina Lawyers Weekly
2016 Leadership in Law Honoree

Esther E. Berezofsky

LICENSED IN: NJ, PA

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:!

1.8, Supreme Court; U.S, Court of Appeals for the Second and
Third Circuits; U.S, District Court for the District of New Jersey,
the Eastern District of Pannsylvanla, the Eastern and Western
Districts of Michigan, and the Northern District of New York
EDUCATION:

1.D., Rutgers University School of Law, 1987

M.A., Wayne State University, 1982

B.A.,, Wayne State University, 1980

A trlal lawyer with more than 35 years of expatience litigating
complex mass torts, Esther Berezofsky has devoted her caraer
to reprasenting communitles Impacted by environmental
contamination and fighting for the rights of consumars,
individuals and families impacted by fraud and misconduct
across a range of {itigation areas.

Esther focusas her practice on protecting the rights and
seeking accountabllity for people harmed by toxic chemical
exposure—environmental and occupational—as well as patients
who suffer life-altering complications caused by dangerous
and dafective medical drugs and devices, She serves on the
Executive Committee as class counsel for resldents exposed
to lead contaminated water in the Flint Watar Crisis litigation.
She also represents residents In othar communities, as well as
governmental entitles in the United States in PFAS litigation.
Esther is also a consultant to the Flemish Minister of Justice
and the Environment in Belgium in PFAS matters Involving 3M
and working on environmantal matters in the Netherlands.

She was lead counsel for a cancer cluster of children in Toms
River, N.J, the story of which Is memorialized in the Pulitzer prize
winning book: Toms River: A Story of Sclence and Salvation.

Prior to becoming an attorney, Esther practiced as a clinical
psychologist and consultant for a national network of law firms
on post-traumatic stress and community trauma arising out
of environmental disasters such as Three Mile island, Pa., and
Times Beach, Mo.

In addition to her environmental and toxic exposure work,
Esther has held numerousleadership positions and representad
clients in MDLs and other litigations involving medical drugs
and devices including Medtronic® Pain and Insulln Pumps,
DePuy ASR, Pinnacle and Stryker® Hip implant cases, Benlcar®,
Risperdal®, Xarelto®, Hormone Replacement Therapy (HRT),
Ortho Evra®, Rezulin, PPA, invokana®, Taxotare®, among others.

Sha also represants plaintiffs In consumer class actions alleging
fraudutent student loan schemes and consumers in pay day
lending cases, She has litigated rent-to-own and option ARM
fraudulent mortgage claims, emong other consumet protection
cases.

Prior to joining Motley Rice, Esther founded Berezofsky Law
Group In New Jersey where she pursued complex consumer
mass torts, Prior to that, she was a name partnsr in a plaintiffs’
law firm in Philadelphia for more than two decades, She has
been active in the lagal community has held leadership rales st
gaveral [aw firms In Philadeiphia and New Jersey.

Active In the legal community, Esther previously served as
Board President of Public Justice, a national public interest law
firm, and contintias to gerve on its Board of Directors. She also
sits on the Board of Governors of the New Jersey Association
of Justice and was awarded the Gold Medal for Distinguished
Service In 2008,

She is a fraquent speaker and lecturer on matters related to
environmental contamination and toxlc exposure, product
ltability and mass torts. She served as an adjunct professor on
trial advocacy at Rutgers Law School, her alma mater In 2014,
While completing her legal studies at Rutgers Law, Esther
served as an articles editor for the Rutgers Law Journal,

SELECTED PUBLICATIONS:

* Post- Traumatic Stress Dlsorder and the Technological
Disaster, 18 Rutgers Law Journal 623 (1987), reprinted in BNA
Toxic Law Reporter, Veol. 2 No. 11 (August 12, 1987)

+ Toxle Tort Litigation the Future Impact of Current Legislation,
Trlal Magazine (October 1988), reprinted in The Superfund
Report, Mesley Publications (December 1988)

¢ New Jersey Mass Torts & Class Action Trestlse, Chapter &
Environmental Torts 2016

¢ Legal and Liability Considerations in Asbestos, Chapter In
The Hazardous Fiber, CRC Press, inc, THal Magazine (January
2012)

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:

New Jersey Assaclation for Justice

2021 Gerald B, O'Connor Award

2008 Gold Medai for Distingulshed Service

Natlonal Law Jouthal
2021 Elite Women of the Plaintiffs’ Bar*
2023 Plaintiffs’ Lawyers Trallblazers

Lawdragon
2020-2023 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Consumer Lawyers*

Super Lawyers®
2007-2022 New Jersey Super Lawyers list*

*No aspect of this advertisement has been approved by the
Supreme Court of New Jersey.

Prior results do not guarantee a aimilar outcome, 15
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« Louis M. Bograd, W{h)ither Preemption?, 45 TRIAL 24 (Nov.
2009)

» Louis M. Bograd, Taking on Big Pharma- and the FDA, 43 TRIAL
30 (Mar, 2007)

ASSOCIATIONS:
American Assaciation for Justice Chalr, Preemption Litigation
Group; Member, Legal Affalrs Committee

James R, Brauchle

LICENSED iN; SC

EDUCATION:

1.D., Rutgers Unlversity School of Law, 2001

B.S., Lemoyne Coflege, 1930

A former U.S. Air Force navigator, Jim Brauchle brings years
of flying expetience, leadershlp skills and knowledge of the
aviation industry to his litigation work. Jim represents victims
of aviation disasters and passenger rights violatlons in cases

against the altiine industry, With more than a decede of -

courtroom exparience that includas both bench and jury trials,
Jim has handled civll, domestic, and criminal defense cases
from pre-trial practice through trial, post-trial motions and
appeals. He not enly works clogely with clients and co-counsel
but also with pilots, engineers and experts in such areas as
wreckage inspection and flight reconstruction,

Jim had the honor of supporting the firm’s work In Bavis v
United Alrlines Corporation et al, the last aviation security
case 1o be resolved in the nearly decade-long consolidated
fitigation, In re September 11 Litlgation, involving 56 of the 56
families who opted out of the Victim Compensation Fund in an
effort to force accountability and generate answers related
to the 9/11 terrorist attacks. He is an integral member of the
aviation team representing the familles of the five Haltan
tourists who lost thelr lives when a halicopter tour and small
private plane coliided in mid-alr over the Hudson River on Aug.
8, 2009, Litigating multiple crash cases Involving small private
planes, he also represents the family of a pilot who was one of
six people killed when a Cesana Citatlon 550 afrcraft on a life-
saving transplant misslon crashed into Lake Michigan shortly
after takeoff. He also reprasents the familles of passengers
who ware killad in the July 7, 2013 DeHavllland DHC-3 Otter
charter plana crash in Soldotna, Alaska.

An advocata for the rights of the traveling public, Jim took
passenger rights case, Amanda Tuxworth v. Delta Air Lines,
inc., to trlal and, after a hung Jury that was nine to one In his
client's favor, used his negotiation skills to resolve the case
In mediation prior to a re-trial. In ancther passenger rights
case alleging negligence, breach of centract and negligent
misrepresentation, Sandie Mallard v. Alrtran Alrways, Inc, he
played a central role in achieving a confidential settlement. The
U.S, District Court for the Southern District of Fiorida ruled in
favor of his client in Chris Turner v, Ramo, LLC, a case Involving
the crash of an international charter fllght. This ruling was
upheld by the U.S. Eleventh Clreult Court of Appeals in February

2012, lim alsa represented numetous familles of those who lost
thelr fives in the 2009 Continental Alrlines/Colgan Air Flight 3407
crash, which taok the lives of all 49 passengers and crew, as
wall as one person on the ground.

Prior to Joining Motley Rice, Jim worked for nearly a decade as
a trial attorney representing clients injured or killed In vehicle
colilslons. His ability to present complex matters to a jury has
served him In previous transportation cases,

Hm served as a navigator in the United States Alr Force from
1991 to 2001. He was one of only five people in the entire Air
Force simultaneously qualified as a C-141 Speclal Operations
navigator, flight Instructor and examiner, and was often
selacted to fly high visibility missions, both in the United States
and abroad, Additlonally, he was hand-salacted to brief and
demonstrate special operations capabilities to the Air Mobility
Command'’s Director of Operations and represented the 437th
Alr Wing at RODEQO 1998, the United States Alr Force's airlift
flying competition.

Nm is recognized as an AV® rated attorney by Martindale-
Hubbell®,

ASSOCIATIONS:

Amerfcan Assoclation for lustice, Chair of Aviation Group
South Carolina Association for Justice

International Society of Air Safety Investigatars, affillate
member

Law360 Transportation Edlitarlal Advisory Board, 2020

Michael M, Buchman

LICENSED iN: CT, NY

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

U.S. Supreme Court

U.8. Court of Appeals for the Second Clreuit

U.8. District Court for the Districts of Connecticut and
Southern and Eastern Districts of New York

U.S. Court of International Trade

EDUCATION: R

LL.M,, Internationsal Antitrust and Trade Law, Fordham
University School of Law, 1993

1.D., The John Marshall Law Scheol, 1992

B.A. cum laucle, Alfred University, 1988

Michael Buchman leads Motlay Rice's antitrust team. Prior to
jolning Motlay Rice, Michael served as an Assistant Attorney
Generat In the New York State Attorney General's Office, Antitrust
Bureau. He also served as a co-managing partner of the antitrust
departmant at a farge New York-based class action law firm.

Michael has served as lead or co-lead counsel for a varlety
of plalntiff clients, including a Fortune 500 company, a foreign
government, multiple states, a city and Individual consumers
in complex antitrust cases concerning restraint of trade, price-
fixing, monopolization and other anticompaetitive conduct. His
mora than 25 years of antitrust experience includes playing an
activa role In some of the largest antitrust class actions In the
history of the Sherman Act, Including In re NASDAQ Market-

Prlor results do not guarantee a similar outcome, i7




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 59 of 278 PagelD#
61256

Makers Antitrust Litigation ($1.027b settlement}*. Michael
represented the largest retaller class representative in the
$5.5 billion* In re Payment Card Interchange Fes and Merchant
Discount Aniitrust Litigation, MDL 1720.* Over the past 20 years,
he hag been 8 leader investigating and deaveloping generic
drug antitrust class actions.

He has consistently lttigated these cases over the past two
dacades for self-insured health insurers, consumars, and
govammental entitles who are the intended victims of such
anticompetitive schemes. Michael Is one of a limited group of
plaintiffs’ antitrust class action lawyers who has served as lead
trial counsel and tried a generic drug antitrust case, He has twice
been selected as a co-chalr of HarrisMartin's Antitrust Pay-For-
Delay Litlgation Conference (2014-2015), Some of the generle
drug antitrust class actions he has been Involved with inciude:

MOTLEY RICE CASES:

* In re Loestrin Antitrust Litigation ($63.5m settlament, 2020)*
s In re Aggrenox Antitrust Litigation (§54m settlament, 2018)*
s In ra Solodyn Antitrust Litigaiton ($43m settlement, 201 8)*

PRIOR TO MOTLEY RICE:

* in re)We![butrin SR Antltrust Litigation ($21.5m settlement,
2013)*

e In re Flonase Antitrust Litigation ($46m settlement, 2012)*

¢ In ra Matoprolol Succinate End-Payor Anlitrust Litigation
{$21m settlement, 2011)*

« In re Relafen Antitrust Litigation ($7Bm settlement, 2004)*

o In re Augmentin Antitrust Litigation ($29m settiement, 2004)*

o in re Buspirone Antitrust Litigation ($30m settlement, 2003)*

Additional cases he's actively involved in at Motlay Rice include
In re Actos Antitrust Litigation, In re Effexor Antitrust Litigation,
In re Lipltor Antitrust Litigation, In re Niaspan Antitrust Litigation,
In re Suboxone Antitrust Litigation, and In re Zetia Antitrust
Litigation.

He also has experlenca litigating aviation matters, inciuding a
large entitrust dispute between carrlers,

Michael completed the Intensive twa-week National Institute for
Trial Advocacy Natlonat Trial Tralning program in Boulder, Colo,
In 2002. An avid writer, he has authored and co-authored articles
on procedure and competition law, Including a Task Force on
Dealer Terminations for The Associatlon of the Bar of the City
of Mew York, Committee on Antitrust and Trade Regulation,
entitlad Dealer Yermination In New York dated June 1, 1998 and
What's in & Name - the Diversity Death-Knell for Underwriters
of Lloyd'’s of Landon and thelr Namas; Humm v. Lombard World
Trade, Inc., Vol. 4, Issue 10 International Insurance Law Review
314 (1998).

Michael has been active tn his communities having served as
a member of the Flood and Eroslon Committee for the Town
of Westport, Ct.,, snd presently serves as pro bono counsel
in actions Involving the misapproptiation of perpetual care
monies. He has also codched youth lce hockey teams at
Chalsea Piers in New York City,

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:
Bast Lawyers®

2017-2023 Mass tort litigation/class actions ~ plaintlifs

Lawdragon
2019-2021 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Financial Lawyers

Super Lawyers®
2014-2022 New York Meiro Super Lawyers: Antltrust litigation

Samuel B. Cothran Jr.
General Counsel

LICENSED IN: NG, 5C _

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE;

U.S. District Court for the Western District of North Carolina
and District of South Carollha

EDUCATION:

1.D,, cum laude, University of South Carolina School of Law,
1998 '

M.B.A., Duke University, 1994

B.S., summa cum laude, Unlversity of South Carolina, 1981
Slnce the firm's founding more than 20 years ago, Sam has led
its in-house legal department and provided steady guidance
in a dynamic environment as the firm has tripled In slze.

Sam's practice ancompasses & broad range of matters
Impacting the firm, Including risk management, professional
athics, contracts, employment, regulatory compliance, tax,
governance, financing, intellectual proparty, marketing,

and operations, He regularly advisas the firm's Executive
Committee, Practice Group Leadars, and Directors of
Accounting, Cllent Services, Human Resources, information
Technology, and Marketing.

Sanv's early career included stints as a CPA with an
international accounting firm and a financlal manager with
several Fortune 1000 companies. After returning to achool to
aarn his MBA and ID, he began practicing law with Motley Rice
attorneys.

Honored as a Carolina Legal Schaiar, Sam was inducted Into

The Order of the Colf and The Order of the Wig and Robe. He
served as Managing Editor of the South Carolina Law Review
and authored Dischargaability of Consumer Cradit Card Debt

in Bankruptcy After Anastas v, American Savings Bank, 48 S.C.L.

Rev. 915 (1997}

Actlve in his community, Sam served on the Board of Directors
for the Dee Norton Child Advocacy Center.

ASSOCIATIONS:

Amerlcan Bar Association

Association of Professlonal Responsibllity Lawyers
Ametican Institute of Certified Public Accountants

South Carolina Association of Ceriified Public Accountants
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Massachusetlts Lawyers Weekly
2011 Lawyers of the Year

Benchmark Platntiff
2012~2014 Rhode island "Litigation Star”: human rights and
product liability

Providence Business News
2005 Forty Under 40

ASSOCIATIONS:

Law360 Product Liability Editoriat Advisory Board, 2019, 2021
American Association for Justice, Board of Governors; former
Exscutive Committee membaer

American Bar Assaciation

Rhode Island Asscciation for Justlce, former Prasident

The Fallows of the American Bar Foundation

Christopher F. Moriarty

LICENSED IN: 8C .

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

U.S, Court of Appeals for the First, Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth,
Ninth, and Tenth Circuits; U.S, District Court for the Northarn
District of IHinols, the Eastern District of Michigan, and the
District of South Carolina

EDUCATION:

1.D,, Duke University School of Law, 2071

M.A., Trinlty College, University of Cambridge, 2007

Bar Vacational Course (Very Competent), Inns of Court School
of Law, 2008

Graduate DIploma In Law (Commendatlon), BPP Law School,
London, 2005

B.A,, Trinity Collega, University of Cambridge, 2003

Christopher Moriarty litigates securities fraud and other
comptlex litigation in the United States and consults inatitutional
nvestors on opportunities to seek recovery In securities-
related actions. His securittes fraud class actlon practice
encompasses evary aspect of lltigation, from case-starting to
settlement, Notable securlties fraud class actions In which he
served as part of the lead counsel team include:

» In re Twitter Inc, Securities Litigation, No. 16-¢v-05314-15T
{N.D. Cal.} ($809.5 millfon recovery*});

* In re Barrick Gold Securlties Litigation, No, 13-cv-03851
(S.D.NY.) ($140 million recovery*);

+ City of Brackton Retiremant System v. Avon Products, Inc,, 11
Civ. 4655 (PGG) (5.DN.Y.) ($62 million recovery*}.. State Street
Corp., No. 09-cv-12136-GAO (D. Mass.) ($60 million recovery*);

* In ra Hewlatl-Packard Co. Securities Litigation, Na. 11-cv-1404
(RNBx) (C.D. Cal.) ($57 mlilion recovary*)

s KBC Asset Managament NV v. 3D Systems Corp., No, 15-cv-
62393-MGL {D.S.C.) (§50 milllon recovery*);

+ In re Medtronic, inc. Securities Litigation, No,
Minn.) ($43 milllon recovery*);

» Firsta AP-Fonden and Danske Invest Management A/S v,
St Jude Medical, Inc., Clivil No. 12-3070 (JNE/HB) {D. Minn,}
{$39.25 million recovery*});

0:13-cv-0168 (D,

& Ross v. Career Education Corp,, No, 12-cv-00276 (N.D. 111}
{$27.5 million recovery*); and

* KBC Asset Managemeant NV v. Aegerfon Pharmaceuticals, Inc,,
No. 14-cv-10105-MLW (D. Mass.) ($22.25 million recavery*),

Christopher has also represented Investors in direct actions
underfederal securitieslaws, inshareholder derivative litigation,
and in antltrust class actions; whistleblowers in proceedings
bhefare the U.S. Securities and Exchange Commission; and
reiators In qui tam fitigation. In the International context,
Christopher serves as U.8. counsel to the Stichting Petrobras
Compensation Foundatlon in the Netherlands, which represents
the interests of investors who traded in Petrobras securities
outside the United States and who sufferad losses as a reautt of
an alleged long-running fraud and bribery scheme perpetrated
by Petrobras and certaln of Ita related entities and former
executives.

In addition te his securitles practice, Christopher represents
dozens of governmental entlties In [tigation against several
pharmaceutical drug manufacturers, distributors, and
pharmacies In connection with the oplold epldemic, As pert
of that, he served as one of Washington State’s iitigation and
trial counsel in its action against the "Blg Three” distributors of
prescription oplolds that resulted In a $518 million settlement
after -trlal, He alzo successfully briefed and argued the
oppositions to numerous motlons to dlsmiss in the State of
Alaska’s action against numerous oplold manufacturers,*

As part of his pro bono practice, Christopher has drafted
amlicus curiag briefs in approximataly 20 constitutional law
cases before the U).8, Supreme Court {which has citad his work}
and the federal courts of appeal. Outside of his legal practice,
Christopher servaes on the Board of Directors of Operation
Sight, a non-profit that pravides free cataract surgery and other
services to those in need.

Christopher was ¢alled to the Bar In England and Wales by the
Honourable Soclety of the Middie Temple in 2008.

SELECT PUBLICATIONS:

Christopher F. Morlarty, Supreme Court Rules That Securitles
Act Time Bar Is Not Subject to American Pipe Tolling, Class
Action & Derivative Suits Newsletter, American Bar Assoclation
(Oct. 3, 2017)

SELECT PRESENTATIONS:

Panelist, Experts: Communicating Complex |daas and lssues
In Litigation Consistent with Messaging Trends, American Bar
Assoclatlon Litigation Saction Annual Conference (May 6, 2022)

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:
South Carolina Super Lawyers® Rising Stars list
2016-2021 Securities litigation

ASSOCIATIONS:

South Carolina Assoclation for Justice
American Bar Associlation

South Carolina Bar Association
Charleston County Bay Association
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William H. Narwold Super Lawyers®

LICENSED IN: CT, DC, NY, 8C

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

LLS. Supreme Court, U.§, Court of Appeals for the First,
Second, Third, Fourth, Fifth, Sixth, Eighth, Ninth, Tenth,
Eleventh, D.C., and Federal Circuits, U.S, District Court for the
District of Connecticut, Eastern District of Michigan, Eastern
and Southern Districts of New York, District of South Carolina
EDUCATION:

1.0, cum taude, University of Connecticut School of Law, 1979
8.A., Colby College, 1974

Bill Narwold has advocated for corporate accountability
and fiduclary responsibllity for nearly 40 years, representing
consumers, governmental entities, uniens and Institutional
Investors. He ltigates complex securities fraud, shareholder
rghts and consumer fraud lawsuits, as well as matters involving
unfair trade practices, antitrust violations and whistleblower/
qui tam claims.

Blll leads Motfey Rice's securities and consumer fraud litigation
taams and False Clalm Act practice, He is also active in the firm’s
appeliate practice. His expetlence Includes being involved in
more than 200 appeals before the U.8. Supreme Court, U5,
Courts of Appeal and multiple state courts,

Prior to Jolning Motley Rice in 2004, Bl directed corpotate,
securities, financial, and other complex litlgation on behalf
of private and commercial clients for 25 years at Cummings
& Lockwood In Hartford, Connecticut, including 10 years as
managing pertner. Prior to his work in private practice, he
served ag a law clerk for the Honorable Warren W. Eginton of
the 1.8, District Court, District of Connectlcut from 1979-1981.

8ill often acts as an arbltrator and mediater both privately and
through the American Arbitration Assoclation, He Is a frequent
speaker on legal matters, including class actions, Named ona
of 11 lawyers “who made a difference” by The Connecticut
taw Tribune, Bill ls racognized as an AV® rated attorney by
Martindale-Hubbell®,

Bill has served the Hartford communlty with past involvements
including the Greater Hartford Legal Assistance Foundation,
Lawyers for Children America, end 8s President of the

Connacticut Bar Foundation. Fer more than twenty years,.

Bill served as a Directar and Chairman of Protein Sclences
Corparation, a blopharmaceutical company In  Meriden,
Connectleut.

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:
Connecticut Law Tribune
2022 Cannecticut Legal Awards "Distinguished Leaders” list

Best Lawyers®

2013, 2015, 2017, 2019, 2023 Hartford, Conn. "Lawyer of the
Year": Litigation-Banking and Finance

2005-~2021, 2023 Antitrust Law; Litigation-Banking and finance,
mergers and acquisitions, securities

2009-2022 Connecticut Super Lawyers and New England
Super Lawyers® liats
Securities litigation; Class actlon/inass torts

Lawdragon
2019-2021 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Financlal Lawyers

Connecticut Bar Foundation
2008 Legal Services Leadership Award

ASSOCIATIONS:

American Bar Assoclation

Connecticut Bar Foundation, Past President

Taxpayers Agalnst Fraud

University of Connecticut Law School Foundation, past Board
of Truatees member

For full Super Lawyers selection methodology visit: www.
suparlawyers.com/about/selection_process.html

For current year CT data visit: www.superlawyors.com/
connecticut/selection_details.html

William 8. Norton

LICENSED IN: MA, NY, 5C

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

U.S, Supreme Court; U.S. Court of Appeals for the Firat,
Second, Third, Fourth and Ninth Circuits; U.S, District Court for
tha Distrlct of Colorado, Narthern District of Illinots, District of
Massachusetts, Eastern and Southern Districts of New York,
and District of South Carolina

EDUCATION:

1.D., Boston University School of Law, 2004

B.A./B.S. magna cum laude, University of South Carolina, 2001
Bill Norton litlgates securities fraud, corporate governance,
False Clalms Act, SEC whistleblower and other complex class
action, consumer, and commerclal matters. Bill has representad
institutional and individual investors in securlties fraud and
shareholders actions before federal, state, and appellate courts
throughout tha country, He has also represented whistlablowers
hefore the LS. Securlties and Exchange Commission through
the Dodd-Frank Whistleblower Program and qul tam relators in
actions under the False Clalms Act.

SECURITIES FRAUD LITIGATION

Bill represents Institutional investors as a member of the lead

counsal teams in litigation involving Alexion Pharmaceuticals,

inc,, Amazon.cor, Inc., Intel Corporation, Qualcomm in¢., Riot

Blockchain, Inc, and Sotera Health Company. His previous

securities fraud matters Include:

s In ra SCANA Corporation Securities Litigation ($192.5 million
racovery as Llalson Counsel*)

¢ Bennettv. Sprint Nextel Corp. ($131 million recovery*)

+ Clty of Brockton Retirement System v. Avon Products, Inc, ($62
million recovery*)

s Hill v, State Straet Corporation ($60 million recovery™)

Prior results do not guarantea a similar outcome. 43
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s Cliy of Sterling Helghts General Employees’ Retfrement
Systam v. Hospira, Inc. ($60 million recovary*) :
¢ In re Hewlett-Packard Company Securities Litigation {$57
miflion recavery*)

* In re Medtronic, Inc. Securitles Litigation ($43 milllon
recovery*)

* Matamian v. Advanced Micro Devices, inc. ($29,5 miliion
recovery*)

* Ross v. Career Education Corporation ($27.5 miiion
recovery*)

SHAREHOLDER DERIVATIVE LITIGATION
Bill has represented shareholders in derivativa actions,
including:

¢ Manville Parsonal Injury Settlement Trust v. Gemunder ($16.7
million payment and significant corporate governance
raforma*)

* /n re Walgreen Co. Derivative Litigation (corporate
govearnance reforms concerning compliance with Controlled
Substances Act?)

MERGER AND ACQUISITION LITIGATION
Bill has rapresented institutional shareholders in corporate
M&A litigation, Including:

+ In re Alllon Healthcare, Inc, Shareholders Litigation ($4 mlllion
payment to shareholders*)

* In re RehabCare Group, Inc, Shareholders Litigation {$2.5
million payment, medification of merger agreement, and
additional disclosures to shareholders*)

* In re Atheros Communications Shareholder Litigation
{preliminary injunction delaying shareholder vote and
raquiring additional disclosures to shareholders in $3.1 hillion
mergert)

* Marlc Capital Master Fund, Ltd, v, PLATO Learning, inc.
{preliminary injunction requiring additlonal disclosures to
shareholders In $143 milllon private-aquity buyout*)

OTHER COMMERCIAL, CONSUMER FRAUD, AND
WHISTLEBLOWER MATTERS

Bill has represented clients in a variety of commaerclal, consumer
fraud, and whistleblower matters, including:

* Satellite retailers in class action agalnst EchoStar Corporation
{$83 million recovery*)

* Municipal bondholders in ¢lass action concerning alleged
Ponzi scheme ($7.8 million recovery*)

* A guf tam whistleblower in appeal, resulting in reinstatement
of claim for employment retaliation®

* Consumers In class action against DirecTV regarding estly
cancellation feas

* German bank In litigation concerning collateralized debt
ohligations

+ Investors in'actions concerning varlable life Insurance
policies funneled to the Madoff Ponzi scheme

Before Joining Motley Rice, Bill practiced securities and
commerclal Htigation in the New York office of an International
law firm. In Jaw school, Blil served as an Editor of the Boston
Unlversity Law Raview and was a G. Joseph Tauro Distinguished
Scholar. He worked as a law clerk In the United States Attorney's
Office for the District of Massachusetts, represented asylum
seelers at Greater Boston Legal Services, and studled (aw at
the University of Oxfard. Before law school, Bill worked for the
United States Attorney's Office for the District of South Carolina
and volunteered with the Melghborhood Legal Assistance
Program of Charleston, He graduated Phi Beta Kappa from the
University of South Caralina Honors Callege. Bill is recognized
as an AV®-rated attorney by Martindale-Hubbell®,

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES;
Lawdragon
2019 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Financial Lawyers

Super Lawyers®
2013-2019 South Carolina Supar Lowyers Rising Stars list
Securlties litigation; Class action/mass torts; General litigation

ASSOCIATIONS:

Faderal Bar Assoclation

Amarlcan Bar Assoclation
Amerlcan Assoclation for Justice
New York State Bar Assoclatlon
South Carolina Bar Assoctation
Charleston County Bar Assaclation

Lance Oliver

LICENSED IN: AL, BC, FL, SC

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

U.5. Court of Appeals for the District of Columbia, Fifth and

the Efeventh Circuits; U.S. District Court for the District of
Columbia, Middle and Southern Districts of Florida, and the
Northern District of lilinols

EDUCATION:

1.D., Duke University School of Law, 2004

B.A., Samford University, 2001

Lance Oliver is a trial lawyer who litigates class actions, mass
torts, and other complex matters, He has experlence with all
phases of {itigation from filing the complainy, trying tha case,
and pursuing appeals, His practice focuges an securities and
cansumer fraud class actions, tobacco litigation, and defactive
products,

Lance has recently acted as lead trial counsel in & number of
Engle progeny cases in Florida, representing smokers and thair
familfes agalnstiobacco manufacturers. He argued a successful

- appeal to the Fourth District Court of Appeals in Florids,

securing & verdict for a smoker’s widow in 8 wrongful death sult
against tebacco giants Phllip Morris and R.J, Raynolds in Philip
Morrls USA Inc. et al. v. Marchese, He also served as counsel
In Barger v. Philip Morris USA Inc., which resulted in a verdict
for a client who fell victim at a young age to the manufacturer’s
marketing campalgns targeting children.

44 Motley Rice LLC e Attorneys at Law
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Lance has also devoted a substantlal smount of time to litigating’

securitles fraud class actions, and has served as co-lead counsel
for the class in many securities fraud cases Including Alaska
Electrical Pension Fund, et al. v. Pharmacia Corp,, et al, a securities
fraud class action that resulted In a sstilement for plaintiffs. More
recently, Lance selected the jury as co-trial counsel for the end-
pavor claseIn In re Solodyn {Minocycline Hydrachlaride) Antitrust
Litigation, a pay-for-delay antitrust fitigation,

Priorto joining Motley Rice In 2007, Lance served as an assoclate
In the Washington, D.C,, office of a national law flrm, where he
worked on complex products Habillty litigation at both the trial
and appellate levels,

iance Is a member of the Natlonal Conferance on Public
Employee Retlrement Systams (NCPERS) and the Internatfonal
Foundation of Employse Benefit Plans {IFEBP). After graduating
from Duke Law Schaol, he served as a law clerk to the Honorable
Jamas Hughes Hancock of the U.8, District Court, Northern
District of Alabama, He Is recognized as an AV® rated attorney
by Martindale-Hubbell®, Lance is the Board of Directors Vice
Chalr of the Dee Norton Child Advocacy Canter and the former
Chalr of the American Lung Association Local Leadership Board
for Charlaston,

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:
Benchmatk Litigation

2022 Plaintiff Litigator of the Year
2022 Impact Case Award

South Carolina Lawyers Weekly
2021 Leadership In Law Honoree

Lawdragon
2019-2021 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Financlal Lawyers

South Carolina Super Lawyers® Rising Stars list
20132018 Securities ltigation; Class action/mass torts

The Natlanal Triel Lawyers
2016 Top 100 Trial Lawyers™ South Carolina:

ASSOCIATIONS:
Amerlican Bar Association

Meghan 8. B. Oliver

LICENSED IN: DC, 5C, VA

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

.S, Court of Appeals for the Federal Circult, U.S. District Court
for the District of South Carolina

EDUCATION;

1B, University of Virginia School of Law, 2004

B.A. with distinction, University of Virginia, 2000

Meghan Oliver’s practice focuses on complex litigation and
class actlons, incliuding work on secutities fraud cases, general
commercial lltigation, and consumer fraud litigation.

She Is actively Involved in varlous class actions, including several
agalnat health insurers for drug and equipment overcharges,
and one alleging that the Administrative Office of the U.S. Courts
chargas more for PACER services than Is authorlzed by statute
(Nat'! Veterans Legal Sarvices Program v. United States, Case
Na, 168.745-ESH). She aisa represents large publie pension funds,
unlons, and Institutional investors in securities fraud class actions,
Including /n ra Twitter, inc. Securities Litigation, No. 3:16-cv-05315-
IST-SK and In re Qualcomm Inc. Securitles Litigation, No. 17-CV-
00121-JAH-WVG,

Additlonally, Meghan helps to lead litigatlon fited for a class
consisting of mora than a million tax return preparers alleging the
IRS charged unauthorlzed user faes for the Issuance and renewal
of preparer tax ldentification numbers, {Steele v. United States,
Case No, 1:14-cv-1523-RCL),

She has also worked on several antitrust matters in the past,
including In re North Sea Brent Crude Ol Futures Litlgation, In re
Libor-Based Financial Instruments Antitrust Litigation, and genetic
drug cases Involving "reverse payment” agreaments,

Prior to Joining Motley Rice, Meghan worked as a busihess
litigation and antitrust associate In Washington, D.C. There, she
assisted In the trial of a multidistrict litlgation antitrust case and
assisted in multiple corporate Internal Investigations. She is a
member of Phl Bata Kappa.

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:
National Law Journal
2022 Litigation Trajlblazer

Lawdragon
2018-2021 Lawdragon 500 Plaintiff Financlat Lawyers

ASSOCIATIONS:
American Bar Association

Prior results do not guarantee a similar outcome, 45




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 64 of 278 PagelD#
' 61261

A former collegiate athlete at the College of Charleston,
Graham played haseball and proudly represented his school as
a mamber of the All-Southaern Confarence Team In 2007,

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:

Best Lawyers®

2021 -2023 Ones to Walch list: Product Liability Litigation —
Pleintiffs

ASSOCIATIONS:

Ametrlcan Association for Justice
South Carolina Association for Justice
South Carolina Bar Assoclatlon
Charleston Bar Assoclatton

Jennie Scudder-Levin

LICENSED IN: CA, 5C

EDUCATION:

1.D., Vanderbilt University School of Law, 1989

A.B. cum faude, Duke University, 1286

Jennie Scudder-Levin primarlly represents clients harmed
by environmental contaminants and is Involved In the firm’s
madical device and oplold epldamic litigation,

lannle has years of Iltigation experlence and previously
represanted cllents in bankruptey matters, along with
institutional investors In securities and consumer fraud
litigation prior to Joining Motley Rice.

Her current casework Includes advocating for thousands of
women who have suffered severe advaerse effects allegedly
caused by the permanent contraceptive device, Essure®. She
served on the team Htlgating on behalf of 10 Callfornia clties
and counties regarding harmful exposure to lead paint and
continues that advocacy now on behalf of persons injured by
white lead carbonate products in Wisconsin.

Jennie is activa In her church and with the firm’s charitable and
community profacts,

Cindi A. Sclomon

LICENSED IN; SC

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE: U.8. District Court for the
District of South Carotlina, U.S, Supreme Court

EDUCATION:

1.D,, University of South Carolina School of Law, 1998

B.A., Vanderbilt University, 1988

Cindi Solomon represents dezens of governmental antitles,
including states, citles, counties and other municipalities as
part of Motley Rice’s oplold litigation tean.

Cindi contrlbutes to the firm’s intensive involvement In the
National Prescription Oplate MDL, as well as simllar cases filed
In state court against manufacturers, distributors and other
entities helieved to have played a role In causing the oploid
crisis. She has additional experience In pharmacautieal drug,

defective medlcal device, and product llabllity cases, including
worklng with Motley Rice attorneys in the 1880s on historic Big
Tobacco litigation, which resulted in the {argest civil settlemant
In U.S. history.

In additlan to her legal caresr, Cindl has worked for several yaars
to promote aye haalth in the Charleston, 5.C,, area. She served
as a member of the Board of Directors for the Association for
the Blind and Visually Impaired-Charleston from 2011 to 2016,
She co-foundad and served as Volunteer Executive Diractor
of Operation Sight, a non-profit that provides free cataract
surgery and other services to those in need. She Is currently
the Treasurer of Operation Sight.

Numerous other community positlons she has held include;
Kiawzh Island Cluly Board Member

Spoleto Festlval USA Board Member

Medical Univarsity of South Carolina Woman's Club Prasident,
2009-2010

Trident Unlted Way

- Community Impact Committee 2016-2022

- Board of Directors for Trident United Way 2004-2010, 2014-2015
- Women's Leadership Councll President 2014-2¢15

ASSOCIATIONS:
Amerlcan Assoclation for Justice
South Carolina Women Lawyers
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Ashley J. Hornstein

LICENSED IN: RI

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

t,8. District Court for the District of Rhode Island

EDUCATION:

1.D,, Roger Williams University School of Law, 2012

8.A., Unlversity of Kansas, 2008

Ashley Hornstein represents people and famllies suffering from
mesothelioma and other asbestos-related diseases caused
by occupational, environmental and household asbestos
exposure, as wall as victims of lead polsoning and other toxic
environmental exposures, :

Ashley bagan working with Motlay Rice a3 a law clerk in 2010,
supporting various trial teams In thelr efforts to hold major
corporations accountable. She contributed legal research
and case preparation for litigation against C.R. Bard claiming
defactive medical devices, and Georgla-Pacific for claims of
asbestos-related diseases caused by ashestos exposure.

in 2013, Ashley joined the firm as an attorney focusing on
illnessas and injurles caused by taxic exposure.

AWARDS AND ACCOLADES:

Best Lawyers®

2021-2023 Ones to Watch list: Product Liability Litigation ~
Plaintiffs

The Nationat THal Lawyers
2022.2023 Clvit Plaintiff-Top 40 under 40 Trial Lawyer list,
Rhode Jgland

ASSOCIATIONS:

American Association for Justice
Rhode lsiand Assoctation for Justice
Rhode Island Bar Assoclation

Rhode Island Women's Bar Assoclation

Shalom D. Jacks

LICENSED IN: SC

EDUCATION:

1.D,, Univarsity of South Carolina School of Law, 2015

B.B.A., Brenau University, 2007

Shalom Jacks seeks justice for workers and families who
are batling debilitating occupational illnesses, including
masothelioma and other asbestos-related diseases, as well as
severe workplace Injurles caused by corporate negligence and
malfeasance.

Specifically, Shalom advocates for victims of agbestos-related
diseases by helping cllents navigate requirements in complex
bankruptcy claim audits,

Prior to jolning Motley Rice, Shalom galned legal experlence
as an extern for the 11th Circult Public Defender's Offica In
Lexington, S.C., where she performed legal research and
discovary for a variety of criminal proceedings. She served as

an Intern for U.S. District Judge Richard Gergel, for the District of
South Carolina. Shalom also gained experience In matrimonial
law as an Intern with a law firm in Summerville, 5.C.

While pursuing her legal studias, Shalom advocated for victims
of domestic violence as a member of Voices Agalnst Violence,
an Amerlcan Bar Assoclation Young Lawyers Divigion program.

In addition to her work with Motley Rice, Shalom investigates
claims of dishonast conduct as a member of the Lawyer's Fund
for Client Protection of the South Carolina Bar and helps obtain
compensation for victims, She also serves as an advocate for
naglected and abused children as a Guardian Ad Litem,

ASSOCIATIONS:

American Bar Association

South Carolina Bar Assoclation, Lawyer's Fund for Cliemt
Protection

Charleston County Bar Association

Annie E, Kouba

{ICENSED IN: 8C

ADMITTED TO PRACTICE BEFORE:

U.8. District Court for the District of South Carolina
EDUCATION:

1.D., University of North Carolina Scheol of Law, 2016

M.S.W., University of North Carolina School of Social Wortk,
2016

B.A., magna cum laude, Lenoir-Rhyne University, 2012

Annie Kouba is a trlal lawyer with a diverse practice representing
global terror victims, survivors of childhood sexual abuse,
children and familles coping with mental heaith challanges
allagedly caused by social media platforms, as well as public
cllents and government entities.

She Is a part of Motley Rice’s team of attorneys that represents
dozens of cities, towns, countles, and townships In the National
Prescription Opiste MDL against opiold manufacturers,
digtributors, and pharmacies far slleged deceptive markating,
fraudulent distribution and other business practices that
contributed to the oplold crisis, Annle also has experlenceinthe
courtroom as a part of the Motley Rice trial team representing
individuals alleging harm by defective medical devices,

Prior to jolning Motley Rice, Annle iInterned with the North
Carolina Dapartment of Justice In the Health and Human
Services Division where she drafted ctiminal briefs for the
N.C. Court of Appeals and N.C. Supreme Court and assisted
the president of the American Association of Public Welfare
Attorneys, She also interned with the EMilY's List Political
Opportunity Program and has worked as a volr dire consuitant.

Annle concentrated In Community, Management, and Policy
Practice at the University of North Carolina’s School of
Soclal Work Master's program where she specialized In the
intersection of public policy and the law, Through a practicum
with the program, Annle interned with the Compass Center
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L

MotleyRice

Miles Loadhaolt
Of Counsel

LICENSED IN: 8C

EDUCATION:

1.D., cum laude, University of South Carolina School of Law,
1968

B.S., University of South Carolina, 1965

Mites Loadho!t has practiced law for over four decades In the
areas of occupational disease, worker safety and business
litigatlon. He has worked with Motley Rice attorheys on
occupational Injury and asbestos litigation sinca the early
1970s, representing victims of asbestos, radiatlon and beryllium

exposure, He has also represented workers suffering from

hearing loss caused by exposure to foud machlnery on the
job and managed hundrads of warkers’ compensation cases,
Additlonally, Miles has practiced business litigation including
contract disputes and business torts,

A longtime advocate of higher education, Miles was elected
chairman of the University of South Carolina Board of Trustees
in January 2009, With more than 12 years of service on the Board,
Miles Is planning for the inatitution’s future capital campalgn
and bullding endowments. His involvament with the Unlversity
of South Carolina and higher education programs includes
his appointment to the South Carolina Commission on Higher
Education by Governor im Hodges, serving as a member of the
Wastern Carolina Higher Education Commission and more than
20 years on the Executlve Committee of the Gamacock Club,

For his contributions to educatlon in South Carolina, Miles
recelvad the Qrder of the Palmetto in 2002, the highest civilian
honor in the state, His portralt can be found in the law Rbrary of
the Univarsity of South Carolina’s School of Law as recognition
for his generosity and service,

Miles aarned a Bachelor of Science and Jurls Doctor from the
University of South Carolina. As a law student, he was on the
editorial board of the South Carolina Law Review and was a
member of Phi Delta Phi and the Soclety of Wig and Robe.

Miles is recognized as an AV® rated attorney by Martindale-
Hubbehl®.

ASSOQCIATIONS:

American Association for Justice
American Bar Assoclation

Barnwell Couniy Bar Assoclation
South Carolina Assoclation for Justice

Charlotte E, Loper

LICENSED IN: 8C, TX, NC

EDUCATION:

1.D. cum faude, Wake Forast School of Law, 2019

B.A. magna cum laude, University of South Carolina, 2016
Charlotte Loper represents individuals and businesses in class
actlons and complex litigation Involving consumer protection,
genersl commercial issues, and securities fraud.

Her casework includes litlgating on behalf of a class of more
than a miillon tax return preparers who allege the IRS charged
unauthorized userfees for the issuance and renewal of preparer
tax identification numbers {Steefe v. Unfted States, Case No.
1:14-cv-1523-RCL). She also represents patlents who allege
their insurance provider engaged in a fraudulent scheme to
overcharge for needed medical services and products while
knowingly pocketing the difference.

Charlotte previously worlad as an Intern for South Carolina’s
14" Circult Solicitor's Offlce, asalsting with trfals and motions In
General Sesslons and Magistrate Court. While completing her
legat studles, she worked as a research assistant for Wake Forest
law professor Kami Chavls on topics including the Intersection
of technology and law, and racial bias In Jury selection.

Charlotte served as tha Executive Articles Edltor for the Wake
Forest Journal of Business and Intellectual Property Lew and
was a member of Moot Court, in addition to beina a CALl
Award reciplent, and winnar of the Dean Reynolds Award of

" Excalience, among other honors and recognitions,

ASSOCIATIONS:

American Bar Associatlon

South Carolina Bar Association
Chatrleston County Bar Assoclation

Ridge Mazingo

LICENSED IN; SC

EDUCATION: -

1.0, University of North Carolina School of Law, 2022

B.A, summa cum laude, Nerth Carolina State University, 2018
Ridge represents institutional Investors In complex securities
fraud Htigation. Since joining Motley Rice, he supported the
secutlties litigation team with the judicial approval process of
a $809.5 million dollar settlement In a case, against the social
media company Twitter for misleading shareholders. Ridge 1s
also Involved in securities litigation against Chegg, Inc. and
Abbott Laboratorles. As the son of two retirad public-school
educators, Ridge understands the Importance of protecting
pension fund investments so that hard-working men and
women can retire with tha dignity they deserve,

Ridge has also worked on varlous matters outside of the
securities context representing clients in cases Involving data
breaches, catastrophic Injury claims and anti-trust matters.

Prior to Jaw school, Ridge gained valuable experlence in state
government as a Legislative Aide in the North Carolina House
of Representatives and worked with a lobbying and consulting
firm. While attending law school, Ridge was a member of the
North Carolina Law Review, and held legal internships with
the N.C. Department of Justice Consumer Protection Division
and a mid-slze regional firm focusing on civil defense and
transactional matters,

Prior results do not guarantee a similar outcome. 69
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In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation

Motley Rice LLC
TIME REPORT
Inception through August 31, 2023
HOURS AT
SPECIFIED SUM OF
NAME AND STATUS RATE BILL FEE
Andrews, Polly 3.50 1,050.00
Administration 3.50 1,050.00
300.00 3.50 1,050.00
Baker, Frederick C. 3.10 3,255.00
Member 3.10 3,255.00
1,050.00 3.10 3,255.00
Bivins, Dominique '"Dom’ 0.40 ~76.00
Administration 0.40 76.00
190.00 0.40 76.00
Buchman, Michael M. 3,258.40 - 3,122,180.50
Member 3,258.40 3,122,180.50
925.00 1,700.30 1,572,777.50
950.00 693.00 658,350.00
1,030.00 865.10 891,053.00
Carr, Melissa A. 250 875.00
Paralegal 2.50 875.00
350.00 2.50 875.00
Clerkin, Michelle
~ Zolnoski 1,652.90 976,560.00
Associate 1,652.90 976,560.00
550.00 424.60 233,530.00
600.00 1,134.10 680,460.00
650.00 80.80 52,520.00
750.00 13.40 10,050.00
Cornwall, Sarah 0.20 38.00
Administration 0.20 38.00
190.00 0.20 38.00
Durba, Exin 184.80 129,360.00
Associate 184.80 129,360.00
700.00 184.80 129,360.00
Fairman, Alon 244.75 79,543.75
Contract Attorney 244.75 79,543.75
325.00 244.75 79,543.75
Hack, Lisa M. 1.00 350.00

Paralegal 1.00 350.00
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350.00 1.00 350.00
Holms, Kiersten 366.80 229,250.00
Associate 366.80 229,250.00
216.00 - -
625.00 366.80 229,250.00
Jacobs, Rebecca 0.20 30.00
Staff Attorney 0.20 80.00
400.00 0.20 80.00
Koenen, Ashley 010 5350
Contract Attorney 0.10 53.50
535.00 0.10 53.50
Kouba, Annie 32.00 18,880.00
Associate 32.00 18,880.00
590.00 32.00 18,880.00
_Krellenstein, Michael 378.40 113,520.00
Paralegal 378.40 113,520.00
300.00 378.40 113,520.00
Laico, Julia ) 21.70 6,510.00
Paralegal 21.70 6,510.00
300.00 21.70 6,510.00
Lawrimore, Kathryn
________ 'Katy' 11.30 2,147.00
Paralegal 11.30 2,147.00
190.00 11.30 2,147.00
Madsen, Andrew "Park" 2,20 385,00
Administration 2.20 385.00
175.00 2.20 385.00
Mazingo, Ridge 24.40 11,834.00
Associate 24.40 11,834.00
485.00 24.40 11,834.00
McLaughlin, Lora L. 160 600.00
Paralegal 1.60 600.00
375.00 1.60 600.00
Moriarty, Christopher F. 1.30 780.00
Member 1.30 780.00
600.00 1.30 780.00
Narwold, Bill ) 91.10 106,895.00
Member 91.10 106,895.00
1,050.00 6.00 6,300.00
1,100.00 29.80 32,780.00
1,150.00 13.10 15,065.00
1,250.00 42.20 52,750.00



Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 70 of 278 PagelD#

61267
____________ Ng, Jonathan 256.00 71,035.00
Paralegal 256.00 71,035.00
275.00 230.60 63,415.00
300.00 25.40 7,620.00
Oliver, Lance 65.70 58,227.50
Member 65.70 58,227.50
825.00 42.70 35,227.50
1,000.00 23.00 23,000.00
Onile-Ere, Jacob 1,096.20 457,200.00
Associate 1,096.20 457,200.00
300.00 95.10 28,530.00
425.00 924.20 392,785.00
450.00 51.30 23,085.00
500.00 25.60 12,800.00
Poston, Heather 0.70 _ 168.00
Administration 0.70 168.00
240.00 0.70 168.00
Quillin, Kelly 1.60 640.00
Staff Attorney 1.60 640.00
400.00 1.60 640.00
Reyes, Paul 925.50 495,142.50
Contract Attorney 925.50 495,142.50
535.00 925.50 495,142.50
Richards, Evelyn 3.30 1,290.00
Law Clerk 3.30 1,290.00
350,00 0.20 70.00
375.00 0.80 300.00
400.00 2.30 920.00
Seiden, Karen 2.55 1,467.75
Contract Attorney 2.55 1,467.75
535.00 0.25 133.75
580.00 2.30 1,334.00
Shaarda, Lynn 13.70 4,795.00
Paralegal 13.70 4,795.00
350.00 13.70 4,795.00
Shaw, Johnny 829.60 258,635.00
Associate 247.90 72,337.50
275.00 224.10 61,627.50
450.00 23.80 10,710.00
Law Clerk 227.90 82,755.00
300.00 132.00 39,600.00
450.00 95.90 43,155.00
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Paralegal 353.80 103,542.50
275.00 103.90 28,572.50
300.00 249.90 74,970.00
Solomon, Cindi 1.50 975.00
Senior Counsel 1.50 975.00
650.00 1.50 975.00
Weil, Katherine M 0.60 195.00
Paralegal 0.60 195.00
325.00 0.60 195.00
Zagnoli, Theresa 43.10 34,911.00
Other Legal Support 43.10 34,911.00
810,00 43.10 34,911.00
" GrandTotal = =~ . 952270 . 6,188,904.50
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In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation
Motley Rice LLC
EXPENSE REPORT
Inception through August 2023

Category Amount Incurred
Litigation

Assessments $1,535,500.00
Transportation $14,411.97
Reproduction $8,946.75
Computer Research ,

and Web Services $8.526.64
Hotels $10,685.03
Litigation Expenses

and Supplies $5,860.20
File Management

Costs $2,517.68
Court Costs $228.00
Beginning Balance

Expense Migration $44.,842.07
¢Telephone/Long

Distance $496.00
Meals $2,499.14
Postage & Delivery $1,669.05
Other Professionals $13,225.53
Miscellaneous and

Tips/Gratuities $1,525.48
TOTAL: $1,650,933.50
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
NORFOLK DIVISION

IN RE: ZETIA (EZETIMIBE) ANTITRUST | MDI, No. 2836
LITIGATION No. 2:18-md-2836- RBS-DEM

DECLARATION OF LEE ALBERT IN SUPPORT OF
END-PAYOR CLASS’S MOTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT,
AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES, REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES, AND
INCENTIVE AWARD

I, Lee Albert, declare as follows:

l. I am an attorney licensed to practice before the courts of Pennsylvania and New
Jersey and am admitted Pro Hac Vice in the above case and I am a partner in the firm Glancy
Prongay & Murray LLP (“GPM”).1have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this Declaration
and, if called as a witness, I would testify competently to them. I make this Declaration in support
of GPM’s request for attorneys’ fees and reimbursement of litigation expenses, as set forth in End-
Payor Class’s Motion For Preliminary Approval Of Proposed Settlement, Approval Of The Form
And Manner Of Notice To The Class, and Proposed Schedule For A Fairness Hearing. Tam counsel
of record in this case for Plaintiff, Uniformed Firefighters’ Association of Greater New York
Security Benefit Fund and Retired Firefighters® Security Benefit Fund of the Uniformed
Firefighters’ Association (“UFA”).

2. A brief description of my firm, which includes a short summary of my experience
and credentials, is attached as Exhibit | and incorporated herein by reference.

3. Throughout the course of this litigation, my firm kept files contemporaneously
documenting all time spent, including tasks performed, and expenses incurred, and provided those

reports monthly to Marvin A. Miller, Esq. one of End-Payor Plaintiffs’ (“EPP”) Co-Lead Counsel.
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All the time and expenses reported by my firm advanced were reasonably necessary for the
prosecution of this case in order to achieve the class-wide results obtained for the benefit of the
EPP Class.

4, My firm has continuously devoted efforts and resources on behalf of members of the
EPP Class in connection with litigating this action from inception through the settlement. The work
GPM performed at the request of Co-Lead Counsel in this case up to the Final Settlement included:
Preparation of Filing and filing UFA initial class action complaint; Reviewing client data and
documents; Participating in defensive discovery by working with UFA to search for documents
and reviewing documents for responsiveness; working with the Pharmacy Benefits Manager to
gather UFA Documents and Transactions; preparing client for deposition and attending UFA’s
deposition;, Reviewing case filings, including the motion to dismiss and its responses and the
motion for class certification and its responses with UFA; provided multiple status updates to UFA;
Participated in the review of Defendants’ production of Documents; searching for relevant
Glenmore/Merck Documents; creation of chronology of Defendants’ actions based upon the
reviews of documents; prepared evidentiary objections to evidence put forth by Defendants;
assisted in preparing to depose witnesses with knowledge of Merck’s willingness and ability to
launch an Authorized Generic (“AG”), including David Pakula and Theresa Covert-Walker,
prepared for and took the deposition of Joerg Liebel, another witness with knowledge of Merck’s
willingness and ability to launch an AG; assisted in supporting Luis Molina, the Plaintiffs’ expert
on the issue of Merck’s willingness and ability to launch an AG, in the preparation of his expett
report; assisted in preparing Mr, Molina for deposition and defending his deposition; assisted in
preparing Mr. Molina for trial; assisted in all aspects of trial preparation relating to Merck’s

willingness and ability to launch an AG.
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5. The schedule attached as Exhibit 2, prepared from contemporaneous time records
regularly prepared and maintained by my firm and incorporated herein, is a summary of the amount
of time spent by my firm’s partners, attorneys, and professional support staff who were involved
in this litigation, It does not include any time devoted to preparing this Declaration or otherwise
pertaining to the request for an award of attorney’s fees and reimbursement of expenses. The
lodestar calculation is based on my firm’s historical billing rates agreed to by hourly -fee paying
clients or submitted to other courts for which compensation was requested. The total number of .
hours reasonably expended on this litigation by my firm from inception through March 31, 2023,
which does not include time spent preparing this Declaration, is 2,091.3 hours. The total lodestar
for my firm at historic rates is $1,501,127.50. Expense items are billed separately and are not
duplicated in my firm’s Iédestar. Those records have been provided to Class Counsel and I
authorize them to be submitted for in camera inspection by the Court, if necessary.

0, The expenses my firm incurred in litigating this action are reflected in the books

and records of my firm. These books and records are prepared from expense vouchers, invoices,

receipts, check records, and other source materials and accurately reflect the expenses incurred.

My firm’s expense records are available for inspection by the Court if necessary.

7. My firm incurred a total of $22,193.81 in unreimbursed expenses, all of which were
reasonable and necessary for the prosecution of this litigation. Of this amount, $20,000.00 was for
assessment payments for common litigation expenses or direct payments to experts or other
venders made at the request of Co-Lead Counsel or as directed by me, and an additional $2,193.81
was for non-common litigation expenses incurred by my firm, such as filing fees, on-line PACER
research, electronic legal research, meals, parking, copying, telephone, etc. A summary of those

expenses by category is attached as Exhibit 3.
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and cotrect. Executed this 5th

day of May, 2023, in Lafayette Hill, Pennsylvania.

/s/Lee Albert
Lee Albert
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GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP

ATTORNEYS AT LAW

L.0S ANGELES OFFICE NEW YORK QFFICE

1925 CENTURY PARK EAST 230 PARK AVENUE
SuUITE 2100 SUITE 358
.08 ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90067 NEW YORK, NY 10169
TELEPHONE (310)201-9150 TELEPHONE (212) 682-5340
FACSIMILE (310) 201-9160 FACSIMILE (212) 884-0988
FIRM RESUME

Glancy Prongay & Murray LLP (the “Firm™) has represented businesses, investors,
and consumers for neatly 25 years. With offices in New York City and Los Angeles the Firm has
successfully prosecuted class action cases and complex litigation in federal and state courts
throughout the country. As Lead Counsel or as a member of Plaintiffs’ Counsel Executive
Committees, the Firm has recovered billions of dollars for parties wronged by corporate fraud
and anti-competitive conduct. Indeed, the Institutional Shareholder Services unit of RiskMetrics
Group has recognized the Firm as one of the top plaintiffs’ law firms in the United States in its
Securities Class Action Services report for every year since the inception of the report in 2003.
The Firm’s efforts have been publicized in major newspapers such as the Wall Street Journal, the
New York Times, and the Los Angeles Times.

Glancy Prongay & Murray’s commitment to high quality and excellent personalized
services has boosted its national reputation, and we are now recognized as one of the premier
plaintiffs’ firms in the country. The Firm works tenaciously on behalf of clients to produce
significant results and generate lasting corporate reform.

The Firm’s integrity and success originate from our attorneys, who are among the
brightest and most experienced in the field. Our distinguished litigators have an unparalleled
track record of investigating and prosecuting corporate wrongdoing. The Firm is respected for
both the zealous advocacy with which we represent our clients’ interests as well as the highly-
professional and ethical manner by which we achieve results. We are ideally positioned to pursue
securities litigation, antitrust litigation, consumer litigation, and derivative and corporate
takeover litigation. The Firm’s outstanding accomplishments are the direct result of the
exceptional talents of our attorneys and employees.

Page 1




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 81 of 278 PagelD#
61278

SECURITIES GROUP

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP is a leader in obtaining relief for investors
affected by corporate securities fraud.

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP and its lawyers have represented a vatiety of
domestic and international public and private institutions, including West Virginia Investment
Management Board, Deka Bank, Dyson Capital Management, City of Sterling Heights Police
and Fire Retirement Fund, City of Dearborn Heights Police and Fire Retirement Fund, City of
Livonia, City of Roseville Employee Retirement System, St. Clair Shores Police and Fire
Retirement Fund, City of Westland Police and Fire Retirement Fund, Quaker Mutual, Saratoga
Advantage Trust Energy & Basic Materials Portfolio, Saratoga Advantage Trust Mid
Capitalization Portfolio, Pennsylvania Avenue Partners, Directors Financial, Sapphire &
Winston Capital, City of Farmington, Palm Beach Capital, Nurol Menkol Kizmetler A.S., PELO
a.s., Frankfurt Trust, Pioneer Investment Management SGR S.A., Goose Hill Capital LLC, First
New York Securities LLC, Houlihan & Co. L1.C, Camelot Event Driven Fund, Dios Asset
Management PTE, and Quad Capital Portfolio.

The Firm’s New York office is currently Co-Lead Counsel in Official Committee of
Unsecured Creditors of First NBC Bank Holding Co. v. Ryan (ED. La.), In re XL Fleet Corp.
Sec. Litig. (SDN.Y.), and Meyer v. Cabot Lodge, No. 653746/2022 (N.Y. Sup.) In addition, the
Firm represents hedge funds in an opt-out action involving the failed AbbVie-Shire merger.

Appointed as Lead or Co-Lead Counsel by judges throughout the United States,
GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP has achieved significant recoveries for class members,
including:

In re Yahoo! Inc, Sec. Litig., N.D, Cal., Case No. 17-cv-373

In reaching an $80 million settlement for a class of stock purchasers, the firm achieved
the first significant settlement in a suit brought by sharcholders under Section 10(b) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 based on a company’s alleged failure to disclose adequately

cybersecurity risks and incidents. GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP was Co-lLead
Counsel,

The City of Farmington Hills Employees Retivement System v. Wells Fargo Bank, N.A., D.
Minn., Case No. 10-cv-04372

The Class’s claims were for breaches of fiduciary duty, breaches of contract, and
violations of the Minnesota Prevention of Consumer Fraud Act (Minn. Stat. § 325F.69). The
lawsuit alleged that through its administration of its securities lending program, Wells Fargo
breached its contractual agreements with and fiduciary duties to the Class and violated the
Minnesota Prevention of Consumer Fraud Act. Specifically, the Class Action alleged that
CFHERS and other Class members entered into securities lending agreements and other
agreements with Wells Fargo. Pursuant to such agreements, Wells Fargo loaned CFHERS’s and
Class members’ securities to third party borrowers in return for cash collateral. In its complaint,
CFHERS alleged that Wells Fargo acted imprudently by investing and maintaining the securities
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lending collateral in high risk, long-term securities on behalf of members of the Class, which
violated the express terms and principle objectives of the securities lending agreements. The
alleged high risk, long-term securities included, but were not limited to, structured investment
vehicles, mortgage-backed securities, other asset-backed securities, and corporate bonds for such
companies as Lehman Brothers and Bear Stearns. Finally, CFHERS alleged that Wells Fargo’s
improper conduct as the administrator of the securities lending program caused substantial losses
to CFHERS and members of the Class. On the eve of trial, the case settled for $62.5 million.

Mevcury Interactive Corporation Securities Litigation, N.D. Cal., Case No. 5:05-¢v-3395

Mercury made a series of public disclosures concerning possible unreported backdating
of stock options. As these disclosures of potential wrongdoing at Mercury became more serious,
it was announced that the CEO, CFO, and General Counsel would be resigning because they had
been aware of, participated in, and benefitted from repeated instances of illegal stock options
backdating. Mercury’s stock price dropped significantly in reaction to these announcements and
created a huge, unfair loss to investors. Serving as Co-Lead Counsel, GLANCY PRONGAY &
MURRAY LLP achieved a recovery for investors of over $117 million.

Real Estate Associates Securities Litigation, C.D. Cal., Case No. 98-cv-07035

In 1998 the individual defendants caused consent solicitation statements to be sent to the
limited partners of each of the Real Estate Associates partnerships. The consent solicitations
allegedly contained statements which were false and misleading and failed to disclose certain
material information, violating Sections 14(a) and Rule 14a-9 of the Securities and Exchange Act
of 1934. The complaint sought declaratory and injunctive relief for violations of federal and
state law and compensatory and punitive damages for breach of common law fiduciary duties. A
recovery of $83 million was achieved for investors.

Conseco, Inc. Securities Litigation, 8.D. Ind., Case No. 1:02-cv-1332

Plaintiffs claimed Conseco and its senior officers made material omissions and
misleading statements concerning problems with Conseco’s liquidity and the Company’s
manufactured-homes financing business in violation of sections 10{b) and 20(a) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934 and S.E.C. Rule 10b-5. Although defendants were in possession of
materially adverse information about Conseco’s liquidity problems and problems with the
collectability of the Company’s mobile home loans, they failed to fully disclose the information
to investors, causing Conseco’s stock price to become artificially inflated. GLANCY
PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP achieved a $41.5 million recovery for investors.

Robb v. FitBit Inc., N.D. Cal., Case No, 16-cv-00151
In this securities fraud class action under section 10(b) of the Securities Exchange Act of

1934, GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel for the Class and
achieved a settlement of $33 million,
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Gilat Satellite Networks, Ltd, Secuvrities Litigation, E.D.N.Y., Case No. 02-cv-1510

This was a securities fraud class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY
LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel for the Class and achieved a settlement of $20 million.

Lapin v. Goldman Sachs, S.D.N.Y., Case No. 04-cv-02236

The Complaint alleged violations of Sections 10(b) and 20(a) of the Securities Exchange
Act of 1934 and S.E.C. Rule 10b-5. This case stems from a financial securities firm’s alleged
conflicts of interest. GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel for

the Class and achieved a settlement of $29 million.
Heritage Bond Litigation, C.D. Cal., Case No. 02-ml-14753

The Firm recovered in excess of $28 million in a global settlement in 2005 for defrauded
investors. The bond issues involved in this case included Danforth Health Facilities Corporation,
Tarrant County Health Facilities Development Corporation, City of Mexico Beach, Florida, City
of Chicago, Illinois and Desert Hot Springs Public Authority in California.

Livent, Inc. Noteholders Litigation, S.D.N.Y., Case No. 98-cv-7161

This was a securities class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP
served as Co-Lead Counsel for the class and achieved a settlement of $27 million,

ECI Telecom Ltd. Securities Litigation, E.D. Va,, Case No. 01-cv-913

Plaintiffs alleged ECI fraudulently engaged in a premature revenue recognition scheme,

- which violated both Generally Accepted Accounting Principles and ECI’s own accounting
policies. Following the District Court’s denial of the defendants’ motions to dismiss, GLANCY
PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP began extensive discovery and was able to negotiate a settlement
of $21.75 million.

Lumenis, Ltd. Secuvrities Litigation, S.D.N.Y., Case No. 02-cv-1989

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LIP served as Co-Lead Counsel and achieved a
settlement valued at over $20 million,

In re Penn West Petroleum Ltd, Securities Litigation, S D.N.Y., Case No. 14-cv-6046
GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP scrved as Co-lead Counsel on behalf of a

class of investors of Penn West securities purchasers alleging claims under section 10(b) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934. The case settled for $19.4 million.
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In Re Turkcell Hetisim A.S. Securities Litigation, S.D.N.Y., Case No. 00-cv-08913

Attorneys now at GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP served as Lead Counsel and
achieved a settlement of $19.2 million for a case against a Turkish telecom company involving
its IPO on the NYSE.

In re Deutsche Bank AG Securities Litigation, S.D.N.Y ., Case No. 09-cv-1714

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel on behalf of a
class of purchasers of Deutsche Bank Preferred Shares pursuant to section 10(b) of the Securities
Exchange Act of 1934. The case settled for $18.5 million.

Wilson v. LSB Indus. Securities Litigation, SD.N.Y., Case No. 15-¢cv-7614

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP served as Lead Counsel on behalf of a class of
purchasers of LSB securities pursuant to section 10(b) of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934.
The case settled for $18.45 million.

Infonet Services Corporation Securities Litigation, C.D. Cal,, Case No. 01-cv-10456

The Complaint alleged defendants violated Sections 11, 12(a)(2), and 15 of the Securities
Act of 1933, and Sections 10(b) and 20A of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and S.E.C.
Rule 10b-5. Specifically, shortly before the Infonet IPO in December 1999, Infonet acquired
AUCS. The acquisition transaction was disguised as a management agreement, which would
allow Infonet to switch AUCS’s clients over to Infonet without having to use the business assets
of AUCS. As Co-Lead Counsel, GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP achieved a
settlement for investors of $18 million.

ESC Medical Systems, Ltd, Securities Litigation, S.D.N.Y., Case No. 98-cv-7530

This was a securities fraud class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY
LLP served as sole Lead Counsel for the damaged Class and achieved a settlement valued in
excess of $17 million.

In re Horsehead Holding Corp. Sec. Litigation, D, Del,, Case No, 16-cv-00292

As Lead Counsel, the firm defeated a motion to dismiss and later settled the case for
$14.75 million on behalf of a class of Horsehead stock and note purchasers. The Court, when
approving the settlement, noted Lead Counsel was well-informed, qualified, and experienced.

Musicmaker.com Secuvities Litigation, C.D, Cal., Case No. 00-cv-02018

The Complaint alleged Musicmaker violated Sections 10(b), 20A, and 20(a) of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 and S.E.C. Rule 10b-5, as well as Sections 11, 12, and 15 of the
Securities Act of 1933, After defeating defendants’ motions to dismiss, the Firm, which was
Lead Counsel, engaged in extensive settlement negotiations, which resulted in an almost $14
million recovery for the plaintiffs.
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Leap Secuvrities Litigation, 8.D. Cal., Case No. 07-cv-2245

This was a securities class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP
served as Liaison Counsel for the class and achieved a settlement of $13.75 million for investors.

Lason, Inc. Secuvities Litigation, E.D. Mich., Case No. 99-cv-76079

This was a securities fraud class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY
LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel and recovered almost $13 million for damaged shareholders.

Inso Corp. Securities Litigation, D. Mass., Case No., 00-cy-10305

This was a securities fraud class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY
LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel for the Class and achieved a settlement valued in excess of $12
million,

National Techieam Securities Litigation, E.D. Mich., Case No. 97-cv-74587

This was a securities firaud class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY
LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel for the Class and achieved a settlement valued in excess of $11
miltion.

KPNOQwest Securities Litigation, S.D.N.Y., Case No. 02-cv-07951

This was a securities fraud class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY
LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel for the Class and achieved a setilement for investors worth $11
million.

Jenson v. First Trust Corporation, C.D. Cal., Case No. 05-cv-3124

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP filed its complaint in 2005, was appointed sole
lead counsel, and achieved an $8.5 million settlement in a very difficult case involving a
trustee’s potential liability for losses incurred by investors in a Ponzi scheme. Kevin Ruf of the
Firm also successfully defended in the 9 Circuit Court of Appeals the trial court’s glanting of
class certification in this case.

Ramp Networks, Inc. Securities Litigation, N.D), Cal,, Case No, 00-cv-3645
This was a securities fraud class action in which GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY

LLP served as Co-Lead Counsel for the Class and achieved a settlement valued in excess of $7
million.
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ANTITRUST PRACTICE GROUP

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP has established a significant antitrust practice.
Anti-competitive behavior interferes with the operation of economic markets. The prevalence of
price-fixing and market allocation cases has increased at both the national and international
levels. As government criminal investigations increase, civil litigation increasingly becomes
important as a supplement to redress such misconduct.

The Firm’s Antitrust Practice Group focuses upon representing individuals and entities
who have been victimized by unlawful monopolization, price-fixing, market allocation, and other
anti-competitive conduct. The Firm has prosecuted significant antitrust cases and has helped
individuals and businesses recover billions of dollars. The Firm’s Antitrust Practice Group
represents consumers, businesses, and Health and Welfare Funds while prosecuting civil antitrust
cases under federal and state laws throughout the country. The Firm has served as lead or co-lead
counsel in numerous multi-district litigation antitrust cases and has won substantial settlements
for plaintiffs in such cases. For instance, the Firm filed the initial landmark antitrust lawsuit
against all of the major NASDAQ market-makers and served on Plaintiffs” Counsel’s Executive
Committee in In re Nasdag Market-Makers Antitrust Litigation, which recovered $900 million
for investors. The Firm was Co-Lead Counsel in In re Korean Ramen Direct Antitrust Litigation
in the Northern District of California which went to trial in November 2018.

The Firm also represents Institutional Taft Hartley Funds bringing legal actions on behalf
of a number of funds to recover for excessive pricing of generic drugs. Such cases are often
called “Pay for delay litigation.” Some drug manufacturers have used a costly legal tactic that
more and more branded drug manufacturers have been using to stifle competition from lower-
cost generic medicines. These drug makers have been able to sidestep competition by offering
patent settlements that pay generic companies not to bring lower-cost alternatives to market, after
the brand named patent expires. These “pay-for-delay” patent settlements effectively block all
other generic drug competition for a growing number of branded drugs. The Firm represents a
number of Taft Hartley funds against drug manufacturers in conspiracy as part of these pay for
delay agreements, costing fund members thousands of dollars,

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP and its antitrust lawyers have represented large
and medium private corporations and health and welfare funds in both Direct and Indirect
Purchaser Litigation, including Tiffin Motor Homes, Inc., The Rice Co., Inc., White Oak Fund,
LLP, Plumbers & Pipefitiers Local 178 Health & Welfare Fund, United Firefighters Assn.,
United Fire Officers Ass’n, Purdy Bros. Trucking Co., Inc., East Valley Water District, TC
Construction Corp., AGS Devices Co., Ace Marine Rigging & Supply, Inc., Chandler Packaging,
Inc., Trans Pak, Inc., Carleton Trucking Co., Inc., Teamsters Local 237 Welfare Fund, The Plaza
Market, and OM Commercial Neenah Oil, Inc.

The Firm’s major cases have included:

Sullivan v. DB Investments, in which the Firm served as settlement Co-Lead counsel. De Beers
had exploited its market dominance to inflate the price of rongh diamonds and inflated the price
of diamonds down the line. De Beers suffered a default judgment and then negotiated with
Plaintiff’s Counsel to reach a settlement of $295 million.
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In re Korean Ramen Antitrust Litig. (13-cv-4115 N.D. Cal.). The Firm was lead counsel for
direct purchaser plaintiffs. After obtaining class certification and defeating defendants’ summary
judgment, a jury trial was held and tried to verdict.

In re Korean Airlines Antitrust Litig. (MDL 1891 C.D. Cal.), in which the Firm served as Lead
Counsel for a class of purchasers of trans-pacific airline tickets to Korea. The case settled for $65
million.

In re Urethane Chemical Antitrust Litig. (MDL 1616 D. Kan. ). Antitrust price fixing case, in
which the Firm served as Co-Lead counsel resulting in a settlement of $33 million.

In re Western States Wholesale Natural Gas Litig, (MD1, 1566 D. Nev.) ($25 Million
settlement).

In re Fresh and Process Potatoes Antitrust Litig. (MDL 2186 D. Idaho), where the Firm was
Co-Lead counsel for indirect purchasers of potatoes. The case settled for §5.5 million.

In re Playmobil Products Antitrust Litig. (95-cv-2896 E.D.N.Y.) (attorneys at the Firm were
Lead Counsel in case involving retail price maintenance agreements violating the Sherman Act).

In re Disposable Contact Lens Litig. (BC113271 Cal.) (attorneys at the Firm represented a class
of purchasers of disposable contact lenses in California and obtained a reversal in the appellate
court of a denial of class certification).

In re Time Warner Antitrust Litig. (09-cv-7747 S.D.N.Y.) (attorneys at the Firm were Co-Lead
Counsel in case involving illegal tying of the products).

In re Aggrvenox Antitrust Litigation (14-cv-2516 D. Conn.) (attorneys at the Firm represented a
class of Union Funds and Consumerts in a generic drug settlement of $54,000,000.

In re Solodyn (MDL 2503 D. Mass.) (attorneys at the Firm represented a class of Union Funds
and Consumers in a generic drug settlement of $43,000,000.

Currently, the Firm has Lead or Committee roles in many federal lawsuits prosecuted by
plaintiffs seeking damages for antitrust violations in major industries and drug cases, including:

In re Vascepa Antitrust Litig, Indirect Purchaser Plaintiffs (21-cv-12061 D.N.J.) (Co-Lead
Counsel).

In re National Football League’s “Sunday Ticket” Antitrust Litig. (15-m1-2668 C.D. Cal.)
(Executive Committee).
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In re Deere & Co, Repair Services Antitrust Litig. (MDL No. 3030 N.D, 1IL) (Steering
Committee).

The Firm is also active in case involving anti-competitive schemes to keep generic drugs
off the market. Currently the Firm is on the executive committee in In re Actos End Payor
Antitrust Litig.(13-cv-9244 S D.IN.Y.) and In re HIV Antitrust Litig. (19-cv-2573 N.D. Cal.).
The firm also represents class members in In re Sensipar Antitrust Litig, (19-cv-2895 D. Del.);
In re Seroquel Antitrust Litig. (20-¢v-1076 D. Del.); and In re Zetia (Ezetimibe) Antitrust Litig.
(18-md-2863- RBS-DEM).

The Firm currently has a major role in a case involving a number of drug manufacturers
in conspiracy to fix the price of generic drugs in In re Generic Pharmaceuticals Pricing
Antitrust Litig. (16-md-2427 E.D. Pa.).

The Firm has been part of the prosecution of many market manipulation cases involving -
violations of antitrust and commodities laws, including Sullivan v. Barclays PLC (manipulation
of Buribor rate), and Ploss v. Kraft Foods Group (manipulation of wheat prices)., and

In addition to the foregoing, the Firm also represents clients in on going cases in:
In re Payment Card Interchange Fee and Merchant Discount Litig. (MDL 1720 E.D.N.Y);

In re Domestic Airline Travel Antitrust Litig. (15-MC-1404 D.D.C. );
In re Hard Disk Drive Suspension Assemblies Antitrust Litig. (19-cv-2918 N.D. Cal.).
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CONSUMER LITIGATION

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP successfully litigated on behalf of consumers
throughout the United States. Individuals in our society work hard to provide for their families
and deserve to rely upon truthful information when purchasing products and services.
Accordingly, we fight for consumers when corporations attempt to deceive or take advantage of
customers, Consumer fraud occurs when a customer buys a product that does not perform as
represented or advertised, or purchases services that are not the same as represented or
advertised.

The Firm is committed to protecting and defending the rights of defrauded consumers.
Our Consumer Practice Group focuses upon companies that reap millions of dollars in profits by
misrepresenting their products or services. In many instances, class actions provide the only
viable avenue to vindicate a person’s rights as a consumer. Accordingly, the Firm has taken a
leading role in many of the most significant federal and consumer fraud cases throughout the
country. Indeed, the Firm’s Consumer Practice Group has obtained outstanding results for
consumers. For example, in Pascussi v. Airtouch Communications, a cellular phone service
provider improperly charged all of its Michigan customers for certain calls. Through our class
action lawsuit, the Firm recovered a settlement of $30 million for injured consumers. The Firm’s
Consumer Practice Group similarly represents consumers nationwide in a variety of important
consumer cases and has achieved significant results through our efforts. The Firm is currently
Co-Lead Counsel in Goodman v. UBS Finan. Serv., 21-cv-18123 (D.N.].) (alleging UBS
incorrectly reported tax information to clients) and in a case brought pursuant to the Americans
with Disabilities Act in O'Garro v. City of New Jersey, 20-cv-5282 (D.N.].) (alleging American
with Disabilities Act violations in Jersey City streets and curb cuts).

The Firm has also represented clients in many security breaches and breach of ptivacy
cases, including Gordon v. Chipotle Mexican Grill, Inc. (D. Colo. 17-cv-1415); Hameed-Bolden
v. Forever 21 Reiail (C.D. Cal. 18-cv-3019); In re Yahoo! Inc. Customer Data Breach Sec. Litig.
(N.D. Cal. 16-md-2752); Brady v. Scoity’s Holdings (N.D. Ind. 19-cv-4782); Whalen v. Sunrise
Med. Labs. (E.DN.Y, 19-cv-4378); In re Marriott Int’l Inc. Customer Data Sec. Breach Litig.
(D. Md. 19-md-2879); In re Capital One Consumer Data Sec. Breach Litig. (E.D. Va. 19-md-
2915); Beckett v. Aetna, Inc. (E.D. Pa. 17-cv-3864); In re Anthem, Inc. Data Breach Litig. (N.D.
Cal. 15-md-2617); Adams v. Dickey’s Barbeque Restaurants (N.D. Tex. 20-cv-3424); Biddle v.
The Univ. of Pittsburgh Med Center (W.D. Pa. 21-cv-815); Smallman v. MGM Resorts Int’l (D.
Nev. 20-cv-376); Granados v. Lending Tree LLC (W.D.N.C. 22-cv-504); In re Equifax Fair
Credit Reporting Act Litig. (N.D. Ga. 22-cv-3072); and Colon v. Empress Ambulance Service
(S.D.NY, 22-¢v-9322).

We have achieved many significant recoveries including:
Naevus Int’lv. AT&T Corp., N.Y. Supreme Court, Case No, 602191/1999

Attorneys now at the Firm represented a class of consumers who subscribed to AT&T’s Digital
One Rate wireless service. The case eventually settled for benefits worth $40 million.
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Pascussi v. Airtouch Communications, Wayne Co. (Mich.) Circuit Court, Case No. 99-cv-
90969

This was a consumer case against Airtouch Communications regarding claims against a cellular
phone service provider improperly charging all of its Michigan customers for certain calls.
GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP recovered a settlement of $30 million for class
members,

Shin v. BMW of North America, C.D. Cal., Case No. 09-cv-398

After GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP defeated defendants’ motion to dismiss, the case
settled on very favorable terms for class members including free replacement of cracked wheels
for their BMW vehicles.

Esslinger v. HSBC Bank Nevada, N.A., E.D. Pa., Case No. 10-cv-03213

This case was on behalf of HSBC credit card holders who paid for “payment protection”
services. A $23,500,000 settlement was approved in 2013.

Villefranche v. HSBC Bank Nevada, N.A., CD Cal., Case No. 09-cv-3639

After defeating defendants’ motion to dismiss, the case resulted in a 100% recovery to class
members who were improperly charged a higher rate of interest on their credit cards.

In Re Discover Payment Protection Plan Marketing and Sales Practices Litigation, N.D. 11L.,
Case No. 10-cv-06994

Brought on behalf of Discovery credit card holders for deceptive sales and marketing practices.
The case settled for $10,500,000.
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CORPORATE MERGERS & ACQUISITIONS LITIGATION

Through our Corporate Mergers & Acquisitions Litigation Practice Group, the Firm is
heavily active in securities fraud prevention. The Firm brings actions on behalf of shareholders
of companies that have entered into management-led buyouts, mergess, tender-offers, or other
business combinations.  Corporate director—who are required to act as fiduciaries for
sharcholders—sometimes breach their fiduciary duties because of material conflicts or other
issues. The Firm has litigated numerous cases on behalf of shareholders who have been treated
unfairly or received inadequate consideration in a merger or business combination. The Firm’s
efforts have resulted in millions of dollars in increased consideration for sharcholders, the
disclosure of material information enabling shareholders to better assess the fairness of proposed
transactions, and significant structural changes to merger agreements designed to protect and
maximize shareholder value.

Lawyers at GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP have been active in scores of cases
such as these, including litigation involving takeovers of Claire’s Stores, Inc., Charlotte Russe
Holding, Inc., BJ Services, Co., Hearst-Argyle Television, Inc., Medarex, Inc,, Centerplate, Inc.,
Sirna Therapeutics, Inc., Chaparral Resources, Inc., The Topps Company, Inc., Genentech, Inc.,
Jacuzzi Brands, Inc., Burlington Northern Santa Fe, Black & Decker Inc., 3Com Corp., Alcon,
Inc., XTO Energy, Inc., Continental Airlines, Inc., Facet Biotech Corp., Infogroup Inc., Double-
Take Software, Inc., Jowa Telecom. Serv., Inc., Maine & Maritimes Corp., Millipore Corp.,
American Italian Pasta Corp., Argon ST. Inc., ATC Tech. Corp., Northstar Neuroscience, Inc.,
MSC Software Corp., Abraxis Bioscience Inc., Trubion Pharmaceuticals, Inc., Pactiv Corp.,
Polymer Group, Inc., Citadel Broadcasting Corp., Hewitt Associates, Inc., Thermadyne Holdings
Corp., Wainwright Bank & Trust Co., Jo-Ann Stores, Inc., NYMagic, Inc., NYSE Euronext,
Smurfit-Stone Container Corp., RAE Systems, Inc., Actel Corp., ArcSight, Inc., Pride Int’l Inc,,
Nat’l Semiconductor Corp., OptionsXpress Corp., LaBarge, Inc., K-Sea Trans. Partners, LLC,
The Gymboree Corp., Frontier Oil Corp., Emergency Medical Services Corp., Tomotherapy Inc.,
Del Monte Foods Co., Warner Music Group Corp., Smart Modular Techs., Inc., Int’l Coal
Group, Youbet.com, and Interactive Data Corp.
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DERIVATIVE & CORPORATE GOVERNANCE LITIGATION

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP has a robust Derivative & Corporate
Governance Litigation Practice. Many corporate officers and directors engage in misconduct
that wastes corporate assets, undermines faith in the financial markets, and diminishes the trust
of shareholders. The Firm’s fervent commitment to corporate accountability has enabled us to
seek governance reforms that will align the interests of management with those of shareholders.
Our efforts also serve to deter fraud and other corporate wrongdoing.

Throughout our Derivative & Corporate Governance Litigation Practice Group, the Firm
is focused upon restoring accountability, preserving corporate assets, improving transparency,
and protecting shareholder value. Because shareholder derivative actions often result in
significant corporate governance reforms that have a positive impact on the long-term interests
of shareholders, we utilize such litigation to demand accountability on behalf of our clients.
Through these efforts, the Firm has worked to create important changes in corporate governance
and to protect investors against future instances of securities fraud.

The Firm was involved in the News Corp, litigation, in the Delaware Chancery Court, in
which News Corp. recovered $139 million in insurance proceeds.

The Firm has also been active in protecting shareholders from inadequate corporate
governance. The Firm has successfully litigated cases challenging improper provisions for the
removal of directors, resulting in the removal of the provisions. A representative list of these
cases includes Viacom CBS, PhenixFin Corp., Vaxart Inc., DarioHealth Corp., and SiTime Corp.

Currently the Firm is litigating derivative cases on behalf of Inovio Pharmaceuticals, Inc.,
Vaxart Inc., and Docusign Inc.
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PARTNERS

LIONEL Z. GLANCY, a graduate of University of Michigan Law School, is the founding
partner of the Firm. After serving as a law clerk for United States District Judge Howard
McKibben, he began his career as an associate at a New York law firm concentrating in
securities litigation. Thereafter, he started a boutique law firm specializing in securities
litigation, and other complex Htigation, from the Plaintiff’s perspective. Mr. Glancy has
established a distinguished career in the field of securities litigation over the last twenty-five
years, having appeared and been appointed lead counsel on behalf of aggrieved investors in
securities class action cases throughout the country. He has appeared and argued before dozen of
district courts and a number of appellate courts. His efforts have resulted in the recovery of
hundreds of millions of dollars in settlement proceeds for huge classes of shareholders. Well-
known in securities law, he has lectured on its developments and practice, including having
lectured before Continuing Legal Education seminars and law schools.

Mr. Glancy was born in Windsor, Canada, on April 4, 1962. Mr. Glancy earned his
undergraduate degree in political science in 1984 and his Juris Doctor degree in 1986, both from
the University of Michigan, He was admitted to practice in California in 1988, and in Nevada
and before the U.S. Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit in 1989,

BRIAN MURRAY is admitted to the bars of Connecticut, New York, and the United States
District Courts for the Southern, Eastern, Western, and Northern Districts of New York, the
Eastern District of Michigan, the District of Connecticut, the District of Nebraska, the Eastern
and Western Districts of Arkansas, the First, Second, Fifth, and Ninth Circuit Courts of Appeal,
and the United States Supreme Court. He received Bachelor of Arts and Master of Arts degrees
from the University of Notre Dame in 1983 and 1986, respectively. He received a Juris Doctor
degree, cum laude, from St. John’s University School of Law in 1990. At St. John’s, he was the
Articles Editor of the ST. JOHN’S LAW REVIEW. Mr. Murray co-wrote: Jurisdicdo Estrangeira
Tem Papel Relevante Na De Fiesa De Mvestidores Brasileivos, ESPACA JURIDICO BOVESPA
(August 2008); The Proportionate Trading Model: Real Science or Junk Science?, 52
CLEVELAND ST. L. REV. 391 (2004-05); The Accident of Efficiency: Foreign Exchanges,
American Depository Receipts, and Space Arbitrage, 51 BUFFALO L. REv. 383 (2003); You
Shouldn't Be Required To Plead More Than You Have To Prove, 53 BAYLOR L. Rev. 783
(2001); He Lies, You Die: Criminal Trials, Truth, Perjury, and Fairness, 27 NEW ENGLAND J.
ON CrviL, AND CRIMINAL CONEINEMENT 1 (2001); Subject Mutter Jurisdiction Under the Federal
Securities Laws: The State of Affairs After Itoba, 20 MARYLAND J. OF INT’L. L. AND TRADE 235
(1996); Determining Excessive Trading in Option Accounts: A Synthetic Valuation Approach, 23
U. DAYTON L. REV. 316 (1997); Catch-22 for Investors: Averaging Down Held to Preclude
Fraud Remedies, NEW YORK LAW JOURNAL (March 31, 2014); Loss Causation Pleading
Standard, NEW YORK LLAW JOURNAL (Feb. 25, 2005); The PSLRA "Automatic Stay’ of Discovery,
NEW YORK LAW JOURNAL (March 3, 2003); and Inherent Risk In Securities Cases In The Second
Circuit, NEW YORK LAW JOURNAL (Aug, 26, 2004). He also authored Protecting The Rights of
International Clienis in U.S. Securities Class Action Litigation, INTERNATIONAL LITIGATION
NEWS (Sept. 2007); Lifting the PSLRA “Automatic Stay” of Discovery, 80 N. DAK, L. REV. 405
(2004); Aftermarket Purchaser Standing Under § 11 of the Securities Act of 1933, 73 ST, JOHN’S
L. REV. 633 (1999); Recent Rulings Allow Section 11 Suits By Aftermarket Securities
Purchasers, NEW YORK LAW JOURNAL (Sept. 24, 1998); and Comment, Weissmann v. Freeman:
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The Second Circuit Evrrs in its Analysis of Derivative Copyrights by Joint Authors, 63 ST. JOHN’S
L.Rev. 771 (1989).

Mr. Murray was on the trial team that prosecuted a securities fraud case under Section 10(b) of
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934 against Microdyne Corporation in the Eastern District of
Virginia and he was also on the trial team that presented a claim under Section 14 of the
Securities Exchange Act of 1934 against Artek Systems Corporation and Dynatach Group which
settled midway through the trial.

Mr. Murray’s major cases include:

In re Horsehead Holding Corp. Sec. Litig., No. 16-¢v-292, 2018 WL 4838234 (D. Del. Oct. 4,
2018) (recommending denial of motion to dismiss securitics fraud claims where company’s
generic cautionary statements failed to adequately warn of known problems for zinc processing
plant); In re Deutsche Bank Sec. Litig., 328 FR.D. 71 (SDN.Y. 2018) (granting class
certification for Securities Act claims and rejecting defendants’ argument that class
representatives’ trading profits made them atypical class members); Robb v. Fithit Inc., 216 F.
Supp. 3d 1017 (N.D. Cal. 2016) (denying motion to dismiss securities fraud claims where
confidential witness statements sufficiently established scienter; case subsequently settled for
$33 million); In re Eagle Bldg. Tech. Sec. Litig., 221 F.R.D. 582 (S.D. Fla. 2004), 319 F. Supp.
2d 1318 (S.D. Fla. 2004) (complaint against auditor sustained due to magnitude and nature of
fraud; no allegations of a “tip-off” were necessary); In re Turkcell Hletisim A.S. Sec. Litig., 209
FR.D. 353 (SD.N.Y. 2002) (defining standards by which investment advisors have standing to
sue); In re Turkcell Hletisim A.S. Sec. Litig., 202 F. Supp. 2d 8 (S.D.N.Y. 2001) (liability found
for false statements in prospectus concerning churn rates);, Feiner v. SS&C Tech., Inc., 11 F.
Supp. 2d 204 (D. Conn. 1998) (qualified independent underwriters held liable for pricing of
offering); Malone v. Microdyne Corp., 26 F.3d 471 (4th Cir. 1994) (reversal of directed verdict
for defendants); and Adair v. Bristol Tech. Systems, Inc., 179 FR.D. 126 (S.D.N.Y. 1998)
(aftermarket purchasers have standing under section 11 of the Securities Act of 1933). Mr.
Murray also prevailed on an issue of first impression in the Superior Court of Massachusetts, in
Cambridge Biotech Corp. v. Deloitte and Touche LLP, in which the court applied the doctrine of
continuous representation for statute of limitations purposes to accountants for the first time in
Massachusetts. 6 Mass, L. Rptr. 367 (Mass. Super. Jan. 28, 1997). In addition, in Adair v.
Microfield Graphics, Inc. (D. Or.), Mr, Murray settled the case for 47% of estimated damages.
In the Qiao Xing Universal Telephone case, claimants received 120% of their recognized losses.

Among his current cases, Mr. Murray is currently co-lead counsel Official Committee of
Unsecured Creditors of First NBC Bank Holding Co. v. Ryan (E.D, La.); Li v. Fleet New York
Metropolitan Regional Center LLC (E.D.N.Y.); and Meyer v. Cabot Lodge Sec. LLC (N.Y.
Supreme). He also has major roles in Smallman v. MGM Resorts Int’l (D. Nev.), and
Springmeyer v. Marriott Int’l Inc. (D. Md.).

Mr. Murray served as a Trustee of the Incorporated Village of Garden City (2000-2002);
Commissioner of Police for Garden City (2000-2001); Co-Chairman, Derivative Suits
Subcommittee, American Bar Association Class Action and Derivative Suits Committee (2007-
2010); Member, Sports Law Committee, Association of the Bar for the City of New York, 1994-
1997, Member, Litigation Committee, Association of the Bar for the City of New York, 2003-
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2007; Member, New York State Bar Association Committee on Federal Constitution and
Legislation, 2005-2008; Member, Federal Bar Council, Second Circuit Committee, 2007-2020.

Mr. Murray has been a panelist at CLEs sponsored by the Federal Bar Council and the Institute
for Law and Economic Policy, the University of Notre Dame, and the German-American
Lawyers Association Annual Meeting in Frankfurt, Germany, and is a frequent lecturer before
institutional investors in Furope and South America on the topic of class actions.

ROBERT V. PRONGAY is a partner in the Firm’s Los Angeles office where he focuses on the
investigation, initiation, and prosecution of complex securities cases on behalf of institutional
and individual investors. Mr. Prongay’s practice concentrates on actions to recover investment
losses resulting from violations of the federal securities laws and various actions to vindicate
shareholder rights in response to corporate and fiduciary misconduct.

Mr, Prongay has extensive experience litigating complex cases in state and federal courts
nationwide. Since joining the Firm, Mr. Prongay has successfully recovered millions of dollars
for investors victimized by securities fraud and has negotiated the implementation of significant
~corporate governance reforms aimed at preventing the reoccurrence of corporate wrongdoing.
Some recent cases in which the Firm was appointed as lead counsel that Mr. Prongay has worked
on include:

« Representation of the lead plaintiffs in Fuller v. Imperial Holdings, a putative securities
class action on behalf of investors alleging violations of the Securities Act of 1933 in
connection with the company’s $189 million initial public offering. The lawsuit relates
to misrepresentations and omissions about the company’s business practices and
involvement in illegal stranger-originated life insurance transactions. This matter is
ongoing;

« Representation of the lead plaintiffs in Curry v. Hansen Medical, a putative securities
class action on behalf of investors alleging violations of the Securities Exchange Act of
1934, The case relates to the company’s restatement of several quarters of financial
statements as a result of, among other things, improper revenue recognition and
accounting irregularities. The court recently upheld the sufficiency of the plaintiffs’
allegations. This matter is ongoing;

+ Representation of the lead plaintiffs in Ho v. Duoyuan Global Water, a putative securities
class action on behalf of investors alleging violations of the Securities Act of 1933 and
the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, The case relates to misrepresentations and
omissions about the financial condition and operations of a Chinese company publicly
traded in the United States. The court recently upheld the sufficiency of the plaintiffs’
allegations. This matter is ongoing;

o Representation of the lead plaintiff in Crotteaun v. Addus Homecare, a securities class
action on behalf of investors alleging violations of the Securities Act of 1933 in
connection with the company’s initial public offering. The case settled for $3 million;

« Representation of the lead plaintiff in Murdeshwar v. Search Media Holdings, a securities
class action alleging violations of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934. During the
course of the litigation, the court found that the lead plaintiff had adequately alleged that
the proxy materials provided to the investors of the special-purpose acquisition company
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contained misstatements and omissions about the company being acquired. The case
settled for $2.75 million;

e Representation of the lead plaintiffs in Mishkin v. Zynex Inc., a securities class action on
behalf of investors alleging violations of the Securities Exchange Act of 1934, The case
related to the company’s restatement of its financial results and involved allegations that
the company had engaged in a systematic scheme to over-bill insurance companies from
which the company had routinely sought payment for the sale and rental of its products.
After the court found the lead plaintiffs had adequately alleged violations of the federal
securities laws, the case settled for $2.5 million; and

e Representation of the plaintiff in Binder v. Shacknai, a shareholder derivative action
alleging various breaches of fiduciary duty under state law by the board of directors of a
publicly traded company in connection with the company’s restatement of its historical
financial results. The secttlement of the action conferred substantial benefits on the
corporation through the adoption of corporate governance reforms designed to protect the
company and its sharcholders against future instances of wrongdoing and broadly
improve the corporate governance of the company.,

Several of Mr. Prongay’s cases have received national and regional press coverage. Mr. Prongay
has been interviewed by journalists and writers for national and industry publications, ranging
from The Walil Street Journal to the Los Angeles Daily Journal. Mr. Prongay recently appeared
as a guest on Bloomberg Television where he was interviewed about the securities litigation
stemming from the high-profile initial public offering of Facebook, Inc.

Mr. Prongay received his Bachelor of Arts degree in Economics from the University of Southern
California and his Juris Doctor degree from Seton Hall University School of Law. Mr. Prongay
is also an alumnus of the Lawrenceville School.

LEE ALBERT was admitted to the bars of Pennsylvania and New Jersey, and the United States
District Courts for the Hastern District of Pennsylvania and the District of New Jersey in 1986.
He received his B.S. and M.S. degrees from Temple University and Arcadia University in 1975.
After teaching for 11 years in Philadelphia, he received his J.D. degree from Widener University
School of Law in 1986, Upon graduation from law school, Mr. Albert spent several years
working as a civil litigator in Philadelphia, PA. Mr. Albert has extensive litigation and appellate
practice experience having argued before the Supreme Court of Pennsylvania and intermediate
Pennsylvania Appellate Courts and has over twenty years of trial experience in both jury and
non-jury cases and arbitrations. Mr. Albert has represented a national health care provider at
trial obtaining injunctive relief in federal court to enforce a five-year contract not to compete on
behalf of a national health care provider and injunctive relief on behalf of an undergraduate
university. Additionally, Mr. Albert has held the position previously as Party Chair of his local
Township.

Currently, Mr, Albert represents Taft Hartley funds in the E.D. Pa. and the D.N.J. in generic drug
and antitrust matters, as well as having clients in all types of complex litigation including matters
concerning violations of federal and state antitrust and securities laws, mass tort/product liability,
and unfair and deceptive trade practices. Mr. Albert was also on the trial team that tried the case
to verdict in In re Korean Ramen Direct Antitrust Litig. in the Northern District of California.
Mr, Albert’s current major cases include In re Generic Pharmaceuticals Pricing Antitrust Litig.
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(16-md-2427 E.D, Pa.); In re Vascepa Antitrust Litig. (21-cv-12061 D.N.J.) (Co-Lead Counsel);
O’Garro v. City of New Jersey, 20-cv-5282 (D.N.].) (alleging Americans with Disabilities Act
violations in Jersey City streets and curb cuts); In re National Football League Sunday Ticket
Antitrust Litig. (C.D. Cal.); and In re HIV Antitrust Litig. (N.1D, Cal.) (Executive Committee).

Previously, Mr. Albert had significant roles in Marine Products Antitrust Litig. (C.D. Cal.)
(Executive Committee); Baby Products Antitrust Litig. (E.D. Pa.); In Re Automotive Wire
Harness Systems Antitrust Litig. (E.D. Mich.), In Re Heater Control Panels Antitrust Litig. (E.D.
Mich.); Kleen Products v. Packaging Corp. of Amer. (N.D. IlL.); In re ATM Fee Litig. (N.D.
Cal.); In re Canadian Car Antitrust Litig. (D. Me.); In re Broadcom Sec. Litig. (C.D. Cal.}; and
has worked on In re Avandia Marketing, Sales Practices and Products Liability Litig. (E.D. Pa.),
In re Ortho Evra Birth Control Patch Litig. (N.J. Super. Ct., Middlesex County); and In re
Microsoft Corp. Massachusetts Consumer Protection Litig, (Mass. Super. Ct.).

KEVIN F. RUF graduated from the University of California at Berkeley in 1984 with a
Bachelor of Arts in Economics and earned his Juris Doctor degree from the University of
Michigan in 1987. Mr. Ruf was admitted to the State Bar of California in 1988, Mr, Ruf was an
associate at the Los Angeles firm Manatt Phelps and Phillips from 1988 until 1992, where he
specialized in commercial litigation and was a leading trial lawyer among the associates there.

In 1993, he joined the firm Corbin & Fitzgerald in order to gain experience in criminal law.

There, he specialized in white collar criminal defense work, including matters related to National
Medical Enterprises, Cynergy Film Productions, and the Estate of Doris Duke. Mr. Ruf joined
the Firm in 2001 and has taken a lead trial lawyer role in many of the Firm’s cases. In 2006, Mr.
Ruf argued before the California Supreme Court in the case Smith v. L’Oreal and achieved a
unanimous reversal of the lower court rulings; the case established a fundamental right of all
California workers to immediate payment of all earnings at the conclusion of employment. In
2007, Mr. Ruf took an important case before the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, convincing the
Court to affirm the lower court’s certification of a class action in a fraud case (fraud cases have
traditionally faced difficulty as class actions because of the requirement of individual reliance).

Mr. Ruf has extensive trial experience, including jury trials, and considers his courtroom and oral
advocacy skills to be his strongest asset as a litigator. Mr. Ruf currently acts as the Head of the
Firm’s Labor and Consumer Practice, and has extensive experience in securities cases as well.
Mr. Ruf also has experience in real estate law and has been a Licensed California Real Estate
Brolker since 1999. '

GREGORY B. LINKH works out of the New York office, where he concentrates on antitrust,
securities, shareholder derivative, and consumer litigation. Greg graduated from the State
University of New York at Binghamton in 1996 and from the University of Michigan Law
School in 1999. While in law school, Greg externed with United States District Judge Gerald E.
Rosen of the Eastern District of Michigan. Greg was previously associated with the law firms
Dewey Ballantine LLP, Pomerantz Haudek Block Grossman & Gross LLP, and Murray Frank
LLP,

Mr. Linkh is the co-author of Inherent Risk In Securities Cases In The Second Circuit, NEW
YORK LAW JOURNAL (Aug. 26, 2004); Staying Derivative Action Pursuant to PSLRA and
SLUSA, NEW YORK LAW JOURNAL, P. 4, COL. 4 (Oct. 21, 2005) and the SECURITIES
REFORM ACT LITIGATION REPORTER, Vol. 20, No. 3 (Dec, 2005).
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Mr. Linkh was one of the lead trial counsel in /i re Korean Ramen Direct Antitrust Litig,, which
was one of the rare antitrust class action cases to be tried to a jury verdict. Currently his major .
cases include /n re Horsehead Holding Corp. Sec. Litig.; and In re Heating Control Panel Direct
Purchaser Action (12-md-02311 E.D. Mich.).

BRIAN D. BROOKS joined the New York office of Glancy Prongay & Murray LLP in 2019,
specializing in antitrust, consumer, and securities fitigation. Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Brooks
was an active member of the trial team for the class in In re: Nexium Antitrust Litigation, the first
post-Actavis reverse-payment case to be tried to verdict. He was also an active member of the
litigation team in the /n re: Provigil, In re: Prograf, and In re: Miralax antitrust matters, which
collectively settled for more than $600 million, as well as the Jn re: Suboxone and In re: Niaspan
antitrust matters, which are still pending. Mr, Brooks has been actively participating in In re HIV
Antitrust Litig. (19-cv-2573 N.D. Cal); In re Zetia (Ezetimibe) Antitrust Litig. (18-md-2863-
RBS-DEM); and In re Actos End Payor Antitrust Litig. (13-cv-9244 SD.N.Y.). Mr. Brooks
received his B.A. from Northwestern State University of Louisiana in 1998 and his J.D. from
Washington and Lee School of Law in 2002, and is admitted to practice in New York and
Louisiana,

KARA M. WOLKE'’s practice spans consumer, labor, securities, and other complex class action
prosecution. She has extensive experience in written appellate advocacy in both State and
Federal Circuit Courts of Appeals, and has successfully argued before the Court of Appeal for
the State of California.

Ms. Wolke graduated summa cum laude with a B.S.B.A. in Economics from The Ohio State
University in 2001, and subsequently earned her J1.D. {with honors) from Ohio State, where she
was active in Moot Court and received the Dean’s Award for Excellence during each of her three
years. In 20035, she was a finalist in a national writing competition co-sponsored by the American
Bar Association and the Grammy® Foundation, (published at 7 VAND. I, ENT. L. & PrRAC, 411),
Ms. Wolke is admitted to the State Bar of California, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, as well
as the United States District Courts for the Northern, Southern, and Central Districts of
California.

JONATHAN M. ROTTER leads the Firm’s intellectual property litigation practice. He
recently served for three years as the first Patent Pilot Program Law Clerk at the United States
District Court for the Central District of California. There, he assisted the Honorable S. James
Otero, Andrew J. Guilford, George H. Wu, John A. Kronstadt, and Beverly Reid O’Connell with
hundreds of patent cases in every major field of technology, from complaint to post-trial
motions. Before his service to the court, Mr. Rotter practiced at an international law firm, where
he argued appeals at the Federal Circuit, Ninth Circuit, and California Court of Appeal, as well
as tried cases, argued motions, and managed all aspects of complex litigation. His cases
involved diverse technologies in both “wet” and “dry” disciplines, and he excels at the critical
skill of translating complex subject matter into a coherent story that can be digested by judges
and juries.

In addition to intellectual property matters, Mr. Rotter has handled cases involving antitrust,
securities, banking, real estate, government, business disputes, product liability, and professional
liability. Mr. Rotter served as a law clerk to the Honorable Milan D, Smith, Jr., at the United
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States Court of Appeals for the Ninth Circuit. He also served as a volunteer criminal prosecutor
for the Los Angeles City Attorney’s Office.

Mr. Rotter graduated with honors from Harvard Law School in 2004, He served as an editor of
the Harvard Journal of Law & Technology, and was selected to be a Fellow in Law and
Economics at the John M. Olin Center for Law, Economics, and Business, and a Fellow in
Justice, Welfare, and Economics at the Weatherhead Center For International Affairs. He
graduated with honors from the University of California, San Diego in 2000 with a B.S. in
molecular biology and a B.A. in music.

Mr. Rotter is admitted to practice before the United States Patent & Trademark Office, the
United States Courts of Appeals for the Ninth and Federal Circuits, and the United States District
Courts for the Northern, Central, and Southern Districts of California. He has written
extensively on intellectual property issues, and has been honored for his work with legal service
organizations.

DAVID J. STONE has a broad background in complex commercial litigation, with particular
focus on litigating corporate fiduciary claims, securities, and contract matters. Mr. Stone
maintains a versatile practice in state and federal courts, representing clients in a wide-range of
matters, including corporate derivative actions, securities class actions, litigating claims arising
from master limited partnership “drop down™ transactions, litigating consumer class actions
(including data breach claims), litigating complex debt instruments, fraudulent conveyance
actions, and appeals. Mr. Stone also has developed a specialized practice in litigation on behalf
of post-bankruptcy confirmation trusts, including investigating and prosecuting D&O claims and
general commercial litigation. In addition, Mr. Stone counsels clients on general business
matters, including contract negotiation and corporate organization.

Mr, Stone graduated from Boston University School of Law in 1994 and was the Law Review
Editor. He earned his B.A. at Tufts University in 1988, graduating cum laude. Following law
school, Mr. Stone served as a clerk to the Honorable Joseph Tauro, then Chief Judge of the U.S.
District Court for the District of Massachusetts. Prior to joining GPM, Mr. Stone practiced at
international law firms Cravath, Swaine & Moore LLP, Mormison & Foerster LLP, and
Greenberg Traurig LLP,

Mr. Stone is a member of the bar in New York and California, and is admitted to practice before
the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York, the
Northern, Southern, and Central Districts of California, and the Court of Appeals for the Second
and Third Circuits.

SUSAN G. KUPFER is a partner in the Firm’s Berkeley office. Ms. Kupfer joined the Firm in
2003 and received her A.B. degree from Mount Holyoke College in 1969 and her Juris Doctor
degree from Boston University Schoo! of Law in 1973, She did graduate work at Harvard Law
School and, in 1977, was named Assistant Dean and Director of Clinical Programs at Harvard,
supervising and teaching in that program of legal practice and related academic components.

For much of her legal career, Ms, Kupfer has been a professor of law. Her areas of academic
expertise are Civil Procedure, Federal Courts, Conflict of Laws, Constitutional Law, Legal
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Ethics, and Jurisprudence. She has tanght at Harvard Law School, Hastings College of the Law,
Boston University School of Law, Golden Gate University School of Law, and Northeastern
- University School of Law. From 1991 through 2002, she was a lecturer on law at the University
of California, Berkeley, Boalt Hall, teaching Civil Procedure and Conflict of Laws. Her
publications include articles on federal civil rights litigation, legal ethics, and jurisprudence. She
has also taught various aspects of practical legal and ethical training, including trial advocacy,
negotiation, and legal ethics, to both law students and practicing attorneys.

Ms. Kupfer previously served as corporate counsel to The Architects Collaborative in Cambridge
and San Francisco, and was the Executive Director of the Massachusetts Commission on Judicial
Conduct. She returned to the practice of law in San Francisco with Morgenstein & Jubelirer and
Berman DeValerio LLP before joining the Firm.

Ms. Kupfer’s practice is concentrated in complex antitrust litigation. She has served as Co-Lead
Counsel in several multidistrict antitrust cases: In re Photochromic Lens Antitrust Litig. (MDL
2173, M.D. Fla. 2010); In re Fresh and Process Potatoes Antitrust Litig. (D. 1d. 2011); In re
Korean Aiv Lines Antitrust Litig. (MDL No. 1891, C.D. Cal. 2007); In re Urethane Antitrust
Litig. (MDL 1616, D. Kan. 2004); In re Western States Wholesale Natural Gas Litig. (MDL
1566, D. Nev. 2005); and Sullivan v. DB nvestments (D.N.J. 2004). She has been a member of
the lead counsel teams that achieved significant settlements in: In re Sorbates Antitrust Litig.
($96.5 million settlement); /n re Pillay Point Partners Antitrust Litig. ($50 million settlement);
and In re Critical Path Sec. Litig. ($17.5 million settlement).

Ms. Kupfer is a member of the bars of Massachusetts and California, and is admitted to practice
before the United States District Courts for the Northern, Central, Eastern, and Southern Districts
of California, the District of Massachusetts, the Courts of Appeals for the First and Ninth
Circuits, and the U.S. Supreme Court.

MARC L. GODINO has extensive experience successfully litigating complex, class action
lawsuits as a plaintiffs’ lawyer. Mr. Godino has played a primary role in cases resulting in
settlements of more than $100 million. He has prosecuted securities, derivative, merger &
acquisition, and consumer cases throughout the country in both state and federal court, as well as
represented defrauded investors at FINRA arbitrations. Mr. Godino manages the Firm’s
consumer class action department.

While an associate with Stull Stull & Brody, Mr. Godino was one of the two primary attorneys
involved in Small v. Fritz Co., 30 Cal. 4th 167 (2003), in which the California Supreme Court
created new law in the State of California for shareholders that held shares in detrimental
reliance on false statements made by corporate officers. The decision was widely covered by
national media including The National Law Jouwrnal, the Los Angeles Times, the New York
Times, and the New York Law Journal, among others, and was heralded as a significant victory
for shareholders. '

Recent successes with the Firm include: In re Magma Design Automation, Inc. Sec. Litig., Case
No. 05-2394 (N.D. Cal.) ($13,500,000 cash settlement for shareholders); In re Hovnanian
Enterprises, Inc. Sec. Litig., Case No. 08-cv-0099 (D.N.J) ($4,000,000 cash settlement for
shareholders);, In re Skilled Healthcare Group, Inc. Sec. Litig., Case No. 09-5416 (C.D. Cal.)
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($3,000,000 cash scttlement for shareholders); Kelly v. Phiten USA, Inc., Case No. 11-67 (8.D.
Towa) ($3.2 million dollar cash settlement in addition to injunctive relief); Shin v. BMW of North
America, 2009 WL 2163509 (C.D. Cal. July 16, 2009) (free replacement of cracked wheels);

" Payday Advance Plus, Inc. v. MIVA, Inc., Case No. 06-1923 (S.D.N.Y.) ($3,936,812 cash
settlement for class members); Villefianche v. HSBC Bank Nevada, N.A., Case No. 09-3693
(C.D. Cal.) {100% recovery to class members);, Esslinger v. HSBC Bank Nevada, N.A., Case No.
10-03213 (E.D. Pa.) ($23.5 million settlement pending final approval); In re Discover Payment
Protection Plan Marketing and Sales Practices Litig., Case No. 10-06994 ($10.5 million
settlement).

Other published decisions include: In re 2TheMart.com Sec. Litig., 114 F. Supp. 2d 955 (C.D.
Cal. 2002) (motion to dismiss denied); /n re Irvine Sensors Sec. Litig., 2003 U.S. Dist. LEXIS
18397 (C.D. Cal. 2003) (motion to dismiss denied); Shin v. BMW of North America, 2009 WL
2163509 (C.D. Cal. July 16, 2009) (motion to dismiss denied); In re Toyota Motor Corp, Hybrid
Brake Marketing, Sales, Practices and Products Liability Litig., 2011 WL 6189467 (C.D. Cal.
Dec. 13, 2011) (motion to compel arbitration denied).

Mr. Godino received his undergraduate degree from Susguehanna University with a Bachelor of
Science degree in Business Management. He received his Juris Doctor degree from Whittier Law
School in 1995.

Mr. Godino is admitted to practice before the State of California, the United States District
Courts for the Cenfral, Northern, and Southern Districts of California, the District of Colorado,
and the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals.

EX KANO S, SAMS II earned his Bachelor of Arts degree in Political Science from the
University of California Los Angeles. Mr. Sams earned his Juris Doctor degree from the
University of California Los Angeles School of Law, where he served as a member of the UCLA
Law Review. After law school, Mr. Sams practiced class action civil rights litigation on behalf of
plaintiffs. Subsequently, Mr. Sams was a partner at Coughlin Stoia Geller Rudman & Robbins
LLP where his practice focused on securities and consumer class actions on behalf of investors
and consumers.

Mr. Sams has served as lead counsel in dozens of securities class actions, shareholder derivative
actions, and complex litigation cases throughout the United States. In conjunction with the
efforts of co-counsel, Mr. Sams briefed and successfully obtained the reversal in the Ninth
Circuit of an order dismissing class action claims brought pursuant to Sections 11 and 15 of the
Securities Act of 1933, Hemmer Group v. SouthWest Water Co., No 11-56154, 2013 WL
2460197 (9th Cir. June 7, 2013). Mr. Sams assisted in a successful appeal before a Fifth Circuit
panel in which the court unanimously vacated the lower court’s denial of class certification,
reversed the lower court’s grant of summary judgment, and issued an important decision on the
issue of loss causation in securities litigation: Alaska Electrical Pension Fund v. Flowserve
Corp., 572 F.3d 221 (5th Cir. 2009). The case settled for $55 million,

Mr. Sams has also obtained other significant results. Notable exampies include: Forbush v.
Goodale, No. 33538/2011, 2013 WL 582255 (N.Y. Sup. Feb. 4, 2013) (denying motions to
dismiss in a shareholder derivative action); Curry v. Hansen Med., No. C 09-5094 CW, 2012 WL
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3242447 (N.D. Cal. Aug. 10, 2012) (upholding securities fraud complaint; case settled for $8.5
million); Wilkof v. Caraco Pharm. Labs., 280 FR.D. 332 (E.D. Mich. 2012) (granting class
certification); Puskala v. Koss Corp., 799 F. Supp. 2d 941 (E.D. Wis. 201 1) (upholding securities
fraud complaint); Mishkin v. Zynex Inc., Civil Action No. 09-cv-00780-REB-KLM, 2011 WL
1158715 (D. Colo. Mar. 30, 2011) (denying defendants’ motion to dismiss securities fraud
complaint); Wilkof' v. Caraco Pharm. Labs., No. 09-12830, 2010 WL, 4184465 (E.D. Mich. Oct.
21, 2010) (upholding securities fraud complaint and cited favorably by the Eighth Circuit in
Public Pension Fund Grp. v. KV Pharm. Co., 679 F.3d 972, 981-82 (8th Cir, 2012)); and
Tsirekidze v. Syntax-Brillian Corp., No. CV-07-02204-PHX-FIM, 2009 WL 2151838 (D. Ariz.
July 17, 2009) (granting class certification; case settled for $10 million).

Additionally, Mr. Sams has successfully represented consumers in class action litigation. M.
Sams worked on nationwide litigation and a trial against major tobacco companies, and in .
statewide tobacco litigation that resulted in a $12.5 billion recovery for California cities and
counties in a landmark settlement. He also was a principal attorney in a consumer class action
against one of the largest banks in the country that resulted in a substantial recovery and a
change in the company’s business practices. Mr. Sams also participated in settlement
negotiations on behalf of environmental organizations along with the United States Department
of Justice and the Ohio Attorney General’s Office that resulted in a consent decree requiring a
company to perform remediation measures to address the effects of air and water pollution,

Mr. Sams is a member of the Los Angeles County Bar Association, the John M. Langston Bar
Association, the Consumer Attorneys of California, the Association of Business Trial Lawyers,
and Public Justice. Mr. Sams regularly volunteers at the Brookins Legal Clinic at Brookins
Community AM.E. Chuich to provide pro bono legal services to low-income and
underrepresented individuals in South Central Los Angeles. Mr. Sams also serves as a mentor to
law students through the John M. Langston Bar Association.

CASEY E. SADLER graduated from the University of Southern California, Gould School of
Law and joined the Firm in 2010. While attending law school, Mr. Sadler externed for the
Enforcement Division of the Securities and Exchange Commission, spent a summer working for
P.H. Parekh & Co. -- one of the leading appellate law firms in New Delhi, India -- and was a
member of USC’s Hale Moot Court Honors Program.

Mr. Sadler is a partner in the Firm’s Los Angeles office and he concentrates in securities and
consumer litigation. Mr. Sadler is admitted to the State Bar of California, and the United States
District Courts for the Northern, Southern, and Central Districts of California.

JOSEPH D. COHEN has extensive complex civil litigation experience, and currently oversees
the firm’s settlement department, negotiating, documenting, and obtaining court approval of the
firm’s securities, merger, and derivative settlements.

Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Cohen successfully prosecuted numerous securities fraud,
consumer fraud, antitrust and constitutional law cases in federal and state courts throughout the
country. Cases in which Mr. Cohen took a lead role include: Jordan v. California Dep’t of
Motor Vehicles, 100 Cal. App. 4® 431 (2002) (complex action in which the California Court of
Appeal held that California’s Non-Resident Vehicle $300 Smog Impact Fee violated the
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Commerce Clause of the United States Constitution, paving the way for the creation of a $665
million fund and full refunds, with interest, to 1.7 million motorists), In re Geodyne Res., Inc.
Sec. Litig. (Harris Cty. Tex.) (settlement of securities fraud class action, including related
litigation, totaling over $200 million); In re Cmty. Psychiatric Centers Sec. Litig. (C.D. Cal))
(settlement of $55.5 million was obtained from the company and its auditors, Ernst & Young,
LLP), In re McLeodUSA Inc., Sec. Litig. (N.D. Iowa) (830 million settlement); In re Arakis
Energy Corp. Sec. Litig. (E D.N.Y.) ($24 million settlement); In re Metris Cos., Inc., Sec. Litig.
(D. Minn.) (§7.5 million settlement); In re Landry’s Seafood Rest., Inc. Sec. Litig. (S.1). Tex.)
($6 million settlement); and Freedman v. Maspeth Fed. Loan and Savings Ass'n, (E.DN.Y.)
(favorable resolution of issue of first impression under RESPA resulting in full recovery of
impropetly assessed late fees).

Mr. Cohen was also a member of the teams that obtained substantial recoveries in the following
cases. In re: Foreign Exchange Benchmark Rates Antitrust Litig. (S D.N.Y.) (partial settlements
of approximately $2 billion); In re Washington Muiual Mortgage-Backed Sec. Litig. (W.D.
Wash.) (settlement of $26 million); Mylan Pharm., Inc. v. Warner Chilcott Public Ltd. (E.D. Pa.)
($8 million recovery in antitrust action on behalf of class of indirect purchasers of the
prescription drug Doryx); City of Omaha Police and Fire Ret. Sys. v. LHC Group (W.D. La.)
(securities class action settlement of $7.85 million); and /n re Pacific Biosciences of Cal., Inc.
Sec. Litig. (Cal. Super. Ct.) (§7.6 million recovery).

In addition, Mr. Cohen was previously the head of the settlement department at Bernstein
Litowitz Berger & Grossmann LLP. While at BLB&G, Mr. Cohen had primary responsibility
for overseeing the team working on the following settlements, among others: /n Re Merck & Co.,
Inc. Sec,, Deriv. & “ERISA” Litig. (D.N.I.) ($1.062 billion securities class action settiement);
New York State Teachers’ Ret. Sys. v. General Motors Co. (E.D, Mich.) ($300 million securities
class action settlement); In re JPMorgan Chase & Co. Sec. Litig. (SDN.Y.) ($8150 million
settlement); Dep’t of the Treasury of the State of N.J. and its Division of Inv. v. Cliffs Natural
Res. Inc. (N.D. Ohio) ($84 million); In re Penn West Petroleum Ltd. Sec. Litig. (SD.N.Y.)
($19.76 million settlement); and In re BioScrip, Inc. Sec. Litig. ($10.9 million settlement).

MATTHEW M. HOUSTON, a partner in the firm’s New York office, graduated from Boston
University School of Law in 1988. Mr. Houston is an active member of the Bar of the State of
New York and an inactive member of the bar for the Commonwealth of Massachusetts, Mr.
Houston is also admitted to the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern
Districts of New York and the District of Massachusetts, and the Second, Seventh, Ninth, and
Eleventh Circuit Courts of Appeals of the United States. Mr. Houston repeatedly has been
selected as a New York Metro Super Lawyer.,

Mr. Houston has substantial courtroom experience involving complex actions in federal and state
courts throughout the country. Mr. Houston was co-lead trial counsel in one the few ERISA
class action cases taken to trial asserting breach of fiduciary duty claims against plan fiduciaries,
Brieger v, Tellabs, Inc., No, 06-CV-01882 (N.D, IlL.), and has successfully prosecuted many
ERISA actions, including In re Royal Ahold N.V. Securities and ERISA Litig., Civil Action No.
1:03-md-01539. Mr. Houston has been one of the principal attorneys litigating claims in multi-
district litigation concerning employment classification of pickup and delivery drivers and
primarily responsible for prosecuting ERISA class claims resulting in a $242,000,000 settlement;
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In re FedEx Ground Package Inc. Employment Practices Litig., No. 3:05-MD-527 (MDL 1700).
Mr, Houston recently presented argument before the Eleventh Circuit Court of Appeals on behalf
of a class of Florida pickup and delivery drivers obtaining a reversal of the lower court’s grant of
summary judgment. Mr. Houston represented the interests of Nevada and Arkansas drivers
employed by FedEx Ground obtaining significant recoveries on their behalf. Mr. Houston also
served as lead counsel in multi-district class litigation seeking to modify insurance claims
handling practices; In re UnumProvident Corp. ERISA Benefits Denial Actions, No. 1:03-cv-
1000 (MDL 1552).

Mr, Houston has played a principal role in numerous derivative and class actions wherein
substantial benefits were conferred upon plaintiffs: In re: Groupon Deriv. Litig., No. 12-¢v-5300
(N.D. 1I. 2012) (settlement of consolidated derivative action resulting in sweeping corporate
governance reform estimated at $159 million); Bangari v. Lesnik, No. 11 CH 41973 (Illinois
Circuit Court, County of Cook) (settlement of claim resulting in payment of $20 million to
Career Education Corporation and implementation of extensive corporate governance reform); In
re Diamond Foods, Inc. Shareholder Litig., No. CGC-11-515895 (California Superior Court,
County of San Francisco) ($10.4 million in monetary relief including a $5.4 million clawback of
executive compensation and significant corporate governance reform); Pace Amer. Shareholder
Litig., 94-92 TUC-RMB (securities fraud class action settlement resulting in a recovery of $3.75
million); In re Bay Finan. Sec. Litig., Master File No, 89-2377-DPW (D. Mass.) (settlement of
action based upon federal securities law claims resulting in class recovery in excess of $3.9
million); and Goldsmith v. Tech. Solutions Co., 92 C 4374 (N.D. Tll, 1992) (recovery of $4.6
million as a result of action alleging false and misleading statements regarding revenue
recognition).

In addition to numerous employment and derivative cases, Mr. Houston has litigated actions
asserting breach of fiduciary duty in the context of mergers and acquisitions. Mr. Houston has
been responsible for securing millions of dollars in additional compensation and structural
benefits for shareholders of target companies: In re Instinet Group, Inc. Shareholders Litig., C.A.
No. 1289 (Del. Ch.); Jasinover v. The Rouse Co., Case No. 13-C-04-59594 (Maryland Circuit
Court); McLaughlin v. Household Int’l, Inc., Case No. 02 CH 20683 (Iil. Circuit Court); Sebesta
v. The Quizno's Corp., Case No. 2001 CV 6281 (Col. District Court); Crandon Capital Partners
v. Kimmel, C.A. No. 14998 (Del. Ch.); and Crandon Capital Partners v. Kimmel, C.A. No.
14998 (Del. Ch. 1996) (settlement whereby acquiring company provided an additional $10.4
million in merger consideration).

DANIELLA QUITT, a partner in the firm’s New York office, graduated from Fordham
University School of Law in 1988, is a member of the Bar of the State of New York, and is also
admitted to the United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York
and the United States Courts of Appeals for the Second, Fifth, and Ninth Circuits.

Ms. Quitt has extensive experience in successfully litigating complex class actions from
inception to trial and has played a significant role in numerous actions wherein substantial -
benefits were conferred upon plaintiff sharcholders, such as In re Safety-Kleen Corp.
Stockholders Litig. (D.S.C.) (settlement fund of $44.5 million); /In re Laidlaw Stockholders Litig.
(D.S.C)) (settlement fund of $24 million); In re UNUMProvident Corp. Sec. Litig. (D. Me.)
(settlement fund of $45 million); /n re Harnischfeger Ind. (E.D. Wisc,) (settlement fund of $10.1

Page 25




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 105 of 278 PagelD#
61302

million); In re Oxford Health Plans, Inc. Deriv. Litig. (S.DN.Y.) (settlement benefit of $13.7
million and corporate therapeutics); In re JWP Inc. Sec. Litig. (SD.N.Y.) (settlement fund of $37
million); In re Home Shopping Network, Inc., Deriv. Litig. (S.D. Fla.) (settlement benefit in
excess of $20 million); In re Graham-Field Health Products, Inc. Sec. Litig. (SDN.Y.)
(settlement fund of $5.65 million); Benjamin v. Carusona (ED.N.Y.) (prosecuted action on
behalf of minority shareholders which resulted in a change of control from majority-controlled
management); n re Rexel Shareholder Litig. (Sup. Ct. N.Y. County) (settlement benefit in
excess of $38 million); and Croyden Assoc. v. Tesoro Petroleum Corp. (Del, Ch.) (settlement
benefit of $19.2 million).

In connection with the settlement of Alessi v. Beracha, (Del. Ch.), a class action brought on
behalf of the former minority shareholders of Earthgrains, Chancellor Chandler commented: “1
give credit where credit is due, Ms. Quitt. You did a good job and got a good result, and you
should be proud of it.”

Ms. Quitt has focused her practice on shareholder rights and ERISA class actions but also
handles general commercial and consumer litigation. Ms. Quitt serves as a member of the
S.D.N.Y. ADR Panel and has been consistently selected as a New York Metro Super Lawyer.

BENJAMIN 1. SACHS-MICHAELS, a partner in the firm’s New York office, graduated from
Benjamin N. Cardozo School of Law in 2011. His practice focuses on shareholder derivative
litigation and class actions on behalf of shareholders and consumers.

While in law school, Mr. Sachs-Michaels served as a judicial intern to Senior United States
District Judge Thomas I. McAvoy in the United States District Court for the Northern District of
New York and was a member of the Cardozo Journal of Conflict Resolution.

Mr. Sachs-Michaels is a member of the Bar of the State of New York, He is also admitted to the
United States District Courts for the Southern and Eastern Districts of New York and the United
States Court of Appeals for the Second Circuit.

SENIOR COUNSEL

JASON L. KRAJCER is senior counsel in the firm’s Los Angeles office. He specializes in
complex securities cases and has extensive experience in all phases of litigation (fact
investigation, pre-trial motion practice, discovery, trial, and appeal).

Prior to joining Glancy Prongay & Murray LLP, Mr., Krajcer was an associate at Goodwin
Procter LLP where he represented issuers, officers, and directors in multi-hundred million and
billion dollar securities cases. He began his legal career at Orrick, Herrington & Sutcliffe LLP,
where he represented issuers, officers, and directors in securities class actions, sharcholder
derivative actions, and matters before the SEC.

Mr. Krajcer is admitted to the State Bar of California, the Bar of the District of Columbia, the

United States Supreme Court, the Ninth Circuit Court of Appeals, and the United States District
Courts for the Central and Southern Districts of California.
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ASSOCIATES

GARTH A. SPENCER joined the firm in 2016 and is based in the Los Angeles office. His work
includes securities, antitrust, and consumer litigation. Mr. Spencer also works on whistleblower
matters. Mr. Spencer received his B.A. in Mathematics from Grinnell College in 2006. He
received his J.D. in 2011 from Duke University School of Law, where he was a staff editor on
the Duke Law Journal. From 2011 until 2014 he worked in the tax group of a large, international
law firm. Since 2014 he has worked on tax whistleblower matters. Immediately prior to joining
Glancy Prongay & Murray, Mr. Spencer attended New York University where he received an
LL.M. in Taxation.

THOMAS J. KENNEDY works out of the New York office, where he concentrates on
securities, antitrust, and consumer litigation. He received a Juris Doctor degree from St. John’s
University School of Law in 1995. At St. John'’s, he was a member of the ST, JOHN’S JOURNAL

~ OF LEGAL COMMENTARY, Mr. Kenned graduated from Miami University in 1992 with a
Bachelor of Science degree in Accounting and has passed the CPA exam. Mr, Kennedy was
previously associated with the law firm Murray Frank LEP.

LEANNE HEINE SOLISH joined Glancy Prongay & Murray LLP in 2012, Ms. Solish
graduated summa cum laude from Tulane University with a B.S.M. in Accounting and Finance
in 2007, and she received her I.D. from the University of Texas School of Law in 2011, While
attending law school, Ms. Solish was an editor for the Texas International Law Journal, a student
attorney for the Immigration and Worker Rights Clinics, and she externed with MALDEF and
the Texas Civil Rights Project. Ms. Solish is a member of the Beta Gamma Sigma Business
Honors Society. She is a registered CPA in Illinois and was admitted to the California State Bar
in 2011,

CHRISTOPHER FALLON joined the firm in 2013 specializing in securities, consumer, and
anti-trust litigation. Prior to joining the firm, Mr. Fallon was a contract attorney with O'Melveny
& Myers LLP working on anti-trust and business litigation disputes. He is a Certified E-
Discovery Specialist through the Association of Certified E-Discovery Specialists {ACEDS).

Mr. Fallon earned his J.D. and a Certificate in Dispute Resolution from Pepperdine Law School
in 2004. While attending law school, Mr. Fallon worked at the Pepperdine Special Education
Advocacy Clinic and interned with the Rhode Island Office of the Attorney General, Prior to
attending law school, he graduated from Boston College with a Bachelor of Arts in Economics
and a minor in Irish Studies, then served as Deputy Campaign Finance Director on a U.S. Senate
campaign.

CHARLES H. LINEHAN joined the Firm in 2015. Mr. Linehan graduated summa cum laude
from the University of California, Los Angeles with a Bachelor of Arts degree in Philosophy and
a minor in Mathematics. Mr. Linehan received his Juris Doctor degree from the UCLA School
of Law, where he was a member of the UCLA Moot Court Honors Board, While attending law
school, Mr. Linehan participated in the school’s First Amendment Amicus Brief Clinic (now the
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Scott & Cyan Banister First Amendment Clinic) where he worked with nationally recognized
scholars and civil rights organizations to draft amicus briefs on various Free Speech issues. -

MELISSA WRIGHT joined the Firm in 2014. Melissa received her J.D. from the UC Davis
School of Law in 2012, where she was a board member of Tax Law Society and externed for the
California Board of Equalization’s Tax Appeals Assistance Program focusing on consumer use
tax issues. Melissa also graduated from NYU School of Law, where she received her LL.M. in
Taxation in 2013.

NATALIE S. PANG is an associate in the firm’s Los Angeles office, Ms, Pang has advocated
on behalf of thousands of consumers during her carcer. Ms. Pang has extensive experience in
case management and all facets of litigation: from a case’s inception through the discovery
process—including taking and defending depositions and preparing witnesses for depositions and
trial-mediation and settlement negotiations, pretrial motion work, trial and post-trial motion
work.

Prior to joining the firm, Ms. Pang lead the mass torts department of her last firm, where she
managed the cases of over two thousand individual clients. There, Ms, Pang worked on a wide
variety of complex state and federal matters which included cases involving pharmaceutical
drugs, medical devices, auto defects, toxic torts, false advertising, and uninhabitable conditions.
Ms. Pang was also frial counsel in the notable case, Acosta et al. v. City of Long Beach et al.
(BC591412) which was brought on behalf of residents of a mobile home park built on a former
trash dump and resulted in a $39.5 million verdict after an eleven-week jury trial in Los Angeles
Superior Court.

Ms. Pang received her J.D. from Loyola Law School. While in law school, Ms. Pang received a
Top 10 Brief Award as a Scott Moot Court competitor, was chosen to be a member of the Scott
Moot Court Honor’s Board, and competed as a member of the National Moot Court Team. Ms,
Pang was also a Staffer and subsequently an Editor for Loyola’s Entertainment Law Review as
well as a Loyola Writing Tutor. During law school, Ms. Pang served as an extern for: the Hon,
Rolf Treu (Los Angeles Superior Court), the Los Angeles City Attorney’s Office, and the
Federal Public Defender’s Office. Ms. Pang obtained her undergraduate degree from the
University of Southern California and worked in the healthcare industry prior to pursuing her
career in law.

PAVITHRA RAJESH is a litigation associate in the firm’s Los Angeles office. She specializes
in fact discovery, including pre-litigation investigation, and develops legal theories in securities,
~ derivative, and privacy-related matters.

Ms. Rajesh has unique writing experience from her judicial externship for the Patent Pilot
Program in the United States District Court for the Central District of California, where she
worked closely with the Clerk and judges in the program on patent cases. Drawing from this
experience, Ms, Rajesh is passionate about expanding the firm’s Intellectual Property practice,
and she engages with experts to understand complex technology in a wide range of patents,
including network security and videogame electronics.
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Ms. Rajesh graduated from University of California, Santa Barbara with a Bachelor of Science
degree in Mathematics and a Bachelor of Arts degree in Psychology. She received her Juris
Doctor degree from UCLA School of Law. While in law school, Ms. Rajesh was an Associate
Editor for the UCLA Law Review.

RAY D. SULENTIC prosecutes complex class actions for GPM. He enjoys advocating for
investors because he used to be one. Before law school, Mr. Sulentic worked on Wall Street for
roughly a decade-—on both the buy-side, and the sell-side. His experience includes working as a
former Director of Investments for a private equity fund; a special situations analyst for a $10.0
billion multi-asset class hedge fund; and as a sell-side equity and commodity analyst for Bear
Stearns & Co. Inc. While at Bear Stearns, Mr. Sulentic’s investment analysis was featured in
Barron’s.

Since leaving the investment world, Mr. Sulentic received his early legal training from one of the
largest law firms in the world, where he defended multinational corporations in securities suits
and government investigations,

While in law school, Mr. Sulentic authored several seminar papers on securities law topics
including on: whether SLUSA conferred exclusive jurisdiction to federal courts deciding cases
under the Securities Act of 1933; how to overcome a corporation’s unilaterally adopted bylaw
amendment purporting to confer exclusive forum in Delaware; and on the proliferation of
appraisal arbitrage actions and whether public policy supports the Delaware Court of Chancery’s
role as an arbiter of market value.

He holds a B.S.M. in Finance from Tulane University; an M.B.A. with a concentration in
Finance from Georgetown University; and a J.D. from the UCLA School of Law. The synergy of
his finance and legal education and experience makes him well-suited for disputes related to
complex accounting frauds, market manipulation matters, valuation disputes, and damages.

OF COUNSEL

PETER A. BINKOW has prosecuted lawsuits on behalf of consumers and investors in state and
federal courts throughout the United States. He served as Lead or Co-Lead Counsel in many
class action cases, including: In re Mercury Interactive Sec. Litig. ($117.5 million recovery);
Schleicher v. Wendt (Conseco Securities litigation - $41.5 million recovery); Lapin v Goldman
Sachs (§29 million recovery); In re Heritage Bond Litigation ($28 million recovery); In re
National Techteam Sec. Litig. (§11 million recovery for investors); In re Lason Inc. Sec. Litig.
($12.68 million recovery), In re ESC Medical Systems, Ltd. Sec. Litig. ($17 million recovery);
and many others. In Schleicher v Wendt, Mr. Binkow successfully argued the seminal Seventh
Circuit case on class certification, in an opinion authored by Chief Judge Frank Easterbrook. He
has argued and/or prepared appeals before the Ninth Circuit, Seventh Circuit, Sixth Circuit, and
Second Circuit Courts of Appeals.

Mr. Binkow joined the Firm in 1994, became a partner in 2002, and took Of Counsel status in

2015. Mr. Binkow obtained a Bachelor of Arts degree from the University of Michigan in 1988
and a Juris Doctor degree from the University of Southern California in 1994,
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MARK S. GREENSTONE concentrates on consumer, financial fraud, and employment-related
class actions. Possessing significant law and motion and trial experience, Mr. Greenstone has
represented clients in multi-million dollar disputes in California state and federal courts, as well
as the Court of Federal Claims in Washington, D.C.

Mzr. Greenstone received his training as an associate at Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton
LLP where he specialized in complex business litigation relating to investment management,
government contracts and real estate. Upon leaving Sheppard Mullin, Mr. Greenstone founded
an internet-based company offering retail items on multiple platforms nationwide. He thereafter
returned to law bringing a combination of business and legal skills to his practice.

Mr. Greenstone graduated Order of the Coif from the UCLA School of Law. He also received his
undergraduate degree in Political Science from UCLA, where he graduated Magna Cum Laude
and was inducted into the Phi Beta Kappa honor society.

Mr, Greenstone is a member of the Consumer Attorneys Association of Los Angeles, the Santa
Monica Bar Association and the Beverly Hills Bar Association. He is admitted to practice in
state and federal courts throughout California.

ROBERT I. HARWOOD graduated from William and Mary Law School in 1971, and has
specialized in securities law and securities litigation since beginning his career in 1972 at the
Enforcement Division of the New York Stock Exchange. Mr. Harwood was a founding member
of Harwood Feffer LLP. He has prosecuted numerous securities, class, derivative, and ERISA
actions. He is a member of the Trial Lawyers’ Section of the New York State Bar Association
and has served as a guest lecturer at trial advocacy programs sponsored by the Practicing Law
Institute. In a statewide survey of his legal peers published by Super Lawyers Magazine, Mr.
Harwood has been consistently selected as a “New York Metro Super Lawyer.” Super Lawyers
are the top five percent of attorneys in New York, as chosen by their peers and through the
independent research. He is also a Member of the Board of Directors of the MFY Legal Services
Inc., which provides free legal representation in civil matters to the poor and the mentally ill in
New York City. Since 1999, Mr. Harwood has also served as a Village Justice for the Village of
Dobbs Ferry, New York.

Commenting on Mr. Harwood’s abilities, in In re Royal Dutch/Shell Transport ERISA Litig.,
(D.N.].), Judge Bissell stated: “the Court knows the attorneys in the firms involved in this matter
and they are highly experienced and highly skilled in matters of this kind. Moreover, in this case
it showed. Those efforts were vigorous, imaginative and prompt in reaching the settlement of
this matter with a minimal amount of discovery . . .. So both skill and efficiency were brought
to the table here by counsel, no doubt about that,”

Likewise, Judge Hutley stated in connection with In re Olsten Corp. Sec. Litig., No. 97 CV-5056
(E.DN.Y. Aug. 31, 2001), wherein a settlement fund of $24.1 million was created: “The quality
of representation here I think has been excellent.” Mr. Harwood was lead attorney in Meritt v.
Eckerd, No, 86 Civ. 1222 (E.DN.Y. May 30, 1986), where then-Chief Judge Weinstein observed
that counsel conducted the litigation with “speed and skill” resulting in a settlement having a
value “in the order of $20 Million Dollars.” Mr. Harwood prosecuted the Hoeniger v. Aylsworth
class action litigation in the United States District Court for the Western District of Texas (No.
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SA-86-CA-939), which resulted in a settlement fund of $18 million. Mr. Harwood served as
co-lead counsel in In Re Interco Inc. Shareholders Litig., Consolidated C.A. No. 10111 (Del,
Ch.) (May 25, 1990), resulting in a settlement of $18.5 million, where V.C. Berger found, “This
is a case that has an extensive record that establishes it was very hard fought. There were intense
efforts made by plaintiffs’ attorneys and those efforts bore very significant fiuit in the face of
serious questions as to ultimate success on the merits.”

Mr. Harwood served as lead counsel in Morse v. McWhorter (M.D. Tenn.), in which a settlement
fund of $49.5 million was created for the benefit of the Class, as well as In re Bank One Sec.
Litig., (N.D. IIL.), which resulted in the creation of a $45 million settlement fund, Mr, Harwood
also served as co-lead counsel in In re Safety-Kieen Corp. Stockholders Litig. (D.S.C.), which
resulted in a settlement fund of $44.5 million; In re Laidlaw Stockholders Litig. (D.S.C.), which
resulted in a settlement fund of $24 million; In re AIG ERISA Litig. (S.D.N.Y .}, which resulted in
a settlement fund of $24.2 million, In re JWP Inc. Sec. Litig. (S.D.N.Y.), which resulted in a $37
million settlement fund; In re Oxford Health Plans, Inc. Deriv. Litig. (S.D.N.Y.), which resulted
in a settlement benefit of $13.7 million and corporate therapeutics; and In re UNUMProvident
Corp. Sec. Litig. (D. Me.), which resulted in the creation of settlement fund of $45 million. Mr.
Harwood was also one of the lead attorneys in litigating claims in In re FedEx Ground Package
Inc. Employment Practices Litig.,, No. 3:05-MD-527 (MDL 1700), a multi-district litigation
concerning employment classification of pickup and delivery drivers which resulted in a
$242,000,000 settlement.
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Exhibit 2
in re Zetia Antitrust Litigation
GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP

Attorney Rate Hours Lodestar
Brian Murray 925 0.8 740
Lee Albert 925 87.3 807525
Greg Linkh 800 205.5 164400
Brian Brooks 800 1,391.20 1112960
lared Pitt 350 207.7 72695
William Burakoff 350 198.8 69580

Totals 2091.3 1501128
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In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation

GLANCY PRONGAY & MURRAY LLP

EXPENSE REPORT
Inception through March 31, 2023
CATEGORY AMOUNT INCURRED

Assessments {Litigation Fund Payment) $20,000
Court Fees {Filing, etc.) S644
Experts/Consultants S
Delivery/Postage/Messenger 50.47
Transcripts (Hearing, Depaositions, etc.) S
Travel (Airfare, Meals, Lodging) §226.50
Online Research $1,322.84

TOTAL $22,193.81




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 115 of 278 PagelD#
61312

EXHIBIT E




Case 2:18-md-02836-RBS-DEM Document 2161-2 Filed 09/13/23 Page 116 of 278 PagelD#
61313

UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
NORFOLK DIVISION

IN RE: ZETIA (EZETIMIBE) ANTITRUST | MDL No. 2836
LITIGATION No. 2:18-md-2836- RBS-DEM

DECLARATION OF MARC H. EDELSON IN SUPPORT OF
END-PAYOR CLASS'S MOTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT,
AWARD OF ATTORNEYS' FEES, REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES, AND
INCENTIVE AWARD

1, Marc H. Edelson, declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice before the courts of the State Of New York
and the Commonwealth of Pennsylvania, and am a partner at Edelson & Associates, LLC
("Edelson" or the "Firm"). I have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this Declaration and, if
called as a witness, T would testify competently to them. I make this Declaration in support of
Edelson's request for attorneys' fees and reimbursement of litigation expenses, as set forth in End-
Payor Class's Motion for Preliminary Approval Of Proposed Settlement, Approval Of The Form
And Manner Of Notice To The Class, and Proposed Schedule For A Fairness Hearing. I am counsel
of record in this case for Plaintiff, Philadelphia Federation of Teachers Health & Welfare Fund
("PFTHW").

2. A brief description of my firm, which includes a short summary of my experience
and credentials, is attached as Exhibit I and incorporated herein by reference.

3. Throughout the course of this litigation, my firm kept files contemporaneously
documenting all time spent, including tasks performed, and expenses incutred, and provided those

reports monthly to Marvin A. Miller, one of End-Payor Plaintiffs' ("EPP") Co-Lead Counsel. All
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the time and expenses reported by my firm advanced were reasonably necessary for the prosecution
of this case in order to achieve the class-wide results obtained for the benefit of the EPP Class.

0. The Firm performed extensive document review, drafted discovery responses on
behalf of PFTHW and prepared and attended the deposition of the corporate designee for PFHTW.,

I. The schedule attached as Exhibit 2, prepared from contemporaneous time records
regularly prepared and maintained by my firm and incorporated herein, is a summary of the amount
of time spent by my firm's partners, attorneys, and professional support staff who were involved in
this litigation. It does not include any time devoted to preparing this Declaration or otherwise
pertaining to the request for an award of attorney's fees and reimbursement of expenses. The lodestar
calculation is based on my firm's historical billing rates agreed to by hourly-fee paying clients or
submitted to other courts for which compensation was requested. The total number of hours
reasonably expended on this litigation by my firm from inception through March 31, 2023, which

does not include time spent preparing this Declaration, is 1575.8 hours. The total lodestar for my

firm at historic rates is $614,245.00. Expense items are billed separately and are not duplicated in

my firm's lodestar. Those records have been provided to Class Counsel and I authorize them to be

submitted for in camera inspection by the Court, if necessary.

2. The expenses my firm incurred in litigating this action are reflected in the books
and records of my firm. These books and records are prepared from expense vouchers, invoices,
receipts, check records, and other source materials and accurately reflect the expenses incurred.
My firm's expense records are available for inspection by the Court if necessary.

3. My firm incurred a total of $20,214.00 in unreimbursed expenses, all of which were
reasonable and necessary for the prosecution of this litigation. Of this amount, $20,000.00 was for

assessment payments for common litigation expenses or direct payments to experts or other
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venders made at the request of Co-Lead Counsel or as directed by me, and an additional $214.00
was for non-commen litigation expenses incurred by my firm, such as filing fees, on-line PACER
research, electronic legal research, meals, parking, copying, telephone, etc, A summary of those

expenses by category is attached as Exhibit 3.
I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this Ist

day of May, 2023, in Newtown, Pennsylvania.

s/ m/“/

Marc H.Edelson
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EXHIBIT 1

BIOGRAPHY OF & EDELSON & ASSOCIATES, LLC

Edelson & Associates, LLC has been engaged in the practice of complex and class action
litigation since 2003. Prior to forming Edelson & Associates, LLC, Marc H. Edelson was the
founder and managing partner of Hoffman & Edelson, LLC which focused on class action
litigation exclusively since its formation in 1990.

As a partner at Hoffman & Edelson, LLC, Marc Edelson has served as lead counsel or as a

member of the Executive Committee in numerous important cases including:

In re Pharmaceutical Industry Average Wholesale Price Litigation: MDL 1456,
Civil Action No, 01-CV-12257, United States District Court for the District of

Massachusetts {co-lead counsel)

In re Copper Antitrust Litigation: MDL Docket No. 1303
United States District Court for the Western District of Wisconsin (member of executive
committee)

In re Western States Wholesale Natural Gas Antitiust Litigation, MDL-1566, Civil Action
No. 2:03-¢v-01431 United States District Court for the District of Nevada (co-lead

counsel)

In re Ciprofloxacin Hydrochloride Antitrust Litigation
MDI1.-001383, Uniied States District Court
Eastern District of New York (co-lead counsel)

In re Premarin Antitrust Litigation Civil Action No. 1:01cv447
United States District Court for the Southern District of Qhio
Western Division at Cincinnati (co-lead counsel)

Elizabeth Blevins v. Wyeth-Ayerst Laboratories, Inc., No. 324380,
Superior Court of the State of CA, County of San Francisco (co-lead counsel)

Denise Roberts v. Fleet Bank (RI), National Association and

Fleet Credit Card Services, L.P., Civil Action, No. 00-CV-6142.

In the United States District Court for the Eastern District of PA

United States Court of Appeals for the Third Circuit, No. 01-442 (co-lead counsel)

Jason Tesauro and Elizabeth Eley v. The Quigley Corporation,
No. 00-1011, Philadelphia County, Court of Common Pleas (co-lead counsel)
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Lyndah Wise v. Union Acceptance Corporation, No. 01-C-8479
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois (co-lead counsel)

Rudi Rodriguez v. Ford Motor Credit Company, Case No. 01-C 8526
United States District Court for the Northern District of Illinois (co-lead counsel)

Joseph and Cynthia Papa v. General Electric Capital Mortgage Services, Inc.,
Superior Court of New Jersey, Camden County, Docket No. L-5311-97 (co-lead counsel)

Renee C. Pegram et al. v. Beneficial Corp., Superior Court of New Jersey-Law
Division-Camden County, Docket No. L-8308-97 (co-lead counsel)

Karen and Barry Gartland v. Beneficial Corp., Beneficial Management Corp.
Of America, and Beneficial Consumer Discount Company, Court of Common
Pleas, Philadelphia County, No. 1535 (co-lead counsel)

Eric Schonning v. Abit (USA) Computer Corporation, Superior Court of the State of
California, County of Alameda, Case No. RG03109308 (co-lead counsel)

Edelson & Associates, LIC has served as lead counsel in the following cases:

New England Carpenters Health Benefits Fund et al. v, First DataBank, Inc. and Mckesson
Corp., Civil Action No. 1:05-cv-11148, United States District Court for the District of
Massachusetts (settled for $350 million) (co-lead counsel}

Electronic Connections Services, Corp. v. MSI Computer Corp.. et al., Superior Court of
the State of California, County of Los Angeles, Case No. BC316232 (settled) (lead
counsel

Bric Schonning v. Jetway Computer Cotp., Superior Court State of California, County of
Alameda, Case No.: RG05-214870 (settled) (lead counsel)

Electronic Connection Services Corp. v. MSI Computer Corp., Superior Court of the
State of California, County of Los Angeles, Case No.: RG316232 (settled) (lead counsel)

Gerald J. Normandin, Jr. v. Sovo Group, Inc., Superior Court of the State of California,

County of San Bernandino, Rancho Cucomonga, Case No.: RCV082128 (settled) (lead
counsel)

In Re HELOC Minimum Payment Calculation Litigation, Case No. 15-cv-00267, United
States District Court Eastern District of Pennsylvania (settled) (co-lead counsel)

Edelson & Associates, LLC has served on the Executive Commiittee of the following
cases:

In re Certainteed Corp, Roofing Shingle Product Liability Litigation, United States
District Court Eastern District of Pennsylvania, MDL Docket No. 1817 (settled)
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In re HP Inkjet Printer Litigation, United States District Court Northern District of
California (San Jose Division) Case No.: C053580JF (settled)

In addition to the above, Edelson & Associates, LLC is involved in numerous other cases
in which it has no defined official title.

Marc H. Edelson is the founder of Edelson & Associates, LLC. Mr. Edelson is a graduate
of The Wharton School of The University of Pennsylvania (B.S. 1984 cum laude) and The
University of California, Los Angeles School of Law (J.D. 1987). Mr. Edelson is admitted to

practice in New York (admitted 1988) and Pennsylvania (admitted 1988).

Liberato P. Verderame is the senior associate at Edelson & Associates, LLC. Mr.
Verderame attended Villanova University (B.A., 1994) and Villanova University School of Law
(1D3., 1997). Since then he has litigated cases in Federal Courts nationwide and has litigated
successful appeals in both Pennsylvania’s Commonwealth and Superior Courts and New Jersey’s
Appellate Division.

Since joining Edelson and Associates in 2003, he has represented plaintiffs in several
national class action cases including:

In Re: Generic Pharmaceuticals Pricing Antitrust Litigation, MDL No. 2724 (E.D. Pa.)

Pharmaceutical Industry Average Wholesale Price Litigation, MDL No. 1456 (D. Mass.)

In Re: Refrigerant Compressors Antitrust Litigation, MDIL 2042 (E.D. Mich.)

- In Re: Western Areas Wholesale Natural Gas Antitrust Litigation, MDL-1566 (D. Nev.) In

Re: Yahoo! Litigation, 06-cv-2737 (C.D. Cal.)

Kent v. Hewleti-Packard Company, 5:09-cv-05341 (N.D. Cal.)

New England Carpenters Health Benefits Fund v. First Databank, Inc., 1:05-cv-11148 (D.
Mass.)

OSB Antitrust Litigation, 06-CV-00826 (E.D. Pa.)
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In re Certainteed Corp. Roofing Shingle Product Liability Litigation, MDL Docket No.

1817 (E.D. Pa.)

Morris v. ADT Security Services, Inc., No. 7-cv-80950 (S.D. Fla.)

Nygren et al. v. Hewlett-Packard Company, No. 07-5793 (N.D. Cal.)

and

Leeds v. IKO Manufacturing, Inc., No: 2:17-cv-00339 (E.D. Pa.).

Mr. Verderame also represents individual plaintiffs with regard to insurance coverage,
_breach of contract and bad faith claims, personal injury and other matters. He serves as lead trial
counsel and recently obtained a jury verdict which was the largest insurance coverage claim
reported in VerdictSearch, Pennsylvania, during 2016.
Sati Gibson is an associate at the firm since 1999. Ms. Gibson attended Oberlin College

(B.A. 1999) and Boston College School of Law (J.D. 2002). Ms. Gibson concentrates her practice

in antitrust and consumer matters.
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EXHIBIT 2

In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation

Hdelson & Associates, LLC

Time Report

Inception through 4/19/2023
Attorney Rate Hours Lodestar
Marc Edelson 1 $900.00 0.9 $810.00
Marc Edelson $850.00 3.9 $3,315.00
Marc Edelson $800.00 123.1 $98.480.00
Liberato Verderame | $600.00 19.5 $11,700.00
Charles Mangan $350.00 1428.4 $499,940.00
Totals 1575.8 $614,245,00
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In re Zetia Antitrust Litigation

Edelson & Associates, LLC

Expense Report

Inception through 4/19/2023
Category Amount Incurred
Assessments (Litigation Fund Payment) $20,000.00
Court Fees (Filing, etc). $150.00
Experts/Consultants $0.00
Delivery/Postage/Messenger $0.00
Transcripts (Hearing, Depositions, etc). $0.00
Travel (Airfaire, Meals, Lodging) $64.99
Other $0.00
Total $20,214.00
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UNITED STATES DISTRICT COURT
FOR THE EASTERN DISTRICT OF VIRGINIA
NORFOLK DIVISION

IN RE: ZETIA (EZETIMIBE) ANTITRUST | MDL No. 2836
LITIGATION No. 2:18-md-2836- RBS-DEM

DECLARATION OF ROBERT G. EISLER IN SUPPORT OF
END-PAYOR CLASS’S MOTION FOR FINAL APPROVAL OF SETTLEMENT,

AWARD OF ATTORNEYS’ FEES AND REIMBURSEMENT OF EXPENSES
I, Robert G. Eisler, declare as follows:

1. I am an attorney licensed to practice before the courts of the Commonwealth of
Pennsylvania and the State of New York, and am a member of the firm of Grant & Eisenhofer P.A.
I'have personal knowledge of the facts stated in this Declaration and, if called as a wiiness, I would
testify competently to them. I make this Declaration in support of Grant & Eisenhofet’s request
for attorneys’ fees and reimbursement of litigation expenses, as set forth in End-Payor Class’s
Motion For Preliminary Approval Of Proposed Settlement, Approval Of The Form And Manner
Of Notice To The Class, and Proposed Schedule For A Fairness Hearing, I am counsel of record
in this case for Plaintiff, Law Enforcement Health Benefits, Inc.

2, A brief desctiption of my firm, which includes a short summary of my experience
and credentials, is aftached as Exhibit 1 and incorporated herein by reference.

3. Throughout the course of this litigation, my firm kept files contemporaneously
documenting all time spent, including tasks performed, and expenses incurred, and provided those
reports monthly to Marvin A. Miller, one of End-Payor Plaintiffs’ (“EPP”) Co-Lead Counsel. All

the time and expenses reported by my firm advanced were reasonably necessary for the prosecution

of this case in order to achieve the class-wide resulis obtained for the benefit of the EPP Class.
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4. My Firm researched and drafted an initial Complaint in this action, worked with
our client on obtaining relevant transactional data and worked on a response to motions to dismiss.

5. The schedule attached as Exhibit 2, prepared from contemporaneous time records
regularly prepared and maintained by my firm and incorporated herein, is a summary ofthe amount
of time spent by my firm’s partners, attorneys, and professional support staff who were involved
in this litigation. It does not include any time devoted to preparing this Declaration or otherwise
pertaining to the request for an award of attorney’s fees and reimbursement of expenses. The
lodestar calculation is based on my firm’s historical billing rates agreed to by hourly-fee paying
clients or submitted to other courts for which compensation was requested. The total number of
hours reasonably expended on this litigation by my firm from inception through March 31, 2023,
which does not include time spent preparing this Declaration, is 472.80 hours. The total lodestar
for my firm at historic rates is $309,709.50. Expense items are billed separately and are not
duplicated in my firm’s lodestar. Those records have been provided to Class Counsel and I
authorize them to be submitted for in camera inspection by the Court, if necessary,

6. The expenses my firm incurred in litigating this action are reflected in the books
and records of my firm, These books and records are prepared from expense vouchers, invoices,
receipts, check records, and other source materials and accurately reflect the expenses incurred.
My firm’s expense records are available for inspection by the Court if necessary.

7. My firm incurred a total of $2,831.21 in unreimbursed expenses, all of which were
reasonable and necessary for the prosecution of this litigation. These expenses were for non-
common litigation expenses incurred by my firm, such as filing fees, on-line PACER research,
electronic legal research, meals, parking, copying, telephone, etc. A summary of those expenses

by category is attached as Exhibit 3.
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I declare under penalty of perjury that the foregoing is true and correct. Executed this 4%

day of May, 2023 in Wilmington, Delaware.
LY

L

Robert G. Eidler
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FIRM BIOGRAPHY

Grant & Eisenhofer P.A. (*G&E”) concentrates on federal securities and corporate governance
litigation and other complex class litigation, With approximately 70 attorneys, G&E primarily
represents domestic and foreign institutional investors, both public and private, who have been
damaged by corporate fraud, greed and mismanagement.” The Firm was named to The National
Law Journal’s “Plaintiffs’ Hot List” for more than a decade and is listed as one of America’s
Leading Business Law Firms by Chambers & Partners, who reported that G&E “commanded
respect for its representation of institutional investors in sharcholder and derivative actions, and
in federal securities fraud litigation.” Based in Delaware, New York, Chicago and San
Francisco, G&E routinely represents clients in federal and state courts throughout the country.
G&E’s clients include the California Public Employees’ Retirement System, New York State
Common Retirement Fund, Ohio Public Employees’ Retirement System, State of Wisconsin
Investment Board, Teachers® Retirement System of Louisiana, PIMCO, Trust Company of the
West, The Capital Guardian Group and many other public and private U.S. and international
mstitutions.

G&E was founded in 1997 by Jay W. Eisenhofer and Stuart M. Grant, former litigators in the
Wilmington office of the nationally prominent firm of Skadden, Arps, Slate, Meagher & Flom
LLP. Over the years, the Firm’s principals have gained national reputations in securities and
corporate litigation. In fact, G&E was the first law firm in the country to argue the provisions of
the Private Secwrities Litigation Reform Act (“PSLRA”) allowing an institutional investor to be
appointed as lead plaintiff in a securities class action. The Firm has gone on to build a national
and international reputation as a leader in securities litigation. In both class action and “opt-out”
cases, G&E has attracted widespread recognition for protecting investors’ rights and recovering
their damages. RiskMetrics Group has twice recognized G&E for securing the highest average
investor recovery in securities class actions.

G&E has served as lead counsel in many of the largest securities class action recoveries,
inchuding;

$3.2 billion settlement from Tyco International Ltd. and related defendants
$486 million settlement from Pfizer

$448 million settlement in Global Crossing Ltd. securities litigation

$422 million total class recovery for investors in the stock and bonds of Refco
$400 million recovery from Marsh & McLennan

$325 million from Delphi Corp.

$303 million settlement from General Motors

$300 million settlement from DaimlerChrysler Corporation

$300 million recovery from Oxford Health Plans

$276 million judgment & settlement for Safety-Kleen bond investors

G&E has also achieved landmark results in corporate governancé litigation, including:
In re UnitedHealth Group Inc. Shareholder Derivative Litigation: G&E

represented the Ohio Public Employees Retirement System, State

-1-
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Teachers Retirement System of Ohio, and Connecticut Retirement Plans
and Trust Funds as lead plaintiffs in a derivative and class action suit in
which G&E successfully challenged $1.2 billion in back-dated options
granted to William McGuire, then-CEO of health care provider
UnitedHealth Group (“UHG”). This was among the first — and most
egregious — examples of options backdating. G&E’s case against UHG
produced a settlement of $922 million, the largest settiement in the history
of derivative litigation in any jurisdiction.

In re Digex, Inc, Shareholders Litigation — G&E initiated litigation
alleging that the directors and majority stockholder of Digex, Inc.
breached fiduciary duties to the company and its public shareholders by
permitting the majority shareholder to usurp a corporate opportunity that
belonged to Digex. Gé&UE’s efforts in this litigation resulted in an
unprecedented settlement of $420 million, the largest settlement in the
history of the Delaware Chancery Court.

Caremark / CVS Merger - G&E represented two institutional shareholders
in this derivative litigation challenging the conduct of the board of
directors of Caremark Rx Inc, in connection with the negotiation and
execution of a merger agreement with CVS, Inc., as well as the board’s
decision to reject a competing proposal from a different suitor. Through
the litigation, Caremark’s board was forced to renegotiate the terms of the
merger agreement with CVS. The settlement ensured statutory rights of
Caremark shareholders, providing an additional $3.19 billion in cash
consideration.

Teachers’ Retirement System of Louisiana v. Greenberg, et al. and
American International Group, Inc.: In what was, at the time, the largest
settlement of shareholder derivative litigation in the history of the
Delaware Chancery Court, G&E reached a $115 million settlement in a
lawsuit against former executives of AIG for breach of fiduciary duty.
The case challenged hundreds of millions of dollars in commissions paid
by AIG to C.V. Starr & Co., a privately held affiliate controlled by former
AIG Chairman Maurice “Hank” Greenberg and other AIG directors. The
suit alleged that AIG could have done the work for which it paid Statr, and
that the commissions were simply a mechanism for Greenberg and other
Starr directors to line their pockets.

AFSCMEv. AIG — This historic federal appeals court ruling in favor of
G&E’s client established the right, under the then-existing proxy rules, for
shareholders 1o place the names of director candidates nominated by
shareholders on corporate proxy materials — reversing over 20 years of
adverse rulings from the SEC’s Division of Corporate Finance and
achieving what had long been considered the “holy grail” for investor
activists. Although the SEC took nearly immediate action to reverse the

2-
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decision, the ruling renewed and intensified the dialogue regarding proxy
access before the SEC, ultimately resulting in a new rule currently being
considered by the SEC that, if implemented, will make proxy access
mandatory for every publicly traded corporation.

Unisuper Ltd. v. News Corp., et al. — G&E forced News Corp. to rescind
the extension of its poison pill on the grounds that it was obtained without
proper shareholder approval.

Teachers' Retirement System of Louisiana v. HealthSouth— G&E
negotiated a settlement which ousted holdover board members loyal to
indicted CEO Richard Scrushy and created mechanisms whereby
shareholders would nominate their replacements.

Carmody v. Toll Brothers — This action initiated by G&E resulted in the
seminal ruling that “dead-hand” poison pills are illegal.

In addition, the Firm’s lawyers are often called upon to testify on behalf of institutional investors
before the SEC and various judicial cominissions, and they frequently write and speak on
securities and corporate governance issues, G&E managing director Jay Eisenhofer and principal
Michael Barry are co-authors of the Shareholder Activism Handbook, and in 2008, Jay
Eisenhofer was named by Directorship Magazine as one of the “100 Most Influential People in
Corporate Governance and the Boardroom.”

G&E is proud of its success in fighting for institutional investors in courts and other forums
across the country and throughout the world,
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G&E’s ATTORNEYS
Jay W. Eisenhofer

Jay Eisenhofer, co-founder and managing principal of Grant & Eisenhofer P.A., has been
counsel in more multi-hundred million dollar cases than any other securities litigator, including
the $3.2 billion settlement in the Tyco case, the $922 million UnitedHealth Group settlement, the
$486 million settlement with Pfizer, the $450 million settlement in the Global Crossing case, a
$400 million settlement with Marsh & McLennan, a $303 million settlement with General
Motors and a $300 million settlement with DaimlerChrysler. Internationally, Mr, Eisenhofer has
organized cases on behalf of investors leading to substantial recoveries, including the $1.5 billion
settlement with Fortis in the Netherlands, the $1 billion recovery against Royal Bank of Scotland
in the United Kingdom, and the historic $450 million pan-European settlement in the Royal
Dutch Shell case in the Netherlands. Mr. Eisenhofer was also the lead attorney in the seminal
cases of American Federation of State, County & Municipal Employees, Employees Pension
Plan v. American International Group, Inc., where the U.S. Coutt of Appeals required
shareholder proxy access reversing years of SEC no-action letters, and Carmody v. Toll Brothers,
wherein the Delaware Court of Chancery first ruled that so-called “dead-hand” poison pills
violated Delaware law.

Mz, Eisenhofer has served as litigation counsel to many public and private institutional investors,
including, among others, Amalgamated Bank, APG Asset Management, California Public
Employees Retirement System, California State Teachers Retirement System, Colorado Public
Employees Retirement Association, the Florida State Board of Administration, John Hancock,
Louisiana State Employees Retirement System, New York City Retirement Funds, Inc., and
Service Employees International Union,

Mr. Eisenhofer is consistently ranked as a leading securities and corporate governance litigator
and he has been named by Lawdragon to its annual list of the top 500 lawyers in America for
several consecutive years. He is also recognized by Benchmark Litigation as one of the Top 100
Trial Lawyers, The National Law Journal has selected Grant & Eisenhofer to its “Plaintiffs’ Hot
List” as one of the top plaintiffs® law firms in the country since the List’s inception, earning the
firm a place in The National Law Jowrnal's “Plaintiffs’ Iot List Hall Of Fame™ in 2008, as well
as to its list of “Elite Trial Lawyers: The 50 Leading Plaintiffs Firms in America” since
commencement of the list, The firm has been selected as a “Most Feared Plaintiffs Firm” by
Law360 as “one of the most high-profile shareholder and whistleblower advocates in the country,
securing record-high cash settlements.” U.S. News & Worid Report has also repeatedly named
Grant & Eisenhofer to its list of “Best Law Firms” in the fields of Securities Litigation,
Commercial Litigation, and Corporate Law. M. Eisenhofer is rated AV by Martindale-Hubbell.

Mr. Eisenhofer has written and lectured widely on securities fraud and insurance coverage
litigation, business and employment torts, directors' and officers’ liability coverage, and the
Delaware law of shareholder rights and directorial responsibilities. Among the publications he -
has authored: “The Shareholders Activism Handbook™ Aspen Publishers; “Proxy Access Takes
Center Stage — The Second Circuit’s Decision in AFSCME Employees Pension Plan v. American
International Group, Inc.”” Bloomberg Law Reports, Vol. 1, No. 5; “Investor Litigation in the

i
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